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Introduction

Family is an important consumer unit as most purchases are bought 
by families or individuals for the consumption of the family. 
Families are also unique and complex as the decision making 
process involves more than one person, thus the probability of 
conflict is higher and the incompatibility of goals within the 
family are frequent.  The role of husbands and wives is the focus 
of research in family decision making as they are the most basic 
unit in the family. Marketing researchers are interested to study 
family decision making as information related to the process and 
input of the decision making process is important in predicting 
consumer intention and purchase. No other social institution has 
undergone more rapid transformation than the family.  Furthermore, 
changes in family structure such as divorce rates, remarriage and 
single parent families have important implications on household 
decision roles. 
	 The objective of this manuscript is to highlight current issues and 
future challenges as well as the important role that the family unit 
plays in the development of the theory and practice of marketing, 
specifically in terms of consumer behaviour. 

What is a Family?

Family is defined as a group of people who are related by blood, 
marriage, adoption and live together (Schiffman and Kanuk, 2010). 
A nuclear family comprises two generations (parents and children) 
living together. An extended family would include other members 
of the family such as grandparents, parents-in-laws, aunts, uncles 
and cousins. A family can also be divided into family of orientation, 
which is the family one is born into, and the family of procreation 
where families are established by marriage. A person acquires an 
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orientation towards religion, politics, economics and consumerism 
from their parents, and their spouse and children would have a 
strong direct influence on their purchase behaviour. Family is 
a very important unit in Marketing, as a lot of products bought 
by individuals are actually for the consumption of the families. 
Also, families make decisions as a group, and consist of different 
members. 
	 In Malaysia, approximately 40% of the population is married, 
while 0.5% are divorced (Refer Table 1, Table 2). The percentage 
of married individuals in Malaysia has increased slightly from 
1995. However, the marriage rate has decreased from 8.0 per 1,000 
population in 1995 to 5.8 in 2007. This is a decrease of 2.19. The 
average age at marriage has increased for both men and women in 
Malaysia. The average age was 24.7 years for the women in 1995, 
and 25.4 years in 2007. As for the men, the average age has increased 
from 28.15 years to 28.9 years (Euromonitor, 2009). This increase 
in age for the women can be attributed to them completing higher 
levels of education and entering the workforce. They are also more 
focused on their careers, consequently delaying marriage. It is also 
considered more modern for women today to be more career minded 
rather than sticking to the traditional values of starting a family as 
soon as possible.  
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Table 1  Population by Marital Status: 1995/2000/2007

Source: National statistics, Euromonitor International

Table 2  Marriage Rates: 1995/2000/2002/2004/2006-2007

						    
						    
						    
		

				  

Source: National statistics, Euromonitor International
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	 It was reported that in 2005 12.8% of marriages in Malaysia 
ended in divorce (Chan and Mohamed Serif, 2008), thus, the wives 
/ mothers are now the heads of these families. Based on this fact, it 
appears that there are three different types of families, conventional, 
step-parent families and single parents. This brings about several 
crucial issues as it was indicated, for example, that single income 
families (especially those headed by non-working mothers) have 
the least income. This affects the dynamics and well-being of 
the families, and leads to complicated family lifes. As a result 
of divorce, remarrying and to a certain extent, co-habitation, the 
patterns of decision making have changed. Thus, it is important that 
these differing attributes and characteristics of the family be taken 
into consideration to better understand family purchase decision 
making.

Characteristics of Families in Malaysia

The Malaysia population is reported to be 27 million in 2007 
(Department of Statistics, Malaysia). The population structure has 
changed over the years, indicating an aging population. (Refer 
Table 3). Marketers have been interested in the changes in family 
structures as the family has always been considered as a major 
decision making and consumption unit. 
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Table 3  Population by Age  1995/2007/2015

					   
	 				  
	 				  
	 				  
	 	

			 
Source: National statistics, UN, Euromonitor International

Note: As of 1 January

Changing Structures of  Families

In Malaysia, over the years, nuclear families have dominated 
extended families. Extended families are least expected for Malay 
families, and most expected of the Chinese families.(DaVango and 
Chan, 1994). More families are nuclear families as most children 
will move out of their family homes after marriage. Extended 
families are more common in the rural areas (66% in 2004) where 
the living areas are bigger and more conducive to accommodate 
more than one family. However, this scenario is likely to change as 
by 2007, 70% of the population lives in urban areas (Refer Table 
4). 
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Table 4  Population by Urban/Rural Locations: 
1995/2000/2002/2004/2006-2007

						    
	 					   
	 					   
	 	

				  
Source:  National statistics, Euromonitor International

	 The perceptions of women have also changed. Malaysian women 
(wives) are now better educated, and hold good jobs outside of their 
homes. This has led to an increase in dual income families with very 
different needs as compared to previously when the husbands were 
the sole breadwinner in majority of the families. The average family 
size has decreased as parents focus more on the quality rather than 
the quantity of their children. Women are also delaying marriage 
as they perceive career advancement to be more important and feel 
that the presence of children would slow/hinder their aspirations. 
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Non-Traditional Family Structure

As divorce rates are quite high (12.8%) in Malaysia, there are 
several non-traditional family structures in Malaysia. The blended 
or stepparent families are complicated with children from previous 
marriages being subjected to new family environments involving 
new family members. There are also many single-parent families 
mostly headed by females. These single mothers have to earn a 
living as well as support their families, making the structure and 
dynamics in purchase decision making very different relative to 
normal families. In these instances children would play a more 
important role in the decision making process.

Role of  Children

In 2007, there were 3.56 million children in Malaysia, representing 
13% of the total population in Malaysia. This number is expected 
to decrease by 2015 as couples have fewer children and individuals 
delay marriage. Changes in the family structure over the years 
have led to children playing a more important role in the purchase 
decision making process in families. As couples decide to delay 
marriage and consequently have fewer children, children have 
gained more power within the family. Moreover, as there are 
increasing numbers of single-parent families, children assume 
greater responsibilities, and consequently, greater power in the 
family.  The greater importance placed on material goods, brought 
about by increased income in dual-income families, means that 
children have more say in what is purchased for them.   

Family Purchase Decision Making

Family purchase decision making is the process by which decisions 
regarding purchases for the families are made. Most purchases 
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by the family will affect the family members directly, as both 
the process and the outcomes will affect the well being of family 
members and the family as a unit (Hawkins, 2004). Family decision 
making involves different stages, depending on the product being 
purchased. Davis and Rigaux (1974) divided family decision 
making process into three stages; problem recognition, search for 
information and purchase. A number of extra stages were added 
and these are information evaluation and post-purchase stages. 
Typically, researchers would use these four to five stages when 
examining the purchase process.
	 Members of the family may have different roles in family 
purchase decision making. Family members may initiate demand 
or contribute information, and they may decide on where to buy, 
which brand and style to buy, how to pay for the product, how to 
consume the product, what benefits to expect from the product, and 
how to share in maintaining the product. The roles that these family 
members play are as:

Initiators: the family member who first initiates the purchase a.	
process.

Information gatherer / gatekeeper: the family member who seeks b.	
and controls information in the purchase decision

Decider: the family  member who has the power to choose what c.	
product to purchase, and how much to pay for it

User: the family member who would actually consume the d.	
product. 

	 Past research in this area has found that the roles played by family 
members differ with regard to the product being purchased, the 
stage in the decision making process, and characteristics of families 
and spouses (Davis, 1976).  These roles may change over time due 



9 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

to changes in the environment, such as economic development, 
which consequently may lead to adjustments in the role structure 
of the decisions making process. Families as consumption and 
decision making units are still very strong in Asiatic cultures and 
other developing countries.  In contrast, in occidental cultures the 
importance of the family as a decision making unit is declining. 
	 The roles played by the family members can also be broadly 
classified as instrumental roles and expressive roles. Instrumental 
roles are basically functional or economic, whereas the expressive 
role basically deals with aesthetic or emotional aspects. In general, 
the husbands or the male members of the family would play the 
instrumental role and the wives or the female members would play 
the aesthetic role. For example, in the purchase of cars, the husbands 
would emphasize on the functional aspects such as the performance 
and fuel consumption, whereas the wives would look at aesthetic 
issues such as those related to the color and beauty of the car.

Husband/Wife Role Structure in purchase 
Decision Making

Studies in role structure in family decision making started gaining 
momentum as early as in 1960 with the publication of Blood and 
Wolfe’s Husbands and Wives: The Dynamics of Married Living. In 
this book, wives were interviewed regarding the decision making 
process in a number of activities in their households. This study is 
widely cited by researchers investigating family decision making. 
	 Spousal relative influence and role structure involve complex 
issues and need the incorporation of cross disciplinary inquiries 
and perspectives such as sociology, antropology, economics and 
marketing. Role structure in family purchase decision making 
varies with product, spousal resources, stage in the decision making 
process and sex role orientation. In a more macro perspective, role 
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structure varies with regard to culture and societal development 
(Cotte and Wood, 2004; Commuri and Gentry, 2005; Xia et al. 
2006). 
	 A framework for classifying decisions developed by Davis and 
Rigaux (1974) leads to four decision making areas (Refer Figure 
1). These are defined as 1) husband dominant, 2) wife dominant, 
3) syncratic, and 4) autonomous. The authors further analyzed 
the stability of relative influence and extent of specialization 
between different phases of decision making. They found that 
there were significant changes in the three phases of decision 
making. The information search stage was characterized by 
more role specialization than the problem recognition and final 
decision stages. The husband’s influence was more dominant 
from the problem recognition to information search stages. From 
the information search to the purchasing stage, the influence was 
more equally shared between the husbands and wives. Certain 
decisions, such as those involving insurance, were dominated by 
the husbands throughout the different stages. Similarly, household 
cleaning products and clothing for the wife and children was wife 
dominated.
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Figure 1  Relative Influence of Husbands and Wives Framework 
(Davis and Rigaux, 1974)

	 Green and Cunningham (1975) found that husbands of modern 
wives tend to make fewer purchase decisions than husbands of 
traditional wives. Brinberg (1985) suggested that there seemed to 
be more positive interactions among contemporary couples and 
that these couples’ decision making process is more complex than 
that of traditional couples. Filiatrault and Ritchie (1980) concluded 
that husbands tend to be the dominant decision maker in family 
decision making units that included children. On the other hand, 
in decision making units involving only the couple, joint decision 
making was more prevalent. Belch, et al. (1985) studied parental 
and teenage child influence in family decision making. The outcome 
of their study showed that product category is the dominant factor 
determining the role structure in family decision making. Husbands 
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tend to be more dominant in terms of where and when to purchase, 
whereas wives seem to be more dominant in selecting product 
features such as color and style. 
	 Samsinar’s (1994) study of the patterns of role structure in family 
decision making in Malaysia indicated that overall, the purchase 
of furniture, electrical appliances and eating out can be considered 
as joint decisions. Not too surprisingly, decisions regarding the 
purchase of groceries were dominated by the wives. Collapsing 
across the different sub-decisions, there were no differences in 
wives’ relative influence as perceived by husbands and wives 
in decisions regarding the purchase of furniture and eating out. 
However, in the purchase of electrical appliances and groceries, 
the wives perceived themselves to have more influence than their 
husbands perceived them to have. A replication of the study was 
conducted in 2003. As can be seen in Figure 2 below, the relative 
influence of wives was lower for the purchase of groceries in 
2003.

Figure 2  Relative Influence of Husbands and Wives in Malaysia 
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	 Durable goods have been more frequently researched due to their 
higher monetary value as well as the number of family members 
involved in the decision making process. The purchase decision 
for this type of product requires a long period of time involving a 
relatively complicated decision making process. In the purchase of 
major durable products (Cunningham and Green, 1974; Davis and 
Rigaux, 1974; Munsinger, et al., 1975; Hempel, 1974, Samsinar, 
1994; Samsinar et al., 2004; Samsinar and Rao, 2005; Xia, et al., 
2006; Laskmi and Murugan, 2008), a high degree of joint decision 
making has been found. Baran (1981) also found a substantial 
amount of joint decision making in purchases of automobiles, 
furniture, and savings and checking accounts. Moreover, it was 
reported that the patterns of relative influence in these purchases are 
not unidimensional. There were a variety of unique relative influence 
patterns that make segmentation based on a major influencer in the 
decision making impossible. 
	 Malaysian wives perceived the purchase of cars as less important 
relative to the purchase of furniture. Only 12.6% of the wives stated 
that the purchase of cars was as important compared to almost 80% 
of the wives who responded that the purchase of furniture was 
important. The influence of wives on the purchase of cars varies with 
age (older wives are more influential), education levels, occupation 
(entreprenuers are more involved) and household income (wives 
in the higher income group are more involved). For the purchase 
of furniture, influence of wives varies with race (Malay wives are 
more influential), occupation (entreprenuers are more involved) 
and household income (wives in the higher income group are more 
involved) (Samsinar and Mary,1996).  
	 Apart from decisions on purchasing products, some studies 
have emphasized the roles of husband and wives in some related 
decisions. In a longitudinal study investigating money management 
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in the family, it was found that during the first year of marriage, 
decisions regarding money management were made jointly; 
however, data collected two years later showed that financial 
decisions were mostly made individually (Ferber and Lee, 1974). 
The most important factor affecting the role structure was found to 
be whether or not the couple had set a goal for total savings. Couples 
will be more likely to act as “family financial officer” if a goal is 
set for total savings. More interesting is the fact that education and 
occupation did not seem to affect the role structure. 
	 Another type of decision popularly studied is in the category of 
services (Hill and Neeley, 1988; Turley and LeBlanc, 1993;Samsinar 
and Yong, 2000). Filiatrault and Ritchie (1980) used 270 couples 
(husband and wife) and families (couple and children) vacationing 
in Quebec, Canada, as a sample to study family decisions about 
vacation and lodging. They reported substantial differences in terms 
of role structure between the couples and the families. The couples 
made more joint decisions relative to the families. Actual vacation 
destinations were found to require the most joint decision making. 
The husbands dominated decisions relating to budgets, timing, and 
specific consideration of the lodgings.  The absence or presence of 
children and the income of the husbands affected the determination 
of influence structure. Assar and Bobinski (1991) studied financial 
decision making of baby boomer couples. Several factors were 
found to affect the presence of financial services such as savings 
and checking accounts and credit cards. Family and individual 
income, the presence of children, sex-role attitude, and locus of 
control are some of the pertinent factors. Burns and DeVere (1990), 
on the other hand, studied husband/wife purchase decisions in four 
different situations. The results suggested that shared influence is 
independent of physical and social surroundings. The resolution of 
disagreements, however, is affected by the situation involved. 
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	 Samsinar and Yong (2000) conducted a study to investigate 
wives’ influence on the purchase of services in Malaysia. There was 
a significant influence of wives’ in purchase of restaurant services 
relative to banking services where their influence was higher for 
restaurant services compared to banking services. In purchasing 
restaurant services, there are significant differences in wives’ 
influence on the amount to be spent, searching for information, 
effect of advertising, word-of mouth, location of restaurant, and 
timing of purchase based on level of education. The higher the 
level of education, the more influential the wives are. Consistent 
findings were found for the purchase of banking services. Significant 
differences were found in the wives’ influence on location and 
timing of purchase. For both purchases of restaurant and bank 
services, there were significant differences in the wives’ influence 
in making the final decision based on education. The better educated 
wives had more influence in the decision making for the purchases 
of these services. The study also found that working wives had more 
influence on the purchase of restaurant and banking services relative 
to non-working wives. Further analysis revealed that significant 
differences were consistent across the different sub-decisions. There 
were no differences in the wives’ influence based on family income 
and racial groups.   
	 Ward (2006) found that in joint decision making by husbands and 
wives, the decision almost always favors the males. It is the same 
when the couples have different preference intensities.  In India, the 
purchase decision making was democratic at the initial stage, but in 
later stages, the decision was more unilateral (Verma and Kapoor, 
2003). Husbands were more dominant as the coordinator, decider 
and buyer. Lakshmi dan Murugan (2008) in their study of 260 
couples purchasing television, refrigerator and washing machines 
in India found that husbands were more dominant in deciding 
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the budget and gathering information for purchase of televisions, 
whereas the wives were active in deciding the size as well as the 
brand of the television.  The final decision was made jointly.   

