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i
introduction

It is often believed that Non-Govefnmental Organization’s (NGO) intervention at the
grassroots level enhances changes in the lives of the rural poor, particularly women.
Women's empowerment is believed to be necessary to eradicate the specific forms of
poverty and injustice which poor women face (Batliwala, 1993). Research on rural
development suggests that credit plays a large role in the empowerment of women
through different means' (Hashemi, Schuler and Riley, 1996). Low income women in
Bangladesh often face a life of difficulty, and access to credit is seemed to be a means to
achieve an improved life style through economic self sufficiency (Apte, 1988). Indeed it
has been agreed that credit is the single most important need of destitute women (Yunus

1987 and Hasan, 1985 cited in Apte 1988).

BRAC’s Rural Development Programme {(RDP) is an integrated develcpment initiative in
which the provision of credit constitutes its major activity. The assumption underlying
BRAC'’s credit programme is that a strong institutional and economic base is a precondition
to improving thg quality of poor people’s lives in rural areas (Zaman, Rahman, Hussain and
Rana, 1995). RDP works with the belief that the poor can be empowered if provided with
training and financial assistance (BRAC, 1995)2. Credit is provided to the members of
BRAC's Village Organizations (VO)® which are established to mobilize their collective
strength with a view to empowering them to be self reliant (Khan, Chowdhury and Bhuiya,

1987). An average VO consists of 30 members all residing usually in the same village or

' This research an rural credit pragrammes and women’s empowerment in Bangladesh suggests that rural credit empowers
women through strengthening their sconomic roles, increasing their ability to contribute to thair families support and through
other mechanisms.

2 Credit is a major component of RDP's approach to davelopment. The provision of credit to the rural poor is viewed not only
as an end, but also as a means towards the process of instituticn building and meeting the basic needs of the poor. (cited
from Zaman, Rahiman, Hussain and Rana, 1995).

3 VO members meet once in every two weeks to discuss credit and savings. They have perscnal interaction with other
members and programme people. They discuss various local, social and economic issues which affect their lives.
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para of whom 93% are women (Annual report, 1996).

Women’s empowerment has been a major goal for most NGOs involved in development
activities. It has also féatured as key focus of research in the field of development. The
term empowerment generally tries to capture women'’s situation (Jejeebhoy, 1997). Sen
conceptualized empowerment as a process of gaining power to control over external
resources and growth in inner self-confidence and capability. Sen and Kabeer believed that
it was an essential component in addressing poverty. England on the other hand, has
defined women’s empowerment as resources that enable one to reach one’s goals. She
has mentioned ‘resources’ as indicators of women’s empowerment and separated them
into three broad categories: economic resources, favourable laws, institutional rules and
favorable social norms*. Batliwala, while discussing women’s empowerment programme in
South Asia, has identified four broad approaches of empowerment: i) integrated rural
development programmes; ii) economic intervention; iii} awareness building and
organiziation; and iv) research, training and resource support. Indicators of empowerment
through economic’ intervention .cluded quantifiable increases in women’s income;
women'’s share of household income, women’s greater awareness of their economic
contribution, improved health and nutritional status; access to and control over credit
facilities; ability to bargain; and rising self esteem and confidence within and outside
home. Recent literature (Mason, cited in Schuler et al, 1996) has pointed out that it is
difficult to measure/definc women'’s status and empowerment using proxy indicators such

as women’s education, employment, wife’s age at marriage and spousal age difference.

* While discussing economic resources as one of the indicators of empowerment, England has emphasised on access to
money since it is the medium of exchange that can be used to purchase many other things that are important 1o one‘s well
being, family etc. Laws and institutional rules can both empower or disempower women. The very nature of a law or
institutional rule will give direction tc women’s empowerment or disempowerment. Finally, informal norms as indicators of
empowerment affect women'’s status.
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According to Mason this is because women's status and empowerment may refsr to a
wide variety of behaviour, attitudes and attributes. Schuler et al agreed with Mason that
such indicators are far more distant from aspects of gender inequality. As an alternative
way to define/measure empowerment that captures aspects of gender inequality better,
they identified a number of indicators such as freedom of women’s mobility, economic
security, ability to make small and big purchase, participation in family decision, etc. to

measure women’s empowerment.® According to them participation in credit programmes

affects these indicators including women’s ownership of productive assets.

Goetz and Gupta, on the other hand, challenged the belief of a positive reiationship
between credit and empowerment. They used ‘lcan control’ as an indicator of wome_n’s
empowerment and conclude that the different stages of a woman’s iife cycle, the nature
of investment activity (such as traditional vs non conventional activities for women), loan
size and duration of membership have a greater influence on women’s control over loan-
use than membership in credit programmes. However, according to them, individual
control over loan is not £he only tool for empowerment® (Rahman, 1986, cited in Goetz and

Gupta, 1996).

Clearly, control over economic resources’ (whether household income, women’s own

income, NGO credit, productive assets ) is widely recognized as one of the mechanisms

# The indicators tc '‘neasure women’s empowerment defined by tha authors ars : 1) freedom of rnobiiity, 2} economic
security, 3) ability 1o make small purchase. 4)ability to make larger purchases, Sinarticipation in important family
decisions , 6) retative freedom frcm domination by the family, 7) politcal and legal awaraness and 8) participation in
political campaigns and public protests.

® Even where 2 woman 1s controiling the loan (which she has taken), her scatus within that particular household increases
only because others acknowtedge her as a source of income.

7 Itis also assumed that the degree of women's access to ancd control over material resources (such as food, income, land
and other forms cf weaith) ana to social resources (such as knowledge, power and prestige) within family, in the
cemmunity, and in the sacietv at large determine women’s status (Mason, cited in Secker (1997). For further detail see
Niascn (1986) “The status of women: Conceptual and methodological issues in demographic studies’ Sociological Forum
1(2) : 284-20C.
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for women’s empowerment. In the context of rural Bangladesh where women generally
have a very low status compared td men, do not typically own or control assets. The
restrictive inheritance laws, limited opportunities for gainful employment, lack of access to
markets and public domain, etc. all of which constrain women’s direct ownership of
assets. Even when they own assets they often have very little control over them as these
are managed by male family members. Therefore, access to productive assets is

considered to be a key indicator of the process of women’s empowerment.

Objectives

This paper considers the process of women’s empowerment as indicated by ownership
and control over productive assets. Specifically, it examines the degree to which
participation in BRAC’s RDP has any impact on women’s overall ownership and control

over assets.
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Conceptual framework

The following analytical framework is used for the analysis (Fig. 1): VO membership _
enhance as women’s status® within the household which leads to an increase in women’s
ownership of productive assets. In other words, participation in VOs (which includes the
development of vocational skills, credit-assisted self emp_loyment and participation in other
sectoral activities) will enhance women’s decision making authority, access to resources,
awareness, mobility etc.; and as a resuit increase their access to and control over
productive resources. This outcome will contribute to the process of women'’s

empowerment which is one of the ultimate goal of RDP.

