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SELECTED MARRIAGE STATISTICS, 1963
UNITED STATES

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF MARRIAGES.,.1,654,003 MARRIAGE RATE per 1,000
: resident population,......... R tereaas 8.8

ESTIMATED MARRIAGE RATES

Per 1,000 women 15 years

Per 1,000 unmarried women
Of ge ANA OVET ., uvereerenecnonroosronaonons 247

15yearsof age and Over.....c.vevvevnnnceen 73.4

Per 1,000 men 15 years

Per 1,000 unmarried women
of age and OVer......cevvvoenens ceeeneoas ...26.4

15-44years of 888 ..uyvveveccannaons eee...1433

MARRIAGE-REGISTRATION AREA

MARRIAGE RATE per 1,000
resident population......ecveveenseaces veee...8.0

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF MARRIAGES,,.1,033,950

ESTIMATED MARRIAGE RATES

Per 1,000 unmarried women 14 years
of age and over...... A o}

Per 1,000 unmazrried men 14 years
of age and over,....... teeeetecteatveneesuean 72,5

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF MARRIAGES
BY PREVIOUS MARITAL STATUS

Bride Groom

Total,.evveveeree cecsocctcsncas 100.0 100.0
Single...vevieeicenenns cereseas 76.8 77.4
Previously married...... veenees 23,2 22,6
Widowed...vveuuunnnn. 6.0 5.3

Divorced....cveeveensevancas 17,2 17.3

Per 1,000 unmarried women 15 years

of ageandover.......c..... cetseaserees ...06.3
Per 1,000 unmarried men 15 years °
ofageand over.......o.... O, ceaaes 79.0

MEDIAN AGE IN YEARS AT MARRIAGE
BY PREVIOUS MARITAL STATUS

Bride Groom

TOtal. s uvveeeenroncncancans vee. 213 23,7
Single....ciiveeecrsoancanen ve.. 203 22,5
Previously married,........ veee. 35,6 40.3
Widowed...ovrveeereesossnns 49.7 58.0
Divorced,......ocvvevnevanss 31.8 36.3
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IN THIS REPORT a comparison of the 1963 marviage vates by sex, age, and marital status is
made with covvesponding vates for 1960. The covevage of the vates for 1963 varies somewhat
from that for 1960 because of changes in the States included in the mavviage-vegistration avea,
(MRA). However, the particular States added to the MRA had no significant impact on the age
and mavital status distribution of the MRA in 1963,

In explaining differences between the 1960 and the 1963 marviage totals and the vates computed
from them, changes that occurved in the age-specific marviage vates weve move significant
than changes in the age and the mavrital status composition of the populations eligible to marvy.
Declines in vates at which young single men and women marvied weve offset only in part by
incveases in the vates at which young divorced persons remavvied.

There wera fewer single men at the peak marriage ages (about 21-22) than single women (about
18-19) since move young women from the increasing bivth cohorts of the years 1940~43 were
veaching their peak mavrriage ages than young men inthe same cohovis, To allow for unbalanced
sex ratios such as these, vates per 1,000 maximwm possible marviages weve computed. Fach
such vate has as the numeratoy the number of marviages of eligible women of a specified age

" and marital status to eligible men of a specified age and mavital status and as the denominator

the lesser of the two eligible populations specified for the numevator, Thus each vate estimates
the proportion of the maximum possible number of marviages that could occur during a year.
These vates also indicate prefevences by pevsons in each age and mavital status grvoup for
marriage paviners of vavious ages and mavital statuses,

Rates for both 1963 and 1960 indicate that, relative to the maximum possible numbers of mar-
riages, divovced and widowed men and women of the youngev ages preferved single pevsons to
previously married pevsons, and those of the older ages prefevred previously marviedio single
pevsons. If one assumes that these rates are empivical estimates of the likelihood of varvious
types of marviages, the most likely marriage would be that of two divovced pevsons and the
next, that of two single persons. Marviages least likely to occur are those of widowed to single
persons,

A compavison of trends in marviages and vates fov the United States is given fov the 24-year
period 1940-63. It is noted that long-term changes in the marriage vate (1920-63) included
thvee changes in trend—generally downward from 1920 to 1932, then upward until shovily afier
World Wav II, then genevally downwavd until about 1962, The tvends since 1940 ave comparved
with hypothetical trends constructed by holding constant the age-specific vates for unmavyied
women (using the vates computed fov 1960 as constants). These comparisons show that age-
specific marriage vates were genevally lower during Wovld Wav II than in 1960, that they vose
after the war, and that they vemained velatively high during the 1950's

Estimates of the completeness of the statistics are presented for the marriage-registvation
area in 1960 and 1963. All data tabulated for the statistics weve vecorded with at least 95-
pevcent completeness. Information about uniformity of the data is also summarized.




MARRIAGE STATISTICS ANALYSIS

Carl E. Ortmeyer, Ph.D., and Russell P. Kubn, Division of Vital Statistics

INTRODUCTION

The increase in marriages and marriage
rates for 1963 over 1962 marked the largestrela-
tive increase since that of 1950 over 1949. The
number of marriages increased by 4.9 percent—
from 1,577,000 in 1962 to 1,654,000 in 1963, The
annual total hadnot exceeded 1,600,000 since 1950,

Geographic variations in marriage rates and
their trends are quite marked in'a population as
large, varied, and mobile as that of the United
States. The largest regional rate of increase be-
tween 1962 and 1963—5.2 percent for the North
Central Region—was over 2% times as large as
the smallest rate of increase-—2.0 percentforthe
South. Differences among the States in rates of
increase were even greater, varying from a de-
cline of 4 percent in Montana to an increase of
over 10 percent in South Dakota.

As in previous years, detailed statistics on
marriages have been tabulated from a sample of
marriages occurring in the States participating
in the marriage-registration area (MRA). These
statistics are found in detailed tables 1-8. While
the list of States and other areas participating in
the MRA did not change between 1962 and 1963,
the total number of marriages increased by 5.2
percent to 1,035,596. This is the first year that
marriages in the MRA exceeded one million.
Reflecting this increase, the crudemarriage rate,
which has been lower for the MRA than for the
Nation as a whole, rose from 7.7 to 8.0 per 1,000
population. The MRA accounted for 62.5 percent
of the national total of marriages, about the same
proportion as in 1962,

Both the crude rate and the rate per 1,000
ummarried women 15 years of age and over were
about 10 percent larger for the United States than
for the MRA, Since the estimated distributions of
men and women 14 years of age and older by age
and marital status did not differ greatly in the
MRA from corresponding distributions for the
entire United States, marriage rates are probably
higher at most ages for the United Statesthan for
the MRA. Nationwide rates estimated by age for
1960 were higher at each age than those for the
MRA.X

As in 1962, total counts of marriages for the
year and for each month were obtained from State
and local officials for the States outsidethe MRA.
Such figures were also reported by Statedirectors
of vital statistics in each State in the MRA, and
each of these annual totals was compared with the
corresponding total estimated from the sample
of marriage records. Inquiries were made to
account for differences greater than 1 percent
between the two counts.

A few innovations were made in 1963 in
processing the records and in analyzing the data.
All but one of the areas participating in the MRA
submitted copies of all marriage records rather
than a sample. This made it possible to institute
uniform procedures for inspecting records and
selecting samples for processing.

1National Center for Health Statistics: Vital Statistics of
the United States, 1960, Vol. HL Public Health Service. Wash-
ington. U.S. Government Printing Office, 1964. Tables 1-L
and 1-M.



The proportion of records included in the
sample rose from 4.4 percent in 1962 to 11.7
percent in 1963. This change was accomplished
by increasing the minimum sample size for each
State from 400 to 2,500 records.

More details on sources of data and sampling
procedures are given in the Technical Appendix.

Marriage rates by age, sex, and marital sta-
tus were’ instituted on an annual basisin 1963, The
population bases for such rates, estimated by the
U.S. Bureau of the Census, relate to the resident
population of the MRA asof July 1, 1963. The rates
are approximately comparable to rates for the
MRA in 1960, with the exception that rates for
1963 include Indiana, Massachusetts, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, which were added to the MRA
in 1961.

In the years immediately following 1963, the
annual total number of marriages would rise even
if there were no increases in the rates by sex,
age, and marital status. This prospective rise
would be due to increases in the proportions of
the population at ages when marriage rates are
highest, For example, it has been estimated that
marriages may total about 2.1 million by 1970,
assuming that age-specific marriage rates for
women will continue to equal those estimated
from a nationwide probability sample of data on
age at marriage in 1960.

An analysis of long-range trends inmarriage
rates constitutes the first part of thisreport. The
second part analyzes marriage rates for 1960
and 1963 by sex, age, and marital status, Although
these rates are presented as estimates of rates
at which partners of specified marital statuses
and ages married in the MRA, they can be used
to compute trends standardized for age, sex, and
marital status., Based as they are on estimates
of populations eligible to marry, the specific rates
should also indicate in considerable detail the
interactions, if any, between trends in sizes of
age cohorts and in sex ratios of persons at the
peak marriage ages. These rates could also be
used to construct marriage tables, analogous
to life tables, and in cohort analyses of lifetime
marriage experience of a population.

Data showing variations in age at marriage,
marital status, and color of brides, classified

by corresponding characteristics of their grooms,
and vice versa, are also included in the second
part of the report.

' The last portion of the report includes a
description of types of nonsampling errors found
in the 1963 datd. Derivation of rates and sampling
errors are discussed in the Technical Appendix,

TRENDS IN MARRIAGES

Throughout the period 1939-62, the marriage
rate remained unchanged at 8.5 marriages per
1,000 population. Such stability during a 4-year
period has not occurred since this rate was first
computed: for 1867, The 1963 marriage rate rose
to 8.8 as the large numbers of young men and
women born during and after World War II began
to reach marriageable age. Since 1963, the mar-
riage rate has continued to rise at a rate of over
2 percent per year.

The disrupting effects of World War Il anda
severe depression greatly, influenced marriage
rates during the midpart of this century and were
largely responsible for the extreme fluctuations
observed in the early 1930's and 1940's, The
long-term marriage trend upto 1962 appears to be
composed of three short-term movements: down-
ward from 1920 to 1932, upward until after World
War II, and downward until 1962,

In this section of the report, the marriage
trend since 1920 will be analyzed in terms of the
following demographic factors: the available num-
ber of unmarried persons, age distribution of
those eligible to marry, and age at time of mar-
riage.

During the 1920's and early 1930's marriage
rates drifted downward to a low of 7.9 marriages
per 1,000 population, With the exception of 1928,
the rates between 1920 and 1930 were above 10.0
and averaged 10.5. For the 1930's, the average of
the annual marriage rates was only 9.8, However,
if the low rates in 1931-33 were excluded from the
data, the marriage rates for the 1930's would have
been like those of the 1920's, averaging about 10.6
marriages per 1,000 population, At no time since
1932 has the marriage rate dropped below 8.4,

The 1940's witnessed sharp increases in
marriage rates as the Nation experienced a swift



succession of economic recovery, war, and post-
war demobilization. Marriage rates moved up-
ward for about 14 years, culminating in the all-
time high marriage rate of 16.4 in 1946. The
average marriage rate from 1940 to 1950 was
12.6, Marriage rates then drifted downward from
the high wartime level to a postwar trough in the

late 1950's and early 1960's.
Marriage rates did not rise after the Korean

conflict as they did very sharply after World
Wars I and II. They decreasedto 9.2 in 1954 and to
8.4 in 1958 and ultimately reached the 8.5 level

during the period 1959-62, as pointed out earlier.

Table A.
of marriages and ratio

Estimated and expected number

of estimated to

expected marriages: United States,
1940-63

- 1 Ratio of

Year | Estimated | Expected estimated
to expected

Number of marriages Percent
1963--1 1,654,000 | 1,686,943 97.8
1962-~1! 1,577,000 | 1,631,452 96.7
1961-~| 1,548,000 | 1,554,192 99.5
1960--| 1,525,080 | 1,525,080 100.0
1959--| 1,494,000 | 1,451,697 102.9
1958-~| 1,451,000 | 1,465,337 99.0
1957--| 1,518,000 | 1,429,704 106.4
1956-~| 1,585,000 | 1,407,574 112.6
1955~ 1,531,000 | 1,414,721 108.2
1954--| 1,490,000 | 1,446,267 103.0
1953--1 1,546,000 | 1,423,151 108.6
1952~~ | 1,539,318 | 1,456,656 105.7
1951 == | 1,594,694 | 1,474,226 107.9
1950-- | 1,667,231 | 1,522,153 109.5
1949--| 1,579,798 | 1,527,303 103.4
1948-~} 1,811,155 | 1,590,747 113.9
1947--1 1,991,878 | 1,686,372 118.1
1946--| 2,291,045 ] 1,783,004 128.5
1945-~ 1,612,992 | 1,816,539 88.8
1944--1 1,452,394 | 1,817,122 79.9
1943~--) 1,577,050 | 1,845,482 85.5
1942-~(1,772,132 | 1,880,521 94.2
1941-~} 1,695,999 | 1,927,658 88.0
1940--| 1,595,879 | 1,970,891 81.0

1Expected numbers

are based on 1960

age=-specific rates for unmarried women 15

years

of age and over shown in table 5.

Insufficient data make it impossible to com-
pute age-specific marriage rates for every year
from 1920 to 1963. However, such rates can be
computed for 1960 on the basis of data gathered
from a nationwide sample of marriage records
for that year. These numbers of marriages by
age of the bride have been divided by the numbers
of unmarried women by age as enumerated in the
1960 census. Applying these age-specific mar-
riage rates to the estimated number of unmarried
females in the other years yields 'expected"
numbers of marriages, which may be compared
with actual numbers. This approach to trend
analysis has been done for the years 1940-63,

Table A shows theestimated and expected
numbers of marriages, and table B shows the
estimated and expected marriage rates. Figure 1
contrasts the actual and the expected 24-year
trend in the marriage rate per 1,000 population.
Figure 2 shows the comparison between actual
and expected marriages per 1,000 unmarried
women 15 years of age and over. By indirect
standardization, based on standard rates rather
than a standard population, it can be determined
whether the age and sex composition of the popu-
lation or the marriage rates have exerted a
greater influence on shifts in the marriagetrend.

Although the marriage rates observedduring
1940-45 seemed high in comparison with post-1960
rates, they were low relative to the larger num-
ber of women who were unmarried at that time,
This follows from the fact that the expected
marriage rates were consistently higher than the
actual rates for the period 1940-45. In other
words, age-specific marriage rates were lower
during 1940-45 than in 1960.

During the period 1946-59, age-specific mar-
riage rates were above the levels prevailing in
1960. They were especially high during the early
postwar period 1946-48. After 1960, the trend
again reversed. The total number of marriages
increased in the early sixties, but age-specific
rates appeared to be slightly lower than in 1960,

The interacting effects of marriage rates,
proportions of unmarried women, and the age
composition of the population brought about the
divergence of the trend lines in figure 1.



Table B.

Estimated and expected marriage rates per 1,000 resident population and un~-

married women 15 years of age and over: United States, 1940~63

Estimated Expected1
Year s .

Resident UES%ZELEd Resident Uzgzzgled

population 15+ yeérs population 15+ yeérs

Rate per 1,000 in specified group

1963 carmenmrccmcrcc e ma e e 8.8 73.4 9.0 74.9
1962-mcmmcccrnm e ca e arccnaeca - 8.5 71.2 8.8 73.5
196levmmerrcm e 8.5 72,2 8.5 72,2
1960=cnccmrccrm e aa s 8.5 73.5 8.5 73.5
1959 cmmcrmmm e e a e .. 8.5 73.6 8.2 71,6
1958 mmemcmcccc i d e m e 8.4 72.0 8.3 72.7
1957 mummem e e mrr e e e 8.9 78.0 8.4 73.5
1956mmmr e cr e ae e 9.5 82.4 8.4 73.2
1955 emmcecccmcemm e c e m e 9.3 80.9 8.6 74.8
1954 cmummmem e e e 9.2 79.8 9.0 77.5
1953 e mmm e e ccecea el 9.8 83.7 9.0 77.1
1952 e m e e el 9.9 83.2. 9.4 78.8
195]mmmccm e a e d e ceaee e 10.4 86.6 9.6 80.0
1950ammem e e dcc e ccac e eeaaa 11.1 90.2 10,1 82.7
1949 mccmm e e e 10.6 86,7 10.3 83.3
1948 cemmm e e e el 12,4 98.5 10.9 86.5
1947 cmmmm e e e e el 13.9 106.2 11.8 89.9
1946ccmmmcoccm el 16.4 118.1 12.7 91.9
1945 m e e e e e el 12,2 83.6 13.7 94,2
1944 cmcmm e mmm e 10.9 76.5 13,7 95.7
1943 cmcmmmm e e e el 11.7 83.0 13.7 97.1
1942 memmm e mcmc e e ee el 13.2 93.0 14,4 98.7
R R il T Tepupt—. 12,7 88.5 14.5 100.6
1940mcmmmmmm e c e 12.1 82.8 15.0 102.4

1Expected rates are based
of age and over shown in table 5.

