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DIVORCES: ANALYSIS OF CHANGES

Alexander A. Plateris, Ph.D., Division of Vilal Statistics

NATIONAL AND STATE DATA

Increase in Divorces

The increase in divorces that began in 1963
accelerated considerably in 1968 and 1969 (figure
1). During the 2-year period the national total,
including the reported annulments, increased by
22 percent (from 523,000 in 1967 to 639,000 in
1969), the same percentage increase that occurred
during the preceding 4-year period (from 428,000
in 1963 to 523,000 in 1967).

The 1969 national divorce total was 5 percent
higher than the former all-time peak of 610,000in
1946, which occurred during the unsettled condi-
tions after World War II and was followed by an
abrupt decline, The provisional divorce totals for
1970, 1971, and 1972, 715,000, 768,000, and
839,000, respectively, indicate continued rapid
growth in the number of divorces. The rates
also grew substantially (table 1).

After a pronounced increase in the divorce
totals and rates due to World War Il and the post~
war adjustments, rates declined and by 1955
reached a plateau, when the rate per 1,000 popula-
tion varied only between 2.1 and 2.3. These ap-
proximately level rates lasted for 9 years,
1955-63., The lowest point was reached in 1958,
when the divorce total was 368,000, and the divorce
rate was 2.1 per 1,000 population and 8.9 per 1,000
married women, When compared with 1958 fig-
ures, divorces by 1969 had increased 74 percent
and the rates had increased a little over 50 per-
cent.

The increases in the few last years are due
in part to two factors: (1) theincreaseof the pop-

Figurs 1. NUMBER OF DIVORCES, 1954-71.
750,000

700,000 —

650,000

550,000 [~

ANNUAL DIVORCE TOTAL

450,000 [—

Broken line denotes provisional data.

ol b 1t t ¢ U v i 0 ¥ 3 1 1
1954 1956 1958 1560 1962 1964 1966 1968 1970

YEAR

ulation of the United States, particularly of the
married population, and (2) changes in the com-
position of the population in favor of subgroups
with high divorce rates, such as married persons
in their teens and twenties, Increases beyond this
must be attributed to more obscure causes such
as changes insocial, psychological, and attitudinal
variables.,

If the 1963 rate of 2,3 divorces per 1,000
total population had remained in effect, the 1969



national total would have been 464,000 and the in-
crease would have been 36,000, only 17 percent
of the actual increase of 211,000, To estimatethe
impact of the changes in the size and age com-
position of the married population ontheincrease
of the divorce totals, a setofestimated age-spe-~
cific divorce rates based on 1965 data was applied
to the married female population estimated an-
nually by the Bureau of the Census. In that manner,
hypothetical divorce totals were obtained, deter-
mined exclusively by the size and composition of
the married population, with a constant age-
specific likelihood of divorce, Annual changes in
these data were subtracted from the observed
changes in order to estimate the amount due to
causes other than the population (table 2), Since
1963, the highest proportion of the total annual
increase in divorces which may be attributed to
changes in the size and composition of the pop-
ulation was estimated to be 35 percent, and for
most years this proportion varied from 20 to 27
percent, Conversely, the proportion of increase
attributed to other factors was estimated to vary
for most years from 73 to 80 percent, The whole
increase from 1963 to 1969 amounted to 211,000
decrees, or 49 percent of the total for 1963. Over
80 percent of this number was not accounted for
by changes in population.

International Comparisons

Since 1962 or 1963 thedivorcerateincreased
not only in the United States, but also in most
other countries that report divorce data to the
Statistical Office of the United Nations, A selec-
tion from rates published by that office (table 3)
indicates increases in almost all countries shown
in the table, with particularly pronounced in-
creases in the U,S.S.R, and in Scotland where
rates doubled, The rate did not increase in four
countries out of 25: it declined in Portugal,
Egypt, Israel, and Romania. Despite those few
exceptions, the increase in divorce was prac-
tically worldwide.

Persons Involved in Divorce

Family disruption by judicial decreeis usu-
ally measured by numbers of decrees granted

and by rates based on them. Another approach is
to use the number of persons directly and in-
timately involved. Each divorce or annulment
involves at least two persoms, the husband and
the wife, In addition, most divorces involve chil-
dren of the couple, particularly minor children
living with the couple before separation, The sum
of these three categories—husbands, wives, and
children—represents the total number of persons
involved (table 4),

The number of persons involved has almost
doubled since 1953, from 1,110,000 to 2,118,000,
It was over 1 million for all years since 1953
and reached 1% million in 1964 and 2 million in
1969. The rate of persons involved per 1,000 total
population varied from 6.5 to 7.3 for the years
1953-62, but increased to 9.8 in 1968 and 10.5 in
1969,

Regional Differences

During the last few years the number of
divorces increasedinall regions and divisions and
in practically all States. Some of the increases
may be due to improved methods of registration.
From 1967 to 1968 only North Dakota showed a
decline and from 1968 to 1969 only Indiana and
Texas, From 1967 to 1969, divorces tripled in
New York, where the divorce laws were lib-
eralized, and increased 74 percent in Delaware,
61 percent in Hawaii, 52 percentin South Carolina,
51 percent in Massachusetts, 44 percent in New
Jersey, 3l percent in Washington, and 30 percent
in Indiana (table 5). Most of these States had
divorce rates well below the national level, Great-
est increases of the divorce totals were found in
the Middle Atlantic (61 percent), New England (34
percent), and East North Central Divisions (24
percent).

The divorce situation in individual States or
other areas can best be described and compari-
sons can be made by use of percents of increase.
However, from the national viewpoint, the amount
of increase that contributes to the national in-
crease is important, From 1967 to 1968 the
national divorce total increased by 61,000 and
from 1968 to 1969 by 55,000, a combined in-
crease of 116,000, To this increase, the North-
east contributed 26,000; the North Central, 33,000;
the South, 31,000; and the West, 25,000,



The increase in New York isofparticular in-
terest, as rarely if ever has such a rapid in-
crease in divorce taken place. The divorce law
was changed in 1966 introducing new legal grounds
for decree, making it easier to obtain a divorce,
and declaring invalid divorces of State residents
thereafter granted in Mexico. This law became
effective in September 1967, and the number of
divorces and annulments doubled from 7,136 in
1967 to 14,861 in 1968 and tripled to 21,184 in
1969, The rate grew accordingly from 0.4 to 0.8
to 1.2. Thus, in spite of the exceptional increase,
the New York rate for 1969 was less than one-
half of the national rate, The increase in New
York did not result in comparable declines in
Nevada or other States where, reputedly, many
New York couples divorced before the reform,
though data on Mexican divorces are unavailable.
It seems that the 14,000 increase in New York

represented an addition tothenational total rather
than a change in its geographic distribution. In
1967 and earlier years more than one-third of
all divorces and annulments granted in New York
were annulments, It could be anticipated that after
the reform the number of annulments would de-
cline, but in 1968 it increased. The number de-
clined in 1969, however, resulting in a 1967-69
decline of 13 percent, In spite of this decline and
of the increase indivorces, in 1969 the annulments
represented 10 percent of total divorces and an-
nulments combined, the highest such State per-
centage in the Nation.

During the period 1967-69, divorce rates in-
creased in all regions, divisions, and States, for
which rates could be computed, except Texas,
where the rate was the same for both years (fig-
ure 2 and table 6), The rate wasnot computed for
one division and for two States. In all four regions,

Figure 2. DIVORCE RATES: UNITED STATES AND EACH REGION, 1963 AND 1969.
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in six divisions, in 29 States, and in the District
of Columbia the rate increased by 0.5 per 1,000,
or more. From 1967 to 1968 the rate increased
in all States for which it was computed, except
North Carolina and North Dakota where it did not
change; from 1968 to 1969 there were 44 increases,
three declines (in Indiana, Kentucky, and Texas),
and no change intwo States (South Dakota and Ver-
mont),

The number of annual increases of State di-
vorce rates more than doubled during the 1960's:
from 1960 to 1961 increases were found in 21
States and from 1961 to 1962, in 19 States, as
compared with 47 increases from 1967 to 1968
and 44 increases from 1968 to 1969 (table A).

Divorce-Registration Area

Statistical information other than annual totals
is obtained from a limited number of States known
as the divorce-registration area (DRA) (figure 3).
The DRA was organized in 1958 when it included
14 States and three outlying areas. It grew to 22
States and the Virgin Islands in 1963 (Alaska and
Hawaii, admitted to the DRA as outlying areas, had
become States), The DRA did not change for 5
years, 1963-67, but since 1967 several important
additions have taken place. Four States were added
in 1968 (California, Connecticut, I1linois, and Ver -
mont), and two States in 1969 (Kentucky and New
York, including New York City). As the result of
this growth, divorces and annulments granted in
the DRA represented 54 percent of the national
total in 1968 and 59 percentin 1969, This percent-
age was about 20 in 1958 and about 35 in the years
1963-67,

1t is difficult to determine how representative
DRA data are of national data, as no parallel fig-
ures for the two areas exist, except the crude
divorce rates and a few figures for 1960. The
divorce rate for the DRA was slightly lower (by
0.1 or 0.2) than that for the United States for the
years 1958-67, but both rates became identicalin
1968 and in 1969, The 1960 figures on character-
istics indicate that values for the DRA were not
very different from those for the Nation. The
median duration of marriage atdivorce was slight-
ly lower for the DRA than for the Nation (7.1 and
7.2 years, respectively). On the other hand, the

Table A. Number of increases and declines
of State divorce rates from preceding
year: the 50 States and District of Co~
lumbia, 1960-69

Divorce rate=—

Year Did Not
In- De~- not com~
creased | clined | change | puted
Number of States
1968-69~-~ 4ty 3 2 2
1967-68~-~ 47 - 2 2
1966-67-~ 37 2 10 2
1965-66~~ 33 10 6 2
1964=~65=-~ 24 9 16 2
1963=64~~ 32 3 14 2
1962=63=~ 25 8 17 1
1961-62«~ 19 13 18 1
1960-61~~ 21 9 18 3

proportion of divorced couples reporting children
was higher in the DRA (60.1 and 56.7 percent, re-
spectively), and so was the meannumber of chil-
dren per decree (1.20 and 1,18, respectively). The
percentages of couples married and divorced in
the same State were 56.9 for the DRA and 57.5
for the United States. The addition of thenew States
since 1960 may have heightened the similarity
between the two sets of data,

One of the criteria for the admission of a
State to the DRA is a statistical repoit form con-
forming closely in content to the Standard Certifi-
cate of Absolute Divorce or Amnulment recom-
mended by the Public Health Service. As of 1968
several new statistical items were included inthe
Standard Certificate, These are: (1) living chil-
dren—total number, (2) approximate date couple
separated, (3) if previously married, how many
marriages ended by death, or divorce or an-
nulment, and (4) education--specify highestgrade
completed, By 1969 a number of States had re-
vised their divorce certificate forms to conform
to the new standard, but the quality of reporting of
the new items varied considerably among these
States. Some information on the newitems ispre-
sented in this report.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF DIVORCING
HUSBANDS AND WIVES

Age at Time of Decree

The 1969 data on age of husband and wife are
more complete than those for earlier years. A
slow improvement of the reporting in many States
that have been in the DRA for several years and
the addition of six States with satisfactory re-
porting helped to raise the level of completeness
of age reporting in the DRA from 54 percent in
1963 to 76 percent in 1969, Detailed information
on this subject is given in the technical notes of
the appendix.

The percentage distribution of divorces and
ammulments by age of husbands and wives was
computed for the DRA and 20 States with satis-
factory reporting (figure 4 and table7), The modal

Figure 3. DIVORCE-REGISTRATION AREA: 1967-69
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age groups at time of divorce were 25-29 years
for husbands and 20-24 years for wives, These
two groups included, respectively, 22 and 24 per-
cent of all decrees granted in the DRA, For hus-
bands the modal age group was the same as that
for the DRA in all States except one (Kentucky),
but in six States (California, Connecticut, Hawaii,
New York, Rhode Island, and Vermont) wives in
the age group 25~29 years were more numerous
than those in the age group 20-24 years.

After the modal group, percentages of di-
vorces declined with increasing age for bothhus-
bands and wives, but small numbers, about 2 per-
cent of divorcing husbands and 1 percentofwives,
were 65 years and older. On the other extreme of
the age distribution, 1 percent of husbands and 4
percent of wives who divorced were still in their
teens,



Figure 4. PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DIVORCES BY AGE OF HUSBAND AND WIFE AT TIME OF DECREE AND AT
TIME OF MARRIAGE: DIVORCE-REGISTRATION AREA, 1969.
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Divorces of husbands and wives in their twen-
ties increased more than those of any other age
group (figure 5 and table B). The percent in-
creases from 1963 to 1969 were estimated to be
67 for the husbands and wives 20-24 years old
and over 70 for those 25-29 years old, as com-~
pared with an overall increase of 46 percent,
Smallest changes were experienced by the teen-
agers, All percentages refer to the total of 22
States that participated in the DRA in both 1963
and 1969,

Increases in divorce affected the age-specific
divorce rates as estimated for 1969 for the United
States (table C), For both men and women the
rate was highest in the early twenties (34.0 and
30.7 per 1,000, respectively) and declined with age
to 1.9and 1.4, respectively, for persons 65 years
and older. The rates for the teenagers (19.0 and
28,2, respectively) were lower than for the age
group 20-24 years old, and the difference was very
pronounced for men, The 1969 rates were higher

than those estimated for 1965! for all age groups,
except the teenagers.

In 1968 the median age at decree for the DRA
was 33.9 years for husbands and 30,5 years for
wives, In 1969 it was slightly lower; 33,3 years
for husbands and 30.1 years for wives (table 8).
In 1969 the median age for individual reporting
States varied for husbands from 31.4 (in Kansas
and Kentucky) to 35,7 years (in New York) and
for wives from 28.5 (in Kansas and Iowa) to 32.6
years (in New York), There seems to be a geo-
graphic factor in this variation, with high medians
in the reporting States in theNew England, Middle
Atlantic, and Pacific Divisions and low medians
in reporting States in the West North Central,
East South Central, and Mountain Divisions.

I National Center for Health Statistics: Divorce statistics
analysis, United States, 1964 and 1965, Vital and Health
Statistics. PHS Pub. No. 1000-Series 21-No. 17. Public Health
Service. Washington. U.S. Government Printing Office, Oct.
1969. table 8.



Figure 5. DIVORCES BY AGE OF HUSBAND AND WIFE AT TIME OF DECREE: TOTAL OF 22 STATES, 1963 AND 1969.
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Median ages at divorce indicate a tendency
toward younger ages since the present increase
began. Medians for the DRA as a whole declined
for husbands from 34.8 yearsin 1963 to 33.5 years
in 1969 and for wives from 31.3 to 30.1 years.
These declines occurred despite the highmedians
in some of the newly added States, particularly
California, New York, and Conmnecticut, For in-
dividual States there were many more annual de-
clines than annual increases, and, when 1969
medians are compared with those for 1963, outof
22 such comparisons, there were 18 declines for
both husbands and wives,

Age at Marriage

Almost one-fifth of all men and almost one-
half of all women who were divorced in the DRA
in 1969 had married while in their teens, and a

0 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 50,000

WIFE

further 40 percent of men and 30 percent of women
had married in their early twenties (figure 4 and
table 9). Thus, about 60 percent of divorced men
were married when under 25 years of age, about
30 percent while in the age group 25-39 years, and
less than 10 percent when 40 years old and older;
for women the comparable percentages were 73,
20, and 6, respectively. Inthe years 1963-69, num-
bers of divorcing husbands and wives who were
under 25 years old at time of marriageincreased
more than those of persons who were older, The
percent increases for husbands were 57 and 29
and for wives 51 and 30, respectively (figure 6
and table D),

The likelihood of divorce by age at marriage
is difficult to determine from registration data,
as the distribution of the total married population
by age at current marriage is unknown and rates



cannot be computed. A source ofinformation about
age at marriage in the population can be found in
the annually prepared age distribution of brides
and grooms married in a uniform group of 22

Table B. Percent increases 1in divorces,
by age of husband and wife at time of
decree: total of 22 States in the di-
vorce~registration area in 1963-69

States, covering the years 1954-69, About three-

 Percent fourths of all couples divorced in 1969 were

Age at time of decree increase married dur?ng that period. If the pattern of the

age at marriage of the married population in the

Husband | Wife DRA was similar to that which would have re-

sulted from the ages of brides and grooms mar-

ried in the 22 States during the l16-year period,

1954-69, the highest and the lowest annual per-

Total----ocooommmo- 45.8 | 45.8 centages for each age group represent the range

Und 0.5 4.2 into which a given age-at-marriage category
nder ~Y. . could be expected to fall,

%g:gg gz% ggg The };@I;rcent distribution of husbands di-

30-34 54.0 | 39.0 vorced during 1969 in the DRA by age at mar-

35-39 28.7 | 25.0 riage falls within the range provided by the group

22:23 %?? %gg of 22 States in all cases, except for the youngest

50-54 years-ssm=m-=cm—cac 27.1 | 20.0 age group, men married in their teens, who are

55 years and over-------- 16.7 | 34.4 overrepresented among the divorced, and for the

oldest age group, men married when 45 years

Table C. Estimated number of divorces and divorce rates, by age of husband and wife

at time of decree: United States, 1969

[Rates computed per 1,000 married population in each age-sex group. For estimating procedures, see appendix]

Husband Wife
Age at time of decree

Nugger Divorce Nug?er Divorce

divorces rate divorces rate
Totalemm e e e e 639,000 13.8| 639,000 13.4
Under 20 yearsS-~--=----=-meccmcccmcomca e 5,800 19.0 27,900 28.2
20-24 yearS-=-—m--mmmmm e c 102,000 34.0 153,700 30.7
25-29 yearS-me-m oo e - 139,800 27.7 136,200 24.3
30-34 years=-=mmmmmecmem e e e e — e 102,700 21.8 89,800 17.8
35-39 years-=m=mmmmccmmn e 81,600 17.0 73,700 14.6
40-44 years--=mmmmmmm e e ———— 73,300 14,1 63,200 11,7
45-54 yearS----cmmom o e 90,600 9.3 68,800 7.1
55=64 yearS--—mcmmm e 32,100 4.3 20,200 3.1
65 years and OvVer=---c-ccmeccmccme e manmna 11,200 1.9 5,500 1.4




Figure 6. DIVORCES BY AGE OF HUSBAND AND WIFE AT MARRIAGE: TOTAL OF 22 STATES, 1963 AND 1969.
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Table D. Percent increases in divorces,
by age of husband and wife at marriage:
total of 22 States in the divorce-regis-
tration area in 1963-69

Percent
increase
Age at marriage

Husband |Wife
Total-cmmmcenran--= 45,8| 45.8
Under 20 years=-========-= 59.0f 49.5
20-24 years~==-=-mcecame- - 56.1) 54.8
25-29 yearse--=c~mmemcc=- 37.1} 35.3
30-34 years-=-cmemmeman== 20.8( 27.9
35-39 yearse~=s=cmcmmean~ 26,8} 24.3
40-44 yearse=—-c-cmemmeen- 35.5] 25.6
45 years and over--~--=-=- 19.8| 26.1
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WIFE

old and older, who are underrepresented (table
E). Thus, the likelihood of divorce is aboveaver-
age for those who marry very young, is below
average for those who marry in their middle
forties or later, and does not differ significantly
from the average for the very broad group, those
married at ages 20 through 44, who represent
about 75 percent of all men who divorcedin 1969,
For women the situation is less clear cut: those
married in their teens are overrepresented, while
those married at ages 20-24, 35-44, and 45 and
over are underrepresented, Thus the likelihood of
divorce seems to be above average when the
bride is very young, but below average when she
is in her early twenties or 35 yearsold and older.
The fact that the oldest age group of brides and
grooms is underrepresented among those who
divorce may be due in part to higher death rates
for older people, which tend to lower their pro-
portion in the married population.



