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Ctryter 6. AO 5{? S{ zffi, d.d. l{.Í0'?5, tiÍE l?'36'13, pp' l-317

v366 .

àgf, hust'ànd vllen ffst merrie'd

hrrest vahe hfutrst vetre IïEiÍl
t6 *2 fr.42

v567
HrÍÈer of drÍtret i, Xre ltouse

hvesl vaïr hfuH vah.e ÍïEíl
o lt 2.#

v699
ger first mrriage

hvest vatr h*lrest vatte íÍÉïI

valid n missirq
93 72

valÍl n missirg
t6l 4

1930 1973 t96l.6l

Hote: other Yoriobles (including V0l
earlier flnd later runs

ÍÍFdisn val*l n missiq
1964.33 93 72

V049) to be found in

ÍÍEdP

t1]69

íÍEde
fr

rpde
2

C



Chapter ó. AO 34? SH 288, d.d. l4-10.?5, tàÍE l?.J6.18, pp. t-StT

$§ute: Shigowe frad girl-friend Ëínong llgalegusa, not rumDulcatl

v36 I

kodest trfral vife

EeÍÍ&à
Tonga

klata
Lozi
Twnh*a
oiier

total

v362
ffiitirruseilrcit*n Jrl*ad

m *lml d.
hvr prinrg
m*ldle fin
higlÉr priÍtrg - Fl
sec. begond tl

total

v363
csrtiu.urs rfrnat*rr vife

m s$ml ed.
btÍEr prinry
mfrldle ffi
hiSer pninry - Fl
seo. begmd tl

total

v364
wban curmitmert r€cod€d

hvest valn lrighest vatre
It0

v365
È preseot mrriage frst?

meill
6.t4

càlgs

t4
É
74
l7
il
t6

t58

Gàlitls

45
7
59
%
t9

r53

Ínode

t-

ts

8.9
16.5
,16.8

t0.8
7,0
t0.t

lm

s
,16.6

+.ï
3l.t
t 4.9
3.4

tm

%

n.4
1.6
58.6
15.0
12.4

tm

rÍFdiat
624

vatil n

165

càsrPS

69
6
46
72
5

t'lg

missirg
0

65.r
3{.9

tm

Gà3P5

%
55

t52

ges

m

iotal



Ch+ttr 6. AO 347 SN 288, d.d. t.í.tO-?S, tirn" t?.86.1J, pp. I-Jl?
V29E
obrtctive hse+rtritg men vis-ö-vÈ vife?

hvest vafue hiSest vake mean
4 1.59

Y344
mspecifb faní[ dftrum*rrs of ve#ing

hvesi vrtre hi$est vatre Íïle;ilt
3 l.,ts

v357
eilrcàtkn hnbrd miurs vÍfe: mÈshg s16:ss+d

hyest vahe h*fresi va}r rËrt ínode
-45.790

mediff vatid n missing
1.72 t65 0

Írmde

2

mode

2
Íne,fi-eíl

1.49

t2 0 .?4

veliJ n

r65

vatid n
165

val*l n miss*q
165 0

misstq
0

missrrg
0

ÍnediàÍr

.36

negative: wiÍe more educotion

v358
+r+ific ruÍS.r previrus tnrriig€s hr$md

hryest vahe h*lrest vatre reït ÍÍEdp ÍÍEdi{r val*l n missnq
.38 t65 05 t.6? 0

mislesding: in fsct 24 coses were either missing 0r unspecified number
I

v359
mrr&er of advising ryrts mrriage wrÍtbt - mÈsng s4pressed

hyest vrhre hi«Sest vakr rÍFjrr ÍÍEde mdian08

missing suppressed!!

v360
kodPst ffial luràaÉ

EeÍÍËà
Tonga

i{*tja
Lozi
Turfi*a
o$cr

totel

CJriPS

t4
fr
H
tg
t5
2l

t52

%

92
132
4?.1
il"8
9.9
t3.s

tm

93

t



Ch+ter 6. AO 347 SH 2ts8, d.d. Í.1.t0.?8, tine t?.36.t8, pp. t-3t?
v295
vt-llaEe honp rrife full

htrokoso
ltala rrsal
Kasema rural
LuwirgtJ
tt*a
Kal$o
l4mry rral
Kuna
Peta*e
Cft$ata r
Lrrdezi
Kalorm
Haz**e nral
ttnze r/GvenÈe
Solthnrn Prov. r
gulthÉrn hov. r
l{.sÉva
Kóve r
t'*udti
tus*s rrtgr/nral
Lr.rs*a r
teira
Sffenle
K*oÍÍr+o
Hasenpa
artsih ZsÉià

totàl

cà5e5

2
3
I
2
I
I
3
il
27
35
l4
I
2
4
I
3
5
3
t
I
t4
t0
7

I
i
3

r53

E

t.5
2.(t
.?
t3
.?
.?
2.i
72
t7"6
22.9
92
.7

t.3
2.6
.7
2fr
3.3
2.Ë
.?
:
92
6.5
2.0
.t
.?
2.O

r00

o

v296
lst visit hone: hov hng after settfiÍE il Luseka?

hvesl vat* hi$cst vahr rne*t ÍÍpd€
-t4 g] 7.06 0

negËtiye: n0 yisit Ëfter setiling in Lussko

ÍÍEdiflt
4.É{]

vatil n
t3s

missirg
30

v297
lursbrdlvife horn
rrbar./nral?

both wbsr
htJsbrd rrbsr vife rrral
tilJsbtrd rwal vife rrbsr
both rrral

total

càgeÉ

2
3
l5
r32

t50

s

1.5
2.0
8.7
8.0

tm

92



Chapter 6. afi 547 SX 2ff|, d.d. t4.10.75, tiÍÍF t7.36.t8, pp. t-31?

v294
Yillqe hne lursb# full

l@okoso
Itale nral
Kasane rural
Lu\riÍg,
hoka
ltt<a
lkrtlrn hov. nral
lbthern Prov. rrral
Kalatu
I'tmgu nral
Kasne
Sesftc&e

Yest*rn prov. nral
Pete.*e
Chipata r
ttrdei
Eastro ftoY. rrrl
Eastenn kov. rtral
EaEtern hov. rp irf. rrtan/nral
Kakrno
Clune rral
i.lurze r/6verrÈe
Surtlprn fuov. r
l',t-rrÈve
KSve r
l'*rrshi
Lus*a r
Feira
Serentr
Z*rÈezirBahvate
Solrezi
itrtul*a U

tldob u
dÍts*h ZsrÈia

totrl

5

.6
1.9
1.3
25
.6
t.3
.6
l3 sic H strq:!!
_6

2.5
s.9
t3
.6

t5.8
20.3
9.5
t.3
.6 sfu brt clrGt
.6
.6
t.3
t.9
.6
2.5
2.t
.6
6.3
6.3
.6
.6
.6
5
.6
32

tm

ca9e5

I
3
L

4
1

2
I
2
I
4
l4
2
I
É
32
t5
2
I
I
I
2
3
I
4
4
I
t0
t0
I
I
I
I
I
5

r58

Check: Ebove list contains urban EreES

9I



I

Chapier 6. .Hr 3{? S( 288, d.d. l't.10-?5, tine l?,36.13, p9- l-31?

v290
vfllage tmnre tusàsd = vrte? GeÍles %

Ues 98 65-3

rH!32Uj

total lÍ) IUI

Assess yrhere boundaries for identitg Ere set (probabls at the district
leYel, see V29l)

v2g2
Yillige hoÍÍE hrsbàd = vift? cèt?s 'S

geÉ tl6 Tl3
íE U 2'1

total l5(, lm

v2g3
rrral cmp.oefit frnitl rientatin

lovEst vafue lrit*st vatr rPIl ÍÍEde trediil valid n missiig

o 825 167.4? 0 99-00 165 0

itliotic vËrisble

I

q0



Efi4ter 6" A0 34? SH ffi, d.d. t4.t0.?S, tine tZ.gÉ.18, pp. t-Bt?

\t4aA
Y _dlJq

past and pres+nt neiqf#{É'fu orientatftrn

hwest vafue h{$est 'reke fi}Èàrr mode rnedim valid n missÉu0 3 .54 0 .5? t65 0

v2B2
p*t ard presmt dldic r*entation

hwEsi vate h{f*st vah.e npar naodc nedien vahd n missirq0 6 ï.06 0 .59 t65 0

v2E5
wban cqrrnitrrpnt

This variatrle wos not tebulated since it Ëssumed more thon 7E different
values; if yyES E lousu vErisble snuwsu, totallU artificial, and later
di scarded

v2B6
piEt eíÉ pesmt prig hvolv«rnnt

hvest vafue h*ffi vatre Íneàn rnude rÍFdisÍr vatil n missurg03520,f t650

v2B7
ecorsnic wherSilitg tpuseàold

hurest vetrc h*$est vat* meyr nïodg rmdian valff n missing0 4 1.8.t Z t.B6 t6S 0

V2BE
put ad presant ilvolvenrent votmtrg usociatinrs

hvest vatre hfuhest va}r rrlpff ÍÍlode mrdiil vaH n missirg0 rs 3.67 0 32? t65 0

v2E9
pa6t ild present ch.rdt irvolrerent

hvest vatp hfr$rasi vatre rÍEör ÍÍlode nndisr valid n missuq0 t3 3.07 0 2.59 t65 0

89



Chryter Ë. A0 34? SX m, d.d. I 4 't 0'?5, tim" t 7'36'13, pp' I -517

v27B
host kibe Yife?

ues
no

total

v279
d€'sc€nt slstem viíe

matrilirnal
bileteral
ptrilintal
oller

total

v2B0
provie rrral hurP vife

ihrthern
Vestrn
Estern
SolU*rn
Central
iMhvest€rn
flÍtside ZilÍÈia

totàl

cage5

I
ï5
76
il
3?
2
3

tsB

VzBI
pàst àÍd presrfit urban fanífu rieniat*xt

hvest vafue h*rest vahe mst
0 9 3.18

v2B2
p.6t ttd p*s+nt dJdic rieÍttàtirn

hvest vafue hidtÉst vatr rrm
0 6 t.06

v283
pàst rtd present fri?ndhJ orientatkn

hvest vafue h*/r*st vah.e

03

càs'?5

l4
t44

158

càse,

r0r
t?
36
2

158

%

652
r0.8
?2.fi
t.3

t00

s
8.9
9r.l

tm

%

5.9
9.8
491
72
242
1.5
2.0

tm

rpde
2

vatH n mÈsitg
t65 0

valid n

t65

vatii n mÈsirrg
165 0

nedixrn

rÍEde
o

mode

o
ÍïEAfi
.52

missrq
0

EB



v273
eYer diYtrc-td?

u?E
no

total

Ëftapter 6. AO 34? S+( 2e8, d.d. 14.10.75, tim€ 17.3ó.13, pp. Í-Jt7

1330 ItE

s

14.€,

6.4

caggs

t9
Iil

rÍ!*
0

Ínedt
.53

%
42
95.8

lmt65

Ínode

l2

v277
vife bro# fÈal

Eembi
ïmga
ielanta
Y*o
Kàffide
Lozi
lftuJa
l{unvanga
Tunh*a
/tsim
Igpsi
Strmà
S*una
Yao

l*Éebele

lfrlakrJusà

total

GàSES

l,l
fr
74
2
I
3
t4
3
t
I
I
4
t
I
2
I

Relative poucitU of diyorce reÍlects primorilg Uouth oÍ urban populEti0n

v274
total faní$ rÉílizat*xr h crisÈ

hvest vatr h*lrst vatr
0{

v275
prlus*a urÈm eqrrienc*? cmes
ges7
no lffi

total

v274
lutsbrÉ lliud dxrch hfore marn"ry

lovest vatre hi$est vafue meill
-t? 45 12.43

negstiye meËns: joined after marriËge

%

8.9
t6.5
rÍ6.8

t3
s
t.9
8.9
t.9
7.0
-6

É
2.5
.7
.6

t.3
.6

tm

redian
3.33

ÍÍpdiil
12.t 3

vatií n missing
t65 0

v:lil n mÈsirq
83 g2

t58

87



Cttapter 6. AO 347 S+{ 288, d.d. I {.Í 0.?S, iirÍË I ?.96.18, pp. I -Il ?

note: n0 snd rnissin$ taken together

v26 I
aÉrtctive rnale chzuvinism

h,rrest vatre h*$est va&re Íï|eat
0 9 5.96

v262
huststd's bktplàcÉ = yife's

v270
provip of bi{r mil = yife

g€É

m

total

vzt t
provirce bi'th hsbard

lhrftern
Vestern
Erlern
Sru$ern
C*nkal
lhrthvestern
Colgerhït
outride ZfiÍËir

total

mode

I
median

4.8Í
vatil n miss*rg
165 0

vaH n mÈsiq
9t 74

ues
no

tot:l

Ëà9P5

tr
61

r57

CëEÉ

IE
35

l.l3

54.5
40.6

Ím

s

65.5
212

tm

cà5t5

t?
72
T2
7
g!
3
3
il
t65

s

r0.3
r3.3
43.6
42
r8.2
t.8
1.8
6.7

rm

v?72
ilfiÈer of qears hrlsbànd joered

chrch after cuniug to Lus*a

lourest vafue h*$est vak.tg ,ÍEaï
-72 5? 9.95

ÍÍEde
t8

rnedisr
r 0.33

neg8ti'Je meËns: j0ined church Ëfter he came to Lusaka

B6



Chapter 6. AO &{7 SH zffi, d.d. l.í.10.?5, tirc l?.36.1I, pp. t-Et?

v256
husÈsd ard urife
both ircome?

both

vife onhl
husbrÉ mtl
ÍPi$.r

totel

v257
€dleàtixt hrstrÉ sd yife

hth sïÍP
lxrsbmd rnore
Yife rpre

total

Check in variable
Ere set

Uë5gS

l8
I

1%
tJ

r50

ctsas

67
60
t9

r{6

Í5

r2.0
.7
84Il
3.3.

tfil

5

45.9
4Í.t
t3.Í,

lm

construction record card where boundaries for 'same'

V25E
provinnrallsne lrr+ild

ilorttrrn
lestern
E6tÉrn
Sqtthern
Grnkal
lhrftwstern
Cop€ràeft
f,rtside ZeÍÍSie

total

v259
duat*n first previx.s mÍri"rge

lovesl Yahre hllrst vatn !ïïean

o 49 9.58

v260
ever pÉÏem h mrrirge?

ue§
missirg u'no

total

t6
T2
76
6
30
?
I
5

r58

5

l0.t
13.9
48.1
3.8
Í 9.0
1.3
.6

32

tm

,ÍEde
I

rnedisr
J.IJ

valid n missutg
19 146

I.

