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 Using the Malaysian household setting with its cultural and socio-economic diversity, 
the paper examined working and non-working women’sintra-household decision power 
on financial and household resources. Women’ participation in decision-making on 
controlling over financial resources and others important decisions was used for 
measuring intra-household bargaining power. This paper employed a survey research 
design with 132 married working and non-working women from three educational 
intuitions and three residential areas of the district of Gombak in Malaysia.Several 
statements such as buying or selling real state, the most important financial decision, 
opening a personal account and using personal savings were used for measuring 
women’s bargaining power at household dynamic. By examining both working and 
non-working women’s responses, the results revealed that there is a disparity between 
two groups on participation in intra-household power. The paper confirmed that 
working women tended to have more control over financial resources than the non-
working women. The second objective of this paper was to examine the relationship 
between the socio-demographic factors and women’s intra-household decision power 
over financial and household resources. The results revealed that religion (r = 0.29; 
p<0.05), ethnic (r = 0.79; p<0.01), education (r = 0.59; p<0.01), respondent’s monthly 
income (r = 0.716; p<0.01) and duration of marriage (r = 0.32; p<0.01) were positively 
correlated to working women’s intra-household decision power over financial and 
household resources whilst for non-working women only ethnic (r = 0.46; p<0.01) and 
educational level of the respondents (r = 0.57; p<0.01) were significantly related to 
their intra-household decision power over financial and household resources.Finally, 
the study suggests that intervention for non-working women who tended to have less 
intra–household power and less control over resources. These interventions refer to 
education and income opportunity that might increase women’s intra-household 
decision-making over resourcethat increase the welfare of the household. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 
The term intra-household decision making power is understood the negotiations among family members 

with respect to financial resource allocation in the same household unit. An understanding of intra-household 
decision-making is essential for the development of harmony of the family. The process of decision-making in a 
family has an important bearing on the intra-household dynamics and welfare of the household.  With respect to 
women’s participation in social welfare, it is recognized that women’s preferences and responsibility for 
decision making within households influence economic outcomes [8]. This paper addresses the two issues of 
analyzing intra-household power on the preference of women’s participation in decision making and the 
relationship between socio-economic variables and their control over resources. Most studies of women’s intra-
household decision making power focused on the relationship between spouses. 

The concept of women’s intra-household decision-making does not only focus on how women participate in 
the decision-making process, but also focus on husbands’ and other family members’ perceptions about their 
wife's role in decision-making. Intra-household power dimension can be seen in traditional and modern family 
system where in the traditional family system strong and traditional roles are performed by family members. A 
strictly hierarchical family, husband and father are considered as the head of the family [13,23]. In this family 
system, the husband would be expected to have the greatest influence in the decision-making process, while the 
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wife’s role would be to support her husband’s decisions [23,14]. Previous studies supported that intra-household 
decision making power of women may vary greatly in the conservative or traditional home and in the modern 
home [12,11]. In general, the traditional joint family involves decision making powers concerted in the position 
of the eldest male members such as husband or senor male family member. In traditional family system, women 
are found traditionally less involved in decision making at all levels [11]. 

Therefore, it is important to determine the factors that influence on intra-household bargaining processes 
family. A growing literature has paid increasing attention on resource that effect on family decision-making. In 
a study, Blood and Wolfe (1960) argued that resources play an important in increasing the household decision-
making power. The resource includes income, educational attainment and occupation. The authors further 
continued that in a family if a person has more resources he/she will have more power to exercise in decision-
making within the family. This theory of decision-making is supported by various other studies as well 
[22,16,17,6].  

More specifically, Kandel and Lesser [6] stated that it is not only the resource it generates a higher power 
score but that socioeconomic resources are also indicators of opportunities to gain experience in interpersonal 
and decision-making skills outside the family setting [6]. In the developed countries, various theories supported 
that the spouse with the greater resource is more likely to have more decision making power [3,9]. In a study, 
Duxbury et al. [4] stated that spouses with lower education levels tend to have more traditional attitudes towards 
family roles where less joint decision-making takes place. 

However, in the developing countries, resources play an important role in increasing the level of decision 
making position in families. For example, in Bangladesh, better-educated women are more capable of obtaining 
a gainful job than those who are less-educated. Women's economic contribution to the household makes more it 
evident for themselves and for their husbands that they should have a say in how the money is spent. In 
Bangladesh, many studies [19,15] argued that the participation of women in economic activities and their ability 
to contribute financially to the family can significantly increase their role in the household decision-making 
process. In a recent study, Sultana [20] stated that education appeared to play a significant (p<0.01) positive role 
in raising women's perceptions in decision-making power in families in Bangladesh. 

