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females do not receive, in majority of the cases, any 

'paricam' frolll groom's family to supplement the marri­

age expenditure, the burden is more on the bride's 

family. On the other hand, we may suggest that to a 

certain extent, among Padayatchy, the 'paricam' pay-

ment made by the groom's family would supplement the 

marriage expenditure for bride's side and thus marriage 

cost may not have affected her age at marriage. 

7.9 The effects 05' S--e...{'ec.-/;:.e4 longitudinal varia-

bles on female and male age at marriage are also sign1-

ficant. For both males and females, their age at 

marriage may be very much delayed if their income adds 

to the family economy and helps in educating their 

siblings. Our regression results on male and female 

ages at marriage confirms this. 

Another family level factor that has shol-ln posi-

tive and significant influence on female age at marriage, 

for the total sample only, is the ego's birth order 

among female born. \-Ie may infer that the first born 

daughtets tend to marry at an early age than the later 

born. It is important to remember that this effect may 

be due to the fact that the later born may be from the 
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younger generation and also that the female age at 

marriage is increasing over time. In the case of males, 

total male children born has a significant and inverse 

relationship with the male age at marriage, in case of 

Padayatchy caste and for the total sample. 

7.10 In conclusion, we may state that longitudinal 

variables do playa major role in explaining variations 

in age at marriage, both '·Ii thin and across the caste, 

in the case of females and males. Our analysis of the 

components of the interval between puberty and marriage 

supports the 'causal linkages' of the several inde­

pendent variables I-lith female age at marriage. In addi­

tion, the discussion on the reasons for delay/postpone­

ment of marriages of eligible unmarried females and 

males provide us added information in understanding the 

dynamics of the marri.'lge decision-making process. 



APPENDIX 5.1 

Cumulative Proportion of viomen Ever-Married at 

Selected Single Year Ages by Study Variables 

- Padayatchy Caste, 1984. 

Sl Cumulative Proportion Ever-
No. Study Variable/Age Harried; Age-Cohort 

1. Total Sample: 19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

Sample Size 

2. Life-Course Pattern; 

a) Pub-E d-J ob_le1a 19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

Sample size 

J;l) Pub-Ed-l'ia 19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

Sample size 

c) Ed-Pub-J ob-
1-1 a 19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

Sample Size 

20-24 

0.20 

0.59 

0.78 

0.90 

64 

0.09 

0.48 

0.61 

0.78 

23 

0.13 

0.63 

0.81 

0.92 
16 

0.18 

0.55 

0.77 

1.00 

11 

25-29 All Ages 
(13-34) 

0.27 0.32 

0.56 0.63 

0.77 0.81 

0.92 0.92 

48 250 

0.13 0.12 

0.31 0.42 

0.56 0.59 

0.81 0.79 

16 72 

0.10 0.17 

0.40 0.57 

0.70 0.80 

0.98 0.93 

10 68 

0.27 

0.69 

0.91 

1.00 

41 

contd .... 



(li> 

Appendix 5.1 (contd •.. ) 

Sl. 
No. Study Variable/Age 

Cumulative Proportion Ever­
Married: Age-Cohort 

d) Ed-Pub-I'1a 

Sample Size 

3. Education 

alD 5 _ 8 years 

Sample size 

19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

b) 9 - 12 years 19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

Sample size 

20-24 

0.42 

0.75 

1.00 

12 

0.30 

0.70 

0.92 

1.00 

43 

0.00 

0.38 

0.48 

0.74 

21 

4. Education after puberty 

a) Did not 
Continue 

Sample size 

19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

b) Did continue 19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

Sample size 

0.36 

0.68 

0.91 

1.00 

25 

0.00 

0.00 

0.34 

0.74 

39 

25-29 

0.62 

0.92 

1.00 

13 

0.28 

0.80 

0.96 

1.00 

25 

0.11 

0.16 

0.48 

0.77 

19 

0.50 

0.86 

1.00 

22 

0.12 

0.35 

0.6~ 

0.81 

26 

All Ages 
(13-34) 

