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1. =g’

A7A U EHF AEE AFHoz FH3AE & AT 9
Ak 2 W&FH 7IME Ggdt. 2s54FE, EFY 5 1S5Y g8
o FAANE 71EL2 FAT AT AU, F3 949, dABYA 2
< FARZoY EL 45 AY F AAREY FYFAE JFez E

T ASE ST d7= AU FHAF, 1990; 257, 1990; Blackburn
et al, 1993; Blackburn et al, 1995; UNDP, 2000). o]F| A= 53] 1990
d o|F FAMLT|FA BRI JAd7/)LA]4(Gender Related Development
Index)1t 4 A (Gender Enpowerment Index)& ©] EotdlA 7173
AEZHQ AFEolgdtn & 4 JHUNDP, 2000). &9 4% 718, A&
I @AM FUER T EHE YeE7) 938 o] AFEE 7 Wit
A Qg Qb

a2y o3 FHAEE o] &3 ol AFEL F X FHAA 7
T8 Fol At AHA, HlZATFIE A9 olFAX R AIEHPF I
AT A7 ddAHY Aojg dFdE AE FRIH ARAT FHox
AtE R A3 BEsd {onig ARE AEE) JAME vaAZ A7)

FHo. EAT AlFY & AN JEvde dHEHEES xS
FAMAE n7t Jde ZHE A&V JEY 21 AR e A M
U AL3e BlE] E2 AAQAA 2R AJAAE ¢+ W, EFFS AN
371 A% AR gqgetdd F 6 Ef0 @ F A Aotk wEA o
2 BHAM BL XFE0] AAJA vy FAHLE ded FAH
£ Hola g (Dijkstra and Hanmer, 2000; Oudhof, 2000).

4, HlRd 77t o] FojAHY Agx 1 7Y Lo HAdNA E3}
A& W, o83 FF AFTEL dF9 EF A4 (composite index)?)

o g2 ogA Ad AEES AFd BgErEE EAE df Fo

* B e 20029k SR ged ] Add Jid A7 =EdUth =89 %
IE 20018 F @A S AFEAATYNAN LRFHYLH, FIF =& AFA
oz AAdEA =Py

1) fr<lo] 19993 ZEY S EHFA ol @2y, §3& AYNLALE 71F02 A
174705 2 309, AR ABAFTE 7I€22 1245 F 78912 357}§RB}(UNDP 2000).
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o, add JAMNEAFY dRARAF ZL AFEL HFAE
A g3, Ao A2 FAHA Uk ol d HAAA FYFH o
AE o] Hpolst Bol U AL o]E AFd FdHer @2 dFE v
2 Fut) 9loh(Dijkstra, 2000; Dijkstra and Hanmer, 2000).

AR, QRNLAFY JAAFIFASF 2 FAARES ol&F AFES
#Y HopdA £ o AZUE ATFE vl FA}A & dUEHT
o d# A7E I AMZA Eue Rolg oy 2 49 AHAH ¢t
& AAE ok e Aol Fodt adH o AFEL dHENRTY
A3} #Ho] & RO Holx AFAAARI 8do2 FAFH U7 #
B o] Fofo] AFE AHAF|7M HAsA ¥}

dA, ol AFEL dUER T Yehtes 39 FoA IFETLE
atn Yt FAROE EHTS AAAHA Ado|AA FAld FHFHL
2 AXHE FAE o gy FAFAC TR Re ©E A
BEAA AR £ FAHAY GUT EYF A=/ 7 uEd 5 Ao

g B9, AEEY 2EFYE FUEET AEE AHE F e dX
doltt. T A3le HAEFHLS 2 A3 Ao #AY Gyt
Qe FoF AFelth, FAROE HEL 7

2% A5d BAZN ATz AU 29 T Ugd & Ag?

