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Chapter I
introduction

Decision making is an Important aspect of 
families dally life, beginning with what to wear 
in the mornlngi to what to give as a birthday present.
It directs the things to happen! Instead of Just 
letting it to happen (Nlckell & Dorsey 1967),

Achievement of family goals depends upon effective 
decision making and task performing, which Involves 
coordination, supervision and checking of actions.

Decision maker is an important person. Effective 
decision making calls for thorough knowledge of the 
situation, understanding the important values,willlngnes 
to implement the decision that seems best (Nlckcll and 
Dorsey 1967),* The choices of decisions that are made in 
the family, have wide spread effect on the family

k

involvement.

Process of industrlllzatlon is making some dents 
in the decision making process in families, consequently 
changing the poles of family members. Revolutionary 
transformation in the social and family structure,raised 
an independent, capable administrator at home and away.
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to perform the duty as a bettor half In a real 

sense, woman has to play a major role by shouldering 
the responsibilities, taking various decisions and 
implementing them success,fully* With disintegration 
of Joint family system,-woman's role is more highlighted 
in this context;as decision maker “’and task performer.

family system is instituted on sharing, recognition 
and understanding of each other. Participation of both 
spouses Is essential for it*s harmony. The various 
problems confronted in managing the family, call for 
decisions, many of which need deliberations between 
tvo or more.

Today increasing participation of women is getting 
applaud even by her partner. Yet hep own domain is 
male dominated* Pirehaugh and Wellington (1978)confirmed 

' that, mostly the eldest male was the only dominant 
personality in the Indian families, in the matters 
concerning economic, social religious and child 
education. The family matters concerning even the day 
to day needs,are under the control of men.

Awakening on part of the women, regarding their 
potentialities la therefore essential in this context,
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The study is, therefore, needed to find out her 
participation in the process of decision asking 
acid cask performing, in matters related to hone 
nansgeaoat*

The objectives of this study vara t

1) ro know tha extent of participation of 
housewives in decision making and task 
performing process, related to delected 
household activities*

2) fo determine difference in the participation 
of housewives in decision making and task 
performing*

3) fo find out factors affecting decision 
making and task performance of housewives In 
selected household activities*
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Chapter XI

Participation of housewives In decision making and 
task performtngjhas been studied by various investigators 
considering the different aspects involved therein.

Literature pertaining to this study has been 
reviewed and presented under followlng heads*

1) Decision making pattern
2) Participation of housewives In decision making
3) Participation of housewives in task performing
4) Factors affecting decision making and task 

performing.
*

2.1 Decision making pattern
Nlckell and Dorsey (1967) had quoted a few studies 

pertaining to the decision making pattern. One of such 
study conducted by Honey Cl-lT-'-et al, informed that, 
almost 100$ of the husbands and wives in American
families^preferred joint decision making. Eighty five

>

pendent of them were in favour of permitting children 
in decision making. Theodore and Jame reported joint 
decision practices in 63$ families in Florida^regarding 
household maintenance, care and control of children, 
Income production and use. In 11$ familiest children 
joined their parents in decision making and in 15$ 
cases^ only father was the decision maker,while in 10$ 
the mo^thC^,
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Plrebaugh Q.'and Wellington (1972) reviewing 

Puri, described^ that, decision regarding sending 
children to school was made in 46$ families as a 
whole, and in 33$ and 13$ famllles> respectively by 

father and mother alone. Pertaining to
occupational choice, in 47$ families the decision 
was taken as a whole and in cases of 36$ of families 
by the head of household and 17$ by boys and Girls 
themselves, fhe investigator farther informed that,
In 16$ of the rural families, male head decided 

expenditure matter, while in 11$ cases it was the 
decision of female head.

Liu, Hutchinson and Hong (1974), from experimental 
observations and studies of families in Hongkong and 

Philippines, concluded that the husbands were more 
dominant in decision making than their wives,in both 
cities. Plrebaugh and Wellington (1972),undertaking 
small scale exploratary study, affirmed that many 

decisions in Indian families were made by the eldest 
male members.

A comparative study made by Mukharjee (1975), 
informed that, lolnt decision making was the most 
common pattern in Hariyana, Tamllnadu and Meghalaya,
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in areas of purchase of clothes and households, 
purchase and sale of property, education of children, 
wife's employment, family planning, religious matter, 
recreational and social activities,i

Maximilian©'a study (1978) reported prevalence of 
joint decision making in vogue, in respect of economic 
and social decisions among Austrian couples. The findings 
were affirmed by Blood and Wolfe (I960), Michel (1967), 
Centers et (1971), Lupri (1969), Leplae (1968),
Kandel and lesser (1972), in connection with Western 
industrillzed Nations.

McDonold (1980) quoted Lewis's study, conducted In 
1959 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 Mexican communities, 
egalitarian pattern was predominant. Similar observations 
were cited by Staple and Mirande (1980), from study in 
Chicano, California, done by Baca Ztmi and Yabarra,

2.2 Participation of housewivesin decision making.

Devadas gt a^, (1969) found that, in the sale of 
property of land, only 0.6$ women were making decisions, 
while 82$ were being consulted and 6.9$ were not consulted.

/
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Dantale (1978), observed that, a vast majority 

of (74$) respondents ware not participating in decision 
making process, related to settlement of marriage and 
settlement of property affairs.

Badlger and Rao,M.K.S.(1980) from their 
investigation affirmed that, women were Involved in 
decision making in the home,over religions practices, 
health, hygiene and home equipment,but less in saving, 
play and occupation for children.

Hlranand said Kumar (1980) concluded that,settling 
marriages, purchase and sale of land, borrowings, 
purchase and sale of animals and education of girls, 
were the five important areas, in which women very 
often Influenced the decision.

McDonold (1980), citedJBrinkerhoff and lapri, 
describing that, generally housewives took decisions 
regarding matters,that were considered less important, 
while husband took decision in respect of Important 
items, frobi the couple’s point of view.

The overview of the study conducted by Jhansl Ban! 
and Bhave (1980) revealed that,a majority of rural 
women (82.5$) were participating activaly^tn matters of 
marriage of children, except in deciding about preferred 
marriage age of boys and Girls. Study also Indicated
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fair majority of women <36 - 54$) actively participated 

in matters of consumer orianted expenditure, such as 

food material, clothes, recreation and religion. Sizable 

percentage of women folk were reported for participating 

passgrely, especially in money matters, like amount to he 
spen$T,on food material (40$), clothing (45$), and 

recreation (50$).

Role of rural women in decision making was assessed 

hy Dhlllon (1980) in laidhiyana District. Overall* analysis 

of the role of women in a- making economic and social 

decisions, Indicated that,87$ housewives did not 

participate in making decision, 78.3$ housewives took 

decisions together with spouse. Of these,took decisions 
together, 16$ enjoyed an equal say with their husbands, 

While 19.9$, 31.7$ and 5.7$ they had rank of 1st, 2nd and 

3rd order of Importance in family, respectively.

2.3 Participation of housewife in task performing.

Few studies indicating task performing role of 

woman, were quoted hy f roe Is trap (1957), one of such study 

done hy Paul and Marie reported Important role of women 

in determining purchases to he made. The result of tide 
study further Indicated 57$ Influence of women in 

determining household purchase and share of men,



children only 8$. Troelstrup (19571V also quoted 
Gallup, inferring that,In 3 million American families 
money- matters were dealt hy wives and 55$ of family 
Income was spent by women*

Nickel! and Dorsey (1967), citing interviews by 
Parker in 1966, observed thattthe mothers carried the 
central role in performance of Traditional women*s 

household tasks, such as dusting (72),vacuuming and 
mopping (78$), preparing meals (72$), paying the bills 
(53$), shopping for foods (65$), Washing dishes (75$), 
shopping for their clothes (76$), and chlldrerfsclothes 
(76$).

