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I Introduction 

The problem of population growth in Thailand resulting from a 

recent and sharp decline in mort~iity has been a leading concern among 

de~ographers and other social scientists. As a result 1 the role of 

r.uptiality is gaining more inter~st since it is found to be one of the 

major responses to the national development and responsible for fertility 

decline. The study of nuptiality delay will not only give insights into 

this process of overall fertility. and hopefully marital fertility 

reduction, but it will also provide useful information in the area of 

development policy regarding education. manpower and family planning 

programs. Consideration of nuptiality policy, such as raising minimum 

age of marriage, in particular, would be premature without knowledge 

of the close association between the socio-economic development and nuptiality, 

the relationship proposed for investigation here. 

Nuptiality have been gaining more attention from demographers. 

Davis and Blake (~956) have suggested_that the role of marriage be 

considered as operating on the level of "intermediate variables". That is 1 

' nuptiality is viewed as one of the conditions through which social 

variables must work to affect fertility. In particular nuptiality governs 

a singnificant aspect of the "intercourse variables". This includes age of 

entry into sexual union, perment celibacy and periods of divorce , 

separation and widowhood. 

The socio-economic factors affecting the change in the ~uptiality 

pattern has also become a focus of interest (Yaukey, 1969). Particularly, 

the cross national study of Dixon (1971) revealed that the distinction 

between the traditional and European marriage patterns described by Hajnal 

• 



- 2 -

still holds, espeeially for the female population. However, after the 

Wor:d War II, there has been a pronounced trend toward earlier and more 

ur:i·rersa.l marriage in many parts of the Middle Ea.st and Asia (Sn:.ith, 1976). 

7he socio-economic explanation for this narrowing gap is that 

in the ~est, especially in the most wealthy nations of the West where the 

econon:ies have become most secure, former financial const.:::-aints on early 

~arriage are vanishing. At the same time in some developing countries 

where early socio-economic development is progressing, contraints on 

narriage resulting from shortages of land, underemployment in rural 

areas, crowding and unemployment in cities begin to appear. Moreover,· 

t:arly marriage among the highly educated is becoming less desirable 

'as they are freed from the contractual ism of formerly arranged marriages 

~ithout yet succumbing to the romanticism of the West" (Dixon, 1971:230). 

Corresponding to these theoretical considerations, previous 

:t;,i.dies in 7hailand shoved that mean age of riarriage '*''as highest in the 

·~rba.r. and non-agricultural areas and especially in Gre!ater Bangkok 

'Jo:dstein, 1971; Prachuabmoh et. al., 1972; Knodel and Prachuabmoh, 1973). 

Eecent analysis of the World Fertility Survey in Thailand reveals further 

that there is a gradual rise in female age at marriage in recent past 

(:nstitute of Population Studies and National Statistical Office, 

111ailand, 1977). Moreover, among the currently married women, marriage 

age is shown to be closely related to education (Institute of Population 

Studies, 1971), rural-urban residence during childhood, family income, 

work status before first marriage and occupation of husband (Institute 

of Population Studies and National Statistical Office, Thai1and, 1977) . 

• 
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To supplement the above findings, results of the 1970 

Population and Housing Census of Thailand are analysed in the report. 

This includes both the Changwad (province) and Region Series and the 

Two-percent Sample of the Census. The former will be studied by the 

cross-provincial approach where development and the sex ratio at the 

aggregrated level will also be examined. Supported by the two-percent 

sample data, certain socio-economic differentials in nuptiality and 

fertility outcome of different marital statuses will then be investigated . 

• 
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II Thai marriage pattern 

The percent single by age ta.ken from 1970 census reveals an 

ur.usual nuptiality pattern in Thailand. When compared internationally 

as in Figure 1, or.e c:£~rves that Thai marriage patterns for women 

:an be classified as "intermediate." That is, the female nuptiality 

r:e.ttern of Thailand cannot be regarded as "traditional" as represented 

:y t!:e extre:oe case of India (1961). At the sa.me time, it is clearly 

:-:.ot a :r.cdern of an "European" type such as that of Sweden (1965). 

Interestingly, Thai nuptiality resembles that of the United States 

~ .::..9E 7). The percent single is even higher for the ages around 1 7 to 40. 

Another unusual feature of the Thai nuptiality pattern can be 

.:;een when one considers the dynamic aspects of the nuptiality "transition." 

,u though the percent single at young ages suggests a "moderate" age at 

marriage, the small percent single population (2.2 percent) at the end of 

·:he marriage age, i.e. age 50 to 54, sti 11 reveals the "uni versa Ii ty" of 

11..Iptiality. This contrast between moderately delayed marriage among young 

and universality of marriage among older persons may reflect a transitionary 

!;tate for Thai nuptiali ty. On the one hand, if the marriage pattern has 

been constant or only slightly changed in the last 35 years, the cross

sectional data can be interpreted to suggest that Thai people respond to 

nodernization only by "postponing" marriage but not by an increase in 

celibacy. On the other hand, it is more likely that these data may indicate 

an actual moderate change in nuptiali ty behavior in the previous 35 years 

before the census. The percent single at younger age groups may represent 

<. more recent and modern type of nuptiality, while those at the older age 
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croups represeat the tl"a4itionat pattern of the earlier period. The 

validity of such a conclu1iOI\ needs to be tested by longitudinal 

C011parisoa1. A careful !Rve•ti&ation of nuptiallty patterns, based 

on the 1960 and 1970 censuses, aay provide some insights into the 

chanae in urrla10 behavior over UM. 

Ca11parattve data are ~ited he1'8 to d.-,nstrate the point that 

Thailand has an inteftlediate nuptiality patterl\ at the younger ages. 

Table l shows percent men and womett never aarrled in S7 countries in the 

period around 1960. 11te percenta1e1 of 1la1le Mn and women in Thailand 

in 1960 age 20·24 are 61.% aad Jl.6 respectively. 11\e 110re reasonable 

figures adjusted for half·a-year of a1e (to be discussed later) are lower, 

i.e •• 64.0 an.cl S6.%. It i• intere•tin1 to note that the percent sinale in 

1'hailarul at this 70\1111 .... tor r...iu. i• hiper than uny ot the 

countri•• in the IU4cll• lu'• ula, lutera Iv.rope and the United State"• 

Tbe tigun tor Ml•• 1• 1 llON or l••• at ta• awrag• compared qiong 

countries ot t.be IUW.e lut ud Atlia ud apin, hiper than that ot the 

United States. At t.M •- tl•• tor 'both aeu1 1 t.be figures are .. 
consider&bl7 lover tb&D ''° .. ot tbe reet ot th• En&li•b-apeaking 

overseas and Ve•tern lwope. ftai auptialit.J at th••• younger aces, 

theretbre, 11•• betwea tla• •tmitt.onal• an4 t.be "European" pattern. 

l>ata at tM ol•r ap oa tile other bud, •hov the tr&di tional 

nupt1al.1t7 behavior. The pare .. • ae'fler ....,.1•4 ace 40-44 resembles the 

patten• toun4 iD \be IU4dl• lu' aa4 uie but i• considerably lover 

than in We•tern nation• ID4 eapecitJ.lr the United States whose percent 

never carried at 70ung ages 11 auch lover than Thailand'•· Between the 
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:;.·o :::.cdels of nuptia.li ty, one being a uni versa.1 nuptiality but delayed 

~arriage at young ages, such as in the cases of Japan and the Ryukyu 

:s:a~ds, and another characterized by a high rate of celibacy but 

your.~ marriage such as the pattern of the United States, Thailand seems 

:o te ::.ore in the former pattern. Al though there is some delay in marriage 

a: tr.e ~·oung ages, especially for females, marriage ~s still regarded 

a~ ..::.:versal. As previously discussed the contradictory indications 

te·v·.:ee:-. the young and the old e.ees may reflect the fact that Thailand is 

:r. p·ocess of going through a "transition" in nuptiali ty behavior. 

As far as marriage age is concerned, Table 2 reveals recent 

data or. singulate mea.n age of marriage in Asia for men and women. Taking 

Asiar. r.uptia!ity around 1970 as standard, male age of marriage in Thailand 

:;.a:: te cc!'lsidered as being low. The highest age of marriage for men chara-

c:e~:zes Hong Kong (30.2) and the lowest, Indonesia (23.6). Male 

.. 

age c~ marriage for ':'hailand which is 24.7 is considered to be below average. 

However, as discussed earlier, female age of marriage is intermediate 

compared to other countries. Whereas the lowest age of marriage which 

characterizes Nepal is 16.6 and the highest which refers to Macau is 

25.6, marriage age of Thai Women is 21.9. 
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Ctange in proportion single 

To support the point that Thailand is in the process of going 

tf.!"ough a trar.ei tior. toward a more moderr. nuptiali ty pattern, the 1960 

ar.d 1970 censuses of Thailand are compared. However the two censuses 

are r.ct er.tirely co~parable i~ terms of age reporting. In 1960, age was 

asked directly by the interviewer. Therefore, it is subjected to, Lot 

or..:.y tte problem of digit preference, but also to the or.e year round up 

{ :r. spite of the official attempt to ask for age at last birthday). This 

is -especially true vher. it is Thai tradition to report the "going-or.'' age 

( YA:::G). In 1970, on the other hand, age was calculated from the year of 

birth. It then refers to the age at last birthday. Consequently, someone 

who is age A at his last birthday, is currently six months between age A 

a1:d age A+l. On the average, age may be recorded between six months to 

01.e f1..<.ll year older in 1960 than in 1970. As a consequence, the percent 

sir.~le ir. 1960 at age 15.0-19.9, which seems to be higher thar. in 1970 

ir. ~act represents the percer.t single population of age 14.0 or 14.5 to 

l9.0 or 19.5. Therefore, to solve the problen, precent single by age 

ar.d sex in 1960 is adjusted. The correction of "six mer.tbs" is made here. 

(Chamratrithirong et. al., 1978). 

Table 3 presents percer.t single by ae;e ancJ. sex : :.!· :.,,:,-;,r ... 960 

( e.d,~usted and unadjusted figures) and 1970 census. Taking the unadjusted 

fig·J.res, percent single in 1960 is higher than in 1970 for the young age 

rro'.1ps. This indication of a reversal in the nuptiality pattern is less 

::.~·::ly to be cd'rrect, cor.siderint; the reasons rii:scussed be.:.o.,., 
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The higher percent single in 1960 (unadjusted figure) than 

ir. ~970 is not consistent throughout the older age groups. This is also 

less likely to result from a reversal of the trend of nuptiality in the 

past.. Rather, it reflects the specific bias of age reporting in young 

age groups, where marital statistics are most sensitive to age. In 

:able 3 the percent single age 15-19 to age 25-29, for both sexes, 

is lower in 1970 than in 1960. The gap is considerable greater for 

fer-.ales age 15-19 i.e., 86 .2 percent in 1960 and 81.0 percent in 1970; 

and for males age 20-24 i.e., 68.2 percent in 1960 and 63.8 percent in 

::.9·~:::. This is due to the fact that the slope of nuptiality is especially 

sherp at these age groups for both females and males. However, at age 30 

an::! over, where marriage is much less sensitive to age, because the 

r.upt.iality slope starts to level off quickly and the six month differences 

in a[e reporting, for example, affects the marriage risk only slig~tly, 

the opposite and probably "real" trend in nuptiality is revealed, i.e., 

tte figures in 1970 are higher for every age groups e.nd for both sexes. 

The figures for the old age-groups which are not sensitive to bias in 

ege reporting, suggest an actual increase in percent single between the 

two census periods. 

After a correction of six months of age has been made. The 

comparison of the two census figures becomes more reasonable, and the 

large difference at age-group 15-19 for females and 20-24 for males between 

the two censuses are almost totally eliminated.. Except for the age groups 

of 15-19 for females and 20-24 for males where percent single are almost 

e;~el fer both census (slightly higher in 1960), the figures from all 

other are-grcups reveals a uniformed pattern of increasing delayed rr.arriage 

in the period 1960-1970. 
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Table 3 also presents percent single by age and sex in 1975. 

Data are taken from the World Fertility Survey: Survey of Fertility 

in Tiiailand (SOFT) and Survey of Population Change (SPC) 1974-1976. 

Comparison between the 1970 census and SOFT reveals, again, an increase 

in percent single for almost all age groups of both sexes. This is 

especially true for young women age 15-29. Comparing the three points 

of time: 1960, 1970 and 1975 (SOFT), the increase of percent single 

of young women seemed to accelerate quickly in the latter period. 

However, SPC provides contrasting evidence. Percent single 

is shown to decrease in certain age groups in the five year period 

especially for younger age groups of women. The inconsistency is, of 

cot1rse, beyond any firm explanation. However, it is speculated here 

that the trend toward later age of marriage presented by data from 

SOFT is more likely to be the case. Migration of young men and women 

may'affect SPC data. Special unpublished tables (personal communication 

with Chintana Pejaranonda, 1979) from SPC show that in-, out- and net 

out-migration during the survey period (1974-1976) is substantial at 

age 15-24 and that migrants are predominantly single, Although it 

cannot be confirmed, the underenumeration of these young and single 

migrants in the SPC may have been taken place due to the possible failure 

to complete all "temporary away" population. Yet, by definition, temporary 

visitors in the destination are not included in the tabulations. Data 

from SOFT, on the other hand, are based on de facto population (those 

who slept in the household the night ~efore the interviews). Those who 

moved away were statistically enumerated in the receiving areas. If these 
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1 speculations are correct, and interpretation is based on SOFT , the 

trend toward delay of marriage implied in the 1960's would continue 

to be true, or even accelerate in the cases of young women, in the 

1970-1975 period as well. The cross-sectional analysis which follows 

"'·i 11 help in the understanding of the socio-economic and modernization 

impact on nuptiality and consequently, in the implication of the above 

speculated trend in nuptiality in Thailand. 