G8Se5

95
72

t65

(fi

56.{
43.6

tm

85



Ch+tar 6. ÀO 347 St( 28É, d.d. 14.10.?5, ttne l?.36.13, pp. t-Bt?

v250
nwÈer of Ueàrs yife to Lusaka-mrri4e

lowest vatt+ hiffit vahre Íneàfi Írnde-n 2+ -í.34 0

negotive means: morried before came

ÍÍpdisn
-.43

to Lusako

valfrí n missing
I t6 49

vaH n mÈsirg
t65 0

vatid n mÈsirg
165 0

valid n missnq
Í65 0

vatÉ n missi4
165 0

vahd n

165

v25 I
@ee frmalitg mrriag

lovEst yabe higlnst vahre meàt
o 4424 t?g.ffi

idiotic constructed variable

v252
searities iltchorig mrriage

hYest vafue ht$est vatre ÍÍper
0 2l 8.78

v253
total frnrï1 arclwage of mrriage

hvestvaln hir$*stvek Írrít
1 t.u

v254
total relqixrs àc+Drège of mrruge

hvest val* hfutest vat* nÉàn
4 l.t0

v255
presert prtg involverrmt

lovest vaie hi$rst valw
02

modÈ

fr

ÍÍE#
ll

median

t62t

median
1.62

rÍPditrl
2t

rpdian
8.94

ÍÍÉ
2

miss*q
0

E4



Chapter 6. A0 3{7 SH 288, d.d. 14.10.?5, tine ï 7.3ó.1 3, pp. 1-317

v245
fovtrce of birih vife

trlorthÉrn
Vestern
Eastern
Su.rtlcrn
Central
l{orthvestern
Cryerbelt
Grts*k ZàÍÍÈie

totai

v2ffi
trle vife = hr$rtd

geÉ

m

tot l

v24t
tte vife = hrbld guryed

UEE
no

total

v24E
d?scent EJstem vife = hlsbad

v249
slreqlh present vÈit relatin lute

bfrst vate hfrlrest vafue ín€an

I ?5 37.8

strflnge, bad variohle

I
l5
T2
I
,tt}

2
4
il

s

5.0
9.3
44.7
5.6
24_8

12
2.5
6.9

1mt6t

CEgPS

94
54

t{8

Ca5,eS

t84
+4

t48

Gi5r85

It?
27

148

s

63.5
56.5

lm

5

?0.3
8.7

tm

5

9t.3
t8.s

tm

g"s
no

total

Ínoe
48

rnedían

40.59
valil n mÈsiE
t49 t6

E3



Ch4ter 6. ci0 g4? Sf( ZBg, d.d. I 4.1 0.78, tftne I ?.t6.t 3, pp. I _Et ?

v239
Ínininnàl tres€,nt dNrch invotvernent lursbaU

hvest vate hilrest va&re mert ÍÍlode0 5 t.68 0

v240
differenee peseni dnu.ch irvolverrent hrsbd/yife

];est 
vafre htfcst vatre nrïr ,rtde-.15 o

calculated on the basis of husband,s minimsl

v24t
degr* pr*eni rrbar faniï3 orientàtin

h*tst vatr h*t'rst vahr meàto ? t.sg

v242
presert ub*r dladí+ ryÈntat*n

bvest ve}le hfutrest valle Ínein02.42

t{* vetit n mÈsiq-.06 t65 0

church involvement

mediafi vatil nt..to t65
missiug
0

Írde
I

rnode

0

ÍÍredinn

tz2
yakl n
t65

missirg
0

missirg
0

median

JI
valij n
r65

v243
làst yisit lpne recodetl

never/befre lgSS
t54-f 1H3
t%4-t%8
l!159 to t9?t
t9T2-t973

total

v244
rral oriertet*n rrbrr m*ríqe

hvesl vafue h{fiest vehn rneilu l2 4.35

càses

fr
t5
30
42
,í3

ts

E

t6.7
9.6
t9:
fr.9
n.6

fm

ÍÍ#
0

rnedírr
4.U

yatií n

r65
missÍq
0



Ch4ter 6. AO 3'l? §í{ ffi, d.d. l+.10'?5, t*ïF 17.36.13, pp- 1-31?

v232
Jursbrd's trËe is tm5t trfu?

ue5
ÍE

total

t3 Ë.6

r39 9t.4

t52 lm

v233
descent s;stem trrsband

matrflineal 96 63'2

bÍleteral l8 lt'8
patrilineel 34 72'4

other 4 ?.€,

_ 
totet 1512 lm

v234
hstïrd presant irvolvennnl ir votntrg =sociatins

lovest vatre hÍrwt YetP IIPII mode mediil valid n missutg

03.490.3t1650

v235
rrbar drieversrt riartatin

hvest vate h*t'x'st vatre íneirl ÍÍtode ÍnediàÍl valid n misstq

03.330-18 1650

v236
urbrt rsteritJ

lovest vate hiffi vatr ÍïEm tnode Ínedirt v:lil n mÈsirg

03.8?l-88 1650

v237
màxÈïuf,n pre'scnt ctur$ hvolrerneot

hvest vatr hfiir=t valr íEan Íítode ÍnedHl valil n misslng

0 g 2.fi o 2.15 16§ 0

v23E
vife gresant dr.rdr hvolverent

loyest vatre highest vatr flËtr Ínode mediil vel*l n missitg

0 5 l.5E 0 l-33 165 0

8l



I

Ëhapter 6. Nt317 S{ 2EÉ, d.d. 14.10.?5,t.me 17.36.13, pp. l-31?

V27fr
lursttrrd brn rrban/rrral

urhEn

ru'al

total

v227
vife born rrbsr/rrrral

u'b+n
rwrl

tota'l

v228
nrrrÈÉr prevmts rnrriages
tllrsbtrd

0
1

2
5
at kast one

total

v229
this vorioble does not

cà5,95

7
I =Jg

t65

seem to exist?

s

l0
90

lm

càffi

t5
r55

150

càsJPs

99
fr
t3
I
il

112

4
t?
t37

158

5

42

rtE

s

65.1
18.4
9.6
.7
72

tÍE

2.5
to.8
86.7

100

v230
tírsb{d distarc+ to vinage lEÍÍR

less thsr 30 kn
30 to 150 km
over lSOkn

toial

v23t
vife distme to YiIlCf lroÍne

lÉs ttrr 30 kÍr
50 to lS] hr
over lSÍJ bn

totil

2.i
t5.0
83ll

lm

3
23
127

t53

8n



G I

Ctupter 6. Nt347 # Ë8, d.d. l,í.10.75, tfrnÉ l?.36.13, pp. l-3t7

Í3
6
5ï
7t
t2
9

t5
6
ÈaJI

14
1?

9

v222
lxlsààd /Yife cfÍJrctr ?

trusbrd ch vife rore
hrJsbeïd none vife ch

husbtrrd rnr vife ch
both serp ch

both ch hlt differert
otler

total

v??3
hrsàrd/viíe cfrrÉ guryed ?

lrusàard dr viÍe lse
hlórd rue vife dr
hrstad ls Yife dt
brö srm dr
bo,ö ó hrt fiffrent
olfs

total

v224
rxrÍSÉr of afults iï turs{'ttoH

total

v225
ÍxrÍÈer of otter afults
il tprrsshoU

155

{EÈ
I sr*J

s

9.7
3.9
32.9
45.8
7.1
5.5

lm

%

64.8
t6.4
r0.3
42
5.6
.6

tm

g

83.0
8.5
4.8
3.6

tm

E

9.7
3.9
32.9
4?-7 rf lifírcc vilf ryqcd
7.7
55

tm

?
3
4

5
6
7

0
1

2
3

càEgs

t07
2t
t?
7
6
I

t65

càses

t3?
t4
I
6

t65total

7g



Ëh4ter 6. AO 347 S{ 28É, d.d. I4.10.75, time 17.3É,.13, pp. l-31?

càsPs

6
l4
5t
t8
I
5
7

CErES

54
30
3
3
?

I

total I lO l0O

grouping iryould sppeËr to be a bit arbitrarg

v2l E

rnonthtl ircune grffJped

ze{a
less tlan K30
K30 to K49
KSO lo K69
K7Í) to K89
K90 to Kl 09
over Kt l0

v219
cfurcfi tusàsd gu.S

Romar Catlolfu
CCI

ccz+tFz
EF?

hdeperdent
otfier

total

v220
other durÉ lrusbeÍd grqffi

Rcnm Càttlic
E?
EFZ

otter

total

v22t
chrdt vife guryd

Roma Càtrolic
ocz
OCz+EtZ

EFZ

naryrUent
otlpr

total

%

5.5
12.7
46.4
t6.4
g2
4.5
6..1

ls

52.9
8.4
2.9
?.9
2.9
5.5

tm102

cà3e3

9
I
2

t5

42.9
42.9
9.5
{a

tm

Ís

5t.6
312
32
32
I .t
9.7

tm

21

csgs

#
fr
3
5
l
I

7B

93



EÍrapter 6- AO 347 Sil{ 288, d.d. l+.10.75, tire t?.86.t8, pp. t-Et?

v2l5
sISrJrb ctrster durch vife

ilrth
l{rytheast
Cerrtral hw densitg
iMhPest
CteHm
0U Airport
Earlmi
South lov derÉitg
Southvest rrcdim densitg
Karu;anas

total

v2t6
potJgtrÍ{

total

v2t7
husbad kod trÈàl

BerÍöe
Toilge
lUrtta
Yf,<o

K#lilF
Logi
l{<oga
llamveqa
Tlrnh*a
Asim
Shon:
Sukwna
Yro
tffiele
ielakUusa

total

Í
II
I
3
I
t8
É
t,

lo
14
2

1Z

s

1.4
15.1

t.4
4.t
I1.0
24.7
6.8
t3.7
t9-2
2.7

tm

ges

no

CSre§

7
1s8

r65

s

42
95.8

tm

gàslgs

l4
n
64
5
I
2
l6
6
t5
I
3

t52

B

92
132
42.t
5.3
.7

t.3
t0.5
3.9
9.9
l
2.0
.7
.7
.7

.7

tm

77



Ctrryter 6. AO g4? Sil{ Zgg, d.d. l,$.t O.?S, ttre I ?.56.1 g, pp. | _Jl T
v21 I
age vife vtren eeÍÍF
to l-usr*e

hvest vehte h.igfrst vaft.e rrtrt0 39 tg.ffi

9 rrives in tus*a at age of 0 gears

v2t2
ilretfun fe*nt màrrÍege

tnode

t?
mediàrr

t8.883
vaM n rnissing
ilo 55

lowEst vahe
o

v2t3
sre.u.b chls{er hrsbird

thrth
tlorthast
tuimdi Chàisà
Central hv demitg
l{ortlpst
Chebtm
0H Airport
Bilkni
South hrr densitg
Southvest rÍredi!Ín demitg
Kaxg+naa
Chawarna

lotal

vzt4
càÍ'b ckter clu.r$ trusàaÍd

t{orth
tkrtheast
i4arpodi CtËisà
Cenhal hv demít;
tÍm.theast
Ctebtm
OH Anprt
Bàrhni
Sorth lov dcnsitrJ
Sqrthvest redftÍn demitg
Hanlana
Chayana

total

hir$est vah.e
34

ÍÍPàÍI
9.93

Ínode

e
redian
7.35

valid n

t39
missilg
fr

GËEg

2
I
6
2
t8
30
33
50
2
6
3
I

r6t

s

l2
5.0
3.?
l2
ll2
tg.6
20.5
3r.t
l2
3.7
t_9
3

tm

cqses

I
l2
I
2
+
t0
n
5
tl
l5
2
2

8§

s

t2
I 'í.1t2
2.4
4.7
il"8
fr.1
5.9
12.9
I ?.6
2.4
2.4

tm



Ch4ter 6. AO 34? SË{ zffi, d.d. 14.10.?5, t*nf I ?.36.ï 3, pp. l -31?

3 were in Lusaks when 0 gears oltl

v205
age trusband vhen
joied ctu.nch

hvest vakre hit'e=t vahe mËim modp redian valil n missirrg
0 47 ï3.92 0 t3 S 7?

25 were born into church

v206
age hr$and vlnn mrried

lovest valn h*fest valn rpa Írrcde mediil velil n missig
t7 s n_yz m 26.mts lË 40

v207
4e fu*rd Yh€n frst
previursÍrrrrÈge begJt

hvest valre hifiest vafue Íne{t Íftode Ínedíil vrlil n mÍssi4
t6 40 24.39 fr 23 l8 t47

v208
Yife's ger of b*th

hvest vate hiSnst valw mein Ínode tftdtrn valtl n mÈsing
r9ao t95g r944.t3t rsrl t9f6 t3? fr

v209
4e drïfcrerce hrbad/vife

hvest vafue hfi$est vahe rÍEïr Ínode ÍÍEdiil valil n missitg
-Ë +8 -8.63 -t0 -?_63 t32 33

v2t0
age vÍfe at mrriage

lovrstvatr higHvatr rËïr Ínod? mediil valiln mbsirg
I I 4t t9.ÍI6 t5 1750 I tO S



Chapter 6. ..rU E,l? SH Zffi, d.d. 14.10.?S, tin" l?.56.18, pp. l_51?

vt44
sex reEptmfuit (not necessariÏ1
hed of lursetuU)

AII respondents in active sample were mEIe, 165 cases. lcheck whether
theg ttere also all marriedl

v200
hrsbrrd to dx.rdr
irr sàífte srlilrb?

ues
IP

total

v20 I
lruse{p}der to drrdr
h ssre sÀ.rb clster?

ges

ÍE

iotal

v202
'rífe to du.rch
h sare s&rb,

ges

no

tstal

v203
vife to clu.rdr
h sarne sJh.rÈ ctslr?

v204
+etrusàad vterr cure
to tns*à

lovcstval* hilxstvaln
058

cEeS

fr
56

ffz

casas;

46
36

g2

ea$es

22
49

7t

cëte3

40
3t

7l

s

3t.?
68.3

tm

ts

56.r
43.9

t00

ges

n0

total

ts

3t.
69

tm

s

ffi.3
43.?

tm

ÍTRàíI

24.65
valàl n missrq
146 t9

74

ÍÍditrt
n2

ÍÍEde
t2



v 142
thid greatest goDlem?

wbsr situatin
shorl schrcl pleces

initate hiffi
gereral iuecritl
mini girb
m bain. mrr.
IÍv.del.
ÍIUËg, rEÍrtE
menphrlnent
fn. ssist. relatives
rrn not flaprtÍrg fenilies
hdgstiÍlg
cost of livilg
chtles
fd
lursing, prrYeg
vater
vaste rureg
màturtritin
ei*irg
dirbiv? Flitils

Cfiapter 6. Ao 347 S,( 2t€, d.d. l,í.10.75, tirle 17.36..13, pp 1-Bl?

total

%

5.t
2.5
2.1
1.3
2.1
t.3
1.3
t.3
2.1
t.3
3.8
?.5
5.t
7.6
8.9
6"3
6.3
t"3
1.3
t0.l
t.3
ll..t
2.5
3.8
r.8
t.3
7.6

lm

The relative preponderance 0f Ënswers in the personal and domestic
sphere msu partlu be caused bU the interview itselÍ; this questign c6me
towards the end.

vt43
Íu.rÍËer of heads of
crtth pail fr marriage

cà5es

.l
2
2
I
3
I
I
I
2
t
3
2
4
6
7
5
5
I
I
I
I

furpstic/mritalrclatirrpoblernss I
extr*nrital sex 2
diYtrc" 3
merital vfulence ?
don't kmv I
"m prólem' 6

?9

cs€É

I
2
I
2
2
I
I
I

%

I
2
5
4
5
6
I
I

lt

5ffÉ* orfuÈul text qrastimaire.

73



Chapter Ë- A0 34? S{ ?e8, d.d. t4.10.?5, tim l?.3ó.tS, pp. t-Eï?
sec{md ryeatest trót?m?

urffi sitÉ1irl
imitate h&$rer

mhi girÈ
ffig, itffine
hv vages
rmrnghgÍÍlert
fit. essist. reletives
óisnpted kir rel. u.bsr/nrat
rnen mt sryporting fsnrïips
hd$etiq
cost of Ïirirrg
tr*sport
cbtfps '

food
hursàrg, privesJ
vater
vasle nmeg
matrrtrition
ffiÈE
diseese

eÍÍEstÈ/msitel rehtirn próleÍfisz

mat. irtrests kÍr3
irlays m cmtat
exlranprital s+x

rnsle refirse sp.+
divsce
mrital Yilkírce
dsr't krov
-ÍE proàlem'

totel

2C*ct orignul text qrest*neire.
sgl*L orfuiul text Srestisrake.
4Hïr* r*giul text qrpstirna*e.

cilgPs

9
I
z

2
a

3
2
I
3
4
5
2
6
t5
9
9
I
I
I
I
6

E

8.0
.9
?.7
t.8
?.7
2.7
1.8
.9
2.7
3.5
4.4
1.8
5.3
t3.3
8.0
9.0
.9
.9

8.0
.9

5.3

t.8
t.8
t.8
.9
4.4

tm

I
I
4

?
2
2
I
5

il3

.9

.9

3.5



Ëtr4ter 6. AO 34? S 28È, d.d. 14.10.75, tiÍÍF l7-36.13, pp. l-3I7

v 140
ffst greatest pnókm?

urbm situalist
urban asp+cts

stwt scfml ple+es

gumg popk
initate h*ffi
no traini4 fr m+riry
no rsistrrpe ir rnrital Probtems
rítorPg, EEloÍne

vorkhg voírren
hv vrys
wmrphlnent
fir. assist. relatives
nÉn rÉt $+ptrtrlg fanríÏks
hldq€tits
cmt of Ïiri4
chlles
fd
lu.sr,g, privecg
vaier
ei*rq
kreligirn

dornestb /nrarital relstion problems I

irrlavs rn corrtmt
exlrsnrital ssx
divorce
dfi't kÍpv
"m probhm"

total

v 141

CàEres

?3
I
1

2
3
I
I
27
I
2

5
6
z

2
ts
2
I
l2
I
t0
I

6
I
I
?
1

4

r46

Í3

t5.s
.?