, . .9

2.4 Factors affecting decision making and task performing

Theike 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 shopping as Joint
. * j

venture. Stjeldl (1968) also quoted Suneson, Deanna and 
lonne, informing more participation by full time home 
makers (38$), than employed home makers (17$) in food 
marketting.

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.
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Plrebaugh and Wellington (197S), quoted that, 
penults of study dona by Ross,. projecting that,in 
the Indian traditional Joint families, eldest male 

, (father/grandfather) was a tutelar head to control 
over Important decisions. Further, Ross stated that 

/ bolh caste and religion had supported this hierarchy
f

or authority. Plrebaugh and Wellington (197S) narrated 
Raraslnhachar's study and concluded that wives in 
Wuclear family, made proportionately morse independent 
decislons/ in respect of economic and social affairs, 
while on the other hand,wlves in the joint families 
took decision only regarding cooking fop dally meals,

Rajgopal et ai, (1972) observed that, In joint 
family, decisions regarding expenditure on clothing was 
made by the husband,In Urban and rural low income group, 
whereas In urban nuclear families, It was joint decision 
of the spouse.

Gross, Crandall, Enoll (1973) quoted a few stulles^ 
regarding the major financial decisions related to 
family life span. The findings of Oberly and Pltzsimmon' 
were denoting that, both In beginning and contracting 
stage, families largest percentage of all /kinds of 
decisions were made In early years of marriage.
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Mentioning study of Wada, he pointed out that in most 
of the cases both employed and unemployed wives were 
contributing in decision making^ concerning with the 
husband's occupation, housing and mobility. It was 
farther informed that,in 30$ of the families, working 
women were taking decision pertaining to their 
occupation also and in 8,6$ of the famil^ds, major 
financial decision.

Gross, Crandall and Knoll (1973) pointed out that, 
managerial participation of the home 'tinker Increased 
with the age,hut decreased after t'ne age of 50, The 
findings of Havlnghurst and Bortel, as informed by Gross, 
Crandall and Knoll (1973), were in agreement that^in the 
lower socioeconomic nonwhite families, the women were 
dominating financial control,because of necessity.

Deacon and Firebaugh (1976) referring Compbell’s 
study, observed that as family size increased, husband's 
role in decision making/especlally concerned to child 
responslbillty/habits and expenditure made for children 
was increased, while wives found taking more active 
part in decisions related to social life of family.
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Beacon and Flrebaugh (1975) found that wives 
In rural area performed more tasks than their 
husband1s In respect of household repairs, handling 
money and hills and grocery shopping.

Maximilians (1978), studing Australian family 
reported that, there was influence of sex role on 
the spouse^ relative participation in special 
decision areas such as, family budgeting and social 
participation.



MMEBIAIS ASP METHODS
r.Chapter III

Ihe participation of housewives In decision 
making and task performing was evaluated hy 
administering a survey,with the objectives of finding 
out the extent*, of participation in decision making
and task performing in the areas of selected

1 * '

household activities*

The various procedures, adopted in present 
investigation were as follows

1) Locale of study 
2> Method of sampling
3) Developing interview schedule and method of

\

data collection
4) Research design and techniques of measurements
5) Statistical analysis

3.1 Locale of study
Present investigation was undertaken in Parhhanl 

city of Marathwada region of Maharashtra State.*
*

3.2 Developing interview Schedule and collection of data
Ih© interview schedule was prepared to elicit© 

general and specific information required for this

O
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investigation* Prior to finalization, the schedule 
was pretested twice for it's validity and clarity, 
on ten housewives.* In the light of responses received, 
it was modified and thus finalised, which is given in

i • •

Appendix X •
t

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 implemented to 

represent 250 housewives from all walk of life, from 
different wards of. Parbhanl city. Number of wards and 
size of sample therein is given in Appendix No.S.

3*4 Research design and techniques
Two dependent variables considered In this study

were
1) Extent of participation in decision making
2) Extent of participation in task performing

3*4*1 Extent of participation in decision making 
and task performing

Four stepj.each of decision making and task performing,
» » *» t

stated by dross,Crandall and Snoll (1980),were selected 

to determine the extent of participation* The selected 
steps were 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 independent variables tested in the study were*
, a) Type of family
b) Size of family
c) Stage of family life cycle
d) Family income
e) Age of the respondent
f) Education of the respondent
g) Type of housewife

»

Independent variables, such as family life cycle, 
educational level of housewives, were assigned score for 
carrying out further statistical analysis (Appendix A-)

3.5 Statistical analysis
Besides calculating frequencies and percentages, 

statistical analysis was comprised of application of 
following tests*-

1) Coefficient of correlation and regression
2) Z test
3) Chi2 test

3'5«t Coefficient of correlation and regression 
Association between two different variables was 

indicated by calculating coefficient of correlation
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and regression coefficient wlth^help of following 
formula i-

! Coefficient of correlation = r(XY) «

\
Hegresslon coefficient of Y on X (b) «
* sxi - csx> (sy>

K
Where,

S = Summation 

X = Independent variable 
Y = Dependent variable 

Intercept (a) * Y - b X 

Y and X « are mean of Y and X variables

3.5.2 Z test

Comparison between two proportion of different 

variable was done with the help of 2 test

N1 N2i
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Where|
PI a Proportion of X variable

3 Erecmencv of X variable
HI

P2 = Proportion of Y variableJJ2
HI * Total sample ,slze of X variable 

W2 = Total sample size of Y variable

3.5.3 Chi2 test

Qualitative variables for which the quantification

was not possible, so Chi ~ square test was used to

test the association.

The formula used was
Chi2 a &a-B12at Cr-1) (C-l) of df 

E

Where,

9 a Observed frequency of a cell.

E = Expected frequency of a cell.
Eija Marginal total for i^ row X Marginal total

for .1 ^column.
Grand total(Q)

V



Chapter IV

RESUMES ASP DISCUSSIONS

The present investigation was undertaken to 
find out the participation of housewives in decision 
making and task performing* financial allocation?, 
saving, purchasing, child education and religious 

activities were the areas of participation assessed 
by implementing survey on randomly selected 250 
housewives In Parhhani city.

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

1) Family background and general irfformatlon 
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 housewives 
in decision making and task performing in the 
selected household activities.

4) Factors affecting decision making and task 
performing in areas of selected household 
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 t family background and general 
information of housewives.

(A1» family background
- . . d.;

, Frequency and 
percentage 

(•?.)..............

1) Type of the family

a) Joint 34 (13.6)

b) Nuclear 216 (86.4)

2) Size of the family
, * 4 !
a) Small (0 to 6 members) 137 (54.8)

b) Medium(6 to lOmembers) 99 (39.6)

c) Large (11 to 15 members) 14 (5.6)

8) Stage of family life cycle ' ■1

a) Beginning 41(16.4)

b) Expanding 133 (52.2)

c) Contracting 76 (30.4)

4) family Income i jt

a) Hi. 0 to 500 : 27 (10.8)

b) %• 501 to 1000 79 (31i6)%
o) Rs. 1001 to 2 1500 58 (23.2)

d) ft. 1501 to 8600 37 (14.8)
' , ’ 11 , ' ■ •

Ccmtd...
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1. 2*

e) ft.2001 to 2500 22 (8.8)

f) ft.2601 to 3000 18 (7.2)
g) ft.3001 to 3600

i

9 (3.6)

B Personal characteristics Frequency and 
percentages.

