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ABSTRACT
'Data derived from the -Southern Youth Study (a
six-year} -three-wave study of rural youth and young adults) were
. utilized to examine a version‘of the Attitudinal Behavioral (A-B) .
Dimension of the Social Mobility-FPertility Hypothesis-.wherein it was
posited that orientation for umpward social mobility would have .
negative effects upbn-subsignéﬁt early fertility among a panel of 527
. females, Racial and socioe nomic class comparisons were made to
determing if thg effects of socialgpobility orientations operated
differentially on the early fertility of the white lower class vs the
..white middle class and of the white lower class vs the blacK lower
class. The variables employed were: levels of occupational and
dducational aspiration; intergenerational occupational and
educational mobility; breadvwinner's occupation; educational level of
mother; and fertility. Résults indicdted: there were class and racial
differences in the effect of education for self and occupation for
_ . mate on subsequent fertility; the effects of mobility orientationms
vere the same as those of the aspiration measures but were not
significant; the hypothesis was most consistently supported among the
vhite lower class; both educational and occupational aspirations for
mate were significantly- related inversely ‘to fertility among seniors;’
there were similarities in the white middle class for“éducational but
not for occupational aspirations for mate and high educational but
only middle range occupational aspirations.for- the black lower class.
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THE ATTITUDINAL-BEHAVIORAL DIMENSION OF THE SOCIAL
' MOBILfTY-FERTILITt HYPQOTHESIS: AN EMPIRIEAL-EXAMINATION*
by R
C.S. White

INTRODUCT ION J -
Differential fertility is, to\use the term loosely, a “"social fact”.
Not only is this phenomenon ob ed in intersocietal comparisons between'

L4

urban-industrial countries and "underdeveloped" or "preindu tr1a1“ countrie
differential fertility has been reported within soc1et1es among var1ous suéi‘
groups of the popu]at1on -~ subgroups based on socxoeconom1c d1fferences,
e.g., re11g1ous res1dent1a1 rac1a1, income, occupat1ona1 or educational

‘¥q$?ferences. Recent research suggests that at 1east some of these d1ffer-

‘. entials are narrowing_in the U.S., e.g.,‘%etween.Catholics and Protestants,

. rural and urban residents. Increasing knowledge, acceptance, and the use of
eontraceptives is offered as one explanation of the closing of these gaps.
That is,'excess ferti]ity‘ié decreasing due to increasing oontraceptive
usage. Peterson (1961) specu]ated that as contracept1ve usage permeates a]l <.
c]asses equally the whole prob]em of class based fert111ty differentials
will d1sappear An underlying assumpt1on of such Speculat1on is that desired
family'size is the same for all socioeconomic group1ngs If this assumpt1on

‘is correct, then class based fert111ty d1fferent1a1s can be eliminated through

educatién and the availability of cbntracept1ves. Research has shown, ‘
’y. ' s

v

*project sponsored by the Texas Agr1cu1tura1 Experiment Station as
TAES Research Project H-2811 and contributes to USDA (CSRS) Regional Research
PrOJect Jhis paper.-was prepared for the annual meetings at the Rural Socio-
1og1cal Soc1ety, San Franc1sco, Ca11fornaa, August 21-24, 1975.
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_however, that ferti]ity attitudes (desired family-size or ideal family sizé}/

are not the‘same for-all socioeconomic groupings.' This would imply that

even if contraceptive-ysage permeates all classes equally, class based ferti-
~ 1ity differentials may still persist Therefore;\thepquestion remaihs,

“Why do people of one socioeconomic group1ng&prefer smaller fam111es, prac-

‘*«..q_ o !

“tice fmn11y lTimitation and practice it more effect1ve1y, and have\sma11er

e

families than those of another socioeconomic grouping?"

THE SOCIAL MOBILITY-FERTILITY. HYPOTHESIé
The Social Mobility-Fertility (SMF) Hypothesis attempts to explain
such differential fertility among SES group1ngs as either wholly or parti-
ally due to the fact that fert11tty d1ffers among\ ob11e and nonmobile
. coliples. The weak form of‘fhe hypothesis postu]ates‘ e

Soc1dT‘ﬁob111ty, both in its subjective and obJect;ve dimensions,
is d1rect1y related to. fertility planning and inversely related

to the size of p1anned family -- both re]at1onsh1ps persisting
Wwithin otherwise hofmogeneous socio-economic groups:... The theore-
[tical extension of these assumptions for differential fertility.
would be that social class differences in fertility planning and
differential fertT11ty itself are related to the differential ‘
frequency ,of socio-economic ambitions and sogial mob#lity within °
and between class levels., (Westoff, 1953 31) . ‘-

In this statement: of the SMF Hypothes1s two conceptual dimensions are actu-
ally presented s1nce\§oc1a1 mob111ty, as it affects fertility, is v1ewed as

(subjettive) or a behavioral (ohjective) phenomenon.

]

Tt is.important to note that the aspiration for mobi]ity is hypothesized

to affect fertility regard1ess of whether that mob111ty occurs or not. e

either an att%tud1na1

RSN

In a previous paper (Wh1te,1975) I have proposed that the SMF Hypothes1s be:
v1ewed as having four distinct conceptual dimensions rather than just the

two delineated in Westoff's presentatiop. These four dimensions have been
stermed the Behaviora1-Behaviora1,,the Attitudinal-Behavioral, the Behavioral-

.4‘ .

/""w\‘. :

b



% 3

- ally limit fam11y size. g But the greater the orientations for upward mobil-

. Figure ]E Eonceptua] dimensions ‘of the SMF Hypothes1s

| VEntages of a small. family (Micklin, 1969:489). The greater the mobility’

" Attitudinal, and the Attitudinal—Attitudina]{] Figure 1 presents a schematic
- ! N

presentation of these four dimensions and the hypothesis for each. The

rationale for doing this is based on the fact that fertility, as well as

social mobility, can be viewed as multidimensional. Furthermore, such.a con-

ceptual scheme has uti]ity for examining the relationship between social

mobi]ity)and fertility at~different points in the life cycle. (] p

SOCIAL ~ FERTILITY’
MOBILITY -
~ BEHAVIORAL ATT ITUDINAL
1 Social mobility behavior Social mobility behavior
BEHAVIORAL is inversely related to is inversely related to
fertility behavior. ° fertility attitudes. -
Orientations for social- - Orientations for social
, mobility are inversely ’ mobility are inversely
. RTTITUDINAL related to fertility : related to fertility
.| behavior , - attitudes.

\/

N as explained by Micklin and others who have presented justifigations

for the SMF Hypothesis, initiai]y the mobility oriented recognize the ad-

orientations,'the greater the concern with limitation of fami]y size. Thus 1
it.would appear that the relationship of the A-A Dimension must first exist.

Effective-methods of contraception may-er may not then be emp]oyed to actu-

ity, the sma11er the fam11y size. The relationship hypothes1zed by the A-B

~.