.6

t.4
?.t
.t
I
t8.5
.t
2.1

1.4
4.1

I .,f
t.4
12.3
1.4
62
82
.7
6E
I
4.1

.7

.7
I -tí
:t
2.?

100

I Che"t orfuiral text q.nstioneire.

7l

I

I

v



Ch+ter 6. A0 547 SH 2Ë6, d.d. l4.lO.7S, tine 17.3ó.13, pp. l-3t?

vr35
shanH a Yflnàr speír*l ler
ircfiÍP ur ler hrsbard?

9es
no
doo'l lopv

total

vr36
durH a Yfltrrr sDcírd lpr ircflÍp
m ]er tilSaÍÉ's reletivcs?

ue5
m
don'tlmv

totrl

vt37
durH r Yflndr spÉnd her iEUÍF
sr lr ovn relatives?

U€É
m
don't knov

total

vt3E
dutH a voÍÍrm speÍd ltr iHrP
ut thitgs fr tlp tEÍÍE?

ues
m
don't loov

totel

vl39
slurld a YilnJr spÉírd lpr iwÍp
m the p672

u"s
no

dm't knov

totel

c&58S

42
(6
4

c8!Ps

t6
89
4

t09

c.ese5

rto

70
4

il4

t9
g2

4

lt5

%

t4.?
8t.?
5.7

tm

ÍE

37.s
58.9
3"6

r00

x

35.t
6t.4
3.5

tm

34.5
62.1
3.4

tm

16.5
80.0
5.5

tm

112

40
T2
4

tï6

70



Chqter 6. AO 347 S+( 288, d.d. 14.10.?5, tiÍF 17.36.ï3, pp. l-317

vl3t
fanÍt; spacng

nmre thsr 3 gers l2
kss-normel 107

See exoct text questionaire to interpret these Íindings

It9

to.t
99.9

tm

v 132
att trte fli YilíPÍr's vaki4

cqrffirte to Ërcmp

@ fr ot{s resur
good, reasm?
good tr brd
bed: vilna's plu is Íhe lHÍÉ
bd: to fudef€odent
bd, oÍUEr rerf,t;
bad, rcsuu?

totàt

vt33
dulU: Yufirr sËírd hÉr

ipfrrr m l*rself?

u.É
m
dontkpv

total

vt34
struU r vdnsr speÍd h.r
iïcotne on k dtíHren?

ge5

rË
don't loov

total

cEeÉ

49
7
24
I
t9
5
I
fr
r33

5

36.8È,J.O

t 8.0
.8
t4.5
3.8
6.0
lSlt

tm

càges

52
5B
4

il4

E

45.6
H).9
?E

1@

5

59.t
36.'l
3_5

tm

cii5a5

68
43
4

il

69



T

th4ter 6. A0 347 SX zffi, d.d. 14.10.7§, tiÍE l?.3ó.13, p. 1-317

1E

14.3
8Ëi.7

rm

s

4.3
95.?

tm

l0
Édl

70

3
67

70

9es
no

gP5

no

total

v 126
htrm!frJs in Lus*a
cgne fry rdviee càses

total

v tzt
PeoPle frffiï tHÍP
csne for d!"ice

v 128
lvas call*d tpne
to give adYi>e

?
63

70

9es
no

totel

s

t0.0
90.0

tffi

%

r 5.7
1r.3
t 9.t
E7C

tm

g

35.8
21.6
42.5

lm

v 129
does hstrd kpv Yfiet
ÍHirrm mrriage is?

ex*fiJ
ratlcr vell
mtrrrl llll
mt at all

total

vt30
È &dfuieee mrri,age @?

UEE

dm't knov
no

total

càsfs

l8
t3
n
62

I r5

,18

n
5?

134



Chapter 5. A0U7 5y,m, d.d. 1{.10.75, tire 11.A.13, p. l-3,1?

9es
lxl

totel

\/14r1
l ILIJ

pecpk care for edvbe

ue5
Í!0

totaï

v l?t
ckse relatives càÍne fr advíce

v 122
frierds carÍE Íor edYise

ues
m

total

v 123
nefutfurs carne fr dYile

ges

no

total

v 124
cfu.rch care fr dyile

v 125
prtq care for advitp

ges

Íro

cà9e5

77
63

t40

G35eS

37
33

ï,

ciÉes

35
35

70

cBlies

*4
#
70

gesf6

t0
60

?o

5

55.0
45.0

tffi

5

32.9
4?.t

tm

%

50.0
50.0

tm

s

48.6
51.4

tm

,IE

r 4.3
ffi.7

tm

*

l7.t
92.9

9es
no

totel

cà5es

l?
58

67



Chapter 6. .E0 347 Str Zffi, d.d. í4.f 0.75, ti'ïË l?.36.13, p. t-El?

gPs

no

total

vt l5
people frwn tÉme sd\rBed
ir rnryitel ryobkm

vt l6
peopk at tlorÍF dYised
in rnritel troblern

ues
no

total

vt r7
vett tsrc fr efi"*x
h rnarital próletn

vt t8
cq.rt àdYised

h mrital fohlem

vr l9
ÍEödI àdYised

in mrital troökrn

u#3

9
I '!?

121

Cà9P5

t5
t0É

121

ca:ies

5
lt7

1fi,

casret

2
I20

ln

cëitls

#)
9t

121

g

7.4
y2.6

tm

g?s
m

totaï

ts

r2.4
87.6

r00

98

,l.l
95.9

tÍE

E

t.6
H.4

tm

E

24.8
752

lm

ues
Ím

total

ueÉ
m

total



L:l*p{er 6. eë s4? §H ffiS, d.d. td$.ïfi.?5, t*TB ï?.§6.r§, pp" Í-§t7

vt l0
chse rehtiYes advised
fu rwital proàletÍr

ges

Ífo

doesn't knov

total

VII I
frierds sdvis€d
in merital proÈlern

ue5
no

totel

vl l2
rcigiÈrs adYised

h mrital proàkÍn

vl l3
cfrlrcfi dvised
h mrital proökm

vl t4
putg dvised
in m*itel problerÍr

ues
no

total

eàgss

59
63
2

124

GËEÉ

35
€9

tz2

cà5ES

4t
8Í

172

càsÈs

l6
rÍE

172

GSeS

t8
103

1?t

%

47.6
50.8
1.É

It()

s

27.g
?3.0

t00

s

33.6
66.4

tÍI0

*

r3.Í
86.9

t00

%

t4.9
85.t

tÍxI

ues
no

total

ues
rm

total

65



Ëhapter 6. A& 34? S{ ffi, d.d. Í4.t0.?5, tiíne l?.36.ï5, p. l-3ï?

vt03
gery scÉËd previcus mrrilge kgar

ofilU sne valid ohservatiun

vt04
not s YerU useful
reasoír secod prev*rus
marriage erded

divorcr
not rylic$h
mt hterpret$le
no hfrmatfun

total

vt05
to Ytun do ór-ben belmg?

fatfcr's f*nífu
rmtter's faníà4

both

total

YsriEbIe
c€sÈE

cà3E3

s
30
24

t52

s S total ssr+le

l2
8!2
.6

I ?.0

tm

tm
0
0
0

100

2

t34
I
/-o

165

It is remarkable that potrilinesl thinking has made such inroads, in a
predominËntlg motrilineal cultures of ariginal

ÍE

64.5
r9.7
t5.s

lEo

s

t?.5
82.5

lÍE

4S.8
592

rGl

in the modern

28
13?

t60

9es
ÍE

total

vt06
ca diYrced vÍÍe keep

]pr óíken?

v 107
erplah drsYer m Yl06

crlsiorn, r*$ts 40
frdrrr, qke+p 5S

total 98

ln other ïíords, pragmatic reËsons
legal considerËtion

F,NI

context prevEil oyer



Ch4ter 6. A0 547 5-1t 2€8, d.d. l.t.lO.?5, tiÍF l?.36.13, p. l-317

v0g7
tgpe of trcome vife

regular
piecevrk
self-erpklnert4
no vrk at present
mgeil, volntrg

total

v098
Íurnber of peviurs mrriages

0
I
2
ÈJ

at leest me

hvest vatre highest valn
05

v099

vt0l
reëfir frst mrriaqe ended

divrce
spsrse died

total

GAge5

6
I
l2
2
2

23

C.à3ei3

99
28
t3
I
il

*

%.1
4.3
522
8.?
8.?

tm

rÍEdP

0
ITPàíI

.ffi

rÍEde
I 968

rmde
1%

g

65.t
18.,f
8-6
.7
72

5

72.0
ftfr
tm

ÍÍEdiat
2?

ÍÍFdr-àn

1954.m

ÍÍreditrt
t965.m

valid n miss*lg
t52 t5

vatií n missirq
23 142

valid n mÈsrq
19 t46

ger fusl prev*xrs marriqe began

hvest vabe hi$r+st vatn Ímen
t 917 t968 t53.48

vt00
ger frst previxls mrriagP eÍded

hvest vatre highest vafue meaÍr

r94l 1972 1965.t I

caseÉ

t8
7

'É

v 102
ger sÉGoÍÉ DreYirrs mrriap hegar

onlU one vslid observation



Ch4ier 6. AO 34? 5N 2É€, d.d. 14.10.?5, tÍÍE t 7.36.13, pp. ï -3ï ?

v093
freq.prrcq vtrship \rife?

oree a veeft
qrce a nwrtà
oÍEe à uetr
neYe{i

total

v094
vife offip h fi.rÉ?

v095
'vife to school?

no schml ed.eation
scfml hrt ? grde?
hwer prim
mÍldle prtn
h*t'rer pnnlf l
scc. begond Fl

total

v096
oou{ratim vife

no mS. r ÍÉ
manual mdfl'Iled
ddlled or serni=
mirHleÀiSrer clr.
doÍrstic
csrrrwc./mtrepren.

total

ca3e5

66
I
2
6

t2

5

m.5
9.8
2.4
7.3

tu0

s

t2.5
875

GÉE,g

t2
E4

ges

no

1m

cilgeg

69
5
6
q6

E
ÈJ

t5E

ce9e5

r20
l7
2
3
I
7

t58

s

45.r
5.3
3.9
30.r
14.4
5.5

1m

%

75.9
t0.B
t.3
t.9
.6

4.4

tm
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Chqter 6. AO 34? 51( ffi, d.d. 14.10.75, tiÍns I ?.36.ï 3, p9. 1-31?

ges
no

vCI8B
ÍtffiJ hefi,ed vedding cà5eg

?3
t34

l5?totgl

v090
r"ife to chlrch?

total

voq r

rrsm ctnrch vife

Romm Catmtic
§alvation Armg
Hev rtpostolíc
Stventh Da; AdvettÈt
Aftiotrr hrt$ refrned
tEZ ild comtit. clnn'cfies
UatdrtoYer
AÍBlictrt
IEF IETZ,

B+tist
l{rslin
C o.t. l{azrere
OCAP

?imÈt-
Pentecostal lhïítess
Zilo Ctristian

total

v092
vtre rife to chró?

l7 different compounds, 73 cases

E

14.6
ffi.4

l@

g

59.0
4l.o

r00

95
6

l6r

lJe5

n0

48
2
4
3
t3
5
2
6
2
I
2
2
1

I
I
2

93

5t.6
22
4.3
32
I4.0
5.4
2.?
6.5
2.2
Í .t
2.?
22
l.t
I .t
t.t
2.0

lm

6l



f,.hepter Ë.. Àtr -447 SH *trS, d.d. 14.1il.ïS, t{ïne ï?.36.f 5, pp. tr-SÍ?

v083
friends hefued vedding

ue5
ÍrO

total

v0B4
mi$$ors teffi veddtq

ges
no

total

v085
ctu.rch tepeU n***

9es
ÍE

iotal

v0E6
FrtrJ hehÉd veddi4

uÈs
no

total

v0E7
FeWh frorn lHÍP hehed veddÍU

ges

Íto

total

cà9es

t5
142

157

càsfs

2Z

124

t5?

cEseÉ

30
t27

Í5?

5

21.fr
79.0

tffi

%

t9.t
8fl.9

tm

s

9.6
99.4

tm

%

5.t
94.9

Ím

s

5.t
94.9

ím

E

Í6.6
83.4

lm

càses

I
149

157

c&es

I
149

t5?

VOEE
people at tsne te@ ve#iry

ue5
no

total

cà395

%
t3t

t5?



Chapter 6. AO 347 SN zffi, d.d. 14.10.75, tirp 17.3ó.13, pp. 1-31?

ues
no

total

v077
marrkd ir cfirnch

v078
marritd h hc.l cu.rt

v07s
Íï#ried rrder ftdhilct

v0E0
prid fr marriry

gaid firll
paid part
ded mt pakl

n*ither asked rnr paid

total

cà589

?1

t33

t34

càs+s

'r8

137

r55

cà5e5

5
tsl

r55

1E

13.6
86.4

1m

s

I r.6
88.4

tm

%

32
ÍÉ.8

tm

9P§
Íx,

total

ues
no

total

cà:tes

ffi
40
t?
t6

r55

ÍB

54.t
fr2
10.7
r0.t

tm

v08l
mu.mt pe*l

hvest vatle hiffi vate rea
K0 KWI K58.95

Note: l6 cases claimed K0

v0B2
close relatives leled vedding

missilg
45

rnod€

KO

valid n

1n

9eE
Íto

total

cà3es

il5
42

t57

%

732
25.5

tm



Chapter 6. AO 3.1? 5-H 2É8, d.d. Í.í.10.?5, ttne 17.36.Í3, pp. l-317

ues
ÍE

total

v072
vtere màrried

tovn
rrral rea

total

v073
relrted beforc m*rirge

v074
ve ure4ed betvesr tvo

ues
no

total

v075
hrsàild rrar@ vith
wife's fanil;

v076
f*nrlhs #rrqed

cà3es

zz

95

t5s

càge5

41

lll

r52

cseg

u
7l

t55

citgHs

4fr

39.9
60.t

tm

%

27.O

73.0

1m

5

il2
{5-8

tm

s

445
55.5

tm

%

5r.9
48.1

1m

Please note: these'morriËge Ërrongement' vËriËbles are cumulËtive Ënd

oyerlËpping; it does not mesn that nobodg else wËs inyolved; onlg that
the initiative was somehow claimed bg the spouses

Ë9
86

t5s

9es
no

total

cë9e5

m
74

t54

ges

ÍE

total



E+ryt€r 6. tfi U7 S'( 288, d.d. I 4. ! 0.-15, tinÉ I 7.96. í 3, pp. I -BI ?

