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Study Overview
Title
PEACEField1: Guatemala Micro Case-Study

Study is 3ie funded
No

Study ID
RIDIE-STUDY-ID-6375ec5cc28b0

Initial Registration Date
11/17/2022

Last Update Date
10/27/2022

Status
What is the status of your study?
In Development

Location(s)
Where is the intervention or study occurring? (You may select multiple countries.)
Guatemala

Abstract
Describe your study in non-technical language. This abstract will be publicly visible to people who search the registry even before the study is complete, so enter only what you are comfortable sharing at this time.
Throughout the world, unequal access to land and other natural resources risks conflict, both relating to access and tenure. As a consequence of such threats, governments the world over have launched land reform projects. In the last century, over one third of all countries have undergone some form of land reform process. Despite the frequency and scale of such programs, however, little is known about their effectiveness as a peacebuilding strategy. In some ways, this is understandable. Land reform is usually the endgame of a long process that establishes support for land reform. Land reform implemented against the wishes of a local population undergoing land reform is unlikely to be successful. It usually involves the treatment or large swathes of contiguous land. This poses key difficulties for the use of standard impact evaluation tools. In this work, we propose a study that borrows ideas from methods, such as encouragement experiments, that attempt to induce variation in exposure to the project within the treatment region. Specifically, we will overlay a behavioral experiment that differentially exposes individuals to information pertaining to the land registry project or a placebo project. At baseline and endline, we will test whether or not the information influences behaviors more, or less, related to the land registry project. Specifically, we will ask individuals to accept or sanction various acts of violence using vignettes. At baseline, this will allow us to provide understanding of how the project will likely be received and the theories of change at play. At endline, it will allow us to infer information about the effectiveness of the project by testing whether or not the impact of manipulating information pertaining to the project changes as a result of its implementation.


Registration Citation
Ferguson, N.T.N., Martinez, S., Rebolledo, P., Thissen, P. and Ungwang, L. (2022). â��PEACEField2 Guatemala Micro Case Study: Studying the Impact of Land Registries and Conflict Mediation on Accepting and Sanctioning Violence.â��


Categories
Choose one or more categories that describe your study.
Other

Additional Keywords
Additional descriptive terms for the study, if any. (Use commas to separate terms.)
Peacebuilding, Guatemala, Polochic Valley, Land reform, Common resource conflict, encouragement design, behavioral economics

Secondary ID Number(s)
To help with database searches and to avoid duplication, enter any ID numbers provided by funders (e.g., grant number) as well as any ID numbers provided by other registries (clinicaltrials.gov, ISRCT, etc.). For each ID number, include the organization that assigned it.

Principal Investigator(s)
Name of First PI
Neil T. N. Ferguson

Affiliation
ISDC - International Security and Development Center

Name of Second PI
Lame Ungwang / Paulina Rebolledo / Sebastian Martinez / Paul Thissen

Affiliation
ISDC - International Security and Development Center / 3ie

Study Sponsor
Name
What organization is the primary funder of your study?
German Federal Foreign Office Stabilisation Platform

Study Sponsor Location
Indicate the country where your study sponsor is located.
Germany

Research Partner
Name of Partner Institution
If you are collaborating with another organization to perform this research (including organizations in the study country), provide the organization's name.
3ie

Type of Organization
What type of institution is your research partner?
Research institute/University

Location
Indicate the country where your research partner is located.
United States
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Intervention Overview
Intervention
Describe the intervention or program being evaluated in this study. Be sure to indicate the objectives and expected beneficiaries. Do not discuss the evaluation here, only the intervention. (Include only details of the program that can be made public at this time.)
The â��Promoting the Management of Social, Political and Institutional Environment to Diminish Agrarian Conflictâ�� project aims will undertake a series of projects in the Polochic Valley to minimize conflicts between individuals and between individuals and private enterprises and the state. In this work, we are interested in two specific aspects of Component 2 of the project, which focuses on â��Improving Participation of Indigenous and Peasant Communitiesâ��. The first is the production of land and people registries within 10 communities in the Polochic Valley in order to formalize rights and minimize disputes. The second involves the training of conflict mediators within the local population to resolve disputes that do arise without recourse to violence. Both components are â��end gamesâ�� of a broader set of programs in the region that have been implemented over the last half-decade or more.Â 


Theory of Change
Describe the key aspects of the interventionâ��s theory of change, emphasizing the mechanisms the impact evaluation will focus on.
At the aggregate level, much has been learned about the effect of land reform programs (e.g. McKay, 2017). Countries and regions that undergo land reform tend to suffer less conflict than those that do not. Despite this, however, few analyses have been able to look at land reform at the project level (e.g. Sonnenberg et al., 2020), suggesting difficulties in drawing a theory of change from the literature, more broadly. However, we expect that the project will work through a direct and an indirect route. In the direct route, the project reduces the probability that disputes will arise due to land access or tenure, as this will be partially formalized as a component of the registry of the work. Similarly, if disputes do arise, the presence of trusted mediators should reduce the likelihood of violent resolution. Consequently, this should increase individualsâ�� preferences towards peaceful forms of conflict resolution, which we will test directly through our experiment. The indirect route involves increases in trust â�� specifically, trust in local institutions to deal with disputes satisfactorily, neutrally and objectively. Increases in trust will, too, increase preferences for peaceful forms of dispute mechanisms by increased trust and buy-in to the institutions charged with resolving these disputes. We will test this, too, through survey questions focusing on perceptions of various local institutions.Â 