]For brevity s sake, these dimensions will be referred to as the B-B,
. A-B, B-A, and A-A dimensions, respectively. : »




Dimension would thus appear next in the sequence. Whether objective social

3

mobility is then dctually attained is dependent on numerous factors outside
the purview of this discussion. Nevertheless, for the fecund, the B-A Dimen-
.sion necessarily precedes the B-B Dimension. |
Viewing:the SMF Hypothesis in this marner has certain obvjous methodo]ég-

icei implications. For instance, one wou]d'not usually sample couples who |
ha;e completed their chi]d/hearing period to test the A-A Dimension nor select
" engaged or newly married couples tg test the B-B Dimension.

i

PROBLEM %

The purpose of thjs paper is to empirically examhne a version of the A-B
bimensﬁdh of the SMF Hypothesis. The version under c§n51derat1on posits that
orientations for upward social mobility have negat1vémeffects upon subse-
quent fertility. Spec1f1ca11 y the study focuses on tie relationship between
mobility attitudes deve]oped during adolescence a€§:shbsequent ear]y fertility-

,,3
clads .comparisons are made to determine if the effects of social mob111ty

'amoza;a pane] of nonmetropo11tan Southern fanales Rac1a1 and soc1oeconom1c‘
orientations operate-differentially on the early fertility of. the white
Tower class versus the white middle class and of the white tgwer class ver-
sus the Blapk Tower class. . . ’
The substantive significance of this research is four-fold. First, al
though the SMF Hypothesis has received considerable empiric%L testing, the
utility of the hypothesis for several critical populations is virtually un-
assessed. This ana]ysis of the SMF Hypothesis ahong disadvantaged nonmetﬁo-
politan females, both black and white, should proviae valuable information
concerning a grouping that has historically expe}ienced high rates of fer-

tility and low rates of social mobility. This.is perticu]ar]y important

6
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Surdiry Statements of Empirical Fesearch on the SMF Hypothesis Classified by
Behavioral Versus Attitudinal Dimendions. .
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.FERTILITYw#’

BEHAVIDRAL

ATTITUDINAL .
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Fisbér's Biological'Determinism:.
Inverse relationship (Fisher, 1930)

I1. Houoaeneous Class Groupings:
1 Study found mobility depressing
{baltzell, 1953)
3 Studies found no significant
differences (Scott, 1958; Tien,
1961; Boggs, 1957) '

111. Heterogeneous Class Groupings:

3 Studies found upward mobility de-
pressing; downward, inflating
{Berent, 1952; Riemer and Kiser,
1954; Hutchinson, 1961)

- 2 .Studies found mobility depressing
regardless of direction-(Kantner
and Kiser, 1954; Blau and Duncan,
1967) .

1 Study found no mobility ct
when farm migrants excluded
(GoTdberg, 1959)

1V. Correlation & Regression Techniques:

1 Study found a positive correlation
for C}tﬁéT?cs (Brooks and Henry,
1958); ‘
in the.total sample, but some
positive.correlations in’planned
families; both correlations lar-
ger for farm migrants (Goldberg,
1960) ° :

1 Study found no significant inter-
vening effect of fertility on

1 Study found slight positive inter-

- vening effect on income; slight {

Featherman and Duncan, 1972)

1 Study-found nei@five correlations

status (Featherman, 1970) '

negative on occupation (Duncan, (\
L

1 Study found mobility de-
pressing regardless of
direction {Marcum and
Bean, 1974)

A

.
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«

1 Study found conflicting effects .
(Riemer and Kiser, 1954)

1 Study found positive relation-
ship (Kiser and wpeTﬁfﬁn, 1951)

2 Studies found no/relationship )
(Featherman, 1970; Boggs, 1957)

N . .
§ TR
SN PYSNN «?t

1 Study - no system;tjC‘réla;
tionship (Riemer and Kiser,
1954)

e




when one considers the fact that most of the résearch in the area of»fer-
tility has been conductéq with white, middle class, urban samples, whilé‘
most of the policy programs uave been directed tquard nonwhi te dishdvantaged
populations (Davis, et al.): A _

Second, the majority -of empirical re;earch on, the SMF Hyuothesis has
been concerned with the B-B Dimension.” Table 1 shows the paucity of re-
search in the other'concﬂbtua1 diménsiuns 2 As mentioned prev1ous]y, the
weak form of the SMF Hypothes1s pos1ts that or1entat1ons for social mob111ty
may affect fertility 1ndependent1y of whether the mob111iy is actually at-

tained. But, the hypothes1s assumes some degree of 1ntetna11zat1on of the

"mobi]ity‘ethos .pr1or to actual mobility. (See Wh1te,‘lg74 and 1975, for

a discussion of these underlying assumptions.) "Thus, the effect of objecQ

tive mobility on fertility is not viewed independently of subjectivé mov e-
rent and fertility attitudes.L‘Tn~order to accurately test and_know]edgeab1y.
modify the SMF Hypothesis, more research is needed in dimensions such as the
A-B.Dimensiou, which causally precede the B-B Dimension and are closer to

the upderlying assumpt1ons : - "

Third, this study, by nature of the research des1gn, is ab]e to estab-
lish a clear gausa1 ordering along an attitudinal-behavioral continuum frmn
mobi]ﬁty attitudes to ferti]ity.behaviou;‘ It is felt that this c1auity in
~ causal eordering should result in a stronger test of the hypothesis.

Fourth “this study uses direct measurements of mobility attitudes rather
than the indirect measures emsjuyed in other studies in the A-B Dimension,

furthermore, these direct measures are comparable to those presently being

2The summary statements in Table 1 are arranged according to general “|
.methodological approach in order to facilitate a more meaningful synthesis of

the empirical findings. See White (1974) for a more detailed review of the
_literature.
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used 1n status attainment research This. comparability hopefully enhances

. the re]evance of this research to that of other related specialty-areas. /

Efferts ére also made to anchor these att1tudes in social origins.
DATA

4

Data for this analysis was provided by the Southern Youth Study -- a
six year, three-wave panel of nonmetropo]itah youth from the Deep South. -
The'respondeqts were originally surveyed in 1966-1967 as high school sopho- .
mores. Wave was conducted in 1968-1969 when the respondents were high

school sepfiors and Wave III, four years after -their expected graduat1on date"“

(197?). This ana]ys1s is based on the 527 black and wh1te fema]es 1nc1uded

’

. 1n the Southern Youth Study-. Deta1ls on the research des1gn, data col]ect1on

-
L,

procedures and character1st1cs of the popu]at1on cons1dered herein are re-
ported elsewhere (White, 1974). oo ;
The Southern Youth §tudy was not designed specifically to test the SMF
Hypothesis; however, several indicators of ado]escent social mobility orien-
tations were included. Leve].of'occupational aspirations for desired mate
(LOAM} and level of educational aspirations for self (LEA) are constructed d
as the basic measures of sociaT mobility attitudes for two reasons. First,.
the revieu ofbthe literature in: the B:B Dimension shows that occupatdohal
mobility of the family unit, generally measured in termms of the husband's
occupatéon, and educational mobility of the individual are the two most
frequently used*measures to test the SMF Hypothesis: It is assumed for

heuristic purposes that LOAM and LEA are’the logical extensioqs‘of these

behavioral measures to the attitudinal level. Therefore at the conceptual

level, these indicators provide the basis for a partial replication of

g
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. zell, 1953).

s, co dered to be the future family dnit. The use of LEA allows the in-

W T .
S
P

studies in the B- B Dimension within the A-B D1mens1on In addition, the

reported studies in the A B Dimens:ion cons1stent1y use 1nd1rect indicators
X,

of mob111ty orientations, most of which ane based on attitudes’ toward income

¥ y

rather than toward occupation or educat1on. '

Second, since LOAM is measured for des1red mate, the unit of observat1on
clusdon-of the individual as another unit of observation. This is one of
the few tests of the hypothesis_emp]oying ooth of "these undts; only two

studies were found which employed both,units (Kanter and Kiser,.1954; Balt-

h

~N
J

* Two add1t1ona1 variables are constructed by anchor1ug LOAM and LEA in
d1screte measures of social origins -- breadwinner's occupation (BRSEI) and

educational 1eve1 of mother (ELM). These constructed variables are termed

‘\\intergenerational occupational mobility for future famity (IGOM) and inter-

ge\erat1ona1 educational mobility for self (IGEM).

" The measurement 1nstruments and operat1ona11zat1on for each of these’
four\mob111ty var1ab1es and-for fertility are presented in Append1x-A. It =’
should b:f oted that all* four of the attitudina1 variables -- LOAM, LEA, '~
1GOM, and IGEM -- are constructed for ’both WaveAI and Wave I1. Fertj]i}y
behavioriis measured at Wave III.. ) ' | - ) .

|
//’ . ; METHODS ’ : -

The ana]ys1s of this paper is divided into three sections or phases

.

