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This study sought to investigate the presence and characteristics of postulated
variables (involvement & empathy) that may moderate the need for overt conflict
- resolving behavior when husbands and wives disagree on a certain purchasing
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subdecision and that may explain husband - wife decision - making patterns.

For the above purpose, the analyses of this study are based on responses of
180 husbands and wives(90 couples) to questions concerning 11 subdecisions of
house and sofa - set purchasing decisions.

The results are summarized as follows;

1) Income, education, and wives' job do not significantly differenciate the le-
vels of involvement and empathy except that education does the levels of wives:
involvement and empathy and that wives' job does the levels of husbands' invol-
vement.

2) Husbands and wives indicate significantly different levels of involvement
and empathy on most subdecisions. i.e, wives regard all subdecisions importan-
tly. and on 3 subdecisions of joint decision -~ making pattern, they have the high-
er consideration for their hushand's preferences.

3) Incongruency in husband - wife responses to the questions of decision - ma-
king patterns are moderate.

4) Husbands' and wives' involvement /empathy discriminate well the patterns
of decision - making on various subdecisions within 2 product classes. Wives' em-
pathy accounts for much discriminating power in both instances.

Thus, the need to add these involvement and empathy variables to models of

family decision - making is sugguested.
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