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In the past‘twenty years Amerlcan faml]y 11fe has/changed greatly
o Between 1957 and 1975 ‘;He per1od tota] fert111ty rate——the predlcted number of
u]élh:“ ch11dren a woman w11] bear in her 11fet1me——dropped from 3. 8 toxl .8 (U S Bureau

r"

' of the Census 1975b 1977) Dur1ng the same 1nterva1 “the d1vorce rate more than ﬂﬂ‘

uf «-doub1ed (Norton a@d G11ck 1976),‘a1though it may now be stab111z1ng (US Nat10na1 !‘:[.
: Centen’for Hea]th Stat1styés 1978) And the f1rst marr1age rate has cont1nued&-

r'1ts i&hé, slow dec11ne toward the.Jow rates of the Depress1on (Carter and G11ck

1976) Meanwh11e marr1ed women have entered the 1abor force 1n 1arge numbers,_'.w
thywith the resu]t that near]y ha]f of a]] w1ves now work outs1de the home (U S _'C‘ ';#;R

d;;c Bureau of the Census 1977) :i“‘ f_“Tff;Z;_

S1nce the fam11y_, ﬁone of ouﬁ fundamEnta] soc1a1 1nst1tut1ons, changes B

“in fam11y 11fe have ’mpfrtant 1mp11cat1ons for the ent1re soc1ety Consequently, \_75

a number of soc1a1;sc1ent1sts have 1nvest1gated the reasons beh1nd.these trends

Perhaps the most e]ahorate attempt 1s Easter11n s (1968) soc1oeconom1c theory
fertilit "'W'{,j;in hls work Easter11n exp]ores the connect(ons among\

PR ‘ Voo T
tastes for mater1 a] goods, 1abor market ﬁpportunthes, and the b1rth rate 0thers T

R Py

b

have attem"ted to exp]ain the r1se 1n the 1abor force part1c1pat1on rate of mar—4 7(

_[r1ed women 1n terms of iabor supp]y ogfthe demand for fema]e Iabor (Ca1n 1966

" 4 22 "7 ¢ \
'Bowen and F1negan 1969 0ppenhe1mer 1970) And some rs;earchers have suggested

that the 1ncreas1ng rate of fema]e 1abor force paft1c1patlon 1s one reason for

v‘}” the 1ncre3se in. d1vorce and separatlonh(Ross and Sawh111 1975)

o, - el

But of a]] the recent changes 1n fam11y 11fe,,we perhaps knbw 1east |

; about the postponement of f1rst marrtage Th1s trend is: most apparent among those

e B Lo
13 in the1r twent1es, and espec1a11y among those 1d§%§e1r ear]y twentles Between i ' ‘>x

\.,

1960 and 1976 for 1nstance the proportlon of 20 to 24 year old}women who had never

married 1ncreased from 28 to 43 percent and s1nce the m1d 1950s, the average age Of

N

”_ an Amer1can br1de has advanced about one year (U S BUreau‘of the Census 19753)




';--The postponement of marr1age, 1f 1t cont1nues, w111 add to the changes now oc-"" :

»

:K'“ﬁ; “icurlng in fam11y 11fe Demographers have found that women who marry 1ater tend _‘f’ﬂ'f

At,\{ :
¢

o to bear fewer chl]dren (Westoff”“'d Ryder 1977) A a resu]t the 1ater start

1s 11ke1y to a]ter the amount o »tlme a’ marr1ed coup]e spends 1n the ear]y

- stages of the fam11y 11fe cyc]e uch as ch11d bear1ng and chi]d rear1ng 'And -

"_g.'51nce an earller age at. marr1age is assoc1ated w1th a hlgher probab111ty of d1— “;’

‘Yvorce (Bumpaqs and Sweet 1972) thectrend toward 1ater marr1age m1ght reduce the s

”.

hbe permanent wh1ch wou]d ralse the proportlon of the popu]at1on that never mar—’7'

r1es

—;

A study of the determ1ﬁant§ of th1s trend then wou1d g1ve us a bEtter f:f e

-"f understand1ng of the process of fam11y change wh1ch is’ occur1ng today 'But one o

A 7;freasoh for our 1ack of know]edge about marr1age postponement 1s the 1nadequacy
‘ . W /

‘fof much ex1st1ng data (Sweet 1977) Most stud1es of entry 1nto marrlage have '
/

"relqed on one t1me, cross sect10na1 surveys ' Yet wh11e we. can d1scern the cur— N

’rent characterlst1cs of- marr1ed women‘from a cross sect1qna1 survey, we cannot

o\
-

' vfbe sure what the1r character1st1cs were before they marr1ed Consequent]y, ]t

R Eariaciiie

\g-'- 4 <

T'1s d1ff1cu1t to d1st1ﬁgu1sh attr1butes wh1ch affect“the probab111ty of marr1age

/ :"'from those wh1ch are. affected by marr1age _ﬁf;

But un11ke cross sect1ona1 surveys nat1ona1 study begun in 1968 does ﬂi‘
"allow us to fo]]ow young, s1ng]e women for/;everal years The Nat1ona1 Longl-
e tud1na1 Survey of\work Exper1ence Young WOmen,(wh1ch 1 w111 ca]] the "NLS")

, cons1sts of annua] face to face i tervrews from 1968 to 1973 and a te]ephone

-

inten;lew 1n 1975 w1th a nat1ona1 samp]e.of 5 159 women who were aged 14 to 24

e

i 1968 These 1nterv1ews /which werefcondueted by the Bureau of the Census

L for the Center for Human/Resource Res,arch at 0h1o State Un1verS1ty, are de--

gh

“'77fscr1bed in deta1T 1n Mott et al.” (1 77)/ ’B]ack women were over-samp]ed and R ,

constituted 1 459 of the 5 159 reséondents —/ : . h"' . :h"f ' ?f;fj;—fi"af'"f"”i
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"d1vbrce rate F1na11y, for some men and women the postponement of marr1age m1ght :j‘f
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fs1b1y the best set of survey data ava11ab1e.m From the

g ;_-they mature, 1t 1sx‘

‘Zﬁft“annual 1nterv1ews we can- mon1tor thousands of young women durlng the peak ‘cij;."“ :
T years of marrlage. (The nat1ona1 med1an age aﬁ marr1age 1n—1970 was 20.8" for L

‘women. ) We can 1nvest1gate how work behav1or, future work p]ansa schpo]1ng, and .
other character1st1cs of young women affect theeprobab111ty of marr1age. “And, '
; s1nce work1ng and scnoo]vng,are 1mportant parts of 11fe for young women, anll.
- ana]ys1s of the NLS panel shou]d en11ghten us: as’ tq the‘determfnants of the |
"fh; t1m1ng of marr1age and the reasons beh1nd the poytponement of marr1age.4In th1s

paper I w111 exam1ne the de]ay/1n marr1age for women 1n the NLS pane] whp were :yf

v : \

1n the1r ear]y twent1es--the age group wh1ch has delayed marr1age most 1n recent
L Years. .;.:'-f"f f-’lﬂ;.;;i f-f:7';—pgg“' ' T T T e e
W | There are two ways 1n wh1ch the proportlon of alldwomen 1n the1r ear]y

ﬂtwent1es who are s1ng]e (by wh1ch I: mean never—marr1ed) cou]d 1ncrease$' F1rst _ 5gﬁf-
:{if the proport1on of women who are S1ngle when they enter the1r twent1es cou]d in-. ;;',

crease.l Second the proportlon of s1ng]e women in the1r ear]y tweht1es who re-'

>

\

vu_ ma1n SIngle throughout thxs age.range cou]d 1ncrease. Here I wa]] be concerned

-

w1th the 1attqr s1tuat1on. “why s1ng]e women who are a]ready 12’the1r ear]y
twent1es are postpon1ng marrlage And I w111 pay part1cu1ar attent1on to three

character1st1cs of the young women. athetr current emp]oyment status, the1r 1eve1 - 'g;-

»

'g;;z of educat1on, and the1r 1ong Qun expectat1ons about 1abor force part1c1pat1on.:m‘{;_"f,,

ot o
- \
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o vp‘.f*ﬂ“ w,[,:";f Age at. Marr1gge*' Past and Present 1 ”f.f;., ;z': Y B

Desplﬁe the 1arge changes 1n the t1m1ng of marr1age s1nce the 19505, the

R , T L s DA S
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S “is’ c]oser to the norm for the 1890 1940 per1od than was” the perqentage s1ng1e 1n-f'd"”"

+

_ ,;fohly that t(g’current 1eve1 of s1ng]eness 1s not unprecedented and w111 not ;g :

