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This paper examines the influence of social and economic change
on family structure and relationships: How do such economic and
social transformations as industrialization, urbanization, demo-
graphic change, the expansion of education, and the long-term
growth of income influence the family? We take a comparative and
historical approach, reviewing the experiences of three major so-
ciocultural regions: the West, China, and South Asia. Many of the
changes that have occurred in family life have been remarkably
similar in the three settings—the separation of the workplace from
the home, increased training of children in nonfamilial institutions,
the development of living arrangements outside the family house-
hold, increased access of children to financial and other produc-
tive resources, and increased participation by children in the se-
lection of a mate. While the similarities of family change in diverse
cultural settings are striking, specific aspects of change have varied
across settings because of significant pre-existing differences in family
structure, residential patterns of marriage, autonomy of children,
and the role of marriage within kinship systems.®

This paper examines one of the central issues in the social sciences:
how social and economic change influences family structure and rela-
tionships. More specifically, how do such social and economic trans-

* This paper has gone through a series of incarnations, originating as a paper presented
at the Seminar on Social Change and Family Policies sponsored by the International So-
ciological Association Committee on Family Research, The Australian Institute of Family
Studies, and the International Union of Family Organizations, Melbourne, Australia, August
19--24, 1984. The authors appreciate the comments of the organizing committee con-
cerning an earlier draft. More recently, a draft of the paper was presented at the annual
meeting of the Population Association of America in Chicago, April 30—May 2, 1987. Ron-
ald Freedman, Orjan Hultaker, Stephen Mugford, Stella Quah, Susan Watkins, Sidney Gold-
stein, Keya Tucker, William Axinn, Susan Greenhalgh, Christopher Wilson, and anonymous
journal referees also provided helpful comments on more recent drafts. Judy Baughn,
Marge Dalian, Dawn Haavisto, and Donna Krips provided assistance in the preparation of
the manuscript. While thanking everybody for their help, we assume all responsibility for
errors of fact and interpretation.

© 1987 by the Eastern Sociological Society. All rights reserved.
0884-8971/87/0204-074681.50

746 Sociological Forum Volume 2 Number 4



Social Change and the Family

formations as industrialization, urbanization, demographic change, the
expansion of education, and the long-term growth of income affect the
family? These issues are important both for reasons of theory in the
social sciences and because the policy goals of most countries are me-
diated through the central institution of the family. Additionally, much
recent work on the demographic transition has stressed the need to
account for the family organization’s impact on fertility. Rapid social and
economic change are important facts of life throughout much of the
world; if the observations of several generations of social scientists are
even remotely correct, these changes will have important implications
for family life.

The influence of social and economic change on the family is one
of the oldest issues in the social sciences. Several generations of social
observers including anthropologists, demographers, economists, histo-
rians, and sociologists have been interested in family change and its causes
and consequences. During recent decades there has been a flourish of
historical research about Western families, and interesting and signifi-
cant new research has been conducted outside the West.

In this paper we draw upon recent substantive findings from sev-
eral disciplines to make some generalizations about the influence of so-
cial and economic change on family structure and relationships. We take
a historical and comparative approach to this issue and examine the
experiences of three major sociocultural regions: the West, China, and
South Asia.' A primary goal of this paper is to identify processes of social
change that operate across regions as well as to specify ways in which
family change depends upon cultural context. Our focus is on interre-
lationships between parents and children during the transition to adult-
hood. Specifically, we are interested in the involvement of children in
the family economy, the living arrangements of young adults, marriage,
and the autonomy of young people in making important decisions about
their lives.

FAMILY AND THE MODE OF SOCIAL ORGANIZATION

There is general interdisciplinary agreement about the centrality
of the family to social structure throughout the world. Yet the quest for

! By the West we mean the populations of Northwest Europe and the European migrants
to North America and Australia. Our evidence from China comes primarily from Taiwan,
although we occasionally refer to data from the mainland. By South Asia we refer to the
area within the nation-states of Bangladesh, India, Nepal, and Pakistan. Also, where ap-
propriate we refer to evidence from studies conducted in other geographical regions.
Although we focus on similarities within regions, we understand the existefice of consid-
erable diversity within the three areas.
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a cross-culturally valid definition of this institution has been elusive, both
because of the need to distinguish between the structures or forms of
family and household units and the activities they perform and because
of the range of variation in family composition and activity throughout
the world (Murdock, 1949; Parsons, 1949; Bender, 1967; Yanagisako,
1979; Wilk and Netting, 1984; Levi-Strauss, 1984). Although we make
no claim to having resolved the problem of definition, we provisionally
define family as a social network, not necessarily localized, that is based
on culturally recognized biological and marital relationships (cf. Net-
ting, Wilk, and Arnould, 1984). The intensity and type of relationships
among individuals within this network will vary with distance and spe-
cific kin status. Households are here defined entirely in terms of co-
resident individuals, whether kin or not.

For most of the people of the world, the basic principle of social
organization has been family. Anthropologists, historians, and sociolo-
gists describing populations of the past consistently report that the fun-
damental activities of society, including production, distribution, con-
sumption, reproduction, socialization, co-residence, and transmission of
property, were primarily organized along kinship lines (Caldwell, 1982;
Demos, 1970; Gallin, 1966; Ogburn and Nimkoff, 1955). Of course this
is not to imply that in societies of the past the family was the only
important institution or that there were no important forms of inter-
action or cooperation among unrelated individuals or groups. But this
description does indicate that the basic organizational units conducting
most of these activities were demarcated by kinship.”

The kinship groups conducting these activities generaily pooled
resources and responsibilities and participated in a specialization and
division of labor among group members. These features required co-
ordination among the activities and goals of individual family members
and involved the integration of individual life courses with the life cycle
of the family group as a whole. Kinship relations also served as vital
linkages in binding individual family groups into larger communities.
The stability of family systems from one generation to the next was
maintained through complex relationships unifying production, distri-
bution, consumption, reproduction, socialization, and transmission of
property within and across kinship groups. Social control over younger
household members was supported by control over these many diverse
activities; stable life course and developmental trajectories were sup-

? We recognize the North American and European variants of this pattern. Although these
organizational units included significant numbers of unrelated individuals or servants
(Kussmaul, 1981; Macfarlane, 1979), family groups were central to organizing these ac-
tivities. Also see Meillassoux (1981) for variants of this pattern in hunting and gathering
societies.
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ported by expectations of the eventual assumption of the control of
these activities by the younger generation.

The family mode of social organization is consistent with a wide
range of economic environments. Sahlins (1972) identifies the “domes-
tic mode of production” as a central feature of subsistence tribal econ-
omies, but his description is remarkably consistent with more recent
work on agrarian production in which market considerations are im-
portant. Similarly, early forms of commodity production in a variety of
settings involve high degrees of reliance on family organization even
when agriculture recedes in importance (Medick, 1976).

While Sahlins (1972) and Caldwell (1976) have focused on do-
mestic or family mode of production, our analysis of social change and
the family is phrased in terms of mode of social organization; our dif-
ference in terminology is intended to grant the whole range of group
activities the same analytical status as production {Ogburn and Nimkoff,
1955). A major theme of our analysis is the transformation of the family
mode of organization by the proliferation of social structures outside
the family that have come to perform or direct many of the activities
formerly carried out by family units. The loci of many of the basic ac-
tivities of society have been shifted to other social institutions with at-
tendant modifications of family structure and relationships (Ogburn and
Nimkoff, 1955).

