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The Gonposi tion of Famly:
ubj ective versus (bj ective Anal ysi s*

Wth a cultural heritage of famlismChinese famly studi es have al ways
received great attention anong international scholars.For the | ast decades,
significant controbutions to famly research in Taiwan were nade by ant hro-
pol ogi st s, hi st ori ans, denogr apher s, soci ol ogi st s, psychol ogi sts, and ot her soci al
scientists. Fomthe published reports, each di scipline appears to have its
favored research focus,research loci as well as its prefreed research net hods.
Famly sociology inits regard, have noved fromthe traditional problomoriented
research (Chu, 1979)to structural and interaction aspects of the famly(Yi and
Lu, 1993).In fact,famly structure and famly organi zati on was rated as the
nost researched i ssue anong famly scientists in Taiwan in the 1980s(Yi, 1993)
.This is nostly due to the existing context of repid social change. Gonsequently,
the principle question examined is the rel ati onshi p between soci al change and
famly structure as well as factors accounted for the variation in different
patterns observed.

Wth the overwhel mng influence of Wstern culture,a natural response is
to investigate whether famly systens in Taiwan have naintained its tenacity
.Despite rare exceptions(Chuang and Yang, 1991), nost studi es agree that the
fundanental val ues especially the continuity of patrilinearl generations
and the paternal authority have been rel atively preserved(Tsai and Yi, 1995;
(hang, 1994; Hsu, 1985; Arnol d and Kuo, 1984) . Al t hough sone changes in the famly



systemseeminevitabl e, the exi sting docunent that these changes are usual |y
expressed either in a conpromsed fornat or sinply a natter of quantitive

different. For exenpl e, support for the el der parents nay devel op into a neal
rotation arrangnent (Hsi eh, 1985)or financia support fromthe adult children

is favored over co-resdience pattern by both parties(Sun, 1985; Chang, 1994).
However, the support of elderly parents renmai ns an unchal | enged responsi bility
of children shared by all.Snmlary,as narried wonen's | abor force participation
results in their increaced autonony in selective areas of famly power in
Taivan(Yi and Tasi, 1989),the final autority endowed fromthe cul ture norm

still lies on the parents nenber of the famly(Yi and Chang, 1994).

Arong various famlial eeffects of the nodernization process, chanage of
famly structure in Taiwan i s propably the nost noted one. Famly structure is
commonl y
operational i zed by famly types,famly forns,or nunber of famly nenbers .
Previous efforts in this real mof research have generated a vast anong of
literature and the debate between nuclear famly and stemfamly as the
nost significant famly type in comenporary Taiwan has not been fully
setted(Lai and Chen, 1980; Vi , 1985; Chen, et al , 1989; Chi , 1990; Chang and Chi,

1991; Yi and (hang, 1994). An examination of the definition enployed in the

above denographi ¢ and sooci ol ogi cal reports shows that famly is conceptual i zed
as a household in the official census or self-report famly coonposition in a
typi cal survey.

Wile the data is of the best quailty avail abl e, these studi es have suffered
fromthe lack of concl usi ve conceptual defintions.Atypical criticismwould cone
froman ant hropol ogi st who points out that Chinese famly is a multi-|evel
concept wth extensive |ineage inplications and conpl ex famly organi zati onal
background, whi ch are nore or |ess neglected by other social scientists in
general . On the other hand, the def ense froma soci ol ogi sat or a denogr apher
woul d probably argue that famly shoul d not be enphasi zed as a concept ual
unit only. Athough el enents of common property or ancestral worship are of
vital inportance,a viable famly unit in contenporary Tai wan as denostrat ed
in nunerous |arge sanpl e surveys is probably equival ent to the present |iving
arrangenent or whatever appears in the official registration.

It is clear that an attenpt to integrate diverse enphases of various disciplines



on the definition of famly nay be imature at this stage. However,it is al so
significant that sone efforts be put on the clarification of different content
enbedded i n each concept of famly enpl oyed. This woul d al | ow us to exam ne
wth systenatic neasures as to the extent of different anoong various famly
definititions as well as their inplicationin the interpretation of research
results. Mreover,if famly is regarded as the nostintinate prinary soci al
group, then to understand the subjective definition of famly wll provide us
inportance toward this aspect of the famly system

Therefore, this paper wll first expl oore the objective conposition of famly
by using four nost frequently enpl oyed definitions in research. Gonparisons w ||
be made in terns of degrees of actual different observed as well as the resultant
famly type variation. Second y, the subj ective conposition of famly wll be
examned fromanswers to two defined situations:faml|y nenber conposition from
personal and subj ective accounts,and famly nenbers to be includeed in the
nost significant famly reuuni on occasi on--the Chinese New Year's Eve. Wth
bot h obj ective and subjective definations of famly available, we will be able
to establish patterns of Chinese famly conposition in various contingencies,
which hol dfully wll help the future interdisciplinary dial ogue anong schol ars.

Chia and the Famly

In al nost every research reports of the Chinese famly sturature,the operational
definition of the famly has to be specified. The scope of possible repertoire
ranges fromsingle individual unit as appeared in the census(e.g., Hu and
Li u, 1989), the conventional basic famly types--nucl ear, st em ext ended- - gat her ed
fromthe survey(e.g.,V¢n,et.al.,1989),or the inclusion of |ineage concerns in
the classification of coresidence patterns as shown in nost ppapers using
the KAP data(e.g., Thoorntoon and Lin, 1994; Chang, 1994) . t here are obvi ousl y ot her
consi deration to distinguish various famly types, such as using the nuniper
of nucl eus(Fei,1982),the timng of famly fission(Fei, 1983; Ghen, 1976), t he
actual function of the elderly parents (Chuang, 1972),the commoc properly sharely
by nal es of the sane |ineage(e.qg., Vel f, 1985),or the baseline of conjugal pairs
in the establishnent of Fang(Chen, 1985).1n order to avoid the conceptual conpiexity
of the definition of famly,social scienctists who rely nostly on survey data
have chosen househol d of present |iving arrangenent as the anal yzing unit.

This certainly points out the necessity to clarify the very basi c concept of



the (hinese famly anong soci al sci ence resear ches.

In has been argued that famly translated as Chia-Ting Chinese is in fact
a forei gn concept (V¢n, et. al . 1989). Chi a which so far has no equi val ent Engli sh
translation is the real essence of the "famly".famly schol ars have al so
reached a consensus on the flexibility in defining chia as proposed by Fei
Hsi ao- Tung in 1947. Chia nay be subjectively confined to nenbers of the i rmedi ate
conjugal unit only;or chia may extend to include nenbers of the sane cl an
as well as others fromthe sane geographical origins or fromsililar political
interests.Besides the inplication of Chia as a flexi bl e concept, Véng( 19885, 1991)
further illustrated the different nature invol ved in the concept of chia-ting
(donestic unit)and chia-tsu(famly).According to Véng' s ant hr opol ogi cal
perspective,the structural characteristic enbedded in the Chinese famly system
lies in the fundanental difference between these two rel ated concepts. Chi a-
Ting or the denestic unit is a product of the famly fission and is thus
exclusive in nature reguarding its significant role as the inexorabl e basic
unit of social organization. Chia-Tsu or the famly,on the other hand,is a
conceptual unit resulted fromthe natural devel opnental process of famly
fusion and is hence elastic or unfixed in nature.Snce famly fusion has its
original root on the Fang of narried brothers,patrilineal inheritance serves
as the basic rule in the definition of chia-tsu snenbershi p(Véng, 1991).
therefore, cl an based on comon surnane or any rel ati onship based on the
patrilinearl networks can be included in the concept of the famly.

Inthis regard,the famly(Chia-tsu)in Véng' s definition correspponds to
Fei's concept of Chia in that both enphasi ze the inclusive nature devel oped from
the social relationship nani fested beyond the | evel of donestic chia-ting.
This line of thought is echoed by other |ocal schol ars(Cuang and Chen, 1982;
Vn, et al.,1989)either regarding the flexible classification of famly
organi zation or defining chia fromthe possi bl e nenershi p recogni zed by
the extended famly qualifcations.In other words, despite debates between |ineage
and clan or diverse classification of famly yypes,there are general ly at | east
two levels of famly organi zation that ought to be considered:the inclusive
or non-fixed notion of chia which apppears to vary according to individual
contingencties;the order is the nore intinate famly unit often wth a rel atei vely
fixed range of nenbership and nay vary dependi ng on the actual constraint
existing in the present |iving conditions.



The above di chotony of conceptual versus partical famly unit is perhaps best
regarded as anot her possible baseline to the study of conplex famly structure
in Taawan.It has no intention too negl ect the inportance of economc factors--
nanel y,the famly property--in the classfication of famly structure.In fact,
bot h type of econony and systemof inheritance have been docunented as significant
determnants of famly structure at a cross-cul ture | evel (Gnond, 1980; Wnch
, 1977; Goody, 1976) . Chi nese famly organi zation is cleanly no expection to this
uni versal pattern. The famly as a property-hol ding unit (Wl f, 1985; G eenhal gh, 1984)
,the inperative role of corporate property in the agnatic soci al (Feednman, 1966),t he
effect of econom c dependence in the process of famly divisi on(Qhen, 1985, 1976),
as wel |l as relationship between change of economc ststemand the change of
famly structure in the farmarea(Fei, 1991) have been illustrated i n nany
famly researches. These influential works repeatedly stress one common thene
that famly property is a crucial elenent in the study of famly structure
i n Chi nese soci ety.

However, due to the physical constraint of nost survey data and partly due
to the different enphasis of various disciplines,the economc aspect of the
definition of famly strucutre seens to be treated wth considerable flexibility

in actual survey research. To take typi cal exanpl es fromsoicol ogi cal and
denogr aphi ¢ anal yses, it becones apparent that househol d or famly househol d has
has becone the core unit in nost reports. Thornton and Lin (1994)in their concl usive
book of the famly change in Taiwan during the | ast three decades use co-residenti al
househol d as a basic unit of famly structure. Their discussion on the famly
econony nai nly deals wth the | aborpooling to Vége-pool i ng transition(lbid)
Soecially,chiais considered as "...(a) group of kin who have rights in common
property whether or not they technically coreside under a single root(Thor-
nton and Lin, 1994: 26) . Househol d, on the other hand,refers to the co-residenti al
unit which nay or nmay not corresppond to the chia A though owneringship of
the property is not a necessary condition of chia,the renaining anal yses show t hat
this economc aspect is not closely followed and is at best served as a common
background in the interpretati on of the result. Futhernore, the assertion of
flexible famly frons observed in a variety of contingencies acturally justies the
enpl oynent of househol d as the ultimate anal yzi ng unit throughout the book.

In the simlar vein, Chi (1990)defines his basic famly unit as the famy
househol d which is conprised of kin nenbers eating and living wthin the



sane housrhol d. By includeing kin relations in the househol ,thi extends his
concept closer to the neani ng of chi a-tsu. Neverthel ess, the i nportance oof chia
-tsuinthe famly systemis positioned in the conceptual |evel only,just

as the cormon economc expenses as a criterion in distinguishing famly forns
is recogni zed but coonsi dered infeasibl e(Chi,199: 73). Qher rel ated surveys

on famly structure in Taiwan often restrict the data to the self-report from
the respondent on who are residing together at the tine of the interview
(Yi,1987; hang and Chi, 1991; Chang and Yi,1994;Yi,et.al ., 1995). Oreral |,
coresidence i s pprobably the nost used principle of classfication in the study
of famly structure mainly because of its clarity in the neasurenent.

In short,it is clear that the above argunent on the content and the defintion
of famly structure appears to fall into two separate categories. Hrstly,the
qualirtative field work predomnated i n ant hropol ogy proovi des rich infornation
on the conpl exity of chia. These field notes shared wth other historical accounts
informus that it would be too sinplistic tolimt the concept of famly structure
to the living arrangenent. Property rights as well as subjective inclusion of
famly nenbers for various contingencies ought to be considered in the classification
of Chinese famly structure. S nce the typical source of these data pertains
to the snall sanple of rural areas, studies focus on the contenporary urban
sanpl es attenpt to di scover another valid and easier indicator.The answer up to now
seens to rely on the data avail abl e froma typi cal survey whi ch suggests that
househol d or co-residential unit is probably close or equivalent to the famly
structure that researcher has defined.

In this paper,we wll address our research question to the different between
obj ective versus subjective famly conposition. The objective famly conposition
is the partical or actual famly unit objectively defined by the researcher wth
a specific neasureabl e i ndicator. The subjective famly conposition is the concept ual
unit subjectively defined by the respondent wth an assunption of taken into
account various contingencies.It is clear that objective famly |l eans toward the househol d
concept as di scussed above, whil e the subjective famly reflects the notion of chia.

V¢ nust not e, however, that previous reviewindicates that famly(chia-tsu)
defined by Vdng is a large unit than the donestic economic unit of chia-ting
(1991). S nce nost studies have translated famly into chia-ting,the above
argunent of Véng' s nay cause sone confusion for unnoticed readers. Therefore,
to respect the common usage and to avoi d possi bl e addi ti onal m dunder st andi ng,



we shal | enpl oy the concept of "chia'as a subjectively defined unit in the
famly systemwhile "chia-ting"w || be regarded as a contenpoary concept | earned
fromthe Wst wth its equvialent English translation of famly in the text.

Qovi ousl y, chia has simlar neanings as referred by Fei (1947)as wel |l as the
definition of chia-tsu used by Véng(1985). Famly,or chia-ting, wll be treated
as an objective unit wth sinhiar neani ngs as huusehol d or donestic unit.In
other words,chia is opertioally defined as the subjective famly conpositi on;
famly instead is the objective famly conposition as enpl oyed in various survey
at the aggregate |evel.

Patterns of Famly Gonposition in Tai wan

e of the nost prominent change in the chinese famly structure i s probably
the gradual transition fromthe extended famly ti the nuclear famly. The
noder ni zat i on process acconpani ed by nassi ve rural -urban mgration has been
docunent ed as the underlying structure focus(Tsai and Yi, 1995; Chang and Chi, 1991
; Chen, et. al ., 1989; Freednan, et . al ., 1982; Lai andChen, 1980) .1 n general , concl usi ons
drawn fromstudies utilizing aggregate data eill point out the persistence of
patrilineal |iving aggangenent in addition to the seemingly dom nance of separate
nucl ear famlies. G-residence pattern of the elderly parents is thus proposed and
evi denced as the key el enent in studying famly structure changes i n Tai wan(
Yi and Chu, 1993; Thornton and Lin, 1994; Tsai and Yi, 1995)

Wsing three different dataset--a village survey in 1943 nai nl and Chi na, census
data of a northern district in Tai wan(before 1945), and four consecutive KAP
i sl andw de surveys(1968-1986), Chang and Chi have shown that three are roughly
three historical stages in the change of househol d structure in the 20th century
Tai wan(1991):

1. During the Japanese ol oni al i zati on and Before 1960s
Qonpl ex famly types domnated wth a stronger tendency to from extended
famlies,especially during later years of the col oni zati on.

2.Fromthe 1960s to the 1970s
A drastic decline of extended famlies as being repl aced by stemfamlies,
and denographi c factors as well as attitudes toward co-resi dence are suggested
to be responsi bl e.



3.1n the 1980s
Wi le stemfamlies naintai ned its dom nat nce(fromboth the proportion of
popul ation live in and the proportion of househol d types),the rapid increase
of nuclear famlies has becone a significant phenonenon. The rise of nucl earization
is further contended as an i ndependent trend, beyond the by-produst of stem
famlies(i.e., after controlling for the availability of qualified nenbers,
nucl ear famlies continue to increase).

The general trend of the drastic deline of extended famulies,the relatively
stable stemfamlies,and the clear increase of the nuclear famly has been ob-
served in rural areas of nai nland Chi na(Fei, 1991)as well as in other island-
W de surveys in Taiwan over the | ast few decades(Yi and Chang, 1994; Thor nt on and
Li n, 1994; Chi, 1990) . An overal | examnation of the different focus that each naj or
discipline has contributed to our understanding of the famly change in Tai wan i ndi cat es
that ant hropol ogi sts provided us wth detail ed accounts of the viabl e, conprom sed,
physical |y efficient,

and subjectively variant famly structure(Cuang, 1972; MVl f, 1972; Gohen, 1976;
Vol f, 1985; Hsi eh, 1985; Chen, 1985) . Denogr apher s, especi al |y Chen and hi s col | eagues,
taking the popul ation transition as a basel i ne argunent, strongly suggested

that the stemfamly has al ways been the nost inportant famly type in Tai wan(Lai
and Chen, 1980; Chen, et . al ., 1986, 1989) . Soci ol ogi sts, on the ot her hand, appear to
endorse the noderni zation theory as well as to favor the urban-famly Iinkage
per speect i ve, and the consequent result usual |y shoes the tendency toward famuly
nucl eari zation in Tai wan(Cari sh, 1978; Shu and Lin, 1984; Yi 1985; (hi, 1989; Chang

and Chi, 1991; thang, 1994; Yi and (hang, 1994).

Factors proposed to associate wth changes in the famly structure in Tai wan
has been a focal point in the sociological analysis.Athough it is expected that
denographi ¢ factors such as age, educati on, and the urbani zati onal |evel are
significantly associated wth the increase of nuclear famlies(Yi, 1985; Hsu and
Li n, 1989; Hiuang, 1990, Sun, 1991; Chang, 1993), mgrat i on( Chi , 1989), | ow i ncone( Chang,
1992), and et hni ci t y(Chang, 1993)are al so proposed to be inportant factors to be
consi der ed.

S nce co-residence wth elderly parents is the key to distingui sh stemversus
nucl ear famlies, as stated above, several studi es have docunented the difference



between attitudes and behaviors in this issue(Yi and Lu, 1993). Special |y, there

is astrong preference toward separate |iving arrangenent or nuclear famly on

the general attitudinal |evel,but the personal attitude toward Iiving arrangenent
after retirenent leans clearly toward the stemfamlt(Yi,1985).1n other words,

attut udes regardi ng personal expenctation coincides nore closely wth the present
living arrangenent in that approxi mately 70%of elderly sons(Lo, 1987; Chen 1992)

. However, further studies point out that attudes toward co-resi dence and fi nanci al
support of parents do not correspond wth each ot her(Sun, 1991; Chang, 1994), Al -
though both adult children and ared parents favor fincancia support nore

than co-resi dence, and parents express stronger attitudes toward i ndependence

on bot h aspects, neverthel ess, Children prefer financial support of aged parents nore
than actual living together(lbid.).It is clear that fromthe children' s perspective,
to contribute part of parent's living expenses is considered a feasible of the
traditional support systenfi.e.,to live together).This al so signifies an inportant
conpronm se under the existing physical contraint of the famly which nay devel op
intoaninstitutionalized pattern in the future.

Thornton and Lin(1994) in their vigrous and concl usi ve book on social change
and famly change in Taiwan point out that educational expansion, both prenarital
and narital nonfamlial work experiences,and prenarital nonfamlial |iving arrangenent
contribute to hte changi ng organi zation in Tai wan. Fut hernore, i n the fol ow ng

per suasi ve and conpel | ing presentation, prenartal exposure to nonfamlial contexts
and interaction,e.g.,wrk activities, aut ononous deci si on- naki ng, i ndependent

living experience,mgration,etc,is argued to be determnants of co-residence

w th hushand' s parents(1bid).A though co-residence at narriage as well as duration of
co-residence after narriage are declining,there arestill hal f sanpl e who reside wth
husband' sparents six years after narriage. These enpirical findings on attudes and
behavi ors of the famly process indicate that val ues toward el derly parents

have under gone sone changes, but the actual |iving arrangenent are kept ral atively
intact(VYi,1994).

In short, patterns of famly conposion in Tai wan have shown a general picture
accepted by nost researchers in this field:the declining extended famly has
been repl aced by the stable stemfamly,while the increase of nuclear famly has
si mul taneousl y occurred. Despite variation in explaining this process, future research
on the change of famly structure not only shoul d take the different between
attitudes and behaviors into account,it ought to explore effects of both physical and



nonphysi cal factors(e..g,wllingness of coresidence of different generations,
pscyhol ogi cal feeling toward i ndependent |iving, etc.)on change of co-residence patterns
inthe future.

Nevert hel ess,wth regard to change of the famly structure in Tauwan, the fundanental questi
on the conceptual variation of the basic analyzing unit--Chia or famly--renma ns unresoved. Tt
paper instends to focus on one aspect of this vexed i ssue by delineating the subjective chia
objective famly conpositions as reported by the large sanple.Dfferent of patterns observed
enabl e us to clarity the possible notion of Chinese famly as an non-fixed or |oosely structt
soci al group which nay be subjectively defined accoundi ng to various contingencies al | oned.