1However, sample size of SOFT is much less than SPC and is 
consequently subjected to a higher sample variability (personal communi
cation with Fred S. Arnold). 
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r; :P-..:re.l-urbe.n and regional variation 

As far as the rural-urban variatior- of nuptiality is concerned, 

'l'F.ible 4 presents the percent single by municipal and non-r:::unicipal areas. 

/\:. tr.e end of the n:.arriage age, only about two percent of the rural 

pct:t.:..:.ation of both sexes remain single and about four percent of the popu

lation in an urban setting have not yet been married. The percent currently 

s:.r.gle of the total age groups standardized by age, using the standard 

pcpu.:;.ation of the vhole kingdoi:. comfirms the sane pattern. The nuptiality 

i:;e.ttern in the rural areas may be, therefore, characterized by a so

cio::..led "universal" marriage. Although the percent single is slightly 

higher in the urban places, 4 percent, marriage in urban areas is 

st ill "very close to being universal." 

The data for the young age groups suggest a lover age at marriage 

ir. the rural areas, and that the urban-rural differentials in these age 

groups are much more significant. That is, by the age of 25 to 29, only 

13 percent of the fer.ale population in the non-municipal areas were still 

single, compared to 31 percent in the municipal areas. Similar striking 

evidences are also found in the male population. 

Larger variations in nuptiality patterns are observed betveen 

Greater Bangkok and the rest of the count~r. Table 5 shows the fer.ale 

proportion single for Greater Bangkok and the four regions of Thailand. 

Thj~ differences follow the same pattern as the previous rural-urban 

co~nparison, that is to say, the per cent single in Greater Bangkok is 

co;::.siderably higher than the rest of the country for every age group 

and the differences are greatest at younger ages. Not surprisingly, 

e.I:lCf.£ the four regions, the Central vhich is the oost urbanized region, 
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V 2ocio-eccnorr.ic correlates and sex pattern 

7he correlation coefficients between the SM.All. in 1970 and tt.e 

so: io-ecc:ior:.ic variables for the 69 provinces are presented in Table 7, 

:!:is ~ea.sure of nuptia::.ity is highly correlated with the SES index. :te 

::-c:·:rel.atior:. coefficient is . 78 for men and . 51 for women ( signi fica..nt 

a: t!':.e ,,J:Jl level). '.:'hese associations ~re also signigicant at .001 level 

:\:: :· a::.l five of t!'.e SES variables, with the exception of percent urban 

c.:: :'. averaEe ::;ate rial possession scores which do not correlate with fen:.ale 

:-.. .;: :iali ty at ar..y level higher than .01. 

The positive relationship between nuptiality delay and 

socio-economic opportunities found here is consistent with various 

the:iretical explanations. It lends weight to the "relative deprivation 

the is" (Davis, 1963) which emphasises that a nuptiality delay is one 

of the demographic responses to increases in opportunities rather than 

to poverty. Using the context of price theory another hypothesis can 

be formulated based on the positive relationship. That is, although 

the "income effect" may facilitate young marriage, in the course of 

economic growth, the "price effect" of marriage, which also relatively 

increases with the new and prevailing opportunities, probably tends to 

oub·eight the former. This price effect involves, among other things, 

the termination of formal education and female employment in favor of 

younger age of marriage. In other words, the socio-economic constraints 

on marriage are increasing relatively with development. These are 

reflected in the new societal requirements for own residence and higher 

educational and occupational achievement before marriage. On the whole, 
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therefore, a positive relationship between nuptiality delay and "increase" 

in opportunities is found here. 

~he so:io-econc~ic impact was much more significant for ~aies 

tha~ for females (~able:). This points to the significance of the 

tradit:cnal sex roles in Thailand. The socio-economic constraints whict 

incree.~e relatively :!.n tl::e cour::e of modernization and development are 

irnrcsea ~ore stron~ly on ~en. This is partly re~lected in the ':'hai 

traci~icns such as the payn:ent of ''sin-sond" (money paid a~ the time c.·'. 

-:arr:a.-e), "tong-rr.un" (r.:oney or gold given before the time of ma.rriall".e) 
I 

<:.r.c ::-.e constructior: of "ruen-hcr" ( nev house for the ne1.'ly-weds built 

a.t t~:e e..xpense of r.en on the wo:r.:en's land), on the part cf the groom or 

~;he ,'."'roorr. 's parents, while no specific prerequisites are tre.di tier.ally 

~r.rosed on vomen before marriage (Va.ne.puti, 1972). Furthermore, it :s 

e. The.:!. tradition that 1 before marriage a l!lan has to spend a pericd cf 

~hree :!:onths in the monkr.coc (Y.a.u:man, 1960}. 
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V! Availability of mates 

With regard to the non-socio-economic factors 'Which ~ight 

in!:~ence Marriage, it is interesting to investigate the role of t!:e 

~ex 'a~:c in the patterns of regional variation in nuptiality in Tha:2and. 

:'ix:~:; {1Q71) hypothesized that the nuptiality pattern could be predicted 

1:y ~!-:ree :'actors, availability, :'easibility and deeirability for marriage. 

Availability, is defined by different measures of the sex ratio at the 

marriageable ages. The masculinity ratio represents the availability 

of mates, in this case men. It is hypothesized in the study by Dixon 

that "masculinity ratios (be) positively correlated with marital delays 

among men and with bachelorhood, and negatively correlated with marital 

dela~•'S among women and with spinsterhood" (Dixon 1971: 222). 

Following Dixon's study, the role of the masculinity ratio 

in nuptiality is investigated here for Thailand. Table 8 shows the 

correlation between sex ratio and the SMAM for the 69 provinces of 

Thailand. The correlations support Dixon's hypotheses. The sex ratio 

is negatively and significantly correlated with female SMAM. This 

suggests that the female behavior in relation to marriage relies 

!:eavily on the "availability" of male partners. As for men, sex ratio is 

positively related to bachelorhood and male age of marriage, Althougt 

tte direct association of these two variables confirms the previous hypothesis 

of Dixon, the strength of the relationship is not as significant. 

In order to separate out the socio-economic factors and the 

a·:a:ilability of !'l'.ates 'Which underly the variation in nuptia.lity patterns, 
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the partial correlation coefficients between sex ratio and nuptiality, 

controlling for SES for the 69 provinces, and the correlation coefficients 

·for each of the four SES groups of provinces are presented. Both statistical 

rrocedures confirm that for males, the already weak relationship between 

the availability of mates and nuptiality discussed earlier, virtually 

:iserrears when SEE is controlled. For female, by contrast, the effect 

c~ tre masculinity ratio remains strong aod negativ~. 

The fact that male marria~e behavior doe1 not depend on the 

&vailability of mates as in the case of females may be due to the differential 

sex roles in the traditional Thai society~ Females are more passive in mate 

selection and therefore depend heavily on the probability of male initiatives. 

~ales, on the other hand, are more active, therefore their nuptiality 

behavior does not depend on the sheer number of mates available. (See 

Knodel and Mayneo, 1976, for similar result for nineteenth-century Germany). 

On the other hand, as shown earlier, male marriage behavior is much more 

i:losely related to socio-economic factors than females. This suggests that, 

in relative terms, male marriage behavior is more complicated and influenced 

by socio-economic factors; and that, female nuptiality is less influenced 

by socio-economic considerations, and as a consequence, depends more heavily 

cm the "availability" of mates. 



- 17 -

VII Socio-economic and demographic differentials in marriage 

In this section, the role of socio-economic and demographic 

factors on marriage will be investigated. This includes education and 

literacy, labor force participation and type of economic activity, 

occupation, major industrial group, work status, religion, citizenship, 

relationship to household head and migration status. The examination 

will cover both male and female singulate mean age of marriage, proportion 

ever-married at young ages and celibacy at older ages. 

It should be noted that the socio-economic and demographic 

characteristics of men and women studied here in relation to their marital 

status should be interpreted with care. While religion and citizenship 

and probably education (especially lower levels) probably do not change 

during the life cycle, statuses such as occupation, economic activity, 

work status, household and migration status can change continually. The 

difficulty is that we do not know whether the gaining of such status 

occurs when men and women studied are still single or after they are 

married. The interpretation of the "causal" association between these 

characteristics and marital status should therefore be handled with caution. 

The explanation should leave room for the fact that when a man or a 

woman leave one marital status to the other, he or she may change the 

socjo-economic and demographic status for that reason. Speculation of 

the investigated relationship will therefore be made here, when appropriate, 

to ascertain all such possibilities. 
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a) Education 

A positive effect of educational attainment and literacy on 

age at marriage is consistently found in many countries. In Asia there 

is a difference of approximately five years between age of marriage of 

women with no schooling and those hwo attain a high level of education 

(Smith, 1976: 46). In the same study it is also indicated that the impact 

of education on age at marriage is greatest at the highest levels of 

attainment. 

In Thailand. Table 9 shows that literate men and vo~en have 

higher singul.ate mean age of marriage than their illiterate counterparts. 

For men singul.ate mean age of marriage is 24.7 for the literate and 24,3 for 

the illiterate; for women the figures are 22.l and 20,0 respectively. 

The percentages never married at ages 20-24 for both sexes are also higher 

for the literate than the illiterate groups. 

Marriage age by educational attainment follovs the same pattern. 

:'he singulate mean age of marriage and percentages never married at ages 

20-24 rise substantially beyond the primary educational level for both 

men and women, For men age of marriage rises from 24,5 and 24.3. for 

those with no education and t'.hose with primary ed•:ce~ion to 26,7 for men 

with secondary education and 29.S for those who graduated from a university. 

For women, age of marriage rises from 20.2 to 21.7, 25.4 and 29.2 

respectively for the four edu.cational groups. Slightly less than one third 

C:>f female university graduates remained single at ages 40-44. 
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It is worth noting that the gap of nine years between the no 

education and high education groups of vomen is ver-y substantial. This 

is especially striking vhen compared to evidences from other Asian 

countries where as mentioned earlier. only approximately five-years 

difference is generally found. Also, by contrast, the correspondinp 

figur; fer Thai men is only five years. The difference between men and 

women in age of marriage decreases gradually from 4,3 years for the 

no-education group to only 0.3 years for the university graduates. This 

indicates that education attainment seems to affect female nuptiality 

rr.cre strongly than men's (See Figure 2A and 2B). Female cilibacy especially 

~~ong the university graduates is also found to be an important factor 

underlying the difference in the sex pattern. 

One should also note that as found in many other countries, 

the effect or education on age at marriage in Thailand is greatest beyond 

the primar-y level which was the compulsor-y level at the time vhen this 

cohort of women vere in school, 
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b) Labor force particil'a.tion and t;roe of economic activities 

Change in the nature of labor force participation, especially 

tha: related to non-fe.r.n a.cti ':: ty, is another aspect of social and 

ecc~omic develop~ent that is frequently found to be responsible for change 

in jernographic behavior.· It is typothesized that in modernizing societies, 

increased participation in the labor force may lead to a delay in marriage. 

Table 9 reveals tta.t age of first marriage is higher for econo

~ice.lly active vomen than for vomen vho do not participate in the labor 

force. The singulate mean are of marriage is 24.3 for economically active 

women and 21.0 for non-active women, a difference of 3.3 years, For men 

the opposite is true, The difference is also very pronounced, 25.7 

!lnd 32.8 for economically active and non-active men respectively. Besides 

t~e singulate mean a~e of marriage, the percentage never married at ages 

~O-?!;, vhich represents, more specifically, young ma.~riageable adults, 

is also of interest, Table 9 shovs that the percentage never marrie~ 

!lt ages 20.24 is evidently higter for the economically active women t~an 

~or their economically inac~ive counterpart, The corresponding figures 

are 59.8 and 34.5 respectivel}'. The relationship between labor force 

participation and delay in marriage is therefore especially confirmed 

for young women in Thailand. For men, again, the opposite is true. 

'"'.1lis probably reflects the fact that the small minority of men who 

cannot work inspite of the fact that in Thai society they are expected 

LO do so, may be selective of those who face financial and probably physical 

constraints which lead to marriage delay. 

Data on labor force participation in 1970 Census of Thailand also 

differentiate employment status and reasons for not working. Under the 
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economically active category, three subgroups are presented: those 

employed, those looking for work (consisting of experienced workers 

and r.ew workers), and those vaiting for the farm season. Out of these 

three groups, those waiting for the farm season are characterized by the 

lowest age of marriage and proportion never married among young adults. 

A~e of marriage is 25.2 and 23.2 and the proportion never married at 

a~es 20-24 is 70.9 and 52.3 for men and women respectively. Women who 

are er.~aged in farm activities, and especially those vho do not take 

up a secondary job but are waiting for farm season, marry relatively 

early among the economically active group. 

Those looking for work are characterized by the highest proportion 

never ~arried for both men and woreen. The data reveal further that new vorkers 

looking for work delay marriage to the greatest extent. Experienced workers 

looking for work, on the other hand, have the lowest proportion never 

married a~ong economically active men and women. The substantial difference 

in marriage pattern between the new workers and experienced vorkers looking 

for work may be associated with occupati9nal level and other characteristics of 

the two groups. 