Probablg, yillËge home nire HËs onlu rÈcorded if y{ife horn i* town?
\{hot else expïains so mËnu missing cases?

v069
tribe 'rife

EsÍrÈè
Iela
Bisa
Svaka
Tonge

ter,le
Soli
Sala
[iorra
Cïcwa
ilseÍrg€
r@ri
Kwda
CfiikLndà

Lffi& H.Y.
Itwda
l(àtrde
Lozi
l&uJa
tutgu
ïmfo*a
Serqa
kÉian
HtEsà
Krekrye
Ym
lUeöele
ilg*Uusa

total

v070
gear merried

hvesl Yeke hir$est vatre
t939 t973

v07 r

ge* wife cate to Lus*a

lovest valn higtrst vahrc
1934 1975

6
3
4
I
t0
3
I
2
2
24
28
l5
2
È.,
I
I
I
3
l4
7

ö

3
I
I
4
I
I
1

t58

ÍE

3A
1.9
NEz.J
.6
6.9
t.9
5.7
1.3
t.3
1=2
t7.?
9.5
t.3
32
.6

.6

.6

1.9
8.9
t.9
5.t
lrg
.6
.6
2.5
.6
.6
.6

Itio

mÉàt
1s5,0?

meill
t 1164,35

Ífto&
t1x9,íI0

ÍÍEde
t 969

Ímdiàn
r:É?,60

vetll n mÈsig
139 %

valil n mÈsiq
tn 36

57



Ch4ter 6. 
^O31? 

S+( 2ffi, d.d. 14.10.75, tine t?.36.13, pp- t-Bt?

v067
vfiere rrife brn?

t$ffslasso
l"ftah nral
Kasrna rwal
l(xsn: u/r
tuvl!$r
i4p*a
KalSo
t'íanp nrel
Kryna
Pete*e
Chiwta r
tudai
Kelrfts
Haz&*: rrral
l"ls*.*a u/r
ifurze r/GvenÈe
Surttwn Fov. r
l*-d'ge
K$ve u
H$ve r
l'*u$i
Lns*à u

Lus*a u/r
Lus*a r
Feke
§enenf
Hafiie u
KfuïPo
Í(asgrÍ4'à

l'tufulira U

Hitvr u
tumstrla
fldol.a u
ËrtsilP ZuÍÈià

totel t6t

5

t2
.6
.6
.6
l2
.6

.6
1.9
6.8
t5.5
an.5
8.7
.6
12
.6
2.5
.6
4EZJ

.6
l2
.6
4.3
.6
8.t
5.0
t2
.6
Ë
.6
.6

"6
.6
.6
6.8

tm

2
I
I
I
?
t
I
3
il
Ë
3E
l4
I
2
I
4
I
4
I
2
I
7
t
r3
I
2
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
il

v068
villeqE lprp y.ife

Itala rwal
Peta*e
Chipata r
Souttern Prov. r
l*rrÈva
K*we r
lusaka r
teira
Serenje
artsifu Ztrnbià

total

2
3
L

3
I
I
I
2
I
2

tg

I t.t
t6.?
I í .t
16.?
5.6
5"6
5.6
I r.t
5.6
r t.t

r[E

56



Ch4ter 6. AO 34? Sà( 2Ë8, d.d. l{.10.75, ttuË l?.36.13, pp. l-317

v065
r€rcf,iYe seranefils?

qeÉ

ÍE

total

v066
ever dtscpltrd?

uPs
no

total

c3É85

44
44

88

GA9SS

t?
E

9É

fi

50.0
50.0

tm

fr

t7_7
g2.z

tm

55



Ch+ter 6. AO 3ií? St( 288, d.d. 1,t.10.75, tiÍÍ|e l?.56.18, pp. l-Il?

v060
vhrre lrixd chrcilr?

tovn
nral ree

totel

v06 I
offiee h c*Érdr?

v062
ever otm E+r.rEà?

total

v063
vtri*r otlpr c+xró?

RorÍriÍt Càtholh
Salvatbn rtrrxl
Afric*r hrtdr reforrpd
tEZ àÍd comtit. chrrdrs
.ttF/ECZ
,sf;c

total

v064
fuIl rprÈr dr.rch?

9es
no

fus mt knov

toial

Gri"lt

30
66

%

3t.3
688

tm%

s

t?.0
83.0

1m

t7
83

lm

9"5
Íto

total

UP5

no

Èili?s

fr
1m

145

5

172
s2.8

I00

i
I
?
4
2
2

21

42.9
4.8
9.5
t9.0
9.5
95

t00

62
33
'l

ÍB

3?.6
34.4
t.0

tm
'i

li

§

I

I

96

54



Chrytr 6. 
^OU7 

Sil ffi, d.d. l{.10.75, tirË 17.3ó.13, pp" I-317

%

64.6
35.4
tfi)

cà:te;

to{
57
t6t

ges

no

total

v055
ch.rcà?

v056
nsre ctnrch?

Rornur Càttrclic
Salvatin Arml
lggv tFstolh
Seventh DaJ Aóventist
Afrfttn hrtdt refrmed
tEZ àrd cortstit. ctrrc*Es
Vatdrtovr
AÍtglictrt
r€F/ECZ
B+fisf
I'tlslin
C o-i. llsarer:
CCJTP

?*niít"
Pertewstel ihliess
Zin &rÈtiil

totel

freq.rnca vordtip?

orrce a veek
orme a mmth
ofice a gear
ÍEYET

total

v059
geu joined dxtrctt

hwest Yatre hftfcst va}re
l9r4 t9?3

GilgES

5íl
t
5
4
to
to
3
5
2
I
2
2
I
I
I
2

t02

5

32.9
lll
2.9
3_9

9E
9E
2-9
4S
2§
t!
20
2.O

tÍl
lll.dd'
t.0
2.0

tm

v057
Y/here to church?

2l different compounds speciÍied Íor 85 valid cases

v05E

'rlsaytcrc

ÍfiediàÍr vaH n missirg
tffit,83 y ?l

cil:t?s

*4
t9
5
I

Í6

Yt

ffi.7
19.8
52
9.3

lm

meàrr

t951,37
rmd*
r95S

53



Ch4trr 6. AO 34? #1?ff, d.d. l{.10.7:i, tim 17.36-13, pp. t-Bl?

Pearson correlsti0n iÍ marriËge contrËcteÍl in town

;"**forrerri«lav=|!,
ge* present mrri4e -% 23 ns
(tÍ[70]

ger frst mrriqp -.19 23 ns
(vËee)

t3l I
Pearson correlËtion ií marriËge contrscted in rural area

;n- 
* *fo mrrit{ (tt566)

ger present mrriise -.@, 65 ns
(uo70)

ger frst rnrriàge -.12 67 ns
(trË99)

Although n0 signiÍicËnce is found. Uet rursl Ënd urbËn mËrrisge tlo not
Ëppeor t0 displag the same trend. lnterpretrtion? with the output
ËYfrilËble it is not possible to assess the difference between the urbËn
Ënd rursl regression coefficients.

t34l
ln 4 coses either spouse is l{koga:

I i&u1a yife vith a Y*o hrsbmd
I l*u1a tusbmd vith a Tmga vife
I F*u1a lxxsbsd yith a V*o yife
I l*qa hrsbdd yilh a lfiosa vife

136-B6I
Stroight counts for tll vËriËbles V003 to V052, eËch yorioble sssesseÍt
for the l5 cases in the total us0c0 ssmple of both spouses being Nkoga.
The breakdown mou be slightlg interesting Íor an analgsis of Hkogo in
town (olthough the sample is very smËll), but a specified treatment her
is omitted since it does scËrcelu illuminate the us0E0 data as a whole.

t87-3 r 7I
This contöins a full 'codebook'(stroight counts) Íor all 165 cases oí the
sample, 0n Ëll vËriËbles rs from V055; it is rn unintended additional
product oÍ the breakdown intended to highlight the Hkogo cËses in the
sample. This duplicrtes Ën earlier 'codebook', hut will still be
summorized here below. Pages references will be smitted, since the
location oÍ the variables is obvious.
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Gh4ter 6. NI347 S+{ 288, d.d. 1.1.10.75, ttne l7.J6.lS, pg. t-Bt?

&.ratitn of present mrriage (Uears)
metrl st dev n

marritd h chr*?

ges Í l.9l 8.86 18
no 10.04 8-m I 15

t test: F = 1.29,s=.42,ns; pooled ysr.T =.94, s =.55, ns.

Here again vre should compensste Íor oge; this seems to have been done
under AH0VA (analgsis sf variance) output.

ttsl
v666
dist"Ixnin of l*a1a
spflrses fu sry+le ctrss S

b+th ry661ftq13 13 8.8
either t*a1a 4 2.7
mitfer i*u;a l3l ffi-E
mÈsng l?

total 165 lm

IITI
v699
ger frst marrirrye

hvesi vahe hfuhest vatre mem ÍÍlode rnedi$ valid n mÈsng
r95O t9?3 t%l §2 t1ffi9 r%4,33 93 T2

t2sl
Scattergram: Ege husband rÍhen Íirst married V366 against Uesr msrried
v070. R = -.05, Ír = 9l; R2 =.00, ns.There is no correrËtion between these
two variables, which means that in the total sample mËrital Ege hËs not
chsnged oyer the UeËrs. However, whst iÍ we distinguish between urban
End rurol mËtïiËge? See helow.

l27l
scattergram: Ëge husband when first married v366 sgËinst Uear first
morrisge V699. R = -.04, n = 93; R2 = .00, ns. There is no correlation
between these two variables, which means that in the totrl sEmple
msritsl age has not changed o'rer the UeËrs. However, whËt if ríE
tlistinguish between urhsn Ënd rursl mËrriage? See below.

12el

(l
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Clugter 6. AO 34? St{ 288, d.d. 14.10.?5, tiÍË I ?.36.13, p. I -317

&ration of present rrarri4e (ge*s)
rrpír st dev n

pbce rurhere

marriage is
cmtrected

torrn 6.Yz
cantrg t l.8O

6.4t 52
8.01 g2

?.35 38
7.8§ 1,6

t test: F = I.55, s =.09, ns; pooled yf,r.T = -3.7O, s =.000, $.

Harriages controcted in rurcl Ereos have lasted longer.

Í71

There is no signiÍicant relation between the durrtion of the present
marriage, and the Íoct whether spouses are kinsmen:

óratin of prescnt mrriage (rgers)
,ÍËa st dev n

sp{xrsgs e'e
kirsÍÍr€ít

ues
no

9.8?
9.74

t test: F = 1.14, s =.6É, ns; pooled vsr.T = -09, s = -93, ns.

tel
There is a significant relËti0n between 'mËrriËge ËtrËnged onlU between
the spouses' and duration present mËÍTiËge:

ilrat*n of prcsent marri4e (Uears)
maïr st dev n

rranged
betveen
ite tvo

geE 8.?6
no 11.97

t test: F = 1.46, s =.13, ns; pooled ysr.T = -2.36, s =.02, $.

This con mean two things: either such morriBges arronged between the
two are o fairlg recent trend, not ovËilable when the older mËrriËges
were 0rrËn§ed; 0r such mËrrisges have smaller changes 0f surviyal. rrlhen

c0mFens8ting for sge, this c6n be found out.

II II
There is no significant relation hetween msrrifige End church, and the
duration oÍ the present marriEge:

70
62

7.ffi
8.54
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Ch4ter 6. A0 }{? $l ffi, d.d. l{.10.75, tiÍn" l?.36.13, pp. l-31?

Cuaprup 6. A0 347 SX 288, D-D. 14.10.75, TtmE 17.56.15,
PP- l-517

tll
There is a signiíicant
monthlU income:

irpme
ÍneaÍt

people curn
fr advi*

ges

no

54.38
40.33

relEti0n between 'people came Íor advice' 6nd

st#v n

40.H 6t
28.63 39

sl dpv

.18.13

53.45

t test: F = 2.O2,s = .02, $; seFar. var. T = 2.03,s = .046, $.

The higher income, the more likelg to claim that people come for marital
advice - it has to d0 with modern status.

l3l
l,rrhere is no signiÍicant relation between 'attÍtude towards yromen

Yíorking'snÍl lncome:

36
6

t test: F = 1.23, s = .ËZ,ns; pooled vor.T = -.21,s = .79, ns.

tsl
There is r signiÍicant correlstion Detween plsce tvhere mËrriËge wËs
contracted, and the durotion of the marrioge (which does not necessarilU
mean the Íragilitg 0f mËrriËgs that yÍe cËn onlg Ëssess aÍter
compensËting for age)
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Ch+ter 5 : AO 825 jll m,d.d. I 0.1 0.7S, tiÍm I 9.35.4?, pp. I - t 0

ger oíbith I
occupatim r.,codt*d I

165 ceses;42 cses (25.58) mÈsiry:

t 13.ÍË
.57

.ml

.999

So occupation has n0 significsnt eÍfect 0n duration present marriËge, if
compenssting Íor age.
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Ctrapter 5: A0 825 HV 286, d.d. t0.10.?5, tiÍÍË 19.35.,17, pp. l-t0

Cltaprsn 5. A0 825 l{W 286, D.D- 10-10-75, TníE 19.55-47,
PP. l-10

Analgsis of YEriEnce

l4l
There is onlg E yeru slight eÍÍect 0f 'm6rried in church'(V077) on the
durotion oÍ present morriage (Y212), once the eÍfect of gear oí birth of
householder (V005) is token into account:

suroe of varirtin df F slnif. of F

covrirtes I llg-Gl .ml
YÍffi r 119.6r "ml

mah effects I z.il .l I
tío77 I 2H .t I

165 càsrs; {2 cse§ (2556) misshg:

I6I
HoyÍeyer. eyen when compensatetl for Ëge, the place 0Í marrirge remains
significontlg related to the duration of present marriage:

rqÍoe of vrirtÍn df F siyrií. of F

covriates I l?2.65 .ml
Y(ffi r 122.65 .mr

rnair effects I 9fr IEg
vrlTz I 9fr -Ín3

IEI
hfhen compensËted Í0r age, there is n0 effect oí tlescent sgstem husbantl
(recoded) on duration of morriage:

rflroe oívriatixt df F si$riftssm of F

ge* of bhth I lÍ8..1? .ml
des+ent flJslem I .52 -W

165 cases;42 cases (25.5!5) missiq:

So descent sgstem has n0 signiÍicant eÍfect 0n duration present
motTioge, iÍ compensËting for age.

It 0l
l{or is occupation (recoded} a signiÍicant predictor 0f durotion of
marriage, if compensating Íor age:

sf,rc€ of vrirtfrn èl f siglriftrne of F

lrt\\1, | ,=



Elugier 4.lfigfrlUffi,d.d. l0.l0.?5, tirË l?.5323, pp. l-?

Chapter 4- A0 EZE HU 2fr6, d-d- t0-t0-75, time l7-5,3-Zt, pD. t-T

ttl
Analgsis of variance:
Ho significant eÍfect on duration oÍ present marriage, of descent sgstem
husbsnd

dration of present mrri4e
nËm st.dev. $rn sq n

{?56.50 g2

'165 16
?%.62 fr
126.?:i 4

Tn4Z2 tfr

bílrtcrel
patrillnel
ollpr

total

7:É
I1.7?
7fr

9.67

7.66
5.5?
9.44
6.ïI

7.92

F = 1.09, sign. =.36, ns.

Hone oÍ the categories is suÍficientlg extreme to justiÍg speciÍic testing
when controsted agoinst oll others.

Rest of this chopter's output concerns income sgËinst subjective m6le
chauvinism, which is a bad variable.

4fr
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gtipter 3: lfrl26l{F.ffi,d.d. 10.10.75, tine l?.52.02, pp. l-353

Howsver, the Tonga Ëre Ënother cËse: iÍ the husbrntl's descent sustem is
motrilineËl 6nd his tribe is Tongr, then we Íind Ip. 2501

plme vlnre mvried
tovn rrral ree tolal

related befre
marriage?

