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1= Introduction

1. . Ifoe World Population Plan of Action recognized the faintly as the basic unit

of; society and emphasized its importance in two resolutions which aircng other

things reconmencted that the family be protected by aroropriate legislation and

that marriage be entered into only with the free and full consent of intending

stouses. rarit^l status has loner been recognized as a most important factor in

population dynamics as it affects fertility treirendously and mortality and..
migration to a lesser extent. I'arital status is. a demographic characteristic Involving

biological characteristics related to social^ economic, legal and in many cases ,

religious aspects o Its effects on other social and economic characteristics such

as school attendance and labour force participation are very iirportant in late

adolescence and young adult age groupso

2. The timing and. frequency of rrarriage are, therefore,- important aspects in

inechanisms for regulating reproduction B Ihe interaction of gross expectation of

marital life and the gross expectation of fecund life is very important for

estimating the total effect of marriage on fertility. This is particularly the

case because in almost all known societies, the marital uniesi is seen as the

social institution within which reproduction is supposed to take place. Although

empirical evidence from societies of differing economic, social, racial and

geographical backgrounds shows that child bearing is not in practice a monopoly

of the married couple and that a significant number of children are bom out of
wedlockV, the marital union is still considered as the ri^itful place for pro

creation in nearly all human societies ■

3. Consequently? investigations on fertility differentials always view studies

in marital patterns and differences in ac;o at first and subsequent marriages as
a prerequisite for in-depth analysis. Studies on age at first marriags and the

influence of education en age at first marriage provide useful information on the

determinants of levels of fertility. Similarly the frequency and timing of changss

in marital state influence woman's total length of exposure to pregnancy and

childbearing,

4. A major problem related to studies on marriage is the variation in practices

and concepts of what constitutes a marital union and T,<rtien exactly it starts ■ Many

types of marriage practices coexist in African societies. Ihere is the church

wedding arrong Christians, the legal wedding involving legal procedures and the

-^ Central Bureau of Statistics, Hairctoi, Kenya. Kenya Fertility Survey 1377-1978
First Report Vol. 1 page 93. This study showed, that 23 percent of all Kenya wcrrsn

reported premarital birth.
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acquisition of marriage certificates and the traditional marriage which is rrost

common among both rural and urban populations in African countries o T*he latter

accormodates both rx>nogarnous and polygamous unions o

5. The socio-biolocrical foundations of rarriage stem from the desire by every

society to ensure that an adequate number of children are bom to parents who are

in stable unions that are most likely to socialise children in a manner considered

necessary for the survival of that society as a viable entity. The age at which

women marry:, the duration of such carriages and the number of times women marry

is therefore of prime importance in the attempt to understand the detenxdnarits of

fertility especially in societies where the onset of marriaae signals the start

of childbearing,

6. In the first round of this survey 7 information was collected on the marriage

history of all women covered in the study. This information related to the number

of times each woman had been married, age at first and subsequent marriages and

age at which each marriage ended. For each marriage the reason for termination and
the type of marriage were recorded. iTiis paper analyses-' these data in an attempt

to throw some light on marriage patterns in urban and rural cormunities in Zambia

as a prelude to undertaking fertility determinants in Zambia.

IIO Incidence and frequency of marriage

7O Among the 4282 \ijoman aged 12-50 years interviewed during the first round of

this survey, 2729 (63,7 percent) declared that they had been married at least once

before. A breakdown of these women by the nurviber of times married is presented in
Table 1.

