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Introduction 

It is often believed that Non-Governmental 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 1 (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). 

BAAC's Rural Development Progr"'mme (RDPI is an integrated devel~pment 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 the 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 

BRAG's Village Organizations (V0) 3 which are established to mobilize their collective 

strength with a view to empowering them to be self reliant (Khan, Chowdhury and Bhuiya, 

1997). An average VO consists of 30 members all residing usually in the same village or 

1 This research on rural credit programmes and women' s ampowerment in Bangladesh suggests .:hat rural credit empowers 
women through strengthening their economic roles, increas1ng their ab1lity to contribute to their fam1lies support and through 
other mechanisms. 
2 Credit is a major component ot RDP's approach to development. The provision ot credi t to the rural poor is viewed not only 
as an end, but also as a means towards the process of institut~o~ building and meeting the basic needs of the poor. (cited 
from Zaman, Rahtnan . Hussain and Rana, 1995i . 
3 VO members meet once in every two weeks to discuss credit and savings. They have personal interaction with other 
members and programme people. They discuss various local, social and economic issues which affect their lives. 



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 featured 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 norms4
• 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 .:-.eluded 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 me8sure/definc women's status and empowerment using proxy indicators such 

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

4 
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 othdr things that "" important to one's well 
being, family etc . L~ws and institutional rules can both empower or dosempower women. The very nature of a l"w or 
institutional rule will giva direction to women's empowerment or disempowern1ent. Finally, informal norms as. indicators of 
empowerment affect w::1men's stC.£liS. 
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According to Mason this is because women's status and empowerment may refer to e 

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. 5 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 relationship 

between credit and empowerment. They used 'loan control' as an indicator of women's 

empowerment and conclude that the different stages of a woman's iife cycle, the nature 

of investment activity isuch 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 the only tool for empowerment6 (Rahman, 1986, cited in Goetz and 

Gupta, 1996). 

Clearly, cont~ol over economic resources 7 (whether household income, women's own 

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

5 
Tho indicators to::. .,,.,asure women ' s ampow .. rment defined by th~ <!Utt.ors ar": 1J fr.,edom of mobiiity, 21 economic 
security, 3) ability to make <>mall purchase. <liability to rnake larger purchases, 5)participation .n important family 
decisions , 61 retauve freedom frcm domonatrof" by the famil~·. 71 politrcal and legal awaraness and 8) participation in 
political campaignq and public protems. 

0 
Even V'Jhere .a won1nn ts controiling the loan Cwhtch she has t.Jio".en) , her scatus wtthin that particul~r household increases 
only because o(hers acknowledge her as a source of income. 

It is alsll assumttd rhat the deyree of women's access to and ~.:onrrol over maceriil resources (such as food , income, land 
and other forms cf weaith) ancJ to social resources (such as knowledge, power and presTige) within familv, in t:he 
ocmmunity, and in the socir.tv at large determine women' s ~tatus !Mason. cited in f:leckar 11997!. For iurther detail see 
~iascn n 986) "The stat,Js of women: Conc~ptual and merhodr,logical issuas in demographic studi!!s' Sociological Forum 
112) ; 284-300. 
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for women's empowerment. In the context of rural Bangladesh where women generally 

have a very low status compared to 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. 

279 



Conceptual framework 

The following analytical framework is used for the analysis (rig. 1 ): VO membership _ 

enhance as women's status8 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 employment and participation in other 

sectoral activities) will enhance women's decision making authority, access to resources, 

awareness. mobility etc. ; and as a result 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 village9
• Since socioeconomic 

and demographic factors are known to influence women's status within the household 

over and above the effect of participation in RDP, several background variables at the 

individual and household level have been inciL:ded . It is also expected that these 

background variables may influence the outcome of interest. namely ownership and control 

over productive assets. and hence differences in tr.ern need to be accounted for . 

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

• 'S.tatus' itse\f is a complex concep ~ since- it \acks concrete definition tFor detailed di~cus~ion on women' s status see Chen 
and Mahmud. 1995 ar.d Mahmud , i 9941 . 
9 RDP has scmft stri c t t1iigibilit'( cri te ria t e e '" illa ~ ar~ to receive lfl ons. Househnids po-ssessing ;e-s~ than 0 .'5 azr~ t\f land and 
sulling manual lrtb•.J 'H tor at htast 10 0 days a 'l ~ ·'H i~ consicJ~red eligible. 
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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. 

Z8l 
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Figure 1': 

Background 

An analytical framework for assessing effect of RDP on women's 

control over productive assets 

Inputs 

~0 membership 

0 Savings 
0 Credit 
0 Training 

Indicators 

variables 'V 
Process 

Women's status within 
f-...-----l the household 

Outcome 

Control over productive aesets 

1 
Impact 

Empowennt:nl 

2.82: 
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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 10
• The women were chosen from 14 

randomly selected villages out ot tne 60 villages in the ICDDR,B Demographic Surveillance 

System (DSSl area where the base line survey 11 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 all households of the 14 villages. There were 3,831 

women respondents altogether. A structured questionnaire was used to collect information 

on women's savings and loans. participation in income earning and wage work and 

expenditure, familial and environmental crises and coping strategies, ch1ld care, water and 

:o Fnr huther dttta1 ls nnout the 2 RAC -!CDDR ,B j aint Research Project see Chowdhury !!t al , 1995 . Working paper No .. e. 
11 See BRAC·ICDDR .B ! 1994) S · . ~ ' '' " " ""om'" dcv elopmEint and health· a JOin t 8AAC-!CDDR.B rEtsearch proJect: baseline 
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sanitation, mobility, political and legal awareness, decision making regarding sma!l and big 

purchase, ownership of assets, violence against women, participation in pretest, 

relationship with natal home, and fertility and reproductive health. Household information 

for individual women was taken from the household 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 control variables 

were applied in comparing member and non-member differences. 

Membership is characterized bv duration, intensity and type. These three aspects of 

membership are assumed to be Important in mediating RDP effect on women's Jives. 

Members were divided into three groups according to duration of membership (in month). 

Intensity of membership was based upon BRAC inputs ~eceived (lntensity1 =members with 

savings but no BRAC credit; lntensity2 =members w1th BRAC credit, and intensity3 = 

members with BRAC credit and who have received some form of training such as 

sectoral training, legal awareness training, etc.). Members were also differentiated 

according to BRAC's household eligibility critaria (BRAC eligible members and BRAC non-

surv.,y, Mat!ab, ·, Cl9l. . 
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eligible members). 

1\lon-members include eligible non-members in two different settings i.e. non-members in 

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

Construction of index for women's ownership and control over asset 

Women's assets were categorized into big and small according to their relative value. Big 

assets included land, livestock, cash, big trees, boat, and sewing machine. Small assets 

included poultry, 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 0 to 6 anrl for small assets is from 0 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 iyes 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 by women in 

the survey villages, with the intention of allowir.g for the fact that assets which were 

285 
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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 0-1 8 and for small assets from 0 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 

quantity 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' .-;. perce1.iuon 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 

Membershie ~caws &. .22 

Member .J98 22 

Non-member 1797 78 

Total 2295 100 

Mcmhcrshi11 (h\· tiUI'alinnl &. .22 
Less tlwn one yc:~r x:~ li 

1-2 n:ar:; I I 'J 24 

Mort" than 2 yt:ar~ 2W· 59 

Memlu:l'ship ! h\' inrcnsil''l &. % 

With "" HI</\C lo;w (,3 I ' ·' 
With BR t\C lo:~n 1111 1' 21J) )') 

With HR.\C lo:~n and trainin!! ].IIJ 2X 

Memh•·•·ship (ll\' 1"\' f>l' l &. % 

Eligibk mc.~nhcr :155 /I 

Non dig.thk mcmh..:r j.(; 2'J 

Nnn-mcmhcrshijl status &. .22 
RDP an.:" 6XX .l C) 

Non-IU)]> area I I' •'J 61 

Of all the women in this study !N = 2.295). 22% were BRAC members and 78% were 

non-members . More than halt of BRAC members (59%1 were members for more than two 

years. The second largest group (24%l 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 over one year. 