Phase I examines cantingency tables constructed by dichotomizing fert111ty
as "no children" and "some children" and by classifying soc1a1/mobi11ty

attitudes into low, medium, and high ca%pgories. Fertility_{s dichotomized

10 -
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Q
' generational mobility inherent in Pﬁase I,

P

g

in this hanner because of the skewed distribution qf fertility toward the

lower parities. Chi squares are computed to determine if there are sighif—

icant differences in fertility by classification of social mobility at-

3

titudes. A probability 1éVe1’1ess than :05 was considered significant.
Phase I is compa}able to many of the reported analyses ih the A-B Dimension,
but provides some -control of social origins, |
Phase II uses Epe‘traditiona1 method of ana]ystf employed iﬁ the B-B
Dimension -- social mobility tableé;‘ The indicators of social mobility
attitudes used in Phase I are also used in Phase II (LOAM and LéA), but the
analysis is refined somewhat by cross-classifying the attitudinal éategorfzz
~wiih social origins. The mean fertility is presented for each resulting
celi if the number of respondents in that cell is large enough to assure
sohg degree of re1iabi{ity: Respondents ar; considered nonmobility oriented ;

if their level of aspiration apprgximates their status of ‘origin. Like-

wise, the respondents are considered mobi1ify oriented if their level of

‘aspiration was higher than their status of origin. - - .
Phase III is identical to Phase I except that the intergenerational -
mobility measures-are used. This phase is conducted in an effort to com- ////

pare the two previous phases, but using more discrete measures of the inter-

Racial and class camparisons are made®in each phése of - the analysis.

RESULTS

Phase 1 <

significant relationship in the predicted Jirection between LEA and fertility.
: ' . t

,1_1. _ - o
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The sigpificant xelationship exists for measures of LEAKOBta'neg Wave I

ree. ‘As Table 2 indicates, only 19 percent of the-fiigh aspirants at
Have 11 (1968 hfgh school seniors) had children by Wave III (1972) as com-
pared to a substant1a11y greater 65 percent of those who-aspired to a h1gh
school degree. Similar resu]ts exist in Wave I (hlgh schaol sophomores)
compar1sons If the fert111ty of those aspiring to 3 h1gh school educa-
tion is compared to that of tﬁeqnép1um asp1rants, different patterns are
found between Wave I and Wave II. At Wave I there was a two percent dif-

A
ference in the percent of females in these categories}yh11e at Wave II. this

s . /
difference increases to 23 percent. o ‘

Similar patterns in percentage distributions for LEA exist in the white

middle class, but the differences are not of sufficient magnitude to be ° v

judged significant by Chi-square. T
/
An exam1nat1on of the stat1st1cs in Tap]e 3 shows that among the white
lower class women there is a 51gn1f1cant:;elat1onsh1p in the pred1cted direc-

The

tion for Wave II measures of LOAM, but not for ‘the Wave I
pattern of percentage distributions for LOAM68:is éimi]an 0 that observed
for LEA6S. Tnat is, only 20 percent of the senior females\with high socio-
economic class aspirations had chiﬁdren‘at Wave III as compar q\to 52aper-
cent who wanted to remain in the lower class and 31 percent who-wa\ted to
move into the middle c]ass - This pattern is’ not found. ‘for Wave I 1n31cator9
of LOAM in the white lower classes. - | X

\

The findings in the white middle é]ass‘are<the reverse of those in the {5

lower class. There is a significant re1ationship in the predicted direction”

) 4 PRV
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Table 2, = Bivariate Relationship Between Fertih‘v and Level of Educational Aspirations (LEA).
~ White [qwer Class’ ‘
' . LEAGG 3 LEAGS -
s High Vocational 2 College N s High Vocational z College
School Traimng or \\ School Training or
T . Sorie Col'lege : M ’ Some College- i
No . .47 .78 . .35 .58 .81
jhildren (9) (,43) (32)" - (6) (53) (33)
Some .53 .51 .22 .65 .42 09 -
= children(i0) . (45) (9) . (1) (39) (8)
 N=148 df. =2_ X2=10.49 " Pr = N=150 d.f.=2 X2=11.74 Pr =01
N T, O Hhite Middle (;‘lass T
' “‘ LEA66 LEAGS
\ < High Vocational - Coﬂege ‘< High Vocational > College
. " . School Training or _9’ - “Bchool Training or
SR Some College _ ! . SomevCo'llege ‘
No < .55 R < l ‘ 77
., Cidldren (6) (22) < (29) (1) _ '(21) . (36)
- Some . .45 4] Y g .67 239 v .23
Children (5) (15) (1) . 4! EZ) . {15) (11).
~ N =88 d.f.=2 XZ=201 Pr=,3/8 ' d.f. =2 X2 =474 Pr= .09
~ . e B1ack I.ower Class } L . '
B v LEA66  LEA68 \
«»5 High . Yocational "2 College s High ~Yogcational - -2 College
" School Training or x School Trajning or
. . Some Col'lége , 11 ; Some College <
No’ &.45 .68 \ .64 .58 .93
Children (5) ' (58) (34) - (7) .. (68) . (51}
- ]
- Some .55 ;.44 .32 L~ ! .36 42 27
Children (6) -§45) (16) - . > o(8).: (42) (19)
“N= 164 d.f. =2 X*=2.8 Pr=_249" N=18 d.f.=2 X =39 .Pr=.l14/
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Table Bivariate Relationship Between Fertility and.lLevel of Oécupatlzon Aspiration of Mate (LOAM)-.
.l & .
) White Lower Cla;s .
LOAM66 - ® - LOAMGS o
Lower Miadie Upper Lower ‘Middle . Upper
Class Class Class Class Class Class '
No .53 .52 .58 © .48 .69 .80
Children (18) (30) () (24) (52) {8)
Some ' .47 48 a2 ||, s .31 .20
Children (16) _ (28) (8) | (26) (23) (2)
N=111 d.f. =2 X2 = .22 Pr = .896 =13 d.f. =2 ‘X2 =17,26-  Pr=.029
White Middle Class ‘
LOAMG6 LOAMES ) y
Lower Middle ' Uppér 7 \ Lower Middle ..:g ﬂpper
Class Class Class \ Class Class 13ss .
No - .44 .69 .86 AN s B .64 .75
Children (8)- (25) (12) (5) : '(37.) ; (12)
. Some .56 . .3 18 .25
Children (10) () _(2) (2) (21) . (4)
N=68df. =2 X2=6.36 Pr=.044_ N = 81 d‘g§ 2 x2 = Pr = .677
) " Black Lower Class
. LOAM66 * : - LOAM68
Lower Middle Upper Tower Middle Upper
Class - Class Class Class Class . Chass
No .49 .61 .61 * .54 .67 v .52
Children (20) (41) (17) (20) (69) ~ (12)
" ‘Some .51 .39 .39 .46 .33 .48
Children (21) (26) (1) (17) - (34) (1)
N=13% d.f. =2 lz = 1,77 Pr = .425 N = 163 d\f\ =2 X%'=3,02 Pr= 225
AN
\
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for Wave I ﬁeasures of LQAM, bu£ not for.wéve II measures. The pattern .
of percentages for women who had ch{ldrén at Q%Vé 3Ii is likewise reverséd
by wave. "The percentage of females wf?ﬁ cbi;dren deﬁfeages as LOAM in-
creases at Wave I, but Qhen tge Wave 1I indicators are used the percentage

increases and'gaen decreases. |

N

Racial Comggrisané. In contrast to the nesults for the white lower

¢lass, there is no-sigpificant re1ationshib between LEA and fertility for
the black lower class at either Wave I or Wave II (Table 2). A consistent

decrease in percentage of females with children by increasing LEA category

* is observed at Wave I among the black andwhite Tower classes. At Wave II, === ..

N

however, the pattern is ‘inconsistent for the blacks in that the percentage
. . - . ¢ - .

of (Egsn who aspiredlto vocational traihing or some college is higher than

'
~

for the low aﬁd high'aSpfrants;'

There is no Kignificant re1étionsh%p between LOAmvﬁnﬁ fertility for the

black lower class either (Table 3).” Though not significant for either racial

é?oup, there is an interesting difference inzthe g?tﬁerﬁ of percentage dis-
tributions at Vave I. fhe percentages are similar across LOAM categories-
for thé whites, but tpere is a,]2 dggcgnt difference in fhé'bercéntage‘of
black women desiring to‘ranain‘in the Tower class and those who a§pire to
be.mobi1é intd either the-mﬁddle or upﬁef classes. While thq peréentage

of white_?ema]es with children decreases with increasing mobi]%ty’hépiraJ
tjons.amdqg‘the whites at Wave I1, the percentages foréhigh and 19w ASpiring*

blacks is similar while the pércentage of blacks desiring to move into "E ‘

“

'middle class is smaller. ///"\\\\\\ - ) ‘ . .
/ . A. X >

Phase 11 . - _— 'y, K

¢

Each indicator of ‘social mobility attitudes -- level of educational

5 3
a(spirationé,for self (LEA) and\te\‘/e{ of occupationalyaspirations for desired
A . . * . .