: present 51tuatloq 1s not unlque hlStOFlCﬁlly.‘ Dur1ng the 19505 and early 1960s,‘

a-we became accustomed to a Very low proport1on S1ngle among\women 1h thelr early

.\-.\‘

ﬁmmntles From thhs perspeCtlve the current]y h1gher proport1ons S1ng1e seem ‘

.\"1

to he a conS1dérab1e departure from the usua] patterns of marr1age and fam11y

format1on.; F1gure 1 wh1ch shows1the percentage s1ng1e for a11 women aged 20 24 ;:_f

ARH 25-29 from 1890 to 1§76 conf1rms that ‘the, change s1nce 1960 has been large.é;

Many more young women now are s1ng1e 1n the1r tment1es than were com-,;

parab]e women twenty years ago.\.n S "t~ 4‘:jiz‘.1ul S |

T S i,

Ve et
L -

N

current percentage s1ng]e for women in the1r bwentles 1§ far from aberrant—-lt

the 1950s As the reader can see the percentage s1ng1e dec11ned very s]1ght]y
from 1890 to 194Q@ But 1mmed1ate1y fo]]ow1ng WOrld War II thé\percentage '
s1ng]e fe]] sharp]y, and 1t fe]] eyen 1ower by 1960 S1nce 195@ though the ,
pércentage s1ng1e has moved upward toward pre WOrld War II 1eve1s.j V1ewed h1s- -

tor1ca11y, then the post—war per1od of ear]y marr1age seems more unusua] than .

e1ther the current perlod or the 50 years preced1ng-the war 1 —.74- S
' Yet th1s does not mean that 11fe 1s the same for young 51ng1e women now as
1t was 1n the ear]y decades of th1s century, nor- does 1t mean that dec1s1ons

f about manrwage are made 1n the same manner. The 1ong term perspect1ve means L

necessar11y d1srupt the ex1st1ng marrlage and fam11y system. In fact, F1gure 1
1nd1cates that most young women are not abandon1ng marr1age, JUSt postpon1ng 1t
Ne ca deduce th1s from the modest r1se 1n the percentage s1ng1e at ages 25- 29

——

However, the 1ong-term trenq, as presented 1n F1gure 1; suggests that the o
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whlch has not kept pace WIth the 1arger rlse among those 20 24

]5 percent of a]] 25—29 year o]d women were st111 s1ng1e And based in
mar1ta1 h1stor1es of o]dert1omen3 1t 1s 11ke1y that many of these sfng]e

year o]f:wOmen w111 marry eVentually
| it o8 _ . .
o~ Neverthe]ess the postponement of marr1age has 1mportant consequ”

t1oned US1ng the NLS data we can exam1ne:thls de]ay

R4

in more depth As noted bove women,pn the1r ear]y twent1es have shown the

Jw'

fam11y 11fe, as - I have"”

'h Q']argest 1ncreases‘fn;marr1age postponement (See Carter and G]1ck 1976 for a

. -.‘ detam]ed demogra *rana1y51s ) Each nnua] 1nterv1ew-of the NLS pane] pro-5

G

v1ded 1nformat1on about women in’. th1s age group, as the teenagers 1n the pane] T

grew o]der and rep]aced those who entered the1r 1ate twent1es And because the o

'\u‘ e
Same women were re1nterv1ewed every year, we can 1so]ate the s1ng1e women 1n the1r
- B \' X

ear]y twentles 1n a g1ven year and then see wh1ch of them got marr1ed in: subse-

;‘ quent yeam? and wh1ch rema1ned s1ng1e Then by compar1ng the 1n1t1a1 character- R

1st1cs of those who rema1ned S1ng1e w1th those who marr1ed we can est1mate the

effects of these cnaracter1st1cs on the probab111ty oﬁ,marr1age

EEY
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_ F1gure 2 shows the probab111ty of marr1age dur1ng a subsequent two-year v ‘
per1od for women in the NLS pane] who were aged 20-2%/and s1ng1e at the start f'ugijgp;“
"{ of the per1od (1 chose a two-year 1nterva1 s that the 1973 to 1975 1nterva1 s

wou]d be comparable to the other 1ntervals--reca11 that there Was no 1nterv1ew e
/~~ S

1n 1974--and because the use of two—year 1ntervals resu ed in substant1a1 var1a-' B

t1on in. the number of marr1ages among d1fferent groups of women 1n the pane] )J
RN
Thus wh1te women who were 20 Zk;and S1ng1e 1n 1968 had a, probab1]1ty of 4T of o

- marry1ng by.%970 whereas the correspond1ng probab111ty was 28 for b]acks.

o= N . < . 7_/< L oL
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4_ k‘Flve years 1ater in 1973 51ng1e wh1te women aged 20 24 had a probab111ty of

. -

..32 of marrylng by 1975? and for b1acks theﬁprobab111ty was Two aspects [{‘:"

of F1gure 2 then stand out X f1rst a dec]1he~dur1ng the study 1n the proba--*f
b111ty of marr1age of 09 for WE,FQS and 10\for blacks and second the per51s-ﬁ£':
tent rac1a1 dlfference 1n the probab111ty of marr1age I w111 have ‘more to say
about both aspects 1ater e r,;,? li'fffg~ 'ai.‘ ' B |

.

e 'j'_ffh._?y o wOrk Schoo]1ng_and Marr1age

1. .

.\\./: ' ;"f But now 1et ‘us cons1der how school1ng, work behav1or, work p]ans for the

future anh/other soc1a1 dembgraph1c character1st1cs of these S1ng1e women m1ght

o have affected the probab111ty of marr1age It 1s we]] known th.t the more schoo]-ef
. ii 1ng a woman has, the o]der she 1s 11ke1y to be at her f1rst marr1agei Sweet 1977) u
Census data, for examp]e show that among women who have marr1ed at 1east once, d"
'j*f%;?——~the h1gher the1r age at - f1rst marr1age the greater 1s the1r average educatgpna]
;-,'h.d: atta1nment--w1th the except1on of women who marry at 1ate ages (Carter and G]1ck
" 1976) And two recent mu1t1var?ate analyses of survey data for marr1ed women ?;‘5

s

' also show that greater educat1ona1 attaonment is assoc1ated w1th h1gher ages at

S

,‘ff' f1rst marr1age (Voss 1976 A]exander and Eck]and 1978) Th1s re]at1onsh1p may
be due to the d1ff1cu1ty of comb1n1ng\Hull t1me attend§hce at schoo] w1th fam11y
respons1b111t1es.. 0r it may be due to other character1st1cs wh1ch are asIOclated
W1th hav1ng more educat1on f7In any case ~this we]] documented p051t1ve assoc1a- “”

| t1on between more’ schoo]1ng and age at f1rst marr1age m1ght 1ead us to expéct
- that among s1ng1e women in the1r ear]y twent1es 1n the NLS panel those who

.a;,-dz have more educat1on w111 rema1n s1ng1e 1onger ,;},ﬁ"ig f;"; |

“ But thls expectat1on wou]d be 1ncorrect Actua]]y there is. good asoﬁ to'.k';

pred1ct that of a]] s1ngLe women 1n the1r ear]y twent1es 1n the pane] those .

] A

W1th more educat1on\w:}l_j§rry sooner Ihe argument 1$.as,follows The stud1es




which showed that more schoo]1ng meant an o]der age at. marrlage were based on .
l'surveys of a]] the women--s1ng1e and ever-marrled--of a glven Age When’We 1ook\' '

back at the mar1ta1 h1stor1es of these age\oohorts we do f1nd that those women

L

';:gwtth 7\/e»educatwn tended to de]ay marr1age he same will be true eventua11y

}

i tfor the age cohort of women who were in their ear]y twent1es dur1ng the NLS study.: :;fj

. 'But the NLS women who were 1n the1r ear]y twent1es and st111 51ngle formed on]y
\a port]on of tnls cohort--the portlon that had a]ready de]ayed marr1age°beyond 5,‘\'
. the tlme when others 1n the1r cohort had begun to marry Some of these st111-

51ngle WOmen were h1gh schoo] drop -outs,

_ut many _thers had some co]]ege educa-v;i
tlon. As a resu]t the average educat'ona? attalnment of the st111—51ngle women |
probab]y had surpas&ed a]ready the a erage'educat1ona1 atta1nment at marrlage

for the women 1n the1r age cohort w'o had marr1ed wh11e in. the1r teens._'}ziitf.'3”

A

. SYe % .
j.'_;“.; Yet for the ﬁhmen who were St] 15 %an]e 1n the1r ear]y twent1es, educa—

t10na1 atta1nment was a resource wh1ch p]aced them.1n a better p051t1on to marry L

If we accept the fam111ar 1dea that there vs’a rr1age market*among S1ngle men o

)
. l

~.

market p051t1on The trad1t10na1‘exp1anat1on for'why schoo11ng strengthens a

'. woman S. market p051t1on 1s that women w1th more schpo]1ng have better opportun1-

R t1es to\meet men w1th more schoollng And men w1th more schoollng, so th1§

reason1ng goes, are more des1rab1e Spouses because they confer hlgher status on
the1r w1ves and they have hlgher potent1a1 earnlngs (see E]der 1969) For ex- '

amp]e, men in co]]ege tend to date women 1n co]]ege S0 that ifa worman- does not
_-9'. 3 1 . .