I = 7-64, df = l, $; but numbers Ëre veru smsll

ue5
m

total

4

2

6

4

0

1

0
2

2

o

L\
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This result is rliÍficult t0 lnterpret

12t3l
lÍ the husbond's specific number 0Í previous mËrriËges is 2 (V358), then
there is a significant relation between the husband's descent sgstem and
the difÍerence in descent sgstem between husband and wife:

tilsbtrd and Yife
sanc desf*fit fifferent dFscefit total
sgst?m sgstem

husfusrd's
desceÍrt
sgstem

makiliteal I I I
bilateral I 3 +

tolal I 4 13

I = 5.27, dÍ = l, $.

Again, someïrhst rlifÍlcult to interpret.

1226, sËme on 266J
Among l6 inÍormants identified Ës l{kouË ond bilateral, E significant
relation was Íound between relation before marriege (V073), ond plsce
where married (V072):

pl*e vhere mrriege vas conbmted
tovr rual ye: total

yife vas
kinsvsnsr

total 5 ll 16

I = 4.04, df = l, $.

ïhe same relationship is Íound when husband's descent sgstem is
bilateral rnd his tribe is Nkoga lp. 2661.

t2s0l
However, this relotion could not easilU be detected Íor the other ethnic
gr0ut's seporrtelg. Perhaps when abstraction is made from ethnic group,
i.e. when the varirbles 'relËted beÍore mËrriEge' and 'place y/here
mËrried' are simplg crosstrbulated?

Uesl89
Íp43?

Lí 'í



6
l0
r5
7
3

4t

4
6
t3
7
5

33

2
4
2
0
0

I

o
I
2
3
4

total

Eft+ter 3: AO S26 Jfr1m,d.d. lO.l0.?5, tiÍË 17.52.02, pp. l-35ts

lÍ instearl oÍ Kendall's tru statistic the H test is used, n0 significËnt
volue is found: H = 5.57, df = .... Howeyer, ïvhen the dota are further
grouped in two bruod cotegories 0Í morrioge durËti0n, a verg interesting
result emerges:

cetegml àratim of present rrrriqe
(gers)

&-7
totel farnitl
archorage
oímrriap

Here, U = ?? (compute!'l; z = 2.29, t

[182, t87l
There is the suggestion that Íor those $,hose wife belongs t0 a host
tribe, the securities Ënchoring m6rriöge are signiÍicantlg higher if
husband also helongs to host tribe than if he does not ( U test, = 2.90, Í,
l2 cases). Howeyer, ËEËrt from the securitg variable being dubious, this
result ËppeËrs to be tautological: check yíhether 'same ethnic group'
contributes to securities yËriable. For in most cËses, spouses both from
host tribes meöns thot theg are Írom sËme (host) trihe/ethnic group.

ttsll
lÍ wife belong to a host tribe, then the religious anchorage oÍ marrirge
(V254,later replaced bg Guttman scale) is significrntlg higher when the
hushand helongs to a host tribe, than when he does not; but number oÍ
cases very small:

lrusbard's trbe is host tr&s?
U"s no total

toial relfufrx.rs

arrchorage of
rnerriage

0
2

total

3
3

6

9
3

12

6
0

6

Utest, z=-1.92ï
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S{hen keeping Ëge cohorts constant ËnÍl comparing totsl Íornilg ËnchorËge
0f msrriage in diÍferent cËtegories 0f duration present marrioge, there
oppeor some significont U statistics.

For instance, there is the suggestion that, when controlling Íor oge
categorg {V800), smong older people (born bet}reen l90E and 1925) theie
is o significant relationship between securities anchoring marriage and
the duration oÍ the present marriage (recoded, VBl2).

This does nst deserYe too much attention, since the securities varirble
is bod and was later split into two good Euttman scoles. 0f course, this
onlg mtkes sense ií these securities are constructed independent from
Ëge.

However, for all this the u test sppeËrs to be inappropriate: both the
criterion variable ond the controlled variable in themselves have ordinal,
not nominal mersurement - it is more approprlate to us E meËsurement
0f correlation. Still the analgsis per age cohort gields some interesting
results, see below, [1791. Yet, fsrthis tgpe of analgsis crosstabulation is
not porticularlg suitoble; the analgsis is essentiol to the us0E0
argument but needs to be repeated with better variables (Guttman) and
other tests (analgsis of varionce, probablg

ItTel
A better vtriable in this context is total frmilg anchorage in mrrriage,
howeyer, even this was later replaced bg o better Guttman scole.

ln the rge cohort oÍ people born between l90B and tg2s, we find a
significant relationship between total fomilg onchorage of marriage, and
the (recoded, VBl2) duration of the present marriage: .

categrrJ órathn present rrarriage
ÍI-5 yers 4-? gers 8-14 gers lS-34 gears totEl

toial faníh1
anctrwag of
m*riqe

total 5

Kendall'stouC=.25,41 CËSBS,Z=2.33,$

0
I
2
3
4

I
3
I
0
0

I
4

I
EJ

I

t9

3
2
5
?
2

l4

0
(l

a

6
t0
t5
7
3

4l

The trickg thing is that
dependent upon age, ond
multivariate anal gsi s.

durotÍon 0í marriage is in itselÍ stronglg
this factor needs to be eliminated first bg

tl

C
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ln o minoritu 0Í cËses people would clËim t0 hove been relsted to their
wife beÍore mËrriage, even if the wiÍe is not clrimeÍ, t0 belong to the
some ethnic group:

oÍ broad ethnic groups, this was the case with:

nrÍrH (sd FrËntaqe) of hrsbeíÉs vh clain tleir rui of mrrfu
vife vs releied to tetn befre m*ziage, even iluldr of cases

dïe des not ha}qtq to sàÍP etlnic gu4:
hrgbsrd's
etlnic ctster

E€rÍÈa o (oE) 12
Tcqà 2 (lBE) 2n
ffiJàÍrja 2 (3.65) 56
Vfl<o 2 (40'lB) 5
t*sJa I (65) 16
llanvanga I (t6.?g) 6
Trnfi*a l(9.15) ll

total 9 (?.lt) tfr

n 62l
contrnlling Í0r Y222: the husband Ënd wiÍe b0th same church:
V234 totrl religious Ënchorage 0Í mËrriËge difÍers significantlg between
churches:

dr.rdr
Rrynm GCZ EFZ oiferl totel Rx

Cifioltu
total religiors
archragr
rnrriaEe

224fr245025.5
3?t0r955
46t411265,5

fotsl 3? Z2 6 6 7l
Rav 37.6 ?É.? 582 57.1 56

H = 10.39, dÍ = J' $

ln the sboye table, the diÍÍerence is cle6r between RC and ttl:7 =2.17,t
(both one-sided snd two-sided). Howeyer, V254 remËins a dubious
vsrisble, later to be replace bg a Guttmsn scsle.

Ir74. r79]'t
I\1/

I }*pement sd other t*et toptter; tlere vs onfu fiË càsre of irffierÉent drrfi merÉ+rship Èr

this p*tfrark crass i*le.

ii
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brtleyealtlr rrrqenrent
paid íull pa*l prt 6l<ed hrt total

mt pe*l
plm vhere
mrriagt vas
contr*ted

tovn
ru"al area

totel

I = ?, dÍ =?,i

Hote that here, 0f course, there ore n0 cases with 'neither osked nor
paid'.

lrvhen bridewealth Errangements involve larger sums 0f moneu, the
indebtedness in urbsn msrrisges is significËntlu higher than in ïurcl-
contrscted msrrisges. There mËu be seyeral background vËrisbles
inyolved here: sge 0r husband (town is bg snÍl lËrge f, plËce Íor goung
adults), duration 0Í marrisge (the longer the mariitge hËs lasted-, thÈ
more likelg the bridewealth has been pËid, and with the rising pace of
urbonization the longer Ë90 Ë morrioge was contrËcted, the more Iikelg it
was contracted in a rural ËreË).

[p. l ssl
Hoffeyer, this eÍf ect disapFears h,hen still higher bridewealth is
concernetl: tor 32 cËses involving bridewealth between KTO and KS00.

lleanwhile, op8rt from the speciÍic nature f the orrËngements, the height
0f the bridewealth appeors to be related to where the marriage was
controcted, urban or rurol:

lni$t of bridevealtr
Krg KtÍL29 K3tF69 KI0-5m total

I
t5

t6

7
fr
27

0
2

?

6
3

9

plece vh*re
mrriage vas
cmtrmted

tovn 23
rrral area ,13

iotal ó,6

statistics still

60
93

t53

t?
t5

12

7
m

?7

t3
t5

n

t13Él

I

I

to be computed

utc

L



Ctr4tr 5: rl{I826 l§1?fÉ,d.d. 10.10.?5, tiÍns 17.52.Í}2, pp. l-35E

signif icant relati0n between tlescent sustem Ënd relsteÍl bef ore
msrriEge:

hrsld's Í:tr* sffil descent sustern
mabÍlipal patr1ipal total

vife rehted
befrr
mrri4e

Ues l2 2 t4
no 38 5 ,f3

total 50 7 5?

I =.07, ns

It32l
f,ontrolling for height oÍ bridewealth (less than Kl0; V78l), there is a
signÍÍicant relttion between the tgpe of bridewealth Ërrsngement (V080)
snd the plËce where the marrlage was contrscted (V072):

bridevealtfi rrrïgníÍtent
paH tun Fsi, ptrt cked hn mt esked total

tut p:*l lw paid
pbte rrtre
Ínsrlege vàs
ctntr*ted

tovn8393Zs
rrral rea ?1 9 I l2 4B

totàl E 12 lO 15 66

I = 16.17, df = 3, Í.

Again, the diÍference is mainlg in: 'asked not paid'.

It531
This eÍÍect is no longer there when bridewealth between Kl0 ond K29 is
considered(28 cËses, p. 133)

Howeyer, Enother significant relation appears when bridewealth hetween
K30 antl K69 is cbnsidered:

:.i
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t946-55
seteprg oí Ueer of btuth
1936-45 192Ë-3.5 lS8-25 total xay

Jïrsbvrd's
nper-etfnie
gGJF

BsÍÍÈs
ïmga
ielerja
Lozi
Turnh*a
other

total

]nrstqd's
srryer-etlnic
grff+

EenÈa
Tmga
ifrlanir
toai
ïwfiÈa
ottrr

o
I
I
I
I
0

4

122
023
IilI
ttt
332
15t

t6 2, t7

5 32ÍI+
6 3.t?+
30 2.8?
,l 2.50-
9 2.67-
5 3.8Íl+

59 z.ffi

F =5.94, f I = 5, Í2 =54,t

174l
Àlso anrlgz,edlEr the manual workers (occupation recoded: V739):

categrrJ of ger of bi,tr
19{6-55 1936-45 1926-35 lfr}E-25 total xav

total ll S 3{ Ë

t =7.37,Íl = 5, Í2= 100, I

6 2.&3+
15 2.7t+
51 2.78+
l4 2.36-
t0 2.7t}}
I 2.#+

rÍE 2.48

I77f I
Reltted beÍore msrriEge, Ëccording to descent sgstem ÈnÍl brosd ethnic:
veru ÍrËgmented tabulation, some suggestions: Shigowe eÍÍect in Nkoga
(p. E3): more than hrlÍ oÍ the Nkoga respondents claim to be relateÍl
before Í,norri6ge. This oppears to he o difference (but perhaps En artifoct)
with the Tumbuka, otherwise s0 similËr to the Nkogo (p. E5). ln general it
can be said that the reollg distant group all appeor t0 score low on
related beÍore msrri6ge. But perhaps this is more related to patrilineal
nËture 0f some of these groups than to their distance to Lusaka.

te4l
Among Esstern Province groups there Ere hoth Fatrilineal (Hgoni) ond
matrilineal groups (Ehewa, Hsenga). There is Ënnong this group n0

I
3
4

2
E
Lr

t5
2
?
I

2
4
t8
2
4
+

I
3
t6
I
3
3

,)rfr



Llragter l: Ntfffr l0( 286, d.d. 10.10.75, tÍne l?.52.02, pp. l-553

l37l
Among Roman Catholics (49 in sËmple), disciplining ond polggomg as

f ollows:

lursDand p[g{rnot}s?
ges

J*rbarÉ ever
dischltr€d
hJ cfrrcft?

qes I
Íro 0

total I

total (S)

I64l
Among those in regulor emploument (V040), there is 0 significant
difference in age distributi0n Ëccording to super-ethnic group (V360Xcf.
earlier description, where reference is mode to p. 64):

categorg ofgear ofbith
t946-55 1936-45 1926-38 19ffi-25 total xav

7
4t

48

I (165)
41 (et5)

4e(rffi)

hEbild's
§,per-etnic
ro+

BeÍÍÈe
Tonga

f*lanja
l-Ei
Tutfi*à
oihr

total

F = 5.00; f I

2
5
4
3
2
4

zfr

= 5;12 =

2
4

t6
2
3
5

32

3
3
t4
9
È
r,

3

t?

3
3
I
2
2
2

21

t0
15
43
r6
1?
l4

il0

2.ffi+
2.33-
2.7W
2.19-
?.42-
2.#-

2.49

105; $

I6EI
A rother diÍíerent pattern cËn be detected Ëmong those who hËve mËnuËI,
unskllled ffor1c



Ch+ter 3: lt0Ëfr!f/.ffi,d.d. t0.t0.?S, tirm l?.S2.Í)2, pp. t-lSE

- Tongu, ttl/iko Ëre rsther Uoung
- Nganja sre rather old
- Hkoga, Tumbuko ore oÍten in their thirties. Also see p. 64 oÍ sarne
output.

Piecewerkers appear to be somewhst older than regular emplogees: theg
EppeËr to Íorm sn residue of people who otherwise would not be able to
cope in town: more odvanced in age, and also perhaps oÍ distant ethnic
gr0uEs.

SelÍ emplogees Ëre more in the middle rsnge of oge: JOs - s0s. The
Ëppesr to be older than those in regulor emplogment.
Remarkablg mang t{ganja are self-emploged. Does that mean that theg
receive plentg oÍ mutual support?
Those selÍ-emploged appear to have the following proÍile: oÍ dominant
ethnic groups, and somewhat advonced in age.

Those unemploged aFpear o have the following proÍile: more advanced
age; of non-dominant and/or distant ethnic groups.

[20 fÍl
The Hkoga in sample appear to be somewhat a-tgpical in terms oÍ
occupati onal distribution.

l32l
The gounger people ËppeËr to have more non-manual occupation than the
older ones.

I3sl
Onlg if the husbrntl is inyolved in a church (varioble 0S5):

Polggamg is verg rore, but if it occurs, it is o common situotion to be
disciplined:

lur$md pohlg{ÍHrs?

U€§ no total
hràd eyer
dischltred
hJ dilrrdr?

Ues 2 14 16
ÍFlTl 78

total 3 9t 9í

I = 3.81, dÍ = l, ns/$ result? see output
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sr+er-ethnfrI $flJp viÍÉ
Eembe Toq: Ffrlanle Lozi Tunft*a oiher

srper-ethnÍc

9rflrF
husbartd

EEÍÍÉà

Tonge

HUarja
tosi
Ttrrà.ke
oiÍrer

iotal 13 2l

check nith output

This leads to s number oÍ interesting observations:

- the Tumbuka receiye yJomen but do not give ËnU

- is there syoidance hetween Lozi antl Eemba?

- is there syoidance between Lozi and Tumhuka?

- there does not seem to exist much reciprocitu betríeen Eemba and

Tonga.

