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Abstract

The analysis was based on the 1994 ZDHS combined with aggregate data from the 1992 census.
Discrete-time hazard models for first and higher-order births were estimated for 1990-94. The
average length of education in the district and the proportion who are literate were found to have no
impact on awoman’s birth rate above and beyond that of her own education, when it was controlled
for urbanization. Thiswas the case for women who themselves had little or no education aswell as
for the better-educated. So far, no significant influence of aggregate education on fertility has been
well documented in the literature either. However, in this study, aggregate-level effects appeared in
models for fertility desires and contraceptive use among married women with at least one child.
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1. Introduction

Although women'’ s education has been one of the most thoroughly studied determinants of fertility,
with the perspective now often extended to include the closely related ‘women’s position’, the
research areais still far from being exhausted. For example, several causal links seem plausiblein
light of existing empirical evidence, but we have a meagre knowledge about their relative
importance. The differences in education effects across settings also deserve further exploration.
Another, and not so widely recognized challenge, is to find out whether education at the aggregate
level has any effect on awoman’ sfertility above and beyond that of her own education. The possible
importance of ‘mass education’ was discussed by Caldwell [Caldwell 1980] many years ago, and
has occasionally been touched in more recent reviews (see e. g. [Cleland and Jejeebhoy 1996]), but
little empirical evidence has so far been accumulated.

When the intention is to assess how expansion of education, which of courseisagoal itself,
influences fertility, one obvioudy needs to estimate effects of awoman’s own education. In addition,
there may be a ‘spill-over’ from other peopl€e’s education through, for example, social learning.
Uneducated women who live in societies where alarge proportion are literate, or where the average
educational level is high, may have afertility different from that of uneducated women elsewhere.
Also the better-educated may be influenced by the educationa distribution in the community. If
aggregate education has, on the whole, a substantial depressing effect, fertility will decline more
sharply in response to an increase in women’'s education than suggested by the estimates of
individual-level effects.

It would clearly be important to try to quantify this aggregate-level contribution. This callsfor
the inclusion of both individual and aggregate measures of education in multilevel models (along
with some control variables that are determinants of education, of course). Asillustrated below, the
individua-level models usually estimated will capture part of the aggregate-level effect, in addition
to the purely individual one, but not the full effect.

Many researchers have included individual and structural characteristics simultaneoudly in
regression models for reproductive behaviour, with or without the use of statistical tools specially
developed for multilevel analysis. Not least the impact of family planning facilitiesin the community
has attracted interest (see e.g. [Entwide et al 1997]). However, very few have provided statistically
well-founded assessments of how aggregate education influences fertility.

Some efforts were made already on the basis of community data that were collected as part of
the World Fertility Surveysin afew countries, and with the focus largely on the number of schools
in the village or nearby (reviewed in [Casterline 1985]). More importantly, Tienda et a. [Tienda,
Diaz and Smith 1985] found effects of average length of education on cumulated fertility in Peru,
net of the woman’s own education. However, their models did not include a measure of urbanization,
which is likely to be a particularly important determinant of education. In a Kenyan study,
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Lesthaeghe et al. [Lesthaeghe et al 1985] searched for effects of aggregate education, using both a
measure of cumulated fertility and some proximate determinants as dependent variables. Some main
or interaction effects showed up, but the close link between education and urbanization was not
taken into account in this study either. Similarly, Hirschman and Guest [Hirschman and Guest 1990]
estimated a significant fertility-inhibiting effect of the proportion of women with post-primary
education in four Southeast Asian countries, but without an urban/rural control variable.

In a more recent study, Thomas [ Thomas 1999] reported that mean educational level in the
community had a significant depressing effect on the number of children ever bornin South Africa.
Unfortunately, he did not show the size of this effect. Moreover, a Tanzanian study by Kravdal
[Kravdal 2000] provided indications that higher-order birth rates were relatively low in regions
where many women were literate, whereas sharper such effects appeared in a model for
contraceptive use. A similar result for contraceptive use was reported by Amin et a. [Amin,
Diamond and Steel 1996], who estimated the influence of the proportion literate women in various
districts of Bangladesh.

It isnot unlikely that such aggregate effects are different for educated and uneducated women,
one way or the other. Thisis, of course, equivalent to saying that the individual effect of education
may depend on the general educational level. Very little is known about such context-dependence.
Jgjeebhoy [Jejeebhoy 1995] reviewed severa studies of mixed character and quality from countries
with different overall educational level, without arriving at avery clear conclusion, and only some
of the original multilevel studies referred above included tests of cross-level education interactions.

The main objective of this analysis was to find out whether various measures of aggregate
education have had an effect on fertility, net of the individual education, and with control for
urbanization. As part of this, the differentia impact across women’'s own education was aso
addressed. Contrary to some of the above-mentioned studies, where cumulated fertility was the
dependent variable, the focus here has been on recent birthsin a hazard model approach. This means
that the available cross-sectional data on aggregate education were more relevant in terms of place
and time. Moreover, models were estimated for fertility desires, contraceptive use and post-partum
insusceptibility due to lactational amenorrhoea or sexua abstinence in order to build up a more
complete picture. These important determinants of fertility may respond differently (also) to
aggregate education. As very common in studies of education and fertility, only women’s education
was included in the models. In afinal section, however, the importance of husbands and men’s
education will be briefly dealt with.

The data were from the Zimbabwe Demographic and Health Survey of 1994, combined with
1992 census data for 70 districts. This is a very suitable data source, because of the detailed
information on education in the census, the fairly large number of districts, and the substantial
variation across them. For example, women’ silliteracy ranges from 4% to 42%, and the proportion
with at least 4 years of secondary education from 4% to 38%. However, the data did not allow a
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check of how investments in schooling in a largely illiterate society may influence fertility.
Zimbabwe isfar beyond this stage, and is, also for other reasons (see e.g. [Guilkey and Jayne 1997]),
one of the countriesin sub-Saharan Africawith lowest fertility. According to the Demographic and
Health Surveys of 1994 and 1988, total fertility rate was 4.3 in the early 1990s and 5.5 in the mid-
1980s [Central Statistical Office 1993].
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2. Theoretical consider ations
2.1 A Brief Review of Suggested Individual-L evel Effects of Education

There are several plausible reasons why women with, for example, some secondary education
usually display a lower fertility than the uneducated. To summarize very briefly, and without
pretending to produce a complete list of mechanisms, fertility desires have been thought to be
influenced by the individual woman’s education because of: i) the high opportunity costs of
childbearing involved in some types of work that may be offered to the better-educated women, ii)
the cash expenses and children’ s reduced contribution to domestic and agricultural work as aresult
of children’s schooling, which tends to be encouraged by educated mothers, iii) the reduced need for
children as old age security, or to support the woman even as a relatively young widow, when the
family' s wedlth alows other kinds of savings, or when the woman is able to earn aliving on her own
and even set something of that aside for the future, iv) the higher prevalence of nucleated families,
which may reduce fertility partly because childbearing costs to alarger extent must be covered by
parents, v) a stronger desire to spend more time caring for a child and to invest more in each child,
not only in terms of education, vi) stronger preferences for consumer goods or other sources of
satisfaction, and vii) alower infant and child mortality, influencing desires through replacement and
insurance effects. These fertility-inhibiting effects may be set off against viii) apossibly stimulating
impact of a higher purchasing power resulting from educated women’'s own work or their marriage
into arelatively rich family [Note 1].

