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TABLE 1. PERCENTAGES EVER MARRYING BEFORE AGE 50 BY RACE AND YEARS OF EDUCATION;
VIRGINIA, NORTH CARDLINA, AND WISCONSIN CIRCA 1990

Virginia (1989-1991) North Carolina (1990) Wisconsin (1989-1991)
A. Total population
Men 88.0 78.9 854
Women 90.0 80.7 87.9
B. Population by race
White men 89.2 82.9 86.8
Black men 85.7 67.6 69.3
White women 92.3 88.4 90.3
Black women 819 61.0 59.7
C. Population by years of education
Men, fewer than 12 years 80.5 0.3 64.2
Men, 12 years 95.0 83.2 86.6
Men, 1315 years T8.6 5.7 80.6
Men, 16 years or more 88.9 88.7 94.8
Women, fewer than 12 years 81.0 55.0 63.8
Women, 12 years 97.0 854 91.3
Women, 13—15 years 823 75.2 815
Women, 16 years or more 92.3 90.8 95.4
D. Population by race and years of education
White men, fewer than 12 years 894 68.8 70.5
White men, 12 years 95.8 86.5 87.2
White men, 1315 years 77.6 76.8 817
White men, 16 or more years 88.6 89.9 95.1
Black men, fewer than 12 years 65.4 44.5 46.6
Black men, 12 years 93.3 76.0 83.6
Black men, 13—15 years 84.8 73.8 75.4
Black men, 16 years or more 94.2 84.6 923
White women, fewer than 12 years 93.8 70.2 75.5
White women, 12 years 98.7 93.7 92.8
White women, 13-15 years 839 81.8 83.7
White women, 16 or more years 91.2 95.7 95.4
Black women, fewer than 12 years 59.0 37.5 41.9
Black women, 12 years 91.6 67.3 72.4
Black women, 13—15 years T8.8 61.6 64.9
Black women, 16 or more years 87.4 82.3 80.1

Nore: Mortality under age 50 ignored. Source: calculated from vital statistics and census data as described in text.

TABLE2. RELATIVE MAGNITUDES OF MARRIAGE ATTRACTION BY RACE OF THE BRIDE AND GROOM;
VIRGINIA, NORTH CAROLINA, AND WISCONSIN, 1970-1990

Virginia North Camlina Wisconsin
Census %, Homogamous Ratio, %, Homogamous Ratio, Y, Homogamous Ratio,
Year by Race (B.NB)/(NB.B) by Race (B.NB)/(NB.B) by Race (B.NB)/(NB.B)
Ig?{Juh 997 2.39
1980" 8.6 4.42 4.7 5.00
1990 96.6 2.51 98.2 278 95.6 4.02
1990° 96.3 3.33 98.4 3.31 94.5 3.7

Nore: (Y, Z) marriages are those between group Y grooms and group Z brides, where B = Black and NB = non-Black.
Source: Schoen and Wooldredge (1989) and Schoen (1995), with 199 figures calculated as described in text.

“Figures for years 1970 and 1980 are for Virginia and North Carolina combined. PWisconsin data not available for 1970.
“Figures are for Whites and Blacks only.



TABLE 3. RELATIVE MAGNITUDES OF MARRIAGE ATTRACTION BY YEARS OF EDUCATION OF THE B RIDE AND GROOM;
VIRGINIA, NORTH CAROLINA, AND WISCONSIN, 1970- 1990

WVirginia MNorth Carolina Wisconsin

Census %, Homogamous EdM =EdW EdM==EdW %, Homogamous EdM =EdW EdM==EdW %, Homogamous EdM=EdW EdM = =EdW

Year by Education EdW =EdM EdW==EdM by Education EdW = EdM EdW = =EdM by Education EdW>=EdM EdW == FEdM
1970"" 45.6 1.41 155
1980 46.2 1.25 1.36 46.8 1.27 1.45
1990 503 1.OR 1.12 47.2 1.09 111 48.8 1.13 1.17

Note : EdM refers to the educational category of men, and EAW that of women, The “=>=" indicaies two or three categories preater education; for example, man has =16 vears and
woman has 12 vears, Source: Schoen and Wooldredge (1989) and Schoen (1995), with 1990 figures calculated as described in text,

“Figures for 1970 and 1980 are for Virginia and North Carolina combined. PWisconsin data are not available for 1970,
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TABLE4., RATIOS OF EDUCATIONALLY HETEROGAMOUS MAGNITUDES OF MARRIAGE ATTRACTION BY RACE OF BRIDE
AND GROOM: VIRGIMNIA, MORTH CARDLINA, AND WISCOMSIN, 1970- 1990

Virginia/MNorth Carolina Morth Carolina Wisconsin

Race of
(Groom, Bride) 1969-1971  1979-1951 198919491 1980-1991° 1990 1990° 1980 1989-1991 1989-1991"
A (EdM = EAW EAW == EdM)
(ALl ALY 1.41 1.25 108 110 Lo 099 .27 1.13 1.14
(B.E) 0.78 (.83 1.0 KLY .54 .54 .17 0.5 0o
(NE,NB) 1.47 1.33 1.14 1.13 Lo7 Lo7 1.31 1.17 116
(B.NE}) 2.05 2.56 24 262 2.16 1Log 219 237 2449
(NE.E ) - 054 0.59 059 64 058 030 0.50 0.56
B. (EdM == EAW){EdW == EdM)
(ALl ALY 1.55 1.36 1.12 115 111 099 1.45 .17 115
(B.E) 0.67 072 059 099 091 092 064 094 094
(NE.NB) 1.74 1.51 1.23 1.21 L.02 1.03 1.58 1.21 1.21
(B.NE}) 591 537 5.08 521 276 343 i62 2.56 2.65
(NE.E ) - 0.33 047 049 091 037 0a2 044 045

Noe : (Y Z)marringes are between group Y grooms and group Z brides, where B = Black and NB = non-Black. EdM refers
to the educational category of men, and EAW that of women. The “>>" indicates two or three categories greater. Source:

Schoen and Wooldredge (1989) and Schoen (19935), with 19940 figures calculated as described in text.

“Mot reported because of an insufficient number of cases, "Blacks and Whites only.