Our perspective on family change is actor-based in the sense that
we see such transformation as emanating from the behaviors of individ-
uals and families in response to changing cultural and economic con-
straints and in pursuit of a hierarchy of goals. Activities commonly per-
formed by households in familial modes of organization are increasingly
performed by other groups, and we can eventually identify a very dif-
ferent mode of social organization. The resulting patterns of change are
consistent with a model that focuses on increasing divergence in the
strategies pursued by households and individual household members as
they seek to perform necessary social activities.

Explanation of change in the family requires a description of es-
sential characteristics of historical family patterns, the identification of
the forces of change, and the delineation of how these forces affect spe-
cific aspects of social life. The goals of this paper are to identify social
and economic forces that modify family structure and to specify certain
processes whereby intergenerational rélationships, the involvement of
children in the family economy, entrance into marriage, and lateral re-
lationships beyond the household are modified. Primary causal factors
considered are shifts in the structure of production; the expansion of
schools and education; increases in income; migration; and the uses of
time. These aspects of change are singled out here because several stud-
ies have shown their importance, and data exist to enable investigation
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of their influence (Goode, 1970, 1982; Ogburn and Nimkoff, 1953; Shorter,
1975; Michael, Fuchs, and Scott, 1980). A more complete understanding
would include an array of other forces such as mortality decline, the
infusion of ideas and values from other cultures, political movements
and governments with agendas around family issues, and the introduc-
tion of specific innovations such as radio, television, and contraception,
but these will not be explicitly considered here.

THE FAMILIAL MODE OF SOCIAL ORGANIZATION
IN TAIWAN, SOUTH ASIA, AND THE WEST

In this section we review the familial mode of social organization
in the three settings. Our goals are to highlight common features of this
mode in widely divergent cultural areas and to hint at the potential for
variations within a basic organizational type. In addition, we use this
review to establish baselines for discussing family responses to past and
current developments in economies, educational institutions, and de-
mographic patterns.

At one time or another the familial mode of organization has char-
acterized all of the societies we consider here. Prior to the eighteenth
century in the West and the twentieth century in Taiwan, the family
was the primary organizational unit for many of the central activities of
society (Cohen, 1970, 1976; Gallin, 1966; Greenhalgh, 1982, 1985; De-
mos, 1970; Laslett, 1965; Lesthaege, 1980; Ogburn and Nimkoff, 1955;
Tilly and Scott, 1978). South Asia today encompasses a striking mix of
social forms that include this mode of organization (Shah, 1974; Cain,
1977, 1978; Parry, 1979; Sharma, 1980; Fricke, 19862). A typical feature
of this familial mode of social organization in all three cultural settings
is that the household organizes, directs, and manages its internal sources
of labor to produce its means of existence. Although there is a strong
association with agrarian settings, this kind of organization is not in-
compatible with urban and wage labor settings (Medick, 1976; Kertzer,
1984a, 1984b; Anderson, 1971; Laslett, 1965; Tilly and Scott, 1978).”
The important point here is that the majority of social activities are
organized at the household level even where important productive re-
sources are not owned at the houshold or family levels.

* Although we see our description of the family mode of social organization as generally
correct, we also recognize the coexistence of alternative organizational forms such as
agricultural wage-labor, patron-client relations, and plantation-production systems. Also,
as Macfarlane (1986) and Wilson and Dyson (1987) note, there can be well-developed
community-organized welfare mechanisms to redistribute resources to guarantee the well-
being of families and individuals. Macfarlane (1986) also notes for England considerable
monetary exchange in the economy.
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Parallels

An important element of this mode of social organization is senior
generation control over the options of young family members. This con-
trol is maintained through greater access to the means of production in
an environment of scarce economic alternatives. Furthermore, the re-
quirements of production in this environment are such that members
of most families must contribute to the household economy, with eco-
nomic activities generally allocated along gender and age lines (al-
though the exact allocation of tasks varies from one society to another).
Children are involved in family production from an early age, and in
many societies the contributions of older children to the household are
substantial (Anderson, 1971; Tilly and Scott, 1978; Adepoju, 1977; Ware,
1977, 1978; Caldwell, 1982; Tienda, 1979; Macfarlane, 1976; Tan, 1983).
In both China and the West the older generation maintained control
over the household economy well into their children’s adulthood (Berk-
ner, 1972; Netting, 1981; Flandrin, 1979; Gallin, 1966; Taueber, 1970;
Tang, 1978). Consequently the younger generation in both societies could
not become truly economically independent before fathers transferred
the economic unit to them or another independent unit could be formed.
In South Asia, even where sons could demand their share of property
at their discretion, the potential disruption of necessary family relation-
ships that this might cause created strong pressures for them to leave
control in the hands of the senior generation (Tambiah, 1973; Parry,
1979; Srinivas, 1976). Thus the independence of younger family mem-
bers tends to be limited in this mode of organization in all three settings
(Katz and Davey, 1978; Kett, 1977; Modell, Furstenberg, and Hershberg,
1976; Tilly and Scott, 1978; Cohen, 1976; Gallin, 1966; Lewis, 1958;
Fruzzetti, 1982; Cain, 1977, 1978).

This disparity in status, wealth, and power between parents and
children makes the transfer of rights to the means of production an im-
portant process. For many children it marks the transition to indepen-
dence and full adulthood, and for the parents it initiates the new stage
of retirement. It is not surprising to find that this transition has been
marked with tension and disagreement as different generations keyed
their conflicting interests to the same economic unit. Berkner (1972)
and Netting (1981) both mention such intergenerational tension among
European peasants. Similar tension arises in South Asia, though family
members often attribute it to conflict between the senior generation
and a son’s wife (Srinivas, 1976). The strongest pressure for the parti-
tion of economic units, however, occurs between brothers after the death
of a father (Berreman, 1972; Parry, 1979; Davis, 1983). Similarly, in Tai-
wan, although the partition of households is often attributed to tensions
among women, specifically between those who marry into the house-
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hold and their mothers-in-law, the real source of tension usually les
with the brothers (Cohen, 1976).

Education is primarily a function of socialization within the family
in this type of social organization. Where institutional education coex-
ists with the familial mode of organization (often in the form of religious
institutions), there are often severe constraints on the extent to which
it is open to all strata of society. Education thus becomes an explicit
family strategy, often competing with and subordinate to the needs of
family production. Consequently the educational attainments of chil-
dren are limited—certainly by the standards of societies with well-de-
veloped school systems for large fractions of the population.

Disease and death have always had crucial implications for family
life. In the past, many children died in infancy; many mothers died in
childbirth; families with small children were often disrupted by the death
of one of the parents; and many persons did not live to see their grand-
children (Uhlenberg, 1980; Sullivan, 1983 ). High mortality requires high
fertility to ensure the replacement of children, and the conscious con-
trol of births was not widespread. Consequently, the number of children
born to families was fairly large (Knodel, 1977; van de Walle and Kno-
del, 1980; Caldwell, 1977, 1982; Freedman, 1979; Chang, Freedman, and
Sun, 1981; Coale and Zelnik, 1963). With high fertility balanced by high
mortality, households, however, were generally not large.