Dat a

Data are taken from"The Economc Devel opnent and Fenal €'s Fmly's Sat us:
Famly structure, Fenal € s Enpl oynent Patterns,and Famly Power Sructure in
Tauvan" (NSC 83- 0301- H 001- 064; NSC 84- 2411-H 01-081) . There are three types of
data gathered for the above research project:survey interview focus group
interviewand in-depth interview Regardi ng survey interview which serve as the
basis of the followng anal ysis, 1000currently narried fenal es aged 20-64 as wel |
as

hal f of their husbands(i.e.,500 coupl es)randonply sel ected fromthe island-w de
registration data conpriise the sanpl e. Three stage stratified sanpl ei ng procedures
where enpl oted in spring 1994 and nine |l evwls of devel opnental types were froned, of
which our prinmary selection unit was individually classified into an appripriate |evel.
958w ves and 516 husbands conpl eted the interviewand becane our final sanple.

Data gathered fromthe focus group interviewas well as in-depth interview
are expected to serve as the suppl enentary infornation in the interpretation of
findi ngs. Three focus group were schedul et at Tai pei, Tai chung, and Kaohsi ung
urban areas. B ght interviews(four nmales and four fenal es)of college education,five
nal es of mddl e-school education,and five fenal es of hi gh-school education
participated in our unterview at the respective |ocation. These respondents have
an age range of 30-50 and have different occupational backgrounds.It is expected
that group interaction wll vary accounding to different conpositional
characteristics of groups as focus.

Vari abl e



The (bj ective Famly Qonposition

Social Scienctists who rely on arragenent data have traditional |y taken census

or the official record as the nost valid data source avail abl e. Tai wan i s

particularly noted for its well-kept househol d registration data. Qher quantitive

anal yses usual |y enpl oy the conventional survey nethod wth quesion designed for

speci fic research purposes.

It has been suspected that the di screpancy between the official record and survey data
has gradual |y increased. Hi (1989) in her field work at Tai pei evidenced that the

i nconsi stency of one denographi c variable, nanely the narital status, in registered
official record versus the self-report answer at the survey was as high as 11.6% The
naj ority of the gap occurred at the categories of unnarried and divorced. For

exanpl e, out of all registered divorcees, approxinmately one third reported thensel ves
tothe interviener as in other narital status. In the sane study, Hiu al so i ndicated that
the living arrangenent of unnatched respondents actual |y coi ncides nore closely wth
the self-reported narital status (Ibid.). Another research on out-mgrants al so found
an average of 7.4%disparity between nenbers of the household registry and of the
actual living arrangenent (Chao, 1994). In counties wth |ess urbanization (e.g.,
Yunlin, Chiayi, Taitung), as high as 18%of out-mgrants still naintain their official
registration at the natal famly.

S nmlar reports and observations have pronpted us to a rel evant question-- the
extent of discrepancy anong different indicators used in the study of famly structure
In this paper, four definitions derived fromthe literature wll be enpl oyed as indicators
of famly structure. Those registered at the census are undoubtedly the official famly
(househol d); those live together at present are clearly the de facto famly; those who
not only share residence but actual |y eat together are considered a nore valid/reliable
indicator or the real famly; and those who share |iving expenses together whether as
supporter or as dependent are argued to possess the essential qualification of the
Chinese famly. The economc aspect inherent in the last definition needs to be
enphasi zed here. Previous ant hropol ogi cal studies point out that to have separate
stoves or to separate living expenses is the first stage toward famly fission (hen,
1976; Wng, 1985). The reverse inplication woul d be that shared economc expenses
isasignificant dinension of famly fusion. Therefore, information collected in this
respect is expected to enable us to define the inclusive nature of the famly unit by



taken into account the economc aspect which is often neglected in nany studies.

Chia or The Subjective Famly Conposition

As discussed above, chiain atypical Chinese mnd is a relationshi p bounded but
unor gani zed social group (Vong, 1991). hia may be considered as a flexible unit
defined under the principle of differential hierarchy (Fei, 1947) which all ows
nenber ship to expand fromsnall to |arge sizes. Hence, depending on the situation or
the existing constraint, chiais not a notion of fixed boundary, but rather a concept
whi ch may be extended in a concentric circular nanner. On the other hand, except
rare instances such as soliciting voters wth any possible distant nework rel ati ons,
nenbers to be included in chia are usual |y governed by the accepted cultural system
In other words, albeit the flexible nature of the definition of chia, thereis arelative
nornative guidance in terns of who are the correspondi ng chia-jen (famly nenbers)
in various occasions.

Therefore, two indicators are decided in the "neasurenent” of chia. It should be
noticed that chiais defined inthis study as the subjective famly conposition expressed
by the respondent whi ch may have varianace due to different occasions or particul ar
aspect specified. The two indicators chosen are firstly, a diredt open-ended question
probi ng the subjective inclusion of famly nenbbers wth an enphasis on purely
personal views. The other subjective famly conposition indicator is restricted to the
nost inportant famly reunion occasion -- the Chinese New Year's BEve. Respondents

are asked to list nenbers who he/ she thinks shoul d be eating the di nner together,

despite the physical restraint in geographical distances. Fenal e sanples are expected

to provide different answers fromnales in their subjective definition of chia. Because
by focusing on the personal conception of one's intinate group, each respondent is
allowed to go beyond the traditional definintion of the nornative, prescribed famly unit.
In other words, the psychol ogi cal inportance of |ineage, especially the matrilineal

i nfluence, nay be expressed in these two subjective and sonewhat abstract questions.

Resul ts



Table 1 shows the result of all objective famly conpositions reported by the
femal e respondents. Family conposition of 500 husbands' sanple is assuned to be
the sane as their wves. The overall pattern of famly types indicated by present |iving
arrangenent, shared econom c expenses, registered nenbership in the househol d, as
wel | as shared neal and residence clearly points out that there are six basic famly
types to be distingui shed--nuclear, stem joint, extended, parents only, and others.
Arong them the nuclear famly is the nost domnant type wth a proportion rangi ng
from58%to 68% Semfamlies are al so consistently ranked the second naj or famly
type across four indicators (21%- 29%. Joint famlies of sane generation househol ds,
extended famlies of three generations and above, parents only househol ds, and ot her
types do not exceed one tenth of the proportion.

Snce our focus is onthe simlarity and disparity anong these different indicators,
Table 1 provides us wth clues to conpare patterns denonstrated in each conposition.
Fromunreported anal ysis, 77%(737) of respondents answered all four indicators wth
exactly the sane famly nenbers. 23%(221) has one or nore different answers
anong the four indicators used. The conparison between any two indicators points
out that famly conposition indicated by shared econonmic expenses is the nost simlar
to the present living condition (94%simlarity); while census has the highest disparity
in conparison wth the shared neal and resi dence (82.5%simlarity) (see Table 2). |If
we only | ook into shared economc expenses, its other simlarity index is foll oned by
shared neal and resi dence (90.3% and census (82.8%. In other words, if only one
indicator has to be selected for the famly structure, our data seemto suggest that
shared econom c expenses i s perhaps the closest to the present |iving condition of the
famly as appears in nost surveys. nh the other hand, famly conposition registered in
the census is obviously the nost different fromthe other three indicators in that |owest
simlarity index are found when census data are conpared wth shared econony

(82.8% and wth living arrangenent (85.2%. This inplies that official record of the
famly conposition is indeed different fromother self-report responses.

Anot her finding shown in the last rowof Table 1 is the average nunber of famly
nentbers reported in each indicator of the objective famly conposition. As expected,
the nuner varies wth different indicator examned. The ranking order indicates that
living arrangenent has the hi ghest average nuniber of famly nenbers (5.49), census



next (5.0), followed by shared econony (4.96), and shared neal and residence the | ast
(4.87). It is clear that using different neasurenent in the definition of objective famly
conposition wll derive different results. In the past research of famly structure, the
concept of average famly nenbers connotes equi val ent neani ngs to househol d si ze,

and has thus been used to cal cul ate possible famly types (Lai and Chen, 1980). Here

our data provide another proof that due to the fact the nunber differs according to the
operational definition enploys, future studies ought to consider and to specify various
famly conposition indicators so that results nmay be nore accurately conpared.

In terns of the subjective famly conposition, as stated above, chia is explored by
two indicators: a personal inclusion of famly nenbers in chia and nenbers who
shoul d be present at the Chinese New Year's Eve. Table 3 is famly nenbers
subj ectivel y considered in the conposition of chia, listing fromthe nost reported
nenter in order. For wves' sanple, there appears at |east two natural breaks in the
list: husbands (98% and unnarried children (90% which conprise the typical nuclear
famly ranked far ahead of ther categories; parents of both husband s (53% and w ve
s own (48% are close in the ranking, narried sons (30% and grandchildren (26% of
successi ve generations as well as unnarried brothers (20% and sisters (19% of wfe's
natal famly, along wth other relatives share relatively |ower proportions in the
subj ective definition of the famly. The last lists are also nore variant in the
conponent as expect ed.

It isinteresting that wves tend to report their subjective chia-jen not necessarily
inconformty wth the traditional definition practiced in the patrilineal famly system
Fromw fe' s report on Table 3, at |east three aspects worth our attention. Hrstly, from
the nost listed famly nenbers, it is clear that nuclear famly and stemfamly of both
| ineages are the subjective chia for the wfe sanple. Secondly, anong categories |isted
inthe last section, two patterns emerge wth unnarried siblings of wfe' s (20%
ranki ng higher than narried siblings of hers (12% and 13% on the one hand, and
natrilineal relatives nore inportant than patrilineal side in general as shown by both of
husband' s married (11% and unnarried (10% sibling being in the last. Thirdly, the

difference of narried sons (30% and narried daughters (12.5% clearly denonstrated
t he enphasi s on nal e descendant in the subjective famly conposition.



In other words, the subjective reports of chia-jen by the wfe sanpl e poi nt out
that lineage and narriage are after all significant principles in the definition of famly.
Wen a female is narried into a patrilineal househol d, her status at her natal famly wll
seriously decrease as reflected in the consistently | ower ranking of narried children
and narried siblings of wves' in contrast wth unnarried counterparts. Neverthel ess,
the interplay between lineage and narriage is nore intriguing in that these w ves,
although they are narried daughters in their own natal famlies, obviously still regard
their maternal |ineage as a significant conponent in their subjective perception of
famly. Hence, the bilateral stemfamly appears to be well accepted because parents of
both lineages are in arelatively equal status. In addition, wfe's own siblings are
i ncluded nore often than husband s siblings in the subjective famly conposition.

Wth regard to the husband s sanpl e, Table 3 shows interesting conpari sons
wth the wfe's sanple. For husbands, the natural break is clear as well but the cutting
point |eans toward the top three categories--wves (95%, unnarried children (90%,
and husbands' parents (82%. These are the nost common nenbers in a typical
patrilineal stemfamly. Unnarried brothers (32% and sisters (29% as well as
narried sons (30% and grandchildren (24% or grandparents (24% follow which
seemto indicate a strong patrilineal conponent in the subjective identificantion of
famly nenbers. Furthernore, wfe's siblings, whether narried or not, are considered
the least in husband s subjective famly conposition. S nce the generation and the
unnarried status invol ved does not interfere wth the traditional definition of typical
patrilineal stemfamlies, lineage is inferred to be the nost inportant concern for our
husband' s sanpl e.

The significance of patrilineal |ineage for husband s sanple is further evidenced
by two nore facts: wfe' s siblings, whether narried or not, are considered the least in
husband' s subj ective famly conposition; wfe's parents al so do not receive inportant
ranking (9.5%, especially when conpared wth wife's ranking of the patrilineal paarent

(53%.

In addition, narriage is viewed as a significant dinension in the definition of
famly fromhusbands' reports. Table 3 points out that in addition to the nmuch hi gher
i nportance of unnarried children over narried children to be included in the subjective
famly, unnarried siblings (29%and 32% are al so ranked hi gher than narried brothers



(17% and narried sisters (11%. Again, narried daughters (10% are no conparison
totheir narried brothers (30% in the inclusion of famly nenbers as reported by
f at hers.

In short, Table 3 offers interesting patterns of the subjective famly conposition
reported by wves and husbands. The simlarity of both sanples |ies on the inportance
of lineage and narriage as the basic principle considered in the inclusion of famly
nenbers. However, wves clearly exhibit a tendency to possess the concept of
bilateral famly systemin their subjective perception; while husbands nai ntain a strong
patrilineal preference. Therefore, unnarried siblings are consistently ranked hi gher in
the hierarchical order by both husbands and w ves, but siblings of spouse's |ineage
actual ly have the least likelihood to included in the subjective famly conposition by
ei ther husband or wfe.

As to the subjective inclusion of famly nenbers who shoul d be present at the
famly reunion on the Chinese New Year's Eve, Table 4 indicates that the relative
order of nenbership categories are basically simlar to the subjective definition of
famly conposition as presented in Table 3. But the percentage difference of the wfe's
sanpl e in these two subjective indicators is noticeable, especially in categories were
the ranking in the hierarchy has been changed. For wves, nuclear and patrilineal stem
famly constituents of husbands, unnmarried children, and parents-in-law are
undoubt edl y neniers who ought to be present at the New Year's Eve dinner. But the
order of narried sons and natrilineal parents changed fromparents being reported by
alnost half of the wfe' s sanple (48% in the general subjective famly conposition to
32%in the famly reunion occasion. This nay inply that the nmatrilineal preference,
al t hough becones nanifest in wfe's personal definition of the famly, is sonewhat
subdued under a specific incidence such as the New Year's reuni on whi ch has been
characterized by the strong cul tural norns.

Anot her evi dent change cones fromhusband s siblings being pronoted to the
ranking of mddl e inportance in wfe's inclusion of participants at the reuni on di nner.
It was discussed in Table 3 that for the wfe, patrilineal siblings are considered the
| onest possible famly nenbers to be included in her subjective chia. However,
regarding the traditional normexercised in the nost inportant Chinese holiday, Table
4 shows that patrilineal val ues becone overriding and husband' s siblings rather than
wfe' s own are considered famly nenbers who ought to attend the di nner.



The conpari son between w fe's general perception of subjective chia-jen shown

in Table 3 and her idea of famly reunion nenbers listed in Table 4 indicates that, the
bilateral stemfamly and the natrilineal famly conposition are probably inherent in
wfe' s definition of the chia. However, when specific cultural norns are taken into
account in an occasion like the New Year's Eve dinner, patrilineal influence becones
evident and w fe denonstates a stronger tendency to foll ow patterns delineated in the
patrilineal famly structure.

Results on the husband s sanpl e points out that nenbership categories |isted
regardi ng who shoul d attend the famly reunion are al nost exactly identical as who are
included in the subjective definition of famly nenbers (Table 4). The percent age
reported as well as the order in the hierarchy of two tables exhitit simlar patterns.
The patrilineal stemfamly (wfe, unnarried children, husband s parents) has the
unquest i onabl e domnance in the ranking. Patrilineal relatives of husband s unnarried
siblings as well as his narried sons and grandchildren follow Notice that these are
famly nenbers next to the immedi ate nuclear famlies in the traditional famly
structure. Apparently, patrilineal concernis still husband s major inclusive criterionin
defining his subjective famly conposition.

onpar e husbands' reports on two subjective indicators of the famly
conposi tion shows that the only change of ranking order is between narried brothers
and patrilineal grandparents. But the percentage difference is not |arge and both
categories fall into the last group. Mreover, wfe's siblings renain the | east inportant
famly nenbers to be included in the subjective definition of chia, either neasured by
husband' s general perception or by his list of participants to the New Year's Bve
di nner .

Therefore, for the husband s sanpl e, both indicators of the subjective famly
conposi tion shows simlar patterns or orders in terns of who are considered his famly
nenberrs. Lineage recei ves unani nous support in this regard that husbands tend to
delineate his subjective famlies fromclose to distant famly group boundaries under
the basic principle of patrilineal considerations. Mrriage is al so proved to be
inportant concerns in the subjective definition of famly conposition. Hence, there is
a clear pattern for husbands that unmarried famly nenbbers and patrilineal relatives
have cl oser neniership than narried and natrilineal counterparts in their subjective



inclusion of famly conpositions.

Fromthe personal definition of chia or the subjective famly conposition
portrayed by the respondent, husbands and w ves seemto have different conceptions

of the famly structure. The nost noteworthy finding is perhaps that bilateral famly
conposition is indeed inherent in wfe's subjective inclusion of the famly. S nce the
two subjective indicators are expected to show answers of a general personal view of
who are his/her famly nenber versus answers nore or | ess governed by the existing
cultural normtoward a specific famly reuni on occasion, a cross examnation of
patterns expressed in the above two contexts wll enable us to delineate possible
differences in the subjective definition of famly conposition.

Table 5 indicates famly types reported on two subjective definitions of the famly:
fam!y nenbers defined by personal inclusion (chia) and the expected famly nenbers
present at the New Year's Eve dinner. Fomthe report of each respondent, lists of
famly nenbers may be organized into eight famly types. It can ben seen from Tabl e
5that the first four of nuclear, stem joint, and extended corresponds to famly types
used in the objective indicator; while the bilateral, nmatrilineal stem and natrilineal
extended are products fromthe subjective analysis. It is clear that despite actual |iving
arrangenent or economc functions of the famly denotes by the objective indicators,
subj ective definition of chiais not always consistent wth the present famly structure.

Regardi ng personal definition of chia-jen, bilateral famly is the nost dom nant
type (27% for wves (Table 5). Nuclear (20% and stem(19% famlies ranked
second subj ectively while extended (17% and natrilineal stem(13% famly types
closely follow S nce thereis a substantial proportion of wves including both
patrilineal and natrilineal parents in the answer and thus falls into the extended famly
type (???), the pattern indeed evi dences the inportance of matrilineal inclusion anong
tye wfe sanpl e.

O the other hand, in terns of famly nenbers attending the New Year's Eve
dinner, traditional patrilineal val ues becone domnant and w ves tend to submt
thensel ves to the expected pattern. Hence, extended famly (29% and stemfamly
(24% are nore likely to be reported in consistent wth what shoul d be expected in an
wel | defined cultural event, such as the famly reunion. But we shoul d point out that



bilateral famly (17% of which wfe's parents are naj or conponent still renains to be
an inportant type, even higher in ranking than the nuclear famly (14%.

Therefore, if we conpare wfe's reports on famly types of a general definition
and of a specific occasion, it is not hard to see that subjectively, her |ineage attachnent
to her natal famly is expressed directly in the first unconditional question and
indirectly or inherent inthe culturally specified context. In fact, if we conbine all

famly types wth natrilineal conponent (i.e., bilateral, natrilineal stem natrilineal
extended, and sone of extended famlies), the significance of matrilineal inclusion for
wves is no doubt the nost interesting finding that requires serious attention.

Patterns observed fromthe husband s sanpl e indi cate that nornative effects
appear to be stronger on their subjective definition of famly conposition. O scussions
on Table 3 and Tabl e 4 have al ready pointed out that patrilineal concerns are the basic
principle for husbands in their lists of subject famly nenmbers. Here, it is shown again
that husband i ndeed denonstrates a different pattern fromtheir counterpart. As can
be seen fromTable 5, stemfamly and extended famly are clearly the nost inportant
famly types in the subjective definition of famly nenbers, either in the general
conception (47%and 31% or in the famly reunion dinner (36%and 46%. Q her
types including the nuclear famly (11%and 10% are evidently nuch | ower in
inportance in the subjective definition of who are famly nenbers by our husbands.

The above anal yses on the objective famly conposition of four nost frequently
used indicators reveal that famly types classified by nenbers who actual |y share
econom c expenses appear to have higher association wth the other three indicators as
shown in Table 2. F ndings regarding the subjective famly conposition point out the
inportance of natrilineal inclusion for the wfe's sanple (Table 3-5). Hence, an
anal ysis of the relationship between the objective and subjective famly conposition of
wves will allowus to further examne if there is a significant association between
these two conceptual |y different indicators.

Tabl e 6 shows that anmong the three najor famly types--nucl ear, stem extended,
there is a relative correspondence between the obj ective and subjective famly
conposi tions. 28%of those who are presently in the nuclear famly reports nucl ear
famly as their subjective famly conposition. 27.6%and 32.5%of those who are in



stemand extended fam!ly conpositions al so report the sane famly type as their

subj ectively defined famlies. A though these nunbers are not overwhel mngly |arge,

the substantial proportion certainly indicates that for the wfe sanple, objective famly
conposi tions coincides wth her subjective famly definition in an non-negligibl e way.