1) Age •

a) 20 to 30 years 119 (49.6)
‘ h) 31 to 40 years 80 (32)

o) 41 to 50 years 36 (14.4)
d) 61 to 60)years 15 (6)

2) Education of the housewives
a) Illiterate 21 (3.4)
h) Primary 29 (11.6)
c) Middle school 69 (27.6)
d) High school 101 (40.4)
e) Intermediate -Nil-
f) Graduation 19 (7.6)
g) Post Graduation 11 (4.4)

3) Type of $he housewives
a) Employed 53 (21.2)
b) Unemployed 197 (7818)

Figures in "parenthesis indicate percentages
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Table 1 (A) reveals that, a high proportion of 
housewives (86.4$) belonged to nuclear family and the 
rest (13.6$) belonged to joint family.

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

from medium and large size families, respectively.

A majority of housewives (52.2$) were in 
expanding stage of family life cycle. Thirty percent 
of respondents were in contracting stage and 16.4$ in 
beginning stage of the family life cycle.

Regarding the monthly income of the respondents, 
31.6$ and 23.2$ housewives belonged to income range of 
8s.601 to 1000 and %.1001 to 1500 respectively. The 
percentage of housewives in the income range of 
Rs.lSOl to 2000 and &.2001 to 2500 were 14.8$, ,8.8$, 
respectively. The lowest income range was &.0 to 500 
and highest was Ss.SOOCfc to 3500 corresponding with 
10*8$ and 3.6$ of respondents.

Table 1 (B) gives the general information of the 
selected housewives. As observed from the table,48$ 
of the housewives were in the age group of 20 to 30 ye*rs.
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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, 
maximum l.e. 40.4$ were high school educated,followed 
by 27.6$, middle school educated, 7.6$ graduates,4.4$ 
post graduates while 8.4$ were Illiterate, h major 
proportion of the respondents were literates (91.6$) 
ard only 8.4* were UUt.rat.8.

Seventy nine percent of the housewives were 
unemployed as against 21.2$ employed.

4.2 Extent of participation of housewives in decision 
making and tasi performing In the areas of selected 
household activities*.

t

4.2.1 Extent of participation of housewives in various 
steps of decision making and task performing.

v

As noted from table 2, awareness and Initiating 
of the problem to the group was observed amongst 
maximum housewives l.e. 78.5$, who participated'In 
religious activities, followed by 61.93$ participating 
In purchasing activities. The percentages of housewives
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/participating in decision making regarding financial

allocation, for child education and for savings were
60.4$, 38*46$ and 86.9$ respectively*

' •

Similarly, participation In finding alternatives 
to the problem of religious activities, of purchasing, 
financial allocation, child education and saving were 
denoted by the percentages,such as 78$, 57*6$, 53*8$, 
38*33$ and 23.3$ respectively*

With regards to the step of considering the merits 
and demerits of various alternatives, it was observed 
that, descending percentages of housewives i*e* 75.6$, 
48*16$, 40*33$, 34.76$ and 19*2$ were observed 

participating in decision making regarding religious 
activities, financial allocation, purchasing,child 
education and savings.

With respect to the step of finalizing the choice, 
It vas observed that, 69.7$ housewives participated In 
religious decision staking followed by 36*66$, 30.33$ 
and 84*7$, who recorded their participation in decision
making for financial allocation, education of children

*

and for purchasing. The -'3•';$«, least percentage of 
housewives(14.8$) were observed In decision making 
related to savings.
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Pertaining to the task performance, the first 

step, organizing the plan performed, by the housewives 

was Observed in the order of activities, such as 

religious, financial allocation, purchasing, education 
of children and savings, denoted by figures 90$,

40.33$, 28$, 26.33$ and 15.9$ respectively. Similar 

descending order in the percentages of participating 

housewives were observed in the task performing stages
t

of checking and making adjustment for the said 

activities•

However, the step of shouldering responsibility 

of task performing was denoting highest percentage for 
religious activities(76$), followed by financial 

allocation (37.9$), child education (27.6$),purchasing 

(24.73$), saving (15.4$).

It may be concluded from the data that, maximum 

percentage of the housewives participated in decision
* i

making and task performing in the area of religious 

activities, while lowest percentages was with regard 

to the decision taken up for savings.

4.2.2 Extent of participation of houseirlves, 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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Table 3 i Extent of participation of housewives
in decision making in selected household 
activities

Household t Extent of participation in decisionmaking,
activities. High t Medium i Low..

1. Financial 
allocation
( N=250 )

8. Purchasing 
(U=250)

3 .Saving
(H=260)

4 .Child
education
(N=S09)

5.Religious 
activities 
(H-850)

76 (30) 

65 (26) 

34 (13.6)

69 (33)

194 (77.6)

. 80 (32)

99 (39.6) 

19 (7.6)

29 (13.87)

13 (5.2)

95 (38)

86 (34.4) 

197 (78.8)

111 (53.11)

43 (17.8)

figures in parenthesis Indicate percentages

Above table illustrated that higher percentage 
(77.6$) of housewives were noted for high level of 
participation In religious activities. High extent of 
participation was also observed in decisions regarding 
child education and financial allocation with closely 
similar values (33$ and 30$). Twenty six percent and 
13.6$ housewives reported 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 3255. Areas concerning saving 
and religious activities denoted only 7.6# and 5.2# 
of housewives having medium participation followed hy 
13*87# to the area of child education.

A majority of housewives expressed low level of 
participation to the areas of savings, child education, 
financial allocation as observed from percentages 78.8#, 
63.13# and 38# respectively. Nearly similar percentages 
of housewives were observed in malting decisions regarding 
financial allocation at different level of participation. 
4.2.3 Extent of participation of housewives to task 
performing in selected household activities.

Participation of housewives in performing selected 
tasks is given below.
Table 4 i Extent of participation of housewives to task 

performing in selected household activities

Household t Extent of oarticlnatlon in task oerformtoi
activities. High i Medium i Low.

1. Financial 
allocation 72 (28.8) 82. (32.8) 96 (38.4)
(K=2S0)

2. Purchasing 64 (25.6) 32 (12.8) 154 (61.6)
(N=250)

3. Saving 39 (15.6) 6 (2.4) 205 (82)
(N=250)

4. Child 
education 69 (33.01) 11 (5.26) 129 (61.72)
(13=209)

5. Religious 
activities 200 (80) 8 (3.2) 42 (16.8)
(N= 250)

Figures to parenthesis Indicate percentages
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Table 4 revealed that, highest 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 similar percentages of 
participants (28.8$$- and 85.6$) respectively. Only 
16.6$ of housewives reported high extent of 
participation in saving task. Highest percentage of
housewives i.e. 38.8$ reported medium participation in

\
the performance of task, such as financial allocation, 
followed by purchasing.

i •

Religious and savings were the tasks that had 
lowest percentages of housewives as denoted by 3.2$ and 
2.4$. Highest percentage of housewives denoted low 

participation in the tasks including saving, child
education, purchasing as indicated by the percentages

•

82$, 81,72$ and 61«€$ respectively.

It may be concluded that, highest percentage of 
housewives participated at high extent in religious 
tasks while,majority of housewives i.e.82$ had low 
participation in task such as saving.

4.3 Difference in the participation of housewives in 
decision making and task performing in selected 
household activities.
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As ascertained from ta'ole^ 6. the participation
\V

of housewives in decision making-^and task performing
\

was differing in areas of decisions such as saving, 
purchasing, child education. In saving, the difference 
was at medium extent of participationNJndicating more 

/' percentage of housewives in decision- making than task 
performing (7.6$ Vs 2.4$). farther, low-extent Of 
participation was more in task performance (82$), 
compared to participation in decision making (78.8$). 
Middle extent of participation was found to he * 
significant, when Z test was applied. 1 ;

1 # ‘i

In the areas of purchasing similar results were j 
obtained at medium and low extent of participation.
And in the area of child education,, higher percentage 
of housewives with medium participation was observed in 
the decision making than those in the task performing. 
The Z value also recorded significant results.