Cultural Variations

Although the familial mode of social organization has characterized
Western, Chinese, and South Asian societies at one time or another, the
structure and composition of households and the forms of family or-
ganization have differed (Hajnal, 1982). The Western model has been
primarily nuclear, with the typical household having only one married
couple at any given time (Laslett, 1965; Macfarlane, 1979; Shorter, 1975).
While sometimes the Western household has included a single married
couple and its parents, it has rarely included multiple couples of the
same generation (Berkner, 1972; Laslett and Wall, 1972). In England
young married couples often did not live in the same village as their
parents {Macfarlane, 1986).

Unmarried children in the West often did not live with their own
parents but resided in the homes of other families where they lived and
worked as servants {(Anderson, 1971, Tilly and Scott, 1978; Mclntosh,
1984; Gillis, 1974; Laslett, 1965; Demos, 1970; Kussmaul, 1981; Hajnal,
1982). These arrangements, however, were often temporary, with tran-
sitions back to the natal family or to other families being quite common.
Although the arrangements for servants varied, many received cash re-
muneration for their work in addition to lodging and food. Many of these
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servants tried to save at least some of the cash payments to help finance
their marriages and the establishment of independent households (Huf-
ton, 1981; Anderson, 1971; Macfarlane, 1986; Smith, 1981).‘i Although
these young people lived apart from their parents, their independence
and autonomy were not complete since they resided and worked in
households headed by others. Macfarlane provides evidence that in at
least one seventeenth-century English setting, servants were considered
family members (1970).

The Chinese family, at least ideally and often actually, included a
young married son’s parents and sometimes included multiple married
brothers (Gallin, 1966; Cohen, 1976). The Western custom of children
leaving their parental homes to live with others as servants was not
typical of Chinese society, though many children were adopted per-
manently into other homes as family members (Taeuber, 1970; Wolf
and Huang, 1980; Gallin, 1966).”

South Asian family forms vary dramatically among regions and castes
(Kolenda, 1968; Shah, 1974), although the high caste model associated
with Brahmans and Rajputs constitutes a prestigious ideal throughout
the subcontinent (Minturn and Hitchcock, 1966; Srinivas, 1976; Eglar,
1960; Shah, 1974). This ideal includes households with vertically ex-
tended membership similar to that of China. Lateral extensions to in-
clude married brothers and their spouses could continue even beyond
the lifetime of a father, but this seldom lasted long (Carter, 1984; Parry,
1979). A particular feature of the South Asian setting is that houschold
groups are embedded within larger patrilineal kinship structures with
lines of authority on some issues going beyond household boundaries.
These authority relationships have been reported to be especially im-
portant in the activities of marriage, alienation of property beyond clan
boundaries, and in maintaining powerful cultural notions of honor and
moral behavior (Alavi, 1972; Tandon, 1968; Eglar, 1960; Parry, 1979,
Fruzzetti, 1982). Cutting across these generally patrilineal modes of or-

¢ The practice of children living apart from their parents is also common in many African
societies (Paige, 1986). It appears that a large majority of such children in Africa lived
with other relatives (Caldwell, 1982; Ware, 1977), while living and working in the house-
holds of nonfamily members was very common in Western European populations.

* The number of societies with a way to move children from their parental to other
households and the variety of ways to accomplish this demonsirate the importance of
children to households and the significance of fertility variation for differences in re-
cruiting family members. Knodel et al. report adoption in Thailand (1982), and others
have reported it for South Asian societies in cases where 2 household cannot produce
children of its own (Tambiah, 1973). A wife’s lack of fecundity provides a culturally valid
reason for taking a second wife in South Asia (cf. Stone, 1978). More systematic study of
these reallocation processes and their interrelationship with other familial processes and
structures is needed.
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ganization are larger variations in kinship organization and marriage
structure, and these too have been shown to have implications for the
relationships between families and the role of individuals within them
(Dyson and Moore, 1983; Dumont, 1983; Yalman, 1971; Tambiah, 1973).

The nature of the dependence of young people has differed in these
three settings. In Western societies, the nuclear nature of the family
dictated that young people could not marry until they had the resources
to create and sustain a new economic unit. Since a common way to
obtain such resources was from one’s father, and fathers were usually
unwilling to give up control early in their own lives, marriage occurred
fairly late (on average in the middle to late twenties). In addition, be-
tween a tenth and a quarter of Western populations did not marry at
all (Greven, 1970; Hajnal, 1965; van de Walle and Knodel, 1980; Laslett,
1965; Uhlenberg, 1969). In China, on the other hand, the extended na-
ture of the family allowed children to marry before they were econom-
ically independent. A similar pattern existed in South Asia.® Conse-
quently both the age at marriage and the percentage of people not
marrying were substantially lower than in the West (Barclay et al,, 1976;
Casterline, 1980).

These differences in marriage behavior coincide with important
differences in the role and meaning of marriage among these societies.
Marriages in the West, for example, have long involved the wishes of
the spouses themselves, and there were no necessarily special relation-
ships between wider family groups implied by the marriages of their
members (Macfarlane, 1970, 1986; Ozment, 1983). In South Asian so-
ciety, on the other hand, the meaning of marriage was such that the
important relationships engendered were at the level of wider family
groups. Marriage not only reflected on the honor of whole families, it
placed these families in particular relationships of cooperation and ser-
vice to each other (Eglar, 1960; Fruzzetti, 1982; Fricke, Syed, and Smith,
1986; Dumont, 1983). Evidence for China suggests that marriage strat-
egies were at least partially important as extensions of kin networks
(Gallin, 1966; Cohen, 1976), and Watson (1985) reports that the extent
to which marriage created networks of obligation among kin varied with
class in much the same sense that the implications vary by caste in South
Asia.

Relationships between parents and children were probably differ-
ent among these three regions, too—at least partiaily because of differ-

¢ 1t is important to bear in mind that we are referring to a particular type of South Asian
family pattern here. Some societies in the South Asian setting, in fact, are known for their
relatively late ages at marriage (cf. Macfarlane, 1976; Fricke, 1986a). Interestingly, these
same societies vary from high caste ideal family patterns in other important ways as well.
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ences in age at marriage, residential patterns of married couples, and
residential and employment patterns of unumarried adults. Greater resi-
dential separation both before and after marriage and higher ages at
marriage in the West than in China and South Asia probably provided
Western children more opportunity for autonomy and required more
self-reliance. This may have contributed to less control by Western par-
ents over the mate selection process and over their children and chil-
dren-in-law after marriage (Macfarlane, 1986). Further, this autonomy
on the part of children seems to have had a relationship to the eco-
nomic alternatives to parent-controlled means of production. Migrant
European populations in North America may have had more opportu-
nities for independence because of the greater availability of land to
establish new economic units (Furstenberg, 1966; Lantz et al., 1968;
Lantz, Schultz, and O’Hara, 1977).

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHANGE

This outline of the family mode of social organization suggests that
substantial changes outside and within the family are intricately related.
Social transformation by industrialization, urbanization, educational ex-
pansion, demographic change, and monetization has altered the struc-
ture of family relationships in important ways. The following discussion
examines some of these changes by focusing on intergenerational re-
lations, mate selection, and marriage. Primary dimensions of social and
economic change considered bere include educational expansion, the
growth of employment outside of the family, income growth, and ur-
banization. We focus on specific processes of family change associated
with each of these factors, although we recognize that the joint occur-
rence of these transformations can produce family changes that go be-
yond additive effects of single factors.