0.69 

0.91 

1.00 

66 

0.37 

0.78 

0.98 

1.00 

158 

0.07 

0.27 

0.49 

0.74 

77 

0.54 

0.83 

0.97 

1.00 

111 

0.41 

0.46 

0.67 

0.85 

139 

contd •• 



(iii) 

A1212endix 5.1 (contd •. ) 

Sl. Cumulative Proportion Ever-

No. Study Variable jAge Married: Age-Cohort 

20-24 25-29 All Ages 
( 13-34) 

5. Work before Marriage: 

a) Did not work 19.0 0.25 0.39 0.46 

20.0 0.68 0.70 0.76 

21.0 0.89 0.87 0.92 

22.0 

Sample size 28 23 134 

b) Did work 19.0 0.00 0.12 0.20 

20.0 0.00 0.44 0.53 

21.0 0.32 0.68 0.70 

22.0 0.96 0.98 0.97 

Sample size 36 25 116 

6. Land Owner shiJ2 

a) Landless 19.0 0.31 0.32 0.34 

20.0 0.69 0.64 0.64 

21. 0 0.87 0.81 0.84 

22.0 1.00 1.00 0.97 

Sample size 13 22 lOS 

b) Did own Land 19.0 0.18 0.23 0.31 

20.0 0.57 0.50 0.63 

21.0 0.73 0.75 0.80 

22.0 0.86 0.89 0.89 

Sample size 51 26 145 

7. Fumil'l stability 

a) Broken family 19.0 0.30 0.31 0.44 

20.0 0.70 0.75 0.78 

21.0 0.80 0.87 0.87 

22.0 0.96 0.90 0.97 

Sample size 14 10 49 

contd •• 



(iv) 

A1212endix 5.1 (contd •. ~ 

Cumulative Proportion Ever-
Sl. Married: Age-Cohort 
No. Study Variable/Age 

20.,.24 25-29 All Ages 
(13-34) 

b) Intact Family 19.0 0.16 0.26 0.29 

20.0 0.52 0.53 0.59 

21.0 0.71 0.76 0.79 

22.0 0.86 0.89 0.90 

Sample size 50 38 201 

S. Birth Order 

a) Not an oldest 
daughter 19.0 0.13 0.46 0.31 

20.0 0.60 0.64 0.66 

21.0 0.78 0.81 0.78 

22.0 0.90 0.92 0.92 

Sample size 39 37 176 

b) Eldest daughter 
19.0 0.27 0.27 0.33 

20.0 0.56 0.73 0.56 

21. 0 0.75 1.00 0.87 

22.0 0.92 0.91 

Sample size 25 11 74 

9. ContrilJution tc 
Siblin"g's educCition 

a) Did not con-
tribute 19.0 0.30 0.39 0.48 

:<0.0 0.68 0.75 0.79 

21.0 0.86 0.93 0.93 

22.0 0.93 1.00 0.98 

Sample size 40 28 157 

conte. .. 0 



(v) 

Appendix 5.1 (con'{;:fl:I.) 

Sl. 
No. Study Variable/Age 

b) Did Contribute 19.0 

20.0 

21.0 

22.0 

Sample size 

Cumulative Proportion Ever­
Married; Age-Cohort 

20-24 

0.04 

0.33 

0.52 

0.76 

24 

25-29 

0.10 

0.40 

0.65 

0.85 

20 

All Ages 
(13-34) 

0.08 

0.38 

0.61 

0.81 

93 

Note; Categories having sample size less than 10 are 
omitted here. 