Azbe] AE F9 A Ao %L F31, 2E AU JHF 3

, 94, B8 2L 21814 B9 I F(transaction)d] F¥FES T th

B dAFE oldd FAME gartdAM dHERTE A% A8 &
Hel AEHP FEsux . 3] AHEF A9 FEE EIR
(marriage table)oll Al YeEh}E vl go] A7t AEAGT ALSllA
HaA He EYFTS & HoFm gdn o FAHLE AT ol
# EAH HARS 23] AT BARIH? AFE ML Aol
th. A4 Z7EE g2 Jdeds EP5AFLY 4US 2 A $8
T o2 ZEAAM AHE A
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2) AT BVALAIL BESE AP F& ARY AGEAE T FA AE AAY 45
3} 2e AnVAY Yee HFL ATk A2 ZAAAE AFH F¥E FEA(Q
AL WAL HAN B), Y, 3719, 9FA Y £02 Jehn JrkEHLR, 19989).
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I. ol&4 w7

o= AU AF, 3, FAtd wE YEUE FH FEAEE HX
At 53] AEA =AM 7HF FAHA HEQA vieA AYn e
MEAE o g o FErh stk 236, $-87F FEEr 2
o= A3 E oW A= w92 Ao )N FEZAFHA &K}
A3t FeEve AMdeln. o= FFx v $AE ofFH = gleo] A
A gerh 2@ e dEe Z2E FAA ARl AY HE, AF
E AEEENE g FHe FAE 2] vidoldh o3 Al

AE AAATY g e A (association)E HFAA ok &
3] -rEV]” 288 FAT AZE 7FLE oFoAE EEL AHEY,
A8 A Ay A T2 2 Agld bR 9% AHE $ gnk?

addH $Ee AP S 29y AERYE AT7E FE Ao A3
A9y AFTFEIE otvg FY] Y A A A9 Apole] 2HE LE F
Ak F, UL AFA A £ FHEHFT ATt 2 A3 28X
B2 A3AA Fte] AEFEIE 24 vEehd 5 Qi | &
A7t e AN GRET weAE 27 YEvhE AMEE g8 A
A dAdd. A dE durt 2EE A9, EAF AESE FEY o
27 dE3e F¥ol vhEA Yeldohi(Guttentah and Secord, 1983;
Lichter, 1990).° &3], $UEHS Axs}t 2 AFAE Ao AYst ¢
Z1e] A el wE] Fre AMLE WolEolr7t AuHez o JET. w
A ALY FUEHE AET 22545, 52 @2 A7 Be 43
s} AE3E FEol AT L AT YU FE FAe} AEdE T
ER0 =& WA BERY $AsGR & 5 Y

HUERTS XY A ASAZY HEo} Fold AF A2

}-J

rlo rlr

l:l

fr ot J% ;R T

3) dnr¥ oz Jqte A9 x}o)(status distance)?t EFE 2EZHE] A3 A Aj(social
association)?) ZE HE7l AolA 1, FAlo] FAIG AHE 71 AgE7 Y MLHFAE
(assortative marriage)°] o]0}t &= AthBecker, 1974; Becker, 1981; Blau et al, 1993).

4) AR A A Yolrt Fa7 AYA X9 AMdE AGE B o, 29 A7 49
A5 F571 ol AAYE AL, olAF NFME GHEHRT A=) Ao
Bl Az B # ge(=AYR, 2000).



BEFEE BAES MUY AME FURASAS 37

EL A F AAZ UFo B F Yt A ¥A o8 YAHES
AALATL 71€3 wAo] ALA(ascription)® 54 (particularism)ell &
Ae & A% #AE FgANNGEE & =z Yo ok o
o2& 1% wAo| AFHA AN Bt tsAHE THAYUFE, O
23 th¥Ad o] A3 A (achievement)® 2 H A (universalism)® FLAS F
ZtNZTEtn F3e32 YHDavis, 1948; Goode, 1964; Treiman, 1970;
Inkels and Smith, 1974; Kelly, 1978; Kelly et al., 1980; Hirshman and
Wong, 1984). o|81¢ F3& w=xad, igste] A=7 & I7ed &
Uegse Aex gaop 3tk & & A/ $HEsE dEzAY A5
A A Aoz Udd Gzt AERY Y Zolrt FepAof i RAojd,