Table E.

centages of marriages during 1954-69 by age at marriage

Percent distribution of divorces in 1969 and highest and lowest annual per-

of men and women: divorce-

registration area for divorces and a uniform group of 22 States for marriages

[States included in the uniform group reporting marriages are listed in the appendix]

Men Women
Age at marriage Marriages Marriages
Divorces Highest | Lowest Divorces Highest | Lowest
per- per~ per- per~
centage | centage centage | centage
Total -~eeoemmmm e 100.0 oo ces 100.0 oo ves
Under 20 years-=eee-meoeec—ecs 19.2 15.6 11.0 45.8 41.6 32.5
20-24 years------ 42,9 46.91 42,0 29.6 39.8 31.9
25-29 years-e-ccmcccammmecaaa 16.5 20.1 15,2 2.5 10.9 8.0
30-34 years-esccccmcmccnanaas 7.7 8.3 6.5 5.3 6.0 4,6
35-44 yearg-m-memcmccmcocana-. 8.2 8.8 7.8 6.0 7.5 6.1
45 years and over-ee-c—-eea-- 5.5 9.8 8.8 3.7 7.0 6.2

A publication of the U.S. Bureau of the Census
based on data obtained from a Survey.of Economic
Opportunity presents average annual probabilities
of divorce per 1,000 married persons 14-69 years
old, married once, by age at first marriage, and
other characteristics. From these data the infer-
énce is made that "persons who marry when they
are relatively young are about twice as likely to
obtain a divorce as persons who marry when they
are older,"?

For the DRA in 1969, the median age at mar-
riage was 23,6 years for divorced husbands and
20,7 years for divorced wives, and in 1968, 23.7
and 20.7 years, respectively (table 10). The vari-
ation in the State median ages at marriage is
narrow, much narrower than comparable vari-
ation for age at time of decree., When Alaska and
Hawaii are excluded (both these States have very
high median ages at marriage and at time of de-

2U.S. Bureau of the Census: Social and economic
variations in marriage, divorce, and remarriage: 1967. Current
Population Reports, Series P-20, No, 223. Washington. U.S.
Government Printing Office, Oct. 7, 1971. p. 1.

10

cree), the difference between the highest and the
lowest Statemedian ages at marriage in 1969 was
1.8 years for divorced husbands and 2.5years for
divorced wives, while comparable differences for
median ages at time of decree were 5,7 and 4,5
years. .

From 1963 to 1969, median age at marriage
of both husbands and wives showed a tendency
toward decline that was stronger for husbands than
for wives, This tendency can be observed in
medians for individual States rather than in DRA
medians. State medians for consecutive years
were compared, and 136 comparisons were ob-
tained, For husbands there were 39 increases,74
declines, and 23 cases where there was no change,
For wives, the comparable figures were 55, 64,
and 17. For the 22 States for which medians are
available for both1963 and 1969, the change be-
tween these 2 years represented 19 declines for
husbands and 15 declines for wives. Values for
the total DRA for 1968 and 1969 showed in-
creases when compared with those for 1967 and
1966, but these increases may be due to the in-
clusion of new States, with medians higher than



those for the DRA as a whole. This was the case
of California and Illinois; these two States repre-
sented over one-third of all divorces for which
age at marriage was known,

Race

For the 27 reporting States (Ohio does not
report the race of divorced spouses) about 90
percent of divorced husbands and wives were
white, almost 10 percent were Negro, and about
1 percent belonged to other races (table 11).
Divorces for white persons and for Negroes in-
creased at a very similar rate from 1963 to 1969:
for men, 45 and 44 percent, respectively, The
percentage increase for other races was higher,
57 percent, but numbers were small, Similar
percentages were observed for women.

White persons accounted for over 90 percent
of divorcing persons in 13 States, between 80 and
90 percent in six States, and about 50 percent in
Hawaii; in eight States the reporting was incom-
plete, The States with less than 90 percent of
white persons were southern and border States
(Virginia, Tennessee, Missouri), States withlarge
industrial cities (New York, Illinois), and outlying
States (Alaska, Hawaii),

The percentage of Negroes among persons
granted divorces ranged from one-half of 1 per-
cent in Idaho and Montana to 17 percent in Vir-
ginia, This percentage was over 10 in five States
(Tllinois, Missouri, New York, Tennessee, and
Virginia) and between 5 and 10 percent in seven
States (California, Connecticut, Kansas, Kentucky,
Nebraska, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin),

Persons of races other than white and Negro
comprise a very small proportion of divorced
husbands and wives in all States except Hawaii,
where about 50 percent of those who divorced be-
longed to the other races; Alaska, where this
percentage was over 10; and Montana, where it
was 5 percent.

Data are not available for national or near-
national divorce rates by race. However, it was
possible, by using 1969 divorce data with 1970
census data, to compute approximations of crude
divorce rates by race for 16 States (table F).
These approximations were obtained by relating
the number of divorces in 1969 by race of hus-
band to the total population in the respective racial

groups, without regard to sex or marital status
(see appendix). The slight inaccuracy resulting
from use of the 1970 enumerated population with
the 1969 divorces does not affect the usefulness
of the rates in showing the relationship of the
divorce rates for the three racial groups--white,
Negro, and other races. Basing the divorce rates
on the married population, however, would in-

Table F. Approximations of divorce rates,
by race of husband:16 divorce-registra-
tion States, 1969

[For computation procedures, see appendix]

Rate per 1,000 popu-
lation in racial
group
Area
. h
White | Negro SZCZ:
Total, 16
States —==n=w- 2.9 3.0 1.4
3 Northeastern
States -------- 1.3 1.6 0.3
Connecticut=wmeee—= 1.8 2.8 0.8
New York-m—--emewa-- 1.1 1.5 0.3
Vermont~~-m=cmewc- - 1.8 15.4 -
6 North Central .
States--—=~we= 2.9 4,2 1.2
Il1linois-=-eer=waca 3.2 4.1 1.0
Ilowa-====meccacamax 2.5 5.8 1.6
Kansas =====mm-cama= 3.5 5.2 2.5
Missouri-=eme=eeee- 3.7 4.4 0.5
Nebraska~=ewemmmccaa 2.2 5.5 0.4
Wisconsinemvw===vceua 1.6 3.5 1.6
3 Southern
Stateg m=~=w-=- 3.2 2.5 0.6
Kentucky~=-w-cceaa- 3.1 2,7 -
Tennessee-mmm—me—u- 4,1 2.9 0.6
Virginia~e-ce=wwaaa 2.5 2.2 0.8
4 Western
States ww~—=—=- 4,2 3.9 1.6
Alaska==mcemmcccana 5.5 5.1 3.2
California-m==cw--- 4,2 3.9 1.0
Hawaii--=w-=-=-cem-- 4.0 5.3 2.3
Montana-==--c=caec= 4,0 6.5 4.b
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crease the rates for Negro relatively more than
the rates for white, as a smaller proportion of
the Negro population is married.

In the 16 reporting States combined, rates
for white and Negro were almost equal, 2,9 and
3.0, respectively, per 1,000 population, but this
similarity is misleading, as differences between
the two rates were pronounced in each State in-
cluded in the table. In all reporting States in the
two northern regions, the rates for white were
lower than those for Negro, while in the reporting
southern States the rates for Negro were uni-
formly lower than for white, Inthe South, the area
of their original settlement, Negroes had low
divorce rates when compared with white persons,
but when they moved to the northern cities the
situation was reversed, It must be noted that

the western States did not fit into this pattern,
since the California rate for white was higher
than that for Negro. The third racial group,
all other races combined, had lower divorce
rates, often very much lower, than those for
either white or Negro in all reporting States
except Montana,

In the DRA in 1968 and 1969, almost 90 per-
cent of divorced couples were white; about 10
percent belonged to other races, including
Negroes; and 1 percent were interracial—one
spouse was white and the other was not (table G).

The number of reported interracial divorces
for the DRA increased from 585 in 1963 to 906 in
1967, to 2,457 in 1968, and to 2,815 in 1969, Part
of the increase from 1967 to 1969 was due to the
addition of new States to the DRA, but even with-

Table G. Number and percent distribution of divorces by race of husband and wife: di-
vorce-reglstration area, Hawaii, and other States, 1968 and 1969
1969 1968
Race of husband and wife
. Other . Other
DRA Hawaii States DRA Hawaii States
Number
Totalewemenoccrmmccncncanaa 378,095 2,314 | 375,781 | 315,957 1,865 | 314,092
Both whitewemesecacocrcmanccaane. 244,383 886 | 243,497 198,121 700 | 197,421
Both other than whiteereewewccaoo 27,580 896 | 26,684 | 21,749 741 21,008
Husband white, wife other than
whitemwweo e nce—e - cmeeenn- 1,370 304 1,066 1,124 264 860
Husband other than white, wife
whitemememcancnnca e LT 1,445 217 1,228 1,333 156 1,177
Race not stated for either or
bOthwmemmeecc e ccanccrccccemne 103,317 11 ] 103,306 | 93,630 4 93,626
Percent distribution
Totall cememm macecceeeees 100.0| 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
Both whiteseceorccmccmcccccecaann 88.9 38.5 89.4 89,1 37.6 89.5
Both other than whiteee-emcaceean 10,0 38.9 9.8 9.8 39.8 9.5
Husband white, wife other than
Whitewmeoemmm e 0.5 13.2 0.4 0.5 14,2 0.4
Husband other than white, wife
Whiteewmmmm e e e 0.5 9.4 0.5 0.6 8.4 0.5
1Race not stated not included in total.
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out the newly added States a decided increase was
evident (from the 906 in 1967 to 1,083 in 1968 and
1,284 in 1969). Thus, for this uniform group of 22
States that constituted the DRA in 1963 through
. 1967, the number of interracial divorces more
than doubled from 1963 to 1969, grew by 42 per-
cent from 1967 to 1969, and grew by 19 percent
from 1968 to 1969, Increases of similar size were
found also for interracial marriages reported
from States in the marriage-registration area:
these marriages more than doubled from 1963 to
1967 and increased 40 percent from 1967 to 1969,

The highest proportion of interracial divorces
and marriages in 1969 was found in Hawaii, about
20 percent in both cases. The largest number of
interracial divorces, 1,050, was reported from
California, followed by 521 in Hawaii, California
does mot report race on marriage certificates,
but Hawaii does and in 1969 reported the largest
number of interracial marriages, 1,790,

Number of Times Spouses Had Been Married

Over 70 percent of the divorcing husbands and
wives about whom information is available had
been married only once, about 20 percent had been
married twice, and about 6 percent three times
or more, The variability among States was very
pronounced: the proportion of men married only
once ranged from 64 percent (in Idaho) to 86 per-
cent (in New York and Rhode Island); that of men
married twice ranged from 12 percent (in Rhode
Island) to 25 percent (inOregon);and thatof men
married three times or more ranged from 2 (in
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Vermont, Virginia,
Rhode Island, and New York) to 12 percent (in
Alaska and Idaho). Similar variability is found
among wives (table 12),

The proportion of couples married only once
is slightly higher among divorcing husbands than
among wives, and it has a pronounced geographic
distribution, States of the Northeastern Region
have the highest proportions of couples married
once—in all five reporting States these repre-
sented above 80 percent for both husbands and
wives. States in the West Region have the lowest
proportions of couples married only once—less
than 70 percent in all reporting States except
Hawaii,

Divorces of husbands and wives who had
married only once increased from 1963 to 1969
at a higher proportion than those of persons
married twice, while divorces of persons mar-
ried three times or more were affected least
by the increase.

Number of Times Spouses Had Been
Widowed and Divorced

Of all items newly included in the revised
Standard Certificate of Absolute Divorce or An-
nulment, the item "if previously married, how
many marriages ended by death and by divorce
or annulment' has been least well reported, This
item is applicable only to persons who have been
married more than once, comprising about one-
fourth of all divorced husbands and wives, In 1969,
12 DRA ‘+ates had not yet added the item to their
certificate forms, and the reporting was very in-
complete in the States that had added the item,
except for California. The statistics for that State
are shown in table 13,

In California, many more divorcing husbands
and wives had been previously divorced than
widowed, the ratio for husbands being 8 formerly
divorced to 1 formerly widowed and for wives,
6 to1l. Thenumbers of persons who had been both
divorced and widowed are small, 4 percent for
husbands and 6 percent for wives, For about 6,500
cases Iinformation is available about former
divorces, but not about deaths of former spouses,
It seems likely that in many such cases husbands
and wives have never been widowed, as experience
with other variables indicates that a negative
answer is more likely not to be recorded than an
occurrence,

Education

In 1969, 16 of the 28 DRA Stateshad the edu-
cation item on their divorce certificates, but in
some States the reporting was incomplete. Median
years of school completed were prepared for 10
States (table 14), They showed very little vari-
ation, particularly for husbands, where they
varied from 12.2 to 12.5 years. For wives, the
variation was slightly more pronounced—from
11.9 to 12,5, Variations of quartiles are alsosmall,
particularly for hushands.
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Table H. Median years of school completed for men and women at time of marriage and at
time of divorce: 8 registration States, 1969

Men Women
State
At time At time | At time | At time
of of of of
marriage | divorce | marriage | divorce
California-----memmcmmm e emmre e m e e e 12,7 12.4 12.6 12,5
Hawaii----cmom e e e e 12,8 12.5 12,8 12.5
I11inoig s mmme e e e e e mm e 12,6 12,2 12.5 12,2
Kangas = - -cmmmm e mme e e mmmm e a 12.8 12.3 12,7 12.3
Nebraska------cccmmmm e e e 12,8 12.3 12,7 12.3
Rhode TIsland-----c-ccmmmmo e oo 12,7 12.2 12.6 12,1
Utahom-mmmm e e e e 13.5 12.4 12.9 12.5
VermOnt ==~ = oo e e m e e 12,6 12.2 12,6 11.9

For eight States median years of school com-
pleted at time of marriage could be compared with
median years of education at time of divorce.
Comparison of the two corresponding medians
(table H) shows that median education of persons
who marry is slightly higher than that of persons
who divorce. Though differences between medians
are small, between 0.1 and 1.1 years, the general-
ization holds for both men and women in each of
the eight States, in spite of the fact that many
brides and grooms marry while in school and their
years of school completed are likely to increase.
Thus, the comparison of median years of school
completed of divorcing persons with analogical
medians for brides and grooms indicates that
those who divorce are, on the average, less edu-
cated than those who marry in the same year.

The great majority of divorcing husbands and
wives had high school education, and in most
States over 40 percent had finished high school;
about 20 percent had college education; and com-
paratively few had only elementary education
(table 15). Persons with education of less than 1
year of elementary school represent aninsignifi-
cant fraction of the divorcing spouses, and in no
State was the percentage more than 0.8, More
divorcing husbands than wives had high school
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education, and more wives than husbands had
elementary or college education. The percentage
of high school educated husbands varied, depend-
ing on the State, from 65 to 73, and that of wives
varied from 58 to 64; thus the highest percentage
for wives was lower than the lowest percentage
for husbands. The differences between husbands
and wives with elementary and college education
are less drastic but also clear cut.

The reporting Northeastern States, Connect-
icut, New York, and Vermont, had among their
divorcing population the highest proportions of
persons with elementary education and lowest
proportions with college education, while in the
two reporting Pacific States, California and
Hawaii, the opposite was true. Percentages of per-
sons with high school education were highest in
Nebraska and New York,

The distribution by education of husbands and
wives divorced in the reporting States was com-
pared with that of the population of the United
States, 20-54 years of age.? The age group 20-54
was selected because only few divorces (about 8

30U.S. Bureau of the Census: Educational attainments,
March 1969. Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 194.
Washington. U.S. Government Printing Office, Feb. 19, 1970.



Table J.

Percent distribution of the population of the United States aged 20~54 years

by years of school completed and lowest and highest State percentages for each edu-
cation category for men and women divorced in 7 divorce-registration States,! 1969

Percent distri-
bution of U.S.

State percentage for

divorced persons

Education population aged
- 9
20-54 years? Lowest Highest
MEN
Totalmrmmwmmmmmm—— e, — e e ——— e e ———————— 100.0 e ces
Elementary school
0-7 years—==m==~ et 8.9 31.8 33,7
8 yearsg-wm== e e me e ———————— ——————— ——————— 8.4 3.4 13.1
High school
1-3 yearS=m=eememccerescemcccanrccoceeraecm———— 16,7 20.0 28.4
4 yearsmemmmmmmmccscmeesc s cem s eem———— .- 35,7 38.4 49,2
College
1-2 yearseece=w= mmmmm e, e, _ . —————-——-— 12,0 7.3 13.3
3-4 yeargesmsccrmeccmccrccecnc e e e ————— 11.7 5.1 8.7
5 YEeArS OF MOrEemmr—mwemsmeesm—ccccm—cceses—e—— 6,6 0.9 3.7
WOMEN
Total ---------------------------------- 10090 see LN ]
Elementary school
0-7 years-=s=—esmrmccemccmremcane e em e 7.2 33.7 3604
8 yearS=emrmmmemmcmccccencan e e m e — . ———————— 7.1 4.6 20,7
High school
1-3 years-=m—emcemcce e n e 18.4 16.4 25.4
4 yearSe-memcermmmcmesmce e em e e ——— e — - 45,4 33.1 44,5
College
1-2 years=wmmmcarammmccrcca e e e e — e 10.4 6.5 12,9
3=~4 yearseemmemmmmermcmacnemar e e e e m e 9.1 5.9 10.4
5 years Or MOYrEewe—mrmemimccmcmmmmmecac e ——— 2.4 2,2 6.0

Callfornla, Connecticut, Hawaii, Kansas, Nebraska, New York, and Vermont.

2y.s. Bureau of the Census
Reports, Series P=-20, No. 194, Washington,
1970.

