
CHAPTER VII 

Status of Women in Intra-Family Decision Making in 
Rural India: Empirical Evidence and 

Analysis 

7.1. Evolution of Household Decision Making 

This chapter of the study finally examines gender inequality m household decision

making and evolution of household decision-making with time. It integrates concepts 

from the field of economics of household division of labour and explains how decision-

making power shifts '.vithin a household from male domination to bargaining behaviour 

in households where women are in the labour force. Institutional and technological 

change, and the provision of new economic opportunities are expected to be the supply 

side driving force behind the evolution of household decision-making. But existing norms 

in society and division of labour dictate the pace of this evolution from the demand side. 

Specific policy measures that provide legal security for women, raise the opportunity cost 

of their time and make more time available for income earning opportunities could prove 

to be a vital catalyst in the evolution of household decision-making. Similarly, it can be 

said that more time spent on unpaid work and less on paid income generating activities 

and stereotyping work roles of females are the invisible hindrances that restrict them in 

taking decisions in the household and on the whole in the society as a whole. 

The society is torn between traditional expectations on women, and their recently 

achieved assertiveness and capabilities in various roles. Although the benefits of women 

at work are need to be visible enough to be acclaimed, there persists some reluctance 

towards completely freeing them to pursue their careers and accepting that their successes 

involve some curtailments on both social and family availability. There seems to be an 

unwritten but vigorous accord about what women can and should do, influenced by 

cultural ideologies based on traditional behaviour. For instance, women are strongly 

encouraged to mother children in accordance with laid down models, even if those 

models are not clearly defined. It should be noted that pressures, expectations and the 
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manner in which they are dealt with may vary from one family to the next, even within 

same community in same village. 

The process by which joint household decisions are made within married and 

cohabitating couple households, is an issue that has plagued researchers who conduct 

empirical studies of gender and household division of labour. The significance of gender 

perspective in household decision making is called into question if the women are unable 

to take decisions in their household matters such as expenditure on consumption, 

education of children, control over finances, health of family etc. 

Household decision-making affects many choices with important consequences including 

the distribution of income, allocation of resources, the allocation of time, purchase of 

goods, and fertility decisions. The focus of household decision-making is determined by 

who controls and allocates economic resources within the family. A change in income 

generating capacity of partners precipitates a change in household decision-making 

prerogatives. Thus, at the core of household decision-making determinants is poverty. 

The pervasive 'feminization of poverty', a widening gap between women and men caught 

in the cycle of poverty, has not only increased the clamour for more autonomy and 

improved status of women within the household and society but has also raised their 

desire for gainful employment even in the areas considered to be the main preserves of 

men. This may have some implications on the perceived dominance of men in household 

decision-making process. 

7.2. Theories of Household Decision Making 

Household decision-making has been the subject of study m both economics and 

sociology. Literature in economics until the last two decades has treated the household as 

a monolithic, homogeneous and undifferentiated units, synonymous with a single 

consumer. Models in economics either assume that individual preferences within the 

household were identical (and hence could be aggregated), or that one powerful member 

of the household, the household head, usually the husband, could impose his preferences 

on the other family members, resulting in a single utility function. The economics 
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literature provides two approaches to modelling the household from which one can draw 

inferences about the household's financial decision-making process. According to Becker 

(1965) the outcome of this model of household decision-making is an efficient allocation 

of household resources wherein the household utility is maximized by having each person 

specializing to take advantage of their comparative advantage. This model does not 

distinguish between individual household members, nor does it recognize any systematic 

differences in power relations based for example on gender. The new home economics 

predicts that resource allocation in the household is independent of who earns the income 

in the household ( Grossbard-Shechtman, 2001 ). The implication for household financial 

decision-making is that not only the outcome, but who the decision-maker is, should both 

be independent of who earns the income in the household. 

The earliest bargaining models used cooperative game theory to model the household 

(e.g., Manser & Brown, 1980; McElroy & Homey, 1981). These assume that spouses 

have unique preferences that can be represented by individual utility functions and that 

individual differences and the allocation of household resources are resolved through a 

cooperative bargaining process. A spouse's bargaining power is determined by their 

threat point - the level of utility they would have outside the relationship. Relative access 

to income, education, and paid work outside the home would all be expected to increase 

the bargaining power of a household member. In the context of financial decision

making, cooperative bargaining models imply that women who work outside the home 

and earn an income, women with assets oftheir own, and women with unearned income, 

will have more say in household financial decisions than other women. 

