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ABSTRACT:

Educational homogamy (henceforward homogamy) is also called positive educational assortative mating and
is defined as the social phenomenon in which people of similar educational backgrounds tend to marry each other.
Studies of homogamy are important because the consequence of homogamy for society is an increase in inequality
between the families where both spouses have high and both spouses have low educations.

This thesis uses the example of China to propose a mechanism by which drastic social instability affects
educational assortative mating by reducing the role of educational institutions as marriage markets.

I hypothesise that educational institutions are de facto marriage markets that foster homogamy. I also
hypothesise that marriage to someone met there depends on timing. In this way, social factors that affect marriage
timing or the availability of the marriage markets of educatonal institutions will affect the degree of educational
homogamy.

In China, educational homogamy showed a drastic decline during the Cultural Revolution (1966-1976). This
decline differs from the expectations of previous theories and remained unexplained so far.

The Cultural Revolution caused the closure of higher educational institutions and the disruption of life-
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courses through forced re-allocation to the countryside by the sent-down policy, which sent urban youth to live in
the rural areas, disrupting their marriage timings. This is behind the decline in educational homogamy in that era.

This study analyses nation-wide survey data of 1996 and 2006 China. Statistical analysis techniques of log-
multiplicative analysis and event history analysis are employed.

Overall, the causal mechanism that reduced educational homogamy in China during the Cultural Revolution
is as shownn in figure 1. Below I will describe the empirical analysis supporting it.

Log-multiplicative analysis shows that there was indeed a decline in homogamy during the Cultural
Revolution, and event history analysis shows that people are less likely to marry homogamously as time since
leaving school passes and at later ages.

Another event history analysis shows that those who were sent down to the countryside delayed their
marriage (i and ii). Because a similar event history analysis shows that the longer since leaving school, the less
likely one is to marry someone met there (iii), the sent down youth was more likely to marry someone met outside
of the school. The same event history analysis shows that people were less likely to marry spmeone met at school
during the Cultural Revolution, and is the evidence of the effect of higher educational institutions being closed (iv

and v).
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Figure 1. The Proposed Causal Mechanism

Lastly, another log-multiplicative analysis shows that couples that met at school are more likely to have
similar educational background than those who met in other places (vi), completing the causal chain.

In conclusion, the delay in marriage caused by the sent-down policy and the shutting down of higher
education led to more couples meting outside of educational institutions and consequently to less educational
homogamy, as educational institutions as marriage markets foster homogamy. This adds to the knowledge of how
educational homogamy is caused, and also provides an explanation for the Chinese trend of decline in educational

homogamy during the Cultural Revolution.
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