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Abstract 

Since recently, gender issues have drawn the attention of many scholars. As a result, there is 
an increasing interest to assess and investigate women's place and role in society with the 
aim of devising a sound solution to the problems they encounter. The major objective of this 
study is to closely examine the contribution of wives in agricultural production and their 
access to and control over resources vis-a-vis their husbands in Gozamen woreda. 

To achieve the stated objective, a cross-sectional survey design was employed with a mixed 
approach of daw collection and analysis. Both primary and secondmy data were collected. 
These included both quantitative and qualitative data and information. 7'l,e study employed a 
multi-stage sampling method to select sample kebeles and households. Since the woreda is 
naturally stratified into three agro-ecological zones, one kebele was purposively selected 
from each agro-ecology. Then, households having married couples were targeted for the 
study. To this end, 5% of sample households having married couples were drawn Fom each 
kebele. Accordingly, 37, 57 and 22 (a total of //6) households were selec/ed fro m Yebokella 
Zuria, Wonqa, and Dessa Enesie kebeles, respectively through systematic random sampling 
technique. Survey questionnaire, key informant interview, FGDs and observation were major 
tools to collect primary data. Books, theses, journals, offiCial documents and credible internet 
sources were also major sources of secondary data. 

By using the methodology described above, intra-household dynamics in gender division of 
labour and gender differential access to and control over resources were examined. The 
division of labour in domestic spheres isfound to be rig id in most of household provisioning 
tasks while, in productive spheres, there found 10 be greater flexibility in sharing tasks. 
Nevertheless, rigid gender division of labour was found in some farm tasks like ploughing, 
sowing and applying fe rtilizer. Moreover, wives ' direct involvement in Culling and threshing 
was reported 10 be minimal. Their domestic work load, cultural norms and !>eIiPj, and 
women 's perception of themselves as "physically weak" were the major fac tors influencing 
them ji-om involving in some f arm activit ies. As far as access to and control over resources is 
concerned, the study found out that although land is presumably jointly owned by spouses, 
making decisions on how to use this critical resource is dominated by husbands. Wives' 
access to and control over other resources considered in this study (like agricultural 
extension and credit services) was found to be minimal as compared to their spouses. 

In spite of their significant contribution, wives in the study area are not seen asfarmers or at 
least not active farmers. The gender divis ion of labour and the differential access to and 
control over resources are inversely related in the sense that women contribute more labour 
but enjoy less privilege in access to and control over resources vis-a-vis their husbands. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background 

Various soc io-economic activit ies perfo rmed by people are characterized by a ce rtain kind of 

divi sion of labour, among which the gender di mension is more apparent. In the process of 

soc ia l and economic development, people special ize in particular tasks and hence it is 

sociall y accepted that there are men's tasks and women's tasks (Yaekob, 1999). Although 

soc ieties divide these activi ties to sexes differ from one cu ltu re to another and from time to 

time, a gender division of labou r ex ists in all societies (Melese, 1994) . 

Such divi sion of labour is perceived to be ' natural' because it has not shown any change for 

generati ons (Boserup, 1970). According to Boserup ( 1970), in lllany soc ieties, " .. the 

traditional division of labour. .. is usually cons ide red natural in the sense of being obviously 

and ori ginally imposed by the sex differences in itse lf." Moreover, it has been beli eved fo r so 

long that any attempt to change or mod ify the defined gender di vis ion of labour is rega rded as 

" inducing an upset into the accepted natural order" (Addi s, 1990 cited in Yaekob, 1999). 

It has been observed that women, like men make major contributions in economi c, soc ial and 

politica l development. As far as women 's economic role is concerned, their agricu ltu ral 

contribution comes at the forefront (Boserup, 1970). Although women's contribution is 

critica l, there is a general tendency of obscurity and inadequate recogniti on of their roles. 

This is mainly due to the wrong assumption that 'what would benefit one secti on of soc iety 

(in most cases men) will be trickled-down to other secti on of society (in thi s case women)". 

Due to thi s generali zation, the role of wo men in producti ve acti vities is unusually recogni zed 

and remunerated for long (S intaye hu , 2003). This had led ru ral women to have a limited 

access to and contro l over resources (notab ly land , capital , agricultu ral inpu ts, cred it and 

extens ion se rvices). As a result they are placed at the bottom stratum of soc iety. What is 

more, in patriarchal soc ieties, there is a trad itional percepti on which great ly a ffects their place 

in soc iety and economy (Charlton, 1984). 



Histori ca ll y, the bac kbone of Ethiopia's economy like man y oth er developing co un tries is the 

agri cu ltura l sector, whi ch absorbs significa nt labour force out o f w hi ch women make a lmost 

half. It is docum ented in many li teratures that, Ethi opian rura l wome n play a s igni fi ca nt role 

in crop and livestock producti on in additi on to the ir rep rod ucti ve and community roles . 

However their re lative access to and control over reso urces is limited vis-a-vis men . Th is is 

bel ieved to contribute its part to the sector's low perform ance (Yaekob, 1999). 

In recognit ion to the above fact, gender issues, espec iall y the case of gender a nd agricu ltural 

prod ucti on, have drawn the attention of a good deal of academicians, deve lopment planners 

and practitioners . As a result, there is an increas ing interest to assess and investi gate women 's 

place in soc iety with the a im of dev isi ng a sound so lu tion to the problems they encounte r. 

Thi s study, therefore seeks to assess the contributi ons of women in agric ultura l producti on, 

gender differences in access to and control over resources, and the factors influenc ing the 

gender divi s ion of labour and gender differenti al in access to and contro l over resources in 

Gozamen woreda. In doing so, there are different gende r ana lys is too ls and techniques to 

make women vis ibl e in developm ent interventions. A th orough gende r analys is is a critical 

starting point for any progra m/project that aims to be more ge nder sens itive. 

Gender anal ysis is a too l to better understand the rea lities o f women and men, girl s and boys. 

It a ims to uncover the dynam ics o f gender diffe rences across a variety of issues. These, 

princ ipally include gender iss ues with respect to act ivi ties (gend er di vis ion of labour), access 

to and contro l over reso urces, and those factors that influe nce gender divi s ion of labour and 

gender differential in access to and control ove r resources. T hi s is done in order to identify 

the deve lopmental needs of women and men (GDRC, 2002). Several gender ana lys is 

framewo rk s exi st today. For the purpose of the present study, however, the Harvard 

Ana lyti ca l Framework or a lso ca lled the Gender Ro les Framework (GRF) is used. Its deta il is 

presented in the li terature rev iew section of th e paper. 

1.2 Statement of the Problem 

It is wid e ly demon strated that rural women as wives, as well as men are engaged in a ra nge o f 

activiti es essential to househo ld we lfare, agri cultura l producti on and economi c growth . Yet, 

the ir substantia l contribution continues to be systematically ma rginalized a nd underva lued in 
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conventiona l agricultu ral and economIc ana lys is while men's contribution remains the 

central , often the so le, focus of attention (Jiggins, et ai, 2000). T hi s may be due to the age-o ld 

ass umption that "men are the fa rm ers and women play only a supportive ro le as far mers' 

w ives" (Williams, et a i, 1995). However, it is a plain fact that almost ha lf o frural fa rmers are 

women 111 a lm ost all agrarian societies making significant contributions in agricu ltu ral 

prod uct ion. Therefo re, the incorpo ration of gender as an analyti ca l va ri ab le in economic 

development in general and agricult ural development equation in particular is becoming a 

necess ity (Feidste in and Poats, 1989). 

Ethiopian ru ral women are making a s ignifi cant contri bution to agricu ltura l prod uction and to 

ensuring food security. Accordin g to one study, about 87% of women in Ethiopia are engaged 

in agriculture, contributing about 50% of income based on subsistence agri cu lture (Zenebe, 

2005). Mo reover, according to a stud y done by th e M ini stry of Agricu lture ( 1992), women 

are respons ible for about 40% of all agr ic ultural labou r in Eth iop ia (cited in Frank, 1999). 

In Amhara reg ion and in many other parts of Eth iopia, agri cu ltural production can be 

characterized by labour-intensive and utilizing little, ifany modern techn ology (Frank, 1999). 

In this case, the household labour in general and wome n's labour in parti cular becomes 

im portant. It is documented that Ethiopia n rural women spend longer hours in productive and 

reproductive tasks. In Amhara region , they spend between 14-17 hours per day in the 

unremunerated, tiresome domestic chores and productive activ iti es (ANRS, 2005). Desp ite 

thi s fact, however, the ir role in agricultural producti on is inv is ible. In addition they have been 

subjected to various fo rms of gend er-based di scrim inat ion whic h in many ways have had 

impact on economic, pol iti cal and soc ial status of women in the co untry. 

One of the major forces that reduces and jeopardizes wome n's involvement in agricultura l 

product ion is the cultural norm s and beli efs orthe soc iety concerned that have worked against 

women . Their ro le is usua lly cons idered as a wife ly duty and taken as secondary. Their 

lim ited access to and contro l over key facto rs of produ ction is the oth er major cause. 

Ethiop ian rural women often fa ce d ifficulties than men in gai ning access to a nd co ntrol over 

resources due to var ious reason s although it is cu lture-and time-spec ifi c. The extent of these 

cultural and material discriminati ons against women in the study area and its implication 

should be identified and examined. 
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Gi ven women limi ted access to and control ove r resources and the various obstacles 

preventi ng them from benefitin g from the frui ts of th ei r labour, it can be esti mated that the 

majority of the 27 million people li vin g in chroni c poverty in Ethiopia are rural women 

(FDRE, 2001). In Am hara reg ion, it is estimated that 33% to 47% of th e peop le is liv ing in 

abso lute poverty, out of whi ch the majori ties are expected to be rural women (AN RS, 2005) . 

Their poverty is related to the ir li mited access to and control ove r resources . Although there 

have been efforts to ensure women's access to key factors of production in agricultural 

deve lopment poli cies and programs, the issue becomes not onl y a questi on of whether rural 

wo men have access to key inputs, but whether th ey have control over resources and benefit s. 

As a resul t, ge nder has proved to be the most use ful category to di saggregate the fa rm 

household and analyze intra-household behavior in decision making (Fe idstein and Poats, 

1989). It is also a point of entry to understanding intra-household relationships and decision 

making and to recognizing where intra-household relationships ha ve an impOitant bearing on 

fa rmers' dec isions and activiti es (Ibid). Knowing thi s dynam ism is a key in undertaking any 

development intervention. This prov ides a basis to make loca lity specific gender anal ys is. 

However, 111 pl anning for and implementing agri cul tural deve lopment interventions, the 

household rs generall y taken as a unit of analys is and male heads of households as the 

principal decision makers and the sources of intonnat ion. The roles of household members 

other than male heads are frequentl y ignored (I bid). Thi s has its own implication for the 

sector's perform ance. 

Moreover, many literatures on gender and agri cultural production focus on women in fe male 

headed households and treat them in relation to men in male headed household s. Almost a ll 

of the above fac ts abo ut rural women apply to women in fe male headed households. The 

situation of women (wives) in male headed households is not adequately addressed. Th is 

study, therefore attempts to fill thi s gap by desc ribing the ranges of acti vities undertaken by 

wives as we ll as husbands, and exami ning the nature of the divis ion of labo ur in the 

agri cultural production and wives access to and contro l over key factors of production vis-a­

vis their spollses speci fi call y in three se lected rura l ke beles of Gozamen woreda so as to 

make the role of these groups of women visib le . In do ing so, the study sought to add ress the 

fo ll owin g major research quest ions: 
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I. What are the ranges of household maintenance and agricultu ral activit ies undertaken 

by wives, as well as their spouses? What is the natu re of the gender division of labour 

in these spheres? 

2. What is the nature of the gender differenti al in access to and control over resources? 

3. What fac tors do influence wives fro m parti cipat ing in some agri cultural act ivities and 

what determi nes the gender divi sion of labour in the agricultural production? 

4. What is the implication of this ge nder di vision of labo ur and the gender diffe rential in 

access to and control ove r resources to any agr icu ltural deve lopmen t intervent ion? 

1.3 Objectives of the Study 

1.3.1 Genera l Objective 

The genera l objecti ve of the study is to assess the contri butions of wives in agri cultural 

product ion and the ir access to and control over resources vis-a-vis their husbands. 

1.3.2 Specific Objective 

The present study has the fol lowing spec ific objectives 

• Desc ri bing the ranges of acti vit ies perform ed by wives, as we ll as their spouses (thc 

gender divi sion of labour) in the domestic and agricultu ral production spheres. 

• Assessing th e gender di ffere nces in access to and contro l ove r producti ve resources. 

• Explaining the factors that influence gende r division of labour in agricultural 

production and the gender differential in access to and control ove r resources. 

1.4 Significance of the Study 

Unti l the last few decades, it can be said that the issue of women in genera l and their posit ion 

in and contributi on to soc iety in pal1 icul ar had deserved very I itt le attention (Regassa, 2000). 

Since in very recent decades, gender issues have been articulated by many academ icians, 

deve lopment planners and pract itioners. The present stud y will , therefore contr ibute to the 

theoretica l and empiri ca l body of knowledge avai lable on ge nder and agricultu ral production. 
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It is known that agri cultural deve lopment interventions affect wo men and men in different 

ways . Nonetheless, many development pl anners and pract itioners have often fai led to 

conside r wo men's contribution to the agri cul tural sector. Thi s is ma inly due to lack of data. 

In almost all agrari an societies, acc urate inform ati on on wOll1en ~s role in agri cultural 

producti on is sketchy at best (Sachs, 1996) . Only by the co llecti on and analys is of ge nder 

disaggregated data will deve lopment strategies target women as acti ve and equ al par-tners in 

agri cul tural deve lopment. In Ethiopia in general and in the Amhara region in particul ar, the 

contribution of women in the sector is not systematica lly studied. This study, therefore, hopes 

to fill thi s ga p in the woreda in particular and in the region in general. 

It is also important to note that women and men have di ffe rent acti vities and different leve ls 

of access to and control over key fac tors of production in the farm households. Thi s study 

tri ed to ge nerate baseline information on issues related to women's acti viti es, the ir relati ve 

access to and control over resources, and the factors influencing their acti vities in the sector 

to those who are interested to undertake any deve lopment intervention aiming at promoting 

women's contributions in the sector in th e woreda. The study al so seeks to contribute to the 

better understanding of gender relati ons and gender roles in agri cul tural producti on. 

Moreover, it will serve as a springboard fo r further research on the issue. 

1.5 Scope and Limitation of the Study 

It is kn own that there are different groups of women on the basis of the ir ma rri age statu s. 

Although all of these categori es of women deserve attention, thi s study however limits itse lf 

to women in male headed households and threats them in relation to their spouses. In doing 

so, th e role of wives in the agricultural production, their access to resources vis-a-v is their 

spouses and the factors that affect their partici pation in farm acti vities were examined . 

Furtherm ore, most studies on gender and agri cultural production in agraria n soc ieties often 

mention the potential ro le of marriage pattern s in shaping the gender divis ion of labour in 

agricul tural production. Thi s is al so true in many parts of Ethi opia where there is a system of 

polyga my (in both cases polyandry and po lygy ny) . This parti cular study recogni zes the 

interface betwee n marriage patterns and gender roles in agri cultural producti on. However, 
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due to the fact that th e study area is characterized wholly by a monogamous marriage pattern 

the study does not dwe ll on thi s issue. 

In princ ipl e, producti ve resources may be broad ly defined to include not onl y materi a l and 

fina nc ia l means o f prod uction (la nd, labour, ca pital , farm inpu ts, services like extension and 

credit) but also soc ial relat ions and knowledge which may be employed in the processes o f 

production. Neveltheless, the s tudy gives fu ll emphasis to these materi a l mea ns of production 

particul arly land, fa rm inputs (chem ical fertili zers, selected seeds and pestic ides), extension 

services a nd cred it. 

In conducting thi s stud y, some c hallenges were faced. In some systematically se lected farm 

househo lds, eithe r the husband or the wife or both were not ava ilab le at the time of data 

col lection. Data co ll ectors, therefore had been forced to give appointment and come back to 

interv iew them as the data need to be gathered fro m spouses. Thi s incident took much time 

than expected. In addition, lack of transportation fac ility in one se lected kebe le also took 

much time during data co llecti on. The other challenge was the diffi culty to get li terature on 

the nature of the issue under cons ideration in the study a rea. Thi s gap was off-setted by 

rel ay ing on key in formants. 

1.6 Organization of the Paper 

The study is organi zed in to s ix chapters . The first chapte r is an in troductory chapter that 

encompasses the background, statement of the prob lem, objectives, the s ignifi cance, and 

limitation and scope of the study. Chapter two has the li terature review part o f the paper. It 

al so includes brief di scussion of the analytical framework used in th e study. The 

methodo logy used in the stud y is e laborated in chapter three. Chapter fou r provides bas ic 

fac ts and figures about the study area . Findings and d iscuss ions of the paper are inc luded in 

chapter five. Thi s chapter includes issues like the labour force in th e fa rm households, the 

activ ity profi le of wives and husbands in bo th domest ic and prod uct ive spheres and factors 

affectin g w ives to undertake certain producti ve activ iti es, and the gende r d ifferential in 

relative access to and contro l over resources. Factors influe nc ing women's access to and 

contro l over reso urces are a lso exa mined in thi s palticular c hap ter. The stud y reserves the 

final c hapter for summ ary and conc lus ion. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1 Definition of Key Terms and Concepts 

The fo ll owing term s and concepts are frequentl y used throughout this paper. T hey are de fined 

in such a way that they can convey the in tended message. 

Access to resources : refers to th e freedom or permi ss ion to use the resource, perhaps with 

some dec ision mak ing once access is obta ined (Fe idste in and Poats, 1989). 

Contro l over resources and benefits: implies the power to dec ide whether an d how a 

resource is used, how it is to be a ll ocated and share the bene fits (Ibid). 

Resource : are those key factors of producti on in the agri cul tura l produ ction incl uding land, 

farm inputs (like ferti lizer, selected seeds, and pestic ides), and services li ke cred it and 

agri cultural extensio n. 

Gender Ana lysis : re fers to a mul t itude of methods and approaches that look into the roles 

and re lationships between wo men and men, and their access to and co ntro l ove r reso urces 

(Zenebe, 2005). 

Gender division of labour: means an overa ll soc ieta l patte rn where women are a llo tted one 

set of gender ro les and men are a ll otted another set (FDRE, 200 I). 

2.2 The Concept of Gender, Gender Roles and Gender Relations 

Gender has been de fined in a va ri ety of ways, both in resea rch and am ong the gene ra l publi c. 

Gender in vo lves men as much as it does women. It is more than the d iffe rences between 

women and men, and the term means differe nt things to d iffe rent people. Ea rl y definitions of 

gender were given to di stin gui sh socia l and bi o log ical as pects o f the diffe rences between 

women and men (l shengo ma, 2005). However, these ea rl y writin gs emphas ized the 

di fferences between gender and sex. Barbara Rogers, ror instan ce exp la in ed th at sex is a 

ph ys ica l distincti on between male and fe male whi le ge nde r is a soc ia l difference between 

men and women (Rogers, 1980). This concept also re fers to those aspects that are shaped by 
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soc ia l forces o r to the meaning that a soc iety g ives to bio logica l d ifferences (i shengoma, 

2005). In viewi ng gender in terms of gender divis ion o f labour, Rogers stated that "[ i)n tak ing 

th e div is ion of labou r betwee n men and women in different soc ieties we are taking a lmost 

exc lus ive ly o f gender ro les rather than sex roles [whi ch is) dete rmined by cultural rather than 

bio logy" (Rogers, 1980). To strengt hen thi s argument, El lis ( 1980) as quoted by Regassa, 

2000) states th at, 

.. . il is misleading 10 refer to the division of labour between women and men as 
the 'Ihe sexual division of labour' with its overtones of causation by the 

biological differences belween the sexes. An alternative [and best way of 

expressing it} is to refer to the gender division of labour. 

Al maz ( 199 1) a lso argues that " [t)he soc ia ll y learned pattern of be hav ior th at di ffe re nti ate 

men from wome n in a g iven soc iety are re fe rred to as one's gender ro les. Gender is then a 

learned behav ior, usual ly re lated to one' s sex; but sex status does not necessarily determine 

gender ro le." These asse.1ions are recogni tions that di visio n of labour between the two sexes 

is soc ially, not bio log ica ll y determined. As a soc ia l construct it is subj ect to change . The 

cross-cultural variat ions in the gend er div is ion of labour reveal thi s fact. 

Gender is a soc ial relation. This aspect o f ge nder is best expla ined by Elson. She stated that 

" [g)e nder relations are the socia lly deterniined re lations th at differentiate ma le and fe male 

s ituation .... Gender relations refer to the ge nder di mension of the soc ial re lati ons structuring 

the lives of men and women , such as the gender divi s ion of labour and the gender d ifferentia l 

access to and control over resources" (El son, 1995). Gender re lations, argues Elson are 

women's ro les in relation to th ose o f men (and vice ve rsa), rather than women' s o r men's 

ro les separately. Gender is centra l to the way a soc iety is organi zed . When we speak o f 

gend er, we are concerned w ith soc ia l re lat ions between women and men. It governs 

relat ionships. In other words be in g a woman or a man resu lts from soc ia lization. Like th e 

fa mily, re li g ion, race and other soc ia l instituti ons, gender affects the ro les men and women 

play in a soc iety. Gender a lso estab li shes patterns o f behav ior through interact ion w ith other 

institu tions. It a lso functions in a si mi lar manner to orga ni ze soc iety (I shengoma, 2005). 

Gender invo lves differences in power. Gender orders soc ial relationsh ips in such a way that 

some ind iv idual s have greater power tha n do others. It is because of thi s power diffe renti al 

between women and men, in every soc iety the ro les women and men assume accord women 
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fewer opportuni ties and privileges (Ibid). One fo rm of express ion of thi s power is the power 

that manifest in to a body of customs, beliefs and soc ial practices that are accepted without 

question (S hortal l, 1999). The different norms, values and rules dictate women and men to 

behave, act and enjoy in celiain ways in thei r day to day li fe. These are strong powers that 

maintain the power relat ions that existed in a given soc iety. This power relation exhibits itself 

in the di vis ion of labour and the differential access to and control ove r resources between 

women and men (Workwoha, et ai, 2004) 

Gender is a cultural construct. Gender is organi zed differently in different soc ieties. 

Accord ingly, the expectations for women and men vary throu ghou t the world (lshengoma, 

2005). These differences are perhaps most clearly illustrated in inter-cu ltural compari sons of 

what is considered male and female work. 

Some conceptualizations of gender implicitly argue that gender rol es are stab le. However 

according to Moore, although the relations between men and women are socially 

constructed, it cannot be assumed to be fixed and predetermined (cited in Regassa, 2000). 

Gender roles are dynamic and ever changin g. They can be changed over time with changes in 

various factors. 

2.3 Gender Division of Labour in Agricultural Production 

We know that in every soc iety, wo men and men do different things, have access to different 

resources and benefits and have different responsibilities . Such differences are rooted in 

socia l organizations and are supported by cul tural beliefs and values (Feidstein and Poats, 

1989). However, despite the persistence of such beliefs about what people do or should do, 

these roles are in flu x and often differ quite markedly across cultures, space and time. 

Like in other economic activities, there is gender division of labour in agricultural production 

although the pattern of this di vision va ries across time and space. Ester Boserup (1970) is 

considered to be the pioneer in attempting to associate variations in ge nder roles in 

agricultural production with the leve l of' population density and the agricultu ral technology 

being used. Accord ing to her, in sparse ly populated regions like Afri ca, there is hoe 

cultivation where women do play a dominant role. She goes on arguing that, in reg ions of 
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high population den sity like As ia the re is plough c ul tivation where men do much of the 

agricultural tasks. Neverthe less, her asse rtion tha t "Afr ica is the region of fema le fann ing par 

exce llence" is se ve rely re futed by severa l empirica l findi ngs. Whil e both sexes participate, 

though not always equall y, in agri cultura l produ ct ion and reproduction , the bea rin g and 

nurturing of children and other tasks assoc iated wi th nurtu rin g family and community are 

predom in antly the respons ib ility of wome n in many Afri ca n soc ieti es (Dav iso n, 1988). 

Conseq uentl y, wo men, in contrast to men often have a dua l la bo ur burden. 

Recogn ition that mal e and female respon sibil ity fo r production a nd reproducti on tasks in 

farm in g vary from one society to another has enco uraged the understandi ng that such 

activi ties are soc ia lly defined, not sexual ly determined (Feidstein and Poats, 1989). As a 

soc ial construct, gender ro les are mutab le and respons ive to other changes (S intaye hu , 2003). 

In early writings of gender related roles, it was wrongly suggested that the pattern of gender 

roles in Afri can agricu ltura l production were ri gid (Ibid). Howeve r, it was docume nted that 

gender-based divi s ion of labour is subj ected to change through time due to various factors. 

The in troduction of cash crop produ cti on and ploughin g, the appli cation of modern 

agricu ltural inputs, and th e abolition of the customary land tenure system are some of these 

factors that can change the tradi tional gcndcr-bascd d ivision of labour in agri cultural 

producti on (S intayehu, 2003; Dejene, 1995; Yaekob, 1999; Boserup, 1970 ; and Getaneh , 

2004). The introd uction of cash crop product ion, for exam ple has attracted men in to the 

commercial agriculture as a resu lt women re legated to domesti c chores and subsistence 

fa rmin g (S intayehu , 2003) a lthough there are some wri ters who argue that thi s has not 

happened in some soc ieti es. Hence, the boundary between gender spec ifi c tasks in economi c 

in general and in agri cultural production in part icular can get blurred . Tasks prev iously 

perfo rmed by men alone ca n be we ll accomp li shed by wo men and vice versa. 

Yigremew (200 I) assoc iated the di vis ion of labou r with the uneq ual ranking and rewarding 

of tasks as perform ed by the different gende r categories. This results, he argues, in power 

ineq uality. Mo reove r, Hu nt ington observes that in many Afri ca n societies " [m]en have power 

and control over the fr uits of women's labour beca use trad ition gives men a pos it ion of 

authority over women . . .. Men get the ir wea lth, the ir li ve lihood and their le isu re from 

wo men 's labour" (c ited in Overho lt, et ai, 1991). 
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The soc io-economic structure of rural Ethiop ia is characteri zed by having a divi sion of labour 

marked by a trad itiona l line where certa in jobs are reserved for men and some oth ers fo r 

women (Yaekob, 1999). According to Yigremew (200 1), "the ge nder division of labou r in the 

grain producing highlands of Ethiop ia is simi lar to Boserup's " plough culti vat ion" where men 

ass isted by draught ani mals, use the ma in fa rm ing implement, the plow, wh il e onl y the 

manual operations are left to women." 

2.4 The Role of Women in Agricultu.-al Production 

Ancient history of human civi li zation has revea led th at women we re the first agri cu ltu rali sts 

who di scovered the means of planti ng crops in the homestead (Deri, 1989 ; ci ted in Yaekob, 

1999). This trad itional responsib i lity has remained so for generati ons and women sti II 

undertake various agricultural activi ties in many agrari an countries (Yaekob, 1999). In light 

of thi s fact, many literatures have begun to explain the domi nant role of women in the secto r. 

Easter Boserup (1970) was the first who tri ed to make the contribution of wome n visib le. 

Although man y wri ters have crit icized Boserup 's thesis that 'A frica is the reg ion of fema le 

fa rm ing par exce ll ence', they have not ignored the fundamental prem ise that women 's labour 

is central to African agriculture (T iru work, 1998). 

High leve l of rura l poverty with a frag ile agro-ecolog ica l environment makes the 

contr ibutions of women's productive activiti es to the household and the community a crucial 

element in the surviva l of the rural population (World Bank, 1995). Some stat istics ind icate 

that women accou nt for 70 per cent of household food production in Sub-Saharan Afri ca, 65 

per cent in Asia, and 45 per cent in Lat in America and the Car ibbean (Brown, et ai, 1995). 

Data from UNECA (1996) also indicates that WOmen in SSA are responsible for 70-80 per 

cent of food production, 50 per cent of li vestock raising and 60 per cent of marketing (c ited in 

Yaekob, 1999). Constituting almost half of the total popu lati on in almost all soc ieties, 

women 's contribution in soc io-economic life is fa r more signifi cant than what has 

tradi ti ona ll y been acknowledged (Nahusenay, 2004). They play reproductive, producti ve and 

commun ity roles wh ich have cri tica l im portance to sustai n soc ietal li fe. 

According to the study undertake n by FAO (1985) in different regions of the deve loping 

world , the role of women in agricu ltu re was fo und to be much significant although has 
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remained unremunerated. In Asia, for example it is recognized that women provided much of 

the labour for the production of the stable crop, rice. An in-depth study in Nepal , for instance 

indicated that women perform 66 per cent of the labour invo lved in plan ting, 75 per cent of 

that required for weeding an d all of the cleaning and the storage of rice (FAO, 1985). The 

study in Nepa l fUl1her noted that in the production of wheat, women constitute 66 per cent of 

the work, for maize 94 per cent, for oil seeds 85 per cent, and for millet 94 per cent (Ibid). In 

Pakistan, 50 per cent of women were in vo lved in wheat production, hoeing and harvest in g; 

up to 85 per cent in th reshing and 95 per cent of cleani ng the garden (Ibid). This study, 

moreover est imated that in Peru and Ch il e, women's agricultural contribution can reach up to 

21 and 10.4 per cent respectively (Ibid). The study confirm ed that in some African countri es 

women are acti ve in ploughing as it is illustrated in Swazi land that 59 per cent of the 

ploughing is undertaken by women (Ibid). 

