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.Chapter I
' INTRODUCTION .

Decision making is an important aspect of
famillies dally life, beginning with vhat to wear
in the morning, to vwhat to give as a birthddy present.
It dirscts the things to happen, instead of just
latting 1t to happen (Wickell & Dorsey 19€7).

Achlevement of family zoals depends upon effactive
decision making and task performing, which involves

coordination, supervision and chacking of actions.

Decision meker i3 an important person. Effzctive
declsion making calls for thorough knowledge of the
situation, understanding the iaportent valuss,willingness
to implement the decision that seems best (Nickell and
Dorsey 1967)., The cholces of declsions that are made In
the family, have wide spread effect on the family

involvement.

Process of industrilization is wmsking some dents
in the decigion making process in familles, consequently
changing the roles of family members. Revolutionary
iransformation in the soclal and famlly structure;raised

é¢n independent, capable administrator at home and away.
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To perform the duty as a better half in a real-
sense, woman has to play a wajor role by éheuldertng
the responsibllitles, taking various decisions and
implémenting them successfully. With disintegratlon
of joint family systemiwﬁman's role is more highlighted

in this context as decision maker and task performer.

Famlly system 1s ipstituted on sharing, recognition
and understanding of each other. Participation of bhoth
Spouse§ ;s‘essential for it's harmony. The vairious
problenms qonrrohted in managing the family, call for
declisions, many of which need deliberations between

two or movre.

‘ Today 1ncrea§ing ﬁartieipation of womén is getting
appléud even by her partgcf. Yot her ovn domain 1is

male dominated. Firebaugh and Wellington (1972)confirmed
that, mostiy the eldest male was the only dominant
personallty in the Indlan famllies, in the matters
concerning economie, sociai}religious and chila
education. The famil& matters concerning even the day

to day needs,are under the control of men.

Avakening on part of the women, regaéding their

potentialities 1s,therefo£eJessént1al in this econtext,



The study isy therefore, nesded to £ind out her
part:miaa tion in the proceas of Gscision msking
snd tesk performing, in mstters related to hom

mgfeganents
“The_objactives of this study wers

1) To knov ths extent of participation of
hovasewives in decdslion muking and task
performing procossy relatéd to sslacted
householdd activities,

2) To determine difference in the participation
of housswivea in decision making opd tesk
perforaning,

3) To find out factors aflfsoting decision
making and task pepformsnce of housswives in
selected houssehold astivities,
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Chapter II.
VIEY OF E

Participation of housewlives in decision making and
task performing has been studied by various investigators
considsring the different aspects involved therein.

Literature pertaining to this study has been .

roeviewed and presentsed under following headss

1) Decision making pattern

2) Participation of housewives in deeislion making

3) Participation of housewives in task performing

4) Factors affecting decision making and task
performing.

2.1 Decision making pattern

Nickell and Dorsey (1967) had quoted a few studies
pertaining to the decision making pattern. One of such
study conducted by Honey " et al. informed that,
almost 1004 of the husbands and wives in Ameriecan
familles preferred joint decision making. Bighty five
perdent of thc;m were in favour of permlitting childrén
in decision making. Theodors and Jame reported joint
decision practices in 63% familles in Florida,regarding
household maintenanee, care and control of children,
income praduction.and use. In 11§ families children
jolned thelr parents in‘decision making and in 15¢
cases ‘only father was the declsion mdker,while in 10%
the moathé,



Firebaugh " 'and Wellington (1972) reviewing
Puri, described, that decision regarding sending
children to school was made in 46% familles as a
vhole, and in 33% and 13% families respectively by
father and ;3733 mother alone. Pertaining to
occupational cholce, in 47% families the decision
was taken as a whole and in cases of 368 of families
by the head of household and 174 by boys and Girls
"themselves., The investigatdr further informed that,
in 15¢ of the rural families, male head decided
expenditurs matter, while in 11¥ cases it was the

decislon of female head.

Liu, BHutchinson and Hong (1974), from experimental
observatlions and studles of families in Hongkong and
Philippines, concluded that the husbands were more
domingnt in declision making than thelr wives in both
cities, Firebaugh and wellington (1972),undertaking
small scale explordatary study, affirmed that many
decisions in Indlan families were made by the eldest

male membhers.

A comparative study made by Mukharjee (1975),
informed that, joint decision making was the most

common pattern in Hariyana, Tamilnadu and Meghalaya,
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in areas of purchase of clothes and houssholids,
purchase and Sale of property, education of children,
~wife's employment, family planning, religious matter,

recreational and soclal activities.d

Maximiliane's study (1978) reported prevalence of
Joint decision making in vogue, in respect of economie
and social declisions among Austrian couples. The findings
vere affirmed by Blood and Wolfe (1960), Michel (1967),
Centers et al. (1971), Impri (1969), Leplae (1968),
Kandel and Lesser (1972), in connection with Western
industrilized Nations.

McDonold (1980) quoted lewls's study, conducted In
1969 and Cromwell's study conducted in 1973 in Mexican
American families. Lewis's study informed that,there was
dominance. of the husband in decision making. But in 1973,
according to Cromwell's study In 5 Mexlcan communities,
egalitarian pattern was predominant., Similar observations
were clted by Staple and Mirande (1980), from study in
Chicano, California, done by Baca Zinn and Yabarra,

2.2 Participation of housewives .. in decision making.

Devadas et al. (1969) found that, in the sale of
property of land, only 0.8% women wers making decisions,
while 82% were being consulted and 6.9% were not consulted.
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Dantale (1975), observed that, a vast majorlity

of (74%) respondents were not participating in decision
, making process, related to sattlement of narriage and

settlement of property affairs.

Badiger and Rao,M.K.5.(1980) from their
investigation affirmed that, women were involved in
decision making in the home, over religious practices,
health, hygiene and home equipment but 1es§ in saving,

play and occupation for children.

Hiranand and Kumar (1980) concluded that,settling
marriages, purchase and sale of land, borrowings,
purchase and sale of animals and education of girls,
wers the five important areas, in whilch women very

often infInenced the decision.

McDonold (1980), cited Brinkerhoft and Iupri,
deseribing that, generally housgwives took decisions
regarding matters,that were considered less important,
whille husband took decision in respeet of important

items, from the couple's point of view,

The ovarview of the study conducted by Jhansi Rani
and Bhave (1980) revealed that,a majJority of rural
- women (82.5%) weré participating actively,in matters of
marriage of children, eﬁcept in deciding about preferred
marriagse age of boys and Girls. Study also indicated |
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‘fair majority of women (36 - 54%) z2c¢tivély participated
In matters of consumer orianted expenditure, such as
food waterial, clothes, recreation and religiaﬁ. Sizable
percentage of women folk weré reported for participsting
passg?%ly,espeeially in money matters, llke amount to be
spend on food material (40%), clothing (45%), and -
recreation (50%).

Role of rural women in decision making was assessed
by Dhillon (1980) ir Indhiyana Distriet. Overall, analysis
of the role of women in a making economic and soclal
de@lsions, Indlcated that,K27f housewives did not
participate in making decision, 72.3% housewivee took
decisions together with spouse. Of thaese,took decisions
together, 157 enjoyed an equal say with their husbands,
While 19.94, 31.7% and 5.7% they had rank of 1st, 2nd and
3rd order of ilmportance in family, raspegtively.

2.3 Particlpation of housevife in task performing.

Few studles indlicating task performing role of
women, were quoted by Troelstrup (1957), one of such study
done by Paul and Marle reported important role of women
in determining purchases to be made. The result of the
study further indicated 574 influence of women in
determining household purchase and 35§ share of men,
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children only 8%. chelstrup (1957) 'also: quoted
Gallup, inferring that in 3 million American families
 money matters were dealt by wives and 554 of family

income was spent by women.