Mortality has a bearing aso on the supply side. Besides supply and regulation are likely to be
influenced by education, one way or the other, because of ix) the higher age at marriage among the
better educated, x) their knowledge about and accept for modern contraception, and their ability to
use it efficiently, as well as their more efficient use of traditional methods because of better
knowledge about their own body, xi) the erosion of traditional norms about post-partum sexual
abstinence and breastfeeding that is supposed to go hand in hand with education, and xii) their higher
fecundity because of better health or treatment for sexually transmitted diseases. Aswidely known,
the fertility-stimulating effects have actually been dominant at a moderate educational level in many
countries, and in particular in Africa during the 1970s and early 1980s.

One reason why education may operate through these channels is that schooling generally
(disregarding variations in curriculum, resources and teacher attitudes) makes the women able to
read and write, increases their knowledge about the outside world, and provides them with certain
practical and theoretical skills that enhance their productivity [Note 2]. In addition, women’s position
relative to men may be involved. While their ‘economic autonomy’, ‘physical autonomy’ and
‘decision-making autonomy’ (using terms from [Jejeebhoy 1995]) are likely to depend to a large
extent on community norms and rules and institutional structures, there may aso be individual
variations determined by individual factors, such as education and each family’ s interpretation of the
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cultural proscriptions (see e.g. [Niraulaand Morgan 1996]). In other words, her own current position
compared to men, and that she expects for the future and for her daughters, are probably determined
both by gender attitudes and structures in society and such individual characteristics as her own
education. If she has an education, she may, for example, be alowed by the family to work outside
the house and more often be heard in discussions with husband or in-laws [Note 3]. Thiswill add
to the effect of her literacy and skills and possibly reduce fertility desires through such factors as
opportunity costs, old age security concerns and child mortality.

Women's status may also operate through channels other than those listed above. For example,
in situations where the husband wants more children than the wife, a strengthening of women’s
decision-making autonomy will reduce fertility [Note 4]. Besides, when awife is considered more
of an equal than a subordinate, the couple may communicate better about contraception, and the
husband may see more clearly how childbearing burdens the wife. On the other hand, such a
relationship may stimulate sexual activity. As a third example, women who themselves have a
relatively inferior position relative to men may not only consider the childbearing costs generaly low
and the rewards high, but expect boys to be even more useful than girls[Note 5]. Thiswill enhance
fertility desiresin settings where fertility is not extremely high.

While such status effects seem theoretically plausible, however, the quantitative empirical
evidence is still quite weak.

2.2 The Possible Importance of Others’ Education

Several of the causally intermediate factors mentioned above may depend not only on the woman’s
own education, but also on that of other women. As pointed out by, for example, Montgomery and
Casterline [Montgomery and Casterline 1996], other women may exert an effect because of social
learning, social influence and more indirect mechanisms. The individual woman may learn directly
from others by communication and observation. It is not only factual knowledge that islikely to be
transmitted, but aso attitudes as well as understanding of possible consequences of different actions.
Bongaarts and Watkins [Bongaarts and Watkins 1996] have stressed that this learning may include
interpretation in light of current local conditions and the individual situation. There may also be a
more passive imitation of behaviour (‘social influence’) without any (active digestion of) new
knowledge, driven by a desire to attract other peopl€e' s approva. A more indirect mechanism is that
others’ ideas, resources or behaviour can influence society and social institutions and thereby also
behaviour more generally.

In principle, these influentid ‘others' may be close neighbours, other women in the village or
city, or even women in other parts of the country, but the district level has been in focus of this study,
because of lack of adequate data at alower level. Such aggregate effects may be positive as well as
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negative, and may differ between women who themselves have little education and those who are
better-educated.

To be more specific, one possibility is that uneducated women may have more knowledge of
contraception and more modern views about its acceptability if they live in a society where many
women have attended school for some years than if they live elsewhere. They may aso smply tend
to imitate the more widespread use of contraception among the better-educated. Moreover, their
preference structure and their practice of breastfeeding and post-partum abstinence may be
influenced by aggregate education.

Other peopl€e’s education may be of importance also to those who themselves have more
education, although for dightly different reasons. A diffusion of factual knowledge of contraception
is, for example, less relevant, but there may be a more efficient interpretation of the ideas and
attitudes the better-educated have been exposed to at school, through reading or because of
interaction with people elsewhere if there are more women to share these experiences with.

An argument along similar lines has been advanced by Caldwell [Caldwell 1980], who
suggested that * mass education’ will make everyone more conscious about the need to educate their
children, and that it will strengthen Western middle class values, with more emphasis on individual
rights than on the duty to alarger family network. His hypothesisis that an increase in the proportion
who are literate, from avery low level, is the most crucial change, whereas the average length of
education among the literate is of less importance. Apparently, he did not consider the differentials
in such macro effects, but it seems most plausible that the (large mgority of) uneducated would be
most influenced.

Moreover, opportunity costs of childbearing may depend on other people's education.
Generally, having ahigh education will increase awoman’s chance of finding arelatively well-paid
job (where she cannot bring her children with her). However, under the assumption of afixed supply
of such jobs, ahigh proportion of well-educated women in the community will decrease her chance.
To elaborate on this, even women with a quite short education may be able to get into thisnichein
the labour market when few have an education, whereas their situation would be little different from
that of the uneducated when the average education is higher.

In addition to its influence through such a competition effect, aggregate education is linked to
the supply side. When more women are educated, the attitude towards women’ s work in the modern
sector islikely to change, and more jobs that are attractive to and suitable for these women may be
created. Because of the inertia of these processes, the availability and acceptability of jobs
presumably depend more on aggregate education some years before than on the current situation.
Better-educated women who are forerunners, in the sense that few had such high education in the
immediate past, may find it particularly difficult to make use of their schooling [Note 6].
Unfortunately, changes over time in aggregate education cannot be measured with the data available
in this study.
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In other words, if the temporal dimension is disregarded for smplicity, it can be concluded that
a high average education may reduce the opportunity costs because of a competition effect and add
to them because of increased supply and acceptance of well-paid jobs. To complicate this further,
opportunity costs may be substituted by direct costs by purchasing child care, which islikely to be
particularly cheap when only afew women work away from home.

Of course, if ageneral risein women's education (with or without an accompanying rise for
men, which is addressed below) contributes to undermine old ideas about women’s rights and
obligations compared to men, it is not only the opportunity costs of childbearing that will be
enhanced. An improvement of women’s status as a contextual phenomenon, and the changes in
women’sindividual position that follow in the wake of this, may influence fertility for many other
reasons, afew of which were reviewed above. This may influence also the fertility of women who
themselves have little education.

Besides, broader economic transformations are likely to take place as a result of a better-
educated work force, in the long run. In addition to the increase in the number of well-paid jobsin
the modern sector, as referred to above, it is, for example, plausible that the agriculture will be
generally modernized, including that among uneducated farmers. This will undermine children’s
relative importance in the fields, and thus the incentive for childbearing. Moreover, higher
productivity in agriculture, combined with a general knowledge level that may facilitate the
establishing of manufacturing industries that benefit particularly strongly from economies of scale,
may lead to an increased concentration of people in urban areas. In other words, it can be argued that
investments in education in a district may contribute to stimulate the urbanization of that district,
although very sowly. Also the generally higher wealth that is likely to be a part of these
transformations may have an effect on fertility, although not necessarily a positive one.