Nonethe less, it is culturally assumed in most agrarian societies that " ... men are involved in 

production activit ies and women are responsible for domestic works. Due to this categorical 

generalization and other factors, the role of women in productive activities is usually 

unrecognized" (Sintayehu, 2003). Accordi ng to Mead, there is a predominant belief that 

"men br ing food and women prepare it" (ci ted in Boserup, 1970). This belief has com mon ly 

been used to describe the role of women and also men in many agrarian soc iet ies including 

Ethiopia. However, this assertion ignores the role of women in production. For Boserup 

( 1970), " ... the surmise that the provision of food is men's prerogative is unwarranted." 

Historical ly, agriculture is the mainstay of the Ethiop ian economy serving as a source of 

food, emp loyment, foreign exchange and raw material for industries. It accou nts the lion 

sha re of the country's GOP and absorbs the largest labour force . The 1994 national census 

has shown that out of the total population, about 85 per cent are rural people who depend on 

the agricultural sector in one way or another for thei r li ve lihood (CSA, 2005).47.7 per cent 

of the total population is a fema le population, out of wh ich 43 .2 per cent is economically 

active. Out of this economica ll y active population, 88 per cent is a rura l labou r force (Ibid). 

Ethiopian rural women, like their counterpal1s in many developing countries make significant 

contribution to agriculture and to ensuring food security. The agricu ltural sector in the 

country is large ly based on plough cul tivat ion with the except ion of some areas where there is 
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hoe cu lti vation. The rain -fed Eth iopian agri culture is based on a large sca le use of household 

labour (Dejene, 1995), and hence women's contribution is vital fo r agricu ltural production . In 

add ition to carry ou t reproducti ve and commu nity roles, rural women part icipate actively in 

wide ranges of agr icultural tasks in different ways. 

It is noted that over 50-80 per cen t of the labour fo rce requ ired in crops and li vestock 

production as we ll as env ironmen tal rehabilitat ion is prov ided by women fanners in rural 

Ethiop ia (A lemayehu, 200 1). A survey result in three regions of the country revealed that, the 

time and labour input of fe male farmers in crop production is fo und to be SO, 52 and 34 per 

cent in Amhara, Tigray and SNNPR respect ively (Wudenesh, 2003). In addition, thei r ro le in 

livestock production is reported ly 48, 52 and 77 per cent respecti vely in these reg ions (Ibid) . 

Ethiop ian rural women are actively involved in vari ous fa rm acti vities such as seed cleaning, 

land preparation, sowing/planting, weedi ng, applying manure, hoei ng, sca ring of birds, 

harvest ing, preparation of threshing ground , co ll ect ion and pilling, winnowing, transporting 

and storage (Alemayehu, 2003). Nevertheless, the level and type of wo men involvement in 

the sector varies from place to place. In areas of plough culti vati on , for example there is a 

cultural taboo aga inst women ploughing and sowing (Dessa legn, 1991) although Frank 

(1999) observes that in some areas of Amhora Region, women we re seen ploughing. 

According to the study conducted by Poluha (1980), in two woredas (Dangil a in Gojjam and 

Dodota in Ari si), out of the ten identified farm activities (land preparation , plough ing, 

sowing, weeding, man uring, cutting, threshing, co llecting, transporting an d grain storing), 

more than 60 per cent of the sampled women are substantially in volved in seven of them 

(cited in Yaekob, 1999). The same study also revea led that some women performed 

plough ing and sowi ng wh ich are traditionally taken as male tasks (Ib id). 

Moreover, women 's participation 111 agri cu ltural production diffe rs in di fferent agro­

eco log ica l zones . A study conducted by Yaekob ( 1999) in Arba Minch Zuria Woreda, for 

example found out that there is a genera l tende ncy of men dominance in the majority of crop 

production activ ities in ' kolla ' areas, whil e women 's partic ipation increases as one goes 

towards 'woyina dega' and 'dega~ areas. Variations ill socia-economic activ ities also 

determine wo men's in volvement in agricul tural product ion. In Dorze of the Gamo hi ghland 
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communities, for instance men dominate weav ing, wh ile women dom inate farm activ ities 

(Getaneh, 2004) . In agro-pastoral ist soc ieti es like Tsemako, wo men are the dom ina nt actors 

in agri culture whil e me n are preoccupi ed with herding of cattle (Me lesse, 1994). Dessa legn 

( 199 I) observes in hi s comparat ive stud y o f rural wo men in Wo llo and Wolay ita that women 

in Wo ll o undertook all tasks with the exception of pl oughing and sow ing while the 

partic ipati o n o f women in farming is ve ry limi ted in Wo lay ita . 

In th e Ethiopian mi xed farmin g system, crop produ ction goes hand in hand wi th li vestock 

producti on. Here al so, women 's co ntribution is s ignifi cant. In Amha ra Region, fo r example 

women are often respons ibl e for he rdin g, waterin g, supply ing fodder, barn c leanin g, milk ing 

and milk process ing (Frank, 1999). 

2.5 Differential Access to key Factors of Production 

T he re latio nship between women, work and resources is im portant fo r rural women whose 

economic success or failure often depends on their differenti a l access to and utili zati on of 

resources (Tiruwork, 1998). "The degree of access to and contro l over resources within a 

soc iety play significant roles in diffe rentiating members of a society in po licy and dec is ion 

making processes" (Zenebe, 200S). In Afri ca, by and large, women are the major foo d 

producers. Women's re lati on to key factors of produ ction (such as land , labour, modern 

agri cultural inputs like fe rtili ze rs, improved seeds and pesti c ides, and services li ke 

agri cultura l extension and credit) is therefore, a critica l factor in the ir ability to produ ce food 

and generate income for themse lves and the ir famili es (Da vison, \988) . 

Despite their contributi on, women's access to and control over land and oth er resources vis-a­

vis men is limited (Sachs, 1996). Some stati stics, for example indicate that women world wide 

ow n only 2 per cent of th e land , rece ive on ly 5 per cent of a ll agri c ultura l extens ion se rvices I 

and constitute onl y 7- 11 per cent o f th e benefi ciar ies of credit program s (S iwi ngwa, 2005). 

Despite the ir limited access to produ cti ve resources, African women in gene ra l co ntri bute a 

substanti al portion o f the GDP in most SSA countri es (SSA) . The percentage ranges from 26 

per cent in Mauri tius to 43 per cent in Gh ana (Asiedu and Lien, 2005) . On ave rage, women 

account fo r a bout 35 per cent o f the GDP in SSA, much hi gher than that of women in South 

As ia and Latin A merica whic h is about 28 per ce nt (I bid). 
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In general, however it can be argued that lack of access to and control ove r resources by 

Afr ican women in particu lar is the single most important cause of gender inequali ty in the 

cont inen t (Tamale, 2005). In addition, it is revealed in many empi rica l studies that women's 

lack of access to and control ove r resources reduce their net producti vity (Zenebe, 2005: 

Ti ru wo rk, 1998; Is hengoma, 2005 ; Fong and Bhushan, 1996). What is more interestin g is 

that, the major prob lem of women even wi th access to resources is the ir inability to 

effecti ve ly and efficiently use the resource. The di sadvan tageo us posi tion of rura l women in 

re lati on to access to and control over key facto rs of production is caused by a complex se t of 

interactive facto rs (Yigremew, 200 I). Chafetz ( 1983) main tains that gender-based division of 

labour in most cases reinforces the superiority of men and thi s leads to the ownership of 

resources by men (cited in Sintayehu, 2003). However, as some literatures indicate access to 

and control over resources, al ike the gender div ision of labour var ies across time and place. 

In rura l Ethiopia, like other developing co un tries the great majo ri ty of women do not have 

access to and control ove r resources. Even women with access to resources do not have actual 

control over the resource (Zenebe, 2005). Th is makes the status and cond ition of ru ral women 

one leve l wo rse than that of other members of the soc iety desp ite thei r significa nt 

contribution and ro le in the country 's agrarian economy (Ibid ). Yigremew (2001) argues thai 

the d isadvantage expe ri enced by rura l Vo/OJ11CIl in Ethi opia 'j'll te rm s of access to and ut il iza ti on 

of resources are varied and comp lex. These may include, among others, gender di vision of 

labour, some cultural va lues wo rki ng agai nst women, limited membership in Peasa nt 

Associati ons (PAs), sma ll er size of the household land , gender biases of loca l official s, and 

lack of access to criti cal resources and services. 

The domination of agr icu ltu re in most deve loping countries suggests the impoJ1ance of land 

and other resources as bas ic too ls of rural deve lopment. Zenebe (2005) argues that nothing is 

more important in a soc iety where rura l populati on make up the overwhe lming majority than 

the availabi lity of productive land. Access to land through ownership or secure tenure is 

essent ial 10 improv ing agricu ltura l productivity and strengt hening the li ve lihoods of rural 

households (FAO, 2004b). Moreover, land, un like other agri cultura l resources is an entry to 

access to other resources. It is the " most va lued fo rm of propeJ1y, for its economi c, polilica l 

and symbo li c sign ificance. It is a productive and live lihood sustaining asset" (Zenebewo rk 

16 

I 

I 



and Yared , 2000) . It is also a source of income, offers employment, and dete rmines 

household power relation and dec ision making (Njororari , 2005). 

However, land is not equall y access ib le to all farme rs in rural areas in many agrarian 

societies. Here, it is worth mentioning one aston ishing fi gure from Uganda: 

While Ugandan women are responsible for 60 per cent of cash crop produclion 
and 80 per cent of the production of food crops, only 7 per cent of the registered 

land owners are women. This means that Ugandan women till and toil on the 
land Ihal Ihey neilher own nor conlrol (Tamale, 2005). 

Nonetheless, in many countries, access to land vari es considerably depending on sex and 

soc io-economic status (F AO, 2004b). 

Women are of course an integra l pa rt of the farming household . Yet, th ey usually have 

limited access to land. As some empirica l studies indicate, women even with access to land 

cannot effect ive ly and effi cientl y use the resource. This resu lts in "paradox ical exc lusion of 

women from other agricultura l resources" (Zenebe, 2005). Accordin g to FAO study, it is 

usually diffi cult for women to keep control of the land obtained through land reforms. They 

may find it difficult to culti vate the land or to take care of the crops if they have no control 

over other productive facto rs such as labour and too ls (FAO, 2004a). Without secure title to 

land, women are often uenied membership to cooperatives and other rural organ izati ons, and 

are thus unab le to enjoy the benefits of such membership (e.g. access to credit, training and 

adv ice) (I bid). Owing to soc ietal norms that prohibit rural women from ploughing in 

highlands of Ethiopia, wome n as result depend on ma le labour fo r both access to resources 

and fo r production acti vities (Y igremew, 200 I). Yigremew a lso states that in Eth iopia, land is 

a llocated to a household as a unit and in the name of the household head. In highland 

Ethiopia, he argues, land is contro lled by the husband, whil e product ion is aj oint venture. 

The other crit ica l resources for farmers are the agri cultu ral extens ion services (like ad vices 

and traini ngs). These serv ices nevertheless, are often prov ided by men agents to men fanners 

on the erroneous assumption th at the message will " trickle across" to women (Fong and 

Bhushan, 1996). In fact, these authors argue, agricul tura l knowledge is transferred 

insufficiently or not at a ll fro m the husband to the wife. Moreove r, the message itse lf tends to 

ignore the unique workload, responsib il it ies and constrai nts fac ing women farme rs (Ibid). 

What is more interesting is that, in Ethiopia, "there is a stereotypica l view among 
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deve lopment agents that women are 'weak fanne rs', hence, women's agricultu ral in fo rmation 

needs are not adeq uately add ressed" (Yigremew, 200 I). Thi s author al so argues th at the 

reasons accountable for thi s disadvantageous posi tion of women are that there are cultural 

perceptions that extension programs should add ress men, near ly all deve lopment agents being 

men, it is inappropriate and even difficult for these agents to be talking to women alone 

(Ibid). This tota ll y ignores· the major contr ibution of wome n in the agricu ltu ra l production. 

The other criti ca l resource that can enhance agricultural prod uct ion and productivity is cred it. 

Access to credit services is essenti al for farmers that enable them to purchase production and 

product ivity enhanc ing inputs like chemica l fe rtili zers, se lected seeds and pesticides. Both 

women and men farmers require access to cred it and sav ings fac ilities for their spec ific 

needs. When farmers have few financial opti ons, they cannot purchase seeds or fertilizers, 

nor can they invest in new farming technolog ies to increase their production (FAO, 2004b). 

Apart from access to credit, women may lack facili ties fo r trai ning, and counse ling on what 

to do with the credit (Ibid) . There is evidence that women use credit as effecti ve ly as men, 

when it is avai lable, and that their repayment rates are genera ll y much hi gher than men 

(Bage, 2008). Yet women have more limited access to for mal financial services than men. 

Overcoming the constraints to women' s access to conveni ent savings, cred it and cred it­

financed inputs is essent ial for improv ing their capacity to raise producti vity in rural 

deve lopment acti vities (Ibid). 

2.6 Factors Affecting Women's Participation in Agricultural Production 

There are a number of factors that affect women's partic ipation in agri cu ltural producti on 

acti viti es. Demograph ic factors (like age of women and number and characteristics of 

children in the family), economic facto rs (such as the size of the farm land and access to key 

factors of production), and the soc io-cultural factors (such as att itudes towa rd women's work 

and cu lturally ascribed roles of women) have been used to explain the leve ls and trends of 

women' s labour force part icipation. These facto rs are briefly di scussed be low. 
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1. Demographic Factors 

These factors include a mu lt itude of in terre lated issues th at affect women's in vo lvement in 

agricu ltura l production activit ies. Since women' s productive roles are undertaken side by side 

with household maintenance tasks and rep roductive roles, their farm partic ipation is 

constrai ned by the time requirement fo r such tasks and roles. It is documented in many 

li teratures that most of women's time is spent in strenuous and tiresome domestic chores and 

other reproductive roles like child bearing and rearing (Yaekob, 1999). The women's work in 

the ir houses is fundamenta l to the survival of their fami lies although remains unre munerated . 

Some household jobs must be done every day, for example cookin g, fetching water, 

co llecting firewood or cleaning; some are done occasionally like washing, prepa ring loca l 

drinks or grinding just to mention a few. These family responsibi li ties take the women's time 

to participate in agricu ltural production activities. 

In addition, childbear ing and rear ing can have different effects on labour force partic ipation: 

it prevents women from workin g; it can affect the quality and quantity of women's work; and 

it can influence the type of work performed by women (Ze idenstein, 1979). Factors such as 

age and number of children can affect women's participation. It is generally believed that the 

more dependent, small aged ch ild ren a famil y has the less probability of the women to 

partic ipate in farm activities as she is responsible for childrearing. Other re lated factors such 

as ava il abil ity of hired labour al so affect women's involvement in agricultura l production 

activities. According to Boserup (1970), the avai lab ility of hired labour is one facto r for the 

release of women from agric ultu ral activ ities in the plough culture areas. 

2. Economic Fa ctors 

The other dete rminant of women partici pation in farm production activ iti es is related to the ir 

access to and control over key factors of production. It is revealed in many studies that most 

A frican women are act ive actors in agricu ltural production. And hence the ir re lation to 

factors of production such as land, agricu ltura l input s, labour and services like agri cu ltura l 

extension and credit is a critical factor in their abi li ty to produce food and generate income 

for themse lves and their fam ilies (Davison, 1988). However, thei r access to these resources is 

lim ited. The recognition of the household through ma les (husbands) is one major factor 

usuall y cited for such limited access to reso urces. Wo rsen than thi s " ... rural women 's 

19 



disadva ntageous posit ion in respect to access to resources is compounded by their lack of 

control over the use and management of such resources" (Y igremew, 200 I :5). Such lack is 

one orthe reasons fo r women 's low leve ls of contribution to agri cultura l producti on. 

Institu tional fac tors also affect women's part icipat ion in agricultural production acti vit ies. By 

ignorin g women's ro le in producti on, governments targets in format ion, train ing and credi t 

programs to men in rural areas (Sachs, 1996). Thi s male bias is reflected in the assumption 

that farmers are men and therefo re agricultural technologies and inputs are channeled through 

men (Ib id). By quot ing Staudt (182), Yigremew noted that "bias against women fa rmers was 

apparent and commonplace in agricultural policies throughout Africa" (Y igremew, 2001). 

Etenesh also shows that (1999; cited in Yigremew, 2001): 

... agricultural knowledge ... is noticed to be velY much dependent on the cultural 

ideology that 'women cannot use the plough '. . .. Such gender al/ocations 0/ 
agricultural tasks and asymmetrical valuation of/arm activities is the outcome 0/ 
socialization in determining the way women and men should relate in production. 

This has resulted, argues Yigremew (200 I) " in the bel ief that women cou ld not act as fully 

independent agents in relation to agricultural producti on". According to Wuclenesh (2003), in 

trad itional Ethiopian agriculture where a fa rmer is cons idered to be the male, women farme rs 

in the small farm households are quite often left in the transfer of improved agri cultural 

techno logies. 

3. Socio-cultural Factors 

Cultural factors are the most proximate determinants of women ' s place and status in a given 

society. In many societies, women have a subordinate status. It is documented in many 

studies that men feel that women 's work is marginal/subsidiary to what men do and consider 

it as wifely duty rather than wo rk . Simil arly, women as we ll as men consider that men are 

responsi ble to perform' heavy' and' important' tasks and they therefore are in charge of every 

pri vilege in the household. On the other hand, women are believed to engage in ' less 

important ' works as a result they enjoy less privilege. This is so believed in spite the lack ofa 

parameter that measures a given work to level it as either ' heavy' and ' important. ' 

According to vari ous studies that base themselves on direct matrix ranking and pilling 

method, the time and labour demand of a given task is taken to differentiate the nature of the 
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work done by women and men. Accordingly, it is revealed that the longer the time and the 

more labour a certain task requires the more heavy the activity is (Workwoha, et a i, 2004). 

Moreover, some activities could be performed along side with other activities. So, it can be 

argued that the more overlapping and repetitive the work, the heavy it is (Ibid). 

This is in one way or another related to the patriarchal system that favors men. Powerful male 

supremacy norms dictate that a woman's status be defined only through the men who are 

responsible for her: father, husband, brother, son (Safilios-Rothschild, 1985). Within such a 

context of patriarchal va lues, women's work and economic contributions tend to be viewed as 

supplementary and auxiliary to men's work and breadwinning function (Ibid). An implicit 

assumption is made that the woman is basically a mother and housewife; any productive 

work she carries out is considered socially secondary, an extension of her primary function, 

and thus it has tended to remain unnoticed, more so in the case of rura l women (Reddy and 

Rani, 1982). In societies of rigid system of patriarchy, the norms, values, and social 

structures, creates mechanisms that hide rural women's contribution to Third World 

agricu lture, especially among the poor, and maintain the image of female dependency on men 

(Safilios-Rothschild, 1985). 

2.7 Gender Analysis in Agriculture: Analytical Framework 

Women have not been visible for development planners and practitioners for long. According 

to Overholt, et a l (1991), "[w)omen are key actors in the economic system, yet their neglect 

in development plans have left untapped a potentially large economic contribution." This has 

necessitated to make a gender analysis to illuminate women's contribution to the economic 

development of a nation. In light of this fact, gender has proved to be an essential variable for 

analyzing the · roles of women in economic development in general and in agricu ltural 

production in particular. Thus, gender analysis reveals the roles and relationships of women 

and men in society, and the inequalities in those relationships (Williams, et ai, 1995). It helps 

to understand the relationship between the two sexes and its effect on the division of roles 

and responsibilities, access to and control over resources and benefits and the power relations 

and decision making (Workwoha, et ai, 2004). 
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Today, there are different types of gender ana lysis fra mewo rks. T hey are step by slep tool s 

fo r carryin g out gender analys is whi ch he lp to raise questions and ana lyze information. These 

gender analysi s frameworks are not distinct or mutually exclusive; rathe r they are adopled to 

serve a pal1ic ular s ituation . For the purpose of the present study, howeve r, the Harvard 

Analytical Framework, also ca ll ed the Gender Role s Framework (GRF) is used to shade lighl 

on the co ntributi on women farmers in Gozamen woreda. It is one of the earli est gender 

anal ys is and planning frameworks. It is deve loped by the Harva rd Institute for Internationa l 

De ve lopment in co llaboration with the WID office of USAID (ILO, 1998). One of the aims 

of GRF is to demonstrate the contributi on of women in economi c deve lopment (Ibid). 

By recogmz lIlg differences betwee n women's and men 's roles in production and 

reproduction, the assumed homogene ity of the farm household should be replaced by the 

concept of ' intra-household dynamics' (Feidstein and Poats, 1989). T he analytical and 

conceptua l focus of GRF is th erefore " intra-household dynamics" - wh ich is th e gender 

division of labour and gender differences in access to and contro l over resources (M ill er and 

Razav i, 1998). It begins with the recogniti on that the household is not an undifferentiated unit 

with a common production and consumption function (Miller and Razavi, 1998; Feidstein 

and Poats, 1989). Rather, it is a heterogeneous unit. However, the framework offers no 

guideline or analyt ica l 1001 for exte ndin g the gender analysis from the house hold to other 

institutions like the community (Miller and Razav i, 1998). Nonetheless, once the data on 

" intra-household dynamics" is co ll ected, it g ives a clear pi cture of who does what, when, 

where, and with what reso urces. It makes women 's role visible (Ibid). 

The GRF has four interrelated co mponents: Activity profi le; Access and control profil e; 

Analysis of factors influenci ng activities, access and control; and project cycle analys is . Yet, 

s ince there is no any proposed project attached to thi s particular study, the last component is 

not inc luded in the study . Instead, the impli cat ions of the existing gender division of labo ur 

and the diffe rential access to and control over key factors of production in the agric ultural 

production to any agricu ltura l deve lopment interventi ons are ana lyzed. 
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Figure 1: Gender Roles Framework 

Who does 
what? 

Activity Profile 

What activit ies are 

undertaken by whom 

Factors influencing the gender 
division of labour and gender 
differences in access to and control 
over resources 

L _ __ t. Implications to any 
agricultural development 
intervention 

Gender 
Division of 
labour 

-Shared and un shared tasks 

-the degree of fixity of the 

ge nder division of labour 

-access to and control ove r resources 

-demographic factors 

-Economic factors 

-cultural, reli gious and traditional 

factors , etc 

Source: Adopted from Asian Development Bank's Gender Ana lys is Framework (2007) 

The first step in doing gender analys is is to identify gender roles. Essentially, this is a process 

of findin g out "who does what." The virtual impossibility of separating product ive and 

reproductive work roles on farm makes it difficult to conceptual ize the farm wo rk done by 

women (Shortall, 1999). And hence, the activity profil e is "based on the concept of gende r­

based divi sion of labour" in production and reproduction tasks (Overho lt, et ai, 1991). It 

identifies how much time is spent on each activity, and how often this work is done (example, 

daily or seasonally), and where the activities take place (GORe, 2002; Overholt, et ai, 1991). 

Data must be gathered on women 's and men's tasks, their shared as we ll as unsha red tasks, 

and on the degree of fixity orthe gender division of labour (AOB, 2007; GORe, 2002). 

The access and control profile considers productive resou rces. 11 differentiates between 

access to a resource and control over dec ision with regard to its allocation and use (Overh olt, 

et ai , 1991, GORe, 2002). It identifies "what resource ind ividuals command to ca rry out their 

activ ities and the benefits they derive from them" (Overholt, et ai , 1991). Tn gender analys is, 
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access to and control over resources is one o f the principal factors determining the economic 

and soc ial statu s of women (Zenebe, 2005). 

The third component of GRf " focll ses on the underl ying facto rs which dete rmine the gender 

division of labour and gender-re lated access to and control over resources and benefits" 

(Overholt, et ai, 199 1). The factors, the aut hors argue, which determ ine who does what in any 

population sub-group and what access and control individual have to resources and benefit s 

are broad and interrelated (Ibid). It ex plains how activity, access and control patterns are 

in nuenced by structural facto rs (demographic, economic, lega l and institutional) and by 

cultural, rel igiolls, and attitudinal ones (GDRe, 2002). 
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CHAPTER THREE 

METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Resea l'ch Design 

T hi s study empl oyed a cross·sect iona l survey des ign with a mixed approach of clata 

co llect ion and analys is. A mixed method was used s ince " [m]en 's and women 's roles in 

fa rmi ng and household work can be better und erstood with quantitative and qual itati ve 

information in act ivi ties, access to and control over resources and roles in decis ion making" 

(W udenesh, 2003). This approach was used to conve rge or confirm findings from different 

sources. Using thi s approach can result in we ll ·va lidated and substantiated findin g (Creswe ll, 

2003). The study employed different data co llection tools including survey questionn aire 

having both open·ended and c losed-ended questi ons, key informant interview, focus group 

d iscuss ion and observation. These methods were used to gather both quantitative and 

qualitat ive data pertinent to the study. After these data were gathered , th ey were ana lyzed by 

using a mixed method of data analysis. The data gathered is integrated in the interpretati on o f 

the ove ra II result . 

3.2 Sampling 

3.2.1 Site Selection 

Gozamen woreda is se lected as a research s ite because of the following maj or reasons. 

• The researcher of thi s study is familiar with the study area. 

• Accordi ng to the Woreda ARDB o ffici a ls, th e woreda is be li eved to be one of the 

most food secure woredas of the zone. And hence, the writer of th is study is very 

much interested to assess the role of women in th is ach ievement. 

• The woreda is d ivided into three agro·eco log ical zones . The writer o f this paper was 

inte rested to see the differences in gender and agr icultural production across these 

agro-eco logica l zones. 
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3.2.2. Sampling P"ocedures 

Gozamen woreda has 25 rura l ke be les and one ru ra l town. Although rural kebeles are alm osi' 

homoge nous in te rms of the ir socio-economic and cultural se ttings, they are differem in their 

agro-eco logy. Accord in g to the tradi ti onal agro-eco logical classificat ion of thc cou ntry, the 

woreda is divided in to th rec agro-ecolog ical zones namely ' dega', 'woyina dega' and 'ko lla'. 

The wri ter o f this pape r wanted to take samples from each agro-ecolog ica l zone. I-Ience, the 

study employed mu lti -stage sampling techn iq ue to se lect samples. Since the woreda is 

natura lly stratified in to th ree agro-ecolog ies, it was possible to take one pu rposively se lected 

rural kebele from each stratum (in this case, agro-eco logica l zone) as a researc h site on the 

bas is of its access ibility, its proxi mi ty to the nearby Debre Markos town and the kind of the 

dom inant crop prod uced in the kebele. Thi s can he lp to see th e gender di fference across these 

zones. Accord ingly, Yeboke lla Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie rura l kebe les were selected 

from 'dega', 'woy ina dega ' and 'ko lla' agro-ecolog ica l zones, respectively. 

Afte r these kebeles were purpos ive ly se lected, the next task was se lectin g sa mple households 

having ma rried co uples. The un its o f analys is were both husba nds and wives in the 

househo lds s ince the root ca use of and the so lution for gender ineq uali ty ari ses from the 

fami ly. To identify these households, there was no as such disaggregated data in a ll se lected 

kebe les although kebe les had the li st of a ll households of diffe rent category. To spec ifica lly 

se lect those households having married co uples and thereby to reduce sampling error, 

therefore, the researcher pu rposive ly exc luded othe r categories of house ho lds from the kebe le 

residents' li st, wh ich served as sa mplin g frame. Thi s was done w ith the help of local kebe le 

offi c ia ls who did bette r know those household comprised of marr ied coup les. Thi s task was 

challenging due to th e fact that kebe le offi c ia ls did not know exactly the fact that who is 

marri ed and who is not at the spot. Desp ite these cha llenges, however a total o f 116 

households were se lected through systemati c random samp ling tec hni que. This technique was 

used afte r know ing the tota l num ber of these househo lds. 

Accord ingly, Yeboke lla Zuria ru ra l kebele has a tota l of 782 household . Gut o f these 

households it was found o ut that arou nd 743 house holds compri sed of marri ed coupl es. 

Wonqa rural kebele has a lso a total of 1,2 18 househo lds, out of whic h arou nd 1, 143 

househo lds were estim ated to compri se marri ed coup les. S imilarl y, Dessa Enes ie rura l kebe le 
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has a lso a tota l of 50 I households. Out of these househo lds it was found out that around 452 

households were marri ed couples. Five per cent of samples from each kebe le were drawn in 

accorda nce with the proporti on of the tota l number o f these categories of households of each 

kebe le. Hence, 37, 57 and 22 sample households from Yebokell a Zuri a, Wonqa and Dessa 

Enesie rural kebeles, respective ly were se lected through systematic random sampling 

technique. Th is techn ique was first used by dividing the total num ber of households (N) by 

th e requ ired number of samples (n) in each kebele to get the samp li ng interval (K). The first 

sample household was se lected randoml y th rough lottery method by taking the sampling 

in terva l. Then eve ry K'" household was selected from the sampling frame. 

3.3 Data Types and Sources 

Different types of data were gathered that were relevant to the study from different sources. 

Both primary and secondary data comprising both quantitati ve and qualitative information 

were ga thered from different sources th rough diffe rent data co ll ecti on methods and too ls. 

Hence data was coll ected on issues related to the ranges of reproducti ve and productive 

activities performed by wives, as we ll as their husbands, wives' access to and control over 

resources vi s-a-vis their spouses, and the different factors inn ue ncing the ge nder based 

di vision or labour and the gender di fferential access to and control ove r resources. The 

primary data was gathered from selected households, key informants, group di scussions and 

observati on. The secondary data was extracted from books, theses, journa ls, offi cial 

documents, unpub lished materials and credible intern et sources. 