High percentage of housewives informed high 

participation in religious task performing than decision 
making.

It may be observed that, there was not much
t

difference in the percentages of housewives as task
• , \

performer and as decision maker, (pig.l)
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4.4 Factors affecting decision making and task performing 

related to selected household activities.

4.4.1 Financial allocation

Various factors affecting decision making and task 

performing related to the financial allocation are 

discussed below in table 6.

4.4.1.1 Type of family
u

Sable 6 t Type of family and housewives^ extent of 
participation in decision making and task 
performing related to financial allocation

Extent of 
participation.

ITSo.of housewives and type, of family.
Hue lear (H=216) t Joint (H*34)

Decision makine.

High 79 (36,5) 5 (14.70)

Medium 74 (34.25) 11 (32.35)

Low 63 (29.1) 18 (52.94)

Task nerfermine. ■

■ High 72 (33.3) 6 (17.6)

Medium 63 (29.16) 7 (20.58)

Low' 81 (37.5) 21 (61.75)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages

Above table denoted that, 36.5$ and 14.70$ 

housewives hailing from nuclear and joint families 

expressed high extent of participation in decision making
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regarding financial allocation while 34.25$ and 32.35$ 

and 29.1$ and 52.94$ in middle and low extent of 

..participation. The percentages of housewives participating
r •

In task performing at high, low and middle level in 

nuclear and joint Camilles were 33.3$ and 17*6$, 29.16$
i

and 20.58$ and 37.5$ and 61.7j6$ respectively.

It may he concluded that, majority of housewivesU,
from joint families Indicatedfparticipation in both

decision making and task,performing.
4.4A.8 Stage of family life cycle.

' Table 7 * Family life cycle and extent of
participation of housewives in decision 
making and task performing related to 
financial allocation

Extent of participation i Family » Extent of ... " -participation 
in decision making. life in task performing*

High Medium Low. cycle. High Medium Low.

11
(86.82)

10
(24.39)

20 Beginning 
(48.78) (H=41)

19
(29.26)

2
(4.8)

27
(66.85)

32
(24.06)

59
(44.36)

42 Expanding
(31.6) (15=133)

36
(26.31)

16
(12*03)

82
(61.65)

22
(28.94)

30
(39.47)

84 , Contracting 27 
(31.57) (15=76) (22.36)

14
(13.42)

46
(59.21)

(Figures in parenthesis denote percentages) 
r= (-) 0.1 Coefficient , r = (-) O.o7

* of
correlation
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As indicited la tabid 7f the beginning stage of 
family life cycle described highest percentage of 
housewives ( 48*78# ) for low extent of participation in 
decision making with respect to financial ellocatiod*1 similarly
highest percentage was observed in task performing (63*86$)

«*

for low level of participation** Forty four percent 
housewives reported medium level of participation in 
decision making during expending stage of family life 
cycle while, 61*65# showed low extent of participation in 
task performing* similar results with variation in 
percentages were observed in contracting stage of family 
life cycle*

As obsarvedf there was not ouch diff erase® in tha 
percentages of housewives in different levels of 
participation in different stages of family life cycle*

The results of coefficient correlation appeared to 
be nonsignificant! indicating that., different stages of 
family life cycle did not have any effect on decision 
making and task performing of the housewives*

4.4* 1.3* &ze of family*
i
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It was briefed from table 8 that, the housewives 
from medium size family (37.37$) had high participation 
In decision making regarding financial allocation, 
followed by (34.30$) housewives from small and large 
families (7*14$). Difference in percentage for medium 
level of participation In decision making was noted. 
Lowest participation was seen maximum In large family 
housewives (64.88$). Similar trend had been viewed in 
task performance with differences in percentages of 
housewives belonging to the different size families.

It can be Inferred that, In the medium size 
family, housewives had maximum participation In high 
and medium levels both In decision making and task 
performing.

The result of the coefficient of correlation 
analysis narrated no Impact of size of family on 
decision making and task performing related to 
financial allocation.

4.4.1.4 kge of housewives

v
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Prom the table 9, it was noted that, housewives
i

belonging td the age group of 20 to 30 years and 
61 to 60 years recorded maximum low participation 
(38.66$ and 63.53$) in financial decisions, followed 
by medium level (36.14$ and 26.67$), and high level 
(26.2$ and 90$) respectively. Contrasting results were 
observed in the age group of 31 to 40 years and 
41 to SO years, denoting maximum percentage of 
housewives for high level of participation, followed 
by medium and low level.

The trend was observed to differ in task performing 
showing much of the irregularity. Number of elder 
housewives (60$ and 40$) belonging to 41 to 60 years and 
51 to 60 years age group respectively, shouldered the 
responsibility of financial allocation in task performing.

Results of the coefficient correlation and 
regression analysis indicated no significant correlation

• • i,

between the age of the respondents and their extent of
t • . i

participation ih decision making related to financial 
allocation,'though highly significant correlation at 1$ 
level was recorded in task performing.

4.4.1.5 Family income.
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It was ascertained from the table 10,tha t^ma j ority 
of housewives (56.16$) belonging to monthly income range 

of fc.1601 to 2000,had high level of participation. Lowest 
participation in decision making was among the housewives 
(51.85$) belonging to the income range of Rs.O to 500.
Among 60$ housewives, each from the monthly income level 
of Bg.O to 500 and fe.2001 to 2500 agreed upon high level 

and low level participation in task performing,respectively.

Analysis of regression and correlation coefficient 
showed significant correlation between the family income 
of respondents and their extent toff participation in task 
per foming.

4.4.1^6 Literacy level of housewives
From the table 11, it is projected that, more than 

50$ of both graduate and postgraduate housewives showed 
high level of participation la decision making and task 
performing respectively, in matters of financial 
allocation.. It may be concluded that, with the increase 
in the literacy level, the participation in decision 
making and task performing increased, at high level.

From the ife table 11;, it was evident that, 
regression and correlation coefficient denoted hlghiy 
significant correlation between respondent's literacy 
level and their participation in decision making and 
task performing.
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Employed
(N=53)

19 (35.84) 
25 (47.16) 

S (16.98)

25 (47.16) 
13 (24.52) 

15 (28.30)

Tvoe of housewivesExtent of participation ;

High
Medium
Low

ifsk.pf.pf.pya^g
High
Medium
Low

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages

It is evident from above table 12, that maximum 
percentage of employed housewives indicated medium 
participation 47.16$, followed hy 36.84$ and 16.98$ 
denoting high and low level of participation in decision 
making. Similarly, 45.17$ unemployed housewives had low 
level of participation, followed by 28.42$ and 26.39$ 
hi$i and medium level of participation,respectively.

The participation in task performance was observed 
in the order of high,low and medium levels as indicated by 
47.16$, 28.30$ and 24.5$ respectively, by employed home 
maker. Whereas for unemployed,the order was medium (46.10$), 
low (36.04$) and high (23.86$)

4.4.1.7 Type of housewives.

Table 12 s Type of housewives and extent of participation 
in decision making and task performing delated 
to the financial allocation ,
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It may be discussed that, the contribution of 
employed housewives appeared to be more in financial 

allocation than the unemployed.

