AN ANALYSIS OF THAI MARRIAGE : ATTITUDE AND
BEHAVIOR*: A CASE STUDY OF WOMEN
IN BANGKOK METROPOLIS
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characteristics than by other se si"education, labor force participation
(employment and income), the economic obligation to the family at present as well as the
positive attitudes toward being single are found to be the most significant predictors, and

* This report was also published in a Paper Series (no. 56) of the Institute of Population Studies, Chulalongkorn
University, 1987.
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show a negative relationship with marriage timing. Of the remaining variables: parental
background shows no effect and sibling composition displays little effect on the timing of first
marriage of the respondents.

These findings of effects of higher education, participation in the labor force, and
higher income in delaying marriage carry polzcy zmplzcanons regarding the delayea entrance
into marriage and reducnon o grease age at first marrlage, polzc:es or

zonal sex 2
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INTRODUCTION

Data available from 1947 to 1980 indicated that changes in marriage patterns had
occurred in Thailand.* The trend toward increase in proportions of single and postponement
of marriage in Thailand was similar to the situation found in many developing countries.”>!3
Such changes were more obvious.among'males and females,in the capital, Bangkok Metropolis.
The highest average age#at first marriage in_ 1980 was-25.9%years of age in Bangkok
Metropolis, followed"by-23.4ifor-the 'Centraly 22.0for the Nocth, 21.9fér.the South and 21.6
for the Northedst,

This ‘analysis is.to_broaden research on marriage.in.Thailahd, by undertaking a
more detailed jinvestigation of various aspects of marriage. The investigation focuses on
whether attitudes toward marriage and status of women determine marriage behavior, At the
same/time, the analysis also pays attention to the determinants of attitudes. Other variables
such as the respondents’ personal characteristics, their family backgrounds, parents and
siblings, family relations and obligation, are considered because they may, influence the.
respondents’ attitudes and behavior regarding marriage. In addition, to identify the linkages
between changing socio-economic roles, status of women and delayed marriage. More
detailed investigation, utilizing more elaborate statistical procedures, is expected to provide
clues as to whether changes toward an older age at marriage and the increasing proportion
single among women in Thailand (particularly in Bangkok Metropolis) represent responses to
the modernization process and changes in social and economi¢ roles and status among women
themselves. If a relationship between these two sets of variables exists, the finding will serve
as a basis for recommendations for policies to modify the status and roles of women and
indirectly, to increase marriage age as another means to reduce fertility.

METHODOLOGY

The sampling was planned to include 1,211 potential fémaléxespondénts who
worked as, employecs. in 13 “government offices, 6 .stale” enterprise§” and’'4 private
establishmentsyloeated in Bangkok Metrepolis.—.Of-abotit 1,214 questionnaires were sent out
to these selected Wemen. 874 questionnaircs were pickedjup at-their.docafion. Of these 739
questionnaires (84.5% )'were‘ecomplete; the rest (337 respondents) were asked to mail back due
to the inconvenience in returnifigue pick them-up—HoWeyergdnly 265 questionnaires (78.6%)
were received by mail. Therefore, there were a total of 1,004 respondents in the final survey
data file out of the planned 1,211 equal to an overall response rate of 83%. Out of these, 431
(42.9%) were currently married, 43 (4.3%) were ever married, 528 (52.6%) were single and 2

* Even before the recent changes in nuptiality patterns, traditionally the female age at marriage in Thailand
was moderately late by Third World Standards.” !*
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(0.2%) were unknown of their marital status. Although the sampling ratios used for the
selection of the single and married women differed, sampling weights were not employed in
the analysis. The objective of the analysis was not to provide estimates of population values
of any particular variables. Rather, the emphasis was on estimating relationships' among
variables. For this purpose, the weights were not required in either of the two main sets of
analyses In the analysis of the attitudes toward marriage and the status of women, marital status
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according to their characte
especially those who were single, expresse

arge number of respondents,

a*favorable attitude toward being single. In their
views, there was no need for women to marry since they can depend on themselves, both
socially and economically. Education was the most significant variable in explaining
variations in attitudes toward sex roles and status of women. The respondents with higher
education were more egalitarian in outlook while those with less education tended to accept
the traditional sex roles and were more patriarchal. These findings motivated a further
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investigation of the relationship between attitudes and behavior regarding marriage contained
in this report.