3.4 Data Co llection Methods and Too ls 

The primary and the secondary data comprlsll1g quan titative and quali tative data and 

inform ati on we re co llected through vari ety of methods and too ls. The ways these data were 

gathered is described as follows. 

3.4.1 Primary Data Co llection 

Primary data were generated through a vari ety of data co ll ecti on techniques to gather both 

qualitati ve and quant itati ve data pertaining to issues li ke the gender di vision of labour in 
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reprod uction and production activities, the ge nder based access to and contro l over key 
factors of prod uction and th e factors that shape the gender based div is ion of labour and 
access to and control ove r resources. The methods and tool s used to _~enerate the pr~l1ar)l data _ 

'1 ._.,l P I\ ',r I ,,~t-A I{l': H I 
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One o f the maj or data collection tools was structured survey questionna ire that was used for 
househo ld survey. This quest ionnaire had both open-and c losed-ended questions pertinent to 
the issues. Moreover, to ensu re val idity, the survey instru ment was pre- tested in fifteen 
convenient ly selected rural households before the actua l data co ll ecti on. A fte r pre-tes ting the 
instrum ent and taking the necessary modifications, it was di stri buted to a tota l o f 116 
households where both the husband and the wife were interviewed together and separately. 
This was done with the he lp o f ass istants. These data co llectors were carefu ll y recruited. 
They had some exposure to th e cultu re and life style of the study area. T hey were given 
orientation and trained on how to gather the relevant info rm ation as in tended by the writer of 
thi s study. To be gender se ns itive, both male and female data co ll ectors were se lected. 

2. Key Informant Interview 

Key informant interview was a lso the other major data collection method . For thi s purpose, 
d iffe rent semi-structu red inte rview schedu les were prepa red and employed. The maj or type 
of data gathered th rough key informa nt in terview was q ua li tative data in addi ti on to the 
quantitat ive data and information obtained from the concerned offices . One informant frol11 
the woreda 's WAO, two experts from ARDB including two extens io n workers, EPLAUB, 
prog ram and plan expe rt , one o ffi cial from the woreda BoFED, one offic ia l frol11 ACS I, 
Gozamen woreda sub-branch, and three in dividua ls farmers (one men and two women) were 
interviewed to gather pertinent information related to the study. 

3. Foc us Gro up Discuss ions 

The other method of data co llection used was focus group di scuss ion. Conducting focus 
group d iscuss ions helped to check and ver ify the data gathered through conventional survey. 
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In the se lected three rural kebeles of the woreda, a tota l of four focus group di scussions (two 

in Wonqa and one in Yeboke lla and one in Dessa Enesie rural kebe les) we re held with 

vo luntary loca l elders, and women and men of different marital status. Two FDGs were held 

in Wonqa rural kebele because of its prox imity to the nearby Debre Markos, otherwise al l 

selected kebeles have similar soc io-cul lUral settings. These parti cipants were se lected on the 

basi s of the recommendation given by kebe le offi cials and extension workers by considering 

the ir participat ion in the effort to reduce the cu ltural ba rri ers that inhibit women's 

part ici pation in some agricultural acti vi ti es. These FGDs were conducted comprising seven to 

eleven pa lt ic ipants, both men and women. They were cond ucted to gather relevant 

information on the status and place of women in the woreda, the overall cul tura l bel iefs and 

attitudes towards women's invo lvement in agri cul tural production and men's parti cipation in 

the domestic chores. 

By conducting these FGDs, the study has benefited in such a way that: 

• they generated better and transparent in fo rmation as compared to conven ti onal data 

co llection method. This is because household survey might limit the accu racy and 

re li abi lity of information since women might be shy to free ly talk in front of their 

husbands. 

• triangul ation and cross check ing of information was better when it was made at a 

group level. 

• they prov ided the opportunity to di scover the common nature of the prob lem with 

regard to ge nde r so as to look a sol uti on rega rding what should be done to minimize 

the cultural and material discr iminations working against women in the woreda. 

4. Observation 

Observation was an integra l part of the data co llection method. The data was co ll ected from 

December 2007 to February 2008 . Du ri ng thi s period, fanners of the woreda we re busy in 

cutting, prepa rat ion of the threshing ground, threshing and transporting of their produce. All 

family members we re busy in undertaking different responsibil ities in these activ iti es . This 

provided an opportunity for the writer of thi s study at least to observe who does what in these 

palt icu lar acti vities. In vegeta ble, fruits and chal grow ing areas of the se lected kebe les of 
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woreda, there was a lso an opportunity to observe who has what respons ibiliti es in these 

homestead production as these crops are grown th roughout the year through small sca le 

irrigation by using loca l streams. 

3.4.2 Secondary Data Collection 

Secondary data were co llected by review ing ex ist in g literature o n the division of labour in 

reproducti ve a nd productive activi ti es, women's and men's access to and control over key 

factors of production , and the facto rs that affect the gender based d ivis ion of labou r and 

access to a nd control over resou rces. T his data was extracted from books, theses, journ als, 

offic ial documents, unpubli shed materia ls and credible internet sou rces. 

3.5 Method of Data Ana lysis 

After the data were gathered through the aforementi oned methods and tools, it was coded, 

tabulated, ana lyzed and interpreted. The study employed a mi xed method that compri ses both 

qualitative and quanti tati ve method of data ana lysis. The qualitat ive data was analyzed by 

us ing descriptive and explanatory method of data ana lys is. To ana lyze the quantitative data, 

descriptive stati stica l techni ques like frequency counts, mean and percentages we re used. To 

ease the computati on SPSS (Stat ist ica l Package for Soc ia l Sc iences) program was used to 

process and ana lyze the co ll ected data. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

DESCRIPTION OF THE STUDY AREA 

Thi s chapter prov ides basic facts and figures about th e study area. It has four secti ons. The 

first section dea ls with the locat ion, and popul ati on and area s ize of the woreda in general. 

The topography and cl imate o f the study area is discussed under the second section of the 

chapter. The third secti on makes brief discuss ion about th e economic activity o f the woreda. 

Se lected research kebe les a re bri e fl y described in the last secti on of thi s partic ul ar cha pter. 

4.1 Location and Size of the Woreda 

1. Location 

Admin istrat ively, Gozamen woreda is one o f the seventeen woredas found in East Gojjam 

Zone, whi ch is one o f the tenth zones in the Am hara Regional State. Geographi cal ly, the 

woreda is located in the south western pa rt o f the Zone extending approx im ately between 37° 

23'50"E and 37055'03"E lati tude and IOoOO'50"N and IOo4 1' IO"N longitude (ANRS, 

2006). It has 26 rural kebeles found in the nearby town, Debre Ma rkos, 300 km away from 

Addi s Ababa. The town a nd the wo reda of Debre Markos is an enc lave ins id e Gozamen 

woreda. Gozamen woreda is bordered in the South by Baso Liben wa reda, in the So uth west 

by the Abay Ri ve r, in the West by Machake l woreda, in the North west by Deby Te latgen 

wareda, and in the East by A wabe l woreda. (Please see fi gure 4). 
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Figure 2 Ma ps of East Gojjam Zone and Gozamcn Worcda 
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2. Population and A,'ca size 

Gozamen woreda is one of the most populous woredas in th e Zone next to Hu let ij u Inebse. 

Accord in g to the fig ure obta ined from CSA (2005) it has an esti mated tota l populat ion of 

258,036, of whi ch 130, 163 (50.44 per cent) are ma les a nd 127,873 (49 .55 per ce nt) are 

females. 6,047 or 2.34% of its populati on are urban dwel lers which is less th an the Zone 

ave rage of 10.7% (CSA, 2005). It covers an area of 1,704. 73sq.km with a populat ion density 

of 15 1.4 pe rsons per sq.km, aga in less that of the Zo ne average whi ch is 166.35 persons per 

sq. km (Ibid). Accord ing to the data obtained from the woreda BoFED, the woreda has 25 

rura l kebe les and one rural town with a total of about 30, 146 households. Prior to 1999 E.C, 

the woreda had aroun d 40 ru ra l kebe les and two rura l towns. S ince then however, about 

fi fteen kebe les a nd one rura l town have either reshuffl ed to other kebe les withi n the woreda 

or merged to form new adjacent woreda. 

4.2 Topography and Climate 

The woreda has different phys ica l settings ranging from mountai nous and plai n areas to 

low land roc ky areas. A lthough there is no accurate data, it is estimated that mounta ino us and 

pla in areas cover large parts of the woreda. The a ltitude ra nges from 800-2400m above sea 

leve l (ANRS, 2006). Th is altitudina l variation makes the woreda to have three trad iti ona l 

ago-eco log ical zones name ly ' dega' , 'woyina dega ', and ' kol la ' . Beca use of th e mergin g and 

resh uffling o f some for mer kebe les of the woreda, it is diffi cult to te ll the area coverage of 

these agro-eco logica l zones at thi s moment. Howeve r, it is ge nera lly be lieved that the 

'woy in a dega ' agro-eco logy covers la rge a reas of the woreda. T he annua l ra infa ll of the 

woreda ranges from 800- 1800 mm (I bid). T he average temperature vari es from one agro­

eco logy to th e other. However, it ranges from 12-25 Degree Ce ls ius ( Ibid). 

4.3 Economic Activitics 

The majo ri ty of the populati on of Goza men woreda is li vin g in rura l areas mak ing its 

li ve lihood in agri cultura l prod uct ion. According to CSA figure, 95-97% of the house holds of 

the woreda are engaged in agr icultural prod uction (CSA, 2006). Accord ing to the fin dings of 

th is study, all the selected house holds were e ngaged in agri cultura l prod ucti on. It was only 
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19.8 per cent of them that had non-farm li ve lihood act ivities in addition to agr icul tu re li ke 

weav ing, poetry and petty trade. 80.2 per cent of the se lected household reported that they di d 

not have other live lihood activ iti es rather that agricu ltura l production. 

The area is predominantl y a food crop growing area, the dom inant of which, in acco rda nce to 

th ei r im portance, are te ff, wheat and ma ize. Some kebe les also produce vegetables, fruits and 

'chat ' in addition to the maj or crops mentioned above. According to the data obta ined from 

the Woreda ARDB, in the 1999/2000 E.C prod uct ion year, an estimated 3 I ,49 1 hectare of 

land is covered with different cash and food crops includi ng vegetab les, fruit s and 'chat' . 

4.4 Research Kebeles 

As it is ind icated above, the woreda has fifteen rural kebeles and one rural town. And it is 

also stated that the woreda is divided into three agro-eco logica l zones. Hence, to represent the 

three agro-ecologica l zones, three rura l kebeles, one from each agro-eco logica l zone we re 

se lected as resea rch sites. These kebe les are Yeboke lla l uria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie. They 

are briefly descr ibed as fo ll ows. 

1. Yebokella Zuria Rural Kebele 

This kebele is fou nd in North Eastern pmt of Debre Markos town at 42 km distance. The only 

ru ra l town of the 1V0reda, Yeboke ll a town is an enclave inside the rural kebele ofYebokell a 

l uria. According to the offi c ial data obta ined from BoFED of the woreda, Yeboke ll a l uria 

has a tota l popUlation of 5,24 1 out of which 2,7 14 (51.78 per cen t) are males and 2,527 

(48.2 1 per cent) are females. It has a tota l of 782 households. Th is kebele covers an area of 

45.2 1 sq. km hav ing six hamlets. Havi ng a relatively 'dega' type of climate, the major crops 

grown in the kebele are teff, wheat, barl ey, and potato. The area is predominantl y a plough 

agri culture area with some exception of hoe-based agricu lture for potato production. 

2. Wonqa Rural Kebele 

Wonqa kebele is found at 10 km distance, west of Debre Markos. Accord ing to the data 

obta ined from BoFED of the woreda, thi s kebele has a tota l population of6,986 out of which 

the male and the fem ale populati on accou nt fo r about 52.54 per cent (3,67 1) and 47.45 per 
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cent (3,315) respecti ve ly. T he same so urce a lso ind icates that, coverin g an area o f around 

35. 12 sq km the kebe le has about 1,2 18 households. It has a ' woy ina dega ' type of c limate. 

Teff, wheat, maize, vegetables, fruits and 'chat' are the major crops grown in th e kebe le. 

T here are plough-based and hoe-based agri culture in th is kebele. 

3. Dessa Enesie Ru ral Kebele 

Found in the south eastern part of Oebre Ma rkos, Oessa Enes ie rura l kebele has a tota l 

populati on of 2,806. Acco rding to the fi gu re obta ined from BoFED, out o f th is tota l 

population, 1,442 (5 1.4 per cent) is th e ma le popu lat ion whil e 1,364 (48 .6 per cent) is the 

female populat ion . It covers an area of arounel 24.63 sq km with a total o f SO I househo lds. It 

is fou nd about 15 km away from Oebre Markos town. lt is fo und w ithin the ' kolla agro­

eco log ical zone of the woreda. The major crops grown are teff, maize, sorghum , vegetabl es, 

fruits and 'chat' . Li ke Wonga rura l kebe le, both plo ugh-based and hoe-based agriculture 

character ize Oessa Enes ie rural kebele . 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS 

5.1 The Labou.· Force in the Fann Households 

Labou r is o ne of the key facto rs of prod ucti on in econom ic deve lopment partic ul arly in 

agrar ia n societi es like ours. In a reas o f subsistence agri culture human labour by and large is 

the most criti ca l determinant of product ion. Dejene (1990), (as c ited in Yaekob, \999) 

cl ass ifies farm labour in to four categories. These are household labour, communi ty labour, 

hired labour and group labour. For the purpose of thi s parti cular study, however thi s chapter 

dwell s on the three categor ies of labour: household labou r, hired labour and group labo ur 

contributions (it is a lso ca lled debo). This secti on is d ivided in to four sub-sect ions. The first 

sub-section dea ls with househo ld labour and its characteri stics. Hired labour and the purpose 

o f hirin g labo ur by the se lected househo lds are issues to be d isc ussed in th e second secti on. 

The third sub-section has a di sc ussion of ' debo ' and ihe acti viti es und ertaken in ' debo' . The 

last su b-section has issues re lated to the major crops grown by the se lected households and 

their labour demand. 

5.1.1 Household Labour 

The rain·fed Ethi opian agri culture is based on a large sca le use of househo ld labour (Dejene, 

\995), and hence the contribu tio n of a ll famil y members is vi tal for agricu ltu ra l production. It 

is, therefore imperative to know th e composit ion of the household labo ur so as to see the 

contributio n of fam ily members in prod uctive and reproduct ive activit ies. 

1. The Demographic Characteristics of the Household Labour 

Fam il y s ize and age of th e family me mbers are amo ng the most de termin ant facto rs that 

determine the avai lab ility o f labou r for productive and reproductive acti vities in any farm 

house ho ld . It is genera ll y be lieved that the large r the famil y s ize the more labo ur avai lab le in 

the household, other thi ngs remains constant. The average fami ly s ize in Yeboke lla Zuria, 

Wonq a and Dessa Enes ie rura l kebe les was found to be 5.97, 6.09 and 5.09, respecti ve ly. 
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Table 5 J Demo"ral)h ic characteristics of selected households .. ' , , 

Sa m pic KebeJes Average family Size Average number of 
C hildren in the 

Household 
Yeboke ll a Zuri a 5.97 3.97 

Wonqa 609 4.24 

Dessa Enes ie 5.09 5.53 

Thi s indicates that there is add itiona l labo ur in many househo lds in additi on to the spouses'. 

Each household had an average number of3.97, 4.24 and 3.53 chi ldren, respective ly although 

there were five households hav ing no children. These households were found in Wonqa (2) 

and Dessa Enesie (3). 

One of the major factors that determ ine the parti c ipation o f a g iven labou r in product ive and 

reproducti ve activ iti es is age. It is also known that a ll age categori es are not economically 

active. Those who are not economi ca ll y active are dependents on the producti ve force. 

Moreover, there is assignment of tasks to the different age and sex groups. As fa r as the age 

compositi on of spouses is concerned, the average age of husbands and w ives was found to be 

45.94 and 37. 16 years, respecti ve ly a lth ough there was variation in the three selected kebel es. 

A close r look at table 5.2 reveals that the age of wives ranges from a minimum of 18 years to 

a maximum of 65 while husbands' ranges fro m 2 1 to 87 years. 

Table 5 2 A!!e Cate!!orv of Wives 
- .. -.-.-~ . --

Less than 60 years 
20 21-30 31-40 41 -50 51-60 and above Total 

Sample Yebokelia Count 1 6 20 7 1 2 37 
Kebele Zuria % 2.7% 16.2% 54.1% 18.9% 2.7% 5.4% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 0 17 14 18 5 3 57 

% 0% 29.8% 24.6% 31 .6% 8.8% 5.3% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 4 8 6 2 1 1 22 
Enesie % 18.2% 36.4% 27.3% 9.1% 4.5% 4.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 5 31 40 27 7 6 116 

% 4.3% 26.7% 34.5% 23.3% 6.0% 5.2% 100.0% 

It also shows th at the major ity (89.2 , 86.0 and 73.8 per cent) of w ives were in th e age 

category o f 21 -50 years in Yebokella Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respect ive ly . On the 

other hand, 83.7, 56. 1 and 54.5 per cent of husbands' age was found to be in the age category 

o f 3 1-60 years, respectively. The table a lso clear ly shows that the num ber o f wives in the age 

category of 60 years and above was reported to be less th an th ose o f husbands in all kebeles. 
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In Wonqa kebele in particu lar, 28. 1 per cent of husbands were in the age category of 60 years 

and above while the comparative figure for wives was 5.3 per cent. 

Table 5 3 Aee Cateeorv of Husba nds , , , 

Age Category of the Husband 

60 years 
21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 and above Total 

Sample YebokeUa Count 3 14 11 6 3 37 
Kebele Zuria % 8.1% 37.8% 29.7% 16.2% 8.1% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 9 6 11 13 16 57 
% 15.8% 14.0% 19.3% 22.8% 28.1% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 7 6 5 1 3 22 
Enesie % 31.8% 27.3% 22.7% 4.5% 13 .6% 100.0% 

Total Count 19 26 27 20 22 116 
% 16.4% 24.1% 23.3% 17.2% 19.0% 100.0% 

Chi ldren of both sexes are also major sources of labour espec ially in rural Ethiopia . In 

Amhara Region in general ancl in Gozamen woreda in particular, children are known 111 

undertak ing lots of task ranging from light tasks to tiresome activiti es even at their early age. 

According to the average result of this finding, the age of ma le and fema le ch ildren varied 

from a max imum of 34 years to a minimum of I year and 30 years to I year, respective ly. 

Children, who were seven years and above, were fo und to be active in undertaking some 

tasks. The tasks carri ed out by ch ildren are, as expected classified on gender li nes as defi ned 

by the soc iety. Consequent ly, ma le children are usually soc iali zed to do productive activities 

whil e fe male children are soc iali zed to do household main tenance tasks. This depends on 

their age status. Nevertheless, there may be switching of roles among children of both sexes 

when there is a press ing need. In addition to co llecting firewood ma le chi ldren, for example 

we re repol-ted to undertake tasks li ke fetching water and washing clothes whene ver needed. 

Sim ilarly, fe male chi ld ren were found to undertake some farm tasks li ke weedi ng, 

prepa rat ion of th e threshing ground and waterin g of gardens. 

However, the labour contribution of child re n in genera l and female children in particular in 

the farm household had been constrained by the practice of earl y marri age. Up until very 

recent ly, children in general and fe male children in particu lar used to marry at their ea rl y age. 

According to some informants, due to the awareness o f the communi ty and some pressure 

fro m concern ed bod ies in recent days however, children in general and female children in 

parti cul ar are getti ng marr ied at the age of 18 years and above. Consequently, there is a hi gh 
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probab ili ty that children of both sexes are living togeth er with the ir famili es. Thi s prov ides 

the opportunity to use the labou r o f these chi Idren. 

Howeve r, nowadays there is a lot of pressure from the local offi cia ls and even from children 

themselves on the fa mily to let children attend schoo ls. Thi s may be dete rmined by lots of 

factors, the maj or ones, among others, are the availabil ity o f schoo l in the nearby area and the 

exi stence of other family labou r for agricultural and domest ic activities , According to the 

responses of the se lected househo lds, most of their chi Idren are attendin g schoo ls, Thi s trend 

is increas ing the bu rden of women in particular to undertake dom estic chores. During the 

discu ss ion with farmers of the study area, most women reported that they would have 

preferred their fema le children to stay at home to ass ist them in domestic chores as these 

act iviti es are unbearab le a lone, Despite this, it was founel that most female children he lped 

their mothers in many househo ld maintenance tasks durin g their spare time , 

2. Household Headship 

A patri archal cu lture in many soc ieties has accorded men to be househo ld heads, Thi s has its 

own impl icati on, wh ich is visible in rural areas in particu lar. The study has come up with a 

mi xed figure as far thi s issue is concerned, It makes it mi xed in three different se nses. First, 

many husband s in Yebokel la Zur ia (59.5%), Wonqa (50.9%) and Dessa Enes ie (68,2%) 

reported that they are heads the household. 

Tab le 5.4 Head of the Household 
-----~-- .. ---- .--~~-. --.---- ----_._. __ . __ ._-- . -

Head of the Household 

Husband Wife Both Total 
Yebokella Zur ia Count 22 0 15 37 

Sample Kebele % 59.5% .0% 40.5% 100.0% 
Wonqa Count 29 1 27 57 

% ~09% 1.8% 47.4% __ 1.90,0% - --- -------- ----- .. - - ------ -.. ---~- --.-~. 

Oessa Enes ie Count 15 a 7 22 
% 68.2% .0% 31 .8% 100.0% 

Total Count 66 1 49 116 
% 56.9% .9% 42.2% 100.0% 

T his is due to the age-o ld patr iarchal culture that favours men to be the heads of the 

household. Second, only one "exceptional" wife in Wonqa kebele was founel to be the head 

of the household al one in the prese nce of the husband, According to the response of th is 

"exceptional " wife, thi s may be due to the fact that her husband was o ld enough to lead the 

househo ld. Otherwi se the cultural influences in the study a rea dictate that women cannot be 
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heads of the household in the presence of the husband no matte r what. Third , in 40.5, 47.4 

and 3 1.8 per cent of households in Yeboke lla Zuri a, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie kebe les, 

respective ly spouses head their household togethe r indicating that there is equality between 

husbands and wives as far as heading the household is concern ed. In general , it can be 

conc luded that in all se lected kebeles, more than half of husbands are household head s whic h 

can have an impl ication in Illany respects like in getting access to resources. 

3. Educational Status of Spouses 

It is noted that most rural people of Eth iopia are illiterate. But there may be differences 

between men and women in their educat iona l status. In most cases, however the data is in 

favour of men. This particular study also has come up with a similar resu lt. A closer look at 

table 5.5 vividly shows that the number of wives who were illiterate outweighs husbands in 

all selected kebeles. Husbands who could read and write still outnumbered wives in all 

kebeles. The same was true in attendi ng schools from 1-6 grades in these kebeles although 

spouses could not attend thi s leve l in Dessa Enesie kebele. 

Table 5 5 Ed ucational Status of Spouses 

Kcbclcs Yebol(clla Zuria Wonqa Dessa Enesic 

Educational statu s Husband Wife Hu sba nd \Vifc Husband Wife 

Illiterate 17 (45 .9%) 32 (86.5%) 30 (52.6%) 42 (73.7%) 13 (59 .1 %) 19 (84.4%) 

Can read and write 9 (24 .3%) 4 ( 10.8%) 13 (22 .8%) 6 ( 10.5%) 9 (40 .9%) 3 (\3.6%) 

From grade 1-6 8 (2 1.6%) I (2.7%) 7 (12.3%) 4 (7.0%) - -

From grade 7-10 3 (8. 1%) - 5 (8.8%) 5 (8.8%) - -

From grade 11-1 2 - - 2 (3.5%) - - -

Total 37 (100%) 37( 100) 57 (100%) 57 (100%) 22 (100%) 22 (100%) 

Three husbands attended grade 7-10 in Yebokella Zuria kebele while no wife was found in 

thi s kebele attending thi s leve l. In Wonqa kebele, five spouses attended grade 7- 10 while 2 

husbands attended high school although, no wife was found who did the same. This is 

because of the proximity of the kebele to the nearby town, Debre Markos where there is a 

hi gh school. 

41 



5.1.2 Hired Labo Ul' 

Hiring labou r in the farm househo ld depends on mult itude of factors. In th e study area it is 

determined by some factors like shortage o f househo ld labour, the s ize o f the farm land and 

the capacity of the househo ld to pay for the labour, to mention but a few. It is re lated to these 

and other factors that many farm households in the study area did not hire labou r either for 

productive or reprod uctive activities. Accord ing to the finding of thi s stud y, it was fou nd th at 

18.9, 26.3 a nd 4.5 per cent of house hold s in Yeboke ll a Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie 

kebe les, respective ly hired labour in 1999 E.C produ ction year. In Wonqa kebele, a re lative ly 

large number of households hired labour than other kebe les. 

Table 5.6 Existence of Hired Labourers ill the Household 

Existance of Hired 
Labourers in the 

Household 

Yes No Tota l 
Sample Yebokella Count 7 30 37 
Kebele Zuria % 18.9% 81 1% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 15 42 57 
% 26.3% 73.7% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 1 21 22 
Enesie % 4.5% 95.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 23 93 116 
% 19.8% 80.2% 100.0% 

Out of those households that hired labour, the majori t ies of them hired ma le labou rers for 

farm activit ies. Out of the seven a nd fifteen househo lds in Yeboke ll a Zuria and Wonqa that 

hired labour, s ix and nine of them, respecti ve ly used the labour fo r fa rm acti vities. In Dessa 

Enes ie, on ly one household hired labour that fo r fa rm activ ities. The maj or agri cultural tasks 

performed by hired labou rers were weeding and cutt ing which are believed by the loca l 

community to consume much of the time and energy of farmers. One househo ld in Yeboke ll a 

Zuria and four househo lds in Wonqa hired fema le labourers who were ass igned to do some 

domestic chores like cooki ng, wash in g and fetchin g of water. 

Hiring labour in most cases is not the domai n o f one parti cular house ho ld me mber. In a ll 

househo lds that hired labour in Yeboke lla Zuria and Dessa Enesie, decis ion to hire labour 

was a j o int respo ns ibi lity. 46.7 pe r ce nt of the households that managed to hire labour in 

Wonqa reported that they hired labour in accordance with the consu ltat ion reached betwee n 
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spouses. However, in other households eithe r the husband or the wife had a prerogat ive to 

hire labour in sp ite of the kind of laboul". 

Table 5.7 Tasks carried out by the Hired Labour 

domestic 
activities farm activities Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 1 6 7 
Kebele Zuria % 14.3% 85.7% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 4 11 15 

% 26.7% 73.3% 1000% 

Oessa Count 0 1 1 
Enesie % .0% 100.0% 1000% 

Total Count 5 18 23 

% 21 .7% 78.3% 100.0% 

Table 5.8 The one who decides to Hire Labour 

husband wife both Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 0 0 7 7 
Kebele Zuria % .0% .0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 4 4 7 15 

% 26.7% 26.7% 46 .7% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 0 0 1 1 
Enesie % .0% .0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 4 4 15 23 

% 17.4% 17 .4% 65.2% 100.0% 

It is importan t to recognize that in traditional agri culture, fami ly labou r is not seen as a cost 

of production. It is not paid a wage, its subsistence share remain the same whether it works 

or not (OSSREA, 2004). [n contrast, hired labou r is a cost of producti on, requir ing a payment 

in cash or in kind (Ibid) . Many studies indicate that relative ly wea lthier households have a 

tendency to hire labour for both farm activities and domestic chores. Thi s is because they can 

afford to pay for the laboul". However, thi s study came up with slightly a different fi gu re. 

Although lack of cash or any kind of payment was cited as a major reason not to hire labour 

in most studies, it was the small size of the farm land that forced most households (53 .3, 69.0 

and 71.4 per cent) not to hire labour for fa rm activities in Yeboke lla Zuri a, Wonqa and Dessa 

Enesie kebe les, respective ly. Lack of cash to pay for the labo ur was reported to be the other 
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factor in 46.7, 3 1.0 and 23.8 per cent of househo lds in the respecti ve se lected. The 

participation of one house hold in ' debo' made it not hiring labo ur in Dessa Enesie. 

Tab le 5.9 Factors H indering the House hold from H ir ing Labou r 

No need to 
hire labour because we 

due to small lack of cash participate in 
size of the to pay for group labour 
famr land the labour or debo Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 16 14 0 30 
Kebele Zuria % 53.3% 46.7% .0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 29 13 0 42 

% 69.0% 3 1.0% .0% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 15 5 1 21 
Enesie % 71.4% 23.8% 4.8% 100.0% 

Total Count 60 32 1 93 

% 64 .5% 34.4% 1.1% 100.0% 

5.1.3 Group Labo ur Contri bution (Debo) 

There may be shortage o f labour in some agri cultural activi ti es espec ia lly during peak 

periods. One strategy des igned by rura l farm households is to part ic ipate in group labour. 

Thi s group labo ur is usually ca lled for a specific task by the household th at wants the task 

done . 'Deba' as an acti vity is a lso a manifestation o f the c ultura l coope ration of the soc iety 

concerned. Comm unit ies of the study area have a long trad ition of he lping eac h other in some 

fa rm act ivi ti es. The data gathered proves th is assertion. As it is vivid ly shown in the tab le 

be low, the maj orities of house ho ld s in the se lected kebe les, except in Yeboke lla Zuri a, 

partic ipated in this kin d of labour party. Among the more popular farm activities, weeding, 

cutting and th reshi ng we re fo und to invo lve the partic ipat ion of such labour part ies. 

