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CHAPTER = IV

i
I

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

}

The £indings of the study ar;e convenlently presented
in three sections. In view of the detalled analysis done,
summary of important findings have been given in the

following paragraphs so as to facilitata a clear over viewe.

f

Section I presents the soc16~ec0nomic and demographlc
background of the gample respmdeﬁté and their respective
householdé. The highlights of the finding are briefly ocut-
lined belows X

(1) The findings revealed clearl;:y the inferilor position
'~ of women in the family to their male counterparts on
the basis of the following ciemog;aphic and socio= |
economic characterstics (Thq{ Committee on the Status

of Women in India, 1975, Phddnis and Malani, 1978).

a)  a wide mean age dlsparity of 9 years between the
spouses, |

b) mean age at marriage of ;wi\{es was less than 15
years, \

c) the sex ratio was not in favour of women, i.ce,

| 1 % 0.9 (male to female')%,

a) J.;:w literacy rate of fexr;ales as compared to males,

~ |
]
i



(2)

3
(4)

(5]

| b

e) low level of participaticn of females in labour

market. i

Analysis of fertility behav%our of the pﬁesent women
deplcted the typical charac#erstics of LDC, l.e., the
better the socio=economic sﬁatuss the higher the
literacy level, the lower tﬁe female labour partici-
pation, the larger the numb?r of children.

i

_Socioweconomlc status Of ho@seholds and literacy of

women were negatively related to FLP.

Famlly size was found to beisignificant factor affecting .
FLE(amall family size was pésitively related with FLP).

~

Religion had a significant ﬁelatianship with PLP
(Hindu women were Found to Be employed more than the
Muslim women).

Sectlon 1II discussges the extent of female labour parti-

i
cipation and its impact on the gtatus of women. It was

found thats

(1)

(2)

/ |
i ¢

The women bélcnging to poer‘and exgrems‘poor status
households were employed in very low wage paid actlvities.
Thelr income was approximatély Taka 2 to Take 2+50 per
days

1
* ‘

Majority of employed women Qere digsatisfied with

their job due to extremely low wage rates.

1
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(3) Nearly 90 per cent of the unemployed women expressed

thelr willingnegs to work in some way or the other.

(4) 83 per cent respondents expressed their willingness
to learn skills provided there was an opportunitye.

(5) Though 32 per cent women reported that they were
" leading a miserable life, majority of the total
sample women had optimistic views In terms of their
belief that better economic condition and success
qould be achieved through hard work, self confidence

and collective endeavour.

(6) FLP was found to be the single most important factor
affecting almost all the indicators of status. (The
indicatorss decision making power, division of labour
in household activities, control over family finance,
control of fertility, membership in community develop=-
ment organization, perception of life and opinion
towards progressive notlons namely, small f£amlly norm

and equality of sex).

{7) Literacy level and religilon were found to be signi~
ficant determinants influencing the status of women.

Section III analyses the consumptlon expendlture
pattern of the sample households to evaluate the impact of

FLP on consumption level.
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The findings on consumption level of entire households
substantiated the law of consumption = the outgo (percentage)
on f£ood decreasing with increasing income levele.

As far as the expenditure pattern of employed women's
households is concerned, the findings revealed the important
fact that the FLP falled to have any impact on consumption

level in the present sample,

SECTIN - X

SOCIO-ECINOMIC AND DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND OF THE RESPQNDENTS

Knowledge of the socio-‘-economic and demographic
characteristice of the sample is a 'gine qua non' for giving
meaningful interpretation of the results of the analysis of
the datae. Demographic data rfmd analysls are congidered
basic because this would §111 a void in both the analytical
gkllls of the development planning agency staff and in the
avallable knowledge on the state of society. According to
Jahén Ara Hagque (1977), “to set up a programme for women,
planners need to explore the socio=economic conditiong and

traditions in which women live"™.

Further, data obtained through empirical studies on
sex ratlo, age disparity between spouses. age at marriage of

spouses, marriage practice, number of children, spacing of
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birth of children, mortallty rate of children, educational
level of women as compared to that of men, employment
opportunity for women etc. could critically reflect the
relative position of women In the family and the community
(ICssr, 1975). Thus, apart from providing vital descriptive
information, they could help in ldentifying bottlenecks
accounting for poer involvement of women in productive
activity. Hirschman, C. goes one gtep further by saying
that "the substantilve focus on demographic research often
directly taps human resources and welfare criteria, such as,
economic status, educational achievement, health condition
(mortality and morbidity), household and family living
arrangements and possession and consumption of goods.®

(HirSChman’ C.r 1981, P-575).

The findings pertaining to this section, are reported
in two partse The first part deals with the demographic
characteristlics of the sample respondents and their house=-
holds while in the second part, the sociomeconomic charac=
teristics of the sample respondents have been reported and

discussed with requisite interpretation.

PART 1 s DEMOGRAPHIC FPROPILES

(a) Religion, type of Family agnd nature of fesidence of the
Hougehold

Religion and type of famlly are variables that can serve
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as major impediments for women's involvement in economically
productive activities outside home. It is said that men
dominate all the soclal spheres, domestic and nondomestic
and that women suffer on account of seclusion imposed by
soclal and religious mores. Thilg sharp dichotomy virtually
eliminates any opportunity for women to assume roles other
than those of wife and mother (Smock, A.C., 1977). Hence,
religion, a crucilal factor, from the view point of female
gtatus, has been c¢ritically analysed in the present inveg-
tigation. Table 1 presents data on the frequency and
percentage digtribution of the 200 sample houssholds on the

basis of religion, family type and socio=economic statuse

oty
,JLa
Table 1 shows that Joint)system is more predominant

among the Maslims than the Hindus viz., 15 per cent to

2.5 per cente

Out of 35 joint families identified in the present
survey, 20 families (57.14 per cent) belonged to the solvent
and subsistence households and the rest 15 (42.86 per cent)
joint familles belonged exclusively to the Mislim house=
holds of the poor and extreme poor sgoclo=economic status
categoriegs Chi=square test showed no significant difference
between family type and religion (Chi=gquare calculated = 260
df = 1) but the test showed significant association between
family type and soclo=economic status of households at 0.05
level of significance (Chi=square calculated = 10.468, &f =3)
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(vide Table 2J). Possibly the need for more hands to look
after the increasing landholdings as a family moves to higher
status level, may account for the positive association

Tt
between, family type and socio=economic statuse

Desgpite the £act that there were nearly 45 per cent
households belonging‘to the landless category (Table 31),
100 per;cent of the sample housgeholds surveyed remained
permanently in the village; even during the lean secasOne.
The fact that the district town of Patuakhali ig located near
the villages surveyed could have accounted for the none

migratory characteristics of the sample respondentse

Table 2 ¢ Chiwsquare value of the Relatlonship between
Family type and Socio=economic Status of Households.

Type oOf
Famlly
Joint Nuclear Total

Socio- N N N %
economlic
status
Solvent 8 12 20 10.00
Subsistence a2 51 63  31.50
Poor 6 61 &7 33.50
Extreme Poor 2 41 50 25.00
Total Y 165 200  100.00

Chi~square calculated = 10.468, Table value = 7.81,
df = 3; significant at 0.05 level.
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i
'

(B) - Age Structure of Spouses

¢

Tables 3A, 3B; 4 and 5 contai% data relating to the age

t
i

structiure of the spouses.

Table 3A and 3B s Frequency and Pe%centage Digtribution of
Spouses with regérd to their Age according

to Soclo=economic Status of Households.
3a For Husbands? |

¢
1

Age in Solvent Subsis= Podr Extreme Total
Year tence i poor ‘
{N=20) (=61 (N=64) (§=50) (§=195)
N % N % ™ % N % N %
|
Below
20<35 20.00 '20 32.79 27 42.19 14 28.00 65 33.33

4
35-50 9 45,00 27 44.26 30 46.87 28 56.00 94 48.21
7

50=65 35.00 10 16.32 5 7.8% 8 16.00 30 15.38
ébove ‘ ' :
65 - - 4 6056 21 ‘3-13 - - 6 3‘08

Total 20 100.00 61'100.00 64 100.00 54 100.00 195 100.00
84Ds 10.89 13,02~ 11.08 9.79 11.58
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3B__For_  Wivest f\

i
|
H

Age In  Solvent  Subsis- FPoor - Extreme Total

Y eg0) | eed) e %) (4=200)
N=20 =6 . AN=67 =50 =200
% N % N oz N % F %

Below ‘ o

20 20.00 3 4.76 4 4,97 8B 310,00 1316 ] 8.00

20«35 45.00 35 55,35 44 65.67 28 56.00 :l_:LG"§ 58 .00

4
9

35-50 6 30.00 22 34.92 16 23.88 16 32.00 .60 30,00
1

50-65 4.6 3| 4.48 1 2,00 8 4,00

5.00 |

W

Total 20 100,00 63 99.99 §7,100.00 50 100.00 200 100.00

Mean 31.00 33.95 32,03 31.90 32.50

‘ "

Sela 12419 9.83 1 9e55 9.86 10.086 7
H = Husband ; W = Wife

5 husbands were dead during the period of iavestigation.
1 ) ‘{
Table 4 s t=values of Difference between the Mean Ags. of
Spouses according to Categories of Socio=sconomic
Status of Households.

Soclo=economic Status t=value df Level of Significance
solvent 3 3.80 | 38 .001
Subsistence : 4.105 | 122 - Lo01
Poor ¢ 3.714 129 .001

. |
Extreme Poor ? 4.685 | 98 T +001

. Total household ¢ 7.995 ' 393 .001
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Table 5 3 F-values of Difference in the Mean Age of Both
Hugbands and Wives of Four Socio=economic Status

of Hauseholds.

For Husgbands

Souxrce of daf sum of Mean P=valua
Variation Squarxes Square

'‘Between' Groups 3 787.01 262.337

. 1.975
‘within' Groups 191 25361.80 132.784

Not sSignificant Table Value = 2.65

For Wives

Source of

Variation at . 8um of Mean anélue
Squares Sgquare
'‘Between' Groups 3 208.82 69.6066
«681
‘within® Groups 196 20031.09 102.199

Not significant Table Value = 2.65

In both cases hypotheses postulating the positive relation=-
ship of soclo-economic status of household and age structure
of spouses (both husband & wife) are rejected at 5 per cent

level of gignificance.
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An age disparity of nearly 9 years were observed
between the mean age of 41.29 years of husbands to that of
3245 years of the wives, whilch was highly significant
(Table 4)+ Early marriage of girls (Table 6B), a cultural
factor, accounted much for this large disparitye. Naturally
with early marriage of girls as early as 15 and below
15 years of age plus wide age gap between spouses, the
éubordinate position to which the young wives will be
relegated to is quite obviocuse. As has been aptly dﬁserved
by Chaudhury and Raihen "A wife who 1s 8~10 years her
husband's junior may f£ind it extremely difficult to commni-
cate freely with her husband and therefore she is unlikely
to participate jointly in fa@ily decision-making® {(Chaudhury
%nd Raihan, 1980, p.55). Fiéure 2 depicts the difference

in the mean age between spouses in the present sample.

F~test values (Table 5} showed no significant
difference between the ages of wives of of hugbands as per

four different socio=~economic status of householdss

(c) Aage at Marriage

As has been said earllier, questions regarding the age
at marriage for both husbands and wives have important bearing
on issues like fertility, female labour force participation,
women's status and hence has relevance for the current investi=
gation. Tables 6A and 6B present data on the distribution of

age at marriage of gpouses of the present sample.
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Table 6A and 6B ¢ Frequency and Percentage Digtributlon of
Spouses wlth regard to their Age at Marriage
according to Socio=economic Status of Householdse.

6A For Husbandgs

Extreme

Age in  Solvent Subsig= Poor Total
Years tence poor

(N=20) m=63) N=67) (N=50) {8=200)

N % N % N % N % N %
Below 15 =~ - 3 4.76 2 2.98 2 4:00 7 3.50
15=20 7 35.00 34 5397 37 55.22 28 56.00 3108 53.00
20=25 13 65.00 26 41.27 28 41.80 20 40.00 87 43.50
Total 20 100,00 63 100.00 &7 100,00 50 100.00 200 100.00
Mean 21.25 19.82 19.94 19.80 20.00
SeDe 2.38 2.16 2.18 2.79 2.78
6B _For Wives
Age in Solvent Subslg= Poor Extreme Total
Years tenc poor

(N=20) N=63) (§=67) (N=50) (=200

N % N % % N % N %
Below 15 15 75.00 47 74.60 49 73.13 37 74.00 148 74.00
15=20 5 25,00 16 25.40 18 26.87 13 26,00 52 26400
Total 20 100,00 63 100,00 67 100.00 50 100.00 200 100,00
Mean 14.25 14.27 1434 14.30 14.30
SeDe 2.16 2+18 2422 2.19 223
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Despite the legal requirement* that a girl mast be
16 years old before she can marxy, it is surprising to note
that an overwhelming 74 per cent of total wives in the sample
got married when they were Aardly 15 years of age revealing

the prevalence of child marriage.

Data presented in Tables 6A and 6B ghow the overall
mean age at marriage of wives as 14.30 years with standard
deviation of 2.23 years and for hugband it is 20 years with

standard deviatlon of 2.78 years,

Such an early age at marriage of spouses, ultimately
leads to longer reproductive periods and hence high incidence
of birth of c¢hildren, the ﬁean’of which is5 as high as 5.66
(Psble 2) for the sample surveyed with the overall mean.birth
spacing of children of 2.38 years (Table 16).

A scrutiny of the data presented in Table 6B also
reveals the sgziking feature that there is not even a gingle
case Of age at marriage of wives in the age range of '21-25!
yearse

i

Analysis of age of housewlives in termg of socio=economic
status through F~test refuted the hypotheses 0f an inverse

relationship between mean age at marriage of wives and sociow

* The minimum legally permissible age at marriage for a girl
is now 16 years by Muslim Family Laws Ordinance, 1961
(vide Pakistan Code (1966) Vol.XIV, p.67).
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economic status (TPable 7), in other words there was no evidence
to support the hypotheses that higher socio=economic sgtatus was

related to low age at marriage.

Table 7 3 F-~values of Difference in the Mean Age at Marriage
of Both Husbands and Wilves of Four Soclo=economic
Status of Hougeholdse.

For Husbandsg

Source of af Sum of Mean Faevalue
variation Squares Square
‘Between' Groups 3 35.5324 11.844

: 2.082
'Within’ Groups 156 1114.837 5.688
Not significant Table value = 2,65

For Wives

Source of at sSum of Mean Feyalue
variation Squares Square

‘Between® Groups 3 »2139 <071

. . . «014
twithin' Groups 196 962.715 4.911

Not significant Table value = 2.65

Hypotheses postulating the inverse relaticnschip between age at
marriage of both husbands and wives and soclo=economic status

whte rejected at 5 per cent level of significances
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The overall findings'on age of gpouses speclally that
of the wives as well as the age at marriage reveal the strong
hold that social and cultural factors have on family living
in rural areas. Lack of educational and employment opportii=
nitles for women in rural areas has accounted for the
existence of such phenomena which are not conducive to female
labour partilcipation. According to the Bangladesh Fertility
survey (BFS), female education was found to have a greater
impact on age at £irst marriage than male educaticn (BFS,1975).
Thus education and/or employment opportunities are often
suggested as the best pciicy measures for effectlve increase

of age at marriage (Chaudhury, 1979).

Further, this typical wide age digparity between
spousges as well as early age at marriage may expose most
women to the risk of a relatively early widowhood which would

make their lot even worse.

(d8) Marriage Practice

Apart from the very low age at marrlage, another very
obnoxioug marriage practice secen prevalent specially among
Maslim households and which is upheld by the religion is that
of polygamy which degrades the status of women (Chaudhury
and Ralhan, 1980). Table 8A and 8B present data on distribu=
tion of husbands and wives respectively with regard to their

frequency of marriagee.
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According to data presented in Table 82 and 8B, the
prevalence of polygamy was found in 28.00 per cent of the
Maslim households while in Hindu households it was ;nly 10
per cent. Cases of femaleg marxrying more than once was

negligible (only 2 per cent).

As has been noted earlier, according to Mislim lLaw by
the Quaran, "a man can have four wives only if he can ensure
equal and falr treatment for all his wives® (Roy, S. 1979,
pe3). It appears as if the males take this privilege for

granted.

It is alsc seen from the table that frequency of
marriage of huébands more than once is greater among the
better off famllies than that of other families, l.e., the
poor and extreme poor households. This feature substantiates
the fact of increasing tendency of higher number children
among higher socio-economic status of households in the
present investigation (Table 9J). Further, the greater
frequency of marriage for more than once among the Mislim
households could account for thelr higher fertility rate than
the Hindu. ' households (Table 12).

(e} TFertility Behaviour of Sample Housewives

Tables 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14 present data on the
fertility behaviour of rural housewives covered in the
present investigation which is one of the major varisbles

governing female labour participation.
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(1) Number of Total Children born 3

Table 9 2 Distribution of Children born according to Sex and

Socio-economic Status of Households.

Solvent Subsistence Poor Extreme Cverall
poor
(N=19) {(N=62) (N=64) (N=50) (N=195%)
=) D 5 D & D =) D S D

Alive 50 38 146 120 126 116 85 101 407 375

Mean 4.63 4.29 .78 3.72 4.01
Dead 18 19 62 54 51 47 39 31 170 151
Mean 1-95 1-87 1.53 1040 1-65

Total 68 57 208 174 177 163 124 132 577 526

% Of B4ed 456 54445 45.55 52.06 47.94 48.44 51.56 52,31 47.69
Total

Chilg-

ren

borm

Mean 6.58 616 5.31 5.12 5.66
S = Son, D = Daughter

* Qut of 200 sample households only 195 households
had childrene.
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Tables 9 and 10 show that overall mean number of
children born is 5.66 and according to descending order of
socio-economic status, Viz., solvent, subsistence; poor and
extreme poor, it is 6.58, 6.16, 5.31, 5.12 respectively
which according to census definition belgng to large family

slzek.

There seems to be a veritable 'boy boom' as evident
from the above table containing data on number and percentage
distribution of children born according to sex and socio~
economic statuse The sex ratio of the boys to girls born
ls 577 s 526, i.es. 1:0.91. This skewed ratio corresponds,
t0 some extent, to that of national figure, i.,e. 1 & 0.93
(statistical Year Book of Bangladesh 1980, p.60).

‘It is also interesting to note that the fertility
behaviour of the sample shows a positive relationship with
socio-economic status (Table 11). Fetest confirmed the
hypothesis of significant difference (F value = 2,97, 4f =
3,191.3 level of significance = 0.05)ameng the mean number
of children born in households of different socio-economic

status (Taple 11).

* Refer the definition of family size in Chapter III.
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Table 10 ¢ Prequency and Percentage Distribution of Child
bearing of Housewives (195) in the Sample
according to Soclo=economic Status.

e

Nunber Solvent Subsgistence Poor Bxtreme Total
of poor N
Children _{(N=19) (N=62) (N=64) _(N=50)  (=195)
N % N % N % N % N %
1. P - - 2 3.22 2 3.12 3 6.00 7 3.59
24 '8 - - 3 4.84 4 6.25 6 12,00 13 6.67
3. 3 - - 6o 9.68 9 14.06 5 10.00 20 10.26
4. s 2 10.53 9 14.52 12 18.75 8 16.00 31 15.90
5 $ 3 15.75 6 9.68 ' 8 12.50 6 12.00 23 11.79
6. t. 5 206.31 6 9.68 7 10.94 8 16.00 26 13.33
7. s 4 21.05 10 16.13 10 15.63 4 8.00 28 14.36
84 2 2 10.83 X 9.68 7 10.94 4 B8.00 19 9.74
8. 8 2 10.53 7 11.29 3 4.69 4 8.00 16 8.20
10. 1 1 5.26 4 6.44 2 3.12 2 4.00 9 4.62
1%e i - - 3  4.84 - - - - 3 1.54
Total ¢ 19 100 62 100 64 100 50 100 195 100
Mean ] 6.58 6.16 5.31 5.12 5466

5.D. } 1.63 2463 2423 2446  2.43
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Table 11 ¢ F=value of Difference in the Mean Nunber of
" Children born according to Socio-economic

Status of Households.

Source of af sum of Mean Peyalue
variation squares square
‘Between' Groups 3 51.28 17.09

2.97
tWwithin' Groups s 191 1100.17 5.79
Significant at 0.05 level, Taple value = 2.650,.

Hypotheses postulating the positive relationship of
‘fertility and socio~economic status of households 18 accepted

at 5 per cent level of significance.

Fuxther analysis of fertility showed significantly higher
number of children in Musliﬁ bouseholds as compared to that of
Hindu-households.‘ The Maslim households had mean number of
children born 5.91 while in Hindu households, it was 492
{Table 12). t~test confirmed the difference between the mean
number of children born of the Muslims and the Hindus. This
finding also corresponds to the national figure, l.e. 4.013.9
for Mislim and non~Muslim respectively (statisﬁicaleear

Book of Bangladesh, 1980, p.71i).
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Table 12 ¢ Distribution of Children born to Present Sample

Housewives according to Religion.

Nunber of Muglim Hindu Overall
Children

N % N % N %
1. v 4 2.76 3 6400 7 3.59
2e : 8 5.52 5 10.00 13 6.67
3. s 11 7.59 9 18.00 20 10426
4. s 23 15.86 8 16.00 31 15.90
5. s 18 12.41 5 10.00 23 11,79
6. s 22 15.17 s 8.00 26 13.33
Te s 20 13.79 8 16.00 23 14.36
8. : 14 9.65 5 10.00 19 9.74
9, 2 14 9.65 2 4.00 16 8420
10. : 9 6421 0 0.00 9 4:62
11» : 2 1.38 1 2.00 3 1.54
Total 1145 99.99 - 50 100,00 195 100,00
Mean 3 5.91 4.92 5,66
S.D. ' 24395 2.390 2443

t value = 2.512 df = 193 7 slgnificant at 0.05 level.

It is worth nothing here that the fertility rate of 5.66
of the present sample housewives which corresponds., to some extent,
to that of national figure of 5.93 (Demographic Pilot Survey, B.B.S.,
1978, cited in Statistical Year Book of Bangladesgh, 1980, p.74) is

typlcal of the less developed countries.
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This has theoretical support in the neo-classical
demand theory of fertility, according to which, %"other
factors held constant, the desired number of children can
be expected to vary directly with household Incomes..

Under normal condition we expect that the higher the
household income, the greater the demand for children®.
(Todaro, M.P., 1977, p.153). The point is that a rise in
family income will enable the household to attain a

higher level of gatisfaction from having more childrene.
In‘pcor socleties, children are seen as economlc assets

or an economic investment goods. In deciding whether or
not to have additidnal chlldren, parents are assumed to

- welgh benifits against costs, whére the principzl benefits
are in the form of child labour, usually on the farm and

* their finsncial support £or parents at old age (Todaro, M.R.,
1977, p.160). However, leaving the above theoretical
contention, the mean number of children 5.66 ¢f the present
Investigation showed the lack of control over fertility by
' the housewives, another indicator of the subordinate

pogition of womene.

(2) Number of. dead and alive children of the sample 3

The data regarding the number of death of children
and nunber of alive children are presented in Tables 13 aud
14.



Table 13 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Dead
Children of Sample Households according to Sex and

Socio=economic Status of Hougehold.

Number  Solvent Subsis— Poor Extreme Overall

of tence poor

Child- _(N=19) (N=62) _(N=64) =50} (N=195)

ren 8 B ] o s D s ) S 2

1 8 10 21 18 30 25 16 25 75 78
2 5 3 13 10 5 8 10 3 33 24
3 - 1 1 4 1 2 1 - 3 7
4 - - 3 1 2 - - - 5 1
Total 18 19 62 54 51 47 39 31 170 151

% Of 48465 51435 52¢544704652.0447.9655.71 4429 52.96 47.04
the

Total

Child=

refe

Mean «95 100 1000 «87 «80 * 473 »78 «62 «87 «77

Total
Mean 1.95 1.87 1.53 1.40 1.65
S = 8Son, D = Daughter

It is interesting to note from Tables 13 and 14 that the
nunber of reported dead and alive children follow the same pattern
as that of the birth of children-showiné\an increasing tendency
in mortality rate with increasing soclio~economic statuss The méén
dead children according to descending order of socio-economic
statius is 195, .1.87, 1.53, 1.40 respectively. The nunber
of reported death of gons to that of daughters gave the ratilo

87 $ 77 for the entire sample housecholds (Table 13).
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The greater mortality rate of children among the
relatively better off families could be on account of lack
of motivation for famlly planning. It is Interesting to note
from the observatiqn gained by the investigator during the
survey of these households that the poor class familiesg
realized the adverse effcct of having more children and
become conscious about family planning to a greater extent in
comparison with the relatively better off families (Refer

findings in Section II).

Apart from this, the greater involvement of females of
the poor households in development activities, viz., partici-
pation in economically productive activities outside home
accounted for not only a low birth rate but also for low death
rate ‘as compared to that of relatively better off hquseholds.
Due to labour force participation women of economically
disadvantageous classes have been exposed more to the cutside
world and consequently have come to reallize the disadvantages
of having large number of children. On the contrary, the
w;men of sgolvent family, due to lack of involvement in
economically productive activities outside home as well as
due to strict ocbservance of purdah, have not been able to come
in contact with the outside world (smock, Cs., 1977)« Naturally
the num%er of children borm is significantly more than that

of poor and extreme poor households (Table 11).
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Table 14 ¢ Distribution of Alive Children of the FPresent
Sample Households according to Sex and Socio=

economic Status of Householdse

Nunmber Solvent Subsistence Poor Extreme Overall
of (N=19) (N=62) (N=54) (N=50) (N=195)
Child~ —

zen. S D S D S D s D S D
1. 4. 5 21 25 . 18 23 20 14 63 67
2. ki 4 27 13 24 21 16 20 128 106
3. 2 7 .13 9 14 7 7 7 108 90
4. 4 1 4 3 2 5 3 4 55 52
5. 2 - 6 6 2 2 - 2 45 60
R - - 1 - - - - - '6 0
Total 50 38 146 120 126 116 85 101 407 378
% of

Total

Chilg=-

ren. 56481 43418 54.89 45.11 52407 47.93 45,70 54.30 52.05 47.95
Mean 2.63 2400 2,06 1,93 1.97 1.81 1.70 2.02 2.09 1.92

Total ’
Mean 4.63 4,29 ' 3.7@ 3.72 4,01

Prom the total number of children born and number oFf

children dead, data on number of chilldren alive. have been reported
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in Table 14. A glance at the Table 14 shows that the nunber
of children in the households surveyed is directly related
to the socio-economic gtatus of the households. The mean
nunbers of alive children are 4.63; 4.29; 3.78; 3.72
respectively in descending order of socio=-economic status of
households. The reported mean alive children for the entire
sample was 4.01s It is worthwhile mentioning hgre that the
number of alive sons to daughters gave the same ratio as

that of dead sons to daughters, 2.09 to 1.9%#espectively.