Treatment Arms
Does this intervention or program have multiple treatment arms or program types under evaluation?
Yes

Implementing Agency
Name of Organization
Who is carrying out the intervention or program? (Provide the name of the organization.)
WFP and FAO

Type of Organization
NGO (International)

Program Funder
Name of Organization
Who is funding the intervention or program? (If multiple organizations are involved in funding, provide the name of the primary funder.)
UN Peacebuilding Fund

Type of Organization
What type of organization is this?
NGO (International)

Intervention Timing
Intervention Timeline
Has the intervention or program already started? (Answer yes if the intervention has started, meaning the planned treatment has begun, and is either still in process or completed.)
No

Start Date
When did the intervention or program begin? (If not yet started, provide estimated date.)
01/01/2023

End Date
When did the intervention or program end? (If not yet completed, provide estimated date. If this is to be an ongoing program, leave the field blank.)
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Evaluation Method Overview
Primary (or First) Evaluation Method
What is the main methodological approach you will use to estimate the causal impacts of the intervention or program? (If more than one, enter the first here. You will have the opportunity to enter a second method later.)
Other (specify)

Other Method
Please describe your method that was not listed in the choices above.
This study relies on an experiment that varies the salience of the project under study and the relatedness of behaviors to this project, which builds on encouragement design approaches. 

Additional Evaluation Method (If Any)

Other Method
Please describe your method that was not listed in the choices above.

Method Details
Details of Evaluation Approach
Please provide details of your methodological approach(es).
The methodological approach builds on the ideas behind encouragement designs. In these designs, the treatment is available to all individuals in a place but they are differentially encouraged or discouraged to take it up. In a similar sense, our work focusses only on the treatment region due to difficulties in designing a suitable control group or place for land reform projects. We plan to overlay two different experimental components on the treatment region. In the first, individuals will receive background information on the requirement for this land reform and mediator training project; or a placebo project based on local agriculture improvement. To reinforce the salience of the prime, individuals will be asked whether or not they think a project of this specific design will be useful in solving the problems their communities face. In a second round, individuals will be randomly assigned to one of two behavioral conditions. The behavioral condition involves listening to a vignette about a generic form of land conflict that had arisen somewhere in Polochic Valley. Individuals will hear the experiences and actions of two of three individuals. Individual A did not resort to any dispute resolution mechanism and the situation turned violent; Individual B resorted to a local informal mechanism that resolved the matter peacefully; Individual C resorted to a national formal mechanism. Individuals will be asked how justified each approach was and the action they believe they would undertake if faced with that situation.Â 


Outcomes (Endpoints)
What are the outcome variables (endpoints) of interest in this evaluation? (You may distinguish primary and secondary outcomes as well as final and intermediate outcomes. If you do, indicate to which category each outcome belongs. See help text for definitions.)
The outcome variables is the information on the acceptance or sanctioning of violence in the presence of various alternative options; and an associated range of indicators based on trust in and perceptions of the effectiveness of various (local) institutions.Â 


Unit of Analysis
What is the main unit of analysis for the evaluation?
The unit of analysis are the 500 individuals who will be surveyed in 10 communities in Polochic Valley. 

Hypotheses
What specific hypotheses do you plan to test with the outcome variables specified above (or other outcomes)? (You may distinguish primary and secondary hypotheses if you like.)
We hypothesize:


	Increased salience of information pertaining to the need and provision of peaceful conflict resolution and avoidance mechanisms will decrease individualsâ�� willingness to accept violence in the face of peaceful alternatives
	
		We will see heterogeneous outcomes, given the nature of choices available â�� if there is only recourse to distant, unresponsive, national-level mechanisms, people will accept violence more
	
	
	Increased awareness of projects design to tackle local peacebuilding needs in this matter will increase trust in and perceptions of effectiveness of local conflict-resolution institutions
	At endline, we will see increased sanctioning of violence in the presence of local dispute mechanisms as a result of implementation of the project



Unit of Intervention or Assignment
Unit of assignment for receipt of the intervention or program. For experiments, the unit of randomization. (For example, individuals, schools, clinics, firms, etc.)
The unit of randomization are individuals within the treatment regions. 

Number of Clusters in Sample
If the intervention or program is to be administered by cluster or group (e.g., schools, villages), what is the (expected) number of groups or clusters in the analysis?
The analysis takes place within 10 clusters but these do not influence the unit of intervention discussed above. 

Number of Individuals in Sample
What is the (expected) number of individual observations (e.g., of students, households, enterprises) in the sample?
We plan to collect data from 500 individuals â�� one from each household in the treated regions.