JElementary school, 1-7 years.

U.S. Government Printing Office,

Educational Attalnments, March 1969 Current Population

Feb,

19,
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percent) occur in the population younger and older
than this group. The comparison is valid only if
the married population in the reporting States age
group 20-54 has an education distribution similar
to that of the same age group inthe entire popula-
tion of the Nation, including the unmarried,

When national percentages of men, by edu-
cation, were compared with the highest and lowest
State percentage for every educational category,
a well-defined pattern emerged (tableJ). For men
on both extremes of the distribution, those who
have not completed elementary school and those
with 3 years or more of college, percentages
in the total population were higher than the
highest State percentage for divorced husbands,
For men with high school education the contrary
was true; their percentage in the totalmale popu-
lation was smaller than any State percentage for
divorced men in that education category,National
percentages of the two intermediate groups, men
with 8 years of elementary school and those with
1-2 years of college, fall within the range set by
percentages for the reporting States. This seems

Table K.

Estimated number of divorces and divorce rates,with percent change,

to indicate that men with very little education have
a comparatively low likelihood of divorce; this
likelihood grows with increasing education to a
maximum in the groups that have attended or
completed high school and declines for those who
have college education.

No discernible pattern was found for the
wives, population percentages for almostall edu-
cation categories falling within the range set by
the lowest and highest percentage for the report-
ing States, Thus it seems that the likelihood of
divorce depends more on the education of hus-
bands than on that of wives., This could be ex-
pected, as the social and economic status of the
couples is mostly associated with the education
and occupation of the head of the family,

CHILDREN OF DIVORCED COUPLES

Divorce Rates by Number of Children
Reported
National divorce rates by number of children
reported under 18 years of age were estimated

by re-

ported number of children under 18 years of age: United States, 1960 and 1969

[For estimating procedures, see appendix]

1969 1960 Percent
Number of children change
of rate
Number Rate Number Rate.| 1960-69
All divorcesmeseccrecemcc—rac-- 639,000 17.4 393,388 11.5 +51.3
Decrees with no children--e-e---- 252,000 25,6 159,165 18.7 +36.9
Decrees with children-=e-ecececaaaa 387,000 14.4 208,421 8.9 +61.8
L childesremme e e e e 150,000 17.2 84,711 11.4 +50.9
2 children----=-cccmmmmmmmeemmemee e 119,000 14.4 63,927 8.6 +67.4
3 children----w-c-c e 65,000 12,7 35,586 7.9 +60.8
4 children---------cmcmmccmacemcan.- 31,000 111.4 14,674
5 children-=-=--r--cmmreccmcccccaceen 13,000 10.7 9.523 6.0 +83.3
6 children or more-e=-eerecemccccae_ .o 10,000 ’
> 10.4
Number of children not statede--- - ase 25,802 . oo

The 1969 rate for couples with 4 children or more was 11.0,
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for 1969 (table K). The estimate was prepared on
the assumption that the national distribution of
divorces by number of children was identical with
that found for the DRA. The detailed methodology
used for the estimation of these ratesis described
in the appendix,

The 1969 rates can be compared with those
for 1960, published in the report "Children of
Divorced Couples.' The divorce rate for couples
with no children under 18 wasinbothyears higher
than the rate for couples that reported children,
though this difference declined somewhat during
the 9-year period: in 1960 the rate for childless
couples was more than twice as high as that for
couples with children (18.7 and 8.9 per 1,000),
but in 1969 it was only about 78 percent higher
(25.6 and 14.4). For both years, rates declined
with increasing numbers of children: in 1960,
from 11.4 per 1,000 for couples with one child to
6.0 for those with four children or more;in 1969,
from 17.2 for couples with one child to 10.4 for
those with six children or more.

The 1969 divorce rates by number of children
reported were in all cases higher than comparable
rates for 1960. The rates for divorces with no
children under 18 years of age increased much
less than the rate for all couples reporting chil-
dren: 37 and 62 percent, respectively. Increases
in divorce rates for couples reporting children
under 18 became more pronounced as the number
of children increased.

From 1963 to 1969, the number of divorcing
couples reporting no children under 18 years of
age increased more than couples reporting chil-
dren, 52 and 42 percent, respectively. The per-
centage increase declined to a minimum of 32
percent for three-child families, but was larger
for those with more children, The increase was
particularly pronounced for couples with six
children or more, as their numbers grew 62 per-
cent (figure 7 and table L). When 1963 data on
children under 18 years of age are compared with
those for 1967 and 1967 data are compared with
those for 1969, percents of increase show a
similar but less regular pattern.

4National Center for Health Statistics: Children of
divorced couples, United States, selected years. Vital and
Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No. 1000-Series 21-No. 18. Public
Health Service. Washington. U.S. Government Printing Office,
Feb. 1970. table 5.

All Living Children and Children
Under 18 Years of Age

A new item of informationregarding children
was recently added to the certificates of most
DRA States: the total number of living children,
irrespective of age. This statistic can be com-
pared with the routinely collected statistics on
children under 18 years of age. The percentage
of divorced couples with no children is naturally
lower than the percentage with no children under
18 years of age (table 16). In the great majority
of reporting States the same is true for the per-
cent of couples with one child, On the other hand,
percents for the two-children category, or that
with any larger number of children, are higher

when all children are counted.
The percent of couples with all children 18

years old or older is obtained by subtracting the
percent of couples with no living children from
the percent of those withno childrenunder the age
of 18 years (table M). Couples with children
under 18 years old may or may not have some
children 18 years old or older, but their numbers
cannot be ascertained. Couples with all children
18 years old or older represent only about5 per-
cent of all divorcing couples. This proportion is
higher in the East than in other parts of the
country. Inthe East it varies from 6.7 in Connect-
fcut to 9.3 in Maryland, while in other parts of
the country the range falls between 2.4 percentin
Utah to 5.3 in Hawaii. Thus, for couples with all
children 18 years old or older, the highest per-
centage outside the East is lower than the lowest
in the East. These differences are probably as-
sociated with longer duration of marriage at di-
vorce in most eastern States.

Children and Duration of Marriage

The number of children in a family is as-
sociated with the duration of marriage—every-
thing else being equal, the more years of mar-
ried life throughout the childbearing age of the
wife, the more children are likely to be born. The
median duration of marriage increased with added
children, from 3.8 years for couples with no
children to 13.8 for those with three children or
more (table N).
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Flgure 7. DIVORCES BY NUMBER OF CHILDREN REPORTED: TOTAL OF 22 STATES,
1963 AND 1969,

Increase 1963-69
1963

90,000 —

80,000 [— s

70,000 [~ £ 7

60,000

50,000

NUMBER OF DIVORCES

40,000

30,000

20,000

10,000

None 1 2 2 4 5

6 or more

NUMBER OF CHILDREN

For children under 18 years of age the general
rule has to be qualified, as some or all children
of couples with a long duration of marriage are
likely to be over 18 years of age and, hence, are
not reported. The median number of children
increased from 0.6 when the duration was less
than 1 year to 2.7 children when the marriage
had lasted 10-14 years, but itdeclined to 2.2 when
the marriage had lasted 15 years or more. No
children were reported by 17 percent of couples
married 10-14 years, and this percentage in-
creased to 29 when the duration was still longer
(figure 8).

Children Involved in Divorce

In the foregoing sections the discussion
centered on divorces classified by the number of
children reported, whether of all living children
or of those under 18 years of age. The following
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Table L. Percent increases of divorces,
by reported number of children under 18
yvears of age: total of 22 States in the
divorce-registration area in 1963-69

Number of Percent increase
children
under 18
years of age 1963-69 | 1963-67| 1967-69
Total -- 45,8 22.3 19.2
None--==wm=w-= 51.6 24.3 22,0
1 child--=---- 46.4 19.0 23.0
2 children--- 40.4 20.8 16,2
3 children--- 31.5 18,9 10.6
4 children---~ 41,2 27.8 10.5
5 children~-- 53.9 33.0 15.7
6 children
Oor more----- 62,2 34.8 20.3

paragraphs deal with the number of children in-
volved, which was estimated from the divorces
classified by number of children reported using
methods described in the appendix.

In 1969, an estimated 840,000 children under
18 were involved in divorces and annulments
granted in the United States, 11.9 per 1,000 chil-
dren of that age. A tentative national estimate of
all living children of couples divorcedin 1969 was
1,004,000, and 164,000 of them, or 16 percent,
were 18 years old or older, The ratefor all chil-
dren was 5.0 per 1,000 total population, and that for
grownup children 18 years old and older was 1.3
per 1,000 population of that age group. Thus five
persons of each 1,000 in the United States, or
one-half of 1 percent, had parents who divorced
in 1969.

The number of children under 18 involved in
divorce has been growing rapidly for many years
(table O)., The 1969 figure represents an in-
crease of 7 percent over the figure for 1968
(784,000), 20 percent over that for 1967 (701,000),
and 58 percent since 1962 (532,000), The total for
1953 was 330,000, and during the 17-~year period,
1953-69, it increased by 510,000 or 155 percent.



Table M., Percent distribution of divorcing couples by presence and absence of specified
categories of children: 18 divorce-registration States, 1969

No reported children
under 18 years

All Reported

State divore- children

ing No All under 18

couples || total || 1living fg’-;gg?s‘ years
children and’ over

Total, 18 States------=mme=eem- 100.0 || 38.9 32.3 6.6 61.1
Alagka-eecmmeec e e e 100.0 39.8 35.4 4.4 60,2
Connecticut-cc-mmeconcrerccnmenner——= 100.0 30.1 23.4 6,7 69.9
Hawaiiesseememmecrernen e e e e - 100.0 35,5 30.2 *5.3 64.5
Idaho==scresecrcm e e e e - 100.0 40,7 37.4 3.3 59.3
Il1linoise=ermmemcmcm e e e e 100.0 41,3 37.3 4,0 58.7
IoWa-=-meemcrecccrec e c e m e ————— 100.0 37.3 32.8 4.5 62,7
Kansagseeecsecmesmcmcrcrn e ra e e e——— 100.0 40,1 35,7 Lob 59.9
Maryland=-e-eecmmmmemcm e e 100.0 36.6 27.3 9.3 63.4
Michigane-cer=ecccemmcncrnccrecanaaea 100.0 39,6 36.2 3.4 60.4
Nebragkaereermmconccrncancmcnmcnenman 100.0 35.5 31,2 4.3 64,5
New Yorkee=comcomemccmmemmcnc e ea— 100.0 37.3 28.6 8.7 62.7
Pennsylvaniaer=cermmecnncnecccnneenmeea 100.0 39.1 30.7 8.4 60.9
Rhode Islandeeemcescmmcmmoccccncnaea- 100.0 32.2 25.4 6.8 67.8
Tennesseeemmmemmrranmeemccr e —————— 100.0 45,3 41.3 4,0 54,7
Utahermecccmarnmnncrncmmcm e e e - 100.0 35.1 32.7 2.4 64.9
Vermonterme—reercmcrercracrccnrceencne 100.0 26.4 17.8 8.6 73.6
Wisconsinmemmememreencnccccn e e n e 100.0 30.5 25,7 4.8 69.5
Wyominge=eseemmmenancrmcaranmemem - 100.0 41,2 38.1 3.1 58.8
Table N. Percent distribution of divorces by duration of marriage at time of decree

and median duration of marriage by number of

registration area, 1969

children under 18 years of age:divorce-

Duration of marriage at time of decree

All
divorces

Number of children under
18 years of age

None

Medianl

59 years-c-c-m o me e
10-14 yearS—--mcemc e e mcme e
15 years Or MOYE---mercmrcamccc e e mece e

e e - . S = e S e e S e e o e e e e e

5.2 11.3 1.7 0.5 0.4
17.8 30.7 | 20.3 3.1 1.1
16.0 18.2 26,0] 12.4 2.4
24,6 17.4( 27.1f 40,2 22.3
13.8 6.1 8.6 19.7 31.6
22.6 16.3] 1l6.4| 24,0 42.3

6.9 3.8 5.4 9.2 13.8

IMedians computed from grouped data.
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This is a much larger increase than that of the
national divorce and annulment total, which grew
64 percent (figure 9). Hence, the mean number of
children per decree increased from 0.85 in 1953
to 1.34 in 1968 and 1.31 in 1969. For 12 years,
1953-64 this mean grew, reaching 1.36 in 1964,
but afterwards several annual declines could be
observed. The 1,31 mean for 1969 was equal to
that for 1963 and smaller than any later figure,

Another measure of the number of children
involved is the rate per 1,000 children under 18
years of age. This rate was 11,9 in 1969, 11.1 in
1968, 9.9 in 1967, 8.2in1963, and 6.4 in 1953, The
1969 rate represented an increase of 7 percent
over that for 1968, 20 percent over that for 1967,
45 percent over that for 1963, and 86 percent over
that for 1953,

The number of children under 18 involved in
divorce and annulment cases increased from 1967
to 1969 in all States for which such comparison
was possible; from 1967 to 1968 and from 1968 to
1969 the number increased in almost all States.
The same can be said about the rate per 1,000
children under 18 years of age (table 17), The
mean number of children per decree was changing
in the opposite direction, with declines in 14 of 22
States from 1967 to 1969 and in 18 of 26 States
from 1968 to 1969, This indicates thatthenumber

-of decrees was increasing more rapidly than the

number of children involved. In the United States,
percent increases were as follows:

1968-69 1967-69
Divorces ----- 9.4 22.2
Children -~--~ 7.1 19.8

Figure 8. PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DIVORCES BY DURATION OF MARRIAGE AT TIME OF DECREE BY NUMBER
OF CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS OF AGE: DIVORCE-REGISTRATION AREA, 1969.
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Table 0. Estimated number of children under 18 years of age involved in divorces and
rate per 1,000 children: United States, 1953-69
Number of
p Average
Year All chgldrig numbergof R?tgoger
divorces ;Zaiz of children children
age per decree
639,000 840,000 1.31 11.9
584,000 784,000 1.34 11.1
523,000 701,000 1.34 9.9
499,000 669,000 1.34 9.5
479,000 630,000 1.32 8.9
450,000 1613,000 1.36 8.7
428,000 1562,000 1.31 8.2
413,000 | 532,000 1.29 7.9
414,000 || 516,000 1.25 7.8
393,000 403,000 1.18 7.2
395,000 468,000 1.18 7.5
368,000 398,000 1.08 6.5
381,000 379,000 0.99 6.4
382,000 361,000 0.95 6.3
377,000 347,000 0.92 6.3
379,000 341,000 0.90 6.4
390,000 330,000 0.85 6.4

1Revised.

In the 18 States that report both the total
number of living children and the number of chil-
dren under 18 years, 279,500 children of divorced
couples were involved in divorce cases (table 18).
This number. includes 236,200 children under 18
years, 85 percent of the total, and 43,300, or 15
percent, grownup children, those 18 years old or
older. The latter percentage variedfrom 9inUtah

States were added both in 1968 and 1969, DRA
figures for these years are not comparable, For
this reason data for individual States are com-
pared, 22 States for which data are available for
the 1967-69 period and four further States for
the years 1968-69 (table 19). The changes in the
median duration of these States are shown below,

to 22 in Maryland. For all reporting States com- 1967-69  1967-68 1968-69

bined, the mean number per decree for all living Totalerem- 292 29 26

children was 1.57, for children under 18 years of

age the mean for the 18 States was 1.33, and for ICreages—mmme 3 10 5

grownup children it was 0.24. Declines --e-m- 19 9 20
No change--~-- - 3 1

DURATION OF MARRIAGE

Duration of Marriage to Divorce

The durationof marriage at time of divorce
became shorter in recent years, when thedivorce
rate was increasing. From 1967 to 1969, the
median duration declined in the DRA but, as new

The decline from 1967 to 1969 and from 1968
to 1969 is evident, but from 1967 to 1968 more in-
creases than declines can be observed. In spite
of this, median duration declined from 1967 to
1968; because most increases were very small,
sixoutof 10 were onlyone-tenthofa year andonly
one decline was of that size, Inthese comparisons
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Figure 9. DIVORCES AND CHILDREN INVOLVED: UNITED STATES, 1954-69.
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the average size of the increases was 0.19yéears,
but that of declines was almost twice as large,
0.37 years.

The shorter median duration of marriage to
decree is associated with pronouncedincreasesin
the number of divorces with comparatively short
duration of marriage (figure 10). From 1963 to
1969, in the 22 States that participatedinthe DRA
throughout the entire period, divorced couples
married less than 5 years increased 62 percent,

while those married 5 years or longer increased
37 percent., About one-half of the total numeri-
cal increase comprised couples married for less
than 5 years. The longer the duration, the smaller
the increase, reaching a minimum of 17 percent



Table P. Percent increases of divorces by
duration of marriage at time of decree:
total of 22 States in the divorce-reg-
istration area in 196369

Years of du- Percent increase
ration of
marriage at
time of 1963-69 | 1963 -67 | 1967 -69
decree
Total -~ 45.8 22.3 19.2
Less than 1
year---mm-=n= 64.7 35.8 21.3
1-2 years---- 62.1 26.1 28.4
3-4 years---=- 60.5 28.9 24,5
5-9 years---- 44,6 19.5 21.0
10-14 years=-- 31.9 18,7 11.2
15-19 years-- 17.2 6.9 9.6
20-24 years-- 52,5 27.9 19.2
25-29 years-- 44,4 36.1 6.1
30 years or
MOTE =~ == e 24,5 15.0 8.2

for couples married 15~19 years., The number of
marriages that had lasted still longer increased
more—those with 20-24 years of duration grew 53
percent (table P). A similar pattern can be ob-
served in the change from 1963 to 1967 and from
1967 to 1969,

In 1969, in all DRA States combined, 25 per-
cent of all divorces were granted within 3.2 years
after marriage, 50 percent within 6.9 years, and
75 percent within 14.1 years, These figures are,
however, dependent on States that participate in
the DRA, as the variation among States is very
pronounced. This variation is due in part to laws
of individual States making it more or less dif-
ficult and time consuming to obtain a divorce.

Separation

Information about the approximate date the
divorced couple separated was included in the
1968 revision of the Standard Certificate, and,
using these data, the duration of marriage to

separation and the duration of separationtodecree
were tabulated for 16 States.Thisisthefirst time
since 1906 that the information about separation
has been included in national divorce statistics.
Data on separation were collected onanationwide
basis for the period 1887-1906, and this item has
not been repeated since. It must be emphasized
that data refer not to all separations but only to
those that ended in divorce during a given calendar
year. Data on separation of couples that never di-
vorce cannot be obtained from vital registration,
and itis impossible to determine whether the dura-
tion of marriage to separation for couples that
never divorce is similar to that for couples that
eventually divorce. Separation of amarried couple
is an event independent of legal norms though,
during the interval between separation and divorce
or annulment, the couple may or may nothave ob-
tained any of the limited decrees, variously called
divorce from bed and board (or amensa et thoro),
legal separation, separate maintenance, or by
some other name.