4.4.2 Saving.
4,4.2,1 Type of family.

Table 13 i Type of family and hodsewives's extent 
of participation in decision making and 
task performing related to saving

Extent of participation i Tvne of family.
Nuclear Joint
(N=216) (II =34)

Decision maklne
Hlgb 32 (14.8) 2 (5.88)

Medium 18 (8.33) 1 (2.94)
Low 166 (76.85) 31 (91.1)
if-SkoerfosBing
High 36 (16.20) 4 (11,76)

Medium 6 (2.77) 0 (
Low‘ V

\ s

176 (81.01) SO (88,23)
.....................\..................................... ... ... , „ . . .. _ .. . _____ . ___________ _____

\ Figures in parenthesis denote percentages.
\
\
\

\ The table 13 Illustrates the housewives's
\

participation in decision making and task performing in 
nuclear 'and joint families.

In matters related "to saving, 15$ and 6.88$ 
housewives from nuclear and joint families respectively,



43

had high level of participation! while 76.86$ and 91$ 
showed low level of participation. Low level of 
participation in task performing may he observed in 81.01$ 
and 88.23$ housewives of nuclear and joint families, 
respectively.

u » , *

Conclusion may he drawn that, housewives from nuclear 
families showed better involement in decision making and 
task performing regarding savings.
4.4.2.2 Stages of family life cycle

Table 14 i Stages of family life.cycle and hous©wives*s 
extent of participation in decision making 
and task performing related to savings

Extent of participation 
in decision makina.

* Family t 
life . 
cycle.

Extent of participation 
in task nerformina

High Medium Low. High Medium Low.

2 1 38 Beginning . 1 1 39
(4.87) (2*43) (92.68) (N*41) .(2.43) (2.43) (95.18)
' 16 13 104 Expanding 22 5 106
(12.03) (9.77) (78.19) (W=OS3) (16.54) (3.75) (79.69)

16 5 56 Contracting 16., 0 60
(21.05) *(6.57) (72.36) (H*76) (21.05) (78.94)

• i ,

, , Figures In parenthesis denote percentages,
2^P * ^ 260

r= 0il6»( significant r= 0.14* (significant
at 5$ level) correlation at 6$ level)

coefficient

Above table reflected ascending order in the 
percentages of housewives (4.87$, 12.03$,and 21.06$) for
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S hi$i level of participation in decision making and 
also for task performing (2.43$}-, 16.54$ and 81,05$) 
in the beginning, expanding and contracting stages of 
family life cycle, related to saving. Descending order 
was affirmed for low level of participation in decision 
making (S92.6^?, 78.19$, 78*36$) and in task performing 
(95.18$, 79.69$, and 78.04$), More number of housewives 
from the contracting stage expressed greater interest in
savings.

’ . ' «

The application of coefficient correlation test 
accorded significant results which implied the impact of 
stage of family life cycle on decision making and task 
performing related to saying.

4.4#2.3 Size of family.

As presented in table 16, all the housewives from 
large family showed low level of participation in 
decision making, regarding savings while in small and 
medium size family, they were 80.28$ and 73.73$ 
respectively. Similarly, maximum percentages may be noted 
in task performing for low level in small (82.48$), 
medium (79,79$)An*3 large (92.86$) size families.
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Comparatively, majority of housewives belonging to 

large size family participated less in decision making 

and task performing. The results of correlation coefficient 
showed nonsignificant relation between the size family 
and housewives's extent of participation in decision 

making and task performing.
4.4*2.4 Age of housewives.

Table 16 i Age of housewives and extent of participation 
in decision making and task performing related 
to saving

Bxtent of participation i 
in decision making.

Age group j 
(in years)

Bxtent of participation 
in task oerformlne.

High'
i

Medium Low. High Medium Low.

12 8 99 20 to 30 13 4 102
(10.08) (6.72) (83.19) (M=119) (10.92) (3.36) (85.71)

11 7 62 31 to 40 12 2 66
(13.75) (8i7S) (77.5) 01=80) ( 15 ) (2.5) (82.5)

6 4 26 41 to 50 9 0 27
(16.16) (11.11) (72.22) (M=36) (25) (75 )

( 5 0 10 51 to 60 5 0 10
(33.3) (66.66) (N=1S) (33.3) (66.66)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages,
}

H= 250 ,
1= a-ibx

= 1.54+(0.03)x J
r« 0.161 (significant' 

j. at' 5% level)
f* 33.14 (31' to 40 age

group)
CV(x)= 27.805?
y5* 2.83(ilow level of

u participation) 
CV(y)s..^3.355?

Regression
and

correlation
coefficient

N* S50 
Y= a+bx

* = 1.48+(0.04)x 
r= 0.1S5(slgnificant 

at 55? level) 
3(= 33.14(31 to 40 age 

group)
CY(x)= 27.92? 
y"* S.79(low level of 

participation) 
CV(y)= 87,1 '



liable 16 describes that, in the high level of /
V

participation of decision making, maximum (33.3$) , ,,
housewives were in the age group of 61 to 60 years , 
and for low level maxima® percentages (83.19$) , 

was in the age group of 20 to 30 years In task 
performing, maximum percentage for high (33.33$) and 
for low level (85.7$) were meen in the age groups of 
61 to 60 ye^rs and 20 to 30 years, respectively.

It can be assumed that, housewives from the age group 
of 61 to 60 years had better hand for savings.

Ihe relationship between age of the housewives 
and their extent of participation in decision making and 
task performing was significant at 5$ level, fhe age of 
the housewives was associated with an Increase in decision 
making and task performing.
4.4*2.5 Family income.

As observed from the tbble 17, the majority of the 
housewives (27.87$) contributing highly in decision making 
related to saving were from the Income range of $.2001 to 
2600 and for low level 93.63$ from the Income range of 
8s.601 to 1000• In task performing 98.40$ of housewives 
from income range of $.501 to 1000 shared low level of 
participation.

Correlation coefficient between decision making and 
family income, and task performing and family Income wa? 
nonsignificant at 5$ level.
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4.4.2.6 Literacy level of housewives.

Prom the table 18, it may be observed that,
31.57$ graduates and 36.36$ post graduates had higher 
level of participation in decision making. Around 
88 to 90$ middle and high school educated housewives 
expressed low level of participation; The similar trend 
was observed in task performing for high and low levels 
of performance. Conclusion may be drawn that, graduate 
and post graduates housewives had higher level of 
participation in decisions regarding savings.

It is 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 significant at 
6$ level. Very high variations were observed among 

the tasks performed at different literacy level, 
compared to decisions made.

4.4.2.7 Types of housewives.
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Table 19 i Types of housewives and housewives's extent 
of participation in decision making and tabk 
performing related to saving

r Extent of participation * Tvoes of housewives.
employed Unemployed
(K* 53) (B» 197)

Decision maklnv
High 12 (22.64) 22 (11.16)
Medium 9 (16.98) 10 (5.07)
low 32 (60.37) 165 (83.75)

SS|lLJlS££2Sll£gHigh 13 (24.52) 26 (13.19)

Medium 3 (5.66) 3 (1.62)
low 37 (69.81) 168 (86.27)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages

As observed from the above table, 22.64$ employed 
housewives and XI., 16# housewives from unemployed gr>up 
had high level of participation, in contrast to 69.37,1 
and 83.75$ for low level respectively. In task performln■ 
also, more percentage of employed housewives (24.5251) 

denoted high level of participation, canpapeflji^ 
to unemployed (13.19$) and vice versa results were 
denoted for low participation (69.81$ Vs 85.27$).

It may be agreed upon that, more percentage of 
housewives from employed group participated in decision 
making and task performing activities concerned to saving*
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4.4.3 Purchasing.
4.4.3.1 Type of family.

