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Abstract: 

The One Child Policy (OCP) has had an enormous impact on Chinese society over the 

past thirty years and has further exacerbated the gender imbalance of the nation. The ensuing 

―marriage market shortages‖ in China have had important implications for marriageable-aged 

Chinese men and women. Given that ethnic minorities are exempt from the OCP regulations, 

interactions between the Han and other Chinese ethnicities are of particular interest in China‘s 

marriage market. Previous research has shown that ethnic group size plays a large role in 

determining interethnic marriage; the propensity to intermarry is inversely proportional to the 

size of the ethnic group. Education levels, wealth, and health of potential spouses are other 

factors that affect the propensity to intermarry. This paper seeks to determine which variables 

significantly affect interethnic marriage in China and for which ethnic groups they have the 

greatest impact. Although the literature suggests that marriage market squeezes in which there 

are a shortage of females cause males to marry exogamously, this may not be the case in China. 

The main findings of this research suggest that single female Han, rather than single male Han or 

males and females of other ethnicities, have a significant, positive influence on interethnic 

marriage rates. The scarcity of Han women in Chinese marriage markets and the concessions of 

the OCP with regard to ethnic minorities may increase the propensity of female Han to marry out 

when they see gains to marriage such as being able to have more than one child. Given this and 

other potential gains to intermarriage, under certain circumstances, interethnic marriage may be a 

rational choice for females in Chinese society. 
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Chapter 1 : Introduction 

In many ways, China is an enigma; its economic and social patterns often escape Western-

style reasoning and predictions. During the past thirty years, the Chinese government has 

initiated several major political reforms that have completely revolutionized the nation. China 

has emerged on an international scale as a rising economic power, while domestically the 

country has undergone drastic cultural and societal transformations. Of the many controversial 

reforms in China, the One Child Policy (OCP), continues to be one of the most important and 

influential policies of the country‘s reform, as its effects have extended far beyond the family 

unit. The OCP has contributed to the reduction in the total fertility rate and exacerbated rising 

sex ratios, which have affected population age structure, old-age dependency ratios, and 

marriage markets. As China continues to expand its presence and influence in the international 

arena, the large demographic changes in China (exacerbated by the OCP) will undoubtedly have 

worldwide implications (Holz 2008). Thus, studies of the OCP and its impact in China are 

extremely pertinent to current international and economic research.  

While much research has been devoted to the implications of the OCP with regard to China‘s 

population age structure and marriage market shortages, very little research has touched upon the 

OCP‘s effects on China‘s marriage market in an ethnically diverse context. The OCP has not 

necessarily caused interethnic marriage in China. However, its effects on the marriage market 

and the fact that it has not applied to most ethnic minorities has had significant implications for 

China‘s marriageable males and females. A model developed by Gordon Anderson and Teng 

Wah Leo suggests that the OCP has increased the intensity of positive assortative matching 

(marrying a partner with similar educational and socioeconomic or ethnic background), 
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particularly with regard to educational levels (Anderson & Leo 2009). However, this model is 

based upon an assumption that the number of children allowed to each couple is fixed below the 

optimal level. This may or may not be true for Chinese ethnic minority couples or couples of 

mixed ethnicities. This paper will argue that the propensity to ―marry out‖ is based upon a 

number of factors including ethnic background, gains to marriage, education, real GDP, 

unemployment, etc. Thus, intermarriage decisions may be based upon more than simply love and 

passion. Although the literature suggests that marriage market squeezes in which there are a 

shortage of females cause males to marry exogamously, this may not be the case in China. The 

main findings of this research suggest that single female Han, rather than single male Han or 

males and females of other ethnicities, have a significant, positive influence on interethnic 

marriage rates. The scarcity of Han women in Chinese marriage markets along with the 

concessions of the OCP with regard to ethnic minorities may increase the propensity of female 

Han to marry out when they see gains to marriage such as being able to have more than one child. 

In addition, increased bargaining power may be realized by minority women; they may also be 

able to use their leverage in the marriage market to intermarry when they see financial gains to 

marriage. Clearly, there is no way to quantify love and the extent to which passion drives 

interethnic marriage; this paper does not seek to analyze love and relationships in China. Rather, 

this research will show that given the potential gains to intermarriage, under certain 

circumstances, interethnic marriage may be a rational choice for females in Chinese society. This 

introduction provides a brief overview of the OCP, its relevance on an international scale, and its 

effect on China‘s interethnic marriage patterns.  
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1.1 The OCP: acceptance and modernization 

Since its implementation in 1979, the OCP has attracted the attention and criticism of 

countless human rights activists, particularly those of Western backgrounds. The notion of 

family planning and childbirth as a personal, private choice is so deeply embedded in the 

Western mindset that state control of family decisions seems almost unfathomable. However, it 

is important to bear in mind that the Chinese concept of human rights differs fundamentally from 

that of a Westerner. ―Chinese ethnics transfigure the subordination rather than the triumph of the 

individual, be it the traditional subordination towards the family or the modern one towards the 

state and the Party. It is less private emotion that is guiding people in reproductive behavior but 

rather the consideration of group interests fostered over the centuries‖ (Scharping 2003: 12). 

Government cadres have certainly not been justified in forcing mothers to undergo sterilization 

or abort a second child. Rather, due to the ultimate goals of the policy, the Chinese population 

has accepted the OCP restrictions more readily than many Westerners have been led to believe. 

In fact, a survey of women in Beijing and Liaoning in 1989 indicated that over 83% of those 

surveyed agreed ―the nation has to adopt a policy to control population‖ and over 85% agreed 

that ―the individual must voluntarily submit to the policy of the nation‖ (Milwertz 1997: 79). 

Thus, opposition to the OCP in China is much less salient than the resistance that would arise in 

a democratic nation, should the government of such a country enact a family planning policy 

similar to the OCP.  

The campaign for family planning was initiated in the early 1970s with the slogan ―later, 

longer, fewer,‖ as the government encouraged couples to marry later in life, wait longer between 

child births, and have fewer children. At the time, the total fertility rate of the nation was 5.75 

(Attane 2002: 105). In 1978, the government began to encourage couples to have only one child 
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and in 1979 this recommendation became an official limitation. Strict enforcement of the OCP 

began in urban areas, such as Beijing, but began to spread to less urban areas across the country 

during the 1980s. The main reason behind the implementation of this policy was economic 

growth. According to Chinese officials, high levels of population growth would stunt the 

country‘s economic growth prospects, harm the environment, and exacerbate existing social 

problems such as housing, educational, and healthcare inequality. While these claims were not 

entirely untrue, Chinese officials manipulated ―reliable data‖ to exaggerate the problem and 

insisted that the OCP was the only way to modernization (Greenhalgh 2003). Because the 

government could not justify population control on the basis of its Marxist ideology, officials 

began ―scientific‖ studies that identified population growth as a deterrent in economic growth 

(Greenhalgh 2008). Given that the legitimacy of the Chinese political system has tended to rest 

upon its economic success (Kristof 1994: 63), providing economic rationale for this policy 

proved to be a fairly effective tactic. It has caused the Chinese to view the OCP as a means of 

achieving economic prosperity and modernization, rather than an oppressive restriction. As 

Susan Greenhalgh notes, ―China‘s One-Child policy…was built in part from Western science [or 

rather, Malthusian-based population theories]... [demonstrating that], reform-era China is joining 

the modern scientific world that Americans and other Westerners inhabit, albeit on its own terms‖ 

(Greenhalgh 2003: 188). 

1.2 Implementation, exceptions, and consequences of the OCP 

Family planning has been on the Chinese political agenda since the establishment of the 

People‘s Republic, yet the actual promotion of anti-natalist policies did not truly begin until the 

late 1970s and 1980s. In fact, during his time as Chairman, Mao Zedong encouraged the Chinese 
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to have numerous children. However, during his ascension to power, Deng Xiaoping insisted on 

the implementation of population-control policies. In 1978, the State Council decided to establish 

a birth-planning bureau in each county as well as birth planning-cadre posts in communes and 

large factories to prepare for the official instatement of the new law. Because the establishment 

of the policy coincided with national decollectivization, cadres and officials found the law 

difficult to enforce as rural couples working in the agricultural sector desired a large family to 

help with the farming business. By the mid-1980s, it became clear that strictly implementing the 

OPC in rural areas would prove logistically impossible and unreasonable. In 1984, the 

Secretariat of the Central Committee implemented a ―conditional two-child policy,‖ which 

stipulated that rural couples could have a second child so long as they consented to the ―late birth‖ 

of their first child and a birth interval of eight to ten years (Scharping 2003: 58-59). 

