
Multifaceted programs targeting women 
in a fragile setting: evidence from the DRC

Manuela Angelucci (UT Austin) Rachel Heath (UW) 
Eva Noble (WfW International)

December 2022



South Kivu, Eastern DRC: A fragile, war-torn area
73% live in extreme poverty
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Gender Inequality in the DRC

• 163 out of 170 on the 2021 Women, Peace, & Security (WPS) 
Index 

• 150 out of 162 on the UN’s 2020 Gender Inequality Index
• 25% of national laws have some level of bias towards men
• Widespread VAW 

• Eastern DRC: “the rape capital of the world”
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A multifaceted program to empower women
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Challenges & Questions

• Can aid programs increase wellbeing & empower women in 
fragile settings?

• Can a program without a large asset transfer have persistent 
benefits?

• Can women empowerment increase when women have very 
low status?

• Is also engaging men essential?
• Are there positive spillover effects in the household?
• Can there be negative impacts for some women?
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The approach: randomize treatment and men’s engagement 
program (MEP)

• Community leaders/staff identify 
lowest SES women 

• Surveys: 
• Baseline (2017); Endline (2018); 1yF-

Up (2019)

• MEP: 
 Male community leader training
 16 weekly discussion groups, led by 

community leaders. 
 80% of the participants were spouses of 

WfWI participants.
 “Couple’s Dialogue” session for couples 

needing extra support.
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Positive & Persistent Impacts on Meta Indices (SD)
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Positive 
impacts 
on most 
outcomes; 
no fade-out 
at 1yF-Up
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Positive effects on consumption (non SD)
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Positive impact on employment/finances (non SD)
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Distribution of non-durable hh consumption
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Quantiles of non-durable hh consumption
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Benefit-Cost Ratio (BCR)

• Program cost: USD354 pp
• BCR: 368%
• Intervention breaks even in 4-5 years
• IRR: 19.9%

• NOTE: (i) use nondurable consumption only; (ii) 20% as costly as Bedoya et al 
(2019)
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Positive impacts on some outcomes; 
no fade-out at 1yF-Up
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No effects 
of MEP
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Positive spillovers to partner’s income and 
child schooling

• HH assets and consumption increase

• Children’s school enrollment increases by 5pp (+7%)

• Partners’ income increases by USD 0.7 p/w (+62%) vs women’s 
income, which increases by USD 0.2 (+20%) (diff: p=0.06)

• Economies of scale?
• More profitable biz? 
• Spouses appropriate women’s resources?
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Heterogeneous effects on IPV
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Heterogeneous effects on IPV correlate with husbands’ income, 
depression, not consumption

18



Questions & Answers
• Can multifaceted program increase wellbeing & empower women in 

fragile settings? 
→ Yes; similar evidence from Afghanistan (Bedoya et al 2019); however, longer-term 
impact unclear (small 4-yr impacts in Yemen, Brune et al 2022)

• Can a program without a large asset transfer have persistent benefits? 
→ Yes, after 2 years (cons+asset increase; no dissipation); longer follow-up needed

• Can women empowerment increase when women have very low status? 
→ Yes, at least temporarily

• Is also engaging men essential? 
→ No: MEP ineffective in our case; why? 

• Are there positive spillover effects in the household? 
→ Yes: consumption, assets, education, partners’ income

• Can there be negative impacts for some women? 
→ Yes: IPV increases for some; theory-consistent; need to monitor/plan accordingly
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