It may be speculated that the nev workers looking for jobs for 

the first time at ages 20-24 may be in the higher educational and occupational 

groups whose work requires a certain amount of training and whose entranc8 into 

the labor force is consequently delayed. The experienced workers who are 

looking for work at ages 20-24 may include those who moved to a new place and 

had to change job. Y.a.ny of these moves ~ay be associated with marriage. The 

prcportion never married is therefore very low for these groups of men and 

~o~en. However, these interrelations are rather speculative. Detailed 

analyses of marriage patterns by occupation and migration status are needed. 

These will be pursued in succeeding sections. 
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As expected, among economically inactive, students are least 

likely to be married. 94.0 and 99,5 percent of male and female students 

aged 20-24 are still single. Those unable to work are ranked second, 

vith percentages never married as high as 100.0 for men and 89.9 for 

'Women. 

The percentage never married at ages 40-44 for those unable 

to vork is also very high. This is true only for men, with 29.2 

percent of men and only 6,7 percent of women still not married for the first 

time. The singulate mean age Of marriage is also very high, 33. 7 for 

men and 29.8 for women. These findings suggest that the effect of physical 

and mental disability in retarding marriage is substantial in Thailand. 

However, detailed studies on this topic need to be done in the tuture. 

For the economically inactive, female homeworkers are 

characterized by the lowest age of marriage, 19.l. The proportion 

remaining single at ages 20-24 is also the lowest, i.e., 20.5, This 

is not surprising because most of these women are housewives. In 

contrast, age of marriage and proportion never married for male 

homeworkers are fairly high.These men married at age 29.l on the average, 

and by ages 20-24 about 86 percept were still single. This probably reflects 

the segregation of sex roles in the Thai society. Young adult males are 

required to have jobs before they have a family while young females do not 

have to do so to the same extent. 
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c) Occupation, major industrial group and work status 

Occupation is another important variable in the theoretical 

considerations as well as empirical investigations of the timing and 

the extent of marriage. Higher strata of occupation which usually 

requires prolonged training may consequently lead to delayed marriage 

Mere importantly, occupation reflects social and economic status 

which is closely associated with nuptiality behavior. Furthermore, 

certain occupations although not regarded as of high status, may also 

lead to delayed marriage just because of the specific nature of work 

where early family building is undesirable. 

Table 9 presents marriage pattern by occupation, major 

industrial groups and work status. The singulate mean age of marriage 

is lowest for the agricultural group. For women, their marriage age is 

21.5. For men, both agricultural and transport workers are characterized 

by the lowest age of marriage, i.e., 23.9 • Men who are categorized 

in the clerical, administrative and professional groups had the highest 

age of marriage. The age of marriage of male sale workers, service 

workers and craft.men are intermediate. For women, marriage age is 

highest for service workers and clerk, 26.6. Women who held administrative 

and professional work also married at high age, 26.4 and 25.7 respectively. 

Women who were craft.men and laborers, transport workers and sale workers 

married at intermediate ages. 
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In general, the percentages never married at ages 20-24 

reveal the same pattern of occupational differentials in marriage found 

in the investigation of the singulate mean age of marriage. Young 

women engaged in agricultural work are characterized by the lowest 

percentage never married, 33.5. The highest percentage never married 

for young women, 82,5 percent, characterizes clerical workers, Women 

•:hose jobs were related to transportation had the second highest percentage 

never married, i.e., 78,5, This probably reflects the nature of trans

portation work which might discourages early family formulation for 

wonen. 

For men, occupational differentials by proportion never married 

at ages 20-24 is also si~ilar to what is found in the investigation 

of the singulate mean age of marriage. Contrasting to women, 

transportion work is not revealed to impede marriage for men. However, 

39.5 percent of men who worked as miners and quarrymen 

~ere found to be never married at ages 20-24 • This involves. in 1970, 

38.776 men for the whole kingdom of Thailand, 

Female singulate mean age of marriage is about four to 

five years higher for administrative, professional and clerical workers 

than for agricultural workers. The increase is greater than for men's. 

The gap between male and female SMAM is less than one year for occupational 

groups other than agriculture and sales. 
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With regards to celibacy which is roughly measured here by 

percentages never married at ages 40-44, it is worth noting that women 

who held administrative, professional and clerical works remained single 

in great proportions. For instance, 27 percent of women in the adminis

trative level which include those who worked as executive, managerial 

personnels and government officials were never married. This, of course, 

reflects a wide range of socio-economic effects on 11Uptiality for high 

status women. It probably involves changes in sex roles and greater 

independency of such women resulting partly from the stability and the 

prestige of job. The unavailability of mates for this group of women may 

also be an important factor. The clarification of these issues requires 

more research. 

The 1970 census also provides information on marriage patterns 

by major industrial group. The differential appears to be similar to 

that found in the investigation of occupation. Age of marriage is lowest 

for the primary sector of industry which includes agriculture, forestry, 

hunting and fishing. Marriage ages for secondary and tertiary sector of 

industry are found to be high ranging from 23.4 for women in the transpor

tation group to 26.1 for women in the service sector. For men, the 

highest age of first marriage, 26.5, is for those involved in electricity, 

water, and sanitary services and commerce. 

Nuptiality patterns can also be investigated by work status. 

This includes employer, own account worker, government employee, private 

employee and unpaid family worker. It is revealed that for both men and 

women, age of marriage is lowest for own account worker. 
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Government' and private employees are characterized by highest age of 

marriage. Marriage ages of employer and unpaid family worker are 

intermediate. It should be noted that female government employees 

aged 40-44 are characterized by a high level of celibacy that is, 

almost fifteen percent remain single, whereas for private employees the 

corresponding figure is only 8 percent. In general work status may be 

• .:losely related to occupation. Own account workers are predominantly 

in the agricultural sector or are small-scale vendors. Their traditional 

marriage pattern is therefore not surprising. 
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d) Religion 

Since marriage is an important social institution which is 

closely related to traditions and customs, investigation of the impact 

of religion upon timing and extent of marriage and celibacy is there

fore essential. The census is the ideal source of information for this 

issue for Thailand since it contains a large enough number of cases. In 

this regard, the study of other religions besides Buddhism, which al

ready accounts for 95.3 percent of the lbai population, is therefore 

possible. 

Interest in the influence of religion on nuptiality has in

volved both cross-national comparison and studies of the subgroups 

within specific countries (Smith, 1976). One important conclusion from 

the study of religious orientation and nuptiality in Asia is that "reli~ 

gious differences cannot be readily dismissed as merely the reflection 

of differences in socio-economic composition" (Smith, 1976:29). 

In 1bailand 1 data from the 1970 Census reveal certain nup

tiali ty differences across the three major religions, Buddhism, Islam 

and Christianity (Including Catholics and other Western churches). The 

timing and extent of marriage is highest among Moslem whereas Buddhist 

and Christian nuptiality patterns are more or less similar (Table 9). 

Buddhist married at the average age of 22.0 for women and 24.7 for men. 

Christian age of marriage is approximately at the same level, for both 

sexes, i.e., 21.7 and 24.9 respectively. Moslem age of first marriage 

is, on the other hand, about 1.5 to 2 years lower than those of the 

other two religions. Moslem women married on the average at age 19.6 
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and men at 23.2. The greater extent of marriage for Moslem is also 

reflected in the percentage never married at ages 20-24 which is the 

lowest of all three religions. 

Furthermore.celibacy which is measured by percenta~e never 

married at age 40-44 is shown to be very distinctive for Moslem. Merri

age is almost universal for M:>slem vor.en. i.e., only 0.8 percent re

mained never married at a~e 40-44. Christian women appear to be the most 

celibate group among the three religions.i.e., 12.6 percent. This is 

true, however, only for Christian women and not for Christian men where 

cilibacy at age 40-44 is low and about the same level as other reli

gions. In general the impact of religion on nuptiality pattern seems to 

be more significant for women than for men. 'I1lis is evident when one 

considers both the celibacy pattern and the proportion single at youn~er 

ages (20-24). Marriage patterns for women differ across religions to 

a greater extent than for men. 

Follov:ing the suggestion by Smith (1976) that the effect of 

religious orientation should be investigated independently of other 

socio-economic influences, control for educational level is made in 

this report. As a result, the effect of religion on nuptiality pattern 

seems to operate, to some degree, independently of educational level. 

In general, age of marriage for Bucdhist and Moslem increases 

substantially beyond the secondary level of education, The increase is espe

cially pronounced for the Moslem. 'I1le singulate mean age of first marriage 

of Moslem women increases from 17 .o for the no education group to 28. 0 
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for the secondary and university group combined. Men's age of marriage 

also rises substantially from a particularly low age of 21.9 for those 

with no education to 27,0 for the secondary and university group. 

Age of first marriage for Christian women, however, remains 

in the range of 18.7 to 21.6 for different educational levels. The re

li~ious orientation is therefore important and remains very influential 

for Christian women almost regardless of educational level. Marriage 

age for Christian men however rises moderately with education. 

It should be noted further that at the university level, celi

bacy among Buddhist and especially among Christian ~omen is relatively 

high, i.e. 28.9 and 62.9 percent respectively. The fact that the 

proportion of Christian spinsterhood is especially "phenomenal" and is 

more than twice that of Buddhist women probably reflecting certain 

Christian characteristics in Thailand. One of these may involve the 

fact that Christians in Thailand are a minority group (there were 2,279 

Christian women age 13-55 in 1970 who attained university education). 

Consequently, if one can assume that inter-religious marriage between 

Christian and non-Christian is limited, which is very likely to be true, 

the high celibacy may be the result of a severely restricted marriage 

market. Another possible explanation may involve the fact that a portion 

of these women are Christian nuns who attained high education and remain 

permanently unmarried as a result of religious dogma. The quantitative 

evidence for this, however, is not available in these census data. 

Overall, the impact of religion on nuptiality pattern seems 

to remain significant. At the same time its effect also interacts with 

the educational level. For the low educational level, i.e.,. no education 
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and primary education, Moslem nuptiality pattern seems to be the most 

"tradit,i.onal" • that is, age of marriage is lowest for both men and women. 

and the difference between age of marriage between men and women is among 

the highest. For the higher educational level, that is, beyond primary 

education,.religion seems to have little effect for men. Male age of 

marriaRe is shown to he about the same for the three rPligious groups. 

For women, however, the age of marriage of the Christian is substantially 

lower than those of the other two religions. This report is, therefore 

able to show that the relationship between religious orientation and 

nuptiality in Thailand is not negligible but certain interactions with 

education as well as differences by sex need to be considered. 
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e) Citizenship 

In Thailand as of 1970, there are approximately 311,093 

people holding Chinese citizenship. (This does not include people 

of Chinese ancestry which are much greater in number. The 1970 

Census focuses only on current citizenship.) This accounts for 0.9 

percent of the total population of Thailand (1970 Census). The 

figure is 4.3 percent in the municipal areas, the place where the 

majority of Chinese live. Although population of Chinese citizenship 

is not great in number, persons of Chinese descent and Thai-Chinese 

mixtures are the major minority group in Thailand. The investigation 

of Thai-Chinese marriage patterns is therefore important. Previous 

studies have shown that citizenship (Chinese and Thai) is one of the 

significant factors underlying marriage pattern in Thailand regarding 

age of marriage, mate selection process and post-nuptial residence 

(Limanonda, 1976). 

Tabulatton of proportion single by age and by citizenship 

can be obtained from the 1970 census sample tape. The effect of 

ethnicity upon marriage behavior can therefore be investigated here. 

It is revealed that for both males and females, Chinese had, on the 

average, higher age of marriage than Thais. For men,age of marriage is 

24.6 for Thais and 26.2 for Chinese. The corresponding figures are 

21.9 and 24.9 for female age of marriage for the two ethnic groups 

respectively. 
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In order that the true effect of citizenship upon 

marriage age can be confirmed, control for educational attainment 

is made in Table 9 as well. It is revealed that the influence of 

citizenship on nuptiality pattern interacts with educational level 

for females but not for males. For men it is consistent that age of 

marriage is higher for Chinese than Thais for all educational levels. 

The fact that Chinese men marry later than Thais is therefore related 

directly to the ethnicity per se and probably not a whole reflection of 

socio-economic difference. For women, however. the impact of citizenship 

operates only for those who attained only primary education. The SMAM 

is 21.5 for Thais and 24.7 for Chinese. Those who completed more 

than primary education, no matter if they are Chinese or Thais, married 

at a high age i.e., 26.0 for Thais and 25.8 for Chinese. The effect of 

higher education therefore seems to outweight the difference in cultural 

practice regarding female marriage behavior. In other words, for women, 

ethnicity and culture are related to each other in terms of their influence 

on marriage behavior only when women are still in the low educational group 

and probably not yet going through the modernization process. 
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f) Relationship to household head 

Marriage is the stage of the life cycle that is closely related 

to change in household status. Post nuptial residence is, for instance, 

cne o!' the focal areas of interest in Thai marriage pattern (Knodel and 

rrachuabcoh, 1973; Limanonda, 1976). The 1970 census provides classifica

tion cf rr.arriage pattern by relationship to household head, son and daughter, 

rela:ives and others and servants. Investigation of this tabulation may 

:-.e.:p ir. the understanding of the nature of association betveen marriage, 

stage of life cycle and consequent household status. 

Considering percent single at ages 20-24 and 40-44, those who 

retain status of son and daughter of the household head, remain single 

to a greater extent than the national average. That is, for instance, 

in the rural areas, female percent single at ages 20-24 and 40-44 is 61.1 

ar.d :12. 2 for daughters (Table 9 ) as compared to all rural women whose 

repecti ve figure show only 33. 7 and 3 .4 percent (Table 4 ) . Higher percent 

single for daughters is also revealed in the urban areas. The pattern 

for sons is also similar. This, of course, reflects the selectivity of 

married persons who leave the parents' home to settle in new houses. 

