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Abstract

While the relationship between household structure and
family formation has been theoretically central to family sociology
and social demography, empirical evidence of strong links have
been elusive. One reason is that the important links may change
with modernization and vary across societies with different reli-
gious and cultural heritages. We examine the relationship in
Thailand, a society with considerable flexibility regarding post-
nuptial residence expectations, but also a society where this
flexibility varies by ethnicity and residence. As expected, the
relationship between household structure and family formation
is weak, but the pattern changes within Thailand in a theoreti-
cally appealing manner. In sum, the strength of the relationship
depends on the institutional context which defines the parental
roles and stakes in the marital choice and fertility behavior
of their children. Furthermore, and quite unexpectedly, our
work shows that post-nuptial residence has been conceptualized
far too simplistically. We show that living apart after marriage
is, and has been for some time, quite common in Thailand. After
demonstrating the plausibility of this finding, its theoretical

implications are discussed.
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I. Living Arrangements and Family Formation

The connection between household structure and family
formation patterns on the one hand, and industrialization, urbani-
zation and tradition on the other hand, holds, a theoretically
prominent position in family sociology and social demography
(e.g. Davis, 1955; Caldwell, 1982; Ryder, 1983). For example,
in premodern Western Europe an agricultural system coupled
with primogeniture produced a pattern of late age at marriage
and stem family living arrangements. Premodern China provides
an alternative example: an agricultural system coupled with
the strong Confucian imperative to retain links through male
offspring between past and future generations produced an
early age at marriage, extended family living and an extremely
strong son preference (levy, 1966).

Changes in both age at marriage and household 1living
arrangements are expected in response to urbanization and indus-
trialization. In Western Europe the increased availability of
urban jobs and a variety of opportunities available in the New
World led to a decline in age at marriage and stem families (see
Levine, 1977). Asia provides other convenient examples. Through-
out much of Asia, urbanization is proceeding rapidly, as the
mode of production changes. Indeed, Asia provides some of the
best contemporary examples of rapid and successful industriali-
zation. At the same time, age at marriage is rising in much

of Asia (see Smith, 1980). But while there has been some



decline, extended residence remains common and important
(Palmore et.al, 1976; Freedman, 1979; Morgan and Hirosima,
1983).

Household structure and family formation are theoretically
inter-related. Extended family residence patterns are often
cited as a prop for high fertility (Davis, 1955; Lorimer, 1954;
Goode, 1982). The economic cost of children as well as some
child care is born by the extended family rather than the nuclear
family. And, with some of the capital expenditures (e.g. hous-
ing) being provided by co-resident kin, earlier ages at marriage
are possible-~-indeed encouraged. This is particularily expected
when marriages are arranged. It was argued that parents wanted
a pliable, and thus young, daughter-in-law. Despite the theore-
tical appeal of this position, early empirical research failed
to establish a consistent relationship between household structure
and any aspect of family formation. However, there is mounting
evidence that this early literature was plagued by severe metho-
dological difficulties, such as using household living arrange-
ments at the time of the interview to predict fertility behavior

many years in the past. (see Burch and Gendell, 1971, and

Morgan and Rindfuss, 1984 for a review of the methodological
problems that have characterized this literature). Two recent
papers that avoid past methodological problems (Morgan and
Rindfuss, 1984; Abdelrahman and Morgan,1986) find the expected
theoretical relationships in diverse settings: Korea, Malaysia,

Egypt and Urban Khartoum. Although a variety of mechanisms



might be operating, it most likely involves the perception of
the mallability of young brides which allows the new family
member to be more easily resocialized to fit her new role.
Thus, earlier marriage results because of paternal control over
marriage.

After establishing that a relationship exists between
post-nuptial residence and age at marriage in several Asian and
African contexts, the question of interest shifts to the conditions
which determine the strength and form of the relationship. In
other words, does the process shown in Figure 1 interact with
social or cultural context? Are there other factors in a society's
historical, religious or cultural heritage that would tend to rein-
force or attenuate the relationship between household structure
and the timing of family formation? We expect that the patrilo-
cal effect will be stronger in contexts where: a) parents have
a greater power to arrange marriage, b) where extended resi-
dence 1is expected to be long term, and c¢) where patriarchy is
stronger. As McNicoll (1980) says:

Whether marriage decisions are made by the members of a couple
themselves or by their parents is clearly a potential important
distinction... Different interests may be at stake, with the pa-

rent's own welfare or their view of corporate family interests
over time dominating in the later case.

Caldwell et al., (1983:348) describe a decision context in South
India where the effect of residence should be quite strong:

Parents are not primarily choosing a wife for their son, with the
added qualification that she should suit them. They are primari-
ly acting as the principals in selecting their daughter-in-law,
the next female generation of the stem household, and it is this
role which will determine the timing of marriage and the charac-
teristics of the girl.



Figure 1. Model of the determinants of household structure and family formation

Technology and Mode

of PrOdUCtion —l Household S‘[rUCture

Urbanization Family Formation

X

Cultural Context

" Where "X" signifies an interaction.



Ideally, to see if the strength of the household structure
and family formation relationship varied across contexts, one
would like micro level data from a variety of countries such
that context could be a variable that explicitly varies. (see
Entwisle and Mason, 1985, for an application along these lines
to the question of the effect of socioceconomic development and
family planning services on children ever born). Unfortunately,
the appropriate micro data are not available for a sufficiently
large number of contexts. Se we have adopted an alternative
strategy of examining a country, Thailand, where we expect weak
links between post-nuptial residence patterns and age at mar-
riage. If our expectations are confirmed, then the theoretical
and empirical foundation would be present for including the re-
quisite data in future surveys in a variety of settings allowing
for a more thorough examination of contextual effects.

