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Executive summary 
Donors support inclusive institutions to promote social inclusion and tackle inequality.  These issues are 
high on the mainstream development agenda because there is now substantial evidence that social 
exclusion and inequality exacerbate poverty. Accordingly, in 2013 the United Nations Secretary-General’s 
High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons on the Post-2015 Development Agenda called for development that 
‘leaves no-one behind’. 

Institutions are the formal and informal rules and norms that structure citizens’ rights, entitlements, 
opportunities and voice. They shape all human interaction, including in the family, community, and political 
and economic spheres, influencing how societies develop. The patterns of behaviour generated by 
institutions can be either positive or negative for development outcomes.  

Power holders can shape institutions so that assets and resources are distributed for the benefit of some 
rather than all groups in society. Institutions can enable or reinforce discrimination through excluding or 
adversely incorporating people and groups – commonly women, people with disabilities, religious 
minorities, designated lower ‘castes’, ethnic minorities, and recent migrants –  or whole sections of society.  

Entry points to strengthen inclusive institutions are multi-sectoral. This guide synthesises key illustrative 
evidence in five areas: analysing and measuring institutions; rights-based legal frameworks; public sector 
structures and processes; voice, empowerment and accountability; and preventing harmful practices 
against women and girls. Emerging lessons on the effectiveness of these interventions indicates a need to: 

 Analyse institutions: Analysing whether existing institutions enable or constrain the inclusion of 
marginalised people and groups can inform development programming. 

 Understand power relations and incentives: Technocratic institutional reforms have had 
disappointing results: real change requires transforming the social, political and economic 
drivers of exclusion, including power and incentives.  

 Understand social norms and behavioural change: Behaviour change interventions can be 
effective when linked to efforts to tackle the broader structural determinants of exclusive 
institutions.  

 Work with existing institutions: Effective aid supports local change processes. There may 
however be tension between working with existing institutions and forming new ones to protect 
and empower marginalised people. 

 Work coherently and flexibly: A coherent, cross-sectoral approach supports inclusive 
institutions across different spheres – family, community, economic, political. Effective aid also 
works with broad-based coalitions of state and non-state actors, is long-term and flexible, and 
learns from failure.  
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Selected evidence on the impact of interventions to support inclusive institutions 
The map below summarises the findings of the evidence selected for inclusion in this topic guide. (It is not a comprehensive review of the entire body of evidence 
on this topic.) The map signposts the reader to evidence on different approaches to supporting inclusive institutions, highlighting whether they have had positive, 
neutral or negative effects in specific cases. Letters in parentheses refer to reports cited; see pp.4-5 for details. 
 

 

Inclusive legal and regulatory frameworks  
(see esp. pp. 17-18) 

Inclusive public sector reform  
(see esp. pp. 19-21) 

Rights-based 
anti-
discrimination 
legislation 

Gender quotas Redistributive 
public  
expenditure 

Women’s 
government 
agencies 

Merit-based 
recruitment 
and career 
paths 

Representation 
in civil service 

Reform for 
transparent 
and 
participatory 
budgets  

Gender 
responsive 
budgeting 

Social 
guarantee 
approach to 
service 
delivery 

Im
pa

ct
s o

n 
so

ci
al

 in
cl

us
io

n 
ou

tc
om

es
 

Po
si

tiv
e 

 [LIMITED] 
Multi-country  
(A, B); India (C) 

[LIMITED] 
India (F, G) 

[MEDIUM] 
Multi-country (J) 
Argentina, Brazil, 
Uruguay (K); 
Brazil (L); India (M) 

 [LIMITED] 
Multi-
country (P) 

 [LIMITED] 
Multi-country 
(Q) 

 [LIMITED] 
Multi-country 
(S); Chile (T) 

N
eu

tr
al

 [LIMITED] 
Multi-country 
(D); Nepal (E) 
 

[LIMITED] 
Multi-country 
(H); India (I) 
 

[LIMITED] 
Tanzania, Kenya 
(N) 
 

[LIMITED] 
Multi-country 
(O, H) 
 

 

[LIMITED] 
Bangladesh (H); 
Ethiopia (P) 
 

 

[LIMITED] 
Multi-country 
(R) 
 

 

N
eg

at
iv

e          

 

Key to relative strength of selected evidence  
[STRONG]  Mix of methods; multiple contexts; significant number of 

relevant studies or literature reviews 
[MEDIUM]  Mix of methods; multiple contexts; some relevant studies or 

reviews 
[LIMITED]  Limited methods; isolated context; few relevant studies. 

Key to impacts 
[POSITIVE]  Intervention has a positive impact on its planned outcomes 
[NEUTRAL] Intervention has no or mixed impact on its planned outcomes 
[NEGATIVE] Intervention has a negative impact on its planned outcomes 
 

The categorisation is based on the overall conclusion of the evidence.  
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Box 2. Can the MDGs provide a pathway to social justice? The challenge of intersecting 
inequalities (Kabeer 2010) 

This paper charts progress on the MDGs, and policy recommendations and interventions to tackle 
inequalities so that development benefits all groups in society. 

Box 1. Defining equality   
Equality of process – meaning  
non-discrimination in access to 
opportunities and services (as 
embodied in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and 
other treaties) – is considered 
essential for fair and socially just 
societies. There is less agreement on 
what equality of outcomes should 
look like. Whilst some consider all 
forms of inequality ‘unjust’ and 
unacceptable, there is a wide range 
of interpretations of what is 
considered equitable and what is 
not.  

Sources: Ferguson, 2008; Jones, 2009; 
Melamed & Samman, 2013; World Bank, 

2005a 

1 Introduction: concepts and debates 
1.1 Inclusive institutions on the development agenda 
Donors support inclusive institutions to promote social inclusion and tackle inequality. Social exclusion 
and inequality have substantial negative impacts on poverty reduction, undermining the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs) (World Bank, 2013a; Kabeer, 2010; Jones, 2009). There is now rigorous 
evidence that income inequality exacerbates poverty (World Bank, 2005a: 84-87; UNDP, 2005: 64-66). 
Gender inequality further undermines overall development gains (Jones et al, 2010; World Bank, 2011b).  

In 2005, two high-profile reports by the World Bank 
(2005a) and the UN (UNDP, 2005) argued ‘tacking 
inequality is one of the most urgent tasks of our time’ 
(Green, 2012: 5). More recently, the UN Secretary-
General’s High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons on the 
Post-2015 Development Agenda has called for inclusive 
development that ‘leaves no-one behind’. This means that 
‘no person – regardless of ethnicity, gender, geography, 
disability, race or other status – is denied universal human 
rights and basic economic opportunities’ (United Nations, 
2013: executive summary). Nevertheless, there are 
ongoing debates about what equality means (see Box 1). 

There is growing awareness that understanding 
institutions is central to the ‘leave no one behind’ agenda. 
Many development initiatives have shown disappointing 
results where they failed to understand and work with the 
underlying incentives and power relations (Andrews, 
2013; Unsworth, 2010). A social inclusion lens could help 
address why forms of exclusion and marginalisation are 
persistent (World Bank, 2013a: 4-5). 

1.2 Defining institutions 
Institutions are the formal and informal rules and norms that organise social, political and economic 
relations (North, 1990). They are not the same as organisations (see Box 3). Key features of institutions 
are: 

 They are brought to life by people and organisations (North, 1990; Leftwich & Sen, 2010). 

 They provide a relatively predictable structure for everyday social, economic and political life. 
Institutions shape people’s incentives (or calculations of returns from their actions) and behaviour. 

http://www.mdgfund.org/sites/default/files/MDGs_and_Inequalities_Final_Report.pdf
http://www.mdgfund.org/sites/default/files/MDGs_and_Inequalities_Final_Report.pdf
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Box 3. Institutions and organisations 
Institutions are ‘the underlying rules of the game’. Organisations are ‘groups of individuals bound by a 
common purpose’. Organisations are shaped by institutions and, in turn, influence how institutions 
change. Some social scientists view organisations as the material expressions of institutions. Some 
see social groups such as government bodies, tribes and families as institutions. Some identify 
‘primary’ or ‘meta’ institutions to be the family, government, economy, education and religion.  

Sources: North, 1990: 3, 5; Harper et al., 2012: 15 

Box 4. Leading sources on institutions 
DFID Guidelines on Promoting Institutional and Organisational Development (2003a) provide an 
overview of institutions and institutional change. 
Leftwich and Sen (2010) define institutions and their policy implications for donors.  
Giddens (1984) explores the role of structure and institutions in society. 
Harper et al. (2012) explain different understandings of institutions. 
Helmke and Levitsky (2004) summarise the literature on informal institutions. 
Jütting et al. (2007) summarise key issues on informal institutions and development. 
North (1990) provides a seminal definition of institutions and institutional change. 
Unsworth (2010) explores the interaction of formal and informal institutions. 

They establish a predictable, though not necessarily efficient or uncontested structure1 for human 
interaction (North, 1990: 6). Some argue institutions shape but do not necessarily always determine 
behaviour (Leftwich & Sen, 2010: 9). 

 They lead to enduring patterns of behaviour over time but they also change. Institutions are 
constantly being reformed through people’s actions (Giddens, 1984). Institutional change structures 
the way societies evolve (North, 1990: 3). However, institutionalised behaviours can be hard to 
change (see section 1.6). 

 They produce positive or negative development outcomes. This depends on the kinds of relations 
and behaviours that institutions enable, and the outcomes for the enjoyment of rights and allocation 
of resources in society (Leftwich & Sen, 2010).  

 

Institutions are both formal and informal. Formal institutions include the written constitution, laws, 
policies, rights and regulations enforced by official authorities. Informal institutions are (the usually 
unwritten) social norms, customs or traditions that shape thought and behaviour (Leftwich & Sen, 2010; 
Berman, 2013). Development practitioners have tended to prioritise formal institutions, viewing informal 
ones as separate and often detrimental to development outcomes (Unsworth, 2010).  

In practice, formal and informal rules and norms can be complementary, competing or overlapping 
(Jütting et al., 2007: 36; Leftwich & Sen, 2010: 17). Whether they are relatively more strong/weak or 
inclusive/discriminatory is likely to depend on context (Unsworth, 2010). In some cases, informal 
institutions undermine formal ones; in others they substitute for them (Leftwich & Sen, 2010: 17; Jütting 
et al., 2007: 35-36). Informal social norms often shape the design and implementation of formal state 
institutions (Migdal, 2001; Jütting et al., 2007: 7). 

                                                             
1 Institutions are not necessarily efficient because people may not always have perfect information about the incentives or 
actions of others. 

http://www.eldis.org/vfile/upload/1/document/0708/DOC18045.pdf
http://www.ippg.org.uk/8933_Beyond%20Institutions.final%20(1).pdf
http://books.google.co.uk/books?id=YD87I8uPvnUC
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/8746.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/governance-development/37791245.pdf
http://browse.oecdbookshop.org/oecd/pdfs/product/4107101e.pdf
http://www.cambridge.org/us/academic/subjects/politics-international-relations/political-economy/institutions-institutional-change-and-economic-performance
http://www2.ids.ac.uk/gdr/cfs/pdfs/AnUpside-downViewofGovernance.pdf
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Box 5. Examples of inclusive institutions 

 Universal: universal age-related state 
pension; universal access to justice or 
services. 

 Non-discriminatory: meritocratic 
recruitment in the civil service; inheritance 
laws that protect widows’ land rights. 

 Targeted: affirmative action to increase the 
proportion of women political 
representatives; budget rules that prioritise 
investment in disadvantaged areas. 

1.3 How institutions shape development outcomes 
Formal and informal institutions structure the distribution of opportunities, assets and resources in 
society. For example, political settlements (usually an agreement among elites) establish the formal rules 
for managing political and economic relations (such as electoral processes, constitutions, and market 
regulations), as well as the informal division of power and resources (DFID, 2010a: 22). Powerful people 
and groups can shape institutions, making them inclusive or exclusive, for their own benefit and to 
maintain power (Jones, 2009: 11; World Bank, 2013a: 13; Goetz, 1997: 14; Leftwich & Sen, 2010: 24). In 
this way, institutions are both shaped by power relations and in turn act as ‘bottlenecks’ on acceptable 
forms of governance and the exercise of power (Wilson, 1997: 17). 

Communities, families, economic relations and political governance are key institutional domains 
influencing development outcomes (see Figure 1). Together, these institutions determine the degree to 
which social relations are inclusive.  
 

Figure 1. Institutions governing development outcomes

 

Sources: Acemoglu & Robinson, 2012; Jones, 2009; Jütting et al., 2007; 
Kabeer, 1994; Leftwich & Sen, 2010; Unsworth, 2010; World Bank, 2013a. 

1.4 What do inclusive/exclusive institutions look like? 
Inclusive institutions: 

 Bestow equal rights and entitlements, and 
enable equal opportunities, voice and access 
to resources and services.  

 Are typically based on principles of 
universality, non-discrimination, or targeted 
action (see Box 5). Targeted action is needed 
where some people and groups are 
particularly disadvantaged, and therefore 
require differential treatment to achieve the 
equivalent outcomes.  

 

 
 

Communities and families 
Rules and norms structuring the distribution of 

authority, assets and labour within the 
community and family, including rules on 

marriage, procreation, inheritance and 
parenting, and local decision-making and 

accountability.  