Between 1940 and 1942, the annual number of
marriages increased rapidly; afterward the num-
ber declined during the full-mobilization years,
and then increased sharply, reaching a peak in
1946, As a result, the number of unmarried
women declined over the same period. Following
the war, for about 10 years, the number of women
eligible to marry continued to fall. The decline
was particularly great for the age group 20-24,
which characteristically has thehighest marriage
rates. For single years of age, the decline would
have been greatest at ages 18 and 19. The period

on 1960 age-specific

rates for unmarried women 15 years

1957-63. witnessed the beginning of a reversal
of the downward trend in the number of unmarried
women.

Growth in the number of unmarried women of
marriageable age has been gradual since 1958.
Recent annual marriage rates for the total popu-
lation have also increased gradually, but not as
sharply as they did after the war, when young
unmarried women comprised a much higher
proportion of the total population. Thus, the
tendency among unmarried women to marry after
1958 was not as greatas ithadbeen after the war.
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DEMOGRAPHY OF MARITAL
SELECTION

Introduction

Marriage is a highly selective social phe-
nomenon, Statistics based on thousands of mar-
riage choices show remarkably stable distribu-
tions, The groom is usually 2 or 3 years older
than the bride, but grooms about 40 years of age
or older usually marry brides from 5 to 10 years
younger. Divorced persons tend to choose part-
ners who have also been divorced; however, about
4 out of every 10 choose partners whohave never
been married. How can these tendencies to
choose partners with particular characteristics
be measured? It would be interesting to know the
extent to which people in various socioeconomic
categories marry those in the same or different
categories. Similarly, it would be interesting to
see how strongly educational attainment and
religious preference affect marital choices, How-
ever, the present analysis is limited to three
major characteristics of bride and groom which
are collected routinely on the marriage certifi-
cates of most States in the MRA—age, previous
marital status, and color.

The number of marriages of men and women
with particular characteristics is limited by the
number of eligible men or women having these
characteristics, whichever is smaller. For exam-
ple, thenumber of marriages between single wom-
en and divorced men is limited by the smaller
of these two populations: if there are 10 million
single women and only 2 million divorced men,
the maximum possible number of marriages be-
tween single women and divorced men is 2 mil-
lion. Therefore, the marriage rates shown inthis
section use as bases the maximum possible
numbers of marriages that could occur between
men and women with the specified characteristics.

As in the above example, if there are 100,000
marriages between single women and divorced
men in a particular year, the rate would be com-
puted as follows:

50 marriages per 1,000
maximum possible
marriages.

100,000

2,000,000 ° 1,000=

If there are 11 million single men and 250,000
marriages of single men to single women, this
rate would be computed as

25 marriages per 1,000
maximum possible
marriages.

2,500,000
10,000,000 1,000=
The results of the examples above show that mar-
riages between single women and divorced men
took place at a rate twice as high as that between
single women and single men. Of course, more
information than the rates is needed to explain
these differences.

When the rates per 1,000 maximum possible
marriages. are computed for various age and
marital status groups, determining trends for
each group over a period of years can become
very .complex. A method of simplifying such
comparisons has been developed for 1960 and for
1963. These kinds of questions should be an-
swered. First, would couples have married atthe
same rate in 1963 if the ages of persons eligible
to marry had been the same in 1963 as they were
in 1960? Second, what would these same rates
have been in 1963 if the rates for each marital
status combination in 1960 had continued in 1963?
Third, which of the above comparisons wouldhave
the greater effectonthe trends inthe overall mar-
riage rates? Through this analysis of marital
selection, increases or decreases of the overall
rates during this period due to changes in age
composition and changes in detailed age-specific
rates could be estimated, The procedures followed
in this analysis are described in the Technical
Appendix,

Limitations of Data

The rates presented here are based on data
which have certain limitations, as mentioned be-
low and described more fully in the Technical -
Appendix. The data are limited to the States
participating in the MRA—33 States in 1960 and
35 States and the District of Columbia in 1963
(see table IV in Technical Appendix). About 57
percent of all marriages in 1960 and about 63
percent in 1963 were in States participating in
the MRA.

Rates for previous marital status exclude
data for Louisiana in 1963 and for Michigan and



Ohio in both 1963 and 1960, because record
forms for these States did not include this item.
Excluding these States, reporting of previous
marital status was over 98 percent complete in
areas of the MRA requesting this item om their
record forms. Reporting of age for both years was
also 98 percent complete for the MRA.

Both the numerators and the denominators
of the rates are estimates based on probability
samples. Their sampling errors, measured as
standard errors ( 1¢ ), are estimates of variation
which would occur in these rates if they were
computed repeatedly from a.large number of
samples selected by identical procedures. A
sampling error also indicates the extent to which
a rate based on a sample may differ from a rate
computed from a complete count. The chances
are about 95 in 100 that a sample estimate will
be within 2 standard errors above or below the
rate computed from a complete count, For
example, if a rate of 50, based on a sample, has
a standard error of 3, the chances are about 95
in 100 that the rate based on a complete count
will be between 44 and 56, i.e., 50 + 6.

Instructions are given in the Techmical Ap-
pendix for computing the standard errors of the
large number of rates used in this analysis. A
few of the detailed rates shown in the tables are
based on such small numbers that the standard
errors are large enough to render the rates un-
reliable. The standard in this report for judging
a sample estimate to be unreliable is that its
standard error exceeds 30 percent of the esti-
mate, This is the standard applied to all mar-
riage statistics based on samples in the tables
in Volume III of Vital Statistics of the United
States,  As a general guide, the detailed rates
which have the largest relative standard errors
are of the following two types:

1. Scattered small rates for which the num-
ber of marriages was small, that is,
about 650 or less in 1960 and about 500
or less in 1963;

2. Those 1963 rates Having the smallest
base populations, specifically those for
marriages of widowed men aged 14-44
years and divorced women or men aged
14-24 years,

Selection by Age

The number of marriages per 1,000 maxi-
mum possible marriages decreased slightly in
the MRA, from 74.6 in 1960 to 72.5 in 1963. The
decline was large enough to be significant. The
probability that these two rates could be equal
is less than 5 percent., The specific rates at
which marriages occurred between pariners of
various age groups are shown in table C.

What do these rates show about marriage
selection? Whereas it is known that husbands
are usually older than their wives, these rates
indicate that in 1963 women in their teens mar-
ried men aged 20-24 at a rate thatwas more than
four times the rate at which they married teen-
aged men and at a rate that was more than eight
times the rate at which men in their teens mar-
ried women aged 20-24. In fact, women in their
teens were more likely to marry men aged 25-44
than were women in any older age group to
marry men in a younger age group.

What becomes evident from the rates based
on couples is that teenaged couples constitute
only a minority of all of the marriages which
include one teenaged partner. Most of the teen-
agers who marry are brides marrying older
grooms. The rate at which young women (14-19
years of age) married was over three times the
rate at which young men in the same age group
married (table C). Interestingly enough, this
rate for young women dropped much more sharply
between 1960 and 1963 than did the ratefor young
men.

Only a few of the age-specific rates for all
brides and grooms shown in table C changed
appreciably between 1960 and 1963. However, the
changes had very significant effects on overall
rates of marriage, because they occurred in age
groups with the highest marriage rates. Women
in their teens married meninthe same age group,
as well as men aged 20-24 years, at markedly
lower rates in 1963 than in 1960. While the peak
marriage rate changed very little for couples with
both partners aged 20-24 years, women in this
age group married men aged 25-44 years at a
much lower rate in 1963 than in 1960. At the
same time their rate of marriage to younger
men (14-19 years of age), although low, in-
creased slightly. While women aged 20-24 mar-



Table C.

Marriage rates

per 1,000 maximum possible marriages by previous marital status and age of bride,
by previous marital status and age of groom: marriage-registration area, 1960 and 1963

Previous marital
status of

1963

1960

Age of groom

Age of groom

bride and groom
and age of bride All All
ages, || 14-19 | 20-24( 25-44 | 45-64 | 65+ | ages, 14-19 | 20-24| 25-44 | 45-64 | 65+
14+ years | years | years | years | years | 14+ years | years | years| years |years
years years
Brides and grooms of . .
211 marital statuses Rate per 1,000 maximum possible marriages
All ages, l4+ years~ 72.5 20,4 | 195.1| 149.7} 45.2| 15.1] 74.6 23.5| 212.6| 137.6] 46.2 | 13.4
14-19 years==---=~=--- 63.5 19.8 | 91.4) 15.0 0.2 0.0] 76.6 24,3] 107.6| 16.5 0.2 0.0
20-24 years----~--w=--= 264.5 10.7| 163.3{ 89.4 1.0 0.1] 277.1 9.6 166.1( 100.3 1.1 0.0
25-44 years=--w--==n-- 111.6 0.5 8.9| 84.7| 18.8 0.8 102.5 0.2 8.6 77.2{ 19.8 0.9
45-64 years-—---=-==w-o 19.3 0.0 3.81 24,7 8.8] 18.5 - 0.0 3.4 24.4 7.7
65+ years==--=----=--=- 2,2 - - 0.0 0.8 5.4 2.3 - - 0.0 1.0 4,7
Bride single,
groom single
All ages, l4+4 years~| 74,6 19.71 179.0[ 88.8 4.1 79.7 22,8 195.8] 87.5 3.9
14~19 years~----=-==~-- 58.8 19.3| 87.3| 12.9 0.1 72,0 23.9| 103.5] 15.9 0.1
20-24 yearg-----===v=- 229.6 10.4 | 154.8| 64,2 0.2 243,1 9,4 159.0| 74.4 0.3
25-44 yearg~m-=--mmon-- 61.3 0.5 8.5 49.8 2.6 57.1 0.2 7.9 47.0 1.9
45+ years==--cme-coan- 2.0 - 0.0 0.3 1.9 2.1 - - 0.5 1.7
e ———
Bride single,
groom divorced
All ages, l4+ years-| 60,2 233.3 112.0( 12,1 5.00 58.4 240,9 98.9] 15.7 3.8
14-24 years~m--~-===n-- 38.8 226.0 70.1 1.7 0.2| 33.7 219.5 56.7 1.3 0.2
25-44 years-—--=-~==cu- 19.4 7.3 41.5 7.6 0.5] 22,1 21.5 41.6 9.7 0.5
45-64 years----------- 2.0 - 0.4 2.8 3.1 2.6 - 0.6 4.7 2.8
65+ yearge-m-c—wm—meee 0.2 - - - 1.1 0.1 - - - 0.4
Bride divorced,
groom single
All ages, 14+ years-| 49,2 17.9 28,3 4.0 0.5| 47.1 15.0 28,8 4,1 1.1
14-24 years-~=--svm-ne- 448,5 227.4 124,0 0.3 -| 267.4 169,0 97.9 0.5 -
25-44 year§e=----==ee- 58.1 10.6 44,0 3.4 0.0] 62.2 9.0 50,0 3,0 0,1
45-64 years-----==-=-- 6,1 0.0 2,5 3.2 0.4 5.7 0.1 1.5 3.8 0.3
65+ yearg=-~---m-cenan 0.6 - - 0.6 0,1 3.0 - - 1.1 1.9
Bride divorced,
groom divorced
All ages, 14+ years- | 94.4 112.6 170.7} 52,3 9.8] 88.1 113.6 140,5{ 57.0! 13.6
14-24 years-e----c---- 208.2 84,2 145,1 4,6 0.1} 158.7 79.2 118.0 1.7 -
25~44 years---~=~=---- 106.5 28.1 134,64 27.3 1.0 96.1 34.4 108.6| 31.6 0.9
45~64 years-r-mwemnno- 26,5 0.2 7.1 24.1 6.4 24,5 - 5.2 24,9 10.2
65+ yearse=—=mmmemenaw 3.4 - - 0.6 2.8 2.7 - - 0.4 2,5




Table C. Marriage rates per 1,000 maximum possible marriages by previous marital status and age of bride,
by previous marital status and age of groom: marriage-registration area, 1960 and 1963—Con.

Previous marital status of bride and groom
and age of bride

1963

1960

Age of groom

Age of groom

All A1l
ages, || 14-44 | 45-64 | 65+ | ages, | 1l4~44 | 45-64 | 65+
14+ years | years | years | L4+ years | years | years
years years
Bride single, groom widowed Rate per 1,000 maximum possible marriages
All ages, 14+ yearsmee-—-mm-—me——cmemmcmnemenn 6.9 61.9 | 10.7 1.7 7.3 64.3 | 10.3 1.8
14=44 years=smmcmmm o mmm e m e ca 4,6 60,6 5.4 0.4 5.5 63,6 6.8 0.5
45~64 yearSmemmmom s e e 3,1 1.3 5,2 0.9 2.4 0.7 3.5 0.9
65+ yearsememmemmeme e o eeeaem 0.7 - 0.1 0.7 0.7 - - 0.7
Bride widowed, groom single
All ages, 14+ yearsS~-=-emmcmcccomcmacncccnan 2.1 1.5 3.3 1.7 2.4 1,7 2.9 2,2
L4=bl yearsmmm—mmm e e e 26.4 24.0 2.3 0,1} 25.1 23.0 2.1 0,1
4564 yearsmmwemmemccemccncaemne B Rttt 1.9 0.5 2.3 0.9 2.0 0.8 1.9 1.5
65+ yearsummmmm e e - 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.7
Bride divorced, groom widowed
All ages, 14+ years~e=cme-msceccccnnccccaa- -] 12,3 73.3| 23.0 3.0} 11..7 44,3 | 23.6 2,5
14~44 years—e—smmmmme e e e 13.6 69.3 | 11.7 0.3] 11.8 38.6 | 11.3 0.4
45-64 years=—mmmmm e e e e -] 12.1 4,0 11,0 4,11 13,8 5.7 1 12.2 3.7
65+ yearsmemmmmmme o e e e ca e 5.5 - 0.7 4,7 3.0 - 0.4 2,6
Bride widowed, groom divorced
All ages, 14+ years—=m-ccmsnccneanan —emm—— -1 20.5 20.6 | 23,4 10.5] 19.1 19,4 | 21,1] 11,3
1h-bly YeAr§-—m=cmmmmmmmmmmmmcmc e ————— ~| 29.0f 20.7{ 8.1 0.3] 26.1| 17.5| 6.5| 0.2
4564 years=—e—mcem e o e e 10.3 4,9 17,0 5.6 8.9 44| 14,6 6.8
65+ years=—mmemcmm e e T - 0.8 0.0 0.5 4,6 0.7 - 0.4 4,2
Bride widowed, groom widowed
All ages, 14+ years-~-eece-crcmmcmcocmaceeo 19.5 27,2 36,2 | 12.6| 17.9 25,8 | 33,7 11.0
L4~44 years=ecm—ccmccmnom e cee e mm—————— 12.3 22,4 6.8 0,8 12,1 19.9 7.1 0,7
4564 yeATS-wmmmmme o e e e 12,3 4,8 28,7 6,71 11.1 5.9 | 25,1 5,9
654 FeATS o e o e 4.3 - 1.5 5.7 3.9 - 2.1 4,8




ried men aged 25-44 at a lower rate, men aged
25-44 married women 25-44 at amarkedlyhigher
rate in 1963 than in 1960.

Perhaps the rates changed because of changes
in the ratio of eligible men to eligible women, Be-
cause of the increases in sizes of birth cohorts
during the years 1940-43 and 1945-47, one would
expect that by 1963 ratios of eligible older men to
younger women would drop at the ages where the
women were about 20-23 and 15-17 and the men
2 or 3 years older. However, there is little
consistency between changes in the marriage
rates and changes in the ratios of unmarriedmen
to unmarried women between 1960 and 1963 (table
D).