Nickell and Dorsey (1267), citing interviews hy
Parker 1n 1966, observed that,the mothers carried the
central role in performance of Traditional women's
nousehold tasks, such 28 dusting (72),vecuuming and
mopping (72%), preparing meals (72%), paying the bills
(83%), shopping for foods (65%), Washing. dishes (75%),
ghopping for thely clothes (76¢), and childrerselothes
(76%) . '

2.4 Factors affecting decision making and task perforaing

Theie are many limitations to women's participation
in decision making and task performing. Steldl (1968)
mentioned McDonold and Helene indicating that, presence
of women in labour force resulted in shopplng as joint
ventﬁre. Bteldl (1968) glso qnoted Suneson, Deanna and
Ionne, informing more particlpation by full time home
makers (38?), than employed home makers (174) in food
narketting.

Reviewing the decisions in the light of length of
marriage, Cleo, Dorothy and Edward (1971) concluded
that, especially financial decisions decreased with

length of marriages.



- 10

Firebaugh and Wellington (1972), quoted that,
results of study done by Ross,. projecting that, in
the Indian traditioval jJoint families, eldest male

,(father)grandfather) was a tutelar head to control
. ovér important decisions. Purther, Ross stated that
}f;'both caste and religion had supported this hierarchy

g or authority. Firebaugh and Welllngton (1972) naprated

Rarasinhachar's study and coneluded that wives in
ﬁuelear family, made proportionately moree independent
decisions in respect of economic and sociél affairs,
vhile on the other hand,wives in tke joint families

took decision only regarding cooking for dally meals.

Rajgopal et al. (1972) observed that, in joint
family, decisions regarding exvenditure on clothing was
made by the husband, in Urban and rural low income group,
whereas in urban nuclear families, 1t was joint decislon

of the spouse.

Gross, Crandall, Knoll (1973) quoted a few stuiles,
regarding the major financlal declsions related to
family 1life span. The findingé of Oberly and Fitzsimmon' ™
were denoting that, both in begimmin= and contracting
stage, families largest percentage 2f all kinds of

decisions were made in early years gf marriage.
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Mentioning study of Wada, he poilnted cut that in most
of the caéeg both employed and unemployed wives were
contribiting in decision making concerning with the
hughand's occupation, housing and mobility. It was
fltxrt':her informed that,in 30% of the familles, working
women were tak;ng ﬁecisionlpertaining to their

occupation also and in 8.6f of the familyés major
fingncial decisiomm.

Gross, Crandall and Knoll (1973) pointed out that,
managerial participation of the home maker increased
with the age,but decreased after tne age of 50. The
findings of Havinghurst and Bortel, as informed by Gross,
Crandall and Knoll (2973), were in agreement that,1ln the
lower socloeconomlec nonwhite familizs, the women were

dominating flnancial control, because of necessity.

Deacon and Tirebaugh (1976)}refarring Compbsll's
study, observed that as famlly size Increased, husband's
role in decision makinglespecially conc:rned to chlld
responsihility;habits and ezxpenditure made for children
was lncreased, while wlves found taking more active

part in decisions related to social 1life of family.
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Pe
Deacon and Firebaugh (1975) found that wives

in rural area performed more tasks than their

husband's in respect of household repalrs, handling

mcﬁey and bills and grocery shopping.'

Maximiliane (1978), studing Australian family
reported that, there was influence of sex role on
the spoasg}relétive participation in special

decision areas such as, famlly budgeting and soclal

participation,



VC‘hapter 111 .
| MATERIAIS AND WETHODS
The participation of housewives in decision
makiné and task performing was evaluated by
. administering a survey,with the objectives of finding
out the extent, of participation in decision making

end task performinglin the areas of selected
household activities. '

The various proeeﬂures.adopteg in present

investigation were as follows

1) Locale of study

2) Method of sampling

3) Developing interview schedule and method of
data eolléctien

4) Research design and techniques of measurements

5) Statistical analysis |

3.1 - Locale of study
’ ' Present investigation was undertaken in Parbhani
city of Marathwada reglon of Maharashtra State.

3.2 Developing interview Schedule and collection
of data . -

The interview schedule was prepared to ellcite

general and spaecific information required for this

o
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Investigation. Prior to finalization, the schaedule
was pretested twice.for it's validity and clarity,

on ten housewlves, in the 1light of fesponses ieceived,
1t was modified and thus flnalised, which is given in
Appéﬁdix 1. |

' The data was collected through survey,administering
personal interview method, with the help of prepared _
questionnaire by the investigator.

3.3 Method of sampling

Stratified random sampling was lgplemented to
represent 250 housewlves from all walk of life, from
different wards of. Parbhani city. Number of wards and

size of sample therein is given 1n Apoendix Ho.2.

3.4 Research design and techniques

Two dependent variables consldered In this study
vere

1) Bxtent of ﬁarﬁieipation in declsion umaking

2) Extent of participation in task performing
3 4 1 Extent of participation in decision making

and task performing

Four stepgeach of decision making and task performing,
stated by Grnss,Crandall and Knoll (1980), were selected
to determine the extent of participation. The selected

steps wers scored and the average of the total score
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obtained ,was classified into high,medium and low
level of participation (Appendix 3).

. The independeﬁt variables tested 1& the study weres-
. a) Type of family
b) Size of family
¢) Stage of family 1life cycle -
d) Family income
e) Age of the respondent
£) Education of the respondent
" g) Type of housewife

Independent variables, such as family life eycle,
educational level of housewives, were assigned score for

carrying out further statistleal analysis (Appendix 4)

3.5 Statigtical analysls

Besidés calculating freguenciss and percentages,
statistical analysis was comprised of application of
following testsi-

1) Coefficient of correlation and regression

2) Z test

3) ‘ch1? test

352 Coefficlent of correlation and regression
Assoclation between two different variables was

indicated by calculating coefficient of correlation
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[ "'ﬁné.
; and regression .coefficient with Jhelp of following
' formila -

, Coefficient of correlation = p(XY) =
= 8(XY) - (8 SY)

' f

) sxz' @D 2y 8Y°- m"” '

l

VA : \
Regraession coefficient of ¥ on X (b) =

= 8XY - (8X)_(SY)

e
2 . @En e
N

Whers
! Summation

X = Independent variable

Y = Dependent variable
Intercept (3 =¥ - b X

¥ and ¥ = are mean of Y and X variables

3.5.2 2 test
Comparison between two proportion of different

variable was donme with the help of Z test

72 1-P
2 '(pilém%'. ¥ (P {L=p9) 1Y
: Nl N2 !

L .
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Where,
‘Pl = Proportion of X variable

= Frequency of X variable
- N1

P2 = Proportion of ¥ yariable
X2

K1l = Total sample size of X variable
N2 = Total sample size of Y variable

3.5.3 Chi? test.

gqualitative variables for which the qnantification'
was not possible, 8o Chl - square test was used to
test the association.

The formula used was
cni? = ﬁ'_{%—_ﬁ_)_gat (r-1) (C-1) of af

Where,

0
B
Ejj= Marginal total for 1B row X Margial total

— - for J1*‘column,
Grand total (@) ,

it

Observed frequency of a cell,

Expected frequency of a cell.




Chapter IV
DIS

The present investigation was undertaken to
find out the participation of housewives in declsion
making and task performing. Financlal alloecationg,
saving, purchasing, child education and religious
activities vere the areas of participation assessed
by implementing survey on randomly selected 250
housewives in Parbhani city.

The data collected was tabulated and analysed
statistically and presented here, under following
headings.

1) Family background and general irfformation

regarding housewives.

2) Housewives's extent of participation in
decision making and task performing in the
areas of selected household activities.

3) Difference in the participation of housewlves
in decision making and task performing in the
selected household activities.

4) Pactors affecting decision making and task
performing in areas of sélacted househodd
activities,

5) General opinions of the housewives regarding

decision making practices.
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4,1 Family background and general information of
housewives.
General information regarding the family and
housewife is indicated below in table 1 .

Table 1 : Family haekgraund and general
s - information of housewives.

-{A) Family background ., Prequency and
4 percentage
- 1) ¢ 2)

1) Type of the famlly

a) Joint o 34 (13.6)
b) Nuclear ' ' 216 (86.4)
2) Size or the family
‘a) Small (0 to 5 medhers) ' 137 (54.8)
b) Medtum(e to lomembers) 99 (39.6)
c) Large (11 to 15 members) 14 (5.6)
3) Stage of family life cycle o
a) Beginning ; T 417 (16.4)
b) Bxpanding 133 (52.2)
e) Contracting ‘ 76 (30.4)°
4) Pamily income B
‘) M. 0 to 500 27 (10.8)
b) m; 501 to 1000 _ 79 (31:6)
0) m. 1001 to 2 1500 58 (23.2)
Q) m. 1501 to 2000 : ' 87 (14.8)
Lo 7=

Contde..e.



