Marital Instability, Cohabitation,
and the Transformation of Youth
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Topics

* The rise of divorce and separation
— Causes of long-run change and race differentials
— Measurement of recent divorce trends
» The transformation of young adulthood
— Education
— Work
— Marriage
— Cohabitation
» Lessons of Population History
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Percent of eligible blacks aged 20-39 who
were divorced or separated: 1880-1990
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Theories of the Rise of Marital Instability

e Durkheim, Becker, Parsons: Specialization of Roles
increases the returns to marriage; therefore benefits
maximized when women do not work

Cherlin, McLanahan, Ruggles: Economic opportunity
for women allows them to escape from bad
marriages; rising economic power of women
undermined patriarchal authority by giving women an
alternative

Oppenheimer, Wilson: Declining economic
opportunity for men increased marital instability

* May, Riley, Thornton: Cultural change
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Testing the Theories

THE RISE OF DIVORCE AND SEPARATION IN THE UNITED STATES,

1880-1990"
STEVEN RUGGLES

{ use the Integrated Public Use Microdaia Series 1o assess the
potenial effects of local labor-marker conditions ow long-rerss
trends and race diffe ari
rsle lzborfo 5
memt are closely assaciated with the growth of divorce and separa-
tion. Moreover, Righer female labor-force participation among
black women and lower economic opportnilies for black men may
account for race differences in marital instability before 1940, and
Jfor most of such differences in subsequent years. However, unmea-
ured inservening cultural fuciors are probably responsible for at
least part of these effects

IV csoution for cessoms otber than widewhood bas
increased dramatically over the course of the past century.
Only abaut 5% of marrisges contracted in 1867 ended in di-
vorce, but over one-half of marriages contracted in 1967 are
expected to end in divorce (Cherlin 1992; Preston and
MacDonald 1979). Scholars and commentators have consis-
tently explained this change as a product of the changing
sexual division of labor. Writing in 1893, Durkheim (1960

the risc in economic opportunities for women was a neces
sary condition for the increase in divorce and scparation
(Cherlin 1992; Degler 1980; McLanahan 1991; Ross and
Sawhill 1975). According to this interpretation, women in
the past who lacked independent means of suppart were of-
ten trapped in bad marriages; as the opportunities for female
wage-labor expanded, women were increasingly able to es-
cape and live on their own. Thus, the rising economic
power of women undermined patriarchal authority and de-
stabilized marriages

Although the language varics, scholars of all palitical
stripes lasgely agree about what happened. Those on the right
bemoan the decline of marital interdependence resulting
from the breakdown of the sexual division of labor. On the
left, scholars applaud the decline of patriarchal authority that
resulted from the increasing economic power of women. But
virtually everyons agrees thas as married women increasingly
began to work outside the home, the economic logic of tradi-
tional marriages was undermined and the frequency of di-
vorce and separation increased. As Cherlin (1392} put it, “al-
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Strategy

In every period, there was enormous variation across
the country in economic opportunity for both young
men and for young women

| calculated several measures of opportunity for each
sex in each economic area (about 400 in each year)

| used these measures to predict the effects of
economic opportunities on divorce and separation
from 1880 to 1990

In every year, effects were the same as expected by
theory
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Strategy

* Once | knew the effects, | could estimate what the
levels of divorce and separation would have been if
economic opportunities for men and women had not
changed.

» Essentially the same idea as standardizing to control
for the change in opportunities.
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Observed and Predicted Percent of Divorce and Separation,
1880-1990
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Conclusions on the Rise of Divorce and
Separation

* 83% of change from 1880-1990 can be explained by
rise of female labor-force participation.