As yet, there is no clear empirical evidence about interactions between individual and
aggregate education. Jejeebhoy [Jgeebhoy 1995] concluded that, in countries where women’s
literacy is high, primary education is more likely to push fertility down, and the negative effect of
secondary education is particularly sharp. Thisis, of course, the same as claiming that the literacy
rate has the clearest negative effect among the better-educated women. Her conclusion was based
on areview of a number of studies with different, and more or less relevant, control variables
included, and its conclusion did not have a very solid basis. She found, for example, that fertility
desires responded most sharply to secondary education in the countries with a generaly low
educational level, and that education was least powerful in weakening the breastfeeding norm, which
would contribute to a particularly strong negative effect on fertility, in these settings. No clear picture
has emerged from the very few original multilevel studies either [Kravdal 2000, Lesthaeghe et al
1985, Tienda, Diaz and Smith 1985].
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2.3 Deter minants of Education

In order to find out how investments in awoman’s education will influence her fertility, one must,
of course, estimate models that include various individua and structural factors that both are
determinants of education and, for other reasons, influence fertility. For example, the individual
woman’s education is likely to be determined by resources and attitudes in her family of origin as
well as society’s needs for and ability to finance education and the genera attitudes towards
women'’ s schooling. These aggregate factors, which may well differ across the country, are of course
also determinants of men’s and other women’ s education.

More specifically, peopl€ s educational level probably depends strongly on whether they live
in urban or rural areas. The more advanced economy in cities both requires and allows investments
in education, and returns to investments may be high because of the higher population density. This
calsfor theinclusion of an urban/rural variablein the models, which the Zimbabwean data all owed.
(According to the 1994 ZDHS, 29 per cent lived in urban areas). The fact that there may also be a
reverse relationship of presumably less importance, with aggregate education fuelling urbanization
in the long run, is returned to below.

The data include no relevant information about the family of origin, but the woman’s own
religion can be supposed to be a stable, often socialy inherited, characteristic that has a bearing on
decisions related to her education (although the opposite causality cannot be completely excluded).
(55 per cent of the Zimbabwean population are Christian, according to the 1994 ZDHS).

Unfortunately, it was not possible to control for the general attitude towards women or the
economic wealth in the districts. The implications of this are also discussed below.

Given the selection mechanisms briefly reviewed here, an additional argument for an
interaction pattern seems plausible: If particularly sharp negative effects of a high education are seen
in societies with very low average levels, it might reflect that the few who have broken the barriers
under these conditions have parents who are far more wealthy than average or hold very different
values.
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3. Data and methods
3.1 Data

The 1994 ZDHS, which isthe main data source for this study, has a sample of 6128 women living
in 230 census enumeration areas (‘clusters ’), who were interviewed between July and December
1994 [Central Statistical Office 1995]. The survey also includes a‘ service availability’ module on
family planning facilitiesin or in the vicinity of each enumeration area. The latter data were not used
in this analysis because of a presumably spurious relationship with education. (Another problemis
that initiatives to improve access to contraception in some areas by setting up clinics or outlets or
organizing community-based distribution to some extent may be aresponse to fertility or assumed
fertility desires, see e.g. [Angeles, Guilkey and Mroz 1998)).

In the ZDHS survey, the 10 provinces of Zimbabwe were divided into urban and rural areas
(except Bulawayo and Harare, which are amost completely urban) to form 18 strata. A set of 2-30
enumeration areas were supposed to be representative of these strata, but stratum-specific weights
had to be used to obtain representativity at the national level.

The 10 provinces consist of atotal of 70 districts. Aggregate data for each of these districts
were taken from the 1992 Population Census publications [Central Statistical Office 1993] and
linked to the survey file by means of alist of district identifiers for each enumeration area (provided
by the Central Statistical Office on request). (Macro data at the enumeration-area level could only
have been established by aggregating from the ZDHS, which did not seem to be worthwhile, because
there were less than 30 respondents in each area on average).

3.2 Definition of Education

In this study, five categories were defined for women's educational level: i) no education or
incomplete primary education lasting less than 3 full years, ii) incomplete primary education of
longer length (3-6 years), iii) complete primary education or incomplete secondary education of less
than 2 full years (excluding the 7 required for primary education), iv) secondary education of 2-3
years, and v) secondary education of 4 or more years. These categories for duration of schooling
were chosen to fit with the published aggregate data from the 1992 census.

In the census publications, the proportion literate, defined as having 3 or more years of
education, was reported for the two sexes separately, whereas the proportions at higher educationa
levels were for women and men combined. All these data refer to the population 15 years and older.
Because a corresponding measure for women in the childbearing ages would be more relevant to this
study, avery simple proportional adjustment was made: The proportions of women and men above
age 15 with, say, 3-6 years of education were multiplied with a constant factor (i.e., the same for all
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districts) in order to get a national average proportion equal to that reported for 15-50 year old
women in the ZDHS survey. The proportions in the other educational categories were scaled up or
down similarly (using other constants, in order to fit with national ZDHS averages). After this
procedure, the sum of proportions over the 5 educationd categoriesin the different districts deviated
only dlightly from 1 (whileit, of course, was exactly 1 at the national level). Thiswas corrected by
multiplying al proportions with the same district-specific constant. The result of this approach is that
cross-district differences in educational distributions across districts are determined by the census
data, while the overall level is determined by the survey data. (The reason why the survey data were
not used as the only data source was, of course, the relatively small number of observations even
within adistrict). Such an adjustment will have some influence on the point estimates of aggregate
education effects, but leave little imprint on significance levels.

The main representation of aggregate educational level in this study was the average years of
schooling. In addition, measures of breadth and depth of education, defined as proportion literate and
average years of schooling among the literate, were used. Unfortunately, the very strong correlation
between the latter two variables did not allow estimation of separate effects. They were instead
considered as two aternative specifications. When these averages were calculated, the years of
schooling in the five different categories defined above were set to 1, 4.5, 7.5, 9.5 and 12.

3.3 Discrete-Time Birth Rate Models

Discrete-time hazard regression models for the period January 1990 - June 1994 were estimated from
the birth historiesin ZDHS. Each person contributed a series of 3-month observation intervals. Tests
showed this to be a sufficiently short interval. First and higher-order birth rates were modelled
separately, in recognition of the widely different individual decisions and socia processes involved
in entry into parenthood and subsequent parity transitions. In first-birth models, follow-up started
at age 14, unless this age was reached before 1990. After first birth, multi-episode models for the
trangition into a higher parity level were estimated, with observation intervals running from the time
of first birth, or from 1990, if the first birth was before that.

Generaly, such aretrospective approach strongly restricts the number of variablesto include
in the models. Many attitudes and characteristics at interview may be different from those earlier in
the 5-year observation period, and, even more critically, they may partly be a response to births.
Fortunately, educational level is not a very problematic variable. In principle, the relatively low
fertility that isfound during 1990 - 1994 among, for example, women who reported at interview that
they had taken some secondary education, does not only reflect a causal effect of such factors asthe
skills obtained at secondary school. It may also reflect that pregnancy or childbirth among those with
less education may have inhibited their entry into or continuation of secondary school. However,
only estimates from first-birth models suffer from such a simultaneity bias, and only at certain ages
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and for certain educational levels. For example, the estimated effects of a short secondary education
will be biased only for early teenage years, when attending the first part of secondary school is till
an option. Primary education takes place too early to be influenced by childbearing, and higher-order
birth models are not hampered by such problems, because, at this stage, few women would take
further education anyway. It was experimented with models where both enrollment and educational
level (lagged one year) were included, on the basis of an assumption that school attendance is
continuous from age 6.This gave very similar results.

3.4 Migration asa Complicating Factor

In birth rate models for 1990-94, it would be most relevant to include the educational distribution
in the district in which the women lived during that period or before (because their surroundings at
an earlier age may have had alasting influence on, for example, their attitudes). Fortunately, the data
available in this study came close to allowing this. They provided information about the educational
distribution of the district in which the women lived at interview in 1994, and where the large
majority must have lived also the previous five years. As explained above, the educational data were
for a combination of 1992 (measurement of district variation) and 1994 (measurement of overall
level).