The changes in rates and sex ratios may
mean that teenaged couples married at lower
rates in 1963 than in 1960, but the drop in the
ratio of eligible men to women was minor com-
pared with the drop in the rate. There was no
decline in the ratio of eligible men aged 20-24
to women in their teens, but the marriage rate
for such couples declined almost as much as that
for the teenaged couples. Furthermore, the sharp
decline in the ratio of eligible men 25-44to teen-
aged women was accompanied by a drop of only
9 percent in the marriage rate for these couples.
What happened, according to thesecomparisons,
is that young women in their teens not only
married at a lower rate in 1963 than in 1960 but
they also tended to choose older men less fre-
quently.

What of the women aged 20-24 years whose
numbers increased by about the same proportions
as did those of teenaged women? It seems that
they married men aged 25-44 years less fre-
quently. However, their numbers increased so
rapidly between 1960 and 1963, relative to the
number of eligible men 25-44 years, that the
decrease in the rate may have been occasioned
by the lack of available marriage partners in
that age group. As noted before, their low rate
of marriage to teenaged husbands increased
somewhat, despite a small decline in the number
of available women 20-24 years.

Women who married at ages 25-44 years
shifted their choices in age of husband toward
men in the same age group as themselves, Their
rate of marriage to men 20-24 years increased
slightly, but this may have been due to the in-
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Table D, Percent change from 1960 to
1963 1in marriage rate per 1,000 maxi-~
mum possible marriages and in ratio of
eligible men per 100 eligible women,
by age: marriage-registration area

Change in:
Age
Rate | Ratio
Women, 14-19 years Percent
Men:
14-19 years-me-e—ccacmcmeax -18 -3
2024 yearSe----=-=cmemaa- -15 +1
2544 years--—--m=m—mmmcnaa- -9 -21
Women, 20-24 yeaf s
Men:
14=19 years---=-m-—mememu- +11 -5
20~24 years--~--rmemmemnon- -2 -2
25-44 yearge----remecmman- -10 -23
Women, 25-44 years
Men:
20-24 years=----cmeeccmana +3 +31
25-44 years-~-ce-emanecona +10 +2
45-64 years=w-————me——eaa- -5 +10

crease of over 30 percent in the relative number
of available men in that age group.

There are many other factors which influence
choices of marriage partners. One is the marital
status of eligible men and women discussed below,
Another is that stability - of residence and of
employment for young people at the peak mar-
riage ages may cause the marriage rates to shift.
Many men aged 25-44 years have completed their
military service. Perhaps many of them chose
their mates before they entered service. It may
also be that many of the eligible women in the
age group 20-24 years were waiting for their
husbands~to-be to complete military service, but
a few more of them chose younger husbands
in 1963 than in 1960, perhaps before the men
began their military service. Another factor re-
lated to military service for men is their job
opportunities. They may find better and more
stable jobs after completing military service
and can then plan with more assurance to marry.



At any rate, the age-specific rates for men and
women in the age intervals 25-44 years showed
the most substantial increases from 1960 to 1963.
These increases partly offset the declines at
younger ages, so that the rate for couples of all
ages declined by only 2.1 points from 74.6 to
72.5. It may be that many of the marriages which
did not take place at the younger ages were
merely delayed.

Selection by Marital Status

Marriages between single men and women,
which constitute the greatest number of all mar-
riages, took place at a rateofalmost75 per 1,000
of their maximum possible number in 1963. This
rate represents adecline since 1960, whenthe rate
was almost 80 per 1,000 (table E).

In 1963 divorced men and women married
each other at a rate of 94 per 1,000 maximum
possible marriages, an increase from the 1960
rate of 88. However, divorced women married

Table E, Marriage rates per 1,000 maxi-~
mum possible marriages, by previous
marital status of bride and groom:
marriage-registration area, 1960 and
1963

Previous marital status
Year and
previous of groom
marital
status of . . .

- Sin- | Wid- Di-
bride Total gle owed | vorced
1963 Rate per 1,000 maximum
=== possible marriages
Total=-~- 72.5|{66.6 | 38.5| 176.8

Single~—==-~ 82:0 |} 74.6 6.9 60.2

Widowed-—~-- 0.3 2.1 19.5 20.5

Divorced---- | 134.1((49.2| 12.3 94.4

1960
Total-=-- 74.6 {|70.7 36.1 | 167.7

Single=—=-=-~ 87.5}79.7 7.3 58.4

Widowed—---- 10.4 41 2.4 17.9 19.1

Divorced---~ | 122,11 {47.1 | 11.7 88,

single men at a rate of only 49 per 1,000 maxi-
mum possible marriages, while divorced men
married single women at the somewhat higher
rate of 60 per 1,000 maximum possible mar-
riages, About 24 percent of all marriages in 1963
involved at least ome divorced partmer; both
partners were divorced in only 37 percent of the
marriages involving divorced persons. Divorced
men married widowed women at a rate somewhat
above the rate for marriages of couples in which
both partners were widowed.

Both widowed and divorced men selected
single partners at higher rates than women of
these marital statuses chose single men. Divorced
men also married widowed women at a higher
rate than divorced women married widowed men.
These relationships hold true for both the 1960
and 1963 rates. In other words, single women
were more likely than single men to marry
previously married spouses, and widowed women
were more likely than widowed men to marry di-
vorced partners.

Selection by Age and Marital Status

The age-specific rates by marital status of
brides and grooms are shown in table C.

Although marriage rates for young single
couples were lower in 1963 thanin 1960, the rates
at which divorced men married young single wom-
en increased during this period. These in-
creases were contrasted with marked decreases
in the marriage rates.for young divorced women
and single men. That young single women were
marrying divorced men at a higher rate in 1963
may be an adjustment to a continuing shortage
of young men who were 2 or 3 years older. This
deficit arises chiefly from two sources, Thefirst
is service in the Armed Forces, but this is
temporary. The second arises from the inter-
action of two factors—the tradition for the groom
to be older than the bride by about 2 years at the
peak marriage ages, and the annual increases
in most of the birth cohorts from 1940 through
1957. Since the number of persons born in each
age group during a period of rising birth rates
is smaller than the number born inits successor,
the number of young men at their peak marriage
ages will be less than the number of young women
who are 2 or 3 years younger. Since the numbers
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of young men and young women of the same age
are about equal, the approximate trend discussed
above can be depicted by computing ratios of live
births in any one year to live births 2 years later
or by computing live births in any interval of
years to live births in an equal interval of years
occurring 2 years later., The latter has been
done for each pair of 7-year-age intervals of men
aged 20-26 and of women aged 18-24 from 1956
through 1982, with the results shown in table F.
(About two-thirds of all men and three-fourths
of all women who marry, marry for thefirst time
at ages 20-26 and 18-24, respectively.)

For almost 25 years, from about 1957 to
1980, there will be a continuous deficit of young
men relative to young women 2 years younger,
ranging from 1 percent to about 10 percent. The
effects, if any, of this deficit in altering the age

Table F., Ratios of men aged 20~26 years to
women aged 18-24 years: United States,
1956-82

Ratios
Year per 100
women

1956= o e 101.3
1957 e e e e 99.9
1958ac e e m 98.4
1959 m e e 96.8
1960 cmmm e 94.9
1961l=mecmc e T P e 92.7
1962~ m e e e 93.4
1963 m e m e e aem 95.5
1964 m o e 93.6
1965mm m e e 89.9
1966 mm e e e 90.4
1967 cmcm e e 93.2
1968e-c—mm e e 95.0
1969 e el 94.3
1970~ mmm e m e e e e 92.5
197 L e e e 93.9
197 20— e 96.9
197 3 e e e e 97.3
197 4mm e e 96.3
1975m e e e 95.6
1976 m e mm e e 96.2
197 7 e e e e e 97.2
1978 s mm e e e 97.7
[ R e PR 98.4
1980~ m—m e 99.2
198) e e e e e e 100.2
198 2m e o 101.4
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Table G. Ratios of men to women, by age:
marriage-~registration area, 1964

Ratios

Age per 100

women

14 years~—cem e e 103.6
15 years=-e—memm e 103.2
16 years—-----emcmmmm s 103.4
17 years——-cmmec e 102.6
18 years-—-——-cemm e 99.6
19 years——-----m s "97.9
20 years--—--——-mecmmme e m 96.9
2] yearS—-=m—mmmmmme e 96.2
22 yearSm—wem-mmme e 95.9
23 yearSe—mcmmme—me—e—— e 95.8
24 years---—-——mmcmm e 95,2
25 years——m=-mmemmmmeeaean a———— 95.7
26 years-----—c— - 96.8
27 yearsS——m———mmmmmeemmee oo 97.4
28 years--—=-c-cmoce e 97.7
29 years-—-—m—mmmmmme e e 97.2

combinations of brides and grooms over the next
generation will be interesting to observe, as well
as any changes in age at marriage for brides.

An approximate estimate of the deficit of
men due to service in the Armed Forces outside
the United States may be obtained through age
ratios of men per 100 women of the same age
for a period of years covering the ages when
young men serve in the Armed Forces. These
ratios are shown in table G.

The number of men per 100 women is ex-
pected to decline with advancing age because
of a higher death rate for men. But the decline
to 95.2 at age 24 followed by an increase to 97.7
at age 28 indicates a factor in addition to the
differential death rate contributing to this im-
balance at ages 19-27 years. It seems very likely
that the movement of men in the Armed Forces
to overseas posts and their return a few years
later account for most of this deficit, |

Among divorced couples who remarried at a
higher rate in 1963 than in 1960, the increases
were restricted to those who married at ages
under 45 years. Why did the remarriage rates
for these couples increase when young single
couples were marrying at declining rates? The
number of divorces was almost 9 percent larger



in 1963 than in 1960. It seems likely that the in-
crease in the rate at which persons were added
to the divorced population caused remarriage
rates for divorced persons to increase, It maybe
that higher proportions of persons whose mar-
riage ended in divorce had plans to remarry, It
would be helpful to know when the last previous
marriage of divorced persons ended in order to
estimate trends in length of time between divorce
and remarriage, If the average length of time
between divorce and remarriage decreased, rates
of ‘remarriage would increase even though the
proportion of divorced persons who eventually
remarry remained the same. Whether or not this
is what is happening, the attraction of marriage
is clearly not declining for persons whose previous
marriages ended in divorce.

Changes in Rates of Marital Selection

The question discussed in this part of the
analysis is "Were changes in the overall rates
from 1960 to 1963'due to changes in the rates at
which specific age groups married or were they
due to changes in the relative sizes of various
age groups in the population eligible to marry?"

For purposes of this analysis, a specific rate
is the rate per 1,000 maximum possible mar-
riages of brides in a specified age interval to
grooms in a specified age interval. Overall rates
are the rates per 1,000 maximum possible mar-
riages for all couples and for couples of each of
the marital status combinations listed in table H.
Each of the 10 overall rates has component
specific rates as shown in table C.

In order to answer the question, the data were
manipulated in two ways. First, the 1963 rates
were applied to the 1960 population by age and
marital status, thus holding changes in the compo-
sition of the population constant. Second, the 1960
rates were applied to the 1963 population by age
and marital status to obtain the expected number
of marriages if there had been no change in the
rates. The expected numbers of marriages were
then used to compute overall rates (table H and
fig. 3).

The marriage rate for all couples in 1963
was 72.5 per 1,000 maximum possiblemarriages.
If the age distributions had been the same'in 1963
as they were in 1960, the rate would have been

70.5; therefore, changes in the composition ofthe
population between 1960 and 1963 increased the
1963 total rate by 2.0 points. If the age-specific
rates in 1963 had been the same as they were in
1960, the rate would have been 77.4; hence
changes in age-specific rates between 1960 and
1963 lowered the rate by 4.9 points. Actually,
as shown in table C, the rate for 1963 (72.5) was
2.1 points less than the rate computed for 1960
(74.6). From these data it is evident thatdeclines
in specific marriage rates (chiefly for young,
single persons) had at least twice as great an
effect on the trend of the overall rate as had the
increases in the proportions of eligible popula-
tions at the ages when marriage rates are
usually highest.

Estimates of the effects on the overall rates
due to changes in the age distribution of the
eligible populations and to changes in the specific
rates are shown in table J.

The two greatest changes in the overall
rates by marital status-—the decrease in the rate
at which single couples married each other and
the increase in the rate at which divorced per-
sons married each other—were both primarily
due to changes in age-specific rates rather than
to changes in the age composition of the eligible
populations. Changes in the age distributions of
the single populations increased the overall rate
by 3.0 points, but the sharp drops in the age-
specific rates at the younger ages lowered the
overall rate by 8.7 points. Because the divorced
populations were older in 1963 than in 1960,
changes in age lowered the overall rate by 5.3
points, but increases in the age-specific rates
at which younger divorced persons married each
other increased the rate by 10.0 points. The
computed rate for 1963 was 6.3 points higher
than that for 1960,

Table J indicates that the rate at which di-
vorced men married single women increased
the overall rate for these marriages by 3.1
points. However, an increase in the rates at
which divorced women married single men had
a negligible effect on the overall rate for these
couples, which declined at older ages.

Most of the specific rates increased during
the period 1960-63, but these increases were
offset by the large decline in the number of single
couples, so that the overall rate declined 4.9
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Table H. Estimated and expected number of marriages and marriage rates per 1,000 maxi-

mum possible marriages, by previous
registration area, 1963

marital status

of bride and groom: marriage-

Previous marital status

Expected
Estimated Based on Based on
1963 rates| 1960 rates
and 1960 and 1963
population | population

All marriages------~-~=-=--c---s-cocmcmmmnnno

Number of marriages

1,033,950 | 11,005,612 | 1,103,425

Rate per 1,000 maximum possible

marriages
All marriages-------c--=-m-ccemmeecmaenn——e 72.5 70.5 77.4
Bride single
Groom:
Singlem=-==-c-smm e m e e e i 74.6 71.6 83.3
Widowed-=-=mmcmcm e e 6.9 7.2 7.0
Divorced--===~mmm e mm et m e 60.2 62.0 57.1
Bride widowed
Groom:
Single-~---mcmmmcm e o 2,1 2,4 2.1
Widowed-=-=mmcmcmm e e e m e e 19.5 19.8 17.5
Divorced-memmm—m oo e e e e 20.5 22,3 17.7
Bride divorced
Groom:
Single-—==--ccmm e e e 49,2 50.9 46.2
Widowed—memmmmcmc e e et e 12.3 13.6 10.7
Divorced-=-memmmme e m e e e e m e m e e 94.4 99.7 84.4

1Adjusted for population increase from 1960 to 1963.

points. Changes in age composition, although not
as great, followed the opposite pattern—in-
creasing for the single couples and declining for
the others. Generally speaking, changes in age-
specific rates had greater effects on overall
rates than did changes in the age distributions
of the eligible populations.

Marriages by Previous Marital Status, Age,
and Color

An analysis of rates comparable to the fore-
going was not carried out for separate color
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groups because of the unavailability of data; how-
ever, information was obtained in 1963 onprevious -
marital status and age of white and nonwhite
brides and grooms (table K). These data exclude
California, New Jersey, and Ohio; they are based
on marriages occurring in 32 States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia,

Nonwhite brides and grooms married for the
first time in somewhat higher proportions than did
the white at ages under 18 years and at ages 25
years and over. Thus nonwhite persons (brides
more than grooms) showed greater dispersions
in age at first marriage than did the white., What-
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Figure 3.

f the widowed also happened relatively

more often at ages under 45 for nonwhite persons

marriage o
than for white,

ever the reasons, many more nonwhite brides and

grooms delay marr

il older ages. White

t

iage un

brides and grooms remarried in larger propor-
tions at young ages (under 25 years)thandid non-
white, Most of this difference is attributable to
higher proportions of remarriages at young ages

Median and quartile ages at marriage (table
L. and fig., 4) offer one way of comparing age

distributions of the small numbers of brides

and grooms in white-nonwhite marriages with
marriages between brides and grooms of the same

for the divorced. With the shorter life expectancy

for nonwhite persons than for white, widowhood
occurred more often at younger ages and re-

color. For the States and couples reporting color,
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Table J. Change 1in overall marriage rate from
1960 to 1963 and effect of changes in age
distribution and age-specific rates, by pre-
vious marital status of bride and groom: mar-
riage-registration area

Effect on overall
Change rate of
in changes in:
Previous overall
marital status ratz
Age Age-
distri- | specific
bution rates
All marriages-- -2.1 +2.0 -4.9
Bride single
Groom:
Single---===-n-=- -5.1 +3.0 -8.7
Widowed--~===a=-=- -0.4 -0.3 -0.1
Divorced--e==n--= +1.8 -1.8 +3.1
Bride widowed
Groom:
Single=-vre—mcm-- -0.3 ~0.3 -
Widowed-—cmmcmm-- +1.6 -0.3 +2.0
Divorced--=—~e—m== +Ll.4 -1.8 +2.8
Bride divorced
Groom:
Single=~—e—mme-u- -2.1 -1.7 +3.0
Widowed~-=--mucu-- +0.6 -1.3 +1.6
Divorced---—=--c-=- +5.3 -5.3 +10.0

there were 1,748 marriages of white brides to
nonwhite grooms, and 1,606 of nonwhite brides to
white grooms. The age distribution for white
brides of nonwhite grooms resembles most nearly
that for nonwhite brides of white grooms. Thus,
it would appear thatthe age distribution of spouses
of a given sex does not depend upon color, White
brides married to nonwhite grooms tend to be
slightly older and have a greater dispersion of
ages, Nonwhite brides of white grooms and non-
white grooms of white brides are somewhat older
in median and quartile ages than any of the other
color groups. Thus white marriage partners of
nonwhite brides and grooms have age distribu-
tions similar to those of nonwhite marriage
partners.