Post-nuptial residence and marriage timing should be
weakly related in Thailand for a number of reasons. Earlier
we stated that the strength of this link should vary with paren
tal power to arrange marriages, expected duration of extended
residence, and the degree of patriarchy. In Thailand, matri-
local residence (with wife's parents) is the culturally preferred
pattern, but the residence rules are quite flexible. The young
couple often live where they have the greatest access to impor-
tant resources. Further, extended family residence is expected
to be temporary, thus minimizing its cost saving benefits and

the stake of other family members in the choice of spouse. Fi -



nally, young Thais have substantial say in the choice of their
spouse, age at marriage has been late traditionally, and women
have higher relative status than in most other Asian countries.

The preference to live with wife's parents and tradi-
tionally late age at marriage (i.e., after 20) are rooted in Thai
Buddhist practice. Parental activity, especially the mother's,
of giving birth to and raising a child, results in the child owing
them a debt, Bunkhum. The process of paying off this debt is
flexible, but one should strive to pay it. By being ordained,
that is entering the monkhood for three or more months, boys
can pay off their Bunkhum (Rabibhadana, 1984). Since ordination
does not take place until after age 20, and since one is commonly
expected to be unmarried at ordination, this practice traditional-
ly delayed marriage. Girls do not enter the monkhood. Instead
they are expected to pay their debt to their parents by helping
out around the house, taking care of younger siblings and
otherwise assisting their parents. Hence, a preference exists
for matrilocal residence.

However, one should not assume that the residence rules
are rigid. Instead they are quite flexible (Rabibhadana, 1984;
podhisita, 1984; Limanonda, 1983; Chamratrithirong, 1984).
Foster (1975:35) notes:

Newly married couples determine where they will go to

live on the basis of expediency rather than on the basis

of some kind of neat, clear cut, and widely observed rule.



While a clear exaggeration, flexibility is a central tenant of the
Thai post-nuptial residence arrangements. In referring to this
pattern of living where the resources are greatest, we shall make

use of Jacobson's (1980) term Ilucrilocality, defined as living

in an extended or shared household and choosing among a variety
of options (his parents, her parents, his relatives, her rela-
tives) based on "where one has access to strategic resources."
Flexibility also extends to the length of time the couple spends
living with either his or her parents (Podhisita, 1984). In most
cases, the expectation is that the stay will be temporary. The
length of stay in determined by the circumstances and resources

of both the newly married couple and the older generation.

Our analysis does uncover an association between post
nuptial residence and age at marriage--and, as expected, it is
quite weak. However, in addition to examining this theoretically
interesting case, our work shows, and frankly quite by accident,
that post-nuptial residence has been conceptualized too simplisti-
cally. A three category variable is usually used: lived with
wife's parents, lived with husband's parents, and lived neolo-
cally. Sometimes a small residual group, such as living with
relatives, is included. This information is typically obtained
by asking one of the spouses whether they a) continued to live
with their parents, b) moved to the spouse's parents household,
or c¢) set up their own household. Alternatively there is a ques-
tion that presupposes cohabitation, such as : After marriage where

did you and your husband live? Indeed this presumption of post-



marital cohabitation is firmly rooted in the sociology of the family.
Despite the fact that sociologists in Western countries are concermed
with cohébitation prior to marriage, post-marital cohabitation is
never questioned. Our data suggest that many newly married Thai
couples do not reside in the same household immediately after mar-
riage, and that this has been case in Thailand for quite some time.
Qualitative data obtained from several focus groups also suggest
that living apart after marriage is common, and this qualitative
data provides possible explanations for living apart. Separate from
the implications of marital non-cohabitation for the post-nuptial
resident and age at marriage hypothesis, the high prevalence of
non-cohabitation raises more fundamental questions about the manner
in which sociologists conceptualize marriage-~-a topic to which we

will return in the concluding section.

Il. Data

The principal data set used is the Thailand Asian Marriage
Survey, Conducted December 1978 - April 1979. Three stra-
ta were included in the sample design: rural, urban middle, and
urban lower. The rural sample was obtained from a small com-
munity in Angthong Province, in the Central plains of Thailand,
approximately 70 kilometers north of Bangkok. This area repre-
sents Buddhist Central Thailand socio-culturally. Rice farming
predominates. The urban middle sample was drawn from the Bang-
kok metropolitan area. It characterizes the urban capital of the

country and is generally identified by Central Thai culture. The



lower urban sample was taken from a well-known and established
squatter community in Bangkok called "Slum Kong Toey." The area
is representative of the urban-poor in Bangkok. Thus, it should
be pointed out that this data set should not be used to generate
descriptive distributional statistics for Thailand. Rather it re-
flects central plains culture. It is a very rich data set that al-
lows for exploration of structural and cultural processes surround-
ing marriage; but one should not take our estimates as representa-
tive of all of Thailand.

Interviews were conducted with 1,679 evermarried women
aged less than 45. 1In addition, 994 of their husbands who were
available for interview were also interviewed. As will soon be-
come apparent, a clear and unique identification of post-nuptial
residence requires information from both the wife and the husband.
Thus our analysis will be limited to those couples where both
the husband and wife were interviewed%

Since this is an ever-married sample with an upper age
limit, the youngest birth cohorts and the oldest marriage cohorts
are biased towards a young age at marriage (e.g., Westoff and
Ryder, 1977, Appendix C 2). In order to limit the effect of this
bias and to f@cus attention on recent behavior, we have restricted

our analysis to women first married in the last 15 years. Given

We checked to see whether any of the variables in which
we were interested were significantly related to whether or not

the husband was interviewed. The only one that was is strata.
Urban husbands were somewhat more difficult to locate than rural
husbands. Thus, as long as we control on strata, results based

on the husband interviewed sample should be unbiased.
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that very few women first marry past age 30 in Thailand (see
Rindfuss, et al. 1983), this set of marriage cohorts is essentially
unbiased.