However, it should al so be noted that the bilateral famly al ong wth other
natrilineal famly types have becone significant constituents in the definnition of chia
for wves, regardl ess of their present famly conposition. Adding together the
natrilineal conponent (i.e. bilateral, natrilineal stem and natrilineal extended), 45%
of wves living in the nuclear famly, 44%of those in the stemfamly, and 45%from

the extended famly include their natrilineal relatives in the subjective definition of
famly conpositon. Fomunreported results, the association wth other objective

indicators have very simlar patterns. In other words, there is no doubt that for w ves,
despite the fact that they may currently live in different types of patrilineal famlies, the
natrilineal attachnent of the natal famlly naintains its significance as reflected in the
subj ective conception of their expected famly neners.

oncl usi on

Thi s paper examnes the objective and the subjective famly conposition wth an
attenpt to show possible differences of the forner and to delineate the variation of
personal definitions involved in the latter. The objective famly conposition is defined
by four indicators often used in the study of famly structure--present |iving
arrangenent, shared econom c expenses, official househol d registry (census), and
shared neal and co-residence. The subjective famly conposition is anal yzed by two
indicators, nanely the general subjective definition of famly nenbers (or chia-jen) and
nentbers who ought to be present at the Chinese New Year's Eve di nner.

Results in terns of objective famly conpositions point out that anong the four
indicators enpl oyed, patterns of simlar famly structure are found in that nucl ear
famly is the nost domnant type, followed by stemfamly and by extended famly.
Further conparisons of these four indicators indicate that the objective famly defined



by whet her nenbers share econom c expenses seens to have hi gher associations wth

the other three; while househol d nenbers registered at the official census has the

| onest association wth others. It is therefore suspected that the economc factor

whi ch has been enphasized in the literature needs to be attended in the construction of
the objective famly conposition.

The anal ysi s on subjective famly conposition provides interesting findings in that
not only the two indicators focused result in the expected effect of nornative influence,
di fferences between w ves and husbands in the subjective definition of chia clearly
indicate the significance of |ineage and narriage in personal conceptions of the famly.
Specifically, wth regard to the general perception of the subjective famly, it was
shown that wves denonstrate a bilateral famly concept in their subjective definition
of famly nenbers; while husbands reveal a strong tendency toward patrilineal
consideration. n the other hand, both husbands and w ves share the inportance of
narital status and |lineage preference in their inclusion of subjective chia-jen in that
unnarried famly nenbers and rel atives of own |ineage are nore likely to be ranked at
the higher order than their counterparts in the subjective famly conposition.

H ndi ngs concerning famly nenbers to be present at the New Year's Eve reflect
the nornative expectation of the patrilineal famly systemfor both husbands and w ves.
Wves who express clear matrilineal attachnent in the subjective definition of famly
becone subdued in this culturally defined event. The traditional patrilineal stemfamly
nenbers are listed in the highest order for husbands and wves alike. Patrilineal
rel atives al so ranked higher than matrilineal nenbers by w ves as nenbers expected in
the famly reunion. Again, narriage is an inportant concern in the inclusive principle
of subjective famly nenbership. However, it is noted that the substantial proportion
of matrilineal parents inthe wfe' s sanpl e suggests that the maternal lineage is still
inherent inthe wfe's subjective definition of famly, even under a specific culturally
defi ned cont ext .

In addition, in order to delineate different famly conpositions expressed by the
subj ective definition of the famly as well as by nenbers included in the New Year' s
Eve between our sanples, it is shown that bilateral famly systemis indeed evident in



the subjective famly for wves while patrilineal famly is domnant in the nornative
event for all. The contrast between husbands who reveal a clear patrilineal pattern in
their subjective definition of chia-jen and wves who split their responses toward

per sonal conception versus a nornative expectation of a cultural event suggests that
the matrilineal attachnent of wves is an inportant aspect worth further investigation.

The | ast examination of objective versus subjective famly conpositions
docunents the rel ative correspondence between these two indicators as well as the
variation of patterns observed. It is also contended that wves wth various objective
famly conpositions express simlar natrilineal enphasis in their subjective famly
conposition which inplies that different contingencies shoul d be specified in the study
of famly conposition, especially wth regard to the gender difference.

Therefore, the above anal yses point out that the objective famly conposition is
probably nore fixed in range than the subjective famly definition. Despite the
variation anong four objective indicators, patterns found are actual |y not very
different fromeach other. 1In general, different famly types of the patrilineal famly
systemare reported. However, the conparison between subjective versus objective
indicators clearly shows that subjective famly conposition is indeed nore conpli cated.
Wves reveal a consistent tendency toward including natrilineal relatives in their
subj ective famly nenbership. The nodification (or the back to the nai nstrean) of
wve's answer in the famly reunion signifies the inportance to specify the context’

under study so that the influence of nornative expectation nay be taken into account.

The nost noteworthy fiinding is probably the fact that the subjective definition of
fam |y conposition appears to be a flexible concept or a non-fixed notion. The list in
Table 3 and 4 in particul ar shows that both husbands and w ves tend to rank their
i mmedi ate nucl ear famly nenbers on top, stemfamlies of the el der generation -- either
patrilineal or natrilineal, along wth narried sons, unnarried siblings who do not
confound the typical famly type classification closely follow Then, the range of
famly nenbership may extend to the grandparent’s generation, narried siblings of



own lineage, as well as narried siblings of the spouse's. There is sone anal ogy

bet ween t he expansi on of the subjective famly boundary and the concentric zone

theory in urban sociology. The nost intinmate famly nenbers are al ways defined from

the typical nuclear to stemand to extended famlies under the basic principles of

lineage and narriage. As illustrated above, the actual exercise of |ineage and narri age

in the subjective definition of famlies nay differ between husbands and w ves and nay
very under different contexts as well. However, it is shown that the subjective
definition of chia, in our sanples, is by no neans fixed in range and is certainly flexible
according to various contengenci es specified.
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Tabl e 1. The (bj ective Famly Conposition--Present Living Arangenent, Shared
Econom ¢ Expenses, Gficial Registy(Census), Shared Meal and Resi dence
--and the Average Nuniber of Famly Menbers in Each Gonposition

ojective Famly Qonposition

census Econom's Expenses  Living Arrangenent Eat &Resi de




Famly type

Nucl ear 650(67. 8)

Sem 197(20. 6)

Joi nt 8(0.8)

Extended 52(5.4)

Parents onl y39(4. 1)

Q her s* 12(1.3)

Aver age 5. 00
Famly Menbers

602( 62. 8)

231(24. 1)

3(0. 3)

55(5. 7)

63(6. 6)

4(0. 4)

4. 96

555(57. 9)

273(28.5)

9(0. 9)

92(9. 6)

23(2. 3)

6(0. 6)

5.49

573(59. 8)

261(27. 2)

2(0.2)

78(8. 1)

40( 4. 2)

4(0. 4)

4.87

(N of Wfe=058)

*This category denotes household wth regi stered nenbers,either relater or not,
officially"borrowed the registry"for school district or other reason( O [

Table 2. The Smlarity Between (bjective Famly Conposition Indicators

Shared Econom c Expenses vs.Present |iving Arrangenent

vs. Shared Meal and Resi dence

vs.dficia Registry(Census)

Oficia registry(census)vs. Shared Meal and Resi dence

94. 3%
(903)

90. 3%
(865)

82. 8%
(793)

82. 5%



(790)

vs. Shared Economic Expenses 82. 8%

(793)

vs. Present |iving Arrangenent 85. 2%

(816)

Present Living Arrangenent vs. Shared Meal and Resi dence 86. 7%
(831)

(N of Wfe=958)

Table 3. The List of Famly Menbers in the Subjective Famly Gonposition:
Wves' and Hiusbands' Sanpl e

wfe Husband

Husband 97.9 Wife 95.3

hnarried Children 89.8 hnarried Children 89.5
Parent s 81.8

Par ent -i n- Law 52.9 Uhnarried Brothers 32.2

Parent s 48. 1 Married Sons 29.8

hnarried Ssters 29.1

Married Sons 29.6 @G andchi | dren 24.2
Patrilineal Gandparents 23.6

@ andchi | dren 26. 3
hnarried Brothers 20.3
Umarried Ssters 19.2 Married Brothers 16. 7

Mrried Ssters 10.5

Patrilineal Gandparents 15.0



narried Daught ers 9.9

Par ent s-i n- Law 9.5
Married Brothers 12.9
Married Daughters 12.5
narried Ssters 12.3
Husband's narried Sblings 10.9 Wfe's Married S blings 3.3

Husband' s Uhnarried S blings 10.3 Wfe's ULhnarried Sblings 2.5

(N of Wfe=958; N of Hiusband=516)

Table 3.1 Famly Menber

(N of Wfe=958; N of Hiusband=516)

Wfe Husband

Husband 97.9 Wfe 95.3
Uhnarried Children 89. 8 Uhnarried Children 89.5
Parents -in-Law 52.9 Parent s 81.8
Parent s 48.1 Uhnarried Brothers 32.2
Mrrried Sons 29.6 Mrrried Sons 29.8
G andchi | dren 26.3 Unarried Ssters 29.1
Uhnarried Brothers 20.3 G andchi il dren 24.2
Uhnarried S sters 19.2 G andparent s 23.6

G andparent s 15.0 Married Brothers 16. 7



Married Brothers 12.5 Mrried Ssters 10.5

Married Daughters 12.5 Married Daughters 9.9
Mrried Ssters 12.3 Par ent s-i n- Law 9.5
Husband's Married Sblings 10.9 Wfe's Mrried Shlings 3.3
Husband' s Uhnarried S blings 10.3 Wfe's Lhnarried Sblings 2.5

Table 3.2 The New Year's Eve D nnner (O O 0O O

(N of Wfe=958; N of Hiusband=516)

Wfe Husband

Husband 9. 3 Wfe 96. 5
Uhnarried Children 87.5 Uhnarried Children 89.1
Par ent s-i n- Law 62. 6 Parent s 80.0
Mrrried Sons 34.7 Uhnarried Brothers 35.7
Parent s 31.9 Mrrried Sons 35.1
G andchi | dren 29.0 Unarried Ssters 29.7
Husband's Mrrried S blings 16.4 G andchi | dren 28.9
Uhnarried Brothers 14. 3 Murried Brothers 22.1
Uhnarried S sters 13.0 G andparent s 19.8

Husband's Uhnarried S blings 13.0 Married Daught er 9.1



Married Daughters 8.0 Par ent s-i n- Law 8.3

Married Brothers 7.8 Wfe's Mrried Sblings 4.1

Married Ssters 6. 4 Wfe's Lhnarried Shlings 3.5

Table 4 The List of Famly Menber Wio Should Be PParent at the Children New
Year's Bve Onner (00O 0O)

Wife Hiusband
Hiusband 96.8 Wfe 96.5
hnarried Children 87.5 hnarried Children 89.1
Par ent s-i n- Law 62.6 Parent s 80.0
Married Sons 34.7 Uhnarried Brothers 35.7
Parent s 31.9 *Narried Sons 35.1
G andhi | dren 29.0 hnarried Ssters 29.7
@ andchi | dren 28.9

Husband's Mrried Sblings 16.4

Unnarried Brothers 14.3 Married Brothers 22.1
Unarried S sters 13.0 Patrilineal Gandparents 19.8
*Husband' s Uhnarried Sblings 13.0 Married Ssters 9.5
Patrilineal G andparents 10.4 *Married Daughters 9.1
Married Daughters 8.0 Par ent s-i n- Law 8.3
Married Brothers 7.8

Married Ssters 6. 4 Wfe's Married Sblings 4.1

Wfe's Lhnarried Shlings 3.5




(N of Wfe=958; N of Hiussband=516)

Table 5. The FAmly Type recorted by Hiusband and Wfe in Two Subjective Famly
Gonposition I ndicators: Gneral Famly Gonposition and Menbers | ncl uded

inthe New Year' s Bve

Famly QGonposition

New Year's Bve D nner

Wfe Husband Wfe Husband
Famly Type
Necl ear 190( 19. 8) 58(11.2) 133(13.9) 51(9.9)
Sem 179(18. 7) 243(47. 1) 230(24. 0) 188( 36. 4)
Joi nt 6( 0. 6) 5(1.0) 23(2. 4) 7(1. 4)
Ext ended 130( 13. 6) 162( 31. 4) 280(29.2)  235(45.5)
Bilateral 257(26. 8) 41(7.9) 160(16.7)  28(5.4)
Matri | i neal 125( 13. 0) 1(0. 2) 74(7.7) —---
Sem
Matrilineal 48(5.0) 46(4. 8) 1(0.2)
Ext ended
Qhers * 23(2. 4) 6(1.2) 12(1. 3) 6(1.2)

(N of Wfe=958; N of Hiusband=516)

*This type includes other relatives and non-rel ated individuals as well.

Tabl e 6. (bj ective versus Subjective Famly Gonposition: Famly Types includes in



Shared Econom ¢ Expenses versus the Subjective Definition of the Famly
(oj ecti ve
Nucl ear Sem Ext ennded* Parent Qhnly Qhers
(NE573) (N=261) (N=B0) (N=40) (N=4)
bj ecti ve
Nucl ear 161 15 6 5 3
(28.1% (5.8% (7.5%
Sem 94 72 8 5 0
(16.4% (27.6% (10. 0%
Ext ended * 48 53 28 7 0
(8.4% (20.3% (35.0%
Blateral 149 81 21 6 0
(26.0% (31. 0% (26.3%
Matrilineal 85 26 7 7 0
Sem (14.8% (10. 0% (8.7%
Matrilineal 24 8 8 8 0
Ext ended (4.2% (3.1% (10. 0%
Al Relatives 12 6 2 2 1

(2.1% (2.3% (2.5%

(N of \Wfe=058)

*Ext ended i ncl udes both joint and extended.



Appendi x 1. The Gonpl ete List of Famly Menbers Reported in the Subjective Famly Gonpositior

Subj ective Famly Gonposition The New Year's Eve D nner
Wfe Husband Wfe Husband

Parent s 48.1 81.8 31.9 80.0
Uhnarried Brothers 20.3 32.2 14. 3 35.7
Unarried Ssters 19.2 29.1 13.0 29.7
Husband( Wf e) 97.9 95. 3 96. 8 96.5
Uhnarried Children 89.8 89.5 87.5 89.1
Patrilinneal Gandparents 15.0 23.6 10.4 19.8
Patrilineal
Gand-grandparents 5.4 8.1 2.9 6.8
Matrilineal Gandparents 5.6 5.8 2.5 1.9
Matrilineal
G and- grandpar ent s 3.3 3.1 1.4 1.6
Par ent s-i n- Law 52.9 9.5 62. 6 8.3
Mirrried sons 29.6 29.8 34.7 35.1
Married Daughters 12.5 9.9 8.0 9.1
G andchi | dren 26.3 24.2 29.0 28.9
Murried Brothers 12.9 16.7 7.8 22.1

Mrried Ssters 12. 3 10.5 6.4 9.5



Married Unel es 5.3 3.7 5.7 4.7
Uhnarried Unhcl es 4.2 3.3 5.7 4.1
Husband' s (Wfe's) 10.9 3.3 5.7 4.1
Married S blinngs
Husband' s(Wfe' s) 10.3 2.5 13.0 3.5
Married S blings
Qher Rel atives 55 6.2 7.2 7.4
Qhers 0.6 1.7 0.9 2.7
(N of Wfe=958; N of Hiusband=516)
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Parental Support in Tai wan:
A Qialitative Analysis of The Intergenerational (bligation*

ne of the fundanental val ues within the Chinese famly systemis the support of
elderly parents. In traditional practice, parental support is typically exercised by residing
together and by providing daily necessities fromadult,usual ly narried, children. -
resi dence wth aged parents is undoubtedly the nost reliabl e support pattern accepted by nost
Chinese. The fact that approxinately 70%of elderly parents are living wth their son(s)
indicates that direct support is still the nost preval ent formin Taiwan (Chen and Lai, 1981;
Chang and Chi, 1991; Yi and Chang, 1996).

However, this fundanental val ue has recei ved sone chal | enge in recent decades. |If
we focus on attitudes toward parental support, it is clear that both adult children and aged
parents favor financia support nore than co-residence (Chang, 1994; Yi and Lu, 1996). To
contribute part of parents' |iving expenses is considered a feasible substitute for the tradi
support pattern. In other words, there is no question about the obligation of parental suppor
but attitudes toward various forns regarding support of aged parents have undergone changes,
while the actual practice of co-residence remains relatively stable.

Inthis study, we intend to examne possi bl e changes occurred in parental support
anong Tai wanese famlies by focusing on both actual residence pattern as well as attitudes
toward famly obligation. The actual co-residence pattern inplies parents receive direct
support in atraditional manner. Attitudes toward famly obligation wll be explored fromtt
concept of famly conposition. A though the definition of Chinese famly has al ways been
an unresol ved i ssue anong famly scholars (Fei, 1991; ohen, 1976; Véng, 1985; 1991;

Vol f, 1985), it is argued here that the subjective famly nenbers specified wll reflect how
famly is concei ved and consequent!|y, how famly obligation shoul d be exercised. S nce

* Paper was presented at the Gonference on Qultural Oversities in Famly, Partnership and G
Stuations organi zed by the Conmttee on Famly Research of the Internaitonal Soci ol ogical
Assaoci ation, fromSeptenber 22-26, in Srobl, Austria.



nornative expectation is inevitably involved in the fornation of famly concept (Yi and
Lu, 1996; Yi and Tsai, 1997; Chang, 1993), the research design wll thus include this aspect
into account.

Therefore, this paper wll anal yze (1)the actual residence or co-residence pattern
anong respondents as the baseline of discussion for parental support practice in Taiwan (2)
the subjective definition of famly nenbers in order to delineate the possibl e changi ng
attitudes toward famly conposition (3) the subjective inclusion of famly nenbbers at New
Year's BEve wth an attenpt to examne nornative effects on the concept of famly obligation.
Al these issues wll be anal yzed and conpared wth gender and rural / urban background
differences. Relevant factors, particuarly the effect fo famly division as well as the role
narried daughters in parental support which are salient aspects in the (hinese famly studi es
w il also be incorporated in the di scussion.

Data are gathered fromsix island-w de focus group interviews which are conposed
of 5-8 single and mxed gender nenbers during Soring 1995 - Soring 1996. Sem-structured
questions were raised in every session and word for word field notes were taken for each
group. The qualitative accounts are used to show how el derly parents' support systemis
concei ved and naintained in different areas of Taiwan. It is expected that the research
finding wll not only conpl enent but substantiate the quantitative survey data wth regard tc
the parental support in Taiwan.

Patterns of Famly Gonposition in Tai wan

Qe of the nost promnent changes in the Chinese famly structure is the gradual
transition fromthe extended famly to the nuclear famly. The noderni zati on process
acconpani ed by nassive rural -urban mgration has been docunented as the underlyi ng
structural forces (Tsai and Yi, 1995; Chang and Chi, 1991, Feedman, et.al., 1982). 1In
general, conclusions dranwn fromstudies utilizing aggregate data wll point out the persitenc

of patrilineal residence in addition to the seemngly domnance of separate nuclear famlies.
(o-residence pattern of the elderly parents is thus proposed and evi denced as the key el enent
instudying famly structural changes in Taiwan (Yi and Chu, 1993; Thornton and Lin, 1994).

Wsing three different datasets--a village survey in 1943 nai nl and Chi na, census data



of a northern district in Taiwan before 1945, and four consecutive KAP island-w de surveys
(1968-1986), Chang and Chi have shown that there are roughly three historical stages in the
change of househol d structure in the 20th century Tai wan (1991):
1. During the Japanese ol oni alization and Before 1960s
Qonpl ex famly types domnated wth a strong tendency to formextended famlies,
especially during later years of the colonialization.
2. FFomthe 1960s to the 1970s
A drastic decline of extended famlies being repl azed by stemfamlies, and denographi c
factors as well as attitudes toward co-resi dence are suggested to be responsi bl e.
3. S nce the 1980s
Wile stemfamlies naintained its domnance, the rapid increase of nuclear famlies has
becone a significant phenonenon. The rise of nuclearization is further contended as an
i ndependent trend, beyond the by-product of stemfamlies.