= WA o8 AX/E3}xbo] o] E(political/cultural difference theory)
& A9} F3te HolE FAGL o] o]BEL U AR 459 BE
FEol T98A JIFE "XE A dEl JEHE AAEH(Ultee amd
Luijkx, 1990). o}-&& AQ&Eo] 54 AZAZ i AP AT HFA
zAe %L A= Hrislx Rz Bu Jvh FX/EEA0] o2
& AAEE & AU AP 2 FEF AAH AFE 2 JA
gogtn FFec XY F3hel o] wEe TS FALIAGAN A
= UgdxE oA AFFAE ZKn vt B (Conner, 1979;
Goldthorpe, 1980; Stephen, 1980; Ultee and Luijkx, 1990). W&tA $i &
Bso AEE G&diA Adste dF¥Foz dAHE & gleon, 55 A
ARGl F3AY WA FoG ¥ Fo.

o

(A

1) AR JAIRARY
AF7iYee Fz 2P EA(og-linear analysis)g €t diF

HYRHE 32 WLFE, FAAY BFE FHE UFE(EBES F2
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43 £471gelt. T2 W

AERF)E £} &

HEL HFHTENRY #AE 9 YES Aol2 EYsE RoUh
5, F A HFUFE o]FolZ F9 Z o] HES Aoj7t FAdHL
2 FYuEA et Ud, o]& B3 WMk #AZ vz sHAEY
o e, dFAdIRF S FHA, d7AE 4O HE Eo A
NEFE 4937 A4 A7A7 7HAske A3 NESFE AEsE A
8 2] (linear equation)g 7} & 4= ). o4& L& EAMgiite] F= o

T 38 WUFBY A¥oE UFo & £ g™, A7 AFERY
ou g AFJIEHE ARSIt wet g ZYS ¢E 5 U o8
T3 e 08 28U WA HMFEDY AT FEL £ . o]
2 712 YsAY R EAJL 344 o4 FME Fgo| HE
P oHKim and Lee, 2001).

E ATFNAE BEE AAA xS AESE YHS RS0 AE
e FeE/t FdsTL M E RYE AMEET o)#E dAF Hg A
€ 7EY & e dEAHQA EYo] A XY (symmetry model) T <JAlT)
A % Y (quasi-symmetry model)o]t}. YptH o2 F 7i2] RFPYL Ay
(square) B HAT ALt AXNPARH L dARY ] 7|EI/ARE W
g 2yoltt. ARP L 7 9] FES @t @ o g 2ol A
% 4 gtk

= T,
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A7l M Q3 g Zd ZE 9 FELS T2 I & ZE o T
I Fdsith. obgE oA FELS AYIFAY ddHLdY BE ¥WF
of tis 2z ¥ /e R4E H L3t 43t (Haberman, 1979; Agresti.
1984; Agresti, 1990). <Z¥ 1> ol2idt HARY EFE HAFEL

A8 9ef gARYPo] ARE M HASRA XY WARY e
718E HMEE AT AMY AARY S HAAAEE B E ARA
o] ¥} #& 7%l AR E(raw marginal distribution)®} FAEE
(column marginal distribution)”t 2839 Z+ 7te] Yk J3g v
ol F FARLEZAE HZAT EFo| ut= JARARYPo|T} o] BPLS
&3 o] FoE £ gl

logui=A+AF+A)+ 4,

A7l A Aj = Aji otk o] ¥ dARFP A vl 3 ERdY. o

A el FEF vzt d e g dide dARYEH Y7
A& AW Y do| FAREE d2du JHHS o gA Teix
A, FAREY JFg¢ godd Fyte AE f3E& Ao BE
ZAolt}(Lindsey, 1989; Agresti, 1990). & QFdA = B9 Fg Ryo
2 AANARY S AME-E)

2) fofA|F

AME F 7HA FH WHE A8 A A PP

4 Ry & AHE3l3 B4 (parameter)E B3t Aolch ¢ T8d o]
23 2¥o] ddrswe FUGHE F EAE 1L Aotk A @4
Erog ¥¥stE Ry uart golsvke 3 olFel 3id &
Ae o RIFL dAARE EYI7IAAE UF dEsde @l
Atk WA B2 B¢ oo E4E XgstE RES AMRsor @ 2
B of Agol B Bt AAEHT] wiEd A8 e B8 wlwEy)
7t AA ¥ BE 247 94 Y HadRE BoaFE AL 0$
EE o]l (Clogg and Eliason, 1987). Bj2o] ¥ dFo Fa Rgo=z
AbE8tE AIARY L b B4E st 7] W&, 98 s