In addition to the quantitative results, the unexpected
nature of some of our results prompted us to obtain qualitative
data to both confirm our results and suggest explanations. We
conducted a series of focus groups--a technique which has recent-
ly been successfully used by social scientists in Thailand (e,q.,
Knodel, et al. 1984) and has been a staple in marketing research
in the United States. Basically the procedure consists of bringing
together a small number of individuals with roughly similar ch-
aracteristics for a group discussion directed by a moderator work-
ing with a prearranged set of discussion questions. Ini-tially,
four discussion groups were assembled. Two in the rural area
from which the Thailand Marriage Survey data was collected and
two in the "Slum Klong Toey" section of Bangkok. In both cases,
one focus group consisted of ever--marriage women who had been
married 10-15 years, and the other consisted of ever--married
women who had been married less than 5 years. All four of these
focus groups dealt with the general topic of age at marriage and
post-nuptial living arrangements. Subsequently, a fifth focus
groﬁp was added which consisted of ever-married women from
"Slum Klong Toey" who were separated from their hasbands in

the period immediately following marriage. This last focus group
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Il. Variable Definition

Our quantitative data set, the Thailand Marriage Survey,
contains a rich set of variables that should affect both post-
nuptial living arrangements and age at marriage. Some are quite
standard and would be expected to have a strong effect in a va-
riety of countries. Others are more uniquely representative of
Thailand. We discuss these independent variables, their rationale
and measurement, prior to discussing the measurement of post-
nuptial living arrangements.

Marriage cohort represents trend. Other things being
equal, we expect the more recent cohorts to marry later (Smith,
1980) and to establish nuclear households (Goode, 1963; 1982).
After some experimentation, we dichotomized marriage cohort:
1-7 years and 8-15 years. (Sample distributions are shown in

Table 1).
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Table 1. Independent variables used in the analysis

Variable

Marriage cohort

Place of birth and Strata :
Rural born-Urban low
Urban born-Urban low
Rural born-Urban middle
Urban born-Urban middle
Rural born-Rural
Chinese

Relative social status

Wife is higher

Equal

Husband's higher
Education

4 years

4 years

4 years

Wage work

Definition Mean
. 2
1 if most recent .57
.19
.11
.17
.14
Omitted category
1 if Chinese .12
11
Omitted category
.13
.14
Omitted category
.24

1 if worked for wages before
first marriage

1 . .
These are the means for women first married

15 years whose husband’s were also interviewed.

2 . . . X -
Married in the seven years preceeding the interview.

in the last
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Because the data consist of essentially three separate
samples, we include strata (rural, urban-low and urban middle)
as a variable. We also systematically checked whether strata
interacted with other relevant variables. In our preliminary an-
alysis there were a substantial number of such interactions. How-
ever, it became clear that most of them were the result of diffe-
rences in place of birth. To simplify the analysis, we construc-
ted a five category2 variable that represents the interaction of
place of birth (rural or urban) and strata.

Thailand, like many South-East Asian countries, has a
substantial Chinese minority. Even though they are well integra-
ted into Thai society, the influence of traditional Confucian heri-
tage on both post-nuptial living arréngements and age at marriage
would be expected. For example, we expect Chinese to bhe far
more likely to live with husband's parents than non-Chinese Thais.
There was no direct question included on ethnicity, but there
were several ways to identify Chinese, including questions on
father's and mother's place of birth, and questions on the rituals
used in the marriage ceremony. Overall, one in eight of our coup-
les is of Chinese heritage.

A question was included on the relative status of the spou-

ses' parents. The question in the wife's questionnaire was:

2 ; R
The sixth possibility, urban-born and currently rural,
empirically was an empty cell,
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H.26: Please compare your parent's status and that of your
husband's parents at the time of your marriage. Socially
speaking, were your parents of

higher social status than your husband's =
about equal social status as your husband's =
lower social status than your husband's =
don't know =

=W N =

Given the expectation that couples will reside where the most
resources are available, these perceptions should affect post-
nuptial living arrangements. When both husband and wife were
interviewed, the husband's family was coded as having a higher
level of resources if both husband and wife agreed this was the
case. Similarly, if they both agreed that the wife's family had
more resources, then the resources variable was so coded. All
other respondents (roughly three-quarters of the sample) were
treated as if the two families had equal levels of resources.

Education would be expected to have strong effects on both
age at marriage and post-nuptial residence patterns. In Thailand,
a fourth grade (or pratom) education is the mode, 62% of our sam-
ple. We hinged our education variable on this strong mode and
created three education categories: <4, 4,>4.

Finally, we expect that the wife's work status before
marriage would affect both post-nuptial living arrangements and
the timing of her first marriage. Several dimensions of her work
status were examined in our preliminary work. First, some wo-
Emen did not work before marriage. Approximately one third of
the women worked on a family farm or in some agricultural activi-

ty. While most of those who worked in farming tend to currently
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live in rural areas, there are some in the urban areas who also
worked in farming. Most of these, of course, migrated to the
urban area subsequently. The remaining women worked in various
nonagricultural activities prior to getting married. We subdivided
these nonagricultural workers into whether or not they worked
in a family business. Our expectation was that the presence of
a family business might make the husband more likely to be draw
into the wife's family, including residentially. Approximately
20% of the women worked in a non-farm, family business. These
family businesses range from street vendors to more substantial
businesses. The remaining women worked for wages in a non-
farm activity prior to marriage. Our initial work with both de-
pendent variables showed that the big distinction was between
working in the modern sector and all others. Thus in the results
presented here, we collapsed the work before marriage variable
into two categories: those who worked for wages in the modern

sector before they were married and everyone else.

IV. Measurement of Post-Nuptial Living Arrangements

Respondents were not directly asked about their post-
nuptial living arrangements. Instead they were asked a series
of questions that makes the calculation of post-nuptial living ar-
rangements possible. The particular series of questions asked
have the additional advantage that they allow us to see if the

husband and wife are residing in the same household. As we shall
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see, this approach serendipitously allows for considerably more
insight into the nature of post-nuptial residence than the tradition-
al approach of just asking one spouse one question. Respondents

were first asked about living arrangements just prior to marriage:

C.6: Whom were you living with in the period just

before you first married ?

