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Families may have & comjugal or & generational beginning. 1t
means that a new famiily emerges either with the formation of a
marital or non-marital union or with childbirth cutside of such
union. The current papeé is focused on the formation éf unions in

Estonia.

One possibility to study the procecs of the formation of unions
is to examine vital statistics data which enable to comprehend
the wheole populaticn in the analysis. However . the fact that the
data are strictly bound to the registration of events imposes
certain limits go their interpretation: it should be considered
that part of unions are not registered and that the registration
and‘ the real formation of a union often do not occur at the came
time. Those matters may cause substantial deviation of vital
cstatistics data from the real preocess of the formation of Uﬁions.
The extent of the deviatiDn.depends on the oecccur-ence and

duration of non—-marital cochabitation.

Another considerable disadvantage of vital statistics data is the
impossibility to connect demographic events into a 1life course.
The biographical data wused in this paper is «collected by a

population survey.

Thus, there are two data sets used in the paper: (1) vital
marriage statistics of the population of Estonia, (2) sample
survey of the population of Tallinn. In the first case the age—

[
specific first marriage rates for the period 1959-1985 have been

calculated tes measure changes in the timing of marr iage. The

M



quantum of the process is characterized by the total 'nuptialita
.rate (the sum of the rates over the reléevant age span) calculated

for all marriages as well as for first marrisges. A general

comparison . of nuptlal1tg in Estonia and other countries is
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pfesented by the crude mar?iage rate.
in kthevca culatlon of the}age—spec1{1c Flrst marriage rates. thé
Aumber = of marriages in an age group is re}ated to the number of _
papﬁlatlnn, of re=peétive age, nat‘to the number D% bachelors or
epinsters ﬁf respectlve age as it is more aéproprldte. The reason
for that , is - the nDnQavailabilitg pf'agevstructures by marital
status for the years between the censuses. - As‘the anber, of
population 15. given %dr thus beginnihg of the Qéar the‘ avéraée
number 'D¥ marriages of two succegsive years is related:.to the

Aumber of population of respective age.

The survey, dmta of which is used in this paper. was carried out

in Tallinn in 1988. There were 1,522 adult respundents of randcm

<
e

sampl ing: 42.2% males and 57.8% femalea, 49.7% Estonians’ and
s5@.37% non—-Estonians, for thé'age‘stru;turevpf the sample ‘see
Appendix 4. Most of the respdndents had passed the ageslof the
.&Dst active matéimoﬁial behaviour, thus -Enabling to analgsel
AFamily initiation ‘on biocgrapical Bata. The survey provides

demographic  data on non—marital céhabitation for the first time

in Estonia.

0Ff course, the limitation of the surVéu sample with the
population of the capital does not permit to draw comprehensive

conclusions for the whole country. ‘However , it can be noted that




almost one third of the population of Estonia lives in the
capital and that the approximately equal proportion of: EBstenians

and non-Estonians in Tallinn provides a suitable basis . for

studying the differences betwsen the two contingents.

The composition of the population of Estonia has thoroughly
changed as a result of the intensive immigration in the post-—-war
period. The migranté have come mostly from regions where the
demographic transition took place later than in Estonia and their
demographic behaviour differs from that of the native Estonian
population /Katus, 1988/, It is evident that the mafter'has its
impact onn the nuptiality data of the population of Estonia.
Consequently,; changes in the matrimonial behaviowr of Estonians
and non—Estonians should be studied separatelg. In‘the current
paper the differences between the contingents are treated on the

tasis of the survey data of Tallinn.

The total nuptiality rate is appropriate for measuwing the
quantum DfAthE process of nuestiality. The tendency of decline is
generally characteristic.for the dynamics of the rate in the past
three decades  (spee  Fig.l). There have been sign+icant
fluctuations in the 194&48Bs, the explanation of which demands
analysis of several possible determinants of such phenomenon. The
lowest level of nuptiality has been estimated in 1983. Since that
uear the total nuptiality rate has increacsed a little,‘as well as
the crude marriége rate. So, comparing the situation to that of
previous gears; we can  get an impression of relatively low

intensity of contracting marriages in Estonia in the 1980s.
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digure 1. Nuptiali’ﬁy of the population of Lstonia 195%1985.