S nce co-residence wth elderly parents is the key to di stingui sh stemversus nucl ear
famai | i es, several studies have docunented the difference between attitudes and behaviors in
this issue (Y and Lu, 1993). Specifically, there is a strong preference toward separate |ivi
arragenent or nuclear famly on the general attitudinal |evel, but the personal attitudes
toward residence after retirenent |eans clearly toward the stemfamly (Yi, 1985). Futher
studies point out that attitudes toward co-resi dence shoul d be separated fromattitudes on
financial support of parents because these two do not correspond wth each other ( Sun, 1991;
Chang, 1994). Athough both adult children and aged parents favor financial support nore
than co-residence, and parents express stronger attitudes toward i ndependence on both
aaspects, neverthel ess, children prefer financial support of aged parents nore than actual |i
together (bid.). This attitudes nay be interpreted as an i nportant conpromse under the

exi sting physical constraint of the famly which nay devel op into an institutionalized patter
inthe future.

Thornton and Lin (1994) in their vigorous and concl usi ve book on social change and
famly change in Taiwan point out various factors (e.g. prenarital and narital nonfamli al
wor k experiences of fenal es) accounting for the patrilineal co-residence in Taiwan. A though
co-residence at narriage as well as duration of co-residence after narriage are declining,
there are still half sanpl e who reside wth husband' s parents six years after narriage. Thes
enpirial findings on atittudes and behaviors of the famly process indicate that val ues towar



elderly parents’ support have undergone sone changes, but the actual |iving arrangenent are
kept relatively intact (Yi, 1994).

In short, patterns of famly conposition in Taiwan have shown a general picture wth
the declining extended famly being repl aced by the stable stemfamly, while the increase of
nucl ear famly has simul taneously occurred. However, wth regard to changes of the famly
structure in Taiwan, the fundanental question lies on the definition of the basic anal yzi ng
unit--Chia (famly). Wether famly is an non-fixed, |oosely structured social group or is a
cl osel y bounded, tightly organi zed social organization is a vexed research issue and wll be
addressed in the fol | ow ng.

Chia and the Famly

In al nost every research reports of the Chinese famly structure, the operational
definition for the famly has to be specified. The scope of possible repertoire ranges fror
single individual unit as appeared in the census (e.g., Hsu and Lin, 1989), the conventional
basic famly types--nucl ear, stem extended-- gathered fromthe survey (e.g., V¢n,
et.al.,1989),0or the inclusion of |ineage concerns in the classification of co-residence patte
as shown in nost papers using the KAP data (Thornton and Lin, 1994; Chang, 1994). There
are obviously other considerations to distinguish various famly types, such as using the

nunber of nucleus (Fei, 1982), the timng of famly fission (Fei, 1983; hen, 1976), the
actual function of the elderly parents (Chuang, 1972), the conmon property shared by nal es

of the sane |ineage (e.g., Wl f, 1985), or the baseline of conjugal pairs in the establishner
of Fang (Chen, 1985).

In order to avoid the conceptual conplexity of the definition of famly, social
scientists who rely nostly on survey data have often chosen househol d of present |iving
arrangenent as the analyzing unit. Qn the other hand, studies wth qualitative approach
usual ly aimat the delineation of famly dynamcs as well as howfamly is operational |y
defined. This certainly points out the possibility to differentiate objective versus subjecti
conception of the famly (Yi and Lu, 1996).

The subj ective definition of the Chinese famly is best represented by the concept of
Chi a whi ch so far has no equival ent English translation. Chia may be subjectively confined
to nenbers of the i nmedi ate conjugal unit only, or chia nay extend to include nenbers of



the sane clan as well as others fromthe sane geogtaphical origins or fromsimlar political
interests. Besides the inplication of chia as a flexible concept, Véng (1985, 1991) further
illustrated the different nature invol ved in the concept of chia-t'ing (donestic unit)and chi
tsu (famly). According to Véng' s perspective, the structural characteristic enbedded in the
Chinese famly systemlies in the basic difference between these two rel ated concepts. hia-
Ting or the donestic unit is a produce of the famly fission and i s thus exclusive in nature
regarding its significant role as the i nexorabl e basic unit of social organization. Chia-Tsl
the famly, on the other hand, is a conceptual unit resulted fromthe natural devel opnental
process of famly fusion and is hence elastic or unfixed in nature. Snce famly fusion has
its original root on the Fang of narried brothers, patrilineal inheritance serves as the basi
rule inthe definition of chia-tsu s nenbership (Vng, 1991). Therefore, clan based on
common surnane or any rel ationship based on the patrilineal networks can be included in the
concept of the famly.

To narrow down the conpl i cated debate between |ineage and clan or diverse

classification of famly types, there are generally at |east two levels of famly organi zati c
that ought to be considered: the inclusive or non-fixed notion of chia which appears to vary
according to individual contingencies; the other is the nore intinate famly unit often wth
arelatively fixed range of nenbership and nay vary dependi ng on the actual constraint
existing inthe present living conditions. In this research, we use famly to denote the

obj ective famly conposition and present |iving arrangenent is sel ected as the operational
indicator. Chiais the subjective famly unit and wll be expl ored by both the general
definition as well as the specific normative definition of chia-jen (nenbers of chia).

Dat a

Data are taken from"The Economc Devel opnent and Feral €' s Famly S at us:
Famly Sstructure, Fenal e s Enpl oynent Patterns, and Famly Power Sructure in Tai wan"
(NSC 83- 0301- H 001- 064; NSC 84-2411-H 001-018). There are three types of data gat hered
for the research project: survey interview focus group interview an in-depth interview
Survey interviewis conposed of 1000 currently narried fenal es aged 20-64 as wel | as hal f
of their husbands (i.e., 500 nal es) randonty sel ected fromthe registration data. Focus-grou
and in-depth interviews are expected to suppl enent as well as to substantiate the simlar
research questions included in the quantiative survey.



This paper wll utilize qualitative data gathered fromsix focus groups scattered
t hroughout the eastern,northern, western centrall, and southern part of the island. U ban
areas as well as rural areas are covered, wth four urban groups rangi ng fromthe nost
netropolitan Taipei (N, Kaohsiung (S, Taichung(Q, to the snall size city of Hualien(E);anc
two rural groups fromHsi hu(Q and Meinong (S are al so included. Respondents are nostly
invited grandparents or parent wth children in el enentary or junior high schools. Each
group interviewis conducted by the researcher wth one to two assistant(s) responsible for
field notes and session usually lasts fromtwo and a half to three hours. The specific nunber
gender and occupational categories of six focus groups are:

Locati on Ml e/ Fenal e Age Educat i on Qccupat i on
Tai pei (N 4 4 30-40 college + Mprivate(3), public(l)
F privat e(2), housew fe(2)
Kaohsi ung( S 5 30-40 senior hi private(3), housew fe(1), student (1)
Tai chung( O 5 40-50 mddl e private(3), public(l),driver(l)
Hual i en(E) 3 3 35-45 college + Mprivate(l), public(2)
F private(2), public(l)
Hsi hu( O 6 50-65 elementary - private(1), housew fe(5)
Mei nong( S 3 3 50-65 elementary - Mprivate(l),farnfl), none(1l)

F farnfl), housew f e(2)

Vari abl es

Actual Residence Pattern

Qoviously, in the discussion of famly obligation, especially parental support,
residence pattern is the direct background indicating whether parents receive daily support
fromtheir children. Three basic types are distincted, nanely:
nucl ear: 2 generations-parents wth unnarried children,

parents wth unnarried children and/or unnarried siblings,
single parent famly
1 generation-parents only
stem 3 generations--parent wth narried child and/or his(her) children.



2 generations--parent wth narried child,
grandparent w th grandchil dren
ext ended: 3+ generations-grandparents wth two or nore narried children and
grandchi | dren
2 generations-two or nore narried siblings of the sane generation (either the
grandparents' or parents') and their children

Chia or The Subjective Family Conposition

As discussed above, chiain atypical Chinese mindis a relationship bounded but
unor gani zed social group (Véng, 1991). Chia nay be considered as a flexible unit defined
under the principle of differential hierarchy (Fei,1947) which all ows nenbership to expand
fromsnall to large sizes. Oh the other hand, nenbers to be included in chia are usually
governed by the accepted cultural system In other words,albeit the flexible nature of the
definitio of chia,thereis arelative nornative guidance in terns of who are the correspondir
chia-jen (famly nenbers)in vari ous occasi ons.

Therefore, two indicators are decided in the "neasurenent” of chia whichis
considered a basic elenent in the study of val ues toward parental support. The first indicatc
probes the subjective inclusion of famly nenbers wth an enphasis on purel y personal
views. The second famly conposition indicator focuses on the nost inportant famly
reuni on occasi on--the Chinese New Year's Eve, and respondents are asked to |ist nenbers
who he/ she thinnks shoul d be eating the dinnner together, despite physical and geogt aphi cal
restrai nnts.

Between these two indicators, it is clear the first general chia-jenn inndicator sigr
howfamly is subjectively conceived and ultimatel y, how parents shoul d be supported by
whom The second i nnndi cat or pursues the possi bl e nnnornative effect wth an unquesti onabl e,
specific cultural occasion regarding the famly conposition. In other words, in order to
answer the question of parental support in Taiwan, the first steipis to clarify who are pos:s
sources to be responsible in the issue and both subjective and nnornati ve aspects are
consi der ed.

Fenal e sanpl es are expected to provide differennnt answers fromnales in their
subj ective definnition of chia. Furthernore, by focusing on the personal connception of one'



inntimate group, each respondent is allowed to go beyond the traditional definition of the
nornative, prescribed famly unit. 1In other words, the psychol ogi cal inportance of |ineage,

especially the matrilinneal innfluence, may be expressed in these two subjective questions.

Resul ts

THE ACTUAL RES DENCE PATTERN

Wth regard to the actral residence pattern of our six focus group interviews, Table
1 shows that despite urban rural |ocations, nuclear famly is the nost preval ent formwhich
coincides wth other findinngs of Taiwan. It is also clear that in rural areas (Hsihu and
Mei nong), conplex famly types of both stemand extended residence are nore likely to
occur. However, detailed innfornati on fromvarious accounts explains the difference in the
practice of these |ivinng arrangenent.

Take Tai pei --the major city of Taiwan--for exanpl e, anong si X nucl ear resi dences,
five points out the regular and frequent visits between elderly parents and t hensel ves:

"...M father lives at our old hone (in Tainan), but he cones to Tai pei
every noth and stays about oone to two weeks. | have three brothers all in
Tai pei , . ..now when he cones, he stays few days in each son's house, then he
goes back hone." (M, p.4)

"...Basically ny father cones fromTai chung once a nonth, stays 3-5 days
or a week, then he goes hone, because he can farmin the country, tine passes
nore easily, then if he cones to Taipei, wait for ne from7 a.m..at
night...about 6 p.m | go hone and talk wth himabout an hoour or so, at 8 p.m
he goes to bed, he is bored, at nost stays 3-5 days..." (M, p.6)

Not only parents visit their children at Taipei, children also visit their parents:
"...M parents-in-loware nore traditional, you nust go back for
reunion, then | go back every Saturday or Sunday (Taoyuan), just |ike New Year
or holidays..." (FL,p.14)
"...M parents live at the end of the alley, inthe aley of the alley,
basically...that is in nornal condition, we go hone to have dinner together on



Saturday night." (M4 p.7)

Geogr aphi cal cl osenness and accessi bl e transportation are reasons for the frequent vi
between parents and narried children. For the last few decades, mgration to Tai pei has beer
the trend for educated youngsters fromother parts of Taiwan which contributes to the
i ncreasi ng proportionn of nucl ear residences as well (Chen, 1981). A though parents are thus
separated fromtheir son(s), traditional nornative expectation of parental support still affe
the accepted practice in that parents nay visit their sons whenever possible and children are
obliged to pay visit upon request. This frequent visit is considered a necessary practice of
filial piety (Lo, 1987; Yang and Chu, 1989; (henn, 1992; Yang and Yeh, 1993). However, the
fact that nost visits are restricted to patrilineal parents indicate that an institutionnali:
reciprocity of interaction is probably energing. As summed up by a respondent,

"Qccasional |y | go back to ny own parents’ house, but nost of the tine, | go back to ny
husband' s parents' house..." (FL,p. 14)

d course, there are other arrangenents related to matrilineal kins that need to be
considered. ne nal e responndent who lives close to his parents-in-low states:

"...M situation can be divided into two parts...Mst of the tine, ny

lifeistobewthnywfes oawn famly, because we can walk to there...l am
the el dest son-in-law | al so have responsibility, if sonething happens, |
can't avoid it ...BEvery weekend, we go back to their hone to eat or invite

themback to eat...nowny father-in-lawis retired, | feel as the younger
genneration, we should try to give him.." (N8, pp. 13-14)

It is evident that fromour Taipei data, nuclear famly is the residence pattern, but
content of interaction closely follows the conplex famly norns. As too situations in
Kaohsi ung--the second | argest city located i n Southern Tai wan, due to the historical focus
of industrial devel opnent of the city as well as the | ower education of respondents, the
resi dence type not oonly is nuclear only, the interaction patternis also slightly different:

“...V¢ all live in the same town...ny husband has one el der sister and



oone younger brother. They usually interact quit closely. For exanple, ny
(husband' s) sister's birthday, the two brother wll definitely invite us to
eat together..." (FL, pp.102-103)

"...V¢ noved to Kaohsiung in 1989 because of work...our home is in
Yuanlin, alittle far, (but) we always go back during holidays..." (F3,

p. 99, 105)

"“...M hone is in Fintung (next to Kaohsiung), | noved here wth ny
husband recently...Both sides of parents live in the country...Wen ny boys
were smal |, ny own nother took care of he el dest one, ny husband s not her
took care of the second one, we brought themhone after work, it was pretty
goodd " (F5, p.100)

"...1 amvery licky because ny husband' s grandna still takes care of ny
children...She cares about hoolidays very nuch and cooks a big table of neal s
for us...M nonther-in-l1aw has a job al so, she does not so nuch hourseork, it
is the grandma who takes charge.” (F4, p.100, 106, 108)

Again, the physical proximty appears to determne howthe expectation of frequent
interaction wll be carried out. If both generations live in the sane town, al t hough each has
i ndependent residence, daily or frequent visit especiallyy based on the need for child care i
of ten arranged.

There has been a cormon practice for famlies wth several narried sons to fulfill
their obligation in parental support by rotating responsibility. "The rotation of neal s" has
been docunented i n nmany ant hropol ogi cal studies (Hsieh, 1985). To be specific, parents stay
in each son's house for a certain period of tine and that son is responsi bl e for providinng f
and | odgi ng and snack noney for parents. The duration of tine is usually regul ar, but nay
vary dependi ng on the agreenent nade anong participating sons. In our Kaohsiung sanpl e,
one respondent indicated such a living arrangnent for herself:

"...M husband ('s famly has) two brothers, we take turns to take care
of ny nother-in-low one famly on nonth, next nonth ny nother-in-l1owwll
cone...She used to live in the country by hersel f, but after she had stroke
(of paralysis), it is inconvenient, so we nust take turns...... V¢ bought the

house | ast year, but ny nother-in-l1ow doesn't |ike troubles, inconvenience in
and out, so we chose one wth elevators..." (F2, p. 98, 104)



Wth regard to the nedi umsized city, Taichung (which is also a n@ or mgrant center
for central western Taiwan) denonstrates a typi cal conprom se between physical constraint
and traditional obligation. Despite two respondents wth stemfamlies, the other three
nucl ear residences actual |y have elderly parents visiting in a regul ar nanner:

"My nother is inny elder brother's house. But we live very close, we
may visit each other two or three tines a day." (M, p.53)

"My old hone is in Kuoshiung. | have four brothers all Iiving in Tai chung.
M nother lives here and there in rotation....She cones every nonth...but not
certain period of tine...Vé both work outside, children are at school, there's
no one at hone, no one so (she) can't stay long...Ve¢ prepare a roomfor her
at hone, it is vacant when she is not using..." (M8, pp. 55-56)

"I have three brothers living in the country. M parents used to live
inthe country, ny father died for one or tw years, nother is |eft al one,
very lonely. So in summer (she) lives in the country because it is cool er
there, in wnter, she stays wth ne...because she is nowaging..." (M,

p. 56, 57)

It should be noted that while parents in Taipei as well as in Taicchung tend to |ive
nearby their narried children, Taipei parents are nore likely to have their own housing. In
ot her words, parents whose children mgrate to Taichung are likely to be fromthe central
region, therefore it is relatively easy for rural parents who still naintain their own reside
tovisit their childrenin the urban area. VW nmay conclude that for all Tai chung sanpl e,
parental support is exercised in an flexible stemfamly function, regardl ess of their actual
resi dence patterns.

Hiualien, which is a newy devel opeed urban city in the east coast, has nuch snall er
popul ati on than Tai chung (approxi nat el y 3500000 vs. 800000). Mbst migtarants choose Hual i en
because of its natural environnent or due to the resentnent of high devel opnent in the

western plain. Thisis quite different frommgrants who nove to other cities for work
reasons. A though all respondents have nucl ear residence, parental visits are still observed:

"...M brothers all have independent residence after narriage...ny two
childdren are cared for by ny nother and ny nother-in-low...(because) they all



live close, very convenient...ny nother-in-lowis young, fighting for the care
of ny child..." (M3, p.8)

"M parents prefer tolive in the country,they are still in Yuli
(adj acent to Hiualien), we go back quite often, about two to three weeks..."
(M2, p.10)

"Qur honetown is in Yilan, all ny brothers nove to Tai pei already, only
| liveinHiualien...I likeit here, so| stay here....M father still lives in
Yilan,we want himto reside together, but he doesn't want to, because he is
used to Yilan and his friends are there, he said when he is a little ol der,
he'll nmove wth us." (M, p. 10)

As to fenmal e respondents, since Hialien is way in the east coast, parental visits are
not expected as frequent, but the obligation is still there which reveals the patrilineal
i nf 1 uence:

"My husband is a witer,he thinks Taipei's |iving environenent is
getting worse, so he mgrates to Hialien... M parents-in-lawlive in the
country of southern Taiwan, so they al ways want us to go back hone during
hol i days, and that is ny greatest, nost irritating event."(F3, p.13, 14)

Gonpared wth urban areas, the rural residence pattern of our sanple is quite
different. Not only half famlies are constituted by conpl ex forns, the fact that our
i nterviewees are conposed of ol der generations al so denonstrates the various adj ust nent
nade by rural famlies. Let us focus on Hsihu first. Anong four stemfamlies, two |ive
wth one narried son and his famly (F5, p.38; F3, p.39), one resides wth husband s parents
and unnarried children (F6,p.39); while the | ast one stays wth husband and not her-in-1 ow
(F2,p.39). The other two nucl ear residences are one ol d couple (F4, p.39) and one ol der
lady with her husband s unnmarried el der aunt who has been ill (F1, p.40).

It should be noted that Hsihu is arelatively affluent rural town because of its
geographi cal as well as agricultural characteristics. Being close to Tai chung and Changhua
plain wth convenient transportion, plus the productive grape farmng which usual ly can
support elderly parents' living have resulted in the younger generation |ooking for a job at
nearby cities while ol der parents remain at old hone to keep the grape farmng going. In our
sanpl e, three out of four stemfamlies have additional nenber(s) working at Tai chung (F5,
F6, F2); for the nuclear F1 famly, towsons are al so in Tai chung (one in Tai pei)(p.40).



Bvidently, parents prefer to reside wth one narried son while other children live in
surroundi ng nearby areas.

The situation in Minoong is slightly different fromHsi hu. A though both are
agricultural farmng areas and both groups are conposed of el derly respondents, the
geography and econony play vital roles for the variation of residence patterns observed.

Mbst of Meinong s youngsters | ook for job either in the nei ghboring Kaohsiung city and
county or all the way to Tai pei. However, because the transportation is not as easy as Hsi hu
inaddition to the declining tobacco farmng in Meinong, elderly parents are nore likely to
be left alone in rural honet own. Furthernore, since agricultural incone is i nhaadequate for
the famly, adult children have to find off-farmenpl oynent and usually | eave their children
to elderly parents at hone.

In our sanpl e, besides two ol der coupl es whose adult children are still not narried
(PL, P4), the renmai ning nucl ear residence is constituted by elderly parents only (P3). As to
the other two generation (P5) and three generation (P2) stemfamlies as well as the four
generation extended famly (P6), they share wth other respondents in that taking care of
grandchi | dren has becone their daily responsibility:

"...M parents-in-laware still living wth us, so nuch housework, |
don't work (off-famly). M two brothers-in-lawwork of f-famly, ny
husband works in Chisan (nearby town), very close, everyday go out and cone
back, ny daughter-in-law and ny son are doing snmal| business, they live off-
famly, |I'mtaking care of one grandson..." (P6, p.70)

"Qur housework...the inside (donestic) work is done by fenales, | do the

out si de (non-donestic) work...l don't take care of children, grandchildren are
taken care of by the grandna.” (P2, p.77,78).
"I have three sons, nowonly we two elders are still in Minong. Now

| take care of ny grandchildren for ny son...ny son and daughter cone back on
Sunday. . . The grandchildren | now care for are ny youngest son's. | al so took
care of ny eldest son's two children until they grew up, nowthey are back
(wth their parents) for studying, both are in mdd e school...M youngest son
(and his wfe) both work in Taichung, so | take care of their children.

