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he question of diverging interests nd preferenes within ouples over the use of household resoures nd the onsequenes of these on)itul views hs een present for long time in the development litertureD leit in somewht sttered wyF his pper seletively reviews the undnt literture tht o'ers insights into the intrEhousehold deisionEmking proessD the strtegies put in ple y individuls to seure their ess to privte resouresD nd the role of the hnging eonomi environment in ltering these mehnismsF his pper ridges di'erent strnds of the soil sienes nd exempli(es the omplementrities mong themF he min fetures of household orgniztion re desried to set the sene for the individul strtegies introdued to ypss intrEhousehold negotitions nd seure ess to privte resouresF hese strtegies inlude e'orts to mintin ess to inomeEerning opportunities nd serey out inome nd svingsF his pper lso disusses ttempts to mintin or tilt the lne of power within the household through the use of violeneD on the one hndD nd mritl nd fertility hoies on the other hndF pinllyD this pper desries diretions for future reserh imed t improving the understnding of household ehviour nd responses to eonomi stimuliF

Introduction

uli trnsfers to households re ommon instrument in the (ght ginst povertyF iven when they re intended to ene(t severl household memersD puli trnsfers re usully hnded to one prtiulr individulF por instneD mothers re often trgeted y numer of onditionl sh trnsfer progrms @suh s rogresAD while griulturl extension servies re generlly direted towrds the mle household hedF roperly understnding wht ours in the household when one memer is the reipient of suh externl support nd how this depends on the individul memer9s position in the e re grteful to hominique vn de lle nd oert ipro for the insightful disussionsD s well s two nonymous referees for useful ommentsF I household is essentil in e0iently designing relevnt soil poliiesF wny questions remin out the orgniztion of households on the efrin nd esin ontinents nd how this should e ftored into development strtegiesF wore rodlyD etter knowledge of the )ows of resoures within households would help in understnding the determinnts of individul wellEeing nd ontriute to the nlysis of mritl tensions @inluding domesti violeneAF his pper seletively reviews the undnt literture ross vrious soil siene disiplines o'ering insights into the intrEhousehold deisionEmking proessD the strtegies put in ple y individuls to seure their ess to privte resoures nd the role of the hnging eonomi environment in ltering these mehnismsF fridging the di'erent strnds of literture is relevntF oiologists nd nthropoloE gists hve delved in detil into the question of the soil orgniztion of the household nd nlysed how the historil nd ulturl ontexts shpe the household9s deisionEmking proessesF por their prtD eonomists hve developed quntittive tools to evlute individul wellEeing while ssuming some spei( household orgniztions ut hve often sed their reserh on theoretil models tht re not designed to tke into ount the omplexities of households in developing ountriesF elthough the household is si unit of nlysisD eonomists hve een struggling for long time to (nd wy to dequtely desrie household ehviourF he most ommon representtion of the household is the unitry modelD whih ssumes tht the household ts s single individulF roweverD suh representtion of the household hs ttrted mny ritiismsD in prtiulr for filing to tke into ount the gender power lne within the household @polreD IWVTAF purthermoreD the hypothesis of full inome pooling tht is required y the unitry model hs een proven to e indequte in oth developed @frowning et lFD IWWRA nd developing ountriesD where the identity of the inome erner or trnsfer ene(iry hs een shown to 'et household onsumption ptterns @hu)oD PHHQY roddinott 8 rdddD IWWSY homsD IWWRAF en lterntive representtion of the household s set of individuls who mke deisions through rgining proess dispenses with this undesirle ssumptionF he olletive model relies on the hypothesis tht households9 deisions re reto optimlD whih is hypothesis tht might sound only wekly restritiveF 1 his model sees deision mking s twoEstep proessD wherey puli good onE 1 e sitution is sid to e reto optiml or reto e0ient if no hnge in the llotion of resoures ould led to improved stisftion for ll prtiesF reto e0ieny is onsidered s miniml notion of e0ieny tht does not neessrily result in soilly desirle distriution of resouresX it mkes no sttement out equlityD or the overll wellEeingF sn oupleD if the llotion of resoures is not reto optimlD it mens tht there would e wy to improve the stisftion of one person without tking nything wy from the other oneF his would suggest tht some resoures re wsted rther thn eing distriuted within the oupleF e rellotion of resoures tht redues this wste rings the ouple loser to the optiml situtionD even if it is not su0ient to ttin reto e0ienyF P sumption is deided nd the remining resoures re shred mong deision mkers @in generlD the two memers of oupleA for their privte onsumptionF he shring depends on eh household memer9s rgining powerD whih is 'eted y the distriution ftors tht determine eh memer9s outside optionsF 2 e numer of ppers tht diretly test the restritions imposed y the model in developed ountries do not rejet themF xeverthelessD the empiril evidene for developing ountries suggests tht this model might not typilly holdF sn ftD the reto e0ieny hypothesis is not lwys found to e vlid in suh ontextsD whih implies tht households re wsting resouresF dry @IWWTA shows tht households in furkin pso do not reh produtive e0ieny euse lour is not lloted optiE mlly mong plots of the sme householdF he wel et lF @PHHWA lso detet produtive ine0ieny with experimentl dtX when sh grnts re o'ered to miroEentrepreneursD they (nd tht women either do not invest the grnt in their usiness or do not ern dditionl pro(tsD while men tully otin returns from the grntF essessing how households ope with shoks llows us to evlute whether the llotion of resoures is e0ient from the onsumption perspetiveF hu)o 8 dry @PHHRA (nd in gôte d9svoire tht household memers do not seem to mutully insure ginst trnsitory shoks tht 'et individul inomesD whih ontrdits e0ienyF heron 8 urishnn @PHHHA nd oinson @PHIPA reh similr onlusion in very di'erent ontextsF es resultD it seems di0ult to onsider tht even the reto e0ieny ssumption is generlly vlid in the ontext of developing ountriesF flnd 8 ipro @PHIVA present ler overview of the empiril regulrities oserved in developing ountries tht suggest strtegi deision mkingF xonEoopertive models of the household hve een elorted to ount for thisD ut generl theoretil frmework is still lkingF eent evidene suggests tht the intrEhousehold resoure llotion proess might mtter for the impt of puli poliiesF sing smple of rurl wexin householdsD engelui 8 qrlik @PHITA underline the existing vrition in the e0ieny of intrEhousehold resoure llotion ross householdsF hey show tht retoEe0ient households reh etter outomes for hildren thn ine0ient households @in terms of primry nd seondry edutionA nd tht their responsiveness to sh trnsfer tretment is higherF purthermoreD the dynmi impt of interfering with the intrEhousehold lne of power should e onsidered in poliy designF sn ftD reting new inome )ow towrds one memer might impt household funtioning nd even the household strutureY for instneD idmonds et lF @PHHSA show tht the outh efrin pension sheme impted the fmily strutureF wore generllyD households ret to hnges in their eonomi environment in wys tht re likely to 'et not only the llotion 2 en @IWWHA proposed n erly disussion of models of oopertive on)it in the householdF Q of resoures within the household ut lso the onsumption ptternF sn mny of the instnes where ine0ienies hve een identi(ed in the dtD possile immedite use is individul ehviours imed t seuring personl resouresD even if they ome t the expense of the totl resoures ville to the householdF elthough it need not e the se tht suh strtegi ehviours re neessrily soure of ine0ienyD they my well e t the hert of numer of suE optiml outomesF his pper douments these strtegiesD whether or not they hve een proven to e ine0ientF nderstnding the we of norms into whih their ehviour hs to (t is prerequisite for ssessing the types of strtegies tht eh person n implementF sndeedD living in soiety imposes onformtion to the prevlent soil norms tht de(ne onstrined set of possiilities nd therey shpe eptle ehvioursF e rgue tht given set of normsD individuls hve ess to spei( resoures nd orreltivelyD hve spei( dutiesF he mrgin of mnoeuvering for individuls lies within these onstrintsD whih is why ler understnding of them is ruilF here re lrge vritions in norms ross spe nd vrious soil groupsF pully desriing these di'erent ontexts is not possile hereY thereforeD we restrit our ttention in two wysF pirstD we onenE trte on the funtioning of households tht onsist of onjugl fmily unitsD s de(ned y vn de lle @PHHTAD where onjugl fmily unit omprises mnD his wife or wivesD nd their hildrenF his de(niE tion enompsses households orgnized over multiple residenesD whih n e prtiulrly importnt for polygmous households @yhollEeyyoD IWWUAF roweverD we do not ddress the situtions tht entil nonEoEresidene due to migrtionF eondD we fous our nlysis on suEhrn efri euse the omplex household strutures nd strit previling soil norms mke the question of intrEhousehold llotion espeilly slientD nd there is susequently lrge ody of literture out this reF hen relevntD we lso provide illustrtions from other regionsD notly outh esiD lthough the literture on these res is less undnt thn the literture on efriF sn ftD individul strtegies to seure personl inome exist throughout the world nd deserve to lso e investigted more thoroughly in nonEefrin ontextsF efter presenting qulittive desription of household orgniztion in setion ID we turn to the desription of individuls9 strtegies for seuring resouresF etion P desries strtegies to inrese individul inome nd how this leds to ine0ieny in the llotion of inputs within the householdF etion Q desries the literture on serey relted to inome nd svingsD while setion R disusses the role of violene in deision mkingF pinllyD setion S quikly highlights how individul strtegies our upstrem from the household onstitution with strtegi ehviour in mrrige nd fertility deisionsF R 1. Household functioning 1.1. Household organization everl hllenges rise when modelling household deision mking in developing ountriesF pirstD the tul struture nd orgniztion of the household is not dequtely represented y the se of nuler household tht shres residene nd mkes deisions jointly out the onsumption of puli goodsF eondD households n inlude severl utonomous udgetry unitsF sndividul resoures re not generlly pooledY they re not lwys known within the householdF hirdD soil norms odifyD in lrge prtD who hs ess to whih resoures nd who is responsile for tering to whih needs in the householdsF hese norms re historilly determinedD ut they evolve with hnges in the eonomi environmentF 3 wrried ouples hve very ler understnding out their respetive rights nd dutiesD nd lthough they might help eh other in ses of temporry inpity to ful(l one9s dutyD too long devition from the norm isD in generlD uneptleF pinllyD the struture of households nd the deisionEmking proesses within them re lso in)uened y the sene of forml mrkets on the one hnd nd the sene of puli soil protetion system on the other hndF e remrkly helpful presenttion of the rod determinnts of household struture nd orgniztion is given in ulme @IWTHAF qiven the exogmy rules prevlent in most soil groupsD mrrige rings people together from di'erent lineges who therefore