Table lo Distribution of ever married women aged. 12-50 years by number of times

fri

Number of

times

married

2

. 3

"-''■ 4 '

5

Total

married for 'urban (Lusaka) and

Lusaka

. .Nmfcer

1 GOS

319

: . 19

2

*>

2 150

Percent

84.1

14.S

0=9

0.1

0,1

100. 0

rural (Keerrbe) areas

Keembe

Number

397

15C

20

3 :

1

579

Percent

68.5

27.3

3U5

0.5

0.2

100.0

in Zarfcia

Total

^"urnb^r

2 205

477

39

5

3

2 7?9

Percent

80.8

17.5

1.4

0.2

o.r ■

100.0
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8. These data show that 30.8 percent of all ever- roarried wcren aged 12 50

years who were studied in this survey had been rtarried only once»±/ A significant
proportion of these women (1SO2 percent) had been i:erried to/ice ana 1.7 percent

of them had been married irort then twicer It is apparent from these data that

rrarital instability was higher in rur?l than urban areas. Thus while only 15.9

percent of all ever--married women in Lus?ka had been roarried more than once,, rrorc

than twice that percentage (31.5 percent) of Keerrbe women had bean married two

or more times. Ifce lower proportion of urban votoi married more than once may

be due to the frequent moveirent of divorced or separated women from city to rural

areas. Although the movement is both ways, data frcri this survey show that 5.4

percent of in-migrants to Kesrrbe and 3,4 percent of those migrating to Lusaka

were divorced or separated /

9O A distribution of wonen 12-49 years of age by marital status is shown in

Table 28 These data show that the marriage of 160 (1.4 percent) of the urban

ever-married women had been terminated by separation,- divorce or death. This

proportion was much lover than that for rural Keerfco. The data for Keerrbe shay

that 111 (18O9 percent) of all ever-married women were separated, divorced or

widowed. Tore than a tenth of all ever-married women in Keerdbe were divorced*

10. An examination of the proportions married in the urban and rural areas show

that women enter into irarital unions very early in life and the irajority of all

women remain married throughout their reproductive life= Thus nearly four fifths

of all Lusaka. {77,1 percent) and Keembe; (78.6) percent) worrcn had been married

before twenty five years cf age. These data present a similar picture of early

marriage as that observed for Kenya 3 ' and indicate that the proportion of currently

married women was higher in Lusaka tnan in Keembe except for females married, before

fifteen years of age. This evidence is indicative: of higher irarital stability in

Iyusaka than Keembe. Thus while separated and divorced women in Lxisaka comprised

3.4 percent of all warren in the age groups under study, the corresponding proportion

for Keembe was 9O2 percent.

11. Vfoen these weeen are distributed by religion and by the number of times

married., it is obvious that many women narry more than once irrespective of the

religious beliefs they profess. These data vjhich are presented in Table 3 show

that more rural than urban -oomen of protestant faith marry nr>re than once. It is

obvious from, these data that catholic or protestant women arc equally as likely

to marry more than once as woman v.4io profess traditional religions or no religion

at all.

1/ The percentage of Lusaka i-rar^Ti in first unions ^-a£ siitdlar to percentages

obtained for Kenya (33,8 percent) and Lesotho (24," percent). See EGA, I-:arital

Composition and Fertility1 Kenva and Lesotl;o, T£CZ>/FB/i<i£/15£l/l po7s The lover

percentage for Keerbe was probably influenced arronc other factors by sailing errors

2/ See Sendnex paper on Acriects of I igration on the Pov^lornemt of Zarbia

V " Table 1. po

3/ Central Bureau of Statistics, Iteirrihi, Kenya Fertility Survoy 1977 197H

First Peport Void, n.76. Gee also ECA Population Division I orite.1 Ccr-nobition
and Fertility^ r^nya" and Lesotho paper presented at the Fifth Kcetinc of the United
Nations Working Croup on Comparative Abalysia of Ttorld Fertility Tata, Geneva,

26-29 January 1932, pA*
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12. The data on tjie number of times x-onen had rarried by the tiite of the survey

vere-fclassified by educational level of wcrosn.. These data vtfiich are presented in

Table 4 show that in general more illiterate 'wesxen narrytwo or inore times than

their educated counterparts and that higher educational levels' go with stable

rrarital unions . The proportion of urban vromsn married once only was higher for

nearly all levels ofeducation. These data also show that third and fourth

marriages ware more frequent among rural than urban \-jcxven* Thus v^iile only 1-1

percent of all ever-rcarried women in Lusaka had irarried three or nore tirnes, 4O2

percent of all Keembe ever-married women had been married three or more tinnes.