It ismore of aproblem that awoman’sindividual education is determined by characteristics
of her place of residence as a child or adolescent. These are not known, except that it is reported
whether she largely lived in acity or town or in the countryside up to age 12. Her current place of
residence, which is the basis for this analysis, may even be a consequence of her education. For
example, having some years of schooling presumably makes the cities more attractive to awoman
grown up in the countryside. In other words, the effect of investments in awoman’s education may
actually be larger than indicated by estimates from models where urban/rural at time of interview
isincluded as a control (assuming afertility-inhibiting effect of both education and urban residence).

Another complicating factor is that the effects of aggregate education, net of individual
education, not only are confounded by unobserved aggregate characteristics, as explained above
(section 2.3), but also by unobserved individual characteristics due to selective migration. For
example, poorly educated women who have moved to (or remained in) a place where the general
educational level is high may be different from those who have moved to (or remained in) a place
where few are educated.
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3.5Modelsfor Fertility Desires, Post-Partum Susceptibility and Contraceptive Use

Specid interest is, of course, attached to the birth rates, but the data also allow a check of how
important determinants, such as fertility desires, post-partum susceptibility and contraceptive use,
are influenced by aggregate education.

Logistic models for the probability of wanting another child within two years, for the
probability of being susceptible, and for the probability of using modern contraception were
estimated for women who were married (including those who reported less formal unions) at
interview, and who were non-pregnant and had at least one child at that time. A considerable
proportion of these women, including those in monogamous unions, reported that their husband lived
elsewhere, but they were not considered a separate group in the analysis.

Susceptibility was defined as having had intercourse during the last month before interview
and not being amenorrhoeic [Note 7]. The susceptibility models were further restricted to mothers
of children younger than 2 years.

Two types of contraceptive-use models were estimated. One of the models was restricted to
women who had been sexually active during the last month, who were neither infecund nor
amenorrhoeic at interview, and who reported that they did not want another child within the next two
years (although also those who want a child so soon may use contraception, in order to avoid an
immediate pregnancy). In the other model, there were no such conditions. Many studies, including
that by Amin et a. [Amin, Diamond and Steel 1996], have been based on such amodel exclusively,
which means that one cannot know whether low contraceptive use is due to little need for
contraception or a poor ability to satisfy a substantial need.

3.6 Multilevel Models

Individuals who live in the same enumeration area may share some unobserved characteristics,
which means that standard assumptions in regression analysis about independent observations are
not reasonable. So-called multilevel models have been devel oped to handle these problems, and have
been applied in many demographic research projects during the last few years. In this study, random
terms at the enumeration-area-level or district-level were added to the constant term in some models
to check the robustness of the main conclusions [Note 8]. This ssmple version of the multilevel
model was estimated in MLwiN [Goldstein et al 1998].
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4. Main Effects of Aggregate Education on Birth Rates

According to models where only age, parity and duration since previous birth were included along
with individual education, a complete primary education does not reduce first-birth rates
significantly at the 0.05 level. However, the effect on higher-order birth rates was found to be
significant. The point estimates (log odds) were -0.17 and -0.19, respectively (Model 1, Table 1).
Thisisfor the period 1990-1994 and is quite consistent with the difference of 0.5 in TFR between
uneducated women and those with a primary education that is shown in univariate tabulations
(covering the last few years before the survey) from the 1994 ZDHS [Centra Statistical Office 1995]
[Note 9].

The effects of secondary education were significant for both first- and higher-order birth rates.
If short and long secondary education were combined, the point estimates were about -0.70 and -
0.45, respectively (not shown). This accords reasonably well with the TFR difference of 1.9 between
uneducated women and those with at least some secondary education that was reported from the
1994 ZDHS.

(Table 1 about here)

When average length of education was included, the effects of individual educational level were
reduced (Model 3). The effects of aggregate education were significant in these ssmple models. In
order to get an impression of the relative importance of aggregate and individual effects, the
consequences of changing the educationa distribution for women aged 15-50 were predicted. Such
distributions are shown in Table 2 for some groups of districts. For example, it is easy to calculate
that, if the educational distribution is changed from that in the bottom-10 districtsto that in the top-
10 digtricts, the individua contributions will be -0.32 for first births and -0.14 for higher-order births
[Note 10], whereas the aggregate contribution associated with this increase of about 2.5 yearsin
average education will be -0.16 and -0.21, respectively. It should also be noted that the sums of
individual and aggregate contributions are markedly higher than the corresponding predictions of
-0.35 and -0.22 based on models with only individual education included. In other words, when it
istaken into account that educated women tend to live in areas with many other educated women,
the effect of individual education is reduced, but thisis more than compensated for by the aggregate
effect. Thisisthe same as saying that, when only individua education isincluded in the model, part
of the aggregate effect is also captured, but not the entire [Note 11].

(Table 2 about here)
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It should aso be noted from Model 3 that first-birth rates were more clearly influenced by the depth
of education than its breadth (the latter effect was amost significant at the 0.10 level). For higher-
order births, however, both effects were significant.

The estimates presented above grossly overstate the causal impact on fertility of individual
investments in education. When it was taken into account that educated women tend to have a
Chrigtian background, and that their education, as well as that of other women in the district, must
be determined partly by the urban/rural character of the enumeration area they currently live in,
effects of education were markedly reduced. Individua effects were left almost unchanged for first
births and dightly reduced for higher-order births, whereas aggregate effects no longer were
significant (Mode 4). Also the point estimates of the latter were very small. An increase of, say, 2.5
years in average education would increase first-birth rates by 0.08 and decrease higher-order birth
rates by 0.02, which is completely negligible compared to individual effects. In fact, aggregate
education might just as well have been left out of the models. When only urban/rural and religion
were included, and not aggregate education, one was left with the same impression of effects of
investments in education (Model 2). (As further illustration of the importance of these control
variables, the impact of the above-mentioned change in the educational distribution would be about
1/3 weaker according to Model 4 than according to the smpler Model 1, which corresponds to
univariate TFR tabulations).

Moreover, experiments with various specifications clearly showed that the results depend
markedly on the kind of urban/rural variable that is used. Because awoman’sindividua education
may have been determined more by the place of residence where she grew up than by the place
where she currently lives, it would seem quite reasonable to include the urban/rural nature of the
former. However, adding this variable to the simplest model had much less impact on individual
education effects (not shown) than adding an urban/rural variable referring to the current place of
residence. Moreover, aggregate effects remained amost unchanged (Model 5), because this
urban/rural variableisless closely linked with the aggregate education of the district in which she
currently lives.

The aggregate education isadigtrict-level variable. Living in an urban enumeration area does
not necessarily mean that the district is generally very urbanized. For that reason, one might
alternatively have preferred to include the proportion urban residentsin the district. This would have
reduced aggregate effects of education very markedly (Model 6), although not quite as much as the
inclusion of an urban/rural variable referring to the enumeration area (Model 4).

As yet another aternative, the character of the current place of residence was grouped into
more categories by considering the rura enumeration areas distance to cities. This gave only dightly
smaller effects of education than in Model 4 (not shown).

Because of the close link between urbanization and aggregate education (Pearson correlation
coefficient of about 0.8), one might suspect that it would be difficult to identify separate effects.
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Some models were therefore estimated separately for rura areas. No significant effects of aggregate
education appeared in these models either, except that depth of education was almost significant at
the 0.10 level for higher-order births (not shown).

To summarize, the results provide very little support for the idea that there may be an extra
stimulus to fertility decline through effects of aggregate education (i.e. at a given individua
educational level). Thelack of accessto control variables should not weaken this conclusion much.
If the general educational level is strongly determined by structural factors that have a clear
stimulating effect on fertility, its true effect, net of urbanization, would be negative, but thisis not
very plausible. Such background factors are more likely to have afertility-inhibiting effect, if any.
A negative effect of aggregate education only seems reasonable to the extent that investments in
education in aregion contribute to stimulate the urbanization of that region, which must be avery
slow process.