,. 

It is revealed fUrther that relatives and other persons residing in 

the household remain single to a much greater extent than the national 

average. This does indicate the selectivity of married relatives who 

leave the household, and also the fact that, in the context of the 

extended family in Thailand, probably single individuals rather than the 

couples tend to co-reside with the household head. This pattern is true 

for both urban and rural places. 
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Data for servants indicated even more markedly that domestic 

servants, both males and females, tend to be single persons. The 

singulate mean age of marriage is fairly high ranging from 29.1 for 

women to 33.0 for men in the rural areas. The high age of marriage 

. among servants is not unconunon in other conununities. For example, 

quantitative evidence indicating a similar pattern are shown in nineteenth 

century Germany as well (Knodel and Maynes, 1977). 

In Thailand as well as in other developing countries and some 

of the developed nations in the past, many single young men and women 

in the rural areas move to work as servants in town.· As a result, this 

typically delays their age of marriage. Although high proportion single 

among servants may be partly explained by the selectivity of those who 

get married andgiveup working as servants at the same time, it does 

not rule out, however, the fact that the nature of the servant work may 

have something to do with the infeasibility or the delay of marriage. 

Knowing that domestic servants are inclined to quit the job if they are 

married, the household heads tend not to support, if not discourage, 

their marriage. Servants may also have difficulties in the mate 

selection process as well due to limited opportunities to meet potential 

partners. Furthermore, they may have to postpone marriage because of 

their obvious financial and residential constraints. 
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g) Migration status 

Migration and marriage are related in a number of aspects. 

Men or women may move to marry and live with spouses who reside in a 

different location. The move may be initiated soon after marriage when 

the couple is able to build their own home or may be expected to do so 

when they have their own offspring. On the one hand, migration may free 

men and women from traditional constraints and facilitate the mate 

selection procedure. On the other hand, migration may disrupt the way 

of living and make marriage more difficult. Furthermore, migration 

associated with social mobility may result in late marriage since migrants 

may spend more time in the attainment of their socio-economic and 

occupational status before marriage. 

Differentials in nuptiality by migration status are investigated 

here. This includes life-time and five-year migration as well as overall 

migration in Thailand and migration to Greater Bangkok. Table 9 indicates 

that age of marriage is lower for migrants than non-migrants. It should 

be noted that in general, the pattern of differential is consistent 

whether one considers life-time or recent migration and overall migration 

or rural-urban move. This implies that it is probably the reasons 

associated with family formation as discussed earlier linking migration 

and marriage together are dominant. Support for the social mobility 

thesis is not evident here. One should note further that for migration 

to Greater Bangkok, the differential may also be due to differences in 

rural-urban origin. Although link between migration and nuptiality 

cannot be totally identified for the time being, it is worth reemphasizing 

that the differential itself is very consistent. Further study following 

this issue should be encouraged in the future. 



- 36 -

IX Socio-economic and demographic differentials in marriage dissolution 

Various additional indexes of nuptiality have been calculated 

from the 1970 census marital status information. The indexes include 

the proportion married (I) (Coale, 1970), proportion single (I), 
m s 

pro?ortion divorced (Id)' proportion separated (Ip) and proportion 

v.-ido\\·ed (I ) . (See Hull and Saladi, 1978 and Smith, 1978 for calculation 
w 

of these indexes.) These indexes indicate "distributions of women of 

reproductive age of various status (which) are weighted according to a 

Hutterite schedule of age specific fertility which is meant to represent 

an approximate weighting for potential fecundity patterns." (Hull and 

Saladi, 1978:3.) In other words, these indexes reflect not only marriage 

pattern of women but also their marital status with regard to its 

potential effect on fertility. For instance, the proportion divorced 

~ill be inflated in the index Id if the divorced women are predominantly 

young (and presumably fecund). That is to say, we emphasis the extent of 

divorce in its potentiality in reducing fertility when divorce is amrng 

younger than older women. 

In this chapter, emphasis will be given to marriage dissolution 

(with regard to its potential effect on fertility). Id' Ip and Iw will be 

discussed cross-sectionally, that is, with respect to different socio-

economic groups, religions, citizenship and selected demographic 

characteristics. 

These marital status indexes are given in Table 10 and 11. It 

is revealed that approximately 65 percent (I = .646) of the reproductive 
m 

;lotential is reali:ed through the present marriage pattern, assuming 
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illigitimacy is negligible. About 30 percent (I = .302) of potential s 

fertility is reduced because of the fact that not all.women are married 

but approximately 30 percent are still single. The remaining 5 percent 

of the reduction is attributed to marriage dissolution which includes 

divorce, separation and widowhood. 

Among the three forms of marital dissolution, divorce and 

separation combined have a greater impact than widowhood on fertility. 

Marriage dissolution is lower for the municipal areas than the non-

municipal places. Lower educational and occupational groups are also 

characterized by more marital disruption (Table 11). This is true for 

all three types of marriage dissolution. Socio-economic differences in 

widowhood is probably partly explained by the socio-economic mortality 
J 

differential. Socio-economic differential in mortality investigated 

from the 1970 census is shown elsewhere (Knodel and Chamratrithirong, 

1978). 

However, the lower proportions divorced and separated for the 

higher socio-economic groups of women may be explained in a number of 

ways. First, women of higher socio-economic status may tend to conceal 

their marriage dissolution by reporting their marital status as being 

single or still married. Second, age of marriage is lower for women of 

lower socio-economic group, they are therefore, exposed to a longer 

period of risk of divorce and separation. Third, women of higher socio-

ecl)nomic status may remarry more than their lower socio-economic 

counterparts. Fourth, marriage stability may be related to financial 

stability. In general, the traditional pattern of young age of marriage 

and probably quasi-arranged marriage among the lower social and economic 
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classes may lead to less stable marriages than the modern pattern 

of higher age of marriage and probably where mate selection is more 

carefully processed by both spouses and their parents. Unfortunately, 

verification of these speculations is not possible insofar as the census 

data is concerned. 

Besides the socio-economic variation, census data also permit 

differentiation by religion. Although the difference is not great, in 

general Moslem women seem to experience the greatest incidence of 

separation and divorce. For those with no education, Moslem and 

Buddhist women are not very different in the extent of separation and 

divorce combined. For the higher educational levels, however, Moslem 

women are characterized by greater incidence of separation than the 

Buddhist. This is with the exception of the university level where 

Moslem marriage dissolution is not evidenced at all. In general and 

almost for all educational levels, Christian women separate and divorce 

least of the three religious groups. 

As far as citizenships is concerned, census data reveal that 

Chinese experience more separation than Thais· This is especially true 

for higher educational levels. Whereas separation declines with higher 

educational levels for Thais, the opposite is true for Chinese. For 

them, the proportion separated (I ) rises from 0,023 for no education p 

group, to 0.061 tor primary education and 0.034 for the secondary 

education and as high as 0.301 for the university level. Divorce is 

al~ost negligible for both ~.ai and Chinese for the high educational 

level. For Chinese, it virtually disappears for educational levels 
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higher than primary education where, interestingly enough, separation 

begins to increase sharply. Either there is a behavio~al switch from 

divorce to separation among highly educated Chinese or it merely reflects 

the difference in the use of terms (using separation in place of divorce) 

is beyond the examination here. 

Selected demographic characteristics are investigated here 

in relation to nuptial behavior. Marriage behavior is found to be quite 

different for various household statuses.of women. Women who are household 

heads, which account for 9 percent of total female h~sehold heads and 

wives of household heads, are unsurprisingly predominantly of broken 

marriages. Widowhood is substantial among these groups of women (I = .351). w 

Separation and divorce are also at high level (Ip= .196 and Id= .075). 

Female household heads remain either currently married or single at a level 

much lower than the national average. In sum, the fertility potential of 

female heads of household is reduced by more than half through either 

divorce, separation or death of husbands. 

single. 

Women who -are daughters of household heads remain predominantly 

The level is far above national average, that is, I = .622. s 

Marriage dissolution by separation and divorce among these women is 

slightly higher than the figure derived from total women. This probably 

reflects the return to parents• home after marriage is broken. Marriage 

pattern of relatives and other persons residing in the household is also 

peculiar. They are mostly single (almost 70 percent). Their proportion 

married is much smaller than all women. The proportion of broken families 

with regard to divorce, separation and widowhood is also higher than the 

national average. Servants' nuptiality pattern is most distorted. About 
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85 percent are single. Proportion married is very low. The incidence 

of separation is also much higher than the national average, that is, 

I is .048 as compared to .020. p 

It is suspected that female migrants may have a higher 

proportion of broken families. Goldstein et al. (1973) speculated ~hat 

the high portion of women without spouse present in Greater Bangkok may 

be the result of migration. Goldstein's interest in this regard concetns 

temporary separation. Marriage patterns including permanent dissolution 

by migration status is a topic of investigation here. The data reveal 

that there is an insignificant difference regarding the extent of marriage 

dissolution between female migrants and non-migrants. This refers to both 

life-time and five-year migration and migration throughout Thailand as 

well as migration to Greater Bangkok. However, data for male's marri.age 

dissolution shown separately in Appendix Cl and C2 reveal that the extent 

of separation is obviously higher for five-year migrants than non-migrants. 

This is true for all age-groups of men 20-24 to 50-54. Proportion divorced 

is also higher although the differences is not as clear as in the case of 

separation. Data on migration to Greater Bangkok show a similar pattern 

but are less consistent. As a whole migration among broken families seems 

to be more true for males than females reflecting the pattern of husbands 

leaving wives rather than the other way around. 
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IX TI1e effect of marital stability on fertility. 

Nuptiality patterns are known to be an important factor affecting 

fertility. Not only the timing and tempo of first marriage and celibacy 

discu..~sed earlier but also the extent of broken marriages from widowhood 

divorce and separation are among the significant intermediate variables 

determining the time span of the reproductive process (Davis and Blake, 

1956). In Thailand Goldstein et.al. (1973), in their analysis of a one-percent 

sar.:ple from the 1960 census, found that cumulative fertility of married 

women with spouse present far exceeds that of women whose marriage was dis

rupted by divorce or temporary absence of spouse. Similar findings were 

found in the Longitudinal Study of Social, Economic and Demographic Change 

in Thailand (Knodel and Prachuabmoh, 1973: 28). Currently married women 

have the highest cumulative fertility. Divorced and separated women have 

the lowest fertility, and widows fall inbetween. Fertility differentials 

by marital status are found to be more pronounced in rural areas, a fact 

probably relates to rural-urban differentials in the adoption of 

contraception. (Knodel and Prachuabmoh, 1973:28). This is because 

birth control is more prevalent in urban areas. "Thus differences in 

the length of exposure to the risk of childbearing beyond the point 

where the desired family size is achieved may be less consequential 

for the cumulative fertility of urban women" than for their rural 

counterparts (Knodel and Prachuabmoh, 1973:28). 

An attempt is made here to examine the extent of such effects 

of marital status on "ever-marital" fertility in Thailand. This will be 

carried out for both cumulative and current aspects of the reproductive 
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behavior. Table 12 and 13present number of children ever born alive (cumu-

1 lative fertility) and own children 0-4 (current fertility ) per 1,000 ever-

married women by age and marital status. For the children ever born data, 

fertility is found to differ markedly by marital status. The fertility 

of currently married women aged 15-49 is much higher than that of women 

whose marriage was disrupted by widowhood, divorce, or separation. This 

2 pattern is similar for all age groups. The age-standardized figures show 

that women who were currently married had borne an average of 4.4 children 

whereas the widowed,divorced and separated had averaged 3.5. 2.3 and 2.9 

children respectively. At the end of the reproductive period, women whose 

marriage was currently stable had an average completed family size of 6.8 

children as compared to 5.8. 3.3 and 4.8 children for the three respective 

groups of women whose marriages were broken. 

1 Own children 0-4 reflects "current" fertility of women because 

it refers to current number of children under five living with mothers. 

In other words. it represents fertility level over the five years preceeding 

the census (1965-1970) 1 unadjusted for child mortality. 

2 The total unstandardized figures show a higher fertility 

among widows than among currently ~rried. This is due to the fact that 

a great majority of the widows are of older age groups who naturally have 

higher cumulative fertility simply beca,use of the longer exposure to child-

bearing. Interpretation of the total-age figures should therefore be made 

only after age standardization. 
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Among these three groups, fertility of widows is highest. 

This is for all age groups and for both total and total standardized 

figures. lbis is probably due to the fact that there is a longer time 

exposure to childbearir:g before widowhood than before the incidence of 

divorce and separation which usually happens during the earlier years 

of the reproductive period (Goldstein et. al., 1973 24). The higher 

level of fertility among the separated than among the divorced may be 

interpreted as follows. On the one hand, separation probably implies 

a weaker disunion of sp~ .aes than divorce. Relatively speaking, the se

i;aration may not be as absolute as in the case of divorce. On the other 

hand, coupljs of larger family may find it more difficult to divorce than 

to simply live apart from each other. Husbands and wives who have fewer 

ch:ldren are more able to afford divorce than those with many children. 