The government also formed specifications and exemptions for ethnic minorities during the 

1980s. The policy automatically granted second-child permits to those belonging to ethnic 

groups comprised of less than ten million members. (At the time, only the Zhuang ethnic group 

exceeded the ten million-member-quota.) Minority Autonomous Regions, such as Inner 

Mongolia, Xinjiang, and Ningxia, were also granted the right to formulate their own family 

planning policies. In most cases, the local government of autonomous regions has permitted 

minority families to have two or three children, while limiting Han-families, even those living in 

minority regions, to just one child. 

Interethnic marriage and ethnic reclassification soon became ways for couples to evade the 

OCP. In many places, such as Tibet, Xinjiang, Ningxia, Qinghai, and Hainan second-child 

permits have been automatically granted to interethnic couples. In other places, such as Hunan, 

Guangdong, Yunnan, Zhejiang and Guizhou, the ability to obtain a second-child permit for 
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mixed marriages depends upon geographical location of the couple; permits have been granted 

more readily to rural rather than urban couples (Scharping 2003: 154). However, mixed marriage 

and ethnic minority second-child permits have generally been relatively easy to obtain. 

Incidentally, ethnic reclassification became so widespread in Northeast China during the 1980s 

that Liaoning province formulated a new law stipulating that only those having held minority 

status prior to 1985 could attain second-child permits. However, ethnic reclassification remains a 

popular trend, not simply as a means of evading the OCP, but also as a way to attain affirmative 

action-type benefits granted to ethnic minorities. Reclassification is common particularly among 

those claiming Mongolian, Manchurian, and Tujia ancestry (Scharping 2003: 155). 

During the 1990s, China made further concerted efforts to better enforce OCP regulations 

across the country. The government began to require more regular updates on birth control 

indicators from each county and made public display of second child permits mandatory for 

families with two children (Scharping 2003: 75). In some southern and western provinces, 

compulsory sterilization after the birth of a second child became a standard requirement 

(Scharping 2003: 78). Only recently has the government begun to make small concessions in 

relaxing the provincial quotas of second child permits. For example, as of 2008, parents of 

children who died as a result of the Sichuan earthquake can apply for a second-child permit 

(Jacobs 2008). Furthermore, city officials in Shanghai have begun to promote application for 

second-child permits among couples of men and women who are themselves singletons (Moore 

2009). However, the minister of the National Population and Family Planning Commission in 

China, Zhang Weiqing, has insisted that the OCP will remain in place indefinitely. The 

government still regards population growth control and family planning as important parts of its 



 

10 

 

development and modernization (See the National Population and Family Planning Commission 

online website).  

Though the government is not likely to abolish the OCP, many women still desire more than 

one child. It is difficult to gauge the true preferences of Chinese women with regard to childbirth 

as ―Chinese women know well the constraints under which they live, and their intentions and 

ideals acknowledge the constraints imposed by current fertility policy‖ (Morgan 2009: 613-614). 

However, Morgan asserts that Chinese women are likely to have all the births ―allowed‖ them 

under family planning policy; furthermore, when they are granted permission to have more 

children, they may even revise their intentions for childbirth upward (Morgan 2009: 620). Thus, 

intermarriage could provide gains to marriage as mixed-marriage couples have been 

automatically granted the right to a second child. Some demographers fear that this ―pent-up‖ 

desire to bear children may cause a ―baby boom‖ should the government lift the restrictions of 

the OCP for the Han. However, regardless of possible future fertility trends, because the OCP 

has been in effect for the past thirty-one years, the nation‘s population momentum will inhibit 

any rapid changes in the population structure. That is to say, even if the government does relax 

the OCP, say in 2011 when the twelfth Five-Year Plan will be issued, China‘s population 

demographics will not change significantly for at least another decade or so. Thus, problems 

such as marriage market squeezes (or shortages of males or females in the marriage market) and 

high old-age dependency ratios (or the ratio of those not in the workforce to those in the 

workforce) will continue to plague the Chinese population for quite some time. 
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1.3 Confucian values and human rights 

China has received a great deal of criticism for its implementation of the OCP and violation 

of human rights. Universalist human rights advocates argue that depriving women of the right to 

control their own fertility and make their own childbearing decisions is unethical. Moreover, the 

son preference in Chinese culture has caused the OCP to become a threat to the mortality of 

female Chinese infants. The Confucian value system, which regards males much more highly 

than females, has been deeply embedded in the Chinese culture for centuries (Scharping 2003: 

11). The pressure on wives to bear a son is so great that it has even led some husbands to 

physically abuse or even kill wives who fail to have a male child (Scharping 2003: 12). Given 

this prominent son preference, the OCP has had serious implications for both born and unborn 

females. Although determining the gender of a fetus is illegal in China, many couples have found 

ways to do so illicitly through bribery and have proceeded to engage in sex selective abortion if 

the fetus is female. Moreover, female infanticide also increased after the implementation of the 

OCP (Scharping 2003: 11). The unnatural rise in sex ratios as a result of this kind of female-

directed discrimination is demonstrated in the graph below. Human rights activists around the 

globe have criticized the Chinese government for enacting the OCP in the context of this male 

preference- inclined society as it has certainly posed a threat to the lives of female fetuses and 

infants.  
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Figure 1 

 

 

Numerous human rights activists have also accused the government of oppressing ethnic 

minorities such as Tibetans and Uigurs because of its refusal to grant these minorities‘ 

independence and full rights to a territory of their own. Given such debate surrounding ethnicity 

in China, this topic is an extremely important issue in modern Chinese society. Ethnic minority-

related studies cannot be overlooked because even though the 55 officially recognized ethnic 

minorities constitute around 8% of China‘s population altogether, if these minorities are 

considered as a separate population, they would constitute one of the largest countries on earth 

(Fuller et. Al 2002: 586). This research seeks to shed light on the changes in China‘s interethnic 

relations in the context of the OCP. While some ethnic minorities have had a long history of 

interethnic marriage with the Han, others have been more resistant to it. (This point will be 

discussed further in the following sections.) The charts below show the rates of interethnic 

marriage in each province since 1990. Increases in interethnic marriage (estimated by biethnic 

family households) have occurred in certain regions such as Beijing and particularly in southern 
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interethnic marriage in northern provinces such as Inner Mongolia, Jilin, and Liaoning have 

persisted since 1990. Interestingly enough, the regions in which interethnic marriage has been 

most prevalent are also regions where Han marriageable-age sex ratios have been particularly 

high, as indicated by Figures 2 and 3. This certainly does not imply a causal relationship between 

the OCP‘s effects on rising sex ratios and interethnic marriage. However, it does speak to the 

possibility that the implications of the OCP have affected marriage market behavior overall in 

China (as has been suggested by Anderson & Leo 2009). The OCP‘s restrictions and minority-

exemptions have added another dimension of consideration for marriageable-aged males and 

females making marriage decisions. Intermarriage has been considered a means of evading the 

OCP and the following research seeks to describe the nature of interethnic marriage in the 

context of such family planning policies.  

Figure 2 
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Figure 3 

 

 

The charts above indicate that interethnic marriage rates have been the highest in areas such 

as Beijing, Inner Mongolia, Liaoning, Guangxi, Guizhou, Yunnan, and Qinghai. The charts 

below show where the marriageable age Han sex ratios were the highest in the year 2000. The 

regions with the highest sex ratios also include Beijing, Guangxi, Yunnan, and Qinghai among 

others. Again, this does not imply a causal relationship between rising sex ratios exacerbated by 

the OCP and interethnic marriage rates. However, it does suggest that the effect of the OCP on 

marriage markets does have implications for marriage market behavior with regard to interethnic 

marriage. 
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Figure 4 
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Figure 6 is a geographic representation of the information presented in Figures 4 and 5. The 

highest marriageable age sex ratios have occurred in ethnic autonomous regions such as Inner 

Mongolia, Tibet, and Xinjiang as well as ethnically diverse regions in the south such as Yunnan, 

Guizhou, and Guangxi.  

 

Figure 6 

 

1.4 Outline of chapters 

This paper will be structured as follows: chapter two will give an overview of the literature 

on the OCP, sex ratios, and the marriage market in China, which will provide the theoretical 

basis for this research. Chapter three will describe the methodology and data used in the research 

analysis and will include a description of the results. Finally, a few policy implications will be 

discussed, followed by the conclusion and some considerations for further research. 