The nature of women’s participation in RDP varies among members and is categorised
according to three broad aspects of membership. These are duration, intensity and
eligibility of membership. This categorization is needed because not all members have the
same combination of RDP inputs or exposure to those inputs. Also, members are seen to
come from both eligible and non-eiigible groups within the village®. Since socioceconomic
and demographic factors are known to influence women's status within the household
over and above the effect of participation in RCPR, several background variables at the
individual and household level have been included. It is also expected that these
background variables may influence the outcome of interest, namely ownership and contro!

over productive assets, and hence differences in ther nead to be accounted for.

The variables used to indicate women’s status are the household head’s perception of

& ‘cratus’ itself is a complex concep: since it lacks concrete definition (For detailed discussion on women's status ses Chen
and Mahmud, 199€ and Mahmud, 1994).

? RDP has scme strict siigibility criteria tor villagars 10 receive loans. Househoids possessing less than 0.5 acrs of land and
sulting manual iabour tor at least 100 days a v=2ar is considered 2hgicfe.
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women’s contribution to household income and her actual income level.

The outcome variables which include ownership and control over productive assets will be
measured by two indices (described in the next section) constructed from women'’s
responses to questions on asset ownership, and their ability to sell the asset and use the

money from the sale.
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Figure 1: An analytical framework for assessing effect of RDP on women’s

control over productive assets

Inputs Indicators
LVO membership
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Methodology

Study area

The data comes from Matlab thana which is located in Chandpur district, 60 km south-east
of Dhaka. Matlab is a delta area intersected by numerous canals and branches of two
major rivers, the Meghna and the Gumti. It is a rural area dominated by agricultural
activity. About 85% of the population are Muslim and the rest are mainly Hindu. A medium
scale embankment on the banks of the river Meghna and Dhanagada was constructed for
flood control, drainage and irrigation. The embankment is also used as a mean of

communication.

Data collection

The data for this study is a part of the BRAC-ICCDR,B joint research project on
socioeconomic development and human well-being'®. The women were chosen from 14
randomly selected villages out of the 60 villages in the ICDDR,B Demographic Surveillance
System (DSS) ar‘ea where the base line survey'' ‘was done (see appendix B for description
of selection of villages). The survey covered all households in 10 of the 14 villages and
only eligible households in the remaining 4 villages. The reason for such selection was to
have enough eligible households for analysis. The survey was designed to cover all ever
married women aged 15-55 years in ail households of the 14 villages. There were 3,831
vwcmen respondents altogefher. A structured questionnaire was used to coilect information
on women’'s savings and loans, participation in income earning and wage work and

expenditure, familial and environmentai crises and coping strategies, child care, water and

o For further details anout the SRAC-ICDDR,B Joint Research Project see Chowdhury et al, 1995. Working paper No. €.
't See BRAC-ICDDR,B (1984) Si.civeconomic development and health- a joint BRAC-!CLDR,B research project: baseline
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sanitation, mobility, political and legal awareness, decision making regarding small anc Qig'
purchase, ownership of assets, vi.olence against women, participation in protest,
relationship with natal home, and fertility and reproductive health. Household informaticn
for individual women was taken from the hcousehold questionnaire. Information on-
membership length, cumulative savings, credit and training was collected from RDP MIS

data file.

The present study includes only 2,295 women who are BRAC members or eligible non-
members. Non-eligible households were excluded from this study since they are
wealthier than either BRAC members or eligible non-members, and hence more likely to

own assets.

Data analysis
Bivariate distribution comparing members and non-members in terms of asset ownership
and control were assessed through use of indexes. Some socioeconomic contrcl variables

were applied in comparing member and non-member differences.

Membership is characterized by duration, intensity and type. These three aspects of
membership are assurned to be important in mediating RDP effect on women’s lives.
Members were divided intq three groups according to duration of membership (in month).
Intensity of membership was based upon BRAC inputs received (Intenisity1 =members with
savings but no BRAC credit; Intensity2 =members with BRAC credit, aﬁd intensity3 =
members with BRAC credit and who have received some form of training such as
sectoral training, legal awareness tiaining, etc.). Members were 2lso differentiated

according to BRAC’s household eligibility criteria (BRAC eligible members and BRAC non-

survey, Matlab, 1092,
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eligible members).
Mon-members include eligible non-members in two different settings i.e. non-members in

RDP area and non-members in non-RDP areas.

Censtruction of index for women’s ownership and control over asset

Women's assets were categorized into big and smail according to their relative value. Big
assets included land, livestock, cash, big trees, boat, and sewing machine. Small assets

included pouitry, small jewelry, vegetable garden, and fishing net.

The ownership index is constructed on the basis of the information on ownership of
assets by women themselves, not their households. Responses for owning assets were
dichotomous (yes or no) and coded 1 or zero. Respondents were given one point for
owning any big asset. A respondent was given six points maximum for owning all big
assets. Similarly one point was given for owning any small assets. Thus the range for

ownership index for big assets is from O to 6 and for small assets is from O to 4.

The control index ‘is based on three pieces of information regarding each asset -
ownership, ability to sell without husband’s permission/ knowledge and ability to use
money from sale. All responses were dichotomous (yes or no) and coded 1 or zero. For any
asset, if ownership was ‘yes’, ability to sell was ‘yes’ and ability to use was ‘yes’, then a
score of 3 was given. If ownership was ‘yes’, ability to sell was ‘yes’, but ability to use
was ‘no’, then the score was 2. If ownership was ‘yes’, but the others were ‘no’, the
score was 1. If the ownership was zero, the score was zero. The score was then divided
by the proportion of respondents who actually owned that particular asset. This was done
to incorporate the relative frequency with which such an asset was owned oy women in
the survey villages, with the intention of allowing for the fact that assets which were
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commonly owned (such as poultry) had less weight, from the control perspective, than
assets which were rarely owned such as land, irrespective of the ability to sell and use the
sale value. In other words, in an absolute sense the lower the frequency of ownership of

an asset, the higher the implied level of control over it in case of actuai ownership.