1. 2,

@) H.2001 to 2500 22 (8.8)
£) %2501 to 3000 18 (7.2)
g) ®.3001 to 3500 9 (3.6)

e L L 2 o3 2 2 7 2 1 R 2 2 L I 2 2 £ 2 J2 1 2 2 Y 2 X1 3 2 L Z T L I L I 2 2 2 L T R L2 R LI 2 2 1 1 1 2 J L

B Personal characteristics

1) Age
a) 20 to 30 ysars
b) 31 to 40 years
¢) 41 to 50 years
d) 51 to 60)years
2) Bducation of the housewives
a) Illiterate
.b) Primary
¢) Middle school
4) High school
o) Intermediate
£) Graduation
g) Post Graduation
3) Tyve of $ke housewlives
a) Employed
b) Unemployed

= v mo——

Frequency and
percentages,

119 (49.6)
80 (32)
36 (14.4)
15 (6)

21 (8.4)
29 (11.6)
69 (27.6)
101 (40.4)
Nil-

19 (7.6)
11 (4.4)

53 (21.2)
197 (78i8)

Figures in parenthesis lndicate percentages
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Table 1 (A) reveals that,a high proportion of
housewives (86.4%) belonged to muclear family and the
rest (13.6%) belonged to joint family.

Fifty five percent of housewives hailed from
small size families, whereas 39.6% and 5.6% hailed

ffom medium and large size famlilles respectively.

A majority of housewives (52.2¢) were in
expanding stage of fahily 1ife cycle. Thirty percent
of respondents were in contracting stage and 16.4% in
beginning stage of the family life cycle.

Regarding the monthly lncome of the respondents,
31.6% and 23.2¢ housewives belonged to income range of
R+601 to 1000 and m.1001 to 1500 respectively. The
percentage of housewives in the income range of
fse1501 to 2000 and %.2001 to 2500 were 14.8%, .8.8%,
respectively. The lowest income range was k.0 to 500
and highest was ®.3002 to 3507 corresponding with
10.8% and 3.6% of respondents.

Table 1 (B) gives the general inforaatlon of the
golected housewives. As observed from the table,48%

of the housewives were in the age group of 20 to 30 yesrs.
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Thirty two percent and 20.4% housewives belonged to
the age groups of 31 to 40 years and 41 to 60 years

respectively. '

Regarding the literacy level of the respondents,
mazimum i.e. 40.4% vere high school educated,followed
by 27.6%, middle school educated, 7.6% graduates,4.4%
post graduates while 8.4% were illiterate. A wmajor
proportion of the respondents were Iiterates (91.6%)
end only 8.4% were 1lliterates. ’

Seventy nine percent of the housewlves were

unemployad as against 21.2% employed.

4.2 Bxtent of participation of housewives in decision
méking and task performing in the areas of selected
household activities.

4.,2.1 Bxtent of participation of housewilves in various

steps of decision making and tagk performing.

\

As nq&ed from table 2, awareness and initiating
of the problem %o the group was observed amongst
maximum housevives i.e. 78.5¢f, who participated in
religious activities, followed by 61.93% partlcipating

in purchasing activities. The percentages of housewives
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participating in decislon making regarding financlal’
allocation, for child education and for savings vere
69.4&, 38,46¢ end 26.9¥% respectively.

S8imilarly, participation in finding alternatlives
to the problem of religlous activities, of purchasing,

" fipancial alloeation, child education ani saving were

denoted by the per@entages,such as 78%, 57.6%, 53.8%,
38.33% and 23.3% raspectively.

With regards t3 thse step of considering the merits
and demerits of varlous alternatives, it was obszrved
that, descending percentages of housewives 1.e. 75.5%,
48.16%, 40.33f, 84.76% and 19.2¢ were observed
participating In decision making regarvding religlous
activities, finaneial allocation, purchasing,child

’

education and savings.

With respect to the step of finaflizing the cholcs,
it was observed that, 69.7¢ housewives participated in
religious decision making followed by 36.66%, 30.33%
and 24.7f, who recorded their participation in decision
makting for financial allocation, eddcatlon of ehildren
and Eor purchasing. Thefigiifylu least percentage of
housewives(14.8%) were observed in decision meking
related to savings.
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Pertaining to the task performance, the first
step, organizing the plan performed, by the housewlves
was observed In the order of activities, such as
religious, financial alloeation, purchasing, education
of children and savings, denoted by figures 90%,
40.33%, 28%, 26.33f and 15.9% respectively. Similar
‘deeéending order in the percentages of particlpating
housewlves were observed in the task perfSrming stagas
of checking and making adjustment for the sald
actlvities.

However, the step of shouvldering responsibility
of task psrforming was denoting highest beréentage tor
religions activities(76%), followed by financial
allocation (37.9%), child education (27.6%),purchasing
(24.788), saving (15.4%).

It may be concluded from the data that, maximum
percentage of the housewlves participated in deecision
making and task performing in the area of religiouns
activities, while lowest percentages waé with régard

to the decision taken up for savings.

4,2.,2 Extent of participation of housewilves in decision
making in the areas of selected household activities.
Participation of housewives in decision making at

different levels is shown in table 3.
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Tahle 3 3+ Extent of participation of housewlves
- in decislon making in selected housekold
activities
Household 3 tent of partleipa 1y decis aking.
activities, " High 3 Medium s Low.,
l.#{nancial
allocation 75 (30) . B0 (32) 95 (38)
{ N=250 ) )
2.Purchasing 65 (26) 29 (39.8) 86 (34.4)
(¥=250)
3.Saving 34 (13.6) 19 (7.6) 197 (78.8)
(R=280) .
4,Child
education 69 (33) 29 (13.87) 111 (58.11)
(N=202)
5.Religious I
activities 124 (77.6) 13 (5.2) 43 (17.2)
(N=250) ‘ :

Figires In parenthesis indlcate percentages

Above table illustrated that higher percentags
(77.6%) of housswives vere noted for hign level of

participation in religlous activities. High extent of

participation was also observed in decisions regarding
chlld educztion and financial allocation with closely
similar values (33% and 230%). Twenty six percent and
13.6% nousewives rejorted high extent of participation

in purchasing and saving.

Participation in medium level was the highest in

area of purchasing as denoted by 39.6% housewives,followed
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by financial allocation 32%. Areas concerning saving
and religious activities denoted only 7.6% and 5.2%‘
of housewives having medium participation followed by
13.87% in the area of child edncation.

A majority of housewives expressed low level of

‘participation in the areas of savings, child education,
financlal allocation as obseprved from percentages 78.8%,
'53.114 and 38% respectively. Nearly qimilar percentages
of housewlives were observed in making decislons regarding
|financ1a1 allocation at difcerent level of participation.
4.2.3 Extent of participation of housewlves in task
performing in selected houschold activities.

' Partieipation of housewives in performing selected

" tasks is given below.

Table 4 3 Extent of participation of housewives in task
performing in selected household activities

Household :+ Extent of sarticipation in task performing
_ actlvities, High 3 Medium 3 Lov.

1. Pinancial ‘
%élgggyion 72 (28.8) 82 (32.8) 96 (38.4)
2. F%§dg%§§ng 64 (25.6) 32 (12.8) 154 (81.6)
3. Baving 39 {15.6) 6 (2.4) 205 (82)
(N=250)
education 62 (33.01) 11 (5.26) 129 (61.72)
(N=209)
5. Religious
activities 200 (80) 8 (3.2) 42 (16.8)
(¥= 260)

Flgiures in parenthesis indicate percentages
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Table 4 revealed that, hichest percentage of
housewives (80%), having high participation in the
religious tasks was followed by child education,

Task performance regarding financial allocation and
purchasing, briefed nearly simllar percentages of
participants (28.8¢) and 25.6%) respectively. Only
16.6% of housevwives reported high extent of
participation in saving task. Highest percentage of
housewives i.e. 32.8% reported medium participation in
the pserformance of task, such ;s finaneial allocation,

followed by purchasing.