» The rest can be explained by rise of non-agricultural
employment (divorce was rare for farmers)

* 84% of the difference in divorce and separation
between blacks and whites can be ascribed to lower
black male labor force participation and job quality
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Explaining Recent Divorce Trends
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What compositional factors could explain the
rapid rise of divorce from 1965-1979 and the
stagnation thereafter?
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Age-Specific Divorce Rates: U.S. Women, 1910-2005

-E MINNESOTA
1Vl POPULATION CENTER

UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA




Rale

] T T T T T T
1910 1520 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 15980 15480 2000
ar

Age-Specific Divorce Rates: U.S. Men, 1910-2005

MINNESOTA
POPULATION CENTER UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA

m Hisband
Wite

Divorcees per 1000 married men {(women)

c=M 1539 W0-M  35-19 444 4540 -5 5559 aD-o4 654

-V-i MINNESOTA
VLK POPULATION CENTER UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA




What compositional factors could explain the
rapid rise of divorce from 1965-1979 and the
stagnation thereafter?

Age Distribution
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What compositional factors could explain the
rapid rise of divorce from 1965-1979 and the
stagnation thereafter?

Divorce is concentrated among those aged
25-34, and the percentage of the population
in that age group peaked in the early 1980s
and has been declining ever since with the
aging of the baby boomers
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Divorce Rate by Age at First Marriage
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What compositional factors could explain the
rapid rise of divorce from 1965-1979 and the
stagnation thereafter?

Men ?
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What compositional factors could explain the
rapid rise of divorce from 1965-1979 and the
stagnation thereafter?

The risk of divorce is highest for those married less
than ten years.

Because of the declining rate of marriage after the
1970s and the aging of the baby boom, the
proportion of marriages less than 10 years old has
declined dramatically since the 1970s.
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Recent Divorce Trends

* Once we control for changes in age distribution and
timing of marriage, divorce is still going up, but the

pace of increase has slowed

* The slowed pace of increase may have resulted from
selection: as the proportion of people who get
married goes down, some of the riskiest marriages

may not take place

» At current rates, about half of marriages are expected

to end in divorce
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Moral Acceptability of Divorce

Next, I'm going to read you a list of issues. Regardless of whether or not
you think it should be legal, for each one, please tell me whether you
personally believe that in general it is morally acceptable or morally wrong.
How about . . . Divorce?

Hus. [ Canada [ Great Britain
82%
TB%
B5%
26%
18%
1%
Morally acceptable Muorally wrong
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The transformation of young adulthood

e Education
 Work

* Marriage

» Cohabitation
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1. There is a emerging gender gap in education
of young adults.
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College Enrolled, 1980-2003, by Gender
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BA or Higher, by Gender and Age Cohort
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U.S. Workers in Their 20s with at Least a BA,
by Gender (Percent)
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2. After a dramatic post-war increase, workforce
participation of young women has leveled off,
and the participation of young men is slowly
declining.
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African-American Labor Force Participation Rate,
Ages 25 to 35, by Gender
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3. Earnings for young men continue to decline,
except for those with education, and earnings
for young women may be leveling off or
declining too.
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Mean wage and salary income at ages 20-29, 1962-2006
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Inflation-Adjusted Earnings for All Full-Time
U.S. Workers in Their 20s (2005 Dollars)
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Men'’s (aged 25-34) Earnings by Education, .Bl
1975 & 2002 -

(Data exclude nonearners; 2002 dollars)
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4. Young people are delaying or abandoning
marriage throughout the developed world.
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Never Married at Age 25 (%)
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Married at Age 25 (%)

100%
Lid
80% ]
L
&
80% 5 B 01970
il o m1980
p— || m1980
20 02000
F |
0% | ]
n% T T
White Man Black Mesn White Women Black Women
Source: Calculations based on tables in On the Frontier of Adulthood, pp. 60-71 (2005)
E géﬁﬁfi?;r:N CENTER UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA
Married at Age 30 (%)
100%
]
]
80% - T
e .
&, | &0 || 1970
pu = 1980
42 1880
02000
20% - 1
"% T T

White Men Black Men Whilte Women Black Womesn

Source: Calculations based on tables in On the Frontier of Adulthood, pp. 60-71 (2005)

-E MINNESOTA
1vl POPULATION CENTER UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA




Median Age at First Marriage, 1950-2006
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Median Age at First Marriage, 2000, by Country
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Increase in Median Age at First Marriage, 1980-2000