APPENDIX 5.2 

Cumulative Proportion of Women Ever 11arried at Selected 

Single Year Ages by Study Variables Scheduled Castes, 

1984 

Sl. 
No. Study Variable/Age 

( 1) ( 2) 

1. Total Sample 

Sample size 

17.0 

15.0 

19.0 

20.0 

2. Life-Course Pattern 

a) Pub-Ed-Job-t1a 17.0 

18.0 

Sample size 

19.0 

20.0 

b) Ed-Pub-J ob-l'ia 17.0 
18.0 

19.0 

20.0 

bample size 

3. Education 

a) 5 - 8 years 

Sample size 

17.0 

18.0 

19.0 

20.0 

Cumulative Proportion Ever­
Married: Age-Cohort 

20-24 

( 3) 

0.17 

0.78 

0.98 

0.98 

41 

0.02 

0.53 

0.94 

0.94 

17 

0.14 

0.89 

1.00 

28 

25-29 

(4) 

0.85 

0.94 

0.97 

1.00 

33 

0.53 

1.00 

15 

0.48 

1.00 

21 

All Ages 
(13-34) 

( 5) 

0.31 

0.73 

0.95 

0.98 

183 

0.02 

0.40 

0.91 

0.96 

49 

0.22 

0.77 

0.97 

61 

0.17 

0.76 

0.97 

143 

contd •• 



(vii) 

Appendix 5.2 (contd •• ) 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

b) 9-12 years 17 .0 0.00 

18.0 0.21 

19.0 0.81 

20.0 0.94 

Sample size 24 

4. Education after puberty 

a) Did not 17.0 0.23 0.57 0.32 
continue 18.0 0.95 1.00 0.88 

19.0 1.00 0.98 

20.0 

Sample size 22 23 113 

b) Did continue 17.0 0.05 0.30 0.06 

18.0 0.58 0.80 0.41 

19.0 0.95 0.90 0.88 
'2-0·0 o ·9s \ ·00 0·96 

Sample size 19 10 70 

5. Work before Marriage 

a) Did not work 17.0 0.40 0.54 

18.0 1.00 0.95 

19.0 

20.0 

Sample size 10 64 

b) Did work 17.0 0.10 0.32 0.12 

18.0 0.71 0.93 0.62 

19.0 0.96 0.96 0.94 

20.0 0.97 1.00 0.97 

Sample size 31 25 119 

contd •• 



(viii) 

AJ2l2endix 5.2 (contd •• ~ 

(1) ( 2) (3) (4) (5t 

6. Land Ownership 

a) Landless 17.0 0.15 0.48 0.20 

18.0 0.78 1.00 0.72 

19.0 0.96 0.95 

20.0 0.96 0.95 

sample size 27 23 125 

b) Did own land 17.0 0.21 0.50 0.25 

18.0 0.79 0.90 0.61 

19.0 1.00 1.00 0.92 

20.0 1.00 

Sample size 14 10 58 

7. Family Stabi.li ty 

a) Broken Family 17 .0 0.07 

18.0 0.51 

19.0 0.84 

20.0 0.84 \ 

24 
Sample si~e 

b) Intact family 17.0 0.19 0.48 0.22 

18.0 0.79 0.97 0.71 

19.0 0.97 1.00 0.97 

20.0 1.00 1.00 

Sample size 37 31 159 

8. Birth Order 

a) Not an eldest 17.0 0.10 0.36 0.15 

daughter 18.0 0.83 0.92 0.69 

19.0 0.92 0.96 0.97 

20.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Sample size 29 25 140 

contd •• 



(ix) 

Appendix 5.2 (con:..~c)) 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

b) Eldest daughter 
17.0 0.33 0.40 

18.0 0.67 0.67 

19.0 0.92 0.91 

20.0 0.92 0.91 

Sample size 12 43 

9. Contribution to 
Sibling's Education 

a) Did not 
contribute 17.0 0.27 0.65 0.38 

18.0 0.88 0.96 0.84 

19.0 0.96 0.96 0.96 

20.0 0.96 1.00 0.98 

Sample size 26 23 104 

b) Did 
contribute 17.0 0.00 0.10 0.03 

18.0 0.60 0.90 0.51 

19.0 1.00 1.00 0.92 

20.0 

Sample size 15 10 79 

Note: Categories having sample size less than 10 

are omitted here. 