Both mother and father = 01
Mother but not father = 02
Father but not mother = 03
Mother and stepfather = 04
Father and stepmother = 05
Dormitory/with friends = 06
Employers's house = 07
other's: (specify) = 08

The substantially later in the interview they were asked if they
had changed residence immediately after marriage. If they had,

they were asked:

H.33: Did you move

to a house of your spouse's family =
to a house of your family =

to a house of your own =

=w N

other (specify) =

From this series of questions it was possible to classify each
respondent into one of the following categories: own parents,

spouse's parents, neolocal, and relatives. When both husband
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and wife are interviewed, it is possible to cross-classify these
two variables to see whether or not the couple was living to-
gether early in marl:'_ii-:tge‘f1 Following these procedures we obtained
the distribution for post-nuptial 1living arrangements shown in

Tables 2.

3In the situation where they both indicated that they were
living with relatives, we do not know for sure whether they were
living together or not. We classified all such couples as living
together.
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Nevertheless, among those who did not conceive premaritally,
the proportion childless at 2 years of marriage is significantly
higher in the "apart" group, again suggesting the classification
of post-nuptial residence is valid.

Another possible source of misclassification arises from
couples who live together prior to marriage. If a couple is living
together before marriage, the sequence of questions above could
make it appear that they are living apart after marriage. For
example, if both before and after marriage they were living to-
gether in the wife's uncle's house, then both would be classified
as not having changed residence after marriage. Given our con-
servative assumption of no cohabitation prior to marriage, they
would then be classified as living apart after marriage. Unfortu-
nately we have no information on whether they were cohabiting
prior to marriage. However, it seems safe to assume that if
either or both were living with their parents prior to marriage,
it is unlikely that they were cohabiting. Of those, where the
husband, wife or both lived with their respecﬁve parents immedi-
ately prior to marriage, 34 percent are classified as living apart
after marriage. Among those couples for whom neither spouse
was living together prior to marriage, 49 percent were living
apart after marriage. This calculation suggests that there might
be some overestimating the percent living apart after marriage.
But even among those living with their parents prior to marriage,
more than a third were not residing with their spouses immediate-

ly after marriage. Thus, if we are overestimating the living
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apart group, it is only by a modest amout.4 Clearly a substantial
proportion of couples belong in this category.

Further corroborating evidence on the proportion living
apart {rom their spouses comes from the 1960 Census as reported
by Goldstein and his colleagues (1973). Table 3 shows the dis-
tributing of ever--married women by marital status and residence
status in 1960. This table refers to current status rather than
post-nuptial. Nevertheless, it clearly suggests that living apart
is quite common in Bangkok, and exists in nontrivial proportions
throughout the rest of the country. For example in Bangkok, one
half of the 13-19 year olds are living apart for reasons other
than marital discord, as are one third of those aged 20-24 and
one fifth of those 25-29.

It short, even though there may by some misclassifica-
tion of the "apart" category (because .: was obtained inferential-
ly rather than directly) we feel confident that living apart is
very common experience for newly married Thai couples and that
our estimates are in the correct range. The focus group data

confirm this claim, as will be discussed subsequently. Further-

4 1t is also quite possible that we are underestimating
the living apart group. Recall that our analysis is limited to
couples where both the husband and wife were interviewed.
Those women for whom the husband was not interviewed may be
more likely to have begun married life by liwving in separate
households and may still be living in. separate households,
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V. The Post-Nuptial Residence Decision

Since the post-nuptial residence variable is an unordered
categorical variable with five choices (wife's parents, husband's
parents, neolocal, relative, and apart), we used polytomous logis-
tic regression as the estimation technique (McFadden, 1976; Pin-
dyck and Rubinfeld, 1981; Schmidt and Strauss, 1975). We fit
a wide variety of models which tested for additive and interactive
effects of independent variables. Our final or "preferred model"
incorporates the substantively interpretable and statistically
significant effects uncovered in these earlier analyses. Here
we present the results of our preferred model without reporting
the details of the model selection process.

Table 4 shows results from the polytomous logistic re-
gression. The betas are shown for all possible contrasts. These
coefficients represent reductions or increases (depending on the
sign) in the log odds of being in the first category relative to
the second. All of the predictor variables are categorical, so
the coefficients should be interpreted relative to the referernce
category. It may be helpful to remember that coefficients of
1.0 and 0.5 represent respective increases of approximately 2.7
and 1.6 times the probability of being in the first versus the

second category.

Despite the tremendous changes in Thailand's economy

and substantial rural-urban migration, there has been very little
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change across marriage cohorts in post-nuptial residence patterns.
The only exception is the propensity to live with relatives:
couples in the most recent marriage cohort are less likely to live
with relatives than was the previous cohort.

The effects of place of birth and current residence, are
somewhat complex because of interactions, between these variables
and with wage work. To make the effects more visible, we have
evaluated the model for each place of residence combination--
for non-Chinese women who did not work in the modern sector
prion to marriage, setting all other variables equal to their mean.
Since the typical Chinese is urban born, and middle class, we
heve also evaluated the model for this group as well. The results
are shown as percentages in Table 5. These results can be thought
of as simple percentages, but they are not. Rather they represent
probabilities for the types of individuals specified, and incor-

porate the multivariate power of logistic regression.
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Table 5. Percent distribution of post-nuptial living arrangements by place of residence,
origin and ethnicity : for women who did not work in the modern sector prior
to marriage, and all other variables set to their mean1

Post-nuptial Urban-
residence Rural born : Urban born : middle
Rural Urban Urban Urban Urban Chinese
low middle low middle
Wife's parents 46 6 2 22 27 10
Husband's parents 17 10 27 23 19 40
Neolocal 5 8 7 5 3 4
Relatives 1 11 12 7 3 2
Apart 32 64 53 42 47 45
Total 2 100 100 100 100 100 100