Regearchers of several countries have reported that couples have
been feorming unions at a constant rate despite a decline in
marriage rates. with the difference been made by cohabitation
/Bumpass and Sweet, 1989}. This may al=so be the case for Estonia,

as the survey data of Tallinn indicate further in this paper.

In comparison with the rest of Europe, presenfed on the crude
marriage rate in Figures 2, the intensity of contracting marriagés
in Estonia does not appear low at alil. In fact the situation is
in ‘the other wau round: the index of Estonia is one of fhe
highest in Europe, but lower than in the rest of thEVUSSR {(the
crude marriage rates of other Soviet republice are higher than
those of the Ea}tic republics presented in Fig.2). . The crude
marriage rate of some East and South—East European countries  is
close to that of Estonia, and is rapidly decreasing
/Hacenenues. .., 1288/, The demographic transition in these
countries (Romania, Bulgaria, Poland) has nét complet=ly ended
uyet HaTvyc, 1288/, In the countries which went through the
demographic transition approximately at the same time as Estonia

the crude nuptiality rate is significantly lower, especially in

North Europesan countries.

The above presented comparisons embrace  both firct and
remarriages. Because of the decisive part of first marriages in

family formation the following analusis is focused on them.

Besides the total nuptiality rate for all marriages the rate for
first marriages is also sresented in Figure 1., The decreacse of

the rate Ffor first marriages is revealed as more substantial.
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Consequently, the remarriage rate has increased daring the

period.

One of the important characteristics of‘demographic behaviour is=
age -at first marriage. In the following the dynamics of age-
speciftfic +irst marriage ra£95 for five-year age. brackets are
discussed. The rate of the age group 15-19 is probably not the
most  suitable {for direct comparison with other age groups,
bécause of the dramatical difference>in the number of marriages
in the firset and second half of the age bracket. But the age
structures by Ffive-uear grﬁupé do nmt'enabla'to give A  nore
detailed presentation of the behaviowr of teenagers.. In spite of
that the long-term tftendenciss in Athe accurrence of 2arly

marriliages can be described with sufficient reliabkilitu.

rF

he

i

For both sexes the intensity of contracting marriages i
highest in the age bracket ZB-24 (cee Fig. 3 and 4), The marrizge
rate of 2m~24—geér~gld males has maintained its high level during
thé three decades while that of females has decreased. As the
total intensity of contracting marriages has decreased during the
period, decrease could be expected in most age brackéts,
especially in those with a more sufficient share in all first

Marriages.

The only age group with clearly opposite duynamics to the general
trend 1s that of teenager=s. The most dramaﬁical decrease  of
marriage rate has taken place among the 25-29-year-cld: the rate
of males of this age bracket in the middle of the 1988s is less

than a hal+ of the level of the beginning of 1948s, among the
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Pigure 3. Age specific marriage rates of the male pogulation

of Lstonia 1959-1985. Pilrst marriages.
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females it is a little more than & haif. The rates of the older
age agrnuss of low intensity of contracting first marriages have

also shown a general trend towards decrease.

The dynamics of the age—specific rates indicate consistent change
towards earlier marriages. As expected, the gyounger age at

martiage of the females .is ‘also clearly reflected.

in addition to the menticned general trend of the period a-
fluctuation characteristic for al. the age groups can be noticed
at the beginning of the 1980s: the direction of the curves has
rurned froam  the direction of the general trend. It ses=sms
Feaéanable ta put forward a hypothesie that the trend towards
earlier marriages has stopp=d as it has happened in most of the

counte ies  of Western and Northern Europe in the second half  of

the 194G= and in the 1978s /Roussel and Festuy, 1979/. 1t can also

rha trend  has stopped

7

be suggestod that:;mﬂﬁg the Estonians
earlier than the data for the whole population of Estonia
indicate. After the age structures of the 1930s are corrected
relying on the 1989 census data we =hall bhe able to evaluate the

validity of the hypotheses on a more sound basis.