  
Political governance 

Rules and norms shaping access to 
and participation in political 

structures and processes, including 
parliaments, public sector 

organisations, electoral processes 
and legal systems. 

 
Economic relations 

Rules and norms determining the 
degree of regulation, rent-seeking 

and corruption in economic relations, 
shaping access to assets, property, 

employment and credit. 
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Exclusive institutions: 

 Withhold rights and entitlements, and undermine equal opportunities, voice and access to resources 
and services.  

 Can be manufactured or organic. They range from deliberate discriminatory legislation (e.g. 
apartheid South Africa), to rules that fail to respond to the particular needs of marginalised groups 
(e.g. language barriers in education or traditional health beliefs and practices) (Kabeer, 2010; 
UNESCO, 2010: World Bank, 2013a).  

 Often result in negative stereotypes and prejudices (World Bank, 2013a). Norms underpinning 
gender roles, ethnic discrimination or caste systems can be deeply ingrained and unconsciously 
perpetuated, affecting the behaviour of all actors in society. This can often result in unequal access to 
resources and services (World Bank, 2013a; Rao & Walton, 2004). 

 Can enable or reinforce discriminatory behaviour towards groups, or whole sections of society. 
People and groups commonly discriminated against are women, people with disabilities, religious 
minorities, certain castes, ethnic minorities, and recent migrants. Some institutions are inclusive in 
some respects but exclusive in others – for example, political settlements that ensure elites from all 
groups benefit, but that non-elites are disadvantaged. Other institutions act to disadvantage whole 
sections of society, such as rules on political transparency, or norms of paying bribes. 

Overall, institutions can rarely be categorised into a simple inclusive-exclusive dichotomy. Some 
institutions enable particular groups to only partially benefit from access to resources, rights, or 
entitlements, simultaneously denying them others. Hickey & du Toit (2007) term this ’adverse 
incorporation‘. For example, a woman may be given the right to own land, whilst the right to sell it or 
receive any profits from it belongs to her husband.  

1.5 Impact of exclusive institutions 
The literature highlights the negative impacts of exclusive institutions in relation to: 

 Poverty: Exclusive institutions not only perpetuate economic disadvantage, they also impact 
negatively on the non-economic dimensions of poverty. This includes lack of access to services, 
lack of voice in decision-making, and vulnerability to violence and corruption (Sen, 1992; Jolly et 
al., 2012: 36). 

 Different socio-economic groups: Exclusive institutions do not only affect poor people. They can, 
for example, affect wealthy homosexual men in some societies. Supporting social inclusion 
therefore requires measures beyond increasing income (World Bank, 2013a: 4).  

 Intensifying disadvantage: Exclusive institutions in one sphere can multiply disadvantage in 
others. The combination of gender, age, ethnicity, sexual orientation and place of residence has 
a greater impact on whether a person lives in poverty and is marginalised from enjoying 
resources and services than a single dimension of disadvantage (World Bank, 2013a: 6-7). For 
example, in India, a woman who is a Dalit, has disabilities and lives in a remote area will 
experience greater exclusion than a woman who is none of these. 

 

Box 6. Resources on the outcomes of inclusive and exclusive institutions 
The World Bank’s first evidence-based study on social inclusion – Inclusion Matters (World Bank, 
2013a) – provides a framework for understanding social inclusion.  
The GSDRC Topic Guide on Social Exclusion (Khan, 2012) provides an overview of the literature on 
social exclusion and adverse incorporation.  
DFID’s policy paper on social exclusion (DFID, 2005) sets out who is excluded and how, and what public 
policy, civil society and donors can do to help reduce social exclusion. 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTSOCIALDEVELOPMENT/Resources/244362-1265299949041/6766328-1329943729735/8460924-1381272444276/InclusionMatters_AdvanceEdition.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/SE10.pdf
http://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/development/docs/socialexclusion.pdf
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1.6 Reforming institutions 
Institutions are changing all the time, as they are formed and reformed through people’s repeated 
actions (Martin, 2004: 1255 summarising Giddens, 1984). However, deliberately reforming institutions is 
usually complicated and difficult, and, above all, incremental (North, 1990: 89). Moreover, some changes 
require institutionalising new rules and behaviours. 

External shocks or internal political or economic processes can present opportunities for changing 
institutions (see Box 7). Citizens sometimes mobilise to defend existing inclusive institutions (e.g. 
universal access to a service) or to demand new ones (e.g. political rights). Donors can seek to support 
these processes. 

However, North et al. (2009) argue there is no automatic progression from exclusive – or ‘limited access’ 
– states (where only elites have access to economic and political resources) to systems which allow ‘open 
access’ to political and economic rights. 

Counter pressures to more inclusive institutions include: 

 Use of repression and violence by regimes to maintain their authority and block institutional 
reform (DFID, 2010a: 16)  

 Resistance to change, either by those who benefit from the status quo or due to inertia  
(Leftwich & Sen, 2010: 10) 

 An internalisation of a sense of inferiority by those excluded, which results in poor self-
confidence and self-worth, and undermines people’s ability to challenge exclusion  
(Kabeer, 2010: 7). 
 
 

 

  

Box 7. Drivers of institutional change  
Demographic, spatial and economic factors that can affect opportunities for institutional change 
include the following: 
 Large numbers of better educated, and politically and economically aspirational young men and 

women, the organisations representing them, and the middle classes support more inclusive 
institutions. 

 Growing migration and urbanisation offer possibilities for social mobility and stronger voice for 
inclusive institutional change, but can also increase marginalisation within cities. 

 Growing income inequality in many countries and the persistent challenges to food security 
(especially for excluded groups, people in remote areas and those whose livelihoods are 
vulnerable to the effects of climate change), perpetuate marginalisation and powerlessness. 

Source: World Bank, 2013: 18-22 
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Box 8. Evidence of the development 
impact of institutions 
A DFID literature review synthesises 
key evidence on the impact of 
institutions (Evans & Ferguson, 2013). 

Box 9.  Institutions Rule: The Primacy of Institutions Over Geography and Integration in 
Economic Development 
This cross-country econometric study estimates the contributions of institutions, geography and 
trade in determining income levels around the world. Based on a sample of over 200 countries, 
it indicates that the quality of institutions ‘trumps’ everything else. Once institutions are 
controlled for, geography has at best a weak direct effect on incomes, although with a strong 
indirect effect on influencing the quality of institutions. Similarly, once institutions are 
controlled for, trade is almost always insignificant.  

Source: Rodrik et al., 2004. 

2 Development outcomes 
There is now a broad consensus – supported by substantial 
evidence – that inclusive institutions are important for 
growth, poverty reduction, development and peaceful 
societies. However, it is very difficult to establish the direction 
of causality between institutions and outcomes, and pinpoint 
which institutions cause what outcomes and how.  

2.1 Impact of inclusive institutions 
Economic institutions shape the rights, regulatory framework, and degree of rent-seeking and corruption, 
in land, housing, labour and credit markets (Acemoglu & Robinson, 2012; Leftwich and Sen, 2010: 17; 
World Bank, 2013a: 8). Examples of formal economic institutions include property rights and labour laws. 
Many cross-country statistical studies find that more inclusive economic institutions improve economic 
outcomes. One often cited, rigorous study is Rodrik et al. (2004). The authors find that the quality of 
institutions – such as security of property rights and strength of the rule of law – is a strong determinant 
of income levels (stronger than geography or trade) (see Box 9). Another is Acemoglu and Johnson 
(2005), who find a link between inclusive property rights and economic growth and investment. However, 
other cross-country studies suggest the reverse order of causality; specifically, that income levels, 
educational attainment and economic growth all lead to stronger institutions, not the other way around 
(see Glaeser et al., 2004 and Hawkes & Ugar, 2012). 

 

A review of the evidence finds that, while there is evidence that democratic political institutions tend to 
have growth-enhancing and growth-stabilising effects, there is no clear evidence that democracy causes 
higher incomes, or vice versa (Evans & Ferguson, 2013: 35, 51). There is also mixed evidence on the 
impact of inclusive political institutions on poverty reduction. Some find no systematic relationship 
between democracy and similar measures of development, in spite of increased public expenditure 
(Moore & Putzel, 1999; Ross, 2006). Other cross-country econometric studies find that better – more 
inclusive – governance reduces poverty and improves human development outcomes relating to, for 
example, infant mortality, literacy, and health (Halperin et al., 2010; Kaufmann et al., 1999). (Evidence 
identified by Evans & Ferguson, 2013.) 

To a degree, these findings on the relationship between democracy, good governance and development 
may hinge on how ‘democracy’ and ‘good governance’ are defined. Evans and Ferguson (2013: 38-39) 
find the evidence shows that holding elections alone has no significant impact on development, but that 
deeper measures of political inclusion – including political competition, issues-based political parties, and 
competitive recruitment to these parties – are significant. 

http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/pdf/outputs/misc_gov/61221-DFID-LR-GovernanceGrowthInstitutionsPovertyReduction-LiteratureReview.pdf
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Fewer cross-country studies have looked at the impact of inclusive social norms. One study suggests 
social trust has a strong positive effect on economic growth (Knack & Keefer, 1995).  Norms of non-
discrimination against women, ethnic, religious and caste minorities may be particularly important in this 
regard (Foa, 2008).  

2.2 Impact of exclusive institutions 
Overall, the effects of institutional arrangements on economic growth and development are likely to be 
context specific (Rodrik et al., 2004: 157-158). Some countries with less inclusive political and economic 
institutions have experienced (in some cases, spectacular) economic growth and significant poverty 
reduction (for example, China). Recent research by the Africa Power and Politics Programme 
distinguishes between more developmental and less developmental forms of neo-patrimonial regimes 
(Booth, 2012: ix). In some cases, non-inclusive regimes threaten well-being and social peace. But under 
particular circumstances, some neo-patrimonial, top-down, authoritarian political systems  may be 
capable of delivering some positive development outcomes, such as reduced maternal mortality (for 
example in Rwanda – Chambers & Golooba-Mutebi, 2012) (Booth, 2012: ix-x; reported in Evans & 
Ferguson, 2013: 36). 

Acemoglu and Robinson (2012) argue, however, that exclusive economic and political institutions (which 
they term ‘extractive’) will not support sustainable growth in the long term. This is because they do not 
enable dynamic innovation and investment, thought to be the engine of growth. Moreover, exclusive 
political institutions generate political conflict between groups and individuals (ibid: 430). Others caution 
that inequality, as found in China, can threaten the social compact that provides the political basis for 
economic growth and social development (Fan et al., 2008: 2).  

Further, a substantial body of qualitative research indicates that exclusive institutions, including 
discriminatory social norms, trap people in exploitative relationships and push them into chronic poverty 
(Chronic Poverty Research Centre, 2008: 5-6) (see Box 10). Political exclusion and inequality between 
regional, religious, or ethnic groups has also been linked with higher risks of civil war (World Bank, 2011a: 
6). 
 

Box 10. Research summary: The Chronic Poverty Report 2008-09 Escaping Poverty Traps 

This report synthesises evidence on how formal and informal institutions shape chronic poverty, and how 
to address this. Based on longitudinal (panel) data from multiple countries, it identifies five chronic 
poverty traps:  

 Insecurity: Reduced capacity of poor households to cope with conflict, shocks and natural 
hazards. 

 Limited citizenship: Lack of a meaningful political voice and effective and legitimate political 
representation and power. 

 Spatial disadvantage: Remoteness, certain types of natural resources endowments, political 
disadvantage and weak integration. 

 Social discrimination: Social relationships – of power, patronage, empowerment, competition, 
collaboration, support – can trap people in exploitative relationships, or help them escape from 
poverty. These relationships evolve within particular ‘social orders’ such as class, caste systems, 
ethnicity, or gender-specific roles, responsibilities and rights.  

 Poor work opportunities: Work opportunities can be limited, inaccessible, or exploitative for 
poor people. 

Source: Chronic Poverty Research Centre, 2008: 5-6. 
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Many studies investigate the effects of institutions that discriminate against women and girls. 
Institutions can condone violence against women and girls, restrict their right to own land, inhibit their 
economic empowerment by limiting their assets and access to credit, and reduce their decision-making 
power in the household or in wider political and social life. The effects of this discrimination are negative 
not only for women, but for development overall (Jones et al., 2010; World Bank, 2011b). Specifically, 
gender discrimination has been linked to:  

 Lower levels of female education, particularly secondary enrolments (Branisa et al., 2013; 
Cerise et al., 2013) 

 Increased fertility rates (Branisa et al., 2013) 

 Increased risk of gender-based violence and sexual health risk (Boyden et al., 2012) 

 Higher maternal mortality rates (OECD, 2010) 

 Higher child mortality and malnutrition (Branisa et al., 2013; OECD, 2010) 

 Lower primary school enrolment and completion rates (OECD, 2010) 

 Lower agricultural production, household income and food security (OECD, 2012a; Ward et al., 
2010) 

 Negative impacts on economic growth (Kabeer & Natali, 2013). 
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3 Approaches, interventions and tools 
3.1 Emerging lessons 
Recent analysis identifies the following broad lessons on how to support inclusive institutions: 

 Analysing institutions: There are missed opportunities to support inclusive institutions where 
practitioners do not analyse how institutions are enabling or constraining the inclusion of 
marginalised people and groups. Development practitioners who work on institutions in many 
different ways across diverse sectors often do not check if the institutions enable the inclusion or 
exclusion of marginalised people and groups. Likewise, practitioners working on development 
interventions that aim to achieve inclusive outcomes do not always consider the role of 
institutions. 