The latter comment may need an elaboration: It was explained above that the urban/rura
character of the community islikely to be a determinant of aggregate education. This means that the
estimated effect of aggregate education, when both variables are included, can be interpreted as the
total effect of that variable (assuming also that none of the other regressors are causally
intermediate). If it had been more appropriate to consider urbanization a consequence of education,
the interpretation would have been different. In that case, the aggregate education effect estimate
would reflect the direct effect of that variable, while there would also be an indirect one operating
through urbanization. The size of the latter would be determined by the effect of aggregate education
on urbanization (not estimated) and the effect of urbanization on fertility. The sum of these
contributions, i.e. the total effect, could, of course, more easily have been estimated by leaving the
urban/rural variable out. This reverse causality may hold some truth, without being very dominant.
It is certainly possible that investments in education may stimulate urbanization, although it is not
aresult that is likely to be seen very soon after the school system is expanded. In other words, the
total effect of aggregate education may, in the long run, be dightly more negative than suggested by
the aggregate education effect estimate from amodel where both variables are included.

When such very weak effects are estimated, there is no need to relax the independence
assumptions by estimating MLwiN models. These would have given larger standard errors of the
estimates and even less reason to reject an hypothesis of no aggregate effect of education.
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5. Macro-Micro Interactionsin Birth Rate Models

The fact that there are no main effects of aggregate education does not exclude the possibility of
interaction effects, because the effect of a high average educational level might, in principle, be
significantly positive for awoman with low education and significantly negative for one with high
education, or vice versa. However, more flexible model specifications revealed no such pattern.

The smplest check was to include an interaction term between average length of education (or
its deviation from the sample mean of about 7 years, in order to obtain individual effect estimates
closer to those shown in Table 1) and length of individual education (transformed into a0-1 scale
to facilitate interpretation). This is a linear interaction, in the sense that each additional year of
individual education increases or decreases the impact of aggregate education equally much.
According to the point estimates, the impact of an extrayear of average education on first-birth rates
changes gradually from 0.11 at the lowest individual level to -0.01 (=0.11-0.12) at the highest level,
but neither the main effect nor the interaction effect was significant (Model 1, Table 3). The
estimates for higher-order births suggested an opposite pattern, but were also very far from attaining
significance.

(Table 3 about here)

Some other specifications were also tried. First, aggregate effects were allowed to differ freely across
three broad categories of individual education, rather than assuming a linear interaction. No
significant effects appeared, and there was no U-shaped pattern indicating that the linear
specification was highly inappropriate (Model 2).

Second, the proportion illiterate was included instead of the average education as amain effect
and in interaction with individual education. As an alternative, average education among those with
more than 3 years of schooling was included. No aggregate main or interaction effects were
significant with these specifications (Model 3 and Model 4). Nor did the effects attain significance
when the linearity assumption was removed, asin Model 2 (not shown).

Finaly, it was checked whether women at low, medium or high education were influenced by
the proportion at a higher (if relevant) or lower (if relevant) level. No significant effects were found
in these models either (not shown).

Also interactions between urban/rural and individua education were included in these models,
but without influencing the cross-level education interactions markedly. In fact, interaction effects
were insignificant even when main effects of urban/rural and religion were left out.

Models estimated only for women living in rural enumeration areas (not shown) gave results
very smilar to those shown in Table 3. The only notable difference was that the main effect of depth
of education was significant at the 0.10 level for higher-order births. The main effect was -0.14 and
the interaction effect 0.15, indicating that an effect of depth only exists at low educational levels.
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6. Other Effects of Aggregate Education

When amodé for fertility desires was estimated, with the same control variables asin the birth rate
models, a significant negative effect of average length of education appeared (Table 4) [Note 12].
Also breadth and depth of education were found to weaken fertility desires.

(Table 4 about here)

Post-partum susceptibility was found to be independent of aggregate education. The point estimate
suggested that women in districts with many illiterate tend to breastfeed longer or moreintensely or
to resume sexual activity later than women at the same educational level in other districts. This
accords with the commonly found impact of individual education (which does not appear clearly in
these data), but the effect was far from significant.

When the probability of using modern contraception was estimated for women who did not
want another child within the next two years, and who were sexually active, not amenorrhoeic and
not infecund, the effect of average education did not reach significant, while that of average
education among the literate was significant at the 0.01 level. In accordance with the results for
fertility desires, an unconditional model for contraceptive use gave more clearly significant effects
of aggregate education. Both models for contraceptive use suggested sharper effects of depth of
education than breadth.

Apparently, the bias introduced by considering individuals within a district or enumeration
area as independent is minor (and certainly compared with other problemsthat hamper this and other
similar analyses). An ordinary single-level logistic model for fertility desires gave a point estimate
of -0.26 for the effect of average education (Table 4), with a standard error of 0.070 (not shown).
Thisresult was replicated in atwo-level MLwiN model (based on the 1. order MQL algorithm) by
using a constant variable as alevel-two identifier and constraining the variance at thisfictitiouslevel
to be 0. When enumeration area or district were instead defined as level two, the variance of the
aggregate-education effect estimate only increased to 0.084-0.087 (both according to the 1. order
MQL and the 2. order PQL algorithm; not shown). Severa similar attempts were made to estimated
MLwiN models for contraceptive use, but convergence to plausible estimates was never achieved.

The interactions between average and individual length of education were not significant in
these demand, supply and regulation models. However, the estimates suggested that the impact of
aggregate education on fertility desires is strongest among women who themselves have little
education.

Closely similar patterns appeared in models that were estimated only for women in rura
enumeration areas (not shown). With this restriction, however, effects of average length of education
were significant at the 0.10 level in models for contraceptive use anong women not wanting another
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child soon. Besides, the interaction between average and individual education was significantly
positive (at the 0.05 level) in models for unconditional contraceptive use.

The results were only marginally changed when a more detailed categorization of the current
place of residence was employed by grouping rural areas according to distance from acity.
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7. The Importance of Husbands and Men’s Education

The estimated difference in fertility between women with low and women with high education partly
reflects that the former (if married) tend to have a husband with low education and the latter a
husband with higher education. Husband' s education may have an independent effect on fertility,
stemming from two inseparable components: Given awoman's education, a higher education for the
husband means that the educational gap between the spousesis wider. Besides, husband’ s education
may have an impact more in its own right. Anyway, the impact of an expansion of women’'s
education from that in the bottom-10 districts to that in the top-10 districts that was calculated above
will only be agood prediction of fertility changesif men’s educational level rises correspondingly
(i. e. so that the distribution of men’s education, given that of the woman, is kept constant). In the
very hypothetical situation where only women'’s educational level is enhanced, women will not on
average get better-educated men, but (disregarding the possibility that the marriage intensity
generaly falls) the degree of homogami will change. For example, women with low education will
found it more difficult to get a better-educated husband.

In order to establish agood platform for predicting fertility responses to educational expansion,
one should estimate independent effects of men’s and women’s education (at the individual level,
aswell asthe aggregate, as explained below). Lack of couple dataisamajor obstacle to this. DHS
surveys and similar sources typically include information about the husband of currently married
women, but not about the education of the husband at previous points of time.

In this study, an impression of the importance of controlling for husband’s education is
provided by simply restricting the higher-order birth model to a sample of women who were married
at interview. It is assumed that they have had the same husband throughout the five-year period of
analysis. Women in this sample may well be selected for high fertility, for example because divorce
may be partly aresult of low fertility, but the effects of education are not necessarily severely biased.
That depends on whether the link between education and fertility depends markedly on (changesin)
marital status.