The present finding regarding the number of children
born (including dead and alive) and their sex ratio is
supported by the observation made by Chaudhury and Raithan
"gince 1901, according to census statistics there have always

been fewer women than men in Bangladesh® (1980, p.81).

This evidence of declining sex ratio (Female per Male)
raises the question of women's position. Various reasons
can be accounted for this phenomenon, such as th#prefereﬁce
for sons, the neglect of girl babies, the general negative
attitude towards females at all ages, the adverse impact of
frequent and excessive chlld bearing on thé health of women

(Jain, D. 1975).

Table 15 presents data on the use of vaccinztlon for

the children of sample householdse.
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Table 15 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Households

according to Vaccination given to Children.

Classi~
fication
Of
Children

Solvent

(N=19)
N %

%

Subsistence

Poor Extreme Total

poor
(N=62) (N=64) (N=50) (N=195)
N % N % N V'

% N %

Vacci~
nation
given
to all
children

Not
given
all
childe
rene

Not
given
at all

6 31.58

4 21.05

2 47.37

32 51.61

10 16.13

20 32.26

20 31.25 15 30.00 73 37.48

5 7.81 3 6,00 22 11.28

39 60.924 32 64,00 100 51.28

Total

19 100,00

62 100.00

64 100,00 50 100,00 195 100.00

It is seen from the above table thgt of the total households

(195) who had children, 51.28 per cent have not given vaccination

to their children at all up to the date of present enquiry., only

37.44 households have given vaccination to all children while

11.28 per cent have given to few of their childrene.

Various reasons can be advanced to explain their faillure

to utilize fuller facllities of this service.

Thege are 3

(1) Public health service may not be functioning properly in

the sample villages.



(i)

(1ii)

(iv)

(3)

150

The people of this health service may not visiting the
village regularly.

This might be on account o0f lack ¢of knowledge of
importance of giving the children vaccinatione
Finally, the possibility that corresponds with the
fact that the children might be away from homeaid some
times parents do not lilke to give vaccination to their

little children against their will.

Birth spacing of children

Tables 16 and 17 present data on birth spacing of

children born in the sample householdse.

Table 1

6 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of
Respondents (188) with regard to Birth Spacing of
their Children according to Socio=gconomic Status.

of Householdse.

Birth Solvent Subsistence Poor Extreme Qverall
spacing  (N=19) 62=2 (60) 64=-2(62) poor
in year - D50=3(s27) _188% ___
N % N % N % N % N %
1 - - 6 10.00 8 12.80 4 8.51 18 9.57
2 12 63,16 29 48..34 26 41.93 23 48.94 90 47.87
3 6 31.58 23 38.33 24 38.71 17 36.17 70 3723
4 1 5.26 2 3.33 4 Gedb 3 6438 10 532
Total 19 100.00 60 100.00 62 100.00 47 100.00 188 99.99
Mean 2-42 2435 2039 2»40 2038
SeDe .59 «70 .79 «73 «73
* Out

childe

of 195 households who had children, gseven had only one



for all categories of households is more or less 1s simila
The mean birth spacing for the overall sample was 2.38 years
(Table 16). F=test, however, showed a significant
differencé between the mean birth spacing of the 4 sccio=-

economic status categories of households (Table 17J.

Tgble 17 1 F~value of Difference Between the Mean Birth
spacing of Children of Four Categorles of

SOCio-economic Status Households.

source of af sum of Mean F~value Level of
variation squares  Square Signifi-
cance

‘Between'
Groups. 3 6.08 2.03

3.98 0.01
'Within® ,
Groupss 184 94.10 0.51
Significant at .01 level: Tabulated value = 3.88

It is interesting to note that inspite of larger birth
spacing among solvent families as compared with other house-
holds, they had larger mean number of children (Table 10).
Possibly, this could be on account of such factors as the
need for more children to look after the farm activities,
lack of knowledge and consciousness about family planning

and their reluctance to adopt the family planning device.
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From the above data, it is obvious that if a girl
marries at or before 15 years of her age (Table 6B) and
produces continuously upto her productive age limit with
this tendency of small birth spacing, the village surveyed
would be confronted with the menace of the population
explosion. More striking is that with such birth rate,
little room will remain for this future generation in the
country where ®"the present density of 1340 people per square’
mile already is one of the highest in the wor@d" (smock, C.A.
1977, p.114). In this situation it reminds us again the
Malthusian threat of population problem (Srivastava, 1983).

Further, from the point of view of women, constant
pregnancies, which expose lack of control over fertility,
give rise to the birth of more children than the ideal nunber
leading thereby to a varlety of health problems and a high
mortality rate for women during their child bearing period
(Lindenbaum, S., 1974).

The fertility behaviocur analysed in the current
investigation is typical of LDC* which in the contemporary
period, are passing the demographic transition stage of
population growth (Todaro M.P. 1977, Srivastava, 1983) where
birth rate is far outstripping the death rate. This
disquieting feature bears strong implication for planners

and policy makers. It is worth mentioning here that empirical

* LDC = Lesgs Developed Countries.
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findings have substantiated female labour participation and
education as significant negative factors of fertility rate
(Abbott’ Tn‘ 1974’ Berelsonc BO‘ 1976; Chaudhury‘; H.He 1979)'

aAnyhow, in the present investigation only 43.3 per cent
of wives were literate (Table 20B) and the rest totally
1lliterates The t=test showed no significant difference in
the fertility behaviour of the two groups (Table 18)e
Pogssibly, primary educational level i1s not sufficiently
strong enocugh to exert a negative influence on fertility rate.
Further, the positive interaction of other variables such as
early age at marriage, marriage practice, religion etc.
might have contributed to the higher fertility rate faund in
the sample studlied. It 1s, however, heartening to note that
t-test showed female lasbour participation (FLP) as a negative
determinant of fertility rate (Table 19) at 0.001 level of

significance where the difference was highly significant.

This should encourage government authority to
accelerate the pace of female labour participation (FLP)
on a large scale in the process of development. The extent
of FLP showed a miserable 37.5 per cent of 200 wives surveyed
(Table 24).

~
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Table 18 1 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Children
born to Sample Housewilves according to their

Literacy* level.

Nunber Literate Illiterate Total
of (N=85) (N=110) (N=195)
Children N % N % N %

1 5 5.88 2 1.82 7 3.59
2 7 8.23 6  5.45 13 6.67
3 6 7.06 18 12.73 20 10426
4 11 12.94 20 18.18 31 15.90
5 10 11.76 13 11.82 23 11.79
6 ©o11 12.94 15  13.64 26  13.33
7 12 14.12 16 .  14.55 28 14.36
8 8 9.41 11 10.00 19 9.74
9 9 10.59 7 636 16 8420
10 5 5.88 4 3.64 9  4.62
11 1 1.18 2 1.82 3 1.54
Total 85 99.99 110 100,00 195 100.00
Mean 5.729 5,600

S.D. 2.566 2.304

t-value = +363; df = 1937 not significant.

* Literate means only those who can read and write In

native language.



Table 19 $ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of
Children borm to Sample Housewives according

to their Labour Participation.

Nunber Employed Unemployed Total
of (n=75 (v=120) (N=195)
Children - 5 o o e e
N % N % N %
1 g 6.67 2 83 7 3.59
2 8 10.67 5 4.17 13 6.67
3 12 16.00 8 667 20  10.26
4 21 28.00 10 8.33 31 15.90
5 10 1333 13 10.83 23 11.79
6 11 14.67 15 12.50 26 13.33
7 7 9.33 21 17 .50 28 14.36
8 1 1.33 18 15:00 19 9.74
9 - - 16 13433 16 8.20
10 - - 9 7.50 9 4.62
11 - - 3 2.50 3 1.54
Total 75 100,00 120 100,00 195 100.00
Mean 44186 64575
SeDo 1.710 24365

t~value = 7.608; af = 183; Significant at 0.001 level



PART 23

(a)

SOCIO - ECONOMIC FPROFILE 3

Educational Level of Spouses

166

Tables 20A and 20B contain complete data on the educational

level of the spouses.

Table 207 & 208 3

Frequency and Fercentage Distribution

of Spouses with regard to thelr Literacy

Rate and Educational Level according to

Socio~economic Status of Householdse

20A For Husbands

BEducational Solvent Subslis=~ Poor Extreme Overall
level tence Poor

(N=20) (N=63) f=67) _(N=50) (N=200)

N % N % N % N % N %

Illiterate - -~ 4 6435 25 37.31 29 58.00 58 29,00
Primary i3 65.00 36 57«14 41 61.19 21 42.00 111 55450
Secondary 4 20,00 17 26498 1 1449 = - 22  11.00
H.Secondary 1 5.00 6 9,52 = - - - 7 3.50
Graduate 2 10,00 - - - . = o= 2 1.00
Total 20 100,00 63 99,99 67 99.99 50 100,00 200 100,00
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167

Educational

Solvent Subgig=~ Poor  Extreme Overall
level . tence _ . poor
_(=20) (N=63) (N=67)  _ (N=50) _ (N=200)
N % N. % N - % N % N %
Illiteracy 7 35,00 24 38.10 40 59.70 42 84,00 113 56.50
Primary 10 50,00 38 60.32 27 40.30 8 16.00 83 41.50
Secondary 3 15.00 1 1.8 = = - - 4 2,00
He.Secondary - - - - - - - - - -
Total 20 100,00 63 100,00 67 100.0 50 100,00 200 100,00

As far as the education of hugbands is concerned, out of

200 husbands mentioned in Table 20a, 5 were dead during the

period of investigation.

Among them 2 were in subsistence and

3 were in poor households,

A wide discrepancy in the literacy level of the spouses,

isce, 71 per cent of husbands to 43.5 per cent of wives (Tables

202 and 20B) clearly exposes the subordinate position given

to female education.

According to the National Statistics of

1974, male to female literacy ratio is 30.8% to 13.2% which

subgtantlates the skewed literacy rate of females compared to

that of males.

A glance at the data further reveals that even among

males only a meager percentage of 4.5 had formal education

beyond secondary levele.

An overvwhelming 56.5 per cent of wives
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had no schooling at all, the corresponding figure for husbands
is 29.00 per cent. Primary level of formal education was
realised by 41.5 per cent of wives while 11.00 per cent of
husbhands and a negligible 2.00 per cent of wives had educa=

tional level upto secondary level.

However, Chi~square test established soclo~economic
status of household as a positive determinant (Chi-square =
28.112; df = 3; at 0.001 level of significancel) and religion
as a significant determinant of educational level of housge=
wives (Chi~square = 9.283; df = 1; at 0.01 level of signi=
ficance), (vide Tables 21 and 22), i.e., the percentage of
literate women (62.00 per cent)in Hindu households is greate£

than that of Muslim households (37.33 per cent).

Table 21 % Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Wives
with regard to their Literacy Rate according to
their Soclo-economic Statuse.

Sociow Solvent Subglig~ Poor Extreme Total

conomic tence poor
ety T N % N % N % N %

Literacy {N=20) N=63) N=67) (N=50) (N=200)

level

Illiterate 7 35.00 24 38.09 40 59,70 42 84.00 113 56450
Literate 13 65.00 39 61.91 27 40,30 8 16.00 87 43,50

Total 20 100.00 63 100.00 67 100.0 50 100.00 200 100,00

Chi=square = 2841127 df = 33 Slgnificant at 0.001 level
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fgi:le 232 v Frequoncy and porxcentage bDilscribution of Wives with

regard 40 thedr Litcrooy Hote according o Religion.

Rollizicn syslinm Hinde Total

(g@»;gﬁ) s_l‘glaﬁf}) &350)
Y] Ve N % LY %
witoracy
level
Illlterate 24 B2.67 19 38.00 113 56450
Litecate 56 37.33 31 652.00 87 43.50
Totel 150 100,00 %0 100,00 200 100,00

Chi=scuore = 92831 & = 17 Sdenificont at 0.01 lovel

It is worth oboerving here that though primary lovel
education in Sengladesh ig £reo, opclll bovke and othor stotionary
are not supplied free wo poaonle. ionce. wvith a meager income in
an aver lncreasing coot of iiving trond, formal edacation is
bayond the reach of mojority of the ruxrsl fanilies. Naturslly,
lorgoast porcontage of illitorate wiven were found among the poox
andl very pour hougeholds of the curront investigotion, Lece,
58,70 par cont poor and Bd por coat oxtreme poor (Pabie 21).
This feature suggests a nced for reviouing thoe elacational
policy and progra.ae in the rurcl 'ax&:ms. both by tiic mblic snd
private orgenizatiune Irom wormkn's status point oi view, it 4o
worth noting here that illiverccy ®romaing tne groastest bargvicor
to any improvensnt in the positvion of vcixm in cwployment,health,
the exarcise of legal ond caneviwuitdonal rigbto, ax! dn gencrally

gttalning eguality ©of stobtug™ (Gevernment of India, 1974, -p.264),
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b)  Occupation of Spouses 3

Occupation of husband51

Table 23A presents data on the occupational pattern of

husbands in the sample according to soclo-economic status of

3 v .

households,

As far as the males are concerned ‘Farming' as main
source of occupation showed a declining tendency with decreasing
soclio~economic status, viz., 55 percent for Sclvent, 50.82
per cent for'subsistence. 26456 per ceﬁi for poor and 2 per cent

for extreme poor respectivelye.

As subsidiary occupation it served as source of income to
about 25 per cent of the householdg belonging to the solvent
subsistence, poor households and only to 8 per cent of the
extreme poor households (Table 23A). The same declining
tendency was perceived with regard to 'service! occupation as
wells On the contrary, ‘'Small trade' or self-employedment
type of occupation showed an increasing tendency with decreasing
socio-economic status, viz., 10 per cent, 14.52 per cent, 21.87
per cent and 22 per cent of the solvent, subsistence, poor

and extreme poor households respectively.

Occupations such as rickshaw pulling, boat service,
operating rice mill, manual labour were dominated completely

by the poor and extreme poor status households.
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Mention may also be made of the fact that in a predomi~
nantly agricultural country, where 90 per cent of the popula-
tion are located in the rural areas (Faizullah, M., 1981),
approximately 69.23 per cent of the males of households
surveyed were engaged in occupations other than agriculture
as their main source of living. The rapid population growth

and poverty could account for this phenomenon.

Occupaticn of Wives « Extent of Female Lgbour Participgtion
(FLP)

Data on female occupational pattern presented in Table
23B reveal. a disguleting feature of viz., a very poor involve=

ment of rural women folk in gainful employment outside the home.

An overall consideration of the situation revealed that
it was poverty which often compelled women to seek gmployment.
With a little improvement in thelr economic condition, the
women withdrew from the lsbour forces. Chi<square test
substantiated this postulate at .001 level of significance
with df 3 (Table 24). This finding agrees with the observation
made by Indira Hirway (1980), where FLP (Female Labour force
Participation) was found to have an inverse relationship with

socio=~economic status of the householdse.

Apart from economic factor, religion also exerted a
significant influence on FLP (vide Table 25, Chi=square = 5.77,
af = 1, significant at 0.05 level). The sample consisted
predominantiy of Muslim households where, the purdah sgystem is
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» still in vogue in.rural area and among better off families i£
is being adhered to strictly. Unless there is a ¢hange
in cultural outlook and attitude towards female role, the
position and status of women in Bangladesh will continue to
remain in the some subordinate position. There ig thus a
need for an overall concrete effort by government agencies.
private bodies, women organizations to bresk the rigild hold

of outmoded customs and traditions.

Chi=-square test, however, showed no significant relation-
ship between Literacy level of housewives and FLP (Vide Table
26, Chi-square = 1.115, df = 1; not significant). Possibly
the primary level knowledge is not gufficient enough to exert
signifiicant effect on decision to seek employment ocutside
the home by housewives. Overall it is only poverty which was
faund to have positive influence on FLP.

Table 24 3 Frequency and Percéntage Distribution of Wives with

regard to Labour force Participation according to
Socio=economic Status of households.

SeEe Solvent  Subslce Poor Extreme Overall
status tence poor
(9=20) (N=63) (N=67) N=50) (N=200)
FLP N % N % N % N % N %

sy

Unemployed 19 95,00 52 82.,54 35 852.24 19 28.00 125 62,50
En’ployed 1 5.00 11 1%.46 32 47.76 231 620‘00 75 37.50

-

Total 20 100,00 63 100,00 67 100.00 50 100.00 200 100.00

Chi~square = 5.77; df = 17 Significant at .05 level.
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Table 25 s Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Wives
with regard to Labour force Participation according
€0 Religion.

Religion Hindu Maslim Overall
(8=50) _N=150) (N=200)

FLP N % N % N %
Employed 26 52400 49 32467 75 37.50
Unemployed . 24 48,0C 101 67.33 125 6250
Total - 50 100,00 150 100.00 200 100400
Chi=square = 5.773 af = 17 Significant at «05 level.:
Table 26 t Frequency and Percentage Distributicn of Wiées

with regard to Labour force Participation according
to Literacy leveld

Literacy Illiterate Literate Overall
level (N=113) & (N=87) (8=200)
FLP No% N % N %
Employed 46 40470 29 33433 75  37.50
Unemployed 67. 59.30 58  66.67 125 62450
Total 113 100.00 87 100,00 200 100,00
Chi-gquare = 1+115; af = 1: Not gignificant.
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(¢} Number of Working Members

an important factor in income earning patterns of rural
families is the number of earning merbers in the famlly.
Table 27 presents data on nunber of working menber per house=-

hold belonging to different socio=-economic statuse

Table 27 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of the
Hougeholds with regard to Working Members
according to Socio=economic Status of Household.

No. of Solvent  Subsis~ Poor Extreme Overall

working tence . poor

Members (N=20) N=63) (N=67) (N=50) (N=150)
N % N » N % N % N %

7 35,00 30 47.62 30 44.78 14 18,00 81  40.50
9 45.00 28 44.44 30 44.78 25 50.00 92 46,00
4 20.00 5 7.94 7 10.44 7 14.00 23  11.50
- = = " = = & 4 8.00 4 2.00

P S

Total 20 100,00 63 100.00 67 100.00 50 100,00 200 100,00
Mean 1.85 1-6Q 1:66 2-02 1075
SeDos ‘73 .63 +66 086 n73

Of the total 200 households surveyed, approximately 60
per cent hougeholds had more than one working menber per

household with overall' mean number of working members 1.75.

It is seen from Table 27 that mean number of working
members is highest in extreme poor households while the solvent -
hcuseholds rank second im having mean nﬁmbeé of workihg mermbers.
F~ test showed (Table 28) a hetrogeneous tendency in

having working members among the four classes of socio=-economic
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status households and that difference was significant

at .05 level of significance. Chi-square test (Table 30)
also substantiated soclo=economic status of households as

a positive determinant of number of working members in the
family. +t~test of pooled variance Table=29) was computed

to examine the difference between the mean number of working
menbers of different classes of socio-economic status

households.

Table 28 & P-value of Difference between the Mean number
of working Members in Four Socilo~economic
Statug of Householdse.

Source oOf af sum of Mean Fe= Level of
variation squares square value significance
‘Between' Grcups? 3 4.752 1.584

; 3.05 0,005

'Within' Groups

N

196 101.828 «519

Significant at 0.05 level Table value = 2.65

Table 29 t tevalues of Difference between the Mean~-Number of
Working Membersg in different Categories of Households.

A &B A&C A&D B&C B&D C&D

Calculated

value. 1.468 1.089 <7878 «5258 20968** 20540*
Tabulated

value. 2.00 2.000 2.000 1.960 2617 14980
at 81 85 68 128 111 115

* Significant at .05 level; *% Significant at 01 level

In column 2,3,4;5 all values are of at 05 level of significance.
A = Solvent households C = Poor households
B = Subsgistence households D = Extreme poor households
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Table 30 ¢ Chi=square value between Socio~economic Status of

Households and Number of Working Memberse.

Socio=- Solvent  Subsig~ Poor Extreme Overall
economnlc tence poor
status _(N=20) N=63) _ (N=67) (N=50) (N=200)
N % N % N % N % N %

Working
Members
Working

menber=1 7 35.00 30 47.62 30 44.78 14 28.00 81 40,50
Working

member 1 13 65.00 33 52.38 37 55.22 36 72,00 119 59,50

Total 20 100,00 63 100.0 67 100,00 50 100,00 200 100,00

Chi=square = 24.66; daf = 3; Significant at .001 level.

Significant difference was found only between subsistence
and extreme poor at «01 level of significance as well as between
poor and extreme poor households at .05 level of gignificance
(Table 29).

However, what is important to note is that though the
nunber of working member per family was higher in the solvent
and the extreme poor class of households, the reasons behind
this are not similar, As far as the solvent families are
concerned, the 'farming' was the main source of income for
majoritys. Here, possibly to lockafter the farm~activities
accounted for the more hands, though these working members had
no fixed income. It was one gsort of joint effort to earn income
for the family. On the other hand, in extreme poor households,

when the famlly as a unit is unable to sustain itself with bare
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necessities, the individuals are forced to lookafter their
own survival by wage economys Cbnsequently. the pressure
for survival shifts from the family as a unit to the
individual (McCarthy, F., 1981).

(@) Amount of Landholding
‘ E : N
The landholding distribution of the households surveyed

is shown in Table 31.

Table 31 & Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Households
with regard to their amount of Land according +to

. Socio=economic Status of Houszholds.

Land in Solvent  Subsis- Poor Extreme Overall
Bigha tence: poor
. (N::QO) __S_N=6_3L> (N=67) (N=5 0) (N:QOO)
N % N % N. % N % ¥ %

No land 3 15.00 22 34.92 28 41.79 37 74,00 90 45.00

Less than :
1 Bigha = = 10 15,87 22 32.83 12 24.00 44 22,00

1-3 1 5.00 16 2540 11 16442 1 2,00 29  14.50
3=5 7 35,00 12 19.05 5 7,46 = = 24  12.00
5 =7 5 25,00 - - 1 1.49 - = 6  3.00
Above 7 4 20400 3 4,76 « = = = 7 3.50

Total 20 100.00 63 100.00 67 :99.99 50 100,00 200 100,00

According to data pregented in the above table, 45 per
cent of the total households surveyed are landless, 22 per cent
have less than one bigha* and the rest have more than one bigha
upto above 7 bigha for cultivations. This feature corresponds
to the national figure that 50 per cent of the households may

be considered as virtually landless (2nd Five Year Plan,Bangladesh).

* A bigha is equivalent to one third of an acre of land.
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'The findings of the data in Table 31 also show an
increasing tendency of landlessness with decreasing socio=
economic' status, viz. 15 per cent, 34.92 per cent, 41.79
per cent, and 74 per cent of ﬁhe solvent, subsistence, Poor

and extreme poor households resgpectively.

Distr#bution of landholdiag pattern according to FLP
showed an increasing tendency of female participation in
lsbour force with declining land (agricultural) possessed
by the households. These data are presented in Table 32.

Table 32 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of

Households according to FLP and amount of land.

Land in 3 Enployed  Unemployed  Overall
Bigha (N=75) _ (N=125) (=200)

' % N % F %
No land 49 63433 41 32.80 90 45.00

Less than 1 Bigha 23 30.67 21 16.80 44  22.00°

1=3 L2 2.67 27 21.60 29  14.50°
3w 5 Y 1433 23 © 18.40 24  12.00°
5 =7 © - - 6  4.80 6  3.00
Above 7 L e = 7 5.60 7  3.50°
. Potal , 75 100,00 125 100.00 200 100.00

It is evident from Table 32 that majority 63.33 per
cent of thehouseholds of employed wives have no land at-all
where it is only 32.8 per cent for the households of

unemployed wivess
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Chi=-square test substantiated thils postulate at .001
level of significant (Table 33), where female labour partici-
pation was found to have an inverse relationship with
landholding pattern of the households. However, overall it
was extreme poverty which compelled women to support their
own as well as family's survival through participation in

labour forcee.

Table 33 3 Chi=~square Value showing relationship between

Amount of land possessed by Households and FLP.

Employed Unemployed Totzal
_e75) N=125) (N=200)
Land N % . N % N %
holding
pattern
Landless* 49 65.33 41 32.8 20 45.00
have land 26 34.67 84 672 110 55,00

Total 75 100.00 125 100,00 200 100.00

* Landless here means no land for agriculture.

(e) Income Level of Householdss

Tables 34, 35 contain data on income distribution ofF
households surveyed classlfied into four socilo-economic

clagses of statuse
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Table 34 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Households
with regard to their Income Level per Month according
t0o Scocio=economic Statusg.

¢

Taka in Solvent Subglg= Poor Exﬁreme : Overall

' 00! tence poor
m§20) (N=63) ) @3675 Gi=50) SN-—:Z 00)
N % N % N % N % N %
2=3 = = - - 3  4.48 11 22.00 14 7.00
3=4 - - - - 9 13.43 14 28.00 23  11.50
4 -5 - - 1 159 10 14.92 15 30.00° 26 13.00
56 - - 1 1.59 16 23.89 5 10.00 22 11,00
6 - 7 - - 2 3.17 7 10.45 1 2.00 10 5.00
7«8 - - 5 7.94 4 85,97 - 3 6.00 12 6,00
8 = 9 1 5.00 10 15.87 6 8.9 1 2.00 18 9.00
9«10 -~ = 7  11.11 4 5.97 = - 11 5.50
10- 11 2 10.00 10 15.87 4 5,97 - - 16  8.00
11= 12 3. 16.00 10 15.87 4 5.97 = <« 17 8,50
12«= 13 1 5.00 6 9¢52 = = - - 7 3,50
13- 14 1 5.00 6 8.52 = - - - 7 3.50
14= 15 1 5.00 3 4,77 = = - .- 4 2,00
15~ 16 3 15.00 2 3417 = = - - 5 2450
16= 17 1 5.00 =~ - e . - - 1 0450
17- 18 1  5.00 = - - - - - 1 0.50
18- 19 = = = - - - - - - -
19- 20 2 10,00 = - - - - - 2 1.00
20= 21 = - - - - - - - -
21= 22 2 10.00 = - - - - - 2 1.00
22= 23 - - - - - - - - - -
Above 23 2 10.00 = - - - - - 2 1.00

- . any - ot - ~ -~ — o oy

Total 20 100.00 63 99,92 67 100,00 50 100,00 200 100.00

Mean 1580,00 1051,59 632.58 418.00 805.00
Mediari 1566466 1027.00 600.00 144,83 758.33
Mode 1550.00 1000.00 500.00 - 400.00 500,00
SeD. 460,00 242.66 247.73 144.83 437.94
Coeffim
cient of
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Table 34 contalning data on total income level of the
households surveyed reveals that the overall mean income of
the households is Taka 805.00 with standard deviation
437.94 and coefficient of variation «544. The per month
income level of solvent households ranges from Taka 800.00 to
above Taka 2300.00, while it is Taka 400.00 to Taka 1600.00,
Taka 200.00 to Taka 1200.00 and Taka 200.00 to Taka 9200.00 for
subsistence, poor and extreme poor hougeholds resgpectively.