A *attend co]]ege she 1s 1ess 11ke1y to meet a man- who doe;

In thts trad1t1ona1 v1ew, a woman trades phyS1ca1 attract1veness and per- .
!

'?' o soha] sk11ls for a,husband's 1ncome and status. Educat1on on]y serves to broaden

'y - a woman's access to des1rab1e\meh But now that many w1ves—-soon a maJor1ty>-

work out51de the home a woman w1th a hlgher 1eve1 of schoolﬂng a1so 1s a source

and women then 1t 1s to be expe ved that more schoo]1ng wou]d 1mprove a woman S’ _jf
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A _51ngle woman in: her ear]y twent1es w1th more schoo]1ng shou]d be more 11ke1y ’; fi

.s\‘ "‘ ,.".‘ . ..'.. ‘ _-8-- .

ﬁ.of lncome and status ﬁor a man (Tay]or andjelenn 1976 0ppenhe1mer 1977) "Today ;:
‘a-woman w1th a co]]gge degree may be more 11ke1y to marry because her schoo]1ng :
imakes her a more de51rab1e spouse in her own. r1ght And, 1n addltlon some of

;the s1ng1e women ln the1r early twent1es/w1$h a h1gh schoo] educat1on may have i

:‘been unsuccessfu] a]ready in the marr1age market wh11e those w1th a co]]ege de-

gree may be enter1ng the market for the f]rst t1me Whether educat1on makes a

-

‘-woman a more des1rab1e spouse or he]ps a woman:meet a more des1rab1e man, a-_ o

/-

to- marry than a companab]e woman w1th ss schoo]1ng

: educat1ona1 atta1nment

0ther stud1es m1ght 1ead us to expect that S1ng1e women 1n the NLS pane]

'

- -

fw1th more attract1ve work\opportun1t1es wou]d de]ay marr1age Two cross—sec— :

l_tlonal stud1es us1ng 1960 Census data for couﬁ;nes, S. M S A s, and states

' demonstrated that the proport1on of women 1n var1ous age. groups who were mar— =

: rled var1ed 1nverse1y wqth the earn1ngs of emp]oyed women (Fre1den 1974 Preston-

:and R1chards ]975) Preston and R1chards a]so reported that the proport1on
'-igmarr1ed at ages 22 24 was 1ower 1n S M S A s w1th a” greater demand.for the

'ctypes of JObS usua]]y fl]]ed by women “1In add1t1on, a number of stud1es based

on pane] data have shown that marr1ed women w1th the potent1a1 to earn h1gher

*”-'wages are more 11ke1y to d1Vorce or eparate 1n the future other th1ngs be1ng

' :-sect1ona] stud1es of marr1age the exp]anat1on 1s that better work opportun§t1es :

. equa] (Cher11n, /\78 ]979 Ross and Sawh111 ]975) 'Here as 1n the cross— EE

.

'iﬂg1ve women_ an 1ndependent source of 1ncome wh1ch enhances the1rmab111ty to. 1ead

' 3;1ndependent 11ves If th]S pr1nc1p1e were re]evant for s1ng1e women in their -

’fQ twent1es we mlght hypothe51ze that s1ng1e women W1th better work opportun1t1es

e

'-’fwou]d 1ead 11ves 1ndependent of men for a 1onger t1me and wou]d therefore tend :

—

[}

| hg Th1s shou]d bektru?)even ?l¢ :
| th&ugh for all women in ner cohort age at- marr1age/5111 vary 1nver with “:.“



'to pdstpone~marrlage f _f/{_.'f S '; o - v '_]..

But 1n fact as I w111 demonstrate below s1ng]e women 1n the pane]iwho

.. )
.worked more weeks dur1ng the prev1ous year were more 11ke1y t marry, aTthough

"th1s re]atlonsh1p was weak and not stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1cant And 1nd1ces of

'.the demand for fema]e Tabor 1n the woman s Tabor market %nd the mean 1ncome of

T
<

emp]oyed women\1n her state had no s1gn1f1cant effects ~ The Tack of effect may

' due to offsett1ng 1nf1uences better work opportun1t1es 1ncrease a woman s

\

1ndependence but they a]so 1ncrease the earn1ngs potent1a1 she br1ngs to.. a mar-f

' r1age thus ra1s1ng her stand1ng 1n\the marrlage market ' We cannot pred1ct

- .wh1ch of these two effects is* stronger A seoond reason why work1ng may not

: decrease the probab111ty of marr1age 1s that for s1ng]e women work1ng is partg S

of the usua] course of 11#% Un11ke marr1ed women, who often choose between B

B _housework and. Tabor market work s1ng]e women have a]ways part1c1pated 1n the o

R 1abor force, un]ess they were 1n schoo] . The bu]k of the:female Tabor force,f
L Y )
'*_ until the Tast few decades, cons1sted of s1ng]e women (Oppenh jmer- 19/0)

1 the earTy decades of th1s century, when a woman marr1ed she s1mpv

stopped

P

| -}_'work1ng ' Today, she w111 probébly rema1n at work at Teast unt11 she bears a'-
7_,—\ C

::,ch11d and poss1b1y even then (Gl1ck and Norton 1977) But most S1ngle wom T

; who are out of schooT are at, work and because there seems to be -no conf11ct be-

s tween work1ng and f1nd1ng a husband work1ng may not de]ay marr1age

Yet once a woman marr1es, housework and ch11d-care compete for her t1me :

| ".w1th market work Although many WTVES do both the comb1nat1on of housework\and._

\..A

"manket work can be d1ff1cu1t Consequent)y S1ngle w0men who p]an to be. fu]]-f

":the home Tater 1n T1fe Thus, the Tong term expectatlons of young s1ng]e women _"'

o t1me housew1ves may marry sooner than those who p]an to cont1nue work1ng outs1de;il;

'Zabout market work mlght be more?1mportant determ1nants of ‘the t1m1ng of marr1age{-;lf.:

- _'than the1r current emp]oyment.status The.NLS data;prov1des,an;opportun1ty to;:wf-f-



T ~h'--.".;.s31wef'”3 R '
Qgt;st thls prop051tlon u51ng the responses to a quest1on about the young women S.

,_\, a

- work p]ans for when they: are age 35 And 1f there has been a, dec]lne 1n the pro—

'."port1on of women who‘plan to become fu]] tlme housewtves 1ater in 11fe, then th]S
change 1n future work p]ans m1ght account for part of the recent dec11ne 1n the {f \{l

”;V-probablllty of marrlage Th%s 1s, in. fact what the NLS,data show, as I w111

;demonstrate now. -~ - f‘ R ;.:f L LT :);.?5 P ;‘.' ;;:Q.
F:' . . "
f s ;:. '3jTI.F-‘ : Methods ; ~v_;. N :.5. 77 B “: -

5

Because changes in age strongly affect the probab111ty of marr1age for

‘ﬁfyoung women, 1 w1shed°to perform stat1st1ca1 ana]yses on groups of womeh 1n [ _?}f?{f{ﬁ#
;zginarrow age ranges But I a1so wanted to avo1d d1V1d1ng the pane] 1nto groups hofi _”,iﬂﬁ
k gdwhose s1ze ‘was very sma]], and I wanted to use data from as many years of the S ST

ipane] as P0551b1e T dec1ded therefore upon the fo]]ow1ng data anaIys1s pro— S
~l;ceduFe F1rst I d1v1ded the s1ng1e women 1n the1r ear]y twent1es 1nto two :.I
groups. gthose 20 or 21 and those 22 or: 23 Next I poo]ed.the s:ng]e wovﬁw. ;;:uflr
.;°:wno were 20 or 21 at the 1969 1nterv1ew w1th those who were 20 or 2] at the
t11971 1nterv1ew ‘and- those who Were 20 or. 21 at the 1973 1nterV1ew Because the
.itwo—year age range matched the two—year 1nterVa1 between 1nterv1ewsa there was ”:5d
no over]ap among the three sets of 20 21 year o]ds poo]ed I a]so poo]ed the .n:,?§'5'57
\ S1ng1e 22- 23 year o]ds exact]y the same way A]] these group1ngs were done B
:hﬁf separate]y for blacks and wh1tes o As a resu]t there were four f1na] poo]ed

'u;_groups ‘20 21 year wh1tes, 20 21 year o]d b]acks, 22 =23 year whltes, and 22 23 f7‘

o 1;year o]d b]acks L {.ff eb,m;~#<;~-~ . _ e

‘ I then spec1f1ed two mode]s of the probab111ty of marrlage for each group e

Y .