  



 

17 

 

Chapter 2 : The OCP, Marriage, and Ethnicity in China 

 The OCP‘s impact on the marriage market in China is of particular importance to this 

research, as China is now suffering for what is known as a ―marriage market squeeze.‖ This 

indicates that, in the case of China‘s marriage markets, the number of marriageable males 

exceeds the number of marriageable females by a significant amount. This review of the 

literature will begin with an overview of the effects of the OCP on gender imbalances as well as 

other factors that have contributed to rising sex ratios. Given the son preference that is prevalent 

in Chinese culture, the OCP has been a significant factor in exacerbating sex ratios, which have 

in turn brought about the marriage market squeezes witnessed in Chinese society. This chapter 

will discuss some of the serious societal problems that have ensued as a result of changes in 

population gender composition. Shortages of females have been linked to rising crime rates, 

increases instances of rape and prostitution as well as other disconcerting societal problems. 

Given the social implications of gender imbalances among the marriageable-aged population, 

studies of marriage market squeezes are of particular importance. This is particularly true of 

China, where marriage is utmost significance in traditional culture. The value of marriage in 

Chinese society is demonstrated by increasing trends in marriage migration, which will also be 

touched upon below. This chapter will conclude with a discussion of ethnic diversity in China. 

The nature of interethnic relations and tension there is particularly relevant and important in 

research relating to modern Chinese society. Overall, this chapter will provide an in-depth 

background to the data analysis presented in chapter three.  
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2.1 The One Child Policy, sex ratios, and marriage markets 

 The sex ratio (the number of males per one hundred females) of any given population 

changes over time as the sex ratio at birth, migration, and mortality rates alter the age-gender 

structure of the population (Coale 1991: 517). Given the size of China and its diversity, the 

severity of rising sex ratios and marriage squeezes varies greatly across the provinces. Population 

censuses have shown that the shortage of females is less severe in cities than in rural areas, but 

that even sex ratios in urban areas are far from what demographers deem ―normal‖ (Banister 

2004: 21). According to Banister, males are conceived more often than females and tend to have 

a lower infant mortality rate. She therefore asserts that in Caucasian and Asian populations the 

normal sex ratio at birth lies between 105 and 107. After the implementation of the OCP, the 

national sex ratio of infants in China skyrocketed from 107.6 in 1982 to 120.17 by the year 2000 

(as shown in Figure 1). According to the China National Population and Family Planning 

Commission, the official national sex ratio reached 120 by the year 2008 (Ebenstein 2009: 401; 

the National Population and Family Planning Commission online statistics). Research published 

in the 1990s argued that underreporting of births has been a major factor in the observed sex 

ratios in China. However, more recent studies have shown that underreporting of female births 

accounts for only a minimal proportion of this deficit (Attane 2006: 757; Banister 2004; 20). 

Thus, the shortage of females in China is indeed real and extreme.  

The son preference in China that contributes to the perpetuation of the sex imbalance 

stems from the deeply rooted Confucian tradition, a value system that is still widely upheld in 

China (Lu 2000: 62). Some have argued that because the Confucian belief system honors males 

over females, ―the one-child policy implemented in 1979 gradually turned into a one-son policy‖ 

(Attane 2006: 756). Couples have used sex selective abortion and female infanticide to ensure 
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that their only child is a boy. Furthermore, as Rachel Murphey argues, male bias is engrained 

even within governmental institutions and policies, including those regarding family planning. 

Murphey suggests that the government‘s official classification of ―daughter-only households‖ 

attaches a stigma to families without a son, associating the lack of a son with hardship, thereby 

reaffirming and exacerbating the gender bias that already exists in Chinese society (Murphey 

2003). Thus, government family planning policies as well as male preference have significantly 

affected fertility trends and the gender composition of China‘s population.  

Poverty has also been thought to cause a rise in sex ratios, as poorer families tend to favor 

sons for their valuable physical labor and ability to provide for parents in their old age. However, 

Judith Banister‘s research shows that even in some of China‘s richest provinces such as 

Guangdong and Jiangsu, the shortage of females is quite severe. The presence of ethnic 

minorities or the lack thereof can be critical in determining the fertility trends and, consequently, 

the gender composition of any given province as ethnic minorities (unlike the Han) need not 

abide by the OCP regulations. 

Migration to more economically developed areas also plays a key role in determining a 

region‘s gender composition, particularly that of young adults. As shown by Figure 2 in the 

previous chapter, the areas with the highest sex ratios among marriageable Han are concentrated 

in China‘s autonomous regions and Beijing as well as other southern and western provinces. 

These are generally the poorest and more remote areas of China, where economic prospects for 

young adults are low. Avraham Ebenstein suggests that the tradition of spatial hypergamy 

(moving to ―marry up‖) has caused migration of marriageable females out of these areas, leading 

to the high marriageable age sex ratios witnessed there (Ebenstein 2009: 405)  



 

20 

 

 Marriage market squeezes have become one of the most widely discussed consequences 

of rising sex ratios as a result of gender preferences (Goodkind 2006: 2). Daniel Goodkind 

argues that sex imbalances are in fact the chief cause of changes in marriage trends in Chinese 

society (2006: 8). Intuitively, the scarcity of females in China would improve their status and 

increase their value in society. As hypergamy (or ―marrying up‖ in terms of socioeconomic class) 

is widely accepted in China, an excess of males would provide women with the bargaining 

power they need in the marriage market to climb the socioeconomic ladder through marriage. 

Indeed, the most common form of negative assortative matching (that is, the union of two 

partners who are dissimilar in background or socioeconomic status) manifests itself through 

hypergamy (Edlund 1999: 1277), a phenomenon that is seemingly beneficial for females. 

 Women‘s increased bargaining power and value is reflected by the changes in bride 

prices and dowries. According to Philip Brown, the bride price represents the transfer of money 

or gifts from the groom‘s parents to the bride‘s parents. The dowry is the subsequent transfer of 

money or gifts from the bride‘s parents to the bride herself after receipt of the bride price. Higher 

bride prices tend to occur in northern China, in poor areas, and in places where the sex ratio is 

particularly high. Brown describes the bride price as ―a mechanism for clearing the market‖ 

(Brown 2005: 28). In the 1990s, there was a dramatic equalization in the ratio of dowry to bride 

price, reflecting the increasing ―value‖ of women in the marriage market. As families of brides 

have recognized that brides are more highly valued, they have increased the amount of dowry 

allotted to their married daughter accordingly. This phenomenon of marriage related transfers 

used as a market clearing mechanism is not unique to China. In rural India, dowry costs (here 

defined as a transfer from the bride‘s parents to those of the groom) increased concomitantly 
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with increases in the ratio of females to males. Thus, marriage market squeezes can have 

empowering effects for the ―scarcer‖ gender. 

Despite the possible benefits of marriage market shortages, there are certainly 

disadvantages as well. For example, females‘ rarity as a ―commodity‖ has led to sexual crimes 

such as rape, forced marriages, abduction of young girls, human trafficking and prostitution 

(Poston 2004: 13). Moreover, the exacerbation of the marriage market squeeze in China can 

create instability within the institution of marriage itself. In an analysis of China‘s population 

condition, Shuzhuo Li argues that rising sex ratios and marriage market squeezes can cause 

insecurity that leads to domestic violence and divorce. (Li 2007: 8) Moreover, Lena Edlund 

argues that the Chinese trend in hypergamy could very well lead to the propagation of a female 

underclass.  

Edlund reasons that as sex ratios increase, women, particularly those of lower 

socioeconomic class, do indeed gain more power in the marriage market while men, 

consequently, have less leverage. Because it is easier for men to find a bride of lower 

socioeconomic status, they may choose to ―marry down.‖ If they choose to wait for a ―higher 

class‖ bride, they may be unsuccessful and thus remain single. Parents who are aware of this 

phenomenon may take into account their own socioeconomic status when determining their 

gender preference for their unborn child. ―If parents prefer married children to unmarried 

children and sons to daughters, sex choice can consistently result in the birth of daughters into 

low-status families and sons into high-status families‖ (Edlund 1999: 1295). That is, families of 

lower socioeconomic class may be less averse to having a daughter because they know that a 

female of their socioeconomic class will more easily find a spouse through hypergamy. Families 

of higher socioeconomic status may be relatively more averse to having a daughter because the 
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daughter would not necessarily be able to find a husband of an equal or higher socioeconomic 

status. A ―higher class‖ son, on the other hand, would be able to find a spouse with relative ease 

due to the common trend of hypergamy among women. According to Edlund, the realization of 

son preferences through sex-selective abortion or female infanticide would result in increased 

rates of sex-selective abortion among families of higher socioeconomic class as well as the 

perpetuation of gender inequality and rising sex ratios in China. 