A scrutiny of the data (Table 34) alsc reveals that of the

total households surveyed, 31.50 per cent households had

income level from Taka 200.00 to Taka 500.00, 36.5 per cent
from Taka 500.00 to Taka 1000.00, 29.00 per cent from Taka
1000.00 to Taka 1800.00 and only 3.00 per cent from Taka 1200.00
to above Taka 2300.00 per monthe.

Further, examination of data in Table 34 reveals
percaepita income per month of the sample households as Taka

129.525 which is just sbove the poverty line¥,

* For the sake of getting an overall impression of the
magnitude of poverty, the 'poverty line' has been widely
accepted. It is determined in terms of the level of
expenditure or income which 1s equal to recommended level
of expenditure. $ 50 U.S. per person annually is the
minimim recommended expenditure for survival (Todaro,
M.P., 1977, P.160).

1 US § = Taka 26.40
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According to data presented in Table 35, it is found
that majority i.e; 58.5 per cent of the houséholds {poor and
and extreme poor households) are below the poverty line
{according to definition of po%erty line given below). Per
Capita per month income of these two socilo~economic status
houséholds were taka 107.752 and Taka 73.33 respectivelye.
However, majority of the employed wémen.wefe from these two
classes of households, but unfortunately inspite of their joint
efforts such households cculé not come out f£rom the shell of

poverty «~

Saving and Invgsggent~stgtu§ of Households 3

Tables 36, 37 and 38 present data on saving and invest=
ment status of the sample housgholds.
Table 36 % Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Households

with regard to their Savings per Month according to
Bocioweconomic Statuse.

Saving in Solvent Subsis- Poor Extreme Total
Taka per : tence - poor
month (N=20) = (N=63) _(N=67)  (N=50) {(N=200)
N %, N % N % N % N % .
No Saving 8 40400 43 68425 47 - 7015 38 76.00 136 68.00
5 & below = =+ = . = 20 29.85 12 24.00 32 16.00
5 = 10 =, = - = - - - - - -
10 = 15 - - - - - - - - - -
15 -~ 20 - - 6 9452 = - - - & 3.0
20 « 25 - - 18 15.87 - - - - 10 5.00
25 = 30 3 15,00 3 4.76 = - - - 6 3,00
30 - 35 - - - - - - - - - -
35 - 40 2 10.00 1 1.58 =~ - - - 3 1.50
40 = 45 - - - = - - - - - -
45 = 50 4 20,00 = - e - - - 4 2.00
Above 50 3 15,00 = = = = = = =3 1.50
g.;g:gl 204%?85300 | 63 225:)539 67 100.00 50 100.00 2001%?2:’00

=T b I 9,69 do74 16.01
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As was expected, an overwhelming 68 per cent of the
sample households reported nil savingse This feature
cbviously showed an increasing tendency with decreasing
socio~economic status. A paltry saving of ef less than
Taka 5.00 per month was reported by 16 per cent of the sample
households belonging to the poor and extremne poor households.
Even this meager ‘savings would not have been possible but
for the fact that the housewives of these households were
menbers of a women's Co-operative Society run by the existing
development organization in the surveyed villages. As
members of this co=operative society, they had to pay a
subscription of Taka 4.00 per month as 'thrift deposit!!

Only 3 households belonging to the solvent households were
able to save more than Taka 50 per month. The mean saving of
the solvent household was Taka 42.08 and that of the subsis-
tence household was Taka 22.50. ‘

Ay

Source of Savings

Table 37 gives data on the gource of savings of the

present sample hougeholds.

Table 37 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Sources
of Saving of the Present Sample.

Sources Solvent Subsis- Poox Extreme Total
tence pooxr
(9=12) (N=20) (9=20) N=12) (N=64)
N % N % N % N % N %
Keep with selfs 8 66.67 7 35'00 - - - bl 15 23.44
Relative $ - - i 5000 - L - fad 1 156
Bank $ 4 33.336 30,00 - - - 10 15.62

Co=operative ¢ = - 6 30.00 20 100.0 12 100,00 38 59.38

Societiesg.

Total 12 100,00 20 100.,0 20 100.0 12 100.00 64 100.00



177

-3 would be evident f£rom Table 37 that the Women's

Co~operative Society served as a predominant source of

savings to the poor and extreme poor households. Majority

of the households of the sOlvent class 66.67 (per cent)

kept their sa#ing at home. Bank as a source of saving was

utilized by only 15.62 per cent of the relatively higher

socio=economic status of households (Table 37).

Apart from inadequate saving, lack of knowledge of

procedure to be followed for availing of bank facilities as

a source of savings and credit as well as the non-location

of a bank in the villages surveyed might have accounted for

its limited use by sample households (for detalls see Tasble 41

Investment

The investment behaviour followed the same pattern as

that of the saving behaviour of the sample householdse.

Table 38 presents data on this.

).

Table 38 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Households
with regard to their Investment according to Socio=-
economic Statiis.

Invest~ Solvent Subgige= Poor Extreme Total

ment in tence poor

Taka (N=20) N=63) (N=67) (N=50) (N=200)
N __% N % N % N % N %

No invegt~

ment 15 75.00 60 95.24 66 98.51 50 100,00 191 95,50

Below 50 - - 1 1.59 1 1.49 = - 2 1.00

500-1000 3 15.00 2 317 =~ - - - 5 2.50

1000~-1500 1 5,00 = - - - - ~ 1 0.50

Above 1500 1 5.00 = - - - - - 1 0.50

Total

20 100.0 63 100.00 67 100,00 50 100.00 200 100.0

0
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Table 38 shows that out of the total 200 sample
households 95.50 per cent have reported nil investment. Out
of 9 families who had reported to have invested 8 families
belonged to relatively higher socio=economic statuse There
was only one case from the poor group which reported to have

invested for scme productive purpose.

Credit

Rural Credit has a vital role to pley in the lmprove-
ment of the economic conditions of the rursl people. Since
the rural people have very limited scurces of income with
little or no assets of their own, they are constantly in
want of money. An attempt, therefore, was made tO examine
as to what extent, the present rural sample households were

in debt.

Table 39 = 43 give Information pertaining the indebted=

ness of the present sample householdse.

Table 39 $ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Loans taken
by the Sample Households according to Socio-esconomic

Statuse
ioans In Solvent Subsige Poor Extreme Total
Taka *00' tence poor

{(N=5) (N:zgg ) .__(_I_‘I=27 ) (Nzlz 1 ) (ﬂzﬁé)

N % N % N % N % N %
Below 5 2 3.08 10 15.38 19 29.23 9 13.84 40 61.54
5 « 10 1 1.54 9 13.85 7 10.77 2 3,08 1@ 29,23
Above 10 2 3.08 3 4.61 1 1.54 = = 6 9.23
Total 5 7.70 22 33.84 27 41.54 11 16.92 65 100.00
Mean 7.50 5.91 4017 3041 4’89

SeDe 4.47 3.50 2.67 1.93 3.29
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It is seen from Table 32 that out of 200 sample
households only 65 fanilies (32.50 per cent) reported to be
in debte. Although more than 50 per cent of the sample house-
holds were living ci/below the poverty line (Tzble 35), data
in Table 39 reveal that the frequencles of borrowing increafae
wlth decreasing soclo=economic status of householdss But
the mean gbsolute amount of borrowing showed a dirsct‘
relationship with socio~economic statuss F-test proved this
relationship as significant (F=value = 3.206, gignificant
at 0.05 level) (Table 40).

Table 40 1 Fevalues of Difference in the Mean Credits
(in abgolute valuelbetwesn four Categories of

Socio~economic Status of Households.

sSaurcea of Degrees of Sum of Mean Fevalue
variation freedom  squares Squars
'Between' Groups . 3 95 .04 31.68
34206
Ywithin'® Groups 61 602.853 9.88
Significant at «05 level Taulated value = 2.67

Ag far as the credit position of poor and extreme poor
nouseholds was concerned, it was found that 8 wives of these
strata of households were offered loan by the Women'*s Co=opera=~
tive Society in the surveyed villages (for detalls see
_secticn II, part 1). OQut of these B wives 5 belonged to poor

and 3 belonged to extreme poor class of householdse
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source of éfedit

Table 41 # Frequency and Percentage Distributien of Sources

" of Credit taken by the Sample Households.

Sources Solvent  Subgis- Poor Extreme Total
, : tence poor
(N=5) MN=22)  (N=27) (N=11) (N=65)
N % N ' % N % N % N %
Mon 2
lender
Legal 3 4.61 9423 = - - - 9 13.85

Illegal - - 9.23 11 16.92 3.08 19 29.33

6
6 2

Relative 1 1.54 7 1077 8 12.31. 1  1.54 17 26.18
2 3,08 8 12.31 8
1

C-oOperative = - 12.31 18 27 .69

Bank 1 1.54 1.54 = = - - 2 3.08

Total 5  7.69 22 33.85 27 41.54 11 16.92 65 100400

It is seen from the above table thaé illegal money -
lénders predominated as source of credit (29.33 per cent) in
rural area while bank was seen as a very poor source of
credit (3.08 per cent). Despite the'fact that the\maneylapders
charges“high rate of interest {Reddy, C«R.; 1982), a large
section of samplé households who had borrxowed (49.18 per cent)
took loan their credit requirements f£rom the moneylenders. The
reason may be that moneylenders provide credit without hesita?
tion irrespective of the size of asget the household owﬁs.

On the other hand, banks have their own norms of giving credit
on the basis of certain specified rules and regulations which
are not favourable to the economic condition of poor house-

holds.
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However, the respondents who did not use bank facility.,
were asked?épecifyrkhe reason of not taking loan from bankse.

Thelr responses are given in Table 42.

Table 42 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Reasons

of not taking Loan from Bankse

Reasons Solvent Subsig~ Poor Extrene Total
(N=5) tence(N 22) (N=27) _poor(N=11) (N=63)
N % N % N % N % N %
Bank )
rules are .
rigid 1 1.59 7 11.1; 3 4.7§ o - 11 17,46
Can not
COMMIN 1w
cate
with
Bank
people - - 8 12.70 12 19.05 4 6.35 24 39.00
Do not
like bank '
transaction 3 4.76 4 6.35 4 6.35 - - 11 17 «46
Not
avallable
for them - - 2 3017 8 12-70 7 11011 17 26.98
Total 4 635 21 33.33 27 42.86 11 17.46 63 100.00

It ig evident from Table 42 that the difféculties in
communication with bank people was expressed as the prominent
reason for not taking loan from the banks (39.00 per cent).
Another 26.98 per cent expressed 'non=-availlability of loan for
them' as the reason for not taking loan from the bankg. Thus,
lack of knowledge of procedures for avalling of bank facillities

as well as poor credit worthiness might have accounted for the
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poor use of bank as source of credit. Further, as observed
earlier the non~exigtence of a bank in villages surveyed might

have been the main factor for its non~use.

Purpose of Credit
Table 43 presents data on the purpose of credit taken by

the debtors in the samwples.

Tabie 43 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Purposes

of credit taken by the Sample Households.

Purposes Solvent Subsisc~ Poor Extreme Total
(N=5) tence(N=22) N=27) poor(¥=11) (N=65)
N % N % N % N % N %

Buying

livegtock 1 1.54 2 2.08 2 3.08 - bt 5 B.69

Buying

implement 1 1.54 1 1.54 - - - - 2 3.08

Buying seedg = = 2 3.07 = - - - 2 3.08

Buying .

fertilizer - - 3 4.61 ~ - - - 3 462

Business 2 3.07 5 7470 2 3.08. = - 9 13.85

Children

education - - 2 3.08 2 3.08 = - 4 6.15

Buying boat = = - - 3 4.60 3 4.60 6 9.20

Kitchen )

gardening - - - - 3 4.60 1 1.54 4 6.20

Poultry .

rearing - - - - - - 2 3.08 2 3.08

Repairing

house 1 1.54 2 3.08 4 6.20 - - 7 10.80

Children "

marriage - - 2 3.08 1 1.54 = - 3 8.60

Medicine &

treatment - - 1 1.54 & 9.20 4 6.20 11 16.90

Litigation = = 1 1.54 =~ - - - 1 1.54

Repaying : )

old debt - - 1 1.54 4 6.20 1 1.54 6 9.20

Total B T.69 22 33485 27 41.53 11 16.93 65 100,00
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It can be seen seen from Table 43 that out of 65
households, who took loan, more than 50 per cent respondents
took loan for productive purposes. Among them 15 and 13.85
per cents took loan for agricultural and business purposes,
respectively. 43,08 per cent were found to have borrowed
for consumptive ﬁurposes of which borrowing for treatment

and medicine was prominent (16.92 per cent).

i

On the whole, the present findings pertaining to the
condition of saving, investment and credit which are
dmportant means of rural development, reveal certain
importan§ characterstics of the economic condition of rural

peoplee.

It is evident that there was lack of banking system
in the villages surveyed. Consequently, the moneydenders
have been serving as the predominent source of credit to rural

people.

In the light of the above, it is recommerided that
government as well as other development organization sghould
examine the feasibility of providing bank gervices at least
for group of willages situated‘ciose together initially,.
Co=operative banking and credit society can ‘be populariged
and patronised as to discourage the rural people from the
clutures of the moneylendasrg particularly the illegal
moneylenders. This calls for educating the rural people
through non-formal education and through use of appropriate

mass mediae.
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SECTIWN II

FEMALE LABUUR FORCE PARTICIPATIMN AND STATUS OF WOMEN

Findings In this section are presented in two parts.

Pindings, presented in Part I, are concemed with the

following major objectives of the present investigation.

(1) The extent and nature of female labour force

participation (FLP),

(2) The kinds of occupation, working environment and

condltions, extent of satisfaction and daissatisfacticn

with resgsons for the same

(3) The effects of lsbour participation on

(a)

(b}

(c)

(a)
{e)

managemnent practices in the home in terms of
(1) decision-=msking pattern, (ii) division of
labour, (iii) control of family purse;

their awavénesg regarding family plannings

thelr parcicipation in community development

organizationy
thelr feelings and beliefs towards llfe;

their views on the progregsive notionsg such as

(1) emall family norm:., (11) equality of sex.

Part 2 deals with the result of the analysis relating

to thae determinants of the status of women measured with the
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help of a scoring technique in terms of gelected indicators

of womens statuse

" PART 1 \ |

NATURE AND QGNOITION QOF WORK

Since 'work' or 'economic participation' in the sense
in which an economist uses it, is not a value free concept
{Makhopadhya, 1980), non=farm as well as farm related
activities done by rural women are virtually given no atten=
tione Although the actual and potential sconomic contribution
of rural women in Bangladesh is not always fully realized’by
the censué definition*, their role in ecmomicaliy productive
éctiv:ltieg nevertheless, has been emphasized in a nunber of
recent studles (Adnan gt al 1977, Kebir, 1977 and Islam 1981).
Tﬁerefore. there is a need for more accurate measure of
female participavion rdtes fx the eclzonomic activities (BBs,
1974; salshuddin, Ke, 1977; Mazumdar, V., 1978; Irene, T»
et al, 1976).

/

Vina Mazum@ar (1979) has argued that this issue of
female participation in economic activities should be studied
from a broader perspective, otherwise, well-intentioned

policies may result in fallure.

* It follows from the definition that "those wvomen who are
neither employed, nor offering themselves £or any. wage
employment, are excluded from the labour force although they
may be very much engaged in productive work within the
householdse. Such women have been cabegorized by the Census
as housewives™ (Islam, Re, 1981, p.58).
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In the present étndy, female participation in economic

activities has been congidered in three categories, vize.,

(1) Employed outside home = wage earning.

(2) Employed within home =~ self employed and earning.

(3) Fulltime housewives -~ gngaged in productive sctivities,
in the homg but not earning,

Extent of Femasle Labour Participaticn H

Table 1 presents data on freguency and percentage distrie
bution of the nature of economic participation by the sample

women (200 wives) of the present investigation.

Table 1 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Total
Sample Women (200) classifled according to their
Participation Pattern in Economic Activities and

seclo=sconomic Status of Households.

Respondentsd Solvent Subsistence Poor Bxtreme Total
by Category ‘ poor
gazo) muéa) (Naé? ) (N'.céﬂz (ango 2
N % N % N % N % R %
Employed
outside homes 1 5,00 4 635 B 746 11 22,00 21 10.50
Employed
. within home § ~ = 7 11.11 27 40.30 20 40,00 54 27.00
Fulltime

housewives 319 95.00 52 82.54 35 52.24 19 38.00 125 62,50

Total $20 100,00 63 100,00 67 100.0 50 100,00 200 100.00
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it is evident that an overwhelming majority of 62.50
per cent are as per census definitlion economically unproduc—
tive and belong to the unemployed category which tallies
with the national statistics where the employment xate of
female in rural Bangladesh is 2.33 per cent (Statistical
Year Book, Bangladesh, 1980). 27 per cent of sample women
are gelf-amployed within the home and a meager 10.5 per cent
are employed in wage earning activity cutside homs. Analysed
in terms of socioweconomic status of households it would be
evident from the data presented that the rate of female
labour force participation showed a decreasing tendency
with increasing socio=economic gtatus of households (which
was found to be significant vide Table 24, Section I). 63
(84 per cent) cut of the total 75 employed women belonged
to the poor and vexy poor class, 11 (14.67 per cent) to the
subsistence and only 1 (1+33 per cent) female belonged to
the solvent familye.

Nature of Lszbour Participation of wWomen :

Employed outside Home #

The data on work pattern of employed women outside

the home are presented in Table 2.
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Table 2 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Employed
Wives Outside Home with regard to their work Pattern

according to the Socio=economic Status of Householdse.

Occupation Solvent Subsig- Poor Bxtreme Total
tence poor
(N.—.-.l) Sﬁ:é) N=5) (Nz] 1 ) (N:g] )
N % N % N % N % N %
Maid
servant P - - - - 3 14.29 4 19.04 7 33.33
Vegetable
vendor S - i - - 1 4.76 4 19.04 5 23.81
Launderer 1 - - 1 4.76 = - - - 1 4.76
Labourer in : )
Rice Mill P - - - - - - 3 14.29 3 14.29
School
Teacher 1 4.76 1 4,76 =~ - - - 2 9.52
Peon § - - - - 1 4,76 = - 1 4.76
Family
Planning
Vigitor § - - 1 4.76 L - - - 1 4»76
Tallor 3 = - 1 4,76 = - - - 1 4.76

It is seen from Table 2 that the rate of participation
outside the home declines with increasing soclo=economic status
from 42.39 per cent (extreme poor) to 23.81 per cent(poor),
19.04 per cent (subsistence) and 4.76 per cent (solvent). This
feature is also projected in the Figure 3. The poor and the
extreme poor housewives were found to be engaged as manual and

ungkilled labourers like vegetable vendors, maid servents and
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4.39

lgbourer in rice mills In the solvent and subsistence categories,
1 wife worked as family planning vigitor, 2 worked as school
teachers, and 2 took up ironing clothes and tailoring as their
income earning activitiess The single case of employed in the
solvent category had teaching as her professions wWomen of the
lower strata predominated in unskilled work where they could be
exploited both in terms of wage as well as dQuration of work.
Table 3 presents data on their working conditionse ‘

Work~condition of Wage Employed Femsleg 3

Table 3 # Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Employed Wives
Qutside Home with regaxd to the Duration of work,
Holidays and VWage Rate according to the Types of

Occupation.
Qecupation Nunber Popr= Duration Holiday Wage rate
centage of work {approxi-
Days per mate) per
menth month
{in_Tgka)
Maid Sexrvant ¢ 7 33.33 30 No holiday 40.00
Vegetable
Vendor : 5 23481 20 Self employed 50,00
Launderer s 1 4.76 30 Self employed 200,00
Laboarer in
Rice Mill 3 3 14.29 30 No holiday 60,00
Scheol
Teacher t 2 9.52 28 2 days/week 450.00
Peon I | 4.76 26 2 days/week 200,00
Fanily Planning
Visit?r ¥ 1 4.76 26 2 days/week 465,00
Tallor s 1 4.76 30 self employed 150.00
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With regard to other particulars of their work like
wage rate, duratién of work, holiday, it was found that except
those who were working as school teachers, family planning
vigitor and peon l.e., those who were government employees,
othershad neither fixed income nor fixed holiday. Women
working as mald servants and labourers in rice mill reported
a wage rate of approximately Taka 40.00 and Taka 60.00
regpectively per month. As they were not registered labourers,
they did not have any holiday. They worked from morning to
evening in their respective place of work for about 8-10 hours
per day. The wage of mald servants was on monthly basis and
the wage of labourers in mill was on daily basis. If they
worked for the whole day {(morning to evening) they were pald
Taka 200 to 2,50 per day. Vegetable vendors reported that
in a month approximately for 20 to 25 days they were able to
sell vegetables from house to house énd also in the market.
Mbreoverf it dependsd on the avallabillity of vegetables.
Thus, their Income fluctuated with the prices and availability
of vegetables in markete. During rainy season they found it
very difficult to sell vegetables from house to house and had
to face economic hardshipe. In case of laundering and talloring
both the wives were self~employed. Though they had no shop
in the open market, thelr houses were located near the markete.
Approximately they had income of Taka 150.00 and 200.00 per
month respectively. As they were self employed, there was no

question of holiday for thems



Enployved Within the Home 3

In this category it was striking to note that there w;s
not even a single case in the solvent households. The
activities in which this category of women was engaged
included kitchen gardening, poultry rearing, dairy farming,
net making, rope making, bidi making and kantha (household
quilt) making, some of which entered market économy and the

' rest used for household consumption.

-

Table 4 presents frequency and percentage distribution
of employed women within the household on the basis of sociow

econonic status of households.

Teble 4 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Employed
: " Women within the Home ‘according to the Socio=
economic Status of Householdss

Activities Solvent Subsig- Poor Extreme Total
tence poor

¥ % N % N % N % § %
Kitchen '
-gardening 5 9426 4 T4l = - 9 16.67
Poultry farmings = = 1 1.85 5 9426 = - 6 1l.11
Dairy farming &=~ = 3 5.55 = - - - 3 5.55
Net making L - - 2 3.70 = - 2 3.70
Bidi making P - - - - 9 18.65 7 '12,96 16 29.61
Rope making $ e - - - 7 12.96 15 27.77 22 40.73
Kantha making $§ = - - - 1

1.85 1 1.85 2 3,70

-
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Women belonging to poor socio=-economic status were
engaged more Or less in almost all the activities except
dairy related sctivities as evident from data (Table 4).
In the subslstence categoxry women were engaged in somewhat
higher level of activities like poultry farming, dairy
farming and kitchen gardening while in the lower level of
status - rope making precominated followed by bidi making
and kantha mekinge.

W conditi P +£O Lo L 1 of upations
Bidi Makin d Ro I s

Majority of the women belonging to the extrema poor and
poor classes (40.37. and 28.01 per cent respectively) were
engaged In the above two activitles. There was not a single
respondent fxom the solvent and subsistence status of housew

holds employed in such activitiese

The women engaged in these activities were supplied raw
materials at home by their respective factories. They
recorted a wage of Taka 2 per day which is a case of sheer
exploitation. Moreover, thelr earning was not regulare A
feeling of insecurity on account of uncertainty of employment,
exploitation in working hours and wage rate predominated among
these working women. Hence, many of the working women were
frustrated and expressed dissatisfaction with their present
work (Table te). Especially, the poor wage rate was felt by
thage women as a case of sheer exploitation of thelr helpe-

leasness.



Economic Conkr i £ Empl F ag

Table 5 presents data on the economic=contribution of the

employsd women in the samples

Table 5 1 Frequency and Pexcentage Distribution of }::\z@loyaa
Women with regard to their Income per Month according

to dGocioweconomic Status of Households.

Income Solvent Subsgige Poor Extreme Total

range in . tence poor ’

Taka (N=1) (MNeli) M=32) (=37) (1=75)
N % N % N % N % N %

3&70 e - 2:57 12 16000 18 24000 32 42‘67

2
70~110 - - 1 1.33 10 13.33 13 17.33 24 32.00
2

110“150 laed b 2067 6 8.00 - " \ 8 10.67
150=190 = - - - 4 5.33 - - 4 5.33
190230 = - 2 2.67 - - - 2 267
310-350 = - 1 1.33 - - - - 1 1.33
350390 - - e - - - - - - -
390~430 = - 1 1.33 - - - - 1 1433
430=470 1 1.33 2 267 - - - - 3  4.00
Total 1 1433 11 1467 32 42.67 31 41.33 75 100,00
Mean : 228.18 525 6677 106,53
SeDe 149.05 41.15 19.74 92.85
Co~gpfficient ‘

of varistion «65 «44 «29 87
Contribution 21.69 14.60 15.97 13,23
to £anily

income

(percentage)



136

they did not have substantial contribution to total family
income. This was because of their very poor wage rate.
The contribution (percentage) was 21.69 per cent for
subsistence, 14.60 per cent and 15.67 per cent for poor

and extreme poor hauseholds.

It was surprising that there .was not a single case
£rom gny category leaving one job on some ground or other
for snother job despite unfavourable working conditlions.

In spite of the fact that they were belng exploited as far
as wage rate was concerned, these women had to stick to

the job in order to add whatover meager incomes they could
supplement to ward off starvatlon. It 1s worth cbserving
here that despite thelr willingness to work and eagerness

for better job thoy found themselves devold of such oppor-
tunitiesse This has been discussed under the heading (Reasons
for not working out side homele This has policy implicaticon
for women's organizations as well as development organizations
located in village areas. There is a need for enforcing
minimum wage for all kinds of employment in the unorganized

sectors
' Age at Employn 3

Table 6 presents data on the digtribution ¢f their age

at employmente.
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Table 6 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Employed
1
Women with regard to their Age at Employment.

Age range Employed Employed Total

Qutgide home  within home ~

N % N % N %
16 = 25 - - 6 11.11 6 8.00
26 - 35 10 47-62 20 37003 30 40000
Above 35 11 52.38 28 51.85 39 52.00
Total 21 100,00 84 99,99 75 100.00

For both the categories of employed within and outside the
home a majority (52.38 per cent of women working outside and
5185 per cent within the home) reported that they started eamming
income after the age Of 35th year. Overall, the data showed that
with the expanding stage of the family life cycle along with
increasing demandg on family resource, the women had to geek

empioyment for the survival of their respective familles,

Job Satisfaction 3

Knowledge of job satisfaction of the workers/employees
is a key feedback to assess the success or effectiveness of \
any operaticn or development programme. Further, for the
currxent investigation, £indings pertaining to job satisfaction
wauld form an important agpect of the impact of the female
labour participations
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Table 7 presents data revealing the extent of jcb
satisfaction of the 75 employed wives of both the categories
viz., employed outside the home and employed within the homgce
Their response to a simple structure query, "Are you satisfiled
with your present job and working conditions?™® have been
rated on a 3 point scale varying from “fully aatisfiedﬁ
‘partially satisfied' to 'not satlisfled’. A seperate colum

was provided for those who mentioned. “uncertain®.