The modal duration of marriage to separation
was less than 1 year. In the 12 States for which
percent distribution was prepared (table 20),
between 9.2 and 18.6 percent of all divorced cou-
ples separated within less than 1 year after mar-
riage. In three of these States (California, Kansas,
and Missouri) over 10 percent of all divorced
couples separated within less than 6 months after
marriage. The percentages of duration of mar-
riage to separation decline with added years of
duration, but small numbers of divorced couples
separated after 30 years or more of marriage,

The median duration of marriage to separa-
tion varied in the reporting States between4.2 and
6.7 years; the first quartiles varied between 1.5
and 2.8 years, and the third quartile between 9.6
and 14,4 years (table 21). As this variation is in-
dependent of the State laws, other factors must
cause the differences.

There is a strong inverse relationship be-
tween the mean duration of marriage at separa-
tion and the divorce rate, high medians being asso-
ciated with low rates and vice versa (table Q). A
comparable relationship exists between mean
duration at decree and the divorce rate, as shown
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Table Q. Number of States, by size of di-
vorce rate and lengthof median duration
of marriage at time of separation: to-
tal of 16 selected States, 1969

. Divorce rate per
Median du- 1,000 population
ration of Total
marriage at States
time of
separation Ugdgr %.2- g.z-
Total--- 16 5 6 5
Less than
4.5 years-- 5 - 1 4
4.,5-5.5
years ------ 7 1 5 1
5.6-6.7
years -~---- 4 4 - -

in the report "Increasesin Divorce: United States,
1967." Since at present data are available from a
limited number of Stateg, the generalizations are
tentative and should be verified when data from
more States become available,

The duration of separation to divorce differs
from that of marriage to separation in being
highly influenced by States laws governing di-
vorce, States that require a certaintime period to
elapse before a legal ground for divorce arises,
or those that grant interlocutory divorce decrees,
which become final after 6 months or 1 year, tend
to have comparatively long periods of separa-
tion. Thus the separation lasted less than 1 year
only for 3.3 percent of all couples divorced in
Virginia but for 76.3 percent of couples divorced
in Kansas (table 22). The median duration was
less than a year in eight States, between 1 and 2
years in seven States, and more than 2 years in
only one State, A very small number of couples
were divorced after 15 years or more of separa-
tion.

000
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Table 1. Divorces and divorce rates with percent changes from preceding year: United
States, 1940-~72

[For population bases, see appendix]

R?TSOBEE Percent change
Number
Year of occurrence of Rate per 1,000—
divorces
nggi- Married Nugger Total
lation | WOUeM | divorces | popu- Mﬁi;;Ed
lation n
1972  cmmmmcm e e 839,000 4.0 - +9.2 +8.1 ———
1971 mrrmmmmmm e e e e 768,000 3.7 15.7 +7.4 +5.7 +4.7
1970} mmmmecem e e e e 715,000 3.5 15.0 +11.9 +9.4 +11.9
1969 -mmcmmemmr e e mn e 639,000 3.2 13.4 49.4 | +10.3 +7.2
1968-rmwmmun e ma e m e e 584,000 2.9 12.5 +11.7 | +11.5 +11.6
1967 m=mmmmmm e e ——————————— 523,000 2.6 11.2 +4.8 +.0 +2.8
1966==mcrmmmm— e e —c e — e 499,000 2.5 10.9 44,2 - +2.8
1965 memmmm e e nm e e 479,000 2.5 10.6 +6.4 +4.2 +6.0
1964mmmmmrrm e m e e m e — e a e 450,000 2.4 10.0 +5.1 +4.3 +4.2
1963ucremmmnr e e c e m ma 428,000 2.3 9.6 +3.6 +4.5 +2.1
1962-ecmrmmmmemce e —man—n - 413,000 2,2 9.4 -0.2 ~4.3 -2.1
196lmm—cwrcrcmmmmcn e ne s 414,000 2.3 9.6 +5.3 +4.5 +4.3
1960mmmmmmen= e e e ——— 393,000 2,2 9.2 -0.5 - -1.1
1959 cemcmarccnm e mccmm— e e 395,000 2,2 9.3 +7.3 +4.8 +.5
1958 rcnmmnmmmmn e m s nam———— 368,000 2.1 8.9 -3.4 =45 -3.3
381,000 2.2 9.2 -0.3 -4.3 =2.1
382,000 2,3 9.4 +1.3 - +1.1
377,000 2.3 9.3 -0.5 “ho2 -2,1
379,000 2.4 9.5 -2.8 -4,0 4,0
390,000 2.5 9.9 =0.5 - -2.0
392,000 2.5 10.1 +2.9 - +2,0
381,000 2.5 9.9 -1l.1 ~3,8 -3.9
385,000 2.6 10.3 -3.0 =-3.7 -2,8
397,000 2.7 10.6 -2.7 -3,6 =5.4
408,000 2.8 11.2 -15.5| =-17.6 ~-17.6
483,000 3.4 13.6 -20.8| =-20.9 ~24,0
610,000 4.3 17.9 +25.8 | +22.9 +24,3
485,000 3.5 14,4 +21.3| +20.7 +20,0
400,000 2,9 12,0 +11.4 | +11.5 +9.1
359,000 2,6 11,0 +11.8 +8.3 +8.9
321,000 2,4 10.1 4+9.6 +9,1 +7.4
293,000 2,2 9.4 +11.0| +10.0 +6.8
264,000 2,0 8.8 +5,2 +5.3 +3.5

lprovisional,

27



Table 2. Changes in the annual number of divorces from preceding year and cumulative
changes since 1955: United States, 1955-70
Change
Number

Year of occurrence of Due to

divorces Due to change

Total population | in age-

change specific

rates
Annual data
19701 o e 715,000 | +76,000 +9,000 +67,000
1969 —c e mm el 639,000 | +55,000 +11,000 +44.,000
1968 - mmmmm e e 584,000 | +61,000 +1,000 +60,000
1967 - mmmmm e e 523,000 | 424,000 +6,000 +18,000
1966~ m e e e e 499,000 | +20,000 +7,000 +13,000
1965 —~ e m e e e e 479,000 | +29,000 +7,000 +22,000
1964 - m e e 450,000 | +22,000 +5,000 +17,000
1963 ccm e 428,000 | +15,000 +4,000 +11,000
Y R e L 413,000 -1,000 +8,000 -9,000
1967 mm oo m e e 414,000 | +21,000 -1,000 +22,000
1960 -mcmmmmm e e 393,000 -2,000 +3,000 -5,000
1959 mmm e e 395,000 | +27,000 +5,000 +22,000
1958 mm e e e 368,000 -13,000 +3,000 -16,000
1957 cmcmm e e e 381,000 -1,000 -1,000 -
1956 ~mm e e e 382,000 +5,000 +3,000 +2,000
10955 mmm e e 377,000 oo cee oo
Cumulative data

1970 c e e e 7,440,000 | +338,000 +70,000 | +268,000
JR L e 6,725,000 | +262,000 +61,000 | +201,000
1968 -ccmm e e 6,086,000 | +207,000 +50,000 | +157,000
1967 - mmmme e e 5,502,000 | +146,000 +49,000 +97,000
1966 - mmmm e e e 4,979,000 | +122,000 +43,000 +79,000
1965 cmmmmm e e n e e e 4,480,000 | +102,000 +36,000 +66,000
1964 ~mm e e 4,001,000 | +73,000 +29,000 +44,000
1963 - e 3,551,000 | +51,000 +24,000 +27,000
1962 wmmm e e e e oo e e 3,123,000 | -36,000 +20,000 +16,000
196 - mmmm e e e 2,710,000 | +37,000 +12,000 +25,000
1960 —momm e e e 2,296,000 | +16,000 +13,000 +3,000
1959 m e e - 1,903,000 | +18,000 +10,000 +8,000
1958 cmm e m e - 1,508,000 ~9,000 +5,000 ~14,000
1957 comm e e e e 1,140,000 +4,000 +2,000 +2,000
1956 -~ s m oo - 759,000 +5,000 +3,000 +2,000
1955 cmmmm e e 377,000 cor oo ces

lprovisional data.
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Table 3. Divorce rates per 1,000 total population: United States and selected foreign
countries, 1962-69

[Countries are listed according to the size of their latest available divorce rate]

Country 1969 | 1968 | 1967 | 1966 | 1965 | 1964 | 1963 | 1962
United States=re~=ceermceaen-- 3.17) 2,93| 2,65 2.55| 2.47 | 2.35| 2.27 2.22
U.S.S.R.vemmmwmrmccccncce e 2.56 2.72 2.74 2.77 1.56 1.47 1.30 1.34
HUNGATY — = mmmmm = mmmmm e e m = = 12.13( 2.08| 2.07| 2.03| 2.01| 1.95| 1.82| 1.73
United Arab Republic (Egypt)®-{ 1.94| 11.89| 1.85| 2.10| 2.17| 2.15] 2.11| 2.03
Denmmarke-ermcremmocm e e 1.83 1.56 1.43 1.40 1.37 1.37 1.38 1.38
East Germany---------~---m=== 31,69 31,68 | 1.55| 1.50| 1.44| 1.51} 1.33 1.36
Czechoslovakia---=-moeacoaouo 11.66| 1.51| 1.39| 1.42| 1.32| 1.20] 1.22 1.20
Sweden -c-ccrececcmccea e 1.52 1.42 1.36 1.32 1.24 1.20 1.12 1.17
Austrig-ecceccmicmccm e 1.35 1.32 1.21 1.19 1.16 1.16 1.14 1.12
England and Wales----~=-=o--- 1.04| 0.,93}| 0.88)| 0,80 0.78 0.72 0.67 0.61
German Federal Republic------ ---| 1,034} 1,00| 0,92 0.93] 0.91| 0.84 0.82
Polande=-cmmcmmcccc e e e 1.01| 0.91| 0.85| 0.77] 0.75 0.67| 0.64 0.59
Switzerland----e-ccmacmowoo. | 0.96| 0.91| 0,86 0.82| 0.84| 0.83]| 0.82 0.83
Japan--=+ ce e mcmmeccmca el 0.90| 0.87) 0.84| 0.81] 0.79| 0.75] 0,73 0.75
Australigecmccec o mm e 0.89 0.89 0.82 0.85 0.75 0.71 0.69 0.68
Israel~cmcmmcccnccmrc e 0.84 0,87 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.89 0.95 0.92
Scotland-~e-ccmencamcmnnmanaa. 0.81} 0.92| 0.58| 0.68| 0.51 | 0.46| 0.43 0.39
FranCe-==me-ememecoeeecmceea~ 0.76 | 0.73| 0.75| 0.74| 0.72| 0.69! 0.63 0.65
Netherlands-~--cmmomccaecncan 0.71 0.64 | 0.59 0.55 0.50 0.51 0.49 0.48
Belgiumememomencmemem e e s 0.67] 0.63| 0.63| 0.61}| 0.59{ 0.58| 0.56 0.51
Mexico-mmmmmemmcc e e 0.62 0.54 0.72 0.65 0.58 0.49 0.48 0.45
Canada~--—-cecmmmace el ---110,55| 0.55| 0.51] 0.46| 0.45]| 0,41 0.36
Romanig-wem=cemmemcmccmraccceaan 0.35] 0,20} 40,00| 1.,35| 1.94| 1.86| 1.92 2.04
Venezuela~cemcmmccomccccama —— 0.23 0.25 0.25 0.26 0.25 0.25 0.22
Portugal ~ce-mecmam e e 0.05 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.07 0.07 0,08

lprovisional.
Includes "revocable divorces'" among the Moslem population which are similar to le-
gal separatioms.
3Includes data for East Berlin.
40.00 indicates rate greater than 0 but less than 0.005.

Source: United Nations, Demographic Yearbook, 1968 and 1971.
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Table 4, Number and rate of persons involved in divorces: United States, 1953-69
Persons involved

Number Number Rat

Year of occurrence ) of pere

divorces Children Mean 1,000

under 18 popu~
Total Spouses years of dgiiee lation

age

1969-==remmm e c e e 639,000 2,118,000 1,278,000 | 840,000 3.31 10.5
1968~--mmme e e 584,000 | 1,952,000 1,168,000 784,000 3.34 9.8
1967 -=~m-mmmcmmm e 523,000 | 1,747,000| 1,046,000 701,000 3.34 8.8
1966-~=--mmecmmmme e 499,000 | 1,667,000 998,000 | 669,000 3.34 8.5
1965w mm e m e e 479,000 | 1,588,000 958,000 | 630,000 3.32 8.2
1964~ccmmmm e e 450,000 | 1,513,000 900,000 | 613,000 3.36 7.9
1963---mm e e 428,000 1,418,000 856,000 | 562,000 3.31 7.5
1962~ —mmmmemmmm e 413,000 1,358,000 826,000 | 532,000 3.29 7.3
1961 - ---memcm e e e 414,000 | 1,344,000 828,000 | 516,000 3.25 7.3
1960-~=mommmmmmm e e 393,000 | 1,249,000 786,000 | 463,000 3.18 7.0
1959w e e m e e e 395,000 | 1,258,000 790,000 | 468,000 3.18 7.1
1958 - - 368,000 | 1,134,000 736,000 | 398,000 3.08 6.5
1957 =ccmem e e 381,000 1,141,000 762,000 | 379,000 2.99 6.7
1956===mwmmmmmm e 382,000 | 1,125,000 764,000 | 361,000 2,95 6.7
1955 cmmmmmmmmm e = 377,000 | 1,101,000 754,000 | 347,000 2,92 6.7
1954 mmmmm e r e e 379,000| 1,099,000 758,000 | 341,000 2,90 6.8
1953w mmr i m e e 390,000 | 1,110,000 780,000 | 330,000 2,85 7.0
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Table 5. Number of divorces and percent changes from preceding year:

State, 1967-69

United States, each region, division, and

Number of divorces

Percent change

Area
1969 1968 1967 1968-69 1967-68
United States! -emmmmmemcmmiccmcoicimmeccemen o 639,000 | 584,000 | 523,000 +9.4 +11.7
1
Region:

Northeastmmeommmm oo e e e e e e e e e 77,000 65,000 51,000 +18.5 +27.5

North Central--c-scmcmmmm e e e e e e 177,000 162,000 144,000 +9.3 +12.5

Southrmmesmcmmcccnnnaaaan e 225,000 211,000 194,000 +6.6 +8.8

. wisg ------- e e e e e 159,000 145,000 134,000 +9.7 +8,2
ivision:

New England--mesesmmmocemmmaccnrrcccman e can e ———— 24,268 22,253 218,167 +9.1 +22.5
Middle Atlant:.c---l- ------------------------------------ 53,180 43,131 33,053 +23.3 +30.5
East North Central ~==c-e-mwercmcsae e cecc e mea e 131,107 119,703 105,888 +9.5 +13.0

West North Central--ses=em-meeeccm oo e oo 45,483 41,909 38,419 +8.5 +9.1

South Atlantice--e~—cmccmcmem oo e e e 99,400 90,487 82,412 +9.9 +9.8

East South Central; ------------------------------------ - 46, 7859 43,231 38,887 +8.4 +11.2

West South Central ------------------------------------ 76,683 75,528 69,458 +1.5 +8.7

Mountain~~—eemmone e e e e e e e 47,279 42,817 39,691 +10.4 +7.9

N Pa;ific-a---ﬁ- ----------------------------------------- 110, 1862 102 643 92 895 +8.0 +10.5
ew England:

Maine-e==r-ceecan m——— e et DL LI 3,392 3,105 3,060 +9.2 +1.5

New Hampshire~-mmmammrm e e e n s e e e cce e 2,280 2,073 1,752 +10.0 +18.3

Vermont-=mw=coromm e r ;- - e e 793 760 654 +4.3 +16. 2

Massachusetts- 10,787 9,993 7,130 +7.9 +40

Rhode Island- 1,267 971 2871 +30.5

" ggrinegté%cug-- 5,749 5,351 4,700 +7.4 +13.9
iddle antic

New York--- 21,184 14,861 7,136 +42.5 +108.3

New Jersey--- 10,416 7,94 7,249 +31.1 +9.