The overall score for control over assets is obtained by summing the scores for individual
assets. There is an index for big assets and one for small assets. The range for the control
index for big assets is from 0-18 and for small assets from O to 12 (see appendix C for

detail calculation of these two indexes)

There was no information on either the value of assets owned by women, or on the
guantity of assets, although such information is important in the assessment of
women's control over asset. Moreover the survey did not contain variables that may be
used to proxy women'’s relative status in the household. Therefore, women’s income level
and the household head’': percspuon about her contribution to household income were

used to indicate relative status.
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Results

Profile of study population

The distribution of the: study population according to membership and non-membership
status is shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Distribution of the study sample

Membership status N %
Member 498 22
Non-member 1797 78
Total 2295 100
Membership (by duration) N %
Less thun one vear 83 17
1- 2 vears 119 24
More thun 2 vears 296 39
Membership (by intensity N %
With no BRAC loan 063 13
With BRAC loan oniy 293 Y
With 3RAC loan and training 140 28
Membership (by tvpe) N %
Eligible munber 355 71
Non cligible inember 143 39
Non-membership statuy N - %
RDP arca 6RR 39
Non-RDIP arcu 110y 61

Of all the women in this study (N=2,295), 22% were BRAC members and 78% were
non-members. More than half of BRAC members (59%]) were members for more than two
years. The second largest group (24 %) were those who had been members for 1-2 years
and only 17% were members for one year or less. In other words, most of the members

were BRAC members for cver one year.
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In categorizing members according to intensity, it was found that majority (5§9%) of the
members had only received BRAC loans'?. The second largest group (28%) were those
with BRAC loan and trairning. Only 13% of the members had not taken any BRAC loan at

the time of survey and had only savings.

According to BRAC eligibility criteria, it was found that 73% members were classified as
eligible and as much as 29% were non-eligible members. Sixty-one percent (61%) of the

non-members were from non-RDP area, and the rest were from RDP area.

Table 2. Selected individual level differentials

Member Non-member

Current age

Mean 35+ 34

< 30 (%) 30 40
>30 (Y) 70 60
Marital status

Currently marnied (Yo} 89 39
wid/diviaban/sep. o} 11 £
literacy

Mear ) i I
No schooling (V) 2T 7

1-5 years (%) i8 13

6 + vears (% 5 5
Write and read (%) 23 23
Living children

Mean . 3.0 2
None (%; i3 20
1-2 {%) 22 28
3-5 {%: 52 40
6~ ("h} 13 2
Occupation

Cnly huusewurk (“n) 92 34
Ltabour saie (%) 3 3
Skilled sarvices (%) graw
Note: "' ‘. " g=n-te signtheance ar 0.001, 0.01 and U.05 levai respectively

12 BRAC loan refers 1o cumulative fod
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Table 2a. Selected household level differentials

Member Non-member
Household head’s education
Can sign (%) 32 51
Write and read (%) 68**~ 49
Household head’s marital status
Unmarried {%)} 1 1
Currently married (% 89 88
Not currently married (%) 10 11
Household head’s occupation
Farming (%! 1% 12
Labour*{ %! 39 39
Services (%) 8 8
Skilled services (%) 11 10
Housework (%) 12 16
Trade (%! 11 11
Others™(%!) 3 4
Household size
Mean 5.7 5.2
1-4 (%) 22 37
5+ (%) 68 63
Household land (dec.)
Mean 35.5** 21.8
No land (%4} 5 10
1-4 dec. (%} 26 22
5-49 dec. 'Y%) 50 60
50-149 dec. (%) 16 8
150 + dec. i%}) 3
Non BRAC credit (in last four
months)
Yes (%) 10 9
Na (%) 90 91
Note: ***, ** " denute significance at 0.001, 0.01 and 0.06 level respectively
: l;a;:;)ur includes both agriculture and non agnculture labour

*Includes unemployea, reured, disanted, old, student and chairman/membar

Table 2 shows that members are slightly older than the non-members. But are similar with
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respect to their marital status and years of schooling. However members have fewer
children than non-members despite being older. Members are more likely to be involved in
skilled services than non-members (Appendix A, Table 1). At the individual level, it is
apparent that members and non-members are almost similar except for the difference in

age and occupation.

The analysis of household characteristics indicate that education of the household heads
and land holding of member households differed significantly between member and non-
member households (Table 2). However, member and non-member households are quite
similar with regard to household head’s marital status and occupation, household size, and
households having non-BRAC loan. It also appeared that members came from better-off

households than non-members.

Differentials at indiviguai and househoid levels among members and non-members are
included in Appendix A.

.

Women’s ownership and control over assets

Table 3 and 4 look at the distribution of women’'s ownership and control over women'’s
productive assets at the aggregate level. Assets such as poultry, jewellry etc. are
commonly owned and considered as smail assets in terms ¢f value. Similarly assets such
as land, livestock, etc. «re not frequently owned by rural wemen since they are expensive.
These are considered big assets. We analyzed two indices for big and small assets

separately .
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Table 3.  Index for ownership of and control over big assets by age, years of schooling,
marital status and household heads occupational status

Index for ownership Index for control
1. Age <30 >30 30 >30
Gl 0.38 0.04 0.13
2. Schooling No 1-5 years 6+ years No 1-5 years 6+ years
schooling schooling
0.38 0.39 0.31 0.10 0.1 0.10
3. Marital Currently Wid/div/aban/sep Currently Wid/div/aban/sep
status married married
0.39 0.04 011 0.03
4 .Household Labour selling Non-labour selling Labour selling Non-labour selling
status hh~ hh hh hh
Q.24 0.36 0.10 0.11
5. Membership All age group All age group
status
Member 0).89*** 0.23%**
Non-member 0.35 0.11
*hh refers to househulds
Note: *** denotes significance it ©.001 level

Table 3 shows that women's ownership and control over big assets increases with age.
Currently married womsar: tend to cwn more big assets and have greater control over
those, but levels of schooling does not appear to effect either ownership or control. The
household head’s occupational status does not appear important in influencing women'’s

ownership and control over big assets.

However, when indices of ownership of and control over big assets are disaggregated
further by membership status, members are found to own significantly more big assets

and have greater contrs:: over them than non-members (see Table 9 in Appendix A ).
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Table 4. Index for ownership of and control over small assets by age, years of
schooling, marital status and household heads sccupational status

Index for ownership i Index for controi
1. Age <30 >30 <30 >30
1.03 0.97 0.10 0.10
2. Schooling No 1-5 6+ No 1-5 yvears 6+ years
schooling years years schooling
1.01 .11 1.21 0.10 0.07 0.10
3. Marital Currently Wid/div/aban/sep Currently Wid/div/aban/seo
status married married
1.11 1.00 0.10 0.00
4.Household Labour Non-labour Labour selling Non-labour
status selling hh”~ selling hh : hh selling hh
i
1.00 1.10 : C.10 0.10
5. Membership All age group ; All age group
status !
Member G B R : 0.1.3**
!
Non- 1.00 ] 0.70
member :
*hh refers to houseluids
Note: ** * denotes significance r .00 isvel

Women'’s ownership and control over small assets does not reflect the same pattern like
big assets (Tabie 4). Ownership and control over small assets such as poultry, jeweiry etc.
does not seem to have any association with women’s age or househoid head’'s
occupationai status. The oniy difference identified was in case of marital status. In both
cases, currently married women were slightly morg iikely (0 own more and have more
control over smiail asseiz. However, when indices for ownership and controt over small
assets are disagjregared by membership status, cnce again members own significantly

more and have greater cuentrol over small assets. {sse Table Sa in appendix A).
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Further analysis was undzrtaken to assess whether similar patterns appear in the case of
members categorised according to duration, intensity and type (Appendix Table 10 ) . But
it appears that in most cases, no difference exists amongst members. With regard to big
assets, members with only BRAC credit were likely to own more big assets than members
without credit or members with training and credit. Finally, non-members in villages in RDP

areas are found to own more assets than non-members in non-RDP area.