fe ompeting loylties to their own linege nd to the linege of their spouseF eording to the uthorD whih linege owns the hildren lrgely shpes the reltionships etween spousesF sn mtrilinel soietiesD where hildren elong to the mternl linegeD the onjugl link is wekD nd ouples re lrgely unstleF goopertion in suh setting might e more di0ult to hieveF he ft tht the interests of the mother nd hildrenD on the one hndD nd the interests of the ftherD on the other hndD re opposed regrding inheritne is potentil soure of dissension etween spousesF 4 sn ptrilinelD ptrirhl soietyD hildren elong to the fther9s linegeD whih retes stronger link etween spouses @who hve ligned inheritne interestsAF roweverD in ptrilinel soietiesD women re in prtiulrly frgile situtionD s divore might not e very strong outside option in intrEhousehold negotitionsY in ftD upon divoreD womn loses ess to oth resoures nd her hildrenF purthermoreD in the se of widowhoodD women might e left with very little ess to ny resouresF es resultD women hve n interest in seuring personl svings tht n t 3 qender norms n hve vriety of souresD e they religiousD ethni or lolF st is outside the sope of this pper to explin the origin of normsD s well s to ssess whether their impt is di'erentited y originF 4 wtrilinel soieties re urrently muh less frequent thn ptrilinel soieties nd hve often evolved to dopt ptriE linel norms in some dimensions @if only euse they elong to sttes in whih ptrilinel groups form the mjority of the popultion nd where the legl systemD notly onerning inheritne lwsD is shped y these desent rulesAF S s sfety net if they leve their husnd9s linegeD giving room to divergene etween spousesF por wunhong @IWVVAD the lk of oopertion within households @in miA might e fostered y lk of insurne in the se of widowhoodF egrdless of the linege systemD individul responsiilities re lerly de(nedF he rod rule is tht women re in hrge of tering to dily needsD whih require smll expensesD while husnds9 oligtions inlude providing lodging nd ering the ost of helth nd edution expenditures nd other infrequent ut ostly purhsesD notly of durle goodsF elthough there re vritions in this division of tsksD the generl pttern is rther stle ross efrin soieties @see glrk @IWWSA for qhnD plen @PHIIA for feninD fikketi et lF @PHITA for uenyD rider et lF @PHIVA for furkin psoD wunhong @IWVVA for mi nd quyer @IWVVA for gmeroonD for exmpleAF wost oftenD men re in hrge of seuring livelihood for their householdD lthoughD t the sme time women re generlly held responsile for feeding the fmilyF por exmpleD uevne 8 qry @IWWWA indite tht for some ethni groups in furkin psoD women er the primry responsiility for feeding themselves nd their hildrenF 5 wher @IWVIA signls tht in the ferer hmlets of the woron middleEetlsD men re expeted to provide food nd lodgingD ut wives9 medil expenses should e pid y her fmily of originF he literture on esin ountries does not linger so muh on this prtiulr dimensionD whih perhps re)ets women9s lower ess to resoure mngement on this ontinentF gse studies illustrte the role of the linege system in shping household orgniztionF glrk @IWWSA gives prtiulrly vivid exmple of mtrilinel soiety in her nlysis of the femle uumsi mrket trders @qhnAD while plen @PHIIA presents detiled exmple of household orgniztion in ptrilinel systemD nmelyD the pon in feninF he omprison etween the two ses mkes slient the greter eonomi utonomy of women in the mtrilinel systemD whih omes with oth osts nd ene(ts for womenF he women desried y glrk @IWWSA hve shops in very tive mrket tht opertes dilyF his eonomi tivity n e pro(tleD provided tht one invests su0ient time nd pitl into itF sn this settingD only hlf of the mrried women oEreside with their husndsX some women live with some of their mtrilinel kin @motherD ousins or silingsAF sn suh sesD the womn is nevertheless in hrge of prepring her husnd9s melsF he womn shres no monetry resoures with her oE resident kin or with her husndF pinnil rrngements with the husnd involve minly him pying regulr llowne ermrked for the purhse of foodD the chop moneyD nd possily some shre of the ost of rising hildrenF he is in hrge of ompleting the mel with vegetles tht she hs to 5 ernfred @PHHUA (nds tht older women ontrol the distriution of food stoks in northern wozmiqueF T purhseF ghop moneyD quid pro quoD mens tht she prepres mels for her husnd nd hs sex with himF 6 viving seprtely is viewed s positive systemD s it prevents qurrels over the use of money nd timeF sgnorne of the husnd9s inome is not unommonD nd he is more likely to py his shre if he does not know the full extent of his wife9s own inomeF por womenD generting their own ernings is even more ruil given tht mrriges re rther unstle @dethD divoreD nd polygmy re threts to the (nnil support from the husndAF plen9s desription of the pon in fenin depits tht women re expeted to tke on ookingD lening nd hildreF woreoverD s justi(ed y the pyment of ridewelthD men hve full ontrol over their wives9 lour nd sexulityF omen re lso expeted to oey their husnd9s ommnds regrding ny type of errndF sn ddition to the usul duties @pying for the min stplesD lodgingD helth nd edutionAD the husnd is lso oligted to provide his wife with strtEup pitl for her eonomi tivityF omen onur tht good husnd is one who does not shirk these responsiilitiesF 7 en dditionl norm is tht women re responsile for mnging eremonil giftsD whih re indispensle in mintining the soil network @see fuggenhgen @PHIPA for eneglAF xeessity sometimes ommnds tht the generl rules e entF fikketi et lF @PHITA underline tht in uenyD despite lerly de(ned trditionl rolesD the neessity of seuring their livelihood hs led spouses to eome )exile out their gendered oligtions nd to diverge from the originl ulturl expettionsF roodfr @IWVVA lso mentions tht households in the giro neighourhood hve dpted their udget mngement prties to the needs of ity nd modern lifeF sn prtiulrD the frequent sene of husndsD prtly due to long migrtion journeys towrds qulf gountriesD hve led womenD even those who were trditionlly not llowed to del with moneyD to oversee the household udgetF vermeEprssy @PHHHA reports tht for (shmongers in the hkr mrket @eneglAD women often need to supplement their husnds9 ernings to meet their dily needsF pinllyD woudou elidou 8 xiehof @PHPHA lso (nd tht during the otton risisD the mle inome dropped shrply nd women9s ernings ted s shok sorer in times of hrdshipF ht men re viewed s redwinners does not prevent women from lso working nd erning some inomeD whih they keep prt of for themselvesF sn ftD seprte udgets nd serey etween spouses re two rther generl fetures of householdsD even in ptrilinel soietiesF sn efrin ontextsD s goqueryE idrovith @IWWRA puts itD women hve long hd seprte pursesF es ws desried y hene @IWRWA seven dedes goD spouses often hve only impreise knowledge of eh other9s resoures nd expensesF 8 he 6 sf the husnd is wy for some dysD no hop money is provided during this periodF 7 uh de(nition of good husnd is lso indited in enegl @rotte 8 vmertD PHPHAF 8 hene @IWRWA onluded tht it ws neessry to interview every individul independently when olleting dt on inome nd expenditures in efriD prtie tht is still fr from generlF U literture hs mny exmples of this privy regrding inomeF foth plen @PHIIA nd vewyEfouher 8 hgnelie @PHIRA underline tht feninese spouses rrely shre ess to eh other9s moneyD property or other welthD nd they keep their (nnes ompletely seretF omen often hide money from their husndsD whih they n use in se of (nnil troule or mritl disordX keeping ommon (nnes would e onsidered riskyF roodfr @IWVVA notes tht in giroD women hve no informtion out how muh their husnds ern nd spend on themselvesD irrespetive of the (nnil rrngement in their householdD whih vries from situtions in whih the women re not supposed to even touh money to situtions where they fully mnge the household udgetF sn similr wyD spouses9 imperfet knowledge of eh other9s (nnes is underlined in ontexts s vried s vgos @ppohudD IWVVAD the feti villges in gmeroon @quyerD IWVVA nd urn mi @wunhongD IWVVAF he shring of responsiilities desried ove is enountered in mny di'erent settings nd not only ross the efrin ontinentF imilr ptterns of household orgniztion re desried for the rmong nd o in ietnm @fonnin 8 urnerD PHIRAD with the women generlly eing responsile for ll household reprodutive tivitiesD notly mintining fmilies9 dily food supply through household grdensD while the men ssume the sme key roles s men on the efrin ontinentF he desription of northern sndin households y ingh 8 fhndri @PHIPA lso points to dominnt sitution of men who ontrol the money nd property in the fmilyD with udget mngement eingD in generlD in women9s hndsD t lest in terms of the housekeeping llowneF sn outh esiD where the joint fmily household @two dult genertionsA is ommon living rrngeE mentD the shring of udget mngement etween genertions is entrl onernF hivides etween oth genders nd genertions ply roleF sn generlD the older genertion is the one in ontrolF ounger women hve little informtion out household money eyond the level of the llowne tht their husE nds give themF sn some instnesD they do not even hve regulr llowne ut hve to sk for money for eh spei( need tht they might hve @ingh 8 fhndriD PHIPAF rypergmy in mrrigesD whih is ommon in the ptrilinel system prevlent in north sndiD tends to reinfore this domintion over dughtersEinElw in their mritl householdD sine they ome from fmilies with lower soil sttus @rryD IWUWAF sn fngldeshD the trdition of mrrying outside the home villgeD whih isoltes the new ride from her kinD ontriutes to young women9s suordintion to oth their husnd nd the older women mong their inElws @uiriD IWWSAF sn this ontextD women hve hrdly ny ontrol over eonomi resouresF qrm et lF @PHIVA emphsises the power struggles etween dughtersEinElw nd mothersEinElw in this type of householdF sn southern sndiD women9s position nd ess to resoures V pper to e more fvourleD ut ginD the (nnil spheres of the husnd nd wife remin firly seprte @xishimurD IWWVAF 1.2. Division of labour and income-earning opportunities omen often lk proper ontrol over ssets nd inputsF por efriD hoss et lF @PHISA show tht the reltive ownership of lnd y gender vries onsiderlyX men individully ownD on vergeD PP times s muh lnd re s women own in xigeri nd etween IFI nd TFW times s muh lnd re s women own in the other ountries with ville dtD nmelyD xigerD nzniD gndD ithiopi nd wlwiF 9 pfhmps 8 uisuming @PHHPA doument wide heterogeneity in the shring of ssets even within given ountryD nmely ithiopiF hoss et lF @PHIRA provide rossEontinent piture y exmining three ountries nd show tht the ownership of welth nd lnd in esi @urntkA is extremely imlned etween gendersD less so in qhn nd not t ll in iudorF etermn et lF @PHIIA disuss ess to other griulturl inputs nd tehnologyF hey onlude tht there re mixed results in terms of the di'erentil ess of women to vrile inputsF hese di'erenes my led to lower tehnil e0ieny on women9s plotsF omen9s generlly low ess to extension servies might ontriute to this gender gpF sn dditionD etermn et lF @PHIIA suggest tht the inputs9 qulity @in prtiulrD soil qulityA my lso e lower on women9s plots nd tht the rop hoie my di'erF roweverD very few ppers mke withinEhousehold ssessments ut rther ompre femleEheded with mleEheded householdsF he results my therefore e lrgely irrelevnt for the issues disussed hereX women who re household heds fe no risk of the exproprition of their lour produt nd hve no withinEhousehold rgining issue in the llotion of inputsF sn pioneering workD foserup @IWUHA underlined the gender division of lourF he emphsized the fundmentl role tht women ply in efrin griulture in ontrst to their lesser roles in esin nd