Table 20 * Type of family and housewives's extant of 
participation in decision making and task 
performing related to purchasing

Extent of participation. t Tvoe of family.
Nuclear
(N=216)

Joint.
(H=34>

Decision making.
High 60 (27,77) 6 (14.70)
Medium 85 (39.35) 14 (41.17)
Low 71 (32.8?) 15 (44.11)

V

Task perfermine.
High 56 (25,92) 8 (23.52)
Medium 30 (13.88) 2 (6.88)
Low 130 (60.18) 24 (70.58)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages.

From the above table, it is evident that, 21*71% and 
14.70$ housewives from nuclear and joint families, Indicated 
high level of participation In decision making regarding 
purchasing, whereas around 40$ housewives each from nuclear 
and joint families informed medium level of participation.
It is noted that, more number of housewives from joint 
families had low level of participation. Remarkable 
difference may be pointed out In percentages of task 
performing housewives from nuclear and joint families 
(60.18$ and 70.58$) for low level and (13.88$*and 5.88», ' 
for medium level.



5 . On the whole,number of housewives from nuclear
■1 • /• -
| family participated less in purchasing decisions and 
i ; / '
I tasks•
U f

. -4.4.3.8 Stage of family life cycle.

It may be narrated from the table 21 that,more 
percentage of housewives i.e. 48.78$ for low level and 

51.87$ and 39.47$ for medium level were denoted in 
beginning, expanding and contracting stage" of family life 

cycle for decision making relating to purchasing. With 
regard to task performing, it was observed that, the 
percentages of housewives participating at high and low 

level, 'found to he decreasing as they passed through the 
different stages of family life cycle. On the other a»d 

hand vice versa results were obtained for medium level.
The high level of participation in the beginning stage, 
may be due to new establishment requiring lot of purchasing 
and availability of raasources such’ as, money and time.
The Chi® value denoted no association between family life' 

cycle of respondents and extent, of participation in 
decision making.

4.4.3.3 Size of the family.
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’ It may be narrated from table 22 that, far high
level of participation the percentage were 29.19$,
24.24$ and 7.1$ respectively, for snail, medium and 
large families, in decision making. For task performance 
also slmlaiar trend in the descending order was noted 
with 29.92$, 21.21$ and 14.28$. Obviously, ascending order 

was observed for low level of participation in both 
decision making and task performing. Overall participation 
of housewives in purchasing was more in small size 
families, probably due to lesser number of members to 
shoulder this essential activity.,

nonsignificant result was noted 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 family.

4.4«3.4 Age of housewives.
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It Is pointed out from the table S3 that,
maximum percentage of housewives from all the age
groups esoept 51 to 60 years shared medium level
of participation In purchasing. In task performing! 

t » 1 
maximum percentages were observed for low level of
participation In all groups.

It Is concluded that, as the age of housewives 
was increasing, there was gradual Increase In the 
high level of participation up to the age of 50 
years, 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 
decision making and task performing.

4.4.3.5 Income of the family.
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It is Inferred from the table 24 that, high level of 

participation of housewives was observed in 40.90$ and 

33.33$ in the monthly income range of &.2501 to 3000 and 
3001 to 3500, respectively. Low level of participation 
noted highest percentage of $9.49$, 51.7$, 44.44$ in the 

monthly Income range of Hi.501 to 1000, 1001 to 1500 and 
3001 to 3500 respectively.

The high level of participation waa denoted by 38.38$ 
and 36.3$ housewives, from the income range of sfe.2500 to 
3000, 2001 to 2B109 respectively. Highest percentage at 

low level e4 participation was indicated by 77.77$ and 
74.13$ housewives, in the income range of 1^.0 to 500 and 

1001 to 1500 ‘“.per month.

Conclusion may be drawn that, with increasing income 
the percentage of housewives*s participation in h$gh and 
medium level Increased up to particular level of Income.

The results of correlation and recession analysis 
were nonsignificant, for both the variables.

4.4.3.€ It- literacy level of housewives.
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The table 25 reveals that,almost the same 
percentage of housewives had high level participation

f

in; purchasing, both In decision making and task
y

performing at all the literacy levels, with the 
highest percentage (63.63$) amongst postgraduates.

the medium level of participation in decision making 
was observed to have the highest percentages as 47.54$, 
48.02$ and 41.37$ amongst those studied upto high school, 
fiddle school and primary school, labile, the highest 
percentages denoting low participation were 66.66$ and 
42.10$ in Illiterate and graduate educated housewives.

Highest percentage of housewives reported as task 
performers,wlth medium level of participation were in the 
group of primary educated and high school educated 
(17*24$ and 17.8^). Highest percentage was recorded for 

low participation by the illiterate housewives,followed 
by primary and middle schoolers,high schoolers and 
graduates. Graduates followed by postgraduates,had high 
level involvement both in decision making and task 
performing,concerning purchasing.

Significant results of statistical test had possitive 
correlation between respondents literacy level and 
their participation in decision making and task performing 
related to purchasing.
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4.4.3,7 Type of housewives.

Table 36 s Type of housewives and housewives'e extent 
of participation in decision making and 
task performing related to purchasing

Extent of participation. * Tvne of housewives
Employed
(H=63)

Unemployed
05=197) ;

r»

Decision making
High 13 (24.52) 61 (30.96)

Medium SO (37.03) 70 (35.63)

Low 20 (37.73) 66 (33.60)

laafesailsHigh 16 (30.18) 48 (24.36)

Medium 4 (7.54) 28 (14.28)
Low 33 (62.26) 121 (61.48)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages.

Regarding purchasing decision making practices in the 

employed and unemployed housewives, higher percentage was, 

at high level amongst the unemployed housewives (30.96$ Vs 
24.52$). Participation at mediunHlow level for both group

• A

had nearly similar percentage which were abound 35$ to 37$ 

and 33 to 37$, 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 participation in 

decision making and task performing was more tn the case of 

unemployed than employed.
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4,4.4 Child education.
4.4.4.1 Type of family.

Table 87 t Type of family and housewives*s extent of 
participation in decision making and task 
performing related to child education

Extent of participation. s ______ Type of family.________
Nuclear
(N*181)

Joint.
(NsSS)

&£££§i££LiSS&&S.High 48 (26.51) 7 (25)
Medium 133 (73.48) 4 (14.28)
low 0 17 (60.7)

Higs 66 (30.93) 6 (17.85)
Medium SO (11.04) 2 (7.14)
Low 105 (58) 21 (75)

Figures in parenthesis denotepercentages.

It may he observed frost the above table that,acme 
of the housewives fro® nuclear family recorded participation 
at low level, whereas 60*7$ housewives fro® Joint family 
In formed low level of participation la making decision

- » j

regarding child education. Highest percentage of housewives 
from nuclear families (73.48$) indicated medium level 
participation,similar percentages were denoted in nuclear 
and Joint families (86.6$ and 25$) for high level of 
participation.In case of task performance, the to was higher 
percentage of housewives (30.9S$)at high level In nuclear 
families and only 17.85$ in Joint families .Higher percentage 
of housewives from both types of families were having low 
level of participation.
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4.4.4.8 Stage of family life cycle*

Table 28 t Stage of family life cycle and housewives 
extent of participation in decision making 
and task performing related to child education

Extent of participation in i Family* Extent of participation
decision making life in task m rf orming

High Medium Low. cycle High Medium Low.

46 17 70 Expanding 48 6 79
(34*38) (12.78) (62.63) (U=1S3) (36.09) (4.51) (59.31)

23 14 39 Contracting 15 6 56
(30.26) (18.42) (51.31) (U=76) (19.70) (6,57) (73.68)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages.
Chi2= 1.32 (US) Chi2 test ChlS* 1.76 (US)

Table 28 exhibits high level of participation In more 
than 30# of the housewives from expanding and contracting 
stage of family life cycle and more than 50# for low level 
of participation in decision making related to child education.