Perceptions of Relative Influence

One of the more interesting aspects of joint decision making by 
husbands and wives is the extent of their agreement regarding 
the role each plays in decision making. Granbois and Willett’s 
(1970) study using Blood and Wolfe’s (1960) instrument revealed 
large discrepancies between the responses of the spouses even 
though the responses appear to be very similar when compared 
in aggregate. These discrepancies were reported to be randomly 
distributed and were thought to be caused by perceptual differences 
rather than systematic bias. Moreover, the authors suggested that 
a more reliable instrument to measure the influence of husbands 
and wives be developed. In 1974, Davis interviewed 100 families 
in the suburbs of Chicago regarding the relative influence of 
husbands and wives in the purchase of automobiles and living 
room furniture. From a series of analyses, he found that there 
was a high level of agreement between the husbands’ and wives’ 
responses when viewed in aggregate (the differences were found 
not to be significantly different). Furthermore, he found that 
husbands attribute more influence to wives than the wives attribute 
to themselves, and that the largest disagreement concerned aesthetic 
considerations. He suggested that the decision to question one or 
both spouses depended on the objective of the study. If the study is 
descriptive, then one spouse can be used; however, if the study aims 
to classify families, then both spouses need to be interviewed. In a 
study involving the purchase of a house, it was indicated that both 
spouses perceived that different roles were played by each spouse 
in each sub-decision. 
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	 In many studies concerned with which spouse has the dominant 
role, information has been obtained from the wife (Blood and Wolfe, 
1960; Davis, 1971). This approach has the advantage of being widely 
used and thus permits comparisons across studies; however, there 
is considerable evidence that the responses of husbands and wives 
differ, although these differences may be obscured and aggregate in 
nature. Studies comparing husbands and wives found differences in 
reported family income, what topics they discussed, who initiated 
conversation, how much time they spent in conversation, and the 
frequency of contacts (Davis, 1971). In addition, Filiatrault and 
Ritchie (1980) reported that the amount of response consensus 
between husbands and wives is greater for couples without children 
than it is for couples with children. 
	 Using automobile and furniture purchases, Davis (1970) found 
that the degree of agreement ranged from 59% to 68% percent for 
automobile purchase decisions, and 49% to 75% for the purchase of 
furniture. In an analysis of the incongruence between the husbands 
and the wives, the husbands and wives attributed greater dominance 
to themselves than was attributed to them by their spouse. More 
specifically, the congruence between the spouses tends to be 
associated with joint decision making. When the decision making 
was not reported as joint, congruence tends to occur when the 
husband dominated the decision making process, and incongruence 
happened when the wife was reported to be dominant in the 
decision making process. Agreement about husband’s and wife’s 
relative influence in decision making ranged from 49.6% to 71.3% 
(Munsinger, 1975), supporting earlier reports by other researchers 
that agreement between husbands and wives concerning relative 
influence in decision making is seldom much higher than 50 percent 
(Davis, 1971). 
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	 Burns and Ortinau (1978) analyzed thirty product decisions 
and found that the wives surveyed were not identical in their 
assessments of the sharing of decision responsibility along the 
various decision dimensions. The two groups identified by the 
cluster analysis differed in decisions regarding the purchase of 
stereos, automobiles and televisions. The results of this study may 
at least represent individual differences in wives’ perceptions of 
relative influence in purchase decision making. It was also suggested 
that the differences in spouses’ perceptions are due to the ignorance 
of each spouse of the other’s strategies in the decision making 
process. The interactions between the spouses during the process, 
as well as the mutual influence transaction process, may contribute 
to the discrepancies. In addition, it was reported that there is more 
agreement among contemporary couples (Brinberg and Schwenk, 
1985). 
	 For some couples, there appeared to be a generalized stability 
where each spouse maintained the pattern of agreement and 
disagreement across sub-decisions and products. Patterns of 
agreement were seen to be related to the number of years the 
couples were married (Brinberg and Schwenk, 1985) and their sex 
role orientation. Overestimation and underestimation by wives were 
found to be affected by the resource contribution by the wives. The 
larger the contribution of the wives to the family, the more likely it 
was that the wives overestimated their relative influence, and vice 
versa. From these findings it can be inferred that the perceptual 
differences are not random variables and must be taken into account 
explicitly (Burns and Hopper, 1986).
	 In a study of Malaysian families, there were several disagreements 
with regards to relative influence. The wives were reported to have 
more influence in the purchase of several product and services 
relative to the perceptions of their husbands (Samsinar,1994; 
Samsinar et al, 2003) (Refer Figure 3). On the other hand, 
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Singaporean husband-wife dyads revealed a high degree of 
agreements. Possible explanations of these differences include 
differing subjective realities and purchase goals (Xia et al. 2006).

Figure 3  Relative influence of Husbands and Wives (1994) and (2003)

Several factors are cited as affecting the influence perception.  
These factors include memory, inferential ability, perceptual bias, 
reporting bias and measure specificity (Corfman, 1991). Individuals 
may not remember accurately past decision making processes. 
Furthermore, different individuals have different recall abilities, 
resulting in response bias. Sometimes they are less willing to 
acknowledge the amount of influence they have in decisions made 
in the family. They may also give socially desirable answers. Lastly, 
more specific measures have been shown, in the past, to increase 
consensus between spouses. 
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Conflict in Family Purchase Decision Making

Conflict in family purchase decision making varies across product 
classes. Disagreement is highest in high involvement products, 
and most common in relation to how much to buy (Belch et al., 
1980). Conflict in family purchase is due to dissimilar preferences 
between different family members. Problem solving is the most 
common strategy to resolve conflict. Other popular strategies to 
resolve conflict include discussions and gathering information and 
family coalition. Chenting et al. (2003) suggested 12 strategies to 
resolve conflict by combining those forwarded by Spiro (1983) and 
Nelson (1988). Of these 12 strategies, 6 (talking loudly, clamming 
up, looking unhappy, became angry, authority, forming a coalition) 
were considered coercive (Refer Figure 4).  

Figure 4  Strategies to Resolve Conflict in Family Purchase 
Decision Making

Source: Chenting et al. (2003)
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	 Many studies on family purchase decision making have found 
couples minimising / avoiding conflict to prevent any disagreements 
between husbands and wives. These strategies include giving one 
person control over money matters, cooperating with children’s 
requests, and withholding some undesirable information from 
other family members. Most families adopt familistic orientations 
where families make decisions collectively. It was also suggested 
that conflict is an elusive concept for researchers as couples adjust 
their preferences to minimize conflict. Thus, it was suggested that 
conflict in family decision making should be studied by having all 
family members involved as participants of the research (Commuri 
and Gentry, 2000; Lee and Collins, 2000; Hamilton and Catterall, 
2008).
	 Malaysian wives reported a higher degree of conflict in the 
purchase of cars relative to the purchase of furniture. Approximately 
half of the respondents in a study stated that the degree of conflict 
was 60% in the purchase of cars whereas the degree of conflict 
for the purchase of furniture was 40%. Expert strategies were the 
conflict resolution mode most frequently employed while politics, 
problem solving, bargaining, legitimate and emotional strategies 
were used less frequently. Expert strategies were used more often in 
the purchase of cars relatively to purchase of furniture. Emotional 
strategies were the least popular conflict resolution strategy used by 
the families (Samsinar and Nor Azlina, 1995). Among Indians, it 
was found that the propensity of husbands to use coercive strategies 
increased with product involvement, however, this is not the case 
with the wives. The complexity of the decision did not have any 
bearing on the type of influence strategy used by the wives.  This 
may be due to the fact that these wives are not really involved 
in purchasing high involvement products. (Dawra and Katyal, 
2008).
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Factors Determining Family purchase Decision 
Making in Malaysia 

There are many psychological and sociological factors that influence 
decision making in the family. These factors include products being 
purchased, stage of the decision making process, characteristics of 
families and spouses, employment of wives, resources of spouses, 
and perceptions of marital role. Cross culturally, factors such 
as the level of economic development and the level of societal 
development  also influence the determination of decision making 
roles(Blood and Wolfe, 1960; Safilios-Rothchild, 1969; Davis and 
Rigaux, 1974; Green and Cunningham, 1980; Green, et al., 1983; 
Qualls, 1987; Samsinar, 1994; Martinez and Polo, 1999; Webster, 
2000; Cotte and Wood, 2004; Samsinar et al., 2004; Commuri and 
Gentry, 2005, Xia et al; 2006).

Figure 5   Factors Determining Role Structure in 
Family Purchase Decision Making
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Societal Development  and Modernization Process