While attitudes* may not serve as good predictions of future trends,3 particularly
in a society which is changing as rapidly as Thailand (and in particular Bangkok Metropolis),
it is still reasonable to assume that attitudes and behav10r measured at the time of the survey
reflect the existing economic, sociale i
as well as revealing her )

the individual’s past experiences,

adition orlentatroii[

i..mmu- designing this portlon of
r @ ‘

index. Through the procedures ¢
r a positive ralatio ‘ i

* According to Rockeach,'> ' an attitude is a relatively enduring organization of beliefs around a specific object
or situation predisposing one to respond in some preferential manner, while value refers to a single belief of a very
specific kind. And, a person’s social behavior is always mediated by at least two types of attitudes; one activated by

the object, and the other by the situation. Moreover, action is determined not by a single attitude, but by a number of
attitudes, wants and situational conditions.13
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variables included in the model were tested for possible two-way interactions (higher order
interactions were not considered). No significant interactions were detected for the marriage
index model. On the other hand, in the status index model, one non-negligible interaction
term was found (var 28-coresidence with siblings and var 31-financial support for family 5
years ago). These two variables, therefore, were combined into a new variable and included in
the model.

The results .

attitudes toward sg -,
discussing th
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1nams attitudes towa iage (marriage index) and
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values, the mean index scores of

* Correlation ratio which associated with the set of unadjusted category effects for each factor in the MCA
Table. :
** Statistics associated with the adjusted category effects for each factor.
##x Recall that, a higher score represents a more favorables attitude toward being single (for the marriage index)
and toward egalitarianism (for the status index).
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respondents who were born in the rural areas was higher than those who were born in
Bangkok by about 0.16. However, with the adjustment for the effects of other factors, the
mean index points of respondents who were born in the rural places increased to 1.25 higher
than that of their counterparts. This pattern of change in mean index scores was also found
for the current marital status of respondents. Figures in the unadjusted column showed that
single respondents had a mean index score about 0.83 higher than those who were married.
Once the effects of other factors®were adjusted for,“the.mean index scores differences
increased to 1.06. Thisgeould-Speculate_that the respondents.might have rationalized their
responses to coingide with their€urrent macital status. Anfother words, the respondents who
were single might“have expressed moOre-faverable.attitudes'toward being“single while the
opposite was_ true fer those who.were married.

Ingthe,same set of explanatory variables, education andiincomerhad substantially
smaller 8 values (0:10 and 0.13 respectively), but they were much moré. strongly assogiated
with the depéndent variable than the remaining predictors in the same model.. Oneeé again, the
unadjusted and/adjusted values for these 2 variables could be compared. For the unadjusted
effect, the respondents with less education had.about 1.1 points higher than those with master
degree and /doctorate degree. With adjustment, the difference between these two groups
increased to 1.2 points. »The.unadjusted value of monthly income showed that-the
respondents with least monthly income were about 0.54 points higher on the index than those
who were'in the highest income category, but the differential increased to 1.15 after adjusting
for the effects of other variables. These findings were quite surprising since it was|assumed
that the respondents with higher educatioif*and higher income would be more favorable to be
independent. The proportion of variance explained by this‘set of predictors was only 0.05.

Among the second set. of variables (parental background), none were significant
except the father’s education (significant at 0.10 level)..However, the adjusted values«(f) for
father’s. andimother’s age at marriage revealed the strongest association with the respendent’s
attitudes toward marriage. All the predictors together in this set explained only about'0.03 of
thewariation in‘the attitude. This was an intriguing result which suggested that“in a society
underwent-rapid transition from traditional to modern, as was taking place.in Bangkok
Metropelis, paréntal secio-economic characteristics played very minor relesin shaping the
individual’s attitudes,-especially.concerning marriage. Rather,.the varfations in the attitudes
were more powerfully influenéed by-the individual’s_persongl charaéteristies.

For the“third, set“ofl explanatory svariables) the unadjustédgand adjusted means
indicated that coresidenceswithsiblings atpresent andthe finanCial$upport of the respondents
for their family at present had strengeg,associations witiattitudes toward marriage than did
the financial support of respondents who presently resided with siblings and those who lived
separately were less than 1.0 both before and after adjusting for the effects of other factors.
This set of variables explained only 0.02 of variation in the dependent variable.