Discussion and Conclusion

This study is the part of larger study under BRAC-ICDDR,B Joint Research Project to
explore the pathways through which socioeconomic development effects human well-
being. Non-eligible non-members were intentionally excluded from the analysis since our
intention was to compare members with eligible non-members of similar socioeconomic

status.

BRAC strives ¢ uring at.ut positive changes in womsn'‘s lives through different types of
intervention. Such a.s through group experience and education aimed at increasing
women’s confidence and awareness of their sccici rights and responsibilities as the VO
members continue their association with BRAC, they are expected to play a more active
role in their households and communities {BRAC Report, 1997). Findings from this study
indicate that the economic status of women is changing as a result of participation in
RDP. Bivariate analyses oi indices expressing women's ownership and control over assets

suggest that members own more and have greater control over assets than non-members.

In the growing literature ¢: wvomen’s develojment, ~redit has been popularly viewed as an

instrument of w.men's < npowerment ( ses 4ag. Sen, England, 1997; Hashemi et al,
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1996). With credit women  are encouraged tc carry out different income generating
activities which bring about short-térm financial gains as well as long-term changes in
women'’s self confidence and economic value. Through participation in VO meetings, issue
based group discussions and training opportunities members gain confidence in group -

setting and establish an identity outside the family.

Although one might expect that levels of empowerment indicated by greater ownership
and control over assets would increase with duration of membership or degree of BRAC
involvement, this was nct indicated by the study. it may be that the four year period in
where RDP has been cperating is still too brief to expect dramatic changes in women's

lives.
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Appendix A.

Table 1 Individual characteristics of member and non-member

ue

member
non-member
All

Marital
statuy
member
non-member
All

No of living
children
member

non-member
Al

Years of
schooling

member
non-member
All

Occupation

member
non-member
All

N (Yol <3 vears (%) >30 vears (%) Me:n t-test
(£8.D.)
Member vs non-
member
498022y 30 70 35[+£10.3)
1797(78%) 40 60 34(£10.5] P<0.05
AR 38 62 35(+10.1]

N (o) Currently marricd (%) Wid/Div/Aban/Sep (%) t-test
49822y 89 i1 NS
179707%) 89 11

23vs ot 39 11
N (%) No child 12 3-5 6+ Mean t-test
(S [ () i"/u[ !iS.D-[
498,22y | 2 s2 13 3.0(£2.5]
1797078 gl A% 40 12 2|£2.3 P<0.01
37 42 I3 2.4/
AN AT ISrears  6racars Mean Write  t-test
schuoling( () (") !iS.D.) :!LI_(_'_
[ read
Yo

4UN22 B 18 N L1{#2.1] 23

i - 8 3 L1{£2.1] 23 NS
o205 o = % ; 11[+2.2] 23

N\ 1Y) Oniy_housework : %) Labour Skilled t-test

sitle «%a)  services(%)

4UR(22) 92 3 5
179778 94 3 P<.001

J2U5 (00, 94 g
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Table. 1a. Houschold characteristics of member and non-member

Literacv of the N (Vo)
househoid

head

member 108 (20
non-member 179778y
Al 2205 )
Marital status N ()
of the

household

head

member $uN a2
non-member 179778
Al 22951

Household size

member SN2
non-member | TR
Al AR N
Occupation of N Furm  Auri
v/, ¥ of
the hh head (%) ing [I_‘Ly'
member 498 iR N
(22
non-member 1797 5 ¢
(78)
All 2295
100,
Own land N (0 th dec.
member 4U8 (22 3
non-member 1797(78) o
All 22950100 7
Non- BRAC N (i
credit (in last
four moaths)
member
non-member
All

Can sizn (")

Write and read (%)

t-test

member vs non-

member
32 68
52 49 P<0.001
47 33
unmarricd Wid/Div/iAbhan/ t-test
(%) Sep (%
1 8 10
1 89 I NS
i N9 10
14 (%) S+ %) Mean (1) t-test
32 68 5.7[£2.4]
37 63 5.2[x1.9] NS
36 64 5.2(#1.9]
Non Al Service  Skilled House Trade Other/u t-test
agri  labour (%) services  work (Vo) nempli
lab (%) (O (%)
(%
21 s Y 11 12 1l 3
20 ‘ 8 (] 16 1 + NS
20 A i 15 11 3
i-bdec. 549 dec.  30-149 150 + Mean t-test
% (%) dec. dee. (%) (+8.D.)
(%)
26 50 16 3 35.5{=78.2]
22 60 8 2 21.8[x39.4] P<0.001
22 36 1 2 24.8[=50.7]
Yes (“4) No %) i-test
10 90
9 91 NS
9 9/




Table 2 Individual characteristics of members by duration of membership

Age

Duration 1°
Duration 2"
Duration 3'*
Al member

Non-member 1'¢
Non-member 2"’
All Non -
memberl

Marital status

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
All member

Non-member |
Non-member 2
All non-menmber

No of living

children(%)

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
Al member

Non-member 1
Non-member 2
All non-member

N () <30 vears (%o) 230 vears (%) Mean
(£8.D.)
1vs2
DRI 28 72 36[£9.21
Five2d 37 63 34£8.3]
2904549y 28 72 36(£8.31 NS
498¢101)) 30 70 35[£8.3]
NS (38 +3 57 34([£10.8]
{19y 37 63 34{{£10.2]
1797(100) 0 60 34[£10.5]
N\ (") Currently Wid/Div/iAhan/Sep
SHh 94 O
SRS 90 10 NS
29643 88 2
J98¢100) 89 11
e 88 i
a2y S9 1
170710 89 11
N Nochild 12070 3-M(Ye)  6H%) Mean
ifu) (£8.D.)
W i= 2w 43 14 3.2(£3.6]
gt ! ar 43 16 3.21£2.11
AU IRTRUV [ | 56 12 32!tl9|
498 L00) IR n 52 13 3.0{£2.5]
O 3N, 23 20 38 1! 2.6£2.6)
fiioro. i 2 41 I3 2.9[(£2.2]
17971y 20 2% 40 12 2.8 [£2.3]

t-test

1vs3

NS

1vs2

NS

x2-test

NS

NS

2vs3

NS

2vs 3

NS

'3 Those who are member :c: fes
M Those who arc muiber ior o
.