Table 3. Distribution of women by religion and by nuntoer of tiires married in

urban (Lusaka) and rural (Keembe) areas in Zartoia

Number of tines married

Religion; One

Number . %.

Two

Humber

Three

Nisrbcr ■ %

Four

number %

Total

ITumber'.

U3B&" (Lusaka)

Catholic

Protestant

Itoslem'

Traditional

No religion

766

930 ,

5

13

94

83

85

62

76

79

r3

U6

.5

.5

.7

145

147

3

2

22

15.3

13.5

37.5

11.8

Id, 6

9

- 8

-

1

1

1.0

0.7

-

5.9

0,3

-

1

1

-■

5,

0.

9

3

920

1087^/

8

.17

118

;42.n

.50=6

: 0,4
0=G

5."3

Total 180S 34.1 319 14.3 0.1 2150 100.0

a/ 2 protestant v?anen had been married a fifth tiine

PLTRAL (Keerrbe)

Catholic

Protestant

Moslem

Mo np>1 i cr\ or

42

298

*

i 57

84

69

59

.0

.0

-

.4

7

116

1

34

14

2C

100

35

-0

.n

,0

.4

1

14

5

2

3

5

.0

.2

-

50 8.7

0.7 432-/ 74a6
1

96

0,2

16.G

Total 397 Lo 158 27. 20 3.5 0.5 579 100.0

* No religion iray include adherents of traditional religion,

b/ 1 protestant vraman had been married a fifth time.
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13. , A classification of \*raren by mother tongue (ethnic group) and nur±>er of

tines married is presented in Table 5. These data show that although the break

up of first marriages is common to all ethnic groups, the first marriage of Lenje

and Bemba vonen tended to break up more regularly as indicated by the significant

proportions of women married more than once. The survival of the first marriage

among Tonga and Shoma i-ransn was rauch higher than arone the otl^r ethnic groups.

Although some of these differences may be attributed to sampling errors, it is

apparent that a significant proportion of Benfca and lenje vjcnsn marry more than

once. However, the percentage of wanert of ethnic groups classified as pothers';

who marry more than once (17.3 percent) show that the trend towards the break up

of first marriages is observed among all ethnic groups. i

Table 5. Distribution of vronan by inother tongue (ethnic group)} and by nurrber

of times married, Urban (Lusaka) and rural (Kearnbe) areas in Zambia

Mather tongue

(ethnic group)

One

Nurtier

number of tirres married

Two

Nurrfoer

; Three

number

Pour

Number

Total

ITumber

Nyanja

Bemba

Lenje

Tonga

Lozi

Shcnia

Others

433

233

92

131

76

41

745

87.5

32,7

80c 5

Si?.,5

36.4

89.1

82,0

56

55

23

17

12

UPBEN (Lusaka)

15

11.3

16,1

18.7

11.5

13,6

£.7

16.7

0,9

0,3

0.4 495 23,0

11 1,2

342^
123

148

■ PC

/.-a/
4b—

90S

15.9

5.7

6.9

401

2.1

42-2

Total 1308 34.1 319 14.3 19 oey 0.1 2150 100X

Nyanja

Bemba

Lenje

Tonga

Lozi

Shcnia

Others

13

0

266

52

3

23

32

68,4

61.5

65,5

82.5

33.3

83*5

74,4

6

3

122

10

5

3

9

lURRL (Keembe)

31,6

23,1

30.0

15.9

55.6

11.5

20,9

2

15

1

1

1

15.4

3.7

1.6

11,1

2.3

0.7

: 19

13

406

63

: 9

26

43

3.3

2.2

70.1

10.9

1.6

4.5

7,4

Total 397 68.6 138 27,3 20 3O5 D.5 579 100.0
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The evidence . ran '.-.able 5 shows, that few waxen in Lusaka and Reer.ibe marry three

or rare tines. As already noted, only 1.1 percent of all Lusaka women and 4.1

percent of all Keerrbe women included in this survey had been married three or

more tines,, This evidence further confirms the higher incidence of narital

dissolution in Keenfce thai?, in Lusaka.