Table 7 s Frequency and Percentage Pistribution of Job
Satisfaction among 75 Employed Women of the
Pregent Samples

Extent of jab Employed Employed Total
satisfaction outside home within home

- (N=21) (N=54) (N=75)

N % N % N %

Fully satisfied 3 B 38.09 7 12.96 15 20,00
Partially )
gsatisfied s 6 28.57 8 14,81 14 1867
Not satisfied I | 33433 aB 70,37 45 60,00
Uncertain 3 - - 1 1.85 i 1.33

It is evident that the extent of dlssatisfaction is more
among the women employed within the home (70.37 per cent) than
those employed outside the homee In case of the women employed
outside home, 38.09 per cent expressed satisfactions 33.33

per cent were dissatisfied and the rest 28.57 per cent wvere



199

partially satisfled. But 'within the home' category of employed
women, 70.37 per cent expressed dissatisfaction ;4 only 12.96
per cent expressed satisfaction. Women who were working as
govermnment emplqgees holding relatively higher level of
occupation like teacherss family planning worker expressed

gatisfaction.

Table 8 presents data regarding occupation=wise frequency
digtribution of the satisfied and not satisfled employed

femalesg.

Table 8 2 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Job
Satisfaction of 29 satisfied Employed Women
according to their Qccupatione.

Occupation Satisfled Not Total
satisfled

(N=29) (N=54) muZﬁ*)

N % N % N %
Wworking as
mald servant $ 3  4.05 4 5.41 7 9.46
Vegetable vending 3 3 4.05 2 2.70 5 6.76
Lauwndering 1 1 1.35 - - 1 135
Working in rice mill I 2 2.70 1 1.35 3 4.05
School teaching 1 2 2.70 - - 2 2.70
viorking as peon $ 1 1.38 - - 1 1.35
Fanily planning visitor 2 1 1.35 - - 1 135
Tailoring t 1 1.35 - - 1 1.35
Kitchen gardening t 3 4.05 2 270 5 6.76
Poultry farming t 3 4.05 - - 3 4.05
Dairy farming t 2 2470 1 1.35 3 4.05
Net making 8 1 1.35 1 1.3 2 2.70
Bidal meking ¥ 3 4.05 13 17.57 16 21.62
Rope making 2 2 2,70 20 27.03 22 29.73
Kantha making“ t 1 1.35 1 1«35 2 2470
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® vat o 75 caplovod wono: 1 erprossed thiot ahe was

ungertain abont her satisfoction with jobe

The exsent of Gissatigfocticn wes cbusved (Toble 8)
BBES mang those Wk were GNGEGR :wa waye aokaing aotivities
within tho home like bldiemgidng ood rope ccking (17.57% and
27.03%) followed by weid pervants (5.4i%). The highest job
satisfaction was found auong the governmnont &m«iﬁwwa which

was due o job socurdty and favenrable working condinitme

The Jeb potiofaotion of o working uvoeen was Setnrninsd

in texma of the reapons menbioned in Tabla D

Teble 9 3 Freguenoy ond Fogcobtage Distribucion of the
Bonpons ¥0r Job Sablisfoction of 29 patisfied

grployed Women of thoPresent L6a0iGe

Aapoong or job Bmplayed ioployed - Potal
satiafacktion mtaide huume %&mm home
3 MLMN“/ uﬁ%—w
] P ] i ] %

Orosbor ooy An the
Eondly e 5 1724 4 1379 B 33,03

avle &0 give oducation '
o ahlldren 24 13.79 3 iDe2d 7 24434

Aode o0 gel more
reapert Fron hugband 8 & 10«34 ) 20.69 9 31.03

Gotd £0040 con be ) ’ )
mipplicd O meshers LR 6990 2 BP0 & - 13472

Potal 116 48,27 15 5l.73 29 99,09
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It is very interesting to note from Table 9 that the
majority of the employed women expresse;d satisfaction with
their jobs due to ‘'greater say in the fanmily' and *able to
get more respect from husband' (31.03 and 31.03 per cents
respectively) followed by ‘able to give educaticn to
children* (24.14 per cent) and 'good food can be supplied to
members' (13.79 per cent). Satisfaction due to former two
reasons with job indicates that they were shle to command a
geod status in the home. Incidentally it is cbserved here
that this is indeed a great achievement considering that

these women goOt married at a very early agee.

Reagong for Job Digsatisfaction of the Employed Women 8

Data pertaining to the responses of the 45 employed
women who reported dissatisfactiomn with their jobs andworking
conditions are presented below Table 10).

Table 10 t Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Reasons

for Dissatisfaction of 45 dissatisfled Employed
Women of the Present Sample.

Reasons Employed Employed Total

cutside home within home

M=) {N=38 ) (Nmg’s 2

N % N % N %

Too less wage 3 5 11.11 30 66.67 35 77.78
It hampers family life 1 - - - - - -
Household choresg are
disturbeds s - - 2 4.44 2 4-44
No fair price for products - - 1 2,22 1 222
No scope for improvement 2 2 4 .44 2  4.44 4 B.89

No proper marketing
facility for selling
products 3 - - 3 6567 3 6467

Total 7 1555 38 84.44 45 100,00
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_ An overwhelming 77.78 per cent employed womed axﬁressed
dissatisfaction with their jobs on account of'too less wage's
The number and percentagé of women expressing this reason was
higher amohg the women employed within the home than that Of
the women working outside home (6667 per cent to 1111 per
cent)e Majority of these women were engaged in bidi making
and rope making activitigs. It is intéresting to note that
there was not a single regpondent who expressed dissatlsfaction
on account of 'it hampers family lifet. 'Lgcg of proper markets
ing facility' was another reason for dissatisfaction expressed
by those who were self~employed, maintaining kitchen gardening.

Responses to other reasons were negligible.

When these women were asked to suggest the facilities
which would give them satisfaction from job, they gave top
priority to ‘wage rate is to be increased' followed by 'fair
market price and facilitj‘ and 'improvement in job* in terms
of training £acility and ‘housechold chores are to be shared!
(Table 11). |

Table 11 3 Frecquency and Percentage Distribution of Facilities
prefered by 45 dissatisfied Employed Womene

Nﬁmber _ Percentage
Wage rate is to be increased ) 35 7778
Fair market price and facility g 4 . B39
Scope  of improvement in job 3 4 8489

Household chores are to be ghared 3 2 4444

Potal s 45 100,00
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Fulle Hou iv $

Although the wives of this category were not directly
"dnvolved in income earning activities, they were engaged in a
variety ©f farm as well as non~farm activities which are

absolutely essential to family subsistence (Berbara.r,1980).

Table 12 presents data on the nature of their work

according to socioweconomic status of households.

Table 12 @ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of the Nature
of Work of Fulltime Housewives according to Séoio=
economic Status of Households (apart from usual

dally household work).

Solvent  Subgigw Pooy Extreme Total
tence poor
(N=19) (N=52) {N=35) (Nwe39) (N»125)
N % N % N % N % N %
Caring
livestock ¢ 5 26431 20 38.46 3 887 = -~ 28 22.4
Carxing
poultry ¢ 2 10.53 11 21.15 10 28.57 - - 22 17.6
Growing
kitchen
garden t 1 B5.262 9 17.14 6 17-14\ -3 21:05 20 16,0
Food .
proceassing
after
harvest t16 B84..21 36 69423 10 28.57 = - 62 49.6
Sewing
hougehold

quilt s 4 21.05 B 15.38 7 20.00 10 52,63 29 23.2
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Of the 125 full time housewlves, it is revealed from
Table 12 that nearly 50 per cent are invclved~in post
harvest activities like winnowing, drying, boiling (specially
for paddy), grinding, husking and pounding of grains and
other bagic foods along with the preservation activities of
foodse These types of activities, 0f course, are directly
related to the socio=economic condition of the householdse
It is Observed from Table 12 that 84+21 per cent of solvent
wives, 69.23 per cent subsgistence, 28.57 per cent poor wives
were enyaged in farm related activities l.ee. food processing

after harvest = apart from their usual daily household chores.

Further, the data showy that gpart from the usual
household chores, 22.40 per cent and 17.60 per cent often
take care of their livestock and poultry respectively and
only 16.00 per cent grow vegetasblesg, frulits for home consumptione.
2320 per cent of the total full time housewlves were found to
make the household mats (made of one kind of long leaves) and
quilt for domestic purposes

These activities are important gsources of additional
real income for the family though the work is invisible to
the most of the development plannerse Along with these invisgible
productive asctivities cilted in Teble 12 other usual time
consuming routine chores such as cooking, cleasning, fetching
water, care of children are also done by these homemakers
which unfortunately command mo market value (Malya M., 1980,

sundar, P., 1981, Barbara, Rs, 1980).
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Reasong for not Working Outside Home 3

The Ilnvestigator was keen on knowing the reason for
theif non~involvement in productive activities ocutside the
home. Table 13 contains data pertaining to respcndent's
reagsons for not seeking gainful employment which have’been

pregsented socio~economic class wlsee

Table 13 3 Fregquency and Percentage Distribution of
Regpondents (Fulltime housewives) with regard to

thelr Reascn for not working Cutgide Homee

Reasons Solvent Subsi= Pooxr Extreme Total
stence poor
(N=19) (N=52) (N=35) (N=19) (N=125)
N % N % N % N % N %

10LaCk. of

opportu=
2sliack of

skill and ‘

training 8 5§ 26431 20 38446 10 28.57 - - 35 28.0
JeHusband

gnd

inwlaws

do not

like &

Religion ¢ 5 26431 21 40.38 5 14.28 =~ - 31 24.8
4 Jlougehaoald

chores

occupy .

the time ¢ 1 5'26 6 11054 - L hod - 7 546
5«20 not

like 26 31458 2 3.85 1 2.86 =~ - 9 Te2

Total 319 100,00 52 100.00 35 100.00 19 100.00 125 100.00
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Table 13 reveals that where as ‘lack of opportunity’
has been predominant reason for the poor class, the
reason ‘husband and in-laws do not like' was the dominant
reason for the subsistence and solvent class housewives
followed by *'lack of skill and training'’s The fact is
that for the Muslim housewives religion proves to be a
major reoasen for the non=-involvement in productive activities
cutside the home particularly in rural areas Out of 125 full
time housewives only 9 (7.2 per centl housewives expressed

that they did not llke working outside homea.

However, the above finding indicate:sthat a group of
housewives who never worked, could have been brought into
labour force or into the income eaming sctivities outside

home, if they had been provided opportunities.

Types of skills of the 200 sSample Housewlves helonging to
the three Occupgtional Cgtegories

To become aware of the exigting skillsg of the sample
rural housewives as well as In order to document data for
development programme, the housewlves were agked to rate thelr
skills in different handicrafts, cottage industries and
agrobased activities on a B-point;continnum ranging from ‘well?,
*s0 s0' to 'mot at all' (know nothing)e The results are
bresented in Table 14 éccor&ing to three occupational categorles.

<
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It is cbserved from Table 14 that cut of 200 sample
wives, only 8 (4.0 per cent) know nothing of which 4 wives
belong to the category 'of full time housewivess Of c;ther
types of skills, paddy husking was known by 46 per cent respone=
dentg followed by kitchen gardening (21 per cent), embroidery
(16 per cent). It was also revealed that majority of these
respondents who knew these gkills raieé what they la;ew asg
150 so (Table 14).

But quiée an mécurag;ng response was expressed when
these housewives were asked whether they would like to avall
themselves of the opportunity of learning skills if they were
provided to theme The data are presented in Table 15,

Table 15 ¢ Frequency and Percenteage Distribution of the
Willingness to learn Skills according to the

occupational Categories of Respondentg,

Regpondents Yoo No, N o, =

' N % N % N %
Employed outside home s 21 12.65 » ‘- 21 10.50
Employed within home :- 53 31.93 1 2.94 . 54 27.00
Fulltime housewives $ 92 55.42 33 97.06 125 62,5

Total t 166 100,00 34 100,00 200 100.00

An impressive 83 per cent (166) of women expressed thedlr
willingness to learn if opportunity :.»:as provided. Those who have
evinced interest to learn belonged to the households of lower
end of socie-econom{i.c class as it was observed that majority of

the working wives 63 (84 per cent) were £rom poor and extreme

!



poor classes of households (Table 15).
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The data in Table 15

show that almost all of them have interest to learn the skills

excaprt one wife.

Besideg, 92 (73.6 per cent) wives out of

125 fulltime hougewives expressed their willingness to avail

themgelves of the opportunitiese.

Thage regpondents, who

were willing to learn, also mentioned the reasons for learming

the skllls.

Table 16 presents data on thise

Tszble 16 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Reasmns

of learning the Skills according to the Qccupatdonal

Categorles of Regpondents.

Reasons Employed Employed Fulltime Total
ocutside within housam
home home wives
N=21) (W=53) (N=92) (N=166)
N % N % N % N %
1«1t would help to
get a better jcb. 13 61.90 29 54.72 21 22.83 63 37.95
2.For household uses 2 952 10 18.87 31 33.69 43 25,90
3For self
dependencee. 2 9.52 4 754 B 8.69 14 8.43
4+It could help to
eam income. 4 19.08 10 18.87 32 34.78 46 27.71
Total 3 21 99499 53 100,00 92 99,99 166 99.99

It is observed from Tzble 16 that out of 166 women

respondents who showed interest to learm, 63 (37.95 per cent)

cited the reason 'it would help to get a better job' followed
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by ‘it weuld help to earn income’ (27.71 per cent) and 'for
household usge' (25.90 per cent). Thus economic reason was
found to be the major factor in developing interest in
leardiing new skill.

MANAGEMENT PRACTICES AT HOME 3

Three major aspects regarding management practices at
home, viz., decision-making, division of labour in household
activitiess centrol over family finance were taken for analysis
as the findings on these would throw light, on the status of
women at homes This is also supported by the observation made
by the United Nations (1975) that the status of women depends
on t0 what extent they have dccegs to and control over the
decigion=~making process at home, are able to exercise their
rights and dutles, share hougehold regponsibllitiesg with
husband as well as have equal or higher control over fanily

finance.

A major concern of the present study was to identify
the determinants of status of women at home. In this section,
the descriptive snalysis regarding the indicators of woman's
status at home has been presented. Findings regarding the
determinants of status have been presented in the next section.

Decision Making s
Tables 173, 17B and 17C present data on decision-making
[
pattem of women according to thelr occupational categories,
which ares employed outside home, gainfully employed within
home and full time housewlfee.



Table 17A @ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of

Respondents (employed outside home,No.21)

with regard %o their Decisione-making

Patterne

aotivities Self H J Children NA

1. Puarchase of 7 4 10 - -
foode (33433) (13.05) (47.62)

2« Purchase oOf 2 5 14 - -
clothing. (9,52) (23.81) (66.67)

3, Purchasge ©f - 1 - -~ 20
implementge {(95.24)

4. Sale of home 1 - 5 - 15
products. {4.76) (23.81) (71.43)

S5e Children's - 2 i3 6 1
aducation) (9.53) (41.90) (28,57) (4.67)

6« Children's - - 4 3 16
marriages. (19.05) {4.67) (76.19)

7. Borrowing 2 9 8 - 2

{9.53) {42.86) (38.09) {2.53)
H = Hugband, J = Joint, NA = Not applicable

Percentages ars given in parentheses.



Table 178 : Frequency and Percentage Disgtribution of
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Respondents (Employed gainfully within home,

No.54) with regard to their Decision-making

Pattern.
Activities Self B g Children NA
i<Purchase of
food, 5 30 19 - -
{9.26) (55.55) (35.18)
2Purchase of
clothinge. 3 15 35 - 1
(5.55) (27.78) (64.81) (1.85)
JePurchase of
implements. - 4 5 - 45
(7.41) {9426) (83.33)
4eSala of home
products 8 - 20 - 26
(4.81) . (34.84) (48,15)
5.Children's
. =ducation 15 5 17 4 - 13
(27.78) (9,26) (12.96) (7.41) (24.07)
6.Children’s i
marriage - 3 10 2 39
(5.55) (18+52) €3.70) (72,27)
"7 Borrowing - 20 5 - 27
(34.84) (9.26) {50.00)




Table 17C &t Frequency and Percentage Distribution of

Regpondents (Fulltime housewives, No.125) with

regard to their Decision-making Pattern.

Activities Self H J Children Na
1. Purchase of
food - 80 45 ™ -
(64.00) (36.00)
2. Purchase of .
clothing - 67 40 15 3
(53.6) (32.0) (12.0) (2.4)
3. Purchage of
Inmplements - 27 15 - 83
{21.6) (12.0) (686.4)
4, Sale of home ’
productas - 50 17 8 50
: §20,0)  (13.6) (6.4 {(40.0)
5. Children's
education - 43 21 10 51
{(34.4) (15.8) (8.0} {40.8)
6. Children's
marciage ~ 22 40 12 51
(17.6) {(32.0) (9.6) (40.8)
7. Borrowing - 42 4 - 79
(33.6) (3.2) (63.2)

According to the data presented in the gbove tebles, the

women employed cutside home were found to take declsion more

independently azes well as jointly than those employed within

the homs particularly in common areas of decisions llke purchase

of food and purchase of clothing (Tsble 173, B and C). Not a
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single case of full time housewives was found to take
independent decision in any area of household activitiese
Moreover, in almost all areas of decisions husbands

play the dominant role {(Table 17C) except for decisions
relating to children's marriage. The present findings
agree:, to some exteﬁt. with Hiranand and Kumar's (1980)
findi;gs that the areas in which several women were found

to influence the decisions were in fixing the marriages

of sons and daughters, purchase and sale of land, borrowing -

and education of childrene.

It is important to note that as some aspects of decisions
are related to the socio-economic condition of the households,
these asgpects were not applicable to some respondentse. For
instance, the decision regarding purchase of implements was
not gpplicable to 65 employed women out of 75. However, an
overall f£inding of the above tables indicates that employment
gives confidence to women to some extent for making decisions.
In other words it provides them with the opportunity to have
access in decision-making at home. Husbands are also found
to ¢onsult their wives, 1f they are employed, more often
before financial decisions are made. This observation
corresponds to the observations made by Chaudhury (1975),

Khanna and Verghese (1981).
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Livision of Lgbour s

This aspect relates to the sharing of hougehold chores
by husband, wife and others in the household. The relevant
data are presented in Table 18.

Table 18 3 Frecuency and Percentage Distribution of
Respondente (200 wives) with regard to the Division
of Lgbour in the Hougehold activities.

Nature of Employed Employed Pull time Total

sharing of outsgide within housewives

household home home

activities (N=21) (Neb54) N=125) (N=200)
N % N % N % N %

Done by

salfe. 6 28.57 2¢ 44.44 75 60.00 1085 5245

Shared by

hugband 5 23.81 2 3.70 4 3.20 11 5.5

Sheared by

others 10 47.62 28 51.85 46 36480 84 42.0

Total ‘21 100,00 54 99.9% 125 100.00 200 100.0

It is evident from the table 18 and Figure 4 that the
sharing of household activities among household menbers is
greater in the families of working wives than in the families
of non-working wivess Doing all the work by self (wife) is
the greatest in the families of full time housewives (60 per
cent)e It is also seen f£rom Tzble 18 and Figure 4, that in
the families of the employed wives outside home, husband's
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participaticn in housechold activities is more than that in the
familles of the other two categories of wives (23.61 per cent,
3.70 per cent and 3420 per cent for employed ocutside, employed
within and full time houseirives respectively).

Thus, the finding indicates that the working wife gets
more co-operation in performing household activities than the
non~working wife. Despite the fact that the earnings of the
majority of the present employed wives were meagre, they were
able to get help in household sctivitles from husband more than
their unemployed counterparts. This finding is consistent with
Bhandari's finding where hucgbends of employed wives were found to
participate more than the husbands of unemployed wives (Bhandari,
I., 1974).

Lontrol over Famlly Purse 8

In a male dominated soclety like Bangladesh, it is natural

that male person, particularly the husband, in the familly has got
all the freedom and right to spend moneye. As he 1s the chief
bread earner, he‘&sually spends without consulting his wifes In
the present survey, the respondents (wives) were also asked

"who controls over family finance?® in order to determine

whether the wives have any control over the family purses Table }9

pregents data on this.
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Table 19 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of
Respondents (200 wives) with regard to their
Control over Family Purse.
Employed Employed Full time Total
cuteide home within home housewives
(Nuﬁ}) (N::Sﬁ) ) (N::;aﬁ) (NnZOO)
N % N T % N % N %
Salf 3 " 14.28 7  12.96 2 1.6 12 6.00
Husbangd 4 19.05 20 37.04 113 S0.4 137 68.50
Joint 14  66.67 27 50,00 10 8.00 51 2550
Total 21 100,00 54 100,00 125 100.00 200 100.00

"It is seen that more than f£ifty per cent wives in the
total sample have no freedom to handle the money for needs
of households hersslfe Only 3150 per cent wives have power
to control of the family pursee. Such are more among the
wives working outgide home than the other wives. Out of the
21 wives working cutside home, nearly 81 per cent handle money
if necessary either by self (14.28%) or jointly (66.67%).
The corresponding figures for the wives working within house«
holds are 12.96 per cent znd 50 per cent respectively and for
the full time housewives only 1.6 per cent and 8 per cent
respectively. Further, the working wives were asked whether
they give all of their income to their male counterparts.

Table 20 presents data on thise
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Table 20 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Employed
Wives with regard to thedr giving Income to their

Husbands.
Category Employed Employed Total
ocutside home within home
(N 2 z) (N=5Q ) (N:s?f.b_ 2
N % N % N % -
Not give any : 3 14.28 7 12.96 10 13+33
Partially give t 16 76419 30 55.55 46 61.33
Give all ] 2 9,52 17 31.48 19 25433

It is seen from Table 20 that out of total 7% working
wives, 61.33 per cent wives hand over part of their income to
their hugbands while 25.33 per cent give all of thelr income,
whereas only 13.33 per cent do not give at alle. Tha point is
that in spite of being income samers, the women have n¢ control

over their income which has to be handed over to thelr husbandse.

It is also important to note that though 46 wilves give
partially, all of them have no freedom to control of the family
income, It is evident £rom Table 19 that 51 {25 per cent) wives
handle money jointly.

This the overall findings regarding handling famlly purse
indicate that despite thelr income the working housewives have
no complete control over  their eamings. This feature agrees
with argument of Pughpa Sundar (1981) that men send women to
the workslte but "collect the wages the women have earned®
(p+866) .



ACCESS TO MEMBERSHIP IN COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME

Table 21 reveals the number and percentage of menbers -
of the women co-operstive goglety run by the ongoing develop=

ment organization in the villages surveyed (RDA).

Table 21 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Ristribution of
Respondents with regaxd to thelr Membetship in
tngoing Development Organization (RDA).

Occupational Yes No_ Total

catsgory N % N % N %

Employed | |

cutside home s 13 12.81 8 6430 a1 10.50

Employed ‘ ‘

within home : 32 43.83 22 17.32 54  27.00

Fulltime ) '

housewives : 28 38.36 97 76438 125 62,50

Total 73 100,00 327 100,00 200 100,00
Out of total

CQut. of total 200 sample housewives only 73 (36.5 per cent)
had received membership in the women co-dperative society run
by the ongoing development organizationss Majority of -thel
menbers ises 45 (61.64 per cent) cut of 73, beslonged to the
employed group of women who generally came £rom poor and

.extreme poor clasg of householdse.

without the menbership of the cowoperative soclety, no
women could avall themselves of any facility provided by the
programmes. AS women members are generally poor and do not

possess agricultural land, there is provision of giving a short

H
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term loan to theme Only 8 members were given credit for
short=terms« This loan is gqnerally isgued for vegetable
growing, poultry, cow and goat rearing. It is oaly
recently that the ongoing organization started to offer
loan to the female co-operative menbers for productive

PUIrposes.

As far as training is concerned, cnly 8 members were
found to get training in different types of activities
including tailoring, weaving, jute work, leather work and
midwifery provided by the ongoing development organization.
This training prograame was short-term of 3 months'® duration.
The trainees for short courses were selected on the basils
of thelir aptitade and leaderchip qualitles so that after
receiving training thevy could serve other merbers of the
organization or digseminate knowledge to others. Besides,
the aim of providing this training course to village women
is to generate a nean® of eaming and self employmente A
report of Bangladesh Academy for Rural Development showed
that 15 women of its co~operative programmae could earn
sabgtantially from sewing amounting to Taka 30.00 to 100.00
per month (Qadir and Quddus, BARD, 1979).

AWARENESS AND BELIEF TOWARDS PAMILY PLANNING 3

Awareness towards family planning i.e. belief that
having a small family is good (sarple wives of the present
study) would indicate the extent of their receptiveness to

the progressive notionse.
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4

The women in the sample had different views regarding
the family planning practice. Table 22-26 present data on
this regarde

Table 22 3 Frequency and Fercentage Distribution of Respondents
(200 Wives) with regard to their Belief in Family

Planning Practice.

Occupational ' Yog No _Total
category N % N % N %
Employed

outside homa 21 10.5 - - 21 10.5
Employed

within home 54 27.0 - - 54 2740
Fulltime

housewivas 71 385 48 24,00 125 62.5
Total 152 76.00 48 24.00 200 100.,0

It is evident from Table 22 that in the present sample
all the working wives 75 (37.5 per cent) had belief in
family planning while out of the rest 62.5 per,‘cmt full time
housewives 38.5 per cent had belief in family planning and
24 per cent 4id not believe s50. Belief in family planning by
all working wives may ba on account of their contact with
outside world. Besides as most of thé working wives came
from poor and extreme poor clasg of households, they have
realized the advantages of having small family size In terms
of gmall nunber of children in the family. However, those
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Yho had belief in family planning were asked to cite the
reasons Oof thelr preference in family planning practicees

The following Table 23 presents these datae

Table 23 s Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Respomdents
(wivgs 152) with regard to their Reasons of Praference
of Family Planninge.

Reasms " Employed Employed Fulltime Total
cutside home within home housewives )
(N=21) Qjaéﬂr) ‘ _Q{g??) (NuJ‘SZ)
N % B % N % N 4

1.8mall fomlly is
economically soundsiz 5714 35 64.81 33 42.86 80 52.63

245mall family is
happy T - 3 5.55 10 12,99 13 8.55

3.Children can be
given proper )
education t 5 23+81 11 20.37 20 25.97 36 23.68

4 Health of mother
and children . )
remains geod s 4 19.05 8 9.26 14 18.18 23 15.13

Total 21 100,00 54 99.99 77 100,00 182 99,99

2

As evident from Table 23 that the strongest reason cited
by respondents is economic (52.63 per cent) followed by the
.reason,'children can be given proper educaticn’ {(23.68 per cent)
and ‘health of mother and children remains good' (15.13 per cent).
The reason 'children can be given proper education' was
expressed by the respondents whose porcentage was greater in the

category of full time housewives than the other two groups while
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Though 76 per cent of the present sample women
interviewed approved of small family size (Table 22), the
women who actually practised it constituted only 44.50 per cent
(Table 24). Similar feature was also observed by Khanna and
Verghese (1981) that Inspite of approval of family planning
by the 80 per cent sample women, only 45 per cent actually
practised it.