Another strand in the household bargaining literature challenges the assumption used in 

cooperative bargaining models and models households in terms of a non-cooperative 

bargaining process. Cournot-Nash models (e.g., Lundberg & Pollack, 1993) have been 

suggested as a preferable alternative to the Nash bargaining models used in cooperative 

bargaining models. Individual's access to income is important in determining their power 

in the bargaining process. The implications for decision-making in the household are also 

that the higher a woman's income is relative to her husband's, one would expect her 

greater participation in the decision-making process. The dominant theory offered in the 
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sociology literature is more consistent with bargaining models of the household but is 

somewhat less sophisticated. Subsequent studies have concluded that the balance of 

power in the family is dependent upon relative access to resources such as mcome, 

education, and paid work outside the home. 

In the Indian situation, however, it is unclear how effective bargaining theories can be 

applied in explaining the socioeconomic status of wives within their family. It may be 

that customary social relationships in India provide little scope for the application of 

bargaining theories of the family, apart from the possibility that wives lack any effective 

bargaining power in their family. As Cain (1982) contends from Bangladesh, it is 

possible that gender relationships in countries such as India are mainly culturally 

determined, which would also imply that they are relatively insensitive to changes 

micro-socioeconomic variables. If this is so, it would suggest that theories of social 

customs or patriarchal structure largely determine the status ofthe wife in the household 

(Cain et al., 1979; Cain, 1982; Conklin, 1979; Hartmann, 1976) in India rather than 

economic theories or bargaining theories. By drawing on results from a survey of wives 

in six rural villages the Darjeeling and Jalpaiguri District of West Bengal, this chapter 

has assessed the sixth hypothesis that decision making status of rural women is 

determined by the household, personal and situational factors and women's work 

participation in marketed and non-marketed work and incomes earned also influence 

decision making in the household. The chapter reveals how decision making status of 

women in household can enhance the autonomy of the women within and outside the 

household economy to achieve gender equity that ultimately prove the validity of the 

initial model where it has been shown that participation in market activities fall under 

general production boundary of paid SNA activities that generates decision making 

power of women in society. 

Whether or not wives engage in employment outside the household is often taken as an 

indication of the empowerment of wives. The degree of female participation in the 

workforce is included as a positive term in estimation of the Gender Development Index 

(GDI). Development of this index was greatly influenced by Amartya Sen (Anand and 

Sen, 1995) and reflects his views about the importance of entitlements as determinants of 
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the well-being of individuals. In addition, Agnihotri, Palmer-Jones, and Parikh (1998) 

extensively use female participation rates in the workforce in their spatial (regional) study 

of female-male ratios in India. These ratios are often employed as indicators of the status 

of females in comparison to males. Doubts have, however, been raised about how well 

participation rates of females in the workforce reflect their empowerment within the 

family (Tisdell et al., 2000). It is possible for females earning cash in some societies to 

have no control over that cash in the family and to be little involved in family decisions. 

They may also have little ability to refuse to work in the workforce if their husband 

expects them to do so. Refusal to do so may make their lot even more miserable. In India, 

it is still extremely difficult for wives to have their own property and family property is 

almost mvariably retained by the husband. Even when females obtain property in their 

own right they usually have little control over it (Agarwal, 1994). Individuals with 

"power over" are able to assert their wishes and goals even in the face of opposition from 

others. All these show that gender relationship influences all aspects of our lives, the 

schooling we receive, the social roles we play and the power and authority we command. 

Couples choose how they will divide the chores, starting from the point when they 

choose to live with one another (Gupta, 1999). Most theorizations on domestic decision

making has revolved around the way in which the characteristics of husband, wife, and 

their household shape this decision making (Coltrane, 2000). One guiding assumption has 

been that partners arrive at rational decisions about who will care the children, cook the 

meals, and manage the household. One keen consideration has been whose time is 

regarded as too valuable for this sort of unpaid work. This determination has usually 

favoured the man, whose job prospects for a variety of reasons have exceeded the 

woman's. With his valuable time devoted to earning a living, his hours left over for 

caring children and cleaning were limited, and this work fell largely to his wife. This 

general argument is often called the "time availability" explanation for the division of 

household labour (Shelton and John, 1996). 