In a study, Ngome [18] found that among the total respondents 77 per cent of the men and 73 percent of the 
women stated that the lack of income affects the man’s decision-making power. She also found that most of 
respondents from both groups (male and female) believe once a woman is able to meet the family needs, she 
obtains more respect from her husband. There are other factors such husband’s level of income and economic 
status may influence on wife’s decision making power. A study was conducted by Elizabeth, F., & Duncan, T., 
[5]  revealed that  men from higher-status families were more likely to make decisions about the health of their 
children, expenditures for the education of their children, durable expenditures, and the couples’ use of 
contraceptives. This evidence suggests that spousal level of income family status influence on the level of 
women's decision-making power. In accordance with this background, the article attempted to measure working 
and non-working women’sintra-household decision making power on financial resources.  

 
MATERIALS AND METHODS 

 
The objectives of this article are: firstly, the article examined working and non-working women’s intra-

household decision power on financial and important household resources. Secondly, the article analyzed the 
relationship between the socio-demographic factors and women’s intra-household decision power over financial 
and household resources.The article is based on primary information. One-shot cross-sectional survey research 
design was employed in this article.  The findings presented in this study are based on survey research in three 
academic institutions and three residential areas in Malaysia. A total of 132 women (working 66 and 66 non-
working women) were interviewed. Since this was a descriptive study standard deviation, mean and percentages 
were largely used in this study. The correlation coefficient was also conducted to examine the relationship 
between respondent’s decision making power and the socioeconomic variables. Socioeconomic variables 
included questions related to the background of the respondents such as religion, ethnicity, occupation, 
educational level, family size, respondent’s monthly income, type of family, number of children and duration of 
marriage.  

 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

 
Firstly, the article examined working and non-working women’s intra-household decision power over 

financial resources with the particular aspects of buying or selling real state, opening a personal account and 
using own savings. A close examination is made in Table 1  revealed that the majority of respondents (94.42 
percent) from working group expressed positive responses in buying and selling real estate, while a small 
number of respondents (3.03 percent) disagreed with this statement. Moreover, from the non-working group, 
63.63 percent of respondents expressed a similar opinion. From these results, it can be noted that although some 
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respondents from non-working group were able to make decision in buying and selling real states, working 
women had higher decision making on buying and selling real state than non-working women. To understand 
clearly, respondents were again asked whether they could participate when most important decisions were made 
in the family. Similar results were observed in this statement as the majority of respondents (92.42 percent) from 
working group agreed that they had decision making on the most important decision in the family. Mean and 
standard deviation for working women were 0.88 and 1.86 respectively. On the other hand, only 45.45 percent 
of respondents from non-working group stated that they have decision making on similar aspect.   

 
Table 1: Measuring Decision Making Power of the Working and Non-Working Women Financial Management. 

Item  Working Women 
(N=66) 

Non-working Women 
(N=66) 

 F % M SD F  % M SD 
Decision making on buying and selling 
real-estate  

  1.12 0.44   1.38 0.57 

Yes  61 92.42   42 63.63   
No  2 3.03   22 33.33   
Not sure 3 4.54   2 3.03   
Disagreement on decision making of 
buying and selling real-state  

  0.88 1.86   0.42 0.74 

Husband 3 4.54   42 63.63   
Father in law 0 0   2 3.03   
Mother in law 0 0   1 1.51   
Others  52 78.78   21 31.81   
Not applicable 11 16.66   0 0   
Decision making on the most important 
decision related to financial matters  in 
the family   

  1.09 0.33   1.39 0.55 

Yes  61 92.42   40 45.45   
No  4 6.06   25 37.87   
Not sure 1 1.51   1 1.51   
Disagreement on most important 
financial decision in the family 

  0.77 1.74   0.55 1.04 

Husband  3 4.54   43 65.15   
Wife  0 0   18 27.27   
Joint  1 1.51   1 1.51   
Others 53 80.30   2 3.03   
Not applicable 9 13.63   2 3.03   
Decision making on opening personal 
account 

  1.02 0.12   1.48 0.58 

Yes  65 98.48   34 51.51   
No  1 1.51   30 45.45   
Not sure 0 0   2 3.03   
Decision making on using personal 
savings 

  1.08 0.31   1.52 0.58 

Yes  62 93.93   32 48.48   
No  3 4.54   32 48.48   
Not sure 1 1.51   2 3.03   

 
Mean and standard deviation for non-working women were recorded 0.42 and 0.745 respectively. However 

on the basis of these results, it can be suggested that respondents from non-working group tended to have less 
intra-household power particularly when their major decisions were made in their families. 

Regarding other important matters related to opening personal account and using own savings; respondents 
were asked whether they could make decisions on both aspects. The results indicated that the majority of 
respondents from working group (98.48 & 93.93 percent respectively) expressed positive responses on these 
matters. The results also indicated that a large number of respondents from the working group were able to make 
decisions about financial matters. Meanwhile, there were only 51.51 and 48.48 percent of respondents agreed 
that they have freedom of opening personal account and using personal savings respectively. From these results 
a notable difference was observed between two groups related to intra-household power. The intra-household 
power of the working women regarding financial matters was high compared to the non-working 
women.Overall, these findings suggest that working women had more intra-household power compared to non-
working women. In all aspects of financial matters, working women enjoyed greater power than the latter group.  
The current findings lend support to a previous study conducted by Khanam [7]. She argued that in Bangladesh 
the majority of workingwomen made the decision jointly on buying dresses, food and household goods. 
Similarly, in the Philippines, women played a greater role only in buying food [1]. On the other hand, Malaysian 
women played an equal role in buying household goods [21]. 