So far as employment of womenl were congerned, more of
working than non~-working women adopted the family planning
methods l.e. 32.50 per cent working women asg against 12 per
cent non-working women (Fulltime housewives) ofthe present
investigation (Table 24). This supports the proposition that
the higher the employment of women, the greater the practices
of family plenning (Abbott Joan, 1974).

Therefore, to encourage the women to desire smaller
famlilies, steps should be taken by development organizations
to provide and expand appropriate eamning opportunities to
females to promote female participation in labour force whicq
would substantially reduce fertility (Mc Namara, 1978).

Howyever, the women who never used family planning
methods, were asked to state the reasong of their not using

the methodse Table 25 presents the reasons cited by them.
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Table 25 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Regpondents
(N=111) with regerd to thelr Reasons of not using
Family Planning Method.

Reason k Employed Employed Fulltime Total
cutslide within housewive
%?“g) lf(zgmg) {Nx301) (Nm111)
N % N '?. N % 3] 4
1Mot available: = - - - 26 25.74 26 23.42
2e.dusband dees
not like t = " 1 14.28 21 20.79 22 19.82
3.Religion s 1 33.33 3 42.86 16 15.84 20 18,02
4.3t is COStl}{ § - - 3 42.86 4 3.98 7 .31
5.1t iz not
helpful $ = - - - 4 3.96 4 3.60

6.D0 not know
how to use ¢ = - - - 25 .28.76 25  22.52

7.80 need 1 2 66.65 = - 5 4.95 7 6.31

-

Total s 3 99,99 7 100.00 101 98.99 111 100,00

The strongest reason stated by the sample respondents

was nen avallability of family planning device as it is svident
from the zbove tables. 22.52 per cent of the respondents did
not know how to usge themeans of birth control. It indicates
that ;dnese women would be willing to use family plenning devices
had they been avallable. But due to lack of their proper
knowlaedge they were not able to use the devices. The reasons
‘husband does not like' and 'Religion' were showed by 19.82 per

cent and 18.02 per cent respectively.
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Further, these women were asked “if family planning
devices are provided to you at your door step, would yoa like

o use them?" Thelr responses are presented in Table 26.

Table 26 3} Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Respondents
with regard to their wWillingness to adopt Family
Planning HMethode

Resgpondents by Yes No Total
Category R % 5T % oy A

2

e

Employed cutside home 0.90 2 1.80 3 2.70

1
Employed within home 3 7 €e3l = - 7 6.31

[ 5]

Fulitime housewives s 7 65,76 28 25.22 101 50.9%

Total $ 81 72,97 30 27.02 111 100.00

It is obsmeéi £rom Table ;.;6 that ocut of 111 respondents
who never used birth control device, 81 (72.97 per cent)
shoyed their willingness for the uce of device for birth control.
In total (89 + 81 = 170) B5 per cent of the total respondents,
have posiéiVe attitude towards birth control as it is evident
from tabless

The overall findings of Table 22+28, however, indicate
the need Of an urgent actiive and gtrong family planning programme
in the present villages surveyed. Thorefore, if any develop=
ment programme is to succeed, 1t mugt have a strong, feasible,

and appealing proegramme of family planning because this wlll apart
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apart from improving the economic conditions of the families

also would bring about an improvement in the status of women

PERCEPTIGN TOWARDS LIFE 1

Perception of the resgpondent women towvards life,a
qualitative aspect of development (Nandwani S.¢., 1982) was
analysed in terms of their optimistic and pessimistic viewss
It was z;egar&eﬁ as an Indicagtor of the status of women as the
lowver status derives from the lack of hopefulness or optimism
in one's life (Mikherjee, Bs, 1975), Khanna and Verghese 1981,
Chaudhuxy ek al. 198'0). Three aspects, namely; belief towards
econemidc condition of famlly, succese in life and feeling
towards life were considered which could indlcate the extent
of their optimism and pessimisme

Tables 27, 28, and 29 present data on this regard.

Table 27 s Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Respondents
with regard to the Bellef towards Economlc

Conditiom.
Belicfs Enmployed Employed Fulltime  Total
c();‘xtsic;e homa v(ré.tlux} home ngse’g:‘;ve Ga200)
=21 54 =12 =2
N 3 N % N % N %
Iack 3 3 14.28 6 11.11 39 31.2 48 24.0

Hardwork & effort: 10 47.62 18  33.33 52 41.6 80 40.0

Govemment
policies £ B8 38406 30 55.55 22 17.6 60 30.0

Do not know 3 - - - - 12 9.6 12 6,00

Total § 21 100,00 54 99.99 125 100,00 200 100.0
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Table 28 2 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Respondents
with regard to their Beliefs toward Success in Life,

Belicsts Employed Employed Fulltime Total
cutside home within home housewlves
(Nag;) (N=54) N=125) {N=200)
N % N % N % N %
Luck t 3 14.28 & 11+11 20 16.,00 29 14.50
self confidence
in one’s
ability i1 5238 23 42.59 55 44.00 89 44,50
Collective &
constant
endeavour t & 28.87 22 40.74 40 32.00 €8 34,00
Do not know 3 1 4.76__ 3 5455 10 _ 8.00 14 7.00
Total 21 99,99 54 99,99 125 100.00 200 100,00

The above data in Tables 27 and 28 indicate that among
woman dn the present saaple, the majority had an optimigtic
views In terms of their belief that better economic condition
and success in life could be achieved through hard work and
self confidence in one's ability (40 per cent and 44.5 per cent
respectively). Belief in government policies and collective
and constant endeavour were expressed by 30 per cent and 34
per cent respectively. It is also interesting to note that
among tne women who believed in fate or luck, the percentage is
more among the fulltime housewives than those among the
employed women (Table 27 & 28). Again there was not a single
case of the employed women who responded with ‘do not know' in
reply to the questions ‘do you think that your economlc condition
is decided by fater hard work and effort, etc'. While it

constituted 9.6 per cent for the fulltime housewives (Table 27).



230
Farthior. all ths sanple respondents of the present
investigatim were asiced to express their fecling towards
lite in terms of waothor they were hoppy OF nots Thair
reosponsas are presented in Table 20

Tele 29 % Freguency and Farcentage Distribucion of Sespondents
with regard to their Foeling toverds Lifes

Ll oy ed LPloyed Fulltine Total
astelds home within hooe housewives

Le200)
N % B ] N * N %

tlappy y 2 1.90 4 2,00 10 500 16 8,00
Go Lo & 12 6.00 38 19.00 70 35,00 120 60.00
Hisxacle ¢+ 7 3,50 212 500 43 2150 62 31.00
Empty P - - - ol 2 1.00 2 1.00

Tocal & 23 10,50 54 2700 325 62.50 200 300,00

it ip etriking to note that 32 por cent womenh felt that
they ware leading a sdcorsble lifee The majority of these
wainen Delonged to the cotegory of full time housewives $21.5
per cant’). 80 per cant and 8 per cant out of tho total respone
dents expressed as ‘so so' and 'hepDy' respectively. It is
ala® striking 0 note that oong e ofploysd woman in spite
Of wiedr hexd sffurt to inprove the coudition $¢5 por cent
felt thar thair lives wa;:a amlooraoles This is possible on
accsunt O£ toeixr extrene pOverty.s



FPART 2

IMPACT OF FLP QN THE STATUS OF WOMEN

This part deals with the analysis pertaining to the
impact of FLP on the status of the present employed sample

women in the home and the comminity.

It is widely accepted that the status of women is
closely related to the status of development of a country.
According to Chaudhury and Raihan "the status of women is
an important factor affecting the socio=economic development
of a country. Development of a country cannot be fially
realized if women... enjoy a subordinate position to men"
(1980, p.1). Therefore, a major concern of the present
investigation was to find ocut the effect of female labour

participation (FLP) on theilr status.

The progress of a soclety 1s likely to be slow where
women depend upon their male counterparts for social and
economic gecurity and lack economic emancipation. It is
so, because, "the status of any given secticn of population
in a society 1s intimately connected with its economic
position which depends upon rights, roles and opportunities
for participation in economic activities® (Government of

India, 1974, p.148).



Now, how far this female lgbour participation

‘ influenées thé status of women belonging to the poorer
section of soclety in terms of their exercise of rights

and power in the home and the community remains a question,
Therefore, of particular interest in this respect is to
assess the impact of female labour participation on the
status of women in the home and the commnity. Many

people have approsched the term status of women in different
ways. The United Nations (1975) has defined the status

of women as the "conjunction of position a woman occuples...
as a worker, student, wife, mother.,.,of the power md
prestige attached to these positions, and 0f the rights

and duties she is expected to exercise" (pe5)e

The term ®status' conceptualized by Mukherjee denotes
not only "the cénjunction of rights and dutiles as reflected
in the several roles of women, but also the degree of her
subordination in the home, her education, the nunber of sons
she hasgse«seher role in decision=making in family affairs
and her self perceived status in the home ad the commnity®

(1975,p.8)

Urmila Phadnis and Indira Malani expressed the concept
status in terms of "emancipation: the removal of constraints:.
higtorical or constitutional which impede a more fourth=

coming role on the part of the women" (1977,p.1).
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The pregsent study., however, examines, the term
status of women which refers to position, power, prestige,
freedom women have as Individuals and also how they
perceive themselves in the family and the community. Their
low status derives f£rom the lack of control over fertility,
lack of participation in decision=-making and lack of control
over material and sociagl resourcese. Further, pessimistic
behavicur, negative views and opinions may grow in them

due to thelr lower status in the family.

For the purpose of assessing the status of women in
the home and the community, seven indicators of status

were selected. These weres

1) decision-making power in the home,

2) division of labour in household responsibilities,
3) control over family finance,

4) control over fertility,

5) access to menbership in commmnity development
organization,

6) perception towards life,

7) Opinion towards progressive notions., namely, small

family norm and equality of sex.

Of these seven indicators, first six incorporated in the
tool in structured form and the remaining one was framed
in opinion statements (see the interview schedule,
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Responses to these statements were measured on a 5 point
contlnnum ranging from strongly agree, agrees ‘uncertain,
disagree to strangly disagree, scores were ranging from 5 to 1
(for positive statement) and 1 to 5 (for negative statement).
The structured questions carrmed scores varying from 1 to 4 :
depending on the number of possible answers. Thus a total
score of 100 was worked out to measure the degree of status.
enjofed Ey the women in the home énd the commariity. The
distribution of scores for each indicator is presented in

Table 1, Appendix III), -

_ Givelbelow is the table with data on the distribution

of total scores obtained by the respondents.

Table 1 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of the

Status Scores of 200 Respondentss .

Score range , Nurber of women Percentage
46 =« 50 12 ' , 6.00
§1 = 55 40 | 20.00
56 = 60 34 j 17.00
61 - 65 | a7 : 18 .50
66 ~ 70 38 : 19,00
71 - 75 31 S 15.50
76 = 80 8 . 4,00
Total . 200 100.00

Mean = 62,350; Median = 62.89; Mode = 63.97¢ SeDe = 8.159
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Bffect of Socio-sconomic Status of household, Female Uabour
force participation (FLP), Literacy level, Religion, Family

slze on the Status of Women

The data then were subjected to further statistical
analysis and testing for the purpose of finding out the
relative strength of 5 explanatory variasbles as determinant
of women's status, viz., soclo-economic status of households,
female labour force participation (FLP), literacy level,

religion and family size.

Table 2 presents data on the distribution of total
status scores according to socioweconomic status of house-

holdse

Table 2 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Status
Scorea of Respondents according to Soclo=sconomic
Status of Households.

Score Solvent Subgis= Poor Extreme Total
range (N=20) tence (N=67) poor (N=200)
N=63) (N=50)

N % H % N % N % N %
46=50 1 5.00 7 11.11 1 1.49 3 6.00 12 6,00
51=55 5§ 25,00 18 28.57 12 1791 5 10.00 40 20.00
56«60 5 25,00 8 12.70 12 17.91 9 18.90 34 17«00
61-65 2 10,00 9 14,28 14 20.89 12 24.00 37 18.50
66«70 3 15,00 11 17.46 15 22.39 9 18.00 38 19,00
71=75 3 15,00 8 12.70 11 16.42 9 18.00 31 15.50
76~80_ 1 5.00 2 3.17_.2 2:98__3 6.00 8 4,00
Total 20 100.0 63 ©99.99 67 99.99 50 100.00 200 100.00
SeDe 8.30 8.63 737 7,696 B.16
Co~effi~ 0013 0.14 0.11 0.12 0&13
clent of

variation



A glance at the mean score of the respondents
(Table 2) given on the basis of soclo~economic status of
households reveals that women belonging to poor and extreme
pooxr households have an edge over the other relatively
higher status of households. The mean score from the very
poor to the solvent category of households moved from
63.80 (s.de = 7.96), 63.30 (5.d.=27.37), 60.46 (5.ds = 8.63),ﬁ
£0 61+5 (s.d. = 8.30). However, F~test proved the mean
difference as insignificant (F=value = 2.117; df = 3.196;
not significant) at 0O.: 05 level of significance (Table 3).

Table 3 8 F~value of Difference of Mean Status Scores
obtained by Respondents between four Categoriles

of Socioweconomic Status of Households.

Scorce of Degreeg of sum of Mean F=yalue
variation freedom squares  square
‘Between' Groups 3 405,084 135.028
- i 20117
(within® Groups 196 12498.761 63.769

Not significant Tabulated value = 2.650

Hypothesis postulating a positive relationship between
soclio~economic status of households and status of women was

rejected at 5 per cent level of significante.



Tables 4, 5, 6 and 7 contdin the frequency and
percentage distributlon of the status scores Bbtamed by
the sample respondents on the basis of the other 4 expla-
natory variables viz., FLP, lite?rac:y level, religion and
family sizes |

Table 4 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Status

Scores of Respondents according to FLP,

Score Employed Unemployed ' Total
range . (N=75 (N=125 (¥=200)
_ N %, N % . N
— | ,
51 -~ 55 5 6467 35 28400 . 40
56 = 60 2 2466 32 25.60 34
61 =~ 65 16 21.33 21 16.80 37
66 = 70 17 22.67 21 16,80 38
71 - 75 27 36.00 4  3.20 31
76 = 80 7 9.335 1 0.80 8
Total . 7% 99,99 125 100,00 - 200
Mean 68.13 . 58488
SeDe 6483 . 6.81
Co~efficient
of

variation ’ 0,10 . 0.11
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Table 5 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of

Status Scores of the Respondents according

to thelr Literacy level.

Score range Literate Illiterate Total
N=87) =113) (N=200)
N %. N % N
46 -« 50 i 1.50 11 9.73 12
51 - 55 9 10.34 31 27.43 40
56 = 60 16 18.39 18 15.93 34
61 - 65 13 14.94 24 21.24 37
66 =~ 70 23 26.44 15 13.27 38
71 -5 19 21+84 12 10.62 31
76 - 80 6 6490 2 177 8
Total 87 100,00 113 199,99 200
Mean 65.41 59.99
SeDe 7446 7.88
Co-efficient
of

variation O0e1l - 0.13
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Table 6 § Frequency and Percentage Distribution of
Status Scores of the Respondents according
to their Religion. X
i
Score range Maslim f Hindu Total
, (N=150) . {N=50) N=200)

N % { N % N
46 = 50 11 733 : 1 2,00 12
51 = 55 35 28.33 | 5 10.00 40
56 =~ 60 27 18.00 7 14,00 34
61 = 65 26 17.33 11 22.00 37
66 = 70 27 18.00 ' 11 22.00 38
71 - 75 18 12.00 . 13 26,00 31
76 - 80 6 2,00 2 4,00 8
Total 150 99,99 | 50  100.00 200
Mean " 61437 i 6530
S+Da 8.19 | 7.29
Co~efficient
of ‘
variation 0e13 ' .11
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Table 7 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Status
Score of Respondents according to Family sizee.
Score range Small £amily Large family Total
(N=80) (N=115) (N=195)
11 % N %_ N %
46 - 50 3. 3.75 9 783 12 6415
51 = 55 10 12.75 29 25422 39 20.00
56 - 60 18 22450 16 13.91 34 17443
66 =~ 70 13 16425 25 21.74 38 19.49
71 = 75 11 13.75 18 15.65 29  14.87
76 =~ 80 4 5.00 4 3.48 8 4,10
. Total 80 100,00 115 - 100.00 195 89,99
Mean 63.00 61.78
SeDo 76 8.9
Co=efficient
of variation O.11 0,13
Table 8 3 t~values of Differences of total Mean Status
Scores Obtained by Regpondents according to
different selected Vériables.“
Variables Between e Degrees Level of
values of signifi=-
freedom cance
FLP . Employed & Unemployed 9.253 198 0,001
Literacy Literate & Illiterate 4.924 198 0.001
level
Religion Hindu & Muslims 2.621 198 0.01
Family Large & Small family 1.022 193 (Mot sig=

size nificant)

-
—




Of all other variables tested, Table 8 shows that FLP
" is the most ocutstanding determinant of women's status
followed by literacy level, and religion. Family size did

not emerge as a significant determinant of women's status.

The ﬁean status scores of 68.13 of employed women to
58.88 of unemployed (Table 4), 65.41 of the literate women
'to 59.99 of the illiterate women (Table 5) and 65.30 of
Hindu women to 6i.37 of Muslim women (Table 6) were found to
be highly significant statistically (Table 8).

The mean score 63.00 of women with small family to
mean score 61.78° of women with large family (Tsble 7) was

found to be insgignificant (Table 8).

The fact that female laﬁour participation enhances the
status of rural women both in the home and the community
shows clearly that FLP contributes to their power and status
which helps them ©to have control over fertility. Hence,
providing the rural women with Income earning activities not
only helps in halting the rgpid population growth which is
neutrializing all developmental efforts, but also in
resulting in a better utilization of the manpower of the
country (Boserup, E.,1975)« The £inding seems to confirm

thig viewe.

Literacy level emerged as the second mogt important

determinant of status. In the present study just the ability

k]



to read and write was taken as a criterion. Even this
literacy level was found to be significant determinant

of status. This has policy implication. As professor
Abdullsh Faroug (1982) has rightly placed great importance
on education for women by saying that "education is needed
for implementation of any beneficial policy and for
increasing pro@yctivity. Women need education to cope

the children education and to earn a livinge Women at job
bring down the number of children" which is one of the

targets of developmente

Religion came as a great hindrance to the Maslim
women to enjoy a better statuse The 'Purdash' system which
restricts the mobility of the Muslim women along with other
culturally defined norms have kept them far behind their
Hindu counterparts who are able to exercise relatively
greater control over fertility (taken as indicator of
status).

After identifying the determinants in terms of the
total status scores based on the seven indicators of status,
a further analysis was made to test the strength of 5
determinants viz., soclo=-economic status of household,
female labour participation, literacy level, religion and
family size on 5 aspects of status. For the purpose of
statistical computation and testing, the seven indicators

of status were compressed into 5 aspects as given belows
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1) Status in terms of management practices including
power in decision-making, husband and other member's
participation in household activities, control over
family purse. The total score assigned to these
aspects is 10.

2) Control over fertility = total score is 2.

3) Membership in community development organization =
total score is 2.

4) Perception of life consilsting of the belief towards
economic condition of the family, belief towards one's
success In life, feeling towards life -~ total score
is 11.

5) Opinions towards children in terms of small family
norm consisting of total score 35 and equality of sex
containing total score 40 (For details, see the
Appendix III),

Effects of Socio~sconomig Statug of Hougeholdg, Female
lsbour participation (FLP), Literacy level, Religion and

Family size on M ement Practi Home

Management Practices @

Table 9 presents the distribution of management practice
scores according to socio~economic status of households. The
specific practices 3 decision-making, sharing of household
activitles, control over purse, were taken together as one

aspect of status of wife in the family.



Table 2: Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores on
'Management Practices’ according to Socio=economic

Status of Householdge

Scores Solvent Subglig= Poor Extreme Total
tence jolelel o

{(N=20) (N:G}) (}._‘I::G?) (N=50) (N=200)

N % N % N % N %. N %
3 1 5.00 1 1.59 = - - - 2 +50
4 8 40.00 24 38.09 22 32.83 13 26.00 67 33.50
5 2 10,00 17 26.98 17 25437 7 14.00 43 21.50
6 2 10400 11 1746 10 14.92 12 24.00 35 1750
7 7 35.00 9 14.28 13 19.40 13 26.00 42 21.00
2] - - - - 1 149 1 2,00 2 1.00

Total 20 100,00 63 99,99 67 99.99 50 100,00 200 100,00
Mean 5030 5. 09 548 5086 5043

SeDe 142 115 1.43 1e47 139
Comaffim O, 26 0022 0.26 0.25 0-25
clent of

variation

It is evident fxom the above table that the mean score
regarding management practice obtained by the women is higher
in the poor and extreme poor households in comparison to
those of somewhat better off households (5.48 and 5,86 for poor
and extreme poor women and 5.30 and 5.09 for solvent and

subsistence women respectively). This difference was found to



to be gignificant gtatistically at 0.05 level of signi-

ficance through Fetest (table 10).

Taeble 10 s F-value of Difference of Mean Scores on Management
practices)between-Eour Categories of Soclo=economic

Status of Hougeholds,.

source of degrees sum of Mean FPevalue
varlation of squares square -
‘ freedom
'Between'® Groups . 3 17.033 5.677
5 . 3.164 I3
tWithin' Groups 196 351.665 1.794
Significant at 0.05 level, Tabulated value = 2.65 ’

t=test 0f pooled variance was computed to identify the

cross wise differences o0f four categories of household status.
The result snowed the mean dlfference to be significant only
between subsistence aind extreme poor (t-value 3.142; &f = 111;
significant at 0.01 level) (Table 15).

This group, is.e., extreme poor, had the highest number
of wives employed cutsiée home. Thus female labour partici=-
pation (vide table 11) seems to be the determaining interven-

ing variable to affect the status of women.

Tables 11, 12, 13, 14 contain data on the frequency



and percentage distributlion of total score of management
practices obtained by respondents, in terms of 4 explanatory
variables, viz., FLP, literacy level, religion and family
size. Analysig of the data of all the tablesgs showed that
excepting religion, the other three variables emerged as
significant determinants affecting the three aspects of
management practices (taken as indicators of status) of
women in the sample (Table 15). It implies that the women
with employment, literacy and small family size can exert
more pOWér in decision making in household affairs. This
finding agrees to gome eitent. with the obgervation made
by Chaudhury R.H. (1975) that "Working women have more

influence on decision-making than non=-working women® (p.192).

Thus it is clearly indicated by the present finding
that the lack of education and the presente of many children
in. the family will retard female labour supply {(Paul, 1982)
and this in turm will cause the lack of power in exefcising'

their rights and roles at home,



Table 11 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of

Scores on‘Managemeni: practiceé according

to FLPa
Scores ‘ Employed Unemployed Total
(9=75) (N=125) (N=200)
N % N % N
3 - - 2 1.6 2
4 10 13.33 57 45.6 67
5 13 17:33 30 24.0 43
6 20 26,67 15 12.0 35
7 23 30.67 19 15.2 42
8 6 8.00 i 0.8 7
9 1 1.33 1 0.8 2
10 2 2.66 - - 2
Total :75 99,99 125 100,00 200
Mean $ 6.173 4.992
SeD. s 1.360 1.203
Co~efficient of
variation 3 0.22 0.24
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Table 12 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of
Scores on Management practices’ according
to Literacy level.
Scores Literate Illiterate Total
W=87) __ MN=113) (N=200)
N % N % - N
3 1 1.15 1 .88 2
4 20 22,99 47  54.02 67
5 17 19.54. 26 23.00 43
6 21 24.14 14 12.39 35
7 20 22+.99 22 19.47 42
8 5 5.74 2 1.76 7
9 2 2.30. - - 2
10 1 1.15 1 «88 2
Total : 87 100.00 113 100,00 200
Mean : 5.77 5.18
SeDe. ] 1.42 1.30
Co=efiicient

of
average 3 025 0.25



Table 13 3 Frequency and Percentage Digtribution of

L 1
Scores on Management practices according

to Reliyione.
Scores Muslims Hindu Total
W=150) (N=50) (N=200)
N . % N % N
3 2 1.33 - - 2
4 52 34,67 15 30.00 67
5 33 22;00 ‘10 20,00 43
6 26 17.33 9 18,00 35
7 32 21.33 10 20,00 42
8 2 1,33 5 10.00 7
9 2 1.33 - - 2
10 "1 0.67 1 2.00 2
Total 150 99,99 50 100.00 200
Mean 5,35 5.68
SeDo 1.34 1.49
Co~efficient
of
variation 0.26

0.25
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' )
Scores on‘Management practices according

to Family size.

Scores

Small family

Big family
. (N=115)

Total

- w=80) (N=195)
&1\} :.A(»\,. -;;;:%.’ r nﬁ____‘, ‘,;_‘2% s,; 5 ) %
3 1 1.25 1 .87 2 1,02
4 11 13.75 ' 52  25.22 63  32.31
5 15 18.75 . 27  23.48 42  21.54
6 23, 28475 i 12 10.43 35  18.95
7 23 28.75 ' 19  16.52 42  21.54
8 5 6425 2 1.74 7 3.59
9 1 1425 1 87 2 1.02
10 1 1.25. . 1 87 2 1.02
Total 80 100,00 115 100,00 195 99,99
Mean 6.00 i '5,09
SeDe 1430 | 1.32
Co-effiéiént
of
variation 022 0.26



Table 15 3 -t-values of Difference of Mean Scores Gn(Management

Practices cbtained by Respondents according to

5 selected variabless

at

Variables Between t~values Level of
gignificance
Religion Muslim and 1.46 198 NeSe
Hindu |,
FLP (Pemale Employed and 6.453 198 0.001
Labour Unemployed
participation)
Literacy ’ Literate and. 3089 198 .01
level Illiterate
Fanily size - Large and 4.814 193 0.001
. sSmall family Lo
Socio= Solvent and «807 81 N.Se
economic Status Subsistence .
of Household ‘ -
‘ Solvent & Poor ° .589 85 N.S.
Solvent & ‘
Extreme poor. 1.435 68 NeSe
subsistence 1+725 128 N.S,
and poor
Subgistence
and »
Extreme poor 3.142° 111 «01
Poor and
Extreme poor  1.397 115 N.Sa

N.SQ =

_Not significante.



" Control .of Fertility

This variable taken as an indicator of status of women
was operationalised in terms of the actual practice of
family planning by women in the sample. (Score 2 for practice
of family planning and Score 1 for non-practice)s In order to
igdntify the determimants of this variable, the samgle was
variously divided according to soclo-economic status. female
labour participation, literacy level, religion and family

size and statistically tested.