2.2 Other Implications of the OCP for marriageable-aged males and females 

The adverse effects of the OCP also extend beyond the marriage market. Due to the lack 

of marriageable females in Chinese society, the number of unmarried men has steadily been 

increasing. This can cause negative externalities for the rest of society; because violent crime is 

most often committed by single men, an increased population of unmarried men is associated 

with an increase in crime rates (Ebenstein 2009: 400). Moreover, as the number of single men 

increases, the risk of the spread of HIV through commercial sex activity also rises. The instance 

of prostitution in China has been steadily increasing since the 1990s; current estimates indicate 

that approximately one million women in China earn their primary income through commercial 

sex, while as many as 10 million engage in paid sex of some form. Most commercial sex activity 

occurs in areas where there is a high population of single men. Furthermore, Chinese men are 

also more likely to have paid for sex and less likely to use a condom than their U.S. counterparts. 

(Ebenstein 2009: 409-410). Thus, an excess of single men in society can become problematic. 

Moreover, single men themselves are unable to experience the benefits of marriage.  

Some evidence suggests that marriage itself may improve the health and overall welfare 

of men. While selection of healthy, financially stable men into marriage certainly plays a role in 
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such observations, in some places, men‘s wages tend to rise after marriage, which would suggest 

a causal link (Ebenstein 2009). Thus, the increasing number of men unable to find wives will not 

be able to experience such benefits. Moreover, as total fertility in China declines, unmarried, 

elderly men will face challenges in providing for themselves. As successive generations continue 

to decrease in size, old age dependency ratios will increase sharply. Because of the cultural 

importance of filial piety, China‘s social security system remains highly underdeveloped and 

most elderly still rely upon their children to provide old age security. Therefore, unmarried, 

childless men will undoubtedly suffer from the lack of resources available to them as they age. 

Thus, marriage market squeezes and high sex ratios have negative implications for males on 

many levels.  

 On the contrary, there may be some benefit to females from the fertility pattern changes 

incited by the OCP. Vanessa Fong‘s research published in 2002 suggests that in urban China, 

singleton daughters may have greater educational and professional opportunities than those with 

brothers. Without male siblings with whom they would compete for parents‘ affection and 

nurturing, singleton daughters become the sole recipient of parents‘ investment. In her case study 

in the city of Dalian, Fong observes that ―brotherless daughters...are encouraged to make full use 

of their academic talents because they are their parents‘ only objects of investment, and only 

hope for old-age support‖ (Fong 2002: 1103). However, if Becker‘s assertion that some men like 

to marry ―inferior‖ women because they feel that ―superior‖ women are ―too expensive‖ (Becker 

1991: 108), then this type of empowerment to urban daughters may prove to be a disadvantage 

for them in the marriage market.   
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2.3 The future of gender imbalances and further considerations of marriage market studies 

 There have been a few recent changes in the OCP allowing couples comprised of 

singletons, or those affected by natural disasters to apply for second-child permits. President Hu 

Jintao has also advocated the expansion of the ―Care for Girls‖ campaign in China, making it a 

top priority for the country in 2004 (Ebenstein 2009: 419). As of 2002, the government also 

banned the use of ultrasound machines to determine the gender of a fetus, so as to mitigate the 

instance of sex-selective abortion. Yet, while these policies may be considered strides toward 

slow declines in the sex ratio, population momentum will prevent gender balances from 

normalizing in the near future (Goodkind 2006: 11). The most recent statistics show that the sex 

imbalance in the marriage market will reach a peak in 2020; depending on fertility trends over 

the next few years, the imbalance may slowly start to disappear thereafter (Ebenstein 2009: 402-

403). However, the cohorts that will mature and marry during the next 10 or so years have 

already been born; given the persisting high sex ratios at birth in China, the threat of a marriage 

market squeeze still looms for today‘s Chinese youth.  

 The inevitability of future marriage market squeezes demonstrates that age structure of 

the population is another important factor in the intensity of marriage market squeezes. Chinese 

husbands tend to marry younger brides; the age gap between spouses is, on average, two years 

and the prime marriage age in China for men is between 23 and 27 (Goodkind 2006: 7). 

Typically, individuals that marry later in life face a lower availability ratio in terms of 

marriageable partners than those who marry earlier (Chiswick 2008: 7). As their choices are 

constrained, older men (and women) may look outside of their usual scope of search to find a 

spouse, which could lead to interethnic marriage. However, young minds may be less ―set in 

their ways,‖ and thereby more open to the possibility of marrying out. Thus, changes in the age-



 

25 

 

sex composition of the population are more important in considerations of the intensity of a 

marriage market squeeze rather than simply the sex ratio itself (Schoen 1983: 62). 

The ―quality sex ratio‖ of a population is another factor to consider in the analysis of 

bargaining power in the marriage market (Bercea 2006; South 1992). In areas where intraethnic 

(as opposed to interethnic) marriage is the predominant pattern, positive assortative matching 

(that is, pairing with a mate who has similar characteristics and/or socioeconomic background) in 

terms of education will further increase the bargaining power allotted to women in a female-

scarce society (Bercea 2006: 3). That is to say, when a population‘s sex ratio is relatively high 

and men prefer to marry women who have similar ethnic and educational backgrounds, the effect 

is a sharp increase in bargaining power to women in the marriage market. Bercea finds that in the 

U.S., this effect is stronger for more educated women than for less educated women. This begs 

the question: in light of the fact that remaining single is taboo in China (Gaetano 2008:632), and 

given varying values of education among ethnic groups, how important is positive assortative 

matching with regard to education? How does education affect the marriage preferences and 

tendencies in China? To provide further background on the marriage market in China and 

illustrate the pressure to find a spouse, the following section looks to the recent trends in 

marriage migration.  

2.4 Marriage Migration and Struggles to Find a Spouse 

Between the years of 1985 and 1990 alone, 2.9 million Chinese women migrated for 

marriage reasons across provincial boundaries (Davin 2005: 174). Female marriage migration 

occurs much more often than male marriage migration. In fact, the 1990 Population Census 

indicates that marriage migration accounted for twenty-eight percent of female migration across 
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city or county borders between 1985 and 1990 (Fan 2002: 622). While village exogamy 

(marrying outside of one‘s own village) was fairly common in pre-Communist China, 

interprovincial marriage migration is a more recent phenomenon. Village exogamy was used as a 

sort of diversification strategy: by marrying outside of one‘s village, a bride could provide useful 

connections to her family and hometown friends, expanding their network of information and 

technology (Davin 2005: 175). Whereas marriage migration in previous decades usually meant 

moving from village to village within a province, interprovincial marriage migration has 

emerged as a relatively new trend. While thirty years ago, most rural marriage migration 

distances did not exceed a 25-km radius (Fan 2002: 622), now interprovincial marriage migration 

is much more common among young females. Moreover, given the increase in economic 

opportunities for females in more developed urban areas, reasons behind migration may become 

intertwined. That is, women may migrate in search of both a husband and a job (Fan 1998). Thus, 

it is not surprising that during the 1980s, 84.8% of all interprovincial female migrants came from 

central and western regions and that 60% of those migrants moved to eastern China (Fan 1998: 

214), where economic development has been concentrated.  

 Spatial hypergamy, or migrating to marry up, has always been prevalent among women 

in China (Fan 2002: 623). Due to the prevalence of hypergamy in Chinese society, ―undesirable‖ 

men, or those with disabilities and/or financial troubles, are faced with the prospect of remaining 

single the rest of their lives (Li 2007: 7). Indeed, various studies have shown that financial 

resources and career prospects are important criteria for mate selection (Lang 2002: 552). Indeed, 

Chinese women highly value security, so much so that during the 1980s many women formed 

relationships with rich, sophisticated Hong Kong men who were already married! The 

cosmopolitan social skills and high incomes of Hong Kong men working in China allowed them 
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to acquire ―second-wives‖ there (Lang 2002). The propensity of women to ―marry up‖ has 

exacerbated the difficulties in finding a bride for poorer, lower class men. By the 1990s, the 

pressure of the marriage market squeeze led men to search for ―wàiláinǚ,‖
1
 to marry. 