=4
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RUEE v A AdFPoz BE ojFgol war

T ows PEe MY L ol4suA oY Y BYEE vas
7l 95t YFo 2AASE 2R o] WYL L2-AYWEE o83
= Aot} 12+ Yty o2 AHJT(goodness of fit)2 A& HT} w2 o]
A% AFEst 2T ARARA 0] FolE YERE 2RAPT B 5
QTHe WA, 2000). BN EAFe] AARARP L HEH AEHE
125 AA A7t JARARGA FASE o84 EPoRY o=
A% o7k QEstE UEHAT TAl TEAE, B3 o] LAREY o
e A, Guite] AEHYol Y} T YAHo g Kol
4. 2%9R e odd WARN AAARY Ao)E HYHA
(asymmetry)ol2t & 4 Itk L2-AREs} w2 oldd wINe
29 28 odd QokA4st BEE U} A 2IE Wee
o BHEAE 2@ AT Fue 52 FUERS AEE 2
EdsE AL o] Porel A7E ANAY B oz FAAHA BYL
=ated 228 J8e s sgarh

Jo

2. A8

E A7 g vt 2R A H AFEE EUYRE AT
o =L X AA ZgF9 27 EEEEOIY. ol# T Amlde I
Z, ZFa 5d9& u R ARFEY B UaE, 3o, E8=5, A= T
Y 271E, oAl E 3T, A&, JAED Fo] XFHL, FujdA
t v, Addrst 28E3, eAolYol AFdAE 59 FHAIAE Fol
¥3Eo] gtk olE HEL J|E =8, A5 HY FToEHE oA AL
2, 98 z#H 4F N zAA AMREE ZE SOl & I7tdA oY
Mo B od, H2 A8E ALY tH(Verba et al, 1978; Tominaga,
1979, ISSP, 1987; 3r=A}3]38+3], 1988; Ultee and Luijkx, 1990; Smits et
al., 1998).

5) 99x9 F4E tE AlF HFH #5 22 AHE kR Fuide ZEe] £A37] HE
o, A& AgH ez E4Y F gnte A Uk
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<E 1> 9489 A 4 &F

AsdA
O METmE e A4= =5
1l 7] o)) 1983 2,432 UL Social Survey
= 1949 5,533 UL Mobility Survey
TF 1981 30,276 UL Census
A < g ul7) o} 1980 30,299 UL Census
7]} 1981 1,122,304 UL Census
AP 1972 5522 UL Household Survey
29« 1981 4,148 UL Level of Living Survey
<oy 1959 1,646 UL Social Survey
- 1981 60,000 UL Social Survey
A= 1981 543521 UL Census
ydac 1959 10,000 UL Census
— 1933 2,808 UL Life Satisfaction Survey
37} 1987 2.963 UL Census
2FAEHYE 11973 3.844 UL | Scottish Mobility Suevey
=54 1982 6.670 UL Social Survey
ZJd= 1982 1,880 UL Survey of Household
LAEdoel {1981 1,729,065 UL Census
oj gt g]o} 1979 2,325 UL Poverty Survey
fiigeh] e} |1971 2,622 VNK Social Survey
old W= F3}=1973 1,437 UL Social Survey
o= 1987 1567 | ISSP Social Survey
2 9] o] 1972 747 UL Election Study
dirla 1972 733 UL Welfare Survey
Soldd= 1973 1,759 UL Social Survey
dB 1965 1,704 ™ SSM survey
ol Ao} 1967 1,686 VNK Social Survey
3t 1988 2,011 KSA Social Survey

%! VNK= Verba et al. (1978)

TM= Tominaga (1979)
ISSP= ISSP (1987)
341383 (1988)

KSA=

UL= Ultee and Luijkx (1990)