Data from "own children" reveal the same pattern of fertility 

difference by marital status. The average number of own children 0-4 

for the currently married women is approximately twice those of widows, 

divorced and separated women. That is, the standardized own children 

ratios vary from 1,075.8 for the currently stable marriage to 577.6, 

438.5 and 545.8 for the three broken-marriage groups respectively. It 

is interesting to note further that although marriage is disrupted, 

these women still average only a child under five living with them. Among 

the three groups of women whose marriage was broken. again, fertility is 

highest for widows and lowest for the divorced. 
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The impact of marital status on marital fertility of both cumu

lative and current measures appear to be quite significant here. However, 

fuller assessment of this influence can be gained if one could control for 

certain socio-economic characteristics. This is to assure the fact that 

marital stability is the direct cause underlying the fertility differences 

and not just the reflection of the outside influence of other socio-economic 

factors. Table 14 and lsand summary Table 16 therefore present fertility by 

marital status controlling for educational attainment of women. 

Table 16 shows that at any level of educational attainment, ferti

lity is still higher among women whose marriage was currently stable than 

among those women who were widows, divorced or separated. Among these three 

groups of women whose marriage was disrupted, cumulative fertility is highest 

for widows and lowest for the divorced. Fertility of the separated is inter

mediate. This pattern is found to be uniform for all educational levels. 

The explanation underlying this probably concerns the time exposure to child

bearing discussed earlier. Hovever, for the own children data, there is no 

consistent pattern pertaining to the fertility of these three groups of women 

when one considers each of the educational attainment levels. This is because 

fertility as measured by own children is "current" in nature i.e.• within the 

five year period prior to the census. It is therefore not totally influenced 

by the time exposure to childbearing. 

For both cumulative and current fertility, the differentials by 

marital status seem to be more pronounced for the lower educational groups 

of women. This probably corresponds to findings from the study of Knodel 

and Prachuabmoh (1973) revealing a core pronounced differentiation in the 
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rural areas than in the urban places. Their speculation concerning 

the difference in contraceptive practice among the rural and urban 

women is probably applicable to the finding from this study regarding 

ed:.icational differences as well. 

It should be noted also from this Table that regardless of 

marital status, both cumulative and current fertility drop markedly 

after women had attained the educational level higher than the primary 

1 school. Both education and marital status, therefore, have significant 

influence on fertility. The interaction between them, however, is not 

investigated here. 

Overall, the results from this investigation support previous 

findings discussed earlier. It helps to confirm that marriage dissolution 

affects fertility outcomes in Thailand to a very large extent. In previous 

section it is shown that socio-economic characteristics are significantly 

related to the degree of marital stability. The dissolution of marriage 

among the lower status of women is probably crucial in the reduction of 

their fertility. Marriage disruption among the higher status, on the other 

hand, may have less effect on fertility of this group of women whose 

reproductive behavior is more a function of the complexity of socio-economic 
I 

1 
Analyses of the 1970 population and housing census of Thailand 

(two percent sample) concerning socio-economic differentials (including 

education) in fertility is presented elsewhere. See Apichat Chamratrithirong 

and Supani Boonpratuang, Fertility: Report ¥3 from the 1970 Population 

and Housing Census, National Statistical Office, Bangkok, 1978. 



- 46 -

development and family planning practice. In the course of 

development, the role of marriage and marriage dissolution as well as 

the extent of remarriage and their interrelation with contraceptive 

practice is a topic of relevance for future study if we wish to gain 

a full understanding of process of fertility decline in Thailand. 
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X Conclusion 

Nuptiali ty patterns in Thailand lie between the "traditional," 

i.e., young age of marriage and universality of nuptiality, and the 

11modern1
' or "European'' type characterized by marriage postponement and 

a relatively high proportion of celibacy. The singulate mean age of 

marriage (SMAM) of 24.7 for males and 21.9 for females are considered 

'
1intermediate." At the same time, only two to three percent of the 

population remain single at age 50 indicating a universalmarriagepattern. 

In\'estigating the percent single at younger and older ages in 1970 and 

comparing the 1970 census and the adjusted figures in 1960, a slight 

increase in age of marriage is indicated for both sexes. This is especially 

true in Greater Bangkok and the central ngion. Data from SOFT 1975 

support the increase in percent single for both men and women. It even 

pointed to the acceleration of marriage delay among young women during 

1970-1975. Data from SPC 1975, on the other hand, provide opposite 

results. Speculation but not firm interpretation is made in favor of 

SOFT data. In general, this suggests that Thai nuptiality is probably 

in a transition period towards a more modern pattern, particularly in 

the more developed areas of the country. 

The underlying socio-economic impact on the change in nuptiality 

during the last decade is supported by cross-sectional observation in 

1970. Age of marriage varies greatly across the rural-urban areas and 

the four regions of Thailand. Greater Bangkok is of course, characterized 

by the highest age of ~.arriage. A cross-provincial analysis of the 

re:ationship between nuptiality and socio-economic measures arr.or.g the othe~ 
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69 J:.rovinces of ':"naLa!'ld is carried out. Age of n:arriage and pe::-cer.-:., 

single is positively related to a range of socio-~comor:.ic charac~eristics 

especi~ly for ~en. 

The "availability of r:.ates 11 also generates ar. ir:.pact or. 

r:v.ptiali ty patterr:s, particW.arly for females. The masculir.i ty ratio is 

r:egatively and sigr:ificantly correlated with spinsterhood ar:d fecale age 

of marriage. This relationship still holds controlling for SES. For males, 

t~.e re.:.atio::.ship is veak a:.::. virtua:ly disappears •:hen SZ::E' is cor:trol.:.ec. 

::.ese fir.dir:gs poir:: :'.'." the di fferer,tia.: sex rc.:es in trad:'.. :ic:-.al :·r:ai 

society. Women are mere passi \'e in mate select::.on ar:d there:!"cre de;.end 

teavily on the probability of rr.ale initiatives.~~' contrast, r.-.arri1;1t.:e 

t:ehavior of men is I?:uch rr.ore closely related to socio-eccLo.i;ic fe.ctor and, 

therefore, does not depend swongl::r on the sheer nun:be:::- of r:.ates a.vailat:e. 

With the avaL:..abili ty of the tYO percer:t sa.r.:p.:.e of the · '?G 

?c;·ula.tion and Housing Census, this sti..:.dy is able to present socio-econcr::.ic 

and demographic differentials in marriage patterns. The impact o: 

education, la.tor fore particii:;ation and occupation are shc.rn to be 

quite significant.Certain differences in u.arriage behavior by rel:cions and 

ci~izenship are evident even after educational level is controlled.Selected 

Qe~cgraphic characteristics, household status and n:igraticn status are 

revealed to have close association with nuptiali ty in Thailand as wel 1. 

The extent of marriage dissolution in relation to its potential 

fertility reduction is shovn in terms ofCoale's and Hull and Salati's indexes. 

~·'.arriage dissolution is found to be lower for urb~rn than rure.l are"' s arc 

:r:Yersel:: related to educational and occui:atior:e.~ s"':-atuses. ':'!-.e C::'.. :':~ere:-.::.:.a..:.. 
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in \ddowho6d is probably due to socio-economic pattern of mortality. 

The difference in the .extent of divorce and separation is suspected to 

be the result' from a number of factors speculated in. this study. Certain 

rel<;;tionships between religion and citizenships and marriage dissolution 

is iclso shown. Substantial differences in marriage pattern are found 

for different h'ouseho1d statuses. The association between migration of 

men, but not of 'women, and the extent of their marriage disruption is 

last l)' implied by the data. 

l·!ari tal statili ty is revealed to be singnificantly related 

~c fertility outcome. Data show that fertility measured by children ever 

t::::-:: is lowest among the divorced, followed by the separated and wi doved 

respectively. Currently married women are, of course, characterized by 

the highest fertility. Own children data show a similar pattern. It is 

further found that for the cumulative fertility, the pattern is consistent 

for all educational groups. The differentials are more pronounced for the 

lower educational strata reflecting the difference in contraceptive 

practice in favor of the higher educated women. 

This study is able to show that socio-economic development, 

marriage patterns, marriage dissolution and fertility outcomes are factors 

closely related to each other. In the course of development marriage is 

delayed and the stability of marriage increased. Duration of marriage 

disrupted by divorce, separation and widowhood is still an important 

influence on fertility in a developing country such as Thailand. Signi

ficant association between nuptiality and development suggests that 

government policy regarding the fostering of female status could be very 
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effective in increasing age of marriage. It could probably be more 

effective than legal measures on minimum age of marriage. This will 

not only be beneficial in tenns of the fertility reduction objective 

but the stabilityofmarital life of women as well. Lastly. from a 

demographic vie~~oint, it will be interesting to see in the future, 

\\hcther linkage:::. between development and marriage and betw1een marriage 

and fertility weakens as family planning becomes widespread as seems 

to be the case in many developed countries today. 
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Figure 1. Percent single females by age, 

figures for India, United States, Thailand and 

Sweden. 

Sources: David Yaukey, Marriage Reduction and 

Fertility 1973, D.C. Health and Company, Table 6-1 

and Figure 6-1. pp. 72-73; and Thailand Population 

and Housing Census 1970. 
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Percentage of men and women never married age 20 - 24 

* and 40 - 44 in 5 7 countries, around 1.960. 

Percent never married 

Region and census Male Female 

country date 
20 - 24 40 - 44 20 - 24 40 - 44 

Middle East { 11 countries) 

Unweighted mean 66.6 4.9 22.4 2.5 

Weighted mean 64.6 4.0 18.2 1.9 

Asia {14 countries) 

South Korea 1960 79.2 0.3 31. 7 0.1 

India 1961 43.9 3.9 6.0 0.6 

Pakistan 1961 51.2 3.5 5.8 1.0 

{continued ) 
* Source: Dixon, 1971: Table 1 and 1970 Population and Housing Censu~ 

of Thailand. 
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Table 1 • (Continued) . 

Percent never married 

Region and Census Male Female 

country date 
20 - 24 40 - 44 20 - 24 40 - 44 

Tai\>'an 1956 64. 2 7.9 29.3 1.3 

Malaya 1957 62.3 6.2 21.4 1.4 

Ryukyu Islands 1960 87.6 2.5 68.5 1.8 

Sa bah 1960 61. 7 4.4 20.8 1.9 

Sarawak 1960 57.9 4.2 25.5 2.7 

Japan 1960 91.8 2.0 68.4 3.0 

Thailand 1960 68.2 3.0 38.6 3.1 

(1960) 1 (64.0) (2.9) (36.2) (3 .1) 

1970 63.8 3.1 37.9 3.9 

Ceylon 1963 85.0 10.4 41.4 4.2 

Singapore 1957 77. 7 7.5 33.0 4.9 

Hong Kong 1961 86.2 7.4 48.6 5.9 

Philippines 1960 65.5 4.1 44.3 7.6 

• 2 Unweighted mean 70.1 4.8 34.5 2.8 

Weighted mean 2 55.3 3.6 18.9 1.4 • 
Eastern Europe (8 Countries) 

1 Adjusted for half-a-year of age report. (continued) 

2 Thailand 1960 (adjusted figure) and 1970 are not included. 



- 54 -

Table 1 (Continued) 

Percent never married 

Region and Census Male Female 

country date 
20 - 24 40 - 44 20 - 24 40 - 44 

Unweighted mean 71. 7 5.1 . 37 .1 5.8 

Weighted mean 71. 3 4.8 38.5 6.6 

English-speaking 

Overseas (4 countries) 

United States • 1960 53.1 7.3 28.5 6.1 

New Zealand 1961 73.0 9.8 40.5 7.5 

Canada 1961 69.5 10.9 40.5 8.9 

Australia 1954 74.1 12.2 40.9 9.1 

Unweighted mean 67.3 10.1 37.6 7.9 

Weighted mean 55.4 7.8 30.l 6.6 

Western Europ!_ (20 countries) 

Unweighted mean 81. 3 13.2 58.3 i'4. 1 
. 

Weighted mean 80.8 9.8 55.3 11. 9 

All countries (57 countries) 

Unweighted mean (M) 73.4 8.4 41.l 7.5 

Standard deviation (SD) 11.0 5.9 18.S 5.9 
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Table2 Singulate mean age of marriage for countries of Asia by sex for 

most recent available date. 

Date Male Female M-F 

South Asia 

Pakistan 1971 19.2 

India 1971 24.7 17.1 7.6 

Sri Lanka 1971 28.0 24.1 3.9 
Nepal 1971 16.6 

Bangladesh 1965 14.8 

Southeast Asia 

Burma 1953 19.3 
Thailand 1970 24.7 21. 9 2.8 
Cambodia 1962 24.3 21.3 3.0 
Sa bah 1970 25.3 20.2 5.1 
Sarawak 1970 24.1 21.1 3.0 
Brunei 1960 25.7 19.5 6.2 
Singapore 1970 24.4 

Indonesia 1971 23.6 19.0 4.6 
Philippines 1970 22.9 

East Asia 

Taiwan 1974 24.7 23.1 1.6 
Hongkong 1971 30.2 23.8 6.4 
Macau 1970 29.0 25.6 3.4 
Korea 1970 27.2 23.3 3.9 
Rykuyu Islands 1965 27.9 25.5 2.4 
Japan 1970 27.6 24.7 2.9 

Source P. C.Smith, "Asian Nuptiality in Transition" paper presented at the 

Seventh Summer Seminar in Population, East-West Population Institute, 

Honolulu, June 1976 : Appendix Table 1. See also r,C.Smith, Indexes 

of Nuptiality for the Countries of Asia and the Pacific," Asian and 

Pacific Census Forum Vol. 5, No.2, East-West Population Institute, 

Nov. 1978. 
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Table 3 Percent single by age an<l sex, Thai land, 1960, 1960 adjusted, 1970 and 1975. 