See diagram:

tl

I I 4Ífl
Broad tribal (V217)as against gear of birth recoded (V800), controlling
for tgpe 0f income = regular (V040), leods to a number of hgpotheses
concerning the Ëge structure per ethnic gr0up in Lusaka. ln Íact these
hgpotheses neeil to De tested Íurther bg direct inspection of
the yarirbles involved, without controlling-

Angwag, it would ËppeËr that, smong those in regular emplogment:

- Eemba have oyerËge Ege distributi0n

0
I
0
t4
o
2

t7

2
6
53
0
I

5

68

fi{ol
013
t?
o2
It
3t

0
0
0
0
9
2

fi

514
020
36?
218
gl§
821

t6 t48
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Cu*pree 3. A0 826 HX 286, u.n. t0-!0.75, TtmE 17.52.02,
PP. I -553

t7l
SigrriÍicant difíerence between super-ethnic groups rs regards Ieisure
time spent visiting (V047):

kisrre tire spent YÈitES
gss

sqer-ettnic
gurp

Bfírbs 3
Torqa 2
i&l*tja 16
Lori 12

Trrrfi*a 7
oller ?

total 47

* = 20.57, dÍ =

percentogesl

total

t0 13

t7 t9
45 6t
517
512
14 2l

96 143

5, $$$: Lozi, Tumbuka Ënd others more! Iadd

I

l8l
Same pattern f or V I l5: people Írom home advised in marital crisis:

people frun hmre adviscd h rnrital orisÈ
Ues Íx) total

s+r-ettmic
rdrp
hrsband

Bembà 0
Twrgà 0
itlxrin O

Lei 6
TwÈ*a 2
oilpr I

total I

Nz = 28.68, df = 5, $$$.

tl0I
lnteresting marriËge psttern between super-ethnic groups:

I
t3
4?
t5
il
t8

il3

I
t3
.17

I
9
t?

tÍI4

.*



s
El
E!

:,
=

=
rrl !"+

r:-rj
!JIÏ

lrl tJ
É{
-_t

t; F-r

s Hf
!'J' a\i i.ir:rl lt [O
fE --j !:1

rri

'ii_ r-.i l
r.ri

-ir- t i-n il

:i Íti i.;t ili lrr

a ti!
t,! r_ri !1

ji i.rl r.i i.{ irr r,1 r.t

-:{: Lat r..'t r/i ln iii :.'i t,e

l)'.: ï i,i l« r-,1 irr f -1 
:i

It rri 
= 

,"4 
=Íir iÍ'

:d.§-.J== r.+ ul
ti=l=ttrA rrf Èi it 14

l{ ,! .-.l, .É '{.! l,Ír iír = 
rIï tlrr = t t t4 1.r th 

=.rt q4 iq 9r

:a r-rt È lrlattrnftAUrttrJtfr]1 tll rÍ

f-..! !.._1 h-i i.._r F..? i-_r l..j! i.j Èjr ?-..:t i'.J a.-j,Gr i:È --j ijl ili .-Jt Ln f- jr. _È Gt Leji.-:r + + iÈ.1 ir + i+ lir --j

i,] l".r !..i q..] t'a !".f i.-j ï.,i i'i !..1 l';r f..:r
t-i-l u] ri & ë, & Lfi í-}i ui {}l ,.ii aÈ
,-,.J i,_, - +. t'j " t:11 --j rj ,i: r_F.l .Ir

*Ë
fJ

ci!

i;

ta ,qjr
+i
rrl

:|: :i( r}: 1E -rf É_ :+: E -ji:r-ii!:r,-jJ.rÍ

,-T-'tj.tu'J.-=
7 r: _-. 

-,'i É -' -r 
:!

r__!vg

: ,-: 
-r+'-í'-r+ili.É=' ='.-:---'v rh a -'= J-= - -1

J- Àla+-l-

- 
.Íi ,-. -- r-t É:rE.{1=;.Etiï,=É

l'--+È 
=lri 

í4.+l =
-Jt---\'ÍÀ.:4-

,-u--*4'ttË
iq&-='--=l,i;-t= E É = 

*:f.
= - -- o-= -È+U.YlrJigrr-r

=E_lr_l 
f .r - h iD

'lt ! f.ii r* i _
= T *.ir-i '* --+'+

;Í È. .+J tt
,l ': :'

-urIl .I.

=È-tu

!4,
a
r:-
E-t
[4

r-Ít ï-.i
T .li

5
h-1

{,} ++

.n a,-tij t-l !.-: r.:r i:': l.-l t.-) i'._i l.-r
'n i:È r:!l rn -,-l_! iÉ aÉ --j r_tl
i.i ,n iir - i 

'ï1 
E1 J t.. i-.

/'! l.-_r

i-.i

in I.j
UIui

rri t.:l
Lfl+

Hr = !'1 Í,,) lrr rn 
=It tl

a ul ,ri l$l]! aI
Jr

r,r Elg

I^ I.J
u!
h]

rrï hJíns

rnl\)
Lt(u

u Flt
ff,
{i

hi

itl\}tt UrB
-J

i.:l r-,i .i

àJ 
-'vt lÍ

= t-Jl, \g
ir{

-;< 
= = t4 -J -.:l .!r f f, tt t't ln lA 

= Ul = f f$ trl lrl 14 Qít iil tí! .rt

14*



I
C$tlpter 2; 116 830 S{ 286, d.d. lÍ}"10.75, t*n€ 1?.39"m, pg. l-365

The outFut conttïns s0 mEnU significant strtistics between the computeÍ,
varisbles (later turned into EuttmËn scËles), thet it is eesien to tahulate
them all; however, loter look of the correlations hetween the good
Euttman scales constructed to replace these variables! See appendix
table I

(insert appendix table I here)
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4?
l3
il
13
15
il
il
4
I
2
4
2
I

t30

n
t0
7
?
t?
il
I
rl

I
2
3
2
I

9E

l4
3
4
6
3
o
a

0
o
0
I
0
0

54

0
I
2
3
4
5
6
7
e
I
t0
ll
l2

total

Ch+ter 2: AO 8tr] ?{ffi, d.d. I0.1U.75, tiÍÍË Í?.39.ÍX), p. t-365

&scent sJsteÍn hrsbàild
pakílineal matrrl*pel totel

pest and preserrt
ctx.rdï
involYernent

Utest: z=2.04

t26l
Ho association between descent sustem husband and rural component
Íamilg orientation, neither Íor patrilineal/mttrilineal

127-36s1
The rest oÍ the output in this chsFter consists oÍ crosstabulation 0f
ordinol continuous YoriËbles.

The positiye EssociËtion between husband's present involvement in
yoluntsru associËtions snd his degree 0f present urhan Íamilg orientation
orientstion is contraru t0 expectËtions. Similarlg, contrarg to expecta-
tion, n0 significant association ËppeËrs between husband's present

involvement in yoluntËrg flssociations Ënd the rural orientation oÍ the
urbsn m6rriËge.

There is o signiíicont positive correlttion between husband's present
involvement in voluntarg associËtions frnd the total familg ËnchorËge 0f
marriage; in fact, both concepturllg independent Ísctors reinforce esch

other.

The same tgpe of observations msg aFFIU to the 0ther ïËrisbles which
EffeËr in the ptresent context 0Í appendix table l. These results must he

scrutinized, but onlg oÍter the quolitg of the voriables involved hos been

token into account; normallg theg were later supplanted bg Euttman
scales.
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Ho signiÍictnt sssocisti0n descent sgstem and eeonornic vulnersbilitU
household

1221
n0 significant associotion descent sgstem ond past and present
invol vement voluntarg associ ations

124t1
Ho signiÍicont associatisn between descent sgstem husband and post and
present church involvement:

hÉnd's d€soe$t qstem
mafuilinrl bileterel prbilirel oilrsr totet

p6t end
preaent drrdr
irvotverxnt

n
t0
7
l2
il
I
4
I
?
3
2
I
0

t
2
3
I
5
6
7
I
9
t0
fl
l2
t3

tot l
Rrv

.t8

!7
t2
t?
t2
l2
4
I
5
6
3
t
I

7
0
0
o
o
I
0
0
0
0
0
0
o

3
63r

t.l
3
4
3
0
3
0
0
0
t
0
0
0

4
1
I
2
I
o
0
0
t
2
t
0
I

g9 t7 7Agr2 trit} 62.9
t37
69n

6nd mfrtÍ-ilinealH = S.00, df = Sg, ns); howeyer, rvhen pËtrllineËl
contrasted, there is a significont difference:
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II EI

Howeyer, when descent sustem is related to post ond present urbon
familg orientttion (lt should be noted that most of these variahles were
later replaced bg better Euttman scales), the bilaterals continue to be
extreme and the H statistic is significant again (H = lg.5g; df = 27, $);
but this time ogoin there is a significant contrast between patrilineol
and matrilineal (U test, z = -1.95):

pàst trË prescnt trbm fani! onientation
O 1 2 5 4 5 6 7 I 9 totalR",

descPnt
sgstern
hrsDtld

matrïipal 71925 1998e0tO
bilatral 01230214t4
patrrïÍral 3 2 5 I tt I 2 ? 0 0
otferl0l020O000

total il ?233

Ít el
The same oYerËll pËttern (bïlaterals extreme, mËtrilinesl/pstrïllneal
sign. diÍÍerence) is more 0r less Íound when descent sustem
associated with FËst Ënd present dgadic orientotion, but in this cËse H

not significant.

l20I
l{hen descent is ossociated with past and present partu inyolyement,
again a signiÍicËnt H is fountl (H = 7.40, df = g, $0, but this time the
biloterols score scorcelg higher thon the patrilineals. And the
potrilineals are signiÍicontlg different from the matrilineols (U test, z =
-2.36): the partg involvement oÍ the prtrilineals (Ngoni and Northern
Province) is higher:

past end present prtg irm}rement
0l23totalR",

desËnt sgstern
hl*and

matrlipal ?0 17 7 2
br'latrall0323
pabítipal l? ll 6 0
o,ftcrgl00

ltil

96 672
t8 il5.2
34 83.2
4 67.8

t52 76.5

n0

is
is

Í16 70.s
r8 8A.0
H 8?.7
46?

totàt

12tl

?6.5lUt t5 t52
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Cfi+ter 2: rtÍ) ESO dm d.d. tO.t0.ZS, tine t?.g9.00, pp. t_J6S
same íor securities snchoring marriage (H = I I.l lj rlÍ = 60; $); when
irllÏÏ-l-:lïrï'o matrilineals"ore contrasred. n0 signiÍicrnt' eiiect (u

h:,lrrrÀï,1,ïI;:ïrrth*at 
most of these voriables were tater replaced bg

It is remarkabre howeyer thot the abor,,e efÍect does not rrwags rrccur,antt not atwags in the same direction. sp*rfritujiU,

I I5I
There is again the high score of
between descent sgsteir husband r

lotal f*nÍtl urchr4e of marrÍage0lZB4StotatRav
descent sJstem
lilsbàrd

matuflftpal
bileteral
patritÍnal
otfer

Hal

24fr3tft0t2zzsBi
{91H520
2o20oö

Ëffiz
t8 I t3.t
34 83.0
{ 56.3

t0 r52 ?6.5

So, perhaEs the extreme values Íound Íor the bilrterols (maintg Nkogarespondents) mog not entirelg he ortifocts.

Another reËson not to immediatelg dismiss these results as artefocts isthe pattern on totar rerigiouiinrr,.orug* oÍ marriage:

tt6l

l*f*..1t0 signiÍicance is fountt whatsoevelpatrilineol/matriline rl), ond the Uiloterols
overËge rank as the motrilineals.

tt7I

J.o-tgt 
Íamilg mobitization in crisis shows againbilËtersls (l-l = l-6.26, dÍ = lZ, t), uguin"ilip.trilinear/matririnear are contiístel tdtàrt, . =

(neither on H nor on U Íor
have procticallg the same

extreme values for the
reproduced when onlg
- t.45).



46
l3
lt
l4
t4
t?
7
5
3

t30

{El*t
5
4
4
2
?
2
0
o

u

3t
I
7
10
t2
l5
5
5
3

%

0
I
2
5
4
5
6
7
I

total

Ch+ter 2: rlÉ) 63O !{ ffi, d.d. 10.10.?5, tiÍt? 17.39.ffi, pp- l-365

des+eflt sgstem krsband
metrfltleal pàtrfltneàl total

ÍÍtàxu[xjrn
present cfutrdr
t.lvolveÍnerrt

Utest,z=2.2O,t

l{ow, howeyer, the variable is highest Íor the matrilineol husbonds.
Again, this yariable later replËced bg Guttman scsle

IÉI
There is the Shigowe eÍfect ogsin when degree present urban Íamilg
orientation (o dubious vsriËble later replEced bg better Guttman scale)
giyes Ë significsnt sssociation with descent sgstem husbsnd (H = 25.26,
dí =21, $), msinlU because of the extremelU high values 0f the bilateral
(mainlg Hkoga) respondents. When onlg patrilineal and matrilineel Ere

contrsstetÍ, this effect is no longer Íound (U test, z = -0.69).

t8-el
Similarlg, the bilaterals are found to score extremelg high on rural
orientation present marriage (H = 9.37, dÍ = 36), tnd ogain the eÍfect is
not found when patrilineals are csntrasted with matrilineals (U test, z =

- 1.15, ns).

[10-l tl
Agoin, the same effect is found for the association between descent
sgstem husband and the degree f ormolitg mtrriage, 0n which the
bilaterals score remarkahlg high (H = 10.07, df = 30; $); ogoin, the effect
is not found when patrilineals and matrilinesls are contrasted. it is most
probablg an artiÍact.

Il2f Íl

r
1

v
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1fr614147
?50207
50,ít05

Chapter 2: AO E3ÍI H 286, d.d. 10.10.75, tiÍne 17.39.ff), pg. I -3É,5

Cunprrn 2. 
^fi 

830 lN 286, D.D. 10.10.75, TIHE l7-59-00, pp.

| -565

ttl
There is s relationship between the husband's descent sustem (V233) and
his present involyement in voluntarg associrtions (V234,lrter replsced
bg Guttman scale):

dpscent slstem hsbrd
makiliral bilateral patríliral otter lotal

present
irlolverrent ir
volmtarg
associàtixts

totel Í16 l8 34 4 152

The cËtegorg other is probEblg nonsense, should be considered 6s
missing.

Taking all these categories into account, H = 7.46, dÍ = 3, almost $;
however, if we onlU controst patrilineol ond mÈtrilineol, the relotionship
is cleorlg significont:

descent s;stem lrusband

matrilimal pahfiral total
pesent
involvernent h
volmtarg
sssocÈti,írg

total 9E 34 lÍl

U test, z = -1.85, $

Howeyer, this variable wos later reploced bg Euttmon scale.

t4l
Similarlg, there is a signiÍicant relationship between descent sgstem
husband Ënd his mËximum present church involvement, if onlU pstrilineal
snÍl mËtrilineol Ëre controstetl:

06517È2
1frt.t40
2527
30rl
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l20tl
There is no significant ËssociËti0n betyreen hroadest tribal husband, ond
number oÍ adults in the household (F test, F = .95, ns)



I
ó+ter t : A0 697 12fr3, d.d.9.10.75, time 21.30.53, pp. l-203

brodest ettníc gru-ry hu5bàd
EenÉa ïorqa Fhlmta lozi ïwnh*a otfcr total

sFends leisrre
tine YÈifiq

ues
%

n0

%

total

32
23.1 10.5

r0 t7
76.9 S9-5

t3 t9

16127
%2 70.6 58.3

{s55
?3.8 8.4 4t.?

6l l7 l2

o
g

47
rm.0

47

?47
33.3 32.9

l,t %
#.7 6?.1

21 t43

I test, I = 20.44, dÍ = 5, $.