In the flrst mode] wh1ch I w111 ca]] the 1Tnear probab111ty mode] the dependent
'var1ab1e was, the probab111ty of marrlage dur1ng a subsequent two-year 1nterva1

' ! Rn*each4~oman i, thls%?pobabtl1ty was assumed to depend 11near1y on a set of k '-:”




IR
L e——

.px 3111"3212 e "Bk"]k

) "f}»f1ng,each woman a score of one on the dependent var1ab1e 1f she marr1ed dur1ng

AN
fithe 1nterva1 and a score of zero 1f she d1d not and then app1y1ng the ord1nary

ut,lndependent var1ab1es, X1 through Xk E (f/,» ::;72 | R e

1east squares est1mat1ng Procedure In other words for women who were 20- 21 1n};;y

L f1969 the éependent var1ab1e was coded one 1f they marr1ed by the 1971 1nterv1ewr

<

L and zero 1f they rema1ned s1ng]e, -and- the 1ndependent var1ab1es were taken from

h

‘ f*;var1ab1es were from 1971‘ JAnd for those who were 20 21 1n 1973 the dependent

"

dj’ var1ab1e was one 1f they marr;ed by 1975 and zero*otherw1se and the 1ndependent

A*'fevarlab1es were from 1973 The same procedure was app11ed to the 22 23 year o]ds

._”'qonly the va]ues one" and zero)

?

'"j?that the est1mates are. 1neff1c1ent And, in add1t10n, 1t 1s pOSS1b1e for the

"ﬁ711near 1og odds mode] In-th1s mode] the dependent var1ab1e is the natura]

“"-xthe odds are def1ned as the progpb111ty of marry1ng d1v1ded by the probab1]1ty:

1ogar1thm of the ogds of marry1ng dur1ng a subseqﬂent two year 1nterva1 where‘-“

[

3}of not marry1ng As in the f1rst mode] the dependent var1ab1e 1s assumed to ;"

b

"depend 11near1y for each woman i on a set of k- 1ndependent var1ab]es

1og [p /(1 -p; )] B]x]1 + 32x12 Cee '+ Bk 1k +ey .' SR

f]}Thys mode] is somet1mes known as the 1og1st1c model, because Af it ho]ds the

| ?-;‘probab111t1es fo]]ow the 1og1st1c probab111ty d1str1but1on Max1mum 11k 11- )

'"ﬁ3f:fhood est1mates of thgﬂ%arameters of th1s mode] can be obta1ned by an 1terat1ve}7"“

"the 1969 1nterv1ew S1m1f\r1y, for women who were 120~ 21 1n 1971 the dependent }f'

7ﬂﬂfvar1ab1e was one 1f they*marr1ed by 1973 and zero: otherW1se, and the 1ndependentﬁiif

But since the dependent ;iinable 1n th1s mode] is d1chot0mous (tak1ng on | fo:"

the d1sturbances are heteroskedast1c wh1ch means zj,'ﬂj

L‘pred1cted va]ues of the dependent var1ab1e to fa]] out51de the range of zero to s"“ ;

| .fon‘ 2. - For these reasonS, I spec1f1ed a second mode] wh1ch I w111 cal] the ‘ge-:i o



”

"Values of the dependent var1ab1e.to 11e outs1de 1ts actual/range

‘I:-fze' Col]ege Enro]]ment a dummy var1ab1e coded one 1f the woman was. enro]]ed

FE . - . ) . >

-..(. - L e °

(procedurelwhlch maxmmlzes the 301nt 11ke11hood functlon for a]] observatlons
oA

';,And SInce the 1og~odds can range from m1nus 1nf1n1ty (as p.approaches zero) to j=‘;r"

(f‘pos1t1ve 1nf1n1ty (as g_approaches one), 1t 1s 1mposs1b1e for"the pred1cted

N
-

" Desp1te the stat1st1ca1 super1or1ty of the 11near 1og odds mode] the
more common 11near probab111ty mode] 1s often suff1c1ent in pract1ce Th1s is Q:E?fl”‘

because the prbblems of,1neff1c1ent and 1nadm1551b1e est1mates tend to be much

- fg 1@55 severe when the mean of the dependent var1ab1e 1s between 25 and 75

(Knoke 1975 Goodman 1976) And s1nce the means .of. the d1chotomous dependent : fV( .

'}'7 var1ab1es in three of the four poo]ed groups cons1dered here are w1th1n these

11m1ts3, the 11near probab111ty mode] may be " adequate here I have however, K

est1mated both the 11near probab111ty and the 11near 1og odds mode]s for each o

:,-¥'\ group 1n the ana1y51s, S0 that we may compare the two ;‘“{;t ,( ’ -hlf 41;1.: .;(1 ~

The lndependent var1ab1es in the model were’ as fo]]ow ”T('E_h f .,"w: }f,,:a S

1 Grades of Schoo] Comp]eted three categor1es for 20 21 year o]d women, cor- de

respond1ng to 1ess than twe1ve grades (the om1tted category in the mode]),_ ~':
twg)ve grades (a h1gh schoo] degree), and more than twe]ve“grades (at 1east

some co]]ege) For the aged 22- 23 groups I used four categor1es 1ess than

twe]ve grades (the omltted category) twe]ve grades, th1rteen to f1fteen grades.
(some co]]ege), and s1xteen grades or: more (at 1east a col]ege degree) 0n1y a ~hﬁf:i

few 20 21 year olds hagrf1n1shed co]]ege, and few women in e1ther age group had

-~ any postgraduate educat1on comp]eted “) ;2: -’Ifhﬁzf;f“fffv . J-f _ 5 -

1

fu]] t1me at afeollege or un1vers1ty as- an undergraduate or graduate student and

coded zero. otherw1se.. ‘}q-" *fif“if--,[' : ~_fo' NI P 3 -_,'('7'

.-

' 3; Neeks Norked the proportlon of a]] weeks dur1ng the previous year in wh1ch

the woman had worked '(:I;



. L . ‘;1 . . )

R
I

Ch11dren fOr b]acks, a dummy var1ab1excoded one 1f the woman hadfa chlld

-‘of her own 11v1ng 1n her househo]d or 1f she was respons1b]e for at least ha]f

}'ofthe f1nanc1a1 suppor' for- a ch11d of hers res1d1ng e]sewhere jand coded Zero. g

3 Y..otherW1se | Few S1ngle wh1te women had thehr own ch11dren in their househo]ds -f;;l37ﬁ

1

5. P]ans at ﬁg__35 At each 1nterV1ew from 1969 to ]975 the women were asked
o th1s quest1on ’ "Now I wou]d 11ke to taIk to. you about your future JOb p]ans

'"'“ ywhat k1nd of work wou]d you 11ke to be do1ng when you are 35 years o]d?"' A]—

'»fthough the word1ng of th1s quest1on strong]y 1mp11ed that the ‘women shou]d re— 2 -'4 |

- f;7?f}spond w1th some type of 1abor market work, a substant1a1 proport1on of the women

b

' rep11ed that they p]anned to be marr1ed and keep1ng house or. ra1S1ng a fam11y. ;b’

-

ot I created a dummy var1a§1e coded one 1f a woman gave th1s housew1fe response
’jff UI_and coded zero otherw1se Th1s dummy var1ab1e then measures whether women plan

“;f_ tto be fu]] t1me houseg&yes at age 35 on the one hand or whether they p]an to
..1kwork in the 1abor foree or to comb1ne 1abor market work w1th home work on the
In th1s spec1f1cat1on of the 1ndependent var1ab1es,_I assumed that the EN

@ .
- parameters were)the same whether a: woman was poo]ed from the 1969 1971, or

‘_;f~For examp]e for wh1tes aged 20~ 21 I est1mated the parameters of three f
f'separate 11near probab111ty mode]s for those who were 20-21 din 1969 1971, and
.';*-f1973 I then poo]ed these three sets of wh1te 20 21 year o]ds and est1mated

thhe p\\ameters of a s1ng]e mode] for the ent1re group Under the nu]] hypothe—--‘

‘:'p1973 1nterv1ews ' I tested th1s assumpt1on for each of the four poo]ed groups \ F—

'*'s1s that the parameters of ‘the’ model are the same for each of the three sets °fu,;;‘? ‘