 Understanding power relations and incentives: Top-down, technocratic reforms that do not 
work with local institutions have produced disappointing results (Andrews, 2013; Unsworth, 
2010). Real change requires transforming the social, political and economic drivers of exclusive 
institutions. This includes power relationships and incentives (Banerjee & Duflo, 2011: 265; 
OECD, 2012b: 16).  

 Navigating between new and existing institutions: There can be tension and conflict over 
whether to work with existing institutions or create new ones. For example, the Afghanistan 
National Solidarity Programme introduced new institutions meant to support community 
participation and, specifically, women’s empowerment. It took the risk of directly challenging 
traditional cultural norms and local power-holders, but then faced criticism for not working with 
customary village-level organisations (Calder & Hakimi, 2009: 21; Unsworth, 2010: 7). 

 Targeting and unifying: Targeted approaches to inclusion risk perpetuating difference and 
discrimination. Effective approaches have balanced targeted interventions with integrationist 
policies that unify society (DFID, 2010b: 73; Kabeer, 2010: 10). 

 Understanding social norms and behavioural change: There is growing interest in how 
behaviour change interventions can create more inclusive institutions. These approaches apply 
insights from behavioural economics to individual and community behaviour (World Bank, 
2013a: 43). However, some experts caution such interventions rarely work in isolation, and need 
to be linked to efforts to tackle broader structural determinants of exclusion.  

 Coherence across institutions: Research highlights the importance of coherence between 
support to institutions operating in different spheres (community and family, economic, political) 
(Dawson, 2009). A cross-sectoral strategy can be useful to address interlocking institutional 
issues (Ferguson, 2008).  

 Donors’ roles: Donor support has been effective where it has supported local processes of 
change, worked with broad-based coalitions of state and non-state actors, provided long-term 
and flexible support, and learnt from failures (Carothers & de Gramont, 2013; McGee & Gaventa, 
2010; Jütting et al., 2007; Mansuri & Rao, 2013). 
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Box 11. Resources on supporting institutional reform 
DFID (2003a) guidelines on Promoting Institutional and Organisational Development. 
Guidance for approaches to institutional reform that work with local politics and power relations: 
Centre for The Future State (Unsworth, 2010); Africa Power and Politics Programme (Booth, 2012); 
Andrews (2013); Carothers and de Gramont (2013); and Tavakoli et al. (2013). 
Key references for behavioural economics and nudge theory: Nudge: Improving Decisions About Health, 
Wealth and Happiness (Thaler & Sunstein, 2008) and Thinking, Fast and Slow (Kahneman, 2011). The 
forthcoming World Development Report 2015: Mind and Culture aims to help development practitioners 
use behavioural sciences in programme design, implementation, and evaluation.  
 

Box 12. Tools for analysing institutions 

Political economic analysis (see GSDRC Topic Guide on Political Economy Analysis (Mcloughlin, 2012); 
How To Note: Political Economy Analysis (DFID, 2009b); and the World Bank’s sourcebook, Tools for 
Institutional, Political, and Social Analysis of Policy Reform (World Bank, 2007). 

Power analysis: the online resource powercube.net contains practical and conceptual materials to 
help respond to power relations within organisations and in wider social and political spaces (Institute 
of Development Studies, University of Sussex). 

Gender analysis: How to Note: Gender and Social Exclusion Analysis (DFID, 2009a) and Gender 
Responsive Social Analysis: A Guidance Note (World Bank, 2005b). 

Institutional appraisal and development: DFID’s (2003b) Source Book provides tools and techniques 
for conducting institutional appraisal and development. 

Poverty and Social Impact Analysis: uses ex ante analysis to investigate the possible distributional 
impacts of public policies, with particular emphasis on the poor and vulnerable. See the World Bank’s 
Good practice note: Using PSIA To Support Development Policy Operations (2008) and supplementary 
guidance Integrating Gender into PSIA (2013b) and Enhancing In-country Partnerships on PSIA (2012). 

 

Box 13. Applying PSIA in Uruguay 
Poverty and Social Impact Analysis (PSIA) was used by the World Bank to support Uruguayan tax 
reform in 2008. The rapid and rigorous quantitative analysis reportedly contributed to policy dialogue, 
helped build local capacity and cultivated country ownership. It also informed the public and built a 
parliamentary consensus on the benefits of reform.  

Source: Masood & Sinnott (n.d.) 

3.2 Approaches to strengthen inclusive institutions 
Donors support inclusive institutions through a wide variety of interventions in many sectors. Below, a 
synthesis of key evidence of their effectiveness is provided in five areas: analysis and measurement; legal 
and regulatory frameworks; public sector reform; voice, empowerment and accountability initiatives; and 
activities to stop harmful practices against women and girls. 

Analysing and measuring inclusive institutions 
Strengthening inclusive institutions involves transforming power relations and incentives. Several tools 
are available to understand how power is exercised, and the relationships between formal and informal 
institutions, actors and organisations in society. Box 12 provides a summary of them. A case example of 
the application of Poverty and Social Impact Analysis (PSIA) is illustrated in Box 13. 
 

 

http://www.eldis.org/vfile/upload/1/document/0708/DOC18045.pdf
http://www2.ids.ac.uk/gdr/cfs/
http://www.institutions-africa.org/
http://books.google.co.uk/books/about/The_Limits_of_Institutional_Reform_in_De.html?id=9tZFirR1GUUC&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.co.uk/books?vid=ISBN9780870034008&redir_esc=y
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/8333.pdf
http://books.google.co.uk/books/about/Nudge.html?id=dSJQn8egXvUC&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.co.uk/books/about/Nudge.html?id=dSJQn8egXvUC&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.co.uk/books/about/Thinking_Fast_and_Slow.html?id=YGPzXWanppcC
http://econ.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTRESEARCH/EXTWDRS/EXTNWDR2013/0,,contentMDK:23456590%7EpagePK:8258258%7EpiPK:8258412%7EtheSitePK:8258025,00.html
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/PEA.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/PO58.pdf
http://www.governat.eu/files/files/pb_world_bank_tools_for_policy_analysis.pdf
http://www.governat.eu/files/files/pb_world_bank_tools_for_policy_analysis.pdf
http://www.powercube.net/
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/SE9.pdf
http://commdev.org/files/1472_file_GenderGuidanceNote.pdf
http://commdev.org/files/1472_file_GenderGuidanceNote.pdf
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/http:/www.dfid.gov.uk/pubs/files/prominstdevsourcebook.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPSIA/Resources/GPN_August08_final.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPSIA/Resources/PSIA-Gender-Template-links.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPSIA/Resources/Enhancing-country-partnerships-GN.pdf
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Analysing institutions can enable a better understanding of where development aid is needed and 
provides a benchmark for tracking reform progress. There are several approaches to measuring the 
degree to which institutions are inclusive. These include:  

 Cross-country indexes of institutions: The World Bank’s Worldwide Governance Indicators (WGI) 
provide data on perceptions of institutions, including whether states make decisions for public 
good or private gain, and the quality of citizens’ participation in political processes (Kaufmann et 
al., 2010). The OECD’s Social Institutions and Gender Index (SIGI) measures institutional drivers 
of gender inequality, including codes of conduct, norms, traditions, discriminatory inheritance 
practices and violence against women (OECD, 2012c; OECD, 2013; Branisa et al., 2009). Other 
indices of gender institutions include the Women’s Economic Opportunities Index (Economist 
Intelligence Unit), and the Indices of Social Development database (Erasmus University).  

 Cross-country indexes of inequalities: Inequality is sometimes used as a proxy measure of social 
inclusion. Attributing the effect of institutions on inequalities is, however, problematic. UNDP, 
OECD and the World Bank have introduced a number of initiatives to improve the cross-country 
measurement of inequalities. These include adding to the UNDP’s Human Development Index 
(HDI) an inequality-adjusted HDI as well as a multi-dimensional poverty index and a gender 
inequality index. 

 Government monitoring: Governments also measure inequality and exclusion at national and 
sub-national levels. This can be highly political and controversial, leading to delayed reporting or 
the suspension of initiatives.  

 

Box 14. Indexes for measuring institutions and their outcomes 

Global indexes with some institutional measures 

Worldwide Governance Indicators (World Bank): cover over 200 countries and territories, measuring six 
dimensions of governance starting in 1996.  

Social Institutions and Gender Index (OECD): launched in 2009, covering 160 countries and measuring 
institutional drivers of gender inequality outcomes.  

Women’s Economic Opportunities Index (Economist Intelligence Unit): introduced in 2010, covering 184 
countries and 26 indicators of resources, institutions and capabilities in areas such as labour policy and 
practice; education and training; women’s legal and social status (van Staveren, 2011).  

Indices of Social Development database (Institute of Social Studies, Erasmus University): first published 
in 2010 covering 184 countries. It tracks some input measures: mainly resources and rights, and 
attitudinal measures (van Staveren, 2011).  

Global indexes that measure outcomes 

Human Development Index (HDI) (UNDP): introduced in 1990, a composite measure of health, education 
and income covering 180 countries. The HDI has been improved through disaggregation for income, 
geographical, gender and ethnic groups and in 2010 by the introduction of a multi-dimensional poverty 
index; an inequality-adjusted HDI; and a gender inequality index.  

Multidimensional Social Exclusion Index (UNDP): introduced by UNDP in 2011 and used to measure 
social exclusion in six countries in Europe and Central Asia (UNDP, 2011).  

Better Life Index (OECD): compares well-being across OECD countries, based on 11 topics covering 
material living conditions and quality of life.  

Human Opportunity Index (World Bank): measures how personal circumstances (birthplace, wealth, race 
or gender) can affect a child’s access to basic services. It was published in 2008, updated in 2010, and 
applies to Latin American and Caribbean countries. 

http://info.worldbank.org/governance/wgi/index.aspx%23home
http://genderindex.org/
http://www.eiu.com/site_info.asp?info_name=womens_economic_opportunity&page=noads
http://www.indsocdev.org/
http://hdr.undp.org/en/statistics/hdi
http://hdr.undp.org/en/statistics/mpi/
http://hdr.undp.org/en/statistics/mpi/
http://hdr.undp.org/en/statistics/ihdi/
http://hdr.undp.org/en/statistics/gii/
http://hdr.undp.org/en/reports/regional/europethecis/RBEC_HDR_2011_EN.pdf
http://www.oecdbetterlifeindex.org/
http://web.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/COUNTRIES/LACEXT/EXTLACREGTOPPOVANA/0,,contentMDK:21881102%7EpagePK:34004173%7EpiPK:34003707%7EtheSitePK:841175,00.html
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Inclusive legal and regulatory frameworks 
Legal and regulatory frameworks can support inclusive state-society relations.  

Rights-based anti-discrimination legislation 

Rights-based legislation is the formal mechanism through which 
citizens can demand rights (DFID, 2010b; Kabeer, 2010). Examples of 
inclusive legislative institutions include India’s Right to Information 
Law, and constitutional reforms on citizen participation in Brazil 
(DFID, 2010b: 59).  

There is evidence of positive impacts of international and domestic 
rights-based legislation: 

 International: The process of formulating, ratifying and monitoring an international treaty can 
contribute to national-level legal reform and positive outcomes for marginalised groups (Byrnes 
& Freeman, 2011: 6). For example, countries that ratified the Convention on the Elimination of 
All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) improved women’s access to reproductive 
health and non-discrimination in education and employment (Simmons, 2009).  

 Domestic: Domestic legislation can secure a state’s responsibility to protect rights. For example, 
the Employment Guarantee Scheme in India helped incentivise social activists to mobilise poor 
and marginalised people to access their employment rights, because it was enshrined in law that 
could not be easily changed by successive governments (Joshi, 2010: 627). 

However, rights-based legislation will not automatically prevent discriminatory practices. For example, 
although Nepal has progressive legislation in place to protect lesbian, gay, transgender and other gender 
and sexual minorities, these groups still face reduced economic opportunities and familial rejection 
(Boyce & Coyle, 2013; see Waldman & Overs, 2014 for a synthesis of this and other case studies on 
sexuality and the law).  

Successful rights-based approaches have focused on improving accountability and redress mechanisms 
that enable citizens to demand and monitor their rights (Crichton, 2012: 11; O’Neil & Piron, 2003: 17; 
Kabeer, 2010: 45). Among these, litigation is an increasingly important tool for realising rights, albeit one 
that can be protracted and costly with mixed outcomes (Gauri & Gloppen, 2012; Joshi, 2010). Research 
has also shown that non-state actors can play a key role in demanding inclusive rights-based legislation 
by creating pressure for change and monitoring government performance (DFID, 2010b).  

Affirmative action 

A number of countries – for example Colombia, India, 
Malaysia, Peru, South Africa, Sri Lanka, and Venezuela – 
have adopted affirmative action initiatives in the economic, 
political and education spheres (Kabeer, 2010: 45-36).  

A prominent example of affirmative action is gender quotas. 
These have been introduced in many countries to 
strengthen women’s political participation. Studies report mixed findings on the impact of these 
initiatives: 

 Gender quotas have increased the representation of women in many Latin American, sub-
Saharan and South Asian political structures. However, women entering political office are often 
prevented from accessing resources and influential posts (as experienced in Bangladesh, India, 
and Uganda) (Nazneen & Mahmud, 2012: 33). 