Being aware of the different demographic behaviour of post-war
immigrants, differences in the timing of first marriage between
them anc the native population are expected; NMationality Iis
considered the most appropriate characteristic to identify the
contingents of the native and the non~nativeypopulation, thus in
¢ . . l
the further analysis the terms "the Estonian” and “the non-—
Estonian® population are used.

s
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The distribution of ever married population by age at First
maryriage is chosen for comparison between the two contimngents
{see Fig.S). Sufficient differences can be noted im the
distributiuﬁ for both sexes. The distribution for females revsals.

them more clearly.

The data presented in Figure 35 indicate distinctly that the non-
Estonians contract their marriages éarlier. The share of females
contracting their first marriage at their teens is substantially

higher among the non—Estonians, such is alsn the cass when the

relevant shares of the ZB-24-0id are compared. Consequentliy, the

share of Estonian women who leavs their marriages tao their lat
twenties is almost twice as high as the relevant share of the
non—-Estonians. The share of Estonians is also hiagher in  the

marvriages contracted in the thirties and later.

For the male population the twq age groups with the highest
intensity of contracting marriage are 20-24 and Z25-2%9. The
relatively small share of marriages in other age groups permits
to draw conclusions mainly relying on the mentioned two. The fact
that the share of marriages at the age 28-24 is biggsr among the
non—Estonians and that at the age of 25-29 among the Estonians,
indicates the slightly higher age at marriaée aof the Estonians.
Differences between the two contingents in the shares of males
married at their teens and at their thirties or fortiess do not

appear as substantial.

The above discussed marriages are all registered and age 1is
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estimated at the moment of registration. In the following,
cohabitation out of wedlock will be dealt with in view of its
ccocurrence by birth cohorts and the impact of its premarital

duration on the age at marriage.

On the background of the decline of the age at marriage indicated
by the vital statistics data it is interesting to note that the
share of persons who have lived in a consensual union during
their life course has been constantly increasing by birth cohorts
(see Fig.&). The cohorts are not treéted separately for the
Estmﬁians and the non-Estonians because of validity problems

connected with too z=mall groups of the sample.

RO - r
o L R
o L
~ 1
20 - — !
i
O
q I
1924/28  1934/38 1944 /48 1954/58

Figure' 6. The share of persons who have lived in a consensual
union in birth cohorts. Data of the surveu of the
population of Tallinn.
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The index of the cohort born in 19&64-468 (at the aze of Z2R-24  at
the moment of the surved) enables to suggest that the increase of
the occurrence of consensual unions is continuings: 41.7% of the
cohort has livéd in a consensual union which is only a little
lecs than the respective percentage of the cohort born in 1954-58
(45.7). although the members of the former had not passed the
ages of most active unioﬁ formation yet. The ﬁohort with the
nighest share 0? those who nave experienced a consensual union -
1959-563% - was at the mement of th; swvey in such ages (25-29)
that their completed data can be expected ﬁigher than that
presented in  the figure. Thus the growth tfend iz in fact a

little stronger than Figure é indicates.

It i= obvious that the increasing occurrence.of consensual unions
increases the deviations betwesn the real pattern of union
formation and the one depicted by the vital statistics data. The
following discussion embraces only those consensual unions which
end up in marriage, thus focusing on connections between real and

formal age at marriage.

The distribution of the Estonian and the non—Estonian popalation
by the real age at the beginning of cohabitatibn (or marriage, if
there has been no cohabitation preced.ng marrlage) is presented
in Figur= 7. The differences between the two contxngents revealed
in the age at marriage sﬁaw in the age ai beginning cohabitatinn
as well, but to a less extent. It turns out that the chaoice 'of
principals for estimatiné the beginning of marriage affects most
the share of the Estbnian women who start cohabitation at their

teens. The chare is almost 18 pointsi higher when s real
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beginning of cohabitation is considered instead.‘of age at
registration. The postponing of tﬁe registration of marriage by
teenage Estonian women is thus revealed as the main reason for
"the difference in the share of teenage marriages between the

Estonians and the non-Estonians.

The data of the survey indicate that the share of women who leave
the beginning of cohabitation to their late twenties or later is
significantly bigger among the Estonians. 8o it can be said that
the non-Estonians generally start cohabitation eariier than
Estonians, aithough there is no substantial difference in  the

share of teenagers.