Religlous and savings were the tasks that had
lowest percentages of housewives as denoted by 3.2¢ and
2.4%. Highest percentage of housewlves denoted low
participation in the tasks inc}ndiné saving, chlld
education, purchasing as indleated by the percentages
824, 61.72% and 61.6% resﬁectively.

It may be concluded that, highest percentapge of
housewives partlcipated at hilgh extent in rellgious
tasks while,majority of housewives 1.e.82% had low

participation in task such as saving.

4,3 Difference in the participation of housswives in
decision making and task performing in selected
household activities,
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As ascertained from tahlqcs, the participation
og housewlves in decision makiné{and task performing
was differing in areas of decisioﬁg such as saving,
purchasing, child edueation. In sgvlng, the difference
was at medium extent of participa#ioék%ndicating more
gercentage of housewives 1n‘dééisiongm;i@ng than task
perforaing (7.6f Vs 2.4%). further, low-extent of
participation was more in task pérformance faz%),
campared to participation in decision making (78.8%).
Middle extent of Qarticipation was found to be |

:
-~

~

significant, when Z test was applied. '

In the areas of purchééing similay results were‘ 3
obtained at medium and low extent of participation. 2
And in the area of child education,.ﬁigher percentage
of housewives with medium participation was obssrved in
the decision making than those In the task parforming.
The 2 value also recorded significaht results.

High percentage of housewives informed high
participation in religious task performing than decision'

" makinge. |

It may be observed that, there was not mach

difference in the ﬁercentages of housewlves as task

begfarmer and as decision maker. (mig.l)

.
”

.

\
N

g.\.
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4.4 TFactors affecting decision making and task performing
related to selected household activities.

4.,4.1 PFinanclal allocation

Various factors affecting decislon making and task
performing related to the financilal allocation are
discussged below in tabls 6.

4,4.1.1 Type of famlily
Table 6 : Type of family and hcusé%ives's extent of

participation in declsion making and task
Performing related to financial allocation

Extent of tNo.of housewlves and type amily.
participation. Nuclear ZN=213§ ¢ Joint §N=34)

Decision making,
High 79 (36.5) 5 (14.70)
Medium 74 (34.25) 11 (32.35)
Low 63 (22.1) 18 (52.94)
Task performing. '
 High | 72 (33.8) 6 (17.6)
Medium €3 (29.16) 7 (20.58)
Low’ 81 (37.5) 21 (61.75)

Figuzes 1n parentnesis denote percentages

Above table denoted that, 36.5% and 14.70%
housewives halling from nuclear and joint familles

expressed high extent of participation in decision making
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regarding financial allocation while 34.25% and 32,35%
ahd 29.1% and 52.94% in middle and low extent of
participation. The percentages of housewives participating

1n task performing at high, low and middle level 1n

;'nuelear and joint €amilies were 33.3% and 17.6%, 29.16%
7

and 50.58% and 37.5% and 81,754 respectively.

It may be concluded that, majority of housewlves
from joint families indicatetharticipation in bhoth

deeision making and task performing.

4,441.2 Stage of family 1life eycle,

i Table 7 ¢ Family 1ife cyecle and extent »f
partic€ipation of housewlvaes in degision
making and task performing related to
finaneial allocation

Extent of participation $ Pamily s E2xtent of -. . “»participation
declsi 1ife in task e forming.
" High Medium Low. cyels. High Medium Low,

11 10 20 Beginning 12 2 27

(26.82) (24.39) (48.78) N=41) (29.26) (4.8) (65.85)
32 59 42 - ZExpanding 35 16 82

(24.06) (44.36) (81.5) (N=133) (26.31) (12.03) (61.65)
22 30 24 . Contracting 27 - 14 45

(28.94) (39.47) (31.87) (N=76) (22.38) (18.42) (59.21)

(Figures in parenthesis “denote percentages
r= (-) 0.1 . COQ:f%cient r = {(«) O/
9 0 s,
correlation
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As Indicdted :ln’tabla 7¢ the beglinning stage of
family life oycle described highest peroentaée of
housevives { 48.78% ) for low extent of particlps tion in
decision making with respect to financisl sllocotiogy similariy
highest percentags was observed in task performing (65,825%)

for lovw iével of partioipations Yorty four percant
hopsevives reported medium lavel of participation in
declslon making during expending staze of family live
cycle waile, 61,6568 showed low extent of partioipation in
task porforalng. similer results with variation in
perceatages were observed in contracting stage of family
1ife coycla.

. Az observed, thers was not much 4iff evence 1n tha
percentages of housewlves in different lpvels of
partielpation in different stages of faully 1life cycle.

The results of ccafficlent ecorrelation appesred to
be nonsignificunt, indicating thak, different stages of
family life cyele did not have sny effoct on deelcslon
making and task performing of the heusewives,

4.’4’1-3?' fize of f&MIYn
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It was briefed from table 8 that, the housewives
from medium size famlly (37.37%) had high participation
in decision making regarding financilal allocatlon,
followed by (34.30%) housewives from small and large
families (7.14%). Difference in percentage for medium
level of participation in decision making was noted.
Lowest participation was seen mazximum in large family
housewives (64.28%).'31m11ar trend had been viewed in
task performance with differences in percentagas of

housewives belonging to the diffarent size families.

It can be inferred that, in the medlum size
family, housewlves had maximum partleipation in high
and aedlium levels both Iin declsion making and task
performing. ‘

The result of the coefficient of correlation
analﬁsis narrated no impact of size of family on

declision making and task performing related to

o financial allocation.

4+4.144 Age of housevlves.

\ -
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From the table 9, it was noted that, housewives
belonging to the age group éf 20 to 30 years and
61 to 60 years recorded maximum low participation
(38.65% and 53.53%) in finaneial decisions, followed
by medium level (26.14% and 26.67%), and high level
(25.2%4 and 20%) resnectively. Contrasting results were
observed in the age group of 31 t0 40 years and
41 to 50 years, dendting maximum percentage of
housewives for high levsl of'participation, followed

by medium and low level.

The trend was observed to differ in task performing
showing much of the 1rregula?1ty. Number of elder
housewives (50% and 40%7) belonging to 41 to 50 years and
51 to 6) years age group resbeétively, shouldeved the
responsibliity of fimancial Qllocation in task performing.

Results of the coefficient correlation and
regression analysis 1ndicateﬁ no significant correlation
between the age of the reSpondents and thelr extent of
participation in decision making raelated to financial
allocation,'though highly significant correlation at 1¢

level was recorded in task performing.

4.4.1.5 Family income. :

Mgy e
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It was ascertained from the table 10,that,majority
of housewives (56.16f) belonging to monthly income range
of m«1501 to 2000,had high level of participation. Lowest
participation in decision making was among the housevives
(51.85%) belonging to the income range of %.0 to 500.
Among 50% housewives, each from the monthly income level
of B.0 to 500 and R.2001 to 2500 agreed upon high level
and low level participation in task performing,respectively.

Analysis of regression and correlation coefficient
ghowed significant correlation between the family income
of respondents and thelr extent &f participation in task

performing.

4.4.1.,6 Literacy level of housewives

From the table 11, 1t is projected that, more than
504 of both graduate and postgraduate housewives shoved
high level of participation 1n decision making and task
performing respscitively, in matters of financial
allocation. It may be concluded that, ‘with the increase
In the literacy lovel, the participation in decision

making and task performing increased, at high level.

From the && table 11, it was evident that,
regression and correlation coefficient denoted highly
significant correlation between respondent's literacy
level and their participation in decision making and
task perfopming.

hY

~
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4.,4,1.7 Type of housewlves,

Table 12 : Type of housewlves and extent of narticipétian-
in decision making and task performing related
to the finanecial allocation ~L

M

Bxtent of participation Type of housewlves
mploye nemgfgged.