Pennsy 1;31613---5- -------------------------- B T 21,580 20,326 18,668 +6.2 .9

East Nort entral:

e B 35,558 31,619 29,611 +12.5 +6.8

Indiana =--—=---—seemm e m e c e ce e 23,396 23,593 18,044 -0.8 +30.8

L1linoig=mmoc oo e e e e 35,974 32,119 28,814 +12.0 +11.5

Michigan-r--ec=rmmomeom e e e e e e e 28,347 25,405 23,620 +11.6 +7.6

- Wislc\:!ons%na-———--i --------------------------------------- 7,832 6,967 5,799 +12.4 +20.1
est Nort entral:

Minnegota=meommm oo e e e e e e 7,551 6,704 6,188 +12.6 +8.3

e L CEE P L PR LT PP SRR 6,958 6,464 6,076 +7.6 +6.4

b T o R e L L PSP PP 17,578 16,474 14,521 +6.7 +13.4

North Dakota-e===cemmmme e e cc o e e cee e 910 868 909 +4.8 =4,

South Dakota-—cemccom e e e e e 1,255 1,245 1,090 +0.8 +14.2

Nebraskg=emm==-mmm e e o e e e e e 3,275 3,010 2,890 +8.8 4,2

s K:gsi?s:i--;-' -------------------------------------------- 7,956 7,144 6,745 +11.4 +5.9
ou antic:

Delaware=-==m--—c=amrc e e m e cm e a oo 1,550 1,023 891 +51.5 +14.8

Maryland=—==cme - e e e e 8,827 8,151 7,413 +8.3 +10.0

District of Columbig-==mere—cocmerm e cce e caccammeas 2,313 2,204 1,877 +4.9 +17.4

VAEgIniammmm e e 11,417 10,677 9,682 +6.9 +10.3

WeSt Virgindaw——mc—mo—-emmmococm oo oo cce oo e 4,772 4,243 3,985 +12.5 +6.5

North Carolina===s=e=ceesc oo e e 12,872 12,461 11,983 +3.3 +4.0

South Caroling=e~====-r~-—mcmome e mc o cccmmcmccmm- 5,435 4,518 3,584 +20.3 +26.1

Georgia-=mmmmn-=- T T T RO S 17,315 15,590 14,347 +11.1 +8.7

. Fio:sfld:ﬁ-a--;;—i --------------------------------------- 34,899 31,620 28650 +10.4 +10.4
ast Souw entral:

Kentucky==r=-=mmemceem e m e e e e 9,833 9,821 768 +0.1 +26.4

TeNNES5@@= "~ mmmam e ctm e e Anm e e o e —mm e e m—————— 15,374 13,472 12,698 +14.1 +6.1

Alabamg---=-=cracm e n e e e e 14,146 12,918 11,966 +9.5 +8.0

W Misgiss%pgi—----i --------------------------------------- 7,506 7,020 6,455 +6.9 +8.8
est South Central:

Arkansas-g-==evemrecmmmce e e e e e e - 9,152 8,483 8,108 +7.9 +4.6

Louisiana”- 4,885 3,826 3,149 * *

Oklahoma-- 15,728 14,367 12,862 +9.5 +11.7

” Texage=~-= 46,918 48,852 45,339 -4.0 +7.7
ountain )

Montana- 2,806 2,598 2,361 +8.0 +10.0

Idaho~--- 3,506 3,278 3,183 +7.0 +3.0

Wyoming- 1,722 1,610 1,552 +7.0 +3.7

Colorado-=gem==rmecem e e e e 8,996 8,552 7,950 +5.2 +7.6

New Mexico® 3,539 2,585 1,545 * *

Arizong--=e-mcme e e e e e e e e 11,918 10,701 10,142 +11.4 +5.5

Utahmmm e n e e e e e et e et e e ——— 3,841 3,390 3,250 +13.3 +4.3

» N:?.:‘E,:?.da ------------------------------------------------- 10,951 10,103 9,708 +8.4 +4.1
acifics

Washington-mrmm-meem e e e e e 16,815 15,789 12,836 +6.5 +23.0

QL EgON === == e e e e e m e —————— 8,643 8,258 7,603 +4.7 +8.6

California-ce-cemmeomec e e mcc e - 81,546 75,416 69,846 +8.1 +8.0

Alaskgemmmm o e e e e e e 1,516 1,315 1,159 +15.3 +13.5

HAWALL = mmm e m o o ot e e e oo 27352 1,865 1,451 +25.6 +28.5

1pata are estimated.
2Data are incomplete.
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Divorce rates: United States, each region, division, and State, 1960-69
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Mountain:
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Tenness

Alabama-me==mmcem e

Mississippi-eeesmccesmcnmecanas
West South Central;

East South Central:
Arkansas--

I

Nevada

New Mexico--
Pacific:

Wyoming--e-w=e-
Colorado
Arizona--

Montana---=e=eececcnmmemacaman
Idaho==wmccmncamaaa

Data are estimated,
Data are incomplete,

Washington
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Table 7. Percent distribution of divorces by age of husband and wife at time of decree: divorce~registration area and
20 registration States, 1969

[Percents were pot computed for States where the reporting of age was less than 75 percent complete]

Age at time of decree
All
di-
Area vorces 65
and Under years
annul- 20 20-24 | 25-29| 30-34 | 35-39 | 40-44 | 45-49 | 50-54 | 55-59 [ 60-64 and
ments years years | years| years | years | years | years | years| years | years | ...
Husband

Divorce-xregistration
area 100.0 0.9 | 16.0| 21.9| 16,1 12.8| 1l.5 8.8 5.4 3.4 1.6 1.7
Alask: 100.0 0.3 | 16.1| 23.6| 16.6 | 13.7| 1l.4 8.6 5.0 2.9 1.3 0.3
California 100.0 0.5 12.8| 21.7} 16.2 | 13.5| 1l.9 9.9 6.2 3.6 1.6 2.1
Connecticut 100.0 0.2 | 12.0| 22,6) 17.0| 13.3| 12.5 9.4 6.7 3.4 1.7 1.1
Hawaii 100.0 0.1 | 11.4{ 21.4| 17.5| l4.4| 12.5 9.5 6.4 3.1 2.0 1.6
Idaho 100.0 2.,1| 17.84 23,9| 13.7 | 11.8| 10.7 8.0 5.0 3.3 2.0 1.6
Illinois 100.0 0.8] 15.7| 22.3| 16.6 | 13.1| 11.5 8.8 4.3 3.9 1.3 1.8
Towa 100.0 1.8 | 20.8| 22,6| 15.6 | 1l.6 9.9 7.2 4.8 2.9 1.5 1.2
Kansa 100.0 1.7 21.6] 22,5| 14,6} 1l.4 9.6 7.7 5.0 2.4 1.8 1.7
Kentucky 100.0 1.8 | 22.4{ 21.2( 13.6) 1l.6| 10.2 7.4 4.0 3.4 2.2 2.2
Missouri 100.0 1.3 19.3| 21.3| 14.9( 12.5| 10.8 8.3 5.1 2,7 1.7 2,0
Montar 100.0 1.3 18.7| 20.7| 16.0} 1ll.7 9.8 9.0 5.1 3.8 2.1 1.7
Nebrask 100.0 0.8 21.8| 22,2 14.5) 12.5]| 10.0 7.6 4.1 2,9 1.8 1.8
New York 100.0 0.5| 10.9| 19.2| 17.5| 13.1| 13.8| 10.4 6.2 4.3 2.1 2,0
Oregon 100.0 1.0} 16.5| 21.5| 16.5( 12.3} 10.3 7.9 6.5 3.9 1.9 1.9
Pennsylvania. 100.0 0.7} 16.6| 20.8| 15.8 | 13.0| 1l.3 9.3, 5.4 3.9 1.9 1.3
Rhode Island 100.0 0.3 | 12.6| 22.5] 16,9 12.4| 12.9| 10.4 5.8 3.3 1.8 1.2
Tennes 100.0 2.2 | 20.9| 22.3} 15.2 | 10.6 9.6 745 5.2 3.2 1.2 2.0
Vermont: 100.0 0.4 | 11.6| 22,6 19.3| 11.8( 11.2 | 10.0 5.7 4ot 1.7 1.2
Virginia 100.0 0.5| 15.1| 22,7| 17.0| 12.2| 11.3 9.3 5.8 2.7 1.6 1.7
Wisconsin 100.0 0.3 15.5% 22,1 17,01 13.2| 12.1 7.9 5.1 3.5 1.5 1.7

Wife

Divorce-registration
area 100.0 4.4 24,1 21.3| 14.1 | 11.5 9.9 6.9 3.8 2,1 1.0 0.9
Alask: 100.0 4,31 26,9 21.6| 15.L( 11.6 9.4 5.8 3.1 1.7 0.3 0.3
California. 100.0 2,5 21.6( 22,0| 14.3 | 12.0| 10.2 8.5 44 2.5 1.0 1,0
Connecticut: 100.0 1.9 | 21.3( 22,5| 15.3 | 11l.7| 1ll.0 8.0 4.5 2.3 1.0 0.5
Hawaii. 100.0 2,1 | 19.3( 23.7| 16.2 | 12.8| 12.7 6.1 4.0 1.9 0.8 0.5
Idaho 100.0 6.9 | 25.9| 22.8| 13.0 9.7 8.3 5.8 3.7 2.3 1.0 0.7
Illinois 100.0 4,5 24,4} 22,2 13,8 11.6} 10.1 6.0 3.7 2,0 0.8 0.9
Towa 100.0 6.4 1 29.0| 20,7 13.4 9.8 8.3 5.5 3.4 1.9 1.1 0.7
Kansa. 100,.0 7.3 | 28.6| 20.1| 12,4 9.0 9.3 6.5 3.1 2.0 1.0 0.8
Kentucky 100.0 9.2 | 27.1| 19.0 11.9 | 10.4 7.9 6.1 4.0 2.0 1.1 1.3
Missourl | 100.0 6.7 | 26.9| 19.,3| 13.2 ] 10.4] 10.1 5.7 3.4 2.1 1.0 1.2
Montarn 100.0 6.2 | 26,4 20.6| 13.4 9,5 8.6 7.1 4.2 2,2 1.0 0.7
Nebrask 100.0 5.6 28,6 20.5| 13.0| 10.4 8.5 6.1 3.7 2.1 0.7 0.8
New York 100.0 2.2 19.6| 20.1| 15.7 | 13.0] 12.2 8.2 [ 2.8 1.3 0.6
Oregon: 100.0 4,1 25.,3| 22,04 13.5} 10.8 8.2 7.3 4,4 1.6 1.6 1.1
Pennsylvania 100.0 3.7 23.9( 21.5}( 13.8 | 12,2 | 10.2 6.9 4,0 2,1 1.1 0.7
Rhode Island 100.0 2,1 | 21.51 22,2| 15.2 | 12.0 9,8 8.3 4.6 2.2 1.3 0.7
Tennessee 100.0 8.8 | 26.7| 19.8| 13.6 9.8 8.5 5.5 2.8 2,5 1.1 0.9
Vermont: 100.0 2.6 21.9| . 24.0| 13.5| 12.2 9.5 9.2 3.2 2.4 0.8 0.7
Virgini. 100.0 3.4 23,0("21.2| 15.4| 12.1| 10.5 7.2 3.7 1.7 l.4 0.5
Wisconsin 100.0 2,0} 24,8| 23.2| l4.4 | 11.6| 10.2 5.9 4,0 1.8 0.9 1.1
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Table 8. Median age of husband and wife at time of decree: divorce-registration area and each registra-

tion State, 1962-69

Median age of husband at time of decree

Area
1969 1968 1967 1966 1965 1964 1963 1962

Divorce-regis~

tration area--~ 33.5 33.9 33.6 33.8 34.1 34.0 34.8 34.5
Alabama’ ~m-mmmeem———— 30.0 30.0 40.8 34.2 35.8 34.6 35.5 35.0
Alaskamemmwmmmmnm—ean- 33.0 31.9 130.9 132.9 3.1 1336 135.6 3.6
California---=-m=-=mu- 34.6 35.2 --- - - - --- -—-
Connecticute=me=cemcne= 34.5 35.1 ——— -——— -——- - - -—
Georgiammmemmmmmammoa- 30.7 31.1 32.2 31.8 33.0 31,9 "133.0 I39.1
Hawaii--ce--=mmm=m—ma- 34.9 35.2 36.3 37.3 36.2 34.7 35.8 36.3
1daho-r=mmmmmmmmm————— 32.2 32.7 32.3 31.4 33.0 32.7 32.4 34.0
I11in0iS=mm=mmmmmmm—m- 33.4 33.5 - —- —- - - —--
Towamem=mmmmmmmmmmmmmn 31.5 32.0 32.5 32.3 33.2 32.8 33.0 33.9
Kansas ~=--=====-n====z 31.4 33.1 32.3 31.9 33.6 33.3 33.5 34.0
Kentucky--==c-mcerena-o 31.7 -—- —-- - -——- -——- —— ——
Maryland-ee-mememm———- 33.8 33.7 33.7 134.2 34,5 34.5 136.4 34.6
Michigan -emmmmmmee—- 33.7 32.8 34.9 33.9 36.4 36.1 32.5 33.3
MiSSOUri-mmmmmmmmmamne 32.7 32.6 33.5 33.7 34.1 34,2 34.9 34.1
MONtana==mmmn=mnnmmmm- 32.9 33.2 33.5 34.1 33.6 33.3 35.1 33.4
Nebraska---====ne-==nm 31.8 32.3 32.6 32.6 32.4 33.6 33.6 135.0
New Yorke—-ecemcaceaao 35.7 --- -— ——— ——— -——- —— -——
Ohio! wmmmmmmmmm e 32.9 34.6 33.6 35.0 35.2 34.0 37.0 34.6
Oregon-mmmmmmmmmren—m= 33.3 33.6 33.8 35.1 34.8 34.7 35.3 35.4
Pemnsylvaniace--==ovaa 33.8 34.9 35.0 34.5 34.8 35.3 35.5' 36.1
Rhode Islande-=eem=mm-n 34.4 34.7 35.1 30.0 34.9 35.4 35.0 -
South Dakota' ==mmemm=nn 33.1 33.0 33.9 35.2 29,1 32.3 32.3 36.1
Tennesse@mmmmremcmmmca 31.5 32.0 32.5 32.7 32.3 32.9 34.2 34.5
Utahe==o-mmemmmeemmemme 31.6 32.1 31.9 28.5 31.1 31.1 31.6 31.8
Vermont--e-mcocmcneaan 34.0 33.7 -—- - ——- - ——— ---
Virginia-eme--=me--an- 33.4 34.6 34.1 31.6 34,9 34.1 34.9 34,2
Wisconsinmmmmmmmmmman- 33.5 34.4 34.5 35.0 34.8 35.0 35.4 37.5
Wyoming' =re=m=mmeommen 33.1 31.3 33.5 35.8 32.3 32.5 31.5 40.0

1Computed from data less than 50 percent complete.
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Table 8. Median age of husband and wife at time of decree: divorce-registration area and each registra-

tion State, 1962-69-—Con.

Median age of wife at time of decree

rea
g 1969 1968 1967 1966 1965 1964 1963 1962

D o - 30.1 30.5 30.1 30.4 30.5 30.6 31.3 31.0
PP o — 28.1 28.8 35.8 26.3 32.1 34.5 31.3 31.3
Alaska-remmsmmmmm————— 29.4 1r8.2 7.1 129.3 29.8 29,0 130.2 198.3
California-------sceme 31.4 31.9 — - — -— ——- -
Connecticuteccmccrcnn= 31.4 32.3 —— —— —— -— ——— -
Georgiammmmmmmmmmmmman 28,2 28.3 28.8 28.5 29.4 28,7 129.8 29,0
HAWALL ~m mm e mm mmmmmm 31.5 31.9 32.7 34.0 32.8 31.3 32.6 32.8
Tdaho==mmmrmmm——————— 28.8 29.0 28.8 28.0 29.2 28,9 28.6 30.4
Illinois=errermm—eme—" 29.7 29,9 -~ - ——— -— -——- -——
IOWAmem——————————————— 28,5 28.9 29.2 29.4 29.4 29.4 29.8 30.5
T T F—— 28.5 29.1 29.1 28.9 30.1 29.7 30.1 30.6
Kentucky===rrereeeeem= 28.6 ——- -—— -— ——— —— ——— _—
Maryland--m=-=mm-ne==nn 30.4 30.3 31.3 30.9 30.5 31.1 133.0 31.6
Michigan =-mmemmmmmmnn 30.5 29.6 3.4 31.2 30.8 32.4 33.2 29.8
MiSSOUrimmmmmmmm=————- 29.3 29.6 29.9 30.0 30.5 30.7 31.1 30.4
T T T —— 29.2 29.5 29.3 30.3 29.9 29.3 30.9 29.9
Nebraska-mmemmmnnn---= 28.8 29.4 29.6 29.5 29.0 29.8 29.8 31,2
New Yorkewesromumcemnmn= 32.6 -— —— —— - —-—— ——— ——-
T 30.0 31.2 30.1 31.6 31.6 31.6 33.5 31.7
e 29.7 29.8 30.4 3.4 31.8 31.4 31.5 32.6
Pennsylvanig—ee~==-e=- 30.3 31.4 31.7 31.5 31.8 32.0 32.3 32.2
Rhode Islande=rme=m=-m=- 31.4 31.7 32.4 32.1 32.4 32.7 32.7 -—
South Dakota® mmmmmmmm-= 29.7 29.7 28.9 30.2 26.9 27.8 28.1 31.4
Tennessee=-mammmcemcn= 28.7 28.9 29.3 29.2 28.8 29.4 30.1 29.7
Utahemmeemmemcm——omea— 28.7 28.8 28.4 | 28.5 28.0 27.8 28.6 28.7
Vermonte=rerecwacccman 30.6 30.9 —— —— ——— —— ——- ——
Virginiammemmmmmmm=——- 30.8 31.3 30.8 31.6 31.3 30.8 31.8 30.8
Wisconsin~mmmmmemmmcan 30.0 31.3 31.3 32.0 31.8 31.8 32.2 34.7
Wyoming! =-mmmeemmemean 30.3 27.7 30.6 32.3 27.0 28.2 26.2 32.5

1Computed from data less than 50 percent complete.



Table 9. Percent distribution of divorces by age of husband and wife at marriage: divorce-regise
tration area and 20 registration States, 1969

[Percents were not computed for States where the reporting of age was less than 75 percent complete]

Age of husband at marriage

All
vorces
Area Jond Under{ 20-24| 25-29| 30-34] 35-39 | 40-44] yggzrs
ments yeaxs | years| years| years years | years, 0322
Divorce-registration area-~=-==-~ 100.0 19.2 | 42.9} 16.5 ! 7.7 4.8 3.4 5.5
Alaska-==cmmemcmm o e e e e 100.0 13.5 | 41.3] 17.3] 11.0 6.0 4.9 6.0
Californige-ememmemccmmcccscaccccccnnn 100.0 16,4 40.9] 16.8 8.9 5.7 4,1 7.2
Comnecticuteemmccmcana memcemreumeee=== | 100,0 15.2 | 49.7} 18.9 6.6 4.0 2.2 3.3
Hawaii-mewmmocemecccecmcmccmmamanma——— 100.0 || 13.2| 42.0| 21.0{ 9.1| 5.3{ 3.7 5.7
Idaho=mesmrecm—m——— - —————————————— 100.0 || 14.5| 40.3| 17.5| 9.6| 5.5| 4.8 7.8
I11inoise—eem-ecrcrmercccmcc e ~- | 100.0 17.6 | 43,0 17.6 8.3 4.7 3.6 5.1
e R e EE R L PP Pt 100.0 22,9 | 42.4| 14.4 7.4 4.9 3.0 5.1
Kansase=--===m=mememcronacnaan m————— --| 100.0 21.8| 43.5| 14.3 6.9 4.6 3.3 5.6
Kentucky-=--- e et L LT 100.0 25,7 | 39.8| 13.8 6.7 4.6 3.0 6.4
Migsouri--=-- me———ees e emmemm———— 100.0 22,0 40.0| 14.1 8.0 5.5 3.9 6.4
Montang=s=m=cecccacanmacex —m—ememmemn 100.0 12,7 43,1 17.8 9.1 5.5 4.2 7.5
Nebraska==-=-- e e LR 100.0 17.3 47.7| 17.0 5.7 4.1 2.8 5.5
New York-e-=- S el e EE T PP E PP 100.0 15.3| 47.8] 18,7 8.2 4,2 2.2 3.6
Oregon---==-- e mmems e e mced e m—————— 100.0 6.9 | 39.9| 18,3 8.0 5.2 4.1 7.6
Pennsylvaniges~=cemcrcccmnccaacan === 100.0 20,6 46,8] 16.3 6.2 4.2 2.1 3.7
Rhode Island--==e=w- R 100.0 16.3 | 49.4| 19.3 7.0 3.3 1.9 2,8
TeNNesSeemmmmm—mremammamemn—ae—== -e===1 100.0 25.5 | 39.3| 15.6 6.5 3.7 3.3 6.0
Vermont=ammenmmaoecam——————————— mem-=] 100.0 19.5| 47.8] 16.1 7.4 3.8 2.2 3.2
Virginia~--=- mmmcmmm—cmm——c e —— meme=| 100.0 || 24.1| 44.8| 15.2] 6.4f 3.4 2.4 3.6
HiSCONSiNemmmmearm—n—e—m———————— m—eee| 100.0 16.9] 49,01 16.4l 7.0l 4,01 2.5 4.1



Table 9., Percent distribution of divorces by age of husband and wife at marriage: divorce~-regis=-
tration area and 20 registration States, 1969~~Con.