.... . · 287 
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In categorizing members according to intensity, it was found that majority (59%1 of the 

members had only received BRAC loans 12
• The second largest group (28%) were those 

with BRAC loan and training. Only 1 3% 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 Js• 34 

s; 30 (% ) 30 40 

>30 (% 1 70 flO 

Marital status 

CtJrrentl y marflf!d ! '~bj i:l~l :3 9 

wid/d1v ifltlarl/SeJJ. :'Yoi 11 . i 

literacy 

Mea11 1. 1 : 1 

No sdwoling ;ub i 77 77 

1-5 y e;!fs (%i i B I " " 
6 -t- · ·te<lrS (o/n, 5 .'} 

\'Vrite anc1 rea<1 (~·o: 23 23 

Living children 

Mean 3.0 ·; _z .. 
None~~~; 13 20 

1·2 i%1 22 23 
3-5 \0 b! 52 40 

6- ( ~ '.~I 13 ;2 

Occupation 

Cnly 11uiJSt!Wt lr k l".,,J n 'J4 
Labm1r saie (~'o l 3 -> 

Skilh·:<1 s~rvic~s i.J·~ ~ -~ 5 ..... 

Nott!: 

13 



Table 2:\. Selected household level differenti:lls 

Household head's education 

Can sign (o/ol 

Write and read (o/o) 

Household head's m,7riral status 

Unmarried i %} 

Currently married ( % ) 

Not currently married (%) 

Household head's occupation 

Farming i%1 

Labour!%! 

Services !%) 

Skilled services (%1 

Housework !%1 

Trade (% l 

Others"( %! 

Householcl size 

Mean 

1·4 (%) 

5+ (%) 

Household land (dec. 'l 

Mean 

No land\";,) 

1·4 dec. i %) 

5·49 dec . ' %i 

50·149 dec. 1%1 

150 +de c. i % 1 

Non BRAC credit !li1 last four 
months/ 

Yes (%1 

No (%1 

Member 

32 

68··· 

89 

10 

15 

39 

9 

11 

12 

11 

3 

5.7 

32 

68 

35 .5 •• 

5 

26 

50 

16 

3 

10 

90 

Note: • • •, • •, • den11 t e ~ignifi ~ "''~;ti at O.OOi. 0.01 ;:u,d 0.0'3 level resp~ctivelv 
.a. Labour includes boll) i.IIJriculturr-: ;md non agnculture lubour 
t <1% 
•\nciudes unemploy~a . re[lred , dl:sctDied , nld . c;tudent and chairmRnfm3mbar 

Non-member 

51 

49 

1 

88 

1 i 

12 

39 

8 

10 

16 

11 

4 

5.2 

37 

63 

21.8 

10 

22 

60 

8 

9 

91 

Table 2 shows chat 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 hoLJseholds 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-mernbers. 

Differentials at 1ndividua1 and household 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 distriblltion 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 ·~onsidered as small assets :n terms of value. Similarly assets such 

as land, livestock. etc . . :r!~ not frequentlv ow:1ed by rural vvomen since they are expensive. 

These are considered b;g 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 

1. Agg 

2. Schooling 

3. Marital 

ill!Yi 

4.Household 
status 

5. Membership 
illl!l§. 

Member 

Non·member 

Index for ownership 

C.31 

>30 

0 .38 

No 
schooling 

1-5 years 6 + years 

0.35 

Currently 
married 

0.39 

Labour selling 
hh '' 

0.34 

0.39 0 .31 

Wid/divlaban/sep 

0.04 

Non-labour selling 
hh 

0.36 

All age woup 

0.35 

~hh refers to houset,nh.b 
Note: "• • denotes ~~~JIHficancc ;r ·~; .QQ 1 level 

Index for control 

ml 
0 .04 

~ 

0.13 

~ 1·5 years 6+ years 
schooling 

0.10 0.11 0.10 

Currently 
married 

0.11 

Labour selling 
hh 

0.10 

VVid!divlaban/sep 

0.03 

Non-labour selling 

!111. 
0.11 

All age group 

0. 11 

Table 3 shows that wcrnen's ownership and control over big assets increases with age. 

Currently marrted won~,.;, , tend to cwn more big assets and have greater control over 

those, but levels of scnooling 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 contr ~,, uver them than non-members (see Table 9 in Appendix A ). 

291 
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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 occupational status 

1. Age 

2. Schooling 

3. Marital 
status 

4.Household 

~ 

5. Membership 
status 

Member 

Non
member 

Index for ownership 

530 

1.03 

No 
schooling 

1 .01 

Currently 
married 

1.1 1 

Labour 
selling hh 

1.00 

.11 

>30 

0.97 

§..±. 
years 

1.21 

Wid/div/abanlsep 

1.00 

Non-labour 
selling hh 

1 .10 

All age group 

24"** 

1.00 

.rthh refers to househ M1s 
Note: • • .. denotes SIIJnrflc <t nct.• ·•' · . .rJO ; 1.,vel 

Index for control 

:530 

0.10 

>30 

0.10 

No 
schooling 

1 -5 years 6 + yeprs 

0.10 0.07 0.10 

Currently 
married 

Wid/div/abiJn/seo 

0 .10 

Labour selliiJ!l. 
hh 

C.10 

0.00 

Non-labour 
selling hh 

0 .10 

All age grQJll!. 

0. 13* * 

0.10 

Women's ownership a11d control over small assets does not ref!ect the same pattern like 

big assets (Table 4) . 0 wnership and control over small assets such as poultry, jewelry etc. 

does not seem to have any association with women ' s age or household head's 

occupational status. The oniy difference identified was in case of marital status. In both 

cases, currently marrie ~j ·Nomen were sl ightly more iii<.ely ;:o own more and have more 

control over sn<uil assets. However, when indices for ownership and control over small 

assets are di:5cg ::; regatec by membersh!p status, once again •nembers own significantly 

more and have greater ,;u;1trol over small assets. (sae Table 9a in appendix A). 
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Further analysis was undertaken to assess whether similar patterns appear in the case of 

members categorised according to duration, intensity and type (Appendix Table 1 0 ) . 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 rc i;ring a! · .. ur i)OSitive cl1anges in worn ;~n · s lives through different types of 

intervention. Sc;r:h as tt~rough group experience and education aimed at increasing 

women's cnnfidence and awareness ot their so~i:.:! 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 tBRAC Report, 1 997) . Findings from this study 

indicate that the economic status of women is changing as a result of participation in 

RDP. Bivariate analyses ui indices expressing women's ownership and control over assets 

suggest that members ow :1 more and hnve greater control over assets than non-members. 

In the growing li~,:;rature c, ..vomen's d.=;veloi:. rnenr , ~reJit has been popularly viewed as an 

instrument of "" , men·s "'niJo wermem 1 s;::= !·L<t~'- Sen, England , 1997; Hashemi et al, 
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1996). With credit women are encouraged to carry out different income generating 

activities which bring about short-term financial gains as well as long-term changes in 

women's self confidence and economic value. Throt.:gh participation 1r1 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 expact 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 net indicated by the study. It may be that the four year period in 

where RDP has been ope~ating is still too brief to expect dramatic changes in women's 

lives. 