‘15"_' .




mate (LOAM) -- is cross-classified with a measur:fff social origins --

educational level of mother (ELM) and class of orfgin (determined by BRSEI),

respectively. The mean ferti]ity of the nonmobﬁ]ity oriented (situated on

the diagonal) is comparéd to the mean fertility 6f the mobility oriented

(located off the diagonal). Because of the skewdness of the social or1g1ns

‘toward the lower levels in the Southern Youth Study it 'is not poss1b1e to

<

'f

i‘combare the mean fertility of the mobility oriented with that of the class
" of origin and the glass of destination in all cases. The data is considered-

| supportive -of the SMF Hypothesis if the mean fertitity of the upward mob111ty

oriented is less than the mean fertility in the status of or1g1n
Y e
- It shouId be qoted that class comparisons are not made in the Phase II

analysis of LEA since social origins are determined strictly by educational
1eve1 of mother (ELM) and the distribution of the latter var1ab1e is not
co1nc1dent with that of soc1oeconom1c class origins.

A}

Whites. emong those white females whase mother had at most a high )

.

‘sch011 education there is a consistent decrease in mean fertility as fevel

»
of educatiopal aspiration increases. This relationship exists at both Wave

I and Wave 1I, but is more brominent at Wave II (Table 4). The re]atfqﬁ§ﬁip
is not as consistent for white females whose mother had some post high
school-education but not'é:§o11egé degree; The mean fertility of the non- -

mobility oriented ‘in this zategory is higher than that of the upward mobil-

ﬁty oriented at Wave I,_!D}Je at Wave Il tbe predicted relationship is

observed; that is, the mean fertility at Wave II is lower for the mobility

oriented than for the nonmob%]ity priented in tﬁe'class of origin. In all-

cases but one the mean fertility of the upward mobility oriented is also
greater than the mean fert111ty of the nonmob111ty or1ented in the c]aﬁs of -

destination. For example, at Wave I the mean fert111ty of tho

16
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Towest orig1n category who asp1;g to the%\ﬁghest educational category (. 35)
is greater than that of the nonmob113ty or ented in the highest or1g1h cate-

gory (.19). This finding. is consistent with mos £ research in the B-B Dimen-

s1on using soc1a1 mob111ty tab]es The-exception concerns the upward mobility

or1ented whose mother s educational 1eve1 was vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng or some

college. . -

. A

Comparing the mean fertility of the LOAM mobility oriehted to the mean
fertility in‘the class of origin in Table 5, c1§§s differences are apparent
for,whites at Wave I. That is, at Wave I the data'supborted the SMF Hypothe-
sis in the'white'midd1e class but not in the white lower tlass.‘ In.fact,
‘the mean ferti]ity increased in the white Tower class ds LOAM increased.

At Wave II the hypothesis is supported by both classes. ‘ .

B]acks It is not-possible to evaluate the hypothes1s in Phase II us1ng

y' LEA since there is an insuffitient numbeh/o;7respondent5“in the'nonmobi1ity

~—Tategory to determine the mean fert111ty& the educat1ona1 status of omgm

. It was also not poss1b1e to detenm1ne the mean fertility of the nonmob111ty

or1epted in the status of destination since the educational level of the

Toa

\ black mothers was concentrated in the‘lowest_éhtegory. Nonetheless, there -

!
v

is a difference in mean fertility of .15 :etﬁeén those Jplacks having a medium

LEA and g high LEA at Wave I and a .20 difference at Wave II (Table 4).

There is a very interesting pattern in the distribution of the mean ,°
4

fertility by LOAM category among the lower class b]acks (Iab]é 5).’ At both’

waves the mean fert111ty for the nonmobility or1ented and those with high
s

mobi kity orientations is s1m11ar,'the mean fertility for those.des1r1ng

mobility imto the middle class is .14 less than the nonmobild ty oriented at

Waye I and .22 less at Wave II. ° - . o /ﬂy//g

L 4
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Table 4. Social Mobﬂi&'\hblefs/’Comp'aringgéan'Ferti]ity

o

e

by the Educational Level of Mother (ELM)

and the Level of E&@:ationa] Aspfration (LEA). ,
White Females
s s LEAGS - . LEA6S

ELM <High. Vocational >College <High Vocational >College ,

School . Training or School Training or - J

-Some College : Some College
) - E . g ——r
<High .74 .64 .35 .86 .47 .29
School (27) - (105) (51) ‘ (14) (110)‘ ° {63)
Vocational .31 - W37 ) .40 .22
Training or * (13) . (19) = * (10) (14)
Some College . . '
>College  * * g * o* , 23 !
‘ gsg _ (17)
' B‘iack Females
! LEA66 LEA68
“ELM " diigh Vocational >College <High Vocational >College
- School  Trainingwor - . School Training or v
____Some College : ' Some College.
High 64 .85 .59 .39
'S'choo‘l_ > (94) " {39) * (81) (59)& )
Yocational. . S, e | ‘
Training or * A TR * * *
Some College ' :
$m11ege o e * > * *
-2

«* Mean fertility was not c‘a'lcula_ted if the n was less than 10.

1)
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Table 5. Social Mobility Tables Comparing Mean Fertility by the Class of 0r1g1n and tﬁe Level
of Occupational Aspiration *for Desired Mate (LOAM). N ¥
N s ’
‘ White Females
LOAM66 : LOAM6S
Class of Lower Middle ¥ Upper Lower Middle "Upper\~
Origin Class ' Class Class Class Class Class
Lower .50 .67 .79 , 66 .33 .20
Class (34) (58) (19) R (50) (75) . (10)
o
’ M1dd1e .42 /.14 ( * .45 . 31
Class .7 (18) (36) (14) -(58) (16)
ihck Females - :
LOAMG6 ] LOAM 68
Class.of . Lower Middle Upper Lower - Middle Upper
Origin Class Class Class ) Class Class Class
Lower .73 .59 - 1 CoW 700 .48 - .61
Class (41) (67) . (28) o (37) " (103) . (23)
. ' » ’ N2 v

* Mean fertility was not claculated if the n was less than 10.

&
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Class Comparisons. In contrast to the results of Phase I where the

unanchored variable LEA is used there are no s1gn1f1cant refationships

-

e})etween fert111ty and intergenerational educational mobility (Table 6).

Th1s is true for wave I and Wave II easures in the white lower class and ST

the white m1dd1e'cl~’/4 The percentage of women in the white Tower class
who had children at Wave II1 does decrease with each successive }ncrease\Jn
IGEM at Wave II however, the decrease is only four percent be een Tow '’
and medium IGEM scores. At Wave I there is a 12 percent decrea‘e in tho/g

' nau1ng chiddren as the IGEM score 1ncreases from medium to high.

N
1

Not only are there no s1gn1f1cant dvfferences in the white m1dd1e class,

fhe percentages are distributed in patterns 1ncons1stent w1th the hypothes1s
\

For 1nstance, the percentage of middle class fema es with chjldren s11ght1y o

N

“increases rather than decreases w1th each succesSnve 1ncyease of IGEM at

)

Wave I. At Wave II ‘there is a 12 percent decrea e 1n the number of females

~4ith children as IGEM 1ncreases from medium to high but only a one percent

Re ~

decrease as IGEM increases from low to medium. It is 1nterest1ng to note . T

that these figures are the reverse of those,for the white lower class at

Wave I. . 1? Lo . ,
P . :

There are also no s1g?qf1cant re1at1onsh1ps between fert111ty and in-

wifihy

tergenerational occupational mobility in Phe white lower class or the white

middie class at Wave I or Wave II (Tab]e'7). In addition, the distribution

4
"of percentages for the white lower class is inconsistent with the hypothesis

-

when Wave I indicators are used; the percentaée of females having-children

1s hwgher for thosé aso1r1ng to the ,middle class than for the nonmob111ty
1 0" ;‘ <
or1erted or for thosewaspir1ng to the‘upper~;1ass. When wave‘gl measures

e,
hd - %

ra W
4 . ’ \ Nal]
' . ‘ . é\
“ .
" e .