The chapter analyses female decision making from the standpoint of the role of the 

family and explicitly allows for the influence of family membership on decisions about 

financial, health and other matters. It is particularly useful for the analysis of female 
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decision making Issues in India where cohabitation of man and woman, as well as 

gender-based specialization between market and home production activities are 

prominent features of family organization. 

The purpose of this chapter is to empirically estimate a model of household decision

making of women to determine the factors that increase women's involvement in the 

market economy. The results of the estimation shed light on the financial decision

making process in households and suggest some guidelines for the future research to 

classify married and cohabitating couple. In the second chapter, a review of literature on 

models of household decision-making had been outlined since this literature provides the 

basis for our empirical model and variable selection. In the empirical estimation in this 

chapter, the study examines the relationship between women's involvement in household 

decision-making spheres with participation in paid market activities, age, landholding 

pattern of household, education of both husband and wife, income of the household and 

type of family and earning status ofwomen. 

7.3. Implications of Household Decision Making for Rural Gender 

Equality 

It is very difficult to measure socioeconomic status within a family because it consists of 

a range of components with varying units, and not all components may move in the same 

direction. However, the socioeconomic status of a wife in her family is higher if she has 

some control over cash, has freedom to form and join social groups, is involved in family 

decisions, and, in particular, has influence on decisions about the future of her children. 

Nevertheless, because status is indicated by a vector of factors, problems may arise when 

indicators of social status alter in opposite directions. 

Power in the household in terms of involvement in making important financial, social and 

cultural decisions is greater where an individual has more command over financial and 

educational resources and these imply that women are more likely to have an influence 

on financial decisions when they contribute to a larger income share in the household. 

However, since women's earnings are lower on an average than men's, the results suggest 
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that women are less likely on average to be heavily involved in making household level 

savings and other money related decisions. Similarly since women are less likely to have 

a formal education than men, this result also implies a smaller involvement of women in 

the household decisions on average. These socially determined roles in the household 

have a significant effect on decision-making that will determine ability to take advantage 

of opportunities that will then affect the educational, occupational, social and health

related status of members of the household along gender lines. 

7.4. Household Decision Making Hierarchy in Rural West Bengal 

Women's autonomy is measured in this study on the basis of pointed questions on 

household decision making. Most studies on women's autonomy also include indicators 

of mobility, such as migration, scope of employment opportunities outside the villages 

but the village level household data of Jalpaiguri and Darjeeling district of West Bengal 

for this study lacks in such indicators; therefore, this analysis on autonomy is restricted to 

women's participation in decision making only. In the household survey, conducted for 

the study, both women and men were asked who in their family usually had the final say 

on the following decisions: (1) expenditure on consumption; (2) education of children; 

(3) expenditure on health; (4) purchase and sale of agricultural products; (5) savings and 

maintenance of accounts; (6) participation in community development programme; (7) 

purchase of land and house; (8) allocation of work; (9) expenditure from income of 

agricultural products; (1 0) observance of ceremony, rituals. Responses to each of these 

decisions have been categorized as: (1) women are consulted and decision considered 

partially; (2) decision jointly taken by spouses; (3) decisions taken by men only. 

According to the husband's response, the wife can have the final say deciding on issues 

alone or jointly with him. According to the wife's response, she cannot decide on issues 

but has to decide jointly with her husband, or jointly with another family member. The 

discrepancy between the responses on control over finance to community development 

programme and the extent of participation of women in the various areas of household 

decision making process is demonstrated in the following figures. 
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From the figure of household decision making of Jalpaiguri district, it can be inferred 

that although all household decisions are under taken by both men and women, the 

latter's decisions are overwhelmingly involved with domestic chores. Only in decisions 

such as allocation of work, and maintenance of savings accounts, women's decision have 

little importance. In other domains of decision making such as expenditure on 

consumption, education of children, observance of ceremony and rituals, expenditure on 

health they have to depend on their husband or sometimes also are involved in joint 

decision making in these specific areas. But in other cases such as purchase of land, 

purchase and sale of agricultural products, participation in community development, 

men's decision dominate. As the age ofthe male family head increases, there is a greater 

tendency to consult sons leading to a diminishing importance of female members. Male 

family heads belonging to the category of non-leaders relied more upon female members 

when they had to take decisions regarding education of children or savings and 

maintenance of accounts within the household. The reasons for ignoring women in 

decision making relating to agricultural production practices and marketing of farm 

produce and purchase of any kind of property were that 'men knew better' and that 

decisions were man's job and the reason for acceptance of women's participation in 

decisions like education of children, maintenance of household were women's capacity to 

handle indoor tasks. Thus, there is evidence of gender discrimination within households 

manifesting in gender segregation in decision making spheres. 