Education

Virtually all societies have striven to develop Western-style edu-
cation systems in response to the needs created by industrialization and
urbanization (Tan, 1983). McDonald’s analysis of World Fertility Survey
data (1985) demonstrates that younger women obtained more educa-
tion than older women in all of the thirty-four countries considered.
Some of these increases were substantial, as in the case of Korea where
13 percent of ever-married women aged forty to forty-nine received
post-primary education compared to 47 percent of those aged twenty-
five to twenty-nine. Increases in Kenya and Venezuela across the same
age groups were from 3 to 24 percent and 13 to 32 percent respec-
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tively.” The expansion of schooling has been particularly rapid in Tai-
wan; whereas less than 15 percent of the women over age forty-five in
1984 had a junior high school education or more, over 90 percent of
those aged fifteen to nineteen had obtained that level (Ministry of the
Interior, 1985). In India, data on enrollment suggest far less change at
secondary school levels although increases in female enrollment at pri-
mary levels have been dramatic. Female enrollment in grades one through
four as a percentage of the population in corresponding age groups went
from 20 percent to 97 percent from 1950 to 1975. Corresponding per-
centages for enrollment in grades 9 through 11, however, went from
less than 1 percent to 5 percent in the same period (Indian Council of
Social Science Research, 1975).

School enrollment and educational attainment potentially influ-
ence the lives of individuals and their families in numerous ways (Schultz,
1973; Thornton, 1980; Caldwell, 1982). Most immediately, school en-
rollment can reduce the amount of time parents and other family mem-
bers spend with young children. Instead of spending most of their ma-
turing years with family members, children enter school at very young
ages and spend large amounts of time outside of the family environment.

While increases in school enrollment are likely to decrease the
amount of time young children spend with their families, the effect for
older children depends upon the age at which children left home ear-
lier. In Western societies, where older children often left their parental
families to live and work elsewhere, increased schooling might delay
the departure, as Katz and Davey {1978) report for Hamilton, Ontario,
Canada. Thus in the West a probable result of expanded school enroll-
ment is that older children lived with their parents longer, even though
much of that time was spent in school. Nevertheless, the amount of time
spent outside of family households—either their own families or those
of others—would increase overall as school enrollment increased. For
societies like China and South Asia, where children have lived with their
parents until marriage, the effect of schooling increases has probably
been similar for older and younger children: consistently less time spent
with the family.

It is also important to consider which family members will find
their contact with children diminished by schooling. In some South Asian
settings, for example, educational increases for children may not have
decreased time spent with fathers, because fathers may not have seen
their young children during the day in any case because of their work

7 These comparisons are probably underestimates of the true increase in education over
time because the comparisons were limited to ever-married women. Women who marry
later in life tend to have higher levels of education, and more of these educated women
are excluded from the younger cohort than from the older one.
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in the fields (Minturn and Hitchcock, 1966). Those members of the
family whose impact on the socialization of children is reduced the most
may be those outside of the nuclear family. This would be especially
true in settings where families occupy more than one structure with
shared childcare duties, as in the clan neighborhoods of some villages
in South Asia (Kolenda, 1978; Kessinger, 1974).

School attendance is also likely to decrease children’s availability
to contribute to the family economy (Tan, 1983). Ethnographies doc-
ument the conflicts between sending children to school and using them
in productive family activities at early stages of educational expansion
(Minturn and Hitchcock, 1966; Chekki, 1974). In addition, schooling
substantially increases the direct costs of rearing children. These shifts
may lead to lower fertility since the financial costs of having chiidren
increase and their economic value declines (Caldwell, 1976; Knodel,
Havanon, and Pramualratana, 1983). The differential investment in chil-
dren by sex has been particularly well documented in South Asia and
Taiwan (Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell, 1982; Greenhalgh, 1985, forth-
coming), and is a reflection of the differential usefulness of daughters
in family economies, the earlier departure of daughters from their natal
homes, and the patrilineal structure of society (Nag, White, and Peet,
1978; Greenhalgh, 1985).

School attendance results in shifting the locus of control and su-
pervision from parents and family to a public institution during large
portions of the day. Although the values and goals of school and family
may overlap, they also probably diverge in important ways. School at-
tendance also modifies relationships with peers by bringing together
children whose families may not know each other well, thus providing
a basis for new nonfamilial primary groups. In those instances where
educational systems are coeducational, the pattern of interactions be-
tween the sexes has implications for mate selection.

Rapid increases in educational attainment create an educational
generation gap. Children will have more access than their parents to
ideas and skills valued beyond the local context—both directly through
the schools and indirectly through literacy and access to the informa-
tion network transcending their parents’ more limited world (Ogburn
and Nimkoff, 1955). The superior levels of education and access to new
ideas among children can increase their ability and willingness to chal-
lenge parental authority while making parents less confident in enforc-
ing their own wishes (Hull and Hull, 1977; Caldwell, 1982; Chekki, 1974).

Education enhances the opportunities of young adults in the new
labor market and increases their potential wages. This may result in more
autonomy from parents because children have more money of their own
to spend or because their contribution to the household economy is
increased. In Taiwan, for example, highly educated women were sub-
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stantially more likely to have worked in nonfamily enterprises and to
have kept some of their earnings if they did work (Thornton, Chang,
and Sun, 1984). However, at the same time that education increases the
resources available for autonomy, the increased investment of parents
in the educations of their children may also increase the subsequent
obligations of children to return resources to their parents (Greenhalgh,
1985). This may be particularly important for daughters, whose obli-
gations to repay parental investments are more specific and immediate
than those of sons (Greenhalgh, 1985).

Finally, education provides young peopie with access to new ideas,
both those of their own society’s elites and those originating elsewhere.
These messages can highlight the advantages of the Western nuclear
family and its emphasis on individual freedom and autonomy ( Caldwell,
1982), and even where these attributes are interpreted negatively, as in
South Asian popular culture, they can have a significant impact. Other
messages can come from governments that elevate allegiances to state
and party above those allegiances to the family. Schools may signifi-
cantly modify family dynamics by spreading these messages.

Nonfamily Employment

Before the onset of industrialization, the flourishing cottage in-
dustries of England involved young people and mothers in wage labor
within their own homes (Levine, 1977). Large-scale industrialization
strengthened a trend away from family employment with the creation
or extension of a family wage economy in which people worked outside
of their household boundaries (Anderson, 1971; Tilly and Scott, 1978).
This new development occurred in the context of a largely agrarian
society organized along family lines. The continuity with earlier forms
of organization is evident in the extent to which many of the new busi-
ness enterprises were controlled by family units and in the degree to
which adults organized and directed younger family members within
the work place (Anderson, 1971; Hareven, 1975, 1982; Tilly and Scott,
1978; Smelser, 1959; Greenhalgh, forthcoming; Medick, 1976). How-
ever, industrial production was increasingly separate from the family
economy as people moved outside of direct family authority for wage
work (Tilly and Scott, 1978; Levine, 1977).