!
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Table 6. Bivariate Relationship Between Fertility and Intergenerational Educational Mobility (IGEM).
White Lower Class
1GEM66 1GEM68
<1 2-3 45 <1 2-3 .. 45 ’
No 49 6] 62 ' .57 61 .86
Children (00 (1) . (10) (26) (44) (18)
Some 51 .39 .38 .43 .39 .14
Children (21) . (32) (6) f20) - (28) (4)
N=140 d.f. =3 X2=107 Pr=.38 N=140 d.f. =2 X2=14.27 Pr=.124
- e . E]
‘ e White Middle Class g ‘
_ IGENB§ . \:"" 1GEM68 5 —
<1 2-3 ., . 4-5 - <1 2-3 4-5 .
No 7 61 57 © L85 .66 78 . .
Children (30) (19) -(8) - (20) (23) ., (4. -~ by
‘Some 29 .39 a3 |l s L34 22 v
Children (12)  (12) (6) . (1) _(12) (4) _ |
N=8 " df =2 X2=1.33 Pr=,517 . N=284- d.f. =2 X2=1.08 Pr= 603 ,
. Black Lower Class N - o
1GEM66 : ___IGEM68 : _
<1 2-3 4-5 ‘ <1 2-3 45 T
" Mo 40 .61 . .66 Al 58 . .59 0 oL
Children _(10) (49) (33) (16) (45) (44) .
Some 60 .39 .34 P I .30
Children (15) (31) - (17) i (1) - (31) (19) .
N=185.d.f. =2~ X2 =492 Pr=.089"~ N=166 d.f. =2 X =19 Pr=.39
’ e | . , }A‘;
- j \ .




Occupational Mobility (IGOM).

6

Table 7. Bivariate Relationship, Between Fertﬂit;y and Intergenerational
> B

White Lower Class

5.
g

1G0M66

IGOM68
<30 < 60 <90 <30 < 60 =< 90~
No - 54 < .46 .68 1 . .53 .66 N7 SN
Children (23) ~{(21) (15) (30) (35) . (00
Some 46 .54 .32 a7 .34 2 .,
Children (20)  (25) (7) (27) (18) (6) -
N=11 d.f. =2 X2 =304 Pr=.222 N=136 d.f. =2 X2-=4.96 Pr= .087
* , ) White Middle Class L
.. 160M66 T 160M68
<30% <60 <90 <30 < 60 <90 R
No - .61 .90 .68 ~63
‘Children  ~ (35)°  (10) (44) 10y
Some .39 .10 32 .37
_ Children () (1) - (21) (6)
_N=68 df. =2 X =35 Pr=.173 N=81 d.f. =2 X2 =.16 _ Pr= .924
’ “ ) Black ‘Lower Class
160M66 160M68
<3 . <60 <90 <30 < 60 . <90
Mo A9 .56 .65 . .53 . .63 .67
Children (18)  (27) (33) (19) (45) (37) -
< Some 51 .44 .35 .47 37 330
Children 19) .. (21 (18) (17) (27) (18) \
N=136 d.fi=2 X2=23 Pr=.321 N=163 d.f. =2 X2=196 Pr= .388 _

q’:’

-]




are used, the predicted pattern is observed, i.e., the percentage of females

with children decreases‘as IGOM increases.

The pattern of percentage distributions is also incpnsistent in the

*

white middle class. As in the case of PRase I there #s a class reversal in

A
these patterns by wave. The predicted pattern is observed at Wave I, but

not at Wave II, among the white middle class, while the predicted pattérn is
only observed at Wave IT among the white lower class. &

Racial Comparisons. The predicted patfern of percentage distributions

is also ebserved among black lower clasé females when Wave I indicators-of

e

IGEM are used, but again are not of sufficient magnitude to be significantl

S

The pattern is more pronounced for the black than for the white lower class

though (Taple 6).. When Wave II indicators are examinegg a smaller percentage

) T ¥
~of the high aspirants had chi]drep than low or medium aspirants. : %

A]thodgh not statistically significant, the predicted pattern.of per-

céntages is‘obéérvé&<¥6r both wave measures of &GOM among the black lower
class females. The percentages for the 1ow and medium IGOM scores are

similar for the black and white lower classes, but decrease ten percent
' / ' &

; <“\‘“‘\\\ﬁ@re,in'the white lower class-for the highly @obi]ity orfented.

.
v T
N

© DISCUSSION -
e -

e

e \ / . * .
In the previous section of this paper, the A-B Dimension.of the SMF
Hypbthesis was tested in three different ang]ytﬁca]\phaées, Class and -
racial comparisons were made for the results of each phase. In this section

an -emphasis will be placed on Eombaring the results across phases wi€hin-each

4t

"
.

race-class groupings.

LN

23 : .
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Fert111ty and)£ducat1ona1 Att1tudes “for Se]f

£ .

In al}fphases of this analys1s 1ncreas1ng ado]e:cent educat1ona1‘att1~.
tudes appear to have a depre551ng effect’ Fon early fertility behdvior among
white 10wer class females in the Southérn Youth Study In fact, the rela-
t1onsh1p ? between LEA and fert111ty 1% stat1st1ca11y significant in Phase I.
The effect of educat1ona1 att1tudes held at the sen1or year of high scheol
is cohs1stent1y larger than the effect of those held at the sophomore. year
in all phases.” When- the LEA var1ab1e is anchored by soc1a1 origins in Phase~\>\~_‘_§;
II1, the observed re]at1onsh1p of Phase I is attenuated. This is true de-
spite the fact that 53 _percent of the mothers in the lower cJass had less
than a h1gh school degree and on]y 11 percent -had gone beyond h1gh schoo]
That is, the educat1ona1 ormg1ns were homogeneous]y Tow.

" The results%are nqt*aslconsistent;across phases'fcﬁ the white middle
: — : .

class. The prediéted pattern of decreasing ferti]ity with incheasing”edu-

cational att1tudest1s observed  in Phase I, but is not s1gn1f1cant The

\
expected cell s1zer in the lower aspirant categories for sen1qrs are 1ess

than three, however. If this category is combined with the "vocational .
training or some o]]ede" category, or drogiped entirely, a sigﬁjftcant
re]atiohship‘is oﬂserved ih‘this phase. Such a'manipuJatich of the sopho-
more statistics has(litt1e e?fect. When intergeneratjona] educatiohi] mobi1-

ity attitudes® are exam1ned 1n Phase III, the relatiohship is far from signi-__

ficant. In contrast to the white lower class, 36 pexcent of the mothers in

the middle class had educational trainjng beyond high schoo1, including 13

percent wtth college degrees.

The fact that the re of Phase I are statistically significant;whi]e




imply that educational aspirations rather théh educational mobility orienta-
tions is the primary factor. Nonetheless, class combarisons of the relative,
but insignificant, effect on educational mobility brientations’may have ;
substaﬁtivé implications, The relationship is much less in the middie class
than in the white lower class. Given that the educational level of middle
class mothers is higher and that middle c1ass“féma1es can, by definition,
more easily afford to realize their educational asbjrations than can 16wer

J c1ass~fema1es, this differential effect of mobility orientations of fertil--
ity may reflect perceptions of origin-based differentials in educat1ona1

°gpportun1ty. As a.result, greater sacrifices are felt to be requ1red by

lower class females to attain the same amount of intergenerational mob111ty.
. ' > .