Fortunately, when the sample was restricted in this manner, effects of women'sindividual and
aggregate education were about the same as found for the larger sample (compare Model 1, Table
5with Model 4, Table 1). A control for husband’ s education turned out to be quite important. When
that variable was included in the model, the effect of women’sindividua education was substantially
attenuated (Model 2, Table5).

(Table 5 about here)

Also the effect of women'sindividual education on contraceptive use was reduced when husband’'s
education was included (not shown). On the other hand, very little change was seen for fertility
desires and post-partum susceptibility, where husband’ s education was found to play a minor role.
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Similarly, the estimates of aggregate education effects reported in Table 1 capture a combined
impact of men’s and women’s educational distribution, which in turn can be interpreted both as
‘absolute’ effects and gap effects, as commented above for the individual level. In Zimbabwean
districts where women’s education is low, also that of men is low, although not quite as low. In
districts where women’s education is relatively high, men’s education is even higher (but with a
somewhat smaller gap between the sexes than in the other districts). The aggregate effect of
expanding women'’s education exclusively will be even less negative than suggested by the estimates
in Table 1, unless men’s education at the aggregate level actually stimulates fertility or is without
importance.

Theimpact of women’s and men’s educational distribution partly operates through husband's
education as an individual-level effect. Given awoman’s education, her chance of marrying a man
with a high education will probably increase if many men have high education and decrease if many
other women have a high education. According to the model estimated with the Zimbabwean data,
the already small aggregate effect of women’s education (which also incorporates an effect of men's
education) is dightly reduced when an individual variable for husband’ s education is included.

Ideally, one should estimate independent effects of men's and women’s education at the
community level, but thisisimpossible with the available data because of the very strong correlation
between men’s and women’ s literacy rates and the lack of published sex-specific datafor education
at higher levels (which would surely also have been very strongly correlated anyway).
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8. Summary and Conclusion

The fact that a woman's education influences her fertility, and usually negatively, is firmly
established, athough we still know little about the exact size of the effect in different settings. An
additional fertility-depressing effect of the general educational level in the community, net of its
aggregate determinants, is certainly not intuitively implausible either. However, such a spill-over
effect from educational investments has yet to be well demonstrated empirically.

In this study, a significant negative effect of aggregate education was found for contraceptive
use, just as reported by Amin et a. [Amin, Diamond and Steel 1996] in a study from Bangladesh.
Thisreflectsin particular the weaker fertility desires among women in districts with many literate
women and a high average education, than among women at the same educational level in other
districts. Only a negligible counteracting effect was estimated for post-partum susceptibility.

Nevertheless, actua birth rates the five years before interview were found to be unaffected by
other persons education (with the same control variables included in the models). Significant
negative effects appeared only in birth rate models where the urban/rural character of the current
place of residence was not included. (With the model specifications chosen in this study, it was easy
to get an impression of the relative importance of aggregate education, and it was indeed large
according to these simplest birth rate models.) This illustrates the weakness of some previous
studies, where negative effects of aggregate education were found, but without controls for
urban/rural differences. In fact, the present study has aso demonstrated that the choice of urban/rural
control variable can be quite critical.

The educational distribution is, of course, closely linked with awide range of structural factors
other than urbanization. When the intention is to assess the total effect of educationa expansion, one
should include in the models measurements of those of these structural factors that are determinants
rather than consequences of education. However, the direction of causality isinherently blurred. Had
it, for example, been possible to control for women’s genera position compared to men, which may
well differ across the country, the effect of aggregate education on fertility desires might have been
attenuated (or become completely negligible, implying that, in districts with more egalitarian ideas
about gender roles, people would have wanted few children regardless of education). On the other
hand, the educational distribution islikely to feed back on women's position, in the long run, so the
total impact might be more clearly negative than suggested by estimates from models with such a
variable included.

Given the lack of accessto structural control variables, the O-effect estimate from the birth rate
models is a comfortable result. The true effect of aggregate education, net of urbanization, cannot
be negative unless there are important determinants of education that have a clear fertility-
stimulating effect, which is quite unlikely. A negative effect of aggregate education (at a given
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individual educational level) only seems reasonable to the extent that investments in education in
aregion contribute to stimul ate the urbanization of that region, which must be avery slow process.

The fact that a significantly negative aggregate effect failed to show up in these Zimbabwean
fertility models does not mean that such an effect is generally non-existent. One cannot, of course,
reject that possibility that richer regional datafor Zimbabwe might have revealed effects. It isalso
possible that stronger effects would have been found in countries with much lower literacy rates.
According to Caldwell, it is the impact of introducing compulsory education in a society where
almost everyoneisilliterate that is most pronounced. However, most countries are far beyond this
level now, so asimilar analysis of such achange would be difficult to make. Besides, this study has
cast some doubt on the idea that breadth of education is more important than depth.

No significant interaction effects between individual and aggregate education appeared in the
Zimbabwean data. The point estimates did not even display a systematic pattern, but weakly
suggested that the negative effect of aggregate education that was found for fertility desires may be
confined to women at alow educational level. Changing the perspective dlightly, thislack of aclear
interaction pattern for birth rates implies, of course, that individual effects of education are
independent of the aggregate level. Thisisanoteworthy conclusion in light of the currently strong
scholarly interest in context dependence.

It is hard to believe that aggregate education effects are of any substantial importance, and thus
need to be taken into account when predicting the fertility response to investments in education,
before they are seen in at least one country in a statistically solid study, and with afocus on births
rather than proximate determinants. Such studies should be based on aggregate data for a large
number of regiona units at alevel no higher than the districts used here, and preferably for different
pointsin time. These data should, of course, include some contextual variables that have an influence
on aggregate education and are potentially important for fertility, although the strong correlations
and ambiguous causality will always make it difficult to identify a pure total education effect. With
richer data, it might also be possible to check whether there are threshol ds, saturation points, other
non-linear effects, or even non-monotonic effects of aggregate education. Besides, they might allow
a search for more complex interaction patterns (guided by theoretical arguments) and the separation
of effects of men’s and women'’s education at the aggregate level.
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Notes

. Theoretically, this income effect is relevant aso in settings where children are net economic
contributors in the long run, because costs at a young age must be covered (in the absence of
well-functioning capital markets or fostering arrangements). However, a positive effect isvery
rarely found in empirical studies of any society. While a higher income may stimulate the
demand for children, given quality requirements, the latter may also be sensitive to income.

. There may also be an effect of enrollment itself, because it signals educational goals. For
example, women in secondary school may prefer not to have a child yet, because a birth would
make it much more difficult to complete the education, which not least has implications for life-
time income.

. However, education will not necessarily contribute to improve women’s status. For example, it
has been shown in some Asian countries that the uneducated actually may have more freedom
of movement than the better-educated (e.g. [Balk 1994]).

. Guilkey and Jayne [Guilkey and Jayne 1997] reported small differences between men’'s and
women'’ sfertility desiresin Zimbabwe. A similar conclusion has been reached in other African
studies, while some researchers (e.g. [Bankole and Sing 1998]) have documented substantial
differences.

. Boy preferences reflect women’s generally subordinate position in society at present and an
implicit expectation that this will be the case aso for the next generation. While daughters
involvement in domestic work may be a great advantage for the often over-burdened mothers,
they are likely to earn alower income than sons, even if they receive the same education. This
Is because of the unacceptability of certain kinds of work for women, their weaker rights to land
and inheritance, their more limited access to credit, and other factors. Besides, they may
primarily have obligations to parents-in-law rather than their natal kin, depending on the family
system. The motive for having a son may, in fact, be extra strong for women, because they are
often much younger than their husbands and can expect along period of widowhood. However,
there are likely to be individual variationsin boy preferences. Women who themselves have got
an education, and who have arelatively strong position compared to husband and in-laws, may
expect to back up their daughters so strongly that they would be just as rewarding in the long run
as the sons.