N wh1te 20 21 year o]ds, an F-test'can be constructed from the res1dua1 sums of PRI

l

. squares of these est1mates (F1sher 1970) The F-stat1st1c was not s1gn1f1cant ;;;
N 1nd1cat1ng that the nu]] hypothes1£‘of equ1va1ence cou]d be azg?pted Thus,,.‘-'f" ’
'.pool1ng was,Just1f1ab1e stat1st1ca ly. S1m11ar procedures a1so produced non-

O\

'"sjgn1f1cant F-statist1cs for wh1te 22- 23 year o]ds and for b]ack 22 23 year :




s Ao]ds B t for h]acks aged 20—21 the statlstlc was slgn1f1cant at exactly the *

‘ ff?flve pefcent 1eve1, 1nd1cat1ng that the nu]] hypotheSIS was poss1b1y 1ncorrect;

.";is1nce thls s1gn1f1cance ]evel was. marg1na1 I dec1ded to poo] a]so the 20 21

o nyear o]d b]acks

'Neverthlless, 51nce poo]1ng seemed appropr1ate for the other three groups, and f‘

.‘ } -]4-" ' .'l.l'.', ' ) - l...: . .o_ b-' v.‘ N~

) ) o . .."" o "\v'
There are other re]evant var1ab1es wh1ch I cou]d not measure for every year :

[

B of the stUdy., We know for 1nstance, that women tend to marry men who are a b1t;3_,ﬁ-’

“folder “As"a resu]t the probab111ty of marr1age.for 3 woman 1s affected by the {

| ratlo of the numberv?f women who are her age xo the number of men who are=a{r

oW T
- '»aflq?' ‘-.v' K .
years o]der (Preston and R1chards 1975 Fre1den 1974 Carter and G]1ck 1926)

L And the rat1o of women of marr1ageab1e age to o]der men has 1ncreased recent]y

ﬁ"fdue to the steady r1se 1n the bnrth rate wh1ch occured in. the 1ate 19405 and the'?'=f~"

19505«\JConsequent1y, s1ng]e womqn have been caught in. a demograph1c "marr1age

ll'i"~squeeze" (Carter and G11ck 1976), wh1ch w111 abate as the cohorts born ih the R

19605 reach marr1ageab1e ages. But the annua] stat1st1cs .on the sex rat;“

not deta11ed en0'gh for 1nc1us1on in th1s ana1y51s., In add1t1on there are'no . .ﬂ B

g annua] measures o other p0551b1y 1mportant soc1oeconom1c character1st1cs of the'

-wunan senv1ronment-

These 1nc1ude the mean earn1ngs of men and women 1n the

f‘area the ease of d1vorce, and the ma]e and fema]e unemp]oyment rates Ib was )/

:.'h p0591b1e, however, to- obta1n data on these and other character1st1cs at the state :

g 1eve1 from the 1970 Census of Popu]at1on and from V1ta1 stat1st1cs sources, and

'p'to append th1s state 1eve1 1nformat1on to the records of w0men in. the study who '

ﬂ»the proporI1on of var1ance exp1a1ned s1gn1f1cant1y

E were s1ng1e and aged 20 23 in 1970 Consequent]y, 1n a separate ana1y51s, I es— ;f”‘
:L,t1mated a 11near mocel of the probab111ty of - marrldge by 1972 for s1ng]e women ‘
":faged 20- 23 1n 1970 But after 1nd1V1dua1 character1st1cs were 1nc1uded 1n the i-ﬁﬁ |

1iequataon the add1t1on of several state 1eve1 character1st1cs falled to 1ncrease



' '=;fnot assoc1ated W1th an 1nd1v1dua1 woman S probab111ty of marr1age In fact none

U

'”1 average, by a group of 1nd1v1dua1s

:f?I est1mated Nor de an 1ndex df the demand for fema]e 1abor 1n the woman 's-

':1969) Greater femlnlnlty of the JOb market as measured by th1s 1ndex wasgas-"“

'-1960 accord1ng to Preston ahd R1chards (hb75) But in the present study it waslzf o

3f v1dua], a1though they may be good est1mates of the cond1t1ons faced on the C

. Lo A. . . - o ' e, . . .
- ] . . L c . R . L s .

Furthermore therefwere severa] env1ronmenta1 varlabTes whlch cou]d have o
. .Aa '..

been re]evant and wh1ch,were measured each year, but wh1ch d1d not prove to. have;'

i ol . VA

- effects of any reasonab?e s1ze on* the probab111ty of marr1age For examp]e, the_.i

popu1at10n s1ze of the Wbman 5 ]abor market had no effect 1n any of the mode]s

J

A . ([’*.'

"_iilabor market have an eff@ct Th1s 1ndex measures the”’itent to wh1ch the JObS'

| ﬁln an’ area are those whiCh tend to be f111ed”by women (see Bowen and F1negan° R

o 7 I

;7:soc1ated w1th a. 1ower proportlon marr1ed among a]] young women 1n an. S M S’ﬁ nf:?f;"

t‘

o of the env1ronmenta1 var1ab1es I cons1dered seemed to have effects once 1nd1v1-

hf'dual character1st1cs were contro]]ed Th1s may be. because state or 1abor mar- :Bi:

ket stat1st1cs are 1mprec1se est1mates of the actua] cond1t(ons’fac1ng an 1nd1-2_',;'_j

Another var1ab1e not 1n the equat1ons 1s wage 1eve1s Many young women are ‘;{»
| “not work1ng, and 1t wou]d be necessary to est1mate a wage for them But for ‘
(young women of the same age and race whoatend to have 11tt1e wsrk exper1ence, |
a pred1cted wage wou]d be ]argely a’ funct1on of schoo]1ng and recent work ex-.--

-per1ence And s1nce I have 1nc1uded schoo]1ng and -weeks' worked in the prev1ous

year 1n the mode] ¢ fe]t that a]so 1nc1ud1ng a pred1cted wage wou]d be redun- B

PN

dent It is poss1b1e therefore that the effects of school1ng on marr1age, ?;"f'

' wh1ch I report be]ow, are transm1tted 1n part through the effects of schoo]1ng

et -

on women s wage rates In add1¢1on, an 1ndex of parenta] sqcloeconomlc status

proved to be non s1gn1f1cant Tn pre11m1nary spec1f1cat1ons And f1na1]y, the

f-

’ NLS 1nterV1ewers d1d not ask wormen . the1r re11gLJnf a]though others hayﬁ shown



kg Cosee T Ty
t:Catholic women/tend’ to marryfiater—(Ryder and. Westoff..1971) .3‘_
B Resu1ts -

/

In TabIe 1 I p/ﬁéent est1mated parameters for the 11near mode]s of the -'@_"“

3 _yy_probab111ty gf“marr;age and the 1og—odds of marr1age dur1ng a two—year 1nterva1

‘a

\.Was s1gn1f1cant at the f1ve percent 1eve1 C]early a h1gh 1eve1 of school1ng

"'171ncr °dfthe chance that a s1ng1e woman wou]d marry For wh1tes ﬁn both age
i j}ugro'ps.and for younger b]acks women,w1thout>a hlgh schoo] degree (the om1tted _
‘f‘category) had the 1owest probab111ty of marry1ng, wh:]e for the oﬂder b]acks 17._!

e gthose in the m1dd1e categor1es——a h1gh school degree or some co]]ege——had the

p owest probab111t1es Those enro11ed 1n co]]ege at the start of the 1nterva1
' ,_fhowever, were 1ess 11ke1y to mérry, accord1ng to the negat1ve est1mates 1n three .
N of the four equat1ons But th]S effect was weak and unre11ab1e——none of the co—,n

;eff1c1ents for enro]]ment were stat1st1ca11y 51gn1f1cant

;'Insert:Tab1e;i_Herefj' ;;
Ne see, then, that more educatlon d1d not lead s1ng1e women. 1n the1r ear1y

'twent1es to. postpone marr1age further On the contrary, more educatwon 1ed

$', :‘?#them to marry sooner women w1th more schoo]1ng may have avo1ded marry1ng 1n‘




1

' *1j work1ng outs1de the ‘ome 1ater 1n 11fe recogn1ze,

-1¢ weeks worked had on]y a: weak effect on- marr1age probab111t1es may be because, -

""!.\' - (’—’ . o . L v ) .',.‘-‘ .