294 
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Appendix A. 

Table 1 Individual char·:ll·ter·istics of mcmhl·r :and n11n-member 

<JII \"Carll ( 0/.ol 

member 4'JX12~) 30 
non-member 17•J-i7X i .j() 

All ::')5: /() (JJ JH 

Marital "1"/.o) Curn·ntlv marr·i.,d {0/.o) 

staru~ 

member -PJX1~:!) 89 
non-member I ''J71"'Xl 89 
All ;' ~Y5 . /IJO , 89 

NooflivinJ: '( I ''/,,) :\ndtild !:l 
~ ~ !.::hl 
member ..f tJX,22l I ' " 
non-member 1- l, - , -xi .2' ! ~ ~ 

AU :.: ~, .. · .' fj(J. 

~ ~ ~ ~ 
schfH>IinJ: ''-'huulilll:;{ ~ 

"· --.!!2 

member -PJS1 .2~) IX 
non-member ~ - q - - xl IX 
All _ .. _ .. ,, .. :,u,. · ~ 

Occumrtinn '1 '';;, ) !)ni\ hnuscwua·t\ ! ·~·' 

member ~'IX ! 22 1 <J2 
non-member· 1 - ,~ - , -x, 94 
All _ .. _~ . , _ .. ,·nr, , 9.J 

35[±10.3 1 
34[±10.51 
35[:t:/O. /j 

Member vs non
member 

P<0.05 

Wid/l)iv/Ahun/Sen (%) 

3-~ 

('Y,. ) 

'2 
w 
r 

~ 
~ 

5 

b!.l.!!!.!!! 
sail'' ·Vn) 

; 

297 

II 
II 
II 

6+ 

!%!l 
13 
12 
13 

M!:ill! 
!±S.D.! 

1.1[±2.11 
1.1[±2.11 
1.1{:!:2.2} 

§Jill!£!! 

NS 

~ !:!£$! 
(±S.D.! 

3.0J±2.5J 
J 21±2.31 P<O.OJ 
J.Vf:!:J . .Jf 

Write !:!£$! 
l!!lli 
r·•:ad 

~ 
2:1 
23 NS ,. 
-~ 

~ 
services{%) 

5 
) P<.OOI 
3 
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Table. Ia. Household charac:cristics of member and non-member 

Literacv of the 
household 

!!!l!!l 

member 
noo-memher 
AU 

Marital st:ttus 

~ 
household 
bead 
member 
non-member 
AU 

Household size 

member 
non-member 
AU 

.4 1JX <2 ~ J 

j "•)-,- ~l 

~IJS ~ 22 l 

J"·; ·,·:-q 

-'~' 'J5 , /'JIJ. 

~'.I X < 2~ : 

! - . ~-( -:-·\1 

0CCU!IIItiun nf t!_ 1- aa·m .-\u t· i. 

tbebh head ~ ~ ~ 

member 

non-memhe•· 

I AU 

I Own land 

I member 
non-member 

AU 

l'lon- BRAC 
credit (in lu~l 
four months! 

member 
non-member 

All 

~ ~ 

~'IX 

(22) 

17'>7 
(7X) 

J2Y5 
r I()(), 

!.: 

~'JX (221 

171Ji(;'X 1 

~=f}5 r /IH! 

'; , ..... ; 

~l)X ; .: ~ i 

1-'1 '7 1 "':' :, ·, 

i :-.. 

illil'L 

~ 

ill 

· ~ ·' -
~2 
. .-

Write nnd read (%1 

68 
~\) 

53 

member vs non
member 

P<O.OOl 

unm:••·•·ictl Currcnrlv Wid/DivfAh•tn/ 

20 

llil ma•·rictl Sep (%) 

~ 

X•J 10 
X'l II 
,-.:y 10 

I-' c~~.~.l 5 +t•Y., ) Mean (±I 

32 c,x 5.7(±HI 

·' ' h3 5.2[±1.9( 
](J fi-4 5.2{H9] 

.·-Iii SerYil'c Skilled Hnusc 
lalumr ~ services work 

26 

22 
]] 

10 

~· 
9 

L.::.!. ~ ~ 

·' I X 

·' 

50 
60 
56 

11 

Ill 

II 

:'1! -I~') 
dec. 

~ 
1(, 
s 
If 

\)() 

91 
9/ 

12 

16 

15 

NS 

NS 

T nule Othcrfu t-test 
dil nempl 

~ 

II 3 

II 4 

II 3 

15.5(±78.2( 
:!1.8(B9A( 

2-+.X/:.::50. 7] 

NS 

NS 

P<O.OOl 

ZJ 



Table 2 lndividmll rharar:ez·istics of 11ll'lllbl'rs by duration of membership 

~ ~ <JU \ 'C:tl"ll (%! > 311 \ 'Clii"S ( "!,, I Mean 
(±S. D.) 

1 VS 2 
Duration 113 X ;( l-1 2& 72 36[±9.21 
Duration 2 1~ I I 'Jt2~1 37 6. ·' 3~[±8. 31 

Duration 3 1 ~ 21l hl 5\) ~ 2~ 72 361±8.31 NS 
Allmt:mbcr .I'JS( I Ill/) JIJ 7fJ JS{:tii.J/ 

Non-member 114 1,:\X! .~Xi ~~ 57 3~(1±10 . 81 

Noo-member 2 1 ~ I ! 1i'l lh2 1 37 6~ 3~(1±10 . 21 

AU Non- r"·urHJJ ./() (j() 3-lf:tl fJ.S/ 
membt:rl 

Marital st:atus ~ Currenth Wid/Di' i.-\han/Sc11 
married '\1,, I ~~ ~ ~') 

Dur.ation I X ;II -:" 1 94 I! 

Duration 2 I I 'Jt2 -1 1 90 ICI NS 
Duration 3 2 ')( )( 5 l)) !!8 12 
Allmt:mbcr -1 1/S( /llfl) o'l9 II 

Non-member I ; ,~ : :-; j _-; ~ J Xl! . ' 
Non-member 2 II ;J'l("21 :-19 II 
All non-member I .,1-ill/11) .'19 II 

No ot'li\·in:: " ·"' : ..!!.r!.!ili! B.D:l ~ li+(%) M!:ill! 

1 

children(%• l i u " ) 

I Duration I -: :, ,- i -~ ~ lj 

Duratiun 2 j ! ' I I ~-+ I . 

Duratiun J 21J: ,t :\'1' I . I " 
AU member -4 118! /fill ) I ., 

Non-memher I ltX:-: i_-; :-: . 21 .1 

Non-member 2 I i ( I~ Jlll.:. ' I • 
,. 

All non-member J"•J"t/1111) :o ;s 

13 Those who arc !II .: ~ n :•c:· ;, : 1..: :. :l ::o u one yc:u· 
'~Those \vho arc lltL :::h.:r : . .r· k ~ - :lt. IHIWO _,I.:! ~J r· . 
15 Thos-.: \vho arc 111 -. . ; ·. ··....:r · , I ! l: h · .: : .:111 I\\'O yc:,: ·. 
,,, NOII•IIh!lllbt;.·~~ l !·U.' i' .II . ' 

"!'Jon-members 111 , , , . . :- ;{: ; • 

(±S.D.l 

~; I~ 3.21±3 .61 
~ 5 16 3.21±2 .11 
5f) 12 3.21±1.91 
.i: /3 J.O{:tl.Sl 

~ X II 2.61±2.61 
~I 13 2.9(±2.21 
.J(J 11 2.8 f:t1.3{ 

299 

t-test 

1 vs 3 

NS 

1 vs 2 

NS 

!k!g! 

