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Key findings

Figure 1 — Time use module difficulty:

Original Q: “Did you yourself participate in [ACTIVITY] in .
Comparison of 24-hour and 7-day recall

the past 12 months (that is, during the last [one/two] Cognitive testing allowed us to:

. s 66
cropping seasons)!? ) ) ) 70 59 59
) ldentify problematic questions — 60 =
35% of respondents in Uganda either could not : . . = 50
P o » g e during Rland test modifications % 20 17
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P : P to questions during R2 (recall g 30 21.1
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period, complex terms). 10 3248 I 6.3
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New Q: “Did you yourself participate in 2) Learn how respondents 24-h0|ll,lr 7-da|y; Activ(;tigls 24-hO|L|Jr 7-da|y; Activ(;tiﬁs
[ACTIVITY] in the past |12 months (that is, understood abstract concepts reee recall  varydally  reca recall  vary daily
during the last [one/two] cropping seasons), Bangladesh Uganda
° [ ] e ) and key terms (have VS Own’ Round -1 Round - 2 @ Round -1 Round - 2

from [PRESENT MONTH] last year to
[PRESENT MONTH] this year?”

What is the WEAI?

* The Women’s Empowerment in Agriculture Index (WEAI) is

issues vs anything, etc.).

Easier for respondents to give a detailed
recall of the past 24 hours rather than for
select activities in the past 7 days.

the first comprehensive and standardized survey-based
measure to directly capture women’s empowerment and
inclusion levels in the agricultural sector.

Compare the validity of two
versions of the same module
(24 hr vs 7 day recall, autonomy
questions vs vighettes).

Timeframe recall errors drop from 3)
35% to 6% in Uganda.

" Collects individual-level data from primary male and primary
female decisionmakers within the same households “IPERSON’S NAME]
grows the crops for
agricultural production
that her family or

community expect. She

Bangladesh: Few
reported difficult.

29-39% reported
others would have

Figure 2 — Speaking in public definition:
"= Measures extent of individual's engagement in the agriculture Comparison of “issues” and “anything” in Uganda
sector in 5 domains (production, resources, income, leadership,

and time), as measured by 10 indicators (Alkire et al. 201 3).

Following a series of vignettes about autonomy,

= |nitially designed as a monitoring and evaluation tool for the “Do you feel "issues” 15.4 - wants them to approve difﬁculty.
USAID Feed the Future Initiative. From 2012 - 2013 it was comfortable speaking respondents were asked how difficult they found the of her as a good farmer.
collected as part of the baseline survey in 19 countries. up in public about questions and also how difficult they thought others Are you Iike”this _
What is cognitive prEtESting? any Issue/anything e o .WOUId o t'hem.There w'ere Ia.rg.e » - cported ?- eul
T TR that is important to discrepancies between identifying “Was this question easy reported difficult.
] gu:;lzltlzit\l;g S]:iiy.reseamh method that is paired with 2 you, your family or 0 20 40 ‘0 %0 something as challenging versus saying or difficult?” 29 - 60% reported

others would have
difficulty.

your community?” others would find it challenging. This

indicates cognition issues (Johnson 2014).

“Do you think others
would find this question
easy or difficult?”

% reporting neutral definition

" The purpose is to systematically identify and analyze sources of (both +/- topics)

response error in surveys and use that information to improve
the quality and accuracy of survey instruments (Johnson 2015).

* Generally conducted as a pre-test before full field work begins;

Washington, D.C. 9 May 2014.

especially important to conduct with new or revised Why ic the WEAI an ideal candidate for Questionnaire Table 2: Example from survey
instruments and those used in diverse cultural and linguistic . . = Cognitively tested a streamlined version of the original WEAI ASK RESPONDENT
contexts (Willis 2005; Johnson 2014). COgnltIVE tEStlng' and a new version of the WEAI with new and/or adopted QNo. |Question Response | Skip
. Oﬁse o chzurs & g P . The.orlgmal WEAI had some problen.‘natlc |nd|cat01.~s so a second speaking in public about issues that are | Difficult..2
P ' version of the WEAI was developed with new questions; needed to Cognitive interview consisted of ~100 questions based off of Q82 |important to you, your family, or your
Table 1 — Stages of cognition test whether these changes had the intended effects of improving Johnson et al’s (2015) cognitive testing of the original WEAI. community. How was this question?
— — the instrument and clarifying questions. Was this question easy or difficult?
Cognitive stage (Cj:o]?nltlve stage Problems Causes Data (refers to G6.01)
efinition m i i i o pece
- e 5 o - G The WEAI is meant to be implemented in a standard manner across Data from two rounds of pre-testing conducted in Bangladesh o3 Why was it difficult?
omprenension  Respondent espondent niknown terms, countries with diverse cultural contexts; must ensure that questions . Q WRITE RESPONSE DOWN
interprets the doesn’t ambiguous concepts, : ’ and Uganda in June — July 2014.
. are worded so they are interpreted the same regardless of context. Can vou tell me in vyour own words
question understand  long and too complex The Usand e includ | h holds i he lini )’. Y .
Retrieyal Respondent Respondent Recall difficulty, = Cognitive testing used as a method to test the survey’s validit 5 e Sl JIECRSS R pEeseeEs v the Jinja what it means when | say “issues that
searches memory doesn’t know/  questions assume & & 4 4 Kiryandongo, and Mukono districts; the Bangladesh sample Q84 |are important.to you, your family, or
for relevant remember respondent has includes rural households in Chaturia district. Samples your community”?
information information comprised of 2/3s women, |/3 men residing in dual headed VWRITE RESPONSE DOWN
Judgement Respondent Respondent  Biased or sensitive, households and female headed households, including men and Literature cited
evaluates and/or doesn’t want  estimation difficulty men from vari e rance
estimates to tell, can’t tell WO OM various dge ranges. Alkire, S. Meinzen-Dick, R., Peterman, A., Quisumbing A.R., Seymour, G., Vaz, A. (2013). The
.. . .. Women’s Empowerment in Agriculture Index. World Development 52: 71 — 91.
R rl;\espons; R q | | For cognitive testing It Is recommended to conduct |0 — I5 Willis, G.B. (2005). Cognitive Interviewing: A Tool for Improving Questionnaire Design.
esponse esp.czln ent eicpon entCI ncor:p ete relstPc:nse interviews per language group (Willis 2007). In Bangladesh, Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
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information in the in the format responses necessary . . Empowerment in Agriculture Index Instrument in the Haiti Multi-Sectoral Baseline
format requested requested were conducted. In Uganda, with four main language groups, Survey. Survey Practice (8)2. | |
Source: Johnson, 2014 |20 interviews over two rounds were conducted. Johnson, K.B.f Cognitive Pretesting of Fross-natlona.lly Comparablg Survey Instrum.ents in
Developing Country Context Seminar. International Food Policy Research Institute.