vtin emerin ountriesY she ssigned this di'ereneD in lrge prtD to di'erenes in frming systemsF he lso pointed to the ft tht women9s ontriutions to household work nd domesti prodution were vstly underestimted if only euse they hd never een sttistilly reordedF enthropologists hve emphsized the ler delinetion of gender roles in frming nd how women must negotite their ess to resouresF fikketi et lF @PHITA desrie the gender division of lour in uenyF hey rn fous groups seprtely y gender nd reorded the ess to nd ontrol over eh type of resoure @lndD fertilizerD lourD pestiidesD livestok nd wterA for eh prtiipntF elthough 9 his informtion is not systemtilly olletedD whih prevents reserhers from estlishing ler piture for the entire ontinentF W the fous groups of oth genders desried femle frmers s hving ess to ll types of inputsD they indited tht the women hve very limited ontrolX women hve ontrol only over lour nd sometimes over fertilizer nd pestiidesF foth sets of fous groups greed on this desriptionD whih suggests tht the norm is firly estlishedF he uthors emphsize tht even when women purhse the ssetsD their husnd is still regrded s the owner of the ssets nd resoures nd my ontrol their use nd sleF 10 omen seem unle nd unwilling to question this ontrol over resoures nd the produts of their workF hen they hve etter ess to some resouresD it is tully tthed to n inresed numer of dutiesD prtiulrly for dily household expendituresF 11 eside from their prtiiption in griulturl tivitiesD one of the min inomeEerning tivities of women is trdeF he qhnen exmple desried y glrk illustrtes thisF enother instne of very tive women trders is omposed of women in (shing ommunities of outhest esi who ontrol (sh trnsformtion tivities nd trde @xiehofD PHHUAF his possiility isD howeverD not open to women in ll soietiesD s previling norms might limit ess to this type of ouptionF wher @IWVIA desries how mong the fererEspeking people of the middle etls in worooD t lest until the eightiesD women were rred from selling their lourF iven going to the mrket ws prolemtiD s women uying or selling were onsidered to e ompromising their dignityF sn ftD women were on(ned to tivities tht do not involve intertions with unknown people nd were not supposed to hve ny ontt with moneyF sn some ontextsD respeting purdah @women9s selusionA rules might prevent women from essing the puli spe ltogether @s desried in uiri @IWWSA or shid @PHIQA in fngldeshD where purdah is not leglly inding ut is strong ulturl trditionAF hen women workD they my not hve ontrol over their wgesF sn the grment industry in fngldeshD young unmrried women tend to keep full ontrol over their wgesD while their mrried workingElss ounterprts hnd over their slry to their husnds nd retin solutely no ontrol over it @uiriD IWWSAF sn lowerEmiddle lss householdsD men ssert their uthority y not touhing their wife9s pyD therey elittling the role of women9s inome in the household eonomyF yverllD despite their importnt ontriutions to household produtionD women hve fewer possiiliE ties thn men to seure sh inome in most developing ountry ontextsF 10 hese uthors quote femle smllholder s followsX here is no equlity when it omes to ownership of ssetsF wy husnd owns everything exept the money s my mke from my sles nd group investments tht s do not revel to himD overll ll ssets s hve ought elong to himF 11 e mle smllholder in weere outh sysD wost of us llote smll plot to our wives to produe uht nd sell so tht they n sustin the dily house requirementsD however we hve to know how muh money they ern from eh sle euse we hve to e in hrge of ll our (nnesF sn se they ern more thn the usul then we dd some more responsiilities for them eFgF uying ooks for the hildren nd pying for medil expenses or even pying for veterinry serviesF IH 2. Economic activities of the household he sets of norms tht de(ne the roles nd responsiilities of eh individul in the household limit the possiilities for eh individul to enjoy privte onsumptionF es resultD household memers might try to ypss these onstrints y generting more inome tht n e kept privte rther thn shredF his might ome t the ost of llotive ine0ieniesF 12 his setion fouses on the nonEoopertive ehviours tht permit (nnil privyF 2.1. Productive ineciencies sn n forementioned pperD dry @IWWTA shows tht households in furkin pso do not reh reto e0ienyF he environment under study is the followingX households own severl plotsD nd eh plot is the responsiility of one individulF pemle plots re generlly smller in sizeD ut dry shows tht onditionl on plot size nd qulity nd on household (xed e'etsD the produtivity on these plots is lower thn tht on mle plotsF his suggests tht households should either rellote femle plots to e under mle supervision or llote more inputs to the femle plots to inrese their produtivityF sndeedD dry lso shows tht importnt inputs suh s mle household lourD non household lour nd mnure re underEprovided to femle plotsD ll plots hrteristis equlF re estimtes tht pproximtely T7 of output is lost euse of this ine0ient ftor llotion within the householdF hespite household inome lossD household memers re unwilling or unle to engge in trnstions tht would ring them loser to the optimumF omen re most ertinly unwilling to rent or give wy their plot to their husndD sine they my lose usufrutF roweverD it is not ler why women do not engge in trnstions tht would gurntee etter ess to inputsD for instneD y ompensting their husnd for their workF everl other ppers hve ddressed the sme issueF ekresh @PHHSA hllenges dry9s results with lrger dtset from furkin psoD ut he nnot ontrol for plotElevel hrteristisD while qoldstein 8 dry @PHHVA points to ine0ieny in qhnD where women mke lower lnd investments due to lower seurity of tenureF rider et lF @PHIVA on(rm the ine0ieny of the llotion of fertilizers nd show tht ommon plots supervised y the household hed reeive fr more thn the other plots when ontrolling for their hrteristisF e possile interprettion of these fts is tht these ine0ienies result from the wy tht individuls t to seure individul ess to inomeD given the onstrints imposed y the norms tht govern the 12 ellotive ine0ieny refers to sitution where inputs re not lloted within the ouple in the wy tht would permit to mximize totl pro(tF st is perfetly omptile with eh individul eing tehnilly e0ientD iFeF eing on the frontier of prodution given the inputs sGhe hs ess toF II gender roles in frmingD resoure provision nd time useF e mjor di0ulty in tully pinpointing this reltion is to disentngle wht is due to the norms tht ditte roles nd opportunities from wht is due to the onsious hoie to engge in nonEoopertive ehviour in n ttempt to seure privte resoures for one9s self nd one9s dependentsF 13 here re two wys of thinking out the in)uene of normsF xorms onstrin n individul9s hoiesF hey provide frmework within whih people n hoose limited set of eptle tions to seure resouresF et the sme timeD norms n e the result of proess tht llows individuls to identify n e0ient household orgniztion given the eonomi sitution tht previls t the time @ossD PHHSAF roweverD eonomi irumstnes evolve fster thn normsD nd during the proess of dpttion to evolving eonomi onditionsD there re fritions with the urrent previling normF he following prgrphs emphsize ehviours tht were used y shoks externl to the household in settings where the norms remin stleF hemonstrting whether the ehviours desried re suoptiml is eyond the sope of this litertureF his setion nevertheless provides illustrtions of nonEoopertion within the householdF fssett @PHHPA douments hnge in frming prties following the introdution of otton s sh rop in gôte d9svoireF he informtion ws olleted regulrly from IWVI to IWWUD whih llows longEterm perspetive of villge loted in the north of the ountryF sn the erly IWVHsD few women grew ottonX most grew (eld of penuts nd (eld of rieF hey devoted most of their time to the ommon (elds nd hd limited numer of dys tht they ould llote to their own plotsF 14 hey depended hevily on their husnd to otin lnd nd needed to sk their husnds9 permission to mke their hildren work on their plotsF he hnge rose from the simultneous introdution of otton s sh rop nd the doption of oxenD whih redued the worklod of women nd llowed them to inrese their plot sizeF he husnds were displesed y their wives entering otton frming for two resonsF pirstD if women signed n greement with the (rm tht uys the ottonD they would hve to omply with their griulturl lendrD whih would jeoprdize the ontrol of husnds over their wives9 lourF eondD men fered the inresed rgining power ssoited with greter eonomi utonomyF hespite this resistneD otton ws lrgely dopted y womenF hepending on their sttus within the household nd in the ommunityD women hd n unequl possiility to gurntee su0ient inputs on their plotsF 13 fernrd et lF @PHIVA diretly sk household memers whether they identify with di'erent vignettes tht represent household funtioning @iFeFD dittor or seprte spheres sed on normsD ontriutions or the most informed personA nd relte the nswer to performne in the prodution nd onsumption spheresF hey (nd tht in produtionD reltive to the dittor typeD the normEdriven type of household is ssoited with lower produtionD while the mostEinformed type is ssoited with more produtionF sn onsumptionD the dittor type performs worse thn ny other typeF 14 enufo women hve the right to work two dys on their own plots in the trditionl TEdy weekD while tul women hve to work with their husnds when they re sked to do so nd re free to spend their remining time working on their own plotsF IP omen of higher stnding in the household 15 hd etter ess to the household mle inputs @help in stoking nd selling the produt nd mle lour for sprying pestiidesAY neverthelessD the numer of pestiide pplitions remined lower thn the ompny9s reommendtionsF purthermoreD women with more resoures hd fewer di0ulties essing n externl lour foreD either euse they hd su0ient sh to py for lour or euse they hd etter onnetions tht llowed them to prtiipte in reiprol lour groupsF yftenD women with less geny ould rely only on lte lour fore rther thn one with idel timingD whih leds to lower outputF wo striking points of fssett9s desription re tht women depended hevily on nonEhousehold lour to perform ritil tsksD with very few instnes of women hiring their husnd to work on their plotsD nd tht women were not eqully positioned to tke on new pro(tle tivityF grney @PHHRA nlysed the gender on)its in the qmin wetlnds following hnge in the llotion of lndF rditionllyD the plots lose to the river @wetlndsA were frmed y women nd were plnted with rieD while uplnd (elds were devoted to sh rops @penutsA under mle supervisionF 16 ell fmily memers were lloted individul plots @nmed kmnyngoA in return for working in the ommon (elds @mruoAF ie (elds operted y women were in prt individul nd in prt ommon @heyD IWVIAF roweverD the low prtiiption of men in rie ultivtion limited inreses in rie outputF he government thus deided to oost rie prodution y implementing lrgeEsle irrigtion projet nd introduing improved seedsF huring the demrtion of (elds with the ommunityD the new rie (elds were strtegilly lelled ommon (elds s prerequisite for men9s involvementF his implied de facto shift of lnd tht ws typilly frmed y women towrds use y menF omen resisted this deteriortion of their sitution in vriety of wys y reloting their individul prodution to unimproved wetlnds to keep their utonomyD greeing to provide lour on ommon irrigted plots if they ould use the plot for themselves in the riny sesonD sking for ompenstion for the dditionl lour performed in one seson or simply refusing to work on the irrigted plotsF on frun 8 e @IWVWA ompre households with high nd low shres of lnd dedited