Axge HAE GF. 48 W, 97 ANEZFRGIUY AJC,

23 87 JdEst 9,

AHE A S = A

2F3EWE, dE), AAZAHEQ),

BEFZE ZANRGE, 299, oo, FAMTAT(AE, Yol e},
W) 5 g dele) ANRAE ZTHH] ok ok d Aue 4AY
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Z4 37t 253 Je AHHSTE 9 BN YR gt <E 1>
Are olel& 2zt 259 5 EX7t A3 AAH Yot

dy AHE EHE7] 98 AHEE WEE A{FFo|t 4T IEA
o] EAojv HAAQ Aol e mdE FAA Holst & F Ut
a8y 2§ Bg ohE X Ego) vle vay FE5Hol Bx wust &
248 AFE Q2 Aot T Gyt ZEREH HolE nlmslr] 9
A A, 1F, $F, 25 41 3FE UHR L&FEY EURE AHE
Lid=

2 a7 BRog & olEF EYS 439 Aro) HEEr Yl
A, gUEE S B APHoz e O MES AT et A
o dE B9, 45 EAEY AEFA)s uAE Fgolt Gyt m
SFEaIY BEJL v 9GS viAlF ol g} o]E 28 FAIE
7] $18td E F3l(standardization)?]| & ALE3el, BEE o)E3 EF3} 7)

< 2EE Ui £3& AAANIAE dEd(Bishop et al, 1974)

oddtt 71&& Frvkel wel, 98 71X EF3 71ge) o &
dAe F 7HA FFY BES 71ES L2 o A WA 71‘%‘%
Z} EJABE EF3se FEAY) EFI7YeT. 53 BRE TAE
o] At} FAMS L Ao HEF 11,0008 S 71Fe2 AdsE 553
g F AAE oJFEES 71YE AHEE o] YL BEAEHS BF
H71HE AME37] FAlel 7 WFo Aldee 25082 nA G, o F
A 3HE, 24 £33 AlHF, Y3 do] FALEE FUEA (Y
Aol E A, 2000).

B a7E 94502 JUBYEALE 24t 2HE A 3
o webd GUEESY A g FA%HeR AFE Ae st

6) E& @ AR /M & EAHL FYE ZAENA TEAA ARI} ofz E ¥
& A3 £38 28 edE Aol th(Archer, 1989).
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$AW LHAAE T B A o ANEE RolE £ Uk AA,
Aodoz @ Aty Frhsel wel, 457} wol AW Ydss
SUEFFY s} Ak A BaAY, o UdldE &Y v
HFY =Tt At

<E 2> =7hd dUEHFTAF

TSRS

At R T oagzy (zeanmzd] adAEAE
4l 7] of 1983 0.10 3557 0.921
F 1981 0.75 ) 34.60 0.927
A 2 & Z2ul7) o} 1980 0.75 39.71 0.841
L Sass 1981 0.77 63.11 0.932
Adc 1972 1.02 . 2208 0913
244 1981 1.15 35.66 0.923
) 1981 1.49 67.50 0.914
FAAE 1981 1.79 95.91 0.900
Hda= 1983 2.26 28.64 0.919
g7} 1987 2.79 25.00 0.813
23EW= 1973 2.86 31.12 0.914
=d 1982 5.38 64.46 0.905
£33 1982 579 82.70 0.811
L2Egel 1981 6.86 98.34 0.901
o] & o} 1979 712 147.23 0.895

& EHd]o} {1971 8.29 15.31 -

old A =-F 3= (1973 852 123.06 0.896
LS 1987 9.84 130.33 0.927
1 2. ¢) o] 1972 12.08 122.00 0.932
ol = 1972 12.44 153.79 0.909
Folgdd= 1973 30.56 170.46 0.914
R 1965 34.33 17.15 0916
volxjg o} [1967 42.15 10.62 0.425
Ci3 1988 43.99 180.78 0.847