1 Unless specified, these distributions are for non-Chinese
couples.

2 May not add to 100 because of rounding error
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The results in Table 4 and 5 suggest that living apart,
with relatives, or neolocally-none of which are preferred arrange-
ments——are responses to migration, and most likely influenced by
economic opportunities. Those born in rural areas but currently
living in Bangkok are most likely to establish their own residence,
live with relatives or live apart. The majority of the rural born
who are currently living in the Klong Teoy Slum lived apart post-
nuptially. This finding suggests that the spouses resided wherever.
they could find work--a possibility often suggested in the focus
group discussions. Note, that the other groups in Table 5 also
have a third or more living apart. While some separation surely
results from work related migration, the focus group data suggest
numerous other reasons why couples might live apart post-nuptially.
For example, in order to "force" the marriage some would live
apart:

Some did not ask the parents for permission and slept

together without begging pardon (a Thai ceremony).

They did not want anyone to know so they lived at sepa-

rate places. Sometimes they would be at the same house

but could not sleep together because they did so secretly
and could not reveal it.

In the focus group that consisted entirely of couples who
had lived apart subsequent to marriage, we asked if they had
considered postponing marriage until such time as they could have
a joint residence. Several suggested that they were afraid the
marriage would never take place:

If we waited, we might split up.

Just that if he meets a new girl, more beautiful, he will
fly away.

Afraid that he will get a new woman if we don't hurry.
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An additional reason is suggested by the temporary nature
of living in the wife's parents' house after marriage. For both
the Indian and Chinese marriage systems, the woman is expected
to reside in the husband's parents' house, and this arrangement
is expected to be relatively permanent. The literature on both
family systems is replete with references to the conflict that ex-
tended family living can generate. Yet curiously, the literature
on the Thai family is almost silent on this obvious source of con-
flict. It may be that temporary migration is a means of avoiding
conflict with in-laws:

The mother of the bride does not like the son-in-law,
or the mother of the groom doesn't like the daughter-
in-law. That is why the couple is separated.

Some couples are separated because the girl's father is_

cruel. The following exchange more explicitly illustrates

the role of conflict. A women who lived separately from

‘her husband at marriage was asked how long they lived

apart:

Nearly 2 months. {Moderator: Why was it so long?]
He dare not. He was afraid of my parents.

From our focus groups we have several examples of government
officers who are required to live "up country" or are employed
in construction work that required moving to various sites around
the country. Finally, there is another reason that was repeatedly
hinted at in the screening for the lived apart focus group: the
wife was a minor wife (i.e. mistress or second wife) or the wife
had been a prostitute. Because of the sensitive nature of both

of these reasons, such individuals did not participate in the focus
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group--indeed discussion along these lines would probably be in-
appropriate for a focus group. Nevertheless, both are possibili-

ties in Thailand and both might lead to separate residences.

As we showed earlier, Thais and Chinese have distinct
residence patterns. These are clearly evident in Table 5. Thais
are more likely to live with the wife's parents; Chinese with
the husband's parents. Rural Thais are the most likely to follow
the traditional practice of living with the wife's parents because
housing conditions in the rural area are most amenable to exitended
families.

In addition to the strong preference to live with wife's
parents, there is also a tendency to live with the parents who
have the most resources, i.e. lucrilocality. The effect of relative
parental resources clearly indicate lucrilocality. Table 6 shows
the post-nuptial residence distribution for three categories of
parental resources. Since post-nuptial living arrangements vary
with residence, the distributions are shown once for rural couples
and once for urban-bormn, middle-class couples. The pattern is
clear and strong in both cases: an imbalance in resources makes
the richer set of parents a more attractive post-nuptial residence
choice. Furthermore, if both sets of parents have approximately

equal resources, then the couple is more likely to live apart.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of post-nuptial living arrangements by relative status
of husband’s and wife’s families and place of residence (For Thai women
who did not work in the modern sector prior to marriage. All other variables
set to their mean)

_ Rural Urban middie, Urbanborn
Post-nuptial
residence Wife's ua Husband’'s  Wife’s Equal Husband’s
higher q higher higher qua higher
Wife's parents = 62 45 34 42 26 20
Husband's parents ¢ 16 33 13 18 37
Neolocal 5 6 5 3 3 2
Relative 1 1 0 5 4 0
Apart 23 33 28 38 48 41
Total’ 100 100 100 100 100 100
1

May not add to 100 because of rounding error.
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Sociologists often predict that modernization will bring
about a reduction in extended family living (e.g., Goode 1963;
1982). Even though the marriage cohort results argue against this
expectation, one might expect the better educated women to be
more likely to reside neolocally. This, however, is not the case.
Education has 1little affect on post-nuptial residence (see Table
3). The only exception is that those with the highest level of
education are less likely to live with relatives.

The final predictor variable we examined is whether
or not the wife worked for wages in the modern sector prior to
marriage. The effect of premarital work interacts with current
residence, thus making interpretation of the results cumbersome.
In Table 7 we show the effect of wage work on post-nuptial resi-
dence patterns for three different current residence groups: a)
rural, b) rural born currently urban middle, and c¢) urban bomm
Chinese currently living in an urban middle area (As before, all
the other predictor variables are set tc their means.) For rural
couples, if the wife worked in the modern sector, living with re-
latives is more likely and living with husband's parents is less
likely. We expect that these are women who were living in
Bangkok both before and after marriage, and have since returned
to the rural areas. Such return migration to rural areas is common
in Thailand, particularly in the central region where our rural
sample was obtained. On the other hand, for urban women, having

worked in the modern sector prior to marriage increases the pro-
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bability. of neolocal residence. This is the case for both groups

of urban residents shown in Table 7.

