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Abstract 

In spite of the growth of microfinance programs by both governmental and non-governmental organizations 

currently going on in the rural areas of Ghana, there has been little attempt to assess the impact of microfinance 

at the rural household level. The aim of the study was to evaluate the impact of microfinance on households of 

women living in the rural communities of Western Region of Ghana. Specifically, the impact assessment was 

based on the effect of microfinance on: the accumulation of basic household assets such as radio and furniture, 

female autonomy which can be referred to as female empowerment, and the number of children women have. 

Data were collected from 384 rural households in the Western Region of Ghana. Using t-test and multiple 

regression analysis, it was found that microfinance participation increases female autonomy, increases number 

of household possessions and not contribute directly to reduced family size.  The study recommends the 

continuation and expansion of the provision of microfinance to the women in the Region as it will facilitate the 

development in the lives of the village women as well as their households. 

Keywords: Ghana; Women; Microfinance participation; Female Autonomy; rural household. 

1. Introduction  

There is a growing debate as to how best to intervene to alleviate global poverty. This has resulted in the 

introduction of a number of anti-poverty policies and programs in the developing world in the last three decades 

one group of these interventions are microfinance schemes [1, 2].  
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According to [3], “micro finance refers to small scale financial services for both credits and deposits that are 

provided to people who farm or fish or herd; operate small or micro enterprise where goods are produced, 

recycled, repaired or traded; provide services; work for wages or commissions; gain income from renting out 

small amount of land, vehicles, draft animals, or machinery and tools; to other individuals and local groups in 

the developing countries in both rural and urban areas”. Microfinance has emerged as a growing industry to 

provide financial services to very poor people. The term microfinance in principle relates to the lending of  very 

small loans  to poor people in order to establish a means of alleviating poverty by given the poor the opportunity 

to begin a business or to improve an existing business [4]. This is often considered an important route to 

development and improved wellbeing particularly for women and is considered to lead to increased autonomy 

and to fertility reduction. This form of giving loans has been in existence for some time; however it was in 

1970’s that Mohammed Yunus which according to [5] formalized it in Bangladesh. He used this formalized 

form of lending to provide financial resources to poor women in Bangladesh through the Grameen Bank to 

combat poverty.  His effort was recognized by the international community and was subsequently rewarded with 

Nobel Peace Prize in the 2006.  

History has it that before microfinance came into prominence there existed some form of informal lending 

mechanisms used in various part of the world. The most common example in Africa is the rotating savings and 

credit associations (ROSCAs) [6]. This is a ‘pooled saving’ method which demands that each member of the 

association belongs to a social circle in order to be well known and trusted, before allowed to participate. The 

mode of operation ROSCAs is such that each participant contributes a specific amount every month into a fund. 

The total amount is then given to one member chosen at random at the end of the first year and another member 

the following year and then year after year until each member receives his or her turn.  In addition to ROSCAs 

there have existed informal lending institutions such as moneylenders providing credit the poor on very strict 

terms.  

Until recently, microfinance institutions in Africa and the developing world in particular focused primary on 

providing micro credit for micro enterprises. Now, however, there is recognition that poor people need a variety 

of financial services, not just credit. Microfinance has now become a household term in the field of development 

and has achieved positive results from trials around the world [7]. These outcomes have often been measured in 

terms of outreach of microfinance activities and repayment rates. However, using loan recovery or repayment as 

a measure of success of microfinance programs can be misleading in the sense that although participants are 

able to repay loans given to them it does not necessarily mean their income has increased. According to [8], this 

method of accessing the impact of microfinance programs is problematic because microfinance institutions 

apply at times different forms of pressure, such as social and group pressure to sustain high repayment rate. In 

addition participants have to find every possible means to pay loans given them in order to enable them receive 

future loans. One of the benefits of microfinance as declared by the Microcredit Summit is that microfinance 

encourages savings and helps the poor accumulate assets. Access to microfinance is expected to help the poor to 

increase their household incomes, acquire basic household assets and to minimize their vulnerability to crisis. 

These expected advantages should enable the poor to access healthcare, overcome vulnerability and also meet 

other financial requirements [9]. Therefore accessing the impact of microfinance using repayment rates will not 

indicates whether or not the poor has benefited from microfinance. This study uses quantitative and qualitative 
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methods to accesses the impact of microfinance programs on rural women in Ghana.  