International marketers are interested to study the various structures 
and roles in family decision making across the world as the 
information will enhance their knowledge about the countries, and 
these findings can be compared with other countries in the same 
region or previous studies which were predominantly conducted 
in the United States. As families are sensitive to societal changes 
brought about by the general economic developments in the nations, 
marketers need to study what aspects of the family decision making 
process are actually directly or indirectly affected by these changes. 
Also, as these changes also permeates into other aspects of their 
lives, it is important to find out how changes in society, brought 
about by development and modernization really affect them. It is 
common for researchers to study the structure of families in changing 
societal environments. What is also of concern to marketers is how 
these changes affect their thinking processes. Industrialization in 
different cultures has been extensive, and very little can be done to 
inhibit the impact of the industrialization process on relationships 
within the family. There are many changes in perceptions and roles 
within the family due to industrialization-caused social changes. 
More education and working opportunities are available to women, 
creating a different perception of the role of women and children 
in the family, and the role of husbands as the head of the family. 
In non-western settings, cultural factors do affect decision making 
in the family. It was also apparent that a wife’s power in the family 
increases when the wife is employed outside of the house, a situation 
that is brought about by societal development of the country.
	 Goldscheider (1971) defined modernization as a process that 
involves personal and cultural changes in values, norms, and ideals. 
Inkeles and Smith (1974) defined modernization as a process of 
change in ways of perceiving, expressing, and valuing. Modernity is 
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viewed as a kind of mentality and not a political or economic system. 
It is not a single trait but rather is manifested in several dimensions.  
Some of these dimensions are openness to experience new things, 
readiness for social change, information, and educational and 
occupational aspirations.  Modernization is found to be closely 
linked to attitudes towards religion, kinship and family and social 
stratification. A modern family is defined as a family that is willing 
to experience new things and is open to social changes.  The more 
modern families are, the less resistant they are to accepting changes 
and new ideas brought about by modernism. 
	 A study conducted in Iran showed that modernization has 
created a number of social issues in Iranian society. For example, 
the wife is now allowed to work without the husband’s consent, and 
several new laws have been established to meet the needs of the 
changing society. The wife’s employment outside the home, which 
is usually motivated by economic factors, leads to reduction in 
household duties and caring for the children. However, according 
to Nassehi-Behman (1985), a change in the family role does not 
necessarily lead to conflict within the family. The rights of family 
members are so firmly rooted in religion that one may not question 
or challenge it. In fact, the new generation husbandwife-child triad 
has horizontal dimensions, even though the supremacy of the male 
figure is still obvious. In conclusion, on the whole, modernization 
in Iran has affected the family and created some tension in society. 
While traditional values and customs are still strongly held by the 
people, the new generation aspires to a modified way of life. 
	 Similar conclusions were derived from a study on social change 
and the family in Kuwait. AI-Thakeb (1985) concluded that 
modernization has affected the upper and middle class, the educated, 
and the young. There remains, however, substantial resistance to 
certain aspects of modernization because the Muslims in Kuwait will 
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only accept ideologies that are consistent with Islamic teachings. 
According to AI-Thakeb, it can be predicted that even though 
certain changes in family patterns are expected, Kuwaiti families 
will remain attached to Islamic teachings. In Turkey, Vergin (1985) 
found families retaining their patriarchal nature with authoritative 
husbands. Again, education and paid employment for the wives 
are two major factors in the redistribution of status and roles in the 
family. From these studies in Middle Eastern countries, it may be 
seen that religious orientation is a relatively strong determinant of 
the families’ behavior. However, as these studies were conducted 
in the 1980s, it would be interesting to find out whether or not the 
situations still hold true at the present time. 
	 Cunningham and Green (1974) felt that changes in the economic 
environment have led to changes in the roles of husbands and 
wives in the United States. The roles of husbands and wives seem 
to have merged, and consequently, joint decision making in the 
family has become more prevalent. In their study comparing the 
purchasing roles in the United States in 1955 and 1973 they found 
significant differences in the decision making process in purchases 
of food and groceries, life insurance, automobiles, vacations, and 
housing. In 1973, food purchases were even more wife dominated 
relative to 1955. Moreover, decisions on life insurance became more 
concentrated with the husband from 1955 to 1973. Relatively, more 
joint decisions in the purchase of automobile were made in 1973. 
In terms of housing and vacations, there was a sharp increase in 
joint decision making, from 58% to 77% for vacations and from 
70% to 84% for housing decisions. The authors therefore concluded 
that even though changes in the environment brought changes in 
decision making roles, these changes cannot be generalized to all 
products. 
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	 In some countries, India for example, societal development of 
the country also affects the residence setting of the family. With 
societal development, joint family residences are decreasing in 
number. Fewer joint families lead to the wives having more power 
in the absence of the husband’s family in the same household. 
Also, the wife’s paid employment proved to increase her power in 
the family, which is consistent with the resource theory (Cocklin, 
1988). 
	 In matters related to modernization, Anderson (1991) reported 
that Singapore’s government attempted to manage modernization 
transition by adopting a technique called “modernization by 
design.” This approach sees the family unit as blending modern as 
well as traditional values in the development of the younger family 
members. Improving material living standards is the responsibility 
of the family units, who, at the same time, are also accountable 
for preserving traditional values within the family. A related study 
by Vigmesha and Minai (1988) revealed that Indian and Chinese 
families in Singapore adhere to the basic core socialization values 
such as discipline/obedience, honesty/integrity, and compassion 
more than do Malay and Eurasian families. On the other hand, 
Muslims and Christians placed greater emphasis on religion. 
	 It is also believed that Hinduism acts in a very powerful way 
to inhibit social change. Traditionally, Hindus are very resistant to 
secularization and social changes needed for economic growth. 
Sovani (1964) believes that the problem lies in the social structure 
and the mores of society. According to Sovani, the resulting social 
structure maintains a rigid stability that stifles qualitative change 
in a society’s behavior patterns, institutions, and values necessary 
for economic development. Stapes-Roe and Cochrane (1989, p. 
143) said that the “members of traditional families may expect to 
give obedience and respect to those above them in the hierarchy; 
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since the family is the primary support system, they may expect to 
give support when needed to family members particularly siblings 
and parents; and since it is the essential economic and social 
unit, they also expect to consider its welfare above their own.” 
Nassehi-Behnam (1985), however, described traditional families 
as patrilineal patriarchies based on male supremacy. These families 
believe that unity and cohesiveness of the domestic group are 
important attributes that should be valued by the family. 
	 Stapes-Roe and Cochrane (1989) studied Indian and Pakistani 
families living in Britain, as well as British families, comparing 
the different generations in terms of their level of traditionalism. 
Comparing the different ethnic groups, the Sikh (from Northern 
India) were the most traditional, and the British the least traditional. 
Parents were found to be more traditional than the children; however, 
the difference between parents and the children was not significant 
for the British families. 
	 One of the more important areas for research in family decision 
making is the examination of the relationship between major social, 
economic, and demographic trends (Moore-Shay and Wilkie, 1988). 
It is anticipated that modernization changes some cultural norms, 
creates more opportunities for women to work outside the house, 
delays marriages, and shifts societal standards (Qualls, 1987). 
These trends would consequently lead to some adjustments in the 
family in terms of the relative influence of the husbands and the 
wives in family decision making. Moreover, the changes also alter 
the composition and decision role structure of the family. 
	 Industrialization and modernization have different impacts on 
different cultures. In general, previous studies have shown that in 
Middle Eastern countries where Islam is the dominant religion, 
modernization has been adopted selectively. Only those aspects 
of modernization that are consistent with Islamic teachings are 



❚❘❘ 28

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

embraced in these countries. For example, in Iran, a study of culture, 
urbanization, and the family revealed that, although urbanization 
is enjoyed and appreciated by the society, Islamic teachings are 
still the basic guidelines in determining role structure in the family 
(Vergin, 1985). On the other hand, in India, industrialization has 
led to many changes consistent with the resource theory (Conklin, 
1988). When the wife is employed outside the home and contributes 
an income comparable to the husband’s, new role structures emerge 
within the family that usually involve the wife having more power 
and influence over the family’s major economic decision making. 
	 Harcar et al. (2003) conducted a multi-national study (USA, 
Canada, Guatemala, Vietnam and Turkey) involving the different 
stages of the decision making process, i.e. what to buy, when to 
buy, where to buy, and how much to pay, across several product 
categories (groceries, automobiles, vacation, savings, appliances, 
and furniture). Their findings revealed that there are general 
similarities among the five countries. Joint decisions were the most 
common structure, except for food and automobiles, which were 
dominated by the wives and husbands respectively. They concluded 
that there is a high degree of cross-cultural similarity in roles 
played by husbands and wives in family decision making across the 
different countries. Their findings did not support earlier findings 
that families in developed countries generally exhibit more joint 
decision making, whereas less-developed countries manifested the 
dominance of the husbands (Yavas et al, 1994).In Singapore, the 
differences in husbands and wives marital values are associated with 
their differences in perceived influence in the purchase decision 
making process, and the level of egalitarianism is associated with 
education and income (Xia et al., 2006).  
	 Studies have been conducted on how working wives modify their 
shopping behaviour to reduce the time taken for food shopping, food 
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preparation and consumption (Darian and Cohen, 1995; Brown and 
McNally, 1995). Although women may still assume responsibility 
for food preparation, many aspects of food shopping may have 
changed as women learn to cope with the increasing demands 
on their time. Working wives in Malaysia emphasize more on 
convenience, while housewives are more concerned with quality 
(Samsinar et al (2001). They delegate their shopping activities to 
others or solicit help from other members of their family, especially 
their husbands. In general, working wives purchase more time-
saving goods and services (such as eating out) than others. In 
another study, Samsinar et al. (2001) found that outside employment 
contributes to time pressure as the women juggle their time to fulfill 
both career and household responsibilities.  Working wives have 
significantly greater role overload and are hence more concerned 
about time when shopping, relative to non-working wives. The study 
failed to support the notion that working women are less concerned 
about food quality. On the contrary, working women are more 
concerned about quality than their non-working counterparts.  
	 Values change as a result of modernization, which in turn, 
change consumer behaviour. Modernization has also transformed 
the roles of husbands and wives in purchase decisions.  Some of 
the roles would persist and withstand the strain of modernization. 
Modernization is also stated to be influenced by the nation’s culture, 
and that the resulting modernity may take on the characteristics of 
the indigenous culture.

Culture

Researchers have used specific criteria to define and measure 
culture. Culture has been defined using the economic and societal 
development of countries (Green, et al., 1983), geographic areas 
(Ronen and Kraut, 1977), and characteristics such as language and 
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religion (Hirschman, 1981).  Cultures are usually assumed to be 
unique to specific countries, and thus differences across countries 
are assumed to be cross-cultural.  There are however, certain aspects 
of culture that can be considered universal. Therefore, researchers 
attempting to use ‘unique’ attributes to define cultures are likely 
to end up with homogenous clusters (Moschis, 1987).  Douglas 
(1979), defining culture by the language spoken, found significant 
differences in family roles and buying behaviour across families 
in several countries.  Imperia, O’Guinn, and MacAdams (1985) 
stated that the influence of culture on family purchasing remains a 
largely unexplored area of buyer behaviour.  
	 According to researchers, the impact of socioeconomic factors 
may be negated by the norms or cultural values prevalent in a 
society.  Religion, an important cultural aspect in any society, has an 
impact on the role structure in a family’s decision making process. 
Women of some religions, such as Islam, for example, perceive their 
husbands to be the head or the family and thus the decision maker 
in all important purchasing issues.  Traditionally, these women will 
only be passively involved in the decision making process.  On the 
other hand, Christianity, Buddhism, and Hinduism, as religions, 
do not specifically emphasize male dominance in the family.  
Numerous cross-cultural studies have been conducted comparing 
different nationalities. Kandel and Lesser (1972) studied American 
and Danish families, and Imperia et al. (1985) studied Mexican 
American and Anglo wives. Several previous studies have shown 
that language spoken is an important influence in family decision 
making.  Douglas (1979) found significant variations in husbands’ 
relative involvement between French speaking and English speaking 
couples.  Samsinar (1994) found social class to be a significant 
influence in the purchase of groceries and eating out. Wives in the 
higher  and lower social classes were found to have more influence 
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in making decisions regarding purchase of groceries, whereas, in 
eating out, wives in higher social class had more influence. 
	 Culture is generally accepted by marketing theorists as one of 
the basic underlying forces shaping consumer behavior (Howard 
and Sheth, 1969).It is commonly assumed that the widely held 
beliefs of consumers will affect product choice in a broad category 
of products. A number of studies on household decision making 
and task involvement have been conducted in countries outside 
the United States. These studies have provided research on single 
countries and have also made cross-cultural comparisons (Douglas, 
1976). Henry (1976) analyzed the influence of four dimensions of 
culture on the purchase of automobiles. These dimensions were 
called 1) a person’s relation to nature, 2) time, 3) personal activity, 
and 4) a person’s relation to others. The dimensions were found 
to be correlated with particular automobile categories specified in 
the study, thus supporting the general notion that culture is a basic 
determinant of consumer behavior.
	 Rodman (1972) developed a theory that categorized family 
decision making in a cross cultural context. The basis of 
categorization was the distribution of marital power in each society. 
Rodman developed four types of societies; i) patriarchy ii) modified 
patriarchy, iii) transitional egalitarianism, and iv) egalitarianism. 
Since the resource theory was found to be applicable only in 
modernized societies (characterized by egalitarianism, flexibility in 
the distribution of marital power, and the importance of education, 
occupation, and income in defining a person’s status), Rodman 
attempted to test the resource theory and cultural perspectives. He 
proposed that “the balance of marital power is influenced by the 
interaction of the resources of the husband and wife, and the cultural 
or sub-cultural expectations about the distribution of marital power” 
(1972, p.60).
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	 Hempel (1974) used an index of dominance to measure the 
relative influence of each spouse in buying a house. Samples 
were taken from families living in Connecticut and England. He 
found a general, high degree of cross-cultural similarity. However, 
for English couples, the initiator role tended to be shared by the 
spouses, while in Connecticut, the decisions tended to be husband 
dominated. In most instances, the differences between the roles 
perceived by husbands and wives within the same cultural setting 
were greater than the differences between cultures, for either sex. 
The extent of husband-wife agreement is related to family size, 
stage in the life cycle, and attitudes towards previous residences. 
Hempel summed up the findings by concluding that the wives 
usually dominated in social expressive roles and the husbands in 
financial and instrumental roles. 
	 Douglas (1976) conducted a study of the grocery and women’s 
clothing purchase behavior of working and non-working wives in 
the United States and France.  In contrast to the earlier findings by 
Hempel (1974), the findings from Douglas’s study revealed that 
differences between national samples are more significant than 
differences between working and non-working wives, and these 
differences were largely due to the retail environment.  Furthermore, 
the differences vary according to products.  In 1979, Douglas 
conducted an exploratory study involving five countries: the United 
States, the United Kingdom, Belgium, Canada, and France. These 
countries can be divided into French and English speaking countries. 
Douglas found substantial similarities in terms of husband·-wife 
involvement in seventeen activities; however, differences in relative 
involvement were often divided by language group. In all five 
nations, the degree of the husband’s involvement was found to be 
activity specific as well as affected by socioeconomic variables. 
	 Green and Cunningham’s (1980) comparison of purchasing roles 
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in the United States and Venezuela showed significant differences 
in husband dominance for seven of the nine goods and services 
studied. The U.S. families were characterized by high levels of 
joint decision making, whereas in Venezuela, families were more 
husband dominated. Imperia, et al. (1985) examined Mexican-
American and Anglo wives’ perceptions of the manner in which 
their families made purchasing decisions involving major durable 
goods. Again it was revealed that Mexican-American families 
tend to be more husband dominated than Anglo families where the 
purchase of major durable goods is concerned. In a similar study, 
Webster (1989) studied cultural influences and resource contribution 
in relation  to the purchase of homes, appliances, automobiles, 
and general merchandising. Her study focused on whether or not 
subculture members who assimilate dominant cultural values will 
also assimilate the dominant culture’s role structure in family 
purchasing behavior. Using the language spoken at home as a 
measure of the effect of subculture, Webster found that in Spanish 
speaking/high Spanish identification couples, there is less joint 
decision making; i.e. the husbands are dominant. 
	 Green et al.’s (1981) study of U.S. and Dutch wives showed 
significant cultural differences between the wives. U.S. wives were 
more autonomous relative to their Dutch counterparts. Roles were 
highly structured by gender in the Dutch sample compared to the 
U.S. sample. However, the number of joint decisions was greater 
in the Dutch sample. Consistent with the findings of Douglas 
(1976) and Cunningham and Green (1979), it was also noted that 
employment status of the wife does not appear to be the mediating 
factor influencing the determination of role structure in the 
decision making process in the U.S. and Dutch samples . In another 
cross cultural study, Kandel and Lesser (1972) investigated the 
distribution of power in marital decision making.  Results showed 