‘thelr teens thus ra151ng the dver-a]] average age at marr1age But once 'f ,_';fép‘;

they reached the1r twent1es s1ng1e women w1th the most schoollng marr1ed fastest

<

As I H%ve argued schoo]1ng may be an asset for women in the1r twent1es wh1ch

:y

strengthens the1r pos1t1on in the marr1age market ;ul'f;:,_ . f;fff f%[:-

‘"t _ As for worklng, 1n three of four equations the more weeks a woman preV1ous1y

had worked the more 11ke1y she was to marry dur1ng the subsequent two-year ins’

terva] : But none -0f the coeff1¢1ents were stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1cant ﬁiThat B

- 'I J

as T noted above, work1ng 1s someth1ng most 51ng1e women have a]ways done and

cont1nue to do, even wh11e 1ook1ng for a spouse Or 1t may be that work1ng has*.
\ .
compensat1ng pos1t1ve and negat1ve effects .on the . chances of marr1age because

r

: greater earn1ngs from work 1ncrease a woman s 1ndependence but a]so 1ncrease _7‘

her attract1veness to a man ly::-d}". '..‘., '“u.z‘fA

But wh11e current work behav1or had 11tt1e effect on marrlage future work

i

p]ans d1d have an effect WOmen who p]anned to be fu]] t1me housew1ves at age :

L / .

35 were more 11kexy,.1n three of the four age race groups ‘to marry than were '

those who p]anned to be work1ng outs1de the home,, The effect was stronger

for the 22 23 year o]d women--the coeff1c1ents were pos1t1ve and s1gn1fﬁcant at

o]d b]acks however, the coeff1c1ent was nega e'and not s1gn1f1cant w1th the

- ; "

' oL except1on of the young‘r b1ack women then, ft appear that women who p1an to be'f

'iff1cu1ty of comb1n1ng ,
o
5 . SR

market work w1th ma rlage and postpone the1r marr1ages accord1ng1y

' And the size of the effect was con51derab1e Take the case of two women
who were both average, 1n terms of the1r age-race group, on a11 var1ab1es in’ the
equatlon except that one p1anned to’ be a housew1fe and the other p1anned to work

outs1de the home at age 35 For wh1te 22~ 23 year o]ds, the woman p]annlng to be
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a housew1fe wou]d have-a predlcted probablllty of marrlage of 40 dur1ng the
next two years compared to a predlcted probab111ty of .29 for the woman. p]an—
n1ng toﬂdo market work For b]acks aged 22 23 the woman p]annlng to be a |
housewlfe a]so wou]d have a pred1cted probab111ty of marrlage of 40 but th1s
wou]d be doub]e the pred1cted probab111ty of .20 for a’ woman expect1ng to work
outs1de the home Fewer b]ack women, however p]anned to be housew1ves than ;!. rjfdw

'; . d1d wh1te women, as the mean va]ues in Tab]e 1 show :,. R _bti,”-rg.d?jg;.:

T?i o That fewer b]ack women p]anned to be housew1ves is to be expected, since . -
b]ack marr1ed women have a]ways had h1gher rates of 1abor force part1c1pat1on'

AR than wh1te marr1ed women Ln fact there were severa] d1fferences Jin the s1tua-:y

| tlons of the wh1te and b]ack s1ng]e womeh 1n the NLS study As F1gure 2 showed |

; above b1acks were much 1ess 11ke1y to marry than wh1tes. And perhaps the sharp-
”est d1fference was 1n “the presence of ch11dren 44 percent of the poo]ed 20 21
year o]d sample of b]acks and 59 percent of the poo]ed 22 23 year old b]acks had ‘,__“
a ch11d of the1r own preSent in the1r househo]ds or were espons1b1e for ha]f

' the support of a ch11d of the1rs 11v1ng e1sewhere For;;L1te.women’the com=

’ parab1e f1gure was two to three percent . _.. | L

It seems then, that for many young b]ack women hav1ng a f1rst ch11d and
gett1ng marr1ed are separate events in 11fe ' Yet haV1ng a ch11d does not deJ_:"
crease a b]ack woman 's probab11;ty‘of marrylng 1n the next two years Inmthe;,f_‘

’ equat1ons for b1acks 1n7abch of the two age groups, I 1nc1uded a dummy var1ab1e ,
coded one 1f the woman reported the presence of a ch11d and éqged zero otherw1se}
The est1mated aggff1c1ents and the1r s1gn1f1cance ievels were near zero We must

*'conclude that the x1umber* Of . b1rths.out of wed]ock among b]ack women has _
11tt1e 1f anyth1ng to do w1th the qec11ne 1n the probab111ty of marrlage among
'those -in. the1r ear]y twent1es A]though many b]ack women are hav1ng ch11dren wh11e ‘r

SIngle, those w1th ch11dren are Just as 11ke]y to marry as the ch11d1ess Per-.~g”

T

.
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:1n the probab111ty of marr1age We can approx1mate the S1tuat1on where b]acks

. 1ng the wh1te means for these

haps hay1ng a ch11d before marry1ng has two ba]anc1ng effects. 1 , mother )

'3vmarr1es the ch1Jd's father th1s usua]]y wq]] occur soon after the b1rth‘ but 1f\

':_'the mother does not marry the father, the presence of a Ch11d may deter future

JLIRE ;d

in’a two year 1nterva1 unaffected o .f ".' ::?T".;

From Table 1 we can, obta1n a rough est1mate of the COntr1but1on of rac1a1

""d1fferences 1n educat1ona1 atta1nment and 1n work p1ans to the rac1a1 d1fference

v

, have the same level of educat1 n and the same work p]ans as’ wh1tes by subst1tut—

-

: cu]at1ng a pred1cted probab111t of marr1age for b]acks, us1ng the b]ack means

g _:for a]] other var1ab1es (Th1s procedure 1s necessar11y crude because 1f b]acks

':'_F}black equat1on a]so might change )

."1had the same 1eve1 of educat1on as wh1tes the est1mated coeff1c1ents of the

. (~_.

For examp]e 22 23 year o]d b]acks have an observed mean probab111ty of

:~'marr1age of .257, compared to 338 for 22 23 year o]d wh1tes But 1f these b]ack

.n-

’ jc1ent for work p]ans for b]acks was unexpected]y negat1ve and not s1gn1f1cant)

' the effect 1s sma]]er but 1n the same d1rect1on the observed vaIues are 220
e

~,

'Z,[ for b]acks and 386 for wh1tes, but the standard1zed va]ue for b]acks 1s 246

- ~'f’v

--Together, these resu]ts suggest that the 1ower average educat1ona1 atta1nment for

"iblacks and the1r greater tendency to expect to be 1n the 1abor forcd at age 35

E [account for a substantlal port1on of the rac1a1 d1fference in- the probab111ty of

o ‘marr1age

Neverthe]ess, 1t 1s c]ear that for both races much 0f the var1at1on in. the

1 su1tors Together, these effects may 1eave the average probab111ty of marr1age _ ff}

R

ar1ab1es 1nto the equat1on for\blacks and then ca]— ”;.f

- " women. had the Same educat1ona1 d1str1but10n and work p]ans as the1r wh1te counter- |
'parts, the1r pred1cted probab111ty of marr1age wou]d be 347 wh1ch 1s h1gher than o

'the observed va]ue for wh1tes For 20 21 year o]ds (where the est1mated c9eff1— ..~,*7



i probab111ty of marrlage ls nn\\accounted for by schoollng, work, and work p]ans.z
B The squared mu]t1p1e corre]at1on coeff1c1ent5vrange from 01 to 09 wlth the -

. '.f22 23 year o]ds show1ng h1gher anmunts of var1ance exp]alned : In part’ these fiff;f"“

i]ow va]ues appear to be typ1ca1 of ordlnary 1east squares S L mates when the de— o

'-’fdl pendent variab]e ls d1chotomous and skewed But desp1te the 1OW'proport1on of *"

. ‘,-.

-var1ance explalned 1eve1s of schoo]1ng and future work p]ans st111 have 1arge ’

effects, as I have d monstrated -And: these s1gn1f1cant effects suggest a par—f e
- .}t1a1 exp]anat1on for the trend toward postpon1ng marr1age an exp]anat1on to j-,x |
wh1ch I now turn -1"-LT”"'* Coe f SENTEEE AR ‘ o

.{;lih: o ~_fﬁ .:";" The Trend toward Later Marr1aqe ”?f};ﬂ:f?f; ﬁ: M fif, o

Ne have seen ‘that the probab111ty that a s1ng1e woman in her ear]y twent1esv'; .
+.;:';7wou1d rema1n s1ng]e 1ncreased dur1ng the years of the NLS pane] (see F1gure 2)

:Let us vnvest1gate whether changes 1n the work p]ans of 20 23 year o]ds m1ght
'-1_account for some of th1s 1ncrease Dur1ng the 1960s and 1970s, the 1abor force
'Q{epart1c1pat1on rates of marr1ed women: have cont1nued the1r ]ong term r1se (U S .
.-1.Bureau of the Census 1977) we m1ght ant1c1pate thene/;bat dur1ng\the years of

.fi-:,gthe NLS - pane] the young, s1ng]e women wou]d have becom more 11ke1y,to p]an to
fwork Tater 1n 11fe Th1s change 1n work p]ans d1d occur, at 1east among the
;;:s1ngle women 1n the1r ear]y twent1es 1n the pane] In Just s1x years, as Tab]eA
~& Two shows, the proport1on of wh1te s1ng1e women aged 20- 23 who p]anned to be |
‘7housewnves at age 35 dec11ned from about one ha]f to about one-quarter 'Lforit
' :.;comparable b]ack women, the proportlon dec11ned from about one th1rd to about
‘”.Cone—f1fth The sharp dec11ne was s1m11ar for the 20 21 year o]ds and the 22 ?3

-_% ‘.._ -_ C. l “ _-:_,. . . . .