NS 

NS 

!:W! 

lvs 2 1vs 3 

NS NS 

NS 

2vs3 

NS 

NS 

2vs 3 

NS 
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Table 2 continued 

~ 'J I".'., I -.; .. 1-5 \'I~:II"S li+ Mean Write ~ 
school in!.: Schoulin&:; ~ Yean (±S.D.) and read 

~ Lhl 00 
lvs 2 lvs 3 2vs3 

Duration I x.·, i - , -II 2!• l.3[±2.21 29 
Duration 2 II ' II 2~! '7(. I~ 10 1.3[±2.5] 26 

Duration 3 2lJ"t. '~n xo 1- 1.3[±2.5] 21 NS NS NS 
AU member ./%(I ill/) 18 5 1./f+'.lf 23 

Non-member l (,XX ! ~Xl -, 
; .:_ 21 7 1.3[±2.3] 28 P<O.OOl 

Non-member 2 I lt!Uip~) xo !h ~ 0.9[±2.0] 20 
AU non-member I -CJ -,Ifill! i- 18 5 l.lf+'.lf 23 

Occuuation ~ Onl\· hnuscwnrl< Lahnur Skilled x2-test 

llil ~ scn·iccs(%l 

.ill.1 lvs 3 :Zvs 3 
Duration I X ~ ~- l - ) 95 1 
Duration 2 I ! "t ~.J. 1 l)6 1 2 
Duration J ,! 1JI ''.;If) \)() ~ 6 NS NS NS 
AU member .J'JSt ! 1111) 92 3 5 

Non-mcmhcr I (I:~ :< :';, ')(, NS 
Non-mcmher 2 I i ll ' : ·~; ')4 .. 2 
All non-member I-,,-, /11/JJ 9.J 3 3 

300 

25 



Table 2.a Houselwld characteristics by duration membership 

Literacv uf the \ I'V., ) Illiterate Can si~n Write and x2-test 
household head 1lli ili!1 read(%} 

!lli .!!!! 2vs3 
Duration l ";, 171 35 65 
Duration 2 I I • I L!~ , .,-_, 73 NS NS NS 
DurationJ _2 l) ttl5 lJJ 33 67 
AU member -1'18(/ //(/) 32 68 

Non-member I ( , X X ~ ]X, ~ 3 57 P<O.OOI 
Non-member 2 I l tl'l({o:! • 5:' 45 
AU non-member t-•rotHJJ ..Jfj 51 

Marital ~tatu:~ oh ~%1 1: nrmarried Currenrh· Win/Div/ A han/ ~ 
the household he~ad 1lli nuarried 1"1., l SeJl (%) 

tvs2 .illl 2vs3 
Duration l X ~I j 7) tJ:l 6 
Duration 2 I l ')( 2_. 1 2 ll7 11 NS NS NS 
Duration 3 ...: ' ' (tl)lJj )\') 10 
AUmemher .J'/S( /1!11) ,yfj 10 

Non-membca· \ ( t:"\.'\ 1.':-\. 2 XX lO P<0.05 
Non-member 2 I It ;"!(•2 Xli 11 
AU non-member I -,,"I I (/I l l ,YN II 

Household si7.c \ d~'-' 1-~('Y,,) 5+(% ) .VIean (±S.D. l ~ 
Duration I ' ~ (,(t 5 11±1.7) 
Duration 2 : 2.! , ~ 5 (,;' 5.21±1 .61 NS NS NS 
Duration J ..: : , , , :;,, ! ;I ()'I 5.51±1.81 
AU member .J'IS t/ (J(}j 3: r,,y 5. 7[::1::2 • ../j 

Non-member ! ,,; ... :··, I . ~X I n (, ~ 5.3(±2. 11 NS 
Non-memhea· 2 : ~ • • 'JJ ~ 1 ~ ,, (,1 5. 11±1.9] 
All non-member I -. , '"' ; /I JIJ ) ,,_, 5.2 #1.9/ 
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Table 3 Individual chan11:tel'istics of memben by type of membership 

~ ~("/,,) <311 ve;ars{'~ .. ) >Jth·earsl%} Me;m (±S.D.} 

lvs 2 
lntcnsit,· I" '' ·' tl:;) ~() (,() 36(±10A) 
lntcnsit;· 21

'' ,2•)1 (:i'.l) 33 h! 35(±8.2( 
lntcnsit~· J:" 1~0 128) :!! -I) 36[.:ffJ./j NS 
All member ~')(, * ( J(J(J) 30 ~o 36fz8.5f 

Marital ~(~~~.) Current!~- lll<llTied Wid/Div/ Aban/Se11 
status (' ~-; .. 
Intensity I ,, _, ( 13) X•J 

lnh~nsity 2 2'1 .1 (59) ')I 

hnensit~· 3 1~0 !2!1) X' 
All ./W. (/Of/) .~<) 

member 

Nu. uf .\ ( ·~- ~.) Nn child 1-2 ('Vco) 

lh·ing ~ 
children 

lntensit~· I ! • . ~ ; ! .~ ! 1-< 2' .1 

Intensity 2 ~ 1 ) ~ I ~'I I II " 
lntensit~· J ! · ~' • , 2X I 
All ; ' .'/J I j (JIJ) I o 

•·' 
Jllt.!JIIbl!r 

~ \i "' · "' !!!l 1-5 n· : :~·s 

sciUHIIin;: 'chuulin~ ~ 
~ 

lmcnsit~· I l 2~ 

'' 
lntensit~· 2 " , : -,) 15 

.. '" ! 

Intensity J :.! !1 2~ 

\ ~S , 

All Jl)t, ].~ 

Jnl!lllher i I IJ/1) 

Onurmtiun Only house" nrli 

lntcnsit~· I 
I lntensil\· 2 

I hucnsi t;· 3 
All 
Jllf!lllht:r 

. · -' I I ~ l 
..: • I ~ ( 5'} ) 

; -'•1 !2X) 

I 'hi " 1/ IIIJ) 

* two cases are 111i ~''n~ 

I& Member who do.:··. '" : '" '.: BR ·~. ( ioan 
. ,, !oau 

(%) 
97 
'.14 
86 
91 

\ll Mc111bcr who h;t \ ... 
:o Mc111bcr who il:o · d loan : 1:1;~ ;ra ining 

(%) 

11 
9 NS 
15 
ll 

J-5 (Ufool 6+(%) Mean 
(±S.D.} 

.<X 9 2.9(± 1.9) 
50 16 3.4(± 2.5 ) 
:'h ') J.Ofz 1. :;J 
51 J.l J.lfz~.JJ 

(t+ Menn ve;ars Write and 

l£ill of schoolin:: read l''lo•) 
~ (+S.D. } 

' 1.2[± 2.2) 27 

(, 1.0(±2.1) 21 

.. U[:t::!.lj 19 

5 1./f:t: 2.1/ 23 

La hour sale Skilled 
{%) services{'!/,,) 

3 
.J 3 
~ 10 
3 5 
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t-test 

1 vsJ 2vs3 

NS NS 

x2 test 

NS P<O.OS 

!:!g! 

lv~2 lvsJ 2vs3 

NS NS NS 

NS NS NS 

!!:!m 

NS P<0.05 P<O.Ol 
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Table 3a Household ( 'hanactea·istics b tv w of membt!t·shi 
Literacv of the 
household head 

(, .; t I : l 
2 'J .~ I, ) L) I 

1.+ 11 ! 2~; ; 

lll itl·•·atc (%} 

Intensity 1 
Intensity 2 
Intensity 3 
All member 4Y6 •'• ( IIIII) 

Marital status nf 
the hou!!ehnld 

63 1 I >· 

!!!!!~ 
Intensity I 
Intensity 2 
Intensity 3 
AU member 

1.+11 12 S ; 

49fl * 1 I till) 

Household ~ize 

6~ I J.~ I 

2'1 .~ ( 5 , ; 
1-+ll ( 2:--. 