Previous marital status of nonwhite couples
in the reporting States differed little from that
of white couples (table M), except that the pro-
portion of couples of whom both had been pre-

viously divorced was higher among white than
among nonwhite couples and the proportion pre-
viously widowed was higher for thenonwhite.

Couples who reported differences in color
(about 3,000 in 1963) included more previously
married persons than did couples of the same
color. These differences were most marked for
white and nonwhite brides and for nonwhite
grooms.

Information was also obtained on the race of
the bride and groom in 1963. It was found that of
the 796,827 couples in the three major racial
groups (white, Negro, and "other") who reported
race, only 3,444 reported racial differences (table
N). Of these, 210 weremarriedin Alaska, 1,208 in
Hawaii, and 2,026 in the other 31 reporting States
in the MRA., ’

In nine reporting States and the District of
Columbia the number of interracial marriages
as tabulated for 1963 equaled at least 100, or 1
percent of the State's marriages, or both,

In five States (Alaska, Hawaii, Montana,
South Dakota, and Wisconsin) the interracial
marriages were predominantly those of white
persons to nonwhite who were not Negro. The
most frequent combination, in turn, in- these
marriages was that of white grooms and other
nonwhite brides. In four States (Conmnecticut,
Massachusetts, Michigan, and Pennsylvania) the
majority of interracial marriages consisted of
white persons and Negroes, with the brides more
often being white, In the District of Columbia,
most of the marriages were those of whitebrides
to nonwhite grooms, both Negro and other races.
Thus the racial composition of these couples
varies within racial groups. The numbers of these
marriages are so small that any results other
than large differences in proportions of distribu-
tions by race would be statistically insignificant.

COMPLETENESS AND UNIFORMITY
OF DATA

Introduction

There are several reasons for variation in
the levels of accuracy in statistics, only one of
which is sampling, Data may not be available be-
cause some States may not require the reporting
of certain items; some items may be so phrased



Table K. Percent distribution of brides and grooms, by age according toprevious marital
status and color: marriage~registration area, 1963

Bride Groom
Previous marital status
and age
. Non- - Non-
Total White white Total White white
Single Percent distribution
All ageSe-=s——emecmmeu-n 100.0 100.0 100.0 ¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 18 years-—-——mmeaceccaae-— 14.8 15.0 17.6 1.6 1.6 1.9
18-19 years-—=c-cm—ccmeeem e 30.7 32.0 25.6 14,7 15.1 14,3
20-24 years—-—-——ececmm e meean 42,6 42,9 36.0 56.3 57.6 49 .7
25229 years--=cmmm—emmcomeeas 6.7 5.8 10.6 16.7 16,2 17.6
30-34 years=--wemmecmcoomm—— e 2.3 1.9 4.2 5.4 4.9 7.1
35-44 yearsS-—m—-cmmmcccacmnacan 1.9 1.5 4.2 3.6 3.2 5.9
45 years and overe—ws=-e—-maa=a 1.0 0.9 1.8 1.7 1.4 3.5
Previously married

All ages--———=-meemomeme 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 25 years---=-ew-scaa—ca- 18.9 20.4 9.6 8.3 9.3 3.3
25-34 years--—=-—c-m—mmemememee 29.5 30.1 29.8 28,2 29.0 24,6
35-44 yearSe~—mocmm—m—cmcom—mn 24,1 22,7 28.9 25.9 25,2 25,2
45-54 years—m e wemcmwmnana e 16.0 15.5 18.6 17.7 17.1 21.3
55-64 years-—-e--~cmcmcmacann 7.8 7.6 10.0 11.0 10.6 14,4
65 years and over--—----——mec--- 3.6 3.7 3.2 8.9 8.8 11.2

Widowed
All ages=-—cemmmmmcmeen 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 45 years———~—-c—c—ea——w- 36.1 35.5 42.4 20.7 19.4 23,1
45-54 years-- 29.9 29,8 30.6 21.4 21.3 25.8
55=64 year§=———m-cm—meemonoeae 21.8 22,2 19.0 26.5 26,7 25.9
65 years and over--~-—e—eeeo=- 12.2 12.5 8.0 31.4 32.5 25.2

Divorced
All ageS=—memcrccceean 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 25 years--——=—e——a——ecea- 24.3 26,1 12.2 10.4 11.5 4.1
25-34 years=~-—-mc-ccmmmon—an 36.4 37.0 37.7 35.1 35.9 33.6
35-44 yeargm-commcoccc e 25.1 23.6 30.7 30.2 29.5 30.5
45 years and over=—-—=-—Ze~—ran 14.3 13.3 19.5 24.3 23.1 31.8

that some of the distinctions needed for coding,
such as that between widowed and divorced, are
not reported; some records may be delayed ox
misplaced; the response recorded for anitem such
as the number of the current marriage may not

be consistent with the response to another item
such as previous marital status, In this section
data are presented on preliminary results of ef-
forts to identify and estimate deviations from
complete reporting, on efforts to classity varia-
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Table L. Median age at marriage and first
and third quartiles of age at marriage
for brides and grooms, by color: mar-
riage-registration area, 1963

First Third
Color quar- | Median | quar-
tile tile
White bride Age in years
White groom---~---- 19.05 21.76 | 25.68
Nonwhite groom----- 19.62 22.78 | 28.00
Nonwhite bride
Nonwhite groom=---- 19.02 | 22,45 29,23
White groom=----~--- 19.68 23.60 | 29.44
White groom
White bride-=--~--- 21.26 23.93 | 29.69
Nonwhite bride----- 21.76 24.40 | 32,02
Nonwhite groom
Nonwhite bride~---- 21.54 | 24.69 | 33.90
White bride-------- 22,68 26,79 | 33.02

tions in the items appearing on record forms,
and on the extent of nonsampling errors.

Completeness of Reporting

In 1963, as in 1960-62, all of the variables
tabulated for the marriage statistics were coded
with more than 93-percent completeness for the
States having the necessary items ontheir record
forms. Table O presents some summary estimates
of completeness.

Data on date of the marriage, age (or date
of birth), and State of residence of the bride and
groom, as well as on whether the bride or groom
had been married previously, were reported
with the "highest level of completeness. These
are also the data which were available from the
record forms of all of the areas in the MRA, In
fact, forms submitted to the National Center for
Health Statistics indicate that information about
date of the marriage, age or date of birth, and
residence of the bride and groom is requested
on marriage records used in every State in the

18

Nation. (Evidence for this statement comes from
returns on a nationwide sample of marriage rec-
ords for the year 1960 and from legal require-
ments for issuance of marriage licenses, Com-
pleteness of national reporting was estimated to
be over 98 percent for date of marriage and age.)

If an item requesting race or color were on
all record forms of all areas in the MRA, the
result would probably be at least an increase of
15 percentage points in reporting completeness
(1963 estimates). The absence of this item from
a few forms decreased the completeness for the
MRA from almost 96 percent to less than 80 per-
cent. Gains of 12 or 13 percentage points would
also be realized in the completeness of reporting
of marital status before the current marriage for

AGE OF BRIDE
| T T T T T T ¥ ¥ T T 1T T T 1
White brides of white grooms
1Q ™ 3Q

1Qs First quortile

White brides of nonwhlte grooms M= Median

1o M 3¢ 3Q= Third ﬁuarﬁle

Nonwhite brides of nonwhite grooms
IQ M 3Q

Nonwhite brides of white grooms
1Q M 3Q

AGE OF GROOM

White grooms of white brides
1Q M 3Q

White grooms of nonwhite brides
1Q M 3Q

Nonwhite grooms of nonwhite brides
1Q M 3Q

Nonwhite grooms of white brides
Q M 3Q

I AR S U N OO N O [N O OO Ay
19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 3| 32 33 34

Age (in years) ot marriage

Figure 4, Interquartile range (IQ to 3Q) and
median age (M) at marriage of bride and groom,
by color of couple: marriage-registration area,
1963.



Table M, Percent distribution of marriages,
cording to previous marital status
1963

by previous marital status of groom ac-

of bride and color: marriage-registration area,

Previous marital status of groom

Previous mari;t;aal cs(.) tla(.)trus of bride Previously married
Total |l Single
Total ||Widowed | Divorced
All marriages Percent distribution
Total-=--memomm e 100.0 78.0 22.0 5.1 16.9
Single=—=-———— e e e 77.3 70.6 6.7 0.9 5.8
All previously married-—w---w-ccmaenmow- 22.7 7.4 15.3 4.2 11.1
Widowed=-=mmmmmmcccm e e e e 5.8 1.2 4,6 2.6 2.0
Divorcedem—m—mcam o mo e 16.9 6.2 10.7 1.6 9.1
White bride, white groom
Totalemmmecmc e mm e e 100.0 78.2 21.8 4.9 16.9
Singles————w— s e 77.1 70.8 6.4 0.8 5.5
All previously married~---c--crecm—cccua- 22.9 7.4 15.5 4.1 11.4
Widowed=cemcmmmmmm e e 5.8 1.2 4,6 2.6 2.0
Divorcede=-c—vreccmcmmmm e e 17.0 6.2 10.8 1.4 9.4
Nonwhite bride, nonwhite groom
Totale——mmmm e e e 100.0 79.6 20.4 6.7 13,7
Single=c—mem e e e 81.2 72.9 8.3 1.9 6.4
All previously married--------cccmecnan 18.8 " 6.8 12.0 4.8 7.3
Widowed-mmmeccc e m e - e ———— 6.5 1.8 4.7 2.9 1.8
Divorced--—=cmem e e 12.2 4.9 7.3 1.9 5.5
White bride, nonwhite groom
Totalmemmmm e e e e e 100.0 71.4 28.6 * *
Singlem———cmmmm e a 70.3 54,2 16.1 *
All previously married-----=----emen-- 29.7 17.2 12.5 * *
Nonwhite bride, white groom
Totalememmme e e e e 100.0 76.9 23.1 * *
Single-—-mmcmm e e 68.7 || 59.8 8.9 * *
All previously married-=-------cc-e-ccw- 31.3 17.1 14.3 * *

previously marvied brides and grooms if this
" item were on record forms of every area. For
all brides and grooms the gain would be 3 or 4
percentage points. Similarly, if data about the
title of the officiant at the wedding ceremony were

requested on every form, the gain in complete-
ness in classifying ceremonies as religious or
civil would be 9 or 10 percentage points.

It was found that the level of completeness
of marriage data in the MRA was unusually high
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Table N. Number of total marriages,
distribution
and selected States, 1963

number and percent of
of interracial marriages, by race of bride and groom: marriage-registration area

interracial marriages, and percent

nE;EZ% Couples of White bride | White groom Negro bride,
1 differing other groom;
Area mgi— racial Toral Negro | Other | Negro | Other other bride,
riages ? categories groom | groom | bride | bride Negro groom
Number Ezrgggzl Percent distribution
MRA, excluding:

California, New
Jersey, and Ohio-| 796,827 | 3,444 0.4 100.0]] 22.5]| 28.2 7.5 39.2 2.6
Alaska and Hawaii-|{ 789,020 | 2,026 0.3 100.0]| 37.6| 23.6| 12.6| 23.1 3.1

State:
Alaska---~===~-=c== 2,055 210 10.2| 100.0 2.9 | 18.1 1.0 78.1 -
Hawaii=-=~-c---==- 5,7281 1,208 21.1( 100.0 0.7 | 37.7 -1 59.3 2.3
Connecticut~--~-~~ 19,320 175 0.9 | 100.0| 34.3| 22.9] 28.6 8.6 5.7
District of

Columbig~-=~~==-=~ 9,210 144 1.6 | 100.0( 38.9 | 40.3 8.3 9.7 2.8
Massachusetts---=- 34,240 170 0.5| 100.0( 64.7 5.91 29.4 - -
Michigane====~==== 68,075 275 0.4 | 100.0|| 54.5 9.1 18.2| 18.2 -
Montana=--=~~--==-- 4,860 70 1.4 100,0 8.6 | 28.6 -1 62.9 -
Pemnsylvania~-~-=-- 71,875 150 0.2 100.0| 66.7}| 16.7] 16.7 - -
South Dakota=---=-= 7,452 76 1.0{ 100.0 2.6 26.3 -1 63.2 7.9
Wisconsin~---=~-=c~= 25,620 100 0.4 100.0( 20.0} 10.0 -| 60.0 10.0

lSelected States are those which

reported 100 or more

interracial marriages or where inter-

racial marriages were 1 percent or more of 1963 marriages.

2 Excludes marriages for which race was not stated.

when the record form included all the items
necessary to obtain personal and demographic
information, It is this completeness of reporting
which accentuates the losses in completeness due
to the absence of a few items from record forms
of some of the States in the MRA, particularly
some of the larger ones,

Uniformity of Data

The use of uniform coding procedures, with
complete verification of the variables coded for
marriage statistics since 1960, had reduced
variations between States in the statistics pub-
lished annually and in those used in this study. A
tabulation of variations in the phrasing of items
on the record forms indicated that the greatest
variations occurred in items requesting data on
previous marriages and place of marriage and
residence. Effects of these variations on the data
are summarized below,

20

Pyevious marviages,—Wording of this item
varied from one record form to another, more so
than for any of the other items tabulated. Despite
these variations, codable responses were usually
obtained if the item specified marital status terms
such as single, widowed, or divorced or if data
were requested indicating whether a previous
marriage had ended in divorce or with the death
of the former partner. The item was most often
deficient in indicating which marriage was the
most recent for the relatively small number of
persons previously married two times or more.

Geographic place names.—Iltems requesting
place where marriage occurred andplace of resi-
dence and birthplace of the bride and groom did
not always specify the kinds of geographic areas
to be recorded. The residence item on the forms
of nine States and the birthplace item on those of
11 States did not specifically request the State.
The residence item on the forms of 20 States and



the place-of-marriage item on those of nine
States did not specify county as an area to be
recorded. The States of residence and birth were
usually reported or could be determined from the
names of major cities, but data on the county
were almost never recorded unless explicitly re-
quested. Data on the county of residence are
essential to computing marriage rates for areas
below the State level not only counties but also
standard metropolitan statistical areas, County
or its local equivalent is also needed to specify
a local residence area for the population living
outside incorporated cities and towns.
Occupation.—The item which has been found
to have the least uniformity in reporting is occu-
pation, and therefore data on occupation have
not been published. A beginning was made in 1960
to code the occupation of the groom. Trials on the
data from three or four Statesindicated thatabout
15 percent of the responses could not be classi-

Table O,

Completeness of reporting of selected marriage certificate items:

fied with enough precision to assign them to one
of the major occupational categories used by the
Bureau of the Census. Most of the loss was due
to the use of general occupational terms such as
engineer and clerk and to the lack of specificity
about self-employment.