 Because the possibility of finding a bride locally decreased drastically, ―undesirable‖ men 

in rural areas have had to search much more diligently to find a woman willing to marry them 

and they have been forced to broaden their search base significantly. Indeed, men who marry 

―wàiláinǚ‖ tend to be, on average, relatively poor, disabled, older, or any combination of the 

above (Davin 2005; Fan 1998). One example of this trend can be found in Nanxi Zhen in 

Sichuan province. During the 1980s and early 90s, bride prices were so high that males from 

poor families were said to have resorted to marrying migrants from Guangxi province (Davis 

1993: 166). In Shifang county, another area in Sichuan, men who married wàiláinǚ had lower-

than-average incomes, selecting brides whose families charged bride prices amounting to only 60% 

of what was required of local women (Davin 2005: 176). ―Exchange marriages‖ and ―mercenary 

marriages‖ have also emerged as a means for poor men to secure a bride. ―Exchange marriages‖ 

describe a situation in which two or more families arrange to essentially trade daughters; the 

traded daughters marry the sons of other families. This practice typically occurs only among the 

poorest of families. The purchase of brides from human traffickers is referred to euphemistically 

as ―mercenary marriage‖ (Zhang 2000: 60). For extremely poor males, uxorilocal marriages (that 

is, marrying into the bride‘s family) may gain some appeal (Li 2007: 9). However, this practice 

goes against Chinese marital tradition and is considered humiliating for the groom. A man who 

                                                 

1
 In Chinese, ― ‖ (wàiláinǚ) literally means ―females coming from the outside.‖ 
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marries uxorilocally is subjected to ridicule and even threats from neighboring families who 

resent the usurping of his wife‘s clan property (Jin 2007: 513). This is most likely the main 

reason that male marriage migration in China is much less common than female marriage 

migration. 

 In addition to the personal characteristics and social factors discussed above, ethnic 

background also determines, to some extent, one‘s propensity to marry out. The next two 

sections will deal with the role of ethnicity in social and marital interactions in China.  

2.5 Factors influencing interethnic marriage 

Due to the marriage market squeeze for the Han ethnic group in China, it would seem 

that Han males need to increase the scope of their search for potential mates if they desire to 

marry at all. Many men have resorted to marrying ―wàiláinǚ,‖ purchasing brides, or marrying 

uxorilocally in order to evade singleness. Indeed, because the scope of one‘s marriage market is, 

to some extent, endogenous, individuals may respond to shortages in potential mates by 

broadening the range of their search (Brien 1997: 773). The following regression analysis tests 

the hypothesis that it Han males look to women of ethnic minority background in search for a 

wife in the context of China‘s family planning policies. Interethnic marriage is becoming 

increasingly popular and accepted among the Chinese (Li 2006) and whether or not interethnic 

marriage has become a valid solution to Han Chinese marriage squeezes may have important 

political and social implications. Intermarriage has generally been considered a measure of 

ethnic assimilation and the ―cohesion of societies‖ (Monden 2005: 323); it can, in some cases, be 

both a cause and effect of assimilation (Chiswick 2008). For certain ethnic groups, the topic of 
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assimilation is a sensitive subject due to the nature of interethnic relations and tensions in China. 

Nevertheless, it is still an important issue for discussion and research.  

Much of the Western literature on ethnic minorities in China is extremely one-sided and 

particularly critical of the Chinese government. Given the ongoing human rights debate 

regarding the government‘s policies toward minorities such as the Tibetans and Uigurs, most 

authors fail to acknowledge the Chinese government‘s point of view on the subject. Clearly, not 

all of the government‘s actions and policies are justifiable; however, in order to provide a fair 

and unbiased analysis, it is necessary to assess the situation from the government‘s perspective. 

In the eyes of the Chinese government, generous concessions have been made to major ethnic 

groups in China. The most prominent example can be found in the granting of five autonomous 

regions given to ethnic minorities: Xinjiang, Tibet, Ningxia, Guangxi, and Inner Mongolia. 

Collectively, the minority groups that inhabit these areas (the Uigurs, Tibetans, Hui, Zhuang, and 

Mongolians respectively) constitute approximately 8.5% percent of the population (according to 

the 2000 national census data), while the land that they occupy constitutes just over 45% of the 

entire country. In general, the government is respectful and tolerant of ethnic minority groups, 

with the condition that their practices do not interfere with state goals. Only when ethnic groups 

disrupt the government‘s agenda with riots and protests does the government respond with 

suppression. However, from the perspective of certain ethnic minorities, such as the Tibetans, the 

government‘s refusal to grant them complete independence is considered suppression. The next 

section will discuss further the tension that exists due to such governmental policies. 

 By exempting ethnic minority groups from abiding by the OCP, the Chinese government 

has attempted to further demonstrate its leniency toward ethnic minority groups. For example, 

when the first ―Temporary Regulations on Some Family Planning Work in Xinjiang Uigur 
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Autonomous Region‖ were first issued in 1980, the regulations only applied to the Han Chinese 

that lived in the area. Other ethnic groups were only required to be educated on the subject and 

would only receive instruction on family planning upon request (Anderson 1995: 214). The 

leniency of OCP regulations for ethnic minorities has been fairly consistent since its inception. 

Interestingly enough, the rate of growth of ethnic minority populations has exceeded that of the 

Han for several decades, which may be an indication not only of their higher fertility rates, but 

also a growing affirmation of ethnic identity. In light of the stringency with which the 

government enforces the OCP among Han of certain regions, many Han-Chinese have 

reclassified themselves as ethnic minorities in order to evade the law (Attane 2000: 261-262; 

Scharping 2003: 155). For example, after 1980 many Han Chinese reclassified themselves as 

Mongolian for socio-political and reproductive reasons and many looked to interethnic marriage 

as a means of avoiding the OCP restrictions. By the year 1982, in Inner Mongolia 15% of all 

marriages were interethnic, and 95.9% of those marriages were Han-Mongol. According to the 

1990 Census, Han-Mongol marriages reached 40% of all marriages there (Iredale 2003: 56-61).  

 Urbanization has been another influencing factor in interethnic marriages. Migration to 

urban areas leads to heterogeneity in those areas, allowing individuals greater exposure to people 

of different ethnic and cultural backgrounds. As ethnic diversity increases in a particular area, the 

likelihood of interethnic marriage rises as well (Xing 2004). Because such diversity usually 

garners tolerance of differences in culture and ethnicity, cultural assimilation is somewhat easier 

in urban areas. For example, in Hohhot, the capital city of Inner Mongolia, interethnic marriages 

accounted for 54% of all marriages in 1985. By 1998, after a steady increase of Han population 

in the city, the proportion reached 77.7%. Compared with the intermarriage rates of Inner 

Mongolia in 1982 and 1990 (15% and 40%, respectively), the rates of urban intermarriage are 
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much higher. In other less diverse areas of the country, the rates of interethnic marriage have 

remained low. The increased propensity to intermarry when living in an urban area may also be 

influenced by migrants‘ structural (or economic and geographic) assimilation. Due to the amount 

of economic and community-involvement opportunities in cities, migrants to urban areas may be 

able to assimilate structurally with more ease. Increased interaction with others of different 

ethnicities in social and work settings tend to generate more instances of interethnic marriage. 

However, Tibet may be an exception to this generalization; in Tibet, urban areas have been 

gradually subsumed by Han immigrants. Ethnic discrimination has emerged as a result of the 

―spatial bias in development‖ (Fischer 2008: 653). This means that Han ethnic enclaves and 

communities have developed more quickly than Uigur populated areas. This has caused a 

heightening of interethnic animosity there and may be why even Tibet‘s urban areas display low 

rates of interethnic marriage.  

 The size of each ethnic group in a particular area also influences the rate of intermarriage.    

Members of relatively large ethnic groups concentrated in one area tend to marry homogamously, 

whereas those of smaller groups are more prone to marry out (Blau 1971; Mamet 2005; Li 2006), 

a theory henceforth referred to as the ―group size‖ theory. Intuitively, this seems sensible; with 

more available partners within an individual‘s own ethnic group, the more likely he or she is to 

engage in positive assortative matching with regard to ethnic background.  

In China, the specific ethnicity, location, and gender of an individual seeking a mate also 

play a role in his or her propensity to marry out. To list a few examples: Uigur males are 40% 

less likely to marry out than their Han counterparts and those of Hui background are more likely 

to intermarry in Xinjiang than in Beijing (Mamet 2005). This may be due to the relative 

religiosity of ethnic groups in Xinjiang. Islam is more prevalent in Xinjiang; as Muslims tend to 
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marry endogenously, it follows that religious minorities in Xinjiang are less likely to marry out 

than the Han. Previous research suggests that in both Beijing and Xinjiang, men are more likely 

to marry out than women (Mamet 2005), but women of ethnic minority groups are more likely to 

intermarry than men of minority groups (Xing 2004). This seems to suggest that Han men and 

ethnic minority women are the people who predominately tend to marry out. However, as the 

analysis in the following chapter will show, this is not necessarily the case among all ethnic 

groups. Moreover, the factors that play into the interaction of the Han with ethnic minorities 

differ for each given ethnic group. 