According to th e di scuss ion w ith loca l peop le, these act ivities requ ire large amount o f labour 

and 'debo' provides the opportun ity for the househo ld to get th ese tasks done. It has a lso 

he lped farme rs to harvest the ir produce on tim e. 

During labour parties, there is some sort of d ivis ion o f respons ibil ity between the two sexes. 

Accordingly, it was observed that almost a ll participants of these labour parti es in many 

threshing fields (locally called ' awdell7a '), fo r exa mple were ma les. The wife of the one who 
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ca lled such group labour contribution was expected to prepare and serve food and drinks to 

the labou r patty pa rtici pants. 

Table 5.10 Participation of the Household in Group La bour or Debo 

The Participation of the 
Household in Group 

Labour or Debo 

ves no Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 17 20 37 
Kebele Zuria % 45.9% 54.1% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 49 8 57 

% 86.0% 14.0% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 20 2 22 
Enesie % 90.9% 9.1% 100.0% 

Total Count 86 30 116 

% 74.1% 25.9% 100.0% 

During the discuss ion with fann ers, it was noted that the same responsibi lity was also 

ass igned to women in those acti vi ties that required group labour in addtt ion to their 

household maintenance tasks. In those di scuss ions it was re vea led that, in additi on to 

preparing and serv ing food and drinks to the part icipants of the group labour, women al so 

carried ou t those activities undertaken by the group labour li ke weed ing and cutt in g and in 

some cases in thres hing. 

5.1.4 Major Crops Grown and their LaboUl' Demand 

General ly speak in g, Gozamen woreda is a food crop growing area, the dominant of whi ch are 

teff, wheat and maize. In addition to these crops, others crops like beans, peas, ch ick pea, and 

sorghum are also grown in some places of the woreda. Some ke beles grow vegetab les, frui ts 

and 'chat ' . Now days, coffee is growing in some kebe les although it is for loca l consumption. 

It is because of thi s fact that BoFED offic ials regarded the woreda as one of the most ' food 

secure' woredas in East Gojjam Admini strative zone. 

It is natural that different crops are grown in different climatic zones. Although all se lected 

kebeles grow teff, wheat and maize, there is variation when it comes to homestead crops 

owing to their agro-eco log ica l difference. Accordingly, in Yeboke ll a Zuria kebe le a ll sample 

househo lds repo rted that they grew tefl', wheat or maize or a combination of these maj or food 
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crops. Wh ile in Wonqa and Dessa Enesie ke beles, in add ition to the a bove major food crops, 

vegetables, fru its and 'chat" we re grown. 41 (71 .9%) househo lds in Wo nqa kebele engaged in 

the produ ction of these crops in add ition to food crops. All se lected households in Dessa 

Enesie engaged in the prod ucti on of fru its and chal. It was surpri sing to observe that some 

househo lds in Wonqa and Dessa Enesie kebe les have started to cover most o f the ir fa rm land 

in one particular cash crop, i.e. chat. Du ring the discuss ions, most fann ers made it c lear th at 

'cha!' is becoming a major source of househo ld in come than th e ' tradi tiona l crops'. And 

husbands are beco ming the dominant actors in th e production and marketing o f chal. 

Table 5 11 The Maior Actor ill the Production of Homestead croos , , , 

The one who is Responsible for the Production of 
Homestead crops 

mainly a onty a 
husband mainly a wi fe husband both equally Total 

Sample Wonqa Count 21 0 18 18 57 
Kebele % 36.8% .0% 31.6% 31 .6% 1000% 

Dessa Count 3 1 2 16 22 
Enesie % 

13.6% 4.5% 9.1 % 72.7% 100.0% 

Total Count 24 1 20 34 79 

% 30.4% 1.3% 25.3% 43.0% 100.0% 

In the two se lected cash crops growin g areas (Wonga and Dessa Enes ie), the d ivision o f 

la bour in the producti on of homestead c rops ind icates that husbands shoul dered most o f the 

tasks in Wonga than in Dessa Enesie. Thi s is indicated in the data th at 68.4 per cen t o f 

husbands in Wonqa were a lmost exc lus ive ly respo nsible for the product ion of homestead 

c rops. T hi s responsibili ty was a jo int ve nture by spouses in 3 1.6 per cent of househo lds in thi s 

kebe le. Although, compared to husbands in Wonqa few men in Dessa Enes ie were so le ly 

responsible . Yet in the majority (72.7 per cent) of househo lds, there is a shared responsibil ity 

in the producti on of these crops. The findin g in thi s particular ke be le came up with the same 

concl us ion with many assertions that women are equa ll y respons ible for the produ cti on of 

homestead crops as many acti vities ca n be ca rri ed out s ide by s ide with household 

ma intenance tasks. 

T he cash obta ined from the sa le of these crops, espec iall y chal is becom ing the major source 

o f income for rura l househo lds in the study area . As a major ho use ho ld income, its 

management is a shared responsibili ty in most househo lds. However, un like th e ir major 
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responsibil ity in th e production of these crops, it was found lhat onl y 4.9 per cent of husbands 

in Wonqa managed the income obtai ned from the sa le of these crops a lone. Wo men shared 

the management of this particu lar income in 95. 1 per cent of households. In Dessa Enesie, 

spouses' responsibility to manage thi s income was found to be almost para llel to their 

contribution. What is more, unli ke wives in Wonqa, th ree wives were found in Dessa Enesie 

who managed thi s income alone. 

Table 5.12 Managing the Income Obtained from Sale of Homestead Crops 

husband wife both Total 
Sample Wonqa Count 2 0 39 41 
Kebele % 4.9% .0% 95.1% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 4 3 15 22 
Enesie % 

18.2% 13.6% 68.2% 100.0% 

Total Count 6 3 54 63 

% 9.5% 4.8% 85.7% 100.0% 

It is a plain fact that different crops have different labour demand. Dejene ( 1995) argues that 

in the ra in -fed Ethi op ian highland agri culture, teff and maize requ ire unusually hi gh labour 

input. The data indicates that, the major crop that demanded more labour was reported to be 

teff in most rural households. Many households reported that other crops li ke wheat, mai ze 

and vegetables required more labour next to teff. 

5.2 The Role of Wives in the F'al'm Households 

Rura l women share abundant responsibilities and perform a wide spectrum of dut ies in 

running th e fami ly, maintaining th e household, and attending to farm operation. Women's 

wo rk in their' houses is fundamental to the survival of the ir famili es although remains 

unremunerated in many convent io nal agricu ltural and economic ana lys is. The specific tasks 

done by rural women however, vary fro m one rural setting to another. It is therefore, 

important to describe and app reciate the role of wives vis-a-v is their husbands in reproductive 

and producti ve activities although " [il t is not simple and stra ightforward , as it seems from th e 

surface, to accurate ly capture the ful l picture and complexity of women's work in the 

household" (Melesse, 1994). There is an assel1ion that the most stra ight fo rwa rd method of 

47 



descr ibing the gender d iv is ion of labour in the farm ho useholds is s imp ly report who does 

what (Dixon-M ue ll er, 1989) . Thi s he lps to make women as much visib le farme rs as possib le. 

Th is part icu lar secti on has three major sub-secti ons. T he fi rst sub-section descri bes the major 

ac ti vities of wives in re prod ucti ve a nd househo ld ma intena nce tasks in re lat ion to the ir 

spo uses. Thei r producti ve ro les espec ia ll y the major farm acti vit ies un dertaken by wives and 

th e nature of the di vis ion of labour in these farm tasks are desc ribed in th e second sub­

sect ion. Women have huge responsibi lit ies in reproducti ve and productive spheres in sp ite of 

the d iffere nt factors affecti ng the ir parti cipation in some producti ve activ it ies. T his issue is 

covered in the thi rd sub-section. 

5.2.1 Major Domestic Activities of Wives 

It is a plain fact that in addition to thei r re producti ve roles (chil d bea ring and rearing) rura l 

women are respons ible for a ll the household chores, have commun ity ro les and contri bute in 

farm and li vestock producti on. These ro les are usua ll y described as the " triple ro les" o f 

women . In part ic ular reproducti ve and household ma intenance and community roles of 

women whic h do not enta il a di rect economic retu rn co ns iderab ly support the economic life 

o f the fa m ily in parti cular and the society in ge neral. Women are princ ipa ll y ident ified in 

re lati on to these ro les and respons ibil it ies (W ick ramas inghe, 200 1). As a resul t, rura l women 

in paJtic ular are cons idered as ' house managers' because they should er most of these tasks. 

Accordi ng to Shorta ll ( 1999) separat ing productive and reprodu ctive ro les of women is 

vi rtuall y imposs ible. This makes the farm work done by women d iffi c ult to conceptualize. 

Therefore, to appreciate the ro le of women in agri cultu ra l product ion, it is essential to 

describe the ir re productive and ho useho ld maintenance ro les vis-it-v is men. The di scuss ion 

that fo llows is based on the data in Annex I. 

Preparing o f food in many rura l areas o f Eth iopia is fo und to be th e most tiresome and time 

tak ing acti vity s ince it is done in a day to day bas is. In al l se lected kebe les, thi s responsibil ity 

is predomina ntly should ered by wives, sometim es ass isted by th e ir da ughte rs and so metim es 

by others li ke hired labourers, if any. The fi gure in annex I (table I) ind icates that, in 64.9 , 

59.6 and 72.7 per cent of househo lds in Yebokel la Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie kebe les, 

respecti ve ly women alone prepa red food. It was only in 32 .4 , 31.6 and 27.3 per cent of 
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househo lds in these respective kebeles that women got the hands o f the ir elder daughters to 

und ertake thi s task. Thi s is re lated to the cultura ll y ri gi d div is ion of labour that fo rbid s men to 

do th is part ic ular task. It is even considered to be taboo again st men to do thi s task. 

Bearing and nUlturing of children are key reprod uctive ro les of women. Although child 

bearing is a sex role, nurturing of chi ldren, by no means, is a sex ro le; rathe r it can be 

undeltaken by men . But in most soc ieties, takin g care of chil dren is ass igned main ly to wives 

a lone as if it was their sex role. The finding of thi s study revea led th is reality. In annex I 

(table 2), 69.2, 72.5 and 75.0 per cent of the househo lds in Yeboke lla Zuria , Wonqa and 

Dessa Enes ie, respect ive ly it was w ives a lone who took care of their ch ildren. This task was a 

shared respons ibil ity in only very few househo lds in these kebe les. However, e lde r daugh ters 

ass isted their mother in ch il d care acti vi ti es in 19 .2, 23. 5 and 10.0 per cent of household s in 

these respective kebeles. 

Fetching water, which was also found to be a time consuming activ ity, is carr ied out ma inl y 

by w ives. Accord ing to the figure in annex I (table 3), in many househo lds in a ll kebe les, it 

was wives a lone who did fetch water. Moreover, in 27.0, 47.4 and 59. 1 per cent of 

househo lds in Yeboke ll a Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respective ly wives we re assisted 

by their daughters to fetch water. It was found out that, it is very rare to observe hu sbands 

fetching water. It was only in Wonga kebe le that two husbands were re ported to fetch water. 

In addition, co ll ect ing firewood was taken as one of the most t iresome activ iti es. In thi s 

particular task, there was no c lear div ision o f responsibi lity between spouses. According to 

ann ex I (tab le 4), a ll famil y members were respons ible to co llect firewood. Howeve r, the 

degree o f participation of members might va ry. Ma le members were main ly rcspons ib le for 

co ll ect ing firewood th an the ir fema le counterparts in a ll se lected kebe les. In 35. 1, 3 1.6 and 

27.3 per cent of househo lds in Yebokella Zu ri a, Wonqa a nd Dessa Enes ie kebe les, 

respective ly husbands and ma le c hildren were main ly responsible for this task. T hi s has its 

ow n impl ication in reducing the bu rden of wives, and as a resu lt they can trade-off th e time 

a ll ocated fo r collecting firewood to other tasks. The participat ion of chi Ielren of both sexes in 

this task was found to be hi gh in Dessa Enes ie kebele though the share of husband s and male 

children was found to be 40.9 per ce nt. A lthough a ll family members undertook thi s task in 

3 1.6 per cent of households in Wonga, in 28. 1 per cent of house holds thi s task was shared by 
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spouses alone. In Yebokella Zuria this task was a shared respons ibility o f spouses in only 

18.9 per cent of househo lds. T he respons ibil ity of e ithe r hu sbands a lone or wives a lone in 

co ll ecting firewood was found to be minima l in all kebe les. 

Moreover, wives were found to take maj or responsi bil ity for dail y househo ld chores such as 

washin g a nd c leaning. Like other househo ld maintena nce tas ks, fe ma le members of the 

fa mil y were mainl y responsible fo r washin g c loth es . Thi s is proved in the findin g that in 54.1 , 

35.1 and 54.7 pe r cent of househo lds in Yebokella Zuria, Wo nqa and Dessa Enes ie kebe les, 

respecti ve ly w ives a lone carried out this task (see annex I, table 5). Significant number of 

household s reported that women were assisted by the ir elder daughters. In some households 

hu sbands shared thi s responsi bility with their spouses . 

In addit ion, wash ing food utensils is a so le res pons ibi li ty of female members of the fami ly 

according to the trad itional gender divis ion of labou r. According to annex I (tab le 6), it was 

fou nd that in 40.5, 43.9 and 68.2 per cent o f households in Yebokella Zuria, Wonqa and 

Dessa Enes ie, res pectively thi s pal1icul ar task was carri ed out onl y by wives . They were 

assisted by their fema le ch ildren in 45.2, 43.9 and 27. 3 per cent of househo lds in these 

respecti ve kebe les. Similarl y, c lea ning the house was al so fo und to be a so le respons ibi lity of 

fe ma le members o f the fam il y in al l selected kebe les (see annex I, tabl e 7) . It was reported 

that these tasks were carri ed ou t onl y by w ives, by wives and th e ir dau ghters and onl y fema le 

ch il dren. Neve rthe less, in both washing food utens il s and c lea nin g the house, no hu sband and 

male chil d were fou nd that unde rtake these househo ld ma intenan ce tasks indicating that there 

is a ri g id di vision of labour in these tasks. 

Furthermore, in prepar ing loca l drinks (such as lelia or/and araki) w Ives are cu lturally, 

respons ible. The fi gure in annex I (tab le 8) revea ls that in the majorit ies o f househo ld in a ll 

selected kebeles, it was reported that wives a lone carried out thi s res ponsib ili ty. They were 

a lso ass isted by th e ir daughters in some households . T hi s task was foun d to be exclus ive ly a 

wo men's task, a nd reported to be the most ti resome task as it in vo lves many seri es of 

complemcnta ry tasks. There is a very rigid gender di vision of labour in thi s task. 

Grinding of cerca ls for food and other loca l consum ption is the othe r tireso me household 

ma intenance acti vity which was shouldered by wo men . Now days, however the introduction 
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of a milli ng technology has eased this burden. This technology necess itated the sharin g of 

respons ibil ity between wives and hu sbands. Accordi ng to the figure in annex I (table 9), in 

32.4, 35. 1 and 40.9 per cent of househo lds in Yebokella Zur ia, Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, 

respect ively both spouses shared the responsibil ity of go ing to milling houses. A c loser look 

at the data however, revea ls that the burden o f wives to go to the m illing house remained high 

in Yeboke ll a Zuri a and Wonqa. Th is is manifested in the fact that in 51.4 and 42.1 per cent of 

households in these respective kebeles wives alone were so lely responsible for th is task. A 

compa rat ive figure for Dessa Enesie was found to be 22.7. Wives assisted by their female 

chi ldren were a lso responsib le for th is task in 16.2, 19.3 and 22.7 of households in Yebokella 

Zuri a, Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, respectively. On ly three husba nd s were found to undertake 

this respons ibility alone in Dessa Enesie kebele. Two husbands together wi th the ir male 

children were reported to be responsible to carry out thi s task in Wonqa kebe le. These fi gures 

indicate that although the introduction of such technologi es has re lieved women from 

gri nding cereal s by hand, the ir responsibi lity is not yet reduced. 

Exchanging necessary items in the market was found to be a shared responsibi l ity in the 

majority of households in a ll kebeles. However, a closer look at annex I (table 10) reveals 

that this task was found to be a so le responsib ility of husbands in 5.4 , 5.3 and 13.6 per ce nt of 

huusehukls in Yebokella Zu ria, Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, respectively. The comparati ve 

figure for wives taking this responsibility a lone was found to be much higher in Yebokella 

Zuria and Wonqa, i.e. 21.6 and 10.5 respective ly. However, in Dessa Enesie no wife was 

found to carry out this task alone. 

However, the ways items to be exchanged by wives and husbands were found to be different. 

According to the d isc ussion w ith the com munity, men were expected to excha nge items of 

hi gh va lue. Women, however predomi nate in the transaction of items of relatively low va lue 

like egg, milk and milk products, vegetables and fruits. This is s im ilar to other findings that 

women concentrate on the exchan ge of comm od iti es of relatively low value due to the 

cu ltural division of labour. In fact both were reported to be active in the exchange of gra in s 

though there were variations in the means of transportin g the items to the market place. 

Culturally, it was argued that men can transport grain s of ' akul11ada' (literary means sack) by 

using pack animals like donkey; whereas women were expected to transport a 'kalella ' 

( literary means sma ll basket) of grain to the market place by using their back. In addi tion, in 
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the marketing o f chat men are becoming domina nt actors s in ce it generate hi gher income for 

the fa mily in Wonqa a nd Dessa Enes ie kebeles . 

In genera l, it was found out th at some househo ld mainte nance tasks mu st be done every day, 

fo r example cooking food, fetching water, c leanin g, etc. Others must be ca rri ed out 

occas ionally like preparing of loca l drinks, grinding and market in g, just to menti on but a few. 

A lthough wives spend considerab ly more time than their spouses in household work and 

conti nue to bear the maj or responsibility fo r the household c ho res, few hu sbands do 

partic ipate at least to some extent in housework and c hild care activit ies. In some households 

they were reported to palti c ipate in fetching water, co ll ecting firewood, taking ca re of 

children and go ing to milling ho use . T his indicates that the gende r di v is ion o f labou r is 

fl ex ible in these tasks. 

However, there is a cul tural taboo against husbands preparin g and process in g food , preparing 

loca l drinks, clea ning the house and washing food utens il s in all se lected kebeles . This wa s 

because of the fact that most household maintenance tasks are undertaken in the kitchen and 

gouda ( literary means back room) whi ch are considered to be the territory of wives. 

Husbands are no t culturall y allowed to intrude in to thi s territo ry. Even wives we re found to 

say that they are not w illing to let thei r' husbands to get in to these territori es by c ultura lly 

be liev ing th at thi s makes men 'womani sh '. Thi s is proved by the fact that s ignificant number 

of w ives in a ll se lected kebeles did not want to be ass iste d by their husband in undertaking 

most househo ld prov is ioning tasks (see annex 1, table 11). T he major reason they gave was 

that it is cul tu ra lly prohibited fo r men to do these tasks. Consequently, there is fi xed gender 

divi s ion of labour in these activ ities. 

5.2.2 Wives in Agricultural Production Activities 

Literatures indi cate that rural women , as we ll as men throughout the wor ld are engaged in a 

range of product ive activities essenti a l to household welfare, agri c ultura l productivity and 

economic growth . However, gender differences in rural farmin g va ry across cul tures . In some 

places there is a ri gid di vis ion o f labou r as fa r as agric ultura l act iv iti es are concerned whil e in 

some other areas, the gend er based div ision of labour is fl exible in a sense that 

res pons ibiliti es are shared between men and women. But it is generally doc umented that in 
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many agrari an soc ieties, household members carry ou t numerous agricultural act ivities with 

the view to sati s fy the needs of thei r fa m ilies. Thi s study gave due e mp hasis to describe the 

major activ ities undertaken by husbands and wives in crop and livestock product ions s in ce 

mi xed form of agricul ture characteri ze the study area. 

1. Crop Production 

During pre-testin g of the survey instrument, around e leven major farm activ ities were 

identified in crop product ion. These were ploughing, land preparation (loca lly called 

gulgualo), sowing, applying fertilizer, weed ing, cuttin g, harvestin g, preparation of the 

threshing ground (locally ca lled awedema), threshing (loca lly call ed beray), transporting and 

storage . Moreover, in homestead crop production hoe ing, planting, watering and harvest ing 

were identified as major agri cultural activit ies. The discuss ion that fo ll ows on these iss ues is 

based on the data in an nex 2. 

A like other hi ghl and Et hiopian agriculture, ploughing was reported to be the prerogative of 

men fa rmers in the study area (see annex I, tab le I). No woma n was found ploughing in all 

se lected kebeles. Thi s indi cates that there is a ri gid gender based division o f labour in thi s 

task. Ploughing could be undertaken by husbands alone, by active ma le children and others 

(like hired labourers and group labou r part ic ipants). However, according to the findings of 

the study, in 75.7, 68.4 and 68.2 per cent of households in Yebokella Zu ria, Wonqa, and 

Dessa Enesie, respecti vely it was onl y husbands who carried out thi s task . Farm households 

might either hire labour or ca lled debo to get their land ploughed whenever shortage of labour 

faced. As wives were assisted by the ir dau ghters in househo ld maintenance task s, husbands 

were a lso assisted by their act ive ma le children in farm activities like ploughin g in 13.5, 10.5 

and 18.2 per cent of house ho ld s in these respective kebeles. As it is vividly shown in the data, 

th is parti cu lar task was cons idered to be the most tiresome farm act ivity by the majori ties of 

husbands in all kebeles. 

Land preparatio n or gulgualo is the other farm act ivity w hich was found to be a shared 

res pons ibili ty. Accord ing to tab le 2 in annex 2, a ll fa mil y members did parti c ipate in thi s 

farm activity in 43.2, 35. 1 and 36.4 per cent of househo lds in Yebokella Zuria, Wonqa and 

Dessa Enesie, respective ly. This was so sin ce it did need hi gher labour demand. In 45 .9, 33.3 
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and 50.0 per cent of househo ld s in these respective kebeles, spouses a lone were reported to 

be act ive in gulgualo. Spouses were assisted by othe rs (hired labourers a nd/or debo) in 10.8, 

26.3 and 13.6 per cent in theses respecti ve kebe les. This farm operation was conside red to be 

the fi rst most t iresome and backbreak ing act ivity by 75.7,59.6 a nd 95.5 per cent of wives in 

these respective kebeles w hile it was considered as such tiresome by onl y 8.1 per cent of 

husba nd s in onl y Yeboke lla Zuri a kebe le (see an nex 2, table 12 and 14). Th is shows that 

women have immense contribution in gulgua/o indicating that the gender division of labour 

is fle xibl e. 

The next logica l step in farm producti on next to gulgllalo is sowing. Like ploughing, sow ing 

was also fou nd to be a prerogati ve of men far mers. A lthough it is not physically demand ing, 

there is a cultura l taboo against women farmers sowi ng in the study area. According to the 

fi gure in annex 2 (tab le 3), sowing was undertaken by husbands, active male children and 

other labour like hired or debo partic ipants. Husbands a lone however, dominated sow ing in 

the overwhe lming maj ori ty of households in Yeboke ll a Zuria and Wonqa and in a ll 

househo lds in Dessa Enesie. In Wonqa, they carri ed out this task together with others in 5.3 

per cent of households. Thi s shows us that in sowing, like in ploughing, there is a rigid 

gend er based divi s ion of labo ur wh ich rooted in the socio-cultural setting. 

Owi ng to the introd ucti on of modern techniques of prod uction, us ing fertili zers is becoming 

one means of enhanc ing agricultural production and productivi ty in the fa rm househo ld s of 

many agrarian societies. However, a ll farmers may not properly apply it on the farm land. 

There has to be some knowhow on how and when to do it. Simi lar to some othe r find ings, 

th is study fo und out that, men far mers do minated in app lying fe rtilizers (see annex 2, table 4). 

No wife was fo und appl yi ng fe rtili zers. It was revea led that in a lmost a ll househo lds in the 

se lected kebe les, this task was carri ecl out by husbands. T hi s indicates that they a lone are 

getti ng so me training on how to app ly fe rti lize rs, how much to app ly in what size of land, and 

in what type of crops and when to app ly it. Most wives in all se lected kebe les made it c lear 

that they could have undertaken thi s farm activity if they have obtained the training. 

Moreover, the most t ime tak in g farm act ivity was re p0l1ed to be weed ing. This is exhibited 

by the fact that most farm house ho lds ca lled a labou r grou p and hire labourers during 

weedi ng season. It was found to be the second more tiresome fa rm act ivity by 32.4, 29.8 and 
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9.1 per cent of wives in Yebokella Zuri a, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respecti ve ly next to land 

preparat ion (see annex 2, ta ble 15). As fa r as the di vision of labou r in this task is concerned, 

weed ing is a shared responsi bil ity . Acco rding to an nex 2 (tab le 5), al l fa mil y members 

inc luding act ive children we re reported to be major pa lii cipants in th is task in 18.9, 17.5 and 

27. 3 per cent of households in these respecti ve kebeles . However, in the majority of 

households in all kebeles, it was the spouses alone who were equal ly responsible to undertake 

thi s fa rm operation. it was onl y in three households in Wonqa kebe le that husbands alone 

carried out this task_ Like in gulgualo, thi s finding indicates that wives pariicipation was 

found to be signifi cant in weedi ng. 

Cutt ing was al so the other time taking farm acti vity. Alike weeding, it was al so during cutting 

that most rural households in the study area call ed for a group labour or/and hired labourers. 

This is to get the ir farm produce co ll ected on tim e. There is fl ex ible gender divi sion of labo ur 

in cutt ing. I-Iowever, in the maj ori ty of households in all selected kebe les, it was found to be 

undertaken by husbands and others (hired labourers and/or debo) . Although no husband was 

found to carry out thi s responsibility alone in Dessa Enes ie, husbands onl y carri ed out thi s 

farm operat ion in 8.1 and 5.3 per cent of households in Ye bokella Zu ri a and Wonqa, 

respecti ve ly (see annex 2, table 7). The participation of wives in cutting was fo und to be 

minimal except the case that in Yebukella ZUrla, th ey undertuu k thi s farrn uperati un in 27.0 

per cent of households. Their mi nimal participation can be seen from the fi gure that together 

the ir spouses, wives took part in cutting in 3.5 and 9.1 per cent of households in Wonqa and 

Dessa Enesie, respecti ve ly. These fi gures show that the partic ipat ion of wives in cutting was 

better observed in Yebokell a Zuria than other selected kebe les. Dur ing the di scuss ion with 

fa rmers, it was revealed that the rnaj or role of wives during cutt ing was prepar ing and serving 

food for the labour whi ch pali ici pated in cutti ng. Most men parti cipants in these di scuss ions 

argued that women had no the required speed to cut as men. However, women also found to 

partic ipate in co ll ecting and pil ling of what men had cut and making it ready for threshin g. 

Similar to other farm operati ons, the preparati on of th e threshing ground (locall y ca lled 

(lWedema) is fo und to be a shared responsibility. It was shared by all fami ly members in 27.0, 

22 .8 and 9.1 per cent of households in Yeboke lla Zuri a, Wo nqa and Dessa Enes ie, 

respecti ve ly (see ann ex 2, table 6) . However, the share of spouses alone was fo und to be high 

in all kebeles espec ially signifi cantly hi gher in Dessa Enes ie. This tas k requires smoothen ing 
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and mudding of the threshing field. Smoothening is considered to be males' job while 

mudding is females'. Nonetheless, this division is not rigid since it was observed that wives 

were found smoothening the awedema before mudding it. However, husbands were not 

responsible for mUdding. It is a considered to be women'sjob. 

Threshing is an activity whereby the yield is separated from its residue. The occasion is 

regarded as a festive for most farmers since they are eager to get the fruits of their labour and 

hence particular attention is given for this task like preparation of food and drink for the 

labour participants in threshing. A closer look at annex 2 (table 8) vividly shows that in 

Yebokel la luria, threshing was found to be a responsibility of spouses alone in 21 .6 per cent 

of households. This figure is much smaller in Wonga and Dessa Enesie. While in the 

majorities (38.6 and 68.2 per cent) of households, in Wonga and Dessa Enesie, respectively 

thi s task was carried out by husbands together with others (hired labourers and/or debo). In 

Yebokella luria, most (24 .3 per cent) households have used all family members . The level of 

participation of wives in threshing was reported to be minimal, although found to be better in 

Yebokella luria. In all kebeles, the role of most wives during threshin g, like in cutting was 

rep0l1ed to be preparing and serv ing food and drinks for the participants who are undertaking 

this task. This responsibility and their role in other household maintenance task have made 

their participation very much limited in this activity. 

Harvesting is regarded as a simple farm operation in the study area. As it is not physica ll y 

demanding, but time taking, the participation of wives in harvesting is large as compared to 

other farm activities. Like some other agricultural tasks, there is a shared responsibility in 

harvesting. According to annex 2 (table 9), all family members par1icipated in harvestin g in 

32.4, 19. 3 and 22.7 per cent of households in Yebokella, Wonga and Dessa Enesie, 

respectively. Nevertheless, the contribution of spouses alone was reported to be signifi cant in 

64.9,66.7 and 59. 1 per cent of the households in respective kebeles. 

After the yield is harvested, it has to be transported to home. The distance between the 

awedema where the yield is harvested to the house may vary from one household to another. 

Irres pective of the distance, the produce has to be transported by someone who is responsib le. 