The study focused on rural women because they form the bulk of the poor communities in Ghana and are often 

venerable to many risks. When substantial income is given to women it is invested in health, education and 

housing which contributes in creating an additional demand for goods and services and hence economic 

development is fostered [10]. It is a consequence of this development that microfinance has been associated with 

a move to smaller family sizes. 

The main aim of this study is to assess how microfinance activities have benefited the rural poor women in 

Ghana at the family/household level and whether or not microfinance participation has led to their 

empowerment.  Specifically, the objectives of this study are to find out whether or not participation in 

microfinance programs affect; building of household assets, the number of children clients have and female 

empowerment.  

2. Background 

Microfinance, according to [11], is “the provision of financial services to low-income poor and very poor self-

employed people”. These financial services according to [12] generally include savings and credit but can also 

include other financial services such as insurance and payment services. According to [13], microfinance can be 

defined as “the attempt to improve access to small deposits and small loans for poor households neglected by 

banks.” Therefore, microfinance involves the provision of financial services such as savings, loans and 

insurance to poor people living in both urban and rural setting, Mohammed Yunus, according to [5] used the 

microfinance model to disproved the conventional wisdom of the 1970s and showed that with new lending 

strategies, the rural poor who were otherwise excluded from the formal banking system because of lack of 

collateral can repay loans on time. He also demonstrated that the poor can in fact be a target group for 

innovative banking services that are profitable and sustainable. As a result of the work done by him current 

microfinance has a made a drastic shift from subsidized microfinance programs of the past which at most serve 

a few people, to the development of sustainable financial institutions specialized in serving the poor.   

Microfinance activities around the world have shown that microfinance has the potential of reducing poverty 

and contributing to the general wellbeing of the poor, especially by empowering poor women [14,15].   

However, irrespective of the potential of microfinance in alleviating poverty globally, there have only been a 

small number of rigorous studies which access the actual impact of microfinance in alleviating poverty and 

empowering the poor.  Knowledge about the achievements of microfinance initiatives remains only partial and 

is contested [16]. 

A research by [17] , using longitudinal data obtained from survey work in Bangladesh which was first carried 

out in 1991/1992 and then repeated in 1998/1999 found that microfinance participation impacted positively on 

household income and food consumption. His work was one of the early systematic studies on the impact 

assessment of microfinance. He used the three major microfinance institutions in Bangladesh (Grameen Bank; 

Bangladesh the Rural Advancement Committee, BRAC; and the Bangladesh Rural Development Board’s 
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(BRDB) RD-12 programme). He concluded that microfinance makes a significant difference to the poor by 

increasing per capital income and household food consumption in the   participating household.  Similarly, [18] , 

using the same data found out that participation in microfinance programs help the poor to have enough cash 

throughout the year to reduce the effect of economic shocks and the yearly hungry season. They also found that 

credits given to women have higher relative impacts than loans given to men. The results of the study were 

consistent with the view that women’s participation in micro-programs helps to increase female empowerment. 

The study concludes that the participation of women in credit programs lead to women taking a greater role in 

household decision making.  

Following these studies [19], showed that participation in microcredit schemes impacted positively on income, 

production and employment in the rural areas where farming is not the main source of employment. Similarly, 

[20], who studied group- based financial institutions for the rural poor in Bangladesh and presented evidence 

that credit access has a significant and strong effect on the income generation and food. According to this study 

every unit of currency of credit access creates an additional 37 units of currency of annual household income for 

the participants. They also found that the quality and quantity of food consumed by clients as well as, health of 

household members and the education of the children of the participants improved. On social attitudes and 

capital, they found an improvement especially in the areas of intra-household decision making.  Also using data 

from Bangladesh [21] and [22] found that women affiliated to micro finance schemes tended to practice 

contraception more and have smaller families than those who were not affiliated. 

According to [23], in his paper examining microfinance and poverty, which he used a selection of microfinance 

institutions in Bolivia, to access the impact of microfinance, indicated that microfinance makes a substantial 

contribution to poverty reduction through its impact on income of participants and also by impacting positively 

on asset level of participants. He also stated that the mechanism through which this reduction in poverty works 

varies between institutions, with institutions that on the average give smaller loans reducing poverty 

significantly by lifting the poor above the poverty line, whereas institutions who give larger loans on the average 

reduce poverty significantly more by expanding the demand for labour among the poor population. He further 

stated that across the institutions involved in his case-studies participants (borrowers) have higher levels of 

education and higher expenditure on health than non-participants which may be an indication of some form of 

benefit from the loans they received. 