The investigations affecting the codability
of data represent a preliminary investigation of
the accuracy of the statistics. Responses which
fitted the code categories on any variable were
accepted, except for checks on the consistency
of marriage order (first, second, and so forth)
with reported marital status before marriage
and on the reporting of extreme age differences
between bride and groom. Probability sample
estimates of the accuracy with which the key
statistics are reported, particularly age or date
of birth and marital status, are the next steps
which would be most helpful in evaluating the
quality of marriage statistics,

marriage~-

registration area, 1960 and 1963

Areas with
. item on
Entire MRA marriage
Ttem certificate
1963 | 1960 1963 | 1960
Percent complete
Characteristic of marriage:
Monthmm e e e e e e e oo 99.9( 99.61 99.9| 99.6
Date within month=e-=-cammcm oo 99,8] 99.5] 99.8| 99.5
Type of ceremony=----c-cemo oo mccmcmeemmmmmce oo 87.7| 88.8] 97.2| 96.6
Characteristic of bride and groom:1
E T e T LT TSI 99.7( 99.5}1 99.7}| 99.5
£ OT = m e e e e e e e e 77.11 90.9] 95.7| 98.7
Whether previously married---—-—-ccmocomcccmee e 98.8] 99.6] 98.8( 99.6
Previous marital Statuse—~=e==cmmmmmcmoo e 94.9| 94.6] 98.6| 98.3
Number of current marriage--~-==eemeommoomcmcocmcmcm s 96.31 95.81 98.2 97.9
State of residence~e-e-cmmecmm ool 99.11 99.41 99.1| 99.4
State where borM==c-=—cmcm oo 95.3 --=-196.2 -—

1Average of percent completeness for brides and grooms separately.

0O
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Table 1.

Number of marriages and marriage rates: United States, region, division, and State, 195963

[By placo of occurrence. Data aro counts of marrizges performed supplied by States except as noted. Figures differ from those shown in tables which are based on sample data. Rates based
on population, enumernted asof April 1 for 1980 and estimated asof July 1 for all other years]

Region, division, and State 1963 1962 1961 1960 1959 1963 | 1962 | 1961 | 1960 | 1959
. Rate per 1,000 population in
Number of marriages specified area
United Statesh®e-cmcmcoccceccaone 1,654,003 1,577,360 ] 1,547,945 1,523,381 | 1,494,000 8,8| 8.5] 8.5| 8.5 8.5
Regilons: 5 9 2
Northeast 323,808 | 309,423 | 308,529 | 311,48L| 2308,245| %6.9| 6.7 6.8| 7.0 6.9
North Central. 428,323 | 404,830 | 403,329 403,595| 400,194 8.1 7.7y 7.7| 7.8 7.8
South 588,102 | 565,225 550,107 | 534,201 | 520,735 10.1{ 9.9 _9.8| 9.7 2.6
Westl 2313,770 297,882 | 2285,980| °2274,104| 2264,428 | 210.2 9,9| 29,8 29,8 29,8
Northeast: o ° 2 o
New England —-- 279,148 76,174 75,463 76,206 77,3501 %7.21 7.1 7.2| 7.3 7.4
Middle Atlanti 264,660 | 233,249 233,066 | 235,275 230,895 6.9 6.6{ 6.7] 6.9 6.8
North Central: -
East North Centrale-m-=--e-weemeomcene 304,925| 287,188 284,581 | 283,285| 279,603| 8.2 7.8 7.8 7.8 7.8
West North Centralemmmammmamacccomae- 123,398 117,642 118,748 | 120,310| 120,591} 7.9 7.6| 7.6 7.8 7.9
South: o ° 5 s o
South Atlanti. 287,500| 275,939 | 2268,554 | 2261,885| 2257,755 | 10.4| 10,1 %10.1| *10.1| ®10.1
East South Centralesw-m-smmo——coce—ae 120,055 115,221 112,184 | £110,300| , 99,705 9,6 9.4 9.2 29,2 ,8.4
West South Centrale---m-mwemeemcnn-n- 180,547| 2174,065| 2169,369| 162,016 | 2163,275| 10,0 29.8| 29,7 9.6 29,8
West: o . 5 o 5 o s o
Mountain. 143,499 | 136,131 | 2130,492| %122,818| 122,629 %19,1| 18.4| ®18.0{ 217.9| 218.3
Pacificl 170,271 | 161,751 | 155,488{ 151,286| 141,799 7.3 7.1| 7.1} 7.1 7.0
New England:
Main 8,121 7,980 7,908 7,860 7,599 8.2{ 8.2y 8.,0| 8.1 7.9
New Hampshire 8,151 7,85 7,347 7,337 7,287 | 12.7| 12.6| 12,1| 12,1} 12.2
Vexmont: 53,25 3,131 3,161 3,268 ..3,235( _8,0| 81 8.21 84| 8.4
M husett 234,320 33,557 33,614 34,050 235’950 | 26.5| 6.5 6.6] 6.6 27.0
Rhode Island 196 5,575 64 5,81 5,770 6.7| 6.3| 6.6 6.8 6.7
Connecticut 19,336 18,079 17,793 17,877 17,509 7.1| 6.9| 7.0 7.1 6.9
Middle Atlantic:
New Yorke--- 129,283 122,871 122,750 | 123,620( 120,517| 7.3| 7.0| 7.1 7.4 7.2
New Jersey 43,35 41,462 40,699 39,820 38,659 6.6 6,5| 6.6| 6.6 6.4
Pennsylvania. 72,024 68,916 69,617 71,835 71,719 6.3| 6.,1| 6,1 6.3 6.4
East North Central:
Ohio 71,675 66,963 66,076 68,043 66,877 | 7.2{ 6.7 6.7]{ 7.0 6.9
Indian 45,992 43,464 42,261 42,050 40,982 9.6 9.3 9.0 9.0 8.9
Illinois 93,420 87,645 88,692 87,529 87,281 | 9.0l 8,7 8.8 8.7 8.7
Michigan 68,160 65,002 63,320 61,090 58,826 | 8.5 8.1| 7.9 7.8 7.6
Wisconsin 25,678 24,114 24,232 24,573 25,637 | 6.3 6.0 6.1 6.2 6.6
West Noxrth Central:
Minnesota 25,064 24,635 24,123 23,596 23,188 7.2 7.1| 7.0| 6.9 6.9
Towa 19,487 18,981 21,962 24,774 25,116 7.1| 6.8 7.9 9,0 9,2
Missouri 37,667 35,192 34,890 335,699 335,380 | 8.6 8.2 8.1| 3.3 38.3
North Dakota 4,531 4,212 4,335 4,039 4,282 | 7.0 6.7| 6.8 6.4 6.9
South Dakota 7,470 6,954 6,213 ,787 5,861 | 10.6| 9.6| 8,9| 8.5 8.8
Nebraska 11,711 11,185 10,976 10,591 10,724 | 8.0 7.7| 7.7 7.5 7.7
Kansas- 17,468 16,483 16,249 15,824 16,040 | 7.9 7.4 7.4 7.3 7.4
South Atlantic:
Delawar! 2,890 2,585 2,560 2,39 2,383 6.01 5.5| 5.6} 5.4 5.4
Maryland 41,346 40,518 39,977 40,320 39,770 | 12.3| 12,5 12.7| 13.0{ 13.0
District of Columbigm-emeecmcaucacan 57 9,381 9,101 8,600 8,377 | 12.0] 11.9| 1i.7| 11..3| 11.0
Virginia 42,085 39,703 38,300 37,542 37,768 9,8 9.3 9.3| 9.5 9.6
West Virginia 13,760 13,48 o 13,665 13,6391 | 13,294| 7.6 7.5|, 7.4| 7.3| , 7.2
North Carolina: 35,450 33,968 | 2432,158 | 2431,663| 2%29,986 7.4 7.2 | >%6,9 | 2%6.,9| 2%6,7
South Carolin 42,469 41,240 39,997 38,964 38,661 | 17.0| 16,8 16,6 16.4! 16,5
Georgia: 56,803 53,553 52,062 49,448 48,928 | 13.5| 13.1i| 13,0 12.5| 12,6
Florida 43,120 1,504 40,934 39,315 38,588 7.8 7.6| 7.8 7.9 8.0
East South Central: 4 S
Kentucky 427,121 426,207 26,185 226,489 18,323 | 48.7] %8.5| %*8.6] 28.7 6,1
Tennes 35,243 33,396 31,666 30,668 30,213 | 9.4 9.1 8.8, 8.6 8.6
Alabama 35,551 33,611 ,723 31,910 30,722 | 10.5} 10.1| 9.8| 9.8 9,6
Mississippi ———— 22,140 22,007 21,610 21,233 0,447 | 9.7| 9.7| 9.7| 9.7 9.6
West South Central:
Arkansas=-- 20,553 418,951 318,768 318,318 18,39 | 10.8| %10,3| 310.4| %10.3| 10.5
Louisiana 26,013 24,630 24,057 3,5 21,453 7.6| , 7.3| _ 7.3 7.2| 6.7
Ok1ahomas=mmmwemm———————————————— 31,082 232,113 230,300 28,496 230,170 | 12.7| %13.,1] %12,7 | 12.2| %13.2
Texas 102,899 98,371 96,244 391,679 93,258 | 10.1| 9.7| .9.7| 39.6 9.9
Mountain:
Montana 4,854 5,051 5,635 5,892 6,228 6.9 7.2 8.1 8.7 9.3
Tdaho 12,680 11,934 11,151 10,068 9,343 [ 18.5| 17.0| 16.3| 15,1| 14,2
Wyoming 0. 35396 3,196 .. 3,246 3,267 ..3,077| 10,0| 9.6{ 9.6 9.9 9.6
Coloradot 217,677 17,037 216,842 | 215,895 215,518 | 29,2| 9,0| 29,1| 29,1 29,1
New Mexico 11,976 12,132 311,825 11,051 11,113 | 12,1] 12.2| %12.0| 11.6 12,1
Arizona 11,420 10,724 10,426 10,153 10,251 | 7.5| 7.2| 7.3| 7.8 8,1
Utah 8,263 7,653 7,400 7,119 ,73 8.5| 8.0 7.9/ 8.0 7.7
Nevada4 73,233 68,404 63,967 59,373 60,365 | 188,3 | 195.4 | 201.8] 208.1| 216.4
Pacific:
Washington 429,320 28,950 27,659 428,230 428,556 | 49,9 9,6 9.4 %9,9| %0,1
,Oregor 11,78 11,122 10,798 10,606 10,166 | 6.4 6.2 6.1 6.0 5.8
California 121,359 | 114,128 | 109,642 | 105,352 101,314| 6.,9| 6.7{ 6.7| 6,7 6.6
Alaska ——— 2,056 ,067 2,091 1,861 1,763 | 8.4{ 8,5{ 8,9{ 8.2 7.9
Hawaill 5,750 5,484 5,298 5,237 4,958 | 8.,4| 7.9 8.0| 8.3 8,0

1Hawail included beg

inning 1960.

2Data are estimated,

3Data are incomplete,

4Marriage licenses issued,
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Table 2,
women 15 years

Number of marriages and marriage
of age and over,

1940-63

[Qefers only to marriages occurring in the United States. Rates for 1940, 1950, and 1960 based on population enumerated as of April 1 and estj-
mated as of July 1 for all other years]

rates per 1,000
and unmarried women 15 years of age and over:

total resident population,

men and

United States,

Un-
years
Rate per 1,000
in specified group
1963 mmmmm e e ———— 1,654,003 8.8 ] 26.4 24.7 73.4
1962 e e e e e 1,577,000 8.5 25,5 23.9 71.2
R R e L L LT 1,548,000 8.5 25.5 24,0 72,2
1960 = m e e e e e e 1,523,000 8.5 | 25.4 24,0 73.5
1959 e m e e 1,494,000 8.5 25.2 23.8 73.6
R e taalaty 1,451,000 8.4 | 24.8 23.5 72.0
105 7 e e e e o 1,518,000 8.9 26.4 24.9 78.0
R R e 1,585,000 9.5 | 27.8 26.4 82.4
1955 m m e oo e e e e 1,531,000 9.3 | 27.2 25.8 80.9
R it i 1,490,000 9.2 | 26.9 25.4 79.8
R R e LT 1,546,000 9.8 | 28.2 26.7 83.7
195 m e e m e e e e e e 1,539,318 9.9 28.3 26.8 83.2
N e P L L EE PP PSP PP 1,594,694 10.4 | 29.4 28.1 86.6
1950 == m e m e e e 1,667,231 11.1| 30.7 29.8 90.2
194 mmm e e e e e e e 1,579,798 10.6 | 29.4 28.5 86.7
R e L T 1,811,155 12.4 | 34.0 33.0 98.5
Sy T e L G L P e P 1,991,878 13.9 | 37.9 36.8 106.2
R R 2,291,045 16.4 | 44.5 42,8 118.1
L9 S e e e e e e e e eem 1,612,992 12.2 | 35.8 30.5 83.6
R T L C LR PP 1,452,394 10.9 | 31.2 27.8 76.5
1943 e e e e e e 1,577,050 11.7 | 32.2 30.6 83.0
Ry R e E L PP P PPy 1,772,132 13.2 | 35.6 34.8 93.0
R R e L L L PP P 1,695,999 12.7 | 34.0 33.7 88.5
1940 cmm e e e e e e 1,595,879 12,1} 32,3 32.3 82,8
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Table 3. Number of marriages and marriage rates per 1,000 total population,men and women 15 years

of age and over,
averages: United States, 1940-63

and unmarried women 15 years of age and over expressed as percents of 1959-61

Marriages

Number Marriages P;Zrisgg? ggiri?ggg
Year of pego%égoo 15+ years unmarried
marriages | oo 1ation 1§$m;2érs

Men | Women

Percent of 1959-61 average
195961 m e e e e 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
1963 e e e e e 108.7 103.7 | 104.1} 103.2 100.0
Ry et L E LR TR PR 103.7 100.1| 100.5] 99.8 97.0
R e L L E T PP PRSP 101.7 100.1| 100.5) 100.2 98.3
1960 == e e e e meem 100.1 100.1| 100.1| 100.2 100.1
1959 o m e m o e e e 98.2 100.1{ 99.3| 99.4 100.2
1958 m e e e e 95.3 99.2) 97.8] 98.2 98.1
1957 m e e e e e e e em 99.8 105.1( 104.1 | 104.0 106.2
1956 = e e e e e 104.2 112.2] 109.6 | 110.3 112.2
195 S e e e e 100.6 109.8 | 107.2| 107.8 110.2
1954——-------L ----------------------------------- 97.9 108.7 | 106.0| 106.1 108.7
1953 e e e e e e e 101.6] 115.7 | 111.2| 111.5 114.0
195 2 e e e e ————eem 101.2 116.9) 111.6| 111.9 113.3
195 e e e e e 104.8 122.8| 115.9| 117.4 117.9
1950 e e e e 109.6 131.1} 121.0] 124.5 122.9
1949 e e e e e 103.8 125.1 | 115.9] 119.0 118.1
1948 m e e e e e el 119.0 146.4 | 134.0| 137.8 134.2
1047 mm e e e 130.9 164.2| 149.4( 153.7 144.6
LA m e e e e e e 150.6 193.7| 175.4| 178.8 160.9
R T e Tt T Tuptvay 106.0 144.1) 141.1| 127.4 113.9
B et LT 95.4 128.7] 123.0| 116.1 104.2
R e T 103.6 138.2 126.9| 127.8 113.0
1942mm e e e e e e e 116.5 155.9( 140.3| 145.4 126.7
R R et e T 111.4 149.9] 134.0| 140.8 120.5
1940 e e e e e e e e 104.9 -142.9 | 127.3| 134.9 112.8
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Table 4,

Number of resident population, by sex and age: United States, 1940-63

[Alaska included beginning 1959 and Mawsii, 1960. Figures include Armed Forces stationed in the United States but exclude those stationed outside the United States. All

figures are rounded to the nearest thousand. Population enumerated asof April 1 for 1940, 1950, and 1860, and estimated as of July 1 for all other years]

Sex and age 1963 1962 1961 1960 1959 1958 1957 1956 1955 1954 1953 1952
Men Number in thousands

