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WHO DECIDES?

INTRODUCTION RESEARCH QUESTION

(INTER-HOUSEHOLD BARGAINING)

Participatory Decision making (Some Say)
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METHODOLOGY WHY SHGS? KEY FINDINGS

> SHG members are more likely to be bank account holder and participate in paid

> Estimation Method: An endogenous (pFObit-prObit / probit-linear) treatment model, > Vlllage based community group, comprising work (Sa|aried and non-agricultura” and non-farm business act|v|ty

standard errors robust to heteroscedasticity. Observations weighted to indicate population 15-20 local women.

estimates > Number of SHGs promoted under National > SHG members are also less likely to use veil or be the last one in the family to eat.
Rural Livelihoods Mission (NRLM) was
> Dependent variable: various measures of women’s bargaining power. 2,820,967 (October 2016)
> Evnl ables: | 4 4 able (2004-05) SHG varship. individual T ' > They also have some say in (a) what to cook - bargaining within traditional
xplanatory variables: lagged dependent variable ( -05), membership, Individua > Key to women empowerment and rural gendered division of labor; (b) large expenditures; (c) to whom children should
characteristics (age, years of education completed by self, years of education completed by development marry
spouse), and household characteristics (type of house (brick or mud walls), index of o Access to larger pool of resources But
household asset (0-30), income earned by other household members, caste and religion Improve socio-economic status > Not in (a) how many children to have (b) what to do when a child is sick, despite

shouldering greater caregiving responsibility within the family.

®
group, village type (less or more developed), and state dummies. o Enhance self confidence, self esteem
®

> Treatment equation captures the (binary) decision of joining an SHG. Generate a sense of collective action

> Excluded instrument accounting for self-selection: total number of SHG members in the

village (PSU) other than the respondent.
Training on banana fiber craft for Women Self Help Groups in

Madurai District, TamilNadu.
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