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Abstract

According to the literature, three main theoretical perspectives on the

process of household labor allocation are gender role, time availability, and

relative resources. The author examines the effects of the three perspectives’

determinants and of gender display on the relationship between economic

dependence and housework. The data used in the study came from a national

sample of married people (n=1,874; 977 men, 897 women). Individual and

household characteristics were controlled for in regression analyses of factors

related to male/female proportions of housework. The results show greater

support for the relative resources and gender role perspectives than for the

time availability model. The results also indicate a linear (as opposed to

curvilinear) relationship between economic dependence and the respective

proportions of housework performed by married men and women. These

findings suggest that the link between housework and economic dependence

complies with rules of economic exchange rather than gender display or

deviance neutralization processes.
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N 977 N 897

41.45*** 8.24 38.90*** 7.84
10.69*** 4.04 9.62*** 4.30

0.45 0.75 0.49 0.79
1.25 1.18 1.29 1.20

19 0.74 1.35 0.67 1.26
79.51 55.96 75.26 52.17
0.43 0.50 0.46 0.50
4.96** 1.77 5.19** 1.77

a 22.30*** 29.46 -15.51*** 31.48
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t * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001
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(4.27) (12.22) (3.67) (5.79) (12.51) (4.55) (3.49) (5.95)
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0.000 -0.009 0.000 -0.028

(0.000) (0.000)
-0.081*** -0.212 -0.097*** -0.253
(0.017) (0.019)

0.039 0.091
(0.020)

-0.009 -0.023 -0.057
(0.062) (0.063) (0.065)

R2 0.084*** 0.146*** 0.150***
Adj R2 0.076 0.136 0.138

* p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001
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0.029 0.053
(0.020)

0.858*** 0.859*** 0.833***
(0.066) (0.067) (0.069)

R2 0.458*** 0.501*** 0.502***
Adj R2 0.453 0.494 0.495

* p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001
a natural log
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