All ages=m=rw==- 92,626 { 91,353 | 90,082 | 88,331 | 86,969 | 85,419 | 83,994 | 82,525} 81,068 79,427 | 77,980 | 76,801
Under 15 years----===- 29,878 | 29,566 | 29,318 | 28,358 | 27,727 | 27,008 | 26,408 | 25,611} 24,800 23,957 | 23,132 | 22,350
15-19 years==recme-~= 7,748 | 7,437 | 6,888| 6,634 | 6,450 | 6,167 5,772 | 5,526{ 5,377 5,337| 5,237 5,148
20-24 yearg=-m-=ceccn= 6,023 | 5,665 5,445| 5,272 | 5,168 | 4,997 4,880 | 4,868{ 4,870 4,662| 4,735 4,883
25~29 yearg=--=--==== 5,336 | 5,270 5,281 5,333 5,346 | 5,442} 5,564 | 5,647} 5,685( 5,732| 5,782 5,801
30-~34 yeargmee=-c-ce= 5,537 5,635| 5,735 5,846 | 5,869 | 5,933 5,944 | 5,988) 5,999| 5,941 5,834 5,814
35-39 yearse---co--c- 5,997 6,047 | 6,081| 6,080 6,025| 5,958 | 5,926 | 5,840| 5,746} 5,690 | 5,643 5,620
40-44 years—~c=-m-vo- 5,945{ 5,854 5,767 | 5,676 | 5,617 5,573 | 5,527 | 5,472| 5,410 5,349| 5,282 5,223
45-54 yearsem-—=cecma= 10,495 | 10,380 | 10,257 { 10,093 | 9,945 | 9,784 9,629 | 9,459| 9,312} 9,164 9,009 8,882
55-64 yearge=-=-=-=--- 7,891 7,775 | 7,663 7,537 | 7,445| 7,352 7,292 | 7,237 7,151 7,060| 6,981 6,908
65+ yearsee-cemmmomew 7,777 | 7,723 | 7,647 7,503 | 7,376 | 7,207 | 7,053} 6,877( 6,718 6,534 6,344 6,173

Women

All agese-we-cm 95,905 | 94,469 | 92,961 | 90,992 | 89,544 | 87,901 | 86,377 | 84,781 | 83,240 | 81,737 | 80,262 | 78,886
Under 15 years~------ 28,857 | 28,564 | 28,336 | 27,428 | 26,796 | 26,081 | 25,486 | 24,707 | 23,915 | 23,097 | 22,295 | 21,534
15-19 years=--=w=smw= 7,663 7,388 | 6,836 | 6,586 | 6,413 | 6,157 5,817 | 5,603| 5,458 | 5,387 | 5,284 5,212
20-24 yearg=-=e-ce=en 6,284 | 5,928 | 5,699 | 5,528 | 5,464 | 5,356 5,284 | 5,289f 5,335 5,397 3,517 5,663
25-~29 years---=-=cma= 5,522 | 5,462 5,469 | 5,536 | 5,541 | 5,648 | 5,781 | 5,877 5,947} 6,034 6,117 6,157
30-34 years~--==c=ne= 5,760 | 5,874| 5,980| 6,103 | 6,131| 6,198 | 6,224 | 6,277 6,306 6,263 6,191 6,139
35-39 yearg=e-er~mma== 6,289 | 6,359 6,400 6,402 | 6,341} 6,266 | 6,214) 6,104 5,997 5,937| 5,896 5,851
40~44 years--=-wece-= 6,271} 6,164 6,050| 5,924 5,853} 5,788 | 5,723 | 5,652{ 5,578 5,505 5,427 5,338
45-54 years-e-==-=c-- 10,970 | 10,801 | 10,625 | 10,393 | 10,246 | 10,057 | 9,868 | 9,670} 9,497| 9,323] 9,145 8,985
55«64 yearg--s~e-=~-e= 8,501 | 8,344} 8,199 8,036 | 7,918 7,786 7,680 | 7,576 7,435 7,288 7,150 7,009
65+ years-----m-cmen= 9,7901 9,5851 9,3651 9,056 | 8,842 1 8,5641 8,300} 8,0241 7,7721 7,5061 7,239 6,996

Sex and age 1951 1950 1949 1948 1947 1946 1945 1944 1943 1942 1941 1940

Men Number in thousands

All ages===-==-=~ 75,821 | 74,833 | 73,814 | 72,594 | 71,271 | 69,303 | 62,639 63,898 66,061 66,662? 66,639 | 66,062
Under 15 yearseme=-== 21,542 | 20,611 | 20,044 | 19,346 | 18,663 | 17,860 | 17,583 | 17,317 17,139 | 16,823 | 16,716 | 16,726
15-19 years==—======= 5,166 | 5,311 | 5,345| 5,445| 5,425| 5,160} 4,987 | 5,262 | 5,694 5,994| 6,123 6,180
20-24 years=-=-c===== 5,234 { 5,606 | 5,60L| 5,651 | 5,632 | 5,477 | 3,313 | 3,964| 5,004 5,556| 5,734 5,692
25-29 years------~---| 5,860 | 5,972 | 5,938 | 5,898 | 5,855 | 5,714 | 3,861 | 4,437} 5,109 5,355| 5,488 5,451
30-34 years-----nm=w-- 5,715 | 5,625 5,578 | 5,514 | 5,461} 5,372 | 4,286 4,583 | 4,967 5,084| 5,113 5,070
35~39 yearges---o=—e~ 5,571 | s,518{ 5,430 | 5,316 | 5,217 | 5,120 4,513 | 4,633| 4,790 4,834} 4,8l4 4,746
40-44 yearse=-==~=-e- 5,148 | 5,070} 5,004 4,919 | 4,843 | 4,770 4,628 | 4,595 4,356 | 4,526 4,485 4,419
45-54 yearge—=====mn=m= 8,769 | 8,655 | 8,624 | 8,565| 8,519 | 8,459 8,365 | 8,280 8,205 8,129} 8,054 7,962
5564 yearg=~w~-cmm== 6,809 | 6,697 | 6,592 | 6,439 | 6,303 6,171} 6,051 | 5,930| 5,822} 5,710§ 5,592 5,434
65+ years-—=-e-econ-nn 6,007 | 5,767 | 5,660 5,500 | 5,353! 5,198 | 5,052 | 4,899 4,775| 4,650 4,521 4,381

Women

All agese~==-=~= 77,490 | 75,864 | 74,850 | 73,499 | 72,175 | 70,751 | 69,841 | 68,987 | 68,183 | 67,238 | 66,482 | 65,608
Under 15 years=----=~ 20,765 | 19,871 | 19,334 | 18,661 | 17,999 | 17,227 | 16,994 | 16,780 | 16,575 | 16,302 | 16,223 | 16,246
15-19 years=v-==v~=== 5,217 | 5,305} 5,381} 5,496 | 5,615 | 5,734 | 5,844} 5,929 6,000 6,059] 6,107 6,153
20-24 yearg=m=c=v=ne= 5,771 5,876 | 5,916 | 5,956 | 5,983 | 5,997 5,974 | 5,986 5,986) 5,970| 5,943 5,895
25-29 yearsme~w=e=v== 6,218 6,270 | 6,226 6,156 | 6,079 | 6,003 5,923 | 5,878| 5,836| 5,787 5,731 5,646
30=34 years~eemeccene 6,026 | 5,892 5,838 5,760 | 5,682 | 5,608 | 5,532 | 5,467 5,406 5,339 5,270 5,172
35-39 yearsme=-c-c-=- 5,799 | 5,729 | 5,641 5,524 5,409 | 5,306 | 5,213 5,133 '5,060 | 4,986| 4,908 4,800
40~44 yearg====~=scn-w 5,246 | 5,134 | 5,072 4,989 | 4,907} 4,830 4,754 4,679 4,608 | 4,536 4,463 4,369
45=54 years~=--~=-===- 8,843 | 8,688 | 8,627! 8,533 | 8,443 | 8,347 8,234} 8,102| 7,972| 7,838 7,704 7,550
55-64 years==---=-wa- 6,843 | 6,672 | 6,552 | 6,383 | 6,223 | 6,071L| 5,930 | 5,782{ 5,646| 5,509 5,367 5,189
65+ years~wee-cecen== 6,763 | 6,427 | 6,262| 6,040 | 5,833 | 5,629 | 5,442 5,248 5,092 4,933| 4,767 4,587
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Table 5. Number of unmarried resident womenlézoyggrs of age and over, by age: United States,

o Bl et bl BTl

Number in thousands

1963=-=cmm o me e - 22,529 6,675| 2,072 717 588 679 815 ] 4,860 | 6,123
1962-nmmm e e 22,156 | 6,324 | 1,850 732 734 820 931 | 4,854 ] 5,911
N 21,440 5,835| 1,797 752 686 735 845 | 4,950 5,840
1960--==mmcmmme e e 20,725 5,555} 1,686 765 688 761 834 | 4,869 5,567
1950 mm e e o 20,286 5,381| 1,680 676 665 739 829 { 4,700 5,300
1958-=-—mom e e e e e 20,147 5,154 | 1,682 815 677 749 842 4,976 | 5,252
1957 == mmm e e e 19,458 (| 4,904 1,659 792 698 742 847 | 4,897 | 5,070
1956-===mmemm e 19,235 4,633 1,622 817 673 860 965 | 4,715 4,950
1955-===m e e e em 18,925 4,593| 1,655 872 724 777 884 | 4,569 | 4,851
1054 m e m e e e 18,664 4,606 | 1,774 832 808 768 871 4,391 | 4,614
L1953 mm e e 18,468 || 4,449 1,715 888 749 787 877 ) 4,603 | 4,400
1952 e e 18,494 (| 4,396 | 1,778 970 780 816 885 | 4,524 | 4,345
1951t e e 18,417 4,393 1,890 901 850 792 843 | 4,482 4,263
1950 === e e 18,404 4,360 | 1,980 | 1,007 777 878 913 | 4,336 | 4,145
1949mcc e e e e 18,230 |l 4,456 | 1,921 | 1,086 849 826 863 | 4,261 3,968
1948 mmmm e e e 18,391} 4,619 2,063} 1,110 882 840 854 | 4,162 3,861
1947w mmmmmmmm e el 18,760 4,827 | 2,276 | 1,151 945 861 845 | 4,060 | 3,795
1946-mmmmmmmmmm e e 19,402 | 5,156 | 2,504 | 1,090 | 1,062 998 703 | 4,125| 3,764
1945 mmmmm e e 19,283 5,200 | 2,562} 1,167 | 1,007 977 761 4,026 | 3,583
1944 mmmmmnm e e e e 18,9821 5,178 2,569 1,226 915 934 842 | 3,916 3,402
1943mmmmmce e 19,009 5,217 2,617| 1,286 905 913 879 | 3,879 3,313
1942-cmmmm e e 19,056 || 5,296 2,683 1,328 930 903 867 | 3,829 | 3,220
1941m oo e 19,161 5,360} 2,771 | 1,393 970 898 862 | 3,787 3,120
1940---mrmmcrmmrr e e 19,253 5,422} 2,854 | 1,451 | 1,007 892 851 3,741 3,035
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Table 6. Marriage rates, by previous marital status and age of bride and groom: marriage-regis~
tration area, 1960 and 1963
1963 1960
Previous marital status and age
Bride Groom Bride Groom

All upmarried
All ages, 14t years-------w--emmermmccnecmncm—— e
14-19 yearSme-=rm-=mem-mcm e m ;e

20-24 yearS§==--w-mmeemem e d e e dee e mc e e m— -
25-44 year§e-=—-— - o e e

Widowed and divorced

All ages, l4+ yearS------semocmcrrcrmmecm e

14-24 years==---=cmmcm e n e e e
25-44 years----mmemmm e e e mme e n e

Divorced
All ages, l&4+ years=--e-mrmmocecaccenceee -

14-24 year§-m—=—==--mm-mmme e ceeeemeecemee—ea-
25-44 years=---mmmmmm s oo oo
45-64 years=--==m=m-mm e e e

Rate per 1,000 in specified group

61.7 72.5 64.1 75.0
63.5 20.4 76.6 23.5
264.5 | 195.1| 277.1| 212.7
111.6 | 149.7 | 102.5| 137.7
19.3 45.2 18.5 46.2
2.2 15.1 2.3 13.4
82.0 66.6 87.5 70.7
61.4 20.0 74.7 23.1
249.7| 189.1]  263.9|  206.0
84.8 |  112.9 78.6 |  111.3
8.4 12.7 8.6 13.2
1.1 3.7 1.0 3.5
33.0 97.1 32.7 89.1
467.0 | 3375  407.7 |  392.9
139.6 |  302.6 | 131.8 | = 244.3
22.9 81.4 22.0 85.1
2.3 18.7 2.5 16.6
10.2 38.4 10.4 36.1
66.6 |  163.8 61.7 |  134.0
16.2 70.1 14.9 68.4
2.0 17.4 2.1 15.5
133.5 | 177.0| 1221 167.7
565.9 | 353.1| 433.4|  360.4
179.0 |  306.6 | . 171.7 |  262.4
45.2 89.5 44,7 96.5
9.7 26.5 8.8 30.0
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Table 7.

Number of marriages, by previous marital status and age of bride and groom: marriage-registration ared, 1960

[Fxgures exclude age not stated for 1960; age not stated was distributed for 1963, Figures for marmriages in which one or both partners were widowed or divorced exclude all such marriages
from Michigan and Ohio in both years and from Louisiana in 1963] .

Previous marital
status of bride
and groom and

1963

1960

Age of groom

Age of groom

age of bride <o
ALl Under | 20-24 | 25-44 |45-64 | 65+ A1l Under | 20-24 | 25-44 | 45-64 | 65+
ages years years years | years | years ages years years years: | years | years
All marriages Numbexr of marriages

All ages-=-~| 1,033,950 1131,260 ] 470,006 ) 332,034 | 78,685 | 21,965} 868,796 || 115,324 | 377,295 288,i12_’ 70,132 | 17,933
Under 20 years-~- 368,981 || 115,128 | 220,183| 33,271 364 35] 330,963 105,076 | 190,970 34',_555' " 352 10
20-24 years—-mm~- 376,921 || 15,232 | 232,689 | 127,461 | 1,444 95| 285,283 9,912 | 171,004 103,23'5_' 1,092 40
25-44 yearg==-=e= 214,619 900 ( 17,057| 162,933| 32,610 1,119} 190,030 336| 15,271 143,124 |-30,150 | 1,149
45-64 years-—-—~=~- 64,163 —— 77 8,344 | 42,889 | 12,853 54,666 -— 50 751,7:2'! 37,066 | 10,372
65+ yeaxrs-~====m== 9,266 == - 25( 1,378 7,863 7,854 —— - 20| 1,472 6,362

Bride single,
groom single

All ages--- 713,488 (|126,598 | 421,471 | 160,122 5,297 605,202 || 111,966 | 340,425 | 148,245 4,566
‘Under 20 years=--- 341,100 (112,128 | 205,646 | 23,222 104 309,929 || 102,779 | 179,968 é7,022 160
20-24 yearsg-mme= - 307,382 || 13,954 207,211| 86,010 207 232,618 8,973| 152,152 _-,'71,183 310
25-44 yearse—r---- 62,125 516 8,592 | 50,415 2,602 59,942 214 8,305 | - 49,384 2,039
454 years-m-mmeee 2,881 -== 22 475 2,384 2,713 ——- ——- 656 2,057

Bride single,
groom divoxrced

All ages--~ 49,727 10,033 34,723 | 4,445 526 39,863 7,468 27,597 | 4,461 337
Undexr 25 years--- 32,074 9,720 21,717 613 24 23,006 6,803 15,826 357, 20
25-44 yearg—--=-- 16,047 313 12,880 2,797 57 15,078 665 11,606 2,766 41
45-64 years--=-=-- 1,494 - 126 | 1,035 333 1,748 - 165| 1,338 245
65+ years--—~cen~n 112 - —— —-—— 112 31 ~— .- -—= 31

Bride divorced,
groom single

All ages--- 53,476 19,405 30,738 | 3,187 146 | 45,497 14,485 27,802 2,887 323
Under 25 years--- 27,804 14,098 7,689 17 —-- 16,845 10,648 6,167 30 -
25-44 yearsm=-=~= 28,921 5,292 21,932 | 1,695 2 26,182 3,807 21,0641 1,271 40
45-64 years-—---~- 2,696 15 1,117 | 1,425 139 2,179 30 571] 1,476 102
65+ years-~=~==== 55 ——- -—= 50 5 291 -— —-— 110 181

Bride divorced,
groom divorced .

