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Abstract: All round prosperity ushered in the state of Pur{jaklia) in mid sixties as a result
of technological changes in the form of green retfoh in the agricultural sector. The
question that needs to be looked into is wheth@mnghs in technological and economic
development in the state had positive effect on awm status, welfare and empowerment.
Statistics indicate that high gender disparitiél gersist in the state. The low sex ratios at
birth (893 females to 1000 males) and in 0-6 ageigr(847 females to 1000 males) in the
state are much less than the National averagea8d 914 respectively as per 2011 census.
There has been decline in Female Work Participaiate (FWPR) in Punjab by 5.2% in
2011 from previous census of 2001. FWPR in Punjals W3.9% in2011 as compared to
25.5% at the National level and 55.2% for male wgakticipation in the state. The success of
green revolution has pushed women who were impbrdantributors back into household
domai. To determine relative independent factorsdéermining women’s autonomy in
household decision making, the analysis has begiedaut with the objectives to examine
the socio-economic indicators contributing to woraeautonomy and to study the status of
women in rural Punjab.This study has been carigdin all the three differentiated soil
zones of the state of Punjab representing the wRolejab. These were South-Western
Punjab,Central Punjab and eastern Punjab. A maggsstratified random sampling technique
was used to select districts, blocks, villages #&diseholds from three soil zones of
Punjab.Three districts were randomly selected ftbree soil zones and from these three
districts two blocks from each each district wasd@mly selected.Thus in all 12 villages
were selected from selected blocks. The list ofivatior households was set in ascending
order of their operational area, cumulative freqyerwas obtained and distribution
transformed to arrive at three different group$aoi sizes (small, medium and large farms).
Women respondents (married) from these farm sipeigy and landless households were
enlisted. The household sample included 25 randsellgcted households per village making
a total sample of 300 from three sample distrigtsese sample households were selected
based on their proportion to the total number afdeholds. Primary and secondary data were
collected to achieve the objectives of the studye Becondary data were collected from
Human Development Report (2013) of UNDP, Statistiédstract of Punjab (2012),
Economic survey of India and Punjab (2012-13), @engports and various reports of the
centre and state government.

For collection of the primary data, comprehensivevay of sample districts of Punjab was

conducted for the year 2014. An especially prepaotrdule was used to collect information
for the various aspects like demographic profiletlod respondents: household size, sex
composition of children, age, education, husbamrdigcation, number of children, type of

family, marital status, marital duration, caste. etod participation in household decision

making by the respondents on various social anch@une matters. For analyses of the
sample data, different research methods were used.

For examining socio-economic profile of the sampéspondents a simple tabulation
technique was used to work out simple averagesrand percentages Multivariate logistic
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regression techniques were used to identify theéofacdetermining women’s status in
household decision making in socio-economic matteBackward Step wise Multivariate
Logistic Regression was estimated to identify kegtdrs in determining women'’s status in
household socio-economic decision making.The stwyaled that that decisions taken
independently by the women are maximum among sfaatis and lowest for large farms.
Decisions taken by husband and others are maxinoumarfge farms and minimum for small
farm categories. Women are involved little in makimajor economic decisions. District
wise, it has been observed that respondents of itlpsin are the most assertive in
independent decisions followed by those in Amritsad Bathinda are the least. This may be
due to higher percentage of literacy in Hoshiaxistrict and also due to the fact that some of
the spouses of respondents are foreign based adéhgemoney to their wives on regular
basis for sustenance. In the absence of their sppugomen are free to assert their say in
economic and social matters To conclude it cannberried from the results of the logit
analysis that age of the respondent, family stmectber control over household income, her
personal or earned income and savings appearltentde almost all the aspects of women’s
autonomy in household decision making. Growing agelear family and full or partial
control over income by the respondents contribusitively and very significantly to her
status. Respondent’s income, savings, highest lefvelducation (Coll/Univ) and her work
status also affect decision outcomes and are exiggnfactors partially contributing to her
status.

Introduction

Il round prosperity ushered in the state of Purjabé) in mid sixties as a result of technological
A changes in the form of green revolution in the @gtural sector . The question that needs to bkddo

into is whether changes in technological and econa®velopment in the state had positive effect on
women'’s status, welfare and empowerment. Statigtidicate that high gender disparities still pdraisthe
state. The low sex ratios at birth (893 females®0 males) and in 0-6 age group (847 females 60 biales)
in the state are much less than the National aeen&d§43 and 914 respectively as per 2011 cendweeThas
been decline in Female Work Participation Rate (RWVP Punjab by 5.2% in 2011 from previous censius o
2001. FWPR in Punjab was 13.9% in2011 as compar28.6% at the National level and 55.2% for malekwo
participation in the state. The success of gregaluéon has pushed women who were important coutors
back into household domain. The state achieved l&ellitaracy rate of 70.7% which was lower than male
literacy of 80.4% in 2011.Punjab ranked 14th in Hmnand Gender development indicators (HDI and GDI)
among 32 states/UTs but value of GDI was less Hi2ahindicating low status of women. Also GDI doestn
take into account sex ratios and female work pagton for calculation. There has not been anggrated and
comprehensive study on deeper analysis of statusraf women in Punjab. The present study is adeipth
search of these aspects in the state so as to eonwith appropriate policy measures to shape dstinly of
rural women in terms of her status in householdsi@t making.

Most of the literature is in line with the thoughtat both women’s autonomy and socio-economic atdis
should be analyzed to have complete understanditige@eterminants of the status of women. Socanemic
indicators of a woman are not adequate and sufi@aough to capture gender power relations angalidng
strength at household level. The power to takesimtiat household and community level by a woman is
extremely important indicator for judging the s&tf rural women. The position and socio-econortatus of
women is reflected in their ability to take decisoin socio and economic matters in household anithe
community.

“Autonomous decision making has been associatddwomen having the capacity to consider altereatito
determine their own preferences and carry thesdtdastoften measured by women having final say in
household decisions” (Deere and Twyman, 2011). gdeticipation in decision making is regarded arsgr
indicator of her familial status. To determine tisda independent factors in determining women’aamy in
household decision making, the analysis has beeedaut with the following objectives :

To examine the socio-economic indicators contrilguto women’s autonomy and to study the statwgaohen
in Punjab.
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Data Base and Methodology
This study has been carried out in all the tlliferentiated soil zones of the state of Punjdiese are:

1. South-Western Punjab
2. Central Punjab
3. Eastern Punjab

Sampling Design

A multistage stratified random sampling techniqueswsed to select districts, blocks, villages amasbholds
from three soil zones of Punjab.

Three districts in all, one each from three zonesewandomly selected. Bathinda district from soattern
Punjab, Amritsar from central and Hoshiarpur disthiom Eastern Punjab were randomly selected.

A list of all development blocks falling under teeselected districts (Amritsar, Bathinda and Haghig of
three soil zones was compiled. Two blocks wereaary selected from each district( Tb 1).

Two villages from each block were randomly selectedll 12 villages were selected.