With respect to task performing, it was observed that,
36# and 19.7# of housewives,belQnglng to expanding and 
contracting stage of family life cycle,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 
responsibility of child education may be attributed to grown 
up childredn and their fathers who manage these activities.

Chi2 test showed nonsignlficatnl resutls. There was no 
association of stage of family life cycle and the respondent*s 
extent of participation in decision making and task performing. 
4.4.4.3 Size of family.
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The table 29 reflects, maximum percentages for 
high level of participation. These were 50$, 33.93$ 
and 29.76$ from large, small and medium families

respectively, in decision making related to child
« »

i

education. Vice versa percentages of housewives for 
low level of participation were obtained in all family 
sizes. Although the same trend is Observed, there were 
differences in percentages in the extent of task 

performance. It may be inferred that, in large size 
families, housewives seemed to"be greatly engaged in 
activities of child education.

The result of. the coefficient of correlation and
! i ■

regression showed possltlve correlation between size of
j

family and respondent's participation in decision makingg 
whereas, the* result was nonsignlficaiiA in ca^e of task

performing. • ■
! •'

4.4.4.4 Age of housewives.
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Tati© 30 described that, 30 to 35$ housewives 
from age group of 80 to 30, 31 to 40 and 41 to 60 
had high level of participation in decision making and 
task performing, 66 to 73$ of housewives in age group 
of 51 to 60 years were found to have low level of 
participation in child education broth in decision making 
and task performing.

The result of correlation and regression coefficient 
were nonsigniflcatn informing no relation between age of 
the respondents and their participation in decision 
making and task performing.

4.4.4.5 Family income.

Around 60$ housewives from the income range of 
te.2001 to 2600 expressed high level of participation, 
while 66.66$ from SS01 to 3000 income range showed 
little interesting- in decision regarding their children’s 
education.

As seen from table 31 with regards to task 
performance 59.09$ and 68.18$ housewives belonging to the

, i

monthly Income range of jfe.2001 to 2500 and 0 to 500, 
respectively, accounted for high and low level of 
participation. \

s
\
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The result of the coefficient of coreelation 
and regression showed significant results. It was 
inferred that, with increasing Income, respondent's 
participation was Increased in both decision making 
and task performing. The average extent of participation 
in decision making and task performing was at medium 
level for all the income levels,

4.4.4.6 Literacy a# level of housewives. /
Table 32 implies that, all post graduate and

graduate housewives were having high level of 
participation in matters related to child education 
"both in decision making and iaask performing. In contrast, 
only 5% illiterate housewives recorded high level of 
participation in decision making. It was surprising to 
note that, the same percentages of decision makers 
were noted for task performing as well as, the table 
emphactically substantiated strong influence of 
housewives's education on matters regarding child 
education.

\

Highly significant results were obtained by 
coefficient correlation and regression test.

4.4.4.7 Type of housewives.
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Table 33 i Type of housewives extent and housewives’s 
extent of participation, in decision malting 
and task performing related to child education

Extent'of particlpatioh i Ttneof housewives
Employed Unemployed.

(N*32) (N= 177)

PSpislSEs......iilllMHigh 24 (76) 45 (25.42)
Medium ’ ‘ 8 *(25) 21 (11.86)
Low

i I 3 ' *
0 111 (62.71)

Task performing
High 24 (75) 45 (25.42)
’Medium : 8 (25 ) 3 (1.69)
towi

, 1 ■ , i

o 4i- 129 (72.88)
. ’ i ,i

figures In parenthesis denote percentages.

Ahov4 table 33 indicates that, more of the employed 

housewives had high participation in both decision making 
and task performing while, 62 to 73$ unemployed housewives 
showed low level of participation. Seventy five percent 
employed and* 25.4S$ unemployed housewives contributed at 
high level;

It.majr be,pointed out that, employed housewives took 
great .interest in their children’s education than the

, ■ , . ■ , i > *' i - ■ ■ i ■ ,■

unemployed.
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| 4*4*5 Religious activities.
,f 4.4.5.1 Type of family,
'L Table 34 i Type of family and housewives's extent of 
' participation In decision making and task

performing related to religious activities

Extent of participation. i Tvoe of familv.
Kuciear :
(H«216)

J ointi
01=34)

Decision makina
High 180 (83.34) 14 (41.17)
Medium 10 (4.63) 3 (8.83)
Low 86 (12.03) 17 (50)

Task performing
High 186 (86.64) 15 (44.11)
Medium 6 (2.77) 8 (6.88)
Low

u
86 (11.67) 17 (50)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages,

It may be clearly seen from above table that, 83.34$ 
and 85*64$ housewives from nuclear families participation 
highly, respectively, in decision making and task 
performing in activities related to religion, whereas from 
3olnt family It figured out as 41.17$ and 44.11$ only.

4.4.6.2 Stage of family life cycle.
Table 36 exhibits that, 83$ and 86$ housewives

respectively from expanding and contracting stage of family 
life cycle were estimated to have high level participation 
in decision making and task performing.



Lo
w

.
H

ip
 lelHa

* S
ta

ge
 of 

fa
m

ily
* Ex

te
nt

 of
 p'

Jr
tlc

lp
at

fO
n'

ln
- 

11
 fe

 cy
cl

e.
 

---
---

-“
—

-
Lo

w
.

de
ci

si
on

 ma
ki

ng
 

M
ed

iu
m

m o
hEx

te
nt

 of 
pa

rti
ci

pa
tio

n in

u>is

CfrS'TI)
620

(1
5.

05
)

65
 

2
(8

5.
52

) 
(8

.6
3)

11
1 2 

(8
3.

44
) 

(1
.5

0)

C
on

tra
ct

in
g

(F
=7

6)

Ex
pa

nd
in

g
(H

-1
33

)

10
(1

3.
15

)

16
(1

1.
27

)

63
 

3
(8

2.
89

) 
(3

.9
4)

11
1 

7
(8

3.
44

). 
(5

.8
6)

13
(3

1.
70

)
24

 
4

(5
8.

53
) 

(9
.7

5)
B

eg
in

ni
ng

(H
»4

l)
18

(4
3.

90
)

80
 

3
(4

8.
7)

 
(7

.3
1)

Fi
gu

re
s  In

 pa
re

nt
he

si
s In

di
ca

te
 pe

rc
en

ta
ge

s
R

= 0
.3

3*
 (s

lp
lfl

ca
nt

 of
 1%

 lev
el

) 
C

oe
ff

ic
ie

nt
 

r=
 0.

1S
2*

 (si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
of

 
of

 6%
 lev

el
)

co
rr

el
at

io
n



76

while 48.7$ and 58.53$ housewives from beginning 
stage Indicated high level of participation in 
decision.making and task performing,respectively, in 
matters related to religion. Very few housewives, in 
contracting stage, had low level of participation, 
confirming majority ani performed religious activities

The. result of correlation of coefficient showed 
significant relationship between the stage of family 
life cycle and respondent's extent of participation in 
decision making and task performing concerning rellglo 
matter. •*

* • i »

4.4.5.3 Size of family.'

table 36 Indicates that, in small and medium siz 
families 77 to 81$ of housewives had high level of

f i

participation in religious matters both in decision 
making and task performing, while it was only 50$ in 
large size families. Application ;of coefficient of 
correlation and regression analysis showed nonslgniflc 
results.
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4.4.5.4. Age of housewives.
from thetable 37,It was observed that,maximum 

percentage of housewives as figured out 86.66$ and 
86.11$, 77.31$ and 78.5$ belonging to age groups of 
61 to 60, 41 to 60, 20 to 30 and 31 to 40 years age 
respectively,had high level participation,in decision
making regarding religious matter. In cas$ of task

«

per forming,maximum percentages of housewives from all 
age groups showed high level performance. The values 
of coefficient correlation and regression was 
nonsignificant. Extent of participation of housewives 
in religious activities was not affected by their age.
4.4.5.5 Family income.

