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The results of testing the hypotheses were as follows: (1) the preference
for having a son for "economic reasons" is stronger in the lower classes, while the preference for
having a son for "family reasons™ and "ceremonial reasons" is stronger in the upper classes and does
not weaken as one moves up the social ladder; (2) the "son preference score™ weakens as income
increases, but the preference for sons for "family reasons" and "sex determination™ increases as
income increases; (3) support for "meritocracy,” "competitiveness,” and "a sense of
self-determination” all lower the "son preference score,”™ but "competitiveness™ has a positive
effect on the preference for sons related to the economy, family lineage, and rituals; (4) higher

income earners_tend to support family norms that make marriage and childbirth mandatory. Wealth does
not promote "individualization," which weakens dependence on family.
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