[Percents were not computed for States where the reporting of age was less than 75 percent complete]

All Age of wife at marriage
di-

Area vorces 45
1|l Uader | 20-24| 25-29| 30-34| 35-39| 40-44 | years
ments years | Years| years| years| years| years o:zg

Divorce-registration area=e=e=--{ 100,0 45.8 1 29,6 9.5 5.3 3.6 2.4 3.7
Alagska=~emeccrnmccacnemrcacanncnmaonaan 100.0 41,5 29.3| 10.7 5.6 6.2 2.7 4,0
California-~ -———- e—————————— 100.0 40,7 1 29.6| 10.5 6.7 4.4 3.1 4.9
Comnecticut=sececccccnnccena —————————— 100.0 42,1 | 38.7 8.7 3.9 3.1 1.4 2.2
Hawali meeeemmmccccnrc e e e e e ee 100.0 34,7 | 36.4) 13.9 5.9 4,1 2.4 2,7
Idaho--- ———- ———— 100.0 41.0 | 30.5| 10.4 5.4 4,0 3.9 4.8
I1llinoig~~=e=ca- e e LT L LT 1000} 45.1| 29.9| 10.2 5.2 3.3 2.9 3.4
Iowam=== —meeme e e —— - ————— 100.0 50.2 | 27.3 8.7 4.8 2.9 2.4 3.6
Kangag ===c=wcmcaae ——————- ———eeemee——— - | 100.0 49,5 | 27.4 8.5 4,7 3.7 2,3 3.9
Kentucky=-=e= ————————— -—————————————— 100.0 52.4 | 24,5 7.7 4.9 3.0 2.7 4.7
Missouri--eemmemcmccccnccccc e e e 100.0 48,1 | 26.4 9.2 5.0 4,2 2.4 4,7
Montange~-eecescanana L L T E T -e=== | 100.0 41,2 | 30.7| 10,1 5.7 4.4 2,7 5.2
Nebraskae=seescoccrcmmumcnncacan —————— 100,0 46,2 | 31.8 8,2 4.8 3.1 2,5 3.3
New York--ememocuwacmcacccnmcacmmacaaa 100.0 43.6 | 34.2] 10.3 5.3 2.9 1.3 2.4
Dregon=-eremecceoccaccncamana memewemeee= | 100,0 44,0 | 26.8| 11.0 6.2 4,1 2.9 5.1
Pemmsylvania=-~ m~=memw-== | 100,0 48.9 | 32.7 8.0 4.3 3.0 1.2 2.0
Rhode Island-- ————emm—————— - | 100.0 54,8 | 36.7 8.7 4,0 2,1 1.9 1.8

' Pennessee «samaceea [ 100,0 52,7 | 24.3 9.0 4.0 3.2 2.5 4.3
Vermont-- - ~-| 100.0 51.4 | 30.4 8.5 4,2 1.9 2,0 1.5
Virginia-eescmccccmneccnmacnemacnmcaaan 100.0 52.3 | 28.5 7.7 4.7 3.4 1.5 1.8
YWisconsin - - ~=e==~| 100.0 48,1 | 33.8 7.1 3.8 2.3 1.7 3.1
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Table 10, Median age of husband and wife at marriage:

divorce-registration area and each registration
State, 1962-69

Median age of husband at marriage

Area
1969 1968 1967 1966 1965 1964 1963 1962

Diiziiﬁgrziizi-- 23.6 23.7 23.5 23.5 23.7 23.7 23.9 24.0
Alabamalemmmsmmmcmme e 22.8 23.3 24,7 24,2 24,3 23.6 24,5 26.7
Alaskamemcommcmomennn- 2% .4 125,3 125,1 125,4 127,7 127,2 127.6 126,7
Californigaec=m—cemacan 24,1 24,3 —— _— _——— ——— —— ——
Connecticut=~-emccman~ 23,5 23,7 -—— - —— — —— ———
Georgidmmmmmmcmommm e 23.2 23.2 23.1 23.2 23.4 123.3 123,4 123,9
Hawaiis-m-meemccccce. 24,4 24.7 24,9 26.0 25.6 24,6 25.3 25.1
Idaho - 24 .4 24.4 24.0 24.0 24,4 24.3 24,2 24.5
I11inois=mmmmccccnmmnan 23.8 23.8 ——— -——— -—— —-—— —— ——
Iowa 23.2 23.2 23.3 23.2 23.6 23.6 23,7 24.0
Kansas 23.2 23.2 23,7 23.7 24.0 24,0 24,1 24,2
Kentucky~meemocmanaman 23.1 - - -——- ——— —-—— -—— -
Marylandeme-ememmeemas 23.3 23.2 22.9 123.2 123.3 23.3 123,5 23.3
Michiganleeesmeomomean 22.6 22.6 23.1 23.0 22,9 23.6 22.8 23.4
MiSSOUrimmmmmmammanane 23.5 23.6 23.8 23.8 24,0 24,0 24.0 23.8
Montanameeem=cm——m———— 24.3 24.5 24.7 24.5 24.6 24.8 25.0 24.6
Nebraskaem=rmemmecocern 23.4 23.6 23.6 23.8 23.6 23.9 23,9 124.4
New Yorkee-es-mceecoea- 23.6 - —— ——— —— —— ——— ———
Ohiod memmreccmeme e 23.6 23.6 23.7 24.0 24.0 23,7 24.4 24,2
Oregon=-rmeeemmmecee—- 24,2 23,9 24,1 24.5 24.5 24,3 24,9 24.5
Pennsylvania--=-me~enm 23,1 23.2 23.3 23,2 23,5 23,7 23.4 23.8
Rhode Islande-=e===c—c 23.4 23.3 23.6 23.5 23.2 23.7 23.6 ——
South Dakotal ~eememmm- 24.0 23.1 23.7 24,2 23.0 23.8 24.0 24.2
Tennesseeer~=ameccman~ 23.1 23.0 23.1 23,2 23.2 23.1 23,6 24,2
Utah 23.2 23.3 23.2 23.1 23.3 23.4 23.5 23,7
Vermonte-e-mememcccrmeana- 23.2 23.2 —— ——— -—- -—— -——— -
Virginiam—-ee—ccemeean 22,9 23,2 23.1 23.3 23,2 23.5 23.6 23.8
Wisconsineeemmcomemmane 23.4 23.5 23.6 23.6 23.7 23.8 24.0 24,9
Wyominglimmmaaramaneean 24.0 23,5 23.9 25,7 24,1 24,1 23.3 25,0

IComputed from data less than 50 percent complete,



Table 10. Median age of husband and wife at marriage:

divorce~-registration area and each registration
State, 1962-69—Con.

Median age of wife at marriage

Area
1969 1968 1967 1966 1965 1964 1963 1962
Divorce=regis=-

tration area--=- 20.7 20.7 20,3 20.3 20.4 20.4 20.6 20.7
Alabamalic==rmemaam= -—- 19.1 19.4 19.5 20.4 19.6 21.3 22,1 19.8
Alaska 121.5 122,1 121.8 122,6 123.4 123.1 123.3 2.1
Californja-==wm=n=m ——— 21.6 21.6 -— -—- —— -—— —— -—
Connecticutw==w==e= ——— 21.0 21,2 -—— -——— —— ——— —-— -——
Georgiasemmmmecmnmen o 20,0 19.9 19.6 21.0 19.9 119.8 119.9 120.3
Hawaii 22.1 22.5 22,6 23.7 23.5 22.2 22,5 22.9
Edaho 21.5 21.3 21.2 20.7 21.3 21.3 21,2 21.6
Illinois~==——cmrenecnae 20.8 20,7 —— - —— -— —— -—
Towa=- 20.0 19.8 19.9 20,0 20.2 20.1 20.1 20.3
Kansas 20.1 20.0 20.7 20.7 20.8 21.0 20.9 21.4
Kentucky=weemmmenanaas 19.7 —— — -—— -— -— -— ——
Marylandese=mmmeecnmo- 20.4 20.3 19.6 121.0 119.5 19.6 19,7 20.1
Michigan!emesmecccmncan 19.5 19.3 19.9 20.9 19.3 19.6 21.2 20.5
Missouridmenmemcamman— 20.4 20.8 20.3 20.2 20.7 20.7 20.2 20.4
Montanaermem=mecenemeon- 21.4 21.4 21,5 21.6 21.6 21.8 21.7 21.4
Nebraskar--rmarmecacane 20.6 20.7 20,7 20.8 20.8 20.8 20.4 121._1
New Yorkeererercnenane 20.9 — ~——— -—— —-— ——— ——— -—
Ohiol 20.7 20.7 20.8 21.4 21.0 21.0 21.5 21.0
Oregon 21,1 20.8 20.9 21.0 21.6 21,0 21.6 22,0
Pennsylvanigmeeammana- 20.2 20.0 20.4 20.3 20.5 20,1 20.6 20.4
Rhode Island=esmmemee= 20.7 20.5 21.1 21.0 20.6 21.4 20.9 ——
South Dakotalem—same-e 20.1 19.9 19.5 20.8 18.8 20.5 20.5 20.1
Tennesgee==mmen= m————— 19.7 19.6 19,7 20.9 19.6 19.5 19.9 19.9
Utah: 20.0 19.9 19.9 21.0 19.9 19.8 19.8 20.6
Vermont=smemanecarcesnee- 19.8 19.8 —— —-— —— -— ——— -
Virginig=e-=~nccncenen 19.7 19.9 19.8 21.0 19.6 20,2 20.4 20.4
Wisconsines===ce=- ~——— 20,3 20.5 20,5 20.6 21.0 20.8 20.9 22,0
Wyominglem=eseeen— ———— 20.5 Zd.f 19.8 22.3 20.0 19.7 19.7 22,0

1Computed from data less than 50 percent complete,
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Table 11. Percent distribution of divorces by race of husband and wife: divorce-registration area

and 20 registration States, 1969

[Percents were not computed for States where the reporting of age was less than 75 percent complete]

Husband Wife
All All
Area di- di-
vorces vorces
White | Negro g:z:: White | Negro 2222:

Divorce-registration area----- 100.0 89.4 9.6 0.9 100.0 89.5 2.4 1.1
Alaska---ccmcmcm e - 100.0 85.4 3.0 11.6 100.0 82,2 2.7 15.0
Californidmmr-meecmmmac e 100.0 92.4 6.7 1.0 100.0 92.4 6.4 1.2
Conmecticutmwememmmmmcmom oo o 100.0 90.8 8.9 0.2 | 100.0 91.2 8.7 0.2
Hawaii~---ccmmmcmmmmmmme e 100.0 51.6 1.7 46.6{ 100,0 47.9 1.1 51.0
Tdaho - ==memcmmmammc—mammm e 100.0 98.3 0.5 1.2] 100,0 98.6 0.5 0.9
I11inoiS -mememmommm e mcm e o 100.0 83.9| 15.8 0.2 100.0 84.2 | 15.4 0.4
TOWA m == mmm o m e 100,0 97.1 2.7 0.2 100.0 97.4 2.4 0.2
Kansas --==memmmmceomcae e e----| 100.0 92,5 6.9 0.6 | 100.0 92.7 6.6 0.7
‘Kentucky--ccccemmcccm e e mcee e 100.0 93.4 6.6 -1 100.0 93.4 6.6 -
'‘Missouri---m--ecccccmcmmmneem e 100.0 87.9 12.1 0.1 100.0 87.9 12.0 0,1
Montana --- 100.0 94,9 0.5 4,6 100.0 94,5 0.4 5.1
Nebraska-- 100.0 93.2 6.6 0.1} 100.0 93.1 6.3 0.6
New YOrK---a-mcoocmmmcmmc e 100.0 84,51 15.2 0.3 100.0 84.9 ] 14,8 0.3
Oregon ~-=-—=meme e e 100.0 97.9 1.4 0.8 100.0 97.7 1.3 1.1
Pennsylvania------=ccecommmae .o 100.0 90,7 9.3 -| 100.0 90.6 9.4 0.1
Rhode Island-----c-cmomcomcmce o 100.0 96,0 3.6 0.5 100,0 96,0 3.6 0.5
TeNnessSee ~~mmmcmmommme e em e mme e 100.0 88.0 12,0 0.0 100.0 87.8 12,0 0.2
Vermont ~=-we-mce-cmmme e m e 100.0 98.5 1.5 -| 100.0 98.4 1.5 0.1
Virginia------ceoomcmme 100.0 83,2 | 16.6 0.2 100.0 83.1| 16.5 0.4
Wisconsin---meoomocmecomma e 100,0 93.1 6.2 0.7 100.0 93.4 6.0 0.7
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Table 12. Percent distribution of divorces by number of this marriage of husband and wife at time
of decree: divorce-registration area and 19 registration States, 1969

[Percents were not computed for States where the reporting of the number of this marriage was less than 75 percent complete]

Number of this mar-
riage of husband

Number of this mar-
riage of wife

All All
Area di- di-
vorces Third| vorces Third
First ]| Second or First | Second or
more more

Divorce~registration area-=--| 100.0 74,2 19.8 6.0] 100.0 73.6 19.9 6.5
Alaska-- --| 100.0 64,6 23.9{ 1l.5] 100.0 63.9 23.6 12,5
California 100.0 67.8 23.8 8.4| 100.0 66.3 23,8 9.9
Connecticut -| 100.0 83.0 14.7 2,3] 100.0 83.8 13.9 2,3
Hawaii-~ - 100,0 76.8 17.6 5.6 100.0 76.2 17.7 6,2
Idaho==~we- =e===| 100.0 63.9 24,3| 11.8} 100.0 60,2 27.1 12,7
Illinois 100.0 76.4 18.8 4,8 100.0 76.1 18.3 5.6
Iowa-= oo m—— 100.0 71.2 21.4 7.4| L100.0 72.4 19.3 8.3
Kansag=e= 100.0 72.0 20.6 7.4 100.0 70.4 22,2 7.4
Kentuckyw=e=cee= 100.0 74.0 20.6 5.3| 100.0 72.8 21.8 5.4
Missouri-e==e= 100.0 68.3 22,7 9.0| 100.0 69.3 23,1 7.6
Montana 100.0 68,4 23.2 8.3} 100.0 67.2 23.6 9.2
New York=- 100.0 85.6 12.6 1.8} 100.0 86.8 11.8 1.5
Oregon=-~ - 100.0 65.4 24,5| 10,0| 100.0 65.3 23.9 10.7
Pennsylvania-- -=-| 100.0 84.7 13.4 2,0| 100.0 84.5 13.8 1.7
Rhode Island - ~==1{ 100.0 85.9 12.3 1.8] 100,0 85.1 13.7 1.2
Tennessee~= 100.0 69,7 23.5 6.8 100.0 70.6 22,2 7.1
Vermont === 100.0 85.0 13.0 2.1{ 100.0 84.6 13.9 1.6
Virginia-- ~===} 100.0 82.6 15.1 2,3 100.0 80.7 16,3 2.9
Wisconsin == | 100,0 82,7 14.7 2,5| 100.0 15.1 2.9

82.0
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Table 13. Divorces by number of times husbands and wives have been previously widowed
and divorced: California, 1969

Number of times widowed
Number of times divorced Twice ot
Total Never Once or stated
more
Husband
Totglemme e m e e 81,520 60,300 2,310 210 18,700
Never---=---m—mm e e e 48,460 47,080 1,010 60 310
Once--=mm-mm e e 16,000 9,450 550 20 5,980
Twice-—m—emm e m e e e 3,840 2,160 150 40 1,490
3 times or more---=--——=-cmc—mmmamnnn 1,400 670 110 - 620
Not statedem---cmcmccmcmmmccccceem 11,820 940 490 90 10,300
Wife

Total-vemmmcmcm e e 81,520 59,620 3,260 260 18,380
Nevel==-mamm e e e e 47,500 46,010 1,040 70 380
Once-=remm e e e e 16,230 9,570 1,060 80 5,520
Twice=-mem e e 4,410 2,470 220 60 1,660
3 times Or more=---—-—--——;—ccmmaaeaa- 1,400 670 60 - 670
Not stated-====wscom e e 11,980 900 880 50 10,150
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Table 14.