Compared to the marriage model, it was obvious from Table 2 that the 3 sets of
explanatory variables were much weaker predictors of the attitudes toward sex roles and

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21(1)



28

status of women. Nearly all predictors included in the model were of relatively little
importance in explaining variations in the dependent variable. Educational level of respondents
was the only variable significant at the 0.001 level. Current age of respondents was the next
important variable in predicting attitudes toward sex role and status of women (significant at
0.01), followed by the respondents’ birth order (significant at 0.05) and duration of residence
in Bangkok (significant at 0.10). Results from the MCA for the first set of explanatory variables,

roles status of wom :
it des towa@a

ideas of life-table anal

The regression equation con ects of a series of explanatory variables
introduced into a model in which the dependent variable is the risk or the hazard of first

* Hazard rate refers to the conditional probability that an event will occur at the particular time to a
particular individual, given that the individual is at risk at that time.! For instance, marriage hazard refers to propor-
tions of individuals entering a time period (e.g. age-group) who change states from single to married during that time

period.
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marriage at each age of respondents from 17 through 34 years of age. The explanatory variables
are assumed to shift the hazard upward or downward relative to the baseline hazard. As the
regression equation is log-linear in the parameters, exponentiated parameter estimates represent
relative risks: the risk (or hazard) of first marriage relative to the baseline hazard.* A relative
risk of 1.00 indicates that the estimated hazard is equivalent to the baseline hazard: a relative
risk greater than 1.00 indicates that the risk of marriage is greater than the baseline hazard; and a
relative risk less than 1.00 indieatés*that the-risk-of marriagesis lower than the baseline hazard.
Since most of the explafatory variables.arg categaorical (arnd-thuentered in the regression
equations as setsg0f binary variables| representinglall butforie,category)ithe reference group
for the relativ@'nisk is the omitted cdtegory:-expenentiated parameter estimdtes greater than
1.00, forgxampleaindicate thaith€ marriage rate for"the category im‘guestionlexceeds the
marriage rate in the omitted category.

A Jarge’ number of variables included in the model were foinnd torbe significant
(Table 3). Educational level of the respondents was, by and large, a very'signifi¢ant variable
affecting variation in marriage risk. Using the respondents with a bachelor degree as ‘the
reference group, it was found that the risk'ef firstmarriage of respondents who had education
less than a ¢ollege level was about 73% higher, while the risk of those who had master degree
or doctorate degree was about 13% lower than that of the reference group. This resutt was
consistent with findings from past research which revealed a positive relationship between
education and delayed marriage.z's'“ Higher education seems to affect the individual’s
attitudes; altering them from traditional to a more modern attitude i.e, from youngerf
marriage to the older marriage age. :

The lower risk of marriage among highly educated women might also be affected
byithe ‘marriage squeeze’ situation. This speculation is supported by data from the Th4i'1980
Cerisus which indicated that differences in percentage of never married between women aged
20 24 ,and'men aged 25 — 29 increased sharply according to the increases in educational level.
For, instance, 'among those who had no education, the percentage of never married among
men aged 25 — 29 was 1.9 higher than that of women aged 20— 24. However, amongpopulation
whothad secondary, education, the percentage of never married of women agéd 20-424 was
about 30 higher than that'of men aged 25 —29. The difference increased 16:33% among those
who had"¢ellegdiedlication™

Type, Of, employrfient was foufid to have an_effé€t, on.'the réspondents’ risk of
getting married as“well.Inthis Table) th¢ results showed,that the tisk of first marriage of
respondents who were “gexérnment Officials "was about=369%" lower, and that of the
respondents who were employeeS Ofsstate.cnlcrprisesswds about 12% lower than that of the
reference group (respondents who worked in the private sectors; mostly in banking business).
This finding contradicts results .obtained from the 1980 Census, which indicated that women
who were engaged in banking and other financial institutions had the highest singulate mean
age at marriage (SMAM) and highest level of celibacy.!! The differentials in risk of marriage
among respondents who worked in different workplaces may be due to the diversity of
working environments and types of jobs which lead to vqrious opportunities for meeting
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potential mates. This is only a speculative interpretation of the above finding, since the
relationship between workplace and risks of marriage already controls the effects of
education and income.