❚❘❘ 34

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

a great deal of joint decision making in both American and urban 
Danish families; however, a closer examination of the findings 
revealed that the theory of resources (Blood and Wolfe, 1960) was 
not fully supported, as the occupation of the husband was shown 
to have a curvilinear relationship with the husband’s power. As an 
alternative explanation, it was suggested that the wives’ contacts 
outside the home increased their decision making skills within the 
home. 
	 From a wider, more comprehensive perspective, a study of 
cross-cultural family decision making was conducted by Green, 
et al. (1983). Five nations (Venezuela, the United States, France, 
Holland, and Gabon) were involved in this study. The theory 
of resources proposed by Blood and Wolfe (1960) was again 
investigated along with the new typology of society’s theory. The 
authors also examined four different types of societies based on 
differences in the applicability of the theory of resources, namely 
patriarchy, modified patriarchy, transitional equalitarianism, and 
equalitarianism (Rodman, 1972). The findings of this study revealed 
that the husbands in less developed countries make significantly 
more decisions than husbands in developed nations. Certain product 
categories were  universally male or female stereotyped. The schema 
developed by Rodman in 1972 was supported, and the authors were 
able to place the countries involved into the different categories. 
Gabon was categorized in the Patriarchy stage, Venezuela in the 
Modified Patriarchy stage, and the United States, France, and 
Holland in the Transitional Equalitarianism stage. 
	 Relatively few studies in family decision making have been 
conducted in Asian countries. One reason for this omission is the 
relatively low interest due to the perceived economic unimportance 
of the countries involved. One study involving 47 single career and 
54 dual career families was conducted in India by Shukla (1987). 
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He reported that in single career families, husbands had more power 
than wives. On the other hand, the wives in dual career families 
have more power than the wives in single career families, even 
though the difference was not significant. In general, studies in 
developing countries tend to support the relationship between the 
wife’s employment outside the home and increased role in family 
decision making. Webster (1992) unobtrusively observed husbands 
and wives shopping for small appliances, furniture, and clothing 
in five different states in India. Observations were summarized 
into the initiation-response categorization used by Atkin (1978). 
Findings revealed no apparent difference between the three ethnic 
groups (Sikh, Hindu, and Muslim). Also, no obvious variations were 
noted when the sample was compared according to state or by urban 
and rural setting. However a significant relationship  was revealed 
between the interaction of spouses during purchase decisions and 
product category. A significant relationship was also found between 
interaction and social class, and between spouse conflict and social 
class. Another interesting finding was that while in the lower social 
class the husband was dominant;  in the middle class, dominance 
shifted to the wives. For couples in the higher social class, the 
husbands and wives were found to be equally influential. 
	 Samsinar (1994) found that the effect of culture (as measured 
by racial groups) was only evident in the purchase of groceries. 
Chinese wives were found to be most influential as compared to 
the Malay and Indian wives. Na et al. (2003) conducted a study 
investigating the impact of economic stress on Korean families. 
The findings of the study showed that economic shock leads to an 
increase in financial risk and has a consequential effect on family 
purchase decisions. There are significantly more joint decision 
making for low involvement products, and very little change in the 
syncratic behaviour in high involvement products.  The impact was 
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felt more by the lower income group as they made more syncratic 
decisions. The higher income group, however, does accommodate 
its style to suit the changing environment. 
	 The results of cross cultural studies discussed in this section 
generally showed mixed findings. It is noted that there are similarities 
between family decision making in the United States and some of 
the European countries researched. On the other hand, studies in 
Latin America showed strong patriarchal influence. These mixed 
findings may be due to factors such as gender-role stereotype, stage 
of societal development, spousal resources, marital experience, and 
family social/economic status (Sullivan and O’Connor, 1988). 

Sex Role Orientation

Sex role orientation is made up of norms that reinforce gender 
inequalities between the male and the female, specifically the 
husband and the wife (Qualls, 1987). These values are inculcated 
in young individuals in their socialization process. The norms and 
specific behaviour of each spouse are brought into marriages and 
are reflected in many ways, one of which is the family buying 
process. Since sex role norms dictate the appropriate behaviour 
patterns and roles to be played by each spouse, it affects equality or 
inequality of power between the spouses (Scanzoni, 1982; Scanzoni 
and Fox, 1980). For example, attitudes towards the wife’s career 
and the sharing of responsibilities in the household influence the 
determination of roles in family financial management (Schaninger, 
Buss and Grover, 1982). Conflicts may arise if the ideologies of the 
husband and the wife do not match.  Among the variables that are 
thought to affect sex role orientation are individual attitude and life 
style norms (Buss and Schaninger, 1983).
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	 Sex role norms may be thought of as being on an array along the 
continuum from traditional to modern. A traditional view reflects 
distinct roles for the male and female.  A modern or non traditional 
sex role ideology is based on equal distribution of power between the 
husband and wife.  Sex role norm is an important factor in family 
decision making, especially in the context of the wife’s involvement 
in the decision making process.  
	 Sex role orientation and task allocation within a family are 
changing; therefore traditional generalizations about family decision 
making may be obsolete. Non-traditional husbands are playing a 
greater role in the purchase of products which are traditionally 
wife dominated (Schaninger, Buss and Grover, 1982), and wives 
are playing a more active role in traditional husband dominated 
purchases such as durable goods and financial management (Green 
and Cunningham,1975) . 
	 Several studies reported diminishing role distinctions between 
men and women, resulting in more complex and vague roles. 
According to Green and Cunningham (1975), more women are 
performing traditionally male dominated tasks and vice versa, and 
with increased autonomy, the wife is able to have more influence 
in decisions within the family. One of those areas affected by the 
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diminishing sex role distinction is the consumption aspect of family 
decision making. In Green and Cunningham’s study, a sample of  
married women was divided into groups considered conservative, 
moderate, and liberal. The findings showed that husbands of 
liberal wives make relatively fewer decisions compared to the 
husbands of moderate and conservative wives. Decisions related 
to groceries were found to be wife dominated in the three groups, 
and decisions related to life insurance were husband dominated. 
Decisions regarding the purchase of furniture were reported to be 
made jointly. 
	 Qualls (1987, p. 265) stated that “Gender role preferences 
are indicative of culturally determined attitudes (traditionalism / 
modernity) toward the role of wife/ husband and mother/father in 
the household. Sex role preferences reflect the societal standards by 
which family members determine the reward and costs associated 
with their behavioral actions. It is the perceptions of these sex roles 
that affect the decision making process and household decision 
behavior.” It is assumed that in a family, many decisions are divided 
among the husbands and the wives based on socially accepted roles. 
Therefore, traditionally, products have been labeled as either “male 
dominated” or “female dominated.” It was found, however, that 
role differentiation between men and women is diminishing due to 
the changes in the environment,  and that younger, more educated 
couples have more modern sex role norms. 
	 Sex role orientation involves those values and norms that are 
related to the duties and responsibilities of each sex. According to 
Buss and Schaninger (1983), the behavior of each spouse within 
the family is affected by attitude norms and preferences that each 
spouse brings into the family. These norms are, in turn, shaped by 
factors such as individual attitudes, the attitudes of each spouse’s 
parents and environmental factors. 
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	 Qualls (1984) reported that in purchasing a house modern 
families made seven of eight housing sub-decisions jointly. 
In a study involving single and dual income families, Sexton 
and Perlman (1989) reported that dual income wives perceived 
themselves as less feminine than the single income wives, even 
though their perceptions of masculinity were not significantly 
different. The authors suggested that these results were indications 
that at the very least, career-minded women in the sample perceived 
themselves as having attributes traditionally regarded as masculine. 
In further analysis, the authors reported that even though the wives 
are different in terms of their traditional orientation, they did not 
show significant differences in terms of power structure within the 
family. This suggests that even though the couples are different in 
terms of their marital structure, their ideology of marital power is 
similar. 
	 Younger, more educated couples and couples with higher social 
class  standing have modern sex role norms (Davis, 1976; Filiatrault 
and Ritchie, 1980). Scanzoni (1977) suggested that couples with 
modern sex role orientations will make more joint decisions relative 
to couples with more traditional sex role orientations, who will 
be more likely to have one spouse dominate the decision making 
process. Traditional sex roles are rigid and tend to make decision 
making in the family less complicated; i.e., the expected roles 
and responsibilities of each spouse are quite clear. With modern 
sex roles, the expected behavior of each spouse is less predictable 
due to the flexibilities and autonomy associated with each role, 
complicating the decision making process . 
	 Interestingly, decisions related to the purchase of major 
appliances, automobiles, and vacations were reported to be related 
to the attitudes of the wives. In each of these categories, the 
husbands with liberal wives made fewer decisions relative to the 
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husbands in the other categories. The authors concluded that the 
relationship between purchasing behavior and sex role orientation is 
product specific, and that the influence of the husband is declining. 
Several other studies confirmed the body of knowledge in sex role 
orientation by supporting the fact that more decisions are made 
using an egalitarian approach with the husbands and the wives 
sharing decision making tasks (Delener and Bilenas, 1991). 
	 According to Samsinar (1996) the structure in family decision 
making can be explained by the sex role orientation concept. 
Traditional sex roles tend to emphasize rigid demarcation of the roles 
played by husbands and wives based on gender. Thus, the husbands 
for example, are expected to take care of decisions regarding 
investment matters and the wives to take care of groceries. Sex role 
orientation, according to her, varies with education level, occupation 
and household income. There were differences between the wives 
who had primary school versus secondary level and diploma level 
education. Those wives with higher levels of education were more 
modern in their sex role orientation. The entrepreneurs and those 
in the higher household income group were also more modern in 
their sex role orientations.    
	 There is a difference of sex role orientation based on ethnic 
group and education levels in Malaysia. Indians had more modern 
sex role orientation compared to the Chinese and the Malays. 
The wives with higher education level have a more modern sex 
role orientation.  Sex role orientation had a fairly strong effect on 
role structures in family decision in the purchase of furniture and 
eating out. Traditional wives had more influence in the purchase 
of groceries. These findings confirmed earlier findings that the 
influence of sex role orientation is product specific (Samsinar et 
al. 2004) 
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Resources of  Husbands and Wives

The Resource Theory was first introduced by Blood and Wolfe 
(1960). According to these authors, the main determinant of who 
has final decision making authority in the family is best predicted 
by who controls the most resources. In this respect, resources such 
as income, education, and occupation are surrogate currencies 
used for negotiation in a family’s decision making. This surrogate 
currency is used to bargain for the desired goals in decision making 
(Scanzoni and Polonko, 1980).  If the wife works outside of the 
house, she will contribute to the family income and thus has power 
to bargain within the family. This theory suggests that power in a 
family is determined by the ability of each spouse to provide for the 
fulfilment of the family needs. The way decisions are made within 
a family structure is a function of how power is distributed within 
the family. The spouse that has the higher ability would have more 
power, specifically in making purchase decisions in the family. 
	 Blood and Wolfe (1960) found the power position to be the 
most important aspect of the family structure. According to them, 
the partner who contributes the greater amount of resources to the 
marriage will have power over the other spouse. The presence or 
absence of children in the family has also been found to have an 
impact on distribution of power in the family (Filiatrault and Ritchie, 
1980). Moreover, according to several authors (e.g. Osmond, 
1978), the couple’s perceptions are as significant as the actual 
resource exchange. The kinds of resource exchange are different for 
different families. In single income families, the husband provides 
the necessary financial resources, and the wife would provide 
homemaking functions. In dual income couples, both spouses bring 
financial resources into the marriage. 
	  According to Rodman (1972), however, there are other social 
factors that contribute to the determination of power within the 
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family. Rodman argued that in the higher social classes, the male 
head of the family is exposed to Western and modern norms of 
family decision making thus he may be willing to grant his wife 
more authority in decision making. He is also more open-minded, 
allowing his wife to have more influence in the decision making 
process. Rodman concluded that cultural norms have an interactive 
effect and that resource theory may be more applicable in a 
patriarchal society than in an egalitarian society. 
	 In traditional families, the husbands have the responsibility 
to earn the money and the wife would take care of housekeeping 
and child care (Ferber, 1973). This leads to a big power difference 
between the husband and wife in the decision making process, 
consequently resulting in very authoritative decisions made mostly 
by the husbands, as the head of the family. 
	 The scenario has changed as nowadays more wives are earning 
an income for the family by working outside. They have more 
influence in the decisions made for the family, and are more involved 
in decisions which have been traditionally husband-dominated 
and vice versa. However, conflict may arise as both spouses may 
have different individual desires.  Also, since both husbands and 
wives work full time, a lot of power has been given to the children, 
reducing the power distance gap between the parents and the 
children. 
	 When authority norms are egalitarian in nature, resources and 
power are less related to the family’s power structure (Kingsbury and 
Scanzoni, 1989). Consistently, Sexton and Perlman (1989) found 
dual income couples to share marital power more equitably due 
to equalities in their resources. Shukla (1987) found that in India, 
the role structure in family decision making can be explained by 
the resource theory. India can be classified as a patriarchal society 
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where menm by virtue of being the head of the family, have more 
power and authority. 
	 The level of combined household income was not a significant 
determinant of the financial officer in financial decision making 
areas. However, proportional income contribution to the household 
was relevant.  Wives had lesser influence if she did not work 
outside of the house. The bigger the difference between spousal 
resources, the more influence the wives had, and if the wives work 
outside the homes, the comparative resource contribution theory 
may supersede the effect of sex role orientation (McConoco and 
Tully, 1993; Lee and Beatty, 2002; Samsinar et al., 2003). There 
are, however, researchers who do not support resource theory 
propositions (Tichenor, 1999; Commuri and Gentry, 2005).  
	 Figure 6 depicts a framework of family purchase decision making 
micorpurating the variables discussed previously.
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Figure 6   A Framework of Family Purchase Decision Making

Role of  Children in Family Purchase Decision Making

Marketers and researchers have previously ignored children as 
consumers as they are perceived not to have disposable income 
(Ward, 1974).  They have since realised that children have become 
an important market segment as they now have relatively more 
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significant spending power compared to previously. Children are 
considered a primary market as they are actually making purchases 
and they also influence their parents’ purchase behaviour. Children 
are also considered as the future adult market.  Children are no 
longer passive contributors to family purchase decision making. 
Their relative influence in purchase decision making has increased 
relative to the other family members. This is an outcome of the 
children’s consumer socialization process. However, this perception 
varies across cultures. There are several factors that determine 
children’s influence in family decision making. These factors are 
product type, decision stage, and child’s age (Shergill and Zhao, 
2009). 

a.  Product type

	 Product type has been found to be the strongest determinant of 
influence by children in family purchases. Children were found 
to be exerting the greatest influence in products of which they 
are the primary users, and have high product involvement, and 
the least influence when the product involved is for the use of 
other family members. This situation is especially so when the 
product involves low financial costs. Some of the products where 
children have high influence in the purchase decision include 
breakfast cereals, snacks, toys and games and school supplies 
(Wilson and Woods, 2004; Shohan and Dalakas, 2006). 

b.   Decision stage

	 Children’s influence were greater in the initial stage, i.e. problem 
recognition of the decision making process, and is lower towards 
the final decision, especially in major household purchases.  This 
is due to the fact that the later stages of the decision making 
process involves financial issues. Holdert and Antonides (1997) 
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found, however, that children do have a lot of influence in the 
later stages of the decision making process, i.e. evaluation, 
choice and the purchase decision. Children’s influence is high 
in expressive sub-decisions and low in sub-decisions related 
to financial decisions and information gathering (Wilson and 
Wood, 2004).  

c.	 Child’s characteristics
Older children have greater influence in family purchase 
decision making. Adolescents in one-parent families participate 
in more family purchase decisions. Family type also affects the 
other socialization factors such as relationship between parents 
and children, parental nurturance, and children household 
responsibilities. 