'fo:year olds, o




Fnrthermore the change was most pronQunced for-women w1th more educat1onﬁi'
In Tab]e 3; I preseut the proport1on of women p]ann1ng to be fu]] t1me house—_l
wlves in. 1969 and 1973 by educat1ona1 1eve1 Look1ng f1rst at the 20 21 year ? . :7:
o]ds 1n 1909 and 1973 we see that the proportlon p]ann1ng to be housew1ves o
actua]]y rose among women who ‘had- 1ess than tweﬂve grades of educat1on Among g.

) those women w1th‘a hlgh schoo] degése however the proport1ons dec]Tned 14 |

: percentage po1nts for wh1tes and T%QﬁErcentage p01nts for b]acks And among

women w1th one or more years of collége comp]eted the proport1on dropped 20

p01nts for wh1tes and 18 p01nts for b]acks; The pattern;1s the same for the

22 23 year o]ds in, 1969 and 1973 theipropgrtlon p]anang to be housew1ves 1n—f'ff_ L

creased for tnose w1th 1ess than a hlgh schoo] degree and decreased for the S

'v others, 1nc1ud1ng a 35 percentage po1ntvdrop for whites w1th a co]]ege degree

For wh1tes 1n both age groups, then the steepest drops occured among those

:1ab1e but :

..."':‘

t women w1th the most educat1on For b}acks, tne pattern was-more v
6

S

st111 those w1th more educat1on tended to have 1arger dec11nes

What these flgures 1mp1y 1s that the changeéln future work_p]ans was 5?'15L? :f

greatest for those women whose schoo]1ng gave them the h1ghest probab111ty of :
marry1ng Reca]] from the resu]ts 1n Tab]e 1 that other th1ngs be1ng equa1

women w1th the most educat1on were most 11ke1y to marry in. the next two years.ndf."ﬁ
But these were the women who reg1stered the sharpest dec11nes 1n the propor— 7IJE${"
t1ons p1ann1ng to -be fu]] t1me housew1ves. And as we a]so saw women who _1;

p]anned to be housew1ves were more 11ke1y to marry

K4

:l Consequent]y, between~1969 and 1973 the very women who were most 11ke1y

to marry accordlng to the1r 1eve1 of schoo]1ng, a]so were- most 11ke1y to changef"

--, the1r future p]ans in a way wh1ch reduced the1r probab111ty of marr1age. Those.
-<o-‘¢-." ‘ :

women w1th less’ educatlon—-and correspond1ng1y 1ower probab111t1es of marr1age. E

to begln wlth-—changed the1r future p1ans less Thus not on]y d1d future work o




fg'pTans change greatly, but they changed 1n preclsely the way wh1ch max1mlzed

o the1r 1mpact on the probablllty of marr1age g ,f'

We. can ca]cu]ate est1mates of the effect of changes in the proportlon p]an- :

-

,nlng to be housew1ves from the data Among a]] 51ngle wh1te women who wene

' f;-;zz 23 years o]d the probab111ty of marrlage An. a subsequent—two-year 1ntervat——

'ih”decllned from. 345 in 1969 to 200 in: 1973--a drop of 055 Dur1ng the’ same

*&l

?:{perhodA accordlng to Tab]e 2 the proportlon of these same women p]ann1ng to be

;:;housewlves at-age 35 dec11ned from 516" to 332 Th1s drop of 182 in the pro":-”f:',

; f.'port1on p]ann1ng to be housewlves when mu]toplled by the coeff1c1ent of 115 -

c ‘for work p]ans for 22 23,year o]d wh1tes 1n Tab]e 1 pred1cts a drop of 0210

o n the probab111ty of marr1age Thus, the change 1n future work p]ans acdounted ‘-a
'ifih.for ([ 0210 X 100] * 055 ) 38 parcent of the over-a?l dec]]ne 1n the proba- T
'ﬁfib111ty of marrlage'for whlte 22 23 year o]d women (Thls method shou]d be . .;].
u'-':iv1ewed as- 3 rough apprOX1mat1on onTy"because a cﬁange 1n work p]ans wou]d 11ke1y
dLA'j change the values of other varlables a]so, thus a1ter1ng fUrther the predlcted

”-»,probab111ty of marr1age ) By a s1m11ar ca]cu]atlon, the drop in the proport1on

A a

p]annlng to be housew1ves accounted for 35 percent of the drop 1n the probab111ty

v

w-._of marr1age for b]ack s1ng1e women aged 22 23 and 12 percent of the drop 1n the ,r'-7

' ?ff20 21 the coeff1c1ent for work p]ans 1n Tab]e 1 was negat1ve and not stat1st1ca11y ."‘

'Vlf's1gn1f1cant )

\.

Moreovah changes 1n work p]ans accounted for more of the change 1n marrlage

{1i’probab111ty of marrlage for wh1te, s1ng1e women aged 20- 21 (For b]ack women aged

o probablllty for those WIth more edUcat1on For examp]e, among wh1te s1ng]e wo- L

(d_men aged 22 23 who had a co]]ege degree the probab1}1ty of marrlage during the o

- proportlon B]ann1ng to be houseW1ves, as shown in Tab]e 3 fe]] from 525 to
Lot t Nl AR
‘ ’ 172 a drop of 353 Therefore, the change 1n.work p]ans.accounted_for L

. ’\

| j.-._'.__'.‘next two years. fell from 410 in 1969 to 309 in 1973, a drop of 101 . nd the C
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'f(tr§53ﬁ X. 115 X . 100] x 101‘—) 40 percent of“the change 1thhe probab111ty of

= marriage But for comparab]e wh1te women w1th twelve years of schoo]lng or 1ess,:']‘f

ég .,: the change—Tn-work planshaccounted for only. 21 percent of the chanqe 1n the"
- probab111ty of marr1age _“;‘i_t”“_ R L

| » V‘DiscusSiOnf B
Ne have seen eV1dence that the 1ncrease tn the proport1on of S1ng1e women |

p1ann1ng to work outs1de the home 1ater 1n 11fe was a cause of the dec11ne 1n the
probab111ty of marr1age among women aged 20 23 in the 1ate 19605 and ear1y 19705

The effect_was stronger for wh1te and b1ack women\aged 22- 53 but it was aTso o

| not1ceab1e for wh1 te women aged 20 21 The change in f‘e p1ans was qu1te | (
1arge--the proport1on p]ann1ng to be housew1ves as opposed to those p1ann1ngl
_ to work outs1de the home dec11ned from about one ha]f to- about one quarter for

; fb‘ ). wh1tes, and from about one th1rd to about one f1fth for b1acks between 1969 and *?';';

In add1t1on, the effect of th1s change 1n work p1ans on the probab111ty of

_ marr1age was greatest for women w1th the most educat1on And I reported that

contrary to what we m1ght expect based on cross sect10na1 stud1es of age at

-

marr1age 51ng1e women 1n the1r ear]y twent1es w1th more schoo]1ng were more
11ke1y gf marry than S1ngle women w1th 1ess educat1on More schoo11ng may we11

decreas the chances that a teenage woman w111 marry, and th1s wou]d, in turn,

1ncrease the proport1on of a11 women who enter the1r twent1es st111 S1ng1e h utf'f;-‘

r

1 argued that among women who are S1ng1e and already in. the1r tWent1es more
educat1on strengthens the1r p051t1on 1n the marr1age market Increased schoo]-'
s ing makes them more des1rab1e partners and 1ncreases the1r access to de51rab1e

ma1es Yet over the course of the study, women w1th more educatlon showed

-

sharper dec11nes in the' proport1ons p1ann1ng to be housew1ves And th1s meant o

Lo W

that the1r probab111t1es of‘marr1age a]so dec11ned As a resu]t women whose.7"f'




: *g'educat1on made them the most des1rab1e marr1age partners became at Teast for thelji'

. - v R T SR
";-:moment much less des1rous of marry1ng L .h;. o R

A .o

The NLS study showed,ythen that the future work p]ans of s1ngTe women 1n-

I .

