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USRI o F5 e v T Research guestion 1

*

What Is the income position of women
who have a child outside of a union?

American research

Explanations

Lack of male breadwinner
Selection effects
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Research guestion 2

To what extent do the living arrangements
of single mothers change?

Little research

Relevance of a dynamic perspective
Not ‘how many’

But ‘how many how long’
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S g Research question 3

*

What are the effects of income on union
formation?

Income & independence effects
Assortative mating

Accumulation or escape from poverty?
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IPO 1989-2000
Women as key persons
First child during panel

Living arrangement 31/12 of year of birth

Income position in year of birth and
subsequent years
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Table 1
Marital status at the end of the year of first birth
Married 11,658 79.5¢

Cohabiting 2,320 15.8¢
Single 679 4.6%
Total 14,657 100.09
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Multinomial logit regression of marital status in year of first birth on income, age,

ethnicity and urbanisation (odds ratio's)

Income adjusted for Income unadjusted for

economies of scale economies of scale
Cohabiting Single v Cohabiting Single v
VS malrriet marriec VS malrrie! marriec

Income
lowest quintile 1.40 3.71 1.35 1.8¢€
2nd quintile 1.08 ns 2.16 1.04 ns 1.8
3rd quintile 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
4th quintile 0.84 0.35 0.84 0.47
highest quintile 0.74 0.16 0.76 0.2

Age

younger than 20 1.81 2.57 1.83
20-24 1.40 1.31 1.41
25-29 1.00 1.00 1.00
30-34 1.37 1.50 1.3
35 and older 2.13 4.06 2.12

Surninamese or Antillean 2.09 3/15 2.11
Other non-Dutch 0.72 0.56 0.[72

Large city 1.68 3.89 1.68

All odds ratio's are significant at the 0.01 leweless otherwise indicated
ns = not significant (p>0.05)
N = 14,513
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Single in year of birth

—O— single —&—— single to married - - - A- - - single to cohabiting
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Unmarried cohabiting at birth
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Table 3
Event history analysis of union formation for singé women
(logistic regression model on person-period file)

Income (equivalent)
lowest quintile

2nd quintile

3rd quintile

4th quintile

highest quintile

Age

younger than 20 0.60 ns
20-24 0.91 ns
25-29 1.00
30-34 0.72

35 and older 0.49

Additional birth 2.28

Surninamese or Antilean 0.74
Other non-Dutch 1.05 ns

Large city 0.67

All odds ratio's are significant at the 0.01 lewaless otherwise indicatec
ns = not significant (p>0.05)
N person years = 5,618
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Single mothers more likely to be poor

Many single mothers enter union

The poorest single mothers are least likely
to enter a union

Accumulation of disadvantage
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Discussion

Small group

Comparison with US

Advantages & disadvantages of IPO
Role of other adults in the home
Effects on children

Analysis of iIncome change after union
formation
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