(W=53) (N=

—

Decision waking . .
H1gh 19 (35.84) 56 ( s.;az);.‘
. ¥

A \

Lov 2 (16.98) 89 (48,17) " :

ask orming cr N {

H 25 (47.16) 47 (23J86) -

. A

Medium 13 (24.52) 79 (46.10)
Low 15 (28.30) - 71 (36.04)

“Figures in parenthesis denote percentages

It 1s evident from.above table 12, that maximum
percentage of employed housewlves indlcated medium
participation 47.16%, followed by 36.84% and 16.98%
denoting hich and low ;evel of participation in decision
making. Similarly, 45.17f unemployed housewlves had low
level of participation, followed by 28.42% and 26.39%
high and medium level of participation,respectively.

The participation in task performance was observed
in the order of high,low and medyum levels as indicated by
47.16%, 28.30¢ end 24.5% respsctively, by employed home
maker, Whereas for unemployed,the order was medium (46.10%),
low (36.04%) and high (23.86%)
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It may be dlscussed that, the contributlon of
employed housewives appeared to be more in financial

allocation than the unemployed.

4.4.2 Saving.
494.2,1 Type of family-
Table 13 3 Type of family and holsewlves's extent

of participation in decision making and
task performing related to saving

Extent of participatian 3 Type of family.

¥uelear Joint
(N=216) (N=34)
Decls on mak
Hi& ' : 32 (1l4.8) 2 (5.88)
Medium ) 18 (8.33) 1 (2.94)
Low ~ 166 (76.85) 31 (91.1)
Task nerformin
Bigh 35 (16.20) 4 (11.76)
Med ium 6 (2.77) 0 (
Low . 176 (81.01) 80 (88,23)
T ‘ Tlgures 1n parenthesls denote percentages.

i The table 13 illustrates the housewives's
pagviciﬁqtzon in decision making and task performing in
nuéiaar'and joint families.

In matters related to saving, 15¢ and 5.82¢

hougewives from nuclear and joint familles respectively,
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had high level of participation, while 76.85% and 91%
gshowed low level of participation. Low level of
varticipation in task performing may be ohserved in 81.01%
and 88,237 housewives of miclear and joint families,

respactively.

Conclusion may be drawn that, housewiveé from nuclear
famlilies showed better involement in decision making and
task performing regarding savings.
4.4.2.2 Stages of Pamlly life cvcle

Tabie 14 : Stages of family life.cycle and housewives's

extent of participation in declsion making
and task performing related to savings

Extent of participation :Family:‘Extent of partieipation

fﬁ in decision making. life . in task performning
- High Madium low. «cycle, High Med ium Low,

2 1 38  Beginning 1

1 39
(4.87) (2.43) (92.68) (N=41) .(2.43) (2.43) (95.128)
‘16 13 104 Expanding 22 5 106
(12.08) (9.77) (78.19) (N=133) (16.54) (3.75) (79.69)
16 5 55  Contracting 16, 0 60

. (21.05) «(6.57) (72.36) (N=76) (21.05) (78.94)

ooy 3
A

» 5, 1!
&"n——';‘- ----- R D e 0D S W P G 8 M D TP G S I TP O A GIP e O G IR T A TP SO e W SRS U N P e VI D G I O G D N S R

‘Flgures in parenthesis denote percentages.

N= 289 . s 3 Lial 4t N= 280
r= 0s16%(signiflicant KIS A r= O.14%(significant
. at 5 level) correlation at 5% leval)
coefficient

P—
Ter ~,

Above tabls reflected ascending order in the

percéntages of housewives (4.87%, 12.02%7,and 21.05%) for
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& high level of partieipation in decision making and
also for task performing (2.43%)y 16.54¢ and 21.05%)

in the beginning, expanding and contracting stages of
famlly 1life cyele, related to saving. Descending order
vas affirmed for low level of participation in decision
making (292.68%, 78.19%, 72.36%) and in task performing

' (95.12%, 79.69%, and 72.047) ., More number of housewives

from the contracting stage éxpressed greater interest in

savings.

The application of ¢oefficlent correlation test
accorded slignificant results which implied the impact of
s%age of family life cycle on decision making and task
perforuing related to saving.

4.,4,2.3 Sige of family,

As presented in table .15, all the housewives from
large family showed low level ol participation in
“decision ﬁaking, reéarding savings while in shall and
tedium size family, they vere 80.28% and 73.73%

< pespectively. Similurly, maximum percentages may be noted

in ‘task performing for low level in small (82.48%),
méddum (72.79%)an large (92.85%) size familles,
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Comparatively, majority of housewives belonging to
1a§ge sige famlly particlpated less in decision making
and task performing. The results of correlation coefflcient
showed nonsignificant relation betwean the size family
and housewlves's extent bf participation in declsion
.'Eaking and task performing.
.4.2.1 Age of housewlves.
Tahle 16 3 Age of housewlves and extent of participation

in declsion making and task performing related
to saving -

Age group : Extent of participation

(in years) _in #ask verforming.
Hign et Tow.

Bxtent of participation :

in decision makinc,

l'! o~ Sty ety

ih "33, 14 (31 to 40 age

group)
CV(x)= 27.80%
v= 2,83(lov level of
participation)
CV(y)= £3.35%
Kl

High Medium Low.

) 8 99 20 to 30 13 4 102
/i (10.08) (6.72) (83.19) (N=119) (10.92) (3.36) (85.71)
' 11 7 62 31 to 40 12 2 66

(13.78) (8475) (77.5) (N=80) (158 ) (2.5) (82.5)
6 4 26 41 to 50 9 0 27
:(16.16) (11.11) (72.22) (N=36) (25) (75 )
5 0 10 51to60 5 10
!ﬁ33-8) (66.66) (N=15) (33.3) (66.68)
) Fig;res in nar;;tges;s ﬁe;;;a p;;can;;;;s: --------
N= 250 . | N= 250
Y= a+bx ) . ' Y= a+bx
= 1.54+¥(0.08)x ¢ Regression : = 1.42+(0.04)x
r= 0.161 (significant and r= 0.155(significant
at 5% level) correlation at 54 level)

coefficient X= 33.14(31 to 40 age

roup)
c¥(x)= 27,924
; = 2,79(low level of

participation)
cv(y) 87 .59%

¢
)
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Table 16 describes that, in the high level of fff
participation of decision making, mazimum (33.3%) p
housewlves were in the age group a?‘SL to 60 years
and for low level maximum percentages (82.19%) .
‘- wvas in the age group of 20 to 30 yeara., In task
performing, maximum percentage for high (32.334) and
for low level (85.7¢) vwere wsen in the age groups of

51 to €60 years and 2@ to 30 yesars, respectively.

It can be assumed that, homsewives from the age group

of 51 to 60 years had better hand for savings.

Tﬁe ralationship beiwean age of the housecwives
and their sxtent of part1e1p§§ion in decision making and
task performing was significant at 5f level. The age of
the housewives was assoclated with an inersase in declslon
making and task performing.
4.,4.2.5 PFanily income.

As observed from the Adble 17, the majority of the
housewives (£7.27%) contributing highly in deeision making
related to saving vere from the income range of %.2001 to
2500 and for low level 93.63% from the income range of
B.501 to 1700: In task performing 92.40% of housewives
from income range of ®.501 to 1000 shared low levsel of
participation.

Corralation coefflcient betveen decislon making and
Pamily income, and task performing and family income wag

nonsignificant at 88 level.
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4.,4,2.6 Literacy level of housewlves,

From the table 18, it may be observed that,

' 31.57% graduatas and 36.36% post graiuates had higher
level of participati&n in deeision making. Around

82 to 907 middle and high school educated housewives |
expressed low levgl of participation. The similar treqd
was observed in task berforming for high and low 1evqis
of performance. Conclusion may be drawn that, graduaﬁe
and post graduates housewlves had higher level of

participation in dscisions regarding savings.

It 1s obvious from the table that, there were
very high fluctuation among decisions made and tasks
performed at different educational levels. The
relationship between the educational levels and extent
of participation in decision making was sigﬁificant at
6% level. Very algh variations were obsarved among
the tasks performed at different literacy level,

compared to declsions made.