Again the extreme effects of both the LozÍ önd the Tumbuka. The Shigowe
efÍect does not seem to explain rll this.

tleel
Same pËttern for people from home odvised:

bro$est ethnic grury huÉàtrrd
EenÈe Tuqe HrJàír.là Lozi Trrrfr*a otlrer

feryDe frun
Ítgm dvÈed

9es
s

o
0

9
t00.0

I

0
0

13
rm.0

t3

oo
00

65
Im.o t00.0

9t3

2t
r82 5.6

9 t7
81.8 91_4

lt t8

9
8.0

ro{
92.0

il3

6
40.o

I
60.0

t5

m
s

total

| = 24.46, df = 5, $

t2001
However, the eÍÍect ls n0 l0nger signiÍicËnt Íor homebogs in Lusaka
cEme:

bro*st etlnic gu4 trtrsbrd
ffii Trrya iàlarja lozi Trrrfr-*a othcr

ltwtebqlsir
Lusaka carne

ge5
.fi

Ílo

tff

total

3
il.1

24
88.9

47

3
2t.1

l0
76.9

t5

?t9
33.3 l.í.3 t4.l

4655
ffi.? 85.7 8§.9

ilt8il3

I = 5.72, df = §, 19
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As a variable, total religious snchorage 0f mËrrisge (V254)does not seern
s0 bad, e$en if ultimatelU replËÉeÍl bg a 6uttm6n scale.

lte2I
The reliabilitg oÍ the data on familg income and work can be EssÉssed
from the table below:

do ofiÉÍ ÍÍrÈmàcrs of thc lrur*hold vrk?
qes m iotal

&lruslardard J
vife hth have z
,g1lrapiu :

Yifemh I 0 I
]urAqi mar O t tE l'rttruffiru gtÍ, / I lJ tla

mitfer I 4 5

lotal % lfz 148

The consistencg is not t full 1008, but allowing Íor other meËns 0f
income than work, it is rather reËssuring:out 0Í l4E entries,onlu 2 Ëre

clearlg wrong. (is thot so?)

Itesl
There is no significont association between 'husband snd wife both
income'snd number of adults in the household (F test, F = 1.57, ns).

tte4l
There is some positive correlation, Es expected, between subjective
msle chËuyinism (V261, s bad vËrishle), ËnÍl objective insecuritU mËn

vis-È-vis wiÍe'(V298): r5 = .l 
g, ËssociËted I = 2.42, dÍ = 163, $.

lle6l
Howeyer, subjective mËle chauuinism (V261) is a btd vsrioble, and rye
need no be surprised thot it hos n0 significant correlotion with
continuous educËtion husband (rg =.06, associated t =.74, dÍ = l5l, ns)

IIgBI
There is a significant correlation between broadest tribal husbrnd, and

leisure time spent vlsltïng:

24
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t134
263844
3279
4 r l0 ll

ch+tpr I : A0 69? 12ft3, d.d.9.10.?5, tiÍÍE 21.il.S, pp. l-2Og

sign 0Í the relËti0n is Ës expected (churches norrnËllU Írown upon
divorce)

II88I
There is no signiÍicont association hetween total religious rnchorage oÍ
marrioge, and broadest tribal husband; howeyer, again the Bemba turn out
to be msst religiouslg involved:

brodest etlnic Arup hnsààírd

BeÍÍËà ïuqe Hmfa tozi TrtÈ*a otËr totrl
total religirx.rs
vdwage
mrrirye

o41334ilt01284
tto3000.t
265t925744
320510r9
412340Iil

total I'l 20 U 18 15 2l 152
R", 95.8 70.O ??.0 78.6 Ë52 74.6 765

H = 5.21, dÍ = 5, ns.

However, ïvhen the Eemht Ëre singled out End contrËsted with the others,
the U test gives Ë significËnt result: Íll = 14,n2 = 158, z = -1.91:

srryer-ethnic grotry is
BeÍÍÈa ottpr total

total religixrs
aru*rcr4e o

rnarriage

totàt l.l l3g 152
Ra, ? ? 7É.5

U test, z = -1.91, $

IIEgI
There is o signiÍicant positive correloti0n between totol religious
onchorËge 0f marriËge, and continuous education 0f husband (Kendall's

tau E = .32, n = 153, $).Same Epplies to educoti0n wife (Kendall's tau f, =
.32,n = l4E, $).

23
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lrfisI
howeyer, the efíect is significËnt Í0!- host trihe wiÍe:

tlost trÈe wife?
Ues ÍE total

total relfuirxts
emfrrage
Íntrrlagf

0 lt 75 ffi
1044
?a4447
3099
401?12

totel l.t l+4 l Se
Rav 58.6 8t.5 89.5

Utest:nl = 14,n2=144,2= 1.99,9

IIE6I
Ho significant ossociËtion betyreen totaï religious Ënchoroge mËn iËge,
snd descent sustem wiÍe (H = 1.30, it = ??, ns). Here the bitaterals are
not extreme at oll!

desc"nt sgstem vife?
mrtrïipal br"laleral patrílireal otter total

total religixrs
mdw4e
ínàrria+e

058ilt6t86
tt0304

\<23E2lll{?
361209
453.í012
total ltls tT # 2 tSS
Rav Tt-6 ?6.8 96..í ?S.g ?9.5

H = 1.30, tlÍ = ??, ns.

ln this cËse, there is no signlficant difÍerence betïreen patrilineËl Ënd
matrilineal (U test, fil = 36,n2 = 103, z = -l.l l, ns).

il 871

When total religious Ënchorsge 0Í mËrriËgE tabulated ïÍith speciíic
number 0f frevious msrriËges husb6nd, Ënd missing yËlues sre discËrded,
then Rs (spearrnan) = -.13, n = l4l,z = -l.sg; almost significant, and the
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o*t4ter I : AO 697 12fr1, d.d.9.10.?5, ttue 2l.S.S, Fp. l-2Í)E

husbtrd potJgmmus?

ues $o

total religtuus
arrchraqe
Ín&"rl8ge

U test, nl = 7, n2 =

t58

lSE, z = -1.O2.

IIEOI
Itl0 signif icant tssocisti0n between total religious ËnchorËge 0f
marriEge, End church husband grouped:

drrdr hsbrd (fql'ed)
Roínil WZ OEZ+tlU tfZ @rt ots totrt
C{tnlic

total re$irxrs
anchr4e
Írtrriage

H = 9.14, dÍ = 5, ns.

However, in this table the fundamentslist churches EppeËr to form on
exception. Despite the smoll numbers, this is still maniÍest when the
fundamentalists (CCZ+EFZ, Ënd EFZ alone) Ëre contrËsted with the rest.
Then an U test giyes a signiÍicsnt result (nl = 6,n2 = 96, z = -Z.g2,tl.

n8lI
A similËr pËttern is Íound for church ffiÍe grouped, however, lt just frils
to be significant (H = 10.05, df = 5, ns).

I l8 I I check page number
Total religious Ënchorage oÍ marriage hss n0 signiÍicant Ëssociation
with host tribe husband (U test, z = .98, ns)"

89
4
5l
I
t?

t65

86
z.

5t
I
l0

t7500t42t
0300003
24?ott21sr
7too0t9
6t?20112
3í303339t02
51 2 48.? 8BO trtÍI 42 {52 5t.5

0
t
2
3
4

totrl
Rav
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t{o signiÍicfrnt ËssociËtion between total Íamilg fiÍïchorËge 0f msrriËge,

and càntinuous education husband (Kendall's tau c = -.00, n = 153, ns.)

It7sl
Ho significant association between total familg anchorage oÍ marriage,

and cóntinuous education wiÍe (Kendi ll's tau c = -.00, n = 148, ns.)

tr76l
Ho signiíicant association between totol religious onchorage mBrrioge,

and paid íor marriage (H = 3.67, df = ??, ns):

br*ieveatth rrenprnent
paË tun feid F#t àsked hrt not rked total

rmt paid ntr pàid

total religious
erclwage o

mrriage

totel 86 rl{} l? 16 159

ReY g2.7 82.0 6?-O 79-A Hl

H = 3.67, dÍ = ??, ns

The onlg significant difÍerence is between 'Esked but not pËid' Ënd the

rest (rest Scores veru close 0n R.r): rÍhen tffinal conflict Ëround

brideweslth is tdmitted, also religious (and not just Íamilg) Ënchorsge

0Í marriËge significantlU lower: U test, z = l-Eg, Í.

Ir77l
go significant sssociËti0n between tottl religious snchorsge m8rriËge,

End pàlUgEmU. Yet it is remsrkshle that total religious tnchorage of

maÍïisge csn become rather high in c6ses of polggamg:

0461913886
104004
2É133849
571109
48300'l
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40
32
72
r0
2

r58
79.3

t
0
I
0
0
0

2
57.5

G

9
t5
.t
?
0

36
8{].4

o
3
?
3
I
I

t7
t25.5

n
to
24
t5
0
I

tÍt3
72.1

o
I
2
a

4
5

toial
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dragter I : *O 69? l?frí, d.d.9.10.75, tiÍn" 2Í.S.#, p. l-2O3

vife's &scent sJsteÍn
mairflimal btlateral patritteal otlpr

total fanÍfu
archorage of
mtrrIegs

H = 21.62, dt = 3, f.

11721
No signiÍicant sssociation between totol Íamilg EnchorËge 0f m6rriEge,
ond specific number 0f preyious morrioges husbond (Kendoll's tou C = -
.03, n = 165, ns).

tt73I
SigniÍicant assuciation hetween totsl Íamilg Enchorsge of marriage snd
'broadest tribal husbonrl. Again, stronglU. the Shigoyíe efÍect, but also
the TumhukË score prettu high up, Ënd there Ëre n0 indications thËt
Shogowe hod special links with them; hefore his morriage he had a

Ngokguso girlfriend, rËther different from Tumbuka. However, yre should
trg to c!'osstËbulate interviewer/all tribe-specific yariËbles.

b'ro*st ettnic go4 hrsàrd
E*nËa Tonge Felanja Lozi Tunfu*a olher total

total frnít;
ancfirag€
mrriage

o
I
2
3
4
5

total
Eav

H = 17.76, df = ???,|.

lt74l

36Í32?63'2
462t 22539
55?228749
228323m
00t810t0
0tor002
t4fríí18152ll52
?t.3 6.52 712 'll3.l 8?.4 6?.? 76.5

I
I
I
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totel
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triÈe fnrsbad is lpst tribe?
ges no total

total funi\
arrchr*ge
rÍÉrrËge

t3 t39
5t -9 78.8

Utest,ol = 13,n2 = 139,2=2.lg,i

lowest when host tribe is involved.

Ir70l
Same with'tribe wiÍe is host tribe':

t*e vife È host trËe?

UPs no total
total frniÏ;
arrchmge
rnarriage

U test, z = 2.36,81 = 1 4, n2 = 144, $

IlTtI
Again probËhlU the shigowe ef fect when EssociEting total f omilg
anchorËge of mËrriage rÍith descent sustem wiÍe. H = 21.Ë2, dt = J, $. The
Hkoga score veru high, 6nd there is no significrnt difÍerence betweeil
potrilineal and matrilineËl (U test, rl = Jfi, í12 = lO3, z = -1.02, ns) -
contrsru to expectttions:

5
4
4

0
0
0

z.n

39
49
Tr
t0
2

t52
765

2?
?E

45
'fr
t0
2

32
40
52
?2
t0
2

r58
?65

%
3É
49
2t
t0
2

144
g2.r

6
4
3
t
0
0

t4
52.9

0
I
2
3
.l
5

total
Rav
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lTt
221
328
317
06
o2
9 l0r/
59.1 5t.5

Sttt
8200
iloI0
700t
to0t
00t0
30333
5?.4 27.8 58.8 6,5

t5
t5
l3
6
+
I

0
t
2
2.

4
5

totsl
Rav
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husharrrd's ctrurcfi
ÈÉ ttz cEz+EFz EFz irdeperrd. otlrer total

total feniÏtr
ancfrorage o

ÍnErrËge

54
47.1

H = 5.99, df = 5, ns; but RC ogainst CfZ: U test, z = -1.61, nearlg $.

[1661
The results, howeyer, come even closer t0 significance if the wife's
church cËtegorg is considered (V221). Àntl here finallg significrnce is
reËched when Roman Eatholics Ëre compËred with CCZ: Roman lower than
ctz.

rrife's clurch
RC ECZ ËCZ+EFZ EFZ idepeM. othr total

total fanily
an+lmrege of
ÍnarrËg€

48
42.7

H = 6.74, df = 5; ns?

U test 0n just RC/R[C: z = -1.66, $: Rornsn Cstholics rsnk signiíicantlg
less. The pottern is verg close to thot of the husband's church. Results of
course must be reconsidered when this varirble is replaced bg Euttman
SCËIE.

il 67I
There is a signiÍicant frssocisti0n betïreen t0tal fornilg snchorsge 0Í
marriËge, snd host tribe husbantl:

CI

0
1

2
3
4
5

total
Rav

t4
14

t0
5
4
I

.lll0l21
62002?4
iloI04fr
600t2t4
200006
001002
?§33t993
53.0 frfr 3{.0 ?8.5 5,2.1 +?
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Íreture of mèrital paSments
pàid f'.,'ll peid part àsked but

not partl

rrpither asked

ÍEr pàid
total
fwrílg
èÍEhtrege
marri*ge

H = 10.46, df = 3, $

Also, significant results emerge iÍ one mskes a division between 'Ësked
but not psid' snd the rest (U test, z = 2.88, $), and 'pÈid full' and the rest
(U test, z = 2.47, $). f fre reËl bregking point seems to be between 'asked
but nst pEid'and the rest: sdmission of affinal conflict.

3t
4l
5t
23
il
2

t59
8.0

I
7
6
2
0
0

t6
Tt.4

?
5
5
0
o
o

r7
50.?

I
12
12
6
I
t

40
7Ë.2

l5
t?
n
t5
l0
I

ttË
8.0

0
I
2
3
4
5

totel
Rav

11621
There is no significant association hetween totËl Íomilg ËnchorËge 0í
mËrriEge, Ënd polUgËmU (7 cÉses of polUgamg, smong 165 husbands)

Ír6sl
There is no significËnt sssociation between totËl frmilg snshorage 0f
msrriËge frnd church husband grouped (H = 5.99, df = s, ns). The results
sre not significont when husband's church categorg is considered; Uet
here Roman catholics ËppeËrs to rank lower than ËCZ.

t6
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'bro#st etfnie gu.p trrsàad

EeÍnbà Tmga hlarje Lozi TrÉ*a otk iotel
sefii,itks
:ftchoriq
rnarri4e

t0l
00t
002
oz7
1sfi
I 5 lt
028
r3t5
ltt4
30t7
23t8
2022
007
205
ft4
ooz
00t
003
ot3
o0l
00t
15 21 152
80.9 m.5 76.5

0
0
0
0
1

0
0
2
3
t
!
I
0
t
I
I
0
5
2
0
I

000
001
0tt
oz3
t32
302
t32
ut6
126
2?9
fr2to
3tt5
t34
002
r00
100
00r
000
000
010
000

t4zfr6/-
79.3 61.0 ffi.3

0
I
2
3
4
E
!,

6
7
I
I
l0
il
12
t5
t4
t5
I6
t7
l9
m
21

total
R.t

Í8
t0Í.6

ttssl
There is however n0 signiÍicant associËti0n between securities
snchoring mËrrisge 6nd the (continuous) education of the husband (VJ62):
Kendall's tau C = .08, n = 153, z = 1.46, ns

Irsel
Similarlg , there is however no signiÍicont association between
securities Ënchoring msrriËge tnd the (continuous) education of the wiÍe
(V363): Kendall's tau E =.06, tt = 148, Z = 1.12, ns

il6tI
There is ö signiÍlcant ossoclËti0n hetr/een totsl familg Enchorflge 0Í
marrisge (v253), yËn FËid Íor marriËge (v080), which is volid (àpart
from the defects 0Í the securities variable), at least in this respect that
V080 did not contrihute to the construction oÍ VZSJ.

íEIJ



ch+ter I : AÍ) 69? 12frZ,d.d. 9.10.75, tiÍne 21,50.53, p9. l-2ÍIE

[p lsBI
cí. 127. same Fflttern, Ënd same comment, Íor V278: is wife's ethnic
grouE 'host tribe'?