 Randomised control trials In India found that reserving local leadership positions for women 
increased their participation in local meetings, and increased investment in public services and 

Box 15. Key resource on rights-
based approaches 

GSDRC Topic Guide on Human 
Rights (Crichton, 2012) – see 
section on rights-based 
approaches. 

Box 16. Key resource on gender quotas 

A GSDRC Helpdesk Research Report 
synthesises evidence on the effects of 
gender quotas on social and political 
processes and outcomes (Haider, 2011). 

http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/rights.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/rights.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/topic-guides/human-rights/rights-based-approaches
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/topic-guides/human-rights/rights-based-approaches
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Helpdesk&id=757
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infrastructure favoured by women (Chattopadhyay & Duflo, 2004; Beaman et al., 2011). 
However, other studies of the impact of local political participation by women in India have 
reported less positive findings (for example, Ban & Rao, 2008); some suggest there may be a time 
lag before positive impacts are seen as women develop skills and confidence, and citizens 
become more receptive to them (Haider, 2011: 3). 

Several reviews highlight that affirmative action can escalate conflict and entrench differences (Kabeer, 
2010: 46; DFID, 2005: 9; DFID, 2010b: 73). These studies recommend combining approaches that target 
the systematically excluded groups alongside integrationist policies (e.g. requirements that political 
parties are demographically representative; incentives for cross-group economic activities; and civic 
education) (DFID, 2010b: 73, 95; Kabeer, 2010).  

 

Redistributive public expenditure  

Regulatory frameworks for progressive public expenditure – such as taxes, cash transfers and financing 
mechanisms – can strengthen social inclusion. Successful interventions have directed resources to 
excluded groups and remote, underfunded areas, and reduced inequalities in access to basic services and 
social protection (Kabeer, 2010: 44-45). For example, direct taxes and cash transfers have had positive 
effects on inequality and poverty in Argentina, Brazil, and Uruguay (Lüstig et al., 2013). Redistributive 
financing targeting excluded groups has been successful in India (Jhingran & Sankar, 2009) and Brazil 
(UNESCO, 2010 citing Henriques, 2009).  

Challenges highlighted by evaluations of these types of initiatives include:  

 Meeting the need: Mechanisms should be proportionate to the need. For example, in Tanzania, 
despite a needs-based financing formula for education, funding gaps between local government 
authorities have widened. Research suggests this is because underlying inequality heavily 
outweighs the effects of redistribution (UNESCO, 2010: 211).  

 Political will: Redistribution policies can challenge existing power relations. As found in Kenya, 
even when a budget in principle supports poverty-oriented, decentralised spending, the level of 
political will to implement and maintain this investment is critical (UNSECO, 2010: 211) 

 Coherent approach: Piecemeal interventions that target resources to disadvantaged groups may 
exacerbate social tensions, and may not translate into overall equality (Ferguson, 2008: 3). A 
coherent, cross-sectoral approach is required to deal with the multiple, interlocking issues in 
fiscal and tax design, employment, social protection, civic participation, education, gender and 
migration (Ferguson, 2008; OECD, 2011: 17). 

Box 17. Research summary: Gendered Politics of Securing Inclusive Development 

This study investigates women’s participation in formal/ informal political institutions and the gendered 
politics of policymaking in South Asia and Sub Saharan Africa.  

It finds that increasing women’s representation in elected bodies does not automatically enable them to 
be politically effective. Critical factors include: i) elite support for women’s inclusion/ gender equitable 
outcomes; ii) policy coalitions exerting pressure on state/elite actors; iii) male allies in state bureaucracy, 
civil society space, and the state; iv) femocrats/women politicians that advocate a gender agenda; 
v) strength of women’s movements to negotiate on gender equity; vi) supportive transnational 
actors/discourses and context.  

Source: Nazneen & Mahmud, 2012. 
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Inclusive public sector reform  
While mainstream public sector reforms have tended to ignore gender, diversity or other social inclusion 
issues (Goetz, 2008: 18; Scott, 2011: 11, 24), donors have supported initiatives specifically aimed to 
improve the inclusiveness of public sector institutions.  

Government agencies for excluded people and groups 

A widely-used strategy for making government institutions more inclusive has been to establish 
government bodies specifically to serve excluded groups.  Establishing ‘women’s machineries’ to promote 
women’s interests and gender equity is one popular approach (Nazneen & Mahmud, 2012: 34-35). These 
initiatives have had some success. One study in conflict-affected and fragile states suggests women’s 
machineries help create an equitable policy environment (O’Connell, 2011: 458). Nevertheless, the 
impact of such structures can be limited by lack of resources or political influence (O’Connell, 2011; 
Nazneen and Mahmud, 2012). 

A key challenge is that reforming institutions is not just about passing new regulations or establishing 
new bodies. Research shows that the design and implementation of institutions needs to take into 
account the capacities of people and organisations. Donors have provided substantial support to build 
the capacity of government agencies to implement institutional reforms, developing a variety of capacity-
building tools and resources (see Box 18). However, Pritchett et al (2013: 1) argue that overly ambitious 
and technocratic institutional reform has often led to ‘systemic isomorphic mimicry’ – where states adopt 
appearances and structures but function does not improve – and ‘premature load bearing’ – which 
undercuts endogenous learning and change.  

 

Inclusive civil service  

Common approaches to improve civil service institutions include meritocratic recruitment and affirmative 
action. 

A review of the evidence (Rao, 2013: 16) 
concludes that merit-based recruitment and 
predictable, rewarding career paths improve 
civil servants’ capability and performance and 
are valued by citizens as an accountability 
mechanism. Moreover, meritocratic state 
bureaucracies are systematically associated with 
less corruption and higher growth rates.   

Targeted efforts to include marginalised groups in the civil service are more controversial. For example, 
women’s representation in state bureaucracies can be increased through quotas (e.g. Bangladesh has a 
15 per cent quota for women in the civil service). However, while these measures can overcome initial 
entry barriers, further promotion can be blocked (as found in Bangladesh) (Nazneen & Mahmud, 2012: 
36). Even when women make up a significant proportion of the civil service, they can remain 

Box 18. Capacity building for inclusive institutions 

Donors have supported the development of various capacity building tools and resources.  

DFID’s How To Note: Capacity Development (2013) sets out DFID’s approach to capacity 
development, summarising approaches to good capacity development. 

The Learning Network on Capacity Development (LenCD) provides an online ‘How-To’ resource 
with practical suggestions for practitioners implementing capacity development, covering 
change processes, capacity assessment, partnership and monitoring and evaluation. 

Box 19. Key resource on Civil Service Reform 

The GSDRC Topic Guide on Civil Service 
Reform (Rao, 2013) summarises the evidence 
on what has – or hasn't – worked in civil 
service reform. It includes a section on access 
and inclusion (p. 21). 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/224810/How-to-note-capacity-development.pdf
http://www.lencd.org/learning/howto-home
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/topic-guides/civil-service-reform
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/topic-guides/civil-service-reform
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disproportionately represented in lower-level lower-paid jobs because of informal or exclusionary norms 
(as found in Ethiopia) (Rao, 2013: 21).  

Gender audits are another tool for 
promoting inclusion in the civil service. 
These enable an organisation to examine 
whether their human resources policies 
are gender-sensitive (ILO, 2007: 12). When 
undertaken as a participatory exercise, 
such initiatives can help build ownership 
for gender equality reforms.                                                                                                                                                             

Inclusive public sector budgeting  

Donors have provided substantial support 
to reforms to make formal and informal 
budgeting rules and norms more 
transparent, accountable and 
participatory. The theory is that more 
inclusive budgeting will lead to more equitable (as well as more efficient and effective) developmental 
outcomes. Research shows there is no guarantee that improved transparency, accountability and 
participation will result in more inclusive policies. There is, however, emerging evidence that some 
inclusive budgetary processes have extended services and resources to poor neighbourhoods (Khagram 
et al., 2013). Successful interventions have occurred when there are broader political transitions to more 
inclusive regimes, or crises (such as economic downturns or corruption scandals) that force governments 
to improve independent scrutiny and 
public access to fiscal information (ibid.).  

Another approach has been to reform 
government budget rules and processes 
to advance gender equality. Gender 
responsive budgeting covers a range of 
activities – from planning and designing 
policy and programmes, to budgetary 
allocation, implementation and review of 
impact (OECD-DAC Network on Gender 
Equality, 2010; Budlender, 2008). The 
experience of the few dozen developing 
countries that have applied forms of 
gender-responsive budgeting since the 
mid-1980s has been mixed (Combaz, 
2013). A GSDRC Helpdesk Research 
Report finds that positive outcomes have 
included improved awareness, capacities 
and data related to gender equality in 
budgetary processes, and some improved 
gender outcomes in budgets, policies and service delivery (Combaz, 2013). Successful interventions have 
enjoyed sustained political support and supported women’s participation in planning and budgeting.  

A social guarantee approach to service delivery 

The social guarantee approach sets up legal and administrative mechanisms to determine citizens’ 
entitlements to certain rights, and to ensure the state fulfils its obligations (World Bank, no date; Gacitúa-
Marió et al., 2009). There have been a few successful experiences: Moreno and Rosenblüth found that 

Box 20. Research summary: Experience with gender 
audits in Sri Lanka. 

The ILO 2007 manual on gender audits reports successful 
experiences with government organisations (as well as 
with donors, women’s associations and other civil society 
organisations). In Sri Lanka, gender audits were carried 
out by the Ministry of Labour and Employment, the 
Employers’ Federation of Ceylon and two trade union 
federations. The audits enabled the participating 
organisations to share lessons on effective solutions to 
close gender gaps. Following the audit, the Ministry of 
Labour and Employment set up a Gender Bureau and a 
gender task force to monitor implementation. 

Source: ILO, 2007 

Box 21. Research summary: Gender Responsive 
Budgeting (GRB) in the Philippines 

A case study in an OECD-DAC Issues Brief evaluates the 
experience of GRB in the Philippines. Since 1999, national 
agencies have been required to allocate a minimum of 5% 
of national and local government budgets to activities 
supporting gender equality. Compliance has remained 
low. The authors find that challenges include the absence 
of incentives for compliance or penalties for non-
compliance; the lack of understanding of the law and the 
lack of capacity in national agencies; and limited sex-
disaggregated data. There is also, however, promising 
practice by some agencies. For example the Department 
of Environment and Natural Resources has appointed 
dedicated staff and built capacity to design and monitor 
gender-equality projects. 

Source:  OECD-DAC Network on Gender Equality, 2010: 4 
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social guarantees improved services and efficiency in the health sector in Chile (in Gacitúa-Marió et al., 
2009: 71-107). The World Bank’s cross-country review of the social guarantee approach (no date; 17-21) 
recommends the following: inclusion of the private sector and civil society in design and implementation; 
an independent monitoring system; robust redress mechanisms; and an overarching vision and 
complementary activities to (re)build an inclusive social and fiscal pact. 

Voice, empowerment and accountability interventions 
Institutions that strengthen the voice and empowerment2 of 
marginalised people and groups set the framework for state-
society and intra-society interactions. There may be tensions 
between reforming and challenging existing institutions and 
institutionalising new practices, such as greater citizen-state 
engagement. 

Inclusive education institutions 

Ensuring education is inclusive involves reforming the institutions 
that shape the strategies and activities of education providers 
(state and non-state) and associated organisations (for example, 
parent-teacher bodies). The 2010 Education For All report recommends establishing equitable regulations 
that target support to disadvantaged areas; improve affordability for excluded groups; and meet the 
needs of traditionally excluded communities, including by overcoming informal social norms that act as 
barriers to access (UNESCO, 2010: 2). 
 
There is case-study evidence of a range of successful approaches to support inclusive educational 
institutions. Examples include adapting state educational provision regulations to fit tribal contexts (with 
success in India and Mongolia); nurturing female teachers and chaperoning girls to school (overcoming 
discriminatory social norms in Afghanistan and Pakistan); and delivering bilingual education (with some 
success in Latin America) (Kabeer, 2010: 52, 53; UNESCO, 2010: 174).  

In some cases, reforms to supply-side institutions have been complemented by social protection 
programmes to transform the social norms and incentives perpetuating exclusion. Studies show these 
can improve access for traditionally excluded groups: in Cambodia a scholarship programme for poor 
lower-secondary students improved attendance but not test scores (Filmer & Schady, 2009). In Kenya, a 
merit-based scholarship for adolescent girls resulted in improvements in both attendance and test scores 
(Kremer et al., 2009). 

Despite progress in the last decade, UNESCO (2010: 9) highlight that absolute deprivation in education 
remains at ‘extraordinarily high’ levels, with averages masking extreme inequalities linked to wealth and 
gender. Institutions underlying the marginalisation of women and girls, ethnic minorities and other 
groups are often deeply ingrained, caused by unequal power relationships and sustained by political 
indifference (ibid.: 8).  

Inclusive local governance and service delivery  

Donors also promote inclusive rules and norms for local governance and service delivery. These are often 
part of wider decentralisation reforms that aim to support greater citizen participation in decision-making 
and accountability (Khan, 2012b: 15). These types of reforms are under way in many sectors (e.g. local 
development planning; budget and taxation; and health, education, livelihoods, infrastructure and water 
and sanitation services), using a range of tools (see Box 23). 
                                                             
2 This section focuses on social and political empowerment; due to time and resource constraints this report 
does not cover the other important dimension of economic empowerment. 