Percent Single 

Age 
1960 1960 1 1970 19752 19753 

(adjusted) (SPC) (SOFT) 

·Male Female Male Pemale Male Pemale Male Female Male Female 

10-14 99.8 99.9 99.6 98.5 100.0 99.5 

15-19 97.4 86.2 94.5 81.5 96.2 81. 0 95.6 78.6 96.9 84.7 

20-24 68.2 38.7 64.0 36.2 63.8 37.9 59.6 35.9 63.9 41.4 

25-29 25.8 14. 1 24. I 13.4 24.0 15.6 24.5 15.7 25.9 19.2 

30-34 8.9 6. 7 8.5 6.5 9.9 8. I 8.9 8.2 8 .1 10 .1 

35-39 4.6 4.2 4.4 4. I 5.2 5.3 5.2 4.8 5.9 6.3 

40-44 3.0 3. 1 2.9 3. l 3. 1 3.9 3.3 3.2 2.8 3.8 

45-49 2.4 2 .6 2.3 2.6 2.3 3.0 2.2 1. 6 2.4 3.3 

50-54 2. 1 2.3 2. I 2.3 1. 9 2.5 2.1 1.6 1.8 3.8 

Total 49.3 41.S 49.3 41. 4 51.4 44.3 

1
Adjusted for half-a-year of age. 

2
sourCl': National Statistical Office, Report: The Survey of Population Change 1974 1976, Bangkok, 1979. 

3
source: Institute of Population Studies, Chulalongkorn University and Population Survey Division, 

National Statistical Office,}}~ Sm.:._v~l:'._5lf Fertility in Thailand: Country Report_ Volume I, 
Bangkok, 1977. 
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Table 4 : Perceac •t•sl• ~Y •1• 1 ••• and urban-rural areas, 

Thailand, 1970. 

Age 
-~ , 

Municipal 

Areas 

(Urban) 

Male Female 

10-14 

+s-19 
20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

50-54 

Total 

standardized 

by age 

100.0 

98.1 

80.8 

43.8 

20.2 

10.3 

6.1 

4.8 

3.9 

58.0 

99.7 

89.Z 

59.2 

30.8 

16.3 

10.1 

7.1 

5.S 

4.2 

Sl.9 

Pet:cent Single 

Non•municipal 

Areas 

(Rural) 

Male··. Female 

100.0 99.5 

9·5 •. 8 79.5 

60.4 33.7 

20.4 12 .8 

8.1·. 6.7 

4.4 4.5 

2.1 3.4 

2.0 2.7 

1.6 2.3 

.50.2 42.8 
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Table 5 : Female percent single by age, and region, Thailand, 

1970. 

Age Percent Single 

Greater 1 
Central Northeast North 

Bangkok 

10-14 99.7 99.6 99.6 99.5 

15-19 90.1 84.2 80.2 78.2 

20-24 62.l 44.8 31.0 31.4 

25-29 32 .6 19.5 11.6 11.l 

30-34 17.3 10.5 6.1 5.4 

35-39 10.5 7.1 4.3 3.7 

40-44 1.5 5.1 3.3 3.0 

45-49 5.7 4.0 2.6 2.5 

50-49 4.4 3.3 2.3 2.1 

50-54 

Total 

standardized 

by age 52.8 46.7 42.4 41.9 

1Excluding Greater Bangkok. 

South 

99.2 

74.2 

33.9 

13.0 

6.0 

3.6 

2.3 

1.5 

1.0 

41.5 
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Table 6 Singulate mean age of marriage by sex, urban-rural 

area, and the four regions of Thailand, 1960 and 1970. 

Whole kingdom 

Municipal area 

Non municipal area 

Greater Bangkok 

Central 2 

Northeast 

North 

South 

Male 

24.5 

26.7 

24.9 

23.9 

23.9 

24.5 

1 
1960 

Female 

21.6 

23.4 

22.2 

21.5 

21.0 

21.0 

1 Adjusted for half-a-year of age. 

2 Excluding Greater Bangkok. 

Male 

24.7 

27.2 

24.2 

27.5 

25.5 

23.7 

24.2 

24.7 

1970 

Female 

21.9 

24.7 

21.4 

25.0 

22.7 

21.2 

21.1 

21.3 
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The pearson correlation coefficients between the singulate 

mean age of marriage and the socio-economic characteristics 

of the 69 provinces of Thailand, 1970. 

Socio-economic 

characteristics 

Percent urban 1 

Percent non-primary industry 

Housing index 3 

Material possession scores 
4 

higher education 
5 

Percent 

6 SES index 

*p < • 01 

***p < .001 

2 

1 Percent population in the municipal areas. 

SMAM 

Male Female 

.62*** .30* 

• 81*** .48*** 

.57*** .56*** 

.66*** .30* 

• 72*** .46*** 

.78*** .51*** 

2 Percent employed population in the secondary and tertiary industry. 

3 Total T scores of percent private household with strong constr

uction, modern source of water, electric lighting, moden. toilet 

facilities and modern cooking fuel. 

4 Average scores pertaining to the possession of modern household 

materials. 

5 Percent population 21 years of age and over who attained grade 5 

and over. 

6 Total T scores of the .. fi:ve socio-economic variables. 
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Table 8 The pearson correlation coefficients between mascu

linity ratio and singulate mean age of marriage, by 

SES, for the 69 provinces of Thailand, 1970. 

SES 

Male 

Total provinces (n•69) 

Low SES (n•20) 

Medium SES (nc21) 

High SES (n•21) 

Very high SES (n•7) 

Partial correlation 

coefficients (n•69) 

Female 

Total provinces (n•69) 

Low SES (n•20) 

Medium SES (n•2l) 

High SES (n•21) 

Very high SES (n•7) 

Partial correlation 

coefficients (n•69) 

*p < .05 

**p < .Ol 

***p < .005 

****p < .001 

SHAM 

1970 

.26* 

.34 

-.05 

.33 

-.13 

.13 

-.39**** 

-.74**** 

-.55*** 

-.61*** 

-.82* 

-.61*** 
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1 able 9 Proportion of men and women never married and singulate mean age 

of first marriage by selected socio-economic and demographic 

characterestics, religion and citizenship. 

Percentage never Singulate mean age 

rnArried of first 
::-.a r ac ter is tics 

Male Female mar,riage 

20-24 40-44 20-24 40-44 Male Female M-F 

Education attainment 

;\o education 55.9 5.4 27.2 3.9 24.5 20.2 4.3 

P!'"i mary level 60.0 2.2 35.3 3.5 24.3 21. 7 2.6 

Secondary level 80.0 5.4 70.0 11.l 26.7 25.4 1. 3 

Cniversity level 97.6 3.6 95.0 31. 7 29. 5 29. 2 0.3 

L: ter.1cv 

Literate 63 .4 2.5 39 .4 4.0 24.7 22 .1 2.6 

Illiterate 54.5 6.0 25.4 3.B 24.3 20.0 4.3 

Econc~1c activitv 

Economically Active 70.8 3.2 59. 8 6.6 25.7 24.3 1.4 

Employed 70.7 3.7 63.3 7.6 25.8 24.9 0.9 

Looking for work 71. 7 2.9 71.4 21. f. 29.0 28.7 0.3 

Experienced worker 46.1 o.o 25.3 33.2 23.8 19.l 4. 7 .. 
New worker 81.3 9.5 83.l 8.1 30. 4 30. 7 0.3 

\Jaiting for farm season 70.9 1. 7 52.3 4.7 25.2 23.2 2. () 

Non-economically active 96.0 29.0 34. 5 '.LO 32.8 21.0 11. 8 

House-wife/homemaker 85.5 13.4 20.5 2.Li 29 .1 19.1 10.0 

~tudent 94.0 a 99.5 a a a a 

l'.nable to work 100.0 29. 2 (89.9)b 6.7 33.7 29.8 3,9 

Other 83.4 21.4 77. 6 3.S.O 31.4 31. 3 0.1 

a 
Data are not available. 

b Base population is less than 500. 
(continued) 
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Table 9: (Continued) 

Percentage never Singulate mean age 

Characteristics married of first 

Male Female marriage 

20-24 40-44 20-24 40-44 Male Female M-F 

Occupation 

Professional, technical 74.l 2.8 76.4 17.5 26.6 25.7 0.9 

and related vorkers 

Adr.iinistrative, execu- 86.0 2.8 73.l 27.3 27.l 26,4 0.7 

tive, managerial workers 

and government officials 

Clerical and related 76.0 7.0 82.5 18.5 27.2 26.6 0.6 

workers 

Sales workers 74,5 3.4 53.9 5.2 26.2 23.6 2.6 

Agricultural workers 57.0 2.0 33.5 3.2 23.9 21.5 2.4 

MJ.ners and quarrymen 89,5 4.5 72.0 1. 7 a a a 

Transport workers 57,9 3.7 78.5 11.6 23.9 23.7 0.2 

Craft~en and laborers 67.7 5.7 61.9 9,1 25.4 25.0 0.4 

Service workers 74,7 3.3 72.8 7,0 25.7 26.6 0.9 

Major industrial group 

Agriculture, forestry, 57,0 2.0 33.5 3.2 23.9 21.5 2.4 

hunting and fishing 

Mining and quarrying 74.7 7,8 29.6 1.8 25,4 a a 

Manufacturing 72 .4 6.3 69.6 10.3 26.l 26.0 0.1 

Construction, repair 66.4 4.0 41.0 1.9 24,9 a a 

and demolition 

a Data are not avai:able. 
(continued) 
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Table 9 (Continued) 

Percentage never Singulate mean age 

married of first 

Characteristics 
Male Female marriage 

20-24 40-44 20-24 40-44 Male Female M-F 

Major industrial GrouE(cont.) 

Electricityt water and 67.0 6.9 56.6 11.8 26.5 a a 

sanitary services 

Commerce 75.4 4.1 57.3 5.7 26.5 24.0 2.5 

Transport, Storage and 61.9 4.2 69. 3 9.9 24.3 23.4 0.9 

communication 

Services 76.3 3.2 71. 7 11. 2 2fl .1 26.1 0,1 

\\0rk status 

Employer 
43. 9 1. 3 (44.7)b 6.1 24.0 a a 

°"1n account worker 28,l 0.7 52.5 8.6 20.9 22.4 - :. • 5 

Government employee 76.2 4.1 75.0 14.9 26.1 24.2 ::.. • 9 

Private employee 70.6 7.5 69.0 8.0 26.0 25.7 0.3 

Unpaid family worker 80.0 25.8 54.9 4.7 25.8 23.8 2.0 

a Data are not available. 

b 
Base population is less than 500. 

(continuec) 
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Percentage never Singulate mean age 

married of first 

Characteristics t'iale fe;:;ale rr.arria~E: 

20-24 40-44 20-24 40-44 Male female M-F 

Reli;;ion and education 

Total kingdom 

3uddhism l 63,4 2.9 38,4 4.0 24.7 22.C 2.7 

Islar:: 52.2 1.8 25.9 0.8 23.3 19.6 3.7 

'.::!'iris:iar.ity 60.6 2.5 50.8 12.9 24.9 21. 7 3.2 

,, 
i\C education 

3udG.:tisn 60,6 5.9 29.2 4,2 25.l 20.6 4.5 

Islam 37.6 2.0 7.5 0.3 21. 9 17. (j 4,9 

2hristianity 45.9 1.0 31.3 5.9 23.6 18.7 4.9 

Pr.~mary level 

2'.uddhism 60.6 2.2 35.3 3.5 24.3 21. 7 2.6 

~ slar., 55.l 1.3 32.6 l. 8 23,6 20.0 3.6 

Christianity 53.5 2.1 46,4 8.7 24.0 21. 7 2.3 

Secondary level 

Buddhism 79.3 5,4 69,6 11.3 26,7 25.7 1.0 

Islam 88.0 7,3 65.6 5.9 26.6 a a 

Christianity 82.0 3,1 80.5 5.0 a 17.6 a 

University level 

Buddhism 97.8 3,5 95.4 28,9 29.6 30.0 0.4 

Islam (93,9)b a (76,l)b 8.6 a a a 

Christianity (83.7)1 8,5 (84,l)b62.9 25.6 21.5 5.0 

---------·~-----~--· ----·~------ -
e. Data are not available. 
b 

(continued) 
Base population is less than 500. 
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_L~tle 9: (Continued} 

Percentage never Singulate.mea:: age 

married of first. 
Ch&:::-acter:istics Male Female marria~e 

20-24 40-44 20-24 40-44 Male Female M-F 

Re_-,iri::in and education (cont.) 

Se:::or.dary and university 

level 

;::. uddl-, isrr. 61.2 s.o 74.l lS.O 27.l 2E. 5 0.6 

: slar.. 88.S 6.3 €6.6 7.0 27.0 28.7 l. 7 

::.hristianity 82.l 5.9 81.3 34.4 27.5 20.l 7,4 

c;,;~-~ i-· 
_, -~t:: •• s .• ip ar.d eiucation 

Tots.l kingkorn 

7hai 62.8 2.9 38.0 4.0 24. 6 21.9 2.7 

:hinese 79.2 3.3 77 .6 1.2 26.2 24.9 l.3 

~o education and primary level 

::-.ai 59. 9 2.7 34.3 3.7 24. 3 21.s 2.8 ... -: .... ·.~ 
b 

!'" • 1...rnnese 77 .5 3.2 77. 2 1. 3 26.0 24.7 l. 3 

~:e.::::.iary and university leve: 

_ r.e.1 81.4 5.1 74.l 16.2 27.1 26.0 1.1 
b b 

Cr.inese (93.4) 4.2 ( 79. 8) a 28.6 25.8 2.8 

a Data are not available. 
(continued) 

t :'.'ase population is less :.tan 500. 
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'Table ::i (Continued} 

Percentar:e never Singulate r.:ean age 

Cha!"as:eristics married of first 

Male Female r;arriap:e 

20-24 40-44 20-24 40-44 1,:a: e Female l·'.-F 

?.el a tj c;.shi 'O to head of household .. 