The list of cultivator households was set in adagn order of their operational area, cumulativeqgfrency
was obtained and distribution transformed to ardv¢hree different groups of farm sizes (smalldims and
large farms). The small farm size obtained at welew 2 hectares (ha), medium size between2-4 hdamgd
size was above 4 ha. Women respondents (marriedh tihese farm size groups and landless househads w
enlisted. The household sample included 25 randeelgcted households per village making a totapsauof
300 from three sample districts. These sample hmlde were selected based on their proportion ¢otatel
number of households. Table 3.3 gives detail okstraple of the study area.
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Table 1 : Detail of the Study Area

Agricultural Central Punjab Eastern Punjab South -Western Punjab
soil zones
Districts Amritsar Hoshiarpur Bathinda
Selected
Blocks Chogawan Jandiala Hoshiarpur lI Tanda Maur Bathinda
Selected
Villages Thathi | Thatha | Ballian Gadli | Chagran | Tanuli | Bhulpur | Rajpur Bagher Natt Khemuana | Goniana
Selected Manjpur Ghot | Muhabbat Khurd
= =] = = = = = = = = = =
o ° o o o o o o o o o o
Y ey ° = =] < o < =] < o < =] < o < =] < =] < =] R =] < =]
5} o |85 © |80 @ || © |85 @ [T @ T @ |8l @ [§o © ° 5 o |85 © °© 5 o | 805
-1 I <= <= I R - = O =t I < = - = O = I < = - O < I < =
< £ SO |Q0n o |Q o o QL 0 S |Q g o QL 9 o |@ o QL 0 O |Q ¢ o QL g SO |Q g o L 0 o L ¢
ol T 183l |83 £ |83| £ (83| £ (83| |83 = |83| |83l £ 83| = (83| = 83| = |83
a s 0 2 s n 2 s n 22 IS n 2 s n 22 IS n 2 I n 2 I n 2 I n 2 T n e T n e 3 ne
(o) o (o) o (o) o o o o (o) (o) o
= = = = = = = = = = = =
L.F. 19| 5| 12| 3| 32 5/ 220 3 7 il 15 2 15 D 0 0 20 5 102 40 3 61| 4
M F 15| 4| 22| 6| 34 6| 46 8 8 2l 31 34 10 |2 16 4 737 35 2 147| 8
S.F. 34| 8| 35| 9| 50 8| 31 7 7 g W B 205 10 Mo |9 15 4100 | 10| 160 8 150 9
Landless 33| 8| 3| 7| 35 6| 36 7| 22 14 180 12 20 11 P4 |14 B4 2 |160| 6 | 250 12 72| 4
households
Total 101 25| 99| 25 151 25 141 25 305 25 300 |25 #4725 | 144| 25| 115| 25| 243 2§ 504 25 420

Note: L.F —Large Farms (> 4 ha), M.F — Medium Farms (2a#and S.F — Small Farms (< 2 ha)
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Database

Primary and secondary data were collected to aehis objectives of the study. The secondary date wollected
from Human Development Report (2013) of UNDP, Staial Abstract of Punjab (2012), Economic surveindia
and Punjab (2012-13), Census reports and variqusteeof the centre and state government.
For collection of the primary data, comprehensive/gy of sample districts of Punjab was conductedltie year
2014. An especially prepared schedule was usedltectinformation for the following aspects:
1. Deamographic profile of the respondents: housekiae, sex composition of children, age, educatio
husband’s education, number of children, type ofifi{g marital status, marital duration, caste etc.
2. Employment pattern and income derived from verisources, assets, and ownership of resources and
social Participation.
3. Participation in household decision making by thspondents on various social and economic reatter

Methods of Analysis

For analyses of the sample data, different researthods were used. For examining socio-econonoiii@of the
sample respondents a simple tabulation techniqseusd to work out simple averages, ratios ancep&ages.

Decision Making Areas
In the study five areas of women involvement inisiea making were considered for two broad housghol
economic and social decision matters:

a) Economic Related Decisions:
1. Expenditure on consumer goods
2. Day to day expenditure
3. Expenditure on personal needs

b) Social Related Decisions
1. Personal health care
2. Whom to vote

Logistic Regression Analysis

Multivariate logistic regression techniques wereedugo identify the factors determining women’s s$atn
household decision making in socio-economic matters

Backward Step wise Multivariate Logistic Regressivas estimated to identify key factors in determgmvomen’s
status in household socio-economic decision makiegch question in the schedule had three resporisgs:
respondent alone (2) respondent and husband (Bphdsand others. To create a binary variable feratmalysis,
the first two responses were grouped (in whichieleesome power) as yes (1) and response Il (iclwdtie has no
say in the decision) as no (0). Case is that cimpded respondent’s involvement in household decisnaking
(Y=l) or otherwise (Y=0). The socio-economic statimracteristics obtained from the data were agek \status,
marital status, maritalducation of the respondedtjcation of the spouse, family type, communitytipgation,
control over income, women'’s income and women’srgavAnalysis has been conducted using SPSS vet&idh
The association between the predictive (socio backgl) factors and outcome measures of women decisi
making was explored using cross tabulation. Bitarlagistic regression was examined to assessfisigmce of
level of association of decision outcomes with seamtonomic factors. Factors found to be signifigaassociated
(p<.05) with outcome measures in bivariate analysee put to test in backward stepwise Multivariatelysis to
generate odd ratios in order to identify variabidsch affect respondent’s status in various socioremic decision
matters. In order to check collinearity betweenlaxatory variables, the Person’s correlation coiffit(r) was
tested for p- significance. “Backward stepwise mdt (BSTEP) is used in multivariable logistic reggien to
determine the relative independent factors as gi@di of women’s autonomy in decision making” (Acfzet al.,
2010). BSTEP regression starts with model thauihe$ all predictive variables.It then removes #aest significant
covariate i.e the one with the highest p — valueaah step until all the predictors are significant

“Dummy variables are used when an explanatory kis categorical to contrast various categoiiégre is need
to choose a baseline category and create two o chanmy variables. In LR, for each variable, in phesent case
first category has been taken as the referencgyaateor baseline category and contrast has beere roadll
remaining categories with the base line. “If expli@ny variable has k categories, k-1 dummy var@ble required
to work out the differences in the categories withpect to the dependent variable” (Trammer arat,2008).
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“Exponential (B) gives relative odds or odd ratios a particular explanatory variable given othe&planatory

variables in the model. If the Confidence Interf@ Exponential (B) is .93 to 1.23, it indicatesattwomen are
between .93 and 1.23 times as likely to take dewcisie. the range has a lower limit of slightlydekan the base
category and upper limit of slightly more than tlederence category. When exponential (B) =1, it mseaqual

likely to take decisions, if >1 means more likebytake decision and if < 1 means less likely teetdkcision than
the reference category (l.bid)

The Logit Model

The study deals with dichotomous outcome of theeddpnt variable(Y). The outcomes are woman respinde
taking household decision (Y=1) or otherwise(Y=I)e logit model has been estimated as given below:

Specified model is:
If P; is the probability that a woman takes decisioa,|tgit model considers the following relationship:

P =E(Y =1/X,)=1/1+€" (1)
Where  ZizBo+B1Xqi+-----BiXik
=n(1) is known as the (cumulative) logistic digtriion function

So, 1-P= probability of a woman not taking decision =%.-e

Therefore, represents the odds ratio in favour of the inciéemiz ratio of the probability that

woman takes decision to the probability that shesdwt take decision.

1-P

Now, L;= IOg( j =Z +B + X B X

Specified logit model used to predict the oddsaofvoman taking various socio-economic household

decisions in sample districts is:
P
L. =log ——
| g(l—F’ij

=0p+B1 X1 (age)B, X, (Mm.status) Bz X3 (edu.) 4 X4 (n.children)Bs Xs(m dur)+

Bs Xs (f.type)+3; X7 (h.edu) g Xg (W.S)4B¢ Xg(C.0.INC)+P1o X1o(h. status)+B11X11 (com part)+B12 Xio(l.own)+Bss
X13(W .inc)+ 4314 X14 (W.saV)+B15 X315 (caste) B16X16(dist.)