) 3
Sewell et al. (1970) report that lower class males receive less support

fromusignificaﬁt others than‘mida1e class males. If this ;onc1usion apﬁ]ies‘
to females as ;e11, ‘the process of mobility for the 1owe} c[ass fema]es may
be'centered on‘persona1 achievements and sacrifices, such as a delay in »h
fertility, rather than-on significant others' expectations or behav%or

Among black females there is no statistically s1gn1f1canﬁ re1at1onsh1p

between adolescent educational att1tudes and fert111ty in any phase The -

developmental pattern observed in the white lower c]ass is not as consistent

in the black lower class either. While the re]at1onsh1p between fertility

and education aspirations (Phase I) is stronger at the senior year, Sopho-

more mobility orien;atioys are more strongly related toéfertility (Phasg II1).

. »

Though the observed re]ationsh15§ are not $ignificant statistically, there

is some support for the hypothesis. In Phases I apd II the pred?tted patterns

of womenwith children consistently decrease as educatiohal aspirations

e

of.percentagés is observed using sophomore attitudes. That is the percentagés

Ty

Y N




’ FeYti1ity'and‘Occupationa1ﬂAttitndesffor Mate. T

increase (Phase F). The decrease appears to be skewedtoward short range *°
| & *

mobility in Phase III, however. When attitudes held at the senior year.of
. : ¢ :
high school are examined, the decrease in fertility appears to be concen-

trated in high sbirations (Pbase I) and long range mobility orientations"
APhase III). /The results of Phase II‘ confirm that high aspirants have a

1ower mean ferti]ity than those aspiring for vocational traﬁnjng or some
"college. : - )

The fact that-only high aspirations and long range mobility orienta-
tions affect fert111ty among the black lower class fema]es wh11e there 1s.

a consistent decrease in fert111ty as educat1ona1 a5p1rat1ons and mob111ty

e

or1entit1oq‘ﬁagcrease among the wh1te 1ower class fema]es needs further
exam1na§h.‘m t may be that these b1acks are mere]y express1ng, w1th no

Q»
N\ 1nterna11za%qon or mot1vat1on,4§he dom1nant values of soc1ety concern1ng
e
educational 1mprovement (Thomas, 1970) Or, it may be that atta1n1ng a
A Ml

high schooT de ree requ1res more sagr1f1ces for b1acks than whites and
therefore the blacks perce1ve that some educat1ona1 tra1n1ng beyond h1gh
schoo] requ1res 11tt1e add1t1onaJ persona1 sacr1f1ces A]ternate1y, white.

1ower class females may perce1ve d1fferent’1eve1s of sacr1f1ce necessary for ¢

-
. -

. d1ff,erent‘1eve1s of educatwn.

¢ . . o, o <,
' . T

-~

M4

Thegye%et1onsh1p between occupat1ona1 att1tudes/i’; mate and fert111ty

cons1stentby prov1des support for the SMF Hypothesis in the white lower class.

L4

when att1tudes ‘measured at the sen1or year are examined. Th1s is not the
" case when sophomore year att1tudes are used. At the(Sen1or year LOAM. is
's1gn1f1cant1y re1ated to fert]11ty (Phase I); the inean fert111ty decreases

as "LOAM 1ncreases (Phase II), and, the relationship of Phase I is otly = =
¥

Q11ght1y attenuated when the 1ntergenerat1ona1 occupational mob111t{ measures

+

;
\
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“but is not signifigant. e

v C : - -25- . '

are used 1n Phase III In contrdst, soohomore measures‘of LOAM are not re-
lated to fert111ty (Phase I); the méan fert111ty increases as LOAM increases
at the sophomore yqar {Phase II); and, the predicted pattern is observed in

Phase III when intergenerational occupational mobility measures are used,

- !

The situtation is just the.opposite in the white middle class. That
is, the SMF Hypothesis is consistently supported wheh the effect of sopho-
more occupational attitudes on fertility is examined, but_not when senior

year occupat1ona1 att1tudes 9ve used. At the sophomore year, LOAM is signifi-

- cantly related to fert111ty (Phase I), the- mean,fert111ty dec ases as

"LOAM increase (Phase II); and, the relationship of Phase I is on1y s11ght1y

‘attenuated vhen the 1ntergenerat1ona1 occupat10na1 mobility measures are

used in Phase I11. At the>sen1o\kyear, LOAM is not related to fert111ty s
VoL

| (Phase 1), nor is IGOM (Phase II1), but the mean fertility does decrease‘?s
' LOAM increases (Phase, 117, .

\ o

(~1It should be po1nted out that at the senior year a 1arger percentage -

of the white 1ower/€;ass~and the white middle class females are willing to F&i

accept a mate from their class of origbn. In both cases some of this acceptd

ance may ref]ect ant1c1pated marriage partners Additiyomally, middle c1ass
females may be ref1ect1ng norms against "marrying d ln" while some of the

tower class females may see the 1limitations to “mar ingAup". But many of o

. the lower class females abpear to have.internali}ed the values of "middle

.class AmeriCav'as,expressed through the mass media nd the educaﬁﬁoha]

system. As a resu]t, a gap exists between the1r vallue orientations .and
their obJectjve reality and a concomitant need for bility deve]ops. In

turn, these females appear to’ be postponing at Tea t chi]dbear1ng‘ and v




\

perhaps marriage,fin an effort to attain thatsmobi1ity. The incons'
across phases makes_explanation of the middle class\experfence extremely
difficult. | In“addition, .regardless_of their mobility attftudes, the earlu . N
fertility of these m1dd1e class females is approx1mateTy equal, s1xty eaght

percent had no ch11dren while only 56 percent of the lower class females

4

had no children. This could be a ref]ection of hedon1st1c values wh1ch

“

- encourage postponement of ch11dren rather than the postponement of children . )
.in order to attain mob113ty. In fact, only 20 percent of the m1dd1e class
females desired ‘upward mobi]1ty; It is poss‘b]e that these females, reared
in‘the child- centered envfronments‘typ1ca1 of the m1dd1e class, are fa1r1y .

.content with the1r status and are concerned only w1th obta1n1ng the material

.ﬂ»’

ob3ects 1ngqcat1ve of that status. - . . ‘

* Although none of the stat1st1cs are s1gn1f1cant, the resu1ts of test-,

-'wrg ‘the reTationship between fert111ty and occupat1ona1 att1tudes for mate

. are fa1r1y cons1stent across. phases\for the black lower class. For both

sophomores and sen1ors, aspirations for the middle class have a depressing
ppéF/E;;;s hay

- effect on subsequent fert111ty, while asp1rat1ons :or/fhg/n s
'11tt1e effect on fertility (Phase I and 1I). Incr asing mob111ty orienta-

tions for mate are consistently re1ated to Jower, fert111ty in Phase III,

however That js, both short,and 1ong range mob111tyfhave a depress1ng

“u

affect on fertility.. '{n Phase I the relat1onsh1p 1s stronger for senigr .
att1tudes§ythe/:n/;hase III it 1s s]1ght1y‘st onger for sophomore att1tud€§“ cN\
The above results for the black Tower class may be due to the fact

-that there are few b]ack upper class.role models and most of thdse b1acks

' who haye "made it" to the upper class have been in the glamour profess1on,
- — ~— ..

T,

e g. show business, ath1et1cs, m1n1stry, access to and maintenance of these
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professions may not be seen as requiring the "normal" sacrifices'such as

: postponement or 11m1tat1on of ch11dren It is adso possible that black - .

4 “i sizes that social mob111ty or1entat1ons are 1nvenseiy\(e1ated to fert111ty.

'« classeremales. _h T

e

~
N

fena]es place a greater emphas1s on the1r own mobility rather then in the1r

'»F\%ate s mob1J1ty. In fact, 47. percent had never been married at age 22 and ‘
: ~.

.

" 63 pereent had no chi]dren. If thvis spgcu]ation is corrett, then occupa-

- R \‘_\ . - N LY
tional aspirations and“mobilitz\okientations for selfy rather than futz:S

" family, should have a significant\affegt\on the fertility of black Tower

~_"
1 4

///////, S 3 SUMAARY
am .