(years)
Men Women

France 5.5 5.6

Germany 51 5.0

Netherlands 5.6 6.0

Sweden 4.1 4.2

UK 51 5.3

usS 2.1 3.1

Source: Jefiey Amet, “Emerging Adultnood in Europe” (2006)
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5. Cohabitation prior to marriage has become
the norm, and in many countries cohabitation
IS beginning to replace marriage.
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Cohabit at Least Once Prior to Marriage
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Births to Cohabiting Couples as % of Births
to Unmarried Women
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Source: Center for Demography and Ecology, University of Wisconsin; Boston Globe (2007)
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6. The transition to adulthood—Ileaving school,
leaving parental home, getting work, getting
married, having children—is getting stretched
out and occurring later:

society is becoming less “age graded.”
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College is taking longer.

1970 2000

(%)

Median years to completion 4 5
6+ yrs to completion (%) 15% 23%
Students 21 and older (%) 25% 45%
Pell grant recipients 24 and older 3006+ 5804+

*1975 **2003

Source: Network on Transitions to Adulthood, Policy Brief #34 (2006)
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Young Adults are Living Longer with Parents
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Men with First Child, by Age and Cohort, UK (%)
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Women with First Child, by Age and Cohort, UK (%)
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Six big changes

1. There is a emerging gender gap in education
of young adults.

2. After a dramatic post-war increase, workforce
participation of young women has leveled off,
and the participation of young men is slowly
declining.

3. Earnings for young men continue to decline
rapidly, except for those with education, and
earnings for young women may be leveling
off or declining too.
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Six big changes

4. Young people are delaying or abandoning
marriage throughout the developed world.

5. Cohabitation prior to marriage has become
the norm, and in many countries cohabitation
is beginning to replace marriage.

6. The transition to adulthood—Ileaving school,
leaving parental home, getting work, getting
married, having children—is getting stretched
out and occurring later
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Predictions

Average earnings for full-time women
in their twenties will exceed those of
men by 2015.

Entry level wages will soon begin
their first sustained increase for four
decades, and it will last from 2012 to
2025.

Marriage rates will continue to decline
for at least another decade.

Cohabitations among young adults
will exceed marriages by 2020.
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Lessons of Population History

* Theory
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Growth of food supply —

| ™ Growth of population
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Demographic Transition Theory

Stage 1

Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4

Birth rate

Natural
increase

Birth/deathrates

Death rate

Time
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Ester Boserup (1910-1999)
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Lessons of Population History

e Theory
» Controversy
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Tog (RPI + 30) = 1.6349808
Log CC =-0.779+1.638+3.005 = 2.721349957
CC=526

OM-EAM-MT = 45 degrees
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Lessons of Population History

* Theory
e Controversy
* Life in the past

MPCstses
1V} Mt POPULATION CENTER UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA




-i MINNESOTA
1V At POPULATION CENTER UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA

Stedman I T Tav . IV,

INDIANA ARROWUKAS .




m

\_
W=7 \a
i

UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA

POPULATION CENTER

MINNESOTA

C

>

=
@ -
>
©
£
O
=
-
=)
)




Lessons of Population History

Theory
Controversy
Life in the past
Data
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Historical Population Data

* We don’t know much about population before 1650

» Knowledge of 1650-1850 fragmentary and often
inaccurate

» For parts of the world, solid data are still lacking
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Be skeptical of data

— Even estimates presented as authoritative by
highly respected authorities (e.g. Cambridge
Group) may be wrong

— All numbers before 1850 must be analyzed
critically, but even current numbers produced by
government agencies may also be wrong

— Figure out where numbers come from, and judge
their plausibility carefully
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Lessons of Population History

Theory
Controversy
Life in the past
Data

Methods
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Methodological lessons

Demographic measures should be age-independent,
like Total Fertility Rate, Life Table, or age-
standardized rates

Period and cohort measures are different

Period measures ordinarily assume a synthetic
cohort

Synthetic cohorts are more volatile than true cohorts

Fertility generally has a greater impact on age
distributions than does mortality
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Number one methodological lesson:

Watch your denominators

Always neglected, but they determine
just as much as numerators
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