Although systematic information about people’s ideas and moti-
vations during the early stages of Western industrialization is limited, it
appears that both parents and children continued to view the economic
activities of young people as family contributions. Initially these wage
labor activities of children were responses to family needs rather than
individual ones, and they were regarded as obligatory family contribu-
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tions (Early, 1982; Tilly and Scott, 1978; Hareven, 1982; Dublin, 1979).°
Current ethnographic work in China and South Asia suggests strong par-
allels in the tendency to send children to work for wages as a contri-
bution to the family economy (Kung, 1983; Salaff, 1981; Greenhalgh,
1985; Parry, 1979; Chekki, 1974; Kessinger, 1974; Vatuk, 1972). The
work of Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell on South India (1982, 1983)
suggests that some of the motivation for educating sons may be to en-
hance their chances for acquiring bureaucratic positions with their at-
tendant benefits for the family.

Once begun, the trend toward nonfamily employment has been
rapid and dramatic, both in the West and among other populations. Vi-
novskis (1981) reports that by the middle of the nineteenth century
substantial numbers of women in Massachusetts worked outside the home
before marriage. McDonald (1985) has found in twenty-six of thirty-two
populations where comparisons were possible using World Fertility Sur-
veys that the percentages of ever-married women who had worked out-
side of agriculture before marriage was higher for women aged twenty-
five to twenty-nine than for those forty to forty-nine. In some settings
there have been striking increases in single women’s wage labor partic-
ipation. In Taiwan, for example, only about one-fourth of those women
born during the 1930s and reaching adulthood right after World War
II worked outside the home before marriage, compared to five-sixths of
those born in the late 1950s (Thornton, Chang, and Sun, 1984). Simi-
larly, the fraction who were employed outside of a family business or
farm increased from one-fourth to four-fifths during the same period
(Thornton, Chang, and Sun, 1984).

This separation of occupational and family roles has far-reaching
effects in the lives of young people. As with school enrollment, nonfam-
ily employment shifts the locus of primary activities out of the house-
hold. Such a change reduces the time young people spend in the family
and increases interactions with peers in nonfamilial settings (Tilly and
Scott, 1978). In Western societies, however, as employment was in-
creasingly located outside the household, there was less need for young
people to leave their parental family to work and live in the households
of others (Kussmaul, 1981; Katz and Davey, 1978).

In many settings families can find nonfamily employment for their
children within commuting distance of the household. This has been
true of most urban families throughout the world, and in some societies,
including the United States and Taiwan, there was extensive growth of

® In many cases the decision to employ children in the nonfamilial wage economy was
made more by parents than by the children themselves. Ware (1977) reports this pattern
for Africa, and fieldwork in Nepal by one of the present authors indicates a similar pattern.
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industrial employment in previously rural areas with consequences for
the involvement of rural families (Vinovskis, 1981; Thornton, Chang,
and Sun, 1984). With good transportation links, rural families living rel-
atively close to cities could work there without changing residences
(Lesthaege, 1977). In urban places, in rural places near cities, and in
rural areas with industrial growth, the separation of workplace and
household probably increased the proportion of children in the West
who could and did live with their families. Katz and Davey (1978) re-
port that among urban families in Hamilton, Ontario, the likelihood of
children living with their own families increased during the early stages
of industrialization. In Taiwan and South Asia, where most children tra-
ditionally lived with their own parents, nonfamily employment probably
had little influence on residential patterns of children when there were
employment opportunities near their homes.

The special circumstances of factory development in rural areas
can also alter marital residence patterns. Klass (1978) reports such a
change in patrilineal Bengal, where the opening of a bicycle factory in
a rural area encouraged new husbands to move to their wives’ villages
when this brought them closer to the factory.

Urbanization and Migration

The special requirements of large-capital industry include large-
scale organization and worker concentration. Industrialization is often
accompanied by urbanization, the establishment of new cities, and the
expansion of old ones. The extent of urbanization may be restricted,
however, as in Taiwan where good transportation and communication
networks have facilitated conscious efforts at rural industrialization. Still,
in most rural areas, including those of Taiwan, industrial employment
usually requires geographic mobility, and rural outmigration to cities
can be extensive (Greenhalgh, forthcoming). Some families move as en-
tire units from agricultural areas of family production to urban areas
and wage economies. In many cases, however, young people take jobs
outside the family and migrate to urban areas while their parents main-
tain their original economic unit and residence (Anderson, 1971; Har-
even, 1982; Hareven and Tilly, 1979; Tilly and Scott, 1978; Modell and
Hareven, 1973).

These migrant young people often live with other relatives or, al-
ternatively, with unrelated people as borders or lodgers. For instance,
in the United States 15 to 20 percent of all nineteenth-century urban
households included lodgers (Modell and Hareven, 1973). Another al-
ternative was provided by companies that developed dormitories to house
single workers during this early period of industrialization (Dublin, 1979;
Hareven, 1982; Hufton, 1981; Hanlan, 1981; Tilly and Scott, 1978), a
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phenomenon that has been replicated in Taiwan and other societies (Kung,
1983; Thornton, Chang, and Sun, 1984). In Taiwan, about one-third of
all women recently reaching adulthood have experienced living in a
work-related dormitory (Thornton, Chang, and Sun, 1984). In the Kath-
mandu Valley of Nepal, one of the larger carpet factories in the valley
provides quarters for small groups of young people from rural villages.

Work-related dormitory living represents a significant break from
earlier living arrangements, and there was concern both in Taiwan and
the United States that residents would not have the supervision they
required. Efforts were made to ensure that dormitory living was as sim-
ilar to familial arrangements as possible (Dublin, 1979; Hanlan, 1981;
Kung, 1983), and supervisors were assigned to guide the behavior of
the young residents and enforce rules concerning appropriate behavior.
Although Kung (1983) reports that these mechanisms were able to re-
strict severely the independence of residents in the Taiwanese dormi-
tories she studied, the number of supervisors was too small to allow
complete supervision. It is likely that this made it ultimately impossible
for dormitory supervisors to duplicate the control and knowledge of
activities in the home environment. In the example from Kathmandu,
some degree of knowledge is maintained through frequent visits to home
villages, but the single-generation migrant residences nonetheless prob-
ably modify authority patterns. The option of using dormitories for sin-
gle women has not been widespread in most of South Asia, where the
roles of women are still quite restricted in rural areas. In these settings,
a family would sericusly undermine the marital options of their daugh-
ters by allowing them to leave their home villages unattended. It is clear
that even in Taiwan and the United States dormitory living was a com-
promise between home supervision and the undesirable pattern of sin-
gle people living alone (Kung, 1983; Hareven, 1982).

Some factors ameliorated the separation of young migrants and their
families. Many moves from rural to urban areas were over a relatively
short distance and permitted much visiting and return migration (An-
derson, 1971; Hanlan, 1981; Ware, 1977; Alter, 1986; Goldstein, 1985),
and in some cases migration was a family strategy in which multiple
family and community members relocated in the same area (Anderson,
1971).

Experience in both Taiwan and South Asia demonstrates that mi-
gration and the separation of co-residence units for wage-labor reasons
are often balanced by continuing economic interdependence and a kin-
ship system stressing lateral extension beyond the household (Kessin-
ger, 1974; Greenhalgh, 1985). The result is often a diversified and dis-
persed family economic unit (Greenhalgh, forthcoming). Punjabi children,
for example, can spend much of their time in bousebolds that are struc-
turally nuclear when their father works at an urban occupation, but be-
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long to families that are joint and embody a shared economy. In these
cases, children may alternate their residences among parental and other
kin households. Thus, the impact of separating family members into sép-
arate households through migration to obtain urban jobs can be ame-
liorated by continuation of the integration of separate households with
the family economy and family network (Kessinger, 1974).