Peopl e have nore tine in agricultural society, farmng is nostly

nechani zed... S0 | have tine, and our lifeis like that." (P5. pp.69-70)



In fact, to | eaave children for parents at hone is so conmon that even the el derely
coupl e who at present |ive by thensel ves nention their previous child care work:

"Al ny three children are narried and noved out. Nowonly we two are
kept wth the ol d house, no farmng any nore...Wen | took care of ny
grandchil dren, they (children) will bring back sone mlk noney, of course they
should provide that. After they brought back grandchildren, no nore noney
back hone[l To speak truth, parent's heart under the sun, we all expect our
children to have good devel opnent (future), so we don't dare to ask nore. |If
their lifeis hard, we won't ask at all." (P3,p.68)

Therefore, actual residence types nay vary by geographical regions. But the
interaction pattern wth regard to the practice of filial obligation is sonewhat simlar anor
six groups in that frequent and regul ar visits between parents and children as well as the
notion of parental support fromadult children are obserced. As to two rural sanples, it is
shown that residence differs due to the economc and geographic factors. However, to help
wth the child care for narried children who work of f-farmenpl oynent seens to be the
common responsi bility shared all elderly parents at hone.

Before we turn to the conception of subjective famly unit, there is one significant
aspect of famly process that needs to be examned, nanely, the famly division. Actual
resi dence patterns indicate that narried children quite often | eave rural honetown for work

reasoons, hence the direct support to elderly parents is restricted for physical
[imtation. A though generational visits and financial support continue to
fulfill the famly obligation, this traditional value is net wth realitic

chal lenge and nay ultinately affect the practice of famly functions. In our
interview famly fission was not an original subject to be included but was
autonatically nentioned especially in our tw rural sanpl es.

The Famly D vi sion
As discussed earlier, rural-urban mgration has been a significant factor accounting

for the change of famly residence patterns in Taiwan. The mgration effect is particularly
evident inrural areas. In our Hsihu and Meinong interviews, elderly parents who are left ir



the rural honel annd express strongly their feelings of aliennation and their forced adj ust ner
Vé wil limt our analysis to when children | eave their parents, thus result in separate
resi dences which often devel ops into official or legitinate famly division process.

e of the reasons for children to nove anay fromparents is the limted resources
available in agricultural farmng. It is alonst inpossible to support all narried children \
agricultural land and product. Thus, in rural Taiwan, it has becone an accepted practice for
famly division to take place either after the patrilineal head of the famly is passed anay
after all siblings are ready to be i ndependent. The necessity to live apart fromparents aft
narriage i s best described by the followng statenents fromboth rural sanpl es:

"Because we are all in farmng, if we don't divide, |abor to death,
still can not live, so all of us has separate living after narriage"
(Hsi hu, F55, p.42)

"...M eldest son noved to Taipei after getting narried, he feeds his
wfe and children. M young son al so works outside and feeds his famly. W
two old folks just farmssnall land... V& are farners, whemchildren grow up,
get narried, they think ways to develop their own life, earning noney to feed
his wfe and children (HahD). In old tines, we used to nake noney by
our sel ves, ol der fool ks cooul d not afford your living." (Hsihu, F4, p.45)

"Because nurber of people gets bigger, like ny el dest brother-in-1aw
they have five children, | have six, living becones nore difficult toward to
end. M brother and sister-in-lawthink there is nno way we can |ive w thout
division, so they propose to divide and we all say yes, and all brothers
di scussed and agreed about division. After famly division, each brother
nakes nore noney, because in a big famly, nore people nore difficult to
cooperate, work is divided for nmany people to carry out, but the incone is not
as nuch. After division, we earn nore noney." (Meinong, P.5 p.73)

Interns of timng, the decease of the elderly father is oftenn the tine for famly
fission. During this process, respectful elders inthe village are invited to participate ir
di scussi on anong br ot her s:

"Qur famly was divided after ny father-in-lawdied. M husband is the
el dest son, he put all their farmland fromhere to there and divide intoo five



parts. Then he nade draws and brought the rest of brothers in, he let the
other four younger brothers to drawfirst, so that the |ast one was left for
the eldest...If you don't do this, they' |l say you nake the nark, that's why
you get the good draw V¢ also invited fewelders fromthe village to observe
during draw ng" (Hsihu, F5, p.61)

Anot her cormon timng for famly divisionis after all patrilineal brothers get narri
and establish their own househol ds:

"...Inour situation, we divided fromeach other after all brothers got
narried. Because ny husband is the el dest, he nust support four brothers...so
we wait until the youngest brother got narried.” (Hsihu, F5, p.43)

"...M husband was narried when he was 21, | narried over. The next
year, his father died, then all five brothers worked together in effort until
ny noth-inn-1awwas 52 years old, she also died. A that tine, the youngest
brother was only 11, the youngest sister was only 9, and they were w t hout
father and nother (weeping...). Later all siblings worked together in unity,
we wor ked wor ked wor ked, younnger siblings gradually grew up, then we narried
themone by one....until all were narried then we divided the famly. | was

36 and ny el dest brother-in-lawwas 38...Vé did not calculate carefully wth
each other during famly division." (Meinong, p.5, p.72-73)

There are of course other considerations in the famly fission, ranging froma strong
request fromone famly nenber, the division of ancestral tablet, hel ping a famly nenber
indebt, tono fornmal division at all. Various arrangenents are nentioned and the fol | ow ng
are fewtypical excerpts:

"It was about when ny son was 11 years old...That tine, ny father-in-law
had al ready narried (received) three daughters-in-law The third daughter-in-
law argued to divide the famly, so the famly was divided at that tine."

(Hsihu, F3, p.53)

"...Two younger brothers-in-law noved to Tai chung, one wth the separate
ancestral tablet, so he sel domcones hone to worship the ancestral shrine.

The youngest one purposedly not to bring his ancestral tablet, he said he can
cone hone frequently that way." (Hsuhu, Fl, p.46-47)



"Speaking of famly division...ny el dest brother wanted to invest in big
busi ness, ny uncl e owned the Nantou Transportation Gonpany at that tine, |ater
it was recession and the business failed. After business failed, he cane hone
and divded the famly, not sharing famly property, it is sharing the debt,
that is all of us share his debt together." (Minong, P3, p.75)
"The ancestral tablet is in ny hone, they (other brothers) cane hone
because parents are still there...There was no division of property, all
property bel onngs to the public clan which can not be divided. The ancestral
tablet is here, then everyone goes out to fight for his living..." (Hsihu, F2, p.46)

There are of course utilitarian concerns in the famly division (Li, 1982), especiall
the decision of property allocation. ne elderly lady points out:

"W still favor sons nuch nore....d course, when we get old in the
future, we can al so | eave sone property to daughters... daughters wll help
take care of us. | think we should give daughters a little (property), but
doesn't have to be as much as sons. .. Then when we are ol d, daughters wl |

think of taking care of us.” (Meinong, P.5 pp.73-74)

It is clear that no natter howfamly is divided, the real neaning of famly fission
whet her synibol i zed by the copy of ancestral tablet or the actual division of property is that
separate residence is first established and as a consequence, separate living and financial r
are provided by each own. As one respondent succinctly states:

"...Famly division neans each one eats on his own, no |onger together,
each one takes care of each own famly, family union at each own' s house."
(Hsihu, H4, p.43)

THE SLBIECTI VE FAM LY

The subjective definition of famly nenbers as well as the subjective inclusioon of
famly nenbers for the Chinese New Year's BEve are two indicators which will help delineate
howfamly or Chia is conceived, which in turn nay affect what residence patterns are
accepted arrangenents. The specific holiday occasion is expected to denonstrate nornative
i nfluences in subjective definition of the famly. For both questions, the i ssue of co-resic



wth as well as reunion wth narried daughters is raised in order to examne responses to the
patrilineal tradition.

In the foll ow ng anal yses, Taipeli group wll be presented first and in principle, eac
rel evant accouonts wll be addressed so as to provi de basi c understandi ng of the overall
pattern. For the rest of five focus groups, urban versus rural conponents w il be categori ze
in order to conpare possible differences reveal ed.

The Subj ective Definition

Wio are regarded as nenbers of the famly frompersonal subjective definition? Qur
Tai pei sanpl es provide various answers ranging fromthe nuclear famly only to extended
pl us co-residing kins:

“If 1 have to say who are ny personal famly, | wll defineit to be ny wfe

and ny three children, that is the nost nucl ear (close) famly nenbers..."

(M1, p.15)

"M thought (about famly) at 30 years old is different from40 years ol d

(now. Previously, I only thought of nyself...l was selfish...Now ny thought

is, ny husband' s famly, ny famly, | can accept to co-reside wth all of them.." (F2, p.9
"My thought is quite different frombefore...|l used to think ny famly is ny

husband and ny two children. But recently ny father-in-lawis older, heis

inhis 80s, and ny father had a stroke, so | feel | should put them.. shoul d

care about them So as for now | wll count ny parents-in-law ny parents,

and one unnarried brother in...l1 get along fine wth ny narried brother's

childrenn, I wll also counnt their children in...Maybe | amol der now | hoope

one day when I'min their age, | hope not too lonely in ny surroundings..."

(F3, p.17)

"The definition of famly for ne was very sinply. Before getting narried, ny
parents and ny siblings...After we three brothers were all narried, our wves

and children... Vel |, before ny parents-in-lawdied, | think | count his famly

as ny famly in ny concept, | nean ny parent-in-lawand ny wfe's siblings.

But after they died, we seemto miss a mdd e bridge, and there is less interaction.™
(M, p.11)

It should be noted that the |ast three excerpts express a simlar change of the



subj ective famly definition owng to the life cycle differences. In addition, subjective fé
neners tend to be expanded fromnuclear to stemand to extended as well as fromthe
patrilineal line to matrilineal kins as well. There is one exception that was expressed by ¢
fenal e respondent who indicateds a priority of natrilineal kins before patrilineal one:

"If ny famly, | wll say ny six siblings and ny parents, ny grandpa di ed
already... M husband al so has six siblings, if ...1 feel they are al so ny
famly nenbers.” (FL, pp.14-15)

There are of course other relatives who are considered close famly nenbers and they
assune such a status usual |y fromgood reasons:

"Wually | have two life circles, ny wfe's side is in Taipel and we get
together. Then in Taichung, ny relatives, brothers and sisters, and ny jiou-
jiou (nother's brother)...H is very nice, when ny father fell once at the age
of 30s, he stood up again, all debt was paid by ny jiou-jiou...and ny boer-
boer (father's brother), he help us in debt and rai sed us for a period of
tine... That fewyears, we can not live well and boer-boer and jiou-jiou hel p
us pay the debt...Basically you' Il find siblings, sisters married out and no
nore..." (M, p.12)

"I livewth ny matrilineal grandnother and ny parents, she is 92, ny wfe,
two children, ny unnarried brother. M sister lives upstairs...| personally
want to include all of them..l also have an aunt, not narried yet in her
50s....She lives wth us too." (M, p.3,10,11)

Besi des various definitions provided by respondents which reveal effects of life cycl
of like experience, or of personal preference, there are inportant accounts expl ai ning the
process of subjective transition:

"...A the beginning, the thought of co-residence is not very strong at that
stage...you and your wfe were inlove, ny wfe did not think clearly, it had
better be not...so at the beginning of narriage, ny heart does not favor
strongly to bring parents to reside together....But after ny nother died, |
suddenly found out, oh, nother is no | onger herell even you want to pay the
filial duty is not possible, that feeling nmakes you feel very...l don't know
howto say, so now!| always want ny father to live wth us....Because tine is



not nuch, that feeling is very very strong.” (M, pp.20-21)

"Before narriage, | never asked who | was going to live wth. | felt it was
not a big problemfor ne, ny nother always said to ne "you are al so a person
wth parents, don't ask this kind of question." So | never thought of...|
could ask...but ny famly education told ne | shouldn't ask, so | and ny
husband never doubted about this (co-residence)” (f2, pp.9-10))

In other words, co-residence for sone peopl e nay not be a decision to be di scussed
at all. For others who either express an expansi on of subjective famly nenbership or take
both sides of kin into account, the anal ysis above clearly shows the significance of the

traditional concept. As enphasized by two fenal e respondents:

"Because of narriage, | amrelated to his famly, or otherwse his famly
nenbers are strangers to you, but since there is a narital relationship, his
famly becones your famly." (F2, p.18)

Q her Uban Sanpl es

Anong other urban sanples, it is interesting to note that gender(nal e), age(ol der),
and education(lower) do appear to interact wth the traditional subjective definition of the
For out Kaohsi ung senior high educated fenal es, all except one conceive the patrilineal
extended famly as the subjective famly. iy P2 expresses that she woul d consi der both
hers and husband's famly as own: "I definitely wll consider ny husband s famly
and ny famly as one famly. Because if sonethinng happens, | wll talk to ny
famly, conplaining the situation, etc." (p.105) The statenent on why she incl ude
her side of the famly inplies a subtle uneasiness related to the deviation from4th patrilir
nor mwhi ch needs to be expl ai ned.

The Tai chung mddl e school educated ol der nal es offer simlar traditional concept
of the famly which is mainnly conposed of three generation extended patrilineal famly--
elderly parents, narried siblings and their famlies, oan famly including narried children'
famly. However, not only two of them(M, M)single out wfe' s nother as subjective
famly nenmber, Ml and Mb al so provi de specific reasons of their innclination to expand the
defined famly: "M personal viewis those who reside wth ne everyday, |
consider themas close famly nenbers...The child that ny wfe cares for is



wth us everyday and | treat himlike ny own child.” (M}, p.59) Another person

who include the natrilineal kins in the definitionn explains: "l used to reside in ny
natrilineal grandpa s house when | was snall... So ny natrilineal grandpa,

grandna, ny natrilineal cousins all can be regarded as ny famly." (M, p.60)

As to our younger and col | ege educat ed Hial i en sanpl e, the definition fo subjective
famly is quite variant. Responses include the typical patrilineal famly of elderly parent:s
husband' s brother's famly (M), the patrilineal famly (elderly parents, own famly, as well
as all sibling's famly) plus wfe's nother (M), or the both |ineage definition of father's e
nmother's side of relatives (M). The nost unusual answer is provided by a young fenal e

nusi ci an who only considers natrilineal kins as her famly: "I receive the western
education, so | only consider ny snall (i.e.nuclear) famly as ny
famly...VlIl, | think I'll only count ny daughters,ny sisters who are very

close to ne, ny father, ny father's sister who brought ne up, then not ny
husband, he is not ny famly (all laughd]). He is ny husband, his famly is
nenbers of his Chia." (F3, p.14)

Rural Sanpl es

For our older and lowy (or none) educated rural sanples, nore traditional concept
of subjective famly is indeed the typical response. A Meinong fenal e interviewee (F5) suns
up for all other group nenbers: "Qur (husband's) own brothers, sisters-in-lawall
belong to the sane famly. Menbers of the same Fang are all famly nenbers]"

(p.-70) In other words, patrilineal kins of all generations are considered subjective famly
nenbers. No where was any matrilineal kin be counted as own famly.

The Hsihu | adi es al so agree on the unquestionabl e patrilineal domnance in definitior
of subjective famly. Their concept appears to be the typical husband' s |ine of generations,
regardl ess of famly division. However, two respondents (F3, F6) do include narried
daughter and her famly into the subjective famly nenbership. The other (F2) who lists
husband' s younger sister as one famly nenber attributes her definition due to the frequent
visits nade to the co-residen not her-in-law (p. 46).

It is clear that the traditional patrilineal conponent is still regarded the nost sic
factor in the definition of subjective famly nenbership. Hisband' s kins of various
generations are nore likely to be considered as famly nenbers than wfe's siblings.



However, urban sanpl e seens to provide nore flexible answeres in that not only natrilineal
kins may be added, narried daughter's famly is also nore likely to be included in the
personal definition of famly.

- Resi dence Wth Daughters

As a famly systemwth patrilineal tradition, Chinese parents are expected to |ive v
sons. The obligation of parental support is presunably shared by narried sons and t he el dest
son usual |y assunes |arger share of the responsibility. Therefore, to explore attitudes
regarding the possibility to reside wth daughters wll have inportant inplication on whet her
this traditional val ue has been | ocosened or has becone flexible as a necessary adj ustnent to
physical realities.

The result shows that typical responses available -- nanely, traditional patrilineal
residence, natrilineal co-residence, conditional nmatrilineal co-residence, and i ndependent
resi dence--can be observed fromour Tai pei sanpl es:

"I think basically | amthe eldest son, | should live wth ny parents....As to
ny wfe's nother, | also hope to reside wth her, but there may be big

troubles, right? ... Because life style is different...now she doesn't want to
livewth us, like this." (M, pp.19-20)

"About this question, I'Il consider it for ny husband, he is inpossible (to
agree); of course |I'll be nost happy, but he has this concept, that he shoul d

live wth his parents...inpossible to changell " (F1, p.23)

“...1 don't want to live wth ny nother-in-law..Wen one just narried, and
the economc aability is low then you nay live wth your wfe's famly...|

feel the Chinese concept is that you live wth your wfe's famly...it seens
not, not very right...It is probably fine for narried daughter to live wth
parents, but tolive wthwfe' s famly, just not rightOO...If in the future,
ny parents-in-law becone ill, need others to take care, | wll quickly bring
themover, but to nove to their house, | naybe wll not..." (M8, pp.23-24)



"Quite a fewof ny colleagues choose to buy houses close to wfe's famly; of

course not tolive wth wfe's parents, but nust be near...1 feel | like to
live wth ny noth-in-law no matter what, she is definitely good to her
daughter, she wll al so be considerate to us..." (M, p.21)

"I have never thought of this question, | think I wll not object, but for
sure | think of ny parents first." (M, p.21)

It is clear that for our Taipei sanple, the preferred object of co-residence i s husbar
parents. To reside wth matrilineal parents is acceptable wth specific conditions, e.g., W
physi cal condition, secondary choice, or taken as a plausible thought. There are, however,
strong opi ni on of mai ntai ni ng i ndependent househol d as wel | :

"I prefer not tolive wth children when I'mold. | only live wth ny
w fe...Even when one of us passes away first, we nust have a psychol ogi cal
preparation that | still shouldn't live wth ny son or ny daughter, and bring

themtroubles. That is ny personal view" (M, p.19)

Q her Uban Sanpl es

The general consensus of our Kaohsiung fenal e respondents wth regard to attitudes
toward co-residence wth daughters can be labelled "a conditional yes". In additional the
personal preference, nost peiple stress the inportance of existing famly structure, e.g.
narried brother. As one respondent vividly describes: "M parents live wth ny
brother. | visit themeveryday when | go to the narket. | have a thought
because | ama narried daughter, 1'll never trouble ny sister-in-law during
lunch...so about 11 a.m | always shout 1'mgoing hone to take a nap...If ny
parents's hone, they wll not care; but it's ny brother who is in charge now
| nust not nake ny parents hard to..." (Pl p.113) Qoviously, the availability of
narried brother whose traditional obligation is to co-reside wth parents is still taken very
seriously in the val ues of parent's residence patterns. Therefore, conditions that wll give
to the approval of parent-daughter co-residence are illustrated as:

"Unl ess special situations like brothers are anay for work, | live here, ny
parents-in-lawlives far, then naybe K" (P2, 113)

“If there is a sister-in-law the daughter should take her feelings into
consideration. |If thereis no sister-in-lawor if they live off the famly,



naybe it is sinpler.” (P4, p.111)

"If we nove far for work reasons and that place is close to ny parents, |
believe ny husband's famly wll agree...(but) it had better not, unless I
don't have ny own brothers or if they all live far, then naybe it (co-reside)
wll helpl take care of ny parents.” (P5, pp.112-113)

(o-residence wth daughters is evidently only the second choi ce and nust not in
conflict wth the traditional patrilineal norm For Kaohsiung sanpl es, narried brot her,
especially his wife, is repeatedy nentioned as the obj ect representing the nornative
di sapproval of non-traditional residence patterns. In addition, respondents seemto have
daughters residing wth parents in mnd instead of parents living wth daughters as di scussec
in other urban interviews.