'* Those who are i .+

11

" Non-members in o0 .

thun one year
<t IWO vears
T e R WO Ve
Nouemembersin RIi i,
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Table 2 continued

Years of

schooling

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
All member

Non-member 1
Non-member 2
All non-member

Occupation

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
All member

Non-member 1
Noo-member 2
All non-member

N (")

N3
ol h
RUTR TS
4960 100)

OS8 (AX)
12y
1797

Ny

N3t
lo2dy
RUTSHRL B

U801

1

ORI,
1 G

1797t

No 1-5 vears
Schouling [&29)
il e
70 14
S0 i~
i 18
B, 2l
hit] o
7 18

Only housework

m

935
96
90
92

96
94

94

6+
Ye

i

T

Labour

satde("h)

dy 4= 1919

(g

Mean Write
+S.D. and read
75
1.3[+2.2) 29
1.3[£2.5] 26
1.3[£2.5] 21
L1{#2.1] 23
1.3[£2.3) 28
0.9[£2.0] 20
L1[+2.1] 23
Skilled
services(%)
lvs 2
3
2
6 NS
5
1
3

t-test

NS NS

P<0.001
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Table 2.a Household characteristics by duration membership

Literacy of the
household head

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
Al member

Non-member 1
Non-member 2

Al non-member

Marital status oh

the household head

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
All member

Non-member 1
Non-member 2
All non-member

Household size
Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3

All member

Non-member !
Non-member 2
All non-member

N (%)

SUITY
11924,
290139

193(100)

GXN (3N,
OGO
1797(100)

Hliterate

Can sign

(%)

o L 19 W
ta W~

W U -
- W

N (V) Unmarried Currently
(%) marricd (%)
NI | 93
1124 2 87
20039, | 89
JUS(LO0) ! 89
LNS (3N, 2 38
RO | S8
1797t ) 88
N & Vi -4%%) S+H(Y)
) Rt OO
s by 5 63
B L A L | OBy
JUSst o6y 2 68
QRN N, 37 063
I estngy 7 63
17" oy T 7R

Write and
read (%)

65
73
67
68

57
45
51

Win/Div/Aban/
Sep (%

6

11
10
10

10
11
11

Mcan (+8.D.)
5.1[£1.7)
5.2|+1.6}
5.5(x1.8]
571224
5.3[%2.1]

5.11£1.9]
5.2 [£1.9]

X2-test
1vs2 1vs3
NS NS

P<0.001
x2-test
1vs 1vs3
NS NS
P<0.05
t-test
NS NS
NS

NS
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Table 3 Individual characteristics of members by type of membership

Age N("%) <30 vears(s)  >30vears(%) Mean (+S.D.)
Tvs 2
Intensity 1™ 03 (13) 40 60 36{+10.4]
Intensity 2 293 (39) 33 67 35[£8.2|
Intensity 37" 140 (28) b/ "y 36[28.1] NS
All member 4907 (100) 30 0 36[=8.5/
Marital N("% Currently marricd Wid/Div/Aban/Sep
status (V) (%)
Intensity 1 63 (13) 8y 11
Intensity 2 293 (39) 91 9 NS
Intensity 3 140 128) N5 15
All 496 (100) 89 11
member
Nu. of N No child 1-2 (Vo)  3-5(%) 6+ (%) Me:an
living (%) (+S.D.)
children
Intensity 1 TREN &Y 14 25 48 9 29(= 1Y)
Intensity 2 295 15 1 2z 30 16 3.4(£2.5]
Intensity 3 140028 = i 30 9 3.0/% 1.9/
Al iy i) PR 22 Ay I+ 32(22.3]
member
Year of Nt i) 1-5 veurs o Mean vears  Write and
schooling schooling (Yo veirs of schooling  read (%Y%)
() (Vo) (+S.D.)
Intensity | T3 24 3 1.2]+2.2) 27
Intensity 2 b 8 15 O Lofx 2.1} 21
Intensity 3 Lin e 23 4 L2 29
£ Y%
All 190 s 18 ] L1{+2.1] 23
member i10t)
Qccupition N () Only housew ok Labour sale Skilled
(%) (Y0) services (%)
Intensity ) Pel™ 97 3 =
Intensity 2 SOl 94 3 3
Intensity 3 40 (2X) 86 4 10
All 1907 £ 100) 92 3 5
member

NS

NS

t-test
1vs3

NS

NS

1vs3

NS

NS

x2-test

P<0.05

2vs3

NS

P<0.05

2vs3

NS

NS

P<0.0!}

* [WO Cilses are missinge

5 Member who doce 1.
4 j
" Merber who hirs .
2
" Memiber who .

wne BRA(C
A loan
o loan e ralning

ioan
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Table 3a Household Characteristics by type of membership

Literacy of the N W) Hiterate (%) Can yign _onlv (% Can write and
household head read (%)
1vs2
Intensity 1 63l n - 30 64
Intensity 2 293 (3 - 32 68 NS
Intensity 3 140 2N, - 29 it
All member 4967 (100)) - 32 68
Marital status of N Unmarried Currently Win/ Div/
the household (%) married(%) Aban/Sep (%)
head
Intensity 1 63 (1%, - 89 1
Intensity 2 293 3y 2 Y0 8 NS
Intensity 3 140 (2N ! 89 10
Al member 4967 (11it}) / 89 10
Household size N(%o) 1-4(%) S+(Ya) Mean(+S.D.)
Intensity 1 63 (13 44 56 5.1[£2.2)
Intensity 2 TR 1D % 28 T2 5.5{£ L.7] NS
Intensity 3 140y (2N 33 63 3.2 1.7)
Al member 4967 (1:10) 82 08 54(+1.8
Occupation of N Farn: veri Non AN sery.  Skilled  House Trade  Other/
the hh head (%) ing Lab  agvi. lab "u)  services  work (%) unempl
[T e Labh our (%) (Y0) (W)
Intensity | 63 (13) 1 P& - s 4| 18 9 3
Intensity 2 293 (39) 48 pu 2 43 8 Y 9 il 3
Intensity 3 140 (28) o ] 35 ¢ 10 13 12 -
Al 496* g & o 2 i i4 11 !
member (100)
Own land N{%) D-tiee 1-4 dec 549 :tee S0-149 dee 150+ dec Mean
B %53 [ ("4} !o/n[ j:t:S.D.)
Intensity 1 63 (13) 23 47 23 30.2{= 349}
Intensity 2 293 24 3 13 5 37.8(£82.7}
(59)
Intensity 3 140 : i 51 14 2 32.9[£83.5]
(28)
All member J96* 2, 4Y n 4 33.5[£785.4)
(100}
Non-BRAC credit N Yes (%) No(%)
1vs2
Intensity 1 63 i’ Y o1
Intensity 2 293 1579 2 9t NS
Intensity 3 L4 2N ] DT}
All member S96°% Ll 9 91

- test
1vs3 2vs3
NS NS
-test
NS NS
t-test
NS NS
£-test
fvs2 1vs3 2vs3
P-C.05 P-<0.05 P<0.05
t-test
N§ NS NS
{-test
1ve3 2vs3
NS NS
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Table 4 Individual charateristics of member by eligibility of membership