=

By comparing Figures 5 and 7 it is revealed that the differences
hetween the sge at mafriage and the age at beginning cohabitation
are essentially more deviating among the Estonians. This retfers
to the more freguent cccurrence and longer duration of premarital

cochabitation among the Estonians.

The data presented at Table 1 confirm the suggestion. The share
of the non-Estonians married in the same month they started
cohabitation is 1.5 times higher than that of the Estnnjans. The
duration of premarital cohabitation is shorter for the non-
Estonians. _Still, the duration of consensual unione which end up
in marriage, is usually less than a year: 63.3% of the Estonians
and 71.5% of the non-Estonians who lived in such & consensual
union married less than a uear after the cohabitation had

started.
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Table 1

ISTRIBUTICON OF THE ESTAONIAN AND THE NON-ESTONIAN POPULATION  BY
THE DURATION BETWEEN THE BEGINNING OF COHABITATICN AND

MARRIAGE, %

Duration Estonians Non-Estonians
in months

G 46.9 70.9
1 - 3 7.4 7.9
4 — & 11.2 6.7
7 -1z 15.08 6.2
13— 18 5.8 2.7
12 - 2 3.6 1.0
25 - 36 3.8 1.5

37+ 6.3 .2

The egresented analuysis can be concluded in tﬁe following. The
pattern of premarital cohabitatien of the Estonians and the non-—
Estonians is rather different. The occurrence of consensual
unions ‘among the Estonians is considerably higher and their
duration is longer than the relevant characteristics of the non-—
Estéﬁians. It is one of the determinants of the difference in age
at marriage: the extent of differences in the age at forming.

unions is considerably smaller than those in the age at marriage.

The data presented at Table 2 indicate that the probability of
cohabitation preceding a marriaée does not depend considerably on
the age of the male partner. The age of the female partner

between 2B and 24 assumes a little higher probability of

18



Table 2
DISTRIBUTION OF EVER MARRIED FPOFULATION CLASSIFIED BY AGE AT
MARRIAGE BY THE DURATIDN BETWEEN THE BEGINNING OF COHARITATION

AND MARRIAGE, %

Duration Males Females
0 MONENS
2024 25-29 3@+ bhelow 200 2@-24 25-29
@ 57.1 58.3 99.5 654.5 S7.4 &H4.8
1 - & 16. 3 1.4 13.5 19.4 19.4 15.9
7 - 12 14.3 8.3 2. 16.8 11.8 5.7
i - 12 ZB. 6 18.7 146.2 2@.2 31.2 21.6
13 - 24 8.2 13.5 =4 2.2 baod 4.5
25 - 36 1.5 2. 5.4 2.2 1.9 4.5
37+ 2.6 4 16.8 1.1 3.4 4.5
135+ 12.3 Z22.9 21.6 5.5 11.4 3.5

premarital cohabhitation, but the duration of most of them is not
more +than a year as well as in all the other groups by age at

ma-riage.

s expected, earlier age at first marriaée i connected with
shorter duration of premarital cohabitation. The share of persons
married before one wear after beginning of cohabitation shows the
interdependence between the age at marriage and the duration of
cohabitation best. Especially the difference between the group of
married teens and others can be pointed ocut. For thes peopulation
at the twenties age cannot bé treated as avariable determinig. the

duration of premarital cohabitation, belonging to the Estonian or

the non-Estonian population is a factor of stronger influence.
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Concluding remarks

The level of nuptiality in Estoniae has declined in the post-war
years, but the crude marriage rate of the porulation ol Estoniz
is still considerably higher than in th2 Furopean countries which

passed the demographic transition at the same time withy FEstonis

Partly it is connected with the changes in the composition of the

population of Estonia in the post-war years.,
The age at marriasge has declined for tweo decades until the
beginning of the 1%8P=. The validity of the hypotheses that there

is no further declins of the age at marriage and that the dszlins

t

amorng the Estonians had stopped alvready earliser has o oo

f

evaluated by future resesarch.