The results of a research in 36 villages Bangladesh conducted by [24] indicated that membership in BRAC 

impact positively on women’s decision making role, control over resources and mobility. They also indicated 

that participants felt that being a member of credit programs is important from the standpoint of minimizing 

their likelihood of being deserted by their husband. In addition,  [25], found  that participants in her sample of 

women in credit programs felt that their status had improved within the household due to the fact their families 

now see them as income earners via access to credit. She stated that the women conceptualized their status 

improvement by indicating that they were actively participating in household decision-making and had authority 

over household income especially the portion of the household income which was directly derived from their 

own income. 
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According to [26], on his study on two microfinance institutions in Ghana and South Africa concluded that 

participation led to an improvement in the living conditions of the participants. He also indicated that 

participation in microfinance led to an increase in incomes of clients and enhancement in self-esteem.   

However, [27] questions the optimism of microfinance suggesting these are too superficial to cause fundamental 

change in socioeconomic conditions.  A research by [28], using the same data as  [16] and  [17], but using 

different analysis techniques, established that the estimates assigned as evidence of impact of microfinance by 

previous researchers were nonexistent or very small. He found no increase in income and household 

consumption but a slight increase in employment [29], also found mixed evidence as to the effectiveness of 

micro credit in contributing to improved development and [21] found that micro credit affiliation was not a 

factor which contributed to lowering infant mortality amongst the poor in rural Bangladesh.  [30] found that 

many microfinance programs advocate that members have to practice family planning thus resulting in shift in 

attitudes which can be restrictive. Reference [31] stated that microfinance programs create underemployment in 

the communities where they operate. References [32] and [33] indicated that microfinance services have not 

been successful in reducing inequalities and smoothing hierarchies in gender. Also [34] indicated that 

microfinance participation leads to multiple debts which result in over-debtedness. This has also been observed 

by [7]. They have commented that many microfinance programs are not fashioned to suit the actual   needs of 

the users.  

3. Data Collection 

Data were collected by interviewing 384 randomly selected women from different households face-to-face from 

nine villages in the Western Region of Ghana with the use of structured questionnaires. Women who are 

engaged in some form of business activity were interviewed from selected household in each of the villages. 

The selected villages were categorized as; farming, fishing or mining community. The villages were selected on 

the basis of the representativeness of the region, accessibility and access to local contacts and supports. 

Each of the selected women were given a structured interview by an interviewer, either by the lead researcher or 

by some locally recruited assistants who had been trained by the lead researcher and spoke the local dialect and 

helped the research gain access to women in the communities.  

The answers were recorded onto questionnaires by the interviewer and then entered by the lead researcher in to 

SPSS (Statistical Package for the Social Sciences) for analysis.   

In addition eighteen focus group discussions were held in the study. In each of the selected village two separate 

focus group discussions were held separately with   users and non-users of microfinance. Each group was made 

up of 4 women and each discussion lasted for an hour. The outcome of the focus group discussions gave some 

insights into appropriate variables and revealed some unanticipated issues.  

From the data gathered in the interviews three variables were constructed, these were; possession Index, housing 

Index and female autonomy score. The Possession index was created from the summation of assets held in the 
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household i.e.  if they owned a television, furniture, watch/clock, machine, motorcycle, radio, refrigerator, 

telephone and bicycle the possession of each asset was scored a one if the item was possessed and these were 

then summed. The housing index was created from the summation of variables to make roof, wall and floor 

materials. Each of these variables was scored on how modern the material was. For example a house with a 

cement floor, mud wall and bamboo roof received a score of 4 + 2 +1 = 7. The female autonomy score was 

created by computing the principal component of frequency of decision making about the following variables: 

raising children including their education, health, family size, family finances and buying of household 

materials. Each of these was on a five point scale from never to always. This component accounted for 71% of 

the original variation. 

The variables used in the study are summarised in Table 1 

Table 1: Variables Used 

 

4. Discussion of Results 

In Table 2 summary statistics of the three communities are presented. 

From Table 2 it is observed that the farming community has on average women of younger age, with more 

children than those of the other communities. It is also observed that the measures of economic wellbeing 

(housing and possession index) are much higher for the mining and the fishing communities than the farming 

community. To explore these further variations in number of children, the indices to measure economic well-

being and female autonomy score are analyzed at the community level. In Table 3 the results of t tests on the 

comparisons of the means of these variables of those who participate in microfinance and those who do not are 

presented  
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Table 2: Variable summary for participants of microfinance by communities 

 

Table 3: Differences in mean levels of key variables for each community with micro finance participation. 