 
Relationship between Socio-economic Variables and Decision-making (Working Women): 
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To understand more clearly, the article analysed the relationship between socio-economic variables and 
financial management of working women. To determine the relationship between women’s decision-making 
power and socio-economic variables correlation coefficient (r) was measured by using statistical analysis. A 
total of nine variables such as religion, ethnicity, occupation, educational level, family size and respondents’ 
monthly income, type of family, number of children and duration of marriage for working women and seven 
variables for non-working women have been considered in this study. The Pearson Correlation was determined 
to be significant at two levels: p< 0.01 and p<0.05. The results revealed that religion (r = 0.29; p<0.05), ethnic (r 
= 0.79; p<0.01), education (r = 0.59; p<0.01), respondent’s monthly income (r = 0.716; p<0.01) and duration of 
marriage (r = 0.32; p<0.01) were positively related to decision making power of financial management. These 
results are supported by resources theory (Buric and Zecevic, 1967; Michel, 1967; Saffilios-Rothschild, 1967; 
Lamouse, 1969; Lupri, 1969; Kandel and Lesser, 1972). Resources include income; educational attainment and 
occupation have an influence on women’s decision-making power at the household level. 

 
Table 2: Correlation Coefficient of Decision-Making Power of Working Women related to Financial Management 

Decision-making Power Financial Management r p 
   
Religion  0.29 0.01* 
Ethnic 0.79 0.00** 
Occupation  -0.09 0.43 
Educational Level 0.59 0.00** 
Family Size -0.02 0.85 
Respondent Monthly Income 0.71 0.00** 
Type of Family 0.03 0.79 
Number of Children 0.05 0.64 
Duration of Marriage 0.32 0.00** 

Significant levels: *p<0.05, **p<0.01 
 

Relationship between Socio-Economic Variables and Decision-making Power (Non-working Women): 
The article also examined the relationship between socioeconomic variables and decision making power on 

the financial management of nonworking women. A total of seven variables such as religion, ethnic, educational 
status, family size, type of family, number of children and duration of marriage for non-working women have 
been considered in this study.  

 
Table 3: Correlation Coefficient between Decision-Making Power among Non-working Women Related to Financial Management   

Decision-making Power Financial Resources r p 
Religion  -0.12 0.32 
Ethnic 0.46 0.00** 
Educational Level 0.57 0.00** 
Family Size -0.14 0.25 
Duration of Marriage -0.04 0.74 
Type of Family -0.03 0.81 
Number of Children -0.22 0.06 

Significant levels: *p<0.05, **p<0.01 
 
It is important to note that the numbers of variables for the non- working category of respondents are not 

same as the working category of respondents. The differences between two groups are two variables namely 
respondent’s occupation and monthly income that were not applicable for non-working group. With respect to 
financial management, the results are presented in Table 3 revealed that ethnic (r = 0.46; p<0.01) and 
educational level of the respondents (r = 0.57; p<0.01) were significantly related to the respondent’s decision 
making power of financial management. But the strength of the relationship of other variables such as religion, 
family size, type of family and number of children was weak. However, the results showed that women’s 
educational attainment and ethnicity were positively related to their decision-making power. During data 
collection, it was noted that most of highly educated respondents tended to have more decision making power 
than less educated women even they did not have any income of being a housewife. Similarly, there are three 
races such as Malay, Chinese and Indian in Malaysia. It was noted that Chinese women exercise greater power 
and freedom than Malay and Chinese women. The study, therefore, concluded that ethnic and educational 
statuses of the respondents have a significant influence on their financial decision-making power. 

 
Conclusion: 

The article examined working and non-working women’s intra-household decision power on financial and 
household resources.  Women’ participation in decision-making on controlling over financial resources and 
others important decisions was used for measuring intra-household bargaining power. The findings of the article 
revealed that the intra-household power of the working women regarding financial matters was high compared 
to the non-working women. A close examination of the findings of  this article  suggest that working women 
had more intra-household power compared to non-working women. The article also determined the relationship 
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between the socio-demographic factors and women’s intra-household decision power over financial and 
household resources. The results revealed that religion, ethnic, education,  income  and duration of marriage 
were positively correlated to working women’s intra-household decision power over financial and household 
resources whilst for non-working women only ethnic and educational level of the respondents were significantly 
related to their intra-household decision power over financial and household resources. The article, therefore, 
concluded that education and employment are the key indicators in enhancing the level of women’s intra- 
household power over financial resources. Literature also supports that employment and income increase 
women’s mobility and makes them more confident regarding the major household decisions study suggests that 
intervention for non-working women who tended to have less intra–household power and less control over 
resources. These interventions refer to education and income opportunity that might increase women’s intra-
household decision-making over resource that increase the welfare of the household. 
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