Table 7. Percent distribution of post-nuptial living arrangement by whether or not
the wife worked in the modern sector prior to marriage, place of residence,
origin and ethnicity. (All other variables are set to their means)

Rural Rural born-Urban Chinese-Urban
i Middle
Post. middle
nuptial Worked Did dot Worked Did not Worked  Did not
residence in work in in work in in work in
modern modern modern modern modern modern
sector sector sector sector sector sector
Wife's
parents 44 46 2 2 12 10
Husband's
parents 11 17 20 27 31 40
Neolocal 6 5 19 7 12 4
Relatives 8 1 10 12 1 2
Apart 32 32 48 53 44 45
1
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100

May not add to 100 because of rounding error.
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VI. Age at Marriage and Post-Nuptial Residence

We now turm to the issue of the relationship between
post-nuptial living arrangements and the timing of marriage. This
is a issue that raises questions regarding the relationship between
temporal ordering and causal ordering. What 1is operationally
measured is the actual behavior: a) year and month or marriage
and b) living arrangements during the first three months of mar-
riage. If one is concermned with the temporal order of these two
behaviors, then clearly marriage proceeds living arrangements.
However, these behaviors a lengthily and complex decision making
process which is not measured. In the Thai context, and indeed
in virtually and context, it is inconceivable that a couple would
fix the date of marriage without having discussed and made decis-
ions about where to live subsequent to marriage. This consi-
deration of post-nuptial arrangements in turn influences the mar-
riage timing decision. Thus, we assume that residence decisions
causally influence age at marriage and that such decisions are

accurately represented by the actual residence after marriage.5

51t might be argued that the couples that marry at the
very youngest ages live with parents because they have not had
sufficient time to accumulate the resources necessary for setting
up a nuclear household. Even given this scenario, we expect
that the decision to live with parents proceeds the marriage tim-
ing decision, and that if the parents refused for whatever reason
the marriage would be delayed. Hence, post-nuptial residence
is still causally prior to marriage timing.
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The first column of Table 8 3hows age at marriage for

Thais and Chinese by sample strata. Living in the urban-low

strata lowers the age at marriage sharply for Thais and, by a
lesser degree, for Chinese. Net of this difference, chinese have
a late age at marriage, as seems to be the case for ethnic Chinese
all over Asia (Hirschman and Rindfuss, 1982; Smith 1980).

The remainder of Table 8 shows the effects of post-nup-
tial residence on age at marriage. Both additive and interactive
effects of strata (rural, urban low, and urban middle), rural orig-
in and ethnicity (Thai and Chinese) are controlled for as well
as the additive effects of relative status of husband's and wife's
parents, education, cohort, and the wife's premarital work exper-
ience. Since the dependent variable is straight-forwardly measur-
ed on an interval scale, ordinary least squares multiple regression
was used. Because the results involve complex interactions, we
have presented the residence effects as deviations from the omitted
category, specifically neolocal residence. The full model upon
which these deviations are based is shown in Appendix Table
A-1. We should note that the results shown here are the end
wife's premarital work experience. Since the dependent variable
is straight-forwardly measured on an interval scale, ordinary
least squares multiple regression was used. Because the results
involve complex interactions, we have presented the residence
effects as deviations from the omitted category, specifically neolo-

cal residence. The full model upon which these deviations are
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Table 8. Mean age at marriage and estimated effects of post-nuptial residence on
age at marriage by strata-ethnicity

Effects of post-nuptial r?sidence on
age at marriage:

Strata- Mean age Husband’s Wife's , Live
. . Relatives

ethnicity at marriage parents parents apart
Rural-Thai 21.9 -0.12 1.12 2.35 0.12
Urbmid-Thai 21.7 -0.12 -0.71. 2.25 0.12
Urblow-Thai 19.6 -0.12 -0.71. 2.35 0.12
Urbmid-Chinese 22.7 -1.50 -0.22 -4.47 -0.37
Urblow-Chinese 22.3 -1.50 0.22 ~4.47 -0.37

These effects are relative to the omitted category (neo-
local residence), and are calculated from a model that allows
for the additive and interactive effects of strata, rural origin
and ethnicity, as well as the additive effects of relative status
of husband's and wife's parents, education, cohort and the wife's
premarital work experience. The full model upon which these
deviations are based is shown in appendix Table A-1.



37

based is shown in Appendix Table A-1. We should note that the
results shown here are the end product of a lengthily model tes-
ting process which is not shown here. However, it should be
made clear that when we have constrained the various strata co-
efficients it is only after testing to insure that such constraints
were consistent with the observed data.

As expected, we find that living with husband's parents
has a consistently negative effect on age at marriage, compared
to living neolocally. However, for Thais these effects are weaker
than those found in Malaysia, Korea and urban Khartoum, and
they are not statistically significant. Earlier we noted that this
was to be expected because of more flexible norms concerning
post-nuptial residence in Thailand, a smaller role of parents
in the marriage dicision making process, and an expectation that
living with parents post-nuptially is a temporary life cycle stage.
Also as predicted, the effect of patrilocal residence is much
stronger for Chinese than for Thais. Again we acknowledge that
the observed difference is not statistically signjficant6, but it
is consistent with our substantive eapectation. Moreover, the

difference in estimated effects is not trivial substantively.

6 The number of Chinese available for analysis is small,
thus making statistical significance unlikely.
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The effects of matrilocal residence are inconsistent as
has been the case in other countries (Morgan and Rindfuss, 1984).
Such a variable pattern must be interpreted by several explana-
tions specific to a given strata-ethnicity. To begin, the effect
of matrilocal residence for rural Thais is strongly positive--
it is associated with an age at marriage over one year later com-
pared to those in the omitted category, those living neolocally.
Additional analyses (not reported here) suggest that those living
with wife's parents in rural areas are the most traditional--
perhaps necessarily so to gain entrance into the wife's household.
For instance, when we control on whether the husband spent time
as a monk prior to marriage (a traditional period of religious
service for all Thai men) the effect of living with wife's parents
is sharply attenuated. Monkhood raises age at marriage because
this period of service should be performed prior to marriage
but after reaching adulthood--generally after age 20.