Table 16 gives data on the scores obtained by the
respondents in respect of the statement related to family
planning and Table 17 gives the result of the F-test with

the households classified according to socio-economic statuse.

Table 16 2 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores
on 'Control over fertility' according to Socio=
economic Status of Householdse

Scores Solvent Bubsistence Poor Extreme Total
poor
(N=20) W=63)  &(N=67) N=50) (N=200)
N % N % N % N % N %
1 15 75.00 41 65,08 40 59,70 25 50,00 111 58.50

2 5 25.00 22 34,92 27 40.30 25 50.00 89 44.50

Total s 20 100.00 63 100,00 67 100.00 50 100,00 200 100.00

Mean H 1.25 1.35 1.40 1.50 1445
Selle $ 433 «477 490 «50 «497
Co~effi=
cient of

Variaticnt 0.35 0.35 0035 0033 0.33
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Table 17 : F~value of Pifference of Mean Scores on Control

over Fertility between four Categories of SOCiO"(

aconomic Statué of Héuseholds.

Source of Degrees Sum of Mean FPevalue
variation of sguares square
freedom
'Between' Groups - 3 1.616 5386
, 24344
AWithin' Groups. 196 45,053 «2298 . .

Not significant

Tabulated value = 2+65

The test (Table 17) showed that there was nd relation=

ship between soclo~economic staﬁus of the household and the

of .
power to controlsfertility of the women in the sample.

Hence hypothesis postulating the positive relationship

between control over fertility and socio~economic status of

household is rejected at 5 per cent level of significance.

1

Tables 18, 19, 20, 21 present data on score regarding

control over fertility obtained by respondents divided

according to FLP, literacy level, religion and famlly size.
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Table 18 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

" on ‘*Control over fertility®' according to FLP.

~

Score range Employed (N=75) ' Unemployed(N=125) Total
- (N2200)
N % N % . N

1 10 13.33 101 80.80 111

2 65 B6.66 24 '19.20 89
Total s 75 99,99 125 100.00 200
Mean 3 187 1.19
SD. 3 .34 .39
Co=efficient
of variation .18 0.33

Table 19 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on 'Control over feréility' according to

Literacy level.

écore range Literate Illiterate Total
{N=87) (N=113) (N=200)
N % N % N
1 ‘44 50457 67 59,29 111
2 43 49442 46  40.7i 89 .
Total 87 99,99 113 100.00 200
Mean ' 1.50 1.41
t_s‘Do \ ’ 050 t49
Go-efficient
of variation ¢ - 0.33 0e35



Table 20

200

¢+ Frequency and Percenﬁagé Distribution of Scores

on ‘'Control over fertility' aceording to Religions

Scores Mislim (N=150)  Hindy (N=50) Total (N=200)
N T % N % N
1 91 60,67 20 40,00 ~ 111
2 59 - 39.33 30 60.00 .. 89
Total 1150 100,00 50 100.00 200
Mean ] ' 1493 1.60
SeDe 3 «488 «489
Co=efficient “
of variation H 0.25 0.30

Table 21 & Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on ‘Control over fertility' according to Family

size.
Scores Large family Small family Total
(M=115) (9=80) (9=195)
N % ‘N % N %
1 75  65.22 35 43.75 110756441
2 40 34,78 45 56425 85 43.59 .
Total y 115 100.00° 80  100.00 195 100.0
Mean 8 i-35 1.56
SeDe ' 476 <496
Go~efficient Of : .
4 0335 0.32

variation
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Analysis in terms of the above variasbles showed that
FLP, religion and family size were slgniflcant determinants
influencing this asgpect of status while literacy was found
to be insignificant (Table 22) factor,

The fact is that a number of women, though in favour of
having a smaller family were not clear about what they ought
to do and which method would be best for them. Sirce in the
rural sector of our society the’wemen are generally illiterate
or low-educated, thay are naturally not aware of the best
method of family planning. Hence, ignorance is one of the
greatest obstacles towards the better life that women could
enjoy by practising family planning, Thus it appears that
ignorance as well as the lack of mobility the rural women parti-
cularly the Muslim women, stand in their way of practising
fanily planning despite their willingnesse.

The pPresent findings agree with the evidence revealed by
the study done by Chamdhury (1978). He says that "a working
woman who islilliterate or who has only had limited formal
education has fewer children Fhan her counterpart who is not
working® (cited in Chaudhury and Raihan, 1980, p.132).

Table 223 %-values of Difference in Mean Scores on 'Control over
fertility according -to different selected Variables.

Variableé Between ) t=value df Level of

. ‘ : : : sionificance
FLP i Employed and Unemployed 12.276 198 001
Literacy ¢ Literate '‘and Illiterate 1.220 198 Not
level , significant
Religion ¢ Maslim and Hindu ~ 3.014- 198 ,L,01

Famlly sizet Large and Small family 2,587 193 «01
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Access to Membersghip in Community Development Organization @

Acgess to membership of women in any community develop=
ment organization indicates the extent of their mobility and
their freedom from social restriction. Tables 23 and 24
present da@a in this regard, according to socio=~economic

status of the houséholds.

Table 23 :¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution of
—  Scores on Access to Membership aCCording to

different Socio~economic Status of Households.

Score Solvent Subsig- Poor Extreme Total

tence poor
{:=20) (N:ﬁé) (N=67) J (N::éO) S_N:ZGO)
N % N % N - % N % N %
1 20 100.00 49 77.78 32 47.76 29 58,09 130 65,00

2 - - 14 22.22 35 52.24 21 42.00 70 35.20

Total 20 100.00 63 100.0 67 .100.0 50 100.00 200 100.00

Mean =~ 1 1222 14522 1.42 1.53
SeDe 0 W42 .50 49 .48
Comeffi- '
cient

of



Table 24 ¢ F~value of Difference of Mean Scores on Access Lo
Membership between three Categories of Socio=
economic Status of Households.

Source of Degrees - Sum of ¢ Mean F~value

variation of Bguares square )
freedom_ __ -

'‘Between' 'Groups 2 3.259 1.6295

y ’ - 7.910

*within' Groups 177 36.478 «2060

Significant at .01 level Tabulated value = 4.71

Table 23 reveals that out qf 200 respondents, only 70
(35 per cent) were members of the existing development orga=-
nization in the wvillages sug%eyed. Majority of them were poor
and extreme poor. Not a single cése of the solvent household
was found to be a menber of this organization. Among
subsistence families only 14 wives were members. The difference
in the mean scores between subsistence (1.222), poor {(1:522)
and ,extreme poor (1.42) was significant at .01 level of:
significance (Table 24). This implies that social mobility is

negatively associated with socio-économic status.

1

Among other varisbles, affecting this aspect of status,
literacy level and religion emerged as stronger determinants
than PLP and fanily size. The differences in the mean scores

Of 1.480 of employed to 1.272 of unemployed, 1.770 of literate
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to 1.026 of 1lliterate women and 1.2%37 of Muslim to 1.66
of Hindu women, 1209 of women with large family to 1.512
of women with small family were found to be significant

statistically (table 29).

- Table 25 s Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores
on 'Access to Membership' according to FLP.

Scores Brployed Unemplo¥éd Total
(=75 (N=125 {N=200)
N % N % ) N
1 39 52.00 91 72.80 130
2 36 48,00 34 27.20 70
Total 75 100,00 125 100.00 200
Mean 1.48 10272
SeDa 50 «44
Co=efficient

of variation 0.34 0.35

Table 26 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on 'Access to Membership' according to Literacy

LeVél -
Score Literate(N=87) Illiterate(N=113) Total
N % N % (N=200)
N
1 20 2299 110 97.35 130
2 67 77.01 3 2.65 70
Total - 87 100.00 113 100.00 200
Mean 1.77 1.026
SeDe _e42 «16
Co~efficient

of varlation Ou24 0.15
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Table 27 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on 'Access to Membership' according to Religion.

Scores Maslims Hindu Total-
(N=150) (N=50) (N=200
N % N % N
1 113 75.33 17 34,00 130
2 37 24.66 33 66.00 70
Total 150 100,00 . 50 100,00 200
Mean 1247 1 «66
SeDe : ’ 431 474
Co~gfficient
of variation 0.35 0.28

Table 28 3 Freguency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on 'Access to Membership' according to Family size.

Total

Scores Large family Small family
(N:l%g )] MO) {(N= }_.95)
N ¥ N % N %,
i .91 7913 39  48.75 130 66467
2, - 24 20.87 41  51.25 65 33.33
Total . 115 100,00 80 100,00 195 100400
Mean ’ 1.209 1.512 14333
S eD. »406 +466 «471
Co=~egfficient )
of variation: 0.33 0.31 0.358



Table 29 1 t-values of Difference of Mean Scores 'on Access

to Membership' according to different selected

Variablese.

Varisbles Between t=value Degrees Level of
of signifi~
freedom cance

Unemployed

Literacy Literate and 6.953 198 001

level Illlterate

Religion Maslim and 5.696 198 <001

Hindu
Family size Small and 4.640 193 . 001
Large family

Socio=- Subsistence

economnic and Poorx 3.690 128 «001

status of

Households Subsistence and

Extreme poor 24302 111 «05
Poor and
Extreme poor 1.089 115 Not
: Significant

Perception Towards Life 3

Tables 30 -~ 36 present data on perception scores in

terms of the optimistic and pessimistic views towards life

oflﬁhe present regpondent women.
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Table 30 s Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Perception

Scores of Respondents according to Soclo~economic

Status of Households.

Scores Solvent Subsgis~ Poor Extreme Total
tence poox
=20) (=63 ) N=67) (N=6D) (N=200)
N % N % N % N % N %
4 - -~ 1 1.59 4 5.97 5 10.00 10 5.00
5 1 5,00 6 9.52 4 5,97 8 16.00 19 9,50
6 2 10.00 10 15.87 10 14.92 8 16.00 30 15.00
7 i 5.00 6 9.52 7 1045 7 14.00 21 10.50
8 1 5.00 7 11.11 6 8.95 3 6.00 17 8.50
9 2 10.00 7 11.11 14 20.89 12 24.00 35 17.50
10 9 45,00 20 31.75 22 32.84 7 14.00 58 29.00
11 4 20-00 & 9452 bd - - - 10 . 5,00
Total 20 100.0 63 99.99 67 99.99 50 100.00 200 100.00
Mean 2,200 8.270 8.044 7.180 8.015
SeD« 2.000 1.927 1.927 1.986 24035
Cowgffi=- 0.22 0.23 0-24 0028 00 25
cient of
variation

It is interesting to note from the above table that on

this aspect the women of the relatively better off households

scored better tinan the other status famillies.

The mean score

obtained by the families in descending order of household status

are 9.200, 8.280, 8.044, 7.180 for solvent, subsistence., poor
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and extreme poor households respectively. This difference
was found to be significant statistically by applying F~test
(Table 31).

Table 31 & Fevalue of Difference of Mean Scores on Perceptlon
between four Categories of Socio-economic Status

of Households.

Source of Degrees of Sum of Mean F=value
variation Freedom squares square;
‘Between’
Groups 3 67.092 22.364
6.316

'within'
Groups | 196 694.062 3.541

Significant at 0.05 level Tabulated value = 2.600

Further, the tegt of pooled variance showed the mean
difference to0 be significant between azll the groups except
that between the mean scores of subsistence and poor women
(Table 36). Despite their involvement in gainful activities,
still the women in lower socio=economic status households
are not earning enough to galn confidence and an optimistilc
view towards life. This is in view of the poor wages paild
to them. Further, with the poor contribution to family income
though they are able to enjoy higher status in the home s d

community, their ecenomic condition is so poor that they
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are frustrated and find life a big burden. This has

strong policy implication.

There seems t0 be an urgent to

examine the wage rate for the unorganized sector, by the

government or development organizations.

Table 32 to 36 give the distributions of scores on perception

by the respondents classified according to FLP, literacy

level etcg.

Table 32 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of

Perception Scores of Respondents according to

FLPe.
Scores Employed Unenployed Total
(§=75) (N=125 (N=200)
N % N %

4 6  8.00 4 3.2 " 10
5 6 8.00 13 10.4 15
6 7  9.33 23 18.4 30
7 5 € .06 16 12.8 21
8 6 8.00 11 8.8 17
9 17 22467 18 14.4 35
10 23 30.67 35 28.0 58
11 5 6 .67 5 4.0 10

%€

Total 75 100.00 125 100.00 200

Mean 80226 70888

SeDe 2.107 1.980

Co~efficient

of variation 0.26 0.25
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Table 33 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of
Perception Scores of Respondents according to

Lilteracy level.

Scores Literate Ililterate Total

(N=87) (=113) (N=200)
N % N % N
4 5 5.75 5 4.42 10
5 6  6.90 13 11.50 19
6 10 11.50 20 17.70 30
7 12 13.79 9 7.96 21
8 9  10.34 8 7.08 17
9 11 12.64 24 21.24 35
10 26 29.88 32 28.32 58
11 8  9.19 2 1.77 10
Total 87 99,99 113 99.99 200
Mean 84195 7.876
SeDe 2.06 o 2.005
Co=efficient
of

variation 0.25 0.25
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Table 34 ¢ Frequency and Fercentage Distribution of

Perception Scores of Regpondents according to

Religion.
Scores : Muslim | Hindu - To£al
. N=150) (N=50) (N=200)
N %A N % N
4 7 467 3 6.00 10
5 14 9.33 5 10,00 19
6 2% 1800 3 64,00 30
7 16  10.67 5 = 10.00 21
-8 10 6.66 7 14.00 17
9 25 16466 10 20,00 35
10 44 29.33 14 28,00 58
11 D B 3 6,00 10
Total 150 99,99 | 50  100.00 ' 200
Mean | 7.960 x 84180
S.Ds N 2,042 " 24006
g§~efficiént 0e26 :- 025

variation



£ b n

268
Table 35 t Frequency and Percentage Distributlon of
Perceptlon Scores of Regpondents according
to Family size.
Scores Small family Large familly Total
(N=80) {(N=115) N=195)
N % N % . N %
4 2 250 8 6.96 10 5.13
5 8 10,00 11 9.56 19 9.74
6 10 12.50 20 17.39 30 i5.38
7 9 11.25 12 10.43 21 10.77
8 11 13.75 6 5.22 17 8272
9 11 13.75 19  16.52 30 15.38
10 25  31.25 33 28.69 58 29.74
11 4 5.00 6 5.22 10  5.13
Total : 80 100.00 115 99.99 195  99.99
Mean 84150 7.878
SeDe 1.930 2.131
Co~efficlent 0.24 0.27

of variation

The mean perception scores of B8.226 of employed women to

7.888 unemployed (Table 32), 8.195 of the literate women to

7.876 of illiterate (Table 33) mean score of 8.18 of Hindu

women to 7.96 of Muslim women (Table 34) and 8.150 of women

with small family to 7.878 of women with large family (Table 35)

were found to0 be insignificant statistically as determined by

applying t~test (Table 36).
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Apart from the socio=economic status of the households

none of the other explanatory variables, viz., FLP, literacy

level, religion, family size, emerged as determinants of

perception towards life (Table 36);

May be this indicator itself has nothing to do with

status of womene.

Table 36 & t-values of Bifference of Mean Scoies on Perception
of life of Respondentsaccording to different
selected variables.

Variables Between t=value df Level of
significance
FLP (Female Employed and 1.138 198 N.S.
labour Unemployed . '
participation)
Literacy Literate and 1.111 198 N.S.
level Illiterate
Relgion Maslim and Hindu  +660 198 N.S.
Family size Large and «604 123 HNe.Se
Small family
soclo=economic Solvent énd
Status of Subsistence 1.860 81 «10
Household
BSolvent and Poor 2.368 85 05
Solvent and
ExXtreme poor 2.287 68 «05
Subsistence
and Poor «653 128 NeSe
Subsistence and
Extreme poor 2.86 111 «01
Poor and
Extreme poor 2.347 115 «05

NeSe = Not significant
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Opinion towards Small Family Norm and Equality of Sex
Orientation » :

This aspect was taken in@o consideration as an
indicator of the status of women based on the assumption that
the improvement of ‘the status of women derives from a chgnge
in attitude towards existing social practices and accgptance
of new challenges in society (Khanna.& Verghese, 1981).
Tables 37 to 48‘present data dg the distribution of soores
with regard to the opinion of respondents towards small family

norm and equality of sex which are new challenges to them.

Table 37 s Frequency and Percemtagé<Diatributicn of Scores
. on Small Family Norm of Respondents according to
Socilo=economic Statug of Household.

Scores Solvent Subsis~ Poor Extreme Total
tence ; poor
(N=20) - (N::63) (N=67) -(N=50) (N=2 00)
N % N % N. o N % N %
15 and ' <
below. 5 25.00 18 28.57 16 23.00 12 24,00 51  25.50
(16=20 B 25.00 4 6.35 6 8.95 4 B8.00 19  9.50
21-25 5 25.00 31 49.21 28 41.79 20 40.00 84 42.00
" 26~=30 3 15.00 9 14.28 10 14.92 7 14.00 29 14.50
Total 20 100.00 63 99.99 67 100,00 50 100.00 200 100.00
Mean 20,00 20,650 21,955 22.3 ' 21.53
S.D. | 54567 5.479  6.26  6.558 64150
Co-effi-‘ 0029 0026 0028 0. 29 0-28
cient ©Ff '

variation
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Table 38 3 F=~value of Difference of Mean Scores between four
, Categories of Soclo~economic Status of Householdse

Source Of Degrees of Sum of Mean F-value
variation Freedom squares  square
*Between' Groups 3 1384195 46.065

- . . 1.263
‘within!' Groups 196 7148.795 © 36.473

Not significant Tabulated Value = 2.650

Hypothegls postulsting the positive relationship between socio=-
economic status énd opiniong towards small family norm is

rejected at 5 per cent level of significance.

Table 39 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores on
Bquality of Sex according to Socio=-economic Status
of Householde '

Scores Solvant Subsig= Poor Bxtreme Total
tence poor
{9=20) (N=63) _ (N=67) (N=50) (1=200)

N % N % N % N % N %
15 and : '
below 1 5400 3  4.76 3  4.48 2 4.00 9 4.50
16=20 3 15.00 10 15.87 8 11.94 8 16.00 29 14.50
21~25 8 40.00 18 28.57 20 29.85 13 26.00 59 29.50 .
26=30 4 20,00 23 36451 25 37.31 14 28.00 66 33,00
31=35 3 15.00 7 11.1i1 8 11.94 10 20,00 28  14.00
36 and '

above 1 5.00 2  3.17 3  4.48 3 6.00 9  4.50

-

Total 20 100.00 63 99.99 67 100.00 50 100.00 200 100.00

S'.Da 6.00 5.61 5462 6 .24 5.83
Co=~effi- 0.24 0.22 0.22 0.24 0.23
cient of

variation
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Table 40 ¢ P=value of Difference o0of Mean Scores between

four Categories of Soclo=-economic Status of

Houssholdg.
Source of Degrees 0f sum of Mean Feyalue
variation freedom squares square
'Between' Groups 3 20.800 = 6492333
. «2014
'Within' Groups 196 6744.977 34.41
Not significant Tabulated value = 2.650

Hypothesis postulating positive relationship between socio=
economic status and opinion towards equality of sexrrejected

at 5 per cent level of significances

Tables 37 =~ 40 reveal that with regard to both progre=
ssive notions, the women f£from lower levels of household
status exbress more positive opinions. Thelr mean scores
are 21.95 (poor families) and 22.3 {extreme poor families)
respectively in the case of small famlly, whereas it 1is 20.00
and 20.65 for the solvent and subsistence familles respectively.
The figures for equality of sex are 25.68 and 26.1 for poor
and extreme poor respectively as compared to 25.00 and 25.14
for the solvent and subsistence families respectively. But
these differences seem to be slights they were found to be

ingignificant as determined by the F~test (Tables 38,40). In
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both cases the hypothesis posmiating the positive relation=
ships betweeﬁ socio=economic st;tus of households and these
two progressive noyiohs; namely, small family norms and
equality of sex were rejected at 5 per eent level of signi-
ficance.

Table 41 and 42 give data on the distribution of scores

according to female labour participation (FLP).

i
.

3

i

Table 41 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on Small Family Norm of Resgpondents according to

FLP,. !
Scores Employed | Unemployed Total
' (N=75 s . (N::lgs (N=200)
N- % N % N
15 and below 10 13.33 41 32.8 51
16 = 20 6 8.00 ; i3 10e4 19
21 - 25 37 49433 47  37.6 " 84
26 - 30 11 14.67 18 14.4 29
Total 75 100,00 125  100.00 200
Mean 23.466 20,4
SeDe 5.783 6.086
Co=-efficient S

of wvariation " 0.25 - 0.30



Table 42 : Prequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on Equallty of Sex of Respondents according to

FLP.
Scores Employed Unemployed Total
(N=75) (N=125 (N=200)
N % N % N
15 & below 3 4,00 6 4.8 9 -
16 - 20 10 13.33 19 1542 29
21 - 25 ; 21 28.00 38 30.4 59
26 - 30 25 3867 37 29.6 66
31 -~ 35 7 9.33 21 16.8 28
36 - 40 5 6,67 4 342 9
Total 75 10000 125 100.00 200
Mean 27.20 25440
S.D. 5.54 y 5.85
Coefficient .
of variation 0.20 0.23

The scores, when analysed in terms of FLP, showed a
significant relatlonship (Taple 49). Employed women showed
significant positive opinion towards small family norm and
equallty of sex than their other unemployed counterparts
(Tables 41, 42, 49). Despite their meagke earning still
involvement in income eamdiag activities generates such
progressive opinion regarding such aspects of national importance

which is a healthy aspect of development.
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Data on scores analysed in' terms of litéeracy level

are presented in 43 and 44.

i

Table 43 ¢ Frequency and Percentage Distribution Scores
on Small Family Norm of Resgpondents according

-~

t
to Literacy level. j

1
R

sScore _ Literate% Illiterate Total
range (N=87) (N=113) (N=200)

N % N % N
15 and below 14 16409 37 32,74 51
16 = 20 9  10.34 10 8.85 19
21 = 25 39 44.83 ., 45 39,82 84

. ' . /

26 =~ 30 16 18 439 13 11.50 29
31 =~ 35 9  10.32 g ° 7.08 - 17
TPotal 87 99,99 113 99.99 200
Mean . 22.827} 20.556

S'OD- - 50795 . 6-‘244

Coefficient of 1 ,
variation ’ 0425 0.30

'
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Table 44 : Frequency and Percentage Distribution of

Scores on Equity of Sex according to Literacy

level.

Score Literate Illiterate Total
Range (N=87) o (N=113) (N=200)

] % N % N
15 and below 5 5475 4 3.54 9
16 « 20 11 11.34 18 15.93 29
21 = 25 19 21.84 40 35.40 5%
26 - 30 32 36.70 34 30,09 66
31 -~ 35 16 18.39 12 10.62 28
36 ~ 40 4 4.60 5 4.42 9

- — b

Total 87 1090.00 113 100.00 200
Mean , 26,160 25.079
SeD. 6.070 54590
Co~gfficient
of variation Ge23 Q.22

AB far as the variable literacy level is concerned,
it was found to be significantly related with the opinion
towards small family norms while it was insignificesit
affecting the opinions towardsequality of sex (Table 49).
Possibly, only able to read and write which was regarded
as literacy, was not enough for the rural women to improve
and change their idea or view regarding the equality of sexe
This feature is consistent with the observation by Ranade
SNe (1975)e¢ According to him, two=thirds of the respondents

who were construction workers, expressed that education was



necessary for boys in order to get better jobs.

Tables 45, 46 glve data on scores according to religione.

Table 45 3 Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on Small Family Norm of Regpondents according to

Religion.

Score Mayslim Hindu Total

range (N=150) (N=50 (N=200)
N % N % N

16 - 20 12 + 8,00 7 14.00 19

21 -~ 25 58  38.67 26 52,00 84

26 = 30 23 15.33 6 12.00 29

31 - 35 13 8467 4 8.00 17

Total 150  100.00 50 100.00

Mean 21430 22.30

SQD' 6‘40 5'29

Co=efficient '

of
variation 0«30 0.24%
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Table 46 3 Freguency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on Equality of Sex of Regpondents gccording to

Religion.
Score Muslim Hindu Total
Range (N=150) (8=50) (N=200)
N % N % N
15 and below 6 4.00 3 6.00 9
16 - 20 21 14.00 8 16.00 29
21 - 25 47 31.33 12 24.00 59
26 = 30 54 36.00 12 84.00 66
31 - 35 17 11.33 11 22.00 28
36 ~ 40 5 3.33 4 8400 9
Total 150  99.99 50 100.00 200
Mean 25,33 26420
SeDe 54467 6.764
Co=egfficient
of wvariation .21 0.26

Religion, as an explanatory variable in terms of

thils aspect proved insgignificant.

There was no difference

of opinion between ﬁhslim and, Hindu women regarding both

gmall family norms and equality of sex (Table 49).

In case of family size as a determinant, women with

small family size showed gignificant positlve opinion towards

equality of sex than the other women with large family size.

The data on this are given in Tables47 and 49.
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Table 47 & Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores

on Small Famlly Norm of Regpondents according to

Famlily size.

Score Large family Small family Total

Range N=115) (N=80) M=195)
N % N % N %

15 and below 32 37.83 19 23.75 51 26415

16 - 20 11 9.56 8 10,00 19 9.74

21 - 25 49 42.61 30 37.50 79 40.51

26 = 30 13 11.30 16 20,00 29 14 .87

31 - 35 10 8.69 7 8.75 17  8.72

Total 115 99,99 g0 100,00 198 99,99

Mean 21.174 22.00

SeD» 6197 6.244

Co=efficient .

of variation 0.29 0.28

Table 48 & Frequency and Percentage Distribution of Scores
on BEquality of Sex of Regpondents according to
Famlly sizes

Score Large family Small family Total
Range (N=115) (N=80) (N=195)
N % % N %
15 and below 5 4.35 4 5.00 9 4.61
16 - 20 20 17.39 9 11.25 29  14.87
21 - 25 39 33.91 20 25.00 59  30.26
26 -~ 30 35 30.43 26 32,50 61 31.28
31_=_35_ 12 14.43 16 20,00 28 14.36
36_=_40 4 3.48 5 6225 9____4.61 _
Total 115 99.99 80 100.00 195 99.99
Mean 240782 2605@
S.D. 5.602 6.144
Co~efficient 0.23 0.23

of variation
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Table 49 3 t-values of Difference of Mean Scores on Opinion

towards Samll Family Norm and Equality of Sex
according to 4 Variablese.