F)_
As L. =log ——
L, 9(1_p)

P
Therefore antilog; = ——
1-PR
Interpretation in terms of odds is obtained byrtglantilog of the various slope coefficients.
The explanatory variables for the logit modeltfte sample cases are as explained in the folloteixiy
X1 = Age (years)
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1 - <35 years
2 —> 35 years
X, = Marital Status

1 — Married
2 — Single(Widow/Divorced)
X3 = Education level of women

0 —illiterate
1 — primary
2 —middle
3 - high

4 — senior secondary
5 — College / Univ.
X4 — Number of children

1 - < 3 children
2—->than 3

Xs — Marital Duration

1-<5years
2 - >5 years
Xs — Family Type
1 — nuclear family
2 —joint family

X7 — Husband'’s education level

0 — lliterate
1 — primary
2 — middle
3 - high

4 — senior secondary
5 — college/university
Xg — Work status

0 — Not employed
1 - Employed

Xg — Control over household income

0 — No control
1 — Patrtial Control
2 — Full Control
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X10— Husband’s status

1 - Farmer
2 — Business
3 — Service

4 — Wage earners
5 — Politician
X11 — Community Participation

0 — Not a member of any organization
1 — Member of an organization
X152 — Land ownership

1 — If women is owner of land/house
0 - Otherwise

X13—Women’s Income:

O- Nil

1- Up to Rs 15,000

2- Rs 15,000-30,000

3- Above Rs 30,000
X14—Women saving:

O- Nil

1- Up to Rs 15,000

2- Rs 15,000 - 30,000

3- Above Rs 30,000
X,5— Caste

1- Forward or upper caste
2- Backward caste
3- Scheduled caste

X416 — District:

1- Amritsar

2- Hoshiarpur

3- Bathinda

K- Random Error Term
Bo — Intercept term

B — B;g — Regression Coefficients

Description of the Variables and Hypothesis Thereof

Our main objective is to explore the relationshigtieen women’s socio-economic status and autonamy i
household decision making. Household decision ngaldrexpected to be associated with range of secomomic
characteristics.

X1 —Age
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It is hypothesized that this variable bears atp@skign as it is expected that in our societymea’s status in the
household increases with age, i.e. age of the nelgrd increases her power of decision making. ©@ayed) (less
than 35 years) is taken as reference or basediegory to determine odd ratios in logistic reg@ssnodels.

X, — Marital Status

Marital status indicates whether the respondennasried or single (widowed or divorced). Married men’s
decision making is hypothesized to be less tharsithgle women who might be associated with greatenomic
autonomy as they are not constrained seeking pleetners consent or agreement in household desisMarried
category (1) is the reference category for detengiodds.

X3 — Educational Level of the Respondents

Education is positively associated with women’spemerment and participation in household decisiaking.
Hence the expected sign of the relationship betveeleication and dependent variable is positiveettite category
(1) has been put up as reference in odd ratios.

X4 — Number of Children

It is expected that responsibilities of a womarréases with more number of children as such decisiaking
increases with more number of children at houselesldl. So it is hypothesized that the expected 8id_R model
is positive. Category of less than three childrBng taken as a reference category in LR models.

X5 — Marital Duration

Women of longer duration marriage can participataerin household decision making as compared totesho
duration, so it is hypothesized that X7 bears pasitelationship with decision making. Shorter dima category
(1) is the reference category for computation af catios.

Xe— Type of Family

Women in the nuclear family set-up are independernttking decisions as against those of joint getathere
women autonomy is expected to be less as it is riotthe elders’ hands or the head of the family.iSis
hypothesized that the sign in LR model is negatiewomen in joint set—up have less autonomy. Blaicfamily
category (1) is taken as a reference category imodels.

X7 — Husband’s Qualifications

An educated husband is expected to be sensiti@st@epouse’s needs, rights and duties. Educationbcig
behavioral change in the form of good adjustmentsas a result educated spouses can increase womgnhomy
in household decision making. Expected sign in lfRhés variable is positive. llliterate category) (iecomes the
reference category for determining odds in LR medel

Xg — Work Status

Women's employment is positively related to theamtgs cross culturally i.e the decision making ofvaman

increases with her work status. She becomes mdepéndent, aware of her outside world, better méat and as
she earns, her status increases and so does @o@saking at home. So, the variable is expetadthve positive
relationship in the model. Not employed categolyigthe reference category for LR models.

Xg — Control of Income

A person who has access or control over incomerdarence decision making at household level tyeat extent.
So is is hypothesized that X8 bears positive mfstiip with decision making. No control on housdhiacome (1)
is the reference category for LR models.

X10— Husband’s Status

Husband'’s status can influence decision makingidersbly in a positive and a negative way. Husbaustatus in

our study can be a farmer, a businessman, in serwiage earner or a politician. The respondenhim study as
farmer spouse has been put under the categorynd subsequently other dummy variables are assidgbqibcted

sign in LR of this variable is hypothesized to egative for businessman, positive for in serviceuse and wage
earners. Farmer category is the reference categalgtermine odd ratios.

X11 — Community of Social Participation
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Women participating in these organizations areemioformed and well aware of the outside world. &tpd sign
in LR of this variable is positive. Respondentsihgwno community participation (category 1) are teérence
category in LR model.

X12— Land Ownership

Woman who has ownership rights in the form of titleland or other assets is expected to give heesscto
economic resources independently of men. This asg® and her family’s welfare subsequently and branmg
positive effect on her autonomy in decision making.

X13— Women'’s Income

Women’s income supplements household income. Asnigcincreases due to respondents earnings, economic
condition of the household improves and respondantsatisfy her own and children’s need in a beti@y and
hence her decision making improves. Being econdipicedependent, woman tends to improve her owtustat
home and in society. Hence the expected sign ofelationship between women'’s income and dependamble

is positive. Women having no income (1) are thenexice category for the model.

X14— Women’s Savings

Women’s savings can also affect their status irpsitipe way. Woman having savings is more confidéeel
economically secured, if old, is looked after wall her children, can deal with personal healthspeal needs and
other related decisions in a big way. So this Vdeids expected to play a positive role in househibcision
making. So the expected sign is positive. Womeh wit saving (1) are the reference category for LdRlerfs.

X15— Caste

The categorization of caste into forward, backwand scheduled caste brings in difference in theicgption about
status of women, her role in decision making. Fodvcaste is mainly patriarchal, does not give sta¢us to
women in society and expected sign in LR for woraat€écision making is negative. Backward caste neinagain

is patriarchal, though less than in the previousec&cheduled caste respondents earn their livalilzmd their
dependence on their spouses is less comparedwarfbicaste, so their expected effect on women idecimaking

is positive. Forward caste category (1) is takea esference category for determining odds in LRIehs.

X16— Region/District

Amritsar, Hoshiarpur and Bathinda are the samptridis for the study. Amritsar is chosen as aregfee category
for the model.

Determinants of Status of Rural Women

To determine relative independent factors in deir@ng women’s autonomy in household decision makifige
analysis has been carried out in two sub- sections:

A) Explores association of women’s autonomy in dehold decision making with a set of socio-econostéatus
variables using cross tabulations.

B) Evaluates bivariate and multivariate logistignession models to identify key determinants of skegus of
women in household decision making.

Autonomy of Rural Women in Decision Making

Table 2 and 3 depicts participation of sample womedecision making in various economic and sdetalsehold
matters respectively.

Results of cross tabulations(Table 2 and 3)showitheural Punjab,pattern of independence in wometgcision
making varies along various decision outcomes.

Economic Decision Matters
Expenditure on Consumer Goods

Table 2 reveals that in the sample districts, nijof77.33%) of the respondents participate in sieci on
expenditure on consumer goods, (household consduanable, kitchen gadgets, furniture etc.). Redolicate that
demographic factors influencing higher involvemehtwomen are her growing age (80.1%), her nucletrup
(93.2%) and longer duration of marriage (83.5%gt@®pared to their corresponding reference categdrerease
in education of the respondent and her spouse hatvaffected increase in her autonomy. Economicempment
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of the respondent promotes her autonomy in buyorgsemer durables. 90.3% of employed responden?®®4f
those with higher income, 100% of those havingregwiparticipate which imply that economic indeperdgehave
substantial part to play in increasing her autonomy

Expenditure on Personal Needs

Results of women’s involvement in expenditure on personal needs (on items of personal consumptiothes,
accessories, cosmetics etc.) indicate that 61%efdéspondents from sample districts have solenauotyg in the
decision. Of those participating, more are fromvgng age (75.1%), from nuclear families (53.1%) awith longer
duration of marriage (67.3%). Increased educatfimespondent and her spouse does not reflect ginehiecision
making on her part. Economic factors indicate thabnomy in the decision is higher for those hadircontrol

over income (81.5%) and those having personal gai@8.3%). Husband in service allow more freedona&ing

decision to respondents (77.3%) as compared to otttegories (Table 1).