On family decisions, 65 percent of the respondents are of the view that the man stands 

out as the traditional head of the household and hence he is the decision maker including 

reproductive decisions. It was also reported that more often than not, important issues 

were never discussed with wives. Even when discussed, the man always had the final 

word. 

In case of villages in Darjeeling district the participation of the women in decision 

making was quite minimal. Figure 2 reveals that in each of the cases of Darjeeling 

District starting from expenditure on consumption to expenditure of income obtained 

from the sale of agricultural products, barely 30 percent of the women were consulted, 

except in the observance of ceremonies and rituals where about 40 percent were 
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consulted; about 27 percent of the women had their opinion considered in expenditure on 

health of the family where reproductive health of women is a major concern, but in 33 

percent cases men were taking decisions alone without considering women's decision or 

their choices regarding family planning. 

Figure-7.1: levels of Gender Participation in Household Decision under Different 
Categories in Jalpaiguri Survey Villages 
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In allocation of work within the family, purchase of land or house, education of children 

and expenditure on consumption pattern, expenditure from income of agricultural 

products women were significantly included in decision making process unlike Jalpaiguri 

and their opinions has been considered, whereas other domains of decision making such 

as purchase and sale of agricultural product, savings and maintenance of accounts and 

participation in village development activities, men dominated. Thus all the major 

decisions in the family that are related to financial matters were taken by men either 

individually or jointly with women. Thus men wield considerable domestic power by 

exercising control over decisions affecting the household economy. Women, who are 

productive and reproductive agents, exercise exclusive control over peripheral areas of 
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domestic life and mostly concentrated in management of household chores. Thus the 

situation for Darjeeling district and Jalpaiguri district varied in certain aspects of decision 

making. 

Figure 7.2: Leveis of Gender Parl:icipation in Household Decision under Different 
Categories in Darjeeling Survey Villages 
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The overall regional comparison highlighted that women's involvement in agricultural 

decision making and household decision making in Jalpaiguri district of West Bengal 

were less compared to Darjeeling district of West BengaL Women exerted more in 

decision making related to non-financial issues while their involvements was less or non

existent in purchase of land or assets, marketing of agricultural produce and other 

financial matters. These features were common for both the districts though hill women 

were relatively in a better position than the women in the plains. The distribution of 

power of decision making in these districts in the current study supported the findings of 

study of Acharya and Bennet (1982) in Nepal where women were the key decision 

makers regarding consumption behavior of household members and men enjoyed 

dominance about decisions concerning marketing of agricultural produce, medical 

treatments or decisions regarding household properties. 
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7.5. Empirical Variations in Decision Making Roles of Rural Women 

7.5.1. Model Specification 

The purpose of this study is to examine the factors that determine women's participation 

in household decision making. In this model the study took only six parameters out of 

ten parameters on the basis of importance of decisions and these are i) decisions 

regarding consumption expenditure of family; ii) decision regarding allocation of work; 

iii) decision regarding education of children; iv) decision regarding savings and 

maintenance of accounts; v) decision regarding purchase and sale of land and house and 

vi) decision regarding health expenditure of the family. 

Since the dependent variable is ordinal by nature, the modei estimated in this study is an 

ordered Probit where the order represents involvement of the women in different 

decision-making areas 

y* = 0 if husband alone takes the decision 

= 1 if women's opinion is consulted and decision partially considered 

= 2 if decision is taken jointly 

More specifically, the model to be estimated takes the form: 

y*= ~'Xi+ Bi 

where y* is the underlying latent variable that indexes the decision making status of the 

woman in rural economy, Xi is a vector of parameters to be estimated and ej is the 

stochastic error term. The latent variable exhibits itself in ordinal categories, which could 

be coded as 0,1,2, ......... ,k. The response of category k is thus observed when the 

underlying continuous response falls in the k-th interval as 

Y*= 0 if y*::; Oo 

Y*= 1 if oo< y*::; 01 
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where Oi ( i = 0,1 ,2,) are unobservable threshold parameters that will be estimated 

together with other parameters in the model. When an intercept coefficient is included in 

the model, it is normalized to a zero value (Green, 2000) and hence only k-1 additional 

parameters are estimated. The probabilities for each of the observed ordinal response 

which in this study had 3 responses (0, 1, 2) will be given as: 