There is no fi xed division of labour in this task. This is indicated in annex 2 (tab le 10) th at in 

48.6, 59.6 and 54.4 per cent of households in Yebokella lur ia, Wonga and Dessa Enes ie, 
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respectively spouses a lone were eq ua lly res pons ible. In add ition, in 29.7, 17.5 and 9.1 per 

ce nt o f households in these respecti ve kebeles, chi ldren also shared thi s respons ibil ity with 

spouses. In Dessa Enes ie, 36.4 per cent o f husbands carried o ut thi s task a lone. A 

comparat ive fi gure fo r Yeboke lla Zuria and Wonqa was found to be 10.8 and 3.5 per cent 

respective ly. 

As the yie ld reaches home, it will be stored for sa le or/and househo ld consumpti on. The 

divi s ion o f labour in thi s task was fl ex ible indicat ing th at it was a shared responsib ili ty 

among fam il y me mbers. According to the figure in an nex I (tab le II), it was sha red between 

spouses a lone in 62.2 , 66.7 and 68.2 per cent o f households in Yeboke ll a Zuri a, Wonqa and 

Dessa Enesie, respective ly. However, it was re ported that in 2 .7, 5.3 and 9. 1 per cent of 

househo lds in these res pective kebeles, husbands al one carri ed out thi s activity. 

As fa r as homestead production is concerned , hoeing, planting, watering and harvesti ng were 

fo und to be maj or tasks. In thi s spheres of prod uction, there was some variation as fa r as 

sharing res ponsibiliti es is concerned in vegetati on, fruits and chat grow ing areas (Wonqa and 

Dessa Enes ie). While hu sbands were almost responsible in the maj ori ty o f house hold s in 

Wonqa, thi s was fo und to be a shared responsibil ity in the majority of households in Dessa 

Enes ie. A closer look at annex 2 (table 16) revea l that, in hoe ing, more husbands th an wives 

were invo lved in Wonqa than in Dessa Enesie. Thi s ta sk was a shared respons ibi lity in 24.6 

and 59 .1 per cent o f househo lds in Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respect ive ly. 

A lthough there is a cultura l taboo aga inst women sowing in farm production, wives were 

reported to e ngage in planting of homestead crops ind icat ing that th e gend er d ivision of 

labou r in planti ng is flexible. A lthough no wife was found to undertake th is task a lone, wives 

share thi s r~spo n s ibility in 48.2 and 22 .7 per cent of house hold s in Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, 

respect ive ly (see annex 2, tab le 17). However, in 5 1.8 and 77.3 per ce nt of households in 

these respective kebe les thi s task was carri ed out al most by hu sbands, indicat in g that they 

were more respo ns ible for this task in both kebe les. 

However, the part ic ipation of wives in watering was repo rted to be hi gh in both kebeles as 

compared to other homestead crop producti on acti viti es. A lthough few (3 or 13.6 per cent) 

wives were fo un d to be sole ly respons ib le fo r wateri ng in Dessa Enes ie, a comparati ve fi gure 
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fo r wives in Wo nqa was 30.4 per cent (see annex 2, ta ble 18). They shared this responsibility 

with their spouses in 32. 1 pe r cent in Wonqa and 50.0 per cent in Dessa Enesie. 

Harvesting of these crops was a lmost carried out by husbands in the majo ri ties of ho useholds 

in both kebeles. The fi gure in annex 2 (table 19) indicates that, th e part ic ipat ion of wives in 

thi s tas k was fo und to be minimal except they have a shared res ponsibi li ty in 24.6 and 18.2 

per cent of households in Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, res pect ively. It can, th erefore be 

concluded that although wives acti ve ly participated in homes tead crops product ion, the ir 

parti cipation was hi gh in Dessa Enes ie th an in Wonqa. Neve rthe less, it is foun d that husba nds 

in both kebe les were fo und to be major actors in th e producti on of these crops. Thi s 

contradicts with the asserti on of many findin gs that attest that women are major acto rs in the 

producti on of these crops. 

Generall y, the study fo und out that the gender di vision of labour in farm operations was ri gid 

and flex ible on the bas is of types of farm acti vities. Acco rdi ng ly, in ploughing, sowing and 

applying chemical fe rtilizers, no woman farm er was observed taking these responsibilities 

indicating that there is rigid gender div ision of labour. In other fa rm acti vities like land 

preparation, weeding, harvesting and pre parat io n of the threshing ground , transporting and 

storage of grains, however it was found that women signifi cantl y parti cipated revea ling that 

the gender di vision of labour in th ese farm task is fl ex ible. Exce pt in Yebokella Zuria 

nevertheless, the rate of partic ipation of women fa nners was reported to be mi nimal in 

cutting and threshing as wives were heavily in vo lved in the preparati on and serv ing of food 

and drin ks to the labour parti cipated in these farm operati ons. Thi s, by no means shou ld not 

lead to a conclusion that they cannot do these task. 

2. Livestock Prod uction 

In the rain-fed Ethiopian hi ghland agri culture, crop producti on goes hand in hand with 

li vestock production . The study area is al so characteri zed by a mi xed agri culture. In add ition 

to crop production activ iti es, there are ranges of activiti es in li vestock product ion that 

necess itated some sort of gender based division of labour. Around six li vestock production 

act ivities were identified duri ng pre-test ing of the survey instrumen t. In addition to these, 

th ere are poultry producti on and bee hi ving in some se lected households of the stud y area. 
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Here it should be noted that for the purpose of this study cattle, sheep, goats and pack animal s 

are incorporated in livestoc k prod uct ion. However, one should bear in mind that a ll se lected 

households ha vin g li vestock may not have all o f the categori es o f these animal s. Poultry 

production a nd bee hiving are treated separate ly in thi s di sc uss ion. A di scuss ion that fo ll ows 

is based on the data in an nex 3. 

Accordin gly, herding o f catt le was the fi rst identified li vestock production activity w hi ch was 

mostly carried out by husbands and male children. This task was reported to be the 

responsibi li ty of hu sbands a lone in the majority of households in a ll kebeles. Traditiona ll y, 

one ca n expect that thi s parti cular task was a prerogative of ma le c hildren. However, due to 

the enro lment of children in genera l and male chi ldren in parti cular to school s, nowa days 

thi s responsibility is being shouldered by husbands . Despite thi s fact, however a c loser look 

at the data reveal s that mal e chi ldren were al so responsible to thi s task in 34.3, 24.3 and 10.0 

per cent households in Yeboke lla luria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respectively. The role of 

wives and their daughters in herding was reported to be minimal (see annex 3, table I). 

After I ivestock returned from their grazing field s, they need to be taken care of through the 

provision of fodder and water. These tasks were carried out by different members of the 

family. According to the fi gure in annex 3 (table 2), husbands alone were res pons ible to 

prov ide fodder to li vestock in the majority of households in all se lected kebeles. The role of 

male children was a lso reported to be sign ifi cant in Yebokella l uria and Wonqa but minimal 

in Dessa Enes ie. Like herding, the participation of wives in supply ing fodd er was found to be 

minimal vis-a-vis their spouses . Similarly, in suppl ying water husbands and male children 

were predominantly respons ible in the majority of ho useholds, while wives' was minima l. 

A lthough femal e children were not observed in supplying fodder, they we re mainl y 

res ponsible for this task in 5.7 and 7.0 per ce nt of households in Yebokella l uria and Wonqa, 

respecti ve ly (see annex 3, tab le 3). 

Similar to other findings , barn cleaning was reported to be the prerogative of wives and 

female children in the study area. According to annex 3 (table 4), wives predo minated in 

undertakin g this task in th e overwhel ming majority of households in a ll kebeles. However, in 

22.9, 15.8 and 20.0 per ce nt of househo ld s in Yebokella l uria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, 

respective ly female childre n carri ed out thi s task. No husba nd and ma le child we re found 
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c leani ng the barn. Th is is because of the c ultura l be lief that husbands and male children 

should not coll ect the animal dun g from their barn indicat in g that th ere is a ri g id ge nd er 

div is ion of labour. 

In add ition to barn c leaning, milkin g and mi lk process mg we re found to be ma inly 

undertaken by women in many studies. Accord ing to the fi gu re in annex 3 (tab le 5), although 

wives were responsible for milking in th e maj orities of househo ld s in Yeboke ll a Zuria and 

Wonqa, the maj orities of husbands in Dessa Enesie undertook thi s task. Thi s contradicts with 

many findin gs. Partic ipati on of ch il dren was found to be minim a l in al l kebel es. In additi on, 

process ing of the milk was fo und to be th e prerogat ive of fema le me mbe rs of househo lds in 

a ll kebeles. Neverthe less, a c loser look at an nex 3 (tab le 6) revea ls that in the ove rwhe lming 

majorities of households, wives a lone carried out th is task in all kebe les. T his task was 

reported to be tiresome and time taking. 

Generally, it ca n be conc luded that husbands as well as mal e chil dren were found to be 

ma inly respons ible for herdin g and suppl yin g fodder and water. On the other hand, wives as 

well as fema le ch ildre n heav il y in volved in barn c leaning and mil king a nd m ilk process ing. 

This does not necessary mea n that there exists such firm divi sion o f labour. T hose act iviti es 

mai nly undertaken by husbands ca n' be carri ed out by wives and vice versa. However th ere is 

a ri gid gender d ivis ion of labour in barn c leaning and milk process ing. 

In addi tion to livestock prod ucti on, poultry product ion and bee hi vin g were found to be other 

agricultura l prod ucti on spheres in few house holds of the study area. However, they we re not 

reported to be maj or sources o f income for these households. T hi s is due the fa ct that these 

spheres were not given the prope r atten ti on by the fanners themse lves and deve lopment 

agents a li ke . Rega rdl ess of th is, pou ltry production and its management was found to be a 

shared respons ibility. Neve,the less, a c loser look at annex 3 (tab le 7) shows that wives were 

mainly responsible in all househo lds in Dessa Enes ie, and 36.4 a nd 42.9 per cent o f 

house holds in Yeboke ll a Zuri a and Wonqa, respectively. This was due to the fact that thi s 

production can be carried out s ide by s ide with other house ho ld ma intenance tasks. Male 

chi ldren were a lso found to be mainly res pons ible fo r poultry productio n in 63.6 a nd 42.9 per 

cent of househo lds in Yeboke lla Zuria and Wonqa, respectively. T he parti c ipation of 

husbands and fema le child re n was fou nd be minima l in all kebe les. 
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Bee hi ves were availab le in very few (10) househo lds in thi s study, the maj orities (8) of 

which were found in Wonqa (see annex 3, table 8). In honey product ion, it was cu lturall y 

expected that men have a prerogative of bee hi ving. T he find in g of thi s study attest thi s fact 

that in a ll selected kebe les a ll the processes invo lved in bee hiving were found to be carried 

out by husbands. Accord ing to the discussion wi th fa rm ers, thi s is because of the fac t that 

ser ies of tra in ings o n bee hi ving have been given for men, al though ma ny househo lds were 

not inte rested to engage in honey production beca use of the priority they gave for crop 

prod uction and other unknown reasons. 

In genera l, as regard to reproduct ive spheres, the divi s ion of labour tended to be somewhat 

rigid in the maj ority of household provi sioning tasks si nce w ives, sometimes assisted by 

female children are responsible for carryin g out most of these tasks. In the producti ve sphere, 

however there found to be greater flexibility in the divi s ion of labour between wives and 

husbands. This stud y a lso confirms to the asse rti on that women's and c hildren's labour are 

partially substitutable for and complementary to men 's whi le men 's labour is little invol ved 

in househo ld which is cons id ered to be the dom a in of the women and chi ldren to some extent 

(Dejene, 1995). S imilar to other findin gs, neverthe less there is rigid gender division of labour 

in some agricultura l activ ities like ploughing and sowing. 

5.2.3 Factors Influencing Wives' Participation in Agricultural Production 

It is documented in many literatures and it was fo und out in this study that, men feel that 

women' s work is marginal /s ubs idi ary to what men do and cons ider it as wife ly duty rather 

than work . Sim ilarly, women as wel l as men cons ider that me n are responsi ble to perfo rm 

'heavy' and ' im portant' tasks and they therefo re are in charge of eve ry pri vi lege in the 

household. On the o ther hand, women are be lieved to engage in 'less important' works as a 

result they enjoy less privilege in the househo ld. 

There is a wider recognition that women farmers ha ve a vital contribu tion to agri cultural 

prod uction. In the ra in-fed Ethiopian hi ghl and agricu lture however, it is docume nted that 

there is a cultural taboo again st wome n ploughin g and sow in g (Dessalegn , 1991) a lthough in 

some areas of Amh ara region , wome n were observed to unde rtake the se tasks (Frank, 1999). 

In the study area, it was also fou nd out that in additi on to p loughing and sow lllg, wives 
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in vo lvement in app lyi ng fertili zer was not observed which was reported due to lack of 

training on how to do these tasks. Thei r in vo lvement in cutt ing and threshing was also foun d 

to be min imal as compared to other fa rm acti vi ties. As it was noted above, the major ro les of 

wives du ring cutt ing and threshing we re prepari ng and serving of food and drinks fo r the 

labo ur undel1aking thi s task. Duri ng cun ing in parti cular, however they had al so the role of 

co llecting and pilling what men had cut. Different reasons we re identi fi ed that can ex plain 

why women shy away from these farm activities. Wi ves were as ked to se lect more than one 

response to indicate thei r reason of low invo lvement in these farm acti vi ties. 

Table 5,13 Facto rs hindering Wives from Participating in some Farm Product ion Tasks 

being 
no need for preoccupied 

physical tasks are my with domestic 
weakness male's jobs involvement chores and 

and cultu ral and cuttural and cu ltu ral cultura l cu ltural 
reasons reasons reasons reasons reasons Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 3 17 0 7 10 37 
Kebele Zuria % 8. 1% 45.9% .0% 18.9% 27.0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 15 17 1 13 11 57 
% 26.3% 29.8% 1.8% 22.8% 19.3% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 6 7 0 5 4 22 
Enesie % 27 .3% 31.8% .0% 22 .7% 18.2% 100,0% 

Total Count 24 41 1 25 25 116 
% 20.7% 35.3% .9% 21.6% 21 .6% 100.0% 

Acco rdingly, cultura l inhib iti on was se lected by all respondents together with other factors. 

In relation to thi s, 45.9, 29.8 and 3 1.8 per cent of wives in Ye boke ll a Zuri a, Wonqa and 

Dessa Enes ie, respecti vel y be lieved th at these tasks were male's job and the culture di d not 

all ow them to partic ipate in these farm tasks. Physica l wea kness and cultural reasons were 

also reported to be the maj or factors hindering 8. 1, 26.3 and 27 .3 per cent of wives in these 

respecti ve kebeles. In addi tion, the daily work load coup led with cult ural barri ers inhibited 

18.9,22 .8 and 22.7 per cent of wives in these respective kebe les from invo lving in these fa rm 

operations. Nevertheless, desp ite the be lief that th ese tasks were male 's job, women' s 

phys ica l weakness and their heavy da ily wo rk load were ci ted as major factors, 27.0, 19.3 and 

18.2 per cent of women in respective kebeles exp lained that it was onl y the cul tural factor 

that hindered them from pa rti cipating in these farm acti vities. This indicates that cul tural 

norms and beliefs of the soc iety are maj or factors hindering women from in vo lving in some 

fa rm operati ons. Th is is in li ne with many other fi ndings that study highland Ethiopian 
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agricu lture in relation to gender. Thi s indicates that if the taboo agai nst women ploughin g and 

sowin g is changed th e role of women in agricu ltural production can better be illu m inated. 

In turn , an attempt was also made to investigate the percept ion of husbands towards wives' 

limited involvement in some farm tasks. The tabl e be low vividly shows that the majorit ies 

(54 .1 , 70.2 and 68.2 per cent) of them in Yeboke lla Zu ria, Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, 

res pective ly rep li ed that the culture did not all ow their wives to undertake these tasks. 32.4 

and 27.3 per cent of them in Yebokella Zur ia and Dessa Enes ie, respect ive ly believe that 

wives were physica lly weak to undertake these tasks whil e this percept ion was recogni zed in 

Table 5 14 T he Perceotion of husbands towards wives involvement in some farm tasks 

the culture 
does not women are women are 

allow women physically not trained 
to do these weak to do to do these 

tasl<.s these tasks tasks Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 20 12 5 37 
Kebele Zuria % 54.1% 32.4% 13.5% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 40 5 12 57 
% 70.2% 8.8% 21 .1% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 15 6 1 22 
Enesie % 68.2% 27.3% 4.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 75 23 18 116 
% 64.7% 19.8% 15.5% 100.0% 

only 8.8 per cen t of men in Wonqa. Moreover, wives lack of the necessary tra in ing to carry 

out these tasks was recognized in 13.5 and 2 1.1 per cent of husbands in Yebokella Zuria and 

Wonqa whi le a com parati ve fi gure fo r Dessa Enes ie is onl y 4.5 per cent. These results a lso 

indicate that the cultura l norms a nd be liefs held by men towards wome n's work in these fa rm 

tasks are so strong that they maintain the traditional divi sion of labou r. The find ing also 

indicates that' if training is prov ided for women on how to do these tasks, they can be 

potentia l partner for agr ic ultura l deve lopment. 

5.3 Access to and Control over Productive Resources 

The degree of access to and contro l ove r resources within a society play significant ro le in 

diffe rentiatin g members of a soc iety in pol icy and dec is ion ma king processes (Zenebe, 2005). 

Literature indicates that in most develop ing countries both men and women farmers do not 
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have access to adequate resources essential to agricultural prod uct ion. Nonethe less, women 's 

access is even constrained as a result of cul tural , traditiona l a nd soc io-economi c facto rs. 

Therefore, accurate information about men's and women's re lati ve access to and co ntro l over 

key factors of product ion in the marri ed li fe is cruc ia l in the des igning of agricultural 

deve lopment intervent ions. In light of thi s, to improve women's agri cultura l prod ucti on and 

productivity, th ere is a need to in vest igate their access to and co ntro l over key factors of 

production vis-a-vis men for it has some policy impli cati on. To do that it is im portant to 

different iate the differe nce between access and contro l and treat them different ly s in ce access 

to reso urces does not necessa rily imply control over resource use and manage ment. 

This partic ular section has two broad parts. The fi rst part di scusses househo ld access to key 

factors of product ion namely land, farm inputs (fertili zers, se lec ted seeds and pestic ides) and 

serv ices like agri cultural extens ion and credit services. T he gender differe nti a l access to these 

resources is also exami ned in this part. The second secti on dwe ll s on discuss ing contro l over 

these resources which is essentiall y related to decis ion making. 

5.3.1 Access to Key Factors of Production 

There are severa l prac ti cal needs which farmers (men and women) requi re in ord er to carry' 

out their agricultural production. These inc lude, but not onl y, access to land, agri cul tu ra l 

inputs (like fertili ze rs, selected seeds and pesticides) , and agricultural extens ion services and 

cred it. The differentia l access to these resources between men and women shou ld be 

investigated si nce thi s can have some po licy impl icatio ns. 

5.3.1.1 Access to Land 

Land is th e key factor of production in agrari an societies li ke Ethiopia. Hi sto rica lly, access to 

thi s resource has been very important for rural households in parti cular fo r its po li tica l, 

econo mi c and soc ial s igni fi cance. However, the exist in g literature indicates that a ll rura l 

people do not have equal access to thi s resource. Lan d ti tl e and tenure tend to be vested in 

men either by lega l co nditi on or by soc io-cultural norm s (Fong and Bhushan, 1996). Worsen 

than th is; many land reform s have been re inforc ing th is bias aga inst tenu re for women. 
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Consequently, many studies asce rtain that WOmen have limited access to land vis-a-vis men 

(Sachs, 1996; Zenebe, 2005; Yigremew, 200 I; S in tayehu, 2003; Fong a nd Bhushan, 1996). 

In Ethi op ia, the 1975 la nd proc lamat ion was the fi rst meas ure ta ken to grant land to la ndl ess 

peasa nts in the country. A lthough th is proclamation was suspended after the com in g to powe r 

of EPRDF, access to la nd [or a ll who can use it for prod ucti on was stipu lated in the 1995 

FDRE Constituti on. Moreover, the ANRS has made land redi stri butio n in 1997 a nd thi s 

reform was rev ised in 2006 un de r Proc lamation No. 133/2006. In thi s reform rural people in 

the Reg ion e ithe r gai ned or lost certa in plots of land (Zene bwork and Ya red, 2000). Former 

derg offic ia ls (l oca ll y ca ll ed bureaucrats) lost SOme plots of land as a result o f the a llegati on 

made aga inst them that they took ferti le and wet land for themse lves during th e 1975 land 

di stribution. Others like la ndless farmers, recent ly married co up les, fe male-headed 

househo lds and unm arried WOmen with chil dren and othe r land defi c ient househo lds rece ived 

at least four timad(an equi va lent of one hectare) of land dependin g on the ava il abili ty o f land 

in the rural kebele concerned (Yigremew, 1997, cited in Zenebwork and Yared, 2000) . 

Acco rd ing to th e woreda E PLAUB program and plan expe rt , the majo r diffe rence between 

the 1975 and 1997 land proc lamat ions is the use o f book o f ru ral land possess ion in the late r. 

Thi s ensures farmers' (both men's and women' s) ownershi p of land . Accord ing to the same' 

so urce, there have been some e ffo rts to register the land of farme rs in a ll kebe les of the 

woreda. Accordingly, a tota l of about 29,789 rura l households' land had been regi stered for 

three co nsecutive years (i.e. fro m 2004 to 2006) in accordance wi th the inform at ion prov ided 

by the households the mse lves. O ut o f these households, 20,093 house holds too k a book of 

ru ra l la nd possessio n. T he share of househo lds hav ing spouses, ma le headed and fe ma le 

headed households who have got this book was 63% ( 12,659), 13% (2,6 12), and 24% 

(4,822), respecti ve ly. These categories of house holds have an estim ated 130, 169.8 1, 26,860 

and 49,5 88.9 timad of land , respecti vely. 

The Am hara La nd Redi stribution Proc lamation stipul ates a j o int ownershi p of land by 

spouses in its Arti cle 10. This prov ision has been put in to pract ice by registering househo ld 

land as a jo int resource and providing the book that ens ures j o int ownership. In light o f thi s, 

the findin g of thi s study confirms that, exce pt one househo ld in Ye boke ll a Zuria, a ll se lected 

househo ld s in a ll kebeles had land whose s ize may vary from one to twelve timad. Th is was 
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reported to be owned by the spouses as a ll have a book of rural land possess Ion. Thi s 

indicates that the abso lute maj or ities of women in married households have equa l access to 

land with men. The ave rage land ho lding in a ll se lected kebeles was fo und to be 4.5 1 limad 

w hi ch is found to be less than the offi cia l estimated average land ho ld ing, wh ich is 5.95 limad. 

Ta ble 515 Ava ilability of Fa rm Land in the Household , , , , , 

Yes No Tolal 
Sample Yebokelia Count 36 1 37 
Kebele Zuria % 97.3% 2.7% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 57 0 57 

% 100.0% .0% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 22 0 22 
Enesie % 100.0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 115 1 116 

% 99.1% .9% 100.0% 

Table 5 16 T he Existe nce of Land Ret!istered in H usband 's name alone , , , , 

Yes No Total 
Sample Yebokelia Count 2 35 37 
Kebele Zuria % 5.4% 94.6% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 2 55 57 

% 3.5% 96.5% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 0 22 22 
Enesie % .0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 4 112 116 

% 3.4% 96.6% 100.0% 

In addit ion to the land joint ly owned by the spouses, no husband was found to have a separate 

land in Dessa Enesie. And th e onl y two husbands owned land registe red in the ir own names 

in both Yeboke ll a Zuria a nd Wonqa ke be les. In all kebeles, no wife was fou nd to have land 

registered in her name alone in the marri ed li fe. Thi s is exactl y s imilar to the co nclusio n 

reached by Yi gremew (200 I) that "women will have di rect access to land in the ir own names 

only if they a re heads o f househo lds." 

5.3.1.2 Access to Extension Services 

It has been noted in seve ra l occasions that given the dec li ne of the fert ility of the soil in many 

parts of rura l Ethi opia due to various facto rs, la nd a nd labour alone could not enhance 

agricultural production and prod ucti vity. This has necess itated the use of modern agri cul tural 
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inputs li ke chem ica l ferti lizers, se lected seeds and pesti cides coup led wit h other extension 

services li ke advices and tra inings . In vesti gating access to these resources in the fa rm 

household in ge neral and ge nder differen tial in part icular is of a paramou nt signi fica nce III 

any intervention that in tends to improve agricul tura l production and productiv ity. 

According to the agr icul tural marketi ng expe rt in the ARDB, the agr icul tural inpu ts be ing 

provided to fa rmers of the wo reda include chemica l fe l1il izers, se lec ted seeds (espec ially 

wheat and maize), pesti cides, and agri cultural expansion technologies (such as water pum p, 

modern bee hi ves, and modern plough). These inputs have been di stributed through cash and 

credit. The same infor mant also stated that extension workers were responsible to gather 

information on what type of agri cultu ra l inputs a fa rm er need. Neve rtheless, Ihi s approach 

has two fu ndamental problem s since it adversely affect wives access to these resources. First, 

as most extension workers in the woreda were malel, there is a very rare possibil ity fo r these 

agents to directly approach wives to assess and know the spec ifi c needs of these groups of 

fa rmers owing to the cultural barri er that prohi bits men ta lking to wives alo ne. Second, as 

most households were headed by men, there was almost no poss ibili ty fo r wives to be 

members of local PAs since me mbership is a prerequ isite to get access to these inputs. 

Worsen than these; women in general who do not have access to extension services were not 

li able to get access to these inpu ts. 

Table 5.1 7 Household Access to Moder n Farm Inputs 

Yes No Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 25 12 37 
Kebele Zuria % 67.6% 32.4% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 53 4 57 

% 93.0% 7.0% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 20 2 22 
Enesie % 90.9% 9.1% 100.0% 

Total Count 98 18 11 6 

% 84.5% 15.5% 100.0% 

According to the findin g of th is study, the majority of households in a ll se lected kebe les had 

access to modern agri cultu ral inputs like chemica l fe rtili ze rs, se lected seeds and pesticides. A 

closer look at table 5. 17 shows th at sign ifica nt num ber o f households in Yebokella Zuria did 

not have access to these in puts as compa red to other se lected kebe les. Others reported that 

I According!O the data obtained from ARDB, the total number of extension workers in the woreda is 11 6; out of which 92 
(79.3%) are male agents and onl y 24 (20.7%) are female agents. 
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they have never used such in puts due to various reasons. T he smal l s ize of the farm land , lack 

of cash to buy these inputs and ava il ab ility of trad iti ona l inputs were identified as maj or 

factors that hindered house holds from us ing these agri cultura l inp uts. 

Table 5.18 Factors Affecting the Household from Using Modern Fa rm Inputs 

avi labilityof 
traditional having a 

agricultural very small 
lack of cash inputs farm land Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 4 0 8 12 
Kebele Zuria % 33.3% .0% 66.7% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 1 2 1 4 

% 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% 100 0% 

Dessa Count 0 0 2 2 
Enesie % .0% .0% 100.0% 1000% 

Total Counl 5 2 11 18 

% 27.8% 11 .1% 61 .1% 100.0% 

A c loser loo k at tabl e 5.18 revea ls that a si ngle factor or combinations of factors affect the 

farm households in getting access to these inp uts. Accord ingly, th e sma ll s ize o f land was 

identifi ed as the maj or factor in those households in Dessa Enes ie. Nevertheless, in Yeboke lla 

Zuria a nd Wonqa kebe les, this facto r was identifi ed by 66.7 and 25.0 per cent o f these 

households, respec tive ly. T his ind icates that s ize o f land and use o f modern agri cul tura l 

in puts are somehow corre lated in these kebe les in the sense th at the large r th e s ize o f th e land 

the highe r proba bi lity to use th ese inputs. Moreover, lack of cash was recogni zed as the other 

factor in 33.3 and 25.0 per cent of households in Yeboke lla Z lII' ia a nd Wonq a, res pective ly. 

Two households in Wonqa used traditi ona l farm inpu ts, whic h was not fou nd in other 

se lected kebe les and as a resul t they did not need to have access to modern farm inpu ts . 

Moreover, it is be lieved that agricultural extens ion serv ices (adv ices and tra in ings) are 

important to enhance fa rm prod uct ion and productivity and hence househo ld income. These 

services which have been prov ided to farm ers of th e wo reda ha ve includ ed advices and 

tra inin gs on crop product ion, li vestoc k producti on a nd environmental pro tection. The ad vices 

and tra inings on crop production in part icular includ ed the impo rtance o f ploughin g th e land 

repeatedly, ap propriately sowing at the appropri ate time and season, and protect ing the crops 

from pests and us ing pesticides a ppropriate ly. T he impOlt a nce of these services for 

agricul tu ra l product ion and produ ctiv ity was attested by the fact that the majo rities of 
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households in all kebe les had access to such se rvices. The overwhelming majority of these 

households believed that such services were full y beneficial to the farm household. 

Table 5.19 Households Access to Agr icul tural Ex tension Serv ices 

Yes No Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 23 14 37 
Kebele Zuria % 62.2% 37.8% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 51 6 57 
% 89.5% 10.5% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 18 4 22 
Enesie % 81 .8% 18.2% 100.0% 

Total Count 92 24 116 

% 79.3% 20.7% 100.0% 

However, as vividl y shown in the above table, 37.8, 10.5 and 18.2 per cent of households in 

Yeboke lla Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, respectively did not have access to these services. 

There are factors that hindered these fa rm househo ld fro m having access to these services. 

Like the major factor that hampered fa rm households from gett ing access to agricultura l 

inputs, the sma ll size of the farm land was still cons idered to be the major fac tor by the 

majority (57. I, 66.7 and 50.0 per cent) of these househo lds in these respective kebeles. 