 Education is another factor that influences interethnic marriage decisions. Research on 

marriage markets in the United States indicates that higher education tends to increase chances of 

intermarriage among young adults of ethnic minority background (Mamet 2005). This is 

particularly true for Blacks and Hispanics, who are underrepresented on college campuses and 

are consequently more likely to marry out (Heaton 2000), a finding that reinforces the group size 

theory. However, other research has shown that enrollment in higher education institutions tends 

to reduce the ―enclave effect‖ of minority groups, which can lead to exogamous marriage 

(Furtado 2007 ―Interethnic Marriage Decisions‖). In Latvia, less-educated Latvians and Russians 

have been found more likely to intermarry than those who are more educated. This may be due to 

the ethnic segregation of the Latvian school system; staying in the system for longer periods of 

time seems to reduce the propensity to interact with those of other ethnicities (Monden 2005: 

342). One point the analysis in the following chapter seeks to clarify is how education levels 

affect interethnic marriage tendencies in China.  

Of all ethnic groups, the Han majority receives the best education; the Manchu, 

Mongolians, Koreans, and Hui tend to be relatively more educated than their Uigur and Kazakh 
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counterparts. This may be due to linguistic advantage, as the Hui and Manchu ethnic groups‘ 

native language is Chinese while most Uigurs and Kazakhs learn Chinese as a second language 

(Mamet 2005: 191). Unfortunately, educational access in China overall is still fairly low, 

particularly at the high school level. This can be partially attributed to the competitive 

standardized testing system that determines if junior high school students are eligible to continue 

in their studies. Another reason for the low rates of high school attendance stems from the low 

quality of many local high schools. Given that students must pay tuition to attend high school, 

the costs of education may outweigh the ultimate benefit, for upon graduating from high school, 

Chinese students must take yet another standardized test to determine their eligibility for college 

attendance (Liu 2009). Yet, regardless of difficulties in educational attainment, the role of 

education in the search for a partner also depends upon the importance of education within the 

ethnic group‘s culture and the amount of social ethnic capital possessed by the partners in 

question. For groups such as the Uigur Muslims, education may not be as highly valued as 

religious instruction. Therefore, education may not be as important in determining interethnic 

marriage for groups like the Muslim Uigurs. However, if segregation in school systems is 

minimal, education overall tends to lead to an increase in propensity to marry exogamously for 

any given ethnic group member.  

2.6 Interethnic Tension 

Interethnic tension is an extremely important inhibiting factor of intermarriage. Most 

interethnic tension occurs among the Han and other ethnic minorities; inter-minority conflicts 

seldom occur in China (Pan 1999: 140). Moreover, resentment toward the Chinese government 

coming from certain ethnic groups was intensified during the tumultuous period of transition 
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under Mao Zedong. The Communist government officially recognized 56 ethnic groups in China 

by 1981 (Ramsey 1987, 163). However, during the 1960s and 70s the government suppressed 

and attacked many of those minorities during the Cultural Revolution. The government ordered 

the destruction of numerous religious sites, temples, and other ethnic cultural symbols. During 

the Cultural Revolution, only five written scripts (apart from Chinese) were permitted in China: 

Mongolian, Tibetan, Uigur, Kazak, and Korean (Herberer 1989: 26). The Gang of Four brutally 

prosecuted certain minorities for allegedly forming a coup and conducted a massacre of the 

Mongolian population (Herberer 1989: 28). While the current Chinese administration admits the 

fallacies of the government during this time period, certain ethnic groups still harbor resentment 

against the government for the suffering they endured during these decades. 

 While China‘s defense of the Mongols and Koreans during the Japanese invasion of 

World War II has given these ethnic groups reason to support the Communist government and 

the Han in general, other minority groups feel that the government has tried to ―Hanify‖ China. 

Despite the government‘s assertion of its tolerance of diverse ethnic groups, many minorities feel 

that the government ultimately desires a homogenous nation. Furthermore, ―in a society that 

places a premium on homogeneity, intermarriage is closely associated with assimilation into the 

dominant mainstream group, with the weakening of ethnic ties, and with the eventual 

disappearance of the ethnic group‖ (Chiswick 2009: 871). Hence, because interethnic marriage is 

associated with the disappearance of ethnic roots, intermarriage may be an indication of ethnic 

disintegration, something that many members of ethnic groups hope to avoid.  

Another cause of tension in Western China has been the migration of Han Chinese to 

Xinjiang over the past several decades. Mass migration to Xinjiang as a part of China‘s ―Go 

West‖ policy has resulted in a divergence in the welfare of Han and Uigur groups. Since the 
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1980s, the educational gap between the Han and Uigurs in Xinjiang has widened. This may have 

to do with the changes in educational systems with the influx of Han Chinese to Western China. 

For example, in Xinjiang it has been reported that in recent years some state schools have 

expelled Muslim girls for wearing long skirts and covering their hair (as is required by Islamic 

law). Muslim parents tend to find the coeducation of males and females to be inappropriate for 

their daughters and a violation of Islamic laws of purity (Jaschok 2009). While this may explain 

some of the inequality of female Uigurs and Hans, inequality among their male counterparts may 

be a result of discrimination and the linguistic difficulties encountered by Uigurs whose first 

language is not Standard Chinese. This educational inequality has brought about a gap in 

occupational attainment as well. Thus, Han migrants in Xinjiang fare better in terms of education 

and occupation than local Uigurs (Hannum 1998). This has undoubtedly exacerbated the ethnic 

tensions there. Indeed, high intraethnic marriage rates have been observed in Xinjiang due to 

barriers to interaction such as group conflict and language differences (Jacobson 2008). 

Given that nationalism and self-respect felt among the minorities of Tibet seem to have 

grown in recent years, there may be further resistance to interethnic marriage particularly 

between Han and Tibetan ethnicities. The government has recognized the growing nationalism 

among Tibetans that has been occurring for quite some time (Karmel 1996: 492). As Solomon 

Karmel notes, ―in an era of rising ethnic nationalism worldwide, it is possible that… the Tibetan 

plateau will witness, albeit on a smaller scale, protracted ethnic nationalist struggles parallel to 

those that have recently torn apart countries in Eastern Europe and the developing world‖ 

(Karmel 1995-6: 506). Such nationalistic struggles and extreme solidarity may prove to inhibit 

interethnic marriage among Tibetans and other ethnic groups. 
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 Matthjis Kalmijn defines barriers such as inter-group tension, language, religion, etc. as 

―third parties‖ and divides them into two broad categories: group identification and group 

sanctions. Group identification represents the extent to which members of an ethnic group feel a 

sense of belonging and allegiance to the group. Group sanctions refer to the social norms of a 

given ethnic group. These may stem from religious practices, tradition, or even governmental 

law (Kalmijn 1998). High levels of investment in ethnic human capital, or proscription to the 

third parties described above, tend to reinforce group boundaries that inhibit intermarriage, even 

if the ethnic group itself does not condemn intermarriage (Chiswick 2009: 870). For example, an 

individual who identifies strongly with his or her own ethnic religious traditions, language, or 

lifestyle is more likely to search for a partner who shares the same values, usually someone of 

the same ethnic background. If two potential partners differ drastically in their ethnic identity 

and traditions, intermarriage is less likely to occur between those who plan on having children. 

According to Zhaohui Lu, the principle goal of couples in China is to have children (Lu 2000: 

61). Therefore, concepts of family life and parenting may become a point of contention between 

such individuals and thereby inhibit their decision to marry (Chiswick 2009: 876). Indeed, some 

research has shown that the restrictions of the One Child Policy have caused an increase in 

positive assortative matching among those who wish to ensure their spouse will have similar 

parenting values (Anderson 2009). However, in some cases, intermarriage may become more 

acceptable between the Han and ethnic minorities as long as the parents agree that their children 

will be registered as part of the minority. For example, a Muslim Hui Chinese who identified 

strongly with his religious practices was only able to receive consent from his parents to marry a 

Han woman after she acquiesced to his request that their child by registered as a Hui and brought 

up practicing Islam (Gladney 1998: 111-112). 
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 Differing concepts of gender roles among ethnic groups may also play a role in 

intermarriage decisions. For example, in Tibet, women tend to participate in manual and 

productive labor to the same extent as men. This seems to have elevated their status in society, 

allowing them the freedom and respect also enjoyed by men in Tibetan society. As a result, 

Tibetan women are often more outspoken and have a substantial amount of bargaining power 

within marriage (Mackerras 1994: 108-109). Furthermore, due to the extreme religiosity of 

Tibetans, which has caused a great number of Tibetan males to become monks and resulted in an 

excess of marriageable females, there may be incentives for Tibetan women to marry out 

(Mackerras 1994: 129). In Guizhou, women of ethnic minority groups generally tend to have a 

higher social standing than their Han counterparts (Zhu 2009: 94). These characteristics may be 

undesirable to Han men, as they tend to proscribe to the Confucian value system in which 

women are not regarded as equal with men. Muslim Uigur females, on the other hand, are not 

granted autonomy, particularly in regard to marriage decisions. While male Muslim Uigurs are 

given relatively more autonomy in marriage decisions, intermarriage between Muslims and non-

Muslims is strongly opposed by Muslim Uigurs (Zang 2008: 622). ―Uigur men are extremely 

protective over the honor of female relatives, colleagues, and classmates. Furthermore, they view 

Uigur women as their monopoly and not to be won by Han Chinese‖ (Smith 2002: 169-170). 