4,4.2.7 Types of housewlves,



g
S 61

/ ' Table 19 : Types of housewives and hausawives s extent
) of participation in declsion making and tabk
/j T parforming related to saving _

. Bxtent of participation Typas seulyas.
7 . aployed Unemployed
(N= 53) (8= 187)
? Declsion malki
B%gﬁ 12 (22.64) 22 (11.16)
Medium 9 (16.98) 10 (6.07)
Low 32 (60.37) 165 (B3.73)
Task performing
High 13 (24.52) 26 (13.19)
Mediunm 3 (5.66) 3 (1.52)
Low 37 (69.81) 168 (85.27)

Flgures in parentnesis menote percentagzes

As obsaerved from the above tahle, 22.64% enployed
housewives and 11.16% nousewlves from unemployed grup
had high level of participation, in contrast to 69.37%
and 83.75% for low level raspecitively. In task perforain-
also, mors percentage of employed housswives (24.52%)
denoted high level of participation, comparedi .-
to unemployed (12.19%) and viee versa results were--
denoted for low participation (69.81Y vs 85.271).

Tt may be agreed upon thap, more percsntage of
housowives from saployed group pafticipated in decision

making and task performing activities concerned to saving.
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4.,4.3 'Purchaaing.
4.4.3.1 Type of family.
Table 20 : Type of family and housewlves's extent of

participation in decislon making and task
parforming related to purchasing

Extent of particlpation. ;xge of family.
Nuclear Joint.

(N=216) (=34}
Decision making. |
IT%gh——-——_g 60 (27,77) 5 (14.70)
Medium 85 (39.35) 14 (41.17)
Low 71 (32.87) 15 (44.11)
Task performing,
High 56 (25.92) 8 (23.562)
Medium 30 (13.88) 2 (5.88)
Low 130 (60.18) 24 (70.58)

Flgures 1n parenthesls denote percentages.

From the above table, it is evident that, 27.77% and
14.70% housewives from nuclear and Joint families, indicated.
high level of participation in dacision making regarding
purchasing, whereas around 40% housaewives each from nuclear
and Joint famllles informed medlum level of participation.
It is noted that, more number of housewlves from joint
families had low level of partleipation. Remarkable
difference may be pointed out in percentages of task
performing housewlves froa nuclezr and joint familles
(60.18% and 70.58%) for low level and (13.887)and 5.88%),

for medium level.
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‘-,f On the whole,number of housewlves from nuclear
o
%ggily participated less in purchasing decisions and

;taSk‘S .

,“‘,\‘ 4.4.3.2 Stage af family 1life cyc:l.ea

7
3
i

It may be narrated from the table 21 that,more
. peprcentage of housewlves i.e. 48,78% for low lavel and
51.874 and 39.47% for medium level were denoted in
beglinning, expanding and contracting stage of famlly life
cycle for declsion making relating to purchasing. With
regard to task performing, 1t was observed that, the
percentages of housewives participating at high and low
level, /found to be decreasing as they passed through the
different stages of famlly life cycle. On the other amd
hand vice versa results were dbtained for medium level.
The high level of participation in the beginning stage,
may be due to new establishment requiring lot of purchasing
and avallabllity of reasources:such as, money 2nd time.
The Chi® value denoted no assoeiation between family life’
cycle of respondents aﬁd extent. of participation in

decision waking.

4,4.,3.3 Blze of the family.
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' It may be narrated from table 22 that, for high
level of partleipation the percentage were 29.19%,

| 24.24% and 7.1% respectively, for small, medlum and

-7 large families, in decision making, For task performance

- ot -
./

4l1so simlakar trend in the descending order was noted
with 20.92%, 21.21% and 14.28%. Obviously, ascending order
was observed for lovw level of participation in both
declslion making and task performing. Overall participation
of housewives in purchasing was more in small size
families, probably dee to lesser number of members to

shoulder thils essential activity.

Nonsignificant result was ﬂoted for correlation
between size of family and extent of participation in
decision making. Negative correlation was seen in case
of the extent of participation in -task performing and
size of famlly.

4.4.3.4 Age of housewlves.
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It 1s pointed ocut from the &able 23 that,
”ﬁaximum ﬁercentage of hnusewlives f£rom all the age
groups egcept 51 to 60 years shared medium level
of particecipation in purchasing. In task psrforaing,
maximim percentages were ohsefved for low level of

participation in all groups.

It is concluded tﬁat, as the agse of housewlves
' was Increasing, there was gradual inecrease in the
high level of participation up to the age of 859

yeérs, after which it appeared to decline.

The result of the statistical: '~ . test
such as,.correlation of coefficient and regression
analysis were observed nonsignificant for both

declsion making and task performing.

4e4.,3.5 1Income of the family.
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It 18 inferred from the table 24 that, high level of
participatisn of housewives was oshserved in 40.907 and
33.32% in the monthly ineome range of ®.2501 to 3000 and
3001 to 3500, respectively. Lov level of participation
noted highest percentage of §9.49%, 51.7%, 44.44% in the
" monthly tneome range of B.501 to 1000, 1001 to 1500 and
3001 to 357 respectively.

The high level of participation was denotad by 38.38%
and 36.3% housewives, from the income range of %.25)) t»
3000, 2001 to 267, respectively. Fighest percentage at
low level of participation was indicated by 77.77¢ and
74.13% housevives, in the income range of &".O to 520 and
1001 to 1599 7 .per month.

Conclusion qay be drawn that, with increasing income
the percantage of housewlvas'!s partleipation in high and

mediuaz level incereased up to partienlar level of income.

The results of correlation end rezvession analysis

vere nonsignificant, for both the varlables,

4,4.3.6 L..= Literacy level of housewlves.
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Tﬁa table 25 reveals that,almost the same-
percéntage of housewlives had high level participation
iq.burchasing, both in decislion making and task
pérforming at all the literacy levels, with the
highest percentage (63.63%) amongst postgraduates,

The medium level of participation in decision making
was ohserved to havé the highest percentages as 47.54%,
42,027 and 41.37% amongst those studied upto high school,
middle school and primary school. Whils, the highest
~ percentages denoting low participation were 66.664 and
42,10¢ in illiterate and graduate educnted housewives,

Highest percentage 5f housewives reported as task
performers,with medium level of participation were in the
group of primary educated and high schosl educated
(17.24% and 17.82%). Highest percentage was recorded for
low participation by the 1llilterate housewives,followed
by primary and middle schoplers,high schoolers and
gr auates. Graduatcs followed by postgraduates,had high
%giel Involvement both 1n decision making and task
ﬁéerformtng,concerning purchasing.

Significant reaults of statistical test had possitive
correlation between respondent!s literacy level and
theif:participation In decision making and task perf rming
relate&'to purchasing.
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4,4.,3,7 Type of housewives,

Table 26 s Type of housewives and housewives's extent
of partlecipation in decision makininand
task performing related to purchasing

Extent of partielipation. Type of housewlves
mployed Unemployed

(N=53) (N=197)

Declsion mak _
“c“{i‘L—H gh ing 13 (24.52) 61 (30.96)

Medium 20 (37.03) 70 (35.63) |

Low 20 (37.73) 66 (33.50)
Task performing

High 16 (30.18) 48 (24.36)

Med tum 4 (7.54) 28 (14.28)

Low 33 (62.26) 121 (61.4%)

Flgures in parenthésis denote percentageél

Regarding purchasing decision making vnractices 1n the
‘employed and unemployed housewives, higher percentags wés,
at high level amongst the unepployed housewives (30.96% Vs
24.52%). Participation at mediu%f&ow level for both group
had nearly similar percentage which were ground 35§ to 37%
and 33 to 376, respectively. High level of participation in
task performing was slightly higher in case of employed
housewives compared to unemployed housewives (30.18% Vs 24.26%).
It may be concluded that, overall partieipation in
decision-making and task performing was more in the case of

unemployed than employed.
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4.4.,4 Child sducation.
4e4.4.1 Type of famj.lyi
Table 27 ¢ Type of Pfamily and housewlves's extent of

participation in declsion making and task
performing rolated to chlld education

Extent of particlpation.: 9 1

uecleay .Join .
(R=181) (N=28)
Deelsion making
High . 48 (26.51) 7 (25)
#ed lum 138 (73.48) 4 (14.28)
lovw 0 17 (60.7)
E&E{Eﬂﬁﬂm
High 85 (30.93) 6 (17.85)
Low : 105 (58) 21 (75)

Flgures 1o parantnesis denote percentsges,

It 3oy be obhserved from the above table thatymone
of the housawives from nuclear famlly recordad participation
at low level, whereas 60.7%4 housewives from joint fanlly
informed low level of particépation 1n:gff:'making dacision
regarding child education. Highest percentage of housewives
from nucleay families (73.48%) indieated mediuam level
participation,similar percentages were denoted in mueclear
and joint families (26.5¢ and 25%) for high level of
‘participation.ln case of task performance,the:e was higher
pereontags of housewives (30.93%)at high level in nuclear
families and only 17.85¢ in joint femilies.Higher percentage
of housewlves from hoth types of families were having low
level of participation.
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4.4.,4.,2 B8tage of family 1life cycle.
Table 28 s Stage of family 1ife cycle and homsewlves

extent of partleipation in decision making
and task performing related to child education

Extent of participation in srFamily ¢t Bxtent of participation

de 2&5123 makineg 1life ' in tas{ e rforning
High Medlum Low. c¢yecle High Hedlum Lov.