The Tai chung nal e respondents do not respond strongly toward this co-resi dence
guestion. Athough they favor patrilineal arrangenent or take it as a natural arrangenent,
there is an enphasis of respecting nother's own attitude in this issue: "Al famlies are
the sane, there is no difference between son and daughter, el dest or second.

M not her chooses to |ive where she likes...depending on her opinion." (M2,
p.64) Qhers (M, M) stress the inportance of co-residence, despite the gender of
children, so that parent's health nay be cl osel y observed and nai ntai ned (p. 63, 65).

As to our Hialien younger sanples, attitudes toward parent-daughter co-residence are
split into approval versus disapproval. Typical negative attitudes are resulted fromeither
traditional concept of both elders and the young or the traditional obligation on the son: "I
father said, who wll reside wth daughter and son-in-law? Does he have no one
to take care of hin?" (F3, p.17) "l object co-residence ( wth ny wfe's
famly), because it nmakes ne |ike depending on others...if anythi ng happens,
nay create big problem™” (M8, p.18) "If she has brother, this question
shoul d not | et daughter to bear... we nust obey the traditional concept. " (FL,

p.17 ). n the other hand, positive attitudes nmay be attributed to parental preference as we

as conpatible life style and conversation focus between parents and daughters (M, M,
p. 19).

Rural Sanpl es



The non-conventi onal thought of residing wth daughters aroused intensive di scussi ons
anong our rural sanples. A genuine group dynamcs can be observed during the interview
process. Let us examne the Hsihu respondents' reactions in actual sequence:

F2: It is unreasonble to reside wth daughters, to reside wth daughters nay
have | ess tal ks wth daughter-in-Iaw

F5: Wually it is when you don't get well wth daughter-in-law then you
reside wth your own daughter and son-in-1aw

F3: In fact not always like that. Sonetines son noves out, only elders are
left alone, if daughter can be the conpany, it is al right, because son
is not honell so even you nove wth your daughter is K

F1: But it is enbarrassing if you do reside together too longll] Qhers wil
talk, people may say it is because you don't get al ong wth daughter-in-
| aw so you nove to your daughter's.

F5: The maj or problemis you can talk wth daughter directly, but not very
cl ear when you talk wth dughter-in-law sonetines you dare not tal k too
clearly, nore polite, for sure.

After discussing reasons for disapproval of parent-daughter co-residence, they turn to the
subj ect of the positive side of co-residece wth daughter-in-Iaw

F5: Actually it nakes no difference to ne, but for nost people it is unlikely
to do that, in fact we don't know because we don't live |ike that before.
F3: Actually daughter-in-lawis not |ess good than daughter ]

F1. In ny hone, if ny daughter does not do right, I'Il scold her in front of
ny daughter-in-law..Soneti nes daughter-in-lawis better than daughter.

F5: ...living wth daughter-in-law (neans) we eat hot neal s three tines a day,
isn't that better? Snce w al live wth daughter-in-law it is

inportant to have good rel ati onshi p.

The traditional residence pattern is considered the only acceptabl e arrangenent here.

BEven one (F3) who briefly suspects the possibility of co-residing wth daughters deci des that
the realistic picture is suitable and all of themreinforces and remnds each other the posit
side of present residence pattern.



The Meinong situation is quite simlar. A though the content of di scussion appears
to be nore flexible toward residence wth daughters, but the condition is specified--elderly
care needs. Typical statenents are illustrated here:

"Wien | get older, no strength for work, ill and hel pless, | expect to be
cared for by the young." (P4, p.74)

"For ne, son and daughter are the sane. |f daughter has tine to conpany
parents, that is very good." (P2, p.75)

"Honest |y, daughter can be very useful and very filial too. There are good
and bad daughters, sone you can depend on and sone you can't." (P1, p.75)

Additional comments on the resource factor which plagues this poor conmunity are broght
up and seemto be shared by all. Here is the actual sequence:

S

(G-residing with daughters can avoid the conflict ?) There are conflicts
too. |If you have noney, then won't. Nbo noney, anything can happen(]

V¢ parents...you have noney, children will not fight, even serve you.
Adults (el ders) have noney, children are bound to cone hone of ten.

Isn't it the saying, "Mney wll nake ghost work" ?

Havi ng noney w Il have respect formother. Nbo noney...not sinple.

If you have noney, son, daughter-in-law daughter, all serve you all day
long. Al day call you "Dadl] Monil"...

AT ASI

Problens wth el derly parents having i nadequate financial resources are i ndeed shared anong
our sanpl es. However, the noney issue does not interfere wth the co-residence attitudes.
Wien asked if those elders who are relatively rich will prefer to reside separately, the care
function that children nay provide is argued to be the key for strong co-resi dence preference

"I'n Meinong, we rarely have this concept (reside separately). Mst people all
want to reside wth children. If you'reill, son and daughter do not care for

you, what are you going to do ?" (P2, p.76)

In short, wth regard to co-resi dence issue, previous studi es have docunented that bot
parents and adult children favor to keep separate residences, while the filial obligationis

fulfilled through financia support instead of direct co-residence. Athough greater social



resources appear to associate positively wth attitudes toward i ndependent residence, our dat
point out that the traditional value which is changing especially in urban areas is largely
intact.

Fam |y Menbers Included At Chinese New Year's Eve

Wil e the subjective definition of famly nenbers may i nclude both patrilineal and
natrilineal kins due to personal preferences, the nost inportant famly reunion--New Year's
Bve--is still under heavy nornative influences and nay refl ect nore cl osel y what respondent s
have in mnd regarding their famly obligation. Speaking of famly reunion during Cchi nese
New Year, fromthe patrilineal concerns, New Year BEve's dinner is the obligation for all
narried sons and their famlies as well as for unnarried children to go back to parent’s hom
for annual reunion; fromthe natrilineal aspect, January second (lunar calendar) is the tine
for narried daughters to visit her parents. In our interview we deliberately ask only about
New Year's Bve. Nevertheless, the famly reunion on the wfe' s side has been brought about
fromthe respondent of all six groups.

Again, our Taipei sanple provides the nost diverse patterns which wll be exam ned
indetails. Let's hear atypical traditional answer:

"In fact, ny concept is that during three naj or holidays, all famly
neners...like we were small, all younger brothers and sisters were together,
but now after grow ng up and getting narried, each has a snal |
famly...although we all want to spend the holiday together, but the reality
is another nmatter...The dinner at New Year's BEve is a sensitive issue, ny
wfe's parents are alone in Taiwan, | actually think about inviting themover,
ny parents wel cone them but the ol der generation thinks differently and
doesn't want to cone...narried daughter has her own life.” (M, p.10)

Not only New Year's Eve nust spend wth patrilineal kins,if it becones unavail abl e

or inconvenient to unite at parent's hone, another patrilineal kin--usually the el dest son or
other son--wll replace such arole. In additiion, conpromsed arrangenents are al so
nentioned in order to alleviate sone of the tension resulting fromthe denand of the occasi or
pertaining to the traditional famly reunion. Three possible alternatives are:



(1) "Wen parents were alive, no natter howjaned the traffic was, we ought
to be back one day before the New Year's Eve to clean up and ... now the
ancestral tablet is noved to Taipei, all our brothers are in Taipel too... SO
ny famly goes to ny eal dest brother's hone on New Year's Eve." (M, p.11)
(2)"The customis to spend New Year's Eve at husband' s famly and January
second is the tine to go back to wfe's famly ... The New Year' s Eve di nner,
ny husband' s famly wll cone to our house, because ny nother-in-lawlives
wthus." (F2, p.9) Intermof her own famly, F2 continues:

"M/ own parents live in Kaohsiung in the South, now they cone up here (Tai pei)
for the holiday, catering to the need of our children, because the traffic
problemfor all of us, children's problem tec ... so on January second, ny dad
isinny brother's house here ... If we all go back is the day on the sweepi ng
the tonb holiday, ny nmatrilineal grandna's tonb is there.” (p.10)

(3)"M business is especially busy during New Year days, | can only go back
for the New Year's Eve dinner... then ny wfe wants to cone back to her famly
in Taipei onthe second, it is inpossible...V often quarrel ed about this at
the beginning of our narriage. | have a sister, ny sister cones back on the
second and ny wfe is the eldest sister-in-lawat hone, al so ny brother was
unnarried that tine, the eldest sister-in-law nust cook for them..\ are
narried al nost twenty years, every year we argue about this ... Sol try to
spend the other holidays wth ny wfe's famly, that is better." (M, p.12)

In short, our Taipei sanple shows that albeit matrilineal kins nay be regarded as
subj ective famly nenbers, but when the occasion is confined to the New Year's Eve, the
nornative prescriptions of patrilineal famly reunion does not seemto chal |l enged. Both
nal e and fenal e respondents followthe traditional practice of spending tine at husband s
hone on the New Year's Eve and of visiting wfe's famly on the second. Gonprom sed
arrangenents still obey the patrilineal priority on the nost inportant famly reuni on holi day

e.g. the second patrilineal generation taking over ; while the natrilineal famly reunion nay
be sacrificed if the situation does not permt and reunions wth nmaternal kins be nade at ot}
| ess inportant holidays as further conpensati on.

Qher WUban Sanpl es



It seens to be a general rule of the thunb that while subjective definition of the fé
nmay expand fromnost cl ose nenbers to | oosely rel ated ones and thus both patrilineal and
nmatrilineal kins and other relatives are included, famly reunion on New Year's Eve is
restricted to those who fit into nornmative definition of the patrilineal famly. Not only fi
nenbership is given to patrilineal kins only, the appropriateness of having narried daughter
tojoin the reunion dinner is often questioned fromthe traditional perspective. Qur urban
sanpl es denonstrate exactly the above attitude.

As shown by our Kaohsiung respondents, all five of themindicate patrilineal kins to
be nenters who shoul d be present at the New Year's Eve. |If husband s parents are alive,
adult children are supposed to have dinner at that house, which is usually the old famly
house (P2, P3, P4) or eldest brother's house (Pl). As described by one respondent whose
husband' s 84 years old grandna is still in charge of the housework: "G andna cares about
this kind of holiday a lot, she wll cook a table of neal s and ny husband' s
brothers, one unnarried sister, the narried sister does not cone back ... Al
of us nust go back for the reunion dinner, feels likeit's a famly.” (P4, p.106).

For narried daughters, it is taken for granted that they nust followthe tradition a
well. Qorrespondent to the strict rule of patrilineal reunion, narried daughters nust visit
naternal parents on the second or at |east stay wth husband s famly until the New Yeaar
Bve's dinner is over. For exanple: "It is inpossible for (ny husband s) sister to
cone over for the New Year BEve's dinner, because she shoul d be at her
husband' s hone" (P1, p.102), "I always go back (to husband s parents) and
help clean ... M husband al so likes to go to ny own famly, but we for sure go

back to ny parents-in-lawon the New Year's Eve. Because it is not conveni ent
to stay there, so we can | eave for ny parents next day (January 1st)." (P2,
p. 104).

Smlarly, the Tai chung nal e sanpl e endorses a strict patrilineal famly reunion
dinner on New Year's Bve. Athough a larger (including narried sister (M)) or a snaller
(only parents and own nuclear famly (MB)) famly nenbership for this special occasion nay
be preferred, the list of persons identified is clearly wthin the boundary of patrilineal Kki
nly one case where wfe's nother is present on New Year's Eve and that is due to the fact
that she does not get along wth her daughter-in-law and this daughter has al ways been very
attached (Mp, p.63). But even for this famly, the nal e interviewee adds: "For ny own



sister, of course they nust serve their nother-in-law This is what ought to
be." (p.64) Again, therole of narried daughter is excluded at the New Year's Eve.

Hualien group is basically consistent wth the patrilineal arrangenent for the New
Year's famly reunion. Paternal parent(s) plus paternal kins of both husband s uncles and
husband' s brothers, in addition to own famly nenbers are cormon answers. Wen
exception occurs, explanations are offered i rmedi ately: "M sisters shoul d not cone
back, but they do. | subjectively feel they shoul d not cone back, the one who
shoul d be hone is ny narried brother, right ? ... Because ny el der brother-in-law
is anainlander, very sinple (no famly), this one is no problem; but ny
younger brother-in-law..he doesn't get along wth his famly, so he cones
too, but | feel he should eat at his side, that is right." (M, p.13)

Rural Sanpl es

If patrilineal rule is followed anong urban sanpl es in the course of the New Year
Bve's dinner, it is expected that patrilineal concerns be nore evident anong rural famlies.
This is indeed what our rural data denonstrate. Take Hsihu for exanple, nost famlies are
divided after narriage, sone have the ancestral tablet wth the el dest brother while others
carry copies of ancestral tablet wth them(pp.42-46). Regardless of the variation in faml
di vi sion out cones, on New Year's Eve, all paternal kins are expected to neet at nother's

residence or at the eldest brother's house. nly one special arrangenent is found where all
divided brothers live close and all have their own junior generations established: "Every
famly prepares New Year BEve's dinner, we all go to each other's house for a

while and eat and drink a little bit ... as for (husband s) parents, whoever
calls themfirst, they'll eat at that house ... | have 3 sons, 8
grandchildren ... on New Year, all of themwI|| cone hone and we have 16 peopl €,

very hot and noisy.” (F5, p.42) As can be seen, the above arrangenent is a respoonse
toward the physical constaint of own famly and is still conpatible wth the patrilineal rule

As expected, attitudes toward possible inclusion of narried daughters in this occasic
is clear and negative: "M daughter doesn't count, once narried, she belongs to
other famly, she should have reunion wth her husband' s famly." (F3, p.45)

. not ny husband' s sister, it is not possible for her to cone back, she has
elders on their side." (F2, p.46) It should be noted that although the patrilineal rule



is obeyed, due to various constraints existent, it is difficult to have a big traditional pat
famly reunion. Hence, in the last four or five years, Hsihu residents started an annual "cl
and kin neeting® wth an attenpt to create a gathering of inclusive paternal famly neniers.
This is designed to conpensate the holiday probl ens faced by nost people and is usually
sponsored by brothers in rotation. Positive cooments can be illustrated here: "Honestly,
everyone live farther now and not enough tine, so that clan and kin neeting

is convenient. Because the traffic is very jamduring the New Year, this

neeting can avoid the regular holiday ... and all cousins, sister's famlies are
alsoinvited ... younger generation can get to know each other. " (F4, p.44)

The neeting expands to include husband' s narried sisters and their famlies, which
coincides wth the sumof famlies present at the New Year's Eve and at January second. In
other words, paternal kins are considered an expanded famly, larger than the patrilineal
famly (i.e., sons or husband s brother or husband's father's brothers), but not yet to inclt
the matrilineal lines. Lineage is undoubted y the nost inportant guidelines in the definitic
of the famly.

Aanswers fromour Meinong sanples are | ess excited in conparison to Hsi hu accounts.

Patrilineal famly nenbers of husband s parents, husband s brothers and their famlies, own
sons and their famlies are identified in the New Year Eve's famly reunion dinner. The onl)
flexibility appears to be the host of the dinner wth the el dest and the second brother rotat
in preparation (P5, pp. 72-73). Interns of the reunion wth narried daughters, strict rule
the January second visit is observed: "Married sisters belong to her husband' s

famly, no one cones hone for the New Year Eve's dinner, we don't have this

customin Meinongld They nust wait until January second to cone back." (PG,

p.71) "On January second, ny husband s sister and ny daughter are hone, we

sit several tables ..." (P5, p.72).

In sumthe rural sanple reveals a clear and evident patrilineal preference. Not a
singl e exception to include naternal kins or narried daughters for the New Year BEve' s di nner
is found. They also differ fromthe urban sanple in that no ideal or favored arrangenent for
t he occasi on whi ch nmay devi ate somewhat fromthe normis ever nentioned. It seens for
these older rural residents, New Year Eve is always confined to patrilineal kins and shoul d
be that way w thout any chal | enge.



Goncl usi on

This paper intends to examne the parental support practice and attitudes in Tai wan.
Two naj or aspects are focused: the actual residence patterns which inplies the availability
of direct support as well as the concept of the subjective famly which reflect famly
nenber shi p i ncluded in the personal definition of Chia and consequencely, howfilial
obligation shoul d be exercised. S x focus groups fromi sl and-w de sanpl es are i ntervi ened
and qualitative accounts are anal yzed to provi de the basis of our argunent.

The result on actual residence patterns points out that nuclear famly is still ther
preval ent formanong our sanples. In tw rural areas, conpl ex residence types of both stem
and extended are nore likely as conpared to the other four urban groups. Regardl ess of
resi dence patterns, it is found that frequent visit between elderly parents and adult childre
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FEVALE S FAMLY STATUS | N TA VAN

AN ANALYS S F THE HOUSEHALD BEXPENSES OEQ S AN MAKI NG PATTERNS

Chi n- Chun Yi
Yu- Hua Chen

| SSP, Academia S nica, Tai wan

(hanges of fenmale's status has been a focal subject anong social scientists. Mst

studies use the quantitative evidence of fenal e s | abor force participation as an
indicator of female s increasing status in society. ne of the reason is because it



signifies the entry into the occupational world traditionally restricted to nal es.

However, fenale' s status is conposed of both public and private spheres. Wile a

universal trend of the rapid increase of female's |abor force participation is observed, if
a lag exists between these two aspects of life, it is inpossible for femal es to achi eve
real equal status wth nal es.

For many countries wth strong patriarchy heritage, fenmal e has al ways been
confined to donestic conpound. But the preval ence of better educational opportunity
and the flourish of tertiary sector give rise to femal €' s higher social status. It is also
expected that fenal € s economc contribution brought fromenpl oynent outside | eads
to the advancenent of her status at hone. In other words, to participate in the
economc gaining work nmay alter the nornative subordinate position that fenal e has
been ascribed for her donestic role.

Examnations of fenal e s donestic status usual |y enpl oy specific operational
definitions in the analysis. The divison of |abor at hone, the deci si on-naki ng process
and out cones, the conflict managenent patterns utilized in donestic disputes, as well
as other |ess comon subjects have served as valid indicators of famly status or
narital power in nunerous reports. Generally, higher status is presuned to coi nci de
wth greater narital power. Hence, narital power nmay be considered to represent

status rel ationship between couples. In order to focus on the famly status of fenal es,
researches on narital power that allowthe wfe to reveal her relative status at hone
wll greatly help us to delineate the donestic power structure.

Taiwan is a typical patriarchal society whi ch experiences trenendous soci al
change in recent years. The overwhel ming i npact has aroused nuch attention in
fenal e status and gender rel ated issues. Various reports docunent the energing
egalitarian realtionship at hone, while at the sane tine opposite argunent points out
that the traditional nornative effect which endows nal es wth unquesti onabl e
dom nance i s nai nt ai ned.

It isinperative that female's donestic status be examned wth an attenpt to
identify structural as well as personal factors accounted for the present status.
Furthernore, due to the fact that narital power outcone has been the nost
investigated subject, it wll be used to indicate fenal e s donestic status so as to



conpare findings and patterns previously established.

Fenal €' s Donestic Satus in Taaivan: ABrief on the Mrital Power S udi es

In Taiwan, narital power is arelatively less studied area, and anont those few
deci si on- naki ng out cone domnated the anal yses. Sone studi es focus on the deci si on-
naki ng patterns of the rural sanple (Lai, 1973; Liu, 1976, Lu, 1983). Qhers address
coupl €' s deci si on-naki ng fromthe housew ves' point of view (Chang, 1974; Chen,
1979; Tang, 1994). In general, there has been a serious |ack of systematic study on the
full process of decision-naking at hone.

This author used the dynamc nodel of resource-process-out cone franework to
anal yze couj ugal power relationships wth the basic assunption taken fromthe soci al
exchange theory. The first attenpt was to examne general decision-naking patterns
at hone and to ascertai n whi ch resources (individual resources, absolute and rel ative
resource differences between the couple) are nore valid in explaining variations of the
pattern (Yi and Tsai, 1989). 481 coupl es randomy sel ected fromthe househol d
registration data of the Taipei Metropolitan Area becane the final sanple. |In that
series of study, resources anal yzed were basi cal |y confined to physical ones, e.g., age,
i ncone, occupation, urbanization, and famly life cycle. The result shows that joint
decision-naking is the nost common pattern wth a slight tendency toward wfe's

deci si on-naki ng power. A so, famly econony and child discipline are chosen as the
single nost inportant decision item Dfferent factors are significant associated wth
husband and wfe sanples. In addition, it was found that for husbands, |evel of

urbani zation is positively related to wfe's power, while husband incone i s negatively
associated wth wfe's power. For wves, both present enpl oynent and the progress of
famly life cycle contribute to wife's greater invol venent in the deci sion.