During the twentieth century as living standards increased, as the
population became more urbanized, and as rural-urban migration de-
creased, the phénomenon of boarding and lodging in the United States
almost disappeared (Modell and Hareven, 1973). In recent years, how-
ever, single persons in the West have taken the initially discouraged step
toward residential independence and are now increasingly maintaining
their own private households (Kobrin, 1976; Michael, Fuchs, and Scott,
1980). Between 1950 and 1982 in the United States the percentage of
never-married men aged twenty-five to thirty-four maintaining their own
households increased from 10 to 43 percent, and an even larger in-
crease occurred among women (Thornton and Freedman, 1983 ). This
new pattern of independent living represents both a new stage in the
life course and a new pattern of intergenerational relations. This trend
has important implications for the amount and type of housing needed
and the functioning of the housing market itself. It is too early to know
if this innovation will also be adopted in the populations of Asia, Latin
America, and Africa.

Wage Income

Although the long-term effect of wage income for children is di-
minished control by their parents, in the early stages of change parental
control over the output of children remains strong. Hareven (1982)
suggests that children contributing to their parents was an “unwritten
law” in industrializing Manchester, New Hampshire. Dublin {1979) writes
that payroll records from Lowell, Massachusetts, during the 1850s and
1860s even “provide repeated instances in which fathers signed for and
probably picked up their children’s pay envelopes. These children, then,
did not even receive their wages which went directly into the family
till.” The evidence suggests that while many young people picked up
their own pay checks, most contributed substantial portions of their
earnings to the parents (Early, 1982; Tilly and Scott, 1978; Burton, 1985;
US. Department of Labor, Women’s Bureau, 1923). In many instances
the children’s contributions to their families had a significant impact on
family living standards (Early, 1982; Dublin, 1979; Burton, 1985). Thus,
it is possible that early industrial employment may have even increased
older children’s contribution to the family economy.

762



Social Change and the Family

Early paid employment sometimes represents a direct expansion
of the “domestic economy” beyond the household as children earn money
for diversifying family enterprise. In this case the meaning of work re-
mains the same even as its organization changes. In South Asia, for in-
stance, urban and rural segments of a family contribute to a single eco-
nomic entity (Vatuk, 1972; Kessinger, 1974). Remittances have long been
a part of the family economics of the Himalayan parts of South Asia
(Parry, 1979; Berreman, 1972; Macfarlane, 1976). Such familial eco-
nomic expansion during the initial period of industrialization has also
been documented for Taiwan. A major theme of Kung's study of Tai-
wanese workers (1983) is the continuing obligation of single workers
to contribute their incomes to their families, and a recent island-wide
survey found that more than 70 percent of single employed women
mostly gave their earnings to their parents {Thornton, Chang, and Sun,
1984). As in the West, these earnings of adult children often have a
substantial impact on the standard of living of the entire family (Arrigo,
1980; Diamond, 1979; Greenhalgh, forthcoming; Salaff, 1981).

Children’s control over their earnings has expanded steadily in the
West (Tilly and Scott, 1978). Children living away from home probably
began to keep larger fractions of their earnings, and today there is little
expectation of children contributing substantially to the household when
they are living with their parents (Bachman, 1983),

In Taiwan, parental control over children’s earnings may also be
slowly declining. The percentage of adult Taiwanese expecting to live
with or be supported by their sons in old age has declined, and more
people believe that children are less willing to support their parents in
old age, to contribute wages to parents, and to take advice from parents
(Coombs and Sun, 1981; Chang, 1987).

Although systematic data for the relationship between wage labor
and children’s autonomy does not exist for South Asia, ethnographic
sources indicate that the outcome is related to the structure of the en-
tire family economy. Thus, partible inheritance systems together with a
sense that a diversified family economy must include land bolster pa-
rental control even where some sons are engaging in wage work (Fricke,
1986a; Macfarlane, 1976; Parry, 1979; Shah, 1974; Srinivas, 1976; Tam-
biah, 1973; Vatuk 1972). Nevertheless, Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell
(1982) note that parental authority is accommodated to nonfamilial work
opportunities in South India, although declines in parental authority may
have been greater for married than for unmarried children.

Under circumstances where parents are less able to observe, su-
pervise, and control their children, it becomes easier for children to be
influenced by others and to redefine their values and behavior in a non-
familial context, which includes access to many ideas and influences
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unavailable in rural areas.’ Parents will adjust their behavior and au-
thority to be consistent with the new economic relationships (see Goode,
1970, 1982). But the freedom and autonomy associated with wage em-
ployment, urban living, and nonfamilial housing also have a reverse side:
vulnerability. Children working away from the parental home are not
also at least somewhat removed from parental protection (Tilly, Scott,
and Cohen, 1980).

MATE SELECTION AND MARRIAGE

Because the changing structure of education, employment, and liv-
ing arrangements of young people modifies their activities, their rela-
tionships to the economy, and their interactions with parents and peers,
it would be surprising if these shifts had no influence on mate selection
and marriage. As young people spend more time in school and in work
outside of households, and as they establish their residences apart from
parents, opportunities for interaction with the opposite sex increase while
opportunities for parental supervision diminish (Kung, 1983; Hareven,
1982). One reflection of shifts is the decreased control of parents over
the marriages of their children.

Because Western parents as compared to those in China and South
Asia traditionally had less control over children’s marital choices, the
potential for decline in control was considerably less. Nevertheless, there
is indirect evidence of declines in parental control over children’s mar-
riages in the United States and Europe, although many parents still main-
tain some ability to influence the process (Lantz, Schultz, and O’'Hara,
1977; Smith, 1973; Tilly and Scott, 1978).

In Taiwan the pace of the decline in the control of parents over
the choice of marital partners has been dramatic. The percentage of
Taiwanese women reporting that their parents decided their marriage
declined from over 75 percent for birth cohorts of the early 1930s to
just 15 percent for recent birth cohorts of married women, while the
percentage saying that the decision was entirely theirs increased from
S to 33 percent (Thornton, Chang, and Sun, 1984)."° McDonald (n.d.)
reports similar trends in Indonesia and Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell

° The increased autonomy of young people in the West was also noted by contemporary
observers, who often decried the change (Anderson, 1971; Hanlan, 1981). Ware (1977)
notes, however, that in at least one African society wage employment implies little in-
dependence. Among the Mossi the control of the elders over the marriage market is so
pervasive that there is little young people can do to gain independent adult status without
parental approval.
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(1983) report that while parents continue to arrange marriages in South
India, young people are consulted more now and have more to say in
the choice of a mate. An examination of the determinants of the mate
selection process in Taiwan also found that both education and em-
ployment outside the home were positively related to the participation
of children in the mate selection process (Thornton, Chang, and Sun,
1984). Increased autonomy in the marriage process in South Asia has
likewise been related to the availability of wage employment outside of
the family (Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell, 1982, 1983).

Wolf and Huang (1980) report that the decline in parental control
over marriage in Taiwan may have actually begun during the early de-
cades of this century. Early in this century, marriages in Taiwan were
often arranged very early in childhood with total parental control. In
these marriages the future daughter-in-law was adopted into the home
of the husband’s family where she lived until marriage. But this pattern
has disappeared today, and the change has been attributed to the in-
creasing economic independence of young people, caused by a rela-
tively small but still significant increase in employment opportunities
outside the family context during the first few decades of the century
(Wolf and Huang, 1980). Parish and Whyte (1978) also report disap-
pearance of this marital pattern in Kwangtung Province of the People’s
Republic of China.