!-~unici ~a.::. areas 

Heac. 38.0 2.1 67.2 11.1 21. 7 26.7 -5.0 

Sc;. 90.1 31. 3 2f). 7 

!)a:..;.t; ~: e :- 85.5 46.2 28.9 

F.ela:::.·1e and other 90.4 36. 3 81.2 31.6 30.0 31.0 -1,V 

Se!""vr~!"'~""' 89.l 48.3 91. 3 26.5 30.8 31.6 -o.e 

:ior,-n:'J.::·,::. c i pal areas 

Head 9.3 o.6 39,9 4.9 17.2 21.9 -4.7 

Son 87.6 40.0 30.5 -·· 
Da ;,.;gl;: er 61.l 32.3 2.i. 3 

Re:.. at i '/e and other 8l.5 35.5 63.2 33.0 28.9 .1 o.8 
l 'I:' 

Serva;.t 95.3 (0.0) 84.o (0.0) 33.0 29.1 3,9 

b Base population is less than 500 (continued) 
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'::'a"::~ e 9 : (Continued) 

Percentage never Singulate rr.ear. age 

Characteristics r.arried of :irst 

Male Female :r .. ar ri a.1r"'e 

20-24 40-44 20-24 40-44 Male Fer.:.a.le !1.-F 

\.-:£""!4atic!1 ste.t'-'.S 

Li :e-tin:e n:igration 

'.:':tal internal migration 

l:".igrant 66.9 2.9 35.9 3.1 25.0 2:.. 5 3,5 

non-:i:igra.'1t 61.9 2.9 38.4 4.1 24.6 22.5 2.1 

>~:gration to Greater Bangkok 

n:igrant 82.3 5.0 57.0 7,1 27.1 24.5 2.6 

Greater Bangkok born 84.9 9,8 70.4 9,6 28.0 26.0 2.0 .. 
?:'..ve-vear rdi;.;ration 

':'ct.al internal migration 

rr.igrant 53,5 3,7 26.6 3.2 23. 7 20.2 3.5 

~on-migrant 65.4 - 2 .8 40.2 4.0 24.9 22.2 2.7 

:-'.igration to Greater Bangkok 

t:igrant 82.2 7,9 54.1 7,5 27.0 24.3 2.7 

Greater Bangkok resident 84.5 7,1 68.4 8.5 27.8 25.8 2.0 
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Figure 2A Male percent single by.age-group for the four educational 

levels, Thailand, 1970 census. 
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:; .· 

25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50-54 

Age 

Female percent single by age-group for the four educational 

levels, Thailand, 1970 census. 
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Table 10 Marital status indexes for the ihole kingdom, by region and 

by municipal and non-municipal areas, 1970 census. 

Marital status i .dexes 

Region and Proportions Proportions >roportions Proportions Proportions 

Munici:::ial married single iivorc1 ::I separated widowed 

Areas I. I: Id Ip I 
m s w 

Whole kinadom 0.646 0.302 0 .01: 0.020 0.021 

(M.A.) 0.523 0.452 o.oos 0.001 0.015 

(non-M.A.) 0.669 0.278 0 .Oll 0.019 0.022 

Region 

Bangkok-Thailand 0.486 0 .471 0.007 0.023 0.013 

(M, A.) 0.477 0.482 0.006 0.021 0.014 

(non-M.A.) 0.526 0.419 0.011 0.034 0.009 

Centra1 1 0.631 0.324 0.003 0.023 0.019 

(M .. A.) 0.561 0.396 0.006 0.024 0.012 

(non-M.A.) 0,638 0.317 0.002 0.023 0.019 

North 0.669 0.278 0.012 0.017 0.023 

(M.A.) 0.553 0.394 0.015 0.019 0.018 

(non-M.A.) 0.677 0.270 0.012·. 0.017 0.024 

North-east 0.671 0.270 0,018 0.018 0.022 

(M.A.) 0.569 0.373 0.023 0.019 0.017 

(non-M.A.) 0.675 0.266 0.018 0.018 0.023 

South 0.699 0.251 0.007 0.019 0.025 

(M.A.) 0.566 0.385 0.010 0.019 0.020 

(non-M.A.) o. 716 0.233 0.007 0.019 0.025 

1 
Excluding Greater Bangkok. 
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:"-t:..e · - : :·'.a::-ital statcis indexes for Thai women by selected socio-econ'.:l::-.ic 

an~ de~ographic characteristics, religion and citizenship. 

Marital status fndexes 

Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions Pr:iportions 

r..arried 
T 

I:l 

ECucat :~,r: e.tta:r~~'='::t 

~;o ed·c1caticn 0.770 

?r --~a:-:.~ level o. 646 

Seccnd.!~ry level o. 317 

1Jr..1 ve~~~:. ty level 0.291 

Litera~Y 

Li~e::-e: 0.622 

1::.ite~9.~e 0.775 

E~cr:o:~.: c acti vi t·: 

Eccno::-::. ca::..ly .Active 0.545 
' - - .. 0.505 ;:..:::J:-c:::ec 

:,)ck:::t; for work 0.269 

l:xpe ::-i enc e 1.'"orkers 0.523 
r,,, .. 
'~ ~ ,.:orker 0.206 

't:ai t::. '-~ for farr: 0.626 
sec.s:)r: 

~o~-econo~ically active0.678 

House .,.ife 0.814 

S:uder,t 0.003 

Unable to work 0.245 

Othe:- 0.207 

single 

I 
5 

0.148 

0.305 

0.661 

0.689 

0.332 

0.142 

o. 401 

0.430 

0. 680 

0.341 

0.764 

0.337 

2•.295 

0.156 

0.997 

0,539 

0.740 

divorced 

0.016 

0.011 

0.004 

0.002 

0.010 

O.O:i7 

0.005 

0.006 

0.008 

0.005 

0.008 

0.003 

0.003 

0.002 

0.078 

0.007 

separated 

I 
p 

0.021 

0.020 

0.013 

0.014 

0.019 

0.021 

0.028 

0.033 

0.015 

0.032 

0.011 

0.020 

0.018 

0.020 

0.075 

0.045 

wide wed 

I 
VI 

0. OH 

o.c:~-

0.004 

O. C04 

0.017 

0.044 

0.021 

0.025 

0.028 

0.099 

o. 011 

0.014 

0.007 

0.008 

<),063 

0.001 

(continued) 
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( (}:)ntinued) 

1''.arital s talus indexes 

Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions 

OccuDation 

?rofessional, 
technical and 
related i.orkers 

;.drni::i strati ve, 
ex,;'·ct;:t i ve, man-
ge::·ial ·.:orkers 
an<'. e::cverrur.ent 
of:: icials 

Cler:: ca.: and 
re~. a tee vorkers 

.Sales workers 

;F"ri:::'...11 t;..:::-al 
workers 

". .·.lners ar:d 
gi.;arry'1:.e:-. 

Transport W'Orkers 

Craftr:ien and 
laborers 

Service W'orkers 

··--------

r.:s.:rried 

I 
r:: 

o.444 

o.482 

0.335 

0.603 

0.670 

0.661 

0.679 

o.448 

0.358 

sir.gle 

I 
s 

0.526 

o.473 

0.639 

o. 314 

c.276 

0.266 

0.303 

o.476 

0,559 

divorced 

0.005 

0.006 

0.005 

0.013 

0.012 

o.coo 

0.003 

0.012 

0.022 

separated 

0.018 

0.016 

0.014 

0.035 

0.018 

0.042 

0.005 

0.037 

0.036 

W'idoW'ed 

I 

"" 

0.007 

0.023 

0.007 

0.035 

0.023 

0.032 

0.010 

0.026 

0.025 

(continued) 
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:'ab::.e 11 (continued) 

Marital status indexes 

C~aracteristics Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions 

married single divorced separated widowed 

I I Id Ip I 
m s w 

~'.ajc·r in1ustry ErouE . 
Agr:'..~-.i::.ture, forestry, 0.622 0.257 0.011 0.017 0.021 

E\,;:-.~ing and fishing 

"'.ini"g ar.d guarry~ng 0.695 0.226 0.014 0.045 0.020 

''.anufacturir.g o.408 0.530 0.010 0.029 0.024 

:onst.ruction, repair 0.544 0.371 0.014 0.049 0.021 
and den:olition 

:::::.ectric ity, water 0,552 o.426 0.006 0.012 0.005 
ar.d sanitary 
se:-vices 

· ~o::-.n:erc e 0.586 o. 334 0.012 0.034 0.034 

'::'ra.r.sport, storage 0.594 0.367 0.006 0.017 o. 015 
ar.d cor.munication 

f:erv:c es 0.358 0,571 0.016 0.034 0.022 

\;'ork Status 

lX:ployer 0.508 0.238 0.013 0.072 0.169 

Crvn account worker 0.599 0.214 0.015 0.071 0.101 

Government employee o.491 o.48o 0.003 0.019 0.007 

Frivate employee ·o. 406 0.510 0.008 0.053 0.023 

~npaid fair;.ily worker 0.597 0.382 0.002 0.013 0.006 

(continueC.) 
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':'able :;_.:... (Continued) 

Marital status indexes 

Chara:teristics Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions 

Reli~ic~ and education 

Total kine;dom 

Buddh'..sr:;. 

Isle;:; 

Chris·"iantity 

No education 

BuddM so 

Islam 

Christ is.nti ty 

?rir.:ary level 

Btlddhis::: 
~ 1 
.:.s~am 

'.:hri st iantity 

2ecor;dary .1.evel 

B'.lddhisi::: 

Islam 

Christiantity 

University level 

Buddhis:::-. 

Islam 

Christiantity 

rr.arried 

I 
m 

o.646 

0.654 

0.739 

o. 585 

0.762 

o.856 

0.766 

o.646 

0.650 

0.595 

0.317 

o. 317 

0.309 

0.283 

0.334 

o.447 

single 

I 
s 

0.302 

o. 313 

0.196 

0.372 

0.155 

0.065 

0.179 

0.306 

0.298 

0.355 

0.661 

0.654 

0.681 

0.696 

o.666 

0.539 

divorced 

0.011 

0.011 

0.013 

0.010 

0.015 

0.019 

0.011 

0.011 

0.008 

0.011 

0.004 

0.004 

0.002 

0.002 

0.000 

o.ooo 

separated 

0.020 

0.001 

0.023 

0.008 

0.023 

0.019 

0.004 

0.020 

0.027 

o. 0:;_2 

0.013 

0.022 

0.004 

0.015 

0.000 

0.008 

vidoved 

I v 

0.021 

0.021 

0.028 

0.025 

0.045 

0.041 

o.o4c 

0.017 

0.016 

0.027 

0.004 

0.003 

0.004 

0.004 

o.ooo 

0.006 

(continued) 
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Table 11 (Continued) 

Marital stat us indexes 

Characteristics 
Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions 

n:a.rried 

I 
m 

~~elidon and education (cont.) 

~3econda.ry and University level 

Buddhism 0.312 

Islar. 0.319 

Christianity 0.342 

Citizenshin and Education 

~1 :ital Kingdom 

Thai o.645 

Chinese 0.752 

I:o ed:.ication 

'!'hai 0.771 

Chinese 0.836 

PriI:lary level 

Th a: o.646 

Chir.ese 0.599 

Secondary level 

Thai 0.315 

Chinese 0.511 

single 

I s 

o.666 . 

o.655 

o.647 

0.303 

0.148 

0.147 

0,055 

0.306 

o. 317 

o.663 

o,444 

si vo:rced 

0.004 

0.003 

0.001 

0.011 

0.006 

0.016 

0.005 

0.011 

0.009 

0.004 

separated 

Ip 

0.014 

0.021 

0.005 

0.020 

0.036 

0.022 

0.023 

0.020 

0.061 

0.013 

0.034 

widowed 

I 
w 

0.004 

0.002 

0.004 

0.021 

0.058 

0.044 

0.081 

0.018 

0.014 

0.004 

0.012 

(continued) 
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Table ll (Cbntinued) 

Marital status indexes 

Cha.ra.cteristics 
Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions 

married single divorced separated vidoved 

! I Id ~ I 
m s ..., 

Citizenship and Education (cont.) 

University level 

Thai 0.282 o.697 0.002 0.014 0.004 

Chinese 0.366 0.334 o.ooo 0.301 o.ooo 

Secondary and University level 

Thai 0.311 o.668 0.004 0.014 0.004 

Chinese 0.500 o.436 o.ooo 0.053 0.011 

Relation~r.iE to head of household 

Household head 0.190 0.189 0.075 0.196 0.351 

Daughter 0.319 0.622 0.018 0.026 0.015 

Relatives and 0.211 0.698 0.021 0.034 0.036 
others 

Servants 0.063 o.849 0.020 0.048 0.020 

~~is:ration Status 

Life-time mi5ration 

Total internal migration 

migrant 0.694 0.259 0.009 0.019 0.019 

non-migrant o.638 0.310 0.011 0.020 0.021 

Migration to Greater Bangkok 

migrant o.551 o.1ao3 0.007 0.025 0.015 

non-migrant o. 434 0.525 0.007 0.021 0.011 

(continued) 
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':'able 11 (Continued) 

Marital status indexes 

Characteristics 
Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions Proportions 

five-vear mi~ration 

Total internal 

rr.igrant 

non-migrant 

married 

I 
m 

migration 

0.709 

0.637 

Mifration to Greater Bangkok 

ttigrant 0.485 

non-migrant o.486 

single 

Is 

0.247 

0.310 

o.473 

o.471 

divorced 

Id 

0.010 

0.011 

0.006 

0.001 

separated 

Ip 

0.017 

0.020 

0.025 

0.023 

widowed 

I 

"' 

0.016 

0.022 

0.011 

0.013 



. Table 12 

Age 

-·-•o>M--

15-19 

29-24 

25-23 

30-34 

35-39 

40-44 

45-49 

Total 

- 79 -

Number of children ever born alive per 1,000 ever-married women 

by age and marital status. 