	 Parents from different cultural background have different 
perceptions of their children’s influence in the decision making 
process. In their study of cultural assimilation of Chinese families 
in New Zealand, Shergill and Zhao (2009) found that the Chinese 
immigrant parents in New Zealand are more willing to give 
increased power and rights to their children.
	 Children are perceived to over estimate their own influence in 
the decision making process, and age is a significant factor in their 
power to influence or be influenced by their parents. In a study 
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using the qualitative method, it was found that both parents and 
their children agree and are aware of the influence of the children 
and the effectiveness of ‘pester power’ in fulfilling the children’s 
wishes. The situation is easier for the children when the products 
involved are for their own consumption and when parents are easier 
to persuade (Wilson and Wood, 2004).  Children are found to have 
less influence in decision making regarding more expensive items 
and those used by the whole family. However, Thomson et al. (2007) 
found that children are also actively involved in high involvement 
purchases in the family.  

Children Socialization Process – Purchasers 
in Training

Consumer socialization model has always been used to explain 
how young consumers learn and acquire consumer roles. During 
their process of development, children learn ways of thinking and 
behaving. This is done by acquisition of new knowledge and skills 
from their family, especially their parents, in the socialization 
process. When the children are older, there are many more agents 
of socialization, such as schools and their friends. Nonetheless, 
families remain one of the earliest and most effective socialization 
agents for the children.  Family interpersonal communication has 
the greatest influence on child and teen socialization (Moschis, 
1987). 
	 Parents play a primary role in the socialization of offsprings 
(Moschis, 1987) and mothers play a primary role in this 
intergenerational process. Mothers directly influence children’s 
decision making process and consumption patterns and act as good 
role models for them. The parent-child consumption interaction 
process involves the development of child consumption skills 
by providing purposive training, and implicitly interacting with 
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children about consumption. Parents are assumed to influence 
children’s thinking, thus children’s purchase patterns echo those 
of their parents (McNeal, 1992).
	 A lot of work has been done investigating the influence of 
children in family purchase decision making (e.g. Caruana and 
Vassalo, 2003). However few studies have been conducted to study 
the influence of teenagers in family purchase decisions. The extent 
of teenagers’ influence on family purchase decisions depends on 
socialization factors, family and teenagers’ characteristics, the 
context of the decision and stage of the decision making process. 
As home provides a good starting and training ground for teenagers 
to exert their initial influence, parents would normally allow them 
to take part in the decision making process. This is especially so 
when the teenagers have high product involvement with the specific 
product.  Also, as the teenagers grow older, peers become more 
important to them. This is because their friends are perceived to 
have more relevant information and they learn the ‘expressive’ 
and ‘emotional’ aspects of consumption from their peers (El-Aoud 
and Neeley, 2008). Teenager – peer interaction was found to relate 
significantly and positively to teenager contribution in the initiation, 
information search stages of the decision making process, and not 
the decision process. Also, the more a teenager demonstrates interest 
towards, and pleasure in a product, the more the teenager contributes 
to the decision process in the stages of initiation, information search 
and evaluation. 
	 Children’s financial resources include allowances, gifts and 
money given for purchases of special items and extra curricular 
activities. Children spend very little between the ages of four to 
five years old. Their spending increases when they reach eight years 
and double when they reach the age of twelve (Mc Neal and Yeah, 
1997). They found that children in China had more influence on 
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family purchase decisions relative to American children. According 
to Beatty et al. (1994) children with greater financial resources have 
more money to spend on themselves and exert greater influence in 
family purchases. These children are perceived to be more matured 
and their opinions are included in the decision making process. 
	 Samsinar et al. (2008) studied the relationship between child, 
parent and parent-child characteristics and suggested that familial 
characteristics such as consumer practices, decision making styles, 
financial resources, purchase experience, consumption interaction 
and communication quality have impact and influences the 
development of children purchase attitudes, behaviour and decision 
outcome patterns in Malaysia. They found a generally consistent 
pattern of relative importance in certain purchasing aspects of the 
children compared to their parents. Both the children and their 
parents perceived price and quality as the two most important 
aspects of purchases. They also perceived brand as less important 
compared to the product itself.   
	 The use of knowledge and information has been found to 
facilitate influence by children in family purchase decision making. 
This facilitation is through the use of knowledge and information 
to enhance the adoption of influence strategies, which leads to 
influence behaviour. The sources of information are personal, 
peers and the Internet. The more information the children have the 
more influence they have over the purchase. Children justify their 
purchase requests by highlighting the benefits of the purchases, 
and in many cases, this was the case in many family purchase 
decision making. Children also use coalition strategies to influence 
purchases in the family where they worked together with their 
siblings to exert influence. They plan, discuss and support each 
other’s suggestions before presenting them to their parents. These 
coalitions may also involve a parent and are done in an open and 
relaxed manner(Thomson et al., 2007).
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Future Challenges in Family Purchase Decision 
Making

Demographic Changes

There will be more unconventional structures in families in the 
future. Couples are delaying marriage and are having fewer children.  
It is expected that the number of dual income families will increase.  
As mentioned previously, this trend will bring about modifications 
and adjustments in family purchase decision making. Including 
children in the decision making process will help researchers better 
understand family buying behaviour. They have been shown in past 
studies to play a significant role in purchases of specific products 
and in different family structures.
	 Malaysia’s population of 27 million is comprised of 60% below 
the age of 30. These individuals are in the early stage of marriage 
or entering the stage soon. Marketers have to take this population 
into consideration as these individuals would form different types of 
families. They will comprise mostly dual income families, needing 
time saving appliances, modern furniture, household durables and 
small children related goods and services. These products will 
be bought jointly or autonomously by the young couples. Delay 
in marriage is one of the strongest demographic trends, which 
consequently leads to lower number of babies born. Thus, babies and 
kids related goods and services would be expected to be reduced. 
However, as parents are expected to have higher disposable income, 
demand for high quality goods and services for their children is 
expected.  
	 It is expected that materialism will be an increasing trend. 
Families will purchase more goods and services. Sales of products 
and services that compliment urban and modern lifestyles will 
be on the rise. Roles of family members may be modified or 
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changed. There is a possibility that more decisions will be made 
autonomously by each parent. 

Societal Development and Changes in the Family Purchase 
Decision Making Process

Changes in environmental factors will bring about changes in 
the individual’s value system. For example, as women are more 
educated and hold better positions in society, they are expected to 
have more power in the purchase decision making process. However, 
this may not be the case in a developing country such as Malaysia, 
as the patriarchal orientation is still very strong. 
	 Changes in the environment would also bring about changes in 
lifestyle. Demand for convenience, recreational and other related 
services will increase. Families will be living life at a generally 
faster pace, bringing about demand for convenient products such as 
prepared and packaged foods which are faster and easier to prepare. 
Food purchase and preparation would not be the responsibility of 
the wives, rather it would likely be the responsibility of whichever 
member of the family who finds it more convenient to play the role. 
Families would plan recreational activities, and purchase modern 
household durables as they are more pressed for quality time as a 
family and have better financial power.  

Greater Influence by the Wives

Women have attained higher educational levels over the past few 
years, and this trend has allowed more women to enter the work 
force and hold good positions in the private as well as government 
sectors. They also have better disposable income and financial 
independence, making them more important as consumers. They 
are now target markets for obvious products such as fashion and 
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clothing, and the traditionally male-domain goods such as cars 
and household durable goods. Working wives have been shown in 
past research to be more prone to purchase convenient goods and 
products. They buy these items autonomously and / or play more 
important roles in purchase decision making. This is consistent 
with the resource theory which indicates that the more resources 
each spouse brings to the family, the more power he/she has in the 
decision making process.     	

More Families are Becoming Nuclear Families

As a nuclear family, the influence in family purchases would be 
focused among the husbands, wives and children. Since families are 
expected to have different structures due to the wives’ employment 
outside the house, and the smaller family size, the distribution of 
power within the family would be different compared to before. 
More wives are influencing purchases within the family, and 
children are expected to be more important in the decision making 
process. Furthermore, as children and adolescents are using the 
internet relatively more than their parents, they are good sources 
of information for purchases, regardless of the product being 
considered.  
	 As dual income families, the services of live-in maids would 
become more important. These maids may be another ‘member’ 
of the family who would initiate the purchase process, especially 
with regards to groceries and kitchen appliances.  

Changing Sex Role Orientation

Men and women have traditionally different roles which they are 
expected to play in the family based on their gender. This is expected 
to change in the future as the roles will be vague. The males would 
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be involved in the purchase of goods and services that were once 
the domian of the wives and vice versa. It will be challenging 
for marketers to study the different roles that the husbands and 
wives play in the family in the future, especially the extent of role 
reversals by each spouse. For example, it is quite common to observe 
husbands doing grocery shopping. Are they willing to stay home 
and take care of the kids in the future? Would the wives be willing 
to be the breadwinner of the family? 

Conclusion

Role structure in family purchase decision making is product specific 
and varies with culture, societal development and modernization. 
In a more micro perspective, roles in family purchase decision 
making is different in different families based on family structure, 
contribution of resources, and sex role orientation. 
	 Wives can be segmented using working and non-working wives 
categories. Non-working wives can be assumed to be the ‘traditional 
wives’, whose major responsibilities involve the conventional role 
of mothers and homemakers. Depending on the non-monetary 
resources they bring to the family, they may have some influence 
in the decision making process, especially on traditionally wife-
dominated goods and services such as food and groceries. On the 
other hand,  working wives, especially those contributing heavily 
to the family income may be termed as ‘chief-family officers’ who 
may run the family in a professional manner similar to business 
organizations. These wives would want to have control of all aspects 
of family purchases, especially those that would require major 
financial investments. She would get information and discuss with 
the other family members, and may delegate the less expensive and 
not very important purchase decisions to the children, and probably 
the live-in maids. These ladies may experience a lot of role-overload 
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as she is expected to perform other roles as wives and/or mother 
that cannot be delegated to other members of the family. 
	 The changes in role structure resulting from the increased 
participation of the wives leads to another concern. As husbands are 
no more the sole breadwinner in the family, they are less stressed 
and are able to focus more on the emotional requirements of the 
families. These husbands can be called the ‘nurturing husbands’ 
whose emotional skills would be enhanced and applied to the family. 
Traditionally, this role was taken on more by the wives.
	 Children’s role in family purchase decision making is more 
important in the future.  As they grow older, their influence is not 
only in purchases of product relevant to them, but also for those to 
be consumed by the whole family. The influence of kids would be 
more prevalent in urban settings as these kids are more exposed 
to marketing stimuli, and have more financial resources. These 
informative, resourceful and influential kids could be termed the 
‘smart decider’ kids.    
	 Lastly, the family is a very important social unit, and family 
purchase decision making is a dynamic process. It changes 
throughout economic and societal development. Marketers and 
practitioners should be aware of these changes, at the same time 
bearing in mind that families act according to the norms of their 
culture. 



55 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

References
AI-Thakeb, F.T. (1985), The Arab family and modernity: evidence from 

Kuwait, Current Anthrapology, 25(5): 575-579.

Anderson, J.D., (1991), Group work with families: a multicultural 
perspective, Social Works with Group, 13: 85-91.

Assar A. and Bobinski, G.S. (1991), Financial decision making of 
babyboomer couples, Advances in Consumer Research, 18: 657-
665. 

Atkin, C.K. (1978), Observation of parent-child interaction in supermarket 
decision making, Journal of Marketing, 42: 41-45.

Bakir, Aysen et al. (2006), Family communication patterns: mothers and 
fathers’ communication style and children’s perceived influence in 
family decision, Journal of International Consumer Marketing, 19: 
75-95 

Baran, C.E. (1981), Patterns of decision making influence for 
selected products and services, American Marketing Educators’ 
Proceedings,139-142

Beatty, S. E. and Talpade, S. (1994), Adolescent influence in family 
decision making: A replication with extension, Journal of Consumer 
Research, 1: 332-340. 

Beatty et al. (1994) 

Belch G.E., Belch, M.A.and Ceresino, G.(1985), Parental and teenage 
child influence in family decision making, Journal of Business 
Research, 13: 163-175.

Blood, R.O. Jr., and Wolfe, D.M. (1960), Husbands, Wives: The Dynamics 
of Married Living, Free Press, Glencoe, IL.

Brinberg, D. and Schwenk, N. (1985), Husband-wife decision making: 
an exploratory study of iteration process, Advances in Consumer 
Research, 12: 487-491.

Brown L.G., and McEnally, M.R. (1993), Convenience: definition, 
structure, and application, Journal of Marketing Management, 2: 
47-56.



❚❘❘ 56

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

Burns, A.C. and DeVere, S.P. (1990), Four situations and their perceived 
effects on husband and wife purchase decision making, Advances in 
Consumer Research, 16: 736-741.

Burns, A.C. and Ortinau, D.J. (1978), Underlying perceptual patterns in 
husband and wife purchase decision influence assessment, Advances 
in Consumer Research, 6: 372-378.

Burns, A.C. and Hopper, J.A. (1986), An analysis of the presence, stability 
and antecedents of husband and wife purchase decision making 
influence agreement and disagreements, Advances in Consumer 
Research, 13: 175-180.   