Median and quartile years of school
of divorce: 10 divorce-registration States, 1969

completed for husband and wife at time

[Medians and quartiles not computed for States where reporting of education was less than 50 percent complete]

Husband Wife
State

qgiiigle Median qagiigle qiiiizle Median ngiigle
Alask@-w-cmememcammcccnnea 11.4 12.4 12,9 11.6 12.5 13.0
Californiga--=-==--ec-muen 11.5 12.4 12,9 11.5 12,5 13.4
Connecticut---====ccmcwn-o 10.7 12,3 12.8 9.7 12.1 12.8
Hawaii----cemcmmcmommm e 11.6 12.5 13.1 11.5 12.5 13.6
Illinoigs ~=-comomemecmmum~ 10.5 12.2 12.8 10,2 12,2 12,8
Kansag ---=-—-=c-cwm—u_o- 10.9 12,3 12.9 10.7 12.3 12.9
Nebraska--=ce--c-oc-eoweu- 11,2 12.3 12,9 10.8 12,3 12.9
New York----e-ecmcenoonan 10.7 12.3 12.8 9.9 12,2 12,8
Rhode Island------==-==-- 10.4 12.2 12,7 9.9 12.1 12.7
vermont--=--==eesoccomao- 10.1 12.2 12.8 8.9 11,9 12,7
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Table 15. Percent distribution of divorces by years of school completed for husband and wife: 7 divorce-registra-

[Percents were not computed for States where reporting of education was less than 75 percent complctc]~

tion States, 1969

ALl Elementary school High school College
di-
State vg;ges scggol- 5
: 2 2 :: _ ing Total yi;Zs yegrs Total yi;?.'s ye:rs Total yigf's yggﬁ:’s yg:rs
more
Husband
California«---c-ceccaa 100.0 0.6 6.1 2,8 3.43 71.9 23.4 | 48.4) 21.4 13.0 6.8 1.7
Commecticutawe ~--o-- 100,0 0.1 ] 10.1 2,5 7.6} 71.5 28,4 43,11 18.2 10.3 6.3 1.6
Rawaii----covcmcnocao 100.0 0.6 7.2 3.8 3.4] 66.5 20.0 | 46.5] 25.7 13.3 8.7 3.7
Kansagr=w---wmmcac—u-o 100.0 0.1 9.4 1.8 7.7 71.7 25.3 | 46.4| 18.8 12,0 5.2 1.6
Nebraska-----<------- 100.0 - 8.1 2.0 6.2 72.6 25.8 | 46.8] 19.3 12.5 5.9 0.9
New York----e-sw--oaa 100.0 0.3 | 12.9 3.7 2.3 72.3 23.2 | 49.2 | 1l4.4 7.3 5.1 2,0
Vermont -=-ce-ma-maaun 100.0 -1 16.7 3.6 | 13.1] 65.3 26.9 | 38.4} 18.0 11.8 5.1 1.2
Wife

Californias-wceccana- 100.0 0.8 8.5 3.8 4.6] 63.6 20.0 | 43,6 27.2 12.9] 10.4 3.9
Connecticut--=----o- 100.0 0.2 | 19.8 5.7 14.1] 60.3 25.4 | 35.0} 19.7 7.8 8.0 3.8
Hawaiiwweeoommmoocenn 100.0 0.6 | 10.7 5.9 4.8] 60.9 16.4 | 44.,5)] 27.8 11,5} 10.3 6.0
Kansas »==--v-mccuman= 100.0 0.1 ] 14.9 3.8 11.1}] 62.3 20.4 | 41,9 22.7 12,2 7.3 3.3
Nebraska--=-cews-camaa 100.0 0.1 ] 13.2 3.7 9.5 64,2 23.2 | 41,0} 22.4 12.2 7.6 2,6
New York---v-vceoeaoa 100.0 0.2 | 19.2 6.4 12,7] 64.2 24,2 | 40.0| 16.5 6.6 5.9 4.0
Vermont -=-wemeccaaaan 100.0 0.3 ] 26,1 5.4 ] 20,7} 57.6 24.5 | 33.1] 16.0 6.5 7.3 2,2




Table 16, Percent distribution of divorces by total number of living children and num-
ber of children under 18 years of age: 19 divorce-registration States, 1969

[Percents computed for States reporting total number of living children]

All Number of children reported
di-
vorces
State and 6
annul - || None | 1 2 3 4 5 or
ments more
Alaska
All childrenww-ecemuw- e --] 100,01 35.4] 21,8} 19.1]11.3 ] 6.7{ 3.1 2,6
Children under 18 yearseeswew==---| 100,0]| 39.8} 22,6] 19.5| 8.9 | 5.4 2.0 1.8
California
All children=eeermmaracccmarcmrcee 100.0 37.7} 21.8} 20,5 )|11.2| 5.2| 1.9 1.8
Children under 18 years=---- -—————— —— eme | mem] mme | mme ] eme ) mae ———
Connecticut
All children-=emccceemecrmcmamneean 100.0 |} 23.4| 21.8} 24.2 16,0 7.2 4.3 3.0
Children under 18 years==-rm=mmman- 100.0{ 30.1| 23.2| 23.5 | 13.1 5.0 3.1 2.0
Hawaii
All children--e=ceremememceommennnce 100.0i 30.2| 20.2 18.7|13.7 ] 8.6] 4.7 3.9
Children under 18 years=-e=w-m=a-- 100.0 || 35.5| 20.8| 17.8|12.9| 6.9 3.5 2,6
_Idaho
All children--eeremmcccmccnmmcean 100.0 |} 37.4| 23.6§ 18.4 | 10.4 | 6.7 2.1 1.5
Children under 18 yearsle-cececee-o 100.0 || 40.71} 23.7{ 18.1 9.4 5.6 1.6 0.9
Illinois
All childrenecesmemecaacecnas cam——— 100.0 || 37.3 | 21.6| 18.7 {11L.4| 6.2} 2.8 2,1
Children under 18 yearse=e~cecceca- 100.0 )} 41.31} 23.0117.5| 9.7 5.3| 1.8 1.3
Towa
All children~ws=creccrecereecnmcnan- 100.0 || 32.8 ] 23,4} 19.8 |12.4 | 5.5| 3.4 2.6
Children under 18 yearsee==s=reuc= 100.0 || 37.3| 24.2| 18,7 {10.9§ 4.4| 3.0 1.4
Kansas
All children~e-mcmmmaumaaa~ “=ewee=| 100,0{| 35.7 % 23,4|19.1|11.0] 5.6 2.6 2.6
Children under 18 yearsememmemen-- 100,0 (| 40.1]25.0|17.9| 9.0 | 4.6} 1.9 1.5
Maryland
All children-e=s-reccermccmcenna. 100.0 || 27.3}|27.2}21.7 |{12.0| 6.6} 2.8 2.4
Children under 18 years~=-=ce—an-- 100,04 36,6 27.,2}119.,0] 9.3 5.2| 1.9 0.8
Michigan
All children-~=~ew«~ —————————————— 100.0} 36.2|19.8|18.6 12,2} 6.7| 3.2 3.5
Children under 18 years~-~-=-a= ~--{ 100,01 39.6) 21.6| 17.6]10.6 5.71 2.6 2.3

INumber of children affected by decree.
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Table 16. Percent distribution of divorces by total number of living children and num-
ber of children under 18 years of age: 19 divorce-registration States, 1969—Con.

[Percents computed for States reporting total number of living children]

All Number of children reported
di=-
vorces
State and 6
annul-|| None| 1 2 3 4 5 or
ments more
Nebraska
All children-=s=sm=sscecccanccocnnce 100.0 || 31.2( 23.2f 19.61] 12.3] 7.2| 3.8 2,7
Children under 18 yearsl--caca-a-- 100,0|| 35.5| 24.0f 19.1}| 10.6] 6.1; 2.8 2,0
New York
All childrene=-s-mececcranacneaccas 100.0|| 28.6| 23.9| 22,4 13.5| 6.4] 2.9 2.2
Children under 18 years---=-—=e-=-- 100.0 . 24,8| 19.3| 11.6] 4.3| 1.7 1.1
Pennsylvania
All children~-smcmmcmrcamcrccnen- 100.0{| 30,7( 25.7} 20,0/ 12.2{ 5.9| 2.9 2.5
Children under 18 yearss=se==—e=-- 100.0 || 39.1| 24, 17.7 1 10.3| 4.8] 2.1 1.1
Rhode Island
All childrene~-asrmeccammmcnmeancn- 100.0 || 25.4| 23,9} 23.9| 13.4] 7.9 3.3 2,2
Children under 18 yearsesse—c=mc=c 100.0 1| 32.2 23.9| 22,3 11.0| 6.4{ 2.7 1.5
Tennessee
All children-=esrm=rcsmecrcenmanea- 100.0 || 41.3| 23,3 17.7| 9.2 4.4| 2.1 1.9
Children under 18 yearse-==~e-c--- 100.0}| 45.3] 23.7f 17.1 7.9 3.3 1.5 1.1
Utah
All childrenw-eressmemcr e cmn e~ 100.0 )y 32,7 22.8| 17.5| 11.9| 8.5 3.5 3.1
Children under 18 yearsmw=mam=wma.- 100.0 ([ 35.1( 23.8] 17.5| 11.6| 7.1| 2.8 2,2
Vermont
All childrege~eemcmcccmmnem e 100.0)] 17.8) 20.4( 22,9 17.2} 9.4| 7.2 5.2
Children under 18 yearsew==w==-=~-=| 100.0(| 26.4| 20. 22, 15.0} 7.2{ 4.8 3.5
Wisconsin
All children-ee-ssmmmcmmae e 100.0|f 25.7| 22.2{ 20.9] 13,9| 8.1} 3.9 5.3
Children under 18 yearSe—w~=w==—ca=. 100.0{| 30.5| 24.4| 20.2} 11.9} 6.9{ 3.1 2.9
Wyoming
All children~=-==memecccemamenne - 100.0/) 38.1| 18.8}{ 18.4| 12.1| 7.1} 3.0 2.5
Children under 18 years-~e=—-e=mmema- 100.0( 41,2 22.3| 17,7 | 10.4| 5.2 1.6 1.6

INumber of children affected by decree.
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Table 17. Number of children under 18 years of age involved in divorces, mean number of children,
and rate: divorce-registration area and each registration State, 1967-69

[For estimating method, see appendix]

- Mean children Rate per 1,000
Children involved per dectee chgldreﬁ
Area
1969 1968 1967 | 1969 | 1968 | 1967 | 1969 | 1968 | 1967

Divorce-registration area-~ | 494,900 | 421,300 | 248,300 {1.31 [1.33 [ 1.33 | 10.9) 11.0 | 9.4
Alabama 16,800| 16,200 | 14,800 | 1.18 | 1.24 | 1.23 | 13.1| 12.4 | 11.2
Alaska : 2,000 1,800 | 11,500 |1.32 }1.37 | 1.29{16.1| 15.0 | 12.7
California® 112,700 | 103,400 = l1.3811.37] === |16.6|15.3| ---
Connecticut 9,100 8,400 == 11.57 |1.57| ---] 8.9| 8,3| ===
Georgia , 18,800 | 17,100 | 16,700 | 1.09 | 1.10 | 1.16 § 10,9 | 10.0 [ 9.8
Hawaii 3,600 2,600 | 32,10011.56 {1.39 |1.45]|11,8] 8.6 | 7.1
Tdaho* 4,400 4,100 3,900 | 1.26 | 1.25 | 1.24 | 16.7 | 15.5 | 14.6
Illinoisw=~ 46,000 | 41,600 ~==l1.2711.29| ===111.9]|10.8| -=~--
Towa 9,600 9,600 | 8,800 |1.37|1.46 | 1.44)10.0| 9.9 8.9
Kansas -—-| 10,000 9,600 | 59,600 | 1.26 | 1.35 | 1.42}12.7| 12,1 | 11.9
Kentucky -- 1| 11,000 —— ame | T2 | e | mem ] 9.7 mme i —--
Maryland 11,300 10,700 | 10,400 |1.28 |1.31 [1.40] 8.2 7.8 7.7
Michigan --| 39,700| 35,200} 33,100 | 1.40 | 1.39 | 1.40| 12.3| 10.8 | 10.2
Missouri. 20,700 | 19,900 | 17,300 |1.18 |1.21 |1.,19]13.2|12.7 | 11.0
Montana 3,900 3,600 | 3,300|1.39 (1.39}1.40]15.2|13.8| 12.5
Nebraska* 4,900| 4,500 | 4,500 {1.47 |1.50 {1.55| 9.7| 8.8 8.7
New York 27,900 —— B O 5 T I e B o B e
Ohio=- 48,100 | 43,200 | 41,000 {1.35|1.38 {1.38] 12.6| 11.4 | 10.8
Oregon --| 11,000| 10,400 | 10,000 |1.28 | 1.26 |1.32]16.3| 15.3 | 14.7
Pennsylvania . 27,600 | 26,400 | 25,300 | 1.28 {1.30 |1.36| 7.2} 6.8 | 6.5
Rhode Island 1,900 | 1,600 | 1,200 {1.50|1.65|1.39] 6.4} 5.4 4.0
South Dakota -— 2,000| 2,100 | 1,700 |1.60 {1.69 [1.56| 8.2| 8.5| 6.6
Tennessee 16,700 | 15,900 | 614,800 1,10 |1.19 |1.18 | 12.2|11.5| 10.7
Utah - 5,800 5,300 5,500 | 1.51 [1.56 [1.69 | 13.5| 12.3 | 12,8
Vermont 1,500 1,400 == 11,90 |1.84 | ~==-] 9.8} 9.3 -
Virginia 13,700 | 12,900: 11,400 {1.21+1,23 {1.18| 8.3{ 7.9 7.0
Wisconsin 12,000 | 11,700 9,400 {1.64 |1.68 {1.62 ]| 7.9| 7.6 ] 6.0
Wyoming 2,200 2,100 2,000 |1.28 {1.30 |1.29 | 18.8 | 17.8 | 16.5"

INumber of children under 21 affected.
2Number of living children of this marriage.
3Number of children under age 20,

4Number of children affected by decree,
5Number of children,

6Number of children under 18 of this marriage.



Table 18. Estimated number of all children of divorced couples and percent distribution by age: 19 divorce=-
registration States, 1969

[Included are States reporting total number of living children. For estimating methods, see appendix]

Number of children

Percent distribution

Mean children
per decree

All
di- .

State VO:;SS Under yégrs g?ii- gg;%- Under yégrs

annul - Total 18 and Total | ,nder| 18 Total 18 and

ments years over 18 years years | oo

reazs | 328

Totallemmemommmmaen (177,977 279,500 | 236,200 43,300| 100.0 84.5) 15.5} 1.57 1.33 0.24
Alaskae===== e e T LT 1,516 2,300 2,000 300| 100.0 87.0( 13.0} 1.524¢ 1.32 0.20
California 81,520 112,800 -——- -=~| 100.0 - --=| 1.38 ——— -
Connecticut-e~cemmcmeencaan 5,780 10,900 9,100| 1,800| 100.0 83.5} 16.5| 1.89 1,57 0.31
Hawaii- 2,314 4,300 3,600 700} 100.0 83.7| 16.3} 1.85 1.56 0.30
Idaho-~e==mmmmmcmmcn—cacc e 3,502 4,900 24,400 500{ 100,0 89.8 | 10.2| 1.40 1.26 0.14
Illinois- -1 36,330 53,200 46,000 7,200| 100.0 86.5| 13.5| 1.46 1.27 0.20
Iowam=rreemmmem e n i em e 7,032 11,100 9,600 1,500| 100.0 86,5 13.5| 1.58 1.37 0.21
Kansag=e=erereremcenmeamenax 7,958 | 11,800 10,000| 1,800] 100.0 84.7| 15.3| 1.48 1.26 0.23
Maryland=se=~-=mmmancacce_va 8,835 14,400 11,300| 3,100]| 100.0 78,57 21.5} 1.63 1.28 0.35
Michigan-~=eermcecncacannox 28,360 | 45,400 39,700 | 5,700| 100,0 87.4| 12.6| 1.60 1.40 0.20
Nebraska-e-ee-mmceammeceasn 3,332 5,500 24,900 600 100.0 89.1| 10.9] 1.65 1.47 0.18
New York-=meese—ee- m——————— 21,320 34,900 27,900 7,000} 100.0 79.9 20;1 1.64 1.31 0.33
Pennsylvanjia~=====« ~—————— 21,580} 34,000 27,600| 6,400] 100.,0 81.2| 18.8| 1.58 1.28 0.30
Rhode Islandm-=~wemcmencou- 1,264 2,200 1,900 300 100,0 86.4| 13.6 | 1.74 1.50 0.24
Tennesse@===wmmmmmcmmmenocn 15,175 19,400 16,700 | 2,700| 100.0 86,1 | 13.9| 1.28 1.10 0.18
Utah-=eecomcacanaae ——————— 3,841 6,400 5,800 600 | 100,0 90.6 9.4 1 1.67 1.5L 0.16
Vermont=--=cee~-mcmemamnmacs 788 1,800 1,500 300 100.0 83.3| 16.7| 2,28 1.90 0.38
Wisconsin~=m=mm=c=w mm—————— 7,328 14,400 12,000 | 2,400( 100.0 83.3| 16.7 ] 1.97 1.64 0.33
Wyoming=e~==n=mmmaecammmmeean 1,722 2,600 2,200 400 100.0 84.6| 15.4] 1.51 1.28 0.23

dExcludes California.

2Number of children affected by decree,
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Table 19. Median duration of marriage prior to divorce: divorce-registration area and
each registration State, 1967 -69

[Medians computed on data by single years]

Median duration of marriage
in years
Area

1969 1968 1967
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Table 20. Percent distribution of divorces by duration of marriage prior to separation

of divorcing couples: 12 divorce-registration States, 1969

| Pexcents were not computed for States where the reporting of the date of separation was less than 75 percent complete]

Duration of marriage

State atvorces than | 6-11 1 2 3 4 5
6 months | years | years | years | years | years
months
California-=-m=cmcmau- 100.0 11.4 6.1 10.6 9.2 7.6 6.5 5.2
Connecticut=mememmeean 100.0 5.3 4.4 9.1 8.5 7.6 6.9 6.3
Hawaijw---emecmancaaan 100.0 8.2 6.1 11.1 9.1 8.2 7.6 5.8
I11linois--mmmemmcmcaa.n 100.0 9.5 6.4 11.5 9.5 8.3 6.8 5.4
Kansas==-==mecccamcmax 100.0 10.3 7.1 11.8 | 10.6 8.4 6.4 5.0
Michigan----=cemecaaac 100.0 8.0 5.8 12.4 9.6 8.1 5.9 5.3
Missouri----mmecmcmana 100.0 11.0 7.6 12.2 10.0 7.4 6.5 5.4
Nebraskae--ecccmacaaa- 100.0 7.6 6.0 10.5 9.5 8.0 7.9 6.0
New Yorkee-weecweomaooo 100.0 8.2 6.4 10.7 8.9 8.1 5.9 6.0
Vermont=eeememecncacan 100.0 6.5 4.5 7.6 9.8 6.2 5.3 6.8
Virginige--ccormmacnca 100.0 7.1 4.3 10.0 10.6 8.5 6.9 5.0
Wisconsine=-eo-eccmea-- 100.0 5.2 4.0 9.1 8.8 8.8 6.8 5.6
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Table 20. Percent distribution of divorces by duration of marriage prior to separation
of divorcing couples: 12 divorce-registration States, 1969—Con.