Prob( Y=O) =P(Y*~o) = P( p·x+ ~>i~O) = <1>(-p.X) 

Prob( Y=l)=<I> (o1- p·x)- <I>(-p·x) 

Prob( Y=2)= 1- <I>(o1- p·x) 

where 0 < o1< ()z< ....... < DK-1. <I> is the cumulative normal distribution function such that 

the sum total of above probabilities is equal to one. The marginal effects of the regressors 

X on the probabilities are not equal to the coefficients. The marginal probabilities could 

therefore be calculated from the Probit model as: 

where <I> ( ... ) is the normal density function, the threshold parameter and Xk the k th 

explanatory variable. The lists of the variables used in the empirical model are described 

in table 1. The dependent variable indexes '0' if husband alone takes decision , '1' if 

women's opinion is consulted and decision partially considered, '2' if decision is taken 

jointly. 

The explanatory variables employed in the Probit regression model are defined in table 

7.1 and it is hypothesized that transformation in power sharing in household decision 

making is affected by them. These include personal characteristics of the respondent such 

as age ofthe women, education of wife and husband, family income, and socio-economic 

characteristics such as type of family, landholding and size of household etc. Two 

dummy variables are also included in the model to measure degrees of decision making 

status ofwomen in two districts namely earning status ofwoman and type of family. 

Most conventional analyses consider women's paid employment outside the home as an 

indicator of their position within and outside the family. This notion has been refined to 

consider the control women have over their earnings. 
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Table 7.1: Explanatory Variables used in the Decision Making Model 

Explanatory Variables Description 

Age of Women(AGE) Reported by the respondent 

Education of Wife (EDUW) No of schooling years 

Education of Husband ( EDUH) No of schooling years 

Monthly Income of the Household( INC) Total income of the household from all sources in a month 

Earning Status of Women( EST AT) Whether engaged in paid activities, 1 if yes, 0 otherwise 

Type of family( TPF) 1 if Unitary, o if Extended 

Land Holding (LNDHO) Ownership holding of the household 

Size of Household ( SHH) Total family members 

Though the control over rather than access to resources captures some degree of reality, it 

does not entail a completely independent decision making capacity. Independent decision 

making behaviour is also constrained by such factors as degree of control and how much 

other individuals particularly husbands, contribute to the family. Thus a woman's 

perception of the extent of her independence becomes much more important for 

behaviour than actual control over her household. 

A woman's ability to bargain in the household is usually augmented by the increase in 

her income, which leads to greater equity in the dispensation of household resources. 

However, what is usually glaring is the division of market and non-market activities 

along gender lines. Market activities are tradable activities through interactions between 

consumers and producers, leading to the monetary valuation of activities. These activities 

may be formal or informal. This division leading to monetary incomes ts particularly 

important because money income confers power on people. Thus, in a household where 

women command some money income, it gives them some say in decision-making in 

their homes. Therefore, earning status (EST AT) of women is the major contributing 

factor in determining household decision making status. 

7.5.2 Results and Analysis ofProbit Regression 

The model is estimated by an Ordered Probit Regression and the results are presented 

separately for Jalpaiguri and Darjeeling in Table 7.2 and Table 7.3. The negative sign of 
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the coefficient for household income on decisions regarding expenditure on family 

consumption, allocation of work , savings and maintenance of accounts and sale and 

purchase of assets indicating that the household tends to settle on lower female 

involvement in decision-making on these financial issues of the household as the man's 

share of income increases. 

It is generally believed that women's involvement in household decisions increases with 

their share of household income and their formal education, and decreases with the 

increase in spouses share of income in the total income of the household. But, however, 

in the present study, higher education of women though does not extent any positive 

influence on decisions regarding family's financial matters but higher educated women 

can take decision significantly regarding their children's education and their opinion is 

also considered positively in purchasing land or assets of households. The positive sign 

on the education variable on these decisions might be attributed to the high level of 

knowledge and experience about improved skill acquired by the educated woman farmer 

in rural agricultural household. Educate spouse or partner will tend involve his wife more 

decision-making than the uneducated male. 