Day to Day Expenditure

49% of respondents in the sample districts padieipn the decision either independently or in aéiation with
their spouses. Growing age respondents (60.6%$etlo nuclear set up (72.2%), single women (78.6B@w
higher autonomy whereas increased education Idvetspondents and her spouse do not exhibit amgased
involvement in day to day expenditure. Economid¢dexcempower the respondent to participate morel&ment
of the respondent makes her assert more (62.9%2%06f the respondents who have full control oneoime have
the final say in daily expenditure. Women'’s incoara savings also contribute in their involvementétision
making. The possible reason may be that acces®meyrand economic independence make it possiblénéon to
handling day to day expenditure. Higher percen{@@et%) of respondents in community organizatioesadso the
ones exercising their increased power in DM (T#&b&)

Table 2 : Percentage of Women Participation in Ecasmic Decision Matters

Background | Expenditure | Expenditure | Day-to-Day
Characteristics on on Personal | Expenditure
Consumer Needs

Good
Districts
Amritsar 78 63 54
Hoshiarpur 84 69 58
Bathinda 70 51 35
Average 77.33 61 49
Demographic Factors
Age
<35 years 57.9 36.4 27.1
>35 years 80.1 75.1 60.6
Educational Qualification
llliterate 83.3 69.4 56.8
Primary 71.2 53 54.5
Middle 76.2 61.9 50
High 84.8 52.2 32.6
Secondary 70.4 63 25.9
Coll/Univ. 87.5 62.5 50
Matrital Status
Married 76.9 60.5 47.2
Single 85.7 78.6 78.6
Caste
Forward 73.8 62.4 39.6
Backward 78 68.3 58.5
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Ownership

Scheduled 82.6 57.8 57.8
Caste
Family Type
Nuclear 93.2 53.1 72.2
Joint 58.7 21.7 21
Marital
Duration
<5 years 37.5 22.5 15
> 5 years 83.5 67.3 53.8
No. of
Children
<3 7s4.1 57.2 43.6
>3 91.2 78.9 70.2
Husband Qualification
llliterate 88.5 55.8 63.5
Middle 69.6 57.1 50
Background Expenditure | Expenditure | Day-to-Day
Characteristics | on Consumer | on Personal | Expenditure
Good Needs
Primary 73.3 70 60
High 76.5 55.6 37
Secondary 78.4 67.6 40.5
Coll/Uni 86 714 28.6
Husband Status
Farmer 73.9 61.3 38
Business 85.7 57.1 57.1
Service 81.8 77.3 63.6
Wage Earner 80.6 58.1 59.1
Politician 72.7 63.6 50
Economic Factors
Work Status | |
Not Employed 73.9 59.7 45
Employed 90.3 67.7 62.9
Control over
Income
No 70.3 52 33.2
Partial 90.1 80.3 76.1
Full 96.3 81.5 96.2
Women Income
Nil 69.5 35.3 38.5
< Rs15,000 88.9 45.7 59.3
Rs15000-- 92.3 43.1 84.6
30,000
> Rs30,00 94.7 52.6 78.9
Women Saving
Nil 68.3 53.5 40.1
< Rs15,000 86 68 57
Rs15,000-30,00( 93.3 80 80
>30,000 100 83.3 55.6
Land
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No 76.8 60.4 47.8
Yes 100 100 85.7
Social Factors
Community Participation
No 76.6 59.6 45.7
Yes 82.9 74.3 71.4

Source: Field Survey
Note: Decision making = Respondent (Own) + (Respondehtsband) (Joint)

Social Decision Matters
Personal Health Care

Women’s autonomy in health care decision makingxgemely important for better maternal and repotide

health decisions as well as her access to heaitficss. Results indicate that women in sample idistare quite
conscious of their health as 84% decide the mafténeir own or jointly with their husbands. Pertage of say is
very high for respondents with growing age (89.6%dJl/Univ. educated (100%), in nuclear familie®.® as
compared to their corresponding categories. Econ@mipowerment also tends to influence her say aisia.

96.8% of those employed, 100% of those havingduoiitrol over income and all respondents with peasorcome
and savings are fully autonomous in this regardn@wship of land also ensures full autonomy to #spondent in
the matter.

Whom To Vote

Poor political participation is indicated by thespendents in sample districts. On an average, 17%ample
respondents involve themselves in decision maKifejor demographic factors allowing independencdenision
to vote are respondent’s highest level of educaté&5%). Economic independence of the respondemws no
higher participation in her decision to vote. Watatus (29%) of the respondent and her control avesme
(40.7%) allow her to involve in DM whereas her peal income and savings have no major role to plalecision
making. Those in community participation are mongpewered and hence take considerable interestdiside
making (34.3%) compared to non participators.

Females (more than two-third of the total sampdéettheir own decision in household expenditurecansumer
goods, their personal needs and day to day expgadiFurther, strength of power of decision makimguch
financial matters is centered more in the elder sorfage above 35 years), literates, single women,
employed/economically independent with less roleasite.

As in economic matters, participation of rural wormie decisions related to social matters varieg algricts as
well as farm sizes. Here the position is better.nW¥o are more autonomous in personal health (\Wsitiealth
centres, getting medicines etc) . However theihtrigo vote/whom to vote is decided mostly by their
husbands/elders. Here again frequency of womenreodddo take own decisions is among highly educated
those active in social participation.

Table 3 : Percentage of Women Participation in Soal Decision Matters

Background Personal Whom to
Characteristics Health Vote

District
Amritsar 86 16

Hoshiarpur 88 25
Bathinda 78 10
Average 84 17

Demographic Factors
Age
<35 years | 73.8 | 14
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>35 years 89.6 18.7
Educational
Quialification
llliterate 87.4 13.5
Primary 75.8 12.1
Middle 81 21.4
High 84.8 19.6
Secondary 88.9 18.5
Coll/Univ 100 62.5
Marital Status |
Married 83.9 16.8
Single 85.7 21.4
Caste |
Forward 81.2 15.4
Backward 82.9 22
Scheduled 88.1 17.4
Family Type |
Nuclear 89.5 14.8
Joint 77.5 19.6
Marital Duration |
<5 Years 67.5 17.5
>5 Years 86.5 16.9
No. of Children |
<3 81.9 15.2
>3 93 24.6
Husband
Quialification
llliterate 92.3 11.5
Primary 88.3 13.3
Middle 78.6 14.3
Background Personal Whom to Vote
Characteristics Health
High 76.5 21
Secondary 86.5 21.6
Coll/Univ 92.9 28.6
Husband Status |
Farmer 79.6 12.7
Business 85.7 28.6
Service 90.9 31.8
Wage Earner 86 15.1
Politician 93.5 27.3

Economic Factors

Work Status |

Not Employed 80.7 13.9
Employed 96.8 29
Control over Income |
No 77.2 11.4
Partial 97.2 23.9
Full 100 40.7

Women Income |

Nil 75.4 | 13.4
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< Rs. 15,000 97.5 16
Rs 15,000-30,000 100 53.8
> Rs. 30,000 100 31.6
Women Saving |
NIL 73.7 12
< Rs. 15,000 96 23
Rs 15,000-30,000 100 26.7
> Rs. 30,000 100 22.2
Land Ownership |
No 83.6 16
Yes 100 57.1
Social Factors
Community
Participation
No 82.3 14.7
Yes 97.1 34.3

Source: Field Survey

Bivariate Analysis

In this section, bivariate logistic regressionlwik examined to assess significance of level sbeation of
decision outcomes with socio-economic factors. éractound to be significantly associated (p<.05hvautcome
measures will be put to test in Multivariate Anady® identify variables which affect respondersatus in various
socio-economic decision matters. Tables 4 ands®ptethe odds ratios from logistic regression (tmoiable

model) in which case dichotomy of participationtlie decision making (own and jointly with the husthgis the
dependent variable. All the independent variabgexip-economic) are categoricals. The referencegoaies for
different independent variables are: (a) Districtwitsar; Age group - <35 years; Education- llliteraMarital

status-married; Family type- Nuclear; Marital dioat< 5years; Number of children - <3; Husbandslifjoation-

llliterate; Husband status-Farmer; Work status- ewmiployed; Control over income- No; Women’s incomé:

Women'’s savings- nil; Land ownership- No; Commuigyrticipation—No.