[Percents were not computed for States where the reporting of the date of separation was less than 75 percent complete]

Duration of marriage-——Con.

state 6 7 8 9 10-14 { 15-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 yzgrs
years | years | years | years | years | years | years | years | or

more
Californig=em=c=eceeae 4.5 4.3 3.0 3.2 11.6 7.6 5.7 2.3 1.1
Connecticut~=m==m=emu= 5.1 3.9 4.0 3.1 14,5 16.5 6.1 3.3 1.4
Hawali=em=mcnemcancman- 5.5 4.5 4,7 2.5 11.7 7.6 4.7 2.0 0.8
I11inoig==wmeemmacncax 4.9 4.0 3.6 3.6 11.3 7.1 5.0 1.9 1.2
Kansas~===mmmemmcanaa= 4,2 4,1 3.1 2.8 9.6 6.7 5.8 2.3 1.7
Michigan-=-=ec-cecemaax 4.3 4.0 4.0 3.7 11.4 8.8 5.1 2.3 1.3
Missouri-e-eemmcowanax 3.9 3.5 3.0 3.0 10.8 7.1 4.8 2.5 1.3
Nebraska=e==~eemmcana- 4,2 4.4 3.2 3.3 11.9 8.1 5.3 2.5 1.7
New York-eemmemcemcwea 4,8 4,2 3.7 2.7 11.7 9.9 5.7 2.1 1.0
Vermont==-=emeceommesx 5.6 5.5 3.3 4.3 12.4 9.9 6.9 3.9 1.7
Virginigescmceeremecans 4.7 4.3 3.5 4,51 13.3 7.9 5.7 2,5 1.1
Wisconsine-=-=e-em=en-- 4,8 4.3 3.7 4,41 13.3 9.5 7.3 2.5 2.0
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Table 21. Median and quartile duration of marriage(in years)prior to separation and of
separation prior to divorce: 16 divorce-registration States, 1969

[Median and quartiles not computed for States where reporting of the date of separation was less than 50 percent complete]

Marriage to separation

Separation to divorce

State
First . Third First . Third
quartile Median quartile | quartile Median quartile
Alask@--ecmcmmcmc e m e 1.7 4.2 9.6 0.3 0.6 1.2
Californig---=cmcmececa_-- 1.7 4.8 11.4 1.3 1.7 2.3
Connecticut-s-mmmmencmea- 2.7 6.4 13.7 0.7 1.3 2.6
Hawail ~=-c-rcommmec e 2.0 5.0 10.8 0.8 1.5 2.4
Idaho~meccmmmc e 1.5 4,2 10,1 0.2 0.4 1.0
Illinois--emmmcmcccceeanm 1.8 4.7 10.7 0.4 0.9 1.9
Kansas-----eccmmmmecccnnx 1.6 4.3 10.6 0.2 0.5 1.0
Michigan---=-e-coomaceao. 1.9 5.0 11.7 0.7 1.1 2.0
Missouri----ecmememecmeno 1.5 4.3 10.7 0.3 0.6 1.4
Nebraska-=--c-wmemeucoaa. 2.1 5.1 11.9 0.3 0.6 1.2
New YOrKew-mmcwmemucaoona 2.0 5.3 12,4 1.0 2.3 4.5
Rhode Island-c--m-ceomeeanm 2,8 6.7 14.4 0.8 1.5 2.6
Tennessee-—=-=—cecemeammm s 1.5 4.4 10.8 0.3 0.6 1.4
Vermont ~-—=wc-mememaeoma = 2,7 6.6 14.0 1.3 1.8 2.7
Virginige-eececemcmancean 2.3 5.5 12,1 1.4 1.8 2,9
WisconSine---ccmemmccamawms 2.8 6.4 13.6 0.6 0.9 1.6
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Table 22. Percent distribution of divorces by duration of separation prior to divorce: 12 di-
vorce-registration States, 1969
[Percents were not computed for States where the reporting of the date of separation was less than 75 percent complete}]
Duration of separation
o
srare vozces It‘ﬁzrsl 6-11 2 3 4 5-9 |10-14 y]égrs
6 months | years | years | years| years | years | years| or
months more
California---~----=--- 100.0 4.7 2.6} 62.1( 17.1 6.5 2.2 3.6 0.8 0.5
Connecticut--=--=-ama- 100.0 10.5 31.3 | 26.4} 10.6 6.5 4.1 7.4 2.1 1.1
Hawaii---=c-ecmcccaonu- 100.0 17.8 12.9 ] 39.0§ 14.7 5.7 3.0 4.7 1.1 1.2
I1linois-=-====nemun-- 100.0 33.7 20.2 | 23.2 7.7 3.5 2.3 5.3 1.9 2.1
Kansas-=-=c-mememmecax 100.0 52.1 24,2 1 13.0 4.9 1.8 1.1 1.9 0.7 0.3
Michigan----ccecmcmuax 100.0 14.2 32.4f 27.9] 10.9 4.7 1.9 4.8 1.5 1.7
Missouri~----=c--c---- 100.0 47.2 21.1 | 15.5 6.1 2.5 1.7 3.6 1.2 1.1
Nebraska m--eemcoacmn-x 100.0 45.1 26.6 | 15.7 5.2 2.1 1.4 3.0 0.6 0.2
New York--=--mmcememna- 100,0 8.8 16.3 ] 19.4 | 16.0} 11.1 6.9 ] 13.7 4.2 3.6
Vermont----=r=cme-oeu- 100.0 1.3 10.8 | 50.31 17.5 7.0 4.5 5.6 2.0 1.0
Virginig----cemoreo—- 100.0 1.9 1.4 | 57.1] 15.4 8.2 4.0 7.7 2.4 2.0
Wisconsin----ce-cwaena 100.0 16.0 43.9 | 24.5 6.5 2.8 1.3 4.1 0.6 0.2
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APPENDIX
TECHNICAL NOTES

The term "divorce,” as used in this report, in-
cludes absolute divorces and annulments of marriage
unless it is clear from the text that only absolute
divorces are meant., Various types of limited divor-
ces (divorces from bed and board, legal separations,
separate maintenance, etc.) are excluded in all cases.

" Data are based on national divorce statistics, an-
nually published in Viial Statistics of the United States,
Volume IIl (Volume I for years prior to 1960) except
table 3, showing rates for foreign countries, taken from
the Demographic Yearbook of the United Nations, and
data on interracial divorces and on the new items,

FORM APPROVED
BUDGET BURZAU NO. 48-R1904

r 1

TYPE, OR PRINT IN LOCAL FRRE NUMBER

U.S. STANDARD CERTIFICATE OF

ABSOLUTE DIVORCE OR ANNULMENT

which are based on work tables prepared in the Na-
tional Center for Health Statistics (NCHS).

State totals for all years are received in NCHS
annually from the vital statistics offices of all 50
States and the District of Columbia. National, regional,
and divisional totals are prepared from the State
figures., Rates for the United States, individual States,
and other areas are prepared in NCHS.

All information other than totals is tabulated in
NCHS from samples of divorce certificates selected
from microfilms of all certificates provided annually
by the States participating in the divorce-registration

-
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Table I,

Sampling rates and sampling errors of estimated percentages: divorce~-registration area,

1968 and 1969, and each registration State, 1969

Sampling error of percentages
Sampling -
Area and year rate L or 9 10 or 25 or . s
90 75
Divorce=-registration area:
1969 (28 States) - - ore 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2
1968 (26 States)=~m—=mmcomcemmmcnce= g - 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2
Registration States, 1969:
Alabama L L L L L L L 1/10 0.2 0.8 1.1 1.3
Alaskae== e DL L DL e S e D -~ | All recorxds aes con cee ese
Californigee====sccmecncccnccmrcrnrrrancnnereca 1/10 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.5
Connecticut= - 1/2 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.7
Georgid===recnracocmcercenmecrecamcaceccsmnane '1/5 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.8
Hawaii - —— ~e==| All records coo eos see coe
Idaho - ———— cmemmem - cemnm— 1/2 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.9
Illinoig-earemen - 1/10 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.8
Tovamee~ g - ————— 1/2 0.1 0.4 0.5 0.6
KangaSe==seonunarnercnecereccnesrereceeccns e 1/2 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.6
Kentuckyseeemmcarenrcencncers 1/5 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.0
Marylandeescemcccmnnmceconaen~ 1/5 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.1
Michigan-=e===~ e enccee—- ——————— em e ———— 1/10 0.2 0.5 0.8 0.9
Missouri-- ———— -~ - 1/5 0.1 0.5 0.7 0.8
Montana. - =e==| All records cos cee oo see
Nebraska=se== ——— ——— 1/2 0.2 0.5 0.8 0.9
New York e em——— 1/10 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.0
Ohio=~~ - — 1/10 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.8
Oregon- - - - 1/5 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.1
Pennsylvania=rmesecccracrmcmmmcnee cnmcrnnee—a— 1/10 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.0
Rhode Island=w==-= - - - -—— All records. ese ces ese see
South Dakota- - s m————— All records oee eoe eee eon
Tennessee e ———————— 1/5 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.8
Utah ——— - ———————————— 1/2 0.2, 0.5 0.8 0.9
Vermont=remee—eceeren e een e me e o ————— —————— All records eoe see ose vae
Virginiae=rmeem—emescccmaccnn cmmen e e e e e 1/5 0.2 0.6 0.8 0.9
Wisconsin~- -—— 1/2 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.6
Wyoming====~ - e ————————— .| A1l records ces cee ves coe

SOURCE: MVSR ''Divorce Statistics, 1969."

area, In 1968, 26 States participated in the DRA, and
New York and Kentucky were added in 1969. The di-
vorce certificates of States included in the DRA are
patterned after the.U.,S, Standard Certificate of Ab-
solute Divorce or Annulment, which was revised in
1968 (figure I), but as yet not all States have revised
their forms to include the four items added to the
Standard Certificate in the 1968 revision.

The sampling rate for individual States was de-
signed to obtain State samples containing at least
1,000 records, Four different sampling rates are used:
all records, 1/2, 1/5, and 1/10. ALl figures estimated
from the sample, except for States wheré all records
were used, have sampling errors, The sampling rates
and the 1969 sampling errors of percentages are shown
in table L,

Percentages and medians were computed excluding
figures with information not stated. As variables were
reported with a varying degree of completeness, per-
cent distributions for individual States were computed
only if information was reported in at least 75 percent
of all records, and medians were computed if it was
reported in at least 50 percent of records. An ex-
ception is made here only for age medians routinely
computed for all DRA States and published in Viigl
Statistics of the United States, but age medians are
footmoted when based on less than 50 percent of cases.
The 1969 percent completeness of reporting variables
is shown in table II for the DRA and each State, and
the trend in the completeness of five selected vari-
ables for the DRA is shown in table IIL



Table II. Percent completeness of reporting demographic characteristics: divorce-registration
area and each registration State, 1969
Routinely collected items Recently added items
Chil- How 11
Aver - Number Du- dren A Date
Area age Q%e of ration | under Pzﬁ' Edu- {1liv- of
of a Racel this of 18 V;ars ca- ing | sepa-
the 5 crzgl mar- | mar- | years riag;s tion! |chil- ra-
items riage® | riage gée endedl dren | tion
Divorce-regis -
tration area-- | 83.0 76.0| 72.9 74.0 97.5| 94.7 (2) (2) (2) (2)
Alabama~----w--cmoom- 43.3 || 2.0| 27.4 3.7 98.9| 84.8 (2) (2) (2) ()
Alaska-cecmommoomnon 92.3 || 85.6 | 90.2 88.7 99.6 _97.4 4.2 61l.3 ]| 74.4 62.0
Californig----------- 392.0 || 92.2 | 93.9 87.4 9.8 %91.6 75.2 90.6 1 91.6 93.8
Connecticut-=--a-vu-x 97.2 || 95.0| 99.0 98.2 98.4| 95.4 3.9 9.6 | 97.2 89.5
Georgla--meccemacoanL 74.9 || 65.8 | 72.2 65.0 85.8| 86.0 0.1 0.4 (2) (2)
Hawaii-e--ocmcmcmanon 99.1 ¢ 97.9 ) 99.6 99.5 99.9| 98.7 34.1 93.2 [ 99.0 87.9
Idaho=~--=--=mccmocoun 87.1 | 78.6 | 83.0 78.1 97.3| 98.6 (2) (2) 96.5 73.8
Illinois—m--==rccn-n- 94.0 || 94.0} 89.0 93.1 98.0| 95.8 3.2 62.7 | 80.9 75.7
Towa-=-wccocmmmmmmao 99.2 1§ 99.6 | 99.7 99.3 99.0| 98.6 9.1 (2} | 99.0 (2)
Kansas --=-=-=-cumcamux 95.5 || 91.8 | 94.2 93.2 99.2{ 99.0 35.3 89.3 | 99.2 89.1
Kentucky 91.3 || 84.3| 92.6 84.9 97.3| 97.5 {2) (2) (2) (2)
Maryland 76.4 || 67.3| 68.5 67.1 99,3| 80.0 (2) (2).] 90.3 (2)
Michigan 46.8 | 24.7 3.9 7.1 99,8 99.2 1.5 4.5 95.9 79.6
Missouri 98.8 | 97.8 | 98.7 99.1 99.3| 99.0 (2) (2) (2 96.0
MOntana --===m=m=nmmnmn 98.4 | 98.4| 99.8| 98.0| 99.0% 97.1 (2) (2) (2) (2)
Nebraska~-=-m==zmman- 279.4 | 98.1| 99.3° (@) 99.84 99.9 (2) 94.7 | 99.8| 96.9
New York----co-ce-co- 93.3 | 79.3| 97.2 94,2 98.9| 97.8 16.5 83.1 | 98.4 87.8
Ohi0--mmmommmm o mmeae t57.9 11 41.8 | (2)| 49.4| 99.4} 99.2 (2) (2) (2) (2)
Oregon—-~=---~-=-c--- 86.8 || 89.9| 77.2 75.2 99.5| 92.4 (2) (2) (2) (2)
Pennsylvania--------- 87.7 || 83.4| 80.9 80.8 99.2| 94.3 (2) (2) | 97.6 (2)
Rhode Island-----=--- 89.9 | 94.8 | 82.2 80.8 98.1] 93.7 7.5 71,1 | 95.6 73.3
South Dakota--------- 56.9 || 22.9| 41.6| 21.5| 98.9| 99.4 (2) (2)]| (2 19.4
Tennessee ~--=m==mmmm- 98.7 || 97.5] 99.7 99.2 98.5| 98.8 14.6 44,6 | 97.4 73,1
Utah-ecccmecamaa e 718 72.3 | 71.1 70.3 70.5( 74.7 6.1 43.5 | 61.5 39.5
Vermont -«--cwuc-mmac-- 96.3 || 94.9 | 93.8 98.7 99.0( 95.1 2.3 87.3 | 97.6 88.3.
Virginia---=-ce-co-oo 99.4 || 98.7 | 100.0 99.6 99.3| 99.6 (2) 3.4 (2) 97.0
isconsin---- 99.6 || 99.2| 99.9 99.6 99.5] 99.8 0.1 (2) | 99.9 95.3
WYOMITE === mmmw e m = m e 46.4 7.1| 18.9 7.8 99.6| 98.6 1.4 5.7 | 79.3 9.9

lpercent completeness for husband; corresponding percentages for wives are similar.

2Not reportable.
3Children under 18 years of age
lated instead.

not reportable in California;

all living children were tabu.

The average for the 4 reportable items is 99.3 percent in Nebraska and 72.4 in Ohio.

The number of children under 18 years of age in-
volved in divorce was estimated for individual States
from the number of divorces classified by children re-
ported. This was done by distributing proportionally
cases with children not stated and multiplying the num-
ber of divorces with a given number of children re-
ported by that number (i.e., thenumber of divorces with
one child reported was multiplied by 1; the number of
divorces with two children reported, by 2, etc.) and
adding the products, To obtain the national estimate,
the average number of children per decree in a group

of 16 States was applied tothenationaltotal of divorces
and annulments.

The tentative national estimates of all children of
divorced couples and of children 18 years old and older
were obtained by multiplying the national divorce total
by the mean .numbers of all children and of grownup
children per decree in the 18 reporting States com-
bined (table 18), The national divorce total was also
multiplied by the mean number of children under 18
in the same group of States, and a ratio between the



Table ITI. Percent compléteness of reporting selected demographic characteristics: divorce-regis-
tration area, 1960-69

Characteristic

Num?er A\freiige

[o] (o] e
states | 5 char- |p85,0% | JoFThis |ofmars |childeen
DRA istics atogme husband marg;“-ge i;_;geoit ‘;ggf;g })g

decree husband decree age

1969mmcmmmmcmr e e e e e ee 28 83.0 76.0 72.9 74.0 97.3 9.7
1968 26 80.9’ 74.0 70.6 71.3 96.0 92,6
1967-- —- 22 75.7 64.5 58.4 63.1 97.4 95.3
1966-- — 22 75.5 63.5 58.2 62.7 97.6 95.6
1965=wm= - 22 74.8 62.1 58.7 61.5 97.4 94.3
1964 - 22 71.5 58.3 58.1 54,7 96.1 90.3
1963==~ - 22 70.2 53.8 56.2 52.6 97.1 J1.3
1962- - 21 73.0 56.6 61.9 56.2 97.6 92.6
196l emmmmmrcmecmm e emma—————— 20 75.5 63.4 70.2 57.2 96.8 90.1
1960=- - 18 72.2 58.8 68.9 51.1 95.6 86.5

product and the national estimate was used to adjust
the two other estimates,

Table E shows age percentages for brides and
grooms married in a uniform group of 22 States in the
years 1954-69. Percent distributions from which these
percentages were taken were published annually in
Vital Statistics of the United States, Volume III, 1963
through 1969. The 22 States included are: Alabama,
Alaska, Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Hawaii, Idaho,
lowa, Kansas, Maine, Maryland, Michigan, Montana,
New Hampshire, New York, Oregon, South Dakota, Ten-
nessee, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, and Wyoming, Prior
to 1965, data for New York excluded New York City.
Tabulations are prepared only for the entire group of
States, and it is impossible to exclude any State from
the group. Therefore, in table E, data on marriages
and on divorces refer to two different groups of States,
though 19 States are both in the DRA and in the uniform
group of States,

Divorce rates for the United States, 1940-69, shown
in table 1, were computed per 1,000 total population and
per 1,000 married women 15 years of age and over
enumerated as of April 1940, 1950, and 1960 and esti-
mated as of July 1 for the remaining years. The total
population for 1941-46 includes Armed Forces abroad.
Rates in table 6 are per 1,000 total resident population
in the respective areas, enumerated as of April 1960
and estimated as of July 1 for the remaining years.

Divorce rates by age of husband and wife at time
of decree and by number of children reported under
18 years of age were prepared using as numerators
the 1969 national annual total distributed by age, or by
number of children, according to percentages observed

for the DRA. Denominators for rates by age were taken
from No. 198, Series P-20, Curveni Population Re-
ports, U.S. Bureau of the Census, Denominators for
rates by number of children were prepared from data
on families and subfamilies found in Curreni Popula-
tion Reports, Series P-20, Nos. 198 and 200, by adding
up information for all types of families and subfamilies
with married head distributed by number of children.
Number of married couples without children under 18
could not be obtained by this method, because figures
are not available on childless married persons living
apart from their spouses., The denominator for the
category with no children was obtained by subtract-
ing all married couples with children from all mar-
ried women, age under S55.

This age limit was used, as very few females age
55 and older have children under 18 (families with fe-
male head, age 55 and over, included only 2.2 percent
of all children under 18 in families with female head).
By omitting from the denominator married females 55
years old and older, the rate for couples with no chil-
dren was made more comparable to rates for couples
with children. The same age limitation has been used
for preparing 1960 divorce rates by number of reported
children under 18 years of age.

The approximate divorce ratesbyrace of husband
were prepared by using as numerators the divorces
during 1969 in the 16 DRA States where reporting of
race was at least 89 percent complete. In States
where completeness was- less than 99 percent, cases
with race not stated were distributed proportionally.

Numbers of divorces granted to Negroes and per-
sons of other races were very small in some report-
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ing States, They were under 20 for Negroes in Ver-
mont and Montana and for other races in Connecticut,
Iowa, Missouri, Nebraska, and Tennessee. No divorces
were granted to persons of other races in Vermont and
Kentucky.

The denominators used to compute the rates are
1970 State population figures by race published in table
27 of Statistical Abstract of the Uniled States, 1971,

U.S. Bureau of the Census, As denominators refer toa
different year than numerators, the rates must be
considered approximations, but differences betweenthe
2 years could be expected not to affect the relative
magnitude of rates for the racial groups of the same
State.
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