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82.0% 10.9% 0.3% 3.0% 3.8% 
14.0 28.1 44 .3 2 .4 \1 .2 
16.9 44. 0 3 1.6 5.6 1.9 
22.7 47 .4 18 .3 4.2 7.4 
26.2 5 1.6 \1 .2 5. 1 5.9 
15. 1 48.6 5.2 10.2 20 .9 
15.0 48.1 4.1 9 .4 23 .4 
13.6 4 1.3 2.7 17.1 25.3 
17.2 42.9 3.5 14.1 22.3 
8.6 66.2 8.5 2.4 14.3 
9.6 60.9 22.0 2.2 5.3 
7.7 43.1 8.7 29.1 11.4 
2 .4 14.9 2.0 36.2 44.5 

82 .5 10. 1 3.1 3.9 
12.6 29 .4 47.1 1.4 9.5 
16 .1 45.9 30.6 4.5 2.9 
20. 0 5 1.7 19.4 3.3 5.6 
25.6 5 1.3 12 .4 4. 1 6.6 
12.8 53.9 5.6 7.4 20.3 
12.6 52.7 4.5 7.5 22 .7 
15.7 46.1 1.2 15.3 2 1.7 
17.7 45.9 2. 1 12.8 2 1.5 
8.2 70.5 5.2 2.3 13.8 

10.3 66.3 16.6 2.9 3.9 
8.1 47.1 6.6 26.6 11.6 
1.9 17.1 1.0 38.0 42.0 
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1996 ) 



N=1474 N=5 16 N=958 
7.5 (111) 9. 1 (47) 6.7 (64) 
0.6 (9) (1) 0.8 (8) 
7.6 (11 2) 7.6 (39) 7.6 (73) 

25.2 (372)' 23.7 (1 22)' 26. 1 (250)' 
5.6 (83) 6.0 (3 1) 5.4 (52) 

14.0 (206)' 13.2 (68 14.4 (138)' 

6) (1) 
l.l (1 1.2 (6)' 1.0 (10) 
5.6 (83) 5.8 (30) 5.5 (53) 

14.5 (2 13) 153 (79) 14.0 (134)' 
(6) (2) (4) 
(9) (2) (7) 

22 (33) 4. 1 (21) 1.3 ( 12) 
(2) (1) (1) 

22.3 (328) 20.3 (105) 23.3 (223) 
7.3 (1 08) 7.8 (40) 6.8 (68) 
3.8 (56) 3.7 (19) 3.9 (37) 

36.3 (535) 34.5 (178) 37.3 (357) 
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16.09% 15.07% 18.54% 
45.93 50.96 33.77 
30.62 28.77 35. 10 

7.36 5.2 1 12.58 

16.28 15.07 19.2 1 
49.61 50.96 46.36 
26.94 28.77 22.52 

7. 17 5.21 11.92 

3.72 3.59 3.67 3.54 3.32 5.26 4.02 

14.53 14.52 12.38 10.75 12.38 10.53 14.57 
1962-1 97 1 23 .45 23 .56 19.05 24.19 19.05 26.32 23. 18 
1972-198 1 31.20 30.68 39.05 30. 11 39.05 26.32 32 .45 
198 1-1995 30.81 31.23 29.52 34.95 29.52 36.84 29.80 

48.26 48.76 67.27 44.63 45 .72 52 .63 47.02 
15.3 1 16.7 1 20.00 15.59 16. 19 21.05 11.92 
24.22 22.74 10.91 23.66 28.57 15.79 27.8 1 
12.2 1 11.78 1.82 16. 13 9.52 10.53 13.25 

39.53 40.55 49.09 40.86 38. 10 26.32 37.09 
51.94 50.4 1 43.64 48 .39 54.29 68 .42 55.63 

8.53 9.04 7.27 10.75 7.62 5.26 7.28 



28.29 27.67 43.64 20.97 31.43 26.32 29.80 
30.04 31.5 1 32.73 34 .41 24.76 36.84 26.49 
4 1.67 40.82 23 .64 44.62 43 .81 36.84 43.71 