During the di scuss ion with farmers, it was revea led that these services were mostly given to 

those fa rm households having relati ve ly large size o f land. Accord ing to th e wo reda 's 

extension workers team leader in the ARDB, however agri cultural advices and trainings were 

being prov ided for all farm ers of the woreda having land and livestock regardl ess of the size 

of their resources. It was also argued that one of the major princ iples of agricultural extension 

services is to begin from the poor fa rm ers so that they can produce more and thereby reduce 

poverty. Desp ite thi s offic ia l cla im, the study found out that the majorities of households who 

c laimed to have small tracts of land do not have access to agricultural extension serv ices. 

The reluctance and bias of some extension workers was also reported in onl y Yebokell a Zuria 

as the other factor. This fact was revea led during the di scuss ion with the extension team 

leader that th ere might be some extension workers who have been prov iding services partially 

although it was believed that the se rvices should be given for all fanners impartia ll y. 
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Table S.20 Factors Affecting Households ' Access to Agricult nral Extension Services 

absence of 
very small extension reluctance of practicing 
size of the workers in extension our own 

land the area workers experience Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 8 0 5 1 14 
Kebele Zuria % 57.1% 0% 35.7% 7.1% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 4 2 0 0 6 

% 667% 33.3% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 2 0 0 2 4 
Enesie % 50.0% .0% .0% 50,0% 100.0% 

Total Count 14 2 5 3 24 

% 58.3% 8.3% 20.8% 12.5% 100.0% 

T he othe r factor wh ich was identifi ed in half of the farm households that cou ld not manage to 

have access to these servi ces in Dessa Enes ie and in on ly one household in Yebokell a Zuria 

was the use of 'own farm experience.' These households did not need to rece ive agricultural 

adv ices and trainings as they preferred to use their own fa rm experience. Th is is not attr ibuted 

to lack of access but a matter of cho ice. But, there has to be some mec hani sm by extension 

workers and even by the ARDE to promote this 'own farm experience ' if it provides higher 

yie ld. Absence of extension workers in the area was a lso reported to be the other factor by 

some households in Wonqa. 

Table S.21 Wives Access to Agricultura l Extension Services 

Yes No Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 15 22 37 
Kebele Zuria % 40.5% 59.5% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 35 22 57 

% 61.4% 38.6% 100.0% 

"Oessa Count 8 14 22 
Enesie % 36.4% 63.6% 100.0% 

Total Count 58 58 116 

% 50.0% 50.0% 100.0% 

As fa r as wives access to agri cultura l extens ion serv ices is concerned, there was a c la im that 

these services were being provided to all fa rmers o f the woreda regard less o f sex diffe rences. 

However, the offi c ial figure itself indicates a different story. Accord ing to the figu re obta ined 

from ARDB, out of a tota l of 2 1,923 farm househo lds that had obtained these services, 
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19,649 were men and only 2,274 were women. Thi s indicates that the agricultura l extension 

services provided in the woreda do not attach much im portance to reac hing women farmers. 

According table 5.21 , 40.5, 61.4 and 36.4 per cent o f wives in Yeboke lla Zuria, Wonqa and 

Dessa Enesie, respectively sec ured access to these services. A c loser look at this table al so 

shows that a proporti onally la rge number of wives in Wonqa had better access to these 

services as compared to wives in other se lected kebe les . However, 59.5 , 38.6 and 63.6 per 

cent of wives in Yeboke lla Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, respectively did not have access 

to these se rvices. Three major factors were identi fied for th is lack of access . 

Table 5.22 Factors Affectin g Wives Access to Ex tension Se rvices 

l am I have never 
preoccupied been 

with consulted by we have very 
household extension small polts 

chores workers of land Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 4 13 5 22 
Kebele Zuria % 18.2% 59.1% 22.7% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 8 13 1 22 
% 36.4% 59.1% 4.5% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 8 4 2 14 
Enesie % 57.1'% 28.6% 14.3% 100.0% 

Total Count 20 30 8 58 
% 34 .5% 51.7% 13.8% 100.0% 

First, wh ile the daily work load cou ld not enable 57. 1 per cent of w ives in Dessa Enesie to get 

access to these services, 59 .1 per cent of women both in Yebokella Zur ia and Wonqa have 

never been consu lted by extens ion workers. A comparati ve fi gure fo r Dessa Enes ie is 28.6 

per cent. However, there is a pol icy statement whi ch declares that the extension package 

be ing pursued has a prin c iple of reaching a ll farmers regard less o f sex differences. Accordi ng 

to the woreda extension team leader in the ARDB, the predominance of male extension 

wo rkers could not enab le to approach w ives separately due to the cultural barri er. 

Second, the da il y work load cou ld not all ow 18.2 and 36.4 per cent of w ives in Yeboke lla 

Zuria and Wonqa, respect ive ly to get access to these se rvices. T hi s was a lso beli eved by most 

interviewed exte nsion workers. Thi s be li ef however, is one of the common stereotypes 

among extension workers that have led the margina li zat ion o f women farmers in the woreda 
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in particular and in most rura l Ethi opia in genera l from gett ing access to these services. As a 

resu lt of th is bel ief, extension on home econom ics and rural energy uti li zati on were being 

provided to wives instead of agri cult ural ex tension adv ices and trainings. This, though 

im porta nt, wi ll rei nforce the institutionalization of gende r bias in the agri cultura l production. 

Wives lack of access to agricultural extension se rvices vis-a-vis thei r spouses was caused, as 

many studies also indicated, by the erroneous assumption by most extens ion agents that 

husbands are farmers and wives onl y playa support ive role as farmers' wives; and a fa rm er is 

often identified by and associated with ploughing. Moreover, li terature indicates and il is 

fou nd true in thi s study that, there has been an explicit be lief by most extension agents thai 

husbands' access to agricultural in formation would trickle across to wives. However, 

Wudenesh (2003) noted that " ... exper iences in the extens ion system in Ethiopia revea l that 

generall y household heads/men are targeted in extension se rvice del ivery and assumed that 

they [men] wi ll transfer the info rmati on rece ived to their spouses. In rea lity, transfer of 

inform ation rarely takes place" 

According to th is study, however 35 .1 , 57.9 and 27.3 per cent of wives in Yebokella Zuri a, 

Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respecti ve ly managed to get agri cultural in fo rmation from their 

spouses. A close r look at table 5.23 revea ls that wives in Wonqa were in better pos it ion than 

thei r counterparts in other se lected kebeles in getting such informat ion from their spouses. 

The tab le also indicates that 64.9, 42.1 and 72.2 per cent o f wives in these respecti ve kebeles 

did not receive th is information from thei r spouses in these respecti ve kebeles. 

Tab le S.23 T he Transfer of Information from Husbands to Wives 

Yes No Total 
Sample Yebokel la Count 13 24 37 
Kebele Zuria % 35.1% 64.9% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 33 24 57 

% 57.9% 42 .1% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 6 16 22 
Enesie % 27.3% 72.7% 100.0% 

Total Count 52 64 116 

% 44 .8% 55.2% 100.0% 
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Although this finding does not allow us to reach to the same concl usion with that of 

Wudenesh ' s, it can be argued that wives access to any improved ag ri cu ltural technologies 

that can enhance agricultural production and productivity is not adeq uately add ressed. This 

has its own implication which can adversely affect the agricultural production and 

product ivi ty and can exacerbate the food insecurity problem since ignol"lng wo men In 

providing such services implies ignoring half ofthe labour in the sector. 

Third, the sma ll size of the farm land was also found to be the other factor hindering 22.7 per 

cent of wives in Yebokella Zuria and few wives in other se lected kebeles from getting access 

to these services. This also contradicted with the official c laim that such services are being 

provided to all farmers regardless of size of resources and differences in sex. 

Nevertheless, if women farmers get an access to thi s resource, they can use it for household 

production. This is attested in this stud y that from those wives who got access to extension 

advices and trainings, 60.0, 88.6 and 87.5 per cent of them in Yeboke lla Zuria, Wonqa and 

Dessa Enesie, respective ly have utilized the resource for their household product ion. The rest 

could not have used it for production. According to key informants, this was due to the fact 

that most wives were not allowed by their spouses to apply the advice and the train ing on 

agricultural production owing to the wrong assumption that women could not lise it proper ly. 

Tab le 5.24 The ab il ity of Wives to use the Agricultura l Extension Services for Farm Production 

Yes No Tota l 
Sample Yebokella Count 9 6 15 
Kebele Zuria % 60 .0% 40 .0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 31 4 35 

% 88.6% 11.4% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 7 1 8 
Enesie % 87 .5% 12.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 47 11 58 

% 81.0% 19.0% 100.0% 

5.3.1.3 Access to C"edit Services 

It was argued in the literature re view part of thi s paper that access to credit services IS 

essential for farm ers to improve their agric ultural production and producti vity. Access to such 

services enables fa rmers to purchase production and productivity enhancing inputs like 
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che mi ca l ferti li zers, se lected seeds and pesticides and to pay for the hired labour, if any . 

Moreover, this resou rce is an extremely important input to reduce rural poverty. 

There were two major credit so urces for farmers of the woreda; one was from the ARDB and 

the other was from ASCI. Acco rdi ng to agricultura l marketing expe rt in the ARDB, the 

bureau has been providing two types of cred it for the farmers. The d ifference between the 

two form s lies on the du ration of the year that farmers are required to comply. Accordin gly, 

the first type has been a credit for one yea r durat ion having a purpose of purchasing chemi ca l 

fert ilizers, se lected seeds and pesticides . The second type of credit has been given for one to 

three years time wh ich can be used for the purchase of water pump, modern bee hives and for 

livestock production. The same informant also explic itl y explained that men alone cou ld get 

the credit service given for on ly one year without the approval of their w ives. However, to get 

the second type, the credit contract agreement requires the full consent of wives. 

The other major so urce of credit for farmers in the woreda is the ACS I, Gozamen woreda 

branch. This micro-finance institution has been providing credit and saving services to 

farmers of the woreda. Accordin g to the ACS I, Gozamen branch representati ve, the credit 

provided by the in stitution has bee n used for li vestock production (like for fattening sheep 

and oxen), for homestead c rop p" oducti on, and for the purchase of che'mica l fertilizers, 

draught anima ls and modern bee hi ves . 

The same informant also made it clear that although the service was give n in group, women 

in particular were encouraged to benefit from the services so as to im prove the ir soc io­

economic and politi cal statu s, to improve their dec ision making power and to ensure ge nder 

equa li ty in the reg ion in general and in the woreda in particular. This has been ensured by the 

fact that, in case, men groups app ly to get credit, the credit contract agreement dictates the 

ful l consent of their wives. Nevertheless, thi s does not show whether wives are really 

benefiting or not. Despite thi s, the figure obtai ned from the ACS I shows that th e institution 

had a total of 4,000 cred it c li ents, out of whi ch 1,63 1 (40.77 per ce nt) were women and 2,369 

(59.22 per cent) we re men. 

Desp ite the fact that access to credit is one of the major inputs that enh ance agric ultural 

production and productivity, it was fo und out that only 32.4, 38.6 and 22.7 per ce nt of farm 

74 



househo lds in Yeboke ll a Zuri a, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respect ive ly had access to such 

services. The major it ies could not sec ure access to thi s service owing to d ifferen t fac tors. 

Table 5.25 Household Access to C redit Services 

Yes No Tota l 
Sample Yebokella Count 12 25 37 
Kebele Zuria % 32 .4% 67.6% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 22 35 57 

% 38.6% 61.4% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 5 17 22 
Enes ie % 22.7% 77.3% 100.0% 

Total Count 39 77 116 

% 33.6% 66.4% 100.0% 

In additi on to the access that both spouses secured, a c loser loo k at the tabl e be low also 

shows that the re is gende r diffe renti al in access to credit services. Thi s di ffe rentia l access also 

vari es quite marked ly across the se lected kebe les. Three d iffe rent scenari os were observed in 

thi s tabl e. First, out the total o f 12 househo lds that secured access to cred it in Yebokella 

Zuria, in 7 (58.3 pe r cent) o f them wives alone managed to get access to th is service 

ind icating that th ey had better access than their spo uses. Second, the reverse is true in Wonq a 

in that husbands had better access than the ir wives. 

Table 5 26 The Gender Differential in Access to C redit Service 

husband wife both Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 2 7 3 12 
Kebele Z uria % 16.7% 58.3% 25.0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 12 4 6 22 

% 54.5% 18.2% 27.3% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 1 0 4 5 
Enesie % 20.0% .0% 80.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 15 11 13 39 

% 38 .5% 28.2% 33 .3% 100.0% 

Th ird , in Dessa Enesie, the fin ding does not al low us to confi dently conc lude that one gender 

has better access than the othe r ind icatin g that both had al most equa l access to thi s se rvice. 

Ensurin g women 's access to credit is one way of reduc in g rura l pove rty a lthough it is not a 

panacea for poverty reduction . This fi nding ind icates that given the official c laim that 
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encourages women farme rs to get access to credit, there is an encouraging sign in thi s regard. 

The requirement of the full consent of women in the credit contract agreement in both credit 

sources contributed to thi s success. Thi s is not withstanding the lack of access to cred it by 

great deal of wives in some kebeles like Wonqa. 

Irrespective of who got the access, the cred it obtained was used for diffe rent combinat ion of 

pu rposes. Except in two households in Wonqa that used the credit fo r other porposes, it is 

found out that all households in all kebeles used the credit for purposes related to agricultural 

producti on.The major purposes were fou nd to be: purchas ing of draught oxen (50.0 per cent) 

and livestock for fattening (oxen and sheep) (50.0 per cent) in Yeboke lla zuria; purchasing of 

li vestock for fatteneing (40.9 per cent), agricultural production and product ivity enhanci ng 

inputs (like chemica l fert il izers, selected seeds and pesticides) (27.3 ) and draught oxen (22.7 

per cent) in Wonqa; and purchasing of agri cultural inputs (60.0 per cent), draugh oxen (20.0 

per cent) and sheep for fattening (20.0 per cent) in Dessa Enes ie. The tendency of using the 

credit for livestock production shows the interst of farmers of the woreda to engage in this 

particular sector in add ition to farmi ng. This can contri bute its own part to a lleviate the deep 

rooted rura l poverty of the woreda. 

Table 5.27 Purpose of the Credit Obtained 

a buy moder 
agricultural to buy a buy sheep to buy oxen 

inputs rought oxer for fatte ning for fattening others Total 
Sample Yebokell, Count 0 6 4 2 0 12 
Kebele Zuria % .0% 50.0% 33.3% 16.7% .0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 6 5 7 2 2 22 

% 27.3% 22 .7% 31.8% 9.1% 9.1% 100.0% 

Dessa Cou nt 3 1 1 0 0 5 
Enesie % 600% 20.0% 20.0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 9 12 12 4 2 39 
% 23.1% 30.8% 30.8% 10.3% 5.1% 100.0% 

In spite of the role being played by the credit, table 5.25 vividly shows that the majori ty 

(67.6,6 1.4 and 77.3 per cent) of households in Yebokell a Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, 

respective ly did not ha ve access to credit services. Different factors were identified that 

hindered these hoouseholds from getting access to this cri tical resource. Lack of informat ion 

on the sources of the creidt and on what to do with it made the major ity of these households 

fro m getting access to credit in a ll kebeles. 
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This ind icates that there is some ga p betwee n cred it inst itu tions and credit c li ents as fa r as 

information dissimi nation and awarness creation is concerned. In 40.0,37.1 and 23.5 per cent 

of household s in Yebokell a zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respective ly had fea r of 

repayment as a result they did not secure accees to thi s se rvice. Thi s s uggests that the effort s 

to create awa rn ess on w hat kind of be nefits ca n be obta ined by gett in g c redit was not 

adeq uate ly done. 

Table 5.28 Factors Affecting the Household from Getting Access to Credit Services 

Fear of 
lack of unable 10 pay lack of it is not 

collateral back information necessary Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 0 10 12 3 25 
Kebele Zuria % .0% 40.0% 48.0% 12.0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 1 13 16 5 35 

% 2.9% 37. 1% 45.7% 14.3% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 0 4 7 6 17 
Enesie % .0% 23.5% 4 1.2% 35.3% 100.0% 

Total Count 1 27 35 14 77 
% 1.3% 35.1% 45.5% 18.2% 100.0% 

However, in 12.0, 14.3 and 35.3 per cent of househo lds in these respect ive kebe les did not 

tlnd the cred it as such important believing that the household income was suffice nt to 

purchase the necessary inputs fo r their prod ucti ve act iv iti es. Al th oough in both cred it SOll rces 

mentioned above there was no co llateral requirement to get access to c red it, thi s particular 

factor hampered only one househo ld in Wonqa from getting access to thi s servi ce. In stead, 

these cred it sources have used gro up of individuals as co ll ate ral to provide the service. Thi s 

mechani sm can he lp to attrac t as many clients as possib le. 

7.2 Control ovet· Resources 

It has been argued that gend er ana lysis en hances the understanding of not onl y th e practical 

needs but also the strategic needs of women farmers . It shows that it is not on ly a questi on of 

whether women farmers have access to key inputs but a lso whether they have contro l over 

resources and benefits. Essenti a lly, these issues are related to deci s ion making. It is a plain 

fact that eve ryone's life is full of decisions. Wha t is more, everyday dec is ions are made. The 

question is who is in c harge of these deci sions? 
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The pattern of dec ision maki ng va ries from one place or culture to another. In some areas, 

households fit the standard mode l of a single dec ision maker (Fe idstein and Poats, 1989). 

Here the household head, in most cases men, are the sole dec ision makers in the household. 

In other areas, household dec is ion are sha red, consu ltatio n takes place be tween pm1icular 

members or a ll members (Ibid). In some areas, however househo ld members have who lly 

separate spheres of dec ision maki ng affecting production, income and expenditure (Ib id). 

It is well known that rural women in part icu lar share abunda nt respons ibil ities and perform a 

wide spectrum of duties in running the fa mi ly, ma intain ing the household, and attending the 

fa rm operations. Despite their role, their pos ition in dec ision maki ng is documented to be 

minimal. However, the parti cipation of women in dec ision making varies across culture and 

time. Although it is not an exhausti ve li st, their participati on in the fa rm household must be 

seen in re lati on to issues like how men and women far mers decide on how much land to 

plant, what crops to plant, to either sharecrop or rent the fa rm land or not, whether to use 

fertili zers and other fa rm technolog ies, and whether and when to hire labour. 

In re lation to these issues, the study fo und out that wives pa rticipated in most of these issues 

(p lease see Annex 4). According to annex 4 (tab le I), they were fo und to participate 111 

decidi ng how much land to plant in 56.8, 63.2 and 50.0 pcr ccnt of farm households 111 

Yeboke lla Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enes ie, respect ively. Thi s shows that they were 

exercising decis ion making power in their farm lanel as they jointly own the fa rm land and as 

they were major actors in the fa rm production. Si milar ly, 56.8, 6 1.4 and 50.0 per cen t of them 

in these respect ive kebe les reported that they actively partic ipated in deci sions related to what 

type of crops to plant during the planting seasons (see an nex 4, table 2). Although no fa rm 

household was fo und that sharecrops or rents the fa rm land in th is study, it was reported to be 

a jo int venture when it comes to decis ion making on th ese issues. However, the parti cipation 

of wives in mak ing dec isions on these matters was reported to be minim al. Annex 4 (tab le 3) 

viv idly shows that, in arranging the land for sharecropping, for example it was found out that 

on ly 37.8 and 45.5 per cent of them in Yeboke ll a Zuria and Dessa Enesie, respect ively did 

parti cipate in dec ision maki ng. Their pos ition was founel to be better in Wo nqa as rar as 

decision regarding sharecropping the land is concerned. The same is true in issues related to 

renting out the land. 
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Moreover, to empl oy farm inp uts, li ke modern agricu ltura l inpu ts and hiring labo ur, dec is ions 

we re a lso undertaken in joint consul ta ti on between spouses in a s ignifi ca nt number o f 

households (see annex 4, tables 5 and 6). The reason for thi s fact could be thought o f that 

getting access to agr icultura l inputs in pa rticular in one way or another requires some cash. 

Managing househo ld income is ve ry sens iti ve issue in the farm household wh ich see ks 

consultati on of spouses as it is one of the major determ inants o f the ove ra ll farm prod uction 

in parti cular and the we ll be ing of the farm famil y in gene ral. Thi s is w itnessed in the 

majority of households that managing household income was a joint respons ibi li ty in a ll 

selected kebe les (see annex 5, table 6). However, in Yeboke ll a Zuri a and Dessa Enesie the 

partic ipati on of wives in deciding whether to hire labour or not was minima l as com pared to 

the ir counterparts in Wonqa. 

Neverthe less, a good deal of wives in all se lected kebeles coul d not exerc ise the ir dec is ion 

making power on issues cons idered above. Some of these res pondents, a lthough engaged in 

agricu ltu ral productio n believed that they d id not have the knowledge on how to manage the 

farm land and utilize farm inputs perce ivin g that they were not fa rmers. Th is belief is 

dangerous in the sense that it w ill worsen the already existing disadvantageous pos it ion of 

women in gettin g access to key fa ctors of production since being a farmer is a precondition to 

get access to these resources in the Ethi·opian agr iculture. The maj oriti es of other respondenrs 

att ri buted the ir inabi lity to exerc ise the ir dec ision making powe r to the un willingness o f the ir 

spouses to accept the ir dec is ions. Thi s is re lated to the cultural influences that favours me n's 

superior ity over women. There is a belief that when wome n work in the fi e lds, prima ril y as 

housew ives he lping thei r husba nd s with agri cultural tasks, thi s is taken as a w ife ly duty rather 

than work in the m inds of not only men but surpri s in gly also women. Th is wrong perception 

has remained in the study area fo r long that has jeopard ized women 's parti c ipation 111 

decision making. Th is has to be changed through empowering women farmers so as to 

im prove their dec is ion making power in the household. 

In addit ion to land, managing o ther household resou rces like livestock, income and labou r is 

a lso a very important concern fo r farm household . Most ly dec isions in these resou rces were 

reported to be made through consul tat ion made between spouses in th e majo ri ty o f 

househo lds in al l kebeles. A c loser look at tables in annex 5 howeve r, vividl y shows that no 

wife was found ma kin g dec is ions alone on land , li vestock and househo ld labo ur in a ll 
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kebe les. T hey made dec is ions in consultation with the ir spouses. Nevel1heless, due to the 

cultura l in fluences that favo ur men's super iori ty there is a lways a poss ibili ty of wives to be 

domi nated by thei r hus band s even if consultati on take place. T hi s ind icates that in most of 

th ese decis ions wives had no adeq uate say in managing househo ld resources. Thi s imp li es 

that mere access to househo ld resources coul d not make them bene fi c ia l from these resou rces. 

Furtherm ore, it is quite clear that fa rm households have certa in produces th at can be obtain ed 

fro m the ir agri cultura l acti vities. Among these fi eld crops, homestead cro ps and mil k and its 

by-products are the maj or prod ucts in the study area. The manage ment of these outputs also 

requires a closer examinat ion as wo men as well as men shoul d bene fit from th e fruits of the ir 

labour. A c loser look at ann ex 5 (tables 3, 4 and 5) revea l that a lthough the management of 

fi eld crops and homestead crops is a shared respons ibility in the overwhe lming majori ty of 

households, w ives ma inta in ed the ir tradit ional supremacy in manag ing milk and its by­

products. T hi s is in line w ith many findin gs. Neverthe less, the shared res pons ibili ty in the 

management of homestead crops in the majority of househo lds contradicts with the fi ndings 

of many studi es that prove women's superi ori ty as they are major acto rs in the produ cti on of 

these cro ps. The management of th ese crops particularly chat is now be ing dominated by 

men. Thi s is in line with Boserup 's ( 1970) thes is that men dominate market o ri e nted crops 

when there is an introduction of cash crops in the trad itional agri cul ture. 
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CHAPTER SIX 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

6.1 Summary 

There is always di vision of labour in every soc io-economi c acti v ity pe rfo rm ed by people . In 

thi s di vis ion o f labour, there are a lways ' appropriate ' men 's and women 's tasks assigned by 

the soc iety to sex categories . It is also docum ented that women, li ke men make major 

contributions in economic, soc ia l and po litica l development. Howe ver in adequate atte nti on 

has been given to their reproduct ive and producti ve roles in genera l and the ir contribution to 

agricultura l production in pa rti cular. Thi s is caused by the fact that the ir contributi on has not 

been remunerated. Thi s has, as most literatures indicate led rural women to have a limited 

access to and contro l over key factors of production vis-a-vis men. As a result, this issue has 

attracted the attention of many from different corners to devi se a so lution to these prob lems 

encountered by women. Gende r, then has become an essential var iab le for anal yzing the ro les 

of wome n in econom ic developme nt and their access to and control over resources. Thus, 

gender analys is revea ls the realities of women vis-a-vis men in any economi c prod uction. 

Having thi s as a background , this pal1icul ar study was conducted with the objective of 

assess ing the contr ibutions of women in agricultura l production spec ifica ll y in Gozamen 

woreda, exam ining the ir access to and control over key factors of produ ction vi s-a-vi s men 

and identifying and ex pla ining the factors th at influence the gender di vis ion of labo ur and the 

gende r differentia l in access to and contro l ove r resources. To achi eve these objectives, intra­

household dynami cs in gend er di vis ion of labour and gende r differences in access to and 

control over resources were examined. The fac tors that influence th e gender di vis ion of 

labour and the ge nder differenti a l in access to and contro l over resources were also identifi ed. 

Thi s was clone in line w ith the GRF that was adopted and used in thi s stud y. 

By considering the importance o f labour in the agri cultura l sector, a di scuss ion on the type of 

labour in th e farm househo ld was made. Consequently, three types of labour were id entified. 

These inc luded the househo ld labour, hired labour and group labour contri buti on (elebo). As 

fa r as the househo ld labour is conce rned, the demographi c cha racteri stics of spouses and the ir 
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ch ildren were exp lained. Accordingly, it was found out that the ave rage fa mi ly size of 

households was 5.97 (in Yeboke lla Zuria), 6.09 (i n Wonqa) and 5.09 ( in Dessa Enes ie). 

T hese househo lds had an average number of 3.97, 4.29 and 5.53 child re n in these respective 

kebe les. Thi s in dicates that th ere is an additional labour in these househo lds in addi ti on to the 

labour of spouses a lthough there we re households having no chi ld. 

The average age of hu sbands and wives was found to be 45.94 and 37. 16 years, respective ly 

whi ch indicated that most spouses were economica ll y active, other things remains constant. 

Thi s does not mean however, that there we re no economi ca ll y dependent husbands and 

wives . T he study a lso tri ed to show the labour contributi ons of children o f both sexes. 

Accord ingly, it was argued that there is gender assignm ent of tasks to ch i Id ren as be l ieved by 

the soc iety . A nd hence, male children invo lved more in prod ucti ve activities while female 

children on household ma intenance tasks. The other issue covered was househo ld headship. 

As in many patriarcha l societies, in the maj orities of households taken fo r thi s study husbands 

were fo und to be heads of the household. This was noted to have some implications for wives 

in getting access to key factors of production. 

The other form of labour was hired labour, which was taken as a strategy by the farm 

househo lds during peak periods. The study fo und out that few households actua ll y hired 

labour; the majoriti es were fo r farm activ it ies. The find ings a lso showed that the 

overwhe lming maj ority of househo ld s hired labour during peak seaso ns li ke weed in g, cutt ing 

and threshin g. These act iviti es were be lieved by the local community to consum e more time 

and ene rgy. Hiring labou r in most cases was found to be a joint respons ibili ty o f spouses. 

Neverthe less, many househ olds did not hire labou r owing to reasons identified in thi s study 

like sma ll s ize of the farm la nd and lack o f cash to pay for the labour. 

The other strategy was gro up labour contri bution which was loca lly ca lled debao Such group 

contributions we re found to undertake farm operations li ke weed ing, c utting and threshin g as 

per th e requ est of the one that ca ll ed such labour parties. Cons idering its importance, many 

househo lds were found to partic ipate in these labour parti es. Most wives were al so found to 

prepare and serve foods and drin ks du ring deba in addit ion to the ir household maintenance 

tasks and their labour contributi ons in unde rtaking those tasks ca rri ed out dur in g debao 
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The other part of the paper tri ed to capt ure and assess the ro le o f wives in ru ral househo lds. 

Th is was done in accordance with the G RF to elaborate th e act iv ity profi le of women as we ll 

as men in domestic and productive spheres. According ly, th e ' triple ro les' of wives we re 

recogni zed but special attent ion was given to the ir reproducti ve and househo ld maintenance 

tasks and productive ro les in agric ultural producti on. In do ing so, tasks which necessitated 

rigid and flex ible gende r d ivis ion of labou r were iden tified in both spheres. 

In the domestic sphere, almost a ll ac ti vit ies were found to be unde.1aken by wives, sometimes 

ass isted by their dau ghters. Husbands and male children had some parti c ipat ion in few tasks. 

As far as the productive ro les of spouses is concerned, the ir ro les in fi e ld c rops, homestead 

c rops and li vestock production were exam ined in thi s study. Accordingly, around e leven farm 

activiti es were identifi ed, out which wives were found to partic ipate in nin e o f them 

ind icating that the gender division of labour in these tasks was fl ex ible . 

A lthough wives had an act ive ro le in many farm operati ons, the ir involvement in c utting and 

threshing was found to be minim a l. In add iti on, no wife was fo und ploughin g and sowi ng. 

Factors that explained their low in vo lve ment in these fa rm operations were identified. 