N f]uenced the 11ke11hood that they wou]d arry—— But the study a]so 1nd1catedﬂ

-'_ffthat current work act1v1t1es had 11tt1e 1 f]uence on the probab111ty of marr1age ‘:7'rQ
.T?In a]] 11ke11hood, whether a woman was wor 1ng d1d not matter because there 1s

,

Ltftno conf11ct’between be1ng in the Tabor marke' aﬁﬁ be1ng 1n the marr1age market |
'7tUn1ess they were 1n schoo], s1ngTe women have a]ways worked wh11e they were.. _T
“';Tlooktng for husbands Bu% after a woman marr1es and‘has ch11dren work1ng out-. n

- 1de the home beg1ns to compete for her t1me w1th ch11d-care and other househo]d}f'
dﬁsrk" The resu]ts presented here suggest that young women recognlze the d1ff1cu1ty f¢T
l.of s1mu1taneously start1ng a career and start1ng a famlyy And many of those who "
' «;p]an to bu11d 11fe-long careers ratlonale respond to th1s prob]em by postpon1ng
;fi marr1age unt11 thequpareers are we]] under way ’-«é Y S | ' '
o A deta11ed exam1nat1on of why s1ng1e young women S work p]anSJchanged so \

' great]y dur1ng th15 per1od is beyond the scope of th1s paper ' But the most ob-

"‘fv1ous 1nf1uence is the steady 1ncr§ase dur1ng the 19605 and 19705 of the. labor . ; xj

®_

B e RN

Lforce part1c1pat1on rate of young and m1dd1e aged w1ves.. There are at least
’;1'two ways - in wh1ch thTS 1ncrease couﬁd ‘have affected the 51ng1e women 1n the NLS
'T?panel F1rst the1r mothers may have entered_the Tabor force 1n 1ncreas;ng num-

“t-ﬁ'ffbers in the 19505 and 19605, thus prov1d1ng them w1th a an ro]e mode] Second
;:.the 51ngle women may have been 1nf1uenced by the rlslng 1abor force partlclpa—
t1on rates of young marr1ed women dur1ng the survey, per1od 1968-1975 If e1therf
':-‘;of these effects was operat1ng, we. m1ght expect +hat cont1nued 1ncreases 1n maraf%épjnf

N

Lr1ed women s Tabor force part1c1pat10n w111 produce further 1ncreases 1n.the

~proport1on of young, s1ng]e women who p]an to work outside the home Tater 1n




o

e y -25- o |
B Yet 1t 1s a1so poss1b1e that some spec1a1 character1st1cs of the 1ate
'::1960s and ear]y 1970s affected the change 1n work p]ans The per1od of thé NLS {
l:hsurvey was a t1me 1n wh1ch many young peop]e—-espec1af1y those 1n co]]ege--wereif
part1c1pants or spectators 1n soc1a1 movements such as the V1etnam War protests-fw
e or the growth of femlnlsm And the NLS surVeys 1nd1cate that young women w1th’ﬁ
"E-,'lkﬁ a co]]ege educat1on showed the greatest change in work p]ans Perhaps the c11--"

*Tmate of the late 19605 and ear]y 1970s exerted a un1que 1nf1uence on the att1-i.7

A,

:'llltudes of young women--part1cu1ar1y co]]ege women ' And 1f so then the 1essened

.;

h?ﬂi ' ':act1v1sm of the 1ate 19705 m1ght act to reduce the proportlon of young women whof

1=:w111 expect to work outs1de the home as m1dd1e aged adu]ts :‘ ';;;j;?,_,~~. C

DO

F1na11y, ‘the effect of work p]ans on the postponement of marr1age suggests]'

fithat other 1dhg—run expectatlons may p]ay an 1mportant ro]e 1n the process of "
.8

lsﬁffam11y change Just as young women have changed the1r work expectat1ons young! o
';{il_j- kpeop]e may haye mod1f1ed other expectatlons re]evant to fam11y 11fe For 1n-i

;:stance Westoff and Ryder (1977) have documented a 1arge 1ncrease 1n the use ofc'fﬂﬁu

-

;Leffectlve methodSaof centracept1on in: recent years 1ess than ten percent of

3 R “;a11 coup]es 1n 1960 who were not try1ng to have ch11dren were us1ng3the p111
s P R T

f;f*ff;}{the IUD or surg1ca1 sterﬂllzatlon@ but by 1970 more than flfty percent were 'o

L
young peop]e may now be enter1ng

'"[fus1ng one of these methods Bs. a reshlt"

f“;adulthood w1th theift m'expectat1on that they w11] be ab]e to p]an the t1m1ng

?fpof the b1rths of the1r hf]dren or that they‘can plan not to have c_Hldren but

l'st111 have 1nt1mate re1at1onsh1ps Such a change 1n 1ong run-expectat1ons about

':ffert111ty contro1 cou]d 1nf1uence the1r behaV1or‘1n a»W1de range‘of mar1ta1 and

"-ffam11y s1tu5t1ons The resu]ts fromathe NLS survey rem1nd us, then,,that peop]e s ”“h:

l

';';expectatlons about the1r fam11y 11fe 1n the future may produce changes 1n fam11y

' Q_, ,

f’;: }fo11fe today




';';' Nlneteen percent of the b]ack women 1eft as opposed to

: 22 23

. “.;Lﬁthe same race and two years o]der than thgwwomer to the number of women in the'
"@'*' . A

rate. j{i : f" ;Q',:' ,?-" B N R s,

- "Footnotes .

Between 1968 and 1975 916 (or 18 percent) of the.women 1eft the pane]

”percent of the wh1te

by about the same marg1n But those who 1eft the pane] d1d not d1ffer s1gn1f1- :

_,cant]y from those remalned w1th respect to age or parenta] soc1oeconom1c 1eve1

A]thou h 1nadmlssab1e est1mates are poss1b1e none of the pred1cted va]ues

L "\

- of the pro ab1]1ty of marr1age were 1ess than zero or greater than one 1n any of

."the ord1nary 1east squares est1mates presented here

LR

“QL Ihe means of the d1chotomous dependent var1ab1es (wh1ch are equ1va1ent to

»-the proport1on marry1ngvnthn1thenext two years) are: 386 for wh1tes aged 20 21;,7?

k 220 for b]acks aged 20-21, 338 for wh1tes aged 22 23 and 257 for b]acks aged

4L The env1ronmenta1 var1ab1es added to the equat1ons were the state unemp]oy-.

.ment: rate for women of the same age and race as the respondent the state unem-

-,p]oyment rate for men of the same race and two years o]der than the respondent
"the demand for fema]e 1abor 1h the woman s 1abor market (see Bowen and F1negan A
‘”1%1969), the average monthly payment per rec1p1ent in the state s A1d to Fam111es

‘.;wlth Dependent Ch11dren program the rat1o of the number of men 1n the state of

U

).

the mean 1ncome of men aged 18-24 1n thq state, and the state s crbde d1vorce
e R . -.?v'v R o /‘1\|“.l

T T A
% o, . . T . . v .

state of the same race and age, the mean 1ncome of women aged 18- 24 in the state,j

'3.women And slngle women were somewhat more 11ke1y to attr1te than marr1ed women, S



| 5. In other spec1f1cat1ons,'coeff1c1ents for the 1nteract1on effect of work

; L
. .

p]ans and educat10na] ]eve] did not 1ncrease the var1ance exp1a1ned s1gn1f1cant1y

11fect on the probab1]1ty of marr1age for the s1ng]e women. 1n the1r ear]y twent1es,

o it may a]so have an 1nd1rect negat1ve effect That 1s more schoo]1ngmay cause _-[
f:women to be more. 11ke1y to p]an to work at age 35 wh1ch wou]d, in- turn make them )
| ?less ]1ke1y to marry But further ana]yses I have performed show. that th1s 1n-lj{ .

'1ﬁ;d1rect, negat1ve effect of more sehoo]1ng is much weaker than the d1rect pos1t1ve

a
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. Figure 1. Percent Never-Yarribd for Worin. by g Group: 1890-19%5,
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“ Figure 1 -- continued. -

P

: Sour%es

S A Bureau of the Census ]975 H1stor1ca] Stat1st1cs of the Un1ted
.. 7 States, Colonial Times to 1970. Washlngton u. S. Government Pr1nt1ng
L Office. (For*1890 to ]970 ) ' _ . . , .
_ && , _
- u. S Bureau of the Census 1976 " Current: Populat1on Reports, Series P- 20,
« - No.- 306. ."Marital Status and L1v1ng Arrangements " Nashlngton u. S :
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