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I. Introduction
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I1. Experimental Design and Data



1I.4. Setting
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II.B. Sample
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11.C. Experimental Design

Basic setup
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Main Treatment 2: Community Targeting
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Main Treatment 3: Hybrid




Community Sub-Treatments






Randomization Design
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I11. Data

1I1.A. Baseline Data




1I1.B. Data on treatment results



II1.C. Data on community meetings

II1.D. Data on community satisfaction




IILE. Summary statistics







Il F. Randomization Balance Check




IV. Main Results: Targeting Performance and Satisfaction



1V.A. Targeting performance
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1V.B. Satisfaction
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V. Elite Capture
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V1. Community effort
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VI1. Does the Community Have a Different Maximand?

VIL.A. Alternative welfare metrics
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VI.B. Broadly shared preferences?



VII.C. What is the community maximizing?
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VIL.D. Information
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VIII1. Conclusion
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Table 1: Randomization Design

Table 2: Summary Statistics

Panel A: Consumption from baseline survey

Panel B: Mis-targeting variables:

Panel C: Rank correlations between treatment results and...




Table 3: Testing Balance Between Treatment Groups




Table 4: Results of Different Targeting Methods on Mis-targeting Rate




Table 5: Satisfaction

Panel A: Household Endline Survey

Panel B: Sub-village Head Endline Survey

Panel C: Comment forms and fund disbursement results




Table 6: Elite Treatments

Table 7: Are Households Connected to Elites Treated Differently?




Table 8: Effort

Table 9: Rank correlation matrix of alternative welfare metrics
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Table 10: Assessing targeting treatments using alternative welfare metrics
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Table 12: What is the community maximizing?
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Table 13: Information




log per-capita consumption of beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries, by treatment status
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