Intensity I 
Intensity 2 

Intensity 3 
AU member 4Yr. * ( f: ii! J 

OcCUJ!atinn uf ~ L!.!:!!: 
the hh he:ul ~ ~ 

~ 

lntensit~ I r,3 (13) II 

Intensity 2 .2'J ] (5')) ' ~ 

Intensity 3 1-+11 (2X) J:. 

All ../Yfl * !t 

member ( J(JIJ) 

l! nm ;uTicd 

.!X 

,, 
·' -

- \ ~d ~ All 

Lili agt·i. lah 

~ lah ()1/Y 

~ .' ~ ~ {,) 

; _: 1- .. 

[ '• 2 (1 .J5 
, ., !.! 33 
iS .. , 

ill~ IIIII\' (%,) Can write ;IIIII 
read (o/.cl_ 

31, 64 
32 68 NS 
2'J 71 
31 68 

(' lll"I"Cllth· Win/Div/ 
man·icdl':/,, ) Ah:an/Se11 (%) 

x•J 11 
')II 8 NS 
X') lO 
8Y 10 

:-+('~u~ Me:m(±S.D.} 

) (, 5.1)±2.2) 
-, 
' - 5.5[± 1. 7) NS 
(,5 5.2[zi .7J 
6 .... 5.4[z J.lf/ 

~ Sli illcd House Ira de Other/ 

~ scr,·iccs ~ ~ uncmul 

~ ~ 00 

21 18 '-) .:; 
,. ') ') 11 .. 
: ~ I ll 15 l2 

/ II /4 II 

I Own land N( 'Y.. ) i l -th' t,: ~ 
~ 

5-~'J d l'l: SU- 1 ~·J 1lcc 15fl+dl."C Mc;111 

~ 

Intensity 1 ()~ ( 1]) 

Intensity 2 193 
(5'J) 

Intensity .3 1-+0 
(:!X) 

All member .J f}(J* 

1/lil/1 

Non-BRAC crcclil ~ 4 u,~~ • 

I Intensity I 
Intensity 2 
Intensity 3 
All member 

6.) I i .· : 
:!'J:l : ~ ~ .. 
1-+i: ;2 S . 

.J91, , .. { i .'.•!! 

, ' _., 

_· f. 

' I 

'! 

Ill 
') 

304 

1!!:1 ( ·~~ ', !:6!1 {±S. D. l 

~ 0 
,-

30 .2[± 3 -+ . ~1 
)i• l :i 5 37 .8[± gz_7J 

5 1 1-+ 2 JJ.9[z 83.5J 

~ · .. · / (, l.J 35.5/z iJoi. -1} 

Nn('Yo) 

~ 
C) I 

'JI :-IS 
•)() 

Yl 

NS NS 

NS NS 

NS NS 

~-test I 

I 
I Jvs2 l\'s3 2vs3 

P=sl p 0.05 P<O.OS 

NS NS NS 

t-te5t 

hs3 ~ 

NS NS 
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Table 4 Individual ch.aratet·istics of member· by eligibility of membership 

Eligible 
member 
Non cli~ible 
member 
All memhl!r -J'IS ( /()()) 

<JIIvrs ('Y,, I 

32 

25 

3{} 

>JIIns(%,) Mean (±S.D.) 

34[± 8.3) 

75 385[± 10.3) 

i(} 35f:X9.0/ 

Marital status Cu•·rentiY mart·icd (%) Wid/Div/Ahan/SeJJ (%) 

Eligible 
member 
Non cli1-!iblc 
mcmhca· 
All member 

No. nf lh·ing 
children 

Eli~iblc 

member 
Non cli;,!ihlc 
member 
All member 

Yeaa·s uf 
schnnling 

Eligible 
member 
Non cli~ihlc 
memhct· 
All ml!mhl!r 

Occu!latiun 

Eli~ihlc 

memhca· 
Non c!i~ihle 
mcmhca· 
All mc:mhl!r 

'' 5 1"' I) 

\ ~ ; I 21J) 

; •),'; ( !IJ(J) 

-I'.JS r ; IJO) 

,, " .. 1 

-, ' ./ 

~')I 

.J'IS I ifJO) 

i _, : 2 ~j' 

-1•1 ·: · rtJfJ) 

1111 child 

® 
I
~ 

·' 

12 

/3 

no 
~l"hunlin:: 

I 'Y., l 

tlnuscwnrli 
I 'lf,,) 

'JI 

'---------- - - -----

1-2 (''!co) 

IX 

,., 

1-:' \ 'C:II"S 

''lfoo) 

·~ 

IS 

3-5 

51 

~ 
I'Vo) 

2 

12 

305 

Ll 

11 

11 

6+(%) Mean 
(±S.D.) 

11 3.0±2.51 

17 3.5(± 2.0) 

/3 3.fJ{:I:!.5J 

Mean Write 
(±S.D.) and •·cad 

('Yto) 

0. i[.O± 16 
1.6) 

2.1[± 2.8) ./2 

/.9[::t 3.0} 2-1 

Skilled 
services 1%) 

5 

.. ·· .. -·: . · .. .. 

P<O.OOl 

NS 

NS 

P<O.OOl 

P<O.Ol 
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Table 4a Househuld duu-artcristics by digibility of membership 

Literacv uf 
the 
household 
bead 

Eligible 
member 
Non eliKihlc 
member 
AU member 

355 (71 I 

j..j.} (2')) 

.J9,V ( J(JfJ) 

Ill i tt·a·ate ('~t;o~ 

, ' 

I') 

.U 

Marital 
status of tht,: 

household 
bead 

N(OJ.,) _\ nmaa·rictl Curn·11ilY m:uTicd 

Eligible 
I member 

Non eligible 
member 
AU member 
Household 
size 

155 (71) 

1-J.} (1')) 

.JIJI·i (I OIJ) 

Eligible ' 55 (i 1, 
member 
Non eli~ihlc 1-J..l <2'JI 
member 
All member 19.~ (I 00) 

I 'Yo) ) 

: -~ ( •y,, i 

Occuua :\on :-; Faa·m \:.:d 
!i!!.!!...!!f a;,: ri. ~ !!!.g L!.ll 
the hh l;ah ( •y;,) ~ 
head ~ 

Eligibh: 
member 
Non 
eligible 
member 
All 
member 

( 71) 
1-+ .~ 

12')) 

.jlj,''f 

( /IHI) 

to 

15 

: : 

.' 8 :J 

, .. ,.., 

'; ') 

' 1(1 

.~\I 

' - ( 'Y,, "I 

-; l ,, 

· )() 

S'J 

.JJJ. Scr•. icc 
/uJ, 111r ,,j,.,, 

'· '-.!!l 

5: 

IIi ... 

'J 

'----------·- · - ·- ----------

~ 
~cn·iccs 

( 'Y., l 

II 

'O 

II 

Write •md read (%) 

63 

81 

69 

Wid/Dh•/Ahan/SeJJ (%l 

!0 

9 

10 
Mean (±S.D.) 

5.21 0± Uil 

5.a(z i .'l! 

5.7[F1.JJ 

House ~ Other/ 
work ("/n) uncmpl 
(%) (%) 

9 

18 16 ..j. 