The status of the woman i.e., whether she is paid job or not is also a major determinant 

of the role of the woman in household decision making. Where the woman's financially 

strong her involvement in the decision making process is relatively greater. Finally, size 

of household is found not to have any significant influence on the level of the woman's 

participation farm management decision making. Women's involvement also increases 

with age and the positive sign on the age group variable implies that the level of 

participation of the women in household decision making increases with age and 

therefore suggests that the age of the woman in rural household is an important variable 

influencing the involvement of the woman in household decision making. Hence older 

women participated more in decision making process in the different spheres of 

agriculture than younger women. 

Although the negative coefficient on landholding is indicating that the change in 

decision-making occurs with relatively large changes in landholding, the results show 

that big landowners households show significantly less female involvement in decision-
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making areas like sale and purchase of household assets and savings and maintenance of 

accounts. On the other hand, larger land holding has a positive impact on decision 

making status of women regarding expenditure on consumption, expenditure on health, 

children's education and allocation of work 

Table-7 .2: Ordered Pro bit Analysis of Women's Decision Making Status in Jalpaiguri 

Expenditure Allocation Education Savings and Purchase Health 

Regressors on of work of maintenance and sale of expenditure 
consumption children of accounts land and of family 

of family house 

Income of -0.965 -1.083 0.479 -0.569 -0.406 0.243 
household (INC) (0.491 )** (0.51 0)"* (0.623) (0.376) (0.402) (0.414) 

Education of wife -0.003 -0.018 0.122 -0.076 0.008 -0.098 
(EDUW) (0.036) (0.037) (0.050)*** (0.025)* (0.028) (0.029)* 

Education of -0.008 0.052 0.024 ..... "..,""' u.u.:>.:: 0.005 0.031 
husband(EDUH) (0.035) (0.036) (0.046) (0.026) (0.029) (0.029) 

Age of Women 0.012 0.027 0.050 0.001 0.004 0.005 
(Age) (0 012) (0.012)** (0.014)* (0.009) (0.010) (0.010) 

Earning Status of 0.389 0.070 -0.375 0.268 0.010 0.022 
women (ESTAT) (0.136)* (0.139) (72.20)** (0.107)** (0.115) (0.116) 

Size of 0.055 -0.043 0.134 0.055 0.012 0.001 
household(SHH) (0.171) (0 179) (0.230) (0.119) (0.129) (0.134) 

Landholding 0.400 0.127 0.461 -0.358 -0.345 0.265 
( LND HLD) (0.403) (0.414) (0.510) (0.220)*** (0.239) (0.249) 

Chi2 test zero slope 50.09 37.96 54.99 24.96 4.73 29.31 

Scaled R2 0.068 0.057 0.106 0.021 0.005 0.030 

No. of 150 150 150 150 150 150 
Observations 

Notes: The table reports the estimates of the Ordered Probit regressions with standard errors presented in 
parentheses. * denotes statistical significance at the 1 percent level; ** denotes statistical significance at the 
5 percent level; *** denotes statistical significance at the 10 percent level. 
Source: Calculated from the village sample observations. 

Probit analysis indicates that as the proportion cash of income of wives to be more 

increase relative to that of the family's income, the likelihood of the wife having control 

over some expenditure increases. This relationship is significant at 1 percent level for 

expenditure on consumption and at 5 percent level for decision on family's savings. 

Similarly, Probit analysis shows that as the wife's contribution to cash income (relative to 

the husband's) increases, the wife is more likely to have control over education of 

children . But this relationship is significant only 5 percent level. 
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The household income contribution variable is positive and significant in the equations 

explaining decision-making control over major purchases and other decisions of women. 

Education has positive effects on the probability of higher degree of decision-making 

over decisions like education of children or savings of household. For women, 

surprisingly, that an increase in women's education will enable them greater household 

decision-making control, is not supported by the regression results; it must be noted that 

the education variable is significant but is negative in determining decisions of savings of 

household. However, education does give women more control over decisions regarding 

their children's education. For women, living in joint family or extended family reduces 

their decision-making influence over major purchases and own employment are 

diminished. This supports the proposition noted in the literature that a move to nuclear 

families is associated with a decline in patriarchal control. 