Variables Between t-values Degree Lwvel of
for small of signim
family freedom ficance
Norms

FLP Employed and

Unemployed 3.5° 198 0.001

Literacy Literate and 2.612 198 0.01

level Illiterate

Religion Maslim and Hindn 0.993 198 NeSe

Fanily size Large and 0.908 193 NeSe

Small family

Varlables Between t=values Degree Level of
for of signi=-
equality freedom  £icance
Of sex

FLP Employed and 2140 198 © «05

Unemployed :

Literacy Literate and 1.303 198 N.S.

level Illiterate

Religion Maslim and 0.912 198 NeS.

, Hindu
Family size Large and 2.014 193 0.05
- gmall family :

However, from an examination of overall findings 1t was

clear that female lsbour participation (FLP) was the single

most important factor which emerged as a significant determinant

regarding all aspects oOf status excepting the perception towards

life. (Table 50). These women, the majority of whom came f£rom



lower socio=economic status of households, were able to
command better respect in the home than the other women oOf
higher gtatus households, majority of whom were unemployed.
They were able to participate in decision-making, sble to
have control over famlly finance and were also able to share
the household activities with their male counterparts. They
were able to exercise thelr freedom to cﬁoosa the nunber of
children. These are encouraging signs from women's point
of view which is clearly the qualitative aspect of develop-
mente. Further, these women were having a significant
positlve opinion towards small family norm and equalilty

of sex, another instance of a positiwve trend and a feature
of developments The analysis also showed FLP as insignifi-
cant determinant only in case of perception of life an

aspect of status.

As far as other determinants were concerned, the
literacy level ranked as the second important factor

influencing the status of women significantly.

Religion emerged as a significant determinant f£actor
influencing control over fertility and membershlp of develop-
ment organlizations, The point is that both the indicators are
related to purdsh system for which results the mobility of

Maslim women in social participation is somewhat restricted.
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Family size was found as significant determinant influencing

some Indicators of status but not status ltself.

Table 50

F~yalues and t-values of Differencein the Mean Scores
between different Categories of 5 Determinants of Status.

Indicatoxs Determinantg .
Socio= FLP " Literacy Religion Family
economic level . size
status of '
households
Management Significant Signifi~ Signifi~ Not Signifim=
Practice at «05 cant at cant at signi= cant at
level «001 level «01 ficant .001
level level
Negative Pogitive  Positive Negative
Control Not Signde~ Not Signifi=- Signifi-
over signie ficant signie cant at cant at
fertility ficant at 001 ficant +01 «00%
level. level level
Hindu
Positive women's Negative
score
was
higher
Membership Signifie 8ignifi= Signifi~ Signifi= Signifie
in develop- cant at cantidt~- cant at cant at cant at
ment «01 level «001 lyel '+4001 level <003 « 201
organization ' level level
Negative Positive Positive Hindu Negative
women'g
score
was
PSP 1 & L= (1=
Perception Signifl- Not . Neot Not Not
towards cant at signifi-  signifi~ signifi~ signifi=-
life «05 level cant cant cant cant
Opindion Not Signifi~ signifi-~- Not Not
towards signifim cant at cant at signifi- signifi=
small cant .003, «01 cant cant
famnily level level
norms
- Pogitive Positive

B-‘““-‘--dhmn-‘-n—ﬂn-ﬁnénnm‘--

s G s W B e e we wm AR
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Table 50 (contd.)
Indicators . Determinants
Socio- FLP Literacy  Religion Family
economic lavel size
status of
households
Status Not Signifi~ Signifie Signifi- Not
signifi- cant at cant at cant at signifi-
cant 001 .001 01 cant
level level level
Positive Positive Hindu
Women' s
score
was
higher

Stepwise Multiple Regression to test the Relative Strength of

5 Determinants affecting the Status of Women 3

Analysis of scores for identification of determinants of
statug done on the bagls of the F and the t~tests showed that of
the 5 determinants viz., socio~economlc status of households,
female labour participation (FLP), religion, literacy level and
family size, only FLPKQEE literacy level of respondents emerged
as significant determinants and the role of other varisbles
proved insignificant. This kind led the curlosity of the
investigator to test fhe strength of all the determinants
similteneously with the help Of regression analysis fitting the
stepwise multiple regression model (with partial correlation

technique).
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All the explanatorg variables entering the regression were
non-parametric excepting familly size (Pg). Hence the qualitative
variables were introduced in the model as dummy varisbles. To
quantify such variables, one method is by Yconstructing artifical
variables which také on values 1'or 0, Q iqdig:at:ing the absence
of an attribute and 1 indicating the presence of that attribute®

{Gujarati Damodar, 1978, p.285). For example:

Dl = 1 1f employed worgéll
= 0 if unemployed wcmen
132 = 31 Aif J.i,teréte women 3
0 otherwise
D3 = 1 4if Hindu
0 otherwise
P, & 1 Well=to=do family (solvent,subsistent)
0 other wise (poor, very poor)
xi = Family size |

The model fitted was as follows

Y = 0 +4D, + e
Y = 0 +9(1D1 -z-\z>(23:>2 +'e
¥o= o XDy v APy X3Pyt e
Y = o 1K 4Py &21)2 + KQD' +4,D, + e
Y o= XDy ¥ ”{3]5-2 + oDy +X,D, + ByX, +'e
Where “
¥ = Status score D3 = religion
Dl = Ffemale labour force, D4 = Socio=economic sta:btxs
D, = literacy level R, = family size

2 1

The data are given in Table 51.
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Table 51 3 Summary of Regression 2Analysis (Stepwise Multiple)

of Selected 5 Variables on the Status of Sample Womene.

0 1 2 3 4 R

(FLP) (L) (R) (sES) (F=value)
I 59,1129 9.3212 ., 3102

(9.482) {88.962)
II ~56.9566 9.1771 5.1419 «4083

(9,997)*** (5,713)"™" (67.908)
III 564861 9.0626 .. 47878 ;. 1.1193 «4108

{9.800) (4.964) {(1.021) (25.629)
Ve 5647751  9.0951 ... 4.7652 ,,, 1.1090 0.0380 .4108

(s.684) (44652) (0.999) (0.067) (34.049)
Ve 5647461 9.0969 ., 4.7629 ,,, 1.1096 0.0365 0.0078 .4108

(8.653) (4.628) (0.997) (0.064) (0.034)(27.100)

Lk

Figures in bracket indicate t-values

FLP
i
R
SES

'S

indicates significant at 0,001

= Female labour participation

= Literacy level.

= Rellgion

fi

= Fanily size.

level.

of co~afficlent.

Socio=egonomic Status of households.

Table %1 shows the results of the linear step.wise multiple

regression. FPemale labour participation was the first variable

to enter the regression as it had thﬁhighest correlation with

the dependent variasble (0.5568).
all steps in the regression retaining its first position

throughout.

It was highly significant at

The inclusion of all the four other independent



280

variables did not alter its co=efficlent value nor its
significant level (significant at .001 level). The result
clerly highlights the fact that the employment for women is
the crucial factor to raise their status in the home and the
édmmunity {(Boserup, E., 1975, Irene, T., 1976) . o

Literacy level which entered the regregssion as the
next significant determinant.whiqh continued its same pogition
till the last step and throughout remained significant at ,001
level. Its value slightly altered with inclusion of other
3 determinants, vizﬂ( religion, socio=economic status of

households and famlly size all of which proved insignificante
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SECTION - IIX

FEMALE LABOUR FORCE PARTICIPATION AND CONSUMPTION LEVEL 3

This section throws light on the consumption expen=-
diture pattern of the sample households. In the present
investigation the household was considered as a consuming

unite

In view of the fact that the major cbjective was to
determine the impact of female labour force participation
(FLP) on family living, an attempt to sketch the levels of

living on the basis of Engel's law of consumption was made.

It has been observed by Myrdal, G. (1970) that "it is
a major goal of planning for development in the region to
ralse the ab§smally low levels of living for the mass of the
people® (p.41;). Such rise in the levels of living is usually
the result of an increase in Income of the people. This
increased income in the hands of poor people who form the
bulk éf porulation will enable them to consume more goods
and services (Gupta, D.Bs, 1973). Thus a rise in the levels
of consumption of goods and services which indicates the
levels of living can be consgsidered an indicator of development

achievement (Todaro, M.P., 1977).

o

Although one major focus of the present investigation

is to determine the impact of female labour force participation
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on the consumption level, still initially it is necessary

to ascertain the consumption expenditure pattern of the
sample as a whole. A descriptive data on the percentage
money outgo on different goods and services and derivation

of economic parameters like the Engel's ratio (aPC)*, marginal
propensity to consume (MPC)** and income elasticlties¥** for
different goods and services, will give an overall pictﬁre
of the levels of living of the faﬁilies surveyed. The
finding will provide a basic prerequisite before one could
£ind the strength of significance of female labour particis
pation on the consamption level of the household as against
other determinants such aé>sdcio~economic status of household,
famlly size, religion which have also been taken into consi-

deration for the purpose of the current'investigation.

For a meaningful study of the levels of living one has
to exércise one's careful judgement in the matter of the
choice of components of levels of living both at the macro

and micro level.

*  apc (average Propensitj te ¢onsume) = The ratio of
consumption expenditure on any goods or service to total
income.

k% MPC (Marginal Propensity to Consume) = The ratio of the
change in the consumption expenditure on any goods or
service to change in total income.

*kk Income elasticity = The ratio of proportionate change in
consumption expenditure on any goods and service to
prqportionaﬁe change in total income.
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Myrdal, G. (1970) has chosen 8 indicators in the
analysis for determining the levels of living in Sou;b Asiae.
These ares food and nutrition, clothing, housing, sanitation.,
educational faclility, information media, energy consumption,

and transportatione.

+

Ganguli and Gupta (1973) analyzed the levels of living
by means of eight componentss nutrition, housing, medical

care, education, clothing. leilsure, security, and environment.

International Definition and Measurement of Levels of
living (1961) proposed nine components of levels of livings
health, food consumption and nutrition, education, employment
and conditicens of work, housing, social security. clothing,

recreatlion, and human freedome

All the indicators mentioned above were used tO measure
the trends of levels of living in macro level. However, in
the context of the present investigation six components
(three from food, thrediRon-food) have been selected to f£ind
out the levels of living of the éresent sample households.
These ares
(f) Food s (1) cereals =~ (rice,wheat.muri,chira,khai etc.)s

(2) meat, £ish, vegetables,dal(pulsel, edible oil;
(3) pan, bidi, teas

(2) Nop~focd:(1)clothing and foot wearf
(2)fuels -~ Kerosene, firewood, matches;
{(3)miscellanecus -~ education, transportation,
nedicine, maintenance of house.



The data analyzed in this section were collected
from the sample households in Sepfember. 1982, but different
reference periocds were used for different ltems of expenditure.
Food expenditure, for example, relates to the month preceding
the date Of inquiry while expenditure on clothing was for the
preceding twelve months ending in August, 1982. All the data
were subsequently converted to a common period of one month.
in the present analysis all the economic quantitative
variables have been expressed inTaka* at &onthly rates. For
analysis the data were subjected to gtatistical testing in
terms of 4 major independent variables, viz., total expenditure
{(proxy for incomel), socio-economic status of households, female
_ labour participation and religion. The estimates of parameters
were expressed in both per household and per capita terms. The
per capilta value was determined by dividing all the Income
and consumption expenditures by the corresponding humber of
family members through using adult equivalent unit ( 2 children
below 14 years = 1 adultl.

Findings of consumption expenditure patterm of the

present section have been presented in three parts.

* Taka = Currency of Bangladesh.
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Part 1 deals with data on the basis of mean value,
percentage cutgo and Engel's ratio in the expenditure
pattern of 200 householés‘claSSified according to socio=
economic status of housgehold, female labour participation

and religione.

Part 2 examines the relationship between the
¢consumption expenditure on different gcods and services
and aggregate moﬁthly expenditure (proxy for income) on the

basis of simple regression analysis.

Part 3 discusses the strength of 4 determining
factors affecting the consumption pattern on the basls of

stepwise miltiple regression analysis.

PART I

CNSUMPTION EXPENDITURE PATTERN OF TOTAL HQUSEHOLDS IN

THE SaMPLE

Table 1 presents data on an overall consumption expenditure

pattern of the entire houscholds in the sample.

According to data presented in Table 1, it is found
that mean (per household and per capita) total monthly
congumptlon expenditures for the total sample households
(200) were Taka 797.14 with standard deviation 431.97 and
Taka 179.70 with standard deviation 81.17 respectively.

/
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Co=efficient of variation in per household expenditure (;54)

wag greater than that of pef capita expenditure (.45).

The break up of total expgnditure into total food
and total non~food items of both per household and per capita
showed that the per household and per capita expenditures
' were approrimately same, as percentage of total expenditure
on food was 85.35 per cent and 85+36 for per-household and
per capita respectively. The outlayé‘on non food were
14.65 per cent and 14.64 per cent for the per household and
per capité respectively. This feature of expenditure level

indicates very strikingly the poverty level of the houscholdse.

Of the total per‘household and per capita food
expénditurés, the meximum outlay went to cereals 65.;6 per
cent and 65.28 per cent respectivelys meat, £ish, vegetable,
etc., came next with 16.76 per cent and 16.69 per cent; pan.
bidi., tea accounted for 3.45 per cent and 3.39 per cent
respectiveiy¢ ‘Within thé,npn—ﬁood items, fuels had larger
share (6.86 per cent and 7.01 per cent f£or per household
and per capita respectively) than clothing and miscellaneous
which included education, transportation, medicine and
mainteqanqe of house. Clothing expenditure constituted
4.45 per cent and 4.40 per cent while miscellaneous items
constituted 3433 per cent and 3.23 pér cent at per household

§

and per capita respectively.



T@e following paragraphs highlight the results in
terms of Enggifs ratio for different expenditures on goods
and services of the sample houseﬁolds classified in
diffeient catagories according to socio~economic status, FLP

and religione.

Before presenting results, it is important to state
séme rgmificatiqns of Engel's ratio made by many interpreterse

In brief some of them are given belows

Engel's Law of Congumption ¢ In 1857 Ernest Eﬁgel
propounded his famoug law of congumption stating that "The

poorer an individual, a family, or a people, the greatér mist .
be the percentage of the income nécessary for the maintenance
of physical sustenance, and again of this a gréater portion .
mist be allowed for food® (Zimmerman CeCar» 1936, Pe40)« This

law was developed and ramified by others|since that time.

In 1875; Wright, C.Ds expanded this law with the
addition of his own law for other commodities namely, clothing,
housing, fuel and light, and sundriles.

Allén, G.D, and Bowley A.le.,£{1935) modified Wright's
ramification of Engel's law thusi %... This law is to the
effect that, as income increases, the expenditures on
different items of ﬁhe budget have changing proportions awnd
that the propditions devoted to ihe more urgent needs (such
as food) decrease while those devoted to luxuries and semi-

luxuries increase® (pe7)
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Prals and Houthakker (1955) in their British family
budgest study stated Engel's law thuss "... the proportion
of expenditures devoted.to food decreases as the standard

of living of the household increaseses.® (p.79).

Cne stﬁdy, on the basis of time series data, concluded,
".eothat is to say, it zpplies under conditlong that are
.relatively static and are similar to the circumstances in
which Engel formulated his law® (cited in Burk, M.C., 1962)
Peli8)a

In 1962, Burk, M.C. ramified Engel's law of income~food
relationships at a given point of time and those applying
through time. However, for the purpose of the preset study

the data were analysed at a given point of time.

Consumption Expenditure Pattern of Sample Households

classified according to Socio-economic Status

Tables 2 = 6 and Figures 5 and 6 present data on
consumption expenditure pattern of households according to

theilr soclo=econonmic statusge

The expenditure pattern of the different soclo=~economic
classes of households, viz., solvent, subsistence, poor and
extreme poor in Tables 2 and 3 showed that both per household
and per capita percentage of expenditures on £food for these

four classes of households had followed the Engel's law Of
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consumptions The £ood expenditﬁres {per capita) in
percentage by the ascending order oﬁlhqusehold status, i.e.,
extreme poor, poor, subsistence and solvent ares 87:26, 85.09,

82g7§ respectively (Table 3).

This feature is reverse in case of clothing and
miscellanepﬁs expenditure revealing that tﬁere is an '
increasing tendency in expenditure on non<food items with
increasing socio=acenonmic statué of household which is
statistically significant (Table 7). The percentage expen=
ditures on total non~food for fqur’classes ?f households in
ascending order of housshold gtatus were 12.74, 13.88,

14.91 and 17.22 respectively (per capital{lsble 3).

It is also revealed by Tables 2 and 3 that in general
while the percentage expenditure on food by all the house=~
holds lie between 83 to 87 per cent, the expenditure on
cereals {in percentage) generally tends to decrease with
Increasing statuss wﬂile the expenditure on meat, f£ish,

vegetables etc. displays an increaging tendency.

Tables 4 and § present data on consumption eéxpenditure
on different food and non=food items in termg of Engel's
ratio, which would measure the material well«being of the
sanple households (Zimmerman, C», 1936).
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Table 4 ¢ Per Household Monthly Consumption Expenditure on

different Food and Non=food Items in terms of

Engel's Ratio according to Socio=economic Status

of 200 Sample Households.

Item Solvent Subgistence  Poor Extreme poor
(=20 (N::Gg ) (N=67) (N-éo )
Engle’s Rank Engle's Rank Engle ’, 8 Rank Engel's Rank
Ratio Ratio Ratio_ Ratio

Food +8310 +8516 -8624 8746

Cereals 25827 I «6464 I «6955 I 6720 I

Meat, £ish ’

Vegts.bal,

Edible Oile. «2079 I1 «1654 Iz «1408 Iz +1659 Ix

Pan;Bidi, )

Non=food «1690 <1484 «1376 «1254

Clothings

&

Foot=year «0513 v ¢0463 Iv 413 Iv 00360 v

Fuels 20661 It .0693 I1ix <0684 III L0714 Ixx

Misce=- ‘




Table 5 3 Per Caplta Monthly Consumption Expenditure on

different Food and Non=food Items in terms of

Engel's Ratlo according to Socio=economic Status

of 200 Sample Hougeholds.

5@(:':—'
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Itemsg Solvent Subsistence Poor Extreme poor
(N=20) {R=63) (N=67) (N=50)

Engel’s Rank Engel's Rank Engel's Rank Engel's Rank
Ratio Ratio Ratio. Ratio

Food «8278 «8509 8612 8726

Cereals 5727 I 6441 I «6938 I «6798 I

Meat,£ish,

Vegtse. Dal,

Edible Cil. 2144 Iz «1669 iz 01412 Ix «1671 Iz

Pan oBidil

Non=£00d »1722 «1491 «1388 «1274

Clothing

&

Foctyear «508 v « 0466 v «410 iv Q359 v

Fuels .0661 III .0703 III L0703 III ,0736 IIX

Miscella~-

necuse. «553 ats <0322 VI »0275 Vv «0180 VI

It is evident from Tables 4 and 5 that with every increase

in socio=economic status, the outgo for food in terms of Engel's

ratio diminishes, whlle the outgo used for non-=focd items becomes

slightly larger with increase in statuse.

The Engel's ratios for

overall food expenditure (per capital) in descending order of status

weret.8278, .8509, 8612 and .8726 respectively (Table 5). Figures

5 and 6 depict this featurs.
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Again 1f we look at the Tables 4 and 5, and congider the rank
order of dlfferent expenditures on goods and services, it is
apparent that in all cases, cereals and meat, fish, vegetables
etcs dominate as the two top itgms in the expenditure budget

of the sample households.

Table 6 shows the difference in the mean expenditures
on total food and total non-Ffood iltems between four socio=

economic status of households.

Table 6 ¢ F-valueg of Difference in the Mean Expenditures
on Total Food and Total Non=food between Four

Socio=economic Status of Householdse

Source of Degrees Sum of Mean \
variation of Squares Square Ferralue
freedom '
Total Foods ’ R
'Between? 3 428165478 142721.92
groupse
55.568
‘within®
groupss . 196 503402.23 2568,38
Total Non=foodi
‘Between'
58.11
‘Within' .
groups. 196 25€58,55 130.91

significant at 0.01 level; 4f = 3, 19 ; Table value=3.88
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As evident from the preceding tables, that each
class of household differs from each other in the
expenditire pattern both in sbsolute as well as percentage
term, analysis of varisnce (F=test) proved these differences
in the mean expenditure of total food (F-value = 55.568;
af = 3,196; Significant at .01 level) and total noon-food
(fevalue = 58.11, Of =3,196¢ significant at .01 level)
(rable 6)» Again t~test of pooled variance was computed
t0 see the crosswise differences In the expenditure pattern.

Table 7 pregents the data on t~test.

It is observed from Table 7 that almost all the
mean expenditures on different goods and services are found

to be significants

Thug over all findings on consumption expenditure on
dlfferent goods and services for 200 households classified
tinto 4 socio-economic classes, agree with the well known
Engel's law and algo Wright's transformation of Engei‘a

Law (éMermm: Cue 1936)0

The data were, further, classified according to two
groups, namely poor and well=to~do. The solvent and
subslstence households were categorised as well=to=-d0 and
pocr and extreme poor households were categorized as poor.

Tsbles 8 and 9 give the data on it (on per capita bailsis).
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Table 7 3 t-values of Difference in Mean Per Capita Consumption

Expenditures on different Goods and Services between

4 Socilo=economic Status of Households.

Pairwises I Solvement and subsistence
Iz Solvent and poor
III  Solvent & extrene poor

v Subsistence & poor

v Subsistence and extreme poor

vi Poor and Extreme Foor
Ttems I. iz III w v vi

Gf=B1 Qf=85 df=68  df=128 dfs11l df=115

Total food 2,563 6788 11385 6.315  11.38% s 08¢
Total non~food 3.508 8.59% 11.548 5.388  9.387 s5.%43
Cereals 1.309 5,010  11.847 5.033  10.83% 5.3%%
MeatyFisha
Vegetables etc. 4.133 8.583 8.703 6.3%  s8.I58  a.sei
Pan,Bidi,tea. 1.695 7.350 e.38%8 7.1% 8.3 .87
Clothing and
Footweare 3.318 8948 12.9%8  6.38% 11398 .83
Fuels 1.518 5.568 0.480 s5.09%  s8.51%5  3.97%
Miscellaneous .fg* 8.5§z 10'252 3.§3§ 7.53{ 3.901

*k%  gSignificant at 0.001 level.
**  Significant at 0.01 level.
* Significant at 0.05 levels

{
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Table 9 & Per Capita Monthly Consumption Expenditure on
- different Food and Non=-food Items in terms of
Engel's Ratio of 200 Households classified into

2 Classes, namely; Poor and Well=to=do Classe

309

Items Poor (N=117) Well=to=doN=83)
Engel's Rank Engel's Rank
Ratio. Ratio_

Fog_d_ $ 08651 N 8442

Cereals 3 «6892 I 6188 I

Meat.Flsh,Vegtse.,

Pulse, Edible 0Oil etcCes » 1499 oy «1848 I1x

Pafl'Bidil Tea. 3 .0260 v 00406 v

Non=£food . 1349 «1558

Clothing and Footweaxr 3  +0392 v «0477 v

Fuels ] «0714 It « 0692 IIT

Miscellanecus

(education,

Transportation,

Medicine,Housing) s .0243 VI « 0389 v

In all types of expenditures, the percentage outgo on

all the ltems except cereals, for the poor housenolds were

lower than that of relatively beiter off households (Table 8).

tetest {Table 10) proved the difference hetween two clesses in

their mean expenditures on different items significantly.

But

on the basls of Engel's ratic, each item in their expenditure

budget ranks the same position (Table 9).
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Table 10 ¢ t~values of Difference in Mean Per Capita
Consumpticon Expenditure on different Goods

. and Services between Poor and Well=to=do

Households.
Items tevalue df Level of
{calculated) significance

Total Food $ 11.297 *nw 198 « 001
Total Non~food 3 10.989 www 198 .001
Cereals 3 8.885 ki 198 001
Meat,Fish,Vegetables,

. etc. 8 10.045 r¥ken 198 «001
Pan.Bidi, Tea 3 11.109 wrw 198 «001

Clothing and footwear * 12.046 w#* 198 «001

Fuels 3 8,609 x&x 198 .001
Miscellaneous : 9,699 #%k 198 .001
{Education,Transporta~
tion,Medicine,Housingd

*%% gignificanct at 001 level.

However., as far as the findings in Tables 2 to 10 are
concerned, it has helped us to draw the consumption expenditure‘
pattern of the total householés surveyed. This. however, also
would help to get an overall impression of the magnitude of
poverty. Most of the work on proverty has been done on the
basis of per cépita expenditure. National sample Survey (India)
alsc throws up data m expendituré only {(Block Development Plan

for Chhotaudepur Taluka, Gujarat., 1980).
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In the present stady, two types of estimates of
‘poverty line' were adopted to get an impression about the
proportion of the present sample living below the poverty
line. Table 3 shows that per capita menthly expenditure on
different commodities of four different classes of households
in descending order of socio=economic status were Taka 281.84,
Taka 228,20, Taka 157.09 and 108,18 respectively (Table 3).

If we adopt the estimate 0of International poverty line
{50 U5 § per amnum), 50 households (25 per cent) of the total
households were found to be below poverty line and they lived
in absolnte poverty* Their per capita per month total
expenditure was Taka 108.18B*% ywhich was too low to maintain
the minimum level of living.

If we adopt the estimate of poverty line by the planning
commission of India (3.65.00 for rural areas at 1977-78
prices)*** and convert the present monthly expenditure into
the value of Rupees, then 58.5 per cent of the present house~

holds were found to live below poverty line in the villages

* “The concept of 'absolute poverty' that is, the nunber of
people below a specified minimum ievel of subsistence
income neceasary to secure the bare essentlals of food,
clothing and shelter {e.g.50 US dollars annually) - a kind
of 'intermational poverty line' - has recently been ulsed to
estimate the magnitude of world poverty* (Todaro,1978,p.28).

k1 US Dollar = Taka 26.40, Rs.l1 = Taka .44
**% Times of India, November, 28, 1980.

i
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survey (Table 3)« This feature is typical of most of the
Third World countries where “sbout 75 to 80 per cent of all
target poverty groups are located in the rural areas of
Africa and Asia and about 70 per cent in Latin America
(Todaro M.Pe., 1977, p.151).

Consumptdon Expenditure Pattern of Hougeholdg Claggified
pccording to Femgle Labour Participation

The invegtigator was kKeen to get an idea about the
impact of female lsbour participation on expenditure pattern
particularly, of poorer sections of the sample households.
The reason behind this idea was that as 83 per cent
employed women belonged to poor and extreme poor households.,
it was important to f£ind oat whether female labour partici-
pation had been able to bring zbout improvement in consump=
tion level of their households. For the purpose the poor
(67), and extreme poor (50) households were classified
aceording to their female lgbour participation so that the
impact could be clearly obsexved. The data regacding this
are presented in Tables 11i~16.