Throughout South Asia, marriage has been a pivotal institution with
implications for a wide range of social processes including wealth trans-
fers between patrilines, establishment of alliances, and the extension of
social security networks based on kinship (Eglar, 1960; Dumont, 1983;
Fruzzetti, 1982; Caplan, 1984; Lindenbaum, 1981; Parry, 1979; Yalman,
1971). Parental control over marriage and the relationship between
families linked in marriage, have an impact on the ages at which daugh-
ters are married (Fricke, Syed, and Smith, 1986; Fricke, 1986b). More-
over, parental participation in most areas of South Asia has been uni-
versal until quite recently (Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell, 1982, 1983;
Fricke, Syed, and Smith, 1986)."!

Not surprisingly for an institution so central, changes in the mar-
riage process have accompanied the wider transformation of society
through educational and industrial expansion. Yet these changes in the

* Data collected by Parish and Whyte (1978) in Hong Kong from refagees from Kwang-
tung Province in the People’s Republic of China also suggest that the involvement of
young people in marital choices has been increasing there; more recent data suggest the
trend has been quite widespread in the country (Department of Population Statistics, 1985).
! The exceptions have tended to be in areas geographically marginal to the core South
Asian culture area, such as the Himalaya (cf Acharya and Bennett, 1981; Fricke, 1986b).
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autonomy of marital decision-making, in most cases, benefit sons and
sons-in-law more than daughters. Thus, Lindenbaum (1981) reports for
Bangladesh and Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell (1982, 1983) report for
South India that men are able to demand certain qualities in their brides
and that arrangements are made with the active participation of future
husbands, but that women have far less control over their options.
Moreover, Caplan’s (1984) work in urban South India sugests that the
larger economic transformation’s effect on family is still in terms of the
relationships between broader kinship groups through marriage rather
than in terms of increasing autonomy within the families themselves.

Extended schooling, which provides young people a new set of
activities and roles, takes time and can lead to postponement of mar-
riage. The potential for delay is much greater in societies like Taiwan
where age at marriage was relatively younger than in Western societies
where age at marriage was old enough to permit the attainment of high
educational levels before marriage. The South Asian case, however, shows
that the timing effects of education need not act alone in transforming
the ages at which women marry. Evidence from rural Pakistan, for ex-
ample, suggests that education combines with other culturally desirable
characteristics for wives and daughters-in-law to offset the undesirability
of marrying later. Thus, even those women who fail to complete a year
of schooling marry signficantly later than women with no schooling at
all (Fricke, Syed, and Smith, 1986).

The influence of paid employment outside the home on age at
marriage probably depends upon the existing mate selection process,
the existing pattern of age at marriage, and the control of parents over
the earnings of their children. In the case where age at marriage was
young and parents controlled mate selection and the earnings of their
children, parents might want to postpone the marriages of their em-
ployed children so they could retain their earnings longer. This moti-
vation might be particularly strong for parents of girls in societies where
the married couple live with or near the husband’s parents. For these
families the arrangement of a marriage for a daughter with a high in-
come is tantamount to a reduction in the standard of living for the fam-
ily. Thus increases in the paid employment of unmarried women in this
type of society would probably lead to an increased age at marriage.

Most of the populations of Asia in the past, including Taiwan’s, fit
this traditional pattern of early age at marriage and parental control over
earnings and mate selection. Increased paid employment in these coun-
tries has been accompanied by significant increases in age at marriage
and in many of these populations the increases have been rapid (Smith,
1980; Smith, Shadidullah, and Alcantara, 1983; McDonald, 1985; Hirsch-
man, 1985; Coale, Anderson, and Harm, 1979). In Taiwan, for example,
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mean age at marriage for women increased from about eighteen in 1905
to nearly twenty-five in 1984, and is now higher than in the United
States (Casterline, 1980; Ministry of the Interior, 1985). The relevance
of employment shifts as well as lengthened education has been docu-
mented for several countries by studies showing that educated women,
those living in urban areas, and those who work outside the family marry
later than others (McCarthy, 1982; Thornton, Chang, and Sun, 1984;
Hirschman, 1985). It should be noted, however, that continued expan-
sion of the independence of children could result in parents no longer
being able to control the earnings of their children or to influence greatly
the marriages of their children, thereby reducing parental ability to
postpone their children’s marriages in order to retain the earnings of
the children within the parental household.

‘Where marriage was historically contracted at older ages and chil-
dren have extensive control over their earnings and the choice of a
spouse, additional wage jobs and higher incomes could lead to earlier
marriages (Levine, 1977). The wide discretion of children in this setting
would allow them to translate more job opportunities and higher in-
comes into earlier marriages if that was desired. However, the preceding
discussion shows no examples of societies that completely fit this de-
scription. While age at marriage was typically high in the West and pa-
rental control was generally less than in many Asian countries, parents
still had influence over their children’s earnings and mate selection. Thus,
Western children who may bave been motivated to use their wage in-
come to marry and establish their own households may have been frus-
trated by parents who wanted them to continue to contribute to the
parental household (see Verdon, 1979).

Important changes in marriage have been documented for West-
ern societies before industrialization and urbanization, most notably in
England in the eighteenth century (Wrigley, 1983; Wrigley and Scho-
field, 1981). However, in the century before World War II, there were
only modest overall changes in age at marriage in the West, although
there may have been important changes in some areas {( Watkins, 1981;
Levine, 1977). After World War I, however, there was a substantial mar-
riage boom that lowered marital ages and increased the overall preva-
lence of marriage (Hajnal, 1953; Watkins, 1981). This increase in mar-
riage may have been facilitated both by the increased income of young
people and their increased ability to use their incomes to marry and
establish their own households. More recently, however, marital ages
and the proportion never marrying have risen (Carmichael, 1984; Rous-
sel and Festy, 1979; Rodgers and Thornton, 1985).

This analysis suggests that the influence of social change on mar-
riage age depends on parental authority over children. Children with
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more freedom to spend their earnings and more say in spouse selection
probably have greater ability to translate expanded job opportunity into
earlier marriage. Conversely, when parents have control over the mar-
riages and earnings of their young adult children, increased earning power
by those children can motivate parents to postpone their weddings.

The work of Caldwell and his colleagues in South India establishes
the relevance of declining mortality to age at marriage in populations
with a wide age difference between the sexes at marriage. In South India
women historically married significantly younger than men. As mortality
declined and the relative number of younger people increased, the num-
ber of women in their prime marrying years—relative to the number
of such men—increased. The result was a significant marriage squeeze
which put an upward pressure on age at marriage for women and de-
creased the value of women in the marriage market (Caldwell, Reddy,
and Caldwell, 1983). Although Caldwell and his colleagues limit their
observations to South India, this phenomena has likely occurred in other
societies with similar marital patterns and improving mortality condi-
tions.