Age

Eligible
member
Non eligible
member
All member

Marital status

Eligible
member
Non cligible
member
All member

No. of living

children

Eligible-
member
Non cligible
member
All member

Years of

schooling

Eligible
member
Non cligible
member
All member

Occup.tion

Eligible
member
Non cligible
member
All member

N (%)

298 (100)

<3JOvrs (Vo) >30vrs(%) Mean (+S.D.)
32 68 34[£ 8.3]
25 75 385[£ 10.3]
30 70 35(+9.0/

N{(%%) Currently married (%)  Wid/Div/Aban/Sep (%
WS NY 11
143029) N 11
9N (1040) NY 11
Nty no_child 1-2 (%) 3-5 6+ (%) Mean
%) 1% i‘S.D
=5 T {3 25 3 11 3.0£2.5]
28 B, I8 AR 17 3.5[£2.09
49N (1 00) 13 22 i 13 3.0{+2.5]
Nt no 1-3 vears ot Mean Write
schooling (o) vears (1S.D.) and read
%) %) (%)
$2.70 sS4 14 2 0.7[.0% 16
1.6]
29y 39 29 12 2.1(+2.8] 42
JYN (i) i 18 3 1.9(+ 3.0/ 24
MUY Housework Labour (") Skilled
(%) services (%)
3470 Yl 5
I ™42 93 4
195 1on) 92 4

t-test

P<0.001

NS

NS

P<0.001

P<0.01
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Table 4a  Household characteristics by eligibility of membership

the
household
head
Eligible 3
member

Non eligible |
member
Al member

Marital
status of the
household
head

Eligible 3
member

Non eligible |
member
All member
Household

N{%)

55(7hH

43 (29

198 (100)

N(%)

43 (29)

498 (100)

N(%)

size

Eligible 3
member

Non eligiblc 1
member
All member

Occupa N
tion of (&)
the hh

head

Non 3
eligible (2N
member

All J98
member (100)

'h

3371,

43 (29

198 (100)

fHiterate (%)

Can sign (%)

{ nmarried

Currenily married

Non

:l;‘l‘i.
lab
(%)

29

")
Y
o
Y
& = (“ Il"
»;lvt
M)
59
A Scerrice  Skilled
[ubour [y Aervices
F) (Vo)
32 B 1}
10 . 5]
9 11

Write and read (%) fi’!
63
81 P<0.001
69
Wid/Div/iAban/Sep (%)
10 NS
9
16
Mean (+S.D.)
5.21.0x% 16| P<0.001
5.8[= 1.9
5.7(+2.4)
House Trade Qther/ x*-test
work (%) unempl
% Yo
9 1 | P<0.001
18 16 4
12 12 -
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Table 5 BRAC input characteristics by type of membership

Membhership

status

Intensicy 1
Intensity 2
Intensity 3
All member

Intensity |
Intensity 2
Intensity 3
All member

Intensity 1
Intensity 2
Intensity 3
All member

Intensiry |
Intensiey 2
Intensity 3
All menmber

Intensity 19!
Intensity 2
Intensity 3
All member

V("n!

o3 (13
293 (3Y)
(40 (2%)
496 (100)

N
{i.‘ (l?‘)
293 (3Y)
L) (28)
s90 (101)

;\l"/o[

W13

AURE DI
i (280
S90 (104)

N%)

T i
(59

S0 (2N

L 10y

N( 13
ditvsi )

2EFF - -

11O (25 40
490 14
(1),

Elisible member (%) t-test
1vs 2 1vs 3 2vs 3
62
72 NS NS NS
74
=7

Can sign only (%)

41
63 P<0.001  P<0.01 NS
38
60

Whether have BRAC savings

Yesi's) Mean (+S.D.)
84 317]£309.8]
Y3 521{+307.8] P<0.001 P<0.001 P<0.001
93 TO8]+ 425.9]
92 548(+365.2]
Shett: o have BRAC loan (in last four months)
Yes(“o. Mean (+£8.D.)
3 337 0)= 330.3)
3 2000 5[£935.1]  P<0.00l  P<0.001  P<0.001
3 3039.01+ 1242.6]
o 31320+ 1091.9]
4=0 iy T+ dany Mean
s g (£8.D.)
2 1.0{.0£ 18]
28 26 7.7+ 8.4 - P<0.601 =
v N 2.3[+ 5.6/

©TNHIC CASOS BNl ity

mensiiy 3

sty but they

10l hiive ZRAC loan. Therefore they arc not considered as
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Table 6 BRAC input characteristics by duration of membership

Membership

status

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
All member

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
All member

Duration 1
Duration 2
Duration 3
All member

Durution 1
Durartion 2
Duration 3
All member

Duration |
Duration 2

Duration 3
All meember

N (Vo) Eligible member (%) f-test
1vs 2 tvs 3
BT 0
P 1924, 67 NS NS
20659 3
J98(1061) B
(%) Can sien onls (%)
2317 48
PI9(24: 4 NS P<0.01
Tan( Sy 00
JYS(LI0; ol
Whether have BRAC savings
Ny Vo) Yes("o) Mean (£8.D.)
LEA e Sy 359.6]% 268.0]
o oo B 88 SuuN|£283.0] P<0.001  P<0.00]
2 A, 4 o3 32 338.3]
SN 92 SSu.fx370.4)
Whethier have BRAC loan
(in iust four months)
N0 ) Yes(tor Menn (£8.D,)
74T 39 Judl Nz 3379
g s 32 31277 2= 10693 P<0.05 NS
AT V¥ 2n I TIE1270.3)
45100 37 S NL338.3)
N(% . 13 4-6 T+ havs Mcan
duvs davs ¥ (£S.D.)
%) !‘f/u )
8317 i - - LiLox
0.0]
119(2=. o 3 L0
29
296(3. i3 4 331£6.81  P<0.01 P<0.00i
S98(1 i i+ 9 - 25§+ 35.0f

2vs 3

NS

NS

P<0.001

NS

P<0.91

308

L.
(]



Table 7 BRAC inputs characteristics by eligibility of membership

Membership status

Eligible member
Non cligible member
All member

Eligible member
Non cligible member
All member

Eligible member
Non cligible member

All member

Eligibic member
Non cligible member
All member

N(%o)

——

35571
143 (29)
498 (100)

N(%)
I h
143129

198 (100)

N("Y)

3357 hH
143 (29

498 (100)

E
T4 (29

498 (100)

S

Can ~ivn onlv (%)

63
49
60

Whether have BRAC savings

Yes(Y) Mean (3S.D.)
93 545.2[£ 345.7]
$Y 541.5[+ 288.4]
Y2 350.0[{+ 338.3]

Whether have BRAC loan
(in Tast four months)

Yes() Mean (S.D.
30 3347.0(%
1004.3]
2 3148.6[+
1031.8]
Z4 3155.0(+ 338.3/
4-0 “—davs  Mean (+S.D.)
Y 7 23 [£5.5]
9 s 2.2|= 5.9
29 25 2.3(£ 5.6/

Xx2-test

P<0.01

t-test
NS

NS

NS
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Table 8

Index for ownership of and control over big and small asset by age,

years of schooling. marital status and household head’s occupational status

Age

Schooling

Marital
status

Houschold
status

Houschoid
status

Age

Schouling

Marital
status

Househuold
status

Houschold
status

Big assets

Index for asset ewnership
<3 >3

031 (L34 0.38 (11.64)

no 1-5 years 6+ rears
schooling
0.33 039 (0.04) 0.31.0.3%
(.eh

Currently narricd  Wid/divianan/sep.