It is observed from Tables 12 and 14 that in both
classes of households (poor end extreme poor) per capitg
expenditures on cereals in terms of percentages or Engel's
ratios are higher in the households of unemployed wives than
that in the householdéfemplqyed wives. On othe other hand,
expenditures (percentage) on meat,fish,vegetables,pulse,edible
oil and pan.bidi, tea were higher in the households of employed
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4 .
\ﬁi&é&i{ha@ that in the housecholds of unemployed wives
(Tables 12, 1#).

Table 12 ¢ Per Capital Monthly Consumption Expenditure on
different Food and Non*ﬁocd Itemg of 67 Foor

householc'is in terms of Elngel's Ratio acccrding

to FLP.

- ITtems " Emp loze& {N=32) Unen@loyed(l\l:BS)‘
Engel's ~ Rank Engel's "Rank’’
Ratlo_ Ratio .

Food § .8615 48609

Cereals | 1 6871 I .7000 T

Meat,Fish,Vegts.,Pulse, 1 T

Edible Oil. C W1453 II 1374 Iz

Pan, Bidi, Tea. : +0291 v .0235 VI

Non=food : 1 1345 | 1391

C_lothing: & Foot;veér‘ 4 «0354 ‘; C IV #0424 v

Fuels - ¢ J0724° . IIT 0684 111

Migscellaneous 1 «0267 .. VI «0283 v
Education,Ixansporta= C '
tdon, Medic ine;ﬁousiug)
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Table 14 ¢ Per Capita Monthly Consumption Expenditure on
different Food and Nom=food Items of 50 extreme

Pooxr Hougholds in terms of Engel'’s Ratio according

to FLP.
Items Emlg;eg (Nx31) FNnemploved(N=19)
» Engel®s Rank Engel's Rank
-Ratio ; Ratio
Foog $ «8714 8735
Cereals 1 6689 I 26994 - I
Meat,Fish.Vegtse.,Pulse,
Edible Qil. : <1786 Ix »1508 Ix
Pan, Bidi, Tea. 3 L0269V 0233 ° Vv
Non=food ' s 1286 «1265
Clothing & Footwear s 0363 v «0349 v
Fuels ¢ s 0716 o « 0779 . IiI
Miscellanecus s+ 40207 VI .0136 VI

(Bducation, Transportation,
Medicine, Housing).

It 1s interesting to note from the expenditure
pattern Of extreme poor households, that employment of female,
showed some effect in terms of BEngel's ratio (Table 14 ).
Within food, the houséholds of employed females spent more
on meat, fish, etc., and pan, bidi, etc. and within non-food
items., clothing and miscellaneocus expenditures were higher
in employed group than that in unemployed group of households.
But in texrms of preference (rank order) the households of
both employed and unemployeﬁ housewives showed similar
tendency .
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Although the data in Tables 12 and 14 showed a slight
increasing tendency iIn the expenditure pattern of certain
jtemg in the households of smployed wives, t=test proved
this difference insignificent (between mean expenditures
of differcnt goods and services of employed and unemployed
wives' households) (Tables 15 and 16).

On the whole, the findings indicated that in the
praegsent sanple, female labour participation 4id not have
any effect aon the consumption level becsusge many other
factorsg are possibly related to this feature. Perhaps the
very low wag;a rate paid to the employed wilves may asccount
for this.

Tsble 15 $ t~values of Difference in Mean Expenditures on
different Goods and Services of 67 Poor Households

aocoxrding to FLbP.

Items t-values d4f Level of

gignificance

Food 3 - 154 65 NeSe
Hon=f£ood . : -084 65 NeSa
Careals ‘ + 052 65 HeSe
Meat,Fish,Vegetables, Dal,

Edible 0Oil. : «684 65 NeSe
Pan, Bidi, Tea s 1.437 65 NeSe
Clothing & footwear ¢ W550 65 NeSe
mela 4 ¢672 65 NeSe
Miscellaneous : L1911 65 NaSe
(Bducation, Transportation,

Medigine, Housing).

NsSe = Not significant
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Table 16 & t-valueg of Difference ;n Mean Expenditures on
Different Goods and Services of 50 Extreme Poor

v

Householdg according to FLP.

Items - t—yalueé af Level of
significance
Food s »612 48 N.Se
Non=food 3 300 48  N.S.
Cereals 3 1.151 48 N.S.
Meat,Fish,Vegetables,Dal, . o
Edible Oils, ' : «941 48 N.S.
Pan»c Bidi, Tea ! H - 390 ’ 48 HeSe
Clothing and footwear i .148 48  N.s.
Fuels : 1»134 48 NaSe
Miscellaneous (Education, : 1.103 48  N.Se
Transportation,Medicine,
Hou Sing) -

N.S. = Not significant

Consumption Expenditure Pattern of: Hougeholds Classified
according to Religion 3 ’

Tables 17-21 present data on' consumption expenditure

pattern of houscholds according to religion (Muslim and Hindu).

Table 17 and 18 show that both per household and per
capita total mean expenditure in Hindu households was higher
than that in Maslim households. It is seen from the Tables 17
and 18 that in absolute terms the éxpenditure on food’is
greater in the households of Hindu;than that in the Muslim
hoﬁseholds while in percentage terms it is higher in Muslim
households. This ig algo true in éase of cereals expenditure‘

(6602 per cent to 63.45 per cent for Mislim and Hindu
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households respectively) (Table 18).

Tables 19 and 20 present data on expenditure pattern in
terms of Engel's rstio.

Table 193 Per Household #onthly Consumption Expenditure on
dlfferent Food and Non~food Items in terms of

Engel's Ratic according to Religion of 200 Sample

Households.

Items Maglimg (N=150) Hindug (N=50)
el Al

Food ]

Cereals $ +6616 I «6276 I

Meat,Fish,Vegetables.,Dal, , |

Edible Oil. 8 1627 i «1783 X1

Pen, Bidi, Tea 3 .0328 V 0389 Vv

Nea~f£ood s

Clothing & Footwear + .0442 IV .0454 w

Fuels t 06877 11X +710 IIX

Miscellaneous 3 50310 VI, -388 Vi

{Equcation,Transportation,
Medicine,Housing/ .

A glance at the data in Tsble 20 ghows that a slight
difference lies in per capita expend!;.ture between Maslim and
Hindu households in terms of preference. The least expenditure
for Hindu families is on pan, bidi, tea while it ranks fifth
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for the households of Muislim. Pex household consumption
expenditure followed the same order in preference for
different goods and serviceg between thesa two groups

{Maslim and Hindu) of households (Table [9).

Table 20 ¢ Per Capita Monthly Consumption Expenditure on
' different Food and Non-food Items in texms of
Engel’s Ratlo according to Religion of 200 Sample

Households.
Ttems m§1gpg N=150) Hm@gm@o)
' Engel®s Rank Engel's Rank
Ratio , Ratilo.
Food 13
Cerealsg P 6602 I «6345 I
Meat., Fish.Vegts Q’Dal’
Pan, Bidi, Tea. $ -0328 v + 0368 v
Non=food ¢
Clothing and Footwear § «0437 v .0448 v
Fuels 3 <0691 Iix «0727 I1x
Miscellaneous t L0298 ° VI 0385 v

(Education,Transportation, -
Medicine, Housingl. :

Hoyever, the mean per capita expendlturesbetween Mislim
and Hindu fanilies differ significantly at .05 level except
for expenditure on fuel and miscellaneous for which it was

significant at .01 level of significance (Table 21). It is
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important to note here that in the context of Bangladesh,
the f£ood habits of Hindu and Mzslim people are same. Both

are normally nonvegetarlan.

Table 21 $ te-values of Difference between Mean Per Capilta
Congumption Expenditure on different Food and
Non=food Iteéms of 200 Sample Houssholds according
to thelxr Religion.

Items t=value df Level of
significance

¥Food 1 2.564 * 198 - .05
Non~food t 2.485 * 158 <05
Cereals ¢ 2,304 * 198 .05
Meat,Figh,Vegetables,

Dal, Edible Oil. $ 2.367 * 198 .08
Pan, Bidi, Tea 1 2.483 * 198 «05
Clothing and Footwear + 2,386 * 198 .05
Puels T 3,139 198 01
Miscellaneous t 3,106%# 198 »01

{BEdqucation,Transportation,
Medicine., Housing).

¥k  Significant at .01 level.
% Significant at .05 level.
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PART 2

TWO-VARIABLE REGRESSIN ANALY SIS

The analysis described here is concerned with two-

. variable regression; namely, income and consumption, or the
purpose of determining the impact of total expenditure (taken
as proxy for income) on the consumption expenditure on

different goods and services.

The objective of the analysis in particular 1s to
estimate the leve/l of consumption expenditure per month, the
marginal propensity to consume (MPC) and the income elasticity
of the variocus goods and sefvicas. The MPC being the ratio
of change in the consumption expenditure on a commodity to
change in total expenditure will show the relative importance
assigned to the various goods and services by the sample
households. The total expenditure elagticity., which is the
ratico of proportionate change in consumption expenditure on a
commodity .to proportionate change in total expenditure can
serve to classify goods and services Into necessities and
luxuries, the former being those with elasticity less than
unity and the latter with elastlicity greater than unity.

In consumption studles many types of curves have been
used in regression asnalysis. Prais and Houthakker (1955) in
their British family budget study have considered five forms
of relationship and concluded that double logrithmic form
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gives a fairly satisfactory description of the income=
consumption relationships of most of the commodities. In
Ihdia the National Council of Applied Economic Research

(NCAER, 1967) carried out their analysis using three formss
linear, semi log and double~log. Gupta DeB., (1973) employed
eight different models in his study of the consumptlon pattem
on food grains and clothing in India. Patel, V.., (1973) con=
sidered the double log model satisfactory when the dacome
range is sufficiently narrow and the consumption is expressed

in value terms rather than in terms of quantitye.

In the present study two forms of Engel curves were

adopteds The models fitted weres

1) ¥ = a 4 b.X 48

ii) log ¥= a + b.log X +¢

Where, ¥ denotes the expenditure on a particﬁlar commodity, X
denotes the income, a and L are the regressién parameters and
e is the error tbrme a 1s the intercept on the y—=axis

(i.ce X = 0). In model 1, this can be given a meaningful
'interpretation in certain cases. For Instance, if the curve
£itted relates to proc,iuction in a factory, then it would mean
the cost that the factory has to uadergo even when there is no
production (X=0), in other words it would be the fixed cogtee*
In the linear model the regression coefficient b denotes the
MPC, whereas in the double log model it gives straightaway the

elasticity of ¥ with respect to He.

* Vide P.Rao and R.k.Miller,APPLIED ECONOMITRICS, Prentice Hall
India Pvt.ltdes, 1972, De6e ’
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Farther, while running the regression for the entire
gsanple of 200 households it was feltpmft would be worthwhile
to do it once taking the expenditures per capilta and another
time taking the expenditures for the hausehold as a unit.

Per cspita values (dividing expenditure per ,month on the goods
by the total nunber of adult units of the household., taking
children 14 and below as half unit) take into account the
fanlly sizee This facilitates comparision. Taking household
as unit has however the advantage of taking economies of

scale into account, which might be significant for certain

comnodities and services.

As dependent variables (¥) the following were takent
Potal food = aggregate expenditure on food itemss
Total non=£food = aggregate expenditure on non-food
items;

Cerealsy

Meat,fish, vegetables, dal, edible oils -~ expenditures
an these bei;lg added and taken as one variable;

Pan, bidi, tea, being another grouped category?
Clothing and foot wear:

Fuels = expenditure on Kerosene, fire wood, matchess
Miscellaneous =~ Under this, education,transportation,

medicine, malntenance of housing were grouped.

The grouping of items suitsble under one category helps
£0 achieve a certain homogenelty. 8Since the sample households

belonged to the podrer sections of soclety, their ocutlay on



non=-food items was barely f£ifteen per cent of their total
incogf and did not warrant any further classification in view
of the very low amounts spent on education or transportation
etct

Table 22 gives in summary from the results of the
regression for the 200’hcuseholds oan the above mentioned
categories of expenditure, both for per hougehold and per
capita on the basis of model 1. Table 23 gives similar results
for model IX. The unit of time taken was month., In both
tablés the regression co=efflcients were highly significant at

0.001 level as Judged by the tevalues,
/

Table 22 3 Results of Regression of Per Household and Per
Capita Consumption Expenditure on Per Household
and Per Cgplta Aggregate Expenditure of 200 Sample

Hougeholds.
. Model fitted (Linear) ¥ = a2+ bX+ ey
. ModeleX " Per_Hougehold -
Itens Inter= Regre= R~values t~values F=~values
cepts sslon .
Coeffiw
cients
Total food 13.878  0.836 0.996  163.013%*%  26573.03
Cereals 50,66 0.588 0.975% 61.86 *#x 3826.65
Meat;fisho
vegetables,
dalcedible .
oil. -28.401 0.203 0,890 27 «469%Rw% 754.57
Pan,bidi, , ' J
taa',a - 80392 0-045 0-809 19 n"as*** 377.43

contAeesne



328

Items ¥ Inter- Regree~ R-values +~values F-values
cepta ssion ‘

Coeffi=

clents
Total Non=£f00d =13,879 0.164 0.918 32.041%%x  1026,61
Clothing &
foot wear. - 5,865 0.052 0.897 28 688 % ¥k 822.85
Fuﬁls 6.329 0.061 Q-BGE 230965*** 5740 33
Migcellanecus =14.539 0,051 10.811 382,36

(Education,
Transpoxtation,
Medicine,
Housinge

19 4554 %

*%% = Significant at 0.001 level.

Model - I
Per Capita
‘ - Items Inter~ Regre- Revalues tﬂvalués F=yalues
cepts gsion
Cogffim
clents
Total food 3.735 0.833%  0.993 126.811%*% 16081.16
Cexeals 13.044 0,580 0.9%3 47.583%%%  2261,.30
Meat,fish,  ~7.153 0.206  0.853 44.130%%%  1947,47
vegetablas,
dal,edible
Oil .
Pan,bidi,tea =2,15% 0.046 0.744 15.TO5%*% 246,67
Total Non~£00d«3.736 0.167 0.875 25.4940%% 549,97
Clothing and
footwear. -0.976 0.049 0.g55% 23.248%%%  540.48
Fuels 1.239 0.063 0.800 i8.781%kk 382,73
Miscellanecus ~3.999 0.085  0.733 15,194%%%  230.86
{Foucation,
Transportation,
Medlcine,
Houging)

**% = Significant at 0.001 level.
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Table 23 3 Resultsof Regression of Per Household and Per

capité Congumption Expenditure on Per Household

and Per Capita Aggregate Expenditure of 200 Sample

Households:

Model fitted II (Double log), LogY = a + b logX + e

/

Model II Per Household
Items ; Inter- Regre~  R=values t—vélﬁes F-~values
cepts ssion

Coeffie

'cients
Total food -0.091 0.990 0.996 163,120%*% 26608.35
Cereals -0.108 0,953 0.980 704392%k* 4955.08
Meat, £ish, -2.109 1.039 0.902 29.433%%* 866.32
Vegetables,
dal, edible
oile.
Pan,bidi,tea. "’70559 1595 10595 160698,,*** 27883
Total z :
Hon=~£ood -2s477 1.075 0.915 31.912%%% 1018.40
Clothing
and )
footwear ~-44171 1,149 0.899 29.036%%* 893.12
Fuels . «1.576 0.831 0.838 21.687%%* 470436
Miscellaneous "9-603 10871 00763 16~651*** 277027
(BEqucation, :
Transportation,
Medlicine,
Housing-)

*k% = Significant at 0.001 level.
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comtd... Eer Capita
Itens Inter- Regre- R=values t~values Fevalues
cepts sslion

Coeffi-

clents
Total £ood -~0.073 0.984 0.994 136,128 %% 18530,.88
Cereals «0g073 0,935 0.972 BB8a314%%* 3400,58
Meat,£fish., =2e172 14062 0.872 254174 %4x 63377
vegetables,
dal,edible
oile.
Pan,bidd, tea. «5.148 1.312 0,756 16.256%%% 264.28
Total :
Non=food -2.521 1.107 0.884 26 6 TI2N** 714 .64
Clothing
and : , )
footwear »3,959 1.149 0.862 23.993 %% % 575,68
mels "2¢023 0.871 0.795 18 0441*** 340008
Milscellaneous =6.291 1.502 0.727 14.911 222.35
{Zducaticn,
Transportation,
Medicine., :
Housginge)

-~

kkk o Significant at 0.001 lavel.

Model w Line

R

kX of Consu

ai e on _JIncomest

Model 1 (Linear regression model) is used basically for

discussing MPC given by the regression co=efficient.

Arranging

these values in descending order, the f£ollowing feature can be

Seelle
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Per househqld Per Capita

Cereals ¢+ 0,588 0.580
Meat, £ish,vegetables,

dal, edible oil. ] 0.203 0.206
Fuels - % 0.061 ’ 0.063
Clothing and footwear:  0.052 0.049
Miscellaneous - 3 0.05; © 0.055
Pan.bidi, tea. . (] 0.045 0.046
Total food "t 0.836 T 0.833
Total non-food 5 04164 0;167:

The co-efficients for total food 0.836 and total non=~-
food 0.164 (Table 22) indicate that if there is an increase
of Taka 100 in income, Taka 83.6 will be spent on total food

and only Taka 16+4 will be spent on non=food, itemss .

The hkgh values ef'MPC or cé~e§fi&ients for cereals
and meat, fish~étc. Indicate thathwhen\tﬁé:e’is an incréase;
in income a'substantial'part of it will still be spent for
satisfying basic food requirementse It is also noted tﬁat
the figurés‘fo: per household éndﬁper capita do not éiffe:
.miche Could it be thalr in the case of poor familles the

economies of scale do not operate?

Model II - Double Log or Log Linear Regression $

In the following paragraphs, a brief discussion on
income elasticity, as found through the regression analysils,

is done. The figures given in model II in Tables 23 wi L3I,



arranged in the descending order ares

Miscellanecus

Pan, bidl, tea.
Clothing and footwear
Total Non-food

Meat, fish etc.

Total food

Cercals

Fuels

Per household

1.871
1598
1,149
1.075
1.032
0.990
0.953
0.831

332

Per Capilta

1.502
1.312
1.149
1.107
1.063
0.984
0.935
0.871

The figures indicate that total food, cereals. and fusals

are to be deemed as necessities ‘for this group, while miscella=

neouss pan, bidi, tea; clothing and fontwear, meat, fish,

vegetables etc. are to be treated as luxuries.

There is good

agreement between the per huuschold values end per capita

values (Tables 22 and 23).

What does income elasticity being greater than unity

imply? At this point it is essential to bear in mind that the

majority Of the sanple consglsted of households belonging

proper strata. who had not reached saturation level in basic

food requirementse The discussion of MPC in the preceding

peragraphs supports this statement (cereals 0.586 and meds,

£ish etc. 0.203). That is why, the elasticities for cereals

and ffuels are nearly unity. Since the ocutlay on other items

in absolute Taka=values 1s very low, the income elasticities
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being greater than unity only indicates that within the
bounds of the marginal amounts spent on miscellaneous

ltems of pan, bidi, tea, etc. there is preferential

spending on these categorieg. As the low level of\living
evidenced by these familles all expenditure is on basic
necessities as understood in common parlance. (after all,
any human being needs beversfiges or some stimulant). Hence,
while it may be justified in describing the consumer basket
of this group in terms of preferences, 1t should not be
forgotten that they have not reached saturation level for any
of the items. The fact that these families do have preferences
is of caurse related to the fact that 1f some elasticities
are less than unity, then elasticlties for the remaining
commoditieg have to be by definition of elasticity, grea%er
than unity. All‘commodities and services cannot have elasti-

city less than unity.

However, summarizing the results of preceding analysis
it can be concluded that cereals and meat, f£ish, vegetables,
dal etc. account for nearly eighty per cent of the marginal
propensity to consume, while in terms of elasticities
cereals and fuels turn out to be necessitiest miscellaneous,
pan, bidi, clothing and footwear, turn cut to be luxuries,
{in’ technical sense of the term). The regression for per
household and per capita consumption yeilds such close valﬁes

that economies O0f scale do not seem to be operating.
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PART 3,

THE EFFECT OF INCOME, FAMILY SIZE, FEMALE LABOUR PARTICIPATION
AND RELIGION N CONSUMPTION EXPENDITURE @

So far the regression analysis has been confined to two
variables, namely, income and consumption expenditure on
various goods and services. In all cases the f£indings confirmed
income as a highly significant determinant of household consum=
ption pattern. The two~variable model however assumes the
homogenelity of consumer behaviocur in the sample households
and also “does not allow for the operation of economies of
scale in household consumption" (Gupta, 1973, p.3). A number
of other factors have t,herefore been considered in consumptilon
studies by other researchers. National Council of Applied
Economic Research (NCAER, 1967) took into consideration the
nunber of consumption units and the educational level of the
head of the household while studying consumption behaviocur.
Singh (1968) has investigated the effects of household size
and composition and occupational factors on the patterns of
consumption. Iyengar et al (1968) examined the influence of
household size. Gupta, D.B., (1973) has investigated the
effect of household size as well as the age of the head of
the household on consumption. In fact, the recommendation
has been to include as many varlables as possible ¢ “"In

any really satisfactory study of consumber behaviocur we should
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perhaps include such factors as education, age, region,

occupation etc.* (Iyengar, Ne.S., 1967, D95).

In the present study the independent variables taken
for anélysis have been 1 fémale labour participation, family
size and religion, spart from total expenditure (serving as
proxy for incomels. The rationale behind the selection of
the variables shéqld be obvious. Female labour participa~
tion is the focus of the study and religion plays such a
pervasive role in Bangladesh societ§ that it seemed unwarranted
to leave in out. A queétion might rise, however, fog&eaving -
out education or age of the head of the hougehold. It may be
remenbered that the respondents belong to poorer section of
society, whose food consumption occuples as muich as eighty
five per cent of their total income, leaving barely fifteen
per cent for outlay on non-food itemg. Factor, such as
education plays a role in determining consumer preferences
when the outlay on non-food items is considerable (Srinivasan'
K., 1978). wWith affluent familles, it is therefore interesting
+0 note whether families go In for travel or investments in
firms, real estate Or durables, when their income increases.
In the present study, however, many categories of non-food
expenditures have been grouped as miscellaneocus so that a
preferen ce analysis is not very informative. Further., educa=-
tion for these famllles studied was confined to a very low

level so that one could talk only of literacy or illiteracye.
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As female lsbour participation (FLP) and religion are
qualitative in nature they were introducted in the regression
as dummy variables. The following model has been used to
examine the effects of the four explanatory variables on
consumptions

Y = Bo + Bixl + Bzxz +c£1D1+4<é D2 + e

Where ¥ = consumption expenditure
X, = Income (Total Expenditure) as proxy for income)
X, = Family Size (in adult units)
D1 = 1, if housewife is employed

= 0, 4f housewife is not employed
D_ = 1, if the household is Hindu
= 0, 1f the household is Maslim

(In the double=log model D, and D, were put equal to 0,01
instead of 1 )

As dependent variable, ¥, the following were takent

total expenditure on food, total expenditurs on non-food,
cerealsy meat, fish, vegetables., dal, edible oil; pan, bidi,
tea; clothing and footwear:? fuels; miscellaneous, thus apart
from total food and total non=£food, there were three catego=-

ries of food and three categories of non~food.

For stepwise multiple regression the variable having the
largest correlation with the dependent variasble entered the

regression firsty; at the subsequent stages partial correlations
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were calculated for the remaining variables and the one with
the largest correlation was fitted at each stage. The model

thus took the form (assuming the order., X,s X, D, D2).

1

Y = BO+131X1+e

¥ = Bo +lel+ Bzxz-l- a
Y‘ = Bo +B1x1+B2x§o(lD1+ e

Y

]

Bo + B X+ B X+ Do+ Do+ @

Apart from simple linear regression the log~linear model was
also fitteds. A standard regression program was used for the

A

analysis by means of a computer.

Since the influence o\f income has already been
discussed in the earlier part, particular interest in this
analysis is focussed on the effect of other variables, namely,
family size, female labour force participation (FLP) and
religion. The following table gives the highlightg of the

regression analysis (stepwise multiple regressiom).

As can be seen from Table 24, female labour participa=-
tion did not figure in any of the items as a significant
variable. Family size proved to be significant at 0.05 level
in the case of cereals only in both the models. Religion was
significant at 0.05 level in the case of Total non-food
(double log model alone) and in the case of fuels in both the

modelse
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Table 24 : Summary of Results‘of‘stepwise Multiple
Regression of Total Expenditure (T), Family
size (FS), Religion (R), and Female Labour
Participation (FLP) on Consuﬁpticn Expendituré
(200 households) «-

I . Ldnear Model
Items Intercepts Regression
Coefficients
Total food : 13,959 0.836(T)
Total non=-food :  =13.823 0.164 (2}
Cereals : 254171 0.565 (1) 9.819(Fs)
Meat, fish, vegetables etcs.i =28.375 0.,203(T)
Pan, bidi, tea. i - 9.389 0.045 (T)
Clothing and footwear 3 = 5.864 0.052(T)
Fuels i : . 5.876 0,050(T) 5.242(R)
Miscellaneous 3 =14.535 0.,052(x) 5
II Double Log Model
Items Intercepts Regression coefficilents
Potal food o + =0.101 0.992(T)
Total non=£ood  =2.411 1.062(T) 0,093 (R)
Cereals 3 =0.061 0.932(T) 0.061(Fs)
Meat, £ish,vegetables etc. 3§ =2.110 1-040(Tj
Pan,bidi, tea. t =7.569 1.595 (1)
Clothing and footwear $ =4.172 1.249(T)
Fuels s =1.505 0.816(T) 0,108 (R)
Miscellaneous : =9,603

1.871(1d
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The figures for family size in the case of cereals are
9.819 (MPC) and 0.061 (Elasticityl). These values imply that
if family size increased by one unit then the expenditure on

cereals would go up by Take 9.8. .

The figqreé for religion in the case of fuels are
'5.242 (MPC) and 0.108 (eiéséicity) implying that Hindu house-
holdg consume additional fuel to the extent of Taka 5.24 per
household, otherx things being equél, This additiqqal con sump-
tion could be due to the:interactién of geveral varisbles. The
Hindu households have significantly larger number of employed
home~makers whereas in Muglim hguééholds the Purdsh observance

acts as a strong inhibiting factors

From our point of view, however, the most important
fact is the failure of female labour participatitn to have
any efﬁect on ccnsumption'}evel. This emphasizé% the need
for providing women who are employed with reasonable wage
levels. Unless this is done, women will withdraw from the
labour market at the earlilest opportunity. Both f?om the
point of view of social justice and wellbéing hard labour
of 8 to 10 hours a day demands commensurate<rgcompensationp
Withdrawal of women f£rom'the.labour market would mean a
fécessiogfin development. Therefore, it is essential to
prescribe adequate minimm wagg,level and also set up a

machinery to enforce it.



