
Status Amount %

Complete 42 68
Incomplete 9 15

Pending 6 10
Not available 4 6

Not applicable 1 2 Status %
Alternative 0 0 Supporting Indicators (SI)  

Finished Tasks 76
Complete 46 53 Ongoing Tasks 24

Incomplete 6 7 Related Questions (RQ) 
Pending 20 23 Finished Tasks 70

Not available 2 2 Ongoing Tasks 30
Not applicable 13 15 (SI + RQ)

Alternative 0 0 Finished Tasks 72
Ongoing Tasks 28

Complete 88 59
Incomplete 15 10

Pending 26 17
Not available 6 4

Not applicable 14 9
Alternative 0 0

1 Built Environment

Status Amount % Code
Supporting Indicators (SI)

Complete 3 75
Incomplete 1 25

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Related Questions (RQ)
Complete 2 67

Incomplete 1 33
Pending 0 0

Not available 0 0
Not applicable 0 0

Alternative 0 0
Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

Complete 5 71
Incomplete 2 29

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

3 Basic Infrastructure

Status Amount %
Supporting Indicators (SI)

Complete 6 86
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 1 14

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Related Questions (RQ)
Complete 0 0

Incomplete 0 0
Pending 0 0

Not available 1 50
Not applicable 1 50

Alternative 0 0
Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

Complete 6 67
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 2 22 10 56%

Not applicable 1 11 0
Alternative 0 0 4 22%

0
3 17%
0

Status Amount % 0
1 6%

Complete 5 85,7
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 1 14,28571429

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 2 0,0
Incomplete 0 0,0

Pending 0 0,0
Not available 1 50,0

Not applicable 1 50,0
Alternative 0 0,0

Complete 7 67
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 2 22

Not applicable 1 11
Alternative 0 0

Complete 9 90
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 1 10
Alternative 0 0

Complete 4 100
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 13 93
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 1 7
Alternative 0 0

Complete 15 56
Incomplete 7 26

Pending 6 22
Not available 1 4

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 12 30
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 18 45
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 10 25
Alternative 0 0

Complete 27 39
Incomplete 7 10

Pending 25 36
Not available 1 1

Not applicable 10 14
Alternative 0 0

Complete 4 67
Incomplete 1 16,66666667

Pending 0 0
Not available 1 16,66666667

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 2 100
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 6 75
Incomplete 1 13

Pending 0 0
Not available 1 13

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 1 100
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 2 100
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 3 100
Incomplete 0 0

Pending 0 0
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 0 0
Alternative 0 0

Complete 22 73
Incomplete 5 17

Pending 2 7
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 1 3
Alternative 0 0

Complete 22 73
Incomplete 5 17

Pending 2 7
Not available 0 0

Not applicable 1 3
Alternative 0 0

No benchmark

No benchmark

23,7% Orange

No exact figures, although media sources 
analysing the national landscape suggest pretty 

negative figures and no compliance with 
national policy frameworks

Orange

Green

Yes Green

22% Orange

Yes

Yes Green

No Green

Green

Yes, targeted to groups in vulnerable 
situation

Green

Yes Green

No particular barrier spotted Green

Alternative

Access to family planning.

Is the city conducting awareness-raising campaigns and projects regarding the use 
and ownership of land?
Tageted to women and groups in vulnerable situations

Are mobility-related subsidies/ financial support programmes accessible for 
female-headed households?

Please select barriers to car ownership if there is any.

Alternative

Yes Green

Yes, free of charge, covered by health Green

This component does not exhibit any data gap with regards to the Gender Equality Enhancer.

Prevalence of domestic violence.

Does the local government consult citizens regardig its development?
If yes, specify if the local government considers the balanced consultation of 
male and female citizens as well as of citizens in vulnerable situations

Supporting Indicators and Related Questions
Other relevant local government entities.
Please specify other relevant entities involved in public administration, such as 
women advocacy groups

Maternal mortality rate

Household types

Do women have equal rights for land ownership and/or control?

3.1.3

4.2.7

4.3.3

1.2.2.1.3

1.2.2.4

4.1.3.2.2

4.1.3.3.1

5.3.1.3.1

6.2.2.2

Proportion of female leadership in public companies and organzations.

Please identify if educational and awareness measures exist to encourage a 
lifestyle in harmony with nature, for all sexes, age and groups in vulnerable 
situations?

Coverage of maternity leave.

Gender Pay Gap.

Pension Gap.

Coverage of paternity leave.

Is child marriage a hindering factor in continuing the education?

Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

City ID
Related Questions (RQ)

Total

Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

7 Economy
Supporting Indicators (SI)

Related Questions (RQ)

Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

8 Ecology
Supporting Indicators (SI)

Related Questions (RQ)

METHODOLOGY:
Please, take into account that the 'incomplete' label refers to those supporting indicators and related questions for which the data is available, but without sex-disaggregation. Therefore, the real task completion rate for Gender Equality 
corresponds to 82%. The same percentage for Supporting Indicators and Related Questions would be 91% and 77% respectively. With this in mind, the pie charts reported below provide a zoom-in per each of the components included in 
the Gender Equality Enhancer, in order to better spot in which areas sex-disaggregated figures are lacking. 

ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:
Consistently with the scope and rationale of the Gender Equality Enhancer, the analysis unfolds on two levels. 
1) On the one hand, data gaps will be assessed in order to define the extent to which information is available, or not, and disaggregated by sex.
2) On the other, gender-related questions will be measured against CRPT benchmarks, from a more qualitative perspective. 

The former level analyses which entity is responsible for providing the data and at which level of jurisdiction (local, supra-local, regional, natioal), in order to influence respective data agendas and eventually strengthen the local 
government's data capacity. 
The latter level seeks to emphasise areas of vulnerability from a gender perspective and potential risks for gender exclusion across sectors.

Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

5 Social Inclusion and Protection
Supporting Indicators (SI)

Related Questions (RQ)

Gender Equality

Supporting Indicators (SI)

Related Questions (RQ)

Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

Related Questions (RQ)

4 Mobility

Supporting Indicators (SI)

Supporting Indicators (SI)
4 Municipal Public Services

Related Questions (RQ)

Supporting Indicators and Related Questions  (SI + RQ)

Out of the The most critical data gaps in City ID relate to the lack of disaggregated information about households composition and 
householder sex 4.3.2, since it directly affects any calcultion taking the household as a measurement unit across the 8 elements of 
the tool. The analysis of several components would considerably benefit from this layer of disaggregation in municipal statistics

Two data gaps on households experiencing land conflict (1.2.2.3) and Percentage of reported land conflict or dispute in the past 5 
years that have had the conflict or dispute resolved (1.2.2.3.1). In both cases, the data is available, but not disaggregated by sex of  
householder. 

Both figures come from statistics published by the Plataforma de Afectados/des por Hipoteca  (PAH) - a local civil society body - 
which referenced official statistics by Poder Judicial de España  (national juridic body). This is however consistent with the lack of 
information on householder sex in City ID.

The component exhibits an almost 100% completion rate and data availability, with the only unavailable figures referring to 
Percentage of population with access to alternative sources of electricity than the public network 3.1.1.1.2 and Access to TV and 
Radio 3.4.2.1.
However, two considerations should be made on disaggregation. 
1) Questions on basic utilities' coverage were answered transposing the 100% coverage rate to both sexes, although sex-
disaggregated figures per housholders were not available.
2) Questions on access to telecommunications were answered using national and regional figures, whereas locally disaggregated 
data was not available in municipal statistics. To this extent, it should be mentioned that national gender gap in accessing internet 
has decreased by 5,2% between 2012 and 2017.

Data on Percentage of commuting trips using each one of the following modes of transportation 4.1.1.1 was provided by the 
municipal Mobility Department (local) without sex-disaggregated figures. However, reports from the Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority provide this figure. It needs to be discussed whether these ratios can be applied to municipal figures as a proxy.
On a different note, the second main data gap refers to car ownership rate 4.1.3.3, for which an alternative answer was provided 
(see the explanation), but for which sex-disaggregated figures were not. It remains to be defined whether applying car-to-household 
ratio (though keeping in mind the unavailability of data on householder sex) or car-to- adult population ratio (less accurate, but 
counting on sex-disaggregated figures on adult population.

This component exhibits very limited data gaps; although information on domestic violence 5.3.1.3 had to rely on both local and 
national sources. National statistics were used for gender-based violence denunciations, whereas local ones were specifically 
referred to domestic violence - although less accurate in terms of dates, as they refer to data from 2010 and 2015. 

As well reflected in the pie-chart on the left, the Social Inclusion and Protection element conceals major data collection challenges, 
clearly contributing to most of the 20% task incompletion rate. While in-detail assessments are reported in the data collection tables, 
some high-level considerations should be made.
The analysis of poverty and economic deprivation 6.2.1 - which informs also the analysis of vulnerable groups in the Access to 
Social Services component 6.3.3 - relied on figures from the Municipal Centre of Social Emergencies and Urgencies (local), for 
which sex-disaggregation was not available per different age groups - hence calculated as an approximation. Similarly for healthcare 
coverage (regional sources from CatSalut). 
On a different note, data for coverage of Universal Child Allowance 6.2.3.1, Means tested benefits for unemployment 6.2.4.1, In-
kind benefits for disabled adults 6.2.5.4 were available without sex-disaggregation (all coming from local sources).

While information on Percentage of budget executed by women-owned business enterprises (WBEs) 7.2.3.4 was not available at all, 
three main data gaps should be emphasised regarding employment compositon - notably on Employment diversity 7.1.3.1, 
Manufacturing job share  7.1.3.1.1, Employment composition 7.1.3.1. These information were available at the local scale, but 
collected by the Spanish Ministry for Labour and Social Security and the Catalan Institute of Statistics (national and regional 
respectively).
Similarly for local income distribution, whose figures were however provided by the Centre for Social Urgencies and Emergencies 
(local).
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