Box 22. Key resource on 
empowerment and accountability 

The GSDRC Topic Guide on 
Empowerment and Accountability 
(Khan, 2012b) introduces key 
debates and evidence on concepts 
of empowerment and 
accountability, and how they have 
been applied.  

http://www.gsdrc.org/go/voice-and-accountability/
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/voice-and-accountability/
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Recent research based on cross-country qualitative data – see Box 24 – suggests some citizenship, 
participation, transparency and accountability programmes have had positive outcomes. These initiatives 
have contributed, in some cases, to more responsive states, better budgets and services, better 
protected and extended rights, and the empowerment of previously marginalised groups. Positive 
outcomes are, however, not guaranteed. In some cases, interventions have led to ‘a sense of 
disempowerment, a reduced sense of agency [...] or reinforced exclusions’ (Citizenship DRC, 2011: 7). 
Participatory initiatives that operate within existing structures and without affirmative action can 
reproduce inequalities and be susceptible to capture by state and/or non-state elites. Studies underline 
that achieving true inclusion, voice and empowerment requires addressing the power relations between 
citizens and the state. See Box 25 for a case study on promising civic participation in health councils in 
Brazil. 

Box 24. Research on citizenship, participation and transparency and accountability interventions 

Blurring the Boundaries: Citizen Action Across States and Societies:  This synthesis report (Citizenship DRC, 
2011) draws together findings from a decade-long research programme involving 60 researchers across 
30 countries and more than 150 empirical case studies.  

So What Difference Does it Make? Mapping the Outcomes of Citizen Engagement: Gaventa and Barrett 
(2010) analyse a dataset from the Citizenship DRC programme of over 800 outcomes of citizen 
engagement. 

Review of Impact and Effectiveness of Transparency and Accountability Initiatives: McGee and Gaventa 
(2010) synthesise a review of transparency and accountability work in service delivery, budget processes, 
freedom of information, natural resource governance and aid transparency.  

Localising Development: Does Participation Work? This World Bank comprehensive review (Mansuri & 
Rao, 2013) assesses evidence on local-level participatory initiatives.  

Mapping Context for Social Accountability: This World Bank resource paper (O’Meally, 2013) reviews the 
evidence on impacts of demand-side governance and social accountability approaches. 

Box 23. Tools for empowering citizens 

There are various ways of empowering citizens to participate in local governance decision-making and 
public service delivery. Examples include: social guarantees; participatory budgeting; tracking public 
expenditure; social audits; community score cards; complaints mechanisms; participatory monitoring 
and evaluation; and public information/transparency campaigns. Chapter 3 (Methods and Tools) of the 
World Bank’s Social Accountability Sourcebook provides details on these. The GSDRC Topic Guide on 
Empowerment and Accountability gives an annotated bibliography of relevant references on these tools. 

Box 25. Research summary: Ensuring São Paulo health councils are genuinely inclusive 

Thirty-one citizen health councils in São Paulo, Brazil inspect public accounts and demand accountability 
from health service providers. Research in the 1990s and early 2000s found that the poorest people 
continued to be excluded from the councils. When they did participate, they were unable to articulate 
their demands. Blockages included the lingering authoritarian political culture, lack of social mobilisation 
and bureaucrats’ resistance to power-sharing. Analysing a 2004-5 survey, Schattan Coelho (2006) finds 
some progress, with a diverse spectrum of participants on the Councils. The more inclusive councils have 
implemented procedures that genuinely empower the marginalised, including allowing participants to set 
the agenda, and decide the language and style of debate. The findings highlight the importance of several 
enabling factors: managers committed to ensuring participation; participation by a wide spectrum of 
social movements, CSOs and engaged citizens; and ‘a certain know-how’ in organising participation to 
ensure genuine inclusion (Schattan Coelho, 2006: 667).  

Sources: Schattan Coelho, 2006; Citizenship DRC, 2011: 23 

http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=4123
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=3981
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=4124
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=5406
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=5456
http://www.worldbank.org/socialaccountability_sourcebook/
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/voice-and-accountability/
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/voice-and-accountability/
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From their review of the impact and effectiveness of transparency and accountability initiatives, McGee 
and Gaventa (2010) identify key supply and demand factors enabling more inclusive local governance and 
service delivery institutions. The supply side includes the level of democratisation and political will, and 
the broader enabling legal frameworks, political incentives and sanctions. On the demand side, 
supportive structures are needed that facilitate the meaningful participation of marginalised people and 
groups. These include building citizens’ and civil society organisations’ (CSOs) capabilities and engaging 
citizens in the planning and design of interventions (McGee & Gaventa, 2010). 

Citizen and community mobilisation and participation  

Another approach to supporting more inclusive institutions 
is to assist marginalised citizens to organise and build 
collective agency (to articulate their needs, influence policy 
and monitor the inclusiveness of government political 
institutions) through CSOs, social movements and other 
participatory associations and networks (Khan, 2012b).  

Taking one sector as an example, there is a growing body 
of evidence on the role of CSOs in improving the 
inclusiveness of fiscal institutions. For example: 

 Case studies by the International Budget 
Partnership report how evidence-based budget advocacy has resulted in reforms to budget rules 
and processes in several countries, and in more funding for excluded groups (such as the extra 
HIV/AIDS funding in South Africa – Overy, 2011, and financing for the marginalised Dalit 
community in India – Ramachandran & Goel, 2011). 

 A review by Robinson (2008) finds that civil society budget analysis and advocacy is more likely 
to improve resources for existing programmes than to result in major changes to policy 
priorities: the latter require a change in political power relations.  

 Other reviews find that participatory budget initiatives can be impeded by discriminatory social 
norms (blocking formal and informal engagement in the budget process), by low levels of 
education, and by male dominance (Fölscher, 2010; Shah, 2007).  

Studies highlight that successful CSOs combine social and political mobilisation, originate in locally 
generated concerns, and establish broad-based and cross-cutting state and non-state coalitions 
(Citizenship DRC, 2011; Gaventa & Barrett, 2010; McGee & Gaventa, 2010). Reviews of interventions 
recommend that, given the complexity and rapidly changing nature of social movements and other forms 
of civil society mobilisation, donors should set incentives to report and learn from failure and ensure their 
support is flexible enough to respond to changing events (Mansuri & Rao, 2013: 14). 

Initiatives to stop harmful practices against women and girls 
Donor support to stop persistent harmful practices 
against women and girls includes reforming formal rules 
and transforming social norms. 

Reforming formal laws 

Reforming formal rules is often a first critical step in 
ensuring equality before the law, harmonisation of 
customary and statutory regimes, and the prohibition of 
discriminatory practices (Cerise et al., 2013). There is 
some evidence that prescriptive legal reform ‘can be particularly influential in motivating behaviour 
change’ (from studies in China on a compulsory schooling law for girls and in India on gender-equitable 
inheritance laws) (Ball Cooper & Fletcher, 2013: 17-18).  

Box 26. Tools for working with civil 
society organisations 

The UNDP has produced several tools for 
working with civil society organisations 
including: A Toolkit For Strengthening 
Partnerships (UNDP, 2006) and A Users’ 
Guide To Civil Society Assessments 
(UNDP, 2010). See also How To Note: 
Capacity Development (DFID, 2013). 

Box 27. Key resource on gender issues 

The GSDRC Topic Guide on Gender 
introduces some of the best recent 
literature on a range of gender issues and 
highlights major critical debates. There is 
a section on gender-based violence 
(Kangas et al., 2012) 

http://www.eldis.org/go/home&id=21111&type=Document%23.UwC3hvl_uSp
http://www.eldis.org/go/home&id=21111&type=Document%23.UwC3hvl_uSp
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/documents/partners/civil_society/investing_in_civil_society/2010_UNDP_A-Users-Guide-to-Civil-Society-Assessments_EN.pdf
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/documents/partners/civil_society/investing_in_civil_society/2010_UNDP_A-Users-Guide-to-Civil-Society-Assessments_EN.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/224810/How-to-note-capacity-development.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/224810/How-to-note-capacity-development.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/topic-guides/gender
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/topic-guides/gender/gender-based-violence
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However, other studies show that laws prohibiting female genital mutilation/cutting (FGM/C) and early 
marriage are not clearly correlated with changes in practice. This may be due to legislation not being 
effectively enforced and/or failure to support officials and communities to use it (through legal literacy 
programmes and litigation and access to justice initiatives) (Jones et al., 2010; World Bank, 2011b).  

Transforming informal norms and behaviours 

Interventions to change informal institutions that exclude girls and women from social, economic and 
political opportunities face enormous challenges: they contest deeply embedded social norms and 
established power relations. Nevertheless, there is evidence of successful programmes. Two examples 
are interventions strengthening women’s 1) access to justice and 2) economic empowerment: 

 Although most women access justice through informal or traditional institutions that favour 
men, there are promising initiatives to support alternative women-led adjudication and 
arbitration systems (DFID, 2012: 25). A case study of informal women’s courts in Gujarat, India 
highlights the importance of: supporting inclusive social norms (for example by allowing women 
to go to the courts alone and making the process less intimidating); and complementing support 
to non-formal systems with efforts to reform formal justice institutions (ibid.) 

 Changing the formal rules and informal norms that affect the ability of girls and women to work 
and accumulate assets can change their status in the household and community. Interventions 
include establishing inheritance and property rights, supporting girls’ education, and providing 
women with entrepreneurship and empowerment training and employment opportunities. One 
example is the Bangladesh Rural Advancement Committee (BRAC) programme, which gives 
marginalised women training, asset transfers and grants, and health services. A 2012 
randomised control trial found the programme had transformed women’s occupational choices 
and, on average, increased their annual income (Bandiera et al., 2012). 

 

Box 28. Research summary: Working with communities in engendering inclusive social norms 

A DFID guide on ‘community programming on violence against women and girls’ provides case studies on 
how interventions to transform social norms work with communities. These include programmes to: 
1) end FGM/C in Ethiopia and 2) prevent violence against women and girls in Uganda. 

The Ethiopian NGO KMG first built trust within communities by delivering development projects that met 
practical needs, and then ran a series of successful community conversations on FGM/C. Girls were 
trained as community conversation facilitators who motivate their peers. State and non-state authority 
figures were actively involved. A study by the UNICEF Innocenti Research Centre (2010) found that, after 
the KMG intervention, less than 5% of parents said they would have their daughters circumcised in 2007, 
compared with 97% ten years ago. The practice was not eradicated however, as some families continued 
to cut their daughters in secret. 

The Uganda-based NGO Raising Voices uses four key strategies for community work to prevent violence. 
These are local activism (such as quick chats, dramas, community conversations, and community action 
groups), media and advocacy, communication materials and training. A 2011 rapid assessment survey 
revealed shifts in the social acceptability of violence: 83% of women from the intervention group believed 
their community could prevent violence against women and girls, compared with 14% from control 
groups. A 3ie-funded cluster randomised trial is ongoing, one of few under way globally to assess the 
impact of a gender-focused community mobilisation intervention. 

Source: DFID, 2012: 11-12, 14-15 
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Research on donor interventions to transform social norms and behaviours highlights the following key 
lessons. 

 Community presence: Social change is an intense process requiring sustained presence in the 
community; successful interventions have tended to work with organisations with a long-term 
and deep connection with the community (DFID, 2012: 12). 

 Community involvement: Successful programmes have used: multi-sectoral approaches at the 
community level, bringing together actors from all sectors including traditional authorities; and 
community-led, participatory, non-judgmental and non-coercive methods. Acquiring the support 
of local leaders (including women leaders) is often a crucial first step to mitigate any backlash 
(DFID, 2012: 5). 

 Women’s groups: These have been instrumental in changing behaviours and empowering 
women and girls, enabling voice and public action (World Bank, 2011b: 35).  

 The media: A range of media strategies (from mass media to less conventional community and 
participatory media approaches, and education-entertainment initiatives such as radio soap 
operas) have been effective in disseminating information, rallying support and instigating 
dialogue to challenge gender norms around violence against women and girls (DFID, 2012; Ball 
Cooper and Fletcher, 2013).  

 Men and boys: Working with men and boys is seen as particularly critical for changing norms and 
practices that sanction aggressive masculine behaviour (Jones et al., 2010: 84). To date, there are 
only a few initiatives working with men and boys. Research shows that Program H in Brazil has 
had some success in working with young men to reduce violence against adolescent girls through 
facilitated, peer-to-peer discussion groups and a social norms marketing campaign (Paluck et al., 
2010).  