CEB per ever-married women 

Total Currently Widowed Divoreed Separated 
married 

731.3 731.3 700.0 832.5 677. 5 

1,842.5 1,875.7 1,441.9 1,380.l 1,350.4 

3,093.l 3,146.7 2,660.6 .l,730.9 2,207.5 

4,389.8 4·,479.5 3,532.9 2,371.8 2,913.5 

5,628.0 5,780.2 4,434.8 2,759.3 3,609.1 

6,447.6 6,659.2 5,291.8 3,388.0 4,470.9 

6, 59'7 .0 6,843.S 5,797.9 3,253.9 4,781.l 

4,287.S 4,343.2 4,706.2 2,199.0 2,904.4 

Total l 
standardized 4,243.8 4,3511.4 3,498.6 2,299.2 2,925.9 

l 
Standard population is given in Appendix B. 
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Ta1le 13 Number of own-children 0-4 per l.ooo ever married women by 

age ~d marital status. 

OWn children peI 1, 000 ever married women 
Age 

Total Currently Widowed Divorced Separated 
married 

15-19 594.7 598.6 465.l 621.9 502.9 

20-24 1,260.3 \ 1,286.0 936.4 868.0 892.8 

25-29 1,453.3 1,494.9 872.7 673.5 859.6 

30-34 1,280.5 l,329.9 652.3 416.6 571.2 

35-39 1,060.7 1,120.l 461.4 245.0 411.4 

40-44 692.5 754.3 276.4 100. 7 252.3 

45-49 230.7 266.6 69.l 79.8 84.6 

~~:)tal 1,032.e 1,090.4 355.8 476.l 5 48. 3 
1 

545.0 ~~otal standardized 1,032.6 1,075.8 577.6 438.S 

l 
Standard population is given in Appendix B. 
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.Table i:..: Number of children ever born alive per 1,000 ever-married 

women by age, marital status and education attainment. 

Age ar.d CEB per ever-married women 

education Total Currently Widowed Diverced 
married 

-----~--~ 

No education 
IL'.---- - -- ~ • 

15-19 939.4 955.9 551.0 799.9 

20-24 2,128.3 2,189.7 1,361.7 1,423.5 

25-29 3,409.5 3,473.2 2,947.8 1,517.6 

30-34 4,626.7 4,714.6 3,636.5 3,103.0 

35-39 5,713.2 5,918.2 4, 16 7. 2 2,453.9 

40-44 6,547.2 6, 771.5 5,300.6 4,191.2 

45-49 6,636.6 6,929.3 5,770.2 3,409.2 

Total 5,217.9 5,316.5 5,056.2 2,718.7 
1 

Total standardized 4,436.l 4,571.3 3,499.9 2,475.1 

Separated 

761.9 

1,655.6 

2,612.B 

3,193.3 

3,715.3 

5,340.7 

4,888.7 

3,925.l 

3,252.0 

(continued) 
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Table 14 (Continued) 

:...e:_e a.: . .::. CFB per ever-~arried women 

education 
Total Currently Widowed Divorced Separated 

ma.tried 

Pr~ma~ ~ducation 

15-19 694.9 692.4 745.2 834.9 669. 5 

20-24 1,821.8 1,851.9 l,452.5 l,392.2 l,323.4 

25-29 3,091.5 3,146.9 2,579.8 1,791.6 2, 168. l 

30-34 4,382.4 4,475.3 3,519.9 2,098.6 21 901.5 

35-39 5,666.7 5,804.7 4,602.6 2,891.6 3,612.l 

40-44 6,477.l 6,685.5 5, 341.6 2,954.7 3, 961. 0 

45-49 6,612.l 6,828.3 5,957.4 3,035.2 4,592.4 

Total 
1 

4,026.l 4,084.7 4 ,461.2 2,002.7 2,612.l 

Total standardized 4,249.8 4,356.5 3,538.7 2,201.3 2,822.5 

Secondarv education 

and hi~her 

15-19 710.8 111 .8 2·,464. 3 l,217.4 227.0 

;0-24 l,409.2 1,440.8 1,976.5 l,068.1 937.2 

25-29 1,973.0 1,985.8 2,054.l 1,404.4 1,693.2 

30-3~ 3,406.4 2,768.3 1,831.3 2,098.7 1,776.2 

.35-39 3,344.2 3,420.l 2,696.8 2,333.3 2,401.3 

•W-44 4,122.2 4,279.8 3,512.9 2,123.2 3,066.1 

ll5-49 4,589.3 4,756.4 3,631.7 2,450.2 4,557.0 

Total 
l 

2,525.5 2,551.4 3,038.8 1,797.l 1,909.9 

Total standardized 2,873.l 2,815.4 2,505.7 l,835., 2,108.9 

1 
Standard population is given in Appendix B. 



Table 15 

·---·· 
.. A9e and 

education 

i;o education 

15-19 

20-24 

25-29 

30-34 

35 .. 39 

40-44 

45-49 

Total 

- 83 -

Number of own-children 0-4 per 1,000 ever married women by 

age and marital status and education attainment. 

CE8 pet 1 1000 ever-m~rried women 

Total Currently Widowed Divorced Separated-

Nrried 

706.9 726.0 347.3 474.9 581.6 

1,260.0 1,302.2 508.0 797.9 l,069.0 

1,378.4 1,425.l • 836.9 535.7 020.9 

1,256.3 l,298.5 603.4 617.4 761.4 

1,034.0 1,113.l 351.6 323.2 300.7 

636.4 699.8 292.6 130.0 246.3 

209.6 245.7 66.7 100.5 55.S 

837.0 912.9 
l 

236.5 392.4 411. 7 

Total standardised l,OG7.6 1,057.6 470.7 449.7 584.l 

(continued) 
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Table 15 

Age and CEB per 1,000 ever-married women 
------ -

education Total Currently Widowed Divorced Separated 
married 

-~--~--·~-

Prirnarv education 
• 

15-19 577. 4 579.4 520.9 655.5 491.4 

20-24 1,272.8 1,295.8 l,059.S 900.5 880.4 

25-29 1,492.6 1,534.9 889.5 721.1 876.8 

30-34 1,302.4 1,354.3 678.4 347 .1 546.0 

35-39 l,090.0 1,143.7 530.6 224.4 448.2 

40-44 745.7 805.8 281. 7 83.9 262.6 

45-49 261.3 295.9 75.6 46.l 112.1 

':'otal l,112.6 l,~l.S 
l 

4o3.7 517.l 595.9 

Total standardized 1, 06().. 0 1,101.9 621.5 432.l 552.1 

~econdary education 

and higner . --

15-19 501.0 513.6 392.9 478.3 227.0 

20-24 1,014.0 1,043.3 1,129.4 599.6 609.0 

25-29 1,101.8 1, 121.6 593.1 357.7 733.3 

30-34 939.9 968.l 478.8 218.0 540.7 

35-39 493.1 508.8 33.4 85.0 473.8 

40-44 228.8 251.8 52.l 77 .5 128.2 

45-49 158.2 179.6 41.8 94.4 39.7 

'.rot al 813.2 847.6 187.8 276.9 502.9 
l 

•rotal standardized 694.7 717.0 414.8 265.0 443.7 

1 Standard population is given in Appendix B. 
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Tabh- 16: Number of children ever born alive and own children u-4 per 

l, OCO ever-married women 15-49 standardized by a9e, by marital 

status and education: a summary table. 

CEB per 1,000 ever-married women 
;,,ge 

Ci..:B 
2 

TO'.:dl 

No education 

Primary education 

Secondacy and 

~igher educ~tion 

Own cUldren 0-4 ,., -Total 

No education 

Primary education 

Secondary and 

higher education 

Total 

4,243.8 

4,436.1 

4,249.8 

:?,873.l 
• 

1,032.6 

l,007.6 

l,060.0 

694.7 

Currently 
married 

4,357.4 

4,571.3 

4,356.5 

2,815.4 

1,075.8 

1,057.6 

1,101.9 

717.0 

Widowed 

3,498.6 

3,499.9 

3,538.7" 

2,505.7 

577.6 

470.7 

621.5 

414 .a 

l 
S~andard population is given in Appendix B. 

2 
tnknO'-Tl education is included in the calculation. 

Divorced 

2,299.2 

2,475.1 

2,201.3 

1,835.4 

438.5 

449.7 

432.l 

265.0 
• 

Separated 

2,925.9 

3,252.0 

2,822.5 

2,108.9 

545.8 

584.1 

552.l 

443.7 
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Appendix A 

Proportion of men and women never married and singulate mean age of first 

carriage for the whole kingdom, by region and by municipal and non-munieipal areas. 

· Re,gior. and Xunicipal 

Areas 

'' 
\.."hde kingdom 

(M.A.) 

:ncr.-M.A.) 

Gargko~-Jhonburi 

IM~A.) 
~non-H.A.) 

1 
Central 

(M.A.) 

(non-M.A.) 

::or t:h 

OLA.) 

(non-~I.A.) 

!\ort:h-Ea.st 

(~I. A.) 

(non-M.A.) 

Sot: th 

CH.A.) 

{non-M.A.) 

Percentage never married 

t-fale Female 

20-2.4 40-4'.I 20-24 40-44 

62.9 

81.9 

59.3 

2. 9 . 38. 0 

6.6 59.5 

2.4 33.9 

3.9 

7.5 

3.4 

~3~·1 . 

8~.L 

76.9 

68.4 

75. 2 

7.2 

7.1 

7.7 

3.0 

7.0 

64.5 8.3 
64.9' ·. 14.!. ·.:· 

62.8 7.4 

4i..9 5.0 

52.6 7.9 

61.6 2.5 
61:3' ,. 3 .6 

44.b 
33.0 

: ",, 

85.~ · 6.4 >2Hf 

• 59.6 3.4 31.6 

70.6 3.2 46.9 

53. 8:' t -i~ 2· 29. 3 

61.4 

79.4 

59.3 

2.8 33.0 

6.1 51.5 

2.4 30 .5 

4.7 

3.1 

4.9 i 

3.0 

4.7 
' ; ',, i , ~. ' 

3.2 

2.3 

5.8 

1.9 

l Excluding Greater Bangkok. 
/ 

Singula:te' mean age of first 

l!l.arriage 

Male Female 

24.7 

27.3 

Z4.2 

27 .6' 

;_7 .a 
26;8 
25.2 

26.5 

25.l 

24.5 

26.9 
24 ~·3· 

23.6 

25.7 

23.5 

24.4 

27.0 

24.l 

21. 9 ' 

24.8 

21.4 

25 .4 ' 

'25 .'9 

24.8 

.2~.4. 

23.8 

22.2. 

~1,.3 

2l.8 

21.3 

. 2.2. 9 

21.2 

21.2 

23.9 

21.l 

'·'·' 

M-F 

2.8' 

2..S. 

2.8 

2.2 

1.9 

2.0 

2.8 

' 2.1 

2 .• 9 

3·• 2 

3.1 

3.0 

2.4 

2.8 
2.3 

3.2 

3.1 

3.0 
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Appendix B 

Standard population total ever-married women in Thailand by age group, 19 70. 

' Age Ever-married women 

(in thousand) 

15 - J9 355.4 

20 - 24 841.5 

25 - 29 965,9 

30 - 34 993.4 

35 - 39 909.5 

40 - 44 735.2 

45 - 49 578.8 

~o~al 5,379.7 
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Apendix Cl 

Percentage of men who are widowed. divorced and separated 

to total men by five-year migration status and age. 

Migrant Non-mis rant 

Age Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 

widwed civorced separated 1.'idowed divorced separated 

15-19 .o.s .Ol .01 .02 .06 ,05 

20-Z 4 • 17 .06 .53 .w • 27 .46 

25-29 ~, . ..) ... • 37 l.26 .63 .56 .63 

30-34 .23 .51 2. 07 .60 .48 .60 

35-39 l. 27 .81 2.78 l.29 • 40 .73 

40-44 1. 79 l.24 2. 30 l.65 .50 .89 

45-49 2. 92 l.06 4.09 2. 93 • 30 .88 

50-54 6.21 .75 3.66 4.73 • 36 .36 

Total o. 74 0.40 l.42 1.05 0.33 0.57 
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Apendix C2 

Percentage of men who are widowed, divorced and separated to 

tocal men by status of five-year migration to Greater Bangkok and by age. 

Miarant Non-migrant 
Age Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 

widowed divorced separated widowed divorced separated 

15-19 .00 .oo .oo .01 .01 .04 

20-24 .oo .04 .21 .02 .02 • 21 

25-29 .04 .08 l.46 • 37 .60 l.34 

3'.)-34 .12 .23 4.22 .50 .34 l.12 

35-39 .64 .55 2.57 .6 7 .31 l.49 

40-44 l.02 • 29 l.60 .67 .45 l. 77 

45-49 .90 .22 2.92 l.20 .75 l.67 

50-54 2.22 • 49 3.95 2.92 .63 2.42 

Total 0.21 0.13 l.27 0.52 0.30 0.98 
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