It may be expressed from table 38 that,majority of 
housewives from given ranges of monthly income recorded 
high level of participation in religious matters In decision 
making. The percentage of housewives participating as 
decision maker and task performer were more efor low level 
than medium level.
4.4.5.6 Literacy level of housewives.

As observed from the table 39 the maximum percentage 
of housewives In all literacy levels expressed high,low and

1

medium extent of participation in decision making and task 
performing in religious activities.

Coefficient of correlation and regression values denoted 
nonsignificant results informing no impact of respondent's 
educational level on extent of participation in decision 
making and task performing.
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4.4*5.7 Type of housewives*

Table 40 i Type of housewives and housewives'1® extent 
of participation in decision making and 
task performing related to religious activities.

Extent of participation, t Tyne of housewives
Employed Unemployed.
(E=s53) (H= 197)

Decision making
High 35 (66.03) 159 (80.71)

Medium 6 (11.32) 7 (3.55)

Low 12 (22.64) 31 (15.73)

High 86 (67.92) 164 (83.24)

Medium 5 ( 9.43) 3 (1.58)

- ■ Low IP (22.64) 30 v( 15.82)

Figures in parenthesis denote percentages.

It is recorded from the above table that,majority 

of unemployed housewives (80.7® and 83.24$) indicated 

higgn level of participation in decision making and task 

performing regirding religious matters, whereas for 
employed Itoousewlves percentages were 66.03$ and 67.92$ 

respectively. Fifteen percent unemployed housewives had 

low level participation in decision making and task 

performing.
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4.6 -General opinions of housewives regarding decision 

making practices.

Following were responses to other questions regarding 
decision making practices.

It was observed that, 50$ housewives never approved 
domination of male In decision making, 23*2$ approved It 
sofcfctlmes, while 26.2$ had approved always. Thirteen 
percent hpusewlvss expressed acceptance of male domination 
in selected areas of decisions, while 13.6$ accepted in 
respect of all types of decisions. Various reasons were 
recorded for accepting the dominations of male in the 
family. Maximum number (66$) of housewives accepted It to

it

avoid conflicts and complications 2n the family, 13*8$ 
respondent reasoned It to avoid shouldering risk of 
undesirable consequencess, 38$, accepted It as they were 
subjected to domination of male. lack of confidence in 
ability (5.3$) and unawarsness of alternatives (1.2$) 
were the other reason expressed. The study showed that 
34$ housewives themselves liked to dominate the family 
always while 27.6$ liked It sometimes.

Various reasons expressed by housewives towards the 
constraints in Independent decision making and task 
performing were Joint family system (14.8$),traditional 
concept of sax role (64.4$),authoratarian pattern of 
family (71.2$),educational backwordness (14.8$), 
underestimation of womens ability (12.8$),differentiation 
made in female and male child (7.2$).
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Twenty four percent housewives,affirmed that,removal 

of the enlisted constraints would encourage them to increase 

their decision making ability, while 64.?$ housewives 
disagreed.

It was reported that, 46$ housewives consulted 
relatives, 42.4$ consulted friends, 42.2$ consulted 
neighbours, while taking decisions. Seven percent 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 appropriatess In 
decision making (84$), because of inexperience of housewives 

(28$), also to confirm the accuracy of decision taken by 
housewives themselves (43.6$). Other reason obtained for 
approval was inability to take decision independently (40$).

Members outside the family were not approved for 
consultation in family decision, for reasons such as,they 
created confussion in mind (5.6$). They arouse misunderstandings 
and conflicts among family members (7.2$), Housewives 
disapproved consulting from outside for possibilities of 
misguidence (87$) and fear of loosing privacy of family 
matters by exposure to strangers (48*4$).
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Chapter V
SUMMARY

The study entitled participation of housewives, in 
decision making and task performing in selected household 
activities ^ was undertaken with the following 
objectives t

1) To know the extent of participation of housewives, 
in decision making and task performing*

2) To determine difference in the participation of 
housewives in decision making and task performing*

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

Methodology consisted of implementing survey by
> i

interviewing 250 housewives, with the,e help of pretested 
questionnaire regarding participation in decision making 
an*d task performing;concerning financial allocation, 

savings, child education, purchasing, religion.* 
Correlation and regression analysis, Chi square and 
Z tests were applied for statistical analysis of the 
data and the results were presented.

5,1 Extent of participation of housewives in decision 
making and task performing in the selected household

J
\

activities.
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1) Maximum percentage of housewives took part In 
religious decisions, expressing high level of 
participation.

2) 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 
educationtwas at medium level. .

5.2 To determine difference in the participation of 
housewives in decision making and task performing.

4) Difference was found in the extent of participation 
in decision making and task performing^ 
purchasing,child education and saving activities.

6) On an average,much difference 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 makinglin task performing, 

in activities such as,financial allocation and 
religious.
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6*3 Factors affecting decision making and task . 
performing

8) In religious activities,extent of participation 
in decision making and task performing varied, 
in different stages of family life,

9) Factors, such as, fpmily life cycle, age and 
education had affected extent of participation 
in decision making and task performing, in 
activities related to saving.'

10) Decision making and task performing regarding 
family income “were associated with age, education 
and employment of housewives.

11) Size .of the family, education of the housewives 
and her employment,made impact on the decision 
making and task performing actions, concerning 
child education.

* 12) Education and employment of the housewives as
well as stage of family life eycle^ influenced 
extent of participation in decision making and 
task performing regarding purchasing practices.

5.4 Opinions of housewives regarding decision making 
practices.

13)The traditional outlook and male domination 
played an Important role in decision making and 
task performing. It affected and compelled them 
to consult their family member,relatives,friends 
and neighbours In decision making.
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JjBMMfctt
Uumber of selected wards and sample size
‘- \ 
f

Sr.Wo. t Ward Wo* t Sample size.

' 1. 3 35
2. 4

/

22
3. 18 36
4, 10 30'
5* 14 28
6. IS 85
7. 89 45
8. 33 15
9. 35 15

total t 250

//



102

Score assigned to selected steps of decision making and task 
performing*
Decision making steps s

/

Score t 
assigned 
to each 
steo.

Task performing steps.

DiWamass and initiating 
problem to the group- /

1 1)Organising the plan
/

Finding alternatives 2 2)Checking.
3)Consldering merits and 

demerits of various 
alternatives.

3 3)Maklng adjustments.

4)Finalizing choice.

&

4 4)Shouldering responsibility 
of completing task.

AEamgsmja>
Score assigned and extent of participation i

Sr.Bo. i Level of participation s Score assigned.

1)
2)
3)

High 
Medium 
Low •

6.67 - 10 
3.34 - 6.66 
0 - 3.83
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Score assigned fop educational level and stag© 
of family life cycle

r

Sr. s . literacy level* Score % Stage of i Score 
Ho* assigned family' life assignedto cycle* to stage

literacy of family
level* life cycle*

1* Illiterate 
8* Primary school 
3* Middle school 
4,. High school 
6* Graduation 
6* post Graduation

0
1
8
3
4
5

Beginning 1

Expanding 8

Contracting 3