Table 4: Bivariate Analysis (Economic Decision Matrs)

Socio-economic Categories Expenditure on | Expenditure on | Day to Day
Characteristics Consumer goods | personal needs| Expenditure
O.R. O.R. O.R
Districts Amritsar 1.0 10 1.0
Hoshiarpur 1.4% 1.31N 1.13%
Bathinda 0.66* 0.61* 0.41*
Demographic Factors
Age <35 yrs 1.0 1.0 1.0
>35 yrs 5.36%** 4.30%** 4.14%%*
Women Education Nil 1.0 1.0 1.0
Primary 0.64%7° 0.47 0.91M
Middle 0.84" 0.72% 0.76M°
High 1.45 0.48 0.36**
Secondary 0.62 0.78% 0.26**
Col/Univ. 1.8% 0.73% 0.76M°
Marital Status Married 1.0 1.0 1.0
Single 1.8° 0.70% 3.73*




26

Kaur et al / OIDA International Journal of Suistable Development11:01 (2018)

Family Type Nuclear 1.0 1.0 1.0
Joint 0.104*** 0.24%** 0.102***
Marital Duration <5yrs 1.0 1.0 1.0
>5 yrs 8.41 %%+ 3.40% 6.61%+*
No. of Children <3 1.0 1.0 1.0
>3 3.64** 1.56 3.41%
Husband Educatior] Nil 1.0 1.0 1.0
Primary 0.36* 1.8%° 0.86"°
Middle 0.30* 1.06° 0.58N°
High 0.43% 0.99* 0.34**
Secondary 0.4 1.68' 0.39*
Col/Univ 0.78"° 1.98' 0.23"°
Socio-economic Categories Expenditure on | Expenditure on | Day to Day
Characteristics Consumer goods| personal needs| Expenditure
O.R. O.R. O.R
Husband Status Farmer 1.0 1.0 1.0
Business 2.1% 0.87"° 217V
Service 1.5¢° 3.86** 2.85*
W.Earner 1.47° 0.90* 2.36%*
Politician 0.94' 1.14" 1.63"°
Caste Forward 1.0 1.0 1.0
Backward 1.29 1.36 2.18*
Scheduled 1.72 0.86 2.11*
Economic Factors
Work Status Not Employed 1.0 1.0 1.0
Employed 3.29%* 0.919° 2.07*
Control on Income No Control 1.0 1.0 1.0
Partial Control 3.86** 3.60%** 6.40%**
Full Control 10.99* 3.61** 25.19%**
Women'’s Income Nil 1.0 1.0 1.0
. <Rs15,000 1.36** 1.55 1.89*
11.15,000- - 0.76M° 11.27*
30,000
1. > 30,000 3.83* 2.28° 7.04*
Women Savings 0 Nil 1.0 1.0 1.0
I. < Rs15,000 2.86** 1.84* 1.98**
11.15,00030,000 4.20M 2.38"° 5.97**
1. > 30,000 - 4.34* 1.87°
Land Ownership No Ownershij 1.0 1.0 1.0
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Yes - - ‘ 6.58'
Social Factors
Comm. No 1.0 1.0 1.0
Participation
Yes 1.48° 3.54"° 2.97**

Note: OR=0dds ratio; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001

Table 5 : Bivariate Analysis (Social Decision Mattes)

Socio-economic Categories Personal To vote
Characteristics Health
O.R O.R
Districts Amritsar 1o 1.0
Hoshiarpur 119 1.75
Bathinda .58 .87
Demographic Factors
Age <35 yrs 1.0 1.0
>35 yrs 3.07%** 1.39
Women’s Education Nil 1.0 1.0
Primary .45* .88
Middle .61 1.74
High .80 1.56
Secondary 1.15 1.46
Col/Univ. 2.332e8 10.67**
Marital Status Married 1.0 10
Single 1.15 1.29
Family Type Nuclear 1.0 1.0
Joint A0+ 1.40
Marital Duration <5yrs 1.0 i.
>5 yrs 3.09** 1.19
No. of Children <3 1.0 1.0
>3 2.93* 1.86
Husbands’ Education llliterate 1.0 1.0
Primary .63 1.18
Middle 31 1.28
High 27* 2.04
Secondary .53 2.12
Col/Univ 1.08 3.07
Socio-economic | Categories | Personal | To vote
Characteristics Health
O.R O.R

27
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Husband Status Farmer 1.0 1.0
Business 1.8% 2.76
Service 2.5 3.21
W.Earner 1.5% 1.22
Politician 5.39 2.58
Caste Forward 1.0 1.0
Backward 1.11 1.55
Scheduled 1.69 1.16
Economic Factors
Work Status Not 1.0 1.0
Employed
Employed 2.67*** 2.54**
Control over Income No 1.0 1.0
Partial 10.17** 2.45*
Full 4.764 5.35%**
Women'’s Income 0 Nil 1.0 1.0
l. < 8.58*** 1.39
Rs15,000
II.LRs - 2.00**
15,000-
30,000
I1l. > 30,000 - 3.15*
Women Saving 0 Nil 1.0 1.0
I. Up to 7.33%** 2.33*
Rs15,000
Il. 15,000- 5.64 2.73
30,000
Ill. Above 5.64 2.143
30,000
Land Ownership No 1.0 1.0
Yes 3.16 6.98*
Social Factors
Community No 1.0 1.0
Participation
Yes 7.33 3.02**

Notes: OR=0dds Ratio; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; **p<0.001

Results of Bivariate Logit Analysis

Tables 4 and 5 present odd ratios for the logistiression in bivariate models for different desisoutcomes
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Economic Decision Matters
Expenditure on Consumer Goods

Estimates of odd ratios for respondents age, nuédaily, work status, longer marital duration, rarumber of
children, her own income and control over her hbokkincome along with savings affect her decigioaking on
expenditure on consumer goods positively and sizanifly (p<.01). Residents of Bathinda district Ess likely to
participate in decision making (p<.05) as compatedother sample districts. Hence women of highee, ag
employed, with more years in marriage, in nucleetr \gp, having more children, with control over hehusld
income, having personal income and savings are likedg to participate in this decision(Table 4).

Expenditure on Personal Needs

Odd ratios (Table 4) for respondent’s age, herrobriver income and her savings, status of husk{aadiice)
indicate positive and significant affect on deaisimaking on their personal needs. Odd ratios farilfatype
indicate less likelihood of participation by resgent on decision making significantly at p<.001spandents with
spouse in service assert more in satisfying the&ds significantly at p<.01. Odd ratios for pladeresidence
(district), Bathinda indicate lesser involvementwamen on decision making significantly at p<.05ad# earners
as spouses affect decision making of respondeg#fisantly (at p<0.5) and it is less than in casth husbands in
service class. Hence women of growing age, havamgrol over income, living in nuclear family andttvihusbands
in service are more likely to participate in thecid®mn outcome. Respondents with spouses as wagersaand
respondents of Bathinda are less likely to paripn this decision outcome.