. Spelling this out more explicitly, the first better-educated women in a society where the most
remunerative forms of economic activity have traditionally been considered inappropriate for
women may perhaps be granted the right to take decisions in child care and some other daily
activities, but not be allowed to make use of their human capital in formal employment.
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7. Thelatter isdominant. In Zimbabwe, asin many other African countries, the mean duration of
amenorrhoeais only afew months shorter than the mean duration of insusceptibility [Kirk and
Pillet 1998].

8. The probability p; of, say, wanting another child for individual i in district j is given by

log (pij / (1-pij)) = B1Xij +B2Y; +B3Xij ¥ + Uy,

where B, is the effect of avector of individual characteristics x;; , B is the effect of district
characteristicsy; , and Bz is an interaction effect (i.e. describing how the effects of individual
characteristics change across district characteristics). The unobserved factors are represented
by the random term u; , which is assumed to be normally distributed with mean O.

9. Predictions show that the 15% differencein first-birth rates corresponds to an approximately 9-
month difference in median age at first birth between these two educational groups. As avery
simplistic argument (in lack of appropriate simulation tools), this delayed motherhood means
that women with a complete primary education are exposed to the higher-order birth rates for a
9-month shorter period, with an impact on cumulated fertility that may be about 1/8 child, given
higher-order birth rates that correspond to a median duration of about 6 years between births.
More importantly, the 15% lower higher-order birth rates among the women with a primary
education contributes another 1/2 child. A similar calculation is done for secondary education
and referred to below.

10. Assume that the proportions in the five educational categoriesin the bottom-10 districts are
by, by, bs, by and bs , that the corresponding proportionsin the top 10-districts are ty, t, t3, t4
and ts , and that fertility at these educational levels are 0, &, as, &, and as relative to that at the
lowest educational level. Then the individual-level impact is

| = & (t>-) + &g (t3-b3) + &4 (ta-bs) + &5 (5 - bs)

11. This holds more generally. Assume, for example, that the expected number of births within a
certain ageinterval for awoman i indistrict j (j=1,2) is given by fij = fo + au;; + Bp; , where u;
is adichotomous educational variable with values 0 and 1, and p; is the proportion of women in
this age group in district j with u;=1. It is not difficult to show that, under usual assumptions
about independence, the average expected number of births to all women with u;=1 (pooled
together across both districts) would be a + ¢} higher than the corresponding average for all
women with u;=0, where 0< c¢ <1. This difference corresponds to the effect of individual
education in amode where aggregate education isleft out. Thus, if the proportion p; isincreased
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from p; to p,, the expected change in average fertility according to the true model is
(o + B) (p2 - p1), whereas that according to a purely individual model would be (o + cB) (p2- pa).

12. Further investigation revealed no clear clues about the reasons for this. According to models
where aso age, parity, duration since last previous birth, religion and the urban/rural character
of the current place of residence were included (not shown), a high average length of education
in the district significantly enhances awoman’s reported participation in decisions about work.
It also weakens her boy preferences, increases her wealth (as proxied by various consumer
items), reduces the probability that she reports to be non-working, reduces the probability that
she livesin a polygynous marriage, and increases her general level of knowledge (as indicated
by her knowledge about the protective effect of breastfeeding and about proper behaviour when
achild hasdiarrhea). Most of this suggests relatively weak fertility desires. On the other hand,
there was no impact on other potentially important determinants, such as death of older children,
the use of foster parents for older children, participation in decisions about purchases, and (if she
reported to work) whether she earns cash and can keep this herself. Besides, her wages (if she
worked for cash) were actually lowest in districts with a generally high educational level, while
her own education increased wages very sharply. When all these variables were included in the
model for fertility desires, the estimated effect of aggregate education was not changed. This
means that they are either relatively poor indicators of women's status, knowledge, wealth, work
activity, wage potential and family situation, or that other dimensions are generally much more
important. (Inclusion of these variables also explained only about 1/3 of the individual effects
of a secondary education longer than 2 years).
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Table 1:
Estimates (log odds) from discrete-time hazard models for first and higher-order births in Zimbabwe 1990-94".

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6

FIRST BIRTHS
WOMAN'S EDUCATION

none or < 3 years of primary? 0 0 0 0 0 0

3-6 years of primary -0.22 0.20 0.23 0.19 0.22 0.21

complete primary (7 years) or < 2 years of

secondary 0.17 0.13 0.11 0.14 0.11 0.13

2-3 years of secondary 0.47*+* 0.41%+* 0.40** 0.43* 0.39* 0.41*

4 or more years of secondary 0.87*+* 0.74*+* 0.76*** 0.76*** 0.78*+* 0.75%+*
WOMAN'S RELIGION

Christian vs. other® -0.05 -0.05 -0.06

URBAN VS. RURAL? CHARACTER OF THE ENUMERATION AREA
SHE CURRENTLY LIVES IN -0.25%* -0.33*

GROWN UP IN CITY OR TOWN VS. COUNTRYSIDE ? 0.08

PROPORTION URBAN RESIDENTS IN THE
DISTRICT SHE CURRENTLY LIVES IN -0.19

EDUCATION OF WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT SHE CURRENTLY LIVES IN

Average length 0.065** 0.030 0.067** 0.009
or alternatively:*
Proportion with less than 3 years (illiterate) -0.61 -0.57

or alternatively:*

Average length among those with 3 or more

years of schooling -0.110%** 0.017
HIGHER-ORDER BIRTHS

WOMAN’S EDUCATION

none or< 3 years of primary? 0 0 0 0 0 0

3-6 years of primary -0.04 -0.00 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.00
complete primary (7 years) or < 2 years of

secondary -0.19** -0.10 -0.10 -0.09 -0.06 -0.09
2-3 years of secondary -0.36*** -0.18** -0.21* -0.17* -0.15* -0.18**
4 or more years of secondary -0.55*** -0.31** -0.37%+* -0.31%+* -0.28** -0.32%**

WOMAN'S RELIGION
Christian vs other? -0.14%* -0.14%x* -0.13%* -0.14%*

URBAN VS. RURAL? CHARACTER OF THE ENUMERATION AREA
SHE CURRENTLY LIVES IN -0.29%** -0.27*

GROWN UP IN CITY OR TOWN VS. COUNTRYSIDE ? -0.13**

PROPORTION URBAN RESIDENTS IN THE
DISTRICT SHE CURRENTLY LIVES IN -0.23*

EDUCATION OF WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT SHE CURRENTLY LIVES IN

Average length -0.087*** -0.008 -0.074*** -0.019
or alternatively:*
Proportion with less than 3 years (illiterate) 0.95%+* 0.04

or alternatively:*
Average length among those with 3 or more
years of schooling -0.150%** -0.038

* Also age (7 categories) was included in the first-birth models, and age (7 categories), parity (6 categories) and duration since previous birth (6 categories) were
included in the higher-order birth models. There were 937 first births in 34478 3-month intervals and 2677 higher-order births in 68858 3-month intervals.
Arbitrarily chosen reference category

3 With this alternative specification, effects of the other variables were the same.

*  significant at the 0.10 level

**  significant at the 0.05 level

***  significant at the 0.01 level
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Table 2:
Educational distributions and averages for Zimbabwean women aged 15-50, according to the 1992 census and the 1994
ZDHS, in various groups of districts".