S nce the resource-out cone study serves only as the first step in the examnation
of marital power, the second anal ysis focuses on the resource-process aspect of this
conplex issue (Yi, et.al., 1992). The conflict nanagenent patterns during the
deci si on-nmaki ng process were used to indicate the process aspect. Amng 171
coupl es who have sane priority to the nost inportant famly decision-naking item



three patterns energed in the process: conflict wthout communication, conflict wth
communi cation, and no conflict. Resources anal yzed al so expanded to incl ude bot h
physci al and non-physi cal variables such as narital commtnent, sex role attitudes.
The result points out that physical resources (e.g., education, rural/urban background,
work status) are nore significant in explaining which conflict nanagenent patterns
exercised. Mrital conmtnent, a non-physical resource, was shown to account for
different patterns reported as well in that stronger narital conmtnent was positively
related to positive conflict nanagenent pattern (i.e.,comunication or no conflict).
Again, the patriarchal power rules are suggested to add to the exchange theori es.

Both patriarchal power as well as personal resources are inportant in studying the
narital process in Tai wan.

The third effort was put on the context (resource)-process-outcone nodel .
Qontext or basis of power included physical, non-physical, and famly resources; while
the conflict nmanagenent pattern pertaining to the nost inportant decision reported
becane our indicator of the process; and outcone renai ned to be the conventional
deci si on-naki ng power (Yi and Yang, 1995). Data showed that the dynam c nodel
recei ved sone support anong husbands in that both physcial (wfe's enpl oynent) and
non- physi cal (satisfaction wth the couple relations) variables were found significant.
However, while the anal ysis was abl e to prove the associ ati on between cont ext -
process, no significant relati ons between process-outcone were reported for the wfe's
sanple. Anong various factors, famly life cycle was shown to have i nportant
i nfl uence on conflict nanagenent patterns.

To sumup the above reports, narital power anong Tai wanese coupl es appears to
be under dual influences. n one hand, the patariarchal rul e which prescrubes husbands
having the ultinate power in famlial decision-naking are supported, especially anong

respondents wth nore traditional characteristics. This is especially evident fromthe
fact that slightly nore than hal f of the sanple reported no conflict occurred in the
process. n the other hand, couples wth higher socio-economc resources tend to
practice egalitarian interaction pattern at hone whi ch suggests that the resource nodel
is applicable. The dual effects of both traditional patriarchy and nodern power rul es
shed light on the conpl ex nature of nartital power in Taiwan. It also poiints out the
necessity to specify other inportant factors not adequately studied in previous



resear ches which nay provide additional information for the dynamc process of power
structure at hone.

Fromthe brief stated earlier, there are at |east three aspects which require further
exploration. The ethnic origin of the sanple, particularly on the coupl e set basis, wll
allowus to el aborate the sane as well as the mxed effect of ethnic origins on the
deci si on-naki ng power at hone. According to Chuang' s et hnographi c study in
northern Tai wan from 1984- 1986, Fuki enese and Hakka do not have signifi cant
difference in famlial decision pattern. Miles take the ngjor role and joint pattern has
achi eved substantial inportance. It should be noted that famly structure is regarded as
an interactive condition in that nost famlies in the study are not nuclear types. Hence,
adult nales, particuarly the elderly father, assume special inportance in the famlial
deci si on process.

In the sane study (Chuang, 1995), it is found that ethnic difference occurs in one
specific decision area-- nanely, wfe's occupation. Besides the fact this deci si on-
naking is centered on the coupl e instead of other famly nenbers, Hakka fenal es
appear to have higher donestic power. Qder Hakka fenal es (35 years and above)
report hi gher autononous deci sions on their own jobs than younger fenal e -- 72%uvs.
50% Fuki enese fermal es, on the contrary, are nore likely to favor the younger cohort
inthat 48%reports wfe domnant pattern in conparison to 35%of the ol der
counterpart. The explanation given is that ol der wonen tend to preserve the
traditional gender norns better and Hakka wonen have al ways taken nore
responsibilities at hone than other ethnic groups. However, it is al so observed that the
ethnic difference is disappearing anong younger cohorts of different ethnic
backgr ounds.

S nce nai nl anders are the second | argest ethnic group in Tai wan (approxi nately
16%, next to Fukienese (70% and hi gher than Hakka (15%, it wll be interesting to
conpare the power patterns or the famly status of these three ethnic groups. In fact,
nai nl anders are conposed of those mgrants fromall provinces in nmai nl and who
arrived in Taiwan after the second world war. Thus do not necesasrily share sane

cultural and regional traits. However, they are usually characterized by | ess traditional
famly practice due to the fact that they are less likely to reside wth el derly parents.
Qonpl ex famly type seens to be nuch nore possi bl e anong Hakka and Fuki enese



because they have mgrated for generations. As for nmainlanders, nuclear famly is the
typical famly structure or at |least the stereotyped famly formregarded. Wthout the
constraints of elders at hone, egalitarian practice between husband and wfe is 2 nore
possi bl e which contributes to wfe's active participation in donestic deci sion-naki ngs.

Anot her aspect worth closer examnation is fenal e s work type. Relevant studies
in Taiwan have progressed fromthe earlier femal e work status of a sinple yes/no to
status of occupational hierarchy in a distinction of higher/lower job. Nevertheless,

w th nore enphasis on the inportance of infornmal work to the econom c devel opnent

in Taiwan, fenale' s contribution in informal work sector has caused i ncreasi ng
attention. The vareity of fermale's work status remnds the public that a substantial
proportion of fenal es who work at hone is actual ly participating i n econom c-gai ni ng
aaactivities. In other words,all fenal es work, and for nany taiwanese fenal es, worki ng
at hone is also a direct economc contribution to the famly, unlike housew ves who
are confined to donestic labor and child care responsibilities. It is our intention to
di stinguish formal versus infornmal work of fenal es and to explore howthis work

pattern nay affect the power rel ations between coupl es.

Lastly,famly life cycle which has attained significant influence in previous studies
interns of the association wth the process indicator needs additional analysis. Qur
basic attenpt is to delineate variations of decision-naking patterns wth the
advancenent of famly life cycles. The relative status between husband and wfe in
different famly stages wll enable us to specify the power relations between couples in
conparison wth other famly interactions across famly life cycles. Wether coupl es
are happier at early and later stages of |ife have always been intriguing. Smlarly,
whether wfe has nore power at early or later famly life cycles wll reveal inportant
conjugal relationship and its inplications.

Therefore, this paper wll limt to one aspect of famlly status -- the narital power
patterns. Decision-naking outconmes wll serve as our indicator of narital power and
one specific decision area of househol d expenses w Il be focused. Mreover, enphases
wll be put on the effect of ethnic origins, fenale's work type, as well as famly life
cycle in order to specify inportant variations of power patterns at hone.

THE SAMPLE



Qur sanpl e i s conposed of 516 coupl es and 442 narried fenal es randomy
selected island wde. Three stages of stratified randomsanpling procedures were used
and narried femal es wth husbands present, who are aged 20 - 64 becane our
popul ation franework.

Bef ore the construction of questionnair, two focused group interviews as well as
ten in-depth interviews were conducted in order to derive indi genous propositions on
inportant famly decision itens and thirteen famlial decisions were thus included. It
shoul d be nentioned that in order to neet the conpl ex circunstance of the Chi nese
famly system the original questionnaire includes nore than 20 possible famly
nenbers as potential deciders. However, actual data codi ng suggests that husband
and wfe are still the myor unit infamly decision. Except few special itens such as
parental living arrangenent or children's narriage, famly nenbers other than the
coupl e do not constitute substantial proportion. Therefore, the deci sion-naki ng
outcone inthis study is still defined by "nai nly husband”, "joint”, "mainly wfe", and
"others". Anong possible famly nenbers who take responsi bilities in decision-
naki ng, parents-in-law adult children, husband s siblings are nore likely to participate
infewfamliar decisions.

RESULTS

Fami | ial Decision-Mking Patterns

Regar di ng deci si on-nmaki ng patterns in the famly, Table 1 shows that joint
decision-naking is the nost common pattern. This includes financia nanagenent
(househol d expenses, savings and i nvestnent, anount of noney gift, housing purchase,
as well as the decision to nove), parental support (co-residence wth el ders, ways of
parental support), and child related issues (decision to have child, child discipline,
children's schooling). Ranging fromthe highest of 71% and 66%in child-birth
decision to 46% of househol d expenses and 41%of co-residence, for husband s and
wfe' s sanpl es respectively (Hand Whereafter), Tai wanese husbands and w ves
appear to share decisions in these inportant famly natters.

However, there are three itens that adeviate fromthe joint pattern. Husband s



occupation is predomnant!|y deci ded by husband al one (83%and 82%for Hand VY,

joint decisions are nuch lower in proportion (10%and 11%for Hand VW, and wfe's
participationis alnost nil. O the other hand, al though wves are nost likely to
determne their own occupation (47%and 44%for Hand VW, husband s invol venent

in his spouse's occupation is nuch higher than vice versa in that close to 30%report
shared decision, while 13%(H to 14% (W states husbands take full responsibility in
the decision of wfe's occupation. As to children's narriage decision, it is clear that
parental invol venent has decreased drastically in recent decades due to the inpact of
social change. In our sanple, excluding those non-applicabl e respondents, only one
quarter ( 23.6%of Hand 24.8%of W) indicate that parents nade the narriage
decision for their children. In other words, the naj or conponent of "others" -- the
children--has gained significant autonony in their own narital decision.

Anot her aspect that should be noticed in Table 1 is the rel ative deci si on-naki ng
power between husbands and wves. |If we focus on the financial natters, support
patterns, and child issues (i.e., exclusion of the first two work itens), the conparison
bet ween husband and w fe categories shows that husband plays nore inportant role in
deciding these famly matters. Wves, in contrast wth husbands, constitute hi gher
proportion in househol d expenses deci sion (31%vs. 16%for Hand 32%vs. 17%for W
and child-discipline decision only (17%vs. 10%for Hand 22%vs. 10%for V.

In addition, decisions concerning parental support indicate a high percentage
distribution of others involves. Awng husbands, 34%reports that co-residence wth
elderly parents is not determned by the couple; while 30%states so regardi ng act ual
ways of paarental support. QGorresponding figures for wves is 38%and 31. 7% A
closer scrutiny points out that "others" is nainly conposed of two types of answers:
do not need to decide and decide by famlly nenbers. The fact that a substantial
proportion (18%- 21% express the fact that parental support is not a decision to be
deci ded or was an underst ood ararngenent before narriage clearly denonstrates the
effect of the nornative expectation wthin the patriarchal famly system

Basically, the thirteen failial itens listed fall into four types of decisions: work,
finance, parental support, and child matters. Table 1 shows that in spite of the nost
common j oi nt deci si on-naki ng patterns, pro-husband or pro-wfe' s domain of power
can be delineated. However, it is not clear if there is a consensus regardi ng the nost
inportant famlial decision at hone. Table 2 provides such an answer. As can be seen
that decision of child discipline is rated as the nost inportant decision at hone wth an
average of 22% Househol d expenses (7.6%, husband s occupation (7.5%, and



children's schooling (7.3% followbut wth a nuch |ower percentage. It is evident that
contenporary Tai wanese parents regard child discipline as the nost salient issue to be
decided at home. This finding is consistent wth other rel evant studi es which

enphasi ze the existing conflict between Wstern |iberal versus Chinese authoritarian
disciplines ( Chu, 1989; Y and Chw, 1993; Chu, 1996 ) whi ch has aroused nuch
attention and debat es.

It is also obvious that in Table 2 the highest proportion (36% answers "don't
know', "hard to decide", or "all inportant” in response to the subjective specification
of the nost inportant famlial decision. S nce previous studies have ascertai ned that
famly econony or finance is generally the second nost inportant decision area at
hone, we therefore use the four finance issues (househol d expenses, savi ngs and
investnent, anount of gift noney, purchase new housi ng)to probe those who do not
provide a specific answer. Adding the forced response to the nost inportant decision
anong the four financial itens, it is shown that househol d expenses becones the nost
salient decision to be nade at hone (an average of 25%. This is again consistent wth
previous findings of the sane topic (Yi and Yang, 1995).

It is obvious that famly life cycle (or having young children at hone) shoul d be
taken into account in explaining why child discipline or househol d expenses is nore
inportant. The report in appendi x table points out that for those whose children are
under 20 years old, child discipline (27% occupies the highest position anong al l
famlial decisions. Even after adding the famly econony responses, child discipline
renai ns the nost significant issue to be decided at hone. In contrast, for those whose
do not have children or children are above 20 years old, child discipline is still
consi dered i nporant (15%. However, after addi ng the economc issues, househol d
expenses (35% turns out to be the nost inportant famly decision sel ected by our
wfe sanple. 1In other words, we should consider the effect of various famly life cycle
of our respondents in their subjective report of the nost salient famly deci sion.

In the foll ow ng anal yses, we will limt to these two nost inportant famlial
deci sions and expl ore possi bl e factors accounted for the various patterns observed. As
shown above, the anal yses indicate that joint decision-naking is the nost comon
pattern for deci sion on househol d expenses and chil d-discipline. The tendency toward
wfe' s in contrast wth husband s deci sion-naking power is also simlar for these two



decisions. S nce other famly nenber's or other's involvenent is limted to | ess than
7% this paper wll thus focus on decision out cones between coupl es only.

For our naj or dependent variable, the decision-naking pattern is categorized into
three types: mai nly husband whi ch includes both "husband only* and "husband nost!y",
nai nly w fe which includes both "wfe only" and "wfe nostly", and join decisions. In
the followng nultinomal |ogistic regression, three sets of coefficients are conpared--
husband/w fe, husband/joint, joint/wfe--in order to anal yze the rel ative inportance of
various variabl es on decision-naking patterns in the Tai wanese famly.

Factors Accounted For The Fam |y Deci si on- Maki ng Patterns:

An Anal ysis of Househol d Expenses

Wth regard to deci sion on househol d expenses, it was shown earlier that for both
husband' s and wife's sanpl es, 46%- 44%r reported joint decision, 31 - 32%answered
w fe's domnnance in this decision, while husband s invol venent is nuch | ess inportant
inthis natter (16%17%. Table 4 and Table 5 report results of the |ogistic regression
nodel whi ch show various significant effects of possible factors accounted for the
deci si on-naki ng pattern anong t hree conpari sonn sets.

In has been docunented that fenale's status is related to | evel s of economc
devel opnent as wel | as her social -economc resources. In our analysis, the effect of
urbani zation for both sanples is found significant in joint versus wfe decision-naking.
The hi gher the urbani zation level, the nore likely wfe's is to exercise the decision power
(as conpared wth the joint pattern). In other words, urban fenale in contrast wth
rural counterparts tends to have nore invol venent in the decision of househol d
expenses.

As to sex role attitudes, both sanples exhibit simlar patterns in that the nore
nodern the sex role attitudes, the nore likely decisionn is not nade by husbands. It can
be seen that wfe rather than husband, joint instead of husband, is favored by
respondents wth nodern attitudes in their report of the househol d expenses deci si on-
naki ng outcone. Ether findings point out the decrease of husband' s power in relation
to the nodernity of sex role attitudes.



Previous studies generally agree that the work status of the wfe or the | ess
di screppancy between husband's and wfe's occupational prestige wll result inwfe's
nore active participationin the famlia decision-naking. In our wfe's sanple, partial

data support this argunent. In Table 4, it is shown that when the nature of work is
categorized into fornmal work, informal work, and housew fe only, wves that specify
currently working as infornal workers tennd to apply joint decisions in househol d
expenses. H ndings concerning joint versus wfe and husband versus joint clearly
indicate this pattern. It may be due to the fact that infornal work denotes famly
enterprise as well as famly farmwok whi ch conbi nes both famly life and work life at
the sane |l ocation and at the sane tine span. Therefore, couples who share life
together are likely to decide famly economc aaffairs together.

Results on fornmal wok point out that wfe who works on a fornal job in contrast
towfe not working is favored in the househol d expenses deci sion relative to husband' s
power. Wfe who has formal work al so tends to exercise joint decision-naki ng versus
husband' s domnance in this famly economc issue. In other words, when w fe works
outside on a formal basis, husband s power in the decision-naki ng of househol d
expenses seens to decrease and gives way to either wfe or to coupl €' s shared out cone.

For the famly related variables, the effect of famly type is unexpectedly to be
insignificant for both sanples. Famly life cycle, however, exhibits various patterns in
different stages. The nost observable finding is about the conparison between joint
versus wfe decisions. Both Table 4 and Table 5 showthat after children enter school s
(fromages 7-20) as well as after children growup (i.e. 20 years and above), wfe is
nmuch nore likely to domnate in the deci sion of househol d expenses. In addition, wfe
incontrast to husband is al so reported to be nore domnant in the deci sion when
children are in the school age. This inplies that husband s power either indicated by
his own decision pattern or by his invol venent in the shared pattern is seriously
decreased when conpared to the famly stage wth preschool children. It appears that
as famly life cycle advances, wfe in general al so enhances her decision power in the
famly finance.

Wth regard to famly incone, anal ysis of husband' s sanpl e yi el ds insignificant
effects. But wfe's sanple finds that the higher the famly incone, the nore likely it is
for couple to share decision rather than for husband to decide alone. It shoul d be



noted that anong our w ves, joint decision-naking i n househol d expenses is the nost
common pattern for famlies wth higher incone, while husband' s domnation has the

| east |ikehood (unreported anal yses). However, although joint decision-naking

renains to be the nost inportant pattern for husbands, for famlies wth higher incone,
husband' s domnation is nore likely than wfe's domnation in this decision natter.
This result nmay due to different attitudes toward the inportance of househol d expenses
hol d by husbands versus w ves.

Perhaps the nost interesting finding lies in the result concerning effects of ethnity
which yields inconsistent data. Previous studi es argue that Hakka fenal es enj oy hi gher
donestic status due to their traditional active role in the househol d rel ated
wor ks/ chores. However, according to our unreported anal ysis shows that shared
decision naking is the nost common pattern (53% anong Hakka sanples. In
addi tion, anong three nmaj or et hnic groups--Fuki enese, Hakka, M nl ander, Hakka has
the highest distribution in husband domnant pattern (26%vs. 17% 18% as well as
the lowest in wfe domnant outcone (21%vs. 30%).

Results of the nultinomal regression shows that after controlling rel evant
variables, ethnic origins is indeed a significant factor. Hakka husband in contrast wth
Fuki enese husband is nore likely to domnate i n househol d expenses deci si on.
onversel y, Hakka wife tends to exert |ess decision-naki ng power than Fuki enese wfe.
This is evidenced in all three conparison sets and is significant inwfe's sanple while
consi stent anong husband' s sanpl e.

Nevert hel ess, the contrast between nai nl ander versus Fuki enese | eads to
conflicting results for husband and wfe sanples. For wfe's sanple, as can be seen
fromTabl e 4, nai nl ander has hi gher husband' s power than Fuki enese in either
conparison wth wfe or wth joint decision-naking pattern. But for husband s sanpl e
(Table 5), it was clear that nai nl ander reports higher wfe' s deci si on-naki ng power
t han Fuki enese in husband versus wfe as well as injoint versus wfe's decision. S nce
the ethnic origin of spouse is not included in the analysis, it wll be interesting to see if
different conbi nations of ethnic origins of couples nay produce various patterns which
hel ps to explain the above conflicting findings. Hence, we explore this issue further in
Tabl e 6.

Table 6 reports the percentage of decision-naking patterns of various



conbi nations on ethnic origins for our sanple. Fomthe first three rows for both
husband' s wfe's sanpl es, we can derive a prelimnary ranking order of fenal e's

famly status at hone for couples wth sane ehtnic origins. Minlander undoubted y

has the highest wfe's power in that the percentage of wfe's domnation is higher than
either joint or husband s decision. Fukienese is second in wfe's power in that wile
wfe' s domnation being lower than the joint pattern, it is nuch higher than husband s
power. Hakka' s wves enjoy the |east power athone in that not only joint decisionis
the nost common, husband' s domnation al so precedes wfe's domnation in proportion.
Therefore, regarding w fe's deci si on-naking power, it is shown that Minl ander has the
hi ghest wfe's power, followed by Fuki enese, and Hakka takes the | ast positi on.