14. Table 6 shows the distribution of warren by current age and nurrber of times

Ferried. These data suggest that the frequency of the dissolution of first and
subsequent marital unions increases with age. Howeverf a significant proportion

of the first marital unions of ivcrai below 30 years of age was terminated. Tlius

10=9 percent of all Lusaka ever-rarriod women aged 25° 29 years had rarried a

second tine. Tte percentage for rural Xeenbe was much higher (22.S percent). The
proportion of women married rore than once for each age group further supports

the view that women living in Keerabe parry more tines in their lives than those

in Lusaka.

III. Aae at first marriage

15. A principal denxxiraphic factor affecting the birth rate in populations of

natural fertility is the ace at which warren enter into marital unions, T/3iile
fecundity provides the biological potential for childbearing: marriage patterns

and a variety of other factors interact with it to detemine women* s actual
reproductive performance. The age pattern of marriage is therefore of great

importance in~ the study of c^terminar.ts of fertility although it is observed that
in many societies marriage may take place soretim&s during the adolescent sub-

fecund years.

16. The tilting of first marriage is therefore a very useful index of the

beginning of exposure to the risk of childbearing. This index may be measured
in "terms "of the'average nurfer of years wonen ^ho irarry before attaining age :>0
years live in a single state. These indexes referred to as the singulate mean age

at marriage and the"singulate median- age at rrarriage have been calculated for

Lusaka and Keerfc wonen and arc presented in Table 7.

Table 7O Singulate rcean and median age at marriage, for urban (Lusaka) and
rural (Keembe) women in Zambia

Singulate Singulate

Locality near, age: median ace
at marriage at rrarriage

Urban (Lusaka)

High Density areas 21e7 20=.;
. oi -j t\ ft

Lo\7 Oansxty areas ">J ^j-.j

Squatter areas 1G*S J

Urban Total 19.9 19,6

Rural (Keerrbe) . 1SO9 19-5

Kenya 1/' ■ 19.& ±$°2
Lesotho y 19,6 18-D

1/ EC?l Population Division Jterital Corrposition and FertilityiKenya and Lesotiio
ECVPDA^P/1981/7 paper presGntec at UM TTorkinc Group on Comparative Analysis of
World Fertility Survey Data,, f^neva, 22-29 January 1982, po6.
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Table 8 r Distribution of

Aae at

first Number

marriage

12

13

14

15

16

17

ia

19

20

21

22

23

24

25 plus

N.S

46

74

176

399

302

335

268

204

135

63

49

29

23

46

1

Percent

2.1

3,4

3.2

13.6

14.0

15.6

12.5

9.5

6.3

2.9

2.3

1.3

1.1

2.1

0.1

woren by age at

rural areas m

Cumulative

percent

2.1

5.6

13. S

32.3

46.4

62.0

74.4

83.9

90-2

93.1

95.4 .

96.7

97.3

99»9

100.0

first narriaae

Sarbia

Rural

/■uriber

18

33

36

100

89

180

52

25

20

5

10

2

5

4

in urban

(Keertibej

percent

3.1

5.7

6.2

17.3

15.4

31.1

9.0

4.3

3.5

0.9

1.7

0.3

0.9

0.7

-

and

1

Cumulative

percent

3.1

8.8

15.0

32.3

47.7

78.8

87.7

92.1

95.5

96.4

98.1

98.4

99.3

100.0

Total 2 150 1OO.O 579 10O.O
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17. These estimates appear to be rattier high especially for Keembe because

grouped data were used to reduce age errors in them. Single year distribution
of women by age at aarriage would tend to be biased towards the younger ages and

grouping tends to irask the inpact of younger ages at marriage on the average

calculated.