F 1D AGMNEAFE 199895 2EH AFol,
2) ARZMNEAF7E AFs] vk YA ¥ FE M KA AR 9
=% o] dAFUTh: AZE2uylol (M2FHF);, 2IEAS (9
=), HoldA= (93).
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<E 2> 7 39 o|FEFHSY ERAV] BEFVIYLR FET F
EYTATE K953 U €8 FE dAde |FEES A=E V&L
2 A2 GYUEHTATAA dEy o 2237 EEIHIIEeR 4
2% Age Fayez AAAG. oLy E vix7 ddE= 19989
ANEZ)|FAN LET AZNEAFE Zo] AAET JYt. o] TFA A
A ol E Az WHES Xoldx E7sn, 7€ FYUEHFTASF
g B AFoAM e AFE FuFoz EREI] AHA o

<3¥ 2>c olFEEFHIIYez H4&T YUHEHFTASFE FEdo B
A4F3 Aok 7t EESFEEAY) FEIJU o)FHEES Y AU 42 o
229, e Fs uvlaE 4493 Axrt 22 v duie A9t
OE o, A A% AERYl d=2A FAY o A= FAd AgGsE
AE7t & 47]9(1983), £5(1981), MAoh(1981), A#E=(1972), 29
(1981) Tol HEHA YeEolo

A, & o] ¥ud, BAH EAo] dYgFdEY Az 4FS 7|
Ae Aoz RAg. ARIFFY, FIMAEF e AAAZE FUE
s A= 23t Aoz Ygdt 48 Y, ¥zy dYERF A=
7b ¢& AZ&2u7)oK(1980), WHRH=(1972), 21W(1981), ¥ 7+el(1987)
T YUER Tl ddHez AL I71ed Fve dUBETES Fxde
APRRIFEF AU ML S e FAAEY FFE w7l HEITHT
g 5 947

AA, ol F FRAHA 2JQet oh 3 A= Hojx ZESH
#Esty FHER T ARd FFS F AR RAJG. FFoly YEZ
o] Foprlo} ZaHAM FolE £ Qe A, S, AY T2 AFA
e Fxe oE ARd vd ez EA7L AR vl A7t @
< Z2EL dAEE ZAez BHAYS ol HF2 FAE AdE FEES
Bolx A3 &S v usd F ©l WE3A verdd.

7 EE Aze2vd, 8718 § 7 FFAEFE I7tEd AT eE ddHer
2o 2 o AAMEAFE FASE FAAEI £Yel7] R, olg vty o4
AEAF AFE7E 23, SUEHES A7 ez & ez veidn

8) Uy oz IFFAL3 7} 1988d¥ & J]Her 2 WIAE AATE HAM 900dd AEE o
B3t 24FTE tdE At U& steAe) g
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<3¥ 2> J7hd Y EHTAF

50.00

45.00

40.00 A

35.00 7
30.00 /
25.00 /

20.00 /

15.00 ‘/

10.00

5.00

0.00 Lo et
F VPP ITLF PSP LI TS LI LS EEFS

F: AS81= 2 2E@ o} 1981; FL72= B I= 1981, SW81= ~¢]%l 1981, NE83=
vid = 1983; FR81= X~ 1981; PL82= Z &= 1982; NW72= 29 0]
1972; GR82= =< 1982; 1972; BL83= '#7]¢] 1983, SC73= ~IZEJ=
1973, NZ81= wZA W= 1981; HG87= 7w 1987; USK7= w|= 1987,
CAS81= Fji}t} 1981; JP55= & 1955; IR73= oldA=F 3= 1973; AL8l=
e2EHGYol 1981, YG71= Fasdhdlol 1971; CZ80= A& Zul|o}
1980; DM72= ®ivlz 1972, IT79= ol&alo} 1979; NI73= HolddA= 1973,
KR83= 3%k 1988, NG67= Lol X glo} 1967