. /
n this paper one d1mension of the SMF Hypotnesis has been empici

examined -~ the Att1tud1na1 Behav1ora] D1mens1on This. d1meas19n hypothe

This exam1nat{6n was conducted using the Southe uth Study -- a three-
wave, Six‘year 1ongitudina1 pane1‘of disadvantag:dxjon;et;opoTtt Southern
females. Though no claims are made as to the representativeness of this
panel, and thenefore genera]izabi]ity of the resu]ts,,it is felt this anal -
ys1s has cons1derab1e substantive importance. " " Class and racial diffexences
were found.1n the effect of two types of ado1escent asp1rat1ons -- educatTon**~—~\\
for self and occypat1on for mate ~= 0n subsequent early fert111ty The
effects of mobility or1entat1ons for self and mate were a]so exam1ned lIn, - .
genera] the-effects of the mob113ty orientations were the same as those of
the aspiration measures, but’ were not statistically. significant. )
——

The hypothes1s was most cons1stent1y supported among the wh1te Tower

class, particslarly for high school sen1ors‘asp1rat1ons. Both educativnal . i\

and occupational aspirations for mate were significantly related jnversely

to,kertility among the seniors. The results were similar in the white
: ~ - .
L oo s

i

™
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~.imidd]e class for educational aspirations, but not for”occupational aspira-
tiohs for mate. In the black lower class high ?zucationa1 aspirations, hut

only middle range occupational aspirations, appear to depress fertility. '

: Neither‘af these relationships was significant in the black lower class,
however. ' ; ‘ ’ s ‘ )

These results suggest that further qua1ifications to the'$MF‘Hyp0thesis
.are in or&er. ﬂThe use of brdad distinétions of‘soeia1 ortgins.as a control
/3ends‘support to the postulate that the relationship between socigeconomic
ambitions and ferti]ity varies both between and within class 1évels This

¥
variation appears to be in degree for educat1ona1 amb1t1ons and in kind for

.future fam11y amb1t1ons The fact that the re1at1onsh1p for education is
. consistently stronger in the white {ower class than in the wh1te middle c1ass ‘
and black lower class may reflect differential perception of the,mgggs of
attaining socioeconomic ambitions rather than jggg?ﬂdifferential frequency
‘of socio-ee;homic.ambitipns" as the hypothesis states. That is, middle class
females p1ah to fulfill their ambitions, which may be merely subculturally
“defined expectations, through utilization of the resources (e.g. parental
support) avaijlable to'than}in the stratification hierarchy, while lower cTass
females, lackjng these resources, must either forego the personal amet13hs
( make personal sacr1f1ces to obtain the necessary resources.

ck fe a1es may perceive a greater availability of outs1de resources
",for use in attg1n1ng vocat1ona1 educat1on than white lower -class, females and

thus persona1 sacrifices are not as necessary However, fewer outside, re-

sources are ava11ab1e for atta1n1ng h1gher ambit1ons, such as a~c011ege degree.

Therefore, the 1ong*range educat1ona1 effect on fert111ty.1s observed for

btac}s. - ‘ \\\\

+ . N ‘
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A similar qualification can be used to exp]ain the variation.of kind in
\\

the re]ationship between ambitions for’futuré fami]y status and fertility.
‘d‘:;;i:;z—stitgd, the means of achieving future family status: as well as
+eTons fﬁr that.status, may vary among these race—class uroupings. . For
»instégce, black lower class females may view fami]yéstatus as hinging//n their
own status'rather than on their. husband's. Thus, occupatipnal aspirations
for husband may be invalid as a measure of soc10econoch ambitions for lower-
.ciass b]acks‘.~ ihe means to marital mebility may ‘be more intricateiy related

-

«’ to education in the white Tower class than in the middle class. For the
lower class, and partitulariy those in non-netropolitan areas, higher edu-
cation’ faCi]itates interaction with middle class and ambitious Tower class
males that mignt not otnerWise exist. Thus, females w1th high educationa1
amBitions‘may perceive a higher probabi]ity of actuai]y marrying up than
those with lower educational ambitionsl Mate choiee may beinore\selective
as a result, anu marriage and childbearing postponed among the ambitious

"~ lower ciass females. Of course, middle class females also engage in mate
selection during the educational process. The difference, howevar,‘is that
there are fewen.within ciass\ﬂitferenees'in frequeneyﬁof socioeconemic am- " -~.

' bitions and the means of achieving those ambitions are'ayaiiable with less
sa;rifice than is necessary in the Tower. class - . o

"~ In ¢onclusion, this ana]ySis suggests that the strength and nature of
the re1ations;ip between socioeconomic amgitions,and fertility varies ac-

) , COTding“to the dimepsion of status examined w1thin and between raee ciass

groupings Perception of means(resources) aVailabie for attaining these

ambitions is presented as a possible confounding factor, but the interpre-

tations offerediare 1arge1y specuiative and require empirical testlng.

s
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. .Appéndix A Indicators and Measurements
Social Origins . B
Two indicators of, social origins were included in this analysis -- the
. occupation of the breadwinner in the family of orientation and the ®ducational
level of the mother. The breadwinner's occupation was considered as indicator
of the general socioeconomicqstand?ng of the family of. orientation which served
as a status placement function for the female respondent. The mother's edu-

{w'n . cational level was considered a base-line for comparison of mobility orienta- °
tions f?r self,.even though the literature justifying.such a position is rather
A scarce. ST / -
~

Breadwinner's dccupationz(BRSEI). The occupations given as open-ended
K responses-to- the question: : . .
4

What is the major job held by the main breadwinner (money.

« »

- earner) of your heme? ‘ -

. were assigned Duncan's (1961) socioeconomtc index scores. In order to cir- .~

" cumvent the "no response" ‘and uncodeable responses, i.e., social secyrity,
retirement, etc., computed means of noh-farm occupation scorés for each
educational level of the breadwinner were computed for blacks and whites;%

Educational Level of Mother (ELM). In Wave I and Wave II the re-
' spondents were asked: ) ‘

~

What is the highest school grade cqmpleted by your mother?

In beth waves the responses were struyctured igto an eight level ranking from
"Bid not go to school" to “"College graduate}.” Less discrete catﬁgories of
the-Wave 11 (1968) responses were used:to indicate origin status.

‘ 'TThe only study which examined the-SME Hypothesis using female's intergener-
1 atiopal educational mobility, Riemer and Kiser (1954), operationalized edu-

g ¢itional origins as the average of father's and mother's education.

i

2The%e means were computed only when the breadwinner was the father or the
mother. Seemingly, it was not justifiable to insert these or other means

when the breadwinner was someone other than a parent since the problem under
4 consideration was intergeneratipna] mobility (children vis-a-vis parent(s)).

. 3"Doh't know" was also a struqtdréd response but is considered missingfagia
for this analysis., o ;
4The rationale for using Wave II rather than Wave 1 data was that as ‘the re-

spondents, aged, their knowledge of their mother's -educational attainment would
. tend to be more accurate. OF the 331 who responded in Waves.I and II, 70 or -, &

- 21 percent, gave different responses at Wave I and Wave' Il for mother's. edu-

cation. The majority of the variance was characterized by (1) a "don't know"

e or "no response" at one time period and a response, usually in one.of the cate-

"+ gories below "graduated from high school" (Zgha one rank move of reported levels

in Wave I and Wave II~ ;

e o
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Mobility Orientations for Desired Mate. . : .

quently been examiried through the occupation of her/husband, McCrory (1974)

explained that this procedure reflects her mobiljty within the family struc-
ture. In order to examine the mobility for the future family of the adoles-
cent females in the ‘Southern ¥outh Study panel, a composite variable, level

of occupational aspiration for desired mate. (LOAM}, was constructed from .
responses of occupational aspirations for desired mate (0AM) and occupational. - ——m——m
expectations for desired mate (OXM).