to rie in IWVS fter the implementtion of the shemeF hey show tht intrEhousehold txtionD de(ned s the lour ontriution of eh individul in ommon plots reltive to his totl tivityD is muh higher for women in households who re involved in rieEirrigted griultureF his mens tht the new highEtehnology rie impinges reltively more on women9s privte griulture thn on men9s privte griultureF hen pyments were mdeD those ssoited with femle 15 por instneD the senior wife in polygmous householdsF 16 rior to the estlishment of this systemD men nd women were oth involved in the ropping of rie in the lowlnds nd erels in the uplndsF st ws only when penut ultivtion strted to generte sh tht men egn speilizing in this ropD whih left women to produe food rops nd estlished ler gender division of lour nd rolesF IQ work in the ommon (eld were pproximtely equl to the verge lour produtivity of women in their lest remunertive individul sh ropsF roweverD the shift in prodution seems to hve een ssoited with improvements in terms of nutrition for hildren nd womenF his positive outome is unfortuntely not systemtilly oserved s onsequene of suh n interventionF frue @IWVWA ites study tht desries similr progrm in ueny tht not only likewise led to redution in women9s ess to independent plots nd deline in women9s inome ut lso resulted in worsening of the fmily nutritionl situtionF sn prinipleD intrEhousehold trnsfers to ompenste eh memer for his or her lour ontriution to the other memers9 plots should llow the household to pproh produtive e0ieny nd should therefore e rther prevlentF roweverD we found in the literture only one se where the womn would potentilly py her husnd for his work @fssettD PHHPAF e few rtiles hve ddressed the question of the ompenstion of women for their work in joint (elds or in the (elds of their husndsD ut these rtiles usully rely on very limited numer of oservtionsF tones @IWVQA estimtes the ompenstion pid to women for their lour in joint rie (elds in north gmeroonF he (nds tht women re etter ompensted thn their opportunity ost @whih rises from working on their own plotsAF roweverD she lso (nds tht widowsD who ontrol the produts of their lourD llote more lour time to trnsplnting rie thn women who work for their husndsF hereforeD the ompenstion does not seem to e su0ient to reh the optiml llotion of lour on ropsF vilj et lF @IWWTA nd vilj 8 nders @IWWVA srutinize the hnges in husnds9 demnd for their wives9 lour ssoited with improved tehnology in otton frming in wliF omen re requested to work more on the ommon plotsD whih leves them less time to work on their own plotsF he uthors (nd tht the dditionl ompenstion for the women9s workD in kind or in shD inreses with the introdution of new tehnologyF roweverD they (nd tht the output loss on their personl (elds exeeds the inresed ompenstionD nd in totlD the women lose from the tehnologil ginF hese vrious ppers therefore estlish tht household memers pper to implement nonEoopertive strtegies to seure their produtionD possily t the expense of totl household resouresD ut do not explin why households my fil to hieve e0ienyF 2.2. Why do households not cooperate in production? sn ttempting to understnd why nonEoopertion might previlD severl explntions hve een put forwrdF e (rst possiility for gining understnding in this re is exploring the role of ltruism @or IR lk thereofAF sn the sene of diret mesure of ltruismD some uthors hve resorted to ompring monogmous nd polygmous households under the ssumption tht ltruism is lower within polygE mous onjugl unit nd tht this is the di'erene tht mtters for this questionF sing the sme dt s dryD ekresh et lF @PHITA show tht the devition from optimlity is lower nd nonEsigni(nt for polygmous householdsF hey rgue tht ltruism in the household my tully deter oopertion sine the household memers refrin from retliting in the se of devitionF roweverD the experimentl evideneD whih is sed mostly on withinEhousehold puli good gmesD is fr from de(nitive on the question of the reltive e0ieny rehed y polygmous nd monogmous householdsF frr et lF @PHIWA runs suh n experiment in xigeriD where polygyny is ommonF he nlysis shows tht within oth household typesD oopertion is highD ut polygynous households re less oopertiveD whih goes ginst ekresh et lF @PHITAF wunro et lF @PHIWA lso rejet e0ienyD ut they (nd no penlty in e0ieny from polygyny nd tht oth types of households re eqully ine0ientF hereforeD even if one epts the ide tht ompring monogmous nd polygynous households is wy to ddress this questionD the existing evidene does not llow us to drw onlusions out the role plyed y ltruismF 17 e seond explntion for the filure to reh e0ieny is informtion symmetries mong household memersF quirkinger et lF @PHISA ssess whether informtion symmetries in e'ort levels re driver of nonEe0ient lour provision in wliF hey fous on olletive (elds supervised y the household hed nd individul plots mnged y junior mle memersF 18 hey show tht produtivity is lower in olletive plots thn in individul plots for reEintensive rops ut not for other ropsD whih they interpret s on(rmtion of the ft tht supervisors of olletive plots fe di0ulties in seuring n dequte level of e'ortF he model provided in quirkinger 8 ltteu @PHIRA suggests tht the hoie y the household hed of lloting some of the frmlnd to individul plots omes from severl onstrints s followsX the impossiility of oserving e'ortY the impossiility of ompensting people individully for lour in the ommon plot for fer of on)it in the householdY nd rentEseeking in the ommon plot from the household hedD who otins signi(nt shre efore dividing the rest of the hrvest mong household workersF quirkinger 8 ltteu @PHIRA provide qulittive evidene for eh of the onstrints ndD in prtiulrD for the ft tht junior mle memers provide low e'ort level in the olletive (eld to preserve their energy for their own plotsF 17 ipro @PHIRAD in very di'erent setupD lso onludes tht ltruism my not e the right explntion for oopertionF 18 he environment under study is di'erent from the one studied y dryD for instneD sine women provide shred good @vegetlesA y frming their individul plots nd re relieved from the duty of working on olletive (eldsF IS 2.3. Coordination of non-cooperative behaviour he extent of opposition to n improvement in personl inome y the other household memers rings to light how unoopertive individuls my e if they fer tht they might loose from the hngeF e go further in this work to emphsize how individuls try @nd sometimes sueed inA ounterting orgniztionl hnges tht threten previling gender rolesF sn prtiulrD we wnt to identify how prt of this resistne ours in the puli sphereD not just in the intimy of the householdF e hve lredy identi(ed the di0ulties tht women fed when dopting otton in gôte d9svoire @fssettD PHHPAX their ess to inputs ws unertin nd di0ultD nd they needed mn to mrket the produtF fssett douments tht in IWWQD n inident ourred t the mrket in whih mn rought his wife9s prodution nd ws witing for his turn to weigh nd lod the ottonF e group of men spoke up nd sid tht their wives were not growing otton so they would not help the mn unlodD nd then they deprtedD whih left him in the wkwrd position of eing seen s working for his wifeF hese menD who felt thretened y the progressive hnge in gender rolesD hose to shme one of the husnds who ws epting the evolution of normsF his put hlt to the hngeX men were not willing to e ostrizedD ut women needed them to helpF elthough otton hd een widely dopted y women in the surveyed villge in IWVVD lmost ll of them hd disontinued their otton frming y IWWRF he following four resons were given for thisD eh y oneEfourth of the womenX men wnted them to work in the household (eldsY there ws n insu0ient lour supply t ritil periodsY the sene of women in the otton oopertive mrket prevented them from selling their produt y themselvesY nd otton ws not su0iently pro(tleF he ostrution implemented y menD individully nd olletivelyD ws suessful t mintining the status quoF roweverD fssett @PHHPA mentions tht women lso resisted when their husnds deided to grow otton nd sked them to work in the (eldX they refused to hrvest their husnd9s ottonD spent more time in their individul (eld nd showed less interest in hving sexul reltionsF uevne 8 qry @IWWWA doument severl instnes where women lost their lnd rights following n institutionl hnge in the environmentD ut they tully ene(ted from the hngeF he ontext is the southwestern prt of furkin psoD where migrtionD omined with tehnologil improvements nd widespred otton doptionD led to n extensi(tion of lnd use ndD thereforeD lnd srityF uite surprisinglyD women negotited etter ess to lnd vi the mrketD sine lrge lndowners were unwilling to lend to men for fer of expropritionF he inility of women to lim permnent rights ws the key ftor tht helped them rent lnd @ndD on vergeD they ould keep the plot for only three onseutive IT yersAF uevne 8 qry @IWWWA lims tht the impossiility of hiring mle lour on these plots might explin the ine0ieny result estlished y dry @IWWTAF roweverD it is lso importnt to note tht there ws no opposition within the household in this instne sine the vlue of the women9s lour on the men9s plots ws extremely limited due to the srity of lndF updi @IWWSA lso provides evidene of suh oordintion mong women ourring in esiF he douments the types of work ville to lowerEste women in southern sndiF he uthor emphsizes tht women re pid hlf of wht men re pid for dy of workD even when they undertke mle tivityD nd this stte of 'irs is epted y womenF roweverD the lour mrket lso provides di'erent type of ontrt tht is extremely ppreited y the lourersX it onsists of pying group of people for given tsk rther thn pying them y the dyF qiven tht the group my selet only etter le individuls nd hve high inentives to (nish the tsk s quikly s possileD this ontrt leds to etterEpid josF he desries how when mn elongs to the groupD he eomes the de facto group leder nd the person in hrge of reeiving nd distriuting the pymentsF sn these irumstnesD the higher py ssoited with the ontrt is never otined y the femle lourersX the mn negotites the py with the employerD keeps it seret nd pys them t the dily work rteD even if they hve worked longer hours nd fsterF es resultD women form seprteD llEfemle work groupsD whih llows them to ess higher pymentsF hese re some instnes where the oordintion of nonEoopertive ehviours hs prevented or elerted soil hngesF xeverthelessD there is not strong strnd of literture tht overs this issueD nd the topi is notly sent in eonomisF 2.4. Time as a constrained resource enother resoure tht my ply key role in women9s opportunities is their own working timeF sn eonomies where women9s prtiiption in the lour mrket is signi(ntD women9s time eomes inresingly onstrinedD s they hve to juggle workD whether forml or informlD nd domesti nd prentl tsks t homeF his spet hs een identi(ed in developed eonomies ndD to ertin extentD in developing ountries y the eonomis literture @seeD for instneD rerrer 8 orelli @PHIQA nd frdsi 8 odon @PHHTA in quineD odon 8 ing @PHIHA in ierr veoneD oles @PHIHA in ithiopi nd ghrmes @PHHTA for review in some ountries of suEhrn efriAF roweverD in mny eonomiesD the soil norm tht dittes tht it flls to women to ssume mostD if not llD domesti nd re responsiilities is y no mens flteringD despite women9s inresing worklod outside the householdF es resultD time IU eomes sre resoure for women who wish to work or must workF es husnds9 prtiiption in domesti work seems to stgnteD women (nd themselves to e time poorF 19 gonsequentlyD domesti time turns out to e n ojet of rgining nd strtegi ehviour within householdsD with women ttempting to work round the soil norms tthed to their role s rer to seure time outside