46 17 70 Expanding 48 6 79
(34.38) (12.78) (62.63) (N=123) (36.09) (4.51) (59.31)
23 14 3% Contracting 15 5 56

(30.26) (18.42) (51.31) (N=76) (19.70) (6.57) (73.68)

Flgures in parenthesis denote percentages.
ChiZ= 1.32 (NS) cni? test Chi2= 1.75 (NS)

Table 28 exhibits high level of partiecipation in more
than 30% of the housewives from expanding and contracting
stage of family 1ife cyele and more than 50% for low level
of participation in decision making related to child eduecation.

With respect to task performing, it was observed that,
36% and 19.7%4 of housewives,belonging to expanding and
contracting stage of family life cyele,respectively expressed
high level of task performance,while 59.3% and 73.68%
indicated low level of task performance.In the contracting
stage finding few of the housewives shouldering the
responsibillity of child education may be attrlibuted to grown
up childredn and thelr fathers vwho manage these activities.

éh12 test showed nonsignificagnt resutls. There was no
agsoclation of stage of famlly life cycle and the respodient's
extent of participation in decision making and task performing.
4.4.4.3 Sige of family.
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The table 290 reflects, maximmm percentages for
high level of parficipation. These were 50%, 33.91%
and 29,764 from large, small and medium families
respegtively, 1q decision making related to child
education. Vice'versa percentages of housewives for
lov level of participation were cbtained in all family
sizes. Although the same trend 1s ohserved, there were
dirferenceg in percentages in the extent of task
performance. It may be inferred that, in large size
families, housewlves seemed to"be greatly engaged in
activities of child education, |

The result of the coeffleient of carrélatton and
regresslion showed possitivs correlation between size of
family and respondent's participation in deé\ision makinge
whereas, the result was nonsignificatf in ca?e of task

performing.

4.,4.4.4 A\ge of housewives. i{\ ! i
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Table 30 described that, 30 to 35% housewives
from age‘group of 20 to 39, 31 to 40 and 41 to 50
hadlhigb level of participation in decision making and
task performing, 66 to 73% of housewlves in age group
of 51 to 60 years were found to have low level of
participation in chi1ld education both in decision making

and task performing.

Thg result of correlation and regression aceff;eient
were nonslgnificatn informing no relation between age of
the resbondents and their participation in decision
making and task performing.

4.4.4.5 Famlly income.

Around 60% housewives Eroﬁ the income range of
h.EOO} to 2800 expressed high level of participation,
Whilénéa.SGﬁ from 2501 to 3000 income range showed
little interestimg- in decislon regarding their children's

education.

As seen from table 31 with regards to task
performance 52.09% and 68. 18% housevwives bel&nging to the
monthly income range of &.2001 to 2500 and O to 500,

respectively, accounted for high and low level of
- s\

[y
3
g

participation.
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The result of the coefflclent of coreelation
and regression showed significant resuits. It was
inferred that, with inereasing income, respondent's
participation was increased in both decision making
and task performing. The average extent of participation
in decision waking and task performing was at medlum

level for all the income levels.,

4.4.4.6 Literacy af level of housewives. /
Table 32 implies that, all post graduate and
graduate housewives were having high level of
partlicipation in matters related to child education
both in decision making and taask performing. In contrast,
only 5¢ 1llitsgate housewlves recorded high level of
participation in declsion making. It was surprising to
note that, the same percentages of decislion makers
wore noted for task performing as well as, the table
emphactically substapitiated strong influence of
housevlves's education on matters regarding child

aducation.

\

Highly significant results were obtained by

coefficlient correlation and'regression test.

4.4.4.7 Type of housewlves.
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Table 33 s Type of housewives exbem$t and housewlves's
extent of participation in decision making
' and task’ performing related to child education

Extent of particlpation s . gzpe'of hougewives
. . : ploye o nemployed. ‘

(N=32) (W= 177)

Decis ma o ‘ S
'gg‘ﬁfgﬁ";gxgg ‘ 24 (75) ' 45 (25.42)

Medium ' T 8 +(26) 21 (11.86)

Low ) , 0 & 111 (62.71)
Task performing , .

Hien - 24 (75) '45 (25.42)

‘Medium ' 8 (25 ) 3 (1.69)

 Low S 0 ¢« 129 (72.88)

. . . K . .
A . T * . Tt

. Filgures in parenthesis demote percentages.

" 'Ahové ‘table 33 indicates that, more of the employed
housewives ‘had high participation in both decision making
and task peréofming while, 62 to 72% unemployed houséwives
showed low level of participation. Seventy five percent
empioyed ‘and’ 25,42% unemployed housewlves contfibuted at
high lével.

It may be, .pointed out that, employed housewives took
great Anterest in their children's education than the
unemployed.
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; 4.4.5 Rellgious activitiles.

{ 4.4.5.1 Type of famlily.
{

by Table 34 1 Type of family and housewives's extent of
’ partleipation In decisdon making and task
performing related to relliglous activities

i

Bxtent of participation. Type of family,
, Buclear : oint,

=
” T

g (N=216) (N=234)
A4
Decision makipg
High 180 (83.34) 14 (41.17)
Medium 10 (4.63) 3 (8.83)
Low £6 (12.03) 17 (50)
agsk perfo

HA 185 (B5.64) 15 (44.11)
Mad inm 6 (2.77) 2 (65.88)
Low . 26 (11.57) 17 ()

“

‘Flgures 1o parentnesis denots percentages.

It may bs elearly seen from above table that, 83.34%
and 85.63% housewives {rom nuclear families participation
highly, respectively, in decdision making and task
performing in activitles relatsd to rellglon, whereas from
Jolnt family it figured out as 41.17% and 44,11 nly.

4.4.,6.2 BStage of famlly life cycle.

Table 36 exnlbits that, 83% and 85% housswives
respectivaly from expanding and contracting stage of family
1ite cycle ware estimated to have highlievel participation

in decision making and task perférming.
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. while 48.7% and 58.53% housewives from beginning

stage indicated high level of participation in
decision making and task performing,respectively, in
matfers related to religion. Very fow housewiveé, in
contracting stage, had low level of participation,

confirming majority ané performed religious activities

The result of correlation of coefficient showed
significant relationship between the stage of family
1life gycle and respondent’'s extert of pafticipafion in
declsion making and task performing concgrhing reiigic

matter.

2

4,4.5.,3 8ize of familyo'

Table 36 indicates that, in small and medium siz

families 77 to 81% of housewlves had high level of

participation in religious matters both in decision
making and task performing, while it was only 50% in
large size families. Application ;of coefficlent of
correlation .and regression analysis showeé nonsignific

reqults.
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4.4.5.4. Age of housewives.