 

 



 References 
 

 www.gsdrc.org      26 

4 References 
Acemoglu, D. & Johnson, S. (2005). Unbundling institutions. Journal of Political Economy, 113(5), 949-995. 

http://economics.mit.edu/files/4467 
Acemoglu, D. & Robinson, J. (2012). Why nations fail: The origins of power, prosperity, and poverty. New York: 

Crown Publishers.  
Andrews, M. (2013). The limits of institutional reform in development. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

http://www.cambridge.org/gb/knowledge/isbn/item6950780/?site_locale=en_GB 
Ball Cooper, L. & Fletcher, E.K. (2013). Reducing societal discrimination against adolescent girls: Using social norms 

to promote behavior change. (Issue Paper Commissioned by Girl Hub, a strategic partnership between Nike 
Foundation and the UK Department for International Development.) The Girl Effect. 
http://www.girleffect.org/resources/2013/3/reducing-societal-discrimination-against-adolescent-girls/ 

Ban, R. & Rao, V. (2008). Tokenism or Agency? The Impact of Women’s Reservations on Village Democracies in 
South India. Economic Development and Cultural Change, 56, 501-530. 
http://ideas.repec.org/a/ucp/ecdecc/v56y2008p501-530.html 

Bandiera, O., Burgess, R., Das, N., Gulesci, S., Rasul, I., Shams, R. & Sulaiman, M., (2012). Asset transfer 
programme for the ultra poor: A randomized control trial evaluation. Revised edition, CFPR Working Paper No. 
22. Dhaka: BRAC http://www.bracresearch.org/workingpapers/TUP_WP_22_revised_edition.pdf 

Banerjee, A. & Duflo, E. (2011). Poor Economics: A Radical Rethinking of the Way to Fight Global 
Poverty. New York: PublicAffairs. http://pooreconomics.com/about-book  

Beaman, L., Duflo, E., Pande, R., & Topalova, P. (2011). Political reservation and substantive representation: 
Evidence from indian village councils. In S. Bery, B. Bosworth & A. Panagariya (Eds.) India Policy Forum 2010-11 
(vol. 7). Washington D.C. / New Delhi: Brookings Institution Press and The National Council of Applied Economic 
Research. 
http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/rpande/papers/politicalreservationandsubstantiverepresentation.pdf  

Berman, S. (2013). Ideational theorizing in the social sciences since ‘Policy paradigms, social learning and the 
state’. Governance, 26(2), 217-237. http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/gove.12008/abstract 

Booth, D. (2012). Development as a collective action problem: Addressing the real challenges of African 
governance. Synthesis report of the Africa Power and Politics Programme. London: ODI. 
http://www.institutions-africa.org/filestream/20121024-appp-synthesis-report-development-as-a-collective-
action-problem 

Boyce, P. & Coyle, D. (2013). Development, discourse and law: Transgender Nepal. Evidence Report No. 13. 
Brighton: IDS. 
http://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/bitstream/handle/123456789/2839/ER13%20Final%20Onine.pdf?sequen
ce=1 

Boyden, J., A. Pankhurst & Y. Tafere (2012). Child protection and harmful traditional practices: Female early 
marriage and genital modification in Ethiopia. Development in Practice, 22(4), 510-522. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09614524.2012.672957  

Branisa, B., Klasen, S. & Ziegler, M. (2009). The construction of the Social Institutions and Gender Index (SIGI). 
Background Paper. Paris: OECD. http://www.oecd.org/dev/poverty/42295804.pdf 

Branisa, B., Klasen, S., & Ziegler, M. (2013). Gender inequality in social institutions and gendered development 
outcomes. World Development, 45(0), 252-268. 
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305750X12002975 

Budlender, D. (2008). Integrating gender-responsive budgeting into the aid effectiveness agenda: Ten-country 
overview report. Cape Town: UNIFEM. 
http://www.gendermatters.eu/resources_documents/UserFiles/File/Resourse/Budlender_unifemreport.pdf 

Byrnes, A. & Freeman, M. (2011). The impact of the CEDAW Convention: Paths to equality. Background Paper. 
World Development Report 2012. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/9219/WDR2012-0014.pdf?sequence=1  

Calder, J. & Hakimi, A. (2009). Statebuilding and community engagement without reconciliation: A case study of 
Afghanistan’s National Solidarity Program. Occasional Paper: Peace Building Series No. 2. Franklin, US: Future 

http://economics.mit.edu/files/4467
http://www.cambridge.org/gb/knowledge/isbn/item6950780/?site_locale=en_GB
http://www.girleffect.org/resources/2013/3/reducing-societal-discrimination-against-adolescent-girls/
http://www.bracresearch.org/workingpapers/TUP_WP_22_revised_edition.pdf
http://pooreconomics.com/about-book
http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/rpande/papers/politicalreservationandsubstantiverepresentation.pdf
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/gove.12008/abstract
http://www.institutions-africa.org/filestream/20121024-appp-synthesis-report-development-as-a-collective-action-problem
http://www.institutions-africa.org/filestream/20121024-appp-synthesis-report-development-as-a-collective-action-problem
http://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/bitstream/handle/123456789/2839/ER13%20Final%20Onine.pdf?sequence=1
http://opendocs.ids.ac.uk/opendocs/bitstream/handle/123456789/2839/ER13%20Final%20Onine.pdf?sequence=1
http://www.oecd.org/dev/poverty/42295804.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305750X12002975
http://www.gendermatters.eu/resources_documents/UserFiles/File/Resourse/Budlender_unifemreport.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/9219/WDR2012-0014.pdf?sequence=1


27  Inclusive Institutions: Topic Guide, 2014 

Generations Graduate School. 
http://www.future.org/sites/future.org/files/Afghanistan%20(NSP)%20National%20Solidarity%20Program.pdf  

Carothers, T. & de Gramont, D. (2013). Development aid confronts politics: The almost revolution. Washington 
D.C.: Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. 
http://carnegieendowment.org/files/development_aid_politics_ch_1.pdf 

Cerise, S., Francavilla, F., Loiseau, E. & Tuccio, M. (2013). Why discriminatory social institutions affecting 
adolescent girls matter. Issues Paper. Paris: OECD Development Centre. 
http://www.wikigender.org/images//0/08/Adolescent_girls_policy_brief_FINAL.pdf 

Chambers, V. & Golooba-Mutebi, F. (2012). Is the bride too beautiful? Safe motherhood in rural Rwanda. Research 
Report 04. London: Africa Power and Politics Programme.  
http://www.institutions-africa.org/filestream/20120312-appp-research-report-04-safe-motherhood-in-rural-
rwanda-by-v-chambers-and-f-golooba-mutebi-march-2012  

Chattopadhyay, R. & Duflo, E. (2004). Women as policy makers: Evidence from a randomized policy experiment in 
india. Econometrica, 72(5), 1409-1443. 
http://people.bu.edu/jgerring/Conference/MethodsGovernance/documents/Chattopadhyay.pdf  

Chronic Poverty Research Centre (2008). Chronic Poverty Report 2008-2009: Escaping poverty traps. Manchester: 
CPRC.  
http://www.chronicpoverty.org/publications/details/the-chronic-poverty-report-2008-09/ss 

Citizenship DRC (2011). Blurring the boundaries: Citizen action across states and societies. Development Research 
Centre on Citizenship, Participation and Accountability. Brighton: IDS. 
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=4123  

Combaz, E. (2013). Impact of gender-responsive budgeting. (GSDRC Helpdesk Research Report 977). Birmingham: 
GSDRC, University of Birmingham. http://gsdrc.org/docs/open/HDQ977.pdf  

Crichton, J. (2012). Topic guide on human rights. Updated version. Birmingham: GSDRC, University of Birmingham. 
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/rights.pdf 

Dawson, E. (2009). Mid-term evaluation of the UN Joint Programme on GE in Albania (July 2008-June 2011). UNDP 
Evaluation Resource Centre http://erc.undp.org/evaluationadmin/downloaddocument.html?docid=4231  

DFID (2003a). Promoting institutional appraisal and development. Guidelines for DFID. London: Department for 
International Development. http://www.eldis.org/vfile/upload/1/document/0708/DOC18045.pdf 

DFID (2003b). Promoting institutional appraisal and development: A sourcebook of tools and techniques. London: 
Department for International Development. 
http://www.eldis.org/vfile/upload/1/document/0708/DOC18045.pdf 

DFID (2005). Reducing poverty by tackling social exclusion. A DFID Policy Paper. London: Department for 
International Development. http://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/development/docs/socialexclusion.pdf 

DFID (2009a). Gender and social exclusion analysis: How to note. A DFID Practice Paper. London: Department for 
International Development. http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/SE9.pdf 

DFID (2009b). Political economy analysis: How to note. A DFID Practice Paper. London: Department for 
International Development.  
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/events-documents/3797.pdf 

DFID (2010a). Building peaceful states and societies. A DFID Practice Paper. London: Department for International 
Development. 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/67694/Building-peaceful-
states-and-societies.pdf 

DFID (2010b). The politics of poverty: Elites, citizens and states: Findings from ten years of DFID-funded research 
on governance and fragile states 2001–2010. London: Department for International Development. 
http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/Output/183356/Default.aspx 

DFID (2012). A practical guide on community programming on violence against women and girls: How to note. 
CHASE Guidance Note Series. London: Department for International Development. 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/67335/How-to-note-VAWG-
2-community-prog.pdf 

DFID (2013). How to note: Capacity development. London: Department for International Development. 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/how-to-note-capacity-development  

http://www.future.org/sites/future.org/files/Afghanistan%20(NSP)%20National%20Solidarity%20Program.pdf
http://carnegieendowment.org/files/development_aid_politics_ch_1.pdf
http://www.wikigender.org/images/0/08/Adolescent_girls_policy_brief_FINAL.pdf
http://www.institutions-africa.org/filestream/20120312-appp-research-report-04-safe-motherhood-in-rural-rwanda-by-v-chambers-and-f-golooba-mutebi-march-2012
http://www.institutions-africa.org/filestream/20120312-appp-research-report-04-safe-motherhood-in-rural-rwanda-by-v-chambers-and-f-golooba-mutebi-march-2012
http://people.bu.edu/jgerring/Conference/MethodsGovernance/documents/Chattopadhyay.pdf
http://www.chronicpoverty.org/publications/details/the-chronic-poverty-report-2008-09/ss
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=4123
http://gsdrc.org/docs/open/HDQ977.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/rights.pdf
http://erc.undp.org/evaluationadmin/downloaddocument.html?docid=4231
http://www.eldis.org/vfile/upload/1/document/0708/DOC18045.pdf
http://www.eldis.org/vfile/upload/1/document/0708/DOC18045.pdf
http://www2.ohchr.org/english/issues/development/docs/socialexclusion.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/SE9.pdf
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/events-documents/3797.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/67694/Building-peaceful-states-and-societies.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/67694/Building-peaceful-states-and-societies.pdf
http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/Output/183356/Default.aspx
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/67335/How-to-note-VAWG-2-community-prog.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/67335/How-to-note-VAWG-2-community-prog.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/how-to-note-capacity-development


 References 
 

 www.gsdrc.org      28 

Evans, W. & Ferguson, C. (2013). Governance, institutions, growth and poverty reduction: a literature review. 
London: Department for International Development. http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/pdf/outputs/misc_gov/61221-
DFID-LR-GovernanceGrowthInstitutionsPovertyReduction-LiteratureReview.pdf  

Fan, S., Kanbur, R. & Zhang, X. (2008). Regional inequality in China: An overview. Introduction to S. Fan, R. Kanbur 
and X. Zhang (Eds.) Regional Inequality in China: Trends, Explanations and Policy Responses, Routledge. 
http://www.arts.cornell.edu/poverty/kanbur/chinaregionalinequalityintro.pdf 

Ferguson, C. (2008). Promoting social integration: Background paper for discussion. Report commissioned by the 
United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (UNDESA) for the Expert Group Meeting on 
Promoting Social Integration, Helsinki, Finland, 8-10 July. http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/SE6.pdf 

Filmer, D. & Schady, N. (2009). School Enrollment, Selection and Test Scores. Policy Research Working Paper No. 
4998. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/4190/WPS4998.pdf?sequence=1 

Foa, R. (2008). Social institutions and human development. Social Development Working Papers No. 006. 
Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
http://www.academia.edu/1850049/Social_Institutions_and_Human_Development 

Fölscher, A. (2010). Budget transparency: New frontiers in transparency and accountability. Transparency and 
Accountability Initiative. London: Open Society Foundation. http://www.transparency-
initiative.org/reports/new-frontiers-in-transparency-and-accountability 

Gacitúa-Marió, E., Georgieva, S. & Norton, A. (2009). Building equality and opportunity through social guarantees. 
Washington D.C.: World Bank. http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTLACREGTOPSOCDEV/Resources/847654-
1250627336306/EBook9780821378830.pdf 

Gauri, V. & Gloppen, S. (2012). Human rights based approaches to development: Concepts, evidence, and policy. 
Policy Research Working Paper No. 5938. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/3223/WPS5938.pdf?sequence=1 

Gaventa, J. & Barrett, G. (2010). So what difference does it make? Mapping the outcomes of citizen engagement. 
Working Paper No. 347. Brighton: Institute of Development Studies. 
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=3981   

Giddens (1984). The constitution of society: Outline of the theory of structuration. Berkeley: University of 
California Press. http://books.google.co.uk/books?id=YD87I8uPvnUC 

Glaeser, E.L., La Porta, R., Lopez-de-Silanes, F. & Shleifer, A. (2004). Do institutions cause growth? Journal of 
Economic Growth, 9(3), 271-303. http://ideas.repec.org/a/kap/jecgro/v9y2004i3p271-303.html 

Goetz, A.M. (1997). Getting institutions right for women in development. London: Zed Books.  
Goetz, A.M. (Ed.) (2008). Governing women: Women's political effectiveness in contexts of democratization and 

governance reform. Abingdon: Routledge. 
http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BCCF9/(LookupAllDocumentsByUNID)/D938FD0A6B5A6398C1257527004
8B969?OpenDocument  

Green, D. (2012). From poverty to power: How active citizens and effective states can change the world. Second 
Edition. Rugby: Oxfam International / Practical Action Publishing  
http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/from-poverty-to-power-2nd-edition-how-active-citizens-and-
effective-states-can-249411 

Haider, H. (2011). Effects of political quotas for women. (GSDRC Helpdesk Research Report 757). Birmingham: 
GSDRC, University of Birmingham. http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/HDQ757.pdf  

Halperin, M., Siegle, J., & Weinstein, M. (2010) (revised edition). The democracy advantage: How democracies 
promote prosperity and peace. Abingdon: Routledge.  