42.44 43.01 56.36 34.41 51.43 42.1 1 4 1.06 
20.35 22.74 21.82 24. 19 16.19 47.37 14.57 

22 .48 20.27 12.73 24. 19 20.95 

14.73 13 .97 9.09 17.20 11 .43 10.53 16.56 

62 .40 63.01 60.00 63 .44 64.76 57.89 60.93 
9.69 9.04 10.91 10.75 4.76 10.53 11.26 
4.07 3.84 1.82 2. 15 8.57 4.64 

23.84 24.1 1 27.27 23.66 21.90 31.58 23 .1 8 

59.1 1 59.45 45 .45 60.22 65.71 57.89 58.28 
40.89 40.55 54.55 39.78 34.29 42. 11 4 1.72 

26.94 27.67 14.55 32.26 25.7 1 31.58 25. 17 
46.32 46.03 34.55 46.77 49.52 52.63 47.02 

26.30 50.9 1 20.97 24.76 15.79 27.81 

19.96 23.0 1 23 .64 26 .88 14.29 3 1.58 12.58 
32 .95 29 .59 34 .55 29.03 29.52 2 1.05 4 1.06 
47.09 47 .40 4 1.82 44 .09 56. 19 4 7.37 46 .36 



32 

21.88 2 1.78 19.42 22.51 2 1.72 2 1. 74 22 . 13 
23.08 23.00 19 .20 23 .75 23.74 22.53 23.28 

49 .42 49 .86 6 1. 82 5 1. 08 42 .86 42.11 48 .3 4 
50.58 50.14 38 . 18 48.92 57.14 57 .89 5 1.66 

516 365 55 186 105 19 151 
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0180 0157 0024 

ref 
1962-197 1 -.3041 2898 -.5939 
1972-1981 -1.0078 -.5 778 -.4300 
1981-1995 -.7134 -.4202 -.2931 

ref 
4727 3051 1677 

-.2479 5226 -. 7705 
-.5198 1.6285 *** -2.1483 * 

ref 
-.513 7 -.6382 ** 1245 
-.3790 -5914 2124 

ref 
-.4666 2295 -.6961 
-.8420 * 03 73 -.8794 * 

ref 
3824 5454 

6366 4917 1449 

h 4001 7225 -.3224 

ref 
1.4560 ** 7074 7485 

-1.8306 *** 1.0337 
7013 -.0972 7985 * 



ref 
6003 -.3829 -.2174 

ref 
1350 9856 * -.8506 
1811 1.4576 * -1.2765 

ref 
-.1009 -.7373 * 6364 
-.0074 -.9474 ** 9400 * 

-.1202 0434 -.0854 ** 
-.0188 -.0348 -.0623 

ref 
-.0271 -.6437 ** 6166 
3.2787 *** 6831 2.5956 *** 

Likelihood Ratio (50) 99.70 *** 
Correct Prediction Percentage 59.8 % 
N. 

• P < .1; •• P < .05 ; ••• P < .01 
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29%) 



10.27% 9.88% 11.71 % 
66.28 69.88 53.15 
16.67 13.83 27.03 
6.78 6.42 8.11 

10.85 9.88 14.4 1 
63 .57 69.88 40.54 
18.22 13.83 34.23 
7 .3 6 6.42 10.81 

3.72 3.67 3.68 3.27 4.63 6.08 3.86 

14.53 15 .56 35.00 13.78 14.29 7.67 10.81 
1962-1971 23 .45 2 1.98 30.00 20.14 25.00 23.08 28.83 
1972-1981 31.20 32 .35 22.50 34 .98 32 .14 19.23 27.03 
1981 -1995 30.81 3 1. 12 12 .50 3 1.1 0 28 .57 50.00 33 .33 

48 .26 49.87 82 .50 47.70 42 .86 38 .47 42 .34 
15 .3 1 15 .06 10.00 15.19 19.64 11.54 16.22 
24.22 22 .47 5.00 24 .03 23.21 30.77 30.63 
12.21 12.59 2.50 13.07 14.29 19.23 10.81 