13. Hotvdthstanding these limitations, significant differences emerge in the

sinculate mean ages at marriage for the three urban strata, The mean for the low

density was 23.3"years compared with 21.7 years for the high density and 16.8 years
for the squatter areas. This pattern follows tlie socio-econanic stratification of

the three areas. The lack of a clear rural/urban differential here is due to

differential age misreporting between the two areas and sampling errors.

19. Greater insight into the tiring of first carriage araong Sambian wcran can be

gained by distributing married women by single year ages at first marriage. These

data presented for Lusaka and Keer±>e in Table 2 shov that in the urban and rural
areas studied, over ninety percent of all women rrarried before they were twenty

years old. In fact by the age of 17 years 62.0 percent Lusaka and 78.3 percent

Keembe women were married already- These data shov; a distinct earlier rural than
urban age at first marriage 0 The application of this evidence is that most Zarrfoian

women are exposed to the risk of childbearing at an early age and as the fertility

data from this survey show they go on to bear many children before menopause.

20. An analysis of age at first marriage by the nurrtoer of times women marry

indicates that the older the age at first marriage the more stable would be the

first marriage. These date which are presented on Table 9 for Lusaka and Keeirbe

women shdi>? that 24.3 percent cf all women who married before 15 years had married
before 15 years had married, a second time, This percentage was much higher than

for women whose age at first marriage was 17 years or over. Although- the percentage

of rural Keembe women who parried iaore than once was higher than that observed for

wanen who contracted their first marriage before 20 years of age, the observation
that the proportion of waxen who married more than once decreased with increasing

age, was still valid.

21. Table 10 presents age at first marriage by level of education. The data
show that the lower tho women's level of education, the younger her age at first
marital union. This relationship between the level of education and age at first

marriage was rcore pronounced iri Lusaka than in rural Keembe. In Lusaka, 74„3
percent of all ever-married women with no formal education married before eighteen „

This contrasts vi£h only 27.3 percent for those who hac at least secondary form III

education. Inversely7 only 6-4 percent of all illiterate women married after 21
years of ages, the corresponding percentage was 30=1 percent for secondary form III,

teacher training and trade school graduates and 42.6 percent for worren who had

post-seoondary and university education before marriage,

22. The evidence on age at first marriage suggests that early and universal
marriage is still the norm, in urban and rural communities in Zambia. Most women

marry early although women in the higher socio-economic groups tend to marry later
than those in the lower income groups in the squatter areas. This differential
is certainly accountable in greater part by differences in the level of education.
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23. Evidence suggesting a positive relation between the level of education

and age at first marriage presented in Table 10., indicates that "■-' ■
women who had no formal education married earlier than those who had been to

school.Abaufc a fifth of all Lusaka women who had no formal education married
before they were fifteen years old. In fact 93.6 percent of Lusaka women and

35.1 percent Keembe women in this group were married before twenty. This

pattern of very early marriage among illiterate women contrasts with that

observed for women who have had some formal education. Although early marriage

was common among women with primary education only, almost half the women who

had post-secondary education married after twenty years of age.

2*. The data on Table 10 should be interpreted with some caution because some
women may have improved their educational level after marriage. This will have

the effect of reducing the strength of the positive correlation between the two
phenomena. Furthermore, the data on Keembe were difficult to interpret because
there were very few women in this area who had secondary or higher education.

Many studies have identified maternal education as a crucial factor influencing

: infant mortality and fertility. The analysis of fertility and mortality data
from this survey corroborate this evidence. The role of education in this regard
is two fold. First, as can be observed in Table 10 education especially secondary
education delays age at first marriage and therefore reduces women«s reproductive

1^?e."fpai?':. ■,SiecQn£,-by reducing marriages below twenty years of age, education
directly reduces the number of women who bear children below twenty and therefore

reduces the incidence of higher maternal mortality and morbidity associated with
early pregnancy.