Buss, W.C., and Schaninger, C.M. (1983), Influence of sex roles and family 
decision processes and outcome, Advances in Consumer Research, 
10: 439-444.

Caruana, A. and Vassalo, R. (2003), Children’s perception of their influence 
over purchases: the role of parental communication patterns, Journal 
of Consumer Marketing, 20: 55-66.

Chan, S.H.C., and Mohamed Sarif, M. (2008), Seminar Kaunseling 
Keluarga, Faculty of Education, Universiti Teknologi Malaysia, 23-
28.

Chenting S., Fern E.F. and Keying, Y. (2003), A Temporal Dynamic Model 
of Spousal Family Purchase-Decision Behavior, Journal of Marketing 
Research, XL, 268-281.

Conklin, G.H. (1988), The influence of economic development on patterns 
of conjugal power and extended family residence in India, Journal of 
Comparative Family Studies, 15: 187-204.

Commuri, S. and Gentry, J.W.(2000), Opportunities for Family Research 
in Marketing, Academy of Marketing Science Review, 1-32.

Commuri, S. and Gentry, J.W. (2005), Resource allocation in households 
with women as chief wage earners, Journal of Consumer Research, 
32: 185-95.

Corfman, K.P. (1991), Perceptions of relative influence: formation and 
measurement, Jounal of Marketing Research, 28: 125-136.



57 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

Cotte, J. and Wood, S.L. (2004), Family and innovative consumer behavior: 
a triadic analysis of sibling and parental influence, Journal of Consumer 
Research, 31: 78-86.

Cunningham, I.C.M.and Green, R.T. (1974), Purchasing roles in the US 
family, 1955-1973, Journal of Marketing, 38: 61-81.

Darian J.C. and Klien S. (1989), Time saving strategies of working-wife 
families: meals prepared away from home versus convenience food, 
Journal of Consumer Policy, 12: 139-64. 

DaVango, J. And Chan, A. (1994), Living arrangements of older 
Malaysians: who coresides with this adult children?, Demography, 
31: 95-113.

Davis, H.L. and Rigaux, B.P. (1974), Perception of marital roles in decision 
processes, Journal of Consumer Research, 1: 51-62.

Davis, H.L. (1976), Decision making within the household, Journal of 
Consumer Research, 2: 241-260.

Dawra, J. and Katyal, K. (2008), Use of coercive strategies in purchase 
decisions: relationship between influence strategies and the degree of 
involvement, The Icfai Journal of Marketing Management, 7: 17-26.

Delener, N. and Bilenas, J.V. (1991), Sex role perceptions, husband and 
wife influence, and household purchase decision making behavior, 
Advances in Marketing, 74-82.

Douglas, S. (1976), Cross-national comparisons and consumer stereotypes: 
a case study of working and non-working wives in the US and France, 
Journal of Consumer Research, 3: 12-20.

Douglas, S. (1979), A cross national exploration of husband-wife 
involvement in selected household activities, Advances in Consumer 
Research, 6: 364-371.

El Anoud, N. H. and Neeley, S.M. (2008), Teeanger-peer interaction and 
its contribution to a family purchase decision: the mediating role of 
enduring product involvement, International Journal of Consumer 
Studies, 32: 242-252.

Ferber, R. and Lee, L.C. (1974), Husband-wife influence in family 
purchase behavior, Journal of Consumer Behavior, 1: 43-50.



❚❘❘ 58

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

Filiatrault, P. and Ritchie, J.R.B. (1980), Joint purchasing decisions: a 
comparison of influence structure in family and couple decision-
making units, Journal of Consumer Research, 7: 131-140.

Goldscheider, C. (1971), Population, Modernization and Social Structure, 
Boston, MA: Little, Brown Company.

Granbois, D.H. and Willett, R.P. (1970), Equivalence of family role 
measures based on husband data, Journal of Marriage and the Family, 
32: 68-72.

Green, R.T., Jean-Paul, L., Jean-Louis, C., Cunningham, I.C.M., 
Verhage, B., and Strazzieri, A. (1983), Societal development and 
family purchasing roles: a cross-national study, Journal of Consumer 
Research, 9: 436-42.

Green, R.T. and Cunningham, I.C.M. (1975), Feminine role perceptions 
and purchasing decisions, Journal of Marketing Research, 12: 325-
332.

Hamilton, K. and Catterall, M. (2008), Cooperation and conflict in Family 
Decision making, European Advances in Consumer Research, 8: 
43-48.

Harcar, T., Spillan, J.E., and Kucukemiroghu, O. (2006), A Multi-national 
study of family decision making, The Multinational Business Review, 
13: 3-21.

Hawkins, D.B., Coney, K.A. (2004), Consumer Behaviour: Building 
Marketing Strategy, 9th Edition, Boston, McGraw Hill.

Hempel, D.J. (1974), Family buying decisions: a cross cultural perspective, 
Journal of Marketing Research, 6: 295-302.

Henry, W.A. (1976), Culture values do correlate with consumer behavior, 
Journal of Marketing Research, 13: 121-127.

Hill, C.J. and Neeley, S.E. (1988), Differences in consumer decision 
process for professional versus generic services, Journal of Services 
Marketing, 2: 17-23.

Hirschman, E.C. (1981), American Jewish ethnicity: its relationship to 
some selected aspects of consumer behavior, Journal of Marketing, 
45: 102-110.



59 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

Holdert , F. and Antonides, G. (1997), Family types effects on household 
members’ decision making, Advances in Consumer Research, 24: 
48-54.

Howard J.A. and Sheth, J. (1969), The Theory of Buyer Behavior, New 
York NY: John Wiley and Sons, Inc.

Imperia, G., O’Guinn, T.C., MacAdams, E.A. (1985), Family decision 
making role perceptions among Mexican-American and Anglo Wives: 
a cross-cultural comparison, Advances in Consumer Research, 12: 
71-74.

Inkeles, A. and Smith, D.H. (1974), Becoming Modern, Cambridge, MA: 
Harvard University Press.

Kandel, D.B. and Lesser, G.S. (1972), Marital decision-making in 
American and Danish urban families: a research note, Journal of 
Marriage and the Family, 34: 134-138.

Kingsbury, N.M. and Scanzoni, J. (1989), Process power and decision 
outcomes among dual career couples, Journal of Comparative Family 
Studies, 55: 231-246.

Laskmi, P.V. and Murugan, M.S. (2008), The influence of marital roles 
on product purchase decision making, The Icfai Journal of Consumer 
Behavior, 3: 66-77

Lee, C.K. and Collins, B. (2000), Family Decision Making and Coalition 
Patterns, European Journal of Marketing, 34: 1181-1198.

Lee, C.K. and Beatty, S.E. (2002), Family structure and influence in family 
decision making, Journal of Consumer Marketing, 19: 24-41.

Martinez, E. and Polo, Y. (1999), Determining factors in family purchasing 
behaviour: an empirical investigation, Journal of Consumer Marketing, 
16: 461-81.

McNeal, J.U. (1992), The little shoppers, American Demographics, 14: 
48-52.

McNeal, J. and Yeh, C. (1997), Development of consumer behavior 
pattern among Chinese children, Journal of Consumer Marketing, 
14: 45-59. 



❚❘❘ 60

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

McConocha, D.M. and Tully, S.A.(1993), Household money management: 
recognizing non-traditional couples, Journal of Consumer Affairs, 27: 
258-263.

Moore-Shay, E. and Wilkie, W.L. (1988), Recent developments in research 
on family decisions, Advances in Consumer Research, 15: 454-460.

Moschis, C.P. (1987), Consumer Socialization: A Life-Cycle Perspective, 
Lexington, MA, D.C. Hearth and Company.  

Munsinger, G.M., Weber, J.E., Hansen, R.W. (1975), Joint home 
purchasing decisions by husbands and wives, Journal of Consumer 
Research, 1: 60-66.

Na, W., Son, Y. and Marshall, R. (2003), Purchase-role structure in Korean 
families: revisited, Pschology and Marketing, 20: 47.

Nelson, M.C. (1988),The resolution of conflict in joint purchase decisions 
by husbands and wives: a review and empirical test, Advances in 
Consumer Research, 15: 436-441.

Osmond, M.W. (1978), Reciprocity: a dynamic model and method to study 
family power, Journal of Marriage and the family, 40: 49-61.

Qualls, W.J. (1987), Household decision behaviour: the impact of 
husbands’ and wives’ sex role orientation, Journal of Consumer 
Research, 14: 276-79.

Rodman, H. (1972), Marital power and the theory of resources in cross-
cultural contex, Journal of Comparative Family Studies, 1: 50-61.

Ronen, S. and Kraut, A. (1977), Similarities among countries based on 
employee’s work values and attitudes, Columbia Journal of World 
Business, 12: 89-96.

Safilios-Rothchild, C. (1969), Family sociology or wives’ family 
sociology?, Journal of Marriage and the family, 3: 290-301.

Samsinar, M. S.(1994), The patterns of role structure in family decision 
Making in Malaysia”, Journal of Asian Business, 10: 30-48. 

Samsinar, M. S. Nor Azlina, D.(1995), Conflict resolution in family 
decision making, Proceedings of the First Annual Conference of Asian 
Academy of Management, Penang, Malaysia, 561-569



61 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

Samsinar, M. S., Mary, A. (1996), Wives’ involvement and the effects 
of sex role orientation in family decision making, Proceedings of 
Multicultural Marketing Conference, Virginia, USA, 102-106.

Samsinar, M. S.,  Alvin, Y. and Lim, S. K. (2001), The relationship between 
employment status, perceived time shortage and food shopping 
concerns: a study on the Malaysian wife, Malaysian Journal of 
Consumer and Family Economics, 4: 49-58.

Samsinar, M. S., Lim, S. K., and Alvin, Y. (2001), Influence of wife’s 
employment on food shopping behaviour,” Service Quality Assessment 
and Improvement, Imagepac Print, 2: 20-35.

Samsinar, M. S., Wong, F. Y, Dahlia, Z., Ruhana, B. and Zalfa Laili 
H. (2003), Effects of spousal resources on role structure in family 
decision making,” Contemporary Issues in Business, Prentice Hall, 
1: 109-127

Samsinar, M. S., Wong, F. Y. Dahlia, Z., Ruhana, B. and Zalfa Laili H. 
(2004), Effects of sex role orientation on role structure in family 
decision making,” Journal of Consumer Marketing,  21, 381-390.

Samsinar, M. S., Wong, F. Y. Dahlia, Z., Ruhana, B. and Zalfa Laili H. 
(2004), The effects of spousal resources on family purchase decision 
making in Malaysia: a replication,” Malaysian Journal of Consumer 
and Family Economics, 7: 131-138.

Samsinar M. S., Rao, C.P. (2005), Family decision making processes, 
Journal of Marketing and Communication, 1: 76-87.

Samsinar,  M. S., Kaisan, A. R, Md. Zabid, A. R, and Md Nor, O. (2008), 
Family characteristics and its influence on children’s attitude and 
behavioural intentions.” Journal of Consumer Marketing, 25: 7-15.

Scanzoni, J. (1982), Sexual Bargaining: Power Politics in American 
Marriage, 2nd Edition, Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press.

Scanzoni, J. and Fox, G.L. (1980), Sex roles, family and society: the 
seventies and beyond, Journal of Marriage and the Family, 42: 20-
33.

Scanzoni, J. and Polonko, K. (1980), A conceptual approach to explicit 
marital negotiation, Journal of Marriage and the Family, 42: 31-44.  



❚❘❘ 62

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

Schaninger, C., Buss, M.C., and Grover, R.(1982), The effects of sex roles 
in family economic handling and decision influence, An Assessment 
of Marketing Thought and Practice, American Marketing Association, 
43-47.

Schiffman, L.G. and Kanuk, L.L.(2010), Consumer Behavior, Pearson 
Education, Inc., Upper Saddle River, New Jersey, USA 

Sexton, C.S.,and Perlman, D.S.(1989), Couples’ career orientation, gender 
role orientation and perceived equity as determinants of marital power, 
Journal of Marriage and the Family, 51: 933-941.

Shukla, A. (1987), Decision making in single and dual-career families in 
India, Journal of Marriage and the Family, 49: 621-629.

Shergill, G.S. and Zhao, M. (2009), Parents perception of teen’s influence 
on family purchase decisions: a study of cultural assimilation, Advances 
in Consumer Research, 53: 83-89.

Shohanm, A. and Dalakas, V. (2005), He said, she said....they said: parents’ 
and children’s assessment of children’s influence on family consumption 
decisions, Journal of Consumer marketing, 22: 152-160.

Sullivan, G.L. and O’Connor, P.J. (1988), The family purchase decision 
making process: a cross-cultural review and framework for research, 
Southwest Journal of Business and Economics, 6: 43-63. 

Spiro R.L. (1983), Persuasion in family decision making, Journal of 
Consumer Research, 393-402. 

Stapes-Roe, M. and Cochrane, R. (1989), Traditionalism in the family: 
a comparison between the Asian and British cultures and between 
generations, Journal of Comparative Family Studies, 55: 141-158.

Thomson, E.S., Laing, A.W. and McKee, L. (2007), Family purchase 
decision making: exploring child influence behaviour, Journal of 
Consumer Behaviour, 6: 182-202

Tichenor, V.J. (1999), Status and income as gendered resources: the case 
of marital power, Journal of Marriage and the Family, 61: 638-650.

Turley, L.W., and LeBlanc, R.P. (1993), An exploratory investigation of 
consumer decision making in the service sector, Journal of Services 
Marketing, 7: 11-18



63 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

Verma, D.P.S. and Kapoor, S. (2003), Dimensions of BuyingRoles in 
Family Decision-making, IIM-B Management Review, 15: 7-14.

Vergin, N. (1985), Social change and the family in Turkey, Current 
Anthropology, 26: 571-574.

Ward, S. (1974) Consumer socialization, Journal of Consumer Research, 
1: 1-14.

Ward, C. B. (2006), He wants, she wants: Gender, category and 
disagreement in spouse’s joint decisions, Advances in Consumer 
Research, 33: 117-123

Webster, C. (1992), Observation of marital roles in decision making: a 
third world perspective, American Marketing Association Educators 
Proceedings, 513-519.