The incidence of premarital sex and pregnancy is also modified
by changes in the activities of young people, their interactions with their
peers and parents, the mate selection process, and age at marriage. In
much of South Asia, prestigious marriages used to be arranged between
families before or shortly after daughters reach menarche. While post-
menarcheal marriages theoretically increase the potential for premarital
sex and pregnancy, other effective controls over female mobility min-
imize the risk. Similarly, in countries where the sexes are strictly seg-
regated and spouses are chosen by their parents there is little potential
for premarital sex; the scale of village society itself encourages wide-
spread knowledge of individual behavior and facilitates social control.
In societies that strictly controlled premarital sex, the potential for pre-
marital sex and pregnancy increases as interaction berween the sexes
increases, children spend more time away from their parents, and chil-
dren become more involved in the mate selection process. In recent
years these changes have been accompanied by significant increases in
the incidence of premarital sexuality and pregnancy in Taiwan (Thorn-
ton, Chang, and Sun, 1984), and increases in premarital pregnancy have
been reported for Korea and the Chinese population of Malaysia (Rind-
fuss and Morgan, 1983). Shorter (1975) argues that premarital sex was
relatively rare in traditional Western societies, but that its incidence
increased in the early stages of industrialization.

In many Western populations, out-of-wedlock childbearing in-
creased significantly during the eighteenth and early nineteenth cen-
turies and then declined again during the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries (Shorter, Knodel, and van de Walle, 1971). In the
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United States, the nonmarital fertility rate among teenage women in-
creased steadily from 1940 through 1984 (National Center for Heaith
Statistics, 1986). For older unmarried women, however, birth rates in-
creased from 1940 through the middle 1960s and then declined until
the middle 1970s when they began to increase again (Thornton and
Freedman, 1983; National Center for Health Statistics, 1986). Similar but
not identical trends have been reported for other English-speaking
countries (Cutright and Smith, 1986). In Taiwan, the out-of-wedlock birth
rate increased from 1906 to 1940. While we are unaware of data for
the 1940-1959 period, recent data suggest that the nonmarital child-
bearing rate in Taiwan declined significantly after 1960 (Barrett, 1980;
Thornton, Lin, and Lee, 1987). Thornton and his colleagues (1987) ar-
gue that nonmarital childbearing declined in recent vears in Taiwan de-
spite increases in premarital sex and pregnancy because the increase in
premarital sexual experience occurred primarily within the context of
relationships that were close to marriage. Also, the linkage of trends in
out-of-wedlock childbearing to trends in sexual experience among the
unmarried is not easy because of the importance of other factors such
as contraception and abortion in the determination of nonmarital fer-
tility (Shorter, Knodel, and van de Walle, 1971, Cutright and Smith, 1986).

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Many aspects of family structure and relationships, particularly as
they intersect with the lives of children and young adults, have been
modified throughout the world. This paper has shown how a number
of these changes relate to the expansion of education, the development
of a wage economy, the reduction of mortality, and other transforma-
tions in the larger social context. Processes and mechanisms whereby
these forces could have had their influence on the family lives of young
people have also been suggested.

Our point of departure throughout this paper is that the family has
been a central institution in the performance of social activities in vir-
tually all societies. We have identified those societies in which spheres
of family and social activity have their most extensive overlap as having
a family mode of social organization. The transformation of some of these
activities in the wider society—through processes including moneti-
zation and paid employment, the displacement of socialization and ed-
ucation outside of families, migration, and urbanization—inevitably alter
relationships within the family over individual life courses.

Many of the changes in family life have been remarkably similar
in the three settings, especially in Taiwan and the West: the separation
of the workplace from the home, increased training of children in non-
familial institutions, the development of living arrangements outside the
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family household, increased access of children to financial and alter-
native productive resources, and more participation by children in the
mate selection process. These similarities affirm the common dimen-
sions of the impact of large-scale economic and social change on family
structure and relationships.

While the similarities of family change in diverse cultural settings
are striking, our review suggests that there is no single developmental
sequence or pattern that all societies will experience. Specific aspects
of change have varied across settings because of significant pre-existing
differences in family structure, residential patterns of chiidren, age at
marriage, autonomy of children, and the role of marriage within rami-
fying systems of kinship and alliance. This essay makes the crucial point
that changes within the family cannot be understood without consid-
ering the family’s role in specific cultural and social contexts. Any con-
sideration of family change must begin with a look at cultural definitions
of family boundaries, the roles of family members, and the position of
the family within the wider society. In addition to these structural dif-
ferences in family and social organization, the processes of social and
economic transformation themselves vary, producing differences in the
trajectory of family change.

Our review of the evidence suggests the usefulness of viewing fam-
ily change as an outcome of strategic behavior in which people follow
the culturally constrained array of opportunities available to them. The
family may use new opportunities within the social system to further
and even strengthen preexisting goals, even as it mediates far-reaching
economic transformations in society (Medick, 1976). In adapting to new
circumstances, individuals and their families act in terms of the patterns
of behavior and relationships already familiar to them (Kung, 1983; Har-
even, 1982; Anderson, 1971). Existing patterns may also be “preadapt-
ed” to changing circumstances (Gusfield, 1967) and may even be in-
strumental in directing the course of economic change (Goode, 1970,
1982; Macfarlane, 1979; Thadani, 1978; Greenhalgh, forthcoming). In
other instances, existing patterns may be modified as innovation occurs.
Further, complexity is introduced by the time lags that beliefs, norms,
and power relationships can cause (Ogburn and Nimkoff, 1955) and the
differential rates of change in geographical and cultural subgroups.

Our conclusion about the processes of family change reinforces
Goode’s observation (1970, 1982) that explanations of family change
should not rely on “grab bag” concepts such as industrialization and
urbanization. Instead, careful attention needs to be devoted to speci-
fying precisely causal mechanisms and processes.

This paper has shown how changing patterns of education, em-
ployment, and living arrangements influence family life. The effects of
these changes, however, are not limited to those who become educated
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and work and live outside the family household, since the behavior and
ideas of those who have these experiences can be observed and copied
by young people not directly experiencing them. Similarly, in providing
children more alternatives, increased schooling, paid employment, and
nonfamilial living arrangements can alter the relationships between par-
ents and children even if children do not participate directly in these
institutions (Anderson, 1971; Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell, 1982). In
addition, as new patterns of behavior become more available, norms and
expectations can shift and influence the behavior and relationships of
nearly everyone in the population. Consequently the spread of new fam-
ily structure and behavior can proceed even more rapidly than the de-
velopment of schools, the growth of nonfamilial employment and living
arrangements, the expansion of cities, and the growth of income,

Although this essay has stressed the importance of structural shifts
in education, employment, and residential patterns, these structural
changes probably cannot account for all important trends in family
structure and relationships that have occurred. Studies of Western fam-
ilies have shown the importance of ideological and religious trends (Les-
thaege, 1977, 1980; Lesthaege and Wilson, 1986; Lockridge, 1983; Goode,
1970). Particularly important is the spread of secularization and the ide-
als of democracy and egalitarianism that could significantly modify fam-
ily relationships.

Secularization may also be an important element of family change
in Asia (Caldwell, Reddy, and Caldwell, 1982). In addition, the intro-
duction of Western technology and economic organization in many so-
cieties currently undergoing rapid change has been accompanied or
preceded by the spread of Western ideas and values. Indigenous na-
tionalist movements can also foster independence among young people
and modify intergenerational relations (Srinivas, 1976; McDonald, n.d.).
As Thadani (1978) has argued, more theoretical and empirical research
is needed to specify exactly how these new ideas and values influence
family structure and relationships.
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