It43]
Significant ossociation between securities anchoring m6rriÉge End

descent sustem wiÍe (H = 12.67, df = 3, $), however, the Íormer is a had
varisble. There re-sppeËrs the Shigowe effect: The hilrterals have
extremelg high securities, whereas there does not Ëppesr a significant
diÍÍerence between patrilineol and mrtrilineal (U test, nl = 36, n2 = 103,
z = .ffO, ns).

Ir47l
There does not ËpFeËr s significËnt tssocistion between securities
anch0fing marriage tnd the speciÍic number of previous mrrrioges of the
husbond. The originol calculatisn yÍas unsound, because it included the
missing voriables. Recalculating minus the missing values gËve Rg

(Spearman) = -.09; t = -1.05, ns.

Ilstl
Securities anchoring marriage Es against 'broadest tribal husband gave
again signiÍicant sssociation, but with the Shigowe effect: highlighting
the Flkoga Ín an extremelg high position (but Els0, incidentallg, the Tonga
in an extremelg low position). ïhis tloes not altogether EppeËr ts be an
trtifact however btd the securities variahle is. The exceptionrl
position of the Tonga would also account for / is rlso reÍlected in, the
previous results on securities and host tribes.

I lÀ



?4É8
1361
??4?
2350
257?
1490
2051
tt32
000r
10tt

14fr64tE
97.3 ffi,6 E4 76.9

o
1

I

3
4
5
6
7
I
9

total
RaY
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'broadest etlnh gor4 trrband'
E€nÈà Tong hfuanÈ Lozi TrrrÈrka other total

nÉxrrÉíÍt
present ctr-rch
trrvoivenr*rrt

H = 4.9, dÍ = 5, ns. Uet the Eemba Ëppe6r to be particulËrlg invorved, nnd
the Tumbuka particularlg little involved. This will prohËblU turn out to
be significant rrn Íurther calculation.

tl07I
There turns out to be a significant ËssociËtion between securities
anchoring mËrriage (v2521, Ënd psid for marriage (v080). (H = l J.9 r , dÍ =
?; f0. However, this is sn artiÍact, for V080 contributed explicitlg to the
construction of v252. lncidentallg, V252 is considered a bad varirbïe.

tt26l
Significant association between securities anchoring mrrriage ond host
tribe hushand (u test, z = 2.13, $),.Host tribes have less securities.
However, the former is Ë bad variable.

It27l
lf the husbtnd belongs to a host tribe, then the securities anchoring his
mËrrisge U2521 are signiÍicantlg lower than iÍ he does not. However,
V252 is a bad yorioble, Iater reploced bg two diÍferent Guttmon scales.
Yet this suggests that the position of host tribes deserved further
analgsis.

lr37I
SigniÍicant tssociati0n between securities anchoring mËffiËge and host
tribe hushand (u test, z = 2.64, $). Host tribes have less securities.
Howeyer, the former is a bod varioble.
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There is no significont association between mfrHimum present church
ïnvolvemenl,, and ïrhere joÍnerl Ehurch - in tsyín or rural ErB6 ( u test, z =
-1.43, n = 96).

tEsl
'fhurch edvised in marital crisis'(Vl l3) is not a constituent variable in
msximum present church invslyement (V237 - later replaced bg Guttman
scale). ThereÍore it is important that there is r slgniÍicËnce diÍference
in V257 smong those who reported such church intervention in mrrital
crisis, and those who denied such intervention:

ctilrch dvised h msital crÍsis?
ges no total

màxinsn
pruent drurch
invotvsrent

0
Í
2
3
4
5
6
7
I
I

total
R",

0
3
0
I
I
3
2
4
0
2

42
49
t5
t5
il
l2
?
5
I
3

42
t0
l3
l4
t0
I
5
I
I
I

l6
1,6.4

106 172
s2 6t.5

= 16, n2= 106, $U test, z = -4,32, nl

Íq3l
There is no signiÍicant associotion between mrximum present church
involvement, End'broadest tribal husband':

I t2
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husbryd/vife both merÈers of ctxrdr?
totaï

husbard's
clurch
(gror+ed)

Rornrn C.thoth
EEE

ccz+Etz
Etz
Hependent
oflrer

tolal

Next, we Ëssess whether husband Ënd wife, if members 0Í diÍÍerent
churches, rnight Uet belong to churches in the same broad cËtegorg:

hrsbïd/yife both nrenràtrs of cturo*r?
tÈsbaÍd ctr.rdr, holh sane both mer&ers lotal

5t
30
3
3
2
I

98

4
!,

0
0
I
?

12

37
72
3
2

I
5

7t

t0
s
o
0
0
7

l5

husà# cfu"nrch, both senre

wife none cfr.a.c+r

both ncnÈers
of : clxrdr, hrt
not tfe ssme cÈrlsrch

oí a ctu.rct, bul
nol the sane c{r.rch

vife none c+xlrdt

h.sband's
cf*rGtt
(rn+€d)

Rnnil Càtrolic l0 3? 1
ccus252
OCZ+EFZ 0 3 0
EFZ030
hdependent O I I
ollpr 2 5 2

The latter table onlg differs from the former in three members 0Í CtZ
churches who married wives belonging to t diÍÍerent CËZ church.

t76l
There is no associstion between church membership (grouped) and the
numberof adults in the house (F test, F =.81, n = 102, ns)

18tI
There is n0 significant association between the husband's descent
sgstem End the specific number oÍ previous mËrriËges 0f the husband (F

test, F = 2.69, dÍ = 3 and l4E; ns)

I83I

5t
30
3
3
2
I

127tt5
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Ho signiÍicsnt ËssociËti0n between Ëhurch husbsnd grcup, Ënd disËipline
in the churchz:

husband's
clu-rch

1g.uryed)

Rorn:n Càttmlic
0cz
ccz+Etz
EFE

hdeFerrdent

other

total

Disciplining
surveu data.

ever discdrlÍed iï tle chtrctt
ges Íp

84t
572
03
t2
t2
t?

t6 Tt

turns out to be

iotal

49
?7
3

5
I

93

relrtivelg rare, but still detectrble in the

t73l
There is a significant difference between churches in the extent to
which their members receiye Ëdyice 0n mËritsl matters:

cfxrcfi advised?
ges m total

hJsbiíd's
chtrdr
(grn+ed)

Romen Cstholic 9 32
tf,z I 23
CCZ+Etu 2 I
EFZ3O
hdependent I 0
otter 0 6

total 16 62

rAW X2 = 24.95, dÍ = 5, $.

4l
24
5
3
I
6

?8

Howeuer, numbers Ëre smËïl and the outcome shoulíl be recalculatetl Íor
the I statistic.

I74l
Pattern of (grouped) church membership between spouses:

First the exact itlentitg of husband and wife's churches is compared:

?W*ZIZ tÉicates e flmer oÍ clurcfs vhi$ be}uE to htlr grfl#s of cfru.ctps: CCZ dÉ EFZ; h
thb rEsgect tleg are differmt ftqn eitter Cf,Z r EFZ.

l0



chryter I : r4O 69? 12 reB,d.d. 9.10-?5, ttne 2Í.S.S, W. t-mi
other ÍneÍÍ&prs of hfl,setpH vtrk
qes no total

n$nber 0f
èórlts h the
househoH

total 30 l3O t60
xav 3.17 2.S

t test, l=2.28, dÍ = 158, $

tssl- 
There is a signiÍicEnt 6ss0ciation between 'children belong' and 'descent
sustem husband = wife's'.

yife's desc€fit eJsteÍÍt

dríldren are 
matrÍliesl bilatral petríliral total

clsired to
bekrE to

failer 5E l0 n 93
bo$1176?q
nntlszE0l?B

total 9+ l7 35 t46

statistic still to be calculated, but probsblU signiÍicant.

\- The outcome is Yery interesting, since it shows that the snthropologicsl
classiÍicotion of ethnic groups Ëccording to descent rules is no longer r
livetl reËlitu to the urhËn populstion.0r the semantic rnd legal sspects
of the question Ere too complex to gield g00d results in E suryeu.

tsEl
There is no signiÍicant association between sttitude towards women's
working snd economic uulnerabilitg househsld [not a good 'rariable]; U

test, z = -1.55, n = 132. This is remarkËblE..
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tEpe of incone
regulr piec*work self-enphgrr*nt no vork at pr*sent totel

stlbleetive
rnale

efilnlvhism
Sr0l.e

H = I1.47, $

The unemploged have the lowest score 0n this point, those in Fiecework
snd selÍ-emploument the highest score. Perhaps to be explÈined 0n the
basis of job competiti0n, 6nd unpredictahilÍtg of ineome without having
to admit that one is dependent on E vdomËn's economic contribution.
However, this is a bad i/Eri6ble.

t48l
There is Ë significant association between 'other memhers 0Í the
household work' snd the number of adult in the household. This is as
expected. 5o the households with more than one provider have E

significantlg lrrger number of adults. But that is logical. ln Írct it
EppeËrs that his test onlg meEsures the reliabilil.g oÍ the data 0n this
Foint. 0n the other hand this outcome 'rroulÍl be more meaningÍul iÍ
husband frnd wiÍe hatÍ been subtrscted Írom the totrl number of adults in
the home.

n
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total fmritl Éfio!ïoflàge of nrrsrisge
OIE34

hJsàEÍd

rnurual te 28 38 17
noÍFmruill 16 I ll 6

total 34 37 49 23

Utest,z=2.24.

The manual wurkers score higher 0n this point. ls this in contradictÍon
$/ith the sbove result 0n the 0ccufËtlonËl tdentltU snd ËttltuÍles ËgËlnst
workïng ïYornen? ! doubt it.

I36l
Simiïrrlg, there is on ËssociEtion between total religious Enchorsge 0Í
marriEge (V254) and mËnusl work:

total reftiurs an*orage of mrriage
013

ms+atim
hns[rd

rnamral 69
normur.pl 14

total 83

U test: z = -3.14 t

mËnuËl signiÍicantlg lower. This is in line \Yith soci0logicfrl
expectËtions, eyen if the yariable wËs lËter to be replsced bg a Euttman
scËle.

t47l
There is significsnt Ëssociation between tgpe of income Ënd subjective
male chauvinism (V26 1 ):

Ray
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1t
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44 Ë,6.0
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ocflrFatfut respM,ent
hw Ëentitg
(nnarual Lrrgkílkd
lowEr cleri+al
dorftestic)

st$jeciive
male
charvinisrn

U test: z = -2.34, t

The msle respondents with Ë relfltivelg articulflte, prestigeous worker's
identitg (the skilled blue-collËr yíorkers, the middle Ënd high clericnl
workers) rsnk significantlg higher 0n mËle chauvinism thËn the lower
workers in these cËtegories. The Íormer Ëre economicallg more secure,

theg have domestic power in their household, theg sre not dependent upon

their wives. (0r perhaps theu Íeel most threatened?)

t3tl
There is a signiÍicant sssociËti0n between mËnuËl Yrork and attitude
towards women's ï/orking:

rísr*n's vrk È wtEidered

9d bd total

occr4atiut
hsbard

msulal 46
rurmsrual 50

total 76

n0 stËtistic calculated, but the result is clearlg $

lssl
There is o signiíicant sssoci6ti0n betvdeen msnuËl $rork and tottl Íamilg
EnchorËge 0f marriage (V253, Iater discarded)

hi$ identitg total
((semi-)skflha,
mfttdte /h*t'rer clericaï)

t0
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t2
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t0
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tlanual unskilled spFefir t"s be lower, ïow clericol, middle/high clericËl
and other appeËr to be higher than averoge.

lÍ a division is mffde between Iower (= fiïsflual unskilled, low clerical and
End domestic) and hiEher (= skilled 0r semiskilled, middle/higher
clerical) [!Vg - c0mmercial snd other group are discarded rs diÍficult to
pïace in this divisionl, then u test shoÈs significant diÍÍerence:

oc+r+sifunal categrg
bv hi$ totat

total religiurs
erÉfitràge
marriage

U test: z = 3.58, $.

Ip. ztl
There Ere str0ng suggestions for s significant difÍerence in subjective
male chauvinism (vz6l) and occupation, in this sense that (ïemi-)
skilled laborers and rniddle/higher clt cal rank significanilg higher on
this vsriable; but the voriable in itsel s too bad tö Uase ang"def"initive
c0nclusions 0n this result: later replaced bg two diÍíerent Guttman
scales.

Perhaps it is hetter to contrast occupation with the single vrfirbles out
0f which V26l has been constructerl?Ferhaps this is rlrèadg rvailahle in
crosstobul oti on output.

l2Él
There is a significant ossociation between occupation and subjective
T?lr.chauvinism 

(26I, later replaced hg two difÍerent Guttman icales,
this is a batl vrriable)

EJ
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pÉ$le cffÉ fr #vkr

rrusbard's tràe 
ges m total

l&oga l5 2 l5
an rsspondents 71 60 l3l
(incl. !ftrya)

The I statistic 0n this trble has t value 0f 6"61, $; however, it wguld be

better to test Í{kogo ss sgainst all non-Nkoga resfondents.

Il sl
Relation hetween occupati0n and sttitude's towards woman's emplog-
ment:

vomör's enplulrnent È
Sood hàd total

ocs+ation hJsbflrd

marrual mskilH 21 2? +e
(seíÍïi.Èkilled 19 14 35
hvclerical 5 3 I
middle/lr*t'rcleri:al lt 0 ll
&Ínestic 6 5 lt
ofiïEïÉrc./efltrepren. 9 t l0
otler 5 0 5

total ?6 50 136

I = 26.25, dÍ = 6, $

ilsnual unskilled yrorkers tend to be ogainst women working; miÍldle/high
clerical, commercial rnd other tend to he in frvour 0f vÍomen working.

There is a significant sssociËtion between occupation Ënd religious
flnchorËge of mËrriËge (V254):

religfuus *udtrage of mrriage
0l234iotalRav

ocer4ation tuJsband

merural rns*íllEd 44 I 15 t 0 61 61.4
(semf)skílled t9 2 13 2 + ,lO 82.5
lovcler*»l 4 0 5 0 'l l0 8?.6
mi#lerhi$ckrtpl I 0 9 3 ? 15 117.9
dsrpstic 6 0 3 O 2 ll €O.?

crynnerc./entrepen.70ll2ll?3.7
olfier2i4ll8102.6

totatr 85 3 50 g 12 lS 78.

H = 25.13, df = 6, $
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I tlt
tribe tabulated against 'people c6me for advice'

When regrouped, some relotions become apparent:

There Eppears to be a diÍference in this respect between Eembo ond
Tonga:

perylp cme fr advfue

trÈe 
ges Ím total

E€ÍÍ6à 7 5 12
Toftqe 5 l5 l8

total 12 l8 50

Í{o statistic calculrted as Uet (l stotistic will rto}

Similarlg, there is a significant relotion hetween 'people cËme for
odYice' and host tribe:

people carne for aórhe

rursbsd's trÈe 
ues no total

is tmst trfu

ges28l0
no 69 J? l2l

total 71 60 l3t

(- l=5.53,Í

husbsnds of host tribe sag less frequentlg 'Feople came for odvice'

Similarlg, the Nkogs respondents sppeËr t0 hËve sn a-tupicsl distribution
on this point:

I ltmOers betvetn brackets refer to peges in the rfuÍul drFrt. $ neans: significmt at leest at lte
55 level. h Ítïrcll of lhÈ a+cs.mt of the results h Effi ll on! sitpif,rcxrt resrrtts haye been irck#;
hoveYer, a non-sipificant result vh*$ nfis cu.mter to expectatkns Ís eqlikJ relevant. The flrtpJt
stmtH agah be ssnrttuÈed i,t this respect. Oflen tlp statÈtics re given vitrmrrt sp*eifgirg the
degress of freedorn, tte saryte size sd otter prureters vhfutr tre Ín,cqsstrg for tte hterryetaikn
of thal statÈtir! Peruse uttpri to curplete ikse f*trres.

aJ
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