Webster, C. (2000), Is spousal decision-making a culturally situated 
phenomenon?, Psychology & Marketing, 17: 1035-58. 

Wilson, G. and Wood, K. (2004), The influence of children on parental 
purchases during supermarketing shopping, International Journal of 
Consumer Studies, 28: 329-336.

Xia, Y., Ahmed, Z.U., Hwa, N.K., Tan, W.L., and  Teo, W. (2006), Spousal 
Influence in Singaporean family purchase decision-making process: 
a cross-cultural comparison, Asia Pacific Journal of Marketing and 
Logistics, 18: 201-222.

Yavas, U. E., Delener, N. (1994), Family purchasing roles in Saudi Arabia: 
perspective from Saudi Wives, Journal of Business Research, 31: 
75-86.

Vigmesha, H. and Minai.  (1988), Socialization and the Singapore family: 
the nature of socialization values, principles of socialization and 
structural parameters, Abstract, mimeographed, National University 
of Singapore.

Internet Sources
Euromonitor International, (2010), retrieved from Global Market 
Information Database at http://www.portal.euromonitor.com/portal/
server.pt





65 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

Biography

Professor Dr. Samsinar Md. Sidin is a Kampong Baru (Kuala 
Lumpur) girl. Born in Selangor, she had her early education at 
St Mary’s Primary and St Mary’s Secondary Girls’ School. She 
graduated with a Bachelor of Business Administration (BBA) 
degree from the Western Michigan University, and Master of 
Business Administration (MBA) and Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) 
in Business Administration from University of Arkansas, USA. 
She graduated with honours (Cum Laude) and was the recipient 
of the Wall Street Journal Award for Best Student in Economics. 
She also graduated in the top five and was nominated to represent 
the University of Arkansas for the George Hay Brown Award for 
excellence in Marketing at graduate level in her MBA program.
	 Professor Samsinar has been with Universiti Putra Malaysia 
(UPM) since 1984. Throughout her tenure till today, she has 
been and still is actively involved in teaching, research and 
administration. She has extensive teaching experience in Marketing 
and Management at undergraduate and graduate levels. Some 
of the courses that she has taught include Consumer Behaviour, 
Marketing Management, Marketing Strategy, Marketing Theory, 
Organization and Business Management, Organizational Behaviour, 
Cross-Culture Management and Strategic Management.
	 As Head of the Department of Management and Marketing 
(1998- March 2004), Professor Samsinar was extensively involved 
in the curriculum development for the BBA program for the 
university. Her contributions extend beyond UPM, especially her 
work with other Deans of Business Schools in Malaysia, which 
looks at future developments as well as quality specifications for 
BBA programs in Malaysia. 



❚❘❘ 66

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

Professor Samsinar was appointed Deputy Dean (Academics and 
Student Affairs) of the Faculty of Economics and Management 
in 2004, and Director of the Corporate Planning Division for 
UPM in January 2007. Her responsibilities include monitoring 
the strategic planning and performance of the university as well 
as quality assurance and corporate development. In this position, 
she is entrusted with developing the image and branding of the 
university as well as improving the world ranking of UPM. She was 
Dean of the Graduate School of Management (GSM), UPM from 
January 2008 to December 2009, where she had the very important 
and challenging task of steering GSM, as Malaysia’s Top Business 
School (MTBS), to reach greater heights. 
	 Professor Samsinar is an active and productive researcher. She 
has successfully completed more than twenty (20) research projects 
todate and is currently leading several research projects. She has 
written and presented more than one hundred (100) papers in various 
journals, proceedings, conferences, book chapters and business 
magazines. These papers were published in the United States of 
America, United Kingdom, Australia, United Arab Emirates, Hong 
Kong, Taiwan and Malaysia. She has also supervised more than 
one hundred (100) projects / case studies at the undergraduate and 
post-graduate levels.
	 Professor Samsinar’s reputation as a resource person in 
consumer behaviour is recognized internationally whereby she has 
been appointed the Track Chair in International Conferences and 
as a panelist in sessions on consumer behaviour at national and 
international workshops and conferences. She participates keenly 
by presenting her research findings at conferences around the world 
and has also established good networking with other Marketing and 
Management academicians in Malaysia.



67 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

	 As for her contributions to the Marketing discipline and the 
society at large, Professor Samsinar has associated herself with 
the Malaysian Association of Consumer and Family Economics 
(MACFEA), Institute of Marketing Malaysia (IMM), and Malaysia 
Qualification Agency (MQA). She served as the Vice-President 
(2000-2002) and Exco member (2002-2004) of MACFEA and is 
currently a council member of IMM, and committee member for 
the Arts and Social Science disciplines for MQA. She was also 
an Exco member of the Asian Academy of Management, and a 
member of the Editorial Board for PERTANIKA Social Sciences 
and the Malaysian Journal of Consumer and Family Economics. 
She has been engaged as a Trainer by several major organizations 
in Malaysia and has also shared her knowledge and experience in 
consulting projects.
	 Professor Samsinar is a very positive person who is passionate 
about her work, and believes in striving for excellence. She loves 
reading and cooking for family and friends during her leisure time 
and spends quality time traveling with her family. She is married 
to her best friend, Mohammad Fuad Abdul Samad and has a son, 
Mohammad Shazani and a daughter, Sabrina.





69 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

Syukur alhamdulillah, it feels good to finally see the fruits of my 
labour for the past few months finally materialised. This book is 
the culmination of the reseach work that I have done for the past 
fifteen years, and a manifestation of my interest in research in family 
purchase decision making. 
	 I would like to thank the management of Universiti Putra 
Malaysia for all the support and opportunities given to me as 
an academician, as this has been an integral factor in my career 
development. 
	 My deepest appreciation goes to all at Faculty of Economics and 
Management (FEP),  Graduate School of Management (GSM), and 
UPM Publisher for their support and assistance in coming up with 
this book. 
	 I thank my co-researchers and students for sharing their 
experiences and knowledge with me. They have enriched my life 
and made me motivated to find new knowledge by doing more 
research and publishing them.
	 Last but not least, a heartful appreciation and thanks to my family 
for their patience and understanding. To my husband, Mohammad 
Fuad, thank you for the support, feedback, and sharing your thoughts 
with me. To my children, Mohammad Shazani and Sabrina, you 
both are my inspiration.

May Allah bless all of you
 





71 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

LIST OF INAUGURAL LECTURES

1. 	 Prof. Dr. Sulaiman M. Yassin
	 The Challenge to Communication Research in Extension
	 22 July 1989

2. 	 Prof. Ir. Abang Abdullah Abang Ali
	 Indigenous Materials and Technology for Low Cost Housing
	 30 August 1990

3. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Rahman Abdul Razak
	 Plant Parasitic Nematodes, Lesser Known Pests of Agricultural Crops
	 30 January 1993

4. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohamed Suleiman
	 Numerical Solution of Ordinary Differential Equations: A Historical 

Perspective
	 11 December 1993

5. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Ariff Hussein
	 Changing Roles of Agricultural Economics
	 5 March 1994

6. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Ismail Ahmad
	 Marketing Management: Prospects and Challenges for Agriculture
	 6 April 1994

7. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohamed Mahyuddin Mohd. Dahan
	 The Changing Demand for Livestock Products
	 20 April 1994

8. 	 Prof. Dr. Ruth Kiew
	 Plant Taxonomy, Biodiversity and Conservation
	 11 May 1994

9. 	 Prof. Ir. Dr. Mohd. Zohadie Bardaie
	 Engineering Technological Developments Propelling Agriculture into the 

21st Century
	 28 May 1994

10. 	 Prof. Dr. Shamsuddin Jusop
	 Rock, Mineral and Soil
	 18 June 1994



❚❘❘ 72

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

11. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Salam Abdullah
	 Natural Toxicants Affecting Animal Health and Production
	 29 June 1994

12. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Yusof Hussein
	 Pest Control: A Challenge in Applied Ecology
	 9 July 1994

13. 	 Prof. Dr. Kapt. Mohd. Ibrahim Haji Mohamed
	 Managing Challenges in Fisheries Development through Science and 		

Technology
	 23 July 1994

14. 	 Prof. Dr. Hj. Amat Juhari Moain
	 Sejarah Keagungan Bahasa Melayu
	 6 Ogos 1994

15.	 Prof. Dr. Law Ah Theem
	 Oil Pollution in the Malaysian Seas
	 24 September 1994

16. 	 Prof. Dr. Md. Nordin Hj. Lajis
	 Fine Chemicals from Biological Resources: The Wealth from Nature
	 21 January 1995

17. 	 Prof. Dr. Sheikh Omar Abdul Rahman
	 Health, Disease and Death in Creatures Great and Small
	 25 February 1995

18. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohamed Shariff Mohamed Din
	 Fish Health: An Odyssey through the Asia - Pacific Region
	 25 March 1995

19. 	 Prof. Dr. Tengku Azmi Tengku Ibrahim
	 Chromosome Distribution and Production Performance of Water Buffaloes
	 6 May 1995

20. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Hamid Mahmood
	 Bahasa Melayu sebagai Bahasa Ilmu- Cabaran dan Harapan
	 10 Jun 1995



73 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

21. 	 Prof. Dr. Rahim Md. Sail
	 Extension Education for Industrialising Malaysia: Trends, Priorities and 	

Emerging Issues
	 22 July 1995

22. 	 Prof. Dr. Nik Muhammad Nik Abd. Majid
	 The Diminishing Tropical Rain Forest: Causes, Symptoms and Cure
	 19 August 1995

23. 	 Prof. Dr. Ang Kok Jee
	 The Evolution of an Environmentally Friendly Hatchery Technology for 

Udang Galah, the King of Freshwater Prawns and a Glimpse into the 
Future of Aquaculture in the 21st Century

	 14 October 1995

24. 	 Prof. Dr. Sharifuddin Haji Abdul Hamid
	 Management of Highly Weathered Acid Soils for Sustainable Crop 

Production
	 28 October 1995 

25. 	 Prof. Dr. Yu Swee Yean
	 Fish Processing and Preservation: Recent Advances and Future Directions
	 9 December 1995

26. 	 Prof. Dr. Rosli Mohamad
	 Pesticide Usage: Concern and Options
	 10 February 1996

27. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohamed Ismail Abdul Karim
	 Microbial Fermentation and Utilization of Agricultural Bioresources and 

Wastes in Malaysia
	 2 March 1996

28. 	 Prof. Dr. Wan Sulaiman Wan Harun
	 Soil Physics: From Glass Beads to Precision Agriculture
	 16 March 1996

29. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Aziz Abdul Rahman
	 Sustained Growth and Sustainable Development: Is there a Trade-Off 1 or 

Malaysia
	 13 April 1996



❚❘❘ 74

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

30. 	 Prof. Dr. Chew Tek Ann
	 Sharecropping in Perfectly Competitive Markets: A Contradiction in Terms
	 27 April 1996

31. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Yusuf Sulaiman
	 Back to the Future with the Sun
	 18 May 1996

32. 	 Prof. Dr. Abu Bakar Salleh
	 Enzyme Technology: The Basis for Biotechnological Development
	 8 June 1996

33. 	 Prof. Dr. Kamel Ariffin Mohd. Atan
	 The Fascinating Numbers
	 29 June 1996

34. 	 Prof. Dr. Ho Yin Wan
	 Fungi: Friends or Foes
	 27 July 1996

35. 	 Prof. Dr. Tan Soon Guan
	 Genetic Diversity of Some Southeast Asian Animals: Of Buffaloes and 

Goats and Fishes Too
	 10 August 1996
  
36. 	 Prof. Dr. Nazaruddin Mohd. Jali
	 Will Rural Sociology Remain Relevant in the 21st Century?
	 21 September 1996

37. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Rani Bahaman
	 Leptospirosis-A Model for Epidemiology, Diagnosis and Control of 

Infectious Diseases
	 16 November 1996

38. 	 Prof. Dr. Marziah Mahmood
	 Plant Biotechnology - Strategies for Commercialization
	 21 December 1996

39. 	 Prof. Dr. Ishak Hj. Omar
	 Market Relationships in the Malaysian Fish Trade: Theory and Application
	 22 March 1997



75 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

40. 	 Prof. Dr. Suhaila Mohamad
	 Food and Its Healing Power
	 12 April 1997

41. 	 Prof. Dr. Malay Raj Mukerjee
	 A Distributed Collaborative Environment for Distance Learning 

Applications
	 17 June 1998

42. 	 Prof. Dr. Wong Kai Choo
	 Advancing the Fruit Industry in Malaysia: A Need to Shift Research 

Emphasis
	 15 May 1999

43. 	 Prof. Dr. Aini Ideris
	 Avian Respiratory and Immunosuppressive Diseases- A Fatal Attraction
	 10 July 1999

44. 	 Prof. Dr. Sariah Meon
	 Biological Control of Plant Pathogens: Harnessing the Richness of 

Microbial Diversity
	 14 August 1999

45. 	 Prof. Dr. Azizah Hashim
	 The Endomycorrhiza: A Futile Investment?
	 23 Oktober 1999

46. 	 Prof. Dr. Noraini Abdul Samad
	 Molecular Plant Virology: The Way Forward
	 2 February 2000

47. 	 Prof. Dr. Muhamad Awang
	 Do We Have Enough Clean Air to Breathe?
	 7 April 2000

48. 	 Prof. Dr. Lee Chnoong Kheng
	 Green Environment, Clean Power
	 24 June 2000

49. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Ghazali Mohayidin
	 Managing Change in the Agriculture Sector: The Need for Innovative 