12 12 2 

P<O.OOI 

NS 

P<O.OOI 

x1-te!lt 

P<O.OOl 

I 
_j 



Table 5 BRAC iq)\lt cha•·acteristics by type of membership 

Memhct·shiJI 

~ 

lntensir~· I 
Intensity 2 
Intensity J 
All mf!mher 

Intensity· I 
Intcnsit:y 2 
Intensity J 
All m.:mher 

lntcnsit~ I 
Intensity 2 
Intcmity 3 
All mc!llrber 

lntcn~ity I 
Intcn~i r y 2 
Intcmit~ 3 
All member 

Intensity I !I 

Intcnsir~· 2 
Intcnsit~· 3 
All member 

iJil;;:iiSI i\ 

I • 

~('%) 

:) ; ( 13) 
2'1, (5')) 

1-W (2Xl 

-I'H• (IIJIJ) 

:\('Y,, l 

: ,, (I:;) 

2•il (:i'J) 

l -~0 (2X I 

I% (/ (JIJ) 

., ~ 1!3 I 
_2< ) ; (5 1) I 

~~ i (2XI 

J'Jf' (/Of!) 

. 'i ~ ; 

- ' t5'J. 

-'- "l2l'l ; 
•'I(; (/(}II) 

\(" : .. u 
fl:t\SI 11 ~o) 

; ' : :" 

2 · .I~ l ~ , . 

I 't I ( .2 -; ~(J 

..jll(, /.1 
(/II(}, 

Eli;,:;ihlc rncmhcr !'%l 

lvs 2 
(,:?_ ..,., 
·- NS 
i.j. 

"'I 

(·an sign unh (%•} 

-41 
(,) P<O.OOl 
)X 
(j(J 

Whcthct· have BRAC snvings 

\'cs(""u) ~lean (+S.D.) 

:; 17[± 309.8) 
521 j± 307.8] 
711X]± -t25.9] 
5../Sf::t 365.2/ 

P<O.OOl 

~ 

lvs 3 2vsJ 

NS NS 

P<O.Ol NS 

P<O.OO I P<O.OOl 

~:-.-hcrl:: · h;n·c BRA C I nan (in last four months} 

Ycsf" .. . 

_-; i 

~(i 

-4-fl d :n ~ 

(" 

" ' -·' 
') 

.\ll•an (±S.D.) 

-+; -, 11]:!: 530.31 

2'.1tt" ~I± 935.11 P<lJ.OO l 
_;c, _~·J . IIj± 1242.61 
315~.1Jf::t /IJ91.9f 

7~d:J\S ME!! 
(ct.' , 
-'-'• (±S.D.) 

.:. l.Ot.O± !.~] 

.,!(t 7.7(±8.-4] 
8 2.3{:±5.6/ 

P<O.OO l P<O.OOl 

P<O.OOl 

·1ol h:o1-.: :mAC loan. Therefore they arc not considered as 

307 32 



T~1ble 6 BRAC input ch~u·artuistics by dun1tion of membership 

Memlu.'l"shiu 

~~ 

Duration I 
Dunuion 2 
Dut·atiun J 
All mr:mber 

Duratiun I 
Dumtiun 2 
Du ratiun J 
All member 

Dut·ution I 

Duration 2 
Dunuiun J 
All member 

Duration I 

Dunnion 2 
Duration 3 
All ltl<.'mher 

Dut·ation I 

Dunatiun 2 

Du n:tiun .i 
All member 

L 

:·n( 1-, 
i I 'J(2-l . 

2'.1(>(5'! I 

-IIJN( I fJfJJ 

:-;' (I"':' : 

! 1'>(2~· 
:·-J, ·l( 5·1. 

.J'iS(/111/i 

~ 
s ;, I; , 

; : ' 112-l 
' "· (5 \J. -

.J :;srJ Oi •. 

\.l''t;,) 

;-: : ! 7 ' 
! ~ '! 1. 2-'" ; 
2q· ·t )\t l 

.J'i 8t/IJIIJ 

"1(% . ! -J 

~ 
~ 

X3( I- : ~ 

l I 9( ::;; . !i) 

2 <Jfi( =" '" !:' 
./1),'((1 /l(n . ' 

·~ 

.. ---· 

F.li~ihlc mcmhcr (0
/.,) 

~. ' 
"'"I 

( ·an si:.:n unh (ulc,) 

Jvs 2 

NS 

NS 

Whether have BRAC !IUVin::s 

Ycsl"·u) 'km (±S.D.} 

X'; ;:;., fii± 168.01 
xs 5'!" XI± 283 .01 P<O.OOl 
') -+ i )-"~ i .ll± .338.3) 
y_• 55u. ll{:t: 370.-lf 

Wlu:tlwr h:tvc BRAC lnnn 

lin :::,1 four months} 

y~ \lc:lll I±S.D.l 

.1 (J 2'}1! ·JI:c .~37.91 ,.., 
·'- r.:!~ ""' ~1::: 1069.31 P<0.05 
2~ > : ~:~ -!± 1271.3] 
, .. 

.i 15 ::. . 'If :f: 33,'1.3/ 

~-(· "-r d :l\·, Mt•:m 
da\·, , .. ... , I±S.D.) 
('~ ., 

l.l[ .O± 
o.(, I , I. I[ .0± 
2.'.>1 

1-l ; _ 3.31± li .8! P<O.O 1 
') 2.:Sj±5.6J 

-------

lvs 3 

~s NS 

P<O.<H NS 

P<O.OO 1 P<O.OOl 

NS NS 

P<tl.~HJi P<O.Ol 
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Tabl~ i BRAC in pub characteristics b~· eligihility of membership 

Mcmhcrshi1, st:ttus ~ Can ,jgn onlv (%) xl-test 

Eli~ihlc memhct· ~55(7 1) 65 
Non cli;:ihlc mcmhct· 1~3 (29) ~9 P<O.Ol 
All member .JIJ8 (I 00) 6(J 

\VIwthcr ha\'C BRAC savin~:;s 

:\(%) Yt.·~(";;,, Mean (±S.D.) 1:!!:n 
Eli;:ihlc memhcr ~55 ( '71) \) .~ 545.2[± 345,i] NS 
Non cli~ihlc mcmhcr 1-l.> t2'J) S'J 541.5[± 288.4) 
All member .JI)S (I OIJ) y;: HO.O{:± 3311.3/ 

\VIu:thcr have BRAC lmm 

(in I ast t'nu r months} 

:--1 ( '1,,) Yc~t'Yi, l Menn (±S.D.) 

Eli:,!ihlc memhct· '155(71) .'10 334i.O(± NS 
1004.3] 

Non clil!ihlc mcmhct· 1-l ~ t 2'J) ~~ i 3148.6[± 
l03l.XI 

All memher .J'JS (I fHJ) 
,, 
-·' 3 I 55.fJ{:± 33.'1.3/ 

' · { '~t., : 1-3 4-(· -- da\'S Mean {±S.D.) 
thi\'S d:I\S t •y,,) 
('Yit) l.1!!l 

Elil!ihlc rncmhcr ; <' (-I) 15 <) 2.3 [± 5.5) 
Non cli;.:ihle mcmhct· ; ·-t ~ l2'J I ll ') s 2.2(± 5.9[ NS 
Allmembt!r -I'JS (IIJfJ) -16 21J 15 2.3{:± 5.6/ 
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Table 8 

Age 

Schuulinl! 

Marit.1l 
status 

Houschuh.l 
status 

Houschoid 
status 

Schcml i Ill! 