For the rest mxed conbi nati on of couple's ethnic origins, Table 6 point out that
joint decision-naking is the nost inportant pattern anong our sanpl e (rangi ng from
42%- 70% -- except the Hakka/ Mai nl ander mx of husband' s sanpl e. Looking fromthe
husband' s perspective, it can be seen that despite the joint pattern, the percentage
di fference between w fe versus husband reveal s that (1) wfe of M nlander husband
again tends to be nore invol ved in the decision than husband; (2) wfe of Fuki enese
husband ranks next wth | ess hi gher percentage difference between w fe versus
husband dom nation (the Fuki ense/ Hakka mx of wife' s sanple actually has the slightly
hi gher husband' s invol venent); (3) wfe of Hakka husband is the only mxed category
that reports wfe's subordination to husband s power (* exception is found anong
Hakka/ Fuki enese mx of husband s sanpl e).

It seens that narriage to M nl ander husband or Fuki ense husband results in
wfe' s higher status at honme, while narrying Hakka husband is nore likely to
experience a higher husband s domnation in the decisi on-naki ng outcone. The
prelimnary anal yses inply that the M nl ander - Fuki enese- Hakka ranki ng order of
wfe' s power is generally valid as reflected in the size of percentage difference anong
various mx whi ch coi nci des the above ranki ng effect.

Goncl usi on

Inthis research, fenale' s status at hone is eval uated by her relative position in the
famly power. Famly power, being a multi-di nensional concept, is operationalized as
t he deci si on-naki ng outcone in the present study. Using the conventional "husband
nai nly", "joint", "wfe nainly" categorization, the anal ysis shows that joint decision-



naking is general ly the nost conmon pattern in various famlial decisions. This
findi ng supports previous studies which repeated y docunent the inportance of shared
i nvol venent between coupl es in contenporary Tai wanese famli es.

Anong deci si ons concerning work, famly finance, elderly support, and child
related issues, it was pointed out that while child-discipline is reported as the nost
inportant issue for sanples wth children at hone, househol d expenses becones t he
nost salient decision to be nade for our average respondents, especially those wth no
young children at hone. Therefore, the decision-naki ng pattern of househol d
expenses is focused in the analysis and is considered as the indicator for the study of
fenal €' s power at hone.

The anal yses show t hat soci al exchange theory receives partial support fromour
results. Not all personal resources have significant effect on wfe's power in the
famlial decision. This is probably because househol d expenses is usual |y regarded as
essential but trivial when conpared to other vital decisions such as the living
arrangenent of elderly parents or husband' s occupation. However, we are able to
evi dence that anong possi bl e factors accounted for the deci si on-naki ng out cone,
sone factors do reveal interesting patterns that deserve further attention.

Arng all factors included in the analysis, our results add to previous findings in
that ethnic origins, nature of work types, as well as famly life cycle are shown to have
significant contribution to the explanation of famlial decision-naking patterns. In
general, fenal e' s invol venent in the decision of househol d expenses varies accordi ng
tothe famly life cycle examned. Among famlies wth preschool ers, wth 7-20 years
ol d school -age children, and wth adult children over 20 years of age, wfe is nore
likely to decide househol d expenses at the later stages. Specifically, wfe' s power is
slightly higher when conpared wth husband's at famly Iife cycle of school - age
children, and wth joint pattern for famly stage of school -age children and above.

In other words, famly life cycle is probal y acconpani ed by nore varieties of
famlial decisions. Wth the advancenent of famly stages, Taiwanese wfe tends to
have nore active deci sion power at hone.

Smlarly, the rapid economc devel opnent in Taiwan has brought about drastic
changes in famly structure,in nodernity, as well as in fenal e' s | abor force



participation. Qur research on wfe's decision-naking power proves that urban fenal es
and those wth nodern sex-role attitudes have consequence of higher wfe's decision
power regardi ng househol d expenses. This is consistent for both sanpl es, but nore
pronounced anong W fes.

Wth regard to wfe's work type, it is docunented that for wves wth infornal
work (famly enterprise, famly farns, etc.), joint-decision naking is favored. Perhaps
the cl ose rel ati onshi ps between coupl es in business and in famly produce a
toget herness in the managenent of famly finance. S nce househol d expense is
obvi ously nore conplicated for these famlies, shared responsibilities becone the norm
for our respondents. n the other hand, wives wth formal work appear to have nore
i nvol venent in the decision of househol d expense, as relfected in the significant
conpari son of wfe over husband, and joint over husband. Mre accurately, when wfe
works in a fornal job, husband s power in the famlial decisionis likely to be reduced.

FH ndings concerning the ethnic origin yield interesting results. Minlander has the
hi ghest fenal es deci sion power at hone, followed by Fukienese, and lastly by Hakka.
Even anong mxed narriages, wfe wth nai nl ander husband still enjoys greater voice
in the househol d expense decisions. This is probably owng to the | ess nornative
restriction on nmainl anders who are less likely to coreside wth el derly parents, because
of non-availability as well as the conventional practice. As aresult, wves who narry a
nai nl ander are situated in a nore favorabl e context which all ons themto exert
i nfluence in the decision-naki ng process.

In sum the study on househol d expenses deci si on-naki ng out cone poi nts out
that urbani zati on and noder ni zati on concomtent wth the economc devel opnent in
Taivan result in fenale' s labor force participation in fornal as well as infornal works,
which in turn enhances wfe's decision power and her status at hone. The increase of
femal €' s donestic status is especially salient as famly life cycles progress. Wthin this
dynamc process, it is noted that the ethnic origin assunes a significant role in the
interaction of factors accounted for the decision-naking patterns of househol d
expenses i n Tai wan.

The findings inply that Taiwanese wfe's narital power is becomng nore
inportant and her status at hone al so advances wth nore active deci si on power
exerted. The common practice of joint decision-naking pattern, consistent wth



previous reports, indicates a gradual decrease of husband' s power in nany famlial
decision areas. Needless to say, the outcone approach is unable to reveal the full
dynamc process of narital power.
shown that beyond the cultural effect and personal resources previously identified,

femal €' s status at hone certainly depends on her work type, her existing famly life
cycle, as well as the ethnic origin of her spouse, as evidenced in the decision patterns

of househol d expenses.

Tabl e 1:

The Famlial Decision-Mking Patterns

However, for a growng society like Taiwan, it is

% (N of Cases)

Decision Itens Mai nl y Husband Joi nt Mainly Wfe Qhers N A
Husband' s Sanpl e

Husband' s Job 82. 5(426) 10. 1( 52) 0.4( 2 6. 8( 35) 0.2( 1
Wfe's Job 12. 6( 65) 29. 5(152) 47.1(243) 8.2( 42) 2.7( 14
Househol d Expenses 16. O( 83) 45, 9(237) 30. 6( 158) 7.2( 37) 0.2( 1
Savi ng & | nvest nent 20. 0( 103) 51. 7(267) 19. 4( 100) 7.2( 37) 1L.7( 9
Anount of Money G ft 25.5(132) 51. 4(265) 12. 4( 64) 10. 5( 54) 0.2( 1
Housi ng Pur chase 12. 8( 66) 53.9(278) 5.6( 29 18.4( 95) 9.3( 48
Deci si on of Mbvi ng 12. 6( 65) 52.7(272) 4.5( 23) 20. 8(107) 9.5( 49)
-Residence with Hders 15.7( 81) 46. 1(238) 1.2( 6) 33.9(175) 3.1( 16)
Wiys of Parental Support 17.7( 91) 45, 9(237) 2.2( 11) 29. 6(153) 4.5( 23)
Child-Birth Decision 8.2( 42) 70. 5(364) 5.3( 27) 13.8( 71) 2.3( 12
Chi I dren O scipline 10. 3( 53) 66. 3(342) 16. 7( 86) 5.3( 27) 1.6( 8
Chi I dren' s School i ng 8.1( 42 47.1(243) 6. 6( 34) 30. 6( 158) 7.6( 39)
Children's Marriage 1.9( 10) 17.1( 88) 1.0( 5 41.3(213)  38.8(200)

Wfe's Sanpl e



Husband' s Job

Wfe's Job

Fam |y Expenses

Savi ng & | nvest nent
Amount of Mney Gft
Housi ng Pur chase

Deci si on of Mvi ng

(- Resi dence with Hders
Wys of Parental Support
Chil d-B rth Decision
(hildren D scipline
Children's School i ng
(hildren's Marri age

82. 0( 786)
14. 0( 134)
16. 9( 162)
22.8(218)
26. 2(251)
15. 1( 145)
15. 0( 144)
13. 6(130)
17. 2(165)
8.6( 82)
9.6( 92)
7.7( 74)
2.4( 23)

10. 9( 104)
28. 1(269)
43, 9(421)
47. 4( 454)
51. 6(494)
48. 5( 465)
48. 1(461)
41. 3(396)
42, 9(411)
66. 2(634)
60. 9(583)
43. 1(413)
14. 9( 143)

0.3( 3
44, 4( 425)
31. 6(303)
18. 3(175)
11. 2(107)

5.2( 50)

4.1( 39)

2.7( 26)

3.4( 33)

8.5( 81)
22.0(211)

8.7( 83)

2.0( 19)

3.0( 29)
2.4( 23)
5.6( 54)
4.1( 40)
5.1( 49)
10. 3( 98)
9.4( 90)
38. 0( 364)
31. 7(304)
2.5( 24)
4.0( 38)
29. 2(279)
36. 2(347)

3.8( 36)
11. 2(107)
1.9( 18)
7.4 T1)
5.9( 57)
20. 9( 200)
23. 4( 224)
4.4 42)
4.7( 45)
14. 3(137)
3.5( 34)
11. 4(109)
44, 5( 426)

N of Husband' s Sanpl e = 516 ;

N of Wfe's Sanpl e = 958

Table 2: The Mbst Inportant Famly Decision at Hone

Decision I tens

Hiusband' s Job

Wfe's Job

Househol d Expenses

Savi ng and | nvest nent

% (N of Cases)

Tot al
N=1474

7.5(111)

0.6( 9

7.6(112)
25. 2(372) *

5.6( 83)

Husband' s Sanpl e
N=516

9.1( 47)

0.2( 1)

7.6( 39)
23.7(122) *

6.0( 31)

Wfe's Sanpl e
N=958

6.7( 64)

0.8( 8)

7.6( 73)
26. 1(250)

5.4( 52)



Arount of Money Gft

Housi ng Pur chase

Deci si on of Mvi ng

- Residence wth Hders

Wys of parental Support

Chil d-Brth Deci sion

Children D scipline

Children's School i ng

Children's Marriage

Al Inportant, Don't Know
Hard to Deci de

M ssi ng Val ue

14. 0( 206) *

0.1( 1)
1.1( 16)*

5.6( 83)
14. 5(213) *

0.4( 6)

0.6( 9

2.2( 33)

0.1 2

22.3(328)

7.3(108)

3.8( 56)

36. 3(535)

0.6( 9

13.2( 68)

0

1.2( 6)*

5.8( 30)

15.3( 79)*

0.4 2

0.4 2

4.1( 21)

0.2( 1)

20. 3(105)

7.8( 40)

3.7( 19)

34. 5(178)

0.6( 3)

14. 4(138)*

0.1( 1)
1.0( 10)*

5.5( 53)
14. 0( 134) *

0.4( 4)

0.7 7)

1.3( 12)

0.1( 1)

23. 3(223)

6.8( 68)

3.9( 37)

37. 3(357)

0.6( 6)

* For those unable to identify the nost inportant decision itemincluding "all
inportant™, "don't know', "hard to decide", they are then forced to choose one

single itemfromfour famly finance areas.

Table 3: Miltinomnal Logit Goefficients and Estinated Sandard Erors of
Househol d Expenses' Deci si on-Miking Pattern: Wfe's Sanpl e

( N=886)



Ln(PL/ P3)

Vari abl es Qeffi ci ent
Age 0. 0041
Educat i on 0. 0256

QCccupational Prestige -0.0010**

Uban v.s. Rural -0. 1630
Sex-Rol e Attitudes - 0. 1005***
Fenal e s Vork Type 0. 1008
Infornal v.s. None -0. 6257*

Formal v.s. None

Fenal €' s Type
Semv.s. Sagel 0. 0805
Ext ended v.s. nucl ear 0. 2195

Famly life-Gycle
Sage 2 v.s. Sage 1 -0.5915*
Sage 3v.s. Sage 1l -0.3995

Famly Total I|ncone
$50, 000- $200, 000 v.s. -0.4094

No Answer v.s. -0. 1888
Lhder $50, 000

Bhnic Qigins

Hakka v.s. Fuki enese 1. Q752***
Mai nl ander v. s. 0. 7746**
Fuki enese

(onst ant 2. 0338**

Sd BEror

0. 0198

0. 0304

0. 0005

0.2221

0. 0211

0. 2745
0. 3666

0. 2426
0.3729

0. 3279
0.5177

0. 2491

0. 3180

0. 2865
0. 3919

0. 9634

Ln( P2/ P3)
Qefficient Sd. Bror
0.0177 0. 0155
0. 0303 0. 0244
-0. 0004 0. 0004
-0. 2884* 0. 1649
0. 0005 0. 0167
0. 5734*** 0. 2113
0. 3720 0. 2626
0. 1050 0. 1844
0. 1064 0.3241
-0. 6747%** 0. 2389
-1. 1140*** 0. 4018
0. 0660 0.1768
-0. 0432 0. 2561
0. 5723** 0. 2376
0. 0309 0. 2957
-0. 0245 0. 7647

Ln(PL/ P2)
Qeffi ci ent

-0. 0136

- 0. 0047

- 0. 0006

0.1254

-0. 1010***

-0.4727*
-0. 9976***

- 0. 0245
0.1131

0. 0832
0. 7145

- 0. 4753**

- 0. 1456

0. 5028**
0. 7437**

2. 0582 *

Sd.

0. (

0. (

0. (

o
.\ NS

o
.\ NS

o
.\

o
.\ NS



Log- Li kel i hood
Li kel i hood Rati o Test

Wiere 1 = Mainly Husband ; 2 = Joint ; 3 = Minly Wfe

*P<01 ** P<0.05

-847.29
132. 68***

***pP < 0.001
Famly Life-Gcle : Sage 1. youngest child aged 6 and under;
S age 2. youngest child aged 20 and above

Sage 2. youngest child e

Table 4 : Miltinomnal Logit (oefficients and Estinmated Sandard Erors of

Househol d Expenses’ Deci si on-Maki ng Pattern :

Husband' s Sanpl e

(N=477)
Ln (Pl P3) Ln (P2 P3) Ln (Pl P2)

Vari abl es Gefficient Sd. Bror Qefficient Sd. BEror Qefficient Sd. E
Age 0. 0120 0. 0250 0. 0182 0.0176 -0. 0062 0. 0¢
Educat i on -0. 0136 0. 0428 -0. 0247 0. 0334 0. 0111 0. 0
Cccupational Prestige  -0.0004 0. 0005 -0. 0001 0. 0004 -0. 0002 0. O(
Uban v.s. Rural -0. 0107 0. 3208 -0. 3833* 0. 2327 0. 3726 0. 3
Sex-Rol e Attitudes - 0. 0526* 0. 0288 0.0123 0. 0218 - 0. 0649** 0. 0¢
Mil €' s Vork Type
Formal v.s. Infornal 0. 0849 0. 3182 0. 1293 0. 2294 -0. 0444 0. 3

& None
Famly Type
Semv.s. Nucl ear 0. 4703 0. 3184 0. 0045 0. 2501 0. 4658 0. 2¢
Extended v.s. Nucl ear 0. 6298 0.5234 0. 4393 0. 4484 0. 1905 0. 4¢



Famly Life-Gycle
Sage2 v.s. Sagel -0.6343
Sage3d v.s. Sagel 0. 0880

Famly Total I|ncone
$50, 000- &200, 000 V. s. 0. 0369
Lhder $50, 000

No Answer V. S. -0. 1244
Lhder $50, 000

Bhnic Qigins

Hakka v.s. Fuki enese 0. 6014
Mai nl ander v.s. -0. 8703*
Fuki enese

onst ant 0.0133

Log- Li kel i hood
Li kel i hood Rati o Test

0. 4578 -0. 7043** 0. 3146
0.7128 - 0. 8898* 0. 5219
0. 3193 0. 1947 0. 2304
0. 5043 -0. 0981 0. 4135
0. 4000 0. 0196 0. 3249
0. 5217 - 0. 6106 0. 3323
1. 2160 0. 0179 0. 8889
-847.29
132. 68***

Were 1 = Mainly Husband ; 2 = Joint ; 3 = Minly Wfe

*P<O0.1

**P < 0.05

***p < 0.001

Famly Life-Gycle : Sage 1. youngest child aged 6 and under;
Sage 2. youngest child aged 20 and above

Tabl e 5: The Deci si on- Miki ng Pattern of Househol d Expenses for Various Bhnic Qigins

Deci si on- Maki ng Pattern

0. 0700
0.9778

-0.1578

-0. 0263

0. 5818
- 0. 2597

-0.4578

0. 4
0. 6¢

0. 2

0. 4,

0. 3¢
0. 5!

1.1t

S age 2. youngest chilc



Bhnic Qigins

Wfe' s Sanpl e
HW M nl ander

H W Fuki enese

HW Hakka

Mai nl ander /
Fuki enese

Mai nl ander /
Hakka

Fuki enese/
Hakka

Fuki enese/
Mai nl ander

Hakka/
Fuki enese

Hakka/
Mai nl ander

Husband' s Sanpl e

HW M nl ander

H W Fuki enese

HW Hakka

Mai nl ander /
Fuki enese

Mai nl y Husband

11. 76( 4)

15. 36(98)

23. 16( 22)

6.38(3)

20. 00(3)

25. 53(12)

21. 21(7)

25. 58(11)

33.33(2)

4.69(2)

15. 48(50)

23. 53(12)

11. 54(3)

Joi nt

41. 18(14)

42. 16(269)

50. 53( 48)

46. 81( 22)

46. 67(7)

44. 68(21)

51. 52(17)

46. 51(20)

50. 00( 3)

26.92(7)

46. 44( 150)

45. 10( 23)

42. 31(11)

Mainly Wfe

44. 12(15)

34. 80(222)

16. 84( 16)

34. 04( 16)

26. 67(4)

23, 40( 11)

24, 24(8)

23. 26( 10)

16. 67( 1)

57. 69( 15)

31. 27(101)

21.57(11)

38. 46( 10)

Ghers

2.94(1)

7. 68(49)

9. 47(9)

12. 77(6)

6.67(1)

6. 38(3)

3.03(1)

4. 65(2)

7.69(2)

6. 81(22)

9. 80(5)

7.69(2)

N of Cases

638

95

a7

15

a7

33

43

26

323

51

26



Mai nl ander /
Hakka

Fuki enese/
Hakka

Fuki enese/
Mai nl ander

Hakka/
Fuki enese

Hakka/
Mai nl ander

10. 00( 1) 70.00(7)
20. 59(7) 47. 06( 16)
16. 67(3) 55. 56( 10)
12.50(3) 50. 00( 12)
50. 00(2) 25.00( 1)

10. 00( 1)

23.53(8)

22. 20( 4)

33. 30(8)

0

10. 00( 1)

8. 82(3)

5. 56( 1)

4.17(1)

25. 00( 1)

Appendi x: The Rel ati onshi p between Havi ng Young Children at Hone and The

Mbst Inportant Famlial Decision Selected (Wfe's Sanpl e)

Decision I tens

Hiusband' s Job

Wfe's Job

Househol d Expenses

Savi ng and | nvest nent

Arount of Money Gft

Housi ng Pur chase

70. 0(671)
8. 2(55)
0. 6(4)

6. 3(42)
22. 4(108) *

5. 4(36)
15. 2(102) *

0
0.5(3)*

6. 1(41)

% (N of Cases)
Havi ng Young Chil dren No Young Children

30. 0(287)
3.1(9)
1. 4(4)

110. 8(31)
34. 8(100) *

5. 6(16)
12. 5( 36)

0. 4(1)
2. 4(7)*

4.2(12)

10

18

24

4



13. 3(89)* 15. 7(45)
Deci si on of Mvi ng 0.5(3) 0.4(1)
(- Resi dence with Hders 0.6(4) 1.1(3
Wys of Parental Support 1.2(8) 1.4(4)
Chil d-B rth Decision 0.2(1) 0
Children D scipline 26. 8(180) 15.0( 43)
Chil dren's School i ng 8. 4(56) 3.1 9
Children's Marriage 2.2(15) 7.7( 22)
Al Inportant, Don't Know  33.7(226) 45. 6(131)
Hard to Decide
M ssi ng Val ue 0 0.4(2)

* For those unable to identify the nost inportant decision item including "all
inportant™, "don't know', "hard to decide", they are then forced to choose one
single itemfromfour famly finance areas.

P. 275