In general, the regressions of household decision-making are more statistically significant 

for Darjeeling of women. The finding that household income affects their control over 

household decisions indicates indirectly that increase in household income does 

influence women's own control over household decisions. Education of women in 

Jalpaiguri district was found to be a significant indicator for determining decision making 

status in financial and health related matters where the finding is converse for Darjeeling 

district. Here education is a significant factor determining almost every sphere of 

decision making except decisions regarding expenditure on consumption and education 

of children whereas influence of education of husband is similar to the finding of 

Jalpaiguri district. 

The earning status of women is a statistically significant determinant of decision making 

spheres and thus, it can be concluded that market work that generates visible financial 

resources does enable women to increase their decision making power in various 

household issues like health expenditure or to maintaining of household savings and 

investments. In certain respects the regression results do not support earlier finding on 

aged women having stronger participation than the younger women. But the results may 

be interpreted as the absence of positive relationship between age and decision making 

power rather than the extent of participation in decisions. Decisions related to financial 
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matters are not subject to age factor but education of women. In the hill economy, 

younger women can take decisions on financial matters of her household up to a certain 

extent than women in Jalpaiguri. 

Tabie-7.3: OrdeiE:d Probit Analysis of Women's Decision Making Status in Darjeeling 

Regressors Expenditure Allocation Education of Savings and Purchase Health 
on of work children maintenance and sale of expenditure 

consumption of accounts land and of family 
of family house 

Income of 
-1.194 -1.384 -0.097 1.127 0.219 

0.674 
household( INC) 

(0.61 9)*** (0.638)** (0.483) (0.402)* (0.446) 
(0.345)*** 

Education of wife 0.906 3.937 0.891 1.391 2.129 1.629 
(EDUW) (1.325) (1.356)* (1.048) (0.657)** (0.687)* (0.650)** 

Education of -0.021 -0.021 -0.050 -0.028 -0.035 -0.051 
husband(EDUH) (0.025) (0.026) (0.031) (0.027) (0.030) (0.032) 

Age of -0.012 0.001 0.011 -0.003 0.006 -0.004 
Women(Age) (0.012) (0.012) (0.009) (0.007) (0.007) (0.006) 

Eaming Status of 0.237 0.049 0.131 0.323 0.528 0.133 
women (ESTAT) (0.196) (0.196) (0.152) (0.154)** (0.171)* (0.146) 

Size of household -0 034 -0.372 .. o.029 -0.269 -0.108 -0.009 
(SHH) (0.179) (0.177)** (0.116) (0.136)** (0.126) (0.110) 

Landholding -0.161 -0.295 0.028 0.139 0.587 -0.297 
(LND HLD) (0.226) (0.243) (0.132) (0.141) (0.158)* (0.178)* 

Ch? test zero slope 11.94 14.45 11.43 17.58 34.46 11.49 

Scaled R2 0.037 0.046 0011 0.021 0.051 0.016 

No. of 
100 100 100 100 100 100 

Observations 

Notes: The table reports the estimates of the Ordered Probit regressions Wilh standard errors presented in 
parentheses. • denotes statistical significance at the 1 percent level; **denotes statistical significance at the 
5 percent level; ***denotes statistical significance at the 10 percent /eve/. 1 

Source: Calculated from the village sample observations. 

The presence of more members in a household decreases her power to participate in paid 

activities and lower income status indirectly constraint women to decide savings and 

investment pattern of household and thus non participation in market work due to 

extended family does not generate visible financial resources while increasing their 

domestic labour time. 

On the other hand, as the relative importance of the wife as a breadwinner rises, the wife 

is less likely to be involved in the family decision-making processes and less likely to be 

involved in decisions about the future of her children for Darjeeling district . Thus the 
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comparative analysis of outcome of control over household decision-making areas exists 

more significant for women of Darjeeling district than Jalpaiguri district. However, most 

of these relationships are not significant even at the 10 percent level in Jalpaiguri district, 

but most of them are significant in Darjeeling district. 

Therefore, this finding about influence on decisions seems partially consistent with that 

of literature, namely that involvement of wives in family decisions and in decisions 

about the future of their children is more likely to be higher where the perceived 

economic status of the family is higher. However, this relationship is only weakly 

significant for decisions regarding health and other financial matters. 