Clearly, each ethnic group‘s perception of gender roles and value of females in society has 

significant bearing on the propensity to marry out.  

 This brief overview of the One Child Policy, its impact on China‘s gender imbalance in 

the marriage market, and the implications of this marriage market squeeze provide the basis for 

the following analysis of the nature of interethnic marriage in China. This research will study the 

dynamics of ethnic population in China as well as interethnic marriage trends there and show 
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that intermarriage decisions have been affected by family planning policies. Moreover, variables 

such as education, unemployment levels, and GDP per capita are also important in influencing 

intermarriage patterns. The following chapter will describe the methodology of this analysis of 

interethnic marriage in the context of interactions between the Han majority and the Mongolian, 

Hui, Tibetan, Uigur, and Miao minorities. Chapter three will also include an explanation of why 

these particular groups were chosen for analysis.  
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Chapter 3 : Methods and Empirical Results 

3.1 Introduction  

This chapter is devoted to the explanation of the empirical and theoretical basis of the data 

analysis of this research. The first section describes the data used for the cross-section time-

series analysis that was conducted. The dependent variable of the following regressions is 

biethnic households, while independent variables include ethnic population, single males and 

females, unemployment due to disability, GDP per household and per capita, age, urbanization, 

marriage migration, and education. Based upon the literature and factors of the marriage market 

explained in chapter two, these variables were chosen as the most salient and pertinent to this 

research. This chapter also explains the reasons for choosing the five ethnic minority groups 

included in this research: Mongolian, Hui, Tibetan, Uigur, and Miao. These are five of the largest 

and most diverse ethnic minority groups in China. According to the 2005 one-percent population 

survey, the Zhuang, the Manchu, and the Yi are the three largest Chinese ethnic minority groups. 

The Hui are the fourth largest minority group with about 1,314,030 members, followed by the 

Miao and Uigur groups, which have approximately 1,266,370 and 1,258,120 members each. The 

Tibetan and Mongolian ethnic groups are the eighth and ninth largest minority groups with about 

960,910 and 829,770 members respectively. The size and diversity of these groups ensures that 

their inclusion in this analysis will produce interesting results for comparison and contrast. 

Following the discussion of the five ethnic groups will be a brief explanation of the empirical 

framework of this analysis. This section will explain the derivation method used in ascertaining 

the coefficients of the centered interactions of the following regressions. Finally, this chapter will 

present the findings produced by these regressions. The regressions of this analysis have given a 
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wide range of fascinating results; the main finding is that single female Han are one of the main 

contributors to interethnic marriage rates in China. This phenomenon is contrary to the original 

expectation and has very interesting policy implications, which will be discussed in chapter four.   

3.2 Data and Variable Definitions 

 The data for this research were gathered primarily from the 1982, 1990, and 2000 

national Chinese Population Census Data as well as the 1995 and 2005 one-percent population 

surveys. Data pertaining to the real GDP per capita were also collected from the International 

Monetary Fund Statistical Database. The variables chosen to focus upon are: ethnic population in 

each province, the never-married population in each province, marriage migration, the 

percentage of urban population in each province, education levels, age structure, real GDP per 

capita and per household as well as unemployment due to disability. The literature on interethnic 

marriage stresses the significance of these variables with regard to the interaction between 

peoples of differing backgrounds. Thus, this model looks to test the importance of these variables 

as they relate to interethnic marriage in the context of Chinese ethnicities. The expectation is that 

each ethnic group will exhibit different tendencies and that different variables will prove 

significant across the various ethnic groups. 

 The original intent of this paper was to analyze the relationship between rising sex ratios 

among the ethnic groups in China and the rates of interethnic marriage. However, the data 

available are not detailed enough to allow for the calculation of each ethnic group‘s population 

age-gender composition at the provincial level across time. In light of the claim by Schoen (1983) 

that the age-gender composition of a particular society is much more important than the sex-ratio 

by itself, the use of total population sex ratios in the regression analysis is not sensible. Therefore, 
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the theoretical approach for this research is more closely based upon the group size theory. 

However, this statistical investigation goes one step beyond the group size theory, looking at the 

population of each group by gender. That is, the model describes how the presence of both male 

and female ethnic minorities, rather than the size of the entire ethnic group, affects interethnic 

marriage decisions. This paper asserts that the number and characteristics of males and females 

present in any particular province will affect the way members of each ethnic group behave in 

the marriage market. The model of analysis presented below allows for a better assessment of the 

discrepancies between males and females of various ethnic groups with regard to their 

intermarriage tendencies in the context of family planning. 

3.2a Dependent Variable: Biethnic Households 

As the census data do not have specific numbers regarding interethnic marriages in each 

province, a proxy variable, termed by the census data as ―family households with two 

nationalities,
2
‖ has been used to estimate interethnic marriage rates. The inconsistencies of the 

census surveys across years are such that information for this variable is available only for the 

years 1990, 2000, and 2005. The data for 2000 and 2005 do not have a table that specifies which 

ethnicities co-reside together. However, a separate data table in the 1990 census indicates that 

99.4% of all family households with two ethnicities are households shared by the Han and 

another ethnic minority. Moreover, even though the data do not specify that the co-residing 

persons are married, nonmarital cohabitation is relatively uncommon in China. Therefore, 

because there is no available data with which to determine which ethnic groups in particular 

                                                 

2
 The Chinese word for ethnicity  (mínzú) is translated as ―nationality‖ in the Chinese census data. 

Therefore, any data dealing with ―nationalities‖ refers to Chinese ethnicities and does not include foreign 

nationalities unless specifically stated. To minimize confusion, henceforth the term ―ethnicity‖ will be used when 

dealing with what the Chinese census bureau has translated as domestic ―nationalities.‖ 
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reside with the Han and whether or not they are married, given the limitations of the data set, 

―family households with two [ethnicities]‖ is the best approximation available for interethnic 

marriage. The variable ―Biethnic Households‖ is calculated as a percentage of the total number 

of family households in each province. Although Chongqing did not become an independent 

municipality separate from the province of Sichuan until 1997, Chongqing is kept as a separate 

region in this data set. Due to the fact that this analysis is not a region-specific analysis, the 

differences in the results when Chongqing is incorporated with Sichuan for the years 2000 and 

2005 are minimal. Although data regarding intermarriage prior to the implementation of the OCP 

are not available, the preliminary results dealing with the Miao ethnic group act as a proxy for 

marriage behavior in the absence of the OCP in China. (This will be explained further in the 

results section.) 

3.2b Independent Variables 

× Population by ethnicity 

According to the group size theory, members of a large and concentrated ethnic group are 

less likely to marry out than those from a more widely dispersed ethnic group (Blau 1971; 

Mamet 2005; Li 2006). The following regressions test the validity of this assumption for each 

gender in the context of five different Chinese ethnic minority groups. In order to represent the 

population concentration of each ethnic group, all estimates of ethnic group populations have 

been normalized as a percentage of total provincial population. The data for this variable are 

available for the years 1990, 2000, and 2005. Each ―Population‖ variable is associated with 

either males or females of a particular ethnic background. So, for example, ―Male Han 
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Population‖ represents the number of Han males as a percentage of the population in each of the 

31 provinces. All other ―population‖ variables are normalized as such.  

× Population of single males and females  

The ―Never Married Males/Females‖ variables are a measure of males and females who have 

never been married as a percentage of the total population over 15 years of age per province. 

These variables are lagged one time period with the assumption that the amount of single persons 

of a prior time period will influence the instance of interethnic marriage in the following time 

period. These regressions are particularly important in determining what part of the population is 

driving interethnic marriage. 