Day to Day Expenditure

Odd ratios for age, marital duration, control owecome, indicate positive effect on decision makifgthe
respondent (at p<.001). Respondents from nucleaityfaype take their own decisions with less freedio those in
joint family for day to day expenditure (p<.001)d®ratios for work status, number of children, wonsavings (I
& 1l Category), women’s income ( all categories)roounity participation, husband in service and agevaarner
affect decision making of the respondents poskiysignificantly at p<.01). Place of residence f(ii$) Bathinda,
both women and husband’s education (high and secgntiave the effect of decreasing decision makihthe
respondents (significantly at p<0.1). Respondemus fbackward (p<.05) and scheduled caste (p<.0dy dtigher
likelihood of participating in the outcome as comgzhto forward category. Hence, respondents of grgwge,
with longer duration of marriage, having controkeowncome, employed, having more number of childreving
personal savings, those involved in community pggdition are in power to assert participate in sieci outcome.
Respondents in joint families, from Bathinda didtrivomen and spouses with high and secondary &docare
less likely to participate (Table 4)

Social Decision Matters

Personal Health

Personal health care by a woman is important adosiks after the whole family as well as herseldese of her
body’s distinct health requirements. In the ligfither autonomy in self health care, the effect iffiecent socio-
economic factors has been examined. Bivariate amsalgdicates that odd ratios for age, work statusmen’s
savings and income (I category) affect decisioningakf the respondent positively and significar{fyk.001). Odd
ratios for joint family type affect decision makirsignificantly at p<.001 but its association issléhan those in
nuclear families. Odd ratios for marital duratiaymber of children, control of income, women’s imm (I
category) indicate positive effect on decision malsignificantly. Hence, respondents with gredtent35 years of
age, with longer duration of marriage, having cohtwver income, having more number of childreninicome and
saving category | are more likely to participatehis decision outcome. Respondents in joint famsilndicate less
likelihood of participating in decision on persohalalth (Table 5)

Whom to Vote

Women'’s highest level of education (Coll/Univ)nmmunity participation and women'’s income (Il categaffect
respondent’s decision to vote significantly at p<@lomen’s economic empowerment (work status, oveorime,
control over household income, savings and landostmg) makes respondent assert in decision making
significantly (at p<.05). Respondents of Hoshiarpwe more likely to involve whereas of Bathinda éess
involved. Hence, respondents control over houselvddme, greater than 35 years age, with highestl lef
education of coll/univ, involved in community ordgaation, women’s income, savings and having landhenship
titles are more likely to have their say in deaisio vote (Table 5)
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Table 6: Final Backward Stepwise Multivariate Logigic Regression Models (Economic Decision Matters)

Socio- Categories| Expenditure| Expenditure | Day to Day
Economic on on Personal | Expenditure
Characteristics Consumer Needs
Goods
O.R O.R O.R
Districts Amritsar
Hoshiarpur
Bathinda
Demographic Factors
Age <35 yrs 1.0 1.0 1.0
>35 yrs 3.85%** 4.71%** 5.37*%*
Women llliterate 1.0
Education
Primary 1.21
Middle 1.46
High 5.96**
Secondary 4.78
Col/Univ 14.05*
Marital Status Married - -
Single - -
Family Type Nuclear 1.0 1.0 1.0
Joint 053+ A LrRx Q7
Marital <5yrs 1.0 1.0
Duration
>5yrs 5.70** 3.91*
No. of Children <3 1.0
>3 4.71**
Husband Nil -
Education
Primary
Middle
High
Socio- Categories| Expenditure | Expenditure | Day to Day
Economic on on Personal | Expenditure
Characteristics Consumer Needs
Goods
O.R O.R O.R
Husband Statug Farmer - 1.0
Business - 1.48
Service - 3.37
W.Earner - 2.97*
Politician - .29*
Caste Forward




Kaur et al / OIDA International Journal of Sustalsle Development 11:01 (2018)

Backward
Scheduled
Economic Factors
Work Status Not -
Employed
Employed -
Control on No 1.0 1.0
Income
Partial 3.22** 5.80%**
Full 2.66 47 .96%**
Women Income| 0 Nil
.
<Rs15,000
11.15,000-
30,000
111.>30,000
Women O Nil 1.0 1.0
Savings
l. < 3.25%* 1.67
Rs15,000
Il. 15,000- 3.65 26.31**
30,000
111.>30,000 3.20 1.33*
Land No
Ownership
Yes
Social Factors
Comm. No -
Participation
Yes -

Notes: OR=0dds ratios; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.00

Multivariate Logit Regression Analysis

Table 7: Final Backward Stepwise Multivariate Logigic Regression (Social Decision Matters)

Socio-Economic Categories Personal To Vote
Characteristics Health
O.R O.R
Districts ASR -
HOS -
BHA -
Demographic Factors
Age <35 yrs 1.0 -
>35 yrs 2.73* -
Women Education lliterate - 1.0
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Primary

.99

Middle

1.95

High

2.10

Secondary

2.49

Col/Univ.

13.13**

Marital Status

Married

Single

Family Type

Nuclear

Joint

Marital Duration

<5yrs

>5 yrs

No. of Children

<3

>3

Husband Education

llliterate

Primary

Middle

High

Secondary

Col/Univ

Socio-Economic
Characteristics

Categories

Personal
Health

To Vote

O.R

O.R

Husband Status

Farmer

Business

Service

W.earner

Politician

Caste

Forward

Backward

Scheduled

Economic
Factors

Work Status

Not
Employed

Employed

Control on Income

No

1.0

1.0

Partial

5.88*

1.74

Full

1.038e8

3.88*

Women Income

O Nil

1.0

1.0
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I.Upto 6.50** 1.09
Rs15,000

1. 15,000- - 7.05**
30,000

Ill. Above 1.36
30,000

Women Savings O Nil 1.0

l.Upto 5.13*
Rs15,000

1. 15,000- -
30,000

I1l. Above -
30,000

Land Ownership No
Yes
Social Factors
Community No 1.0
Yes - 3.16**
Notes: OR=0dds ratio; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001

Multivariate Logistic Regression Analysis

In bivariate analysis, decision making power of tegpondent has been analysed to understand raperates in
relation to various socio-economic variables. Edelgision outcome measure worked out in bivariatelyais
differed from other in its association with diffateset of independent variables depending uporifgignce of the
probability level. Variables that are statisticaflignificant (p<.05) in one decision outcome arenfd to be non
significant in the other. In this section, the ahles which are statistically significant in bivag analysis have been
used in BSTEP Multivariate Logit Regression analyeiidentify those variables which affect resparigestatus in
the household matters. Analysis of results (T@&s§ of final backward stepwise multivariate anaysodel has
been discussed as follows:

Economic Decision Matters
Expenditure on Consumer Goods

Outcome Il involves decision making on expenditomeconsumption goods (Table 6). In this decisioltome, age
of the respondent, marital duration, number ofdrieih, women’s savings and her higher educatiorciaéfecision
making positively and significantly whereas womenthe joint families enjoyed weak autonomy in digcis
making. Growing age (>35 years) makes a woman Bnd&s the odds more likely to take this decisioragainst
those of lesser age significantly at p<0.001. Fartyibe emerged a significant (p<0.001) factor dfferdecision
making indicating that women in joint families @53 times the odds i.e. less likely than nucfearilies in
participating in this decision. Woman'’s saving eeses her likelihood of taking this decision fdrcategories (1,11,
1) by 3.25, 3.65 and 3.20 times the odds buttf@ (1) category income respondents, the oddskifigadecision
are related significantly(p<.01) as compared ts¢haith no savings. Women'’s longer duration in iage makes
her 5.70 times the odds more likely to be auton@nioudecision making as compared to those witheless
duration(p<.01). More number of children makes ansa 4.71 times more likely to be involved in demisimaking
expenditure on consumer goods significantly (p<Mbmen’s education emerges as a significant fanftrencing
decision on this outcome. Respondents with higloaichducation are 5.96 (p<.01), secondary 4.78caticliniv
14.05 (p<.05) times the odds more likely to paptite in this decision outcomes as compared terdite category.

Expenditure on Personal Needs

Women’s autonomy in decision on personal needsléT@pshows a strong significant association wige,aher
control over household income, nuclear family tpositively. As woman age, she is more likely byl4dtimes the
odds to take this decision as against those witkeleage at p<001. Partial control of househol@rre by
respondent makes her more likely to take this datiby 3.22 times the odds respectively as agaimste with no
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control significantly at p<.01. Respondents frorimjdamilies are 0.41 times the odds and lessYikelassert in the
decision matter as compared to nuclear househptd8{1).