Also, traditionally in rural areas, parents wish to max-
imize the time daughters spend unmarried and in. the household.
In short, the traditional rural matrilocal influence in rural areas
is to delay marriage (e.g., Lauro, 1979). This is also clearly
reflected in our rural focus groups. They expect that those who
live with the wife's parents will marry later;

Those who live with the parents after marriage marry
late because they are not ready.

They have to earn some money for establishing a house.
If they are afraid of trouble or haven't enough money,
they will wait.
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The ones who live with their parents get married later
because they have the burden of taking care of their
parents.

The effects of living with either set of parents is nega-
tive for Thais in urban areas. We suggest, given the norm of
lucrilocality, that young couples are marrying earlier in urban
areas if they have parents with whom they can reside. Having
an available post-nuptial residence means couples do not have
to delay marriage while they accumulate the assets necessary
for settino up a nuclear residence.

The availability of wife's parents' resources as a facili-
tating mechanism for earlier marriage in the urban areas was also
reflected in the urban focus group:

The ones who live with their parents get married more

quickly because if they have no money they can depend

on their parents. If they married and moved to a sepa-

rate house, they'd have to support themselves. They

cannot depend on anyone. They must save enough money.
Presumably this rural-urban difference in matrilocal effects invol-
ves differences in the occupational structure. In the urban setting
it is unlikely that the man's occupation will involve his in-laws.
Rather, his occupation will be independent of them. 1In the rural
case, his occupation will typically involve agriculture, and often
this means farming the wife's family land. In such circumstances
he would probably wait to marry until he had the prospects for
sufficient resources to establish a separate household should ex-
tended family living prove problematic.

Finally, the later age at marriage for Chinese who live

with the wife's parents may sugdest the difficulty of arranging
\
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such marriages. Remember that this type of residence is not
preferred among Confucian heritage populations (e.g., Wolf, 1972).
If a social stigma is attached to those who live with the wife's
parents after marriage then such marriages may be more difficult
to arrange, thereby leading to postponement. Although this ex-
planation is plausible, substantial caution needs to be exercised
because of the relatively small sample of Chinese and the small
proportion of those who live with the wife's parents.

Living with relatives has a strong positive effect on
marriage age for all Thai groups combined. Estimates for different
‘residence groups were quite unstable though, and we hesitate
to push far with an explanation except to note that living post-
nuptially with relatives undoubtedly involves more idiosyncratic
reasons than any of the other post-nuptial residence arrangements

The earlier analysis of post-nuptial residence patterns
‘focused attention on the proportion of newlywed couples who live
apart after marriage. We find that the age at marriage of these
couples is uniformly like those who live neolocally after marriage.

We have rerun the analysis shown in Table 8 including
only those who had surviving parents at the time of marriage
(This analysis is not shown here). Since the likelihood of not
having surviving parents to live with increases with age, age-
at-marriage could be spuriously related to living arrangements.
Results for this restricted sample mirror those shown above.
We also reran the analysis with the natural logarithm of age at

marriage as the dependent variable--in order to assure that these
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results did not reflect the influence of a few extreme age at mar-
riage values. Again the pattern of coefficients was the same

as above.

VIl. Discussion and Conclusion

Extended family residence is consistent with net wealth
flows either from younger to older generations or from older to
younger generations. In the first case, husband's parents may
prefer a young age at marriage for their daughter-in-law so that
she can easily be socialized into her role in her husband's family.
This explanation' is most persuasive when parents have a strong
say in the marital choice and when extended residence is pre-
sumed to be long term. These condition hold in may traditional,
patriarchal societies (see Caldwell, 1982). Families in such
societies are characterized by sex and age inequality. Young
age at marriage, large age differentials between soouses, and
extended residence are strategies used by elder family members
to promote intergenerational solidarity. Such institutional rela-
tionships ‘typically maintained and provided a justification for
the flow of wealth to older family members and to males.

But with economic development and urbanization, the
power of older family members that derived from land ownership
in an agricultural society began to erode. Often, a crucial element
of this change is availability of extrafamilial employment (e.g.,
Wolf, 1972). When young couples are no longer totally dependent

on elders for subsistence there is an intergenerational power shift,
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and the expectation is that the incidence of extended family living
will sharply decline. Yet extended residence may sometimes
be preferred under the new conditions for quite different reaéons.
Morgan and Hirosima (1983) arque that extended residence provi-
des substantial benefits for some of the more modern segments
of modern Japanese society. Those living with parents were less
concerned about the economic costs of having additional children,
did not have to worry about the high cost of housing, and re-
ceived substantial child care and housework assistance from the
older generation. Data we collected from focus group participants
in Bangkok show that young Thais see these same advantages in
extended residence. Thus urbanization and industrialization are
not necessarily incompatible with extended residence. Instead,
we would arque that structural factors and changes therein, are
filtered through the social, historical and cultural traditions.
With this perspective, the current study affirmatively
answers the question posed at the beginning namely the strength
of the relationship between post-nuptial residence and age at
marriage depends upon the social and cultural setting. Unlike
Korea, Malaysia, or the Sudan, we did not expect a strong effect
of patrilocality in Thailand. Matrilocal residence is the cultural-
ly preferred residence pattern and the duration of extended resi-
dence is expected to be short. Our focus group data strongly
suggests that these expectations are widely known throughout
the society. Our focus group data is also consistent with ethno-

graphic and survey data which show a limited parental role in
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matchmaking. Additionally, 1living where one has access to re-
sources or where one .is needed most were explicit reasons for
choice of residence given by almost all focus group participants.
The multivariate analysis confirms the importance of resources
by showing that residence is most likely with the higher status
parents. Given this context, we do indeed find a weak effect
of patrilocal residence for Thais. Further confirmation for our
argument comes form the stronger effects of patrilocal residence
for the Chinese Thais--again an expected finding given the greater
patriarchy that characterizes this group's family patterns.