A negative effect of income on the risk of first marriage of respondents in the survey
was obvious. Risk of marriage of respondents who earned less than $115 a month was 49%
higher than those who earned a medj 1 sala put.$115 — 190, a reference group) while the

income.
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past and at the present time showed that this obligation was rather a continuing process. That
is, if the financial support provided by the respondents to the family was very important 5
years ago, it is still very important at the present time. On the other hand, if the respondents
did not have to support the family 5 years ago, the majority of them reported that there was
no need for them to support the family at the present time as well. Therefore, if this explanation
held true, it could mean that the financial obligation had imposed a great burden on the
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respondents and made it more difficult for them to get married. They might have to postpone
marriage for some time until such burden was minimized. This was reflected in the lower risk
of first marriage among the two groups of respondents whose financial obligation was ‘very
important’ and ‘fairly important’ compared to those who did not have to support the family
at the present time.

Interpretation of findings.emsfinancialiebligation during the past was not pursued
further, since this variableswas not-statistically significant.._ Thérelationship could, therefore,
occur by chance.

The'last two variables in ‘the-medel-were_contindous; marriage‘index and status
index. These résults needed.to_bevinterpreted slightly"different from.that of the,categorical
variables. Betweensthese two indices only the marriage index was,significant(P = 0.001), and
the relative risk obtained from this index was 0.95. This indicated that oneunitichange.in the
marriage index rqduced the risk of getting married at any age by 5%. In'othér words, if the
respondent got /One index point higher (which indicates a more favorable\atfitude toward
being single),frisk of first marriage was lower by 5%.

The result obtained from the ‘status index’, however, seemed to be in the opposite
direction, /and contrary to.the assumption made earlier... However, this variable wasynot
statistically significant, and it also showed almost no effect on the relative risk of marriage.
That is, one unit change in the status index increased the risk of getting married at any age by
only 2%. In other words, if the respondent got one index point higher (which indicated a more
favorable attitude toward egalitarianism) the risk of first marriage was higher by 2%.

The opposite findings obtained from these two indices seemed to confirm the
resulfs from the earlier analysis, which showed a weak relationship between ‘marriage?, and
‘status’ indices. In other words, women who expressed a favorable attitude toward, being
single did not necessarily favor egalitarianism, as it was, assumed.

Table 4 showed the relationship between the relative risks of first marriage of
respondents-according to the second set of explanatory variables: place'of birth, nationality,
respondents’ birth order, and total number of siblings of the respondents.

From.thisslablej.it'was clear that compared to the.réspondents*who were born in
Bangkok (theyreference group)iherisks of getting.martied-at-any, age for‘reéspondents who
were born in rural,areas wer€ about22% higher, while that,of respondénts who were born in
other urban places were about 2% Hhigher.| 4 Fhis gesultwas.consistent with findings from
previous studies on marriage'patterns-in-Fhailand,-which feundthat rural women, in general,
marry earlier than those who were born in the capital, while the average age at marriage of
woman who were born or lived in other urban places usually were intermediate between the

rural and urban means.$%:12

The respondents who in this survey identified themselves as Chinese had about
27% lower risk of getting married at any age than the Thai respondents. This finding was
slightly different from that of a previous study on marriage age differentials between Thai and
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Chinese based on the 1970 National Longitudinal Survey.8 It was found in this early research
that Thai and the second generation Chinese females had approximately the same age at
marriage, both marrying between 20 and 24 years of age. The contradictory result from this
present survey was further examined by crosstabulating ethnicity with education. Because the
sample size of respondents who were Thais and those who identified themselves as Chinese
were much different (915 vs. 86 cases) the direct comparison between these two groups could

espondents achieved bachelor

the risk of first marriage of the

whose fathers married at a young age 4ywas about 2% higher than that of the reference
group (whose fathers married at ages 25— 30). On the other hand, the risks of the respondents
whose fathers married late (31 years and over) was about 11% lower than the risk of the
reference group. The same pattern of relationship was also found for mother’s marriage age
and the risk of marriage of the respondents.