<E 3>E 43 193 GDP(ES): US 23, 19859 713718)2 A §
AEE SAAIE 9, Ad3 AET A A E GHERT AT E
RAFED FAME & v gdxol, A A3 AEE Hol: UgE
Atolol e FHER TS B2 Aoyt do. 53] A= dRL AYPsA
=7t & Jgtet fFAgdE EFstn, ddydes & FYEREASF
& RAFEH. <28 3>& oFETIVIYPez iEdH HUEHFTAFE
FEsted RAFT

gAY, B A7 YUERTH BRSQY FAC A dF9
FAE AAsol2& AALEE QlTh &, gjRE It E A4Sty A
Ho| ot} GUER T A= FolA FAd ¥E IrME 21 e
59 AAY 34 Fdel B %S 2E o HAGY @
Adde Adst Az G2 GFUBAY AYA, FIA8 Frel wig &

9) AAege] Y AR F/HE o5 FUBEY AANRTY BANE AN
AAZYE ARs BHT AFAE GURYER Adss 99 BAE 21z 9
.
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o olgg REHoz HAE Aok BAd Sed MAHe AR}
2 AFE BRFE AL ohidate AL BRAT 1 Yok ALY
AFEFU F/ME R 2 FAAEY FAE GURHS Yo 4g
2o ol 43 AAE BEse SololRY BaY 9¥E 8

<E 3> WAAR =T FAIE F7hE FIERFTASF

HYEHEAF

=7t = o|TEF3F EEIAVEES
A 1949 1.36 26.47
371 1987 2.79 44.19
xga 1959 6.08 47.86
old A= F3H= 11973 8.52 28.96
yidade= 11959 11.49 88.76
g 1965 34.33 84.94
k= 1988 43.99 332.72

s

1) EG49= 9= 1949 ($5,400); FR59= &2 1959 ($5,503); HG87= ¥ A
2] 1987 ($5,650); IR73= oldW= F3t= 1973 ($5,601); JPe5= 4R
1965 ($5,391);, NE59= U9 &= 1959 ($5,606); KR8’= 3= 1988 ($5,916).

2) A3 AxE 1903 43 GDP(E9: US &3, 198549 71373z &
A 5 ¥ cHSummers and Heston, 1991)

<™ 3> AAFJA =T FAME F7hE FUEHTA S

50
40 P ad
s ~
20 /
" M’—J
0
EG49 HG87 FR59 IR73 NES59 JP65 KR88

N

1 1) EG49= = 1949 ($5,400); FR59= = g~ 1959 ($5503); HG87= A
1987 ($5,650); _
IR73= oldA= F3= 1973 ($5,601); JP65= LE 1965 ($5,391);
NE59= W2 &= 1959 ($5,606); KR88= &=+ 1988 ($5,916).

2) g3 A== 1919 GDP= A2FE 2 tH(Summers and Heston, 1991)
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abstract

Measuring of Gender Inequality:
Asymmetry of Marriage Table with respect
to Educational Level

Myoung-Jin Lee

This study examines cross-national patterns of asymmetry of marriage tables with
respect to educational level and tries to measure the degree of gender inequality across
nations. A primary assumption of the study is that gender inequality inhibits symmetric
marriage between men and women. As men and women differ more in status, the rate
of symmetric marriage between them declines thus producing asymmetric marriage with
respect to social status. More specifically, the main object of the study is to develop
statistical models and index with which to assess the patterns and degree of asymmetric
marriage. Additionally, it is intended to assess the appropriateness of several theoretical
perspectives for explaining these variations identified by the statistical models. Two most
important such perspectives are industrialism and theory of politics and culture. To
answer these questions, this study relies on twenty-seven marriage tables with respect
to educational level, some from published tables, and some extracted from other sources.
The main findings of the study are: (1) compared to less industrialized countries, more
industrialized countries have lower degrees of asymmetric marriage(gender inequality)
with respect to educational level, and (2) other things being equal, differences in politics
and culture seem to have the some impact on marriage pattern; for instance, social
democracy and state socialism reduce the degree of asymmetric marriage while the high
emphasis on gender-based hierarchy in Asian countries seems to increase it. In short,
these results suggest a weaker or modified version of industrialism. That is, while with
economic growth most nations show a decline in the degrees of asymmetric marriage
with respect to social status, for some nations the degrees of asymmetric marriage are
affected by their specific politics or cultures.

Key Words: marriage table with respect to educational level, asymmetry,
gender inequality index, log-linear analysis, industrialism