25. Caldwell has also argued that the greatest impact of education in transi
tional societies is through the restructuring of family relationships 1/. A
crucial aspect of this restructuring involves delaying women*, s age at first
marriage and creating new perceptions of life and goal aspirations for mothers.
Thus the later ages at first marriage for women with post secondary education

shown in Table 10 are proxy indices for a wide range of changing characteristics
which include employment and income levels, housing standards, feeding patterns and
the degree of usage of medical and educational services. These characteristics
interact to produce differences in infant and child mortality and morbidity
identified in the analysis of mortality data from this survey.

IV. Dissolution of first marriage

26. An analysis of marital status of women aged 12-50 years in Lusaka and
Keembe (Table 1) indicated that 80.8 percent of ever-married women included in
this survey were still in their first union. This evidence showed a higher
stability of urban (84.1 percent) than rural (68.6 percent) marriages. In an
effort to understand the reasons why one out of every five urban and a third of
rural marriages studied in this survey were dissolved. Table 11 shows women whose
first marriage ended by current age and reason why it ended.

1/ Caldwell J.C., "Mass education as the major determinant of the timing of
the onset, of sustained fertility decline" in Population Dynamics, Fertility and
Mortality in Africa, Population Division, UNECA, Addis Ababa, 1979, p. 311.
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27. These data show that about a fifth of the first marriages that were

dissolved in Lusaka were the marriages of women less than twenty five years

of age. The corresponding percentage for Keembe was 11.8 percent. There

were significant differences in the ages at which the first marriages of

Lusaka and Keembe women were dissolved. While 71.5 percent of the Lusaka

women whose first marriage broke up were aged between twenty and thirty-nine

years of age, the percentage for Keembe women of the same age group was

56.5 percent. Women aged 40-50 years of age, whose first marriages were

dissolved accounted for 2'=.5 percent (Lusaka) and 40.9 percent (Keembe) of

all women aged 12-50 whose first marriages were dissolved. Thus first

marriages tended to be dissolved at earlier ages among Lusaka than Keembe

women. For women in both areas, divorce was identified as the principal

cause of the dissolution of first marriages although death of husband was

frequently mentioned as a cause of dissolution of first marriage among older

women 1/ . It may well be that some divorced cases were actually separations

or desertions but it was decided to report the cause of dissolution as stated

by the women.

28. Analysis of data on current age of women by age when first marriage

ended shows that the dissolution of first marriages was related to the current

age of the women. The data presented in Table 12 show that the younger the

current age the younger the age when first marriage ended. The dissolution

of the first marriage below 20 years of age was more prevalent among younger

women than among older ones both in Lusaka and in Keembe.

29. A lower age at first marriage appeared to be related to a lower age when

first marriage ended as shown in the data presented in Table 13. Thus, 46

percent (Lusaka) and 45.6 percent (Keembe) of women married before 15 years

of age reported that their first marriages were dissolved before they were

twenty years old. These data suggest that the younger the age at first marriage

the younger the age when the first marriage breaks up. This evidence lends

credibility to the view that marriages among women under twenty are more prone

to dissolution than marriage to older women who are more mature emotionally

and psychologically. Preliminary analysis of the data on education, religion

and age when the first marriage was dissolved did not show any differentials

either by education or religion. 2/

30. Table 14 shows distribution fof women by age at which first marriage

ended and the reason why it ended. The data suggests that divorce was the

single most important reason for the break up of marriages among women

below thirty years of age. Thus, (79.5 percent) of all dissolutions involving

women aged 15-19 years in Lusaka were divorces, the corresponding figure

for Keembe was 80.5 percent. Among women aged 25-29 years the percentages

of all dissolved first marriages due to divorce were 69.6 percent for Lusaka

and 81.3 percent for Keembe. As women grow older the death of their husbands

gradually becomes the main reason for the dissolution of their marital union.

1/ See Appendix 1.

