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heannouncements for womenin abudget are

justthetip of theiceberg. Anintelligent woman

canask: how much of these announcements are

backed by real budgetary allocations? Usually,

anindependent Fiscal Council triestobea
watchdogtotrack these allocations in many countries,
and seek the truth about whether the budgetary promises
are just “token provisions”. Indiahasno Fiscal Counecil
yet. Ifnot a Fiscal Council, what else can be the second
best macro policy toolforacitizen to understand how
much our country spends on women? The answer is Gen-
der Budgeting Statements.

Gender budgetingin Indiahas been asilentrevolution.
Itisinteresting torecall that the analytical matrices for
preparing these statements werefirst prepared by the
National Institute of Public Finance and Policy (NIPFP).
Therewas atime when the discussions on what there is
forwomen in the budget were largely confined to trivial
discussions on “how much taxreduction is there for cos-
metics?”. India has comealongway from such debates,
withthe advent of seriousresearch of gender issues in
macro-fiscal policies. No “new” budgetary announce-
ments for women were made inthe 2019 interimbudget.
Even so, the existing Ujjwalascheme, worth Rs 3,200 crore
in 2018-19, integrating gender budgetingin the energy sec-
tor by providingclean fuel to women in poor households,
isafirmexample of how fiscal policy can ensure gender
equality outcomes. Thisis apowerful policy toolinthe
backdropofthefact thatindoor air pollution was causing
more deaths amongwomen and children than malaria.

Preparing gender budgeting simultaneously with
social and physical infrastructure isawelcome move. A
quick analysis of Expenditure Budgets,
uploaded on the ministry of finance website
immediately after today’s interim-budget
speech,revealed that the budgetary allocation
on “specifically targeted” programmes for
women has declined from34,271.09 crore (bud-
get estimates/ BE) to32,573.66 crore (revised
estimates/RE)in 2018-19. Fiscal marksman-

shipreferstothis huge deviation between BE
and RE, which translates intothe reality that
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Associate Professor, guarantee higher spending on women. Prad-
NIPFF, Visiting Prof,  han Mantri Matru Vandana (PMMV) Yojana
American University (previously known as Indira Gandhi Matritva
Sahyog Yojana)is a conditional cash transfer
topregnant andlactating women. Gender budgetingto
supportsafe delivery and good breast feeding practices by
ensuring partial compensation for wage loss during child-
birth,andto provide good nutrition for the child’s initial
months, is conceptually welcome. However, the analysis
of demand for grants of PMMYV Yojana, revealed that the
amount has declined from32,400 crore (BE) to¥1,200 crore
(RE)in 2018-19.

Inadditionto “specifically targeted” programmes for
women, aquicklookintothe estimateswhich show the
intensity of gender allocations in mainstream public
spendingin Indiarevealed that India spent around 5% of
the total budgetary allocation on women at312,4366.83
crore in F'Y 2018-19. These estimates donot contain “hard
toprice” categories of unpaid “care economy” in India.

More than 70% of beneficiaries of the Pradhan Mantri
Mudra programme, which offers financial support to
small andmicroenterprises, were women. Thisisawel-
come trend. India should design morefiscal policies for
women’s economic empowerment, replacing the policies
which reinforce the stereotype of genderroles. Accessto
formal creditis very crucial here, as poor women have
been treated as “non-bankable clients” as they donot
have collaterals.

The cost of credit—lowinterest rates or differential
interestrates for women—isalsoequally important to
mainstream women in the economy, away from the bad
Ponzi schemes in the village. The Jan Dhan scheme is
expected to create positive outcomes in this regard.

The taxrebate announcementsin this budgetare
indeed gender-neutral. However, as just around 4% of
women work in the organised sector, the direct tax
announcements donottouch more than 90% of Indian
women. The single-most significantannouncement in the
budgetwas directincome supportfor marginal farmers.
However,itisfiscally difficult. The gender-disaggregated
outcomes of such announcementdepend on whether this
policy is framed on the basis of “autonomous” individuals
orhouseholds. The announcements relate to “blue econ-
omy”’— especially fisheries— can benefit women due to
theirsignificant participation in the sector. Toconclude,
unless werevive the Gender Budgeting Secretariat the
ministry of finance created in 2004-05, co-opting macro-
fiscal experts, gender budgeting, as a policy tool, cannot
be explored fully.