All ages-=- 77,953 4,840 52,918 | 19,158 | 1,037 60,168 3,521 39,197 | 16,252 | 1,198
Under 25 years-~--~ 12,910 3,620 8,999 286 5 9,995 2,456 7,435 104 ——
25-44 yearse-~e-= 53,035 1,210 41,7171 9,997 111 40,462 1,065 30,299 | 9,017 8L
45-64 years~---~-- 11,716 10 2,202 | 8,822 682 9,448 —-— 1,463 7,091 894
65+ years~—=~=cn~= 292 - —— 53 239 263 -—— ——- 40 223
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Table 7. Number of marriages, by previous marital status and age of bride and groom: marriage-registration area, 1960—Con.

[Figures exclude age not stated for 1960; age not stated was distributed for 1968. Figures for marriages in which one or both partners were widowed or divorced exclude all such marriages
from Michigan and Ohio in both years and from Louisiana in 1968]

1963 1960
Age of groom Age of groom
Previous marital status of bride and groom and age of bride
all |l Underiusieq | es+ | oann || URdeT | asees | 65+
ages years | years | years| ages years | years | years
Bride single, groom widowed Number of marriages
All @geSemmmmmmmmnmemae e cecedenmomme—eesema—ameen 8,015 || 3,469 3,212(1,334] 8,025 | 3,667 | 3,042 1,316
Under 45 YearS—wmemmemamemm ;o omm oo oo m oo mm e oo 5,307 || 3,394 1,632 281 6,025 || 3,626 | 2,005 394
45268 JRATS=mmm—mmmmmm e m oo iocsheeeeuem—me—eeae 2,349 751 1,555 719 1,726 41| 1,037 648
65+ YEATS=mmmmmmmmm e m e e e ae ke mmm e oMo e e Mbeeesame— e ———— 359 - 25 334 274 - - 274
Bride widowed, groom single
All 8geSmmmmmmmwmr o mm e mm oo eeeomnennmasee 10,361 || 7,200 | 2,637 524 | 9,992 i 7,237 | 2,087 668
Under 45 yearS--m-me-mm-emcceece e ;oo ce e meeemme— e 7,019 | 6,390 599 30| 6,708 || 6,135 553 20
45264 JEATSmmammmmmem e o e e e R e e meema——esen e 2,954 800 | 1,863 291 ) 2,910 |f 1,082 1,383 445
65+ JEAYS=memmmmmmmnm o m e s e emm e e em— e 388 10 175 203 374 20 151 ‘203
Bride widowed, groom widowed
All ageS-mremmmmmmcmmac e n—cesemmcre e e e e e s —— e 22,518 || 1,522 (10,903 [L0,093 | 19,578 || 1,472 | 9,945 | 8,161
Under 45 yearSe--ceesracmcraccr oo ecee e 3,283 1,255 1,814 214 3,221 1,136 1,905 180
556l JEATS=mmmm e e mmm o mmmemmmmmmaemnmmemma e —m———————— 14,255 267 | 8,650 | 5,338 | 12,116 || 336 | 7,406 | 4,374
65+ YEATSmmrmmmm e mm e e — e mm e m e m e e e G mem e A e ——————— 4,980 - 439 | 4,541 | 4,241 - 634 | 3,607
Bride widowed, groom divorced
All @geSwem-rr=mmm o e e iemmemmce e e -- 116,949 || 7,257 | 8,577 | 1,115 | 13,020 || 6,023 | 6,007 990
Under 45 JearS-==mme=mmm-mmm—mmmme e e e oo oo memen 7,714 || 5,517 | 2,167 30 6,431 || 4,672 | 1,738 21
45-64 JEATSmmm=mmm—mmemmaemememae e imscmemmemme———ee—eeee— 8,544 1t 1,730 | 6,219 595 | 6,102 || 1,351 4,155 596
65+ YEAISmmmm=mmmmme e mm e emsemmmem— e meemmeeane 691 10 191 490 487 - 114 373
Bride divorced, groom widowed
All 2geS-wrmmmrmmm ool eimmc et e 13,412 | 4,103 | 6,914 | 2,395 [ 11,304 || 2,523 | 6,950 | 1,831
Under 45 YearSem=mmmemmm—moommo s e e mceenecmec—nem 7,590 || 3,881 | 3,531 178 | 5,692 || 2,200 | 3,320 172
45264 YEALSm=vmummrmmmmamm ;e me e memme—mommmesseemmees e 5,358 222 | 3,320 |1,816 | 5,323 323} 3,588 [ 1,412
654 YEArSe=remmmmmmmremmmmmmemammemc S m e esercesessmeseaseee- 464 - 63 401 289 - 42 247
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Table 8, Number of unmarried resident population 14 years of age and over, by previous marital
status, sex, and age: marriage-registration area, 1960 and 1963
1963 1960
Sex and age Tozal, Previously Total, Previously
14+ Single p 14+ Single <
years married years married
Men Number in thousands
All ages, 14+ years—=--=~e= 14,264 11,880 2,384 11,646 9,524 2,122
14-19 years—=-=-me-m=mcommenoaane 6,438 6,435 3 4,916 4,912 &
20=24 years=e—mm=—mmesmccmccccaae- 2,409 2,355 54 1,775 1,739 36
25«44 yearsmemmeeme——cmccmmncn——- 2,218 1,804 414 2,094 1,695 399
45-64 yearS-==semmcmmmmcomea - 1,739 924 815 1,519 827 692
65+ yearse---rmemecece e —————— 1,458 361 1,097 1,342 351 991
Women
All ages, 14+ years-m-=m—= | 16,745 9,569 7,176 | 13,628 7,594 6,034
14-19 years==-==--mmemmcccecaaan 5,814 5,804 10 4,318 4,303 16
20=24 yearsm=sm=memecmmccmceccana 1,425 1,339 86 1,030 957 73
25«44 yearsee-mccmmemmmccccccnmnna 1,923 1,013 910 1,854 1,050 804
45-64 years==--=mmmmccmeccacaoan 3,325 868 2,457 2,959 819 2,140
654 years=mmemmmccccacccncacacn- 4,258 544 3,714 3,467 465 3,002
MRA, excluding Louisiana, MRA, excluding Michigan
Michigan, and Ohio and Ohio
Sex and age
Total . . Total . .
3 . Wid- Di- ’ . Wid- Di~-
14+ Single 14+ Single
years owed | vorced years owed | vorced
Men Number in’ thousands
All ages, l4+ years-m-wrme=== 12,129 ) 10,148 | 1,156 826 9,940 || 8,161} 1,096 683
1424 years==me=—-cmmcccmmecn—n—— 7,504 | 7,450 11 43 5,731 || 5,697 3 31
25-44 yearg=--eco-cmcmmcccanmnaa~ 1,936 j 1,581 45 310 1,790 || 1,457 54 279
45-64 yearS=~=mcemcemmmmcccocanean 1,469 801 301 366 1,291 711 295 285
65+ years--~mecmememcecccneanona—— 1,220 316 799 106 1,129 297 744 88
Women
All ages, l4+ yeaxs—=-===== 14,072 8,083} 4,903 | 1,087 | 11,601 || 6,457 | 4,179 965
14=24 years====memmmemcecccocce———— 6,056 | 5,989 5 62 4,519 || 4,445 11 63
25=44 yearSm~=mmecmemmemccmcmaa—— 1,600 840 261 498 1,577 200 256 421
45=64 yearSmemmemcccccmmmcmece - 2,792 764 | 1,587 442 2,535 709 | 1,441 385
65+ years-em-=-cmcmecccmmcmmrannan 3,622 488 | 3,049 85 2,970 403 | 2,471 96
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX

Introduction

This section includes data and explanations of the
information available about the coverage of the statis-
tics presented in this report. Data are presented show-
ing the completeness of the statistics, the specifications
of the samples of marriage records, and approximations
of the sampling errors of the statistics used in the
analyses,

Terms and Procedures

Mavrviage vates.—The marriage rates presentedin
this report are measures of the incidence of marriages
during a year, or, stated differently, probabilities that
marriages will occur in eligible populations based on
their incidence in the period covered. The rates shown
vary conceptually in the kinds of probability of which
they are estimates.

1. Marriages per 1,000 resident population.—This
is an overall estimate of the probability of
marriages in an entire population. As such, it
is comparable to crude rates of other vital
events (births, deaths, divorces) in the same
resident population. Such rates are useful in
providing information about a population when
they are related to other similarly defined rates
in describing the overall characteristics of the
population.

2. Marriages per 1,000 women or men 15 yearsof
age and over.—These rates measure the prob-
abilities of marriages occurring in populations
of adults., As is the case for all of the rates,
the populations are composed of residents.

The first two types of rates are crude measures
of incidence in populations. As such, they cannot be
used as estimates of average probabilities of marriage
to individuals in these populations since many of the
individuals included are not legally eligible to marry,
being already married or too young. Other rates are
based on unmarried populations which also exclude
most persons too young to marry. Some of the persons
in these populations, even though unmarried, would
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encounter legal obstacles to marrying; however, their
number is small relative to the number of persons in
the total or adult populations not eligible tomarry.

3. Mavrviages per 1,000 unmarvied women 15-44
years of age and 15 yeavs of age and over,
United States,—The numerators of these rates
are marriages occurring in the specified year
in the United States. The base populations are
unpublished figures prepared by the U.S. Bureau
of the Census. They are enumerated as of
April 1 for 1940, 1950, and 1960 and estimated
as of July 1 for all other years. The rate for un-
married women 15 years of age and over is an
estimate of the probability of marriage over
this age span. The rate based on unmarried
women 135-44 years of age is an approximation
of a rate from which the probability of marriage
could be inferred since the numerator is mar-
riages to women of all ages. The appropriate
numerator of the number of marriages of women
in this age interval was not available for the
United States except for 1960, When the esti-
mate of the number of brides aged 15-44 was
used for 1960, the estimate of the rate for that
year was 134.4 instead of 148.0, which was
estimated using brides of all ages as the nu-
merator. It appears from figures on age at
marriage that the magnitude of the rates for the
MRA for brides 15-44 years is about 10 per-
cent smaller than that of rates for allbrides.

4. Mawiages' per 1,000 unmarried women ov men
of specified age and marital status, mavviage-
registvation avea.—These rates by age and
marital status are shown in table 6. (Marriage
rates per 1,000 unmarried women or men 15
years of age and over are included on the key
statistical information page at the front of this
publication.) The numerators are numbers of
marriages in which the bride or groom was of
the specified marital status before marriage and
included in the specified age at marriage. The
denominators are estimates of the population
resident in the marriage-registration area as of



April 1, 1960, or July 1, 1963, with the same
sex, age, and marital status characteristics as
the brides or grooms includedin the numerator.
(As explained subsequently under ""Adjustments
and limitations of rates," rates for widowed and
for divorced persons exclude estimates for
Michigan and Ohio in 1960 and 1963 and for
Louisiana in 1963 from both numerator and de-
nominator.) The base population estimates for
1963 are comsistent with population estimates
published in Curvent Population Reports.2

5. Morviages per 1,000 maximum-possible mar-
riages of unmarvied menand womenof specified
marital statuses and/or ages.—Theserates are
shown in table C. Each rate is computed using
the number of marriages of brides of specified
age at marriage and marital status beforemar-
riage to grooms of specified age and marital
status as the numerator and the lesser of the
two eligible populations as the denominator, The
two eligible populations are unmarried men of
the same marital status and age as the grooms
and unmarried women of the samnemarital status
and age as the brides, For example, for 1960 the
rate of marriages per 1,000 maximum possible
marriages of previously single women under 25
years to previously divorced men under 25 years
is computed using 6,803 marriages as the nu-
merator and 31,000 divorced men under 25
years as the denominator. Of the two eligible
populations, the number of divorced men under
25 years is smaller than the number of single
women under 25 years, This rate, R, may be
expressed as the ratio of two other rates. In a
population, P, composed only ofthe two eligible
groups of men, F,, and women, R, , if P, < P,,

k4 1 W
the maximum possible rateof marriageisR_, =
[B,/p]1000, If M, is the estimated number of
marriages which occurred between persons in
P, and P, in the year 1963, then the actual rate
of marriage inpopulation, P,is Rest=[Mast' /P1000,
The ratio of the estimated rate tothe maximum
possible rate can be expressedas follows:

M,__. /P/.1000
Rest /Rmax =/%W = Mest /Pm N

If B,<F, the result would of coursebe M, /E,,
and if B, =P, this figure would be the denomi-
nator. Thus the rate per 1,000 maximum possi-
ble number of marriages is a ratio of an ob-
served rate at which an event occurs to the
maximum possible rate at which the event could
occur,

2Bureau of the Census: Estimates of the population of States, by
age, July 1, 1963. Current Population Reports. Series P-25, No. 294.
U.S. Department of Commerce. Washington. U.S. Government Printing
Office, Nov. 5, 1964.

Adjustments and limitations of vates.—Marriages
occurring in the MRA include some brides and grooms
who were not living in the MRA. In 1963, 2.5 percent of
the brides and 3.7 percent of the grooms reported resi-
dences in non-MRA States, and another 0.3 percent of
each reported their residence as outside the United
States. It seems likely that more residents of States in
the MRA were married in States outside the MRA than
vice versa, probably by a ratio of about2 to 1.

In 1961 the District of Columbia, Indiana, and Mas-
sachusetts were added to the MRA. All tabulations- and
rate computations were made using the areas partici-
pating in the MRA as of each year, Comparisons of the
percent distributions of age and marriage order of
brides and grooms in 1963 for the MRA including and
excluding marriages reported in 1963 by these three
reporting areas indicate only small differences inthese
distributions, even though the three areas accounted for
over half of the increase intotal marriages for the MRA
in 1963 compared with the total for the MRA in 1960.
Also the 1963 rate of 8.0 per 1,000 resident population
for the MRA is only reduced to 7.9 when these three
areas are excluded. The similarity of the percent dis-
tributions of marriage order and age at marriage in
1963 for the entire MRA and for the MRA excluding the
three reporting areas is shown in table I.

Marital status of previously widowed and divorced
brides and grooms could not be classified for Michigan
and Ohio in both 1960 and 1963 because these data were
not requested on the marriage record forms of these
two States., In 1963 previous marital status was not
classified for Louisiana due to incomplete reporting and
the use by some local offices of outdated forms which
did not include an item on marital status before the
current marriage.

Hence data on remarriages of widowed and divorced
women and men exclude Michigan and Ohio for both
1960 and 1963 and Louisianafor 1963. Base populations
for 1960 of widowed and divorced persons, excluding
Michigan and Ohio, were prepared from 1960 census
figures, and for 1963 they were estimated by the Bureau
of the Census. Later the 1963 base populations were
adjusted to exclude Louisiana also by distributing,
proportional to the reported age by marital status dis-
tributions for Louisiana from the 1960 census, the
appropriate age group totals (14 years of age and over)
estimated for Louisiana as of July 1, 1963. The results
of these proportional distributions by sex, previous
marital status, and age for Louisiana were deducted
from corresponding base€ populations which already
excluded Michigan and Ohio (table I). Marriage rates
by previous marital status of the bride and groom, in
which either or both were widowed or divorced, ex-
clude these States, The only rates (table C) which
include these States are those for which age of all
brides is classified by age of all grooms and those for
which age of single brides is classified by age of single
grooms, .
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Table I. Percent distribution of marriages, by marriage order and age of bride and groom: mar-
riage-registration area, 1963
Bride Groom
Marriage order and age at marriage . MRA . MRA
Entire excluéing Eﬁﬁire excluéing
3 areas! 3 areas!
Marriage order Percent distribution
Totalmmmmmmme—m e c e e e mm e mmm————— e m— e === | 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
First marriage---------c-memcemrmeeccemcmeemceaeoosose s m o 76.8 76.7 77.4 77.2
Remarriage-—-------commmmmm e mm e em e mceoSees st s s 23.2 23.3 22,6 22.8
First marriage
Total-m--r--—mmmmemmcmm e e e m e e e — e emmee e ———— 100.0 100.0 {100.0 100.0
Under 18 years 14.8 15.0 1.6 1.6
18-19 years 30.7 30.7 4.7 14,8
20-24 years 42.6 42.4 56.3 56.3
25-29 years 6.7 6.6 16.7 16.6
30-34 years 2,3 2,3 5.4 5.4
35-44 1.9 2.0 3.6 3.6
45-54 years--- 0.7 0.7 1.0 1.0
55-64 years 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.5
65 years and over 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2
100.0 | 100.0 100.0
Under 3.0 0.2 0.3
20-24 15.9 8.1 | 8.0
25-29 15.5 14.5 14.4
30-34 14.0 13.7 13.8
35-44 4.1 24,3 25.9 26.0
45-54 6.0 15,9 17.7 17.8
55-64 y 7.8 7.8 |. 11.0 11.0
65 years and over 3.6 3.6 8.9 8.9

! Excludes Indiana, Massachusetts, and the District of Columbia.