their household dutiesF tquemin et lF @PHIVA douments this spet sed on interviews with women who live in hkr nd elong to vrious soioEeonomi groupsD from working lss to upper lssF ell of these women re or hve een mrried nd hve hildren in their reF hese interviews revel tht working women fe very hevy worklodF fetween the domesti nd professionl spheres nd ommutingD the interviewed women remin tive without tking reks from IR to PI hours per dyF e strtegy hosen y women to free up time is to delegte some of the domesti nd re horesF roweverD this delegtion indues omplex negotitions with their husndsF pirstD lthough they n delegte domesti horesD they still internlize the norm tht they re in hrge of the domesti sphere nd the hildrenF es resultD they tend to er the entire ost of hired domesti lourF hey lso remin in hrge of mnging their lourF eondD there is negotition with the husnd out whih hores she n delegteF ghores relted to the diret re of the husnd re the lest likely to e outsouredD s the husnd generlly wnts to e le to oserve tht his wife remins somehow devoted to himF st is likely tht women eventully fe soil ost for irumventing the norm tht mrried womn should tke re of her husnd nd her household @qnoumou hiominoD PHIRAF glrk @IWWSA shows tht the eonomi suess of uumsi women trders depends hevily on their ility to simultneously mnge ompeting demnds from their husnds nd hildren nd the need for lour timeF hisenggement from housework turns out to e vitl for usiness expnsionF feuse of the lose ssoition etween food preprtion nd sexD these tsks n hrdly e delegtedD exept perhpsD euse of the prohiition of inestD to dughter who is old enough to prepre foodF he di0ulty is tht prepring the mel tkes pproximtely Q hours nd hs to e (nished while there is still some dylightD whih fores these trders to stop their tivity t pproximtely P or Q pmD while very ommerilly tive prt of the dy hs yet to ourF fy omprisonD it is esier to delegte hildreF 20 his desription ehoes the one mde y rnrhn @PHISA of the uonkom ommunity in 19 his notion is de(ned in frdsi 8 odon @PHHTA s the ft tht some individuls do not hve su0ient time for rest nd leisure fter onsidering the time spent workingD whether in the lour mrketD domesti workD or other tivitiesD suh s fething wter nd woodF 20 e womn n tke in young mid if she n 'ord it nd if there is no oEresidene with the husnd @so tht the mid does not eome sexul rivlAF IV qhnD where ooking for the husnd is viewed s ruil spet of mrrigeF hereD women hve to ern their wy to independene in ookingD sttus tht is viewed s mrking the household9s full eptne of the newly mrried womnF 21 sn ook tht desries the intertions etween eonomi tivity nd fmily life for women (shE mongers in the (sh mrket of hkrD vermeEprssy @PHHHA lso reports tht time is sre resoure for these womenF o e le to ful(l oth their domesti tsks nd their trding tivitiesD they hve to ommnd some lour fore to tke over for them t homeF oung womenD e they the women9s dughtersD fostered girls or young prents hired s mids y the women themselvesD ply this roleF sn ftD there is n entire system of the irultion of girls wherey womn whose dughters re dults who no longer live t home tkes in fostered girls from rurl reltivesF por these girlsD this is (rst step in their urn lifeF rjort @PHIIA lso provides evidene of the sustitution of the time use of one mother nd her dughter when the mother ws rndomly hosen from pool of pplints for jo t )ower frm in ithiopiF his result on(rms tht hving dughter who is old enough to tke over t home is key for women to e le to seize new eonomi opportunitiesF he exmples ited ove well illustrte the omplexity of the intrEhousehold rgining indued y women trying to relim their timeF hese exmples my open venues for reserh tht onsiders time to e @sreA resoure for women nd exmines the strtegies tht women utilise to relim this time nd the potentil impt tht it ould hve on their wellEeing nd the wellEeing of their dughtersF he eonomi literture hs tended to onsider the time devoted to domesti lour to e form of leverge in the household rgining proessF lther @PHIUA develops model of morl hzrd in whih husnds nd wives onsume privte good ought with the wges erned y the husnd nd puli good tht is the output of the wife9s domesti lourF he husnd deides how muh e'ort to put into workF ris wife oserves only the inome tht he rings into the householdD whih is noisy signl of his tul e'ortF o inentivize him to exert high level of e'ortD the wife n either threten to redue domesti lourD threten to divore or do nothingF he model predits tht when outside options suh s divore re not essileD women use domesti lour s levergeD lthough it results in n ine0ient time llotionF hen divore is redile optionD domesti lour leverge is less relevntF lther on(rms the model preditions y ompring time use nd expenses in ptrilinel nd mtrilinel groups in wlwiD with divore eing more redile thret in mtrilinel groupsF 21 sullyD women re not llowed to hve their own herth prior to one yer fter the weddingF IW 2.5. Endogenous bargaining ometimesD individuls @usully menA limit the erning opportunities of other household memers to diretly pproprite the erning options @s desried in fssett @PHHPA nd grney @PHHRAD for exmpleAF roweverD mintining their future rgining power might e nother reson why they restrit their spouses9 eonomi opportunitiesF por instneD rigleyEesnte @PHIPA studied the onsequenes of redit progrmme tht trgets women in qhnF omen reported their husnds9 relutne to tke the redit nd otin more genyF yne mn sidD e re hppy tht our wives re working to support usD we wnt them to even work more nd to e given more lons to support usF fut this is giving them too muh power nd this is wht we don9t likeF yne womn sidD o he is lwys qurreling with me euse he wnts me to stop the work s m doing nd sty idle s s ws formerly so tht he n ontrol meF hese quottions show the importne for men of keeping their pity to ontrol household deisions nd their high rgining powerF hey t nonEoopertively tody to lower their wife9s future rgining thret pointF he impossiility for household memers to ommit to n intertemporl llotion of resoures is key hereF sn ftD hieving intertemporl e0ieny is likely even more di0ult thn hieving stti e0ienyD sine in ddition to rehing n greement on the reto frontierD ouples would hve to stik with it over multiple time periods @flnd 8 iproD PHIVY hnerD PHISAF hespite the di0ulty of identifying the existene of nonEoopertive ehviour imed t mintining high rgining power for the futureD some evidene points in this diretionF wek 8 hoss @PHHTA study nomdi pstorlists in northern uenyF rditionllyD men hoose the lotion of the dwelling @euse they re responsile for the herdAD while women re responsile for everything inside the hut nd for the milkF wrketing options for milk hve improvedD whih opens more sh erning possiilities for householdsF roweverD the uthors show tht men tend to lote slightly further wy from towns where suh selling prospets re ville to redue the erning opportunities for womenF lther @PHIVA provides theoretil model where husnds nd wives (rst hoose their lour time llotion nd ntiiptes tht this 'ets their rgining position in the seond period ndD thereforeD the resoure llotionF he uthor exploits the lredy mentioned vriety in linege systems in wlwiF wost of the lnd ville to mtrilinel households is otined from the wifeD while the husnd provides the lnd in ptrilinel householdsF sn the se of divoreD the lnd is kept y its primry ownerF lther shows tht men in ptrilinel households tend to overinvest lour on frms PH euse they own suh investmentsF es resultD men forego wge opportunities in ptrilinel households more thn in mtrilinel householdsD nd the results re onsistent with this theoryF 3. Savings and hidden income feuse in mny instnesD the expenses nd duties of eh individul re tied to his or her erningsD household memers ply gme in whih they hve strong inentive to hide their inomeF riding inomeD svings nd tivities re therefore strtegies to seure resoures nd to limit lims nd predtion from other household memersF 3.1. Survey evidence of information asymmetries wny soil sientists hve doumented tht individuls keep how muh they ern seret to hve greter disretionry power out how muh money they shre with the rest of the householdF ionomists hve reted questionnires to pture informtion symmetries in householdsF hese dt disply n extremely high mount of misinformtion within householdsD whih on(rms tht household memers keep seprte nd seret ountsF sn gmeroonD ipro @PHIRA reords the knowledge of eh spouse out the inome of hisGher prtner in seprte interviewsF wore thn TH7 of the interviewees delred to not ompletely know the inome of their prtnerF sn ompring their estimte with the tul inome of the spouseD it ppers tht pproximtely PS7 of the respondents re o' y t lest SH7 in estimting their spouse9s inomeF yn vergeD the respondents who ttempt to estimte their prtner9s inome underestimte it y RH7F sn study of oru households in vgosD it lso ppers tht spouses hve limited knowledge of eh other9s (nnil 'irsF ppohud @IWVVA found in her smple tht VH7 of wives did not know their husnd9s inomeD nd TS7 ignored their spouse9s expendituresF eventyEeight perent reported tht they did not pool inomeF ghen 8 gollins @PHIRA seprtely sked men nd women out their own frm prodution nd expenses on list of ten types of goods nd their estimte for their spouse9s prodution nd expensesF he omprison of the two shows tht oth men nd women underestimte the totl expenditures of their spouse y n verge of UW7 nd tht the disrepnies in frm inome re even greterF he diretion of the is towrds ler underestimtion suggests tht the error is not rndom nd tht it is the result of individuls hiding ehviour from their spousesF he wel et lF @PHHWA reh similr PI onlusionD (nding tht men nd women underEreport their pro(ts y V7 when their spouse is present during n interviewF emler et lF @forthomingA provides theoretil frmework to test whether the disrepny in reports for sset ownership nd prtiiption in household deisions n e fully ttriutle to meE surement errorsF sing fngldeshi dtD they show tht the disgreement is lrgeX it rnges from minimum of V perent for the ownership of trnsporttion mens to mximum of RV perent for the ownership of smll durles nd deisions out livestokF hey rejet tht this is driven y mesureE ment errorF hey nnot de(nitively determine whether the disgreement is due to intentionl @strtegiA hiding or unintentionl symmetri informtionD ut it is notiele tht the disgreement is higher for deision mking nd ssets tht re esier to hideF 3.2. Sociological evidence of hiding behaviour por womenD personl (nnil serey is wy to limitD to degreeD the ility of their husnds to pss household (nnil responsiilities on to themF st mightD in ftD e wise for women to protet themselves ginst hnges in their (nnil responsiilitiesD s severl exmples of suh n evolution following n inrese in their reltive sh inome n e found in the literture @quyerD IWVVY fikketi et lFD PHITAF roodfr @IWVVA even suggests tht the power of wives visEEvis their husnds my derese when they ern n inome of their ownY some husnds then keep more of their own ernings for personl expendituresD while the women9s ernings go to py for olletive fmily needsF wore preiselyD husnds would not llow their wives to work if women were to spend their ernings on themselvesD nd women re fully wre of thisF sn pon soietyD husnds re supposed to ssist their wives y giving them n llowne on mrket dysF wking heper purhses t the mrket or hggling e0iently llows women to disreetly poket some prt of the llowneD therey esing their urden of generl food provision for the fmily @plenD PHIIAF ferer women hve di'erent strtegy for gining ontrol over some