The surved data of Tallinn revealed substantiaid differences in

the matrimonial behaviocur of the Estorians and the non-Estonians.

i

The non—Estonians contract their marriages exasrlier arnd the
cccuwrrence of premarital cohabitation among them is less  than
among the Estonians. Obvicusly the twe phenomena are connected

with one another.

The matrimonial behaviour of the Estonians seems rather close to
the West and North European countries, as it could be expected
relying on the historical background of demographic developmesnt.
The analysis of the dunamics of the marriase rates of Estonians

could provide sufficient evidence for the allsgation.
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Appendix

TOTAL NUPTIALITY RATES OF THE FOPULATION OF ESTONIA 1959 - 1984

for- s Rmadaodemde o Se g g S

Years

All marriages

First marriages

1958/59
1959/ 60
1960/61
1961 /62
1962/63
1963764
1964765
1965764
1966767
1967/68
1968769
1969/70
1970771
1971772
1972/73
1973774
1974775
1975/764
1976777
1977778
1978779
1979780
196£0/81
1981/82
1982/83
19837284
1984/85

1.338
1.304
1.296
1.232
1.180
1.165
1.146
1.177
1.245
1.273
1.276
1.259
1.231
1.187
1.159
1.165
1.164
1.150
1.150
1.145
1.152
1.166
1.156
1.121
1.126
1.141
1.141

1.129
1.099
1.097
1.045
0.993
0.972
0.952
0.962
1.002
1.004
1.048
1.033
1.000
0.955
0.927
0.924
0.913
0.901
0.855
0.8504
0.80%9
0.826
0.846
0.829
0.808
0.796
0.793




Appendix Z .

ABE-SPECIFIC FIRST MARRIAGE - RATES 0OF THE MALE POPILATION OF

ESTONIA 1959 —~ 1985

B T T T I o0 T o o O T o T T T S o T T T I T T T T T I S It e S o i oy o o et e e i s s i s e e S o e o S e 0% e 72 o S oo e < e e e
T e R R R R N R T T R R R S T T o I o I o I T I D I T T T o o s T I o O o T S N T S T N M N BT I T a i ma v e e

Years 15-19 20-24  25-29  30-34 35-39 40-39 S50-59 L0+
1958/59 8.6 90.7 73.4 26.3 . 14.2 7.8 3.3 1.2
1959/60 8.8 95.3 £8.0  2Z.7 12.0 7.0 2.8 1.1
1960761 10.4 97.9 66.3  22.0 11.0 & 2.5 1.4
1961762 10.5 96.1 62.3 206.2 F.56 5.4 2.5 1.3
1962/63 9.3 92.9 59.3 0 18,7 8.8 4.7 2.4 0.7
1963/64 8.8 89.4 &0.7  17.9 8.2 3.9 2.3 6.8
1964765 9.3 86.6 £0. 4 16.8 7.2 3.6 2.2 0.8
19657686 10.4 84.2 63.6 16.7 6.7 3.6 2.t 0.8
1966767 1.7 89.1 66. 1 16.8 6.5 3.5 1.9 0 0.8
1967768 12.1 95.7 66.5 16.3 5.5 I.2 1.8 0.8
1968/6%  12.0 100. 4 63.4 16.1 5.9 2.7 1.4 0.7
1949/7C¢ 11.8 9.8 &0. 4 15.4 5.2 2.3 1.3 0.7
1970/71 11.4 99.9 55.4 14.2 4.9 2.1 1.3 o.8
1971772 11.0 97.3 S1.1 13.1 4.6 2.1 1.9 0.9
1972/73  10.6 8.0 47.1 12.8 4.5 1.9 1.2 O.&
1973/74 10.5 101.1 43.6 12.% 4.6 1.6 1.0 0.5
1974/75 10.8 101.4 41.8 12.0 4.6 1.6 1.0 0.5
1975/76 10.9 101.2 40.2 11.7 4.4 1.7 0.9 0.6
1976777 1t1.6 101.1 38.7 11.5 4.1 ° 1.6 0.8 0.7
1977+/78 12.9 100.1 36.9 10.9 4.3 1.6 0.8 0.8
1978/79 13.9 100.4 36.4 11.1 4.2 1.6 1.0 0.8
1979780 15.2 97.8 36.5 10.7 4.3 1.6 0.9 0.8
1980/81 15.2 95.4 35.4 11.4 5.0 2.0 0.8 0.7
1981/82 13.8 90.4 34.3  12.4 5.8 2.3 0.9 0.9
1982/83 13.5 88.7 34.0 12.1%1 6.2 2.3 0.9 0.9
1983/84 14,1 89.1 33.6 11.2 6.0 2.3 1.0 0.8
1984/85 14.1 92.8 33.5 9.9 4.9 2.0 0.9 0.7




Appendix 3 .