Procedures for analysis of vaviation between 1960
and 1968 mavriage vates pev 1,000 maximum possible
marriages.—Rates of marriage per 1,000 maximum
possible marriages in 1960 and 1963 were computed as
measures of rates at which persons of a specified
marital status and age selected marriage partners of
specified marital statuses and ages. The analysis of
differences in these rates compared expected overall
rates with corresponding rates computed for 1963.

In the first procedure each specific rate for 1963
was multiplied by the corresponding population of 1960
and the products summed across age groups to obtain
an expected number of marriages.

The comparative overall rates were computed by
the same procedures, except that the specific rates
were those of 1960 and the specific populations were
those of 1963.
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Procedures for compulation of expected trends in'
marriages and marviage vates, 1940-63, ~ Age-specific
marriage rates for unmarried women L5 years of age
and over (table 5) were computed for 1960 for the United
States. The expected number E (M) of marriages, based
on these 1960 specific rates, was computed for each
year 1940-59 and 1961-63, using the formula, E(M) =

7

A

2 R_.. P
i=1

i_so Pi_y, where R, g is the marriage rate iﬂl

1960 for unmarried women in the sth age interval, and
Pi_y is the population of unmarried women in the ith
age interval in the yth year of the series 1940-59 and
1961-63. The populations of unmarried females 15
years of age and over for the period 1940-63 were
estimated by the Bureau of the Census for use in com-
puting birth and marriage rates duringthis period.



Place and Time of Occurrence

Table II, Number of counties not reporting

marriages: United States, 1948-63

Marriage statistics for the United States are
based on counts of marriages performed during the: Year Number
data year by place of occurrence, except that a few
States report number of marriage licenses issued dur- 7
ing the year. Statistics for the marriage-registration 5
areas aretabulated by place and time of occurrence, 1g
. 15
Coverage of Statistics 33
) 1957 wmmmmmmm 47
United States.——All data exclude Alaska for years 1956--=—--=-- gg
preceding 1959 and Hawalii for years preceding 1960. 35
Total marriages for the United States in 1963 is the 37
sum of annual torals reported for each of the 50 States }F;
and the District of Columbia, Within the States esti- 79
mates were made for only seven nonreporting counties 73
of a total of 3,113 counties or equivalent local areas in 81
Nonaes somtns o RS ve- a 1
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the Nation, The totals reported by 43 States and the
District of Columbia are based on counts of individual
marriage reports in centralized files, In six States and
New York City, without central files, surveys were

conducted by State officials (in New York City, the city
clerk) to obtain annual counts of marriages from local
offices, In one State without a centralfile, local officials
reported to the National Center for Health Statistics on

Table III. Percent of marriages for which selected characteristics were not stated, by source of
nonresponse: marriage-registration area, 1960 and 1963
1963 1960
Characteristic ' Total, Not Not Total, Not Not
not report- | com- not report- | com-
stated able! |pleted |stated able! |pleted
Percent
Month of marriage-------~-—c-ocmcmmcmc e 20.1 -1 2%o0.1 0.4 0.4
Date of marriage--------———=—-- e - 0.2 - 20.2 0.5 ¢.5
Age
BIride-mmmmm oo e e 29.3 30.3 0.5 0.5
GLOOM =~ === = = = e = o e e oo 20.3 0.3 0.5 0.5
Color
Bride-mmmm oo e e 22.9 18.6 4.31 9.2 7.8 1 L.k
GrOOmm = = = o e e e e e 22.9 18.6 4,3 8.9 7.8 | L.1
First or remarriage |
Bridem———me e e e e 1.2 - 1.2 L.4 - 1.4
GLOOM= == = = = e e o e e e e L.1 - 1.1 1.3 - 1.3
Previous marital status 5
Bride———--- - e e e 5.1 3.7 | 1.5 5.5 3.8 L.7
GroOm=m = === m = e e e 5.0 3.7 1.3 5.3 3.7 1.6
Number of this marriage } ‘
Bride--mmmommommmmm e e emem 3.8 || 1.9 1.8 4.3 2.1 2.2
G OOM= e = e e e e e e 3.6 | 1.9 1.8 4.l 2.0 | 2.0
State of residence ‘
Bride--—ceme e e e e e e 0.8 - 0.8 0.6 - 0.6
GLOOM= = = = m e e e e e e 1.0 - 1.0 ¢.6 0.6
State of birth
Bride~=-m—emmm e e - 4,8 0.9 3.9 -— — ——
GLOOM= === m = = = e e e e e e e 4.5 0.9 | 3.6 e -— -
i 3
Type of ceremony--—-—-----m-ommac e 12.3 9.5 | 2.8 1.2 7.8 | 3.4

1Reporting areas not requesting certain items on their record forms were as follows:
Color (or race): Ohio in both 1963 and 1960, and California and New Jersey in 1963.
Previous marital status (for previously married persons):Michigan and Ohio in both 1963 and 1960,

and Louisiana in 1963,

Number of this marriage (for previously married persoms): Idaho, Kansas, Maryland, and Oregon

both 1963 and 1960.
State of birth: District of Columbia in 1963,

in

Type of ceremony (civil or religious depending on title of officiant): Ohio in both 1963 and 1960,

and Kentucky in 1963.°

?Estimates based on preliminary counts; these cases were allocated for 1963.
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Table IV. Marriage sample-—sampling rates and samp;.g3size: marriage-registration area, 1960 and
1
. Number of | Estimated
Year and area Saxgzi.:le.ng sample number of
records | marriages
1963
Total, MRA=~me=-mmccm e e e mcm e e e et aes 121,404 | 1,033,950
- ‘Stratum l: Alaska, Delaware, Vermont, Wyoming-w---- L All records 11,595 11,595
Stratum 2: District of Columbia, Hawaii, Maine, Montana, New

Hampshire, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Utgh=-e==eceweanmeaua- 1/2 28,920 57,840
Stratum 3: Connecticut, Idaho, Kansas, Loulslana M1s31ss:|.pp1,

Nebraska, Oregone-—-c--cmomcmccccmmicetnen e e e ——————— 1/5 24,243 121,215
Stratum 4: Alabama, Florida, Indiana, Yowa, Kentucky,

Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Tetmessee Virxginia,

WLSCONSINmmmmm i mm e e e e e e 1/10 39,233 392,330
Stratum 5: Georgia, New York (exciuding New York City)=-me=-== 1/20 5,922 118,440
Stratum 6: Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvaniaw--=-eec-- e —— 1/25 8,474 211,850
Stratum 7: California~=--=—w-= e mmeeen e ————— meemecemm—me - 1/40 3,017 120,680

1960
Total, MRA=—oe-—mmccomommmm e m e - ese 39,674 873,360
Stratum 1: Alaska, Delaware, Vermont, Wyominge--eeec-cncccnacs All records 10,790 106,790
Stratum 2: Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, South Dakota,

Montana, Utah, Hawali-~-ee-meccmmmmcm e e 1/10 4,503 45,030
Stratum 3: Connecticut, Wisconsin, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas,

Maryland, Virginia, Florida, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama,

Mississippi, Louisiana, Idaho, Oregon, New Jersey=-=--c--e=- 1/20 20,257 405,140
Stratum 4: New York (excluding New York City), Pemmsylvania, ‘

Ohio, Michigan, Georgia, Californig--=-emesecomeecmmcoccmaon— 1/100 4,124 412,400

a monthly basis. In general, the annual totals for the
years 1960-62 have a degree of completeness of coverage
comparable with that for 1963, The amount of estimat-
ing for incomplete reporting has steadily decreased
during the period 1940-63. No comprehensive test of
completeness of reporting has been conducted to darte.
However, the trend toward more complete coverage is
shown in an approximate way by the downward trend in .
the number of counties for which no reports were re- -
ceived (table II), These counts can be made for the years
shown but are not available for earlier years.

| Mawzage-regzstmtzon avea.— Coverage for 1963
consisted of marriages occurring in 35 States and the
District of Columbia. Of these areas the District of
Columbia, Indiana, and Massachusetts were the only
areas not in the MRA in 1960,

criteria:

1, Central files of marriage records
2. A statistical report form that includes items
conforming closely to those on the Standard
Certificate of Marriage (see fig. I)
3. Regular and timely reporting by all local areas
4. Agreement on tests of marriage registration
completeness and accuracy,
cooperation with the National Center for Heakh
Statistics,

The marriage-registration area comnsists of the
States and independent areas that meet the following

carried out in

Coverage for specific statistical variables used in
the analyses of data from the MRA was complete with
the following two exceptions: race or color was not
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Table V. Approximate sampling errors

of specified numbers

of marriages: marriage-registration

area, 1960 and 1963
1963 1960
Percent of marriage-registration area total
Corresponding | Sampling | Corresponding | Sampling
number error number error

0.0 eI Lo 40 873,253 70
003 S8TosIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIT 1o3su %0 873095 156
O eI (R 127 srre; | 221
0+2 08§ TS0IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII L g%k 283 “ioe 993 495
B T Sl I S R 1 399 Byt eot 696
S T ———————————————l I 0 1130+ T2 R vt BT
R ———————— I .03t BN CH I v o1+ IR L
S0 OfpToIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII a3t 787 | %R%%e | 1,370
>0 g oIl nE 875 | “%358%95 | 1,524
[ EYr Shihi— R T o0t 1§ IR TUE TS Bt % -8 T
OO SIS | aaos | STAER6 R 2098
B ——————— 15 < B WECE Bt v+ I R
S-S ————————— R Y A0+ B W IS - B LY
£ ———————— I =1 <% B B IR E LY I £+ -+ B NPT
50 4 0mmmm = = m e e 516,975 2,007 436,680 3,497

Lot the 1o level.

available for Ohio in 1960 and 1963 and for California
and New Jersey in 1963; previous mariral status was
not available for Michigan and Ohio in both 1960 and
1963 and for Louisiana in 1963, The following figures
are the percentages of estimated national totals of
marriages and of resident population included in the
MRA.

Percent in MRA:

Of resident Of total <
population of ”%”;“.’ijl
. i une
United States States
1963 - mcm o ee 69 63
1960~ - < e 67 57
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Completeness of Data

Table III shows, for each characteristic tabulated
and for 1960 and 1963, estimates of the number of re-
sponses not completed, the number of cases not report-
able (i.e., the number of cases for which data from a
reporting area could not be tabulated), and the total of
cases not stated (i.e,, the sum of responses not com-
pleted and cases not reportable) for the MRA,

Characteristics of Samples

In table IV the sampling rates, sample sizes, and
estimated numbers of marriages are shown for each
reporting area in the marriage-registration area for
1960 and 1963, The States listed in each stratum were
sampled at the same rate. The minimum sample size .



expected from each State for 1960 was 400 recoxrds; for

1963 it was 2,500 records.

Sampling Error

In table V approximate sampling errors are shown
asstandard errors (lo) for estimates of frequenciescor-
responding to the specified proportions of the MRA
totals, In table VI approximate sampling errors are
shown for an array of frequencies which approximate
the estimates of populations used as basesfor marriage
rates for the MRA in 1963. The estimates shown for
age-sex groups are not based on sample data, but
numbers in marital status subgroups (single, widowed,
divorced)are based on sample data; the sampling error
of each depends on the age-sex groups of which it is a
part. Actual estimated sizes of age groups by sex and
by marital status are shown in table 8. The populations
used as bases for the marriage rates for the MRA in
1960 have relatively small sampling errors compared
with the numbers of marriages, since they are based
on a 25-percent sample of the population enumerated
on April 1, 1960. The sampling error of each such

Table VI. Approximate sampling errors of speci-

estimate for 1960 is negligible, approximately 0.7 per-
cent as large as the estimated population,

A few of the specific rates for the MRA in 1963
have sampling errors so large relative to their sizes
that they should be interpreted only as small and not
as numerical estimates. These rates may be identified
by the following rule:

Rates having as numerafors less than about 500
marriages have relative sampling errors exceeding
30 percent, given the range of base populations
used,

The specific rates shown in table 6 for 1960 include
some rates for which relative sampling errors are
large. A corresponding rule for identifying these rates
is as follows:

Rates having as numerators less than about 650
marriages have relative sampling errors exceeding
30 percent,

For any rate shown for 1963, an approximate
sampling error may be computed by selecting that
numerator, M, and that denominator, P, from tables V
and VI which most nearly equal those of the rate, along
with the corresponding sampling errors S,, and S, and
computing the relationship

fied estimates of populations:marriage-regis- M s2 s? M
tration area, 1963 Sp = P —“24- +;§' » where R = P
Size of estimate Sampling  gince the sampling errors of the base populations are
error! P P
negligible, for 1960 the sampling errors of the rates
7 000 may be computed by the simpler relationship
3
11,000 = 5
15000 Sg= R. 4
21,000
gg:ggg To determine whether the difference between any
34000 two rates is significant, divide the difference by the
41:000 square root of the sum of the squares of the standard
48,000  errors of the two rates being compared, If the rates are
gg’ggg designated by R; and R;, with sampling errors S, and
80,000 S, , the formula is i
90,000 ! R — R
100,000 i~
115,000 P P
10,000,000==~=wcmm=memc e m e m e am -~ | 130,000 . O
15,000,000=~~~ 136,000 i i
25,000,000-=========cmommmmmmmoonoes 150,000 If the value of this expfession equals about 2 or is
larger, the probab/ilit_y that the difference between the
1At the 15 level. two rates is due to chance-is less than 1 in 20,
[oXeXe!
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OUTLINE OF REPORT SERIES FOR VITAL AND HEALTH STATISTICS
Public Health Service Publication No. 1000

Programs and collection procedures.—Reports which describe the general programs of the National
Center for Health Statistics and its offices and divisions, data collection methods used, definitions,
and other material necessary for understanding the data.

Data evaluation and methods veseavch.—Studies of new statistical methodology including: experi-
mental tests of new survey methods, studies of vital statistics collection methods, new analytical
techniques, objective evaluations of reliability of collected data, contributions to statistical theory.

Analytical studies.—Reports presenting analytical or interpretive studies based on vital and health
statistics, carrying the analysis further than the expository types of reports in the other series,

Documents and committee reports.—Final reports of major committees concerned with vital and
health statistics, and documents such as recommended model vital registration laws and revised birth
and death certificates.

Data from the Health Interview Survey.—Statistics on illness, accidental injuries, disability, use of
hospital, medical, dental, and other services, and other health-related topics, based on data collected
in a continuing national household interview survey.

Data from the Health Examination Survey.—Data from direct examination, testing, and measure-
ment of national samples of the population provide the basis for two types of reports: (1) estimates
of the medically defined prevalence of specific diseases in the United States and the distributions of
the population with respect to physical, physiological, and psychological characteristics; and (2)
analysis of relationships among the various measurements without reference to an explicit finite
universe of persons.

Data from the Institutional Population Surveys.—Statistics relating to the health characteristics of
persons in institutions, and on medical, nursing, and personal care received, based on national
samples of establishments providing these services and samples of the residents or patients.

Data from the Hospital Dischavge Survey.—Statistics relating to discharged patients in short-stay
hospitals, based on a sample of patient records in a national sample of hospitals.

Data on mortality.—Various statistics on mortality other than as included in annual or monthly
reports—special analyses by cause of death, age, and other demographic variables, also geograph1c
and time series analyses.

Data on natality, marriage, and divorce. —Various statistics onnatality, marriage, and divorce other.
than as included in annual or monthly reports—special analyses by demographic variables, also
geographic and time series analyses, studies of fertility.

Data from the National Natality and Movtality Surveys.—Statistics on characteristics of births and
deaths not available from the vital records, based on sample surveys stemming from these records,
including such topics as mortality by socioecenomic class, medical experience in the last year of
life, characteristics of pregnancy, etc.

For a listoftitles of reports published in these series, write to: Office of Information

National Center for Health Statistics
U.S. Public Health Service
Washington, D.C. 20201
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