Harper, C., Jones, N. & Watson, C. (2012). Gender justice for adolescent girls: tackling social institutions. Towards a 
conceptual framework. London: ODI.  
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/8746.pdf 

Hawkes, D. & Ugur, M. (2012). Evidence on the relationship between education, skills and economic growth in low-
income countries: A systematic review. London: EPPI-Centre, Social Science Research Unit, Institute of 
Education, University of London.  
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=iV-1CBEdBXw%3d&tabid=3345  

http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/pdf/outputs/misc_gov/61221-DFID-LR-GovernanceGrowthInstitutionsPovertyReduction-LiteratureReview.pdf
http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/pdf/outputs/misc_gov/61221-DFID-LR-GovernanceGrowthInstitutionsPovertyReduction-LiteratureReview.pdf
http://www.arts.cornell.edu/poverty/kanbur/chinaregionalinequalityintro.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/SE6.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/4190/WPS4998.pdf?sequence=1
http://www.academia.edu/1850049/Social_Institutions_and_Human_Development
http://www.transparency-initiative.org/reports/new-frontiers-in-transparency-and-accountability
http://www.transparency-initiative.org/reports/new-frontiers-in-transparency-and-accountability
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTLACREGTOPSOCDEV/Resources/847654-1250627336306/EBook9780821378830.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTLACREGTOPSOCDEV/Resources/847654-1250627336306/EBook9780821378830.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/3223/WPS5938.pdf?sequence=1
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=3981
http://books.google.co.uk/books?id=YD87I8uPvnUC
http://ideas.repec.org/a/kap/jecgro/v9y2004i3p271-303.html
http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BCCF9/(LookupAllDocumentsByUNID)/D938FD0A6B5A6398C12575270048B969?OpenDocument
http://www.unrisd.org/80256B3C005BCCF9/(LookupAllDocumentsByUNID)/D938FD0A6B5A6398C12575270048B969?OpenDocument
http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/from-poverty-to-power-2nd-edition-how-active-citizens-and-effective-states-can-249411
http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/from-poverty-to-power-2nd-edition-how-active-citizens-and-effective-states-can-249411
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/HDQ757.pdf
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/8746.pdf
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=iV-1CBEdBXw%3d&tabid=3345


29  Inclusive Institutions: Topic Guide, 2014 

Helmke, G. & Levitsky, S. (2004). Informal institutions and comparative politics: A research agenda. Perspectives 
on Politics 2(4), 725-740. http://www.oecd.org/dac/governance-development/37791245.pdf 

Henriques, R. (2009). Educational marginalization in Brazil. Background paper for EFA Global Monitoring Report 
2010. Cited in UNESCO (2010). Education For All Global Monitoring Report. Reaching the marginalized. Oxford / 
Paris: Oxford University Press / UNESCO. http://www.unesco.org/new/en/education/themes/leading-the-
international-agenda/efareport/reports/2010-marginalization/  

Hickey, S. & du Toit, A. (2007). Adverse incorporation, social exclusion and chronic poverty. Working Paper No. 81. 
Manchester: Chronic Poverty Research Centre, University of Manchester. 
http://www.chronicpoverty.org/uploads/publication_files/WP81_Hickey_duToit.pdf 

ILO (2007). A manual for gender audit facilitators: The ILO participatory gender audit methodology. Geneva: 
International Labour Organisation. 
http://www.ilo.org/dyn/gender/docs/RES/536/F932374742/web%20gender%20manual.pdf 

Jhingran, D. & Sankar, D. (2009). Addressing educational disparity using district level education development 
indices for equitable resource allocations in India. Washington, D.C.: World Bank. 
http://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/pdf/10.1596/1813-9450-4955  

Jolly R., Giovanni, A.C., Elson, D., Fortin, C., Griffith-Jones, S., Helleiner, G., van der Hoeven, R., Kaplinsky, R., 
Morgan, R. (2012). Be outraged. There are alternatives. Richard Jolly. 
http://policydialogue.org/files/events/Be_Outraged-finalhi_rez_1.pdf  

Jones, H. (2009). Equity in development. Why it is important and how to achieve it. London: ODI.  
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/4577.pdf 

Jones, N., Harper, C. & Watson, C. (2010). Stemming girls’ chronic poverty: Catalysing development change by 
building just social institutions. Manchester: Chronic Poverty Research Centre. 
http://www.chronicpoverty.org/publications/details/stemming-girls-chronic-poverty/ss 

Joshi, A. (2010). Do rights work? Law, activism, and the employment guarantee scheme. World Development 
38(4), 620–630. http://www.aajeevika.gov.in/hindi/studies/important-analysis/do-rights-work-law-activism-
and-the-egs.pdf 

Jütting, J., Drechsler D., Bartsch, S. & de Soysa, I. (eds.) (2007). Informal institutions: How social norms help or 
hinder development. Paris: OECD. 
http://browse.oecdbookshop.org/oecd/pdfs/product/4107101e.pdf  

Kabeer, N. (1994). Reversed realities: Gender hierarchies in development thought. London / New York: Verso. 
Kabeer, N. (2010). Can the MDGs provide a pathway to social justice? The challenge of intersecting inequalities. 

New York: MDG Achievement Fund, Institute of Development Studies and UNDP. 
http://www.mdgfund.org/sites/default/files/MDGs_and_Inequalities_Final_Report.pdf 

Kabeer, N. & Natali, L. (2013). Gender equality and economic growth: Is there a win-win? IDS Working Paper 417. 
Brighton: IDS.  
http://www.ids.ac.uk/publication/gender-equality-and-economic-growth-is-there-a-win-win  

Kahneman, D. (2011). Thinking, fast and slow. London: Penguin.  
Kangas, A., Haider, H., & Fraser, E. (2012). Topic guide on gender. Birmingham: GSDRC, University of Birmingham. 

http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/gender.pdf 
Kaufmann, D., Kraay, A. & Zoido-Lobaton, P. (1999). Governance matters. Policy Research Working Paper No. 

2196. Washington D.C.: World Bank Institute. http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=188568  
Kaufmann, D., Kraay, A. & Mastruzzi, M. (2010). The Worldwide Governance Indicators: Methodology and 

analytical issues. Washington D.C.: Brookings Institution. 
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/reports/2010/9/wgi%20kaufmann/09_wgi_kaufmann.pdf 

Khagram, S., Fung, A. & de Renzio, P. (2013). Open budgets: The political economy of transparency, participation, 
and accountability. Washington D.C.: Brookings Institution Press. 
http://www.brookings.edu/research/books/2013/openbudgets  

Khan, S. (2012a). Topic guide on social exclusion. Updated 2012. Birmingham: GSDRC, University of Birmingham.  
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/SE10.pdf 

Khan, S. (2012b). Topic guide on empowerment and accountability. Updated 2012. Birmingham: GSDRC, University 
of Birmingham.  http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/EA.pdf 

http://www.oecd.org/dac/governance-development/37791245.pdf
http://www.unesco.org/new/en/education/themes/leading-the-international-agenda/efareport/reports/2010-marginalization/
http://www.unesco.org/new/en/education/themes/leading-the-international-agenda/efareport/reports/2010-marginalization/
http://www.chronicpoverty.org/uploads/publication_files/WP81_Hickey_duToit.pdf
http://www.ilo.org/dyn/gender/docs/RES/536/F932374742/web%20gender%20manual.pdf
http://elibrary.worldbank.org/doi/pdf/10.1596/1813-9450-4955
http://policydialogue.org/files/events/Be_Outraged-finalhi_rez_1.pdf
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/4577.pdf
http://www.chronicpoverty.org/publications/details/stemming-girls-chronic-poverty/ss
http://www.aajeevika.gov.in/hindi/studies/important-analysis/do-rights-work-law-activism-and-the-egs.pdf
http://www.aajeevika.gov.in/hindi/studies/important-analysis/do-rights-work-law-activism-and-the-egs.pdf
http://www.mdgfund.org/sites/default/files/MDGs_and_Inequalities_Final_Report.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/publication/gender-equality-and-economic-growth-is-there-a-win-win
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/gender.pdf
http://tinyurl.com/q9teyxp
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=188568
http://www.brookings.edu/%7E/media/research/files/reports/2010/9/wgi%20kaufmann/09_wgi_kaufmann.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/research/books/2013/openbudgets
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/EA.pdf


 References 
 

 www.gsdrc.org      30 

Knack, S. & Keefer, P. (1995). Institutions and economic performance: Cross-country tests using alternative 
institutional indicators. Economics & Politics, 7(3), 207-227.  

Kremer, M., Miguel, E. & Thornton, R. (2009). Incentives to learn. Review of Economics and Statistics 91(3), 437-
456. http://dash.harvard.edu/bitstream/handle/1/3716457/Kremer_IncentivesLearn.pdf?sequence=2 

Leftwich, A. & Sen, K. (2010). Beyond institutions: Institutions and organizations in the politics and economics of 
poverty reduction - Thematic synthesis of research evidence. DFID-funded Research Programme Consortium on 
Improving Institutions for Pro-Poor Growth (IPPG). Manchester: University of Manchester. 
http://www.ippg.org.uk/8933_Beyond%20Institutions.final%20(1).pdf 

Lüstig, N., Pessino, C. & Scott, J. (2013). The impact of taxes and social spending on inequality and poverty in 
Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Mexico, Peru and Uruguay: an overview. Working Paper 1313. Tulane University 
http://econ.tulane.edu/RePEc/pdf/tul1313.pdf  

Mansuri, G. & V. Rao (2013). Localizing Development: Does participation work? World Bank Policy Research 
Report. Washington, D.C.: World Bank. http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=5406 

Martin, P.Y. (2004). Gender as social institution. Social Forces 82(4), 1249-1273. 
http://sf.oxfordjournals.org/content/82/4/1249.abstract 

Masood, N. & Sinnott, E. (no date). Equity and social impacts of tax reform in Uruguay. PSIA in practice. 
Washington D.C.: World Bank. http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPSIA/Resources/PIP_Uruguay.pdf  

McGee, R., & Gaventa. J. (2010). Review of impact and effectiveness of transparency and accountability initiatives. 
Synthesis Report Prepared for the Transparency and Accountability Initiative Workshop, October 14–15. 
Brighton: IDS http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=4124  

Mcloughlin, C. (2012). Topic guide on political economy analysis. Updated version. Birmingham: GSDRC, University 
of Birmingham. http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/PEA.pdf  

Melamed, C. & Samman, E. (2013). Equity, inequality and human development in a post-2015 framework. New 
York: UNDP.  
http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/equity-inequality-and-human-development-post-2015-framework  

Migdal, J. S. (2001). State in society: Studying how states and societies transform and constitute each other. New 
York: Cambridge University Press. http://bit.ly/1nYU8oc   

Moore, M. & Putzel, J. (1999). Politics and Poverty. A background paper for the World Development Report 
2000/2001. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 

Nazneen, S. & Mahmud, S. (2012). Gendered politics of securing inclusive development. Working Paper No. 13. 
Manchester: Effective States and Inclusive Development Research Centre, University of Manchester. 
http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/Output/191278/Default.aspx 

North, D. (1990). Institutions, institutional change, and economic performance. New York: Cambridge University 
Press. http://www.cambridge.org/us/academic/subjects/politics-international-relations/political-
economy/institutions-institutional-change-and-economic-performance  

North, D.C., Wallis, J. J. & Weingast, B.R. (2009). Violence and social orders. A conceptual framework for 
interpreting human history. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

O'Connell, H. (2011) What are the opportunities to promote gender equity and equality in conflict-affected and 
fragile states? Insights from a review of evidence. Gender & Development, 19(3), 455-466. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2011.636571 

O’Meally, S. C. (2013). Mapping context for social accountability: A resource paper. Washington, D.C.: World Bank. 
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=5456  

O’Neil, T. & Piron, L-H. (2003). Rights-based approaches to tackling discrimination and horizontal inequality. 
London: ODI http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/4555.pdf  

OECD (2010). Gender inequality and the MDGs: What are the missing dimensions? Paris: OECD. 
http://www.oecd.org/dev/poverty/45987065.pdf 

OECD (2011). Perspectives on Global Development 2012: Social cohesion in a shifting world. Paris: OECD. 
http://www.oecdbookshop.org/display.asp?K=5KGF1PHSLPQ4&LANG=EN 