A review of the literature showed that the :ﬁz’lity of , women has fre-

»  Haller, et al. do not dispute the quantitative and qualitative differ-.
ences between aspirations and expectations as presented by researchers such
as Kuvlesky and Bealer (1966), but do feel that realistic and idealistic 3
aspirations are "weakly defined"-and "highly correlated" and "are overwhelm- .
ingly saturated with general LOA [Level of occupational aspirations for self]" .
(1974:119). For this reason realistic and idealistic aspirations are of
interest as contributors to LOA, not as separate variables. Furthermore,
_ they assert that the inclusion of both realistic and idealistic aspirations
increase the realiability of LOA, qualified by the fact that LOA-appeared
to'?esslightly less reliable for females than males {Haller, et al., 1974:
]]9 . ‘ []

Occupational Aspiration for Mate (0AM). This variable was operationalized
by assigning Duncan (1961) socioeconomic scores “to %esponses obtained in Waves
T and II to the question: ’

If the man you marry‘could have any job he wanted, what job
would 'you most desire him to have as a Tifetime kind-of work?

Occupational Expectations for Mate AOXM). Again, Duncan's socioeconomic
scores were assigned to the responses oﬁfa1ned in.Waves I and II to the
question: : P

<

What kind of job do you really expect the man you will marry
or your husband to hold most of his life?

Level of Occupational Aspiration for Mate (LOAM).-This composite var- !
jable was operationalized by computing the average of OAM and OXM for both
Wave I and 11.6 - S
LOAM = OAM (SEI) + OXM (SEI) M
5 ,

e >

51t was felt these remarks about LOA, though not strictly ré]gted to LOAM,
were pertinent in view of the general lack of rigorous attention extant on
LOAM. ' .

Y . ) . . \
In those cases where responses were given for OAM but not OXM in a parti-

cular wave, OAM was considered the best estimate of LOAM, and vice versa.when

a response was given for OXM but not OAM. ‘Among the whites, 0AM66 was used

s the best estimate 34 times: OXM66, 5 times; OAM68, 23 times; and OXM68, -

i1 times. ‘Among the blacks, 0AM66 was used as the best estimate 12 times;

0XM66, 3 times; OAM68, 25 times; and OXME8 only once. -

N - . A

. .
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*  the same manner as LOAM, -

Mobility Orientations for Self

The respondent'$ mobility orientations for self were operationalized
by a composite variable, level of educational aspirations (LEA) (McCrory,
1974). Level of educational aspirations was constructed from structured res-
- ponses of educational aspirations (EA) and educational expectations (EX) in

Educational Aspirations (EA). This variable was operationalized by
responses to the following questions; - .

WY
A4
T

If you could have as much education as you desired, which of

the following would you do? -
Six fixed choice responses were 6ffered’ig/ﬁ;ves I and II ranging ffbm "Quit
school now" to "Complete additional 'studiés after graduation from a college
for university." _Numerical values, rapding from one to five, were assigned
to each response.’ 5 ) =
. - ’;‘

Educational Expectations (EX). In Waves I and IT this variable was

measured by fixed choice responsgs to the following question:

~" What do you really/éxpect to do about your_education? : A
2 }{ N - ~

‘-~ The fixed choice responses and numerical value assignment were the same as
those for educationdl aspixations. .

Level of Educatioag;hxgﬁ??ﬁtioh (LEA). ?his\composite variable was
'opegatidna]ized by computing the average of EA and EX for both Wave I and
1. . )
° ;S LEA=EA+EX 7 '
, . . . 2 ’
Intergenerational Mobility Measures " , ,

. -
-

Two measures of integenerational mobility were constructed from theé / --
attitudes given toward occupation of desired mate and education for self,
’anchqred by the social origins of the respondent. - Y

- . . \.'g\-

7Because the pgnel consisés:of high school graduates and théiinﬁrequency of
responses to the first résponse, the category "Quit school now" was’combined.

with the response to "Graduate from high school".

8In those cases where\¢33pgg§g§t!§re given for EA but not EX in a particular
wave, EA was considered the best estimate of LEA, and vice versa when a re-

sponsewas given for EX but not EA. Among the white females, EX66 and EX68
were used as.the best estimates twice and once respectively. -Among. the blacks
EA66 was considered the best estimate twice; EX66, 6 times; EA68 and EX68 once

each. '
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. Intergenerational Occupational{Mobility (IGOM). This variable was con-
structed by taking the‘HTfference inf SET scores of level of occupational aspi-

¥ation fog desired mate (LOAM) and breadwinner's occupation (BRSEI)* at Waves

-and II. . - - oo ' B

J
/ TGOM = LOAM - BRSEI

Positive values of IGOM indicate upward mobility oriéntations, while nega--
tive values indicate downward mobility orientations. The resultant numerical,
values indicate distance of movement desired for the future family from the—”
‘family of orientation. : oo

. xlntergenerétiohhl»Edueational Mobility (ICEM), The difference between
level of educational aspjration for self (LEA) and educational level of mother

\,

. (ELM) was constructed ast the measure IGEM. T
IGEM = LEA - ELM D A S
Again, the éign of the computed’va1ue indicates dir?ation of ﬁgVaBent“and ~

the ‘numerical value indicates distance of movement.

"Early Fertility Behqvior]] )

' Theorespondentfs early fertility behavior Was measured in the follow-
ing manner from Wave III data:

) (1) If the respondent was married, she was asked, | .
. "How many children do you have?
."7t2) If the respondent replied to the above question,
i - the number-of children reported was coded.
’ ) . / ; b '
\ ) ’% P .

RS SRRy AR
9A recent article by Tyree and Treds (1974) refers to intergenerational
mobility behavior of females through’husbgnd's occupation as "marita1‘mobility“._ -

-]OThe eight level ranking of ELM was collapsed into five categories: Less .

than High School; High School Graduate; High $School plus Vocational Training;

Some College; College Graduate. LEA rank Tevels were: Graduate from High

School; High School plus Vocational Training; Graduate from a Junior College;™.
., Graduate from a College; College plus Additional Training. Therefore an IGEM °
N score apProximates a mobi 1ity-measure~of one degree. ¢

e ¥ .

]]Theltenn “early fertility behavior" is tised since all respondents were
~approximately 21 years old and therefore in the early part.-of their child-
bearing years. L ‘

£Y
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(3) If the respondent ‘did not .reply to the above
question and was not married or divorced, Ehen
the number of children was coded as zero.1¢

. £

Socioeconomic class]3 :

e Kisar and Whelpton (1953} postulated the.existence of class specific

attitudes and psychological characteristics concerning the "value" of chil-
dren. Contraceptive behavior is known to vary by class, For these reasons,,
socioeconomic class comparisons were made for each model in this paper.. *

The breadwinner's socioeconomic itfidex (BRSEI) was used to operation-
alizesocioeconomic class in the following manner:

(*) If BRSEI was 45 or less, the respondent was
considered a member of the lower socioceconomic
class. : »

(2) If BRSEI was greater than 45, the respondent was’ "
congidered a member of the middle.socioeconomic class.

" Over 90% of the black females and over 60% of the white females were located

e

+
B P
S

#n thé. lower socioeconomic class. Because the number of black females 1o~ -
cated inthe middle class was extremely small (15), those with a SEI score
greater than 45 were excluded from the analysis. Therefore comparisons

were made between white lower class females, and white middle class females, -
and between white lower class and black lower class females. '

b

]ZIh Texas alj, respondents were asked "How:many children dogyou have?'; re- -

" gardless of marital status and the number of never married females with chii-

o

-~

dren wasinsignificant. Of the 292 white females in the Southern Youth-Study,
80 (29%) were considered never married females with no..children. Of the

236 black females, 110 (47%) were considered never married females with no
children; 14 (6%) of the never married black females reported children, not -
all" of whom were from Texas. Additionally, 30 (13%) of.the married black

females reported.nﬁ'cqj1dren.

]3This term is used herein, as in other. empirical research on the SMF Hypoth--
esis, as .synonymous with socioeconomic groupings. Though the conceptual
distinctions between class and groupings are recognized, it was felt the
research in this area was not refined sufficiently. to warrant a more dis-

«

[

creté distinction. _ : .
fn ) . . .

]4Ha11er, Otto, Meier and Ohlendorf (1974) also used this score as the cut-

off point between the lowér and middle classes. Despite cognizance of the

fact that class distinctions may differ between blacks and whites and rural

and urban residents, the constant criterion of the above researchers was

used for heunisticjpﬁprSQSs - )
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