moneyD given tht they re not llowed to sell their lour @wherD IWVIAF hey hide their stoks of foodstu's nd then sk their husnds for more housekeeping money to uy moreD whih gives them some extr money tht they n spend on wht they hooseF vermeEprssy @PHHHAD in ontrstD desries the mle strtegies in enegl to redue their wives9 llownesF hey my not only underestimte their inome ut lso vry the mount given on dily sis to void ny hit formtionD or they my give money diretly to the shopkeeper to prevent their PP wives from keeping the hngeF pinllyD in some ontextsD the relevnt unit of nlysis for money mngement nd ontrol my not e the ouple ut rther the intergenertionl fmilyF es desried in setion ID this is notly the se in outh esiF hereD money mngement nd ontrol re very often in the hnds of the husnd9s prentsD whih leves the young ouple dependent on them for essing resoures @ingh 8 fhndriD PHIPAF qrm et lF @PHIVA show tht s resultD hiding ehviour my e implemented y the young oupleD who ttempts to keep their resoures seret nd to not hnd them over to the (nnil gurdin @usully the motherEinElwAF rusnds nd wives often hve ligned inentives for llowing the wife to umulte her own svingsD sine junior husnds re just s powerless s their wives in in)uening (nnil deisionsF ossile strtegies inlude sving up gifts from one9s ntl prentsD mnipulting informtion out pries when liming money for expensesD nd selling o' the household9s grin surplus in seretF hen the husnd is employed rodD he my even send his remittnes to the wife9s ntl fmily to void interferene nd suspiion from his own prentsF sn some instnesD husnds ssent to their wives hving seret strtegiesD even if it entils degree of lyingF 3.3. Experimental evidence of income hiding behaviour pouses keeping their ernings seret does not neessrily led to n ine0ient llotion of resoures within the householdF roweverD the @veryA poor knowledge tht they disply of one nother9s resoures suggests tht they dopt nonEoopertive ehvioursF his hs een the onlusion rehed y most of the experimentl literture @even if severl ppers hve found results tht qulify this ssertionY see wunro et lF @PHIRA in the sndin ontext nd roel @PHISA in the uenyn ontextAF wny experiments hve een onduted to quntify how muh individuls re willing to hide nd how muh they re willing to py to hideD whih yields informtion on the devition from optimlityF eshrf @PHHWA ws one of the (rst ppers tht expliitly tied informtion symmetries nd ine0ienies through the spei( hnnel of inentives for inome hidingF sn the ontext of the hilippinesD where it is ustomry for women to mnge the (nnil resoures of the householdD eshrf identi(ed the usl e'et of spousl oservility nd ommunition on the svings nd onsumption hoies of ouplesF sn her experimentl settingD eh prtner reeived windfll inome tht they hose either to use for their own onsumption or to sve in their own ountD their spouse9s ount or joint ountF eshrf vried the oservility of the inome reeived y eh prtner nd whether spouses ommunited out how to llote the money etween onsumption nd vrious svings ountsF he found tht oth men nd PQ women whose prtner ontrolled svings deisions tended to llote more money to their own ount when the oservility of the (nnil hoies ws reduedF 22 roweverD this (nding ws insu0ient to pinpoint ine0ienyF sne0ieny ws proven y the ft tht sujets re willing to py to deposit money into n ount of their hoieF sn eshrf @PHHWAD on vergeD men were willing to py PI pesos @more thn IH7 of the initil llotion of PHH pesosA in privte rther thn W pesos in puli to hoose the ount in whih to deposit the moneyF sn ithiopiD ueede et lF @PHIQA onlude tht in puli good gmeD the oservility of the initil endowment inreses the investment in the ommon pot nd fosters more oopertionD even though the ontriution to the ommon pot never rehes e0ienyF gstill 8 lker @PHIQA studies the implition of symmetri informtion on resoure shring etween ohiting spousesF hey fous on n ethnoElinguisti group in southern qhn with two key feturesF pirstD husnds nd wives re known to keep their (nnes seprteY thereforeD no prtner hs totl (nnil ontrolF eondD s desried in setion ID husnds must provide housekeeping llowne to their wife @hop moneyAF sn this ontextD the uthors implemented n experiment in whih ouples prtiipted in four rounds of gme spred out over IH monthsF sn eh roundD individuls reeived exogenous shoks through puli lottery where prtiipnts ould win sh or livestok prizesD followed y privte drw for oth types of prizesF huring the lottery sessionsD survey dt were olleted on onsumptionD household expenditures nd the mount of hop money reeived y wivesF he experiment provides evidene of nonEoopertionD s the uthors (nd di'erentil e'et of puli nd privte sh prizes on expensesF sn dditionD husnds nd wives exhiit di'erent ptterns of ehviourD in oth the type nd the timing of their expensesD when the oservility of the windfll gins hngesF sn prtiulrD winning privte sh prize inresed the husnds9 expenditures on inEkind giftsD while it inresed wives9 spending on sh gifts in the week tht the lottery gins were ernedF eording to the uthorsD these di'erenes in ptterns re onsistent with women who hide inome from their husnd y distriuting sh giftsD whih they lim re more di0ult to monitor thn inEkind giftsF his result is onsistent with the oservtion o'ered in ppohud @IWVVAX women who hve su0ient eonomi utonomy invest in extended fmily reltionships nd soil networksD therey improving their rgining position in their ongoing mritl reltionshipF his network might insure women in ses of mritl disruptionF vEinEtheE(eld experiments onduted in rurl vieri @feekmn et lFD PHISAD enegl @foltz et lFD 22 qiving spouses the opportunity to negotite eh other9s individul hoies rought these hoies loser to wht ws oserved when llotion deisions were puliF PR PHIWA nd ueny @tkiel 8 yzierD PHISA hve mesured individuls9 willingness to py to hide inome nd espe the soil pressure to trnsfer money to kin networks in poor ommunitiesF rereD kin networks re lrger thn the household de(nitionD ut these piees of evidene re nevertheless relevnt in this disussionF por instneD tkiel 8 yzier @PHISA implemented investment gmes with ll dults from villge nd invited them to prtiipte in sessions wherein prtiipnts were givenD in privteD n initil endowment of VH to IVH uenyn shillingsF he sujets were then invited to shre this endowment etween riskEfree ount nd risky ut highEreturn investmentF ivery plyer ws then ssigned to either privte tretment @where his or her investment deisions were not dislosed to the other prtiipntsAD to puli tretment @where their investment deisions nd whether they were suessful were reveled to the other prtiipntsAD or to prie tretment @where they must dislose their investments nd pyo's unless they py ertin prieAF tkiel 8 yzier (nd tht women tend to dopt investment strtegies tht onel the size of their initil endowment @y investing no more thn VH shillingsA lthough it redues their expeted erningsF sn the studyD the e'et ws lrger mong women with reltives outside the household who ttended the sessionF emong the prtiipnts who ould 'ord to hide inomeD QH7 hid itF yn vergeD they greed to py pproximtely IS7 of their ernings to hide their inomeF he uthors estimte tht women expet to e txed y their kin t rte of pproximtely R7D nd this rte doules when kin n oserve inome diretlyF foltz et lF @PHIWA went step further y olleting dt on individul lour inome nd trnsfers mde fter they onduted n experiment similr in spirit to the reserh of tkiel et lF in the poor urn res of hkrD eneglF sn dditionD they rndomly vried the numer of kin invited to the l sessionF hey found tht when it ws ostlessD TH7 of prtiipnts were willing to hide inomeF nlike tkiel 8 yzier @PHISAD they did not (nd tht women hve higher willingness to py to hide inome thn men ut did on(rm tht the willingness ws higher mong women with reltives outside of the household who ttended the sessionF 23 hey tully estimted the soil tx t IQ7 for men nd V7 for womenF he strength of foltz et lF @PHIWA is tht they mpped the l outputs to individul dtF hey (nd tht poorer women re willing to py more thn riher women to hide inome nd derese trnsfersF sn prtiulrD when given the opportunity to hide inomeD women in poorer households redue their purhsing of produtive ssetsD while when not given this hneD they invest hevilyF eording to the uthorsD this ehviour is onsistent with women who use investments in smll inputs s strtegy 23 sn rurl vieriD feekmn et lF @PHISA (nd tht individuls re more willing to py to hide their inome when they hve dense fmily networkF PS to void redistriutive pressure nd mintin etter ontrol over their resouresF his strtegy to seure inome is not implemented y menF ouliquen @PHIWA lso qunti(es the willingness to py to hide inome in spei( ontext in feninF efter n experiment tht provides n exogenous vrition in the propensity to register n informl usinessD he ssesses whether formliztion 'ets the propensity of spouses to hide sh grntF re (nds tht formliztion inreses hiding ehviour for women entrepreneursD ut it dereses hiding ehviour for mle entrepreneursF e theoretil model o'ers n explntion for this di'erentil resultF pormliztion provides etter ontrol over resouresF he model explins tht mle entrepreneurs re less willing to py to hide inomeF 24 roweverD to explin femle entrepreneurs9 ehviourD ouliquen introdues nother onsidertionX womenD y seuring their property rights to the usinessD gin insurE ne ginst divore or widowhoodD nd this insurne is worth investing inF sf husnds wnt to limit this investment to prevent n improvement in women9s rgining powerD they rete onstrints on the usiness investment levelF he dditionl investment inentivized y the greter ontrol over resoures might enounter the onstrintD whih explins the higher willingness to py to hide inomeF 3.4. Evidence of savings es previewed y ouliquen @PHIWA nd foltz et lF @PHIWAD hiding inome is ssoited with the ility to sve nd investD whih is ruil in terms of poverty exitF ving in serey might e wy to hide inomeD ut sving in itself might lso e di0ult if the spouse dopts predtory ehviourF sndeedD women lso keep seret hesD thnks in prt to money diverted from other household expenses @espeilly for nonEworking womenAF omen n in)te limed household expenditures or sve money from household shopping nd keep the hngeF hese prties re desried in detil in iroglu @PHHWA in the se of poor urkish householdsF hey seem to e rther frequent in suEhrn efrin ountries @plenD PHIIY vermeEprssyD PHHHAF his is lso the se in sndiD whih eme vividly pprent when there ws the surprise demonetiztionX womenD who hd kept seret svingsD suddenly hd to queue openly to hnge their nknotes nd let their fmily know tht they hd kept ll of this money in seretF 25 pew ppers hve ttempted to identify the nonEoopertive ehviour of households in terms of svings outside of lortory experimentsF he oservtion of suh ehviour is often di0ult nd only 24 e ompnion pper rules out formliztion leding to inome hngesD whih mens tht the hnnel is not simply hnge in rgining power due to inresed inomeF 25 oureX httpsXGGwwwFFomGnewsGworldEsiEindiEQUWQSUQVF PT indiretF roweverD oserving how memers of household mnge to espe other fmily memers9 pressure o'ers relevnt insights into the types of strtegies tht n tully e implementedF enderson 8 flnd @PHHPA show how the existene of rotting svings nd redit ssoitions @rossA n e explined in ontext where women try to hide money from their husnd to modify the expenE diture deisionF he rgument is s followsX if women hve higher vlution of onsumption good