OECD (2012a). Do discriminatory social institutions matter for food security? Paris: OECD. 
http://www.oecd.org/social/poverty/49756756.pdf 

http://dash.harvard.edu/bitstream/handle/1/3716457/Kremer_IncentivesLearn.pdf?sequence=2
http://www.ippg.org.uk/8933_Beyond%20Institutions.final%20(1).pdf
http://econ.tulane.edu/RePEc/pdf/tul1313.pdf
http://sf.oxfordjournals.org/content/82/4/1249.abstract
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPSIA/Resources/PIP_Uruguay.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=4124
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/PEA.pdf
http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/equity-inequality-and-human-development-post-2015-framework
http://bit.ly/1nYU8oc
http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/Output/191278/Default.aspx
http://www.cambridge.org/us/academic/subjects/politics-international-relations/political-economy/institutions-institutional-change-and-economic-performance
http://www.cambridge.org/us/academic/subjects/politics-international-relations/political-economy/institutions-institutional-change-and-economic-performance
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2011.636571
http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=5456
http://www.odi.org.uk/sites/odi.org.uk/files/odi-assets/publications-opinion-files/4555.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dev/poverty/45987065.pdf
http://www.oecdbookshop.org/display.asp?K=5KGF1PHSLPQ4&LANG=EN
http://www.oecd.org/social/poverty/49756756.pdf


31  Inclusive Institutions: Topic Guide, 2014 

OECD (2012b). Poverty reduction and pro-poor growth: The role of empowerment. Paris: OECD. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264168350-en 

OECD (2012c). 2012 SIGI Social Institutions and Gender Index: Understanding the drivers of gender inequality. 
Paris: OECD. http://www.oecd.org/dev/50288699.pdf  

OECD (2013). Social Institutions & Gender Index. http://genderindex.org/ (Website accessed 17.01.14.)  
OECD-DAC Network on Gender Equality (2010). Integrating gender equality dimensions into public financial 

management reforms. Issues Brief No. 6. Paris: OECD.  
http://www.oecd.org/dac/gender-development/46142807.pdf 

Overy, N. (2011). In the face of crisis: The treatment action campaign fights government inertia with budget 
advocacy and litigation. International Budget Partnership.  
http://internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/LP-case-study-TAC.pdf  

Paluck, E.L. & Ball, L. with Poynton, C. & Sieloff, S. (2010). Social norms marketing aimed at gender based violence: 
A literature review and critical assessment. New York: International Rescue Committee. http://bit.ly/1my2LXo  

Pritchett, L., Woolcock, M. & Andrews, M. (2013). Looking like a state: techniques of persistent failure in state 
capability for implementation. Journal of Development Studies, 49(1), 1–18. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00220388.2012.709614  

Ramachandran, V. & Goel, S. (2011). Tracking funds for india’s most deprived: The story of the national campaign 
for dalit human rights’ “Campaign 789”. Washington, D.C.: International Budget Partnership. 
http://internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/LP-case-study-NCDHR.pdf  

Rao, S. (2013). Topic guide on civil service reform. Birmingham: GSDRC, University of Birmingham. 
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/CSR_TopicGuide_2013.pdf 

Rao, V. & Walton, M. (2004). Culture and public action. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press. 
http://www.cultureandpublicaction.org/conference/book.htm  

Robinson, M. (ed.) (2008). Budgeting for the poor. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 
Rodrik, D., Subramanian, A. & Trebbi, F. (2004). Institutions rule: The primacy of institutions over geography and 

integration in economic development. Journal of Economic Growth, 9(2), 131-165. 
http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/drodrik/Research%20papers/institutionsrule,%205.0.pdf 

Ross, M. (2006). Is democracy good for the poor? American Journal of Political Science, 50(4), 860-874. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5907.2006.00220.x  

Schattan Coelho, V. (2006). Democratization of Brazilian health councils: The paradox of bringing the other side 
into the tent. International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 30(3), 656–671. 
http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/Output/186591/ 

Scott, Z. (2011). Evaluation of public sector governance reforms 2001-2011: Literature review. Oxford: Oxford 
Policy Management. http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/Scott2011_PSGRLiteratureReview.pdf  

Sen, A. (1992). Inequality reexamined. Oxford: Oxford University Press. http://bit.ly/1j2HJwA   
Shah, A. (Ed.) (2007). Participatory budgeting. Public Sector Governance and Accountability Series. Washington 

D.C.: World Bank. http://siteresources.worldbank.org/PSGLP/Resources/ParticipatoryBudgeting.pdf 
Simmons, B. A. (2009). Mobilizing for human rights. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. http://bit.ly/1newSCI  
Tavakoli, H., Simson, R., Tilley, H. & Booth, D. (2013). Unblocking results: Using aid to address governance 

constraints in public service delivery. London: ODI. http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display&type=Document&id=5291 
Thaler, R.H. & Sunstein, C.R. (2008). Nudge: Improving decisions about health, wealth and happiness. London: Yale 

University Press.  
UNDP (2005). International cooperation at a crossroads: Aid, trade and security in an unequal world. Human 

Development Report 2005. New York: UNDP.  
http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/human-development-report-2005 

UNDP (2006). UNDP and civil society organizations. A toolkit for strengthening partnerships. New York: UNDP. 
http://bit.ly/1sbH0vr  

UNDP (2010). A user’s guide to civil society assessments. Oslo: UNDP Governance Centre. 
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/documents/partners/civil_society/investing_in_civil_society/2010_
UNDP_A-Users-Guide-to-Civil-Society-Assessments_EN.pdf  

http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264168350-en
http://www.oecd.org/dev/50288699.pdf
http://genderindex.org/
http://www.oecd.org/dac/gender-development/46142807.pdf
http://internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/LP-case-study-TAC.pdf
http://bit.ly/1my2LXo
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00220388.2012.709614
http://internationalbudget.org/wp-content/uploads/LP-case-study-NCDHR.pdf
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/CSR_TopicGuide_2013.pdf
http://www.cultureandpublicaction.org/conference/book.htm
http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/drodrik/Research%20papers/institutionsrule,%205.0.pdf
http://r4d.dfid.gov.uk/Output/186591/
http://www.gsdrc.org/docs/open/Scott2011_PSGRLiteratureReview.pdf
http://bit.ly/1j2HJwA
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/PSGLP/Resources/ParticipatoryBudgeting.pdf
http://bit.ly/1newSCI
http://bit.ly/1sbH0vr
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/documents/partners/civil_society/investing_in_civil_society/2010_UNDP_A-Users-Guide-to-Civil-Society-Assessments_EN.pdf
http://www.undp.org/content/dam/undp/documents/partners/civil_society/investing_in_civil_society/2010_UNDP_A-Users-Guide-to-Civil-Society-Assessments_EN.pdf


 References 
 

 www.gsdrc.org      32 

UNDP (2011). Beyond transition: Towards inclusive societies. Bratislava: UNDP Regional Bureau for Europe and the 
Commonwealth of Independent States. 
http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/librarypage/democratic-governance/Beyond-Transition-
Inclusive-Societies/  

UNESCO (2010). Education For All Global Monitoring Report. Reaching the marginalized. Oxford / Paris: Oxford 
University Press / UNESCO. http://www.unesco.org/new/en/education/themes/leading-the-international-
agenda/efareport/reports/2010-marginalization/  

UNICEF Innocenti Research Centre (2010). The dynamics of social change: Towards the abandonment of female 
genital mutilation / cutting in five African countries. Florence: UNICEF IRC.  
http://www.unicef-irc.org/publications/pdf/fgm_insight_eng.pdf  

United Nations (2013). A new global partnership: Eradicate poverty and transform economies through sustainable 
development. The Report of the High-Level Panel of Eminent Persons on the Post-2015 Development Agenda. 
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/UN-Report.pdf 

Unsworth, S. (2010). An upside down view of governance. Brighton: IDS. 
http://www2.ids.ac.uk/gdr/cfs/pdfs/AnUpside-downViewofGovernance.pdf 

van Staveren, I. (2011). To measure is to know? A comparative analysis of gender indices. Indices of Social 
Development Working Paper No. 2011-02. The Hague: Institute of Social Studies 
http://www.indsocdev.org/resources/ISD%20Working%20Paper%202011-02.pdf 

Waldman, L. & Overs, C. (2014). Sexuality and the law: Case studies from Cambodia, Egypt, Nepal and South 
Africa. Synthesis. Brighton: IDS. http://www.ids.ac.uk/publication/sexuality-and-the-law-case-studies-from-
cambodia-egypt-nepal-and-south-africa  

Ward, J., Lee, B., Baptist, S. & Jackson, H. (2010). Evidence for action: Gender equality and economic growth. 
London: Vivid Economics / Chatham House. 
http://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/public/Research/Energy,%20Environment%20and%20Devel
opment/0910gender.pdf 

Wilson, R. (Ed.) (1997). Human rights, culture & context. Anthropological perspectives. London: Pluto Press.   
World Bank (n.d.). Increasing social inclusion through social guarantees. A Policy Note. Washington D.C.: World 

Bank. http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTSOCIALDEV/Resources/3177394-1168615404141/3328201-
1192042053459/Policy_Note_Final_092407.pdf 

World Bank (2005a). Equity and Development. World Development Report 2006. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
http://tinyurl.com/2xb6wt  

World Bank (2005b). Guidance note on gender responsive social analysis. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
http://commdev.org/files/1472_file_GenderGuidanceNote.pdf  

World Bank (2007). Sourcebook for tools for institutional, political, and social analysis of policy reform. 
Washington D.C.: World Bank. http://go.worldbank.org/GZ9TK1W7R0  

World Bank (2008). Good practice note:  using poverty and social impact analysis to support development policy 
operations. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPSIA/Resources/GPN_August08_final.pdf  

World Bank (2011a). World Development Report 2011:  Conflict, security and development. Washington D.C.: 
World Bank. 
http://wdronline.worldbank.org/worldbank/a/c.html/world_development_report_2011/abstract/WB.978-0-
8213-8439-8.abstract 

World Bank (2011b). World Development Report 2012: Gender, equality and development. Washington D.C.: World 
Bank. http://go.worldbank.org/6R2KGVEXP0 

World Bank (2012). Enhancing in-country partnerships in poverty and social impact analysis (PSIA). A Guidance 
Note. Washington D.C.: World Bank.  
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPSIA/Resources/Enhancing-country-partnerships-GN.pdf 

World Bank (2013a). Inclusion matters: The foundation for shared prosperity. Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
http://tinyurl.com/or2qnlp  

World Bank (2013b). Integrating gender into poverty and social impact analysis. Guidance Note for Task Teams. 
Washington D.C.: World Bank. 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPSIA/Resources/PSIA-Gender-Template-links.pdf  

http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/librarypage/democratic-governance/Beyond-Transition-Inclusive-Societies/
http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/librarypage/democratic-governance/Beyond-Transition-Inclusive-Societies/
http://www.unesco.org/new/en/education/themes/leading-the-international-agenda/efareport/reports/2010-marginalization/
http://www.unesco.org/new/en/education/themes/leading-the-international-agenda/efareport/reports/2010-marginalization/
http://www.unicef-irc.org/publications/pdf/fgm_insight_eng.pdf
http://www.post2015hlp.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/UN-Report.pdf
http://www2.ids.ac.uk/gdr/cfs/pdfs/AnUpside-downViewofGovernance.pdf
http://www.indsocdev.org/resources/ISD%20Working%20Paper%202011-02.pdf
http://www.ids.ac.uk/publication/sexuality-and-the-law-case-studies-from-cambodia-egypt-nepal-and-south-africa
http://www.ids.ac.uk/publication/sexuality-and-the-law-case-studies-from-cambodia-egypt-nepal-and-south-africa
http://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/public/Research/Energy,%20Environment%20and%20Development/0910gender.pdf
http://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/public/Research/Energy,%20Environment%20and%20Development/0910gender.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTSOCIALDEV/Resources/3177394-1168615404141/3328201-1192042053459/Policy_Note_Final_092407.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTSOCIALDEV/Resources/3177394-1168615404141/3328201-1192042053459/Policy_Note_Final_092407.pdf
http://tinyurl.com/2xb6wt
http://commdev.org/files/1472_file_GenderGuidanceNote.pdf
http://go.worldbank.org/GZ9TK1W7R0
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTPSIA/Resources/GPN_August08_final.pdf
http://wdronline.worldbank.org/worldbank/a/c.html/world_development_report_2011/abstract/WB.978-0-8213-8439-8.abstract
http://wdronline.worldbank.org/worldbank/a/c.html/world_development_report_2011/abstract/WB.978-0-8213-8439-8.abstract
http://go.worldbank.org/6R2KGVEXP0
http://tinyurl.com/or2qnlp
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTPSIA/Resources/PSIA-Gender-Template-links.pdf

	Contents
	Untitled
	Executive summary
	Selected evidence on the impact of interventions to support inclusive institutions

	1 Introduction: concepts and debates
	1.1 Inclusive institutions on the development agenda
	1.2 Defining institutions
	1.3 How institutions shape development outcomes
	1.4 What do inclusive/exclusive institutions look like?
	1.5 Impact of exclusive institutions
	1.6 Reforming institutions

	2 Development outcomes
	2.1 Impact of inclusive institutions
	2.2 Impact of exclusive institutions

	3 Approaches, interventions and tools
	3.1 Emerging lessons
	3.2 Approaches to strengthen inclusive institutions
	Analysing and measuring inclusive institutions
	Inclusive legal and regulatory frameworks
	Rights-based anti-discrimination legislation
	Affirmative action
	Redistributive public expenditure

	Inclusive public sector reform
	Government agencies for excluded people and groups
	Inclusive civil service
	Inclusive public sector budgeting
	A social guarantee approach to service delivery

	Voice, empowerment and accountability interventions
	Inclusive education institutions
	Inclusive local governance and service delivery
	Citizen and community mobilisation and participation

	Initiatives to stop harmful practices against women and girls
	Reforming formal laws
	Transforming informal norms and behaviours



	4 References