These results also point out that although wives are more likely to have some control over 

cash as they gain relatively importance as breadwinners in their family, this, however, 

does not give them greater influence in family decision-making. From this point of view 

there are few signs of greater empowerment of wives. The results indicate that as the 

economic contribution of the wife to her family relative to her husband increases, she is 

more likely to have control over some cash but her involvement in family decisions and 

especially those about the consumption expenditure or control over finances does not 

increase. In fact, the probability of such involvement may decline somewhat Thus, the 

wife does not seem to be significantly empowered within her family, in this context, by 

her economic contribution to her family relative to her husband's. 

7.6. Conclusion from the Empirical Study 

Specifically, the study determined the influence of some important characteristics of 

women on the exercise of power in her household. It also shows the relationship between 

some household characteristics and the access of women to decision making power. In 

the process the study also attempts to capture trends and transformations in household 

power sharing in rural communities of Jalpaiguri and Darjeeling hills. Agriculture is the 

primary economic activity for rural communities of India. Study reveals that, usually men 

take decisions related to reproductive health, finance related matters such as savings and 

sale and purchase of agricultural inputs, property related matters, children's education 
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and the number of children to have. The present study has shown that certain personal 

characteristics of women influence their status in the household and the power to 

contribute to key decisions in running the household. Inferring from the result of Probit 

regression analysis, there will be a transformation in power sharing in household decision 

making: in favour of women. with an increase in the ag:e of the woman. with a positive .._., -' - , -
contribution to family's total income, with an increased participation in paid activities 

and above all with a formal education. Labour market participation by females had a 

significant and positive effect on education of young children suggesting that women's 

paid employment not only brought more income into the family, but gave women more 

control over its disposal. The study concludes that women will be able to participate more 

in household po\ver sharing and in the power structure with increased capacity and age 

Variables such as wives working outside the home, wives contributing relatively more to 

the cash income of the family or the extra burden of unpaid work along with domestic 

responsibilities do not in their rural context in West Bengal appear to empower wives in 

decision-making in their family. Indeed, a perverse relationship appears to exist. This 

may be due to some extent the case because it is often in families with lower economic 

status that wives tend to be relatively more important breadwinners for their families. It 

may also be that in cases where the proportionate contribution of the wife to family 

income is high that husbands may try to retain their dominance by more frequently 

excluding their wives from family decisions. This is psychological counterweight that 

may be used by husbands. The analysis suggests that the status of wives within their 

family is largely a consequence of the total cultural and social context in which they find 

themselves. While in Western societies wives are likely to be more empowered in the 

family and contribute more to fumily income because they are able to earn independent 

income, the situation is more complex in rural India. Scope for independent earning is 

limited (wives in most cases can only earn income with the approval of the husband) and 

there is little evidence that as they contribute relatively more to the economic position of 

the family that their influence on family decisions increases. Indeed, to the contrary, there 

is some evidence of decreased influence of wives within their family. Changes on a very 

broad front may be required to alter the current cultural and social context in India. 
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A woman's ability to bargain in the household is usually augmented by the increase in 

her income, which leads to greater equity in the dispensation of household resources. 

However, what is usually glaring is the division of market and non-market activities 

along gender lines. Market activities are tradable activities through interactions between 

consumers and producers, leading to the monetary valuation of activities. These activities 

may be fonna! or informal. This division leading to monetary incomes is particularly 

important because money income confers power on people. Thus, in a household where 

women command some money income, it gives them some say in decision-making in 

their homes. Therefore, employment status of women is the major contributing factor in 

determining the time use pattern of women in paid and unpaid activity. A working wife 

exerts a greater influence in family decision making. Similarly, working mothers 

influence family decisions on major purchases, loans, savings and investment, to a 

greater extent. Thus increased participation in paid employment not only increase the 

monetary gain of the family but also give a woman a higher status and position in the 

society and a recognition of her work. 

End Note: 

1. The Scaled R-squared is a measure of goodness of fit relative to a model with just a constant 
tenn; it is a nonlinear transformation of the Likelihood Ratio test for zero slopes. See Estrella 
(1998). Although the paper is concerned with trichotomous dependent variables, the scaled R
squared applies to any model with a fixed number of categories, such as Ordered Probit and 
Multinomial Logit. 
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