2/ Appendices I -V.
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Table 15. Distribution of women by current ape and by age at second

marriage for urban (Lusaka) and rural (Keembe) areas.

Ap;e at second marriage

Current
15-19 20 - 24 30 over Total

15-19

20-24

25-29

30-34

35-39

40-44

45-50

TOTAL

number percent number percent number percent number . percent .mrrtber percent

9

16

7

6

2

63

60.0

34.2

18.8

21.3

12.3

13.0

5.4

19.

3

24

?p

21

14

12

8

110

20.0

7.5

50.3

23.0

24.6

26.1

21.6

34.5

LUSAKA

1

1

10

2?

17

77

6.7

20,3

38.7

29.8

23.9

21.6

24.1

2

2

1

9

19

■ 17

19

69

13.3
4oo

2.1

12 = 0

33.3

37 = 0

51.4

21 = 6

15

41

43

75

57

4.7

12.8

15.1

23.5

17.9

14.4

11.637

319a/ 100.0

15-19

20-24

25-29

30-34

35-39

40-44

45-50

TOTAL.

6

2

6

3

3

2

23

__

54.5

11.1

15,8

9.4

12.0

4.2

13.4

„_

5

10

15

6

1

17

54

..

45.5

55.6

39.5

1G.7

4.0

36.2

31.4

KEET-SE

5

1C

7
p

14

44

■—

27.8

26.3

21.9

32.0

29.8

25,6

-

1

7

16

13

14

51

5.5

IS. 4

50.0

52. r

29.8

29.6

1

11

18

33

32

25

47

172

0.6

6.4

10.5

22.1

18.6

14.5

27.3

100.0

Induces women in second mrriagss only.
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Table 17. Distribution of waien in second unions by number of other

wiver in first and second marriages

Other wives in first and second marriages

Location None 1 2 3 Total

Nc, . % No. % No- % Ho. % No. %

Urban

(Lusaka) First 302 94.7 3 0.9 0 2.5 3 0.9 319* 100.0

Second 284 89,0 6 1.9 26 8,2 3 0.9 319 100.0

Rural

(Keembe) First 134 S4.S 2 1.3 22 13.9 » - 158 100.0

Second 143 90.5 1 0.6 10 6.3 4 2.5 158 99.9

Includes 1 waaan with 4 co^wives and 2 worsen with 5 cc^wives.

These data show that few woren who married for a second tine shared their first or

second marriages with other wives. In both rural and urban areas only about a tenth

of these yemen were in polygamous unions. The evidence in this table suggests that the

incidence, of polygamy is not as high in Zarbia as in Kenya where the percentage of

currently irarried women in polygamous unions ranges from 24 -oercent for the 15" - 20

year-age group to 42 percent in the 45 -• 49 year age group. 1/

37. There was no strong evidence in the data that age when second marriage ended

varied significantly from tribe to tribe. Divorce as a major reason for the dissolution

of second marriages was conran to women of differing religions. Thus, in Lusaka 10 out

of 15 catholic women whose second marriage was terminated stated divorce as a cause.

1Hhile the same percentage (12 out of 18) was reported by protestant vrcmen. In Keerbe?

divorce was given as the reason for the break up of the second marital union by 29 of

the 33 protestant women whoso second marriages terminated and by all 4 catholic women who

broke up their second unions.

VII. Conclusion

33. This study has investigated the prevalence, frequency and timing of marriage

among women agsl (12-50 years who were covered in this survey. The results of this

analysis show that 63.7 percent of all these women had been married at least once. In

fact over ninety percent of both urban and rural women had been married before their

tMsnty-fifth birthday. Although the sanple is too small for firm conclusions, the

data presented here suggets that nearly all women in urban and rural areas in Zambia get

married. Celibacy is not oonnon among women aged over 30 years. The percentage single

among women in the age group 30-50 years fluctuates arounc one percent both in Lusaka

and in Keembo.