(x) 

APPENDIX 5.3 

Cumulative Proportion of Hales Ever-Harried at 
Selected Single Year Ages by Study Variables _ 
Padayatchy Caste, 1984. 

Sl 
No. Study Var j.abl 0/1-\ge 

1. Total Sample: 25.0 

26.0 

27.0 

Semple size 

2. Educatioll 

a) 5 - 8 years 

Sample size 

28.0 

25.0 

26.0 

27.0 

28.0 

b) 9 - 12 years 25.0 

26.0 

27.0 

28.0 

Sample size 

3. Occupation 

a) Owner­
Cultivator 

Sample size 

25.0 

26.0 

27.0 

28.0 

Cumulative Proportion Ever­
Married: Age-Cohort 

25-29 

0.06 

0.23 

0.50 

0.82 

68 

0.19 

0.51 

0.65 

0.83 

16 

0.03 

0.16 

0.44 

0.78 

40 

0.12 

0.32 

0.50 

0.89 

25 

30-34 

0.16 

0.34 

0.66 

0.94 

32 

0.08 

0.27 

0.62 

0.92 

26 

0.31 

0.38 

0.77 

0.84 

13 

All Ages 
05-39) 

0.14 

0.37 

0.65 

0.90 

260 

0.38 

0.70 

0.85 

0.94 

87 

0.04 

0.25 

0.56 

0.87 

146 

0.21 

0.45 

0.70 

0.97 

71 

contd ••• 



(xi) 

AppenJL< 5.3 (contd ••. ) 

Sl Cumulative Proportion Ever-
No. Study Variables/Age Married: Age-Cohort 

25-29 30-34 All Ages 
(15-39) 

b) wagE?_!:abou;: 2r s 

15.0 0.03 0.08 0.14 

26.0 0.22 0.42 0.41 

27.0 0.45 0.58 0.60 

28.0 0.7Q 1.00 0.87 

Sample size 29 12 142 

4. Land OIlll18 r shill 

a) Landless 25.0 0.04 0.08 0.14 

26.0 0.19 0.50 0.40 

27.0 0.55 0.67 0.67 

28.0 0.78 1.00 0.91 

Sample size 28 12 125 

b) Did Ovll1 land 25.0 0.08 0.20 0.14 

26.0 0.26 0.25 0.34 

27.0 0.47 0.65 0.64 

28.0 0.85 0.90 0.90 

size 40 20 135 
3arnple 

5. Family Stability 

a) Family 25.0 0.05 0.06 
Broken 

26.0 0.33 
0.28 

27.0 0.78 0.77 

2FJ.O 1.00 
1.00 

19 43 
sample size 

contd •. 



(xiV 

Appendix 5.3 (contd .. ) 

51 Cumulative proportion Ever-
No. Study Variable/Age Harried: Age-Cohort 

25-29 30-34 All Ages 
(15-39) 

b) Intact Family: 25.0 0.06 0.22 0.17 

26.0 0.19 0.43 0.40 

27.0 0.38 0.65 0.61 

28.0 0.72 0.91 0.86 

Sample size 49 23 217 

6. Birth Order 

a) Not an eldes"t 
son 25.0 0.02 0.21 0.14 

26.0 0.18 0.50 0.36 

27.0 0.47 0.71 0.63 

28.0 0.74 0.86 0.82 

Sample size 48 14 175 

b) Eldest son 25.0 0.15 0.11 0.15 

26.0 0.36 0.22 0.39 

27.0 0.58 0.61 0.68 

28.0 0.97 1.00 0.99 

Sample size 20 18 85 

7. Con tr ibution 
to Siblin!J"'s 
Education 

a) Did not 
0.14 0.33 0.32 

contribute 25.0 

26.0 0.33 0.58 0.55 

27.0 0.79 0.92 0.89 

28.0 0.86 1.00 0.95 

22 12 108 
Sample size 

contd .• 



Appendix 5.3 

51 
No. Study Variable/Age 

b) Did contribute 

25.0 

26.0 

27.0 

28.0 

Sample size 

(xiii) 

(conud.) 