Day to Day Expenditure

Decision on day to day expenditure (Table 6) ikigriced by age of the respondent, nuclear famjg tduration of
her marriage, control over household income, womesavings, husband’s status (wage earner) pogitaed
significantly. Women with growing age are 5.37 tartee odds more likely to take decision as compsvatiose
with lesser age significantly at p<.001. Resporslérdm joint family set up are .07 times the odessl likely to
take decision as compared to those from nucleangsignificantly at <.001.Partial and full contrai household
income by the respondents makes her 5.88 and 4iim@&3 the odds more likely to participate in thiscidion
significantly at p<.001 as compared to those hawiogontrol. Respondents of saving category Il dindre 26.31
(p<.01) and 1.33(p<.05) times the odds more likelyake decision respectively as compared to wowigm no
savings . Respondents with wage earners as husbhaads97 times the odds more likely to take denigi<.01)
and those of politicians are less likely by 0.2%.05) times the odds to make decision as comparddrter
category. Respondents with longer marriage duratian 3.91 times the odds more likely to assert @nision
making as compared to shorter duration marriagafgigntly at p<.05.

Social Decision Outcomes
Personal Health

Decision of the respondent on her personal hedlhlé 7) is influenced significantly and positivédy her earned
or personal income and savings, her control ovesrite and her age. Women'’s income (I category) rmakeman

more likely to participate by 6.50 times the oddscampared to women with no income significantlyp&tO1.

Women with savings (category 1) are 5.13 timesatids more likely to involve in decision of persohaalth

significantly at p<.01. Partial control of housethdhcome by the respondent makes her 5.88 timesdts more
likely to participate as compared to respondenth wit control over income significantly at p<.05déi women are
2.73 times the odds more likely to participatehiis decision outcome significantly at p<.05.

Whom to Vote

Decision of whom to vote by a woman is influencgdwmomen’s highest level of education, her full gohover

household income, community participation, her megpositively and significantly. Women with highésstel of

education (coll/univ) are 13.13 times more likedypiarticipate in decision on whom to vote signifittg at p<.01 as
compared to those with no education. Women wharsm@ved in community participation are 3.16 tinteg odds
more likely to decide on whom to vote as compacethbse who are not involved significantly at p<.@omen of
income category (1) are 7.05 times the odds midedyl to decide significantly at p<.01 as compat@eadvomen with
no income. Women with full control over househalddme are 3.88 times more likely to assert hemalicision
of whom to vote significantly at p<.05 as compat@those with no control (Table 7).

Discussion

Multivariate Logistic Regression Analysis was cedrbut to identify variables affecting women autmyan
household decision making in various economic amihsdecision outcomes. Analysis brought out digance of
some explanatory variables in determining the stafwomen in taking household decisions which Hzeen
discussed below.

Age

Increasing age (>35 years) is one of the factausdao influence decision making in all outcomegdicantly. In
multivariate analysis for economic decision outcoage is positively and significantly associatethveixpenditure
on consumer goods (p<.001), expenditure on persomads (p<.001), day to day expenditure (p<.0Gi)sdcial
matters again, age influences decision making dacooe personal health (p<.05). Age has been resed@s one
of the most significant variables influencing demis making. As woman gets older, she gains autondmy
household decision making (Acharya). Young womamkwmder the supervision of her mother- in- law &dot
at her will to act. Studies undertaken by Das G{p896), Malhotra and Manthar (1997), Jeejobhoy Sathar
(2001), Acharya (2010) also confirm that women gaitonomy as they age. On the other hand, ShymateSaini
(2011) established growing age to be negative astgnificant factor in influencing women’s autononty
household decision making in Hills of India for higtatus women. Kishore and Subaiya (2008) fouatldge of
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the women was the most consistent, positive anufgignt factor affecting women’s decision makimgRakistan
Punjab.

Age in the analysis is the most significant varaiol many but not all decision outcomes. The avdasre growing
age women are least likely to participate are immho vote in social matters. In the sample digriolder women
are more mobile, have greater access to resourcekei family, likely to be economically autonomoasd
independent in making decisions.

Family Type

Analysis of multivariate analysis points to sigoéfnt influence of family type (nuclear or joint) drousehold
decision making. In bivariate analysis, it is sfgraEint factor for all economic and social outcomesmultivariate
analysis, respondents in joint families have ldkelihood of taking decisions (significantly) on a&on of
expenditure on consumer goods (p<0.001), experditur personal needs (p<0.001), day to day experditu
(p<0.001). Women from joint family set up are léksly to be consulted in major household decisiofhey are
neglected in matters of personal health . Respuad# nuclear family remain independent, mobild as a result
well informed and aware; hence take part in allanand minor household decision. In sample distridtPunjab,
51% of the families are joint families and hencemen in these families may have less sole contrdken
decisions. The presence of extended family in thesbhold holds them back in all aspects of the&sli These
living arrangements lie at the heart of our genaled social systems which have adverse impact onen@m
autonomy. (Sathar and Kazi,2000) . Analysis of phesent study is in conformity with the studies dweted by
Jeejobhoy and Sathar (2001), Shyamalie and Safil{2 Randhawa (2002) and Ghuman (2005) who found
significant influence of joint family type on lesgd®ousehold decision making of women.

Control over Income

All economic and social outcome decisions in biatianalysis point to significant influence of prand full
control of income by woman on her autonomy in deaisnaking. In multivariate analysis, women who &i@ole
control over income emerged a significant factortheir autonomy in decisions of expenditure orspeal needs
(p<0.001), day to day expenditure (p<0.001). Inifomatters, respondents partial or full controeohousehold
income is a significant factor in making decision personal health (p<0.05) and in decision of whtm
vote(p<.05). Women who have control over houselsotdish and resources are empowered to pay forhbaith
care and personal needs. Analysis has been inrooitfowith the findings of Jeejobhoy and SatharQ2Q) Sathar
and Kazi (2000) who identified and examined acdessesources as an influential and significant dador
women’s autonomy in the state of Punjab and Uttad&sh.

Number of Children

It was hypothesized that women with more numbechilidren are more likely to take part in decisimaking.
Bivariate analysis points to positive effect of morumber of children (>3) on expenditure on consugoeds, day
to day expenditure, expenditure on personals nbatsn multivariate analysis results it has beegnificant to
influence women'’s decision making in expenditureconsumer goods(p<.01). Both social outcomes irtivaviate
analysis show women with more number of childrefikety to significantly affect decision making. Aatya
(2010) confirms significant influence of more numloé children on women’s autonomy in decision mgkenm all
decision outcomes in his study in Nepal.

Work Status

It was hypothesized that women’s ability to makeidehold decision is enhanced while they are workingre
being employed. In sampled districts of PunjabyohB1 % of farm and 46.9% of landless categorypeach
respondents are employed. Landless category resptmdork as agricultural labour, factory workexaganwadi
workers and maid servants whereas farm respondemtsas sarpanch, government officials in schoal$ jgrivate
school teachers. The relationship between employrard women’s autonomy in decision making in biaesi
analysis is positive and significant for decisionexpenditure on consumer goods, day to day experdipersonal
health and whom to vote.

In multivariate analysis, work status of respondémés not establish positive and significant refethip in any
outcome. Valdez (1997), Ramu (1997) Malhotra andtkiar (1997) and Metei (2004),Acharya(2010) conetlith
their studies that employment was positively amphigicantly related to women’s autonomy in househdécision
making. Economically sound families in the sampéeréh varied life styles that confine women to thendstic
sphere and withdraw women from the economic a@wibutside home. Moreover, these women in Pungale h
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very few opportunities of work outside home and eoafined to household work only. Most of the enyeld
landless respondents who are less than 35 yeaigeddre not in a position to take decisions at hdespite earning
their own livelihood. As a result significant retatship couldnot be ascertained

Marital Status

Given the history of patriarchy in Punjab, most rigat women report that men dominate household iecis
making. Marital status remain an important predicib decision making because single women do net ha
negotiate with a spouse for control over decisidrence they were hypothesized to have more autortbary
married women.

In bivariate analysis decision on day to day exjtenelis positively and significantly influenced arital status.