Size of Treatment, Control, or Comparison Subsamples
What is the (expected) number of observations in treatment and control or comparison subsamples (i.e., those receiving the intervention and those not receiving it)? (If the intervention or program is to be administered by cluster or group, please give the number of groups, not individuals, in each subsample.)
There is no direct control group. Individuals in the experiment will be randomized into one of three â��cellsâ��, with each cell containing approximately 166 individuals. 

Supplementary Files
Analysis Plan
If you have a pre-analysis plan to upload, please do so here. (Note that a pre-analysis plan is a detailed outline of the analysis plan written in advance of seeing the data which may specify hypotheses to be tested, variable construction, equations to be estimated, controls to be used, and other aspects of the analysis. See help text for further information. You may select to have the plan kept private until study completion or another date of your choosing.)

Other Documents
Do you have any other documents outlining what you plan to do in this study that you are willing to upload (e.g., a proposal or IRB document)? (You may select to have the documents kept private until study completion or another date of your choosing.)
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Outcomes Data
Description
Briefly describe the data set that will be used to measure outcomes. (For example, this could be a household survey, school or health facility survey, administrative data, etc. If there is more than one such data source, please describe the most important one.)
We will collect primary data from approximately 500 individuals as described above. This data will comprise a series of experimental and observational data collected from participants. 

Data Collection Status
Have these data already been collected, whether by you or someone else? (This refers to data collected after the intervention was implemented, not baseline data.)
No

Previous Use of the Data
Has this data set been used before by you or others for analysis, including for unrelated research?

Data Access
Is this a restricted access data set?

Data Status
Have you obtained the data?

Data Approval Process
Briefly describe the approval process.

Approval Status
Have you obtained approval and/or the data?

Treatment Assignment Data
Participation or Assignment Information
Does (or will) the above outcomes data also contain information on the treatment assignment or program participation, i.e., which units received the intervention or participated in the program?
Yes

Description
What kind of data will you use for information on treatment assignment or program participation, i.e., which units received the intervention or participated in the program? Examples include administrative data, household survey, etc. (In some cases, there may be no specific data set. For example, data might simply be common knowledge that a program was implemented in a particular village. This type of information can be treated as a data set.)

Data Status
Do these data already exist?

Previous Use of the Data
Has this data set been used before by you or others for analysis, including for unrelated research?

Data Access
Is this a restricted access data set?

Data Obtainment Status
Have you obtained the data?

Data Approval Process
Briefly describe the approval process.

Approval Status
Have you obtained approval and/or the data?

Data Analysis
Data Analysis Status
Have you started analysis of the data?

Study Materials
Upload Study Materials
It is helpful for other researchers to be able to see survey instruments used in prior studies. Are you interested in uploading or providing links(s) to the instrument(s) or any other study information at this time? (You will also be able to do so at a later date, including at study completion.) If so, upload documents or provide links to instruments, other websites, or documents related to your study that you are willing to share, and describe each item.

Registration Category
Registration Category
Based on the information you have provided, we have classified your registration as follows.
Prospective, Category 1: Data for measuring impacts have not been collected
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Completion Overview
Intervention Completion Date
When was the intervention or program completed? If this is an ongoing program, leave the date blank.

Data Collection Completion Date
When was data collection on outcomes completed?

Unit of Analysis
What was the main unit of analysis for the evaluation?

Clusters in Final Sample
If the intervention involved clusters or groups as the unit of randomization or program assignment, please indicate the final number of clusters or groups in the sample used in the analysis.

Total Observations in Final Sample
For estimating primary program impacts, what was the total number of individual observations used in the analysis (including program recipients and controls or comparisons)?

Size of Treatment, Control, or Comparison Subsamples
What is the size of each treatment and control or comparison subsample in the main analysis? (If the analysis is at the cluster or group level, please give the number of groups, not individuals, in each subsample.)

Findings
Preliminary Report
Is there a report on the results?

Preliminary Report URL
Provide a link to the report if available.

Summary of Findings
Summarize your results. (Copy and paste a report abstract or executive summary as appropriate. Highlight the results for the key outcomes and hypotheses you outlined when registering.)

Paper
Are there any published studies based on this evaluation?

Paper Summary
Provide titles and brief summaries of the studies.

Paper Citation
Enter the citations.

Data Availability
Data Availability (Primary Data)
Is the data set you used available for other researchers (whether access is free or restricted), or will it be in the future?

Date of Data Availability
When will the data be available?

Data URL or Contact
Enter a link to the data set, if available, or the name and email of a contact person for access.

Access procedure
If the data are or will be available only on a restricted basis, please describe the procedure to apply for the data.

Other Materials
Survey
Can you share the survey questionnaire(s) you used (if not previously made publicly available)?

Survey Instrument Links or Contact
Provide the link to the survey instrument(s) or describe how to obtain them.

Program Files
Are program files (e.g., Stata .do files) available for public distribution?

Program Files Links or Contact
If yes, please provide a link to the files or the name and email of a contact person for access.

External Link
Please provide links to any other related websites, documents, etc.

External Link Description
Describe the above links.

Description of Changes
Please add any comments you would like to make on changes in this project between the initial registration and the reporting of the results (e.g., changes in evaluation method, sample size, hypotheses, etc.).

Study Stopped
Date
When was the study stopped?

Reason
Why was the study stopped?