The difficulty arose in interpreting the findings on relationship between parent’s
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education, occupation and the respondents’ risk of first marriage, because the patterns found
were neither clear nor systematic. For instance, the risk of first marriage among respondents
whose fathers had more years of education (secondary level and vocational training) was
about 14% lower than respondents whose fathers had only 4 years of education (a reference
group). This finding seemed to suggest a negative relationship between respondent’s risk of
marriage and father’s education. However, this kind of relationship did not exist among
other father’s educational groups®That is,-the-risk of marriage of respondents whose fathers
had a high level of edueafion-(university),thoseswhos¢ fathers-hadittle education (could only
read or write, or,some-kind of éducation which collld not be'measured initerms of number of
years of trainifig)were found ot to be.different-from that of'the reference gréup (that is, 3%
lower ameng the fexrmer and 6% lower among the létter). «Lhis similagpattern-was,also found
for mother’s education. :

The respondents whose fathers were employed by the government/or, by private
sectors have a higher risk of first marriage than respondents whose fathers ran their own
business (a reference group), about 18% and 13 % respectively. On the other hand, respondents
whose fathers were engaged in agriculture or-worked as manual workers had about 3% lower
riskes of first marriage than the reference group. Interpretation of this finding was not
pussued further since it was not statistically significant.

The findings obtained in this analysis seemed to reject the assumption made earlier
that family wealth and parental socio-economic background might influence a| person’s
attitudes and behavior regarding marriage. Rather, the findings suggested more cléarly that
both attitudes and behavior regarding marriage of respondents,were closely determined by
their personal socio-economic and demographic characteristics as shown and discussed carlier
indTFable 3.

CONCLUSION

The assessment of the variations in attitudes toward marriage(masriage index model)
and attitudes toward"sex'roles and status of women (status index.model), aecording to three
sets of seleeted explanatory Variables.(the respondent’s segio-ecofiomic andgdemographic
characteristics,%parental- background, and famfiily relations, afid obligation)®was carried out
through use of multiplesclassification analysis{MCA).: It w4dS foutidgfhat the respondents’
personal socio-economic®and“demographic eharacteristics~Wese#more significant than the
other sets of variables in explainingwvaniations in.thesrespondent’s attitudes toward marriage.
The significant variables include education, marital status, income, place of birth, and
duration of residence in Bangkok Metropolis. However, these same variables were indeed
much weaker in predicting variations in attitudes toward sex roles and status of women. The
weak relationship found in the status index model was speculated to be a result of the use of
Ainappropriate indicators. It was therefore suggested that other kinds of information, not
available in this survey, would better explain the variations in attitudes toward sex roles and
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status of women.

-

The estimates of risks of first marriage (marriage hazard) obtained from
regression equation, using Cox’s partial likelihood approach, suggest positive linkages

between new social and economic roles and status, and delay in entrance to first marriage.
[

Although this sample of respondents was relatively homogeneous in terms of

RECOMMENDATION

Compared to the information offered by the National Censuses and previous
research surveys, the present analysis provides a wider range of data that can be used for the
analysis of marriage and status of women. This analysis yields many interesting insights.
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However, for several reasons, including financial constraint, the scope of this study is
restricted to the educated and working women in Bangkok Metropolis. This limits the
population covered.

An expansion of the scope of investigation that would cover a more heterogeneous
population (including a group of ‘urban poor’ in the capital, women in other urban places
and those who lived in the rural areas)jisseléarlyadesirable in future endeavors on this topic.
By doing so, the researcheffeould-obtain greater variation Mlithe information relevant to
socio-economic background peeded for'® tdre refinell xamination offattitudes and behavior
of women.

The results obtained from the present analysissof-attitudesstoward. sex roles and
status of women inwrelationto marriage behavior are not satisfactory. The variables available
for use as correlates to' marriage behavior proved not to be good indicators. Moreover, to
study Sex Foles and/status of women in the family or in the society, questions asked only,on
attitudes may not be sufficient. There is an apparent need for information.that could reveal
individual’s actual behavior regarding this matter as well. To mention some, it might be
useful to dinclude socialization in the household; whether it favors egalitarianism or
patriarchalism; characteristics of spouse; jpersonal ‘and interpersonal factors including
relationship, responsibility and obligations among family members who have different roles
and status within the family i.e. between parents and children, husband and wife, or among
siblings . Data on these aspects may provide more direct measure of attitudes and behavior
and more meaningful results in the task of uncovering the interaction between women’s role
and status on the one hand and marriage behavior on the other hand.