39.53 40.25 62.50 39.58 32.14 30.77 36.94 
5 1.94 51.60 32.50 52 .30 55 .36 65 .38 53.15 

8.53 8.15 5.00 8.13 12.50 3.85 9.91 



28.29 27.16 30.00 25.80 32.14 26.92 32 .43 
30.04 3 1. 11 40.00 32.51 23.21 19.23 26. 13 
4 1.67 4 1.73 30.00 4 1.70 44.64 53.85 41 .44 

42 .44 4 1.98 52.50 37.81 57.14 38 .46 44.14 
20.35 21 .48 15 .00 23.32 19.64 15 .3 8 16.22 

22 .48 22.72 17 .50 24.03 12.50 38 .46 2 1.62 

14.73 13.83 15.00 14.84 10.71 7.69 18 .02 

62 .4 0 60.99 57.50 63.60 57.1 4 46.15 67.57 
9.69 10.62 17 .50 10.60 5.36 11.54 6 .3 1 
4.07 4.44 5.00 3.18 7. 14 11.54 2.70 

23.84 23.95 20.00 22.61 30.36 30.77 23 .42 

59.11 60 .49 55.00 63.96 60.71 30.77 54.05 
40.89 39.51 45.00 36.04 39.29 69.23 45.95 

26.94 26.17 10.00 27.92 17.86 50.00 29.73 

46 .3 2 47 .90 45.00 49 .47 50.00 30.77 40.54 
26.74 25.93 45 .00 22.61 32 .14 19.23 29.73 



19.96 20.00 25.00 19.73 2 1.43 15.38 19.82 
32.95 33.83 45 .00 33 .57 28.57 30.77 29.73 
47.09 46.17 30.00 47.00 50.00 53.85 50.45 

21.88 21.73 19.18 22.05 2 1.23 2 1.1 5 22 .44 
23.08 22.95 20.50 23 .33 23 .48 23 .46 23.58 

49.42 49.63 60.00 48.76 60.71 30.77 45.95 
50.58 50.37 40.00 51.24 39.29 69.23 54.05 

516 405 40 283 56 26 111 
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60% ) 

( 
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-,0239 -.0463 

ref 
1962-1 97 1 -1.2549 -.6669 -.5880 
1972-198 1 -2.6901 •• - 1. 1405 -1.5496 • 
1981 -1995 -3. 1452 •• -1.81 41 • - 1.3311 

ref 
-.6970 - 1.3 115' 

-2.9849 ••• -.4421 -2.5428 • • 
-3.0994 •• -.8500 -2 .2493 

ref 
- 1.2680 •• -.4292 -. 8388 • 
-1.4300 -.8797 -.5503 

ref 
7805 0963 6842 

-.1067 -.4862 3795 

ref 
-.4 84 1 7480 -1.232 1 •• 

1.732 1 •• 1.3742 •• 3579 

1.03 12 1.2933 •• -.2621 



ref 
1.7350 ** 9438 79 12 
1.7608 -.7902 2.5511 ** 
- .1087 -.6990 * 2904 

ref 
3942 1573 2369 

ref 
2.0093 ** 1.2841 ** 7252 
3.8601 *** 2.9237 *** 9363 

ref 
6320 4663 1657 
0379 4090 -.3710 

-.1901 *** -.0532 -.1370 *** 
0348 0114 

ref 
1.6325 *** 6955 * 9370 * 

2.7261 * 1.7128 * 1.0133 
Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square (50) 97 .38 *** 
Correct Prediction Percentage 75.7 % 
N 

* P < .1; ** P < .05 ; *** P < .01 
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50 

1999 
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15.36(98) 42.16(269) 34.80(222) 7.68(49) 638 
23.16(22) 50.53(48) 16.84(16) 9 .47(9) 95 