Marital 
status 

Houschuld 
status 

Housclwld 
status 

Index fot· ownct·ship of and (Olltt·ol O\ f.!r big and smnll asset by age. 
ye;ars of :~l'hooling. m~trit:al .;Latus and household head's occupational status 

Big :IS:.I.!tS 

Index fo•· asset ownership 

<JO 

0.3 I (I. 5-1- l 

1111 

sdwulin;: 

11.35 
(ll.6l) 

1-:' ~cars 

Current!~· :1~:11Tictl 

Lahnu•· sell i Ill! h h 

0 .. 1~ (I ; '' 1) 

Scl"\'ict· !th 

>Jti 

C.+ .' c:u·s 

lUI tl.:'i~l 

Wid/tl i\'/a u aniscp. 

(l.()..j. (I 21 i 

~em lahuu;- scllin:! 
lth 

0.31• (I ' :,J ., 

Nun scr\ •~:c hh 

lndl''- for :JS!;t:t ownen;h:;> 

I Ill 

.~dw(llin)! 

i.tll 
(I) 71)) 

CucTcntly mal'l'il·tl 

Lahou ,. st·H i tl~! ilh 

I 011 {I : --, 

Servin· hh 

! I o ( t . I : 

>Ji 

Wid/di,'/al,an/scp. 

J.l)() ol ~(Jl 

'lion lahuu:· sclliu•.! 
hh 

J. l () .· I -l) ; 

Nun sen ;L.e hh 

l. I !i ·~I 

Index for asset control 

<30 

0 . 0~ (0.1-1-) 

>30 

0.13 (0.55) 

no 
.-•chuulirtl! 

l-5 years 6+ years 

,: lO (OAO) 

Currently 
m.arl"ied 

ll.ll ((1.-1-4) 

O.ll 
(0 .50) 

Lahuur scllin~ hh 

Service hh 

() 16 (0.63) 

0.10 {0.62) 

Widl d i"·/aban/sep. 

0 .03 (0.08) 

Non labour selling 
hh 

0. 11 (0.-1-2) 

Nun scn'ice hh 

0. 11 (0.42) 

Index for asset control 

<JII >JH 

'1.!0 {0.15) 0. 10 (0.59) 

110 

·.dwolin~ 

1-5 years 6+ years 

. , l: ' (ll.53) 

Currently 
married 

n 10 (0.51) 

0 07 

(0.29) 

Lalwur sell in;! hh 

t1.l0 (0 . 1-1-) 

il.IO (0. 13) 

Wid/div/uban/sep. 

o.on (O o u 

Non labour !-!eliing 
hh 

0.1 () (0 . 60~ 

Nun scn·ice hh I 
I 

· •. i I (O .J:.;) ') ' [ I I' o <> .) • 
\ . ~ ,J • .,.,~ _j 
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Table 9 Index for ownership of and control over big asset by ~•ge, years of 
schooling, ma.-ital status ~md household head's occupational status 
~•cconling to membership status 

Age 

Member 

NoD
member 

SebooliDg 

Member 

NoD
member 

Marital 
status 

Member 
Non
member 

Household 
status 

Member 
Non
member 

Household 
st:ltu.s 
Member 
Non-

1 member 

Index ··m· a~sl"t ownership 

<311 

0.:0 (II .W I 

0 .21 (OA61 

P<ll.lllll 

Qfl 

schonlin~ 

0 11 (CU7) 

P<O.IIIH 

Cu•·rcntl: · 
m;u·l"ict! 

o.~x (O 7 ' · 
0.2."1 (0 .f' . 1 

P<H.Ufll 

>JO 

() .IJ : 
(II ";' ;.;' 

0.2 . 
!0.-t :-.; 

P<ll.lllll 

f-5 yc;II'S 

O.X · 

(0.7' 
0.2.; 

(0.:'.: 
P<II.I!III 

All 

fJ. ,VI) (fJ.i3) 

0.35 (IJ. 6 I) 

P<fJ.fJO/ 

(,+years 

0.21 (11.37) 

P<ll.lllll 

\ \ 'i tl!tliv/ahan/scp. 

I i ·1 ol ; > >) 
I) 112 1'1 1:') 

Labnu r ~crT·~ 
hh 

\ on !a huur sclliul! 
hh 

ll'JitO~ , , 

11 .21 (II .f") 

P<CI.Illl 1 

l.O..j. (0 X.' 1 

O. :w (O.f~ - 1 

P<H.UIII 

P .• ~X 11 : ·21 
0 ~2 II! .fX) 

I'<H.Illll 

:'lion scn·icc hh 

o.:-ncn-:11 
II 21 10 .f7) 

I'<II.UU I 

Index for asset control 

<JO 

I! . ! 0 (() . 17) 

003(0. 13) 

1'<11.1101 

nu schuoling 

o 2 I 10. 58) 

II I 0 (0 .33) 

P<II.IJIIJ 

Cur·r·cntly married 

~ 1 . 2.1 (0 7[) 

i) )() (0.32) 

1'<11.11111 

Lallou•· scllin~ hh 

311 

IIX (0_57) 

nll{<l.4-l) 

P<ll.ltlll 

Sl·•-vicc hh 

q ~ -' ( l.H) 
l . IO (Cl.lY) 

P<U.UIII 

>30 

0.31(0.84) 

tl.IO (OA-1) 

P<O.OOl 

1-5 years 

0.30 (0.86) 

0.10 (0.34) 

P<CI.OOI 

All 

0.23 (0.70) 

0.11 (0.45) 

P<O.OOI 

6+yean 

0.37 (1.34) 

0.02 (0.08) 

P<O.OOI 

Wid/div/aban/sep. 

0.11(0.14) 
0.02 (0.05) 

NS 

Nnn labour !~t!lling hh 

0 .26 (0.78) 
0.05 (_0.25) 

P<O.OOt 

Non service hb 

0.21 (0.62) 
0 .10 (0.33) 

P<O.OOl 
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Table 9a lndex for ownership ·of and control ovl·t· small asset by age, years of 
schooling, marital status and household head's occupational status 
accor··!ing to member·ship status 

lndex rm· ass.:t ownership 

Age <JII >30 All 

Member 1.30 (0. 751 1.2: 1.2-J (IJ. 7N) 

(lU!Ii · 

Non- O.ll (0 7-11 O.'JI: 1.1JfJ (fJ. 7,Y) 

member l 0 . 7')' 
P<ll.lllll P<O.Uit I P<fJ./JfJ 1 

Schooling no 1-5 :yc;trs <•-r yean; 
schoolin:: 

Member 1.20 (O.XO 1 lA' l.l> ~ (1).71) 

( 0 . 7: 
Non- U.lO(O.n> O.'Ji· 1.!17 (0 h)) 

member (0. 7' 
P<II.OIII P<ll.lllll P<ll.tlltl 

Marital Cua·rcrul~· \Vid/ div/ ah an/scp. 
status mm·rictl 

Member lAO (0 .71' J.OII (II 2 .~) 

Non- l.O) (0 . -.) l.liO (II 27) 
member 

P<U.II\1' NS 

Household Lahum· 'd: i":! \ on l;dwur scllin~ 
status hh h:l 

Member 1.21 (1!7:') i . ~X dl.X I) 

Non- l. 10 (0. 7!') I 110 10-(q 

member 
P<II.OOI P<tl.lllll 

Household Sc•·Yicc h '1 .''ton .,CITicc hh 
status 
Member l.:; I (I •.i~") ! 2.' ill "'"7) 

Non- 1.11-l (il . ;-, 1.0 I 10 -::'7) 

member 
;'liS P<II.IIH I 

Figures iu the parc111 hcscs ar- s1a ndarcl de\' tal ion 
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Index for asset cont&·ol 

<Jfl 

1: II (11.25) 

I) ·!5 (il . J2) 

l'<II.(HII 

nu ~chonlin:: 

ll!2(0.7lJ) 

() {I(, (1).42) 

?<ll.ll:'i 

CntTcntly married 

!11-1 (0 7:{) 

11. I 0 ( O . .l'J) 

P<H.U:'i 

L:d;tJUI" scllin~ hh 

1 l I (11 .21) 
·J ~~~ (1! . 11) 

P<CI.III 

-ic•·,·icc hh 

'I IX (0 .75 ) 

1 Ill (il.75) 

P<CI.Il5 

>30 

O.l-1(0.87) 

0 .06 (0.-17) 

P<0.05 

1-5 ,years 

0. 16 (0.57) 

0.05 (0.11) 

P<O.Ill 

All 

0.13 (0.74) 

0.10(0.49) 

P<O.OJ 

6+ years 

0.13 (0.27) 

0.04 (0.04) 

P<0.05 

Wid/div/abanlsep. 