The inclusion of women with various socio-economic characteristics, and a better
design’of research instrument containing more appropriate questions are expected to_provide
adequate knowledge and better understanding of the nature of linkages (Between
Socio-economic status and roles of women and changes in marriage behavior! Allef these
insights_gained from such study, if to be used for future policy formation, could,hélp insure
that'all action programs promoting delayed entry into marriage, improvement,of status and
changing.roles of wonien as a means of fertility reduction could be more effectivelydirected
to the appropriate target ‘population. ‘
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Table 1. Multiple classification analysis of attitudes toward marriage (marriage index)

Variable + Category N Unadjusted Adjusted
values values

1.30

Monthly income s
Less than $115 0.35
$115-190 . 312 - -0.03 0.14 -
$190-270 212 0.24 0.37 °
$270 and over 205 - -0.33 -0.80

n/g : 0.06 0.13

F ratio . 3.20%%*

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21(1)
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Table 1. (continued)

Variable + Category N Unadjusted Adjusted
values values

-0.18
0.10
1.99%**x*
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Table 1. (continued)

Variable + Category N Unadjusted Adjusted
values values

Father’s occupation
Government officia

Coresidence with siblings at present

Yes , 445 0.32 0.29
No, live separately 436 -0.32 -0.30
ng | : 0.09 0.08

F ratio o . . _ 5.58%**

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21.(1)
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Table 1. (continued)

Variable + Category N Unadjusted Adjusted

values values
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Table 2. Multiple classification analysis of attitudes toward status of women (status index)

Variable + Category N Unadjusted Adjusted
values - values

First set of independent variable
Grand mean = 8.85

Monthly inco

Less than $115 -0.12
$115-190 0.01
$190-270 -0.05
$270 and over . 214 0.00 0.12
n/p - 0.07 0.03
F ratio » 0.14
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Table 2. (continued)

Variable + Category N Unadjusted Adjusted
values values

Other income
No other income
$40-80

0.30

Father’s occupation ‘
Government officials 300 -0.04 -0.11

Own account 250 0.37 - 0.38
Employees 111 0.15 0.06
Agriculture/manual - 186 -0.12 -0.12
No information 115 -0.63 -0.42
n/p 0.10 : 0.09
F ratio ' 1.75

2. awy. An. 39 ¥, ndob, we(e)



Table 2. (continued)
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Variable + Category N

Unadjusted
values

Adjusted

- values

Mother’s marriage age
14-19

------

Very importan

Fairly important

No need to support
n/g

F ratio

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21(1)
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Table 2. (continued)

Variable + Category N Unadjusted Adjusted
values values

How important financial suppg
Very important

2 awi. nn. 398 v, bdmb, we(e)
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Table 3. Relative risks of first marriage of respondents, by personal background, family
obligations, and attitudinal variables 2

Risks Reference
category

Variables

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21(1)
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Table 4. Relative risks of first marriage of respondents, by personal background variables 2

Variables ‘ Risks Reference
category

Birthplace (other urban

2. aw. nn. 390 9., bdab, we(a)
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Table 5. Relative risks of first marriage of respondents, by parental background variables 2

Variables 7 Risks Reference
category

Father’s marriage age (| . 25 — 30 years

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21(1)
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Marriage index

Item no. and question Item score* r*¥ | R sq.
change

1. Single is worse off or better o
than a married wo

Marriage is still necessary
although women can depend on
themselves.

| ABTCE = U
No opinion = 1

.52 .07
Disagree = 2 '

2. 4w, An. 398 1., bdok, wo(e)

.



Marriage index (continued)
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Item no. and question

Item scores*

r**

R sq.
change

. Marriage has lost its mg
these days.

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21(1)
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Status index

Item no. and question Item score* r* R. sq.
change

marriage.

2. aw. An. 3t v, bdob, we(s)



*

4

Status index (continued)

51

Item no. and question

Item score*

r**

R sq.
change

J. Natl. Res. Council Thailand, 1989, 21(1)
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