0.39 (G} .04 (¢ 21
Non Labou: selling
Ith
O30« uh

Liabour seliing hh
034 (Lol
Non service hh

Service hh

030 ¢ %y (.34 (4 o

Index for asset control
<30 >30
0.04 (0.14) 0.13 (0.33)

no 1-5 years 6+ years
schooling
10 (0.40) 0.11 0.10 {0.62)
(0.50)
Currently Wid/div/aban/sep.

married

0.11 (0.44) .03 (0.08)

Labour sclling hh Non labour selling
hh
0.10 (0.43) 0.11(0.42)

Service hh Nou service hh

8,16 (0.63) Ul (0.42)

Smiad! asset

Inde for asset ownership

< 3! >3
1O3 (7% 0.97 00 S
no J-3 sears 6~ eurs
schooling
.01 L™ 121 0,085
(0.79)

Currently marvied  Wid/divialian/sep.

LHE (75 LOO 6 2

Labour seiling hb Non labou: selline
hi
Qo =7, .10 0 7y,

Service ith Nou service hh

VIO s f.1o S

Figures in the parcaibicses

Sabnnaind deviation

310

Index for asset control
<30 >3

110 (6.13) 0.10 (0.39)

no 1-5 vears 6+ vears
«chualing
a1 0.53) 0.07 .10 (0.13)
(0.29)
Currently Wid/div/aban/sep.

married

G V.3 Q.60 (0.00

Labour selling hh Non labour seliing
hh
0,10 (0.14) 010 {060}

Service hh Non service hh

ol (0.3 0L (0.48)

35



Table 9

Index for ownership of and control over big asset by age, years of

schooling, marital status and household head’s occupational status

according to membership status

Index “or asset ownership
Age <3 >3 Al
Member 0.83 (0.60) 0.9: 0.89 (0.73)
(0.7%:
Non- 0.21 (0.46) 0.2 0.335 (0.61)
member (048
P<0.001 P<0.unt P<0.001
Schooling no 1-5 veurs 6+ vears
schooling
Member 091 (V.73 0.8 0.92 (0.65)
(0,72
Non- 0.21 (0.47) 2= 0.21(0.37)
member (0.5
P<0.001 P<iin P<i.om
Marital Currentl Wid/div/aban/sep.
status mavried
Member 098 (0 7 T3
Non- 023 (0.4 0021 13)
member
P<u.001 NS
Houschold Labour sell v mon Labour selling,
status lth hh
Member 091 .73 {138 1 7))
Non- 0.21 (U 4u) 022 (0 48)
member
P<0.001 P<tLind
Household Service ha Non service hh
status
Member L.04 (U 83) 08707
Non- 0.30 (0.8 0211 47)
member

P<0.001 <0001

Index for asset control

<30
010 (0.17)

0.03(0.13)
P<0.001

no schooling

0.21 (0.38)
0 10 (0.33)
P<i)Lii0]

Currently married

0,23 (0.71)
.10 (1.32)

P<0.001

Lubour selling hh

318 (0.37)
911041

P<0.001
Service hh

033 (1.24)
L1 (0. 13)

P<.001

>30 Al
0.31(0.84) 0.23 (0.70)
0.10 (0.41) 0.11 (0.45)
P<0.001 P<0.001
1-5 years 6+ years
0.30 (0.86) 0.37 (1.34)
0.10 (0.34) 0.02 (0.08)
P<0.001 P<0.001
Wid/div/aban/sep.
0.11(0.14)
0.02 (0.05)

NS

Nan labour selling hh

0.26 (0.78)
0.05 (0.25)

P<0.001
Non service hh

0.21 (0.62)
0.10 (9.33)

P<0.001

Figures

in the paren buses an standard deviation
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Table 9a

Index for ownership-of and control over siall asset by age, years of

schooling, marital status and household head’s occupational status

accor-ing to membership status

Age

Member

Non-
member

Schooling

Member

Non-
member

Marital
status

Member
Non-
member

Houschold
status

Member
Non-
member

Household
status
Member
Non-
member

Index {or asset ownership

<30 >30 Al
1.30 (0.75) 123 1.24 (0.78)
((UR R
0.11 .74 0.90 100 (0.78)
(0.79,
P<0.001 P<). 001 P<i.o0f
no 1-3 years O+ vears
schooling
1.20 (0.80) 1.43 1.63 (0. 71)
(LT
0.10 (0.78) 0.9¢ 1.07 (0.63)
(0.7
P<().tM11 P<t.001 P<0.001

Currently
married

140 (070
LO3 (0.7

P<th.om

Labour selling
hh

L2 75y
L0 (.78

P<).001
Scrvice hh

L3 (s
L.O4 (0.7

NS

Wid/div/aban/sep.

1.00 (1 23)

FGO(0.27)
NS

Son Lthour selling
hu

PAS N
LAY (0,76

P<0.001
Non service hh

P2340.77)

O 0.77)

P<0.001

Index for asset control

<30

1t (0.23)
05 (0.12)
P<, 001

no schooling

0.12(0.79)
006 (0.42)
P<0.08

Currently married

014 (0.78)
0,10 (11.39)

P<t, 08

Labiour selling hh

IRERTURAN
004 (0.11)

P<.01
service hhy

218 (0.73)
410 (0.75)

P<0.0S

0.140.87)
0.06 (0.47)
P<0.05
1-5 years
0.16 (0.57)

0.03(0.11)

All
0.13 (0.74)

0.10 (0.49)
P<0.01

6+ years

0.13 (0.27)
0.04 (0.04)
P<0.05

Wid/div/aban/sep.