11.76(4) 4 1.1 8(14) 2.94(1) 34 
44.68(21) 23.40( 11 ) 6.38(3) 47 

2 1.2 1(7) 5152(17) 24.24(8) 3.03(1) 33 
46.51(20) 23.26(10) 4.65(2) 43 

33 .33(2) 50.00(3) 16.67(1) 
6.38(3) 46.81(22) 34.04(16) 12.77(6) 47 

20.00(3) 46.67(7) 26.67(4) 6.67(1) 15 

46 .44(150) 31.27(1 01) 6.81(22) 323 
23.53(12) 45.10(23) 2157(11) 9.80(5) 51 

7.69(2) 26.92(7) 7.69(2) 26 
47.06(16) 23.53(8) 8.82(3) 34 

16.67(3) 55.56(10) 22.20(4) 5 .56(1 ) 18 
12.50(3) 50.00(1 2) 33.30(8) 4 .17(1) 24 
50.00(2) 25.00(1) 25.0( 1) 4 
11.54(3) 42.31(11) 38 .46(10) 7.69(2) 26 
10.00(1) 70.00(7) 10.00(1 ) 10.00(1) 10 
Modemization--The Fema1e 
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8.78(56) 6 1.29(391) 23.82( 152) 6. 11 (39) 638 
16.84( 16) 57.89(55) 13.68( 13) 11.58(1 1 ) 95 

8.82(3) 58.82(20) 17.65(6) 14.71(5) 34 
8.5 1(4) 68.09(32) 14.89(7) 8.51(4) 47 
9.09(3) 60.61(20) 2 1.2 1 (7) 9.09(3) 33 

16.28(7) 60.47(26) 20.93(9) 2.33(1) 43 
16.67( 1) 50.00(3) 33 .33(2) 6 
2. 13(1) 53.19(25) 3 1.91(15) 12.77(6) 47 
6.67( 1) 73 .33( 11) 20.00(3) 15 

11.46(3 7) 67.80(219) 14.55(47) 6.19(20) 323 
15.69(8 ) 72.55(37) 5.88(3) 5.88(3) 51 
7.69(2) 57 .69( 15) 23.08(6) 11.54(3) 26 
5.88( 1) 58.82(20) 26 .4 7(9) 8.82(3 ) 34 

66.67( 12) 22.20(4) 1 1. 11(2) 18 
8.33(2) 62.50( 15) 25.00(6) 4.17(1) 24 

50.00(2) 25.00(1 ) 25.00( 1) 4 
53.85(14) 38 .46( 1 0) 7.69(2) 26 

10.00(1 ) 80.00(8) 10.00{l) 10 
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Married Status in the Family: 
An Example ofDecision-Making Patterns 

Yu-Hua Chin-Chun Yi ' Yu-Hsia Lu 

Abstract 

1bis paper examines factors accounted for s domestic status in 
Taiwan. Modemization and Marginalization theory serve as the underlying 

pair are used as the analyzing unit. Based on the 
dynamic model of resource-process-outcome derived from the exchange 

an attempt is made to inc1ude structural as well as cultural 
variables. Samples are 500 married couples randomly selected island-wide in 
1995 

Results indicate that for the two most valued decisions, namely expense 
allocation and child discipline, joint decision-making has been widely 
adopted among Taiwanese couples. Based on the multivariate 

following the accumulation of human capital in the past decades, 
women's decision-making power somewhat reflects their potential in the 
contribution toward family economy. In addition, married women's role in the 
familial pattem is also a fTected both by the advancement in 
the family life cyc1e and possible sub-<:ultural diversity from different ethnic 
backgrounds. Modem sex-role attitudes, also related 
to the non-traditional or pro-wife pattems 

The analyses of conjugal support that modemization 
theory is probably more applicable in the Taiwanese setting. 1bis is because on 
the one hand, the resource model has c10se with the modemization 
framework. Also, the ofthe marginalization theory emphasizes 
the of labor force in the informal sector and its 
consequence of not enhancing our fmdings suggest that 
informal work has to the joint decision-making 

at home. Therefore, an integrated framework considering both 
resources exchange process and the social practices of system is 
valid in the exploration of power structure in Taiwan 

Keywords: domestic status, family female 's 
employment pattems, ethnic background, conjugal 