Cumulative Proportion 8ver­
Harried: Age-Cohort 

25-29 30-34 

0.02 0.05 

0.18 0.20 

0.35 0.50 

0.79 0.90 

46 20 

All Ages 
(15 - 39 

0.03 

0.26 

0.51 

0.87 

152 

Note; Categories having sample size less than 10 are 
omitted here. 



(xiv) 

APPENDIX 5.4 

Cumulative Proportion of Hales Ever l'larried at 
Selected Single Year Ages by Study Variables _ 
Scheduled Castes, 1984 

Sl 
No. Study Variable/Age 

(1) (2) 

l. Total Sam121e 23.0 

24.0 

25.0 

26.0 

Sample size 

2. Education 

a) 5 - 8 years 23.0 

24.0 

25.0 

26.0 

Sample size 

bb 9 - 12 years 23.0 

24.0 

25.0 

26.0 

Sample size 

3. Occupation 

a) Owner-
Cultivator 23.0 

24.0 

25.0 

26.0 

Sample size 

Cumulative proportion Ever­
Harried: Age-Cohort 

25-29 30-34 

(3) (4) 

0.08 0.21 

0.28 0.50 

0.52 0.89 

0.83 0.93 

25 28 

0.10 0.29 

0.33 0.62 

0.62 1.00 

0.92 

21 21 

AllmAges 
(15 - 39) 

(5) 

0.16 

.0.44 

0.80 

0.92 

140 

0.20 

0.49 

0.94 

0.99 

107 

0.00 

0.31 

0.63 

0.82 

28 

0.08 

0.27 

0.69 

0.84 

0.17 

contd ••.•• 



(xv) 

Appendix 5.4. (contd •.. ) 

(1) (2) (3) (4 ) (5) 

b) II/age Labourers 

23.0 0.09 0.26 0,18 

24.0 0.27 0.52 0.44 

25.0 0.55 0.91 0.82 

26.0 0.80 0.96 0.92 

Sample size 22 23 114 

4. Land Ownershi12 

a) Landless 23,0 0.10 0.17 0.16 

24.0 0.30 0.56 0,.46 

25.0 0.50 0.83 0.78 

26.0 0.78 0.89 0.89 

Sample size 20 18 98 

b) Did ovm land 23.0 0.20 

24.0 0.43 

25.0 0.88 

26.0 1.00 

42 
Sample size 

5. Family Stability 

a) Broken Family 23.0 
0.07 

24.0 
0.33 

25.0 
0.75 

26.0 
0.98 

40 
Sample size 

con td ..•. 



(xvi) 

Appendix 5.4 (contd •• ) 

(1) ( 2) (3) (4) (5) 

b) Intact l!'amily: 23.0 0.11 0.21 0.19 

24.0 0.28 0.47 0.48 

25.0 0.61 0.89 0.83 

26.0 0.79 0.95 0.91 

Sample size 18 19 100 

6. Birth Order 

a) Not an eldest 
son 23.0 0.06 0.28 0.15 

24.0 0.25 0.56 0.39 

25.0 0.50 0.94 0.78 

26.0 0.79 0.94 0.89 

Sample size 16 18 83 

b) Eldest son 23.0 0.10 0.18 

24.0 0.40 0.50 

25.0 0.80 0.83 

26.0 0.90 0.94 

Sample size 10 57 

7. Can tr ibution to 
sibling's. 
Education: 

a) Did not 0.33 0.27 
contribute 23.0 

24.0 0.58 0.58 

25.0 0.83 0.93 

26.0 
0.83 0.93 

12 59 
Sample size 

contd •. 



(1 ) 

b) 

(xvii) 

Appendix 5.4 (con~.) 

(20) (3) 

Did contribute: 

23.0 0.00 
24.0 0.12 

15.0 0.35 

26.0 0.81 

Sample size 17 

(4) (5) 

0.13 0.06 

0.44 0.31 
0.94 0.68 

0.91 

16 81 

Note: Categories having sample size less than 10 are 
omitted here. 
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