4/ Central Bureau of Statistics, Nairobi3 Kenya Fertility Survey 1977-78 First

Report Vol.1 po8O.
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39 <, Analysis of the distribution of ever-marriedwoman by current marital

status suggested a relatively high level of marital stability in Lusaka and

Keembe although there were relatively mcr^ divorced wcoen in Keeirbe than in

Lusaka. Thus, 15,9 percent Lusaka and 31,5 percent Keenfoe ever--married woman

aged 12-50 years had been married irorc than once. Trie nur±>er of times women marry

was rabt influences by religion,. However, the number of times a worran married was

negatively correlated with education. Although the dissolution of first marriages

was not uncommon anong different tribes, the Berrba/ L^nje and Losi in Keembe had

rates for first "marniagGS,

40. Estimates of singulate mean and median ages of first rrarriage show a higher

age for the low density areas (23O3 years mean;, 21,3 years iredian) of Lusaka and tho

youngest singulate nean ago at first narriage for the squatter areas. The analysis

shows a distinct earlier rural than urban age at carriage which implies a longer

period <6f exposure to risk of chdldbearrn.^- for a rrajority of Keembe va^en. It -may

b^ noted in the analysis cf fertility that rural v.txicn bore more children on average

than their urban counterparts.

41. Marital stability was positively related to an older age at. first marriage.

Thus, the data show that the proportion of wcenen who married more than once decrea

sed with increasing ageu Age at first marriage was also positively reiU$qcl to

a woman ;s level of ^d"uc«*ionover 90 percent of all illiterate women married below
21 years of age as cenpared with only 30.1 percent of those with Form III Secondary

education. In gerjsralj -the evidence suggests early and universal marriage in rural

and urban areas although vKxran in the higher socio-economic groups tended to marry

later* ' ' ■■ ■

.42 = Analysis of first marriages indicated that one out of every five urban and

a third of all rural marriages \jere dissolved. I'bst first marriages which broke

up in Lusaka ware the marriages of woiten aged 2O-29 years* Generally, first ■'marria

ges tended to be dissolved at earlier ages in Lusaka thau in Keerrbe although the

incidence of marital dissolution wss Iiigher in i<cemixi than in Lusaka. The evidence

in this paper suggests that an earlier age at first rrarriagc was related to a high

incidence of marital dissolution and divorce was identified-as the single irost

important reason for naritel dissolution..

43. Evidence from the analysis of second marital unions indicates that in Lusaka,

most vjqmon x^io married a second tire did not break their unions. This suggests a

lack of preprations for first carriage for these wnnen. Alirost a third, 26.7

percent, of all Keenfce woteji who had married twice had dissolved their second unions.

As in the case of first marriages divorce was singled out as the most inportant ,

reason for dissolution,

44 a . analysis of nuirber of wives in marital unions indicated, that polyganv

not as prevalent in Zambia as in Kenya and that it was not related to the dissolution

of..marital unions. It was also observed that marital dissolution was equally coimon

among different religious and ethnic groups o The trend towards the frequent disso

lution of first narriage calls for in-depth studies' on the types and nature of

marriages which will identify those culturals economic, and emotional factors related

to this phenomenon, It also callr, for applied research work in education for ..

responsible parenthood,. . ' v

:■■.■■ ,.-v
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'15. Tirana is a strong cr^oc Ct r^ducinc tl?.<_ r.ur.h-r of v?cren \A\c marry before

twsnty years of age. Tne first r.^arriaoe of these \>jcx&n tend to be prone to

dissolution with its attendant probleras, radical evidence shows that women

at thest; ages tended to report irore oornolicated and s^v^re ailmtarius with regards

feireproduction than wxtn irarricd after twenty years of ace6 Vfciren \Jho marry

tarly tond to be less w.ducxx^..'if earn loss ana rtprcauoL; over longer periods „

Th*2y also tend to bear children with lc^ier birth weights v^io consequently experienoG

hidier infant rortali.tv.
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