0.00 (0.01)
0.00 (0.01)

NS

Noa labour selling hb

0.20 (0.94)
0.10 (0.47)

P<,08
Non service hh

.12 (0.74)
0.10 (0.39)

P<0.05

Figures in the parcutheses are standard deviation
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Table 10

intensity, eligibility of member and non-membership status

Index: for ownership of and control over big and small asset by duration,

Big Asset

Index for {ndex for

ownership control
Membership g2 Ivs 3 2vs3 lvs 2 lvs 3 2vs3
status
Duration 1 0.92 (0.84) 130 11.96)
Duration 2 0.86 (0.70) NS NS NS i 19(0.76) NS NS NS
Duration 3 0.90 (0.7 1122 (0.58)
Intensity 1 0.70 (0.56) 0EL.13)
Intensity 2 0.93 (0.75)  P=0 035 NS NS 0 23(0.73) NS NS NS
Intensity 3 0.89 (V.73 0 30 (0.78)
Eligible 0.85(0.72) NS 0 21100.76) NS
member
Non eligible 0.98 (0.75 131 0.86)
member
Non-member 1 0.30(0.54 P-0.001 ¢ 100.33) NS
Non-member 2 0.20(0.4 21 Go1O (0.29)

Small Asset

Index for tadex for

ownership control
Membership 2 Ivs 3 2vs3 lvs 2 lvs 3 2vs3
status
Duration 1 113 (.73 0, 13)
Duration 2 1.31 (0.8 AN NS NS 240141 NS NS NS
Duration 3 1.30 (U.°8 034
Intensity 1 130 (0.7 0o 17
Intensity 2 1.22 (0.7% NN NS NS L. 10) NS NS NS
Intensity 3 130 (0.8 CHL30)
Eligible 1.21 (0,79 P<0.001 (3083 NS
member
Non eligible L41 (075 4Ty
member
Non-member 1 1.08(0.70) P<0.001 0o 0.38) NS
Non-member 2 1.02(0.75) S0, 10)
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Table 11 Contribution to household income and mean income in last 7 days by
duration. intensity, eligibility of member and non-membership status
Membership N Have contribution (%) Me:n income t-test
status |+ S.Dj}
member vs non-member
All member 4u8 68 [8.6 [£63.5]
All non-member Rt 41 6.2 |£279] P<g.g01
Total 2293 45 8.9 [+38.8/
lvs2 1vs3 2vs3
Duration 1 82 45 12.5 [£39.6)
Duration 2 119 57 105 [£31.7] NS NS NS
Duration 3 290 79 23.4 [£76.6]
Total 498
Intensityl 63 71 332104
Intensity 2 293 64 158 [£47.1] P<0.05 P<0.05 P<0.05
Intensity 3 140 76 31.2 [+96.8/
Total 4946
Eligible member 333 04 17.7 | 50.1) NS
Non eligible 147 78 20.5 |+ 88.2)
member
Total dus
Non-member 1 O 38 69 [+ 26.5] NS
Non-member 2 Livw 34 3.8 [+28.8/
Toral 17%7
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Appendix B.

Sampling strategy:

Selection of villages: In all, 14 villages were chosen out of the 60 viilages in the DSS
area (where baseline survey was done). While sampling two types of villages were
excluded: villages which would be at risk of river erosion in the near future and villages
which were situated on both sides of the embankinent. Thus, out of these 14 villages, 9

were from outside the embankment, 4 from inside the embankment and 1 from both sides

of the embankment.
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Appendix C

INDEX ON OWNERSHIP

Ownership Score
Yes - 1
No 0
For 6 ‘big’ assets Maximum score 6

Minimum score O

Index of ownership for cach women _ Aggregate scores (for each asset)
Range Oto 6

Mean of index for any sub-group - Total score of any women in sub-group
Number of women in any sub-group

INDEX ON CONTROL

Score %
Asset Ownership Abiiity 1o sell Ability to use
Yes 1 1 1
No 0 0 0
For ‘big’ assets Maximum 18
Minimum 0
Index of control - Score cf asset 1 . ....asset2 P + .-+ Score of

asset 6 for each individuat Total women  .....
Total women
women Jwning asset i asset 2 owning asset 6

Note: For both the ownsz:ship and ontrci index, trew sfer to individual women. So the mean for
any sub group refers to an average women of any ~.ub jroup.
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Women'a Control Over Productive Assets: Role of Credit Based
Development Interventions

Samiha Huda and Simeen Mahmud

Abstract

This paper examines the degres to which participation in RR AC's development
intereventions has any impact on women's ownership and control over assets. Information
was collected under BRAC-ICDDR.B joint research project at Matlab during April- August
1993 through structured interview. In addition to socio-economic and demographic
characteristics. information regarding ownership and control over assets was elicited from
2295 currently matried women between 15-55 years of age of whom 22% were BRAC

members.

Bivariate distribution comparing members and non-members in terms of asset ownership
and control were assessed through use of indices. Women's assets were categorized into big
and small according to their relative value. findings reveal that women's ownership and
control over big assets increased with age. Currently married women tend to own more big
assets and have greater control over those. but levels of schooling did not appear to effect
either ownership or control. The household head's occupation was not an important factor
in influencing women's ownership and control over big assets. Women's ownership and
control over small assets were not found to have any assocaition with women's age or
houschold head's occopational status. When compared with cligble non-members, BRAC
members appeared to have greater ownership and control over assets, (both big and small).
However. no difference was seen amengst members in terms of ownership and contrel

over assets while BRAC membership was categorized according to duration, intensitv and
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Executive Summary

Background: In the context of rurali Bangladesh women, who generaily have a very
low status compared to men, usually do not own assets. The inheritance law, limited
opportunities for gainful employment, lack of access to market and public domain, etc.
constrain women’s direct ownership of asset. Even when they own assets, have very
little control as these are managed by male family members. Therefore, access to
productive assets is considered to be a key indicator of the process of women's
empowerment. BRAC's Rural Development Programme (RDP) works with the belief
that the poor can be empowered if provided with training and financial assistance.
The present paper examined whether RDP has any impact on women’s overall
ownership and control over assets.

Methodology: The data for this study originated from the BRAC-ICDDR,B Joint
Resaerch Project on socioeconomic developemnt and human well-being. A pre-tested
structured questionnaire was administered to 2,295 ever married women between 15-
55 years to collect information on on women’s savings and loans, participation in
income earning activities, familiai and environmental crises and coping strategies,
mobility, household decision making, poiiticali and legal awareness, ownership of
assets, violence against women. Two indexes were constructed. The ownership index
was constructed on the basis of the information on ownership of assets by women.
The control index was based on three piece of information regarding each asset -
ownership, ability to sell without husband’s permission and ability to use the money
from sale. To explore the influence of RDP on women’s ownership and control over big

and small assets , bivariate analysis was done.

Resulits: Age, year of schooling, marital status, and household head’s occupational
status were found to be strongly associated with women’s ownership and control over
big and small assets. BRAC members were found to own and control more big and
small assets compared to non-members. No significant difference among members
was found when categorized according to the duration and intensity of membership.

Four years of RDP operation appearec toc be not enough to make differences between
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different categories of members. But the findings from the analysis certainly indicate
that there is influence of RDP on woemen's ownership and control over assets in their

lives.

Conclusion: Participation in RDP has a role in positively influencing ownership and
control over assets. In other words, BRAC’'s RDP appears to have an impact in terms
of women’s empowerment since increased asset ownership and control is considered
to be an empowering experience., The household socioeconomic factors need to be
controiled in assessing impact of participation in RDP on women'’s living. Therefore,
there is scope to see how each factor influence women'’s overall status by multivariate
analysis and identify influence of those on women’s ownership and conrol over assets
in future.
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