In multivariate analysis, marital status has bemmé to be associated non- significantly with ahyhe economic
and social decision matter. Hindin (2002) in hisdsgt confirmed that marital status influences decismaking
significantly in Zimbabwe. Older, single, divorcadd widowed women are more autonomous in decisiaking.
Shyamalie and Saini (2011) found marital statubdcsignificant factor determining women'’s statugow status
category in Sri Lanka and Kangra and not in higtust category women.

Marital Duration

More number of years in marriage was hypothesipeddrease women'’s autonomy in decision makingaBate
analysis points to significant influence of mariairation on decision outcomes on all economicsaaial matters.

Multivariate analysis points to significant and piee influence of marital duration on respondentlscision
making on outcomes of expenditure on consumer g¢pd®1) and in day to day expenditure (p<.05).i&oc
outcome of decision on personal health and whowote™ are not influenced significantly by more nwenbf years
in marriage. Acharya (2008) in his analysis on Nepamen suggested marital duration to be positivehygl
significantly associated with probability of respl@mts having say in decision matters whereas SHigarad Saini
(2011) found the variable insignificant in his sgfush women in Hills of India. Jejeebhoy and Sat{z201) found
matrital duration as one of the factors affectingnea’s autonomy in Uttar Pradesh and Punjab. Hi{@002) also
confirmed that women with longer marital duratioe enore autonomous in making decision over majochmses.

Educational Qualification

It was hypothesized that higher education helgatiaining women'’s autonomy in household decisi@kimg. It is
a measure used most widely as a measure of thafiveestatus and autonomy (Jeejeebhoy, 1995). &uturccan
make a woman aware of her rights and duties anéase her confidence level. A woman who has graguat a
post graduation degree may have greater autonorhgusehold decision making than her counterparts mby
have lesser levels of education. Hence, a sigmifiaad positive association between woman’s edugaltievel and
probability of some say in household decisionsjgeeted. In our sample study, bivariate analysiatpdo positive
and significant association of decision to purclasesumer goods and whom to vote with women'’s diuta

Multivariate analysis points to positive and sfgrant influence of higher level of education (radt primary or
secondary education) on decision making for exgarelion consumer goods (p<.05) and whom to voteO(g<
Women with university/ college level education foend to be significantly likely to have increassmatonomy as
compared to other categories for these decisiomsn&v with higher educational level are unlikelystgnificantly
influence decision making for social outcomes efspnal health. In line with our results of Punjélcharya
(2008),found primary and secondary education inggmt in affecting decision making but probalyilibf
women'’s decision making increased with higher lesfeeducation in two of the four decisions studiidere as
Malhotra and Manther (1997), Shyamalie and Sairil{2 observed positive relationship between women
autonomy and woman’s education. Sharmistha andd@sib (2013) found insignificant impact of education
women’s autonomy in North India. Jeejobhoy and &at2001) found that education was a major prediof
women’s autonomy in Tamil Nadu where as in Punjath 6P, secondary education influenced decision nggki
more than other level of education. Satkaral (1988) confirms that in Pakistan Punjab, educagéfect was
stronger in urban areas. He found no significasbeisition of education with economic autonomy ircisien
making inside or outside the house.

In the present study, only 74.33% of farm and 4%28 landless women are literate and just 7.57%ratégher
educational category. Perhaps because of low ateaitlevel of education, it has not emerged stiadgator of
women’s status in the analysis. Also, women’s etlogas not a widespread phenomenon in rural Punjdie
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reason may be that education is not associatedgnatter opportunities for employment in the ranaas. Highest
level of education can help women in improving aeareness and information of the outside worldlzgrtte may
have been in position to improve her autonomy amtth status in household decision making.

Husband'’s Qualification

It was hypothesized that higher level of educatibimusband was likely to increase women autonomgeicision
making. For economic and social outcomes studied,effect of the variable has been found not ttuémfce
women’s autonomy significantly. Acharya (2008) ia study for Nepal found that primary and secondaehycation
levels of spouse do not help women increase thacgsaof their decision in household status. Sadinar Kazi
(2000) in his study of Pakistan Punjab also corefluthat husband’s education is not significantnifiuencing
women’s autonomy and found coefficients for manicomes negative rather than positive. In our amgbiso, the
variable does not show positive impact on womeunts@omy.

Thus, education levels of spouses do not help woimenease the chances of their decision in housemaitters.
The curriculum in our schools and colleges is deefitin not sensitizing the students in gender kiyua

Women'’s Income

It was hypothesized that women’s income is expetdedcrease her status in decision making. Inrat@ analysis,
women’s income significantly influences decision king for few economic and social matters. Multizei

analysis assessed that category | respondentssatiae in deciding economic matters. In socidltens, category
1 respondents are more likely to influence decwsimnpersonal health (p<.05). Category Il respotglare more
likely to be affected in decision of whom to votepa.01. Category | respondents being from lowebime group
consisted of mostly wage earners(self employed) lzente have been found to be more assertive thgremhi
income category lll.

Women'’s Savings

It was hypothesized that women’s savings may irsgegutonomy in decision making. Results of multater
analysis reveal that women from saving categori@dpl to Rs 15,000), Il (Rs 15,000 — 30,000) & Wbpve Rs
30,000) participate in decision outcomes. Womertaiégory | tend to influence decision making fawatly in

matters of decision on purchases of consumer gandspersonal health at p<.01.Category (Il andd#ipondents
are more likely to have a say in matters of dagdg expenditure. Women who have savings at thepadial are
more independent in own personal health.

Community Participation

In bivariate analysis, women’s involvement in conmityi organization has been found to influence hecislon
making in matters of day to day expenditure an@/fom to vote. Multivariate analysis established thamen’s
involvement in community organizations has a pesitind significant impact only on decision of whémvote
(p<.01). Women who join organizations become mardependent and aware and well informed about latest
techniques. In Punjab only 9.63% of farm and 15.@f%e landless category respondents have beeamausto

be involved in community organization. As the asayreveals rural women'’s participation in decisidrwhom to
vote is very poor, we can look for these organaretito inculcate political empowerment in women.

Husband'’s Status

Husband’s status as a wage earner has been foupdomeote decision making of his spouse in day tg da
expenditure significantly (p<.01).Husband in pgofitaffect decision making of the respondents riegigti.e. they
are less likely to assert in matters of day to eégyenditure(p<.05).

Landownership

Landownership is hypothesized to improve socio-enuin status of a woman. Women are likely to exer@s
greater degree of autonomy in those regions wherg énjoy some rights to land (Dyson and Moore, 3198
bivariate analysis, landownership is a factor ndtede associated significantly with decision ofowhto vote.
Multivariate analysis confirms this associationtirese outcomes but not significantly. Our analyBisofile of
socio-economic status) indicates that only 7% epoadents are owners of land titles in sampleidistof Punjab.
In this state, women do have the rights to inhedalegally but not socially. Women waive off theghts of
inheritance to their brothers (may be under sokcetd family pressure) to claim on emotional suppdrtheir
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brothers if at all need arises in times of distrd$¥e necessity of such an exchange reflects warmibordinate
status within the community.

Caste

Caste is a social category where a society is dividto higher and lower category. Life style amthdvior pattern
differ from caste to caste. In our analysis, threategories of caste are considered forward, backamad scheduled
castes. In bivariate analysis, caste is a factitwmeancing decision on day to day expenditure sigaiftly. But in
multivariate analysis, caste could not find any#igant association with any decision outcome.

Districts/Regional Analysis

The odd ratios for the district (place of the resice) are not statistically significant in econoind social matters.
This indicates that different districts have naied effect in setting norms regarding economic aodial
opportunities for women.

To conclude it can be inferred from the resultghaf logit analysis that age of the respondent, lfastructure,
hercontrol over household income, her personalaonesl income and savings appear to influence alalbshhe
aspects of women’s autonomy in household decisiakimy. Growing age, nuclear family and full or jertontrol
over income by the respondents contribute positiegld very significantly to her status. Respondeiticome,
savings, highest level of education (Coll/Univ) ahdr work status also affect decision outcomes ared
explanatory factors partially contributing to heatss.
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