tht n e funded only with inome umulted over severl periodsD then they re willing to py to seretly sve in the (rst periodF he key spet is tht in the seond periodD even ifD olletivelyD the household would not hve ought the good ex nte euse the womn9s vlution is not high enough to ompenste for the preferene for the present onsumption of her spouseD it might e di'erent ex post @fter the svings deision hs een mde nd the neessry mount is umultedAF es resultD the household my opt to uy the good vlued y the womnF roweverD given tht sving through ros is @timeEAostlyD the womn hooses this solution only if she nnot uy the good without using this trik nd if she n indeed uy the good in the seond periodF hereforeD women with high rgining power should not need to use rossD nd similrlyD women with too little rgining power do not use them for fer tht their svings will e exproprited in the seond periodF ynly women with intermedite rgining power hoose to sve through rossF enderson 8 flnd @PHHPA provide empiril evidene to support this theory sed on dt from uenyF he desription of pon ouples in plen @PHIIA lso suggests tht ross re used to protet money from kin demndsF sn this environmentD ross re used oth y men nd womenD whih suggests tht men lso need to (nd pproprite svings toolsF roweverD plen does not rule out the ide tht prt of the ross9 ttrtiveness my lso originte from the svings ommitment tht they emedF omville @PHIIA questions whether sving vi dily olletors ould lso e triggered y intrEhousehold resoure ontrol motivtionsF hily olletors re onvenient wy to sve sine they operte in the mrketD nd one n deposit immeditely fter reeiving the shD whih my redue the risk of theftF roweverD the servie is firly expensiveF sn the outskirts of gotonou @feninAD lients ern negtive nominl return of EQFQ7 per monthF omville @PHIIA shows tht the use of dily olletors responds to one9s inome shre with n inverted EshpeD similr to the one predited in enderson 8 flnd @PHHPAF snterestinglyD he lso mthes svings through dily olletors with di'erent ptterns of onsumptionX individuls spend less on puli goods @shooling feesA nd more on frivolous goods @lothesD too nd loholAF eshrf et lF @PHHTA reh very similr onlusion when studying deposit olletors in the hilippinesF hey (nd tht mrried women re more likely thn unmrried women to sve with deposit PU olletorsF purthermoreD the likelihood of women signing up for deposit olletion servie follows n invertedE shpe with inomeD while this is not the se for menF flnd et lF @PHIIA provide nother exmple of nonEoopertive ehviour in gmeroon tht ims to protet one9s resouresF hey provide evidene tht exess orrowing is strtegy used y some memers to protet their svings from the demnds y reltives nd friends for moneyF fy tking out lonD the memer signls to friends nd fmily tht he is urrently sh onstrined nd nnot respond to their demndsX while sving is done seretlyD orrowing is puliizedF 26 uite interestinglyD this strtegy seems to e implemented oth y men nd womenD whih suggests not only tht ll memers fe kin pressure ut lso tht none of them n esily refuse requests for moneyF he evidene is mostly qulittive nd provides theoretil model of signlling to show tht suh strtegy n indeed reh n equiliriumF pinllyD hner @PHISA implements n experiment with somewht di'erent perspetiveF ther thn viewing on)it over svings s the result of disgreement over how to spend moneyD she onE entrtes on the role of di'erenes in time preferenesF 27 he o'ers theoretil model where poorly mthed ouples @ouples who hve divergent time preferenesA re more willing to undergo osts to sve ording to their preferenesF sn the experiment @implemented in rurl uenyAD she mnipultes the interest rtes in the vrious types of svings ounts @two privte nd one joint ount per oupleA nd shows tht poorly mthed ouples re more likely to use privte svings ountsD even when they forego interest erningsF 28 st should e noted tht the use of ross to gin more ontrol over household resoures nd spending is not limited to the efrin ontinentF sn ftD enderson 8 flnd review series of ppers tht desrie similr ehviours in esi @sndiD sndonesiD nd fngldeshAF

Consequences of concealment strategies

inpointing hiding ehviour is wy to revel ine0ieniesD whih reD in the experimentsD qunti(ed y the mgnitude of the willingness to pyF elthough informtion symmetries re likely soure of ine0ieniesD we (nd it misleding to infer the reltionship etween ine0ieny nd serey purely sed on experimentsF 26 wy husnd ignores how muh is on my ountF hen s sve s don9t tell himD nd s mke sure to hide my pssookF hen s tke lonD s even tell him how muh s orrowed @nswered during n interview onduted y flnd et lF @PHIIAAF 27 sn her dtD the medin ouple9s estimted disount ftor is HFS stndrd devitions prtF 28 elthough IW7 of poorly mthed ouples re ine0ientD this (gure is only V7 mong well mthed ouplesF oorly mthed ouples leve t lest SP7 more interest on the tleF PV pirstD most of the empiril literture tht demonstrtes the link etween informtion symmetries nd devition from e0ieny relies on verge tretment e'etsF ellowing for heterogeneity in the response to informtion symmetries might qulify these resultsF por instneD in the ontext of uenyD roel @PHISA implemented vrint of dittor gmesD where eh individul in monogmous ouple plyed puli gme in whih eh prtner knew out the other person9s hoies nd py out nd privte gme where the prtners9 deisions were unknown to eh otherF he (nds tht on vergeD if respondents responded opportunistilly to privte informtionD the withinEsujet nlysis showed tht respondents gve the sme mount in puli nd privte in RW7 of the gmesF sn QT7 of the gmesD the sujets ted opportunistilly y giving QH7 more in puli thn in privteF sing survey dt olleted fter the gmeD the uthor lso reports tht mong opportunisti prtiipntsD opportunism ws ute when the respondents elieved tht their spouse knew high shre of their inome stremF he interprets this result s symptom of the lose monitoring of suspiious spouse rther thn sign of improved oopertionF por some ouplesD greter opportunism might e n endogenous response to nonEoopertive ehviourF eondD hiding resoures might tully redue ine0ieny in some irumstnesF his would e the se ifD for instneD it llows women to invest more thn wht they re llowed to sed on ulturl normsF ouliquen @PHIWA does not mke welfre sttementD ut his result points in this diretionF here my e other instnes where hiding resoures gives women more geny without neessrily limiting their prtner9s wellEeingF ixperimentl setups re n environment where other onstrints re usully poorly representedF es resultD it is not ompletely strightforwrd to extrpolte welfre onlusions from experimentl setups to the rel worldF st is unler on priori ground whether this genertes ine0ienies in the wy resoures re lloted within the household due to imperfet informtion or whether it permits ypssing some of the onstrints listed oveD helping to ring households loser to n e0ient outomeF 4. Violence and decision making es desried erlierD oth the theoretil nd empiril literture demonstrte tht men develop nonEoopertive strtegies to prevent women from essing resoures within the householdF etion PFS illustrtes one end of the spetrum of the nonEoopertive strtegies t men9s disposlF et the other end of this spetrum is the use of violene @whether physil or emotionlA to thwrt women9s ttempts to PW ess resouresF hile the thret of physil oerion hs een proven to loom over womenD 29 most of the intrEhousehold deisionEmking literture leves out the question of violeneF elthough we do not ssert tht women neessrily experiene violene euse of disgreements tht rise from intrEhousehold rginingD mleEprtner violene is nevertheless ehviour tht n our during this proessF emong the two min motives tht hve een formlized y the soiologil literture to ttempt to explin why men resort to physil oerionD instrumentl violeneD whih ssumes tht husnds use violene to ontrol their prtner9s ehviour nd ess to resoures in the householdD is the motive we hose to emphsizeF 30 sn n originl pprohD floh 8 o @PHHPA uses ethnogrphi informtion on dowryErelted violene in sndi to design model of nonEoopertive household rgining with symmetri informtionD wherein husnds use domesti violene s signl of their disstisftion with the mrrigeF rusnds hve n inentive to use violene ginst their wife to extrt dditionl resoures from her fmilyF hen the wife9s fmily is riher @nd the husnd is less stis(ed with the unionAD the inentive to exert physil violene is strongerF sn sndiD wenon @PHPHA lso shows tht n inrese in gold pries t the time of the mrrige inreses domesti violene mong mrried womenF elthough her dt do not llow her to test her hypothesisD she ssumes tht the e'et of rising gold pries on violene is hnneled through derese in the ride9s rgining power euse of the redution in the quntity of gold jewellery in her dowry sket when she mrriesF 31 v wttin @PHIUA lso mkes the se tht women9s rgining power dereses nd exposure to spousl violene inreses in response to ivil on)it in wndF qsprt 8 ltteu @PHIHA nd ltteu 8 qsprt @PHHUA develop model nd gther qulittive evidene tht suggests tht there is positive orreltion etween unfvourle mritl outomes nd mrrige pymentsD in ontext where womnEinitited erly divore might justify the ride prie to e repidF heir results hint t the ft tht in the enegl iver lleyD husnds who py high rideprie nd who re disstis(ed with their union my strtegilly use violene to push their wife to sk for divoreF sn this wyD they ttempt to otin the reimursement of the rideprieF xishimur @IWWVA @for south sndiA on(rms tht the strength of reltionships with the extended household @nd prtiulrly etween the wife nd her ntl fmilyA is explined y the ft tht this 29 yverllD QH7 of everEprtnered women worldwide hve een the vitim of intimte prtner violene @ryD PHIQAF 30 he other motive for violene formlized in the literture is expressive violeneD wherey prtner uses violene to vent frustrtion or stress nd diretly ene(ts from itF sn relityD oth motives re likely to e intertwined @uhen et lF @IWWIAAF 31 e spike in gold pries lso inreses the vlue of the gold omponent of the dowry nd ould led husnds to use violene to extrt resoures from their wivesF wenon reognizes tht due to lk of pproprite dtD it is eyond the sope of the pper to determine whih e'et domintesF QH ntl fmily serves s n inome soureF por the ntl fmilyD not giving the entirety of the dughter9s property shre t the time of the wedding ut rther giving it in instlments for dedes mintins her high sttus in her onjugl reltionshipF pollowing the pproh of floh 8 o @PHHPAD enderson 8 qeniot @PHISA develop model of intrE household rgining with symmetri informtionD where on)it is onsidered to e n intrinsi nd likely prt of rginingF he model predits tht when wives ontriute greter shre of the household welthD they expet nd otin higher shre of the onsumptionF roweverD s onsequeneD there my e more on)it in the householdF en empiril test on(rms the preditions of the modelF en improvement in women9s ess to property indued y hnge in the lw is ssoited with n inrese in oth femle nd mle suiide rtesD potentilly s onsequene of more intrEhousehold on)itF 32 yther ppers hve shown tht there n e equivol onsequenes to the mesures expeted to improve women9s ess to resoures within the householdF his literture points to on)it in the intrEhousehold rgining proess s likely reson why these mesures my k(re for womenF sn the ontext of ietnmD fulte 8 vensink @PHIWA (nd evidene tht prtiipting in usiness trining progrm imed t improving women9s inome nd rgining power is ssoited with n inrese in exposure to violeneF hey (nd tht the ene(il e'et of improved rgining power is o'set y rise in mle prtner violene in response to women ringing more resoures into the householdF ghin @PHIPA (nds tht when women hve etter lor mrket opportunitiesD they su'er less from violeneF eording to herD working outside the