The analysis of the determinants of post-nuptial resi-
dence fits nicely into the above argument. First, partilocal re-
sidence is much more likely among the Chinese-Thais, which re-
flects the greater patriarchy of the Confucian family system.
But for both groups, Thal and Chinese-Thais, available resources
strongly influence the choice of post-nuptial residence. The ef-
fect of urbanization, as measured by the contrasting residence
patterns of rural and urban Thais, is to weaken the "normatively
preferred" matrilocal residence pattern, thereby suggesting the

growing importance of lucrilocality as the urbanization process

proceeds.

Finally, and somewhat unexpectedly, we find that living
apart during the early stages of marriage is relatively common.
In addition to the results from the Thailand Marriage Survey,
earlier census data and our focus group data support this conclus-

ion. There are a wide variety of reasons why the couple may
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be sleepting in different residences, including different employ-
ment or education locations, in-law conflict, minor wife, or even
being a live-in domestic servant. (This latter possibility iz
discussed in Goldstein, et al. 1973). In interpreting our estimate
of 41% for the total sample, it must be remembered that our sam-
ple is not representative of all Thailand, rather it is illustrative
of the central region. But even if the proportion were half of
what we found this still would have substantial implications for
the sociology of the family, which generally presumes co-resi-
dence as a component of marriage. Indeed, this is how consensual
unions are defines.

The question naturally arises, how widespread is post-
nuptial non-cohabitation? Of confined to Thailand, its sociolo-
gical significance is more limited. Unfortunately, the expectation
of post-nuptial cohabitation is so firmly ingrained in studies
of marriage and the family that other studies of post-nuptial resi-
dence simply do not allow examination of the phenomena. Perhaps
the example that comes most readily to mind is child marriage
in India where co-residence does not begin until the woman has
reached maturity. Child. marriage is qualitatively different from
the current issue, but there are other scattered reports of marital
non-cohabitation. In the United States, the media often report
on couples living in different cities for job related reasons.
While these are typically the rich and famous, and hence "new-
sworthy", it may also exist in a non-trivial proportion among

the entire population. In much of the Muslim world, the possibi-
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lity of marital non-cohabitation early in marriage has been re-
cognized by providing two formal rituals (Kuchiba, et al., 1979;
Alwibin Alhady, 1962). While the time between the two ceremonies
is usually quite short, it can extend well over a year. In Cario,
for example, severe and persistent housing shortages have tended
to lengthen this period of marital non-cohabitation.

A final example comes from a pilot study of the deter-
riinants of fecundability being conducted by J. Richard Udry (per-
sonal communication) in Zimbabwe. The study design is straight-
forward: obtain a panel of recently married couples and contact
them repeatedly in order to measure fecundability. Unfortunately
the pilot study encountered problems because in close to half
the cases the husband and wife were living in different residences.
Typically the wife would be in the rural areas working on fami-
ly farm land.

High on the future research agenda ought to be an ex-
amination of the nature, extent and duration of post-nuptial separa-
tion in Thailand. Our focus group data suggest that each in high-
ly variable. 1In some cases, separated husbands and wives would
see one another almost daily, and the duration of non-co-residence
was very short. In other cases, the duration was measured in
terms of years, and the husband wife would rarely see one an-
other.

Finally, these results have clear and general implications
for the conceptualization and measurement of marriage. Since

marriage ceremonies are such clearcut markers in many societies,
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there has been a tendency to simply consider and inquire about
dates of marriage. It has typically been assumed that co-resi-
dence, sexual relations, sharing of financial resources and family
building begin with the date of marriage. Yet marriage is a so-
cially defined institution, and its definition varies over time,
across societies, and within societies. The variance in premari-
tal sexual relations is perhaps the most widely discussed example.
Premarital cohabitaion in Europe and North America has also re-
ceived substantial attention in the past decade. Yet we continue
to assume that after the marriage ceremony there is no variation
in the standard functional definitions of marriage, and thus do
not bother to measure these dimensions. Our results indicate
that marriage should not be used as a proxy for sexual relations,
the start of a permanent relationship, coresidence, or any of
the other conventional marital functions. Instead, if investigators
are interested in these dimensions of marriage they should coliect

information on them directly.
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Table A-1. Model producing the effects in Table 8

Independent variable Beta (SE)
Marriage conort? .48 (.31)
Place of birth and strata®:
Rural born-Urban low ~-2.15 (.54)
Urban born-Urban low -3.62 (.63)
Rural born-Urban middle -1.01 (.54)
Urban born-Urban middle .21 (.62)
(Rural residents omitted category)
Ethnicity and strata?:
Chinese 1.95 (1.46)
Chinese-Urban low .49 (1.33)
(Thais omitted category)
Post-nuptial residenceb
With wife's parents -.17 (.77)
With husband's parents -.12 (.66)
With relatives 2.35 (.78)
Living apart .12 (.58)
(Neolocal omitted category)
Wife's education®
< 4 years .64 (.48)
( 4 years omitted category)
>4 years .89 (.38)
Wife worked for wage before marriage .34 {.38)
Relative statusZ:
Wife is higher .69 (.48)
(Equal status is omitted category)
Husband is higher -.33 (.45)
Interaction terms:
Live with wife's parents-Rural strata 1.84 (.77)
Live with wife's parents-Chinese .49 (2.09)
Live with husband's -1.38 (1.65)
Live with parents-Chinese -6.82 (2.78)
Live apart-Chinese -.49 (1.63)
<4 years education-Chinese -1.62 (1.36)
Wage work-Chinese -1.63 (.66)

See Table 1.
See text for discussion of measurement.
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