Differences in Means (microfinance participants – non microfinance participants) 

Number of Children -0.875* -0.711  -0.545 

 Household index  -0.675 -0.200 1.424** 

Possession Index 2.350*** 0.520 1.424*** 

Female Autonomy Score 1.646***   0.965*** 0.545** 

 

* significant at the 10% level 

** significant at the 5% level 

*** significant at the 1% level 

It is clear that within the communities that the levels of female autonomy are significantly associated with 

microfinance participation. Also the tendency with regard to the possession index is that there is more 

ownership amongst those who participate in microfinance. The number of children is not closely related to 

microfinance participation. However, the general trend is that those who participate have fewer children. 

Clearly the direction of causality is important between micro finance participation and economic wellbeing and 

female autonomy. Women might well take part in microfinance because they are more independent decision 

makers or being better off economically might simulate involvement in microfinance. However, if one assumes 

that  the stated purpose of the microfinance schemes is to increase possession holding and increase female 

autonomy then the effect of microfinance on these can be determined while controlling for the community effect 

and education level by applying least squares regression. 

The three OLS models were of the form: 

εββββ
βββα

++++
++++=

IndεxHousεFishingMiningEducαtionβεyondorJunior
EducαtionimαryAgεionPαrticipαtcεMicrofinαnYi

7654

321 Pr
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Where i = 1 = Female autonomy score, i = 2 = Possession index and i = 3 = number of children and all 

independent variables, except age and house index are dummies.  

The results of the regression models formed are displayed in the table 4 below 

Table 4: Regression models results 

 Female Autonomy Score Possession Index Number of Children 

Variable Coefficient 

Std. 

Error P value Coefficient 

Std. 

Error P value Coefficient  

Std. 

Error 

P 

value 

(Constant) -1.448 0.309 <0.001 0.138 0.731 0.850 -0.027 0.564 0.962 

Microfinance 

Participation 
1.120 0.124 <0.001 1.431 0.294 0.000 -0.195 0.226 0.391 

Age 0.006 0.006 0.338 0.031 0.014 0.027 0.108 0.011 <0.001 

Primary 

education 
0.149 0.124 0.230 0.300 

0.2   

93 
0.307 -0.303 0.226 0.183 

Junior 

education or 

beyond  

0.165 0.062 0.009 0.289 0.148 0.053 -0.178 0.114 0.121 

Mining 0.791 0.160 <0.001 1.406 0.379 0.000 -1.496 0.292 <0.001 

Fishing 0.475 0.147 0.001 0.963 0.347 0.006 -1.298 0.268 <0.001 

Housing 

Index 
0.009 0.030 0.751 0.035 0.070 0.613 0.052 0.054 0.341 

Adjusted R2 0.665 0.579 <0.001 0.461 1.370 <0.001 0.500 1.056 <0.001 

From Table 4 it is clear that microfinance participation is significantly positively associated with female 

autonomy and possession index.  Interestingly housing index is not significant for any of the dependent 

variables. Result from OLS models do not show a significant association between  number of children and 

microfinance participation, the results indicate that it is not significant with regards to microfinance participation  

5. Conclusion and Recommendation  

Participation in microfinance programme in the rural communities in the Western Region appears to have 

positive impacts on clients, especially rural women who are mostly poor and would not have had access to credit 

but for microfinance. Results from the statistical analysis suggest that participants or users of microfinance have 

higher possession and housing index which is the measure of accumulated household assets than non-

participants. Also, results from the statistical analysis suggest that participation in microfinance has no effect on 

the number of children.  Female autonomy also seems to be positively influenced by microfinance participation.  

The results of the linear multiple regression analysis and the interview conducted support the hypothesis that 

participation in microfinance increases economic wellbeing and female autonomy. This finding is in line with 

the findings of a similar research conducted in the Eastern Region of Ghana which among the findings indicated 
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that microfinance participation increases the economic wellbeing and female autonomy of rural women [35]. A 

consequence of microfinance promoting female autonomy and the accumulation of possession may well lead to 

reduced family size and long term development. But the reduction in the number of children is not a direct one 

and the findings in this paper do not support the literature such as [36] which found that microfinance directly 

acted to reduce family size.  