Accord ingly, cu ltura l norm s and be liefs we re fo und to be th e most proximate dete rminant of 

wives low participati on. Ph ys ica l weakness of wom en and th e ir daily wo rk load coupled witli 

the cultura l barriers were a lso identi fied as factors inhi bited s ignifi cant number of wives from 

participating in these fa rm tasks. In sp ite of these, un li ke the cases o f many Sub-Saharan 

agrarian soc ieti es where there is an intra-househo ld gender division of crop prod uction 

(Dav ison, 1988), prod ucti on in th e study area is a joint respons ibi I ity. 

However, the extent o f the ir pa rticipation varied from one kebe le to the oth er. For example, 

in hoe ing and planting husbands we re almost exc lus ive ly respons ible in Wonga, while wives 

in Dessa Enes ie shared these tasks. In wateri ng, the pa.1ic ipation of wives in these kebeles 

was fo und to be signifi cantl y higher eve n as compared to their parti c ipation in oth er 

homestead c rop prod ucti on tasks. Wives in Wonga were more involved in watering than in 

Dessa Enesie. Neverth eless, their pa.1icipation in harvesting was found to be minimal in both 

kebe les except the case that they shared this res pons ibility with their spouses in 24.6 and 18.2 

per cent of households in Wo ng a and Dessa Enesie, respecti ve ly. 
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Livestock prod ucti on was the other production sphere in th e study area. Around s ix activiti es 

were identifi ed-h e rding, suppl y ing fodde r, supplying water, barn c leaning, milking and milk 

process ing. Husbands were predomina ntly in vo lved in th e first three act iviti es. Wives 

in vo lvement, on the other hand, was visible in barn c leaning and milk process in g sometimes 

assisted by their daughters. These tasks forced the gender di vis ion o f labou r to be ri gid . 

Mi [king was reported to be a shared responsibility. 

T he other section did shade light on wives access to and control over productive resources 

vis-a-vis the ir spouses. In this stud y, it was noted that access to key resources is essential fo r 

agri cultura [ production. As far as [and is concerned, with the exception of one household, a[[ 

households in all se lected kebe[es had secured access to thi s key factor of production as per 

the provis ion of the Amhara Land Red istribution Proc lamat ion. The [and was reported to be 

owned by spouses s ince all households had a book that ensured their j o int ownership. The 

average [and holdin g was found to be 4.5 [ limod of [and. No woman was fou nd to have a 

separate land registered in her name alone in the married life; whi le few men had [and 

registered in their name alone . 

The other critica l resou rces treated "' thi s study were farm inputs like chemica l felti[izers, 

se lected seeds and ·pestic ides that were believed to enhance agricultural product ion and 

producti vity. The majority of househo lds used these inputs for the ir fa rm production. 

However, the study found out that so me househo lds did not use these inputs due to various 

factors. The small s ize of the farm [and, lack of cash and ava ilability of traditional farm 

inputs were the major reasons that hi ndered these househo lds from using these inputs. 

Furthermore, agri cu ltural extens ion services (advices and trainings) were a lso found to be 

important to enhance agricultural produ ction and prod uct ivity and hence househo ld income. 

By recogniz in g thi s fact, most househo lds in a ll kebe[es had secured access to these services. 

However, some house holds did not managed to get access owing to some interre lated factors .. 

Sma ll s ize of the farm [and was still fou nd to be the major factor. Looking the gender 

differential access to these servi ces, the study found out that 40.5, 61.4 and 36 .4 per cent of 

wives in Yeboke [[ a Zuria, Wonqa and Dessa Enesie, respectively had access to these 

services. However, s ign ificant Illlmber of wives did not sec ure access. Different factors were 

identified and exa mined that ex pla in thei r lack of access to these services. The majority of 
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them in Yebokella Zuria and Wo nqa att ributed their lack on the re luctance of extension 

workers to co nsult them. But in Dessa Enesie, the ir daily work load cou ld not enab le the 

majo rity of them to at tend to these adv ices a nd trai nings prov ided espec ia lly on the fi e ld. 

The study also found out th at extens ion workers might not consu lt w ives with the wrong 

assu mpti on that men are fa nn ers and women on ly playa supp0l1 ive ro le as fa rmers' wives. 

The cultura l barri er to directly approach wives and ta lk to the m was a lso the other major 

prob lem. There was a lso a belief by most extension worke rs that in format ion would trickle 

ac ross to w ives. However, it was only in some househo lds that in fo rmat ion had actually 

tr ickled across from husbands to wives. 

T he other factor of producti on examined in thi s study was credit. Two so urces of c redit were 

ident ified in the study area. T he first was the ARDB of the woreda which prov ided two types 

of credit both attached to the purchasing of farm inpu ts li ke fel1ili zers, se lected seeds and 

pest ic ides. The oth er sou rce was the ACS I, Gozame n branch whose credit was also attached 

for s imilar purpose. Des pite its importance, the majorit ies of households in a ll se lected 

kebe les did not have access to thi s service ow ing to different factors. Lack of information 

abo ut the sources of the credit and on what to do with the credit and fea r of repayment in 

part icular made the majority of house holds 'from gett ing access to cred it. It was indicated in 

the study that there must be some gaps between credit inst itu tion and c lients as far as 

in for mati on d isseminat ion and awareness creati on on what to do w ith th e credi t is concerned. 

It was also noted that in vesti gat ing who is in charge of dec is ions with in the household he lps 

to better understand the strategic needs of women. T he in vo lvement of wives in dec ision 

making in this study was seen in re lation to issues like how men and WOmen farmers dec ide 

on how much la nd to plant, what c rops to plant, to e ither sha recrop or re nt the farm land, 

whether to use fertilizers and other fa rm tec hnologies, and whether and when to hire labou r. 

In relation to these issues the study fo und out that most wives partic ipated in dec iding on 

most of these issues. T he study a lso recogni zed that there might be a possibi li ty that fina l 

dec ision mi ght have rested on husbands eve n though wives pal1ic ipated in dec is ions. In 

additi on, the wrong ass umpti on th at w ives we re not farmers and the re lu ctance of husband s to 

accept the decision of the ir spouses we re found to be the major reasons that explained the low 

part icipati on of wives in decision mak ing. 
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6.2 Conclusion 

In the last few decades, gender issues in agricultural production have attracted the attention of 

many from different comers. This has been inspired by the recognition that women in most 

agrarian soc ieties constitute almost half of the labour force engaged in the sector. After 

Boserup's seminal work in 1970, many studies have been proliferating from different regions 

explaining the role of women in the sector. Examining women's access to and control over 

resources vis-a-vis men has also been an integral part of this enterprise. This has been done to 

make women farnlers visible in any development interventions aiming at improving thi s 

particular sector since most soc ieties like Ethiopia base their economy on agriculture. It is 

also documented that high level of poverty coupled with a fragile agro-ecological 

environment make the contribution of women's productive activities to the household and 

community a crucial element in the survival of rural population in these societies. 

Ethiopian rural women spend a considerably large amount of time in reproductive activities. 

Although so much time is spent in these activities, women also engaged in activities that are 

more productive like agriculture. In the domestic sphere, the study found out that there was a 

rigid gender division of labour in tasks like cooking and processing of food, washing food 

utensils, cleaning the house and preparation of local drinks as these tasks were predominantly 

carried out by wives sometimes assisted by their daughters. But in other household 

maintenance tasks, it was found that the gender division of labour was flexible allowing some 

room for husbands to participate. In addition, no variation was found across the selected 

kebeles as far as the gender division of labour in household maintenance tasks is concerned. 

i 

In the productive spheres, husbands were reported to undertake some tasks alone like 

ploughing, sowing and applying feltilizers. This indicates that there was rigid gender division 

of labour in these tasks. However, in other faffil operations, there is flexible gender division 

of labour. In general, the gender division of labour in farm production resembles to Boserup 's 

(1970) 'plough cultivation', where men plough assisted by draught animals, while only 

manual fal111 operations are mostly shared between spouses. What is more, no significant 

variation was observed as far as wives involvement and the nature gender division of labour 

in agricultural production is concerned across the selected kebeles. 
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In sp ite of their signi ficant contrib ution, wives in the study area are not seen as fanners or at 

least not active farmers. This is due to wrong cul tural assum pti on that agricu ltural tasks are 

labour intensive and time consuming, that wives do not have time to full y engage in 

agricu ltu ral production. They have been subjected to such and other forms of gender based 

di scriminations wh ich in many ways have had impacts on economic, po liti ca l and soc ial 

status of wives. The ge nder di vision of labou r and the di ffe renti al access to and control over 

resources are in verse ly related in the sense that women contribute more labour but enj oy less 

pri vi lege in access to and control over resources vis-a-vis their husbands. 

La nd is the key resource of agricultu ra l producti on in a ll agrarian societies. Th is study fo und 

out that in al most all households, land is equally access ible to spouses. However, wives' lack 

of command over it, even if they own it, should be the starting poin t of a gender sensiti ve 

agricul tural intervent ion. 

In addit ion to land, other resources are of a pa ramount significance in the farm household . 

One of th ese resources is the agricultura l extension services . However, wives in the stud y 

area have no adequate access to these services as compared to their spouses. Although there 

was an o fficial c lai m that agricultural extens ion services were be ing prov ided fo r all fa rm ers 

of the woreda regardless of sex di ffe rences, the stlldy showed that th ese services do not attach 

much importance to reaching wives. Thi s ignores the potentia l contribu tion of wives in 

agri cultura l production. 

Wh ile foc us was given fo r men farmers in prov idi ng agricultural extens ion services with the 

view to im prove the producti vity of agri cul tu re, there is also a need to expand these services 

for women in the male headed households since they do not generall y rece ive agri cul tural 

advice and trainings with the erroneous assumption that information will trick le ac ross to 

them from their spouses. However, in fo rm ation is not actually transferred. In addition, ma le 

extension worke rs in the woreda have faced difficulti es to directl y approach and ta lked to 

wives due to cu ltural barriers. Th is can, however be resolved by providing group extens ion 

services wh ich can signi ficantly increase women's access to these se rvices. Th is is because 

the group context may ca lm the fear of male extension workers about transgress ing of norms 

of approved soc ial contact. 
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Extension services on home economi cs have been prov ided for women in stead of agricultural 
, 

extension services. Though it is important, great care must be placed in reducing the effect it 

will have in institutionali z in g the ex isting gender division o f labour. If possi bl e, these 

services should a lso be provided to men with the objecti ve of changing the be lief of men 

towards househo ld tasks and thereby enabl ing them to ass ist their spouses in carrying out 

these ta sks. This wi ll reduce the ge nder ineq uality preva iled in the area. 

Credit is considered to be one of the means to a ll ev iate rural poverty a lthough it is not 

considered as a panacea for poverty reducti on. In those households that had secured access to 

cred it, gender differential across se lected kebel es showed that in Yebokella Z uria, for 

example wives had better access than husbands. However, in Wonqa husbands were found to 

have a better access than the ir spouses . In Dessa Enes ie both were reported to have almost 

equa l access to credit. 

However, most house holds in general and wives 111 particular did not have access to thi s 

critical resource. The major factor for thi s lack was identified to be lack of informati on on the 

sources of credit and on what to do with the credit. So, credit institutions should exert their 

utmost effort in creating awareness of farmers in general and women in particular on what to 

do with th e credit and what kind of benefit can be obtained by getting credit. This can 

contribute its own part in achieving the stated objecti ves of improv in g the socia-economic 

and politica l statu s of women and enh ance their decis ion making power; and thereby ensures 

gender equality. As a result of this and other re lated measures, ge nder equal ity can therefore 

act as a potent force for acce lerating poverty reduction. 
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Annex 1. Domestic chores undertaken by different Household Members 

Table I. Cooking of Food 
CookinQ of Food to the Household 

mainly by 
mainly by the wife and 
the wife on ly by by female female 

and others the wife chi ldren chitdren 
Yebokelia Count 1 24 0 12 
Zuria % 2.7% 64.9% .0% 32.4% 

Sample -- _ . . - -_._- -
Wonqa Count 4 34 1 18 

Kebele 
% 7.0% 59.6% 1.8% 31 .6% 

Dessa Count 0 16 0 6 
Enesie % .0% 72.7% .0% 27.3% 

Total Count 5 74 1 36 
% 4.3% 63.8% .9% 31 .0% --- --- ---- -------- -- - - ..• 

Table 2. Taking care of Small Children 
---_. 

TakinQ care of Small Children 

mainly by 
the wife and mainly by the 

only by by female female husband 

.-~ .. ~- the wife ~hildren :_ children and the wife --- -- -- .. _- -.-- . .. _-.-~~-~ -
Yebokelia Count 18 0 5 3 
Zuria % 69.2% .0% 19.2% 11 .5% 

Sample --_. - - --- .-
Wonqa Count 37 1 12 1 

Kebele 
% 72 .5% --.. ~ 23.5% 2.0% - ------_ •. _-- ~--~- -------- --- .. _-- --- -

Dessa Count 15 0 2 3 
Enesie % 75.0% .0% 1 0.~ 15.0% 

--=- ---- - ------ - - --. 
Total Count 70 1 19 7 

% 72.2% 1.0% 19.6% 7.2% 
-~-~ --~ 

Total 
37 

100.0% ----_. ---

-

57 

100.0% 

22 

100.0% 

116 

100.0% - ,-'--

Total 

26 

100.0% 

51 

100.0% 

20 

100.0% ---
97 

100.0% 



Table 3. Fetching water 

. 
Fetching of Water to the Household f mainly by 

mainly by by mainly by the the wife and children of mainly by the 
the wife only by female wIfe and male female all both husband 

and others the wife children children children sexes and the wife Total 
Yebokella Count 1 19 5 1 10 1 0 37 
Zuria % 2.7% 51.4% 13.5% 2.7% 27.0% 2.7% .0% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 4 19 1 3 27 1 2 57 
Kebele 

% 7.0% 33.3% 1.8% 5.3% 47.4% 1.8% 3.5% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 0 13 0 2 7 0 0 22 
Enesie % .0% 59.1% .0% 9.1% 31.8% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 5 51 6 6 44 2 2 116 

% 4.3% 44.0% 5.2% 5.2% 37.9% 1.7% 1.7% 100.0% 

Table 4. Collecting firewood 

~ Collecting Firewood to the Household 

I mainly by children 
by all only by by mainly by the the wife and of all mainly by the mainly by the 

only by the family the female wife and male female both husband and husband 
husband members wife children children child ren sexes male children and the wife Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 4 6 1 1 1 3 1 13 7 37 
Kebele Zuria % 10.8% 16.2% 2.7% 2.7% 2.7% 8.1% 2.7% 35.1% 18.9% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 3 18 2 0 1 3 4 10 16 57 

% 5.3% 31 .6% 3.5% .0% 1.8% 5.3% 7.0% 17 .5% 28.1% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 0 0 1 0 0 1 5 9 6 22 
Enesie % .0% .0% 4.5% .0% .0% 4.5g~_ 22 .7% 40.9% 27 .3% 100.0% 

To tal Count 7 24 4 1 2 7 10 32 29 116 

% 6.0% 20.7% 3.4% I .9% 1.7% 6.0% 8.6% 27.6% 25 .0% 100 .0% 



Table 5. Washing Clothes 

Washing Clothes in the Household 

mainly by 
mianly by mainly by the the wife and mainly by the 
the wife only by by female wife and male female children of all husband 

and others the wife children ch ildren children both sexes and the wife Total 
Sample Yebokella Count 1 20 2 1 10 1 2 37 
Kebele Zuria % 2.7% 54 .1% 5.4% 2.7% 27 .0% 2.7% 5.4% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 4 20 3 0 22 1 7 57 

% 7.0% 35.1% 5.3% .0% 38.6% 1.8% 12.3% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 0 12 1 2 5 0 2 22 
Enesie % .0% 54.5% 4.5% 9.1% 22 .7% .0% 9.1% 100.0% 

Tota l Count 5 52 6 3 37 2 11 116 

% 4.3% 44.8% 5.2% 2.6% 31 .9% 1 .7O/~ 
L . 

9.5% 100.0% 



Table 6 Washing Food Utensils , 
Washin Food Utensils 

mainly by 
mainly by the wife and 
the wife only by by female female 

and others the wife children children Total 
Yebokella Count 1 15 5 16 37 
Zuria % 2.7% 40.5% 13.5% 43.2% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 4 25 3 25 57 
Kebele 

% 7.0% 43.9% 5.3% 43.9% 100.0% 
Dessa Count a 15 1 6 22 
Enesie % .0% 68.2% 4.5% 27.3% 100. 0% 

Tota l Count 5 55 9 47 11 6 
% 4.3% 47.4% 7.8% 40.5% 100.0% 

Table 7 Cleaning of the House Eve ryday 
~ -

Clean ina of the House Ever dav 

mainly by 
mainly by the wife and 
the wife only by by female female 

and others the wife children children Total .- ._ .. - - ---
Yebokella Count 1 15 4 17 37 
Zuria % 2.7% 40.5% 10.8% 45.9% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 4 24 3 26 57 
Kebele 

% 7.0% 42 .1% 5.3°~_ 1--,_~.6% _ 100.0% 
--~- --- - _.- --~ .. -

Dessa Count a 13 1 8 22 
Enesie % .0% 59.1% 4.5% 36.4% 100.0% 

Total Count 5 52 8 51 116 
% 4.3% 44.8% 6.9% 44.0% 1~a~ 

Table 8. PrepariJlI!. Local Drinks 
Preparing Local Drinks within the 

Household 

mainly by 
mainly by the wife and 
the wife only by female 

----- --- ---.-~ 
f-- and other~_ __ !bewiL _ ._~hi!dreQ. __ Tolal --

Sample Yebokella Count 1 31 5 37 
Kebele Zuria % 2 .7% 83.8% 13.5% 100.0% - -- --- -

Wonqa Count 4 40 13 57 
% 7.0% 70.2% 22 .8% 100 .0% - --------- ~- - - ------ - - -." - ---_._-- --- -

Dessa Count 0 17 5 22 

'----
Enesie % .0% 77.3% 22.7% 100.0% ----- -. - - --- ._---- ------ - --- -- ----

Total Count 5 88 23 116 
% 4.3% 75.9% 19.8% 100.0% 



Table 9. G rinding/Going to Milling House 
-"- ~--- r -- -_._-- -- -- _. - --~ ._-

Goin!=! to Mi llinQ House 
- -- -_. - -- -

mainly by 
the wife and mainly by the mainly by the 

only by the only by female husband and husband 
husband the wife chi ldren male children and the wife Total ----

Yeboke lla Count 0 19 6 0 12 37 
Zuria % .0% 51.4% 16.2% .0% 32.4% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 0 24 11 2 20 57 
Kebele 

% .0% 42.1% 19.3% 3.5% 35.1% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 3 5 5 0 9 22 
Enesie % 13.6% 22.7% 22.7% .0% 40.9% 100.0% 

Total Count 3 48 22 2 41 116 

% 2.6% 41.4% 19.0% 1.7% 35.3% 100~ . . __ .. - ----_._ .. _-- ----- -- - - - --

Table 10. Marketing 

Marketinq of Goods in the Household 

mainly by 
only by by all only mainly by the the wife and mainly by the mainly by the 

the family by the wife and male fema le husband and husband 
husband members wife children child ren male children and the wife Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 2 2 8 0 0 2 23 37 
Kebe[e Zuria % 5.4% 5.4% 21.6% .0% .0% 5.4% 62.2% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 3 8 6 1 3 0 36 57 

% 5.3% 14.0% 10.5% 1.8% 5.3% .0% 63.2% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 3 0 0 0 0 0 19 22 
Enesie % 13.6% .0% 0% .0% .0% .0% 86.4% 100.0% 

Total Count 8 10 14 1 3 2 78 116 

% 6.9% 8.6% 12.1% .9% 2.6% 1.7% 67.2% 100.0% 

Tab le II . Th e Desire of th e Wife to be Ass isted by her Husba nd in the Domestic C hores 

The Desire of the Wife 
to be Assisted by her 

Husband in the 
Domestic Chores 

yes no Total 
~ - -- - - -------~--. --- ----- ----

Yebokella Zuria Count 17 20 37 

% 45.9% 54.1% 100.0% 
Sample Wonqa Count 22 35 57 
Kebele 

% 38,6% 61 .4% 100.0% 

Dessa Enesie Count 5 17 22 

% 22.7% ___ !J1~_ 100.0% --- ------_ . 
Total Count 44 72 116 

% 37.9% 62.1% 100.0% 



Annex 2. Farm Activities Carried out by Members of the Household 

1. Field Crops 

Table I Plough ing 

The one who Plouqh in the Farm 

mainly by the mainly by the 
only by the by male husband and husband 
husband children male children and others Total 

-5 --------~-- .. 
Yebokella Count 28 1 3 37 
Zuria % 75.7% 2.7% 13.5% 8.1% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 39 1 6 11 57 
Kebele 

% 68.4% 1.8% 10.5% 19.3% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 15 0 4 3 22 
Enesie % 68.2% .0% 18.2% 13.6% 100.0% - - _._-- --------

Total Count 82 2 15 17 116 
% 70.7% 1.7% 12.9% 14.7% 100.0% 

Table 2 Preparation of the land 
The one who PreDares the Farm land 

mainly by the 
husband and mainly by the mainly by the 
children of husband by all family husband, wife 
both sexes and wife members and others Total 

Yebokella Count 0 17 16 4 37 
Zuria % .0% 45.9% 43.2% 10.8% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 3 19 20 15 57 
Kebele 

% 5.3% 33.3% 35.1% 26.3% 100.0% .- .- --- ,-- -----
Oessa Count 0 11 8 3 22 
Enesie % .0% 50.0% 36.4% 13.6% 100.0% 

Total Count 3 47 44 22 116 
% 2.6% 40.5% 37.9% 19.0% 100.0% 

Table 3 Sowing 
-~.- .. ---~---~-. 

_ . _._. --
The one who sow the Seed 

mainly by the mainly by the 
only by the by male husband and husband 
husband children male children and others Total 

Yebokella Count 35 1 1 0 37 
Zuria % 94.6% 2.70/0 2.7% .0% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 52 1 1 3 57 
Kebele 

% 91 .2% 1.8% 1.8% 5.3% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 22 0 0 0 22 
Enesie % 100.0% .0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 109 2 2 3 116 
% 94.0% 1.7% 1.7% 2.6% 100.0% 



Table 4 Applying Fertilizers 
~-- - ----~------ ---- -- ----- ---- ------ ---- -- - -- -~- - - ------- -

The one who Apply Fertilizers and 

Pesticides 

mainly by the 

only by the by male husband and 
husband children male children Total 

Yebokella Count 35 1 1 37 
Zuria % 94.6% 2.7% 2.7% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 53 1 3 57 
Kebele 

% 93.0% 1.8% 5.3% 100.0% --.----- -- - - -- -- --_._ - - . -- .- - -- - ---
Dessa Count 22 0 0 22 
Enesie % 100.0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Tota l Count 110 2 4 116 

% 94.8% 1.7% 3.4% 100.0% 

Table 5 Weed ing 

The one who Paricipate in Weedinq 

mainly by the 
only by husband and !nainly by the by all by all family mainly by the 

the children of husband family members husband, wife 
husband both sexes and wife members and others and others Total 

Sample Yebokell, Count 0 0 19 7 7 4 37 
Kebele Zuria % .0% .0% 51.4% 18.9% 18.9% 10.8% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 3 3 18 10 16 7 57 
% 5.3% 5.3% 31.6% 17.5% 28.1% 12.3% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 0 0 8 6 2 6 22 
Enesie % .0% .0% 36.4% 27.3% 9.1% 27.3% 100.0% 

Total Count 3 3 45 23 25 17 116 
% 2.6% 2.6% 38.8% 19.8% 21.6% 14.7% 100.0% 

Table 6 Preparation of the Awedema 

The one who Participate in the Preparation of the Threshing 
Ground 

mainly by the 
husband and mainly by the mainly by the 
children of husband by all family husband, wife 
both sexes and wife members and others Totai 

Yebokella Count 1 24 10 2 37 
Zuria % 2.7% 64.9% 27.0% 5.4% 100.0% 

Sample -_._- -- _._ .. -
Wonqa Count 7 34 13 3 57 

Kebele 
% 12.3% 59.6% 22.8% 5.3% 100.0% - - -- .- - -----.-- ._---- ._._- - .- -

Oessa Count 0 19 2 1 22 
Enesie % 1---.--.o_()~- 86.4% 9.1% 4.5% 1-- 1.00 ,0% . __ .. __ . 

. - - -~ ... - -.-. ---- ----_ .. - ._--_._-_._- -- - -_.- ._---_. 
Total Count 8 77 25 6 116 

% 6.9% 66.4% I 21.6% 5.2% 100.0% 
- - -_ . - - - - - -- -



Table 7 Cutting 

The one who ParticiDate in Cuttino 
I 

mainly by the mainly by the 
husband, husband and mainly by the mainly by the by all by all family mainly by the 

only by the male children chlldren of husband husband family members husband, wife 
husband and others both sexes and wife and others members and others and others Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 3 1 0 10 8 4 6 5 37 
Kebele Zuria % 8,1% 2.7% .0% 27.0% 21 .6% 10.8% 16.2% 13.5% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 3 6 4 2 14 3 11 14 57 

% 5.3% 10.5% 7.0% 3.5% 24.6% 5.3% 19.3% 24.6% 100.0% 
Des sa Count 0 0 0 2 16 0 2 2 22 
Enesie % .0% .0% .0% 9.1% 72.7% .0% 9,1% 9.1% 100.0% 

Total Count 6 7 4 14 38 7 19 21 11 6 

% 5.2% 6.0% 3.4% 12.1% 32 .8% 6.0% 16.4% 18.1% 100.0% 

Table 8 Threshing 

The one who Participjlte in Threshing 

mainly by the mainly by the 
husband , husband and mainly by the mainly by the by all family mainly by the 

male children children of husband husband by all family members husband, wife 
and others both sexes and wife and others members and others and others Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 1 3 8 7 9 5 4 37 
Kebele Zuria % 2,7% 8.1% 21.6% 18.9% 24.3% 13.5% 10.8% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 9 4 7 22 4 8 3 57 

% 15.8% 7.0% 12.3% 38.6% 7.0% 14.0% 5.3% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 1 0 1 15 0 2 3 22 
Enesie % 4.5% 0" . 10 4.5% 68.2% .0% 9.1% 13.6% 100.0% 

Total Count 11 7 16 44 13 15 10 116 

% 9.5% 6.0% 13.8% 37 .9% 11.2% 12.9% 8.6% 100.0% 
- --- - --- --'---. --



Table 9 Harvesting 

mainly by the 
husband and llain ly by the nainly by the mainly by the 

ch ildren of husband husband ~y all family rusband, wi fe 
both sexes and wife and others members and others Total 

Sam ple Yebokella Count 0 24 1 12 0 37 
Kebele Zuria % .0% 64 .9% 2.7% 32.4% .0% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 6 38 1 11 1 57 

% 10 .5% 66.7% 1.8% 19.3% 1.8% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 0 13 3 5 1 22 
Enesie % .0% 59.1% 13.6% 22 .7% 4.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 6 75 5 28 2 116 

% 5.2% 64.7% 4.3% 24 .1% 1.7% 100.0% 

Ta ble 10 Transporting the Harvest 

The one who Transport the Harvest to the House 

mainly by the mainly by the mainly by 
only by husband, husband and mainly by the the by all 

the male children children of husband husband family 
husband and others both sexes and wife and others members Total 

Sample Yebokella Count 4 0 3 18 1 11 37 
Kebele Zuria % 10.8% .0% 8.1% 48.6% 2.7% 29.7% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 2 2 7 34 2 10 57 

% 3.5% 3.5% 12.3% 59.6% 3.5% 17.5% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 8 0 0 12 0 2 22 
Enesie % 36.4% .0% .0% 54.5% .0% 9.1% 100.0% 

Total Count 14 2 10 64 3 23 116 

% 12.1% 1.7% 8.6% 55.2% 2.6% 19.8% 100.0% 

Table J 1 T he one who sto re the Output 

The one who store the Output 

mainly by thE 
husband and mainly by th 

only by the chi ldren of husband by all famil by male chil 
husband both sexes and wife members and others Total 

Yebokella Count 1 0 23 11 2 37 
Zuria % 2.7% .0% 62.2% 29.7% 5.4% 100.0% 

Sample --f- - - - -- - ---- -
Wonqa Count 3 5 38 10 1 57 

Kebele 
% 5.3% 8.8% 66.7% 17.5% 1.8% 100.0% 

Oess8 Count 2 0 15 2 3 22 
Enesie % 9.1% .0% 68.2% 9.1% 13.6% 100.0% 

Total Count 6 5 76 23 6 116 

% 5.2% 4.3% 65.5% 19.8% 5.2% 100.0% --------_. - - -



Table 12 The F irst most Tiresome Farm Activity done by the Husband 
- - - - --_ ... -- --- ----------. ------------- - --- ..... _- - ----- -

The First most Tiresome Farm Activity done by the Husband 

land 

ploughin~_ f-- preparation weeding __ ~utting ____ ~~res_~!~.~ _ Total --
YebokelJa Count 16 3 6 11 1 37 
Zuria % 43.2% 8.1% 16.2% 29.7% 2.7% 100.0% 

Sample ---------- ---'------ .. _-- - -_. --
Wonqa Count 36 0 0 21 0 57 

Kebele 
% 63.2% .0% .0% 36.8% .0% 100.0% 

~- --- - ------- -- --- .... .. - ------- -
Oessa Count 20 0 2 0 0 22 
Enesie % 90.9% .0% 9.1% .0% .0% 100,0% 

Total Count 72 3 8 32 1 116 
% 62.1% 2.6% 6.9% 27.6% .9% 100,0% 

Table 13 The Second more Tiresome Farm Activity done by the Husband 
The Second more Tiresome Farm Activ ity done b the Husbanc 

land 
ploughing preparation weeding cutting threshing transporting Total 

Yebokelia Count 3 14 8 8 3 1 37 
Zuria % 8.1% 37.8% 21.6% 21.6% 8.1% 2.7% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 3 26 9 16 2 1 57 
Kebele 

% 5.3% 45.6% 15.8% 28.1% 3.5% 1.8% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 1 8 2 10 1 0 22 
Enesie % 4.5% 36.4% 9.1% 45.5% 4.5% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 7 48 19 34 6 2 116 
% 6.0% 41.4% 16.4% 29.3% 5.2% 1.7% 100.0% 

Table 14 The First most Tiresome Farm Activity done by the Wife 

The First most Tiresome Farm Activity done by the Wife 

land 

preparation weeding cutting threshing harvesting Total 

Yebokella Count 28 2 4 1 2 37 
Zuria % 75.7% 5.4% 10.8% 2.7% 5.4% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 34 6 17 0 0 57 
Kebele 

% 59.6% 10.5% 29.8% .0% .0% 100.0% -----
Dessa Count 21 1 0 0 0 22 
Enesie % 95.5% 4.5% .0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 83 9 21 1 2 116 
% 71 .6% 7.8% 18.1% 9% 1.7% 1000% 

------ -- - - . --- - -



Table 15 The Second more Tiresome Farm Activity done by the Wife 
The Second more Tiresome Farm Activity done by the Wife 

land 

preparation weeding cutting thresh ing harvesting transporting Total 

Yebokella Count 5 18 8 3 2 1 37 
Zuria % 13.5% 48,6% 21 .6% 8.1% 5.4% 2.7% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 16 29 5 1 6 0 57 
Kebele 

% 28.1% 50.9% 8.8% 1.8% 10.5% .0% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 1 18 3 0 0 0 22 
Enesie % 4.5% 81.8% 13.6% .0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Tota l Count 22 65 16 4 8 1 116 
% 19.0% 56.0% 13.8% 3.4% 6 .9% .9% 100.0% - . ~- --- -- ..... - -- ---- ------'-- ----'-'--'-

2. Homestead crop Prod lIction 

Table 16 Hoeing 

- ~----- -- ~---- --_ .. -
The one Responsible for Hoeing in 

Homestead Production 

only a mainly a 
husband husband both equally __ Tota l ------

Sample Wonqa Count 21 22 14 57 
Kebele % 36.8% 38.6% 24.6% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 3 6 13 22 
Enesie % 

13.6% 27.3% 59·1% 100.0% 

Total Count 24 28 27 79 
% 30.4% 35.4% 34.2% 100.0% ---- - - -- --- - --_. ----- - --

Table 17 Planting 

The one Responsible for Planting in 
Homestead Production 

only a mainly a 
husband husband _ both equally Total -- - -_._--- --"--- - -

Wonqa Count 13 16 27 56 
Sample % 23.2% 28.6% 48.2% 100.0% 
Kebele Dessa Enesie Count 7 10 5 22 

% 31.8% 45.5% 22.7% 100.0% 

Total Count 20 26 32 78 
% 25.6% 33.3% 41 .0% 100.0% . 