ABE-SFECIFIC FIRST MARRIAGE RATES OF THE FEMALE FOFULATION OF

ESTONIA 193% - 1985

Years 15-19 20-24 2529 30-34 3I5-39 40-49 50-59 O+

1958759 37.2 1¢0.0 42.2 18.5 10.3 3.8 1.0 0.3
1959/66 28.3 100.8 X2.2 16.6 ?.6 3.9 1.0 0.3
19260/61  3I7.9 102.6 3.7 15.9 2.0 3.7 1.1 0.2
1961/62 34.7 98.5 8.7 14.4 8.3 3.3 1.1 0.3
19627463 21.E 95, 38.1 13.1 7.4 3.3 1.0 0.2
192637464 31,2 @3.8 38.1 12.7 &.7 3.2 1.1 0.2
1968/55 33,1 F2.6 37.0 11.7 6.1 3.3 0.9 0.2
1955/646 35.0 93.8 37.1 11.8 5.5 3.4 1.0 0.2
1986767 3607 102.9 7.0 11.7 5.8 3.4 1.1 0.2
1967768 2X2.2 108.9 36.3 11.5 5.2 3.1 1.1 0.2
1968/69 40.4 113.9 35.8 11.1 4.6 2.6 1.0 0.2
1969/70 41.5 115.8 35.2 10.0 4.5 .4 1.0 0.2
1976771 42,0 i11.4 32.7 ?.7 4.4 2.3 1.0 0.2
1971/72 4C.5 107.5 I0.5 7.1 3.8 2.1 1.0 0.2
1972/73 40.3 103.3 29.1 8.4 3.6 1.9 1.2 0.2
1973/74 43,3 102. 27. 4 8.3 3.8 1.8 1.2 0.2
1974775 44.8 ?97.4 27.7 8.8 3.5 1.6 0.9 0.2
1975/76 46.0 P7.1 26.7 8.2 3.4 1.5 0.8 0.2
1976477 4E.0 97.9 24.5 7.2 3.9 1.5 0.9 0.2
1977/,78 48.9 54.8 24.1 7.1 3.1 1.3 0.9 0.2
1978779 50.2 6.3 23.7 7.4 2.6 1.2 c.9 0.3
1979/80 B52.4 76.8 23.1 7.7 2.7 1.3 .8 0.3
1980781 50.3 ?4.0 24.1 7.6 3.3 1.2 0.6 0.2
1981782 45.5 88.9 24.7 8.0 3.7 1.1 0.6 0.2
1982/83 44a.5 7.2 24,2 8.6 4.0 1.2 0.6 0.2
1783/84 46.5 85.8 23.9 8.8 3.9 1.3 0.6 0.2
1984785 47.8 85.3 24.1 7.9 3.2 1.3 0.5 0.2




ApPpPpendisx 4

AGE STRUCTURE OF THE SURVEY SAMPLE, %

T T T T T S e e e R S S R T R N TR S S S I IS I I T N I N IR I T NN I I DTN IR I I i e o B S L b

Age bracket Maleg Females Total
15 - 19 B.4 2.9 #.8
28 - 24 &.9 8.3 7.7
25 - 29 11.5 1.9 11.2
28 - =4 11.5 11,9 11,8
35 - 39 17.@ 15. 3 16.9
40 - 44 1Z. 4 18.7 131.5
45 - 49 i?. 4 1Z2.0 11.4
5B - 5 16,7 L. 8 2.5
oo — 59 8.1 9.1 2.7
&8 - 64 st 7. &L 8
&S — 49 2.8 ‘E.9 Z.4

70+ 1.7 2.8 2.4
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