From this study it is recommended that there should be continuation and expansion of the provision of 

microfinance to rural women in the Western Region and all the rural communities in Ghana as it   will facilitate 

development in the rural households. Also, economic well-being as well as female autonomy is promoted by 

participation in these schemes. However, to ensure these benefits are realised the schemes must be carefully 

regulated to control interest rates and prevent undue pressure to repay.  

6.  Limitations of the study 

This study only assessed the impact of microfinance on: the accumulation of basic household assets, female 

autonomy, and the number of children participants have. In the future, other researchers could also look at how 

microfinance has affected the lives of rural women economically with regards to capital accumulation and the 

ability to repay loans collected. Also, the scope of the study could be extended to cover more villages in the 

Western Region.  

References  

[1] N. Macissac. “The Role of Microfinance in Poverty Reduction and Promoting Gender Equality.” A 

Discussion Paper, Canadian International Development Agency, Quebec, (1997). 

[2] S. Johnson and B .Rogaly. ”Microfinance and Poverty Reduction.” Oxfam, London, (1997). 

[3] M. Robinson. “Microfinance: the Paradigm Shift From credit Delivery to Sustainable Financial 

Intermediation”, in M. S. Kimenyi, R. C. Wieland and J D Von Pischke (eds), 1998, Strategic Issues in 

Microfinance, Ashgate publishing: Aldershot. 

[4] S. Rutherford. “Raising the curtain on the microfinancial services era”. Small Enterprise Development, 

vol. 11 no1,  pp. 13-25, 2000. 

[5] M. Yunus  and J. Alan. Banker to the Poor: The Autobiography of Muhammad Yunus, Founder of the 

Grameen Bank. London, Aurum, (2003). 

[6] E.Aryeetey, H.Hettige, M.Nissanke, and W.Steel. “Financial market integration and reforms in Ghana, 

Malawi, Nigeria and Tanzania”. World Bank Economic Review, 11, no.2, pp. 195–218, 1997. 

[7] B. Rogaly. “Microfinance evangelism, destitute women and the hard selling of a new anti-poverty 

formula.” Development in Practice, vol.6, pp. 110-112, 1996. 



American Scientific Research Journal for Engineering, Technology, and Sciences (ASRJETS) (2016) Volume 20, No  1, pp 9-20 
 

18 
 

[8] D. Hulme and P. Mosley.  “Micro enterprise finance: Is There a Conflict between Growth and Poverty 

Alleviation?” World Development, 26, no.5,  783-790,1998. 

[9] E.Littlefield, M. Jonathan, and H. Syed. “Is Microfinance an Effective Strategy to Reach the 

Millennium Development Goals?”  Retrieved on May 18, 2015 from 

http://www.idlo.int/texts/IDLO/mis7533.pdf  

[10] Women’s World Banking. What so Microfinance customers’ value? What works vol. 1, no. 1.2003, 

New York.  Available at www.swwb.org 

[11] M. Otero. “Bringing Development Back, into Microfinance”. Journal of Microfinance. Vol.1, no.1, pp. 

8-19, (1999). 

[12] J. Ledgerwood. Microfinance Handbook. An Institutional and Financial Perspective. Sustainable 

Banking with the Poor. Washington, DC: World Bank, 1999.  

[13] M. Schreiner and C. Héctor Horacio. “From urban to rural: Lessons for microfinance from Argentina.” 

Development Policy Review vol.19, no.3, pp.  339–354,2001. 

[14] S.Hashemi, S.Sidney, and R.Ann. “Rural credit programs and women's empowerment in Bangladesh.” 

World Development  vol.24, no.4,  635-53, 1996. 

[15] L. Mayoux. “Tackling the Down Side: Social Capital, Women’s Empowerment and Micro-Finance in 

Cameroon.” Development and Change vol.32, no.3, pp.  421–50, 2001. 

[16] D. Hulme. “Is micro debt good for poor people? A note on the dark side of microfinance”. Small 

Enterprise Development, 1(1): 26–29, 2000. 

[17] S. Khandker. “Does Micro-finance really benefit the Poor?” Retrieved on Jun 02, 2016 from  

http://www.adb.org/Poverty/Forum/pdf/Khandker.pdf     

[18] M. Pitt, Mark and K. Shahidur. “The Impact of Group-Based Credit Programs on Poor Households in 

Bangladesh: Does the Gender of Participants Matter?” The Journal of Political Economyvol.106, no.5, 

pp. 958-996, 1998. 

[19] K. Shahidur, H. Samad and Z. Khan.. Income and Employment Effects of Micro-credit Programmes: 

Village-level evidence from Bangladesh, The Journal of Development Studies, Vol. 35, no. 2, pp. 96–

124, 1998. 

