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The Effects of Child Gender on Women’s Family Decision-making Power
in Poverty-stricken Rural Areas

Yin Haodong Wu Yanan Wang Sangui  Wang Yu Wang Heng

Abstract: This article examines the effects of child gender on women’s decision-making power in family affairs in
poverty-stricken rural areas from the perspectives of resources theory and cultural norms theory, and applies survey data from
poverty-stricken areas to verify the analysis. The main findings show that women with son(s) have more decision-making
power in family affairs. If a woman gives birth to a male baby, her decision-making power can be strengthened. The results
indicate different effects of child gender on four types of family decision-making indicators, including purchase of daily
necessities, purchase of durable goods and building houses, family loans and children’s education. The study explains the
influencing mechanism, showing that the cultural discourses of “son preference” lead to a fertility model that induces parents to
keep having children until they have a son. The birth of a son indicates a change in the relative resources ownership between a
husband and a wife, which affects the wife’s family decision-making power. The results imply that a change in cultural norms
and improvement of social security system as well as an increase in women’s employment opportunities and their access to
education, would replace the old fertility model and improve women’s family decision-making power in the process of social
transformation.

Key Words: Child Gender; Women’s Family Decision-making Power; Rural Area; Resources Theory; Cultural Norms Theory
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