0.00 (0.0 1) 
0.00 (0.0 l) 

NS 

Nun labour selling hh 

0.20 (0 .94) 
Oto (0.47) 

P<CI,t15 

Non service hh 

0.12 (0.74) 
11.10 (iJ.39) 

P<0.05 

37 



Table 10 lndt~:: for ownt-rship -of and control over big and small asset by duration, 
intensity, eligibility of member and non-membership status 

Big As~et 
Index fo,· lntlc:x fot· 

ownership control 
Membership I' s 2 I vs .1 1 YS 3 lvs 2 lvs 3 2 vs 3 
status 
Duration 1 0 .92 (O.X.~\ •: .10 tO')(,) 

Duration 2 O.Xo (0. 70\ \S NS NS i l I'J tll .76) NS NS NS 
Duration 3 O.IJO (0. 7 L l II 22 (0.5!)) 

Intensity 1 0 .70 (0.56> n II tO . L~) 

Intensity 2 O.lJ3 (0.751 P~II05 NS NS 0 2:> (0 .73) NS NS NS 
Intensity 3 O.SIJ (0. 75\ II .ltl tll.7X) 

Eligible O.X5 (ll.72l :--IS II 11 111 .7(1) NS 
member 
Non eligible O.IJR (0. 75\ " ; I tii .X<Il 

member 

Non-member 1 IU0(0.5.f 1 P· .o.oo I . ' ill t11 .. >5) NS 
Non-member 2 0 20(0.-l-2 \ :; IO (11 .21)) 

Small A :.s~t 

Index fo :· !:!df'x for 
ownership ..:ontrol 

Membership h' 2 I vs > l vs 3 Lvs 2 IYS 3 2 vs 3 
status 
Duration 1 1.15(11.-3• i ll t il . !:\) 

Duration 2 1.31 tO.l'\1 : \' NS NS 2-+ t l..fl) NS NS NS 
Duration 3 uo (0.-8 \ i l t tU-41 

Intensity 1 1.30(0.71 ) II (II ill . 17) 

Intensity 2 1.22 (tl. -:':' I \ ' . NS :-.IS i . i I I 11 . ((I) NS NS NS 
Intensity J 1.30 tll .X/> .' lit(.~(>) 

Eligible 1.21 (IJ . ":'<} • p.- o _tlltl ! _: . ,, _:-; ; ) NS 
member 
Non eligible 1.-l-I(O."'.'l :.: t li .-l-7) 

member 

Non-member 1 1.08(0. 711) P<O.Oil I II l11t0 .5X) NS 
Non-member 2 1.112((}.75) . ; tl..:. til . Ill) 
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Table 11 Contribution to household income and mean income in last 7 days by 
dumtion. intensity, eligibility of member and non-membership status 

Membership ~ Han· cnntdhution 11Y..) Mean incnme !:!S! 
status I±S.DI 

member vs non-member 

All member ..j.')S (,8 (X(o I± 63.51 
All non-member I -;•;- +l (>.2 I± 27.91 P<O.OOJ 

Totti/ 21Y5 ./5 .Y.Y f:£38.8/ 

l vs 2 1 vs 3 2 VS 3 
Duration I X' .' -1.5 12.5 [± 39.6) 
Duration 2 I (IJ 57 10.5 I± 31.71 NS NS NS 

1:-1 
Duration J 2'Jh 79 23.-1 # 76.6/ 

Totlll ./98 

Intensit~·l (, ,, 71 3..1 [± IOAI 
Intensity 2 21J' 64 l5.X I± 47.11 P<0.05 P<0.05 P<0.05 
Intensit~· 3 (.+1) 76 31.2/::t 96.8/ 

Total .fl)(, 

Eligible member ~~~ (,4 r1.1 1= 5o. tr NS 
Non eti)!ihle l ~ ' -:os 211.5 I± S8.2l 

member 
JiJ(a/ ../.~I"· 

Non-rncmhct· 1 (,;~; ; 5X (, •; I± 26.51 NS 
Non-mcmhc•· 2 I i• ·" ~-~. 5.N /I !.,Y • .YJ 

'fatal 1 -,,.,. 
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Appendix B. 

Sampling strategy: 

Selection of villages: In all, 14 villages were cho:-:en out of the 60 villages in the DSS 

area (where baseline survey was done). While sampling two types of villages were 

excluded: villages whicl1 would be at risk of river erosion in the near future and villages 

which were situated on both sides of the embankrnent. 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 

Yes 
No 

For 6 'big' assets 

1 

0 

Maximum score 6 
Minimum score 0 

Index of ownership for each women .. Aggregate scores (for each asset) 

Mean of index for any sub-group 

INDEX ON CONTROL 

Score 

Range 0 to 6 

Total score of any women in sub-group 
Numbe· of women in any sub-group 

Ownership Abiiity to sell Ability to use 

Yes 
No 

1 
0 

For 'big' assets M <1x1mum 
Minimum 

1 8 
0 

Index of control "' s,~ ore of asset 1 

1 
0 

asset 2 
asset 6 for each individual Total women 
Total women 
women Jwning asset i asset 2 

1 
0 

+ .... . . ·~ Score of 

owning asset 6 

Note: For both the own~ s!"w and ;ontrci 1ndex. tr;; ·, ~fer to individual women . So the mean for 
any sub group refers to at• average women of any :. utJ Jroup. 
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\Vomen' a Control Over Productive Assets: Role of Credit Based 
Development Interventions 

Samiha Huda and Simeen lVIahmud 

Abstract 

This paper examines the degree 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 dming A .. pri1-A~oust 

1995 through structured interview .. m addition to socio-economic and demographic 

characteristics~ information regarding ownership and control over assets \vas elicited fi·om 

2295 currently married women betvveen 15-55 years of age of whom 22Q'O were BRAC 

members. 

Bivariate distribution comparing members and non-members in terms of asset ownership 

and control were assessed through use of indices. 'Nomen's assets were categorized into big 

and sm.:ill according to their relative value. fmdings reveal that women's ownership and 

control over big assets increased with age. Currently manied women tend to own more b!g 

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 

house-hold head's occopational status. \\'1len compared with eligble non-members. BRAC 

members appeared to have greater ownership and control over assets, (both big and small). 

However. no differenc~ was seen amongst members in tenns of ownership and control 

over assets while BR.-\C membership was categorized according to duration, .imeusit~v· and 

type. 317 



Executive SUmmary 

Background: In the context of rural Bangladesh women, who generally 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 roans, participation in 

income earning activities, familial and environmental crises and coping strategies, 

mobility, household decision making, political 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. 

Results: 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 appeared to 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 women'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 

controlled 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 women1S ownership and conrol over assets 

in future. 
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