[20] M. Zeller, M., Sharma, M.,  A Ahmed and  S. Rashid. Group-Based Financial Institutions for the Rural 

Poor in Bangladesh – An Institutional and Household-level Analysis, Research Report 120, IFPRI, 

Washington, DC: International Food Policy Research Institute, 2001. 

http://www.idlo.int/texts/IDLO/mis7533.pdf
http://www.swwb.org/
http://www.adb.org/Poverty/Forum/pdf/Khandker.pdf


American Scientific Research Journal for Engineering, Technology, and Sciences (ASRJETS) (2016) Volume 20, No  1, pp 9-20 
 

19 
 

[21] K. Gayen. “Modelling the Influence of Communication on fertility Behaviour in Rural Bangladesh.” 

PhD Thesis, Napier University, Edinburgh, 2004. 

[22] K. Gayen. and R. Raeside. “Communication and Contraception in Rural Bangladesh.” Healthcare 

Quarterly vol. 9, no. 4, pp.110-122, 2006. 

[23] P. Mosley. Microfinance and Poverty: Bolivia Case Study, draft, University of Reading, England, 

1999. 

[24] S. Amin and P. Anne. “Gender Inequality within Households: “The Impact of a Women’s 

Development Programme in 36 Bangladeshi Villages’ in The Bangladesh Development Studies”. 

Special Issue on Women. Development and Change’ vol.22, no. 2&3, 121-155, 1994. 

[25] R.Naved. “Empowerment of Women: Listening to the Voices of Women. Special issue on Women, 

Development, and Change, Bangladesh Development Studies,  vol.22, nos. 2 & 3, pp. 155-79, 1994. 

[26] S. Afranie. “Impact Assessment of Microfinance Interventions in Ghana and South Africa: a Synthesis 

of Major Impact and Lessons”. Journal of Microfinance vol.4, no.1, pp. 37-58, 2003. 

[27] G. Buckley, “Microfinance in Africa: is it either the problem or the solution?” World Development 

vol. 25, no.7, pp. 1081-1093, 1997. 

[28] Morduch, J. (1998), Does Microfinance Really Help the Poor? New Evidence from Flagship Programs 

in Bangladesh. Retrieved 17/07/2015 from  http://www.nyu.edu/projects/morduch/documents/ 

microfinance/Does_Microfinance_Really_Help.pdf 

[29] K. Hassan. “The microfinance revolution and the Grameen bank experience in Bangladesh.” Financial 

Markets Institutions and Instruments .vol .11, pp.205-264, 2002. 

[30] J. Morduch. ‘‘The Microfinance Promise.’’ Journal of Economic Literature 37, pp. 1569–1614, 1999. 

[31] R. Pearson. “Continuity and Change: Towards a Conclusion”, in B. Lemire et al. (eds) Women and 

Credit: Researching the Past, Refiguring the Future, pp. 319–324, 2001. Washington, DC: Berg. 

[32] S. Johnson. “Gender and Microfinance: Guidelines for Good Practice.” Available online: 

http://www.gdrc.org/icm/wind/gendersjonson.html 

[33] N. Kabeer. “Conflicts over Credit: Re-evaluating the Empowerment Potential of Loans to Women in 

Rural Bangladesh.” World Development vol.29, no.1, pp. 63–84, 2001. 

 [34] H. Huq. “Contesting Cacophony of Savings and Credit, and People’s Livelihoods Practices.” Paper 

presented at the United Nations FAO seminar, ‘Livelihood, savings and debt in a changing world. 

Developing anthropological and sociological perspectives’, Wageningen University, The Netherlands, 



American Scientific Research Journal for Engineering, Technology, and Sciences (ASRJETS) (2016) Volume 20, No  1, pp 9-20 
 

20 
 

pp. 14–16, May, 2001. 

[35] R. Appiah. “The Impact of Microfinance on the Empowerment of Rural Women. A Case Study of 

Asuogyaman District”. Retrieved Jan. 04, 2016, from 

ir.knust.edu.gh/bitstream/123456789/4203/1/Rose%20Thesis.pdf 

[36] K.Gayen, and R. Raeside.  “Social networks, Normative Influence and Health Delivery in Rural 

Bangladesh.” Social Science and Medicine, 65, pp. 900-914, 2007. 

 

 

 

 


	3. Data Collection
	5. Conclusion and Recommendation