From thetable 37,1t was observed that,maximam
percentage of housewives as figured ont 86.66% and
86.11%, 77.31% and 72.5% belonging to age groups of
51 to 60, 41 to 50, 20 to 30 and 31 to 40 years age
raSpecfively,had high level participation,in decision
making regarding religious matter. In casy of task

perforning,maximum percabtages of hauaewiéeé from all
age groups showed high level performence. The values
of coeffisient correlation and regression was
nonsggnificant. Extebt of participation of housewives
in religious activities was not affected by thelr age.
4,4,5.5 Family income.

It may be expressed from table 38 thét,majority of
hoﬁsewives from given ranges of monthly Income recorded
high level of participation in religious matters in declsion
making. The percentage of housewlves partleipating as
declsion maker and task performer vere more efor low level
than medlum level. ;
4.4.5.6 Literacy level of housewives.

As observed from the table 392 the maximum percentags
of housewives in all 1literacy levels expressed high,low nnd
medium extent of participation in declsion making and task
performing in relicious activities.

Coefficiant of correiation and regression values denoted
nonsignificant results informing no impact of respondent's
educational level on extent of participation in decislon
making and task perforaming.
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4.4.5.7 Type of housewives.
Table 40 :+ Type of housewives and housewives's extent

of participation ia declision making and
task performing related to religious activitiles.

Bxtent of particlipation. 3 Ivpe of housewiyes
, mploge Unemployed.

N (9= 197)
Degision making .
High 35 (66.03) 159 (80.71)
Medium 6 (11.32) 7 (3.55)
Low 12 (22.64) 31 (15.73)
arfton
Medium 5 ( 9.43) 3 (1.52)

. Low 17 (22.64) 30 (15.22)

Flgures 1n parenthecsis denote jercentages.

It 1s recorded from the ahbove table that,majority
of unemployed housewives (80.70 and 83.24%) indicated
high level of partlicipation in decision making and task
performing regdrding religious matters, whereas for
employed shousewlves percentages were 66.03% and 67.92%
respeativély. Fifteen percent unemployed housewlves had
low level participation in decision making and task
perforaing.
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4.5 -General opinions of housewives regarding declsion
making" practices. '

Folloving were responses to other questioims regarding

decision meking practices.

It was observed that, 50¢ housewives never approved
" domination of male in decision making, 29.2¢ approved it
sombtimes, wvhile 26.2% had approved always. Thirteen
percent housewlves exprassed acceptance of male domination
in selected areas of decisions, vwhile 13.6% aceepted in
respect of all types of decisions. Various reasons were
recorded for accepting the dominations of male in the
family. Maximum number (66%) of housgwives accepted it to
avold eonflicts and complications 1n the Tamlly,13.2%
respondent reasoned it to avold shouldering risk of
undesirable consequencess, 38%, accepted it as they were
sub jected to domination of male. lack of_cqnfidence in
abllity (5.2%) and unawarenesstof alternatives (1.2%)
were the‘other reasor exoressed. The study showed that
349 housewives themselves liked to dominate the famlly
always while 27.6% liked 1t sometimes.

Various reasons expressed by housewives towards the
constraints in independent decislon making and task -
performing were joint famlly system (14.8%),traditional
concept of sex role (64.4%),authoratarian pattern of
family (71.2%),educatlonal backwordness (14.8%),
underestimation of women's ability (12.87),41fferentiation
made {n female and male child (7.2%).
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Twenty- four percent housewives,affirmed that,removal
of the enlisted constraints would encourage them to lncrease
their decision making ability, while 64.8% housevives
disagreed.

It was reported that, 46f honsewives consulted
relatives, 42.4% consulted friends, 42.2% consulted
nelghbours, vhile taking declsions. Seven psrcent housewives
always approved such consultation, while 46.4% felt such need
sometimes and 38% never agreed to such consultation from
outsiders.

The reasons for approval and disapproval to such
consultations were also denoted, _

Consultation was approved to bring appropriatness in
declsion making (34%), because of inexperience Qf housewives
(28%), also to confdrm the accuracy of decision taken by
housewlves themselves (43.6%). Other reason obtained for

approval was inability to take decision independantly (40%).

Members outside the famlly were not approved for
consultation in family declsion, for reasons such as,they
created confussion in mind (5.6%). They arouse misunderstandings
and conflicts among family members (7.2f), RHousewives
disapproved consulting from outside for possibilities of
migguldence (87%) and fear of loising privaey of family
matters by exposure to strangers (48.4%).

Y
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SUMMARY



Chapter V
SUMMARY
The study entitled participation of housewlves in
dacision making and task performing in selected household
activities aé vas undertaken with the following

objectives 3

1) To know the extent of particlpation of houseuives,
in decision making and task performing.

2) To determine difference in the participation of
housewives in declsion making amd task performing.

3) To find out factors affecting decision making
and task performing.

Methodology consisted of implementing survey by
interviewing 250 housewlves, with the,e help of pretested
questionnaire regarding participation in decision meking
arld task performing concerning financial alloeatiom,
savings, child education, purchasing, religion.
Correlation and regression analysis, Chi square and
Z tests were applied for statistical analysls of the

data and the r2sults were presehted.

5.1 Extent of participation of housewives in declsion
makling and task performinglin the selectsd household
activities,
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1) Maximum percentage of housewives took part in
religious decisions, expressing high level of
| participation.
8) Minimum percentage of housewives were participating
in saving activity, denoting low level.
3) Housewives's participation in activities, such as
financial allocation,purchasing and child

education,was at medium level.

5.2 - To determine difference in the parﬁicipation of
housewives in decision making and task perfofming.

4) Difference was found in the extent of participation
in decision making and task_parrorming‘iﬁ
purchasing,child education and saving activities.

6) On an average,much differehce was found in
purchasing decision making and task performing.

6) In respect of child education and saving there was

. difference,in decision making and task performing,
only at medium level extent of participation.

7) At all the levels negligible difference was
observed in decision makingﬁin task performing,
in activities such asg,financial allocation and

religiouns,
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6.3 Factors affecting decision making and task
performing .
| 8) In ialigio@s activities,extent of participation
in decision making and task performing varied,
in different stages of family life.

9) Pactors, such as, family lifé'cycle,'age and
education had affected extent of participation
in decision making and task pefforming, in
activities related to saving. '

10) Declsion making and task performing regarding
.family Income were assoclated with age, education
and émployment of homsewlves,

11) Sizé.o? the famlly, sducation of the housewives
and her employment made impact on the decision
making and task Qerfbrming actions, concerning
child education. ’ |

. 125 Education and employment of the housewives as
well as'stage of family life eyclelinfluenced
extent of partlcipation in decision making and
tgsk performing regarding purchasing practices,

5.4 Opinions of housewives regarding decision making
practices.
13)The traditional outlook and male domination
played an 1m§ortant role 1n decision making and
task performing., It affected and compelled them
to consult their family member,relatives,rriends

and neighbours in declsion making.
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APPENDIX-X],

Fumber of selected wards and sample siZe

8r.No.s Ward No. $ Sample size.
© 1, 3 a8

2. 4 22

3. 12 36

4, 10 30°

5 4 28

6. 156 25

7 29 45

8. 33 15

9. 356 18

Total 250
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APPENDIX-ITIT (A)

Score assigned to selected steps of decision making and task
performing.

Decision making steps 3 Score & Task performing steps.

assigned
to eggh
step.
l)Awarness and initiating 1 1)Organising the plan
I;prdblem to the group
* #)7inding alternatives 2 2)Checking.
,J’S)COnsidering'marits and 3 3)Making adjustments.
demerits of various
alternatives,
4)Finalizing cholce. 4 4)8houldering responsibllity
. of enmpleting task.
£
APPENDIX-IIT (B)

Score assigned and extent of participation s _

Sr.No. ¢t level of participation ¢ 8core assigned.

1) High _ 6.67 - 10
2) Medium 3.34 - 6.66
3) Lov - 0 - 3.83
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APPENDIX 4

‘Beore assignad for educational level and stage
of famlly 1life cycle

’
/

" 8r. s Literacy level. Score & Stage of 3 Boore

6. Graduation

Contracting 3
6. Post Graduation

No. assigned family 1life assigned
to cycle. to stage
literacy . of famlly
level. lifs cycle.

1. Illiterats o

" 2. Primary school 1 Beginning 1

3. Middle school e

4., High school 3 BExpanding 2

4
- B