District with The 10 districts  All districts The 10 districts ~ District with
lowest average  with lowest with highest highest
average average average
PROPORTION OF WOMEN AT
DIFFERENT LEVELS (PER CENT)
none or < 3 years of primary 41.7 34.6 15.8 4.6 4.5
3-6 years of primary 31.8 30.2 21.2 10.3 9.6
complete primary (7 years) or < 2
years of secondary 17.2 19.7 28.7 27.8 26.2
2-3 years of secondary 5.3 8.7 16.8 22.8 22.0
4 or more years of secondary 4.0 6.8 174 345 37.7
AVERAGE LENGTH OF EDUCATION
(YEARS) 412 4.83 6.95 8.90 9.05
AVERAGE LENGTH OF EDUCATION
AMONG WOMEN WITH 3 OR MORE
YEARS OF EDUCATION (YEARS) 6.93 6.91 8.02 9.45 9.51

* Calculations are explained in the text. All districts included in the ZDHS sample were considered in the calculations.
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Table 3:
Estimates (log odds) from discrete-time hazard models for first and higher-order births in Zimbabwe 1990-94, with
interaction terms between individual and aggregate education’.

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
FIRST BIRTHS
WOMAN'S EDUCATION
none or < 3 years of primary? 0 0 0 0
3-6 years of primary 0.13 0.03 0.16 0.14
complete primary (7 years) or < 2 years of secondary -0.23 -0.29 -0.19 -0.23
2-3 years of secondary -0.54** -0.63* -0.49** -0.53**
4 or more years of secondary -0.89%** -0.97%** -0.83%* -0.88%**

ALTERNATIVE MAIN AND INTERACTION TERMS INVOLVING AGGREGATE EDUCATION?®

Average length -7 0.11

(Average length-7) * (length of individual education-1)/11 -0.12

Proportion illiterate-0.16 -1.05

(Proportion illiterate-0.16) * (length of individual education-1)/11 0.79

Average length among 3"- 8 0.15
(Average length among 3°- 8) * (length of individual education-1)/11 -0.21
none or < 3 years of primary * (average length - 7) 0.13

3 or more years of primary education and < 2 years of secondary *

(average length - 7) 0.04

2 or more years of secondary * (average length - 7) 0.02

HIGHER-ORDER BIRTHS

WOMAN’'S EDUCATION

none or < 3 years of primary? 0 0 0 0

3-6 years of primary 0.01 0.00 -0.01 0.02
complete primary (7 years) or < 2 years of secondary -0.10 -0.08 -0.11 -0.06
2-3 years of secondary -0.20* -0.20* -0.22** -0.17
4 or more years of secondary -0.38%** -0.36** -0.40%** -0.34**

ALTERNATIVE MAIN AND INTERACTION TERMS INVOLVING AGGREGATE EDUCATION?®

Average length -7 -0.01

(Average length-7) * (length of individual education-1)/11 0.02

Proportion illiterate-0.16 -0.02

(Proportion illiterate-0.16) * (length of individual education-1)/11 0.10

Average length among 3"- 8 -0.07
(Average length among 3°- 8) * (length of individual education-1)/11 0.09
none or < 3 years of primary * (average length - 7) -0.01

3 or more years of primary education and < 2 years of secondary *

(average length - 7) -0.02

2 or more years of secondary * (average length - 7) 0.05

Also age and religion were included in the first-birth models, and age, parity, duration since previous birth and religion were included in the higher-order birth models.
See also notes 4 and 5.

Arbitrarily chosen reference category

Length of education is defined as in the the text (i.e. itis setto 1, 4.5, 7.5, 9.5 and 12 years in the 5 categories), but to facilitate interpretation, it is subtracted by
1 year and divided by 11. Thus, 0 corresponds to the lowest educational level and 1 to the highest. ‘Proportion illiterate’ is the proportion with less than 3 years
of education, as in Table 1, and ‘Average length among 3+ is the average among those with 3 or more years of education. 7 or 8 years are subtracted from the
averages and 0.16 from the proportion illiterate to get main effects close to those reported in Table 1.

In addition, urban/rural character of the current place of residence was included as a main effect and in interaction with length of individual education. Because
rural is defined as 0 and urban as 1 also in these interactions, the effects of individual education shown in the table are for rural women.

In addition, urban/rural character of the current place of residence was included in interactions with the three educational groups, just as average length of education.
Because rural is defined as 0 and urban as 1 also in these interactions, the effects of individual education shown in the table are for rural women.

*  significant at the 0.10 level

**  significant at the 0.05 level

***  significant at the 0.01 level
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Table 4:
Estimates (log odds) from various logistic models for married Zimbabwean women with at |east one child.

Fertility Post-partum Not use of modern Not use of modern
desire® susceptibility* contraception, contracepetion
even though she does (unconditional)®
not want a child and is
susceptible®

PANEL 1 :
Models also including age, parity, duration since previous birth, religion and whether the current place of residence is urban or rural.

WOMAN'’S EDUCATION

none or < 3 years of primary* 0 0 0 0

3-6 years of primary -0.17 0.31 0.27 -0.18
complete primary (7 years) or < 2 years of of

secondary -0.07 -0.05 -0.16 -0.31%**
2-3 years of secondary -0.74%xx 0.04 -0.64** -0.85%**
4 or more years of secondary -1.04%** -0.24 -0.94*** -1.34%*

EDUCATION OF WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT

Average length -0.26*** 0.03 -0.14 -0.17%*
or alternatively:?
Proportion with less than 3 years (illiterate) 2.95** -0.91 0.34 1.05*

or alternatively:?
Average length among those with 3 or more
years of schooling -0.39%** -0.03 -0.45%** -0.45%**

PANEL 2 :
Models also including age, parity, duration since previous birth, individual educational level, religion and whether the current place of
residence is urban or rural (the latter as a main effect and in interaction with length of individual education).

MAIN AND INTERACTION TERMS INVOLVING
AVERAGE LENGTH OF EDUCATION

Average length -0.35%** 0.15 -0.06 -0.28***
Average length *
(length of individual education-1)/113 0.21 -0.30 -0.20 0.28

Arbitrarily chosen reference category

With this alternative specification, effects of the other variables were the same.

3 Model for the probability of wanting another child within 2 years, among non-pregnant women. 625 women among the 3142 the model was estimated for wanted
this.

4 Model for the probability that a non-pregnant woman with a child less than 2 years old was sexually active the month before interview and not amenorrhoeic at
interview. 457 among the 1314 the model was estimated for were susceptible.

5 Model for the probability that a non-preganant woman who does not want a child within 2 years and is sexually active, not amenorrhoeic, and not infecund does
not use modern contraception . 329 women among the 1185 the model was estimated for did not use contraception.

& Model for the probability that a non-pregnant woman does not use modern contraception. 1616 women among the 3142 the model was estimated for did not use

contraception.

*  significant at the 0.10 level

**  significant at the 0.05 level
***  significant at the 0.01 level
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Table5:
Estimates (log odds) from discrete-time hazard models for higher-order births 1990-94 for women married at interview™.

Model 1 Model 2

WOMAN'S EDUCATION

none or < 3 years of primary? 0 0

3-6 years of primary 0.02 0.03

complete primary (7 years) or < 2 years of secondary -0.04 -0.02

2-3 years of secondary -0.15* -0.09

4 or more years of secondary -0.32%** -0.22**
HUSBAND'S EDUCATION

none or < 3 years of primary? 0

3-6 years of primary 0.01

complete primary (7 years) or < 2 years of secondary -0.08

2-3 years of secondary -0.11

4 or more years of secondary -0.22
AVERAGE LENGTH OF EDUCATION OF WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT -0.023 -0.020

Also age, parity, duration since previous birth, religion and urban/rural were included. There were 2392 higher-order births in 55385 3-month intervals.
Abitrarily chosen reference category

*  significant at the 0.10 level

**  significant at the 0.05 level
*** significant at the 0.01 level
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