Table 18 Wateri ng 

The one Responsible for watering in Homest 
production 

only a mainly a 
husband husband __ mainly~wif _"-at!' e.9ual~ - Total ----- -- _ .. _------- .. - -_._-,.- ---- _ ... ' •. _.-

Wonqa Count 4 17 17 18 56 
Sample % 7.1% 30.4% 30.4% 32.1% 100.0% 
Kebele Dessa Enesie Count 2 6 3 11 22 

% 9.1% 27.3% 13.6% 50.0% 100.0% 
Tota l Count 6 23 20 29 78 

% 7.7% 29 .5% 25.6% 37.2% 100.0% 
-_ .. - - -- ------

Table 19 Ha rvesting 

The one Resp...ons ible for Harvesting of Homestea 

on ly a mainly a 
husband only a wif husband mainly a wi both equall Total 

Wonqa Count 16 0 22 5 14 57 
Sample % 28.1% .0% 38.6% 8.8% 24.6% 100.0% 
Kebele - - ---- _._-_ .. _- --- -_. -- - ---

Dessa Enesie Count 6 3 7 2 4 22 
% 27.3°;' 13.6°;' 31.8% 9. 1% 18.2% 100.0% 

Total Count 22 3 29 7 18 79 
% 27.8% 3.8% 36.7% 8.9% 22 .8% 100.0% ._._-------- -



Annex 3. Livestock Production and the Divis ion of Respons ibilities 

Table 1 Herding 

The one who is Mainly Responsible for Herding of livestock 

male female 
husband wife children children others Total 

Yebokella Count 20 0 12 2 1 35 
Zuria % 57.1% .0% 34.3% 5.7% 2.9% 100.0% 

Sample 
- _ .. ~ -- . --- --~-- - -- - -

Wonqa Count 40 1 14 1 1 57 
Kebele 

% 70.2% 1.8% 24.6% 1.8% 1.8% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 17 1 2 0 0 20 
Enesie % 85.0% 5.0% 10.0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 77 2 28 3 2 11 2 

% 68.8% 1.8% 25.0% 2.7% 1.8% 100.0% 

Table 2 Supplying Fodder 

The one who is Mainly Responsible for Supplying 
Fodder to Livestock 

husband wife male chi ldren others Total 

Yebokella Count 21 2 11 1 35 
Zuria % 60.0% 5.7% 31.4% 2.9% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 33 8 15 1 57 
Kebele 

% 57.9% 14.0% 26.3% 1.8% 100.0% 
~----

Oessa Count 15 4 1 0 20 
Enesie % 75.0% 20.0% 5.0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 69 14 27 2 112 

% 61.6% 12.5% 24 .1% 1.8% 100.0% -_ . _ - - ------- - ~-- . -.. - ---

Table 3 Supplying Water 

The one who is Mainly Responsible for Supplying Water to 
Livestock 

female 
husband wife male chi ldren chi ldren others Total 

Yebokella Count 19 2 11 2 1 35 
Zuria % 54.3.'~ 5.7% 31.4% 5.7% 2.9% 100.0% 

Sample 20~ 
----- - -~ - . ----- - --~-

Wonqa Count 27 5 4 1 57 
Kebele 

% 47.4% 8.8% 35.1% 7.0% 1.8% 100.0% 

Oessa Count 17 1 2 0 0 20 
Enesie % 85.0% 5.0% 10.0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 63 8 33 6 2 112 

% 56.3% 7. 1% 29.5% 5.4% 1.8% 100.0% 



Table 4 Barn Clea ning 

~ -- - -- - _.-._- -.- . - -- --• .. . ----,._ - . -
The one who is Mainly 
Responsible for 8arn 

Cleaning 

female 
wife ch ildren Total 

YebokelJa Count 27 8 35 
Zurja % 77.1% 22.9% 100.0% 

Sample - - -- -'-- --.------ -------
Wonqa Count 48 9 57 

Kebele 
% 84.2% 15.8% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 16 4 20 
Enesie % 80.0% 20.0% 100.0% 

f-----.- -- - _. - -_._---- I-
Total Count 91 21 112 

% 81.3% 18.8% 100.0% 

Table 5 Milk ing 
---_. _._ . . - .. - --.. - .- - - ----- . .. _- ..... --- --~ ---- ... -

The one who is Mainly Responsible for Milkin 

male female 
husband wife ch ildren chitdren Total --_ .. -_ .. _- - -. __ ._- ._--

YebokelJa Count 9 21 0 5 35 
Zuria % 25.7% 60.0% .0% 14.3% 100.0% 

Sample ._-- -,- - ._--- -----
Wonqa Count 19 34 1 3 57 

Kebele 
% 33.3% 59.6% 1.8% 5.3% 100.0% 

- ~.--- -~.- - . -. . . . - - . - -- - . -
Dessa Count 13 6 0 1 20 
Enesie % 65.0% 30.0% .0% 5.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 41 61 1 9 112 
% 36.6% 54 .5% .9% 8.0% 100.0% 

Tab le 6 Processing the Milk 

The one who is Mainly 
Responsible for 

Processing the Milk 

female 
wife children Total 

YebokelJa Count 29 6 35 
Zuria % 82.9% 17.1% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 52 5 57 
Kebele 

% 91 .2% 8.8% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 18 2 20 
Enesie % 90.0% 10.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 99 13 112 
% 88.4% 11.6% 100.0% 



Tab le 7 Main ly Responsib le for poultry Production 

The one who is Mainly Responsible for poultry 
Production 

male female 
husband wife chi ldren children Total 

Yebokella Count 0 4 7 0 11 
Zuria % .0% 36.4% 63.6% .0% 100.0% 

Sample - ,- -
Wonqa Count 1 6 6 1 14 

Kebele 
% 7.1% 42.9% 42.9% 7.1% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 0 4 0 0 4 
Enesie % .0% 100.0% .0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 1 14 13 1 29 
% 3.4% 48.3% 44 .8% 3.4% 100.0% 

Table 8 Ma inly Respons ib le for Bee hiving 

The one who 
is Mainly 

Responsible 
for Bee hiving 

husband Total 
Yebokella Count 2 2 
Zuria % 100.0% 100.0% 

Sample Wonqa Count 8 8 
Kebele 

% 100.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 10 10 

% 100.0% 100.0% 

" 
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Annex 4. Women's Participation in Decisions Related to Prodnction 

Table 1 on how much Land to Plant 

The Participation of the 
Wife on how much 

Land to Plant 

yes no Total 

Yeboke"a Zuria Count 21 16 37 
Sample Kebele % 56.8% 43.2% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 36 21 57 

% 63.2% 36.8% 100.0% 

Oessa Enesie Count 11 11 22 

% 50.0% 50.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 68 48 116 

% 58.6% 41.4% 100.0% 

Table 2 on what Crops to Plant 

The Participation of the 
Wife on what Crops to 

Plant 

yes no Total 

Yeboke"a Zuria Count 21 16 37 
Sample Kebele % 56.8% 43.2% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 35 22 57 

% 61.4% 38.6% 100.0% 

Oessa Enesie Count 11 11 22 

% 50.0% 50.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 67 49 116 

% 57.8% 42.2% 100.0% 

Table 3 to Sharecrop the Farm Land 

The Participation of the 
Wife to Sharecrop the 

Farm Land 

yes no Total 

Yeboke"a Zuria Count 14 23 37 
Sample Kebele % 37.8% 62.2% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 31 26 57 

% 54.4% 45.6% 100.0% 
Oessa Enesie Count 10 12 22 

% 45.5% 54.5% 100.0% 
Total Count 55 61 116 

% 47.4% 52.6% 100.0% 

Ii 
~ ~ 
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Table 4 to rent the Farm Land 

The Participation of the 
Wife to Rent the Farm 

Land 

yes no Total 
Vebokella Zuria Count 10 27 37 

Sample Kebele % 27.0% 73.0% 100.0% 
Wonqa Count 30 27 57 

% 52.6% 47.4% 100.0% 
Oessa Enesie Count 9 13 22 

% 40.9% 59.1% 100.0% 
Total Count 49 67 116 

% 42.2% 57.8% 100.0% 

Table 5 on whether to use Modern Agricultural inputs 

The Participation of the 
Wife on whether to use 

Modern Agricultural 
in.uts 

yes no Total 
Yebokella Zuria Count 22 15 37 

Sample Kebele % 59.5% 40.5% 100.0% 
Wonqa Count 39 18 57 

% 68.4% 31.6% 100.0% 
Oessa Enesie Count 14 8 22 

% 63.6% 36.4% 100.0% 
Total Count 75 41 116 

% 64.7% 35.3% 100.0% 

Table 6 on whether and when to hire labour 

The Participation of the 
Wife on whether and 
when to hire labour 

yes no Total 
Yebokella Zuria Count 18 19 37 

Sample Kebele % 48.6% 51.4% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 39 18 57 
% 68.4% 31.6% 100.0% 

Dessa Enesie Count 9 13 22 
% 40.9% 59.1% 100.0% 

Total Count 66 50 116 
% 56.9% 43. 1% 100.0% 



Annex 5. The Gender Differential in Decisions on Ho usehold Resources 

Table 1 Land 
._------- -- - _._- ---- -

The one who Decides 
on Land 

husband both Total 

Yebokella Zuria Count 12 25 37 
Sample Kebele % 32.4% 67.6% 10~0~~ - -- ~.- - --- _. - --- -- - - .- .. --- --

Wonqa Count 7 50 57 
% 12.3% 87.7% 100.0% 

Oessa Enesie Count 6 16 22 
% 27.3% 72.7% 100.0% - -------- --- - ---- ------ -- --- -- --

Total Count 25 91 116 
% 21 .6% 78.4% 100.0% 

Table 2 Livestock 

The one who Decides 
on Livestock 

husband both Total 
-- --26" --_.-----

Yebokella Zuria Count 9 35 
Sample Kebele % 25.7% 74.3% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 6 51 57 
% 10.5% 89.5% 100.0% 

Oessa Enesie Count 2 18 20 
% 10.0% 90.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 17 95 112 
% 15.2% 84 .8% 100.0% 

- ---

Table 3 Milk and its By-products 

The one who Decides 
on Milk and its 
By-products 

wife both Total 

Yebokella Zuria Count 27 8 35 
Sample Kebele % 77.1% 22.9% 100.0% - - -- -- -- -- - -- - - - - -. --- --

Wonqa Count 24 33 57 
% 42.1% 57.9% 100.0% 

Oessa Enesie Count 10 10 20 
% 50.0% 50.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 61 51 112 
% 54.5% 45.5% 100.0% 



Tabl e 4 Field Crops 
~ -----------~---.- - .. .. .. -----~----"._--- -_. - _ .. _-- -- -~-- - --- -- -

The one who Decides on Field 

Crops 

husband wife both Total 
- --- - - - -- .-

Count 
... - . - -I-- -- -- ---- -- - - --- ~ 

Yebokella Zuria 4 4 29 37 
Sample Kebele % 10.8% 10.8% 78.4% 100.0% 

- - - - - - -- - --- - - - ._ .. - -
Wonqa Count 8 2 47 57 

% 14.0% 3.5% 82.5% 100.0% 
~-.---- --- -------_. __ .. - ------- ----- - -- --------~ 

Dessa Enesie Count 0 2 20 22 

% .0% 9.1% 90.9% 100.0% 

Total Count 12 8 96 116 
% 10.3% 6.9% 82.8% 100.0% 

Table 5 Homestead Crops 

The one who Decides on 
Homestead Crops 

husband wife both Total 

Sample Wonqa Count 3 0 46 49 
Kebele % 6.1% 0% 93.9% 100.0% 

Oessa Enesie Count 2 4 16 22 
% 9.1% 18.2% 72.7% 100,0% 

- ------- ---.----------. _.- .---- ---- - - --- -

Total Count 5 4 62 71 
% 7.0% 5.6% 87.3% 1000~ 

~----- - - - -- ----- -- - -

Table 6 Household Income 

The one who Oecides on 
Household Income 

husband wife both Tota! 

Yebokella Zuria Count 4 1 32 37 
Sample Kebele % 10.8% 2.7% 86.5% 100.0% - - - ------ - -- ------ - - ---- - - - - - - ----------- - - --- -- - --

Wonqa Count 11 2 44 57 
% 19.3% 3_5% 77.2% 100.0% 

Dessa Enesie Count 3 1 18 22 
% 13.6% 4.5% 81.8% 100.0% 

f---c-c- --- - --- ---- -- ... _._--- - -- ~ 
Total Count 18 4 94 116 

% 15.5% 3.4% 81.0% 100.0% 

Table 7 Household Labour 

The Ability of the Wife 
to Participate in 

Decisions related to 
Household Labour 

ves no Total 
Sample YebokeHa Count 30 7 37 
Kebele Zuria % 81.1% 18.9% 100.0% 

Wonqa Count 57 0 57 
% 100,0% .0% 100.0% 

Dessa Count 19 3 22 
Enesie % 86.4% 13.6% 100.0% 

Total Count 106 10 116 
% 91.4% 8.6% 100.0% 



Annex 6. Household Survey Questionnaire 

Part one: GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE HQUSEHOLD 

Instruction: Please circle the choices or put an 'X' mark that are applicable to your 

situation and provide the necessary information on the blank spaces if applicable to yOll. 

1. Age category (Please put an 'X ' mark in the appropriate box). 

Age Categories (in years) Husband Wife 

Less than 20 

Between 2 1-30 

Between 3 1-40 

Between 4 1-50 

Between 51 ·60 

60 and above 

2. Educational Status (Please put an 'X ' mark in the appropriate box). 

Educational status Husband Wife 

llIi terate 

Read and wri te 

Grade 1-6 

Grade 7- I 0 

Grade 11- I 2 

Above grade 12 

3. Who is the head of the household? 

1. Husband 2. Wife 3. Both 

4. Do you have children? 1. Yes 

5. If your answer to question 3 is 'Yes', 

Total number of children 
--- -

4. Other (please specify) ___ _ 

2. No 

N umber of male children Their age 
------ ---- - ------

Number of female children Their age ____________ ~ 



6. What is the size of your family? ____ ___ _ _ 

7. Do other individuals live in your household other than your fam il y? 

I. Yes 2. No 

8. If your answer to question 7 is ' yes', 

Total Number _____ _ 

Sex: Male ____ Age ____ _ 

Female ____ Age ____ _ 

9. What is your household average annual income (in Birr)? ____ _ ____ _ 

10. Is your household engaged in agricultural production? 1. Yes 2. No 

II. Does your household have non-farm li ve lihood activities? I . Yes 2. No 

12. If your answer to question 11 is 'yes', what are they? ___________ _ 

13. Does yo ur household have agricul tural land? 1. Yes 2. No 

14. If your answer to question 13 is 'yes ', what is the size of the land (in timad)? __ _ 

15. How many plots ofland does the household have? 

1. One 2. Two 3. Three 4. Four 5. Five and above 

16. Does your household have livestock? I. Yes 2. No 

17. If your answer to question 16 is ' Yes' indicate the type and the number of these 

livestock and the one who owned them? (Make an 'X' mark in the appropriate box). 

Total owned by 

S.No Type of number Husband Wife Children Others 

livestock (Number) (Number) (Number) (Number) 

I Oxen 

2 Cows 

3 Heifers 

4 Calves 

5 Bull 

6 Sheep 

7 Goat 

8 Donkeys 

9 Horses 

10 Mules 

II Poultry 

12 Bees 



18. Indicate as to who carry out the following domesti c tasks. (Make an 'X' mark in the 

appropriate box). 

Carried out by 

S. No Activities Onl y a Only a Mainly a Mainly a Both Children 

husband wife husband wife Sons Daughters 

I Fetching water 

2 Collecting fire wood 

3 Cooking food 

4 Caring for chi Idren 

5 Washing clothes 

6 Washing food utensils 

7 House cleaning 

8 Processing drinks 

9 Grind ing 

10 marketing 
.. 

19. WhIch tasks are more arduous from among the actlvltres hsted 111 questIon 18? 

(Please begin with the most tiresome tasks) . 

For the wife: I st 2nd 
------- --------

20. What are the major crops produced in the last production year and mention the 

purpose of producing these crops? (Make an ' X ' mark in the appropriate box.) 

Purpose of Pro.ducing 

others 

S.No Crop types 1. For household consumption 2. For Sale 0 For both ~. 

1 Teff 

2 Wheat 

3 Maize 

4 Barely 

5 Bean 

6 Chick pea 

7 Pea 

8 Lentil 

9 Oi l seeds 

10 Vegetab les 

-



I 1 Fruits 

12 Chat 

13 Others 

2 1. Which of the crops produced in your farm land demanded more labor? 

15\ 2nd 
-------- ------------

22. Who is mainly responsib le fo r the production o f homestead crops (like vegetables, 

frui ts and chat)? 

1. Husband 

4. Daughters 

2. Wife 3. Sons 

5. Other (p lease specify) ___ _ 

23. Ind icate as to who has performed the following tasks in the homestead crop 

production on your farmland in the last production year? (Make an 'X' mark). 

Carried out by 

Only a Only Mainly a Main ly Both Children 

S.No Activities husband a wife husband a wife equal ly Male female Others 

I Hoeing 

2 Planting 

3 Watering 

4 harvesting 

24. Who does manage the income obtained from products of these homestead crops? 

I. Husband 2. Wife 3. Both 4. Other (please spec ify) ____ __ 

25. Have yo u hired labor for your household act ivities (for domestic and/or for farm 

acti vities)? 1. Yes 2. No (I f no go to question 28). 

26. If your answer to question 22 is yes, please indicate how man y they are, the sex type 

and age of the labo r your househo ld hire. 

Total number~~~~ _ ___ _ 

Sex: Male ______ Age ____ _ 

Female. ____ __ Age _____ __ 

Major tasks undertaken by the hired laborers 

Domestic tasks~ ______________ _ 

Agricultural tasks ______________ _ 



"' , 1 '. ' 
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27. Who has dec ided to hire labor? 

1. Husband 2. Wife 3. Both 4. Other (please specify) ___ _ 

28 . If your answer to question 25 is 'No' what factors do hinder yo ur household from 

hiring labor? 

I. because there was no need to hire labor 

2. lack of cash and other items to pay for the labor 

3. others (Please Specify) _______ ________ _ 

29. Indicate as to who has performed the fol lowing tasks in the farm production on you r 

farm land in the last production year? (Make an ' X' mark). 

Carried out by 

S.No Activi ties Only a Only a Mainly Mainly a both Children 

husband wife a wife Sons Daughters 

husband 

I Ploughing 

2 Land preparation 

3 Sowing 

4 Applying fe rtilizer 

5 Weeding 

6 Watering-

7 Cutting 

8 Harvesting 

9 Preparing thres hing ground 

10 Threshing 

II Transpol1ing the harvest 

12 Storing 

30. Which tasks are more arduous from among the activities li sted in question 25? 

For the Husband: 1st 
________ 2nd 

______ _ 

For the wife: I SI 2nd 
-------------- -----------

others 



3 1. Who is mainly responsib le for the following tasks in the household related to 

livestock production? (Make an 'X' mark in the approp ri ate box) . 

Carried out by 

S.No Act ivities Both Children 

Husband Wife Sons Daughters Others 

1 Herding 

2 Supp lying fodder 

3 Supplying water 

4 Barn Cleaning 

5 Milking 

6 Mi lk processing 

7 Attending sick animals 

8 Poultry production 

9 Beekeeping/bee hiving 

10 Others 

32 . Does your household often 1I1vo lve 111 group labor (debo) to undertake agncultural 

tasks? I. Yes 2. No 

33. If your answer to question 11 is 'Yes', what are the major activities that require group 

Jabor? _____ ________ _____________ _ 

34. Does your household use any modern agricultural inputs (like ferti li zer, selected 

seeds and pesticides)? I. Yes 2. No (If no go to question 36). 

35. lf your answer to question 34 IS 'Yes', who has made decisions in buying these 

inputs? 

I. Husband 2. Wife 3. Both 4. Other (please specify), _ _ _ _ 

36 . What factors do hinder your househo ld from using these inputs? 

I. lack of cash 

2. availability of manure, no need to buy these inputs 

3. lack of information 

4. others (please specify), _ ______ _ 

37. Has your household got a chance to receive any agricultural advice and training (like 

on how to app ly and when to apply fert ili zer, and on what type of so il)? 

I. Yes 2. No (lfNo please go to question 40). 



38. If your answer to question to 37 is ' Yes ', who has received these services? 

I. Husband 2. Wife 3. Both 4. Other (please specify ) _ _ _ _ 

39. What do yo u feel about the contribution of these agricultural ex tension services to 

yo ur household? 

I. full y benefi cial 3. No benefit at a ll 

2. partiall y beneficial 4. I do not know 

40. What are the reasons that are responsible for hindering yo ur household from using 

these agricul tural ex tension services? __________________ _ _ 

41 . Does you household have access to credit services? I. Yes 

go to question 44). 

2. No (l f No please 

42. If your answer to question to 40 is ' Yes ' , who has better access to these services? 

I. Husband 2. Wife 3. Both 4. Other (please specify) ___ _ 

43. For what purpose has your household spent the money received from these services? 

I. to buy agricultural inputs 

2. to rent land 

3. To buy drought animal s 

4. Others (please specify) ___ _ 

44. What factors do hinder your household from having access to these credit services? 

I . lack of co ll ateral 4. Fear of ri sk of repayment 

2. lack of micro-finance institutions in the area 5. Others (please spec ify) 

3. lack of information 

45. Who does make deci sions on how to use the foll owing household resources? (Make 

an ' X ' mark in the appropriate box). 

S.No Resources Decided mainl y by 

Husband Wife Both others 

I Land 

2 livestock 

" Mi lk and its products J 

4 Field crops produced 

5 Vegetables/fruits produced 

6 Household income 

7 Household labor 



Part two: WIVES' PERSONAL INFORMATION 

This part of the questionnaire is filled only by wives. 

Instruction : Please circle the choices that are appl icable to your situat ion and provide the 

necessa ry information on the blank spaces if app licab le to yo u. 

1. Do you undertake domestic tasks alone? 1. Yes 2. No 

2. If your answer to question I is 'No', who does often ass ist you in carrying out these 

tasks? 

I . Yo ur husband 2. Your sonls 3. Daughterls 4. Others (Please Specify) ---

3. Do you need your husband to ass ist you in domestic tasks? I. Yes 2. No 

4. If your answer to question 3 is 'No', why? ______________ _ 

5. Do you have land registered in your name alone? 1. Yes 2. No 

6. If your answer to question 5 is ' Yes', what is the s ize of the land (in timad)? _ _ _ 

7. Are there farm activities that you do not actuall y undertake? I. Yes 2. No 

8. If your answer to question 7 is ' Yes', what are these activities? _______ _ 

9 . What factors do infl uence your participation in these farm activities? 

I . because I am physica ll y weak 

2. because these tasks are male's job 

3. because there is no need fo r my involvement 

4. because I am preoccupied with household chores and caring fo r ch ildren 

5. because I am culturally proh ibited to do these farm activ ities 

6. because there is shortage of fa rm land and farm implement 

7. others (please specify) ________________ _ 

10. Do you make dec is ions on yo ur househo ld's land on the fo llowing issues? (Make an 

'X' mark in the appropriate box). 

S.No Issues to decide Yes No 

1 On how much land to plant 

2 What crops to plant 

" To sharecrop the land .> 



4 To rent/ lease the land 

5 Whether to use ferti lizer and other teclulologies 

6 Whether and when to hire labo r 

II. Do you have access to agri cu ltural ex tension services (l Ike ad vice and training)? 

I . Yes 2. No (If No, please go to question 13) 

12. If your answer to question II is ' Yes ', can you use it in your household agricul tural 

production? I . Yes 2. No 

13. What factors do hinder you fro m having access to such agri cultural ex tension 

services? _ ___ ___ ______________________ _ 

14. Have you ever received any information from your husband abou t agri cultural 

technologies? I. Yes 2. No 

15. Do you have c red it services? I. Yes 2. No (If No, please go to questi on 17) 

16. If your answer to question 15 is 'yes', how do you spend the money? ____ _ 

17. What do you think the reasons that hinder you from hav ing access to cred it 

services? _______ ___ _________________ __ _ 

18. Do you participate in making decisions on the follo wing issues? (Make an 'X ' mark 

in the appropri ate box.) 

S.No Issues Yes No 

1 On the househo ld crops produced 

2 On the household li vestock and their products 

3 On the labor of other household 's labor 

4 On household income 

Part Three: HUSBANDS' GENERAL INFORMATION 

This pal"t of the questionnaire is fil led only by husbands. 

Instruction : Please circle the choices that are applicab le to your s ituat ion and provide the 

necessary informati on on the blank spaces if applicable to you. 

I . Have you participated in task undertaken with in the house? 

1. Yes 2. No (If No, please go to question 5). 



2. [f yo ur answer to question I is ' Yes ' , what are those activ ities that yo u often carry 

out? _________________________ ___ _ 

3. Are there domesti c tasks which are exclusive ly performed by men alone? 

I . Yes 2. No 

4. [f yo ur answer to question 3 is 'Yes ' , what are these activities? _________ _ 

5. If your answer to question 1 is 'No', what factors do influence you from participating 

in domestic tasks? 

I. because these are women 's job 

2. I am preoccupied with productive tasks 

3. [ am culturall y prohibited from doing these tasks 

4. There is no need for my invo lvement 

5. Others (P lease specify) _ ______________ _ 

6. Do you have agricultural land regi stered in your name alone? I. Yes 2. No 

7. If your answer to question 6 is 'yes', what is the size of the land (in timad)? __ _ 

8. Are women's farm activities important fo r agricultural production and productivi ty? 

I.Yes 2.No 

9. Are there agri cultural tasks which are exclusively carried out by men alone? 

I. Yes 2. No 

10. If your answer to question 9 is 'Yes', what are these activities? ______ _ 

II. Why these activities are not undertaken by women? ____________ _ 

12. Are there agricultural tasks which are exclusively carri ed out by women alone? 

I. Yes 2. No 

13. If your answer to question 12 is 'Yes', what are these acti vities? ______ _ 

14. Why these activities are not undertaken by yo u? ________ _____ _ 



15. Are there shared agricultural tasks? I. Yes 2. No 

16. I f yo ur answer to question 15 is ' Yes ', what are these tasks? 

17. Do you involve your wife in making decisions on household matters? 

1. Yes 2. No 3. Depending on the situations 

18. If your answer to question 17 is choice 3, what are these s ituat ions? _____ _ 

19. If yo ur answer to question 17 is No, why? ________________ _ 
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