household redues exposure to violent ehviour from the spouse nd this ompenstes for the mle klsh e'et ssoited with improved opportunities for the womnF foonis et lF @PHIQA show tht women who ene(ted from femleEtrgeted shEtrnsfer s prt of the yportuniddes progrm in wexio were RH7 less likely to e the vitim of physil violene ut were lso more exposed to verl threts with no ssoited physil useF he uthors (nd evidene tht the sustitution etween physil nd verl use is stronger mong households with poorly mthed edution levelsD whih they interpret s sign of low expeted gins from mrrigeF sn rndomized ontrolled tril where femle pplints9 ess to employment ws rndomized t )ower frm in ithiopiD rjort 8 illnger @PHIIA show tht femle employment led to IQ7 nd QR7 inrese in physil nd emotionl violeneD respetivelyF elthough they (nd little support in the dt for the hypothesis tht husnds intensify violene to extrt resouresD they underline tht their results re onsistent with husnds lshing out t their wives for deviting from presried gender norms euse 32 he inrese is more ute mong men thn mong womenF QI this ehviour entils n emotionl ost for the menF pinding inspirtion in the literture on identity eonomisD ekerlof 8 urnton @PHHHA suggest theoretil model in whih oth prtners derive utility from their selfEimge when the onsisteny with refereneD for instneD trditionl gender rolesD diretly impts the utility tht they derive from mrrige ndD onsequentlyD the mle prtner9s inentive to use physil violene ginst his wifeF iven in ontexts where it is ulturlly epted tht it flls to women to t s the (nnil mnger of the householdD the proess y whih women exert ontrol over resoures is not fritionlessD s suggested y si @PHIUAF si (nds tht pilipino women who delre tht they mnge (nnes independently rther thn jointly with their prtner tend to delre to hve een the vitim of severe ts of physil violene more oftenF fsed on interviews led over the ourse of six yers in fngldeshi villges where women hd ess to feg nd qrmeen fnk lonsD huler et lF @IWWVA provide stimulting disussion of the hnnels tht my enhne women9s vulnerility to violene following their improved ess to resoures outside the householdF sn prtiulrD some testimonies suggest tht there might e tipping point eyond whih inresed rgining power"indued y inresed ess to resoures"is less likely to entil violeneF reth @PHIRA does not spei(lly tkle this pointD ut she nevertheless shows tht in fngldeshD women re less likely to experiene violene upon strting to work for py if they hve high rgining power efore entering the lour foreF sn ontrst with the evidene mentioned oveD other studies (nd e'etsD whih rnge from nonE detrimentl to unequivolly positiveD of women9s inresed ess to resoures on their risk of flling vitim to n usive prtnerF sn study tht spns three ist efrin ountriesD qonz¡ lezEfrenes @PHHRA emphsized tht they (nd no signi(nt ssoition etween women9s employment or ernings nd their experiene of violeneF sn iudorD ridroo et lF @PHITA (nd tht the trnsfer of shD foodD or vouhers for food to golomin refugees trgeted t women dereses ontrolling ehviours nd physil violene y RH7F nlike wht ws found in wexioD there is no evidene of n inrese in emotionl violeneY rtherD the trnsfers improve women9s rgining power nd inrese domesti lour for oth prtnersF o the est of our knowledgeD few empiril ppers hve studied the impt of n inrese in husnds9 resoures on on)it in the intrEhousehold shring proessD nor hve mny ppers studied this impt in nonEnuler householdsF reth et lF @PHIVA do oth nd study the impt of sh trnsfer tht trgets household hedsD mostly menD in wliD where RH7 of mrried women re in union with polygynous prtnerF hey (nd no e'et of sh trnsfers on women mrried to monogmous menD wheres they (nd tht the studied progrm deresed the prevlene of physil nd emotionl violene y U nd IP QP perentge pointsD respetivelyD mong polygmous householdsF he e'ets re minly driven y seond nd lter wivesF st seems tht the min hnnels in violene redution re lrge derese in reported rguments nd derese in men9s stress nd nxietyF he evidene does not indite n improvement in wives9 rgining powerF 5. Marriage and fertility e generl oservtion from hr dt is tht husnds nd wives disgree on the desired numer of hildrenF he di'ering stkes of men nd women regrding fertility re summrized in frue @IWVWAF pertility is therefore entrl in intrEhousehold negotitionF eshrf et lF @PHIRA hs doumented tht seretive ehviours lso onern fertilityD nonEpeuniry issue with longEterm onsequenes for houseE hold memersF sn their experimentl study in miD eshrf et lF provided vouhers for ontreptives to ouplesF hey rndomly vried the oservility of the vouher to the husndD induing informtion symmetry nd reting n opportunity for women to onel ontreptive tkingF hey found tht reeiving the vouher in privte oosted the shre of women who redeem the vouher y IW7F eeiving the vouher in privte lso inresed the use of @onelleA injetle ontreptives nd led women to e PU7 less likely to give irthF es desried in setion ID mrried women re often dependent on their husnds for their susisteneD s men re in hrge of tering to the fundmentl needs of their wives nd hildren in most soietiesF purthermoreD women9s ess to ssets is minly indiretD with women going through their fther or husnd to ess lndD for exmpleF hereforeD proteting one9s mrrige is importnt to seure ess to eonomi resoures during mritl lifeF sn ountries where polygmy is permittedD ommon worry for wives is tht the husnd will spend money ourting nother womn nd eventully mrry herD whih mens tht they would then hve to ompete with oEwife for the husnd9s resouresF plen @PHIIA desries vrious wys women hve of diverting resoures from their husnds to void this outomeF ine men re responsile for medil expensesD eing ill @fking siknessA is strtegy for women to prevent their husnd from hving the mens of ourting nother womnF imilr strtegies hve een desried in eneglD with women trying to spend more nd sve more when they feel tht their husnd is out to tke seond wife @foltz 8 ghortD PHITAF emong the pon desried y plenD women lso use their stereotypil gender role to ontrol their husnd nd their moneyX they n refuse to ook ndGor refuse sex until he gives in to their demnds @t lest if he is monogmousAF he n lso refuse to e uried in the fmily homeD whih would ring shme to the husnd9s fmilyF QQ sn the long runD it is lso ruil for women to insure themselves ginst the eonomi onsequenes of mritl uphevl due to divore or widowhood @see vn de lle @PHIQA for the onsequenes of widowhoodAF sn efriD the proility of fing either divore or widowhood in lifetime is rther highY for exmpleD in PHHTD pproximtely oneEthird of everEmrried women in enegl hd su'ered t lest one mrrige dissolution @vmert et lFD PHIVAF es pointed out y wunhong @IWVVAD the perspetive of eoming widow in the sene of ny forml widowhood insurne system 'ets women9s hoies nd strtegies during their mritl lifeF 33 por exmpleD given tht one venue to seuring living in se of widowhood is living with sonD vmert 8 ossi @PHITA show tht women9s fertility ehviour is 'eted y the impertive to hve sonY s resultD when fed with the existene of ompeting heirs for their husnd9s welthD they elerte their fertility @y reduing irth spingA until they hve mle hildF sn polygmous householdsD ossi @PHIVA presents evidene of strtegi omplementrity etween the fertility of oEwivesD whih is explined y the ompetition for oth urrent resoures nd future ess to the husnd9s inheritneF he ft tht hving oy ttenutes the likelihood of eing dispossessed upon widowhood hs een oserved in other prts of the world @suh s outh esi nd sndonesiAD prtiulrly when the remrrige of widows is not s ommon s in suEhrn efri @ginD IWVTAF sn the se of mrrige dissolutionD women who hve filed to seure su0ient svings or resoures to sustin themselves n remrryF his is n unvoidle sitution for women of hildEering ge in mny soieties where soil norms ssign strong stigm to unmrried women of hildEering geD prtiulrly if they hve previously divored their husndsF vevirte mrrigeD wherey widow mrries the rother @or nother lose reltiveA of their lte husndD is the min form of insurne for widowsF ith suh mrrigeD they remin in the linege of their husndD whih might e the only wy to sty with their hildren in ptrilinel soietiesF elthough it provides sfety net for the most vulnerle womenD levirte mrriges re ssoited with signi(nt deline in their wellEeing reltive to the (rst mrrige @vmert et lFD PHIVAF he sme pper underlines tht divorees hve etter hnes of remrrigeD some of them even using divore s n instrument of eonomi moility @ point lredy mentioned y vooh 8 hirit @IWWSAAF 33 sn some ontextsD widows ene(t from inheritne rules gurnteeing their ess to the household ssets fter the pssing of their husndF st is in prtiulr the se of some soil groups in ithiopiD s desried y pfhmps 8 uisuming @PHHPAF hese uthors lso desrie disposition rules for ssets upon divore tht re often rther protetive for womenF QR Conclusion his review of the literture desried set of individul strtegies used to ypss intrEhousehold negotitions nd seure ess to privte resouresF snsights glened from di'erent soil siene (elds suggest numer of reserh venues for eonomistsF rtiulrly notle re the gps in the eonomi literture in four dimensionsF pirstD euse of the nonEoopertive nture of these ehvioursD the eonomi literture often ssoites suh ehviour with reto ine0ieny ndD thereforeD with redued totl household resouresF xeverthelessD this does not need to e the seF sn some ontextsD seuring privte @seretA resoures is the only wy to irumvent soil norms or intrEhousehold on)its tht might prevent seizing new eonomi opportunitiesF e (rst venue would e to understnd lerly whether nd when nonEoopertive ehviours indue n inrese rther thn wste of household resoures nd wht type of onstrints they permit individuls to overomeF enother wy forwrd would e to introdue dynmi element to this nlysis to determine how this might hnge when the eonomi nd soil environment evolvesF uh reserh ould pve the wy for the design of puli poliies tht would support new eonomi opportunities t lesser ost to individuls nd householdsF he seond set of questions tht seem understudied in the eonomi literture is tht of the olletive resistne to eonomi hnges tht threten soil normsD prtiulrly when gender roles re t stkeF here hve een only few ttempts to identify the situtions in whih individuls re inentivized to oordinte in n ttempt to prevent women from tking steps tht might overturn trditionl rolesF he deep motives for these soil fores tht limit soil nd eonomi innovtions need to e understood if one wnts to e le to promote potentil welfreEimproving hngesD sine these hnges might generte intrEhousehold on)itF hirdD in ll of these sesD it is neessry to tke into ount the ft tht the sre resoures tht household memers @women in prtiulrA need to seure might e time rther thn moneyF ime is lerly needed to develop eonomi tivities or to develop one9s soil network through leisure time nd therey gin utonomy nd genyD ut leisure might lso e desired good whose onsumption is prtiulrly unequl within the householdF pourthD this review highlights how impertive it is to hve preise knowledge regrding the nthropologil relities of the ontext under study when exploring household eonomis questionsF e rossEfertiliztion of the di'erent rnhes of soil sienes is therefore desirle for mking progress on the question of intrEhousehold resoures llotionF pinllyD none of these topis n e fruitfully explored without more individulized dt on onsumption nd resouresF en importnt e'ort of dt olletion t the individul rther thn just t the household level is lerly needed to ddress these questionsF QS 
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