Educational Initiatives
	 12 January 2002



❚❘❘ 76

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

50. 	 Prof. Dr. Fatimah Mohd. Arshad
	 Analisis Pemasaran Pertanian di Malaysia: Keperluan Agenda 

Pembaharuan
	 26 Januari 2002

51. 	 Prof. Dr. Nik Mustapha R. Abdullah
	 Fisheries Co-Management: An Institutional Innovation Towards 

Sustainable Fisheries Industry
	 28 February 2002

52. 	 Prof. Dr. Gulam Rusul Rahmat Ali
	 Food Safety: Perspectives and Challenges
	 23 March 2002

53. 	 Prof. Dr. Zaharah A. Rahman
	 Nutrient Management Strategies for Sustainable Crop Production in Acid 

Soils: The Role of Research Using Isotopes
	 13 April 2002

54. 	 Prof. Dr. Maisom Abdullah
	 Productivity Driven Growth: Problems & Possibilities
	 27 April 2002

55. 	 Prof. Dr. Wan Omar Abdullah
	 Immunodiagnosis and Vaccination for Brugian Filariasis: Direct Rewards 

from Research Investments
	 6 June 2002

56. 	 Prof. Dr. Syed Tajuddin Syed Hassan
	 Agro-ento Bioinformation: Towards the Edge of Reality
	 22 June 2002

57. 	 Prof. Dr. Dahlan Ismail
	 Sustainability of Tropical Animal-Agricultural Production Systems: 

Integration of Dynamic Complex Systems
	 27 June 2002

58. 	 Prof. Dr. Ahmad Zubaidi Baharumshah
	 The Economics of Exchange Rates in the East Asian Countries
	 26 October 2002

59. 	 Prof. Dr. Shaik Md. Noor Alam S.M. Hussain
	 Contractual Justice in Asean: A Comparative View of Coercion
	 31 October 2002



77 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

60. 	 Prof. Dr. Wan Md. Zin Wan Yunus
	 Chemical Modification of Polymers: Current and Future Routes for 

Synthesizing New Polymeric Compounds
	 9 November 2002

61. 	 Prof. Dr. Annuar Md. Nassir
	 Is the KLSE Efficient? Efficient Market Hypothesis vs Behavioural Finance
	 23 November 2002

62. 	 Prof. Ir. Dr. Radin Umar Radin Sohadi
	 Road Safety Interventions in Malaysia: How Effective Are They?
	 21 February 2003

63. 	 Prof. Dr. Shamsher Mohamad
	 The New Shares Market: Regulatory Intervention, Forecast Errors and 

Challenges
	 26 April 2003

64. 	 Prof. Dr. Han Chun Kwong
	 Blueprint for Transformation or Business as Usual? A Structurational 

Perspective of the Knowledge-Based Economy in Malaysia
	 31 May 2003

65. 	 Prof. Dr. Mawardi Rahmani
	 Chemical Diversity of Malaysian Flora: Potential Source of Rich 

Therapeutic Chemicals
	 26 July 2003

66. 	 Prof. Dr. Fatimah Md. Yusoff
	 An Ecological Approach: A Viable Option for Aquaculture Industry in 

Malaysia
	 9 August 2003

67. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohamed Ali Rajion
	 The Essential Fatty Acids-Revisited
	 23 August 2003

68. 	 Prof. Dr. Azhar Md. Zain
	 Psychotheraphy for Rural Malays - Does it Work?
	 13 September 2003



❚❘❘ 78

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

69. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Zamri Saad
	 Respiratory Tract Infection: Establishment and Control
	 27 September 2003

70. 	 Prof. Dr. Jinap Selamat
	 Cocoa-Wonders for Chocolate Lovers
	 14 February 2004

71. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Halim Shaari
	 High Temperature Superconductivity: Puzzle & Promises
	 13 March 2004

72. 	 Prof. Dr. Yaakob Che Man
	 Oils and Fats Analysis - Recent Advances and Future Prospects
	 27 March 2004

73. 	 Prof. Dr. Kaida Khalid
	 Microwave Aquametry: A Growing Technology
	 24 April 2004

74. 	 Prof. Dr. Hasanah Mohd. Ghazali
	 Tapping the Power of Enzymes- Greening the Food Industry
	 11 May 2004

75. 	 Prof. Dr. Yusof Ibrahim
	 The Spider Mite Saga: Quest for Biorational Management Strategies
	 22 May 2004

76. 	 Prof. Datin Dr. Sharifah Md. Nor
	 The Education of At-Risk Children: The Challenges Ahead
	 26 June 2004

77. 	 Prof. Dr. Ir. Wan Ishak Wan Ismail
	 Agricultural Robot: A New Technology Development for Agro-Based 

Industry
	 14 August 2004

78. 	 Prof. Dr. Ahmad Said Sajap
	 Insect Diseases: Resources for Biopesticide Development
	 28 August 2004



79 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

79. 	 Prof. Dr. Aminah Ahmad
	 The Interface of Work and Family Roles: A Quest for Balanced Lives
	 11 March 2005

80. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Razak Alimon
	 Challenges in Feeding Livestock: From Wastes to Feed
	 23 April 2005

81. 	 Prof. Dr. Haji Azimi Hj. Hamzah
	 Helping Malaysian Youth Move Forward: Unleashing the Prime Enablers
	 29 April 2005

82. 	 Prof. Dr. Rasedee Abdullah
	 In Search of An Early Indicator of Kidney Disease
	 27 May 2005

83. 	 Prof. Dr. Zulkifli Hj. Shamsuddin
	 Smart Partnership: Plant-Rhizobacteria Associations
	 17 June 2005

84. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd Khanif Yusop
	 From the Soil to the Table
	 1 July 2005

85. 	 Prof. Dr. Annuar Kassim
	 Materials Science and Technology: Past, Present and the Future
	 8 July 2005

86. 	 Prof. Dr. Othman Mohamed
	 Enhancing Career Development Counselling and the Beauty of Career 

Games
	 12 August 2005

87. 	 Prof. Ir. Dr. Mohd Amin Mohd Soom
	 Engineering Agricultural Water Management Towards Precision Framing
	 26 August 2005

88. 	 Prof. Dr. Mohd Arif Syed
	 Bioremediation-A Hope Yet for the Environment?
	 9 September 2005



❚❘❘ 80

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

89. 	 Prof.  Dr. Abdul Hamid Abdul Rashid
	 The Wonder of Our Neuromotor System and the Technological Challenges 

They Pose
	 23 December 2005

90. 	 Prof. Dr. Norhani Abdullah
	 Rumen Microbes and Some of Their Biotechnological Applications
	 27 January 2006

91. 	 Prof. Dr. Abdul Aziz Saharee
	 Haemorrhagic Septicaemia in Cattle and Buffaloes: Are We Ready for 

Freedom?
	 24 February 2006

92. 	 Prof. Dr. Kamariah Abu Bakar
	 Activating Teachers’ Knowledge and Lifelong Journey in Their Profes-

sional Development
	 3 March 2006

93. 	 Prof. Dr. Borhanuddin Mohd. Ali
	 Internet Unwired
	 24 March 2006

94. 	 Prof. Dr. Sundararajan Thilagar
	 Development and Innovation in the Fracture Management of Animals
	 31 March 2006

95. 	 Prof. Dr. Zainal Aznam Md. Jelan
	 Strategic Feeding for a Sustainable Ruminant Farming
	 19 May 2006

96. 	 Prof. Dr. Mahiran Basri
	 Green Organic Chemistry: Enzyme at Work
	 14 July 2006

97. 	 Prof. Dr. Malik Hj. Abu Hassan
	 Towards Large Scale Unconstrained Optimization
	 20 April 2007

98.	 Prof. Dr. Khalid Abdul Rahim
	 Trade and  Sustainable Development: Lessons from Malaysia’s Experience
	 22 Jun 2007



81 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

99.	 Prof. Dr. Mad Nasir Shamsudin
	 Econometric Modelling for Agricultural Policy Analysis and Forecasting:  

Between Theory and Reality
	 13 July 2007

100.	Prof. Dr. Zainal Abidin Mohamed
	 Managing Change - The Fads and The Realities:  A Look at Process 

Reengineering, Knowledge Management and Blue Ocean Strategy 
	 9 November 2007

101.	Prof. Ir. Dr. Mohamed Daud
	 Expert Systems for Environmental Impacts and Ecotourism Assessments 
	 23 November 2007

102.	Prof. Dr. Saleha Abdul Aziz
	 Pathogens and Residues;  How Safe is Our Meat?
	 30 November 2007

103.	Prof. Dr. Jayum A. Jawan
	 Hubungan Sesama Manusia
	 7 Disember 2007

104.	Prof. Dr. Zakariah Abdul Rashid
	 Planning for Equal Income Distribution in Malaysia:  A General 

Equilibrium Approach
	 28 December 2007

105.	Prof. Datin Paduka Dr. Khatijah Yusoff
	 Newcastle Disease virus: A Journey from Poultry to Cancer
	 11 January 2008

106.	Prof. Dr. Dzulkefly Kuang Abdullah
	 Palm Oil: Still the Best Choice
	 1 February 2008

107.	Prof. Dr. Elias Saion
	 Probing the Microscopic Worlds by Lonizing Radiation
	 22 February 2008

108.	Prof. Dr. Mohd Ali Hassan
	 Waste-to-Wealth Through Biotechnology: For Profit, People and Planet
	 28 March 2008



❚❘❘ 82

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

109.	 Prof. Dr. Mohd Maarof H. A. Moksin
	 Metrology at Nanoscale: Thermal Wave Probe Made It Simple
	 11 April 2008

110.	 Prof. Dr. Dzolkhifli Omar
	 The Future of Pesticides Technology in Agriculture: Maximum Target Kill 

with Minimum Collateral Damage
	 25 April 2008 

111.	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Yazid Abd. Manap
	 Probiotics: Your Friendly Gut Bacteria
	 9 May 2008

112.	 Prof. Dr. Hamami Sahri
	 Sustainable Supply of  Wood and Fibre: Does Malaysia have Enough?
	 23 May 2008

113.	 Prof. Dato’ Dr. Makhdzir Mardan
	 Connecting the Bee Dots
	 20 June 2008

114.	 Prof. Dr. Maimunah Ismail
	 Gender & Career: Realities and Challenges
	 25 July 2008

115.	 Prof. Dr. Nor Aripin Shamaan
	 Biochemistry of Xenobiotics: Towards a Healthy Lifestyle and Safe 

Environment
	 1 August 2008

116.	 Prof. Dr. Mohd Yunus Abdullah
	 Penjagaan Kesihatan Primer di Malaysia:  Cabaran Prospek dan 

Implikasi dalam Latihan dan Penyelidikan Perubatan serta Sains 
Kesihatan di Universiti Putra Malaysia

	 8 Ogos 2008

117.	 Prof. Dr. Musa Abu Hassan
	 Memanfaatkan Teknologi Maklumat & Komunikasi ICT untuk Semua
	 15 Ogos 2008

118.	 Prof. Dr. Md. Salleh Hj. Hassan
	 Role of Media in Development:  Strategies, Issues & Challenges
	 22 August 2008



83 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

119.	 Prof. Dr. Jariah Masud
	 Gender in Everyday Life
	 10 October 2008

120	 Prof. Dr. Mohd Shahwahid Haji Othman
	 Mainstreaming Environment: Incorporating Economic Valuation and 

Market-Based Instruments in Decision Making
	 24 October 2008

121.	 Prof. Dr. Son Radu
	 Big Questions Small Worlds: Following Diverse Vistas
	 31 Oktober 2008

122.	 Prof. Dr. Russly Abdul Rahman
	 Responding to Changing Lifestyles: Engineering the Convenience Foods	

28 November 2008

123.	 Prof. Dr. Mustafa Kamal Mohd Shariff
	 Aesthetics in the Environment an Exploration of Environmental: 

Perception Through Landscape Preference
	 9 January 2009

124.	 Prof. Dr. Abu Daud Silong
	 Leadership Theories, Research & Practices:  Farming Future Leadership 

Thinking
	 16 January 2009

125.	 Prof. Dr. Azni Idris
	 Waste Management, What is the Choice: Land Disposal or Biofuel?
	 23 January 2009

126.	 Prof. Dr. Jamilah Bakar
	 Freshwater  Fish: The Overlooked Alternative
	 30 January 2009

127.	 Prof. Dr. Mohd. Zobir Hussein
	 The Chemistry of Nanomaterial and Nanobiomaterial
	 6 February 2009

128.	 Prof. Ir. Dr. Lee Teang Shui
	 Engineering Agricultural: Water Resources
	 20 February 2009



❚❘❘ 84

Family Purchase Decision Making: Current Issues and Future Challenges

129.	 Prof. Dr. Ghizan Saleh
	 Crop Breeding: Exploiting Genes for Food and Feed
	 6 March 2009

130.	 Prof. Dr. Muzafar Shah Habibullah
	 Money Demand
	 27 March 2009

131. 	 Prof. Dr. Karen Anne Crouse
	 In Search of Small Active Molecules
	 3 April 2009

132.	 Prof. Dr. Turiman Suandi
	 Volunteerism: Expanding the Frontiers of Youth Development
	 17 April 2009

133.	 Prof. Dr. Arbakariya Ariff
	 Industrializing Biotechnology: Roles of Fermentation and Bioprocess 

Technology
	 8 Mei 2009

134.	 Prof. Ir. Dr. Desa Ahmad
	 Mechanics of Tillage Implements
	 12 Jun 2009

135.	 Prof. Dr. W. Mahmood Mat Yunus
	 Photothermal and Photoacoustic: From Basic Research to Industrial 

Applications
	 10 Julai 2009

136.	 Prof. Dr. Taufiq Yap Yun Hin
	 Catalysis for a Sustainable World
	 7 August 2009

137	 Prof. Dr. Raja Noor Zaliha Raja Abd. Rahman
		Microbial Enzymes: From Earth to Space
		9 Oktober 2009

138	 Prof. Ir. Dr. Barkawi Sahari 
	 Materials, Energy and CNGDI Vehicle Engineering
	 6 November 2009



85 ❘❘❚ 

Samsinar Md Sidin

139.	Prof. Dr. Zulkifli Idrus
	 Poultry Welfare in Modern Agriculture: Opportunity or Threat?
	 13 November 2009

140.	Prof. Dr. Mohamed Hanafi Musa
	 Managing Phosphorus: Under Acid Soils Environment
	 8 January 2010

141.	Prof. Dr. Abdul Manan Mat Jais
	 Haruan Channa striatus a Drug Discovery in an Agro-Industry Setting
	 12 March 2010

142.	Prof. Dr. Bujang bin Kim Huat
	 Problematic Soils:  In Search for Solution
	 19 March 2010