× Unemployment due to disability 

 As disability is an important factor in determining the propensity of males to broaden the 

scope of their marriage market (Davin 2005; Fan 1998), ―Unemployment Due to Disability‖ is 

used as a proxy to estimate the percent of disabled or handicapped males and females in each 

province. In fact, this variable can be used to represent the amount of ―undesirable‖ potential 

marriage partners overall, as both unemployment and disability are generally not considered 

attractive characteristics. (Similarly, illiteracy also represents another measure of ―undesirability‖ 

in potential marriage partners. However, illiteracy has been included as a part of the ―education‖ 

variables.) The ―Unemployment‖ variables are calculated as the percent of the population in each 

province that is unemployed-due-to-disability. The data for this variable are not available for the 

year 1982.  

× GDP per capita and per household  

According to the literature, poverty is also a key variable for consideration in the propensity 

to marry out. Previous research has suggested that sex ratio imbalances and marriage market 
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squeezes occur more often in poorer areas of the country (Ebenstein 2009). Moreover, poverty is 

yet another ―undesirable‖ characteristic in potential marriage partners. Given the above, 

intuitively it seems that increases in real GDP per capita and real GDP per household would 

contribute negatively to interethnic marriage. However, the following findings actually suggest 

otherwise. The data for GDP and GDP per capita levels was taken from the China Data Center 

statistics. The IMF International Finance Statistics GDP deflator (with the year 2005 as the base 

year) has been used to convert the GDP values to real terms. Due to insufficient information 

from the China Data Center, the province of Hainan could not be included in the ―GDP‖ 

variables. Chinese census data regarding the number of family households in each province was 

used to calculate real GDP per household. ―Real GDP per capita‖ and ―Real GDP per household‖ 

are both measured in units of 1000 Yuan.  

× Age groups 

The age structure of a population is important in determining the severity of a marriage 

market squeeze (Schoen 1983: 62). Each of the ―Age‖ variables was created according to the age 

divisions specified in the Chinese census data. The following age groups have been selected for 

analysis: 15 to 19, 20 to 24, 25 to 29, and 30 to 34. The selection of age groups is based upon 

Goodkind‘s claim that the prime age of marriage for Chinese men is between 23 and 

27(Goodkind 2006: 7). It is important to keep in mind that cohorts affected by the OCP‘s 

exacerbation of rising sex ratios did not reach 30 years old until after 2005 (the last census year 

included in this analysis). However, the results produced by the variable dealing with the oldest 

age group also provide useful information to help characterize the incentives of interethnic 

marriage. The ―Age‖ variables are calculated as the number of males and females within one of 

the four age groups as a percentage of the population of each province. Unfortunately, the 1982 
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Census does not include sufficient information to calculate the variable for 1982. The inclusion 

of this ―Age‖ variable in the regressions will determine if the age of any particular ethnic group 

plays a role in increasing or inhibiting interethnic marriage.   

× Urbanization and marriage migration 

Urbanization and marriage migration are also included in this analysis as factors affecting 

interethnic marriage. Urbanization has been shown to affect the propensity of males and females 

to marry out. The ―Urbanization‖ variables represent the amount of males and females living in 

urban areas as a percentage of the total provincial population. Not only is urban/rural location 

important in marriage market decisions, but as a growing phenomenon, marriage migration is yet 

another variable to take into account when assessing the marriage markets of China. The 

―Marriage Migration‖ variables are a measurement of migrants who moved to a province 

specifically to wed as a percentage of the total population of each province. The inclusion of this 

variable in the following regressions will reveal whether or not marriage migration plays a 

significant role in determining interethnic marriage rates.  

× Education  

Finally, education is an essential factor for consideration in marriage markets. This analysis 

includes six levels of education as presented by the census data: illiteracy (no schooling), 

primary school, junior middle-, senior middle-school as well as junior college and university. (In 

China, junior middle school is the approximate equivalent of junior high school in the United 

States. Senior middle school is the approximate equivalent of high school.) Each ―Education‖ 

variable is a measurement of the population having achieved a particular level of education as a 

percentage of the total provincial population over the age of 6.  

× Centered interactions  
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The analysis uses OLS regressions for each variable on an ethnic-group-by-ethnic group 

basis. Each regression includes several interactions, which have been centered to avoid 

multicolinearity. Moreover, these centered interactions are used as proxy variables. For example, 

―Male Han*Male Urban Population‖ represents the interaction between ―Male Han Population‖ 

and ―Male Urban Population;‖ this variable is a proxy for the percentage of male Han living in 

urban areas of each province.  

3.3 Analytical Approach  

The following analysis could have been conducted on a geographical basis, following the 

method of Fuller‘s article ―Potential for Ethnic Conflict in China‖ (2002). Fuller describes five 

―ethnic fracture zones:‖ the Western Muslim, Tibetan, Mongol, Hui, and ―Privileged Groups‖ 

geographic divisions. However, given the ambiguity of the terms ―Western Muslims‖ and 

―Privileged Groups‖ in addition to the geographic diversity of groups such as the Hui and the 

Miao, it seems more appropriate to conduct an analysis that sheds light on the differences 

between the ethnic groups themselves rather than focusing on the geographic location of each 

group. This type of analysis is not only more logical, but also more meaningful. That is, this 

analytical approach will show how different factors contribute to intermarriage depending upon 

the ethnic group in question. Moreover, given the limited degrees of freedom that the data set 

affords, this type of analysis is most reasonable. The next section is an explanation of why only 

certain ethnic groups were chosen for this analysis as well as a description of those particular 

ethnic groups.  
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3.3a Selection of Ethnic Groups  

Examining the interaction of Han Chinese with all 55 ethnic minority groups is an extremely 

large task to undertake and is beyond the scope of this research. Instead, this paper will focus on 

Han Chinese along with five of the largest ethnic groups in China: Mongolian, Hui, Tibetan, 

Uigur, and Miao. The diversity among these five groups makes for interesting comparisons of 

the nature of their relations with the Han.  

 The Mongolian minority constitutes approximately 0.5% of China‘s population. The 

Mongols have long standing historical ties to China as they are the descendants of the first non-

Han people to rule the country, establishing the Yuan dynasty (1279-1368). After the fall of the 

Yuan, the Mongol empire disintegrated into a series of ―independent khanates‖ (Olson 1998: 

241). Later, in 1644, the Mongolian region divided into Outer Mongolia and Inner Mongolia; the 

two districts remained separated thereafter. Outer Mongolia officially declared its independence 

from China at the fall of the Qing Dynasty in 1911 (Ramsey 1987: 203). However, during the 

Chinese civil war, Inner Mongolia supported Mao Zedong and became officially incorporated 

into China in 1949 (Olson 1998: 241). During the 1990s, there were a number of dissident 

groups that lobbied for reunification with Outer Mongolia, but such movements are not as 

significant or widespread as similar separatist movements in Tibet or Xinjiang (Olson 1998: 243). 

As an ethnic group, Mongols are relatively more assimilated and generally have peaceful, 

amicable relations with the Han. ―Inner Mongolia has become increasingly tied to China by a 

variety of factors, including intermarriage.‖ (Fuller 2002: 601) Thus, this research is expected to 

produce interesting results in observing Han-Mongolian interactions.  

 The Hui are one of the most widely distributed minority groups in China. It is difficult to 

determine the origins of all Hui; however, many trace their ancestry back to Arab, Persian, and 
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Sunni Muslim merchants and Arab soldiers who made their way to China during the Tang 

dynasty (Olson 1998: 149; Ramsey 1987: 168). More Muslim immigrants came to China during 

the Yuan dynasty and by that time the ―sinicization of Hui culture was well under way‖ (Olson 

1998: 149). Despite similarities in appearance and dress, the Hui claim to be Chinese only by 

language and citizenship, not by blood. Moreover, even though intermarriage with the Han had 

been commonplace among the Hui for centuries, the anti-religious campaigns of the Cultural 

Revolution damaged Hui-Han relations. In the late 1970s, there was an outbreak of violence 

between the Han and Hui, during which Chinese soldiers denounced the Hui as feudal and forced 

them, against their will and Islamic practice, to eat pork (Fuller 2002: 600). During the 1990s, 

the Chinese government worked to rebuild amiable relations with the Hui, allowing for the 

reconstruction of a number of mosques as well as exempting the Hui from the OCP (Olson 1998: 

150-151). While the Hui differ little from their Han counterparts (except in religious practice), 

their geographical dispersion and characteristic allegiance to their ancestry make for a unique 

addition to this model.  

 To quote James Olsen: ―Including Tibetans in an ethnic description of China is a 

politically perilous act‖ (1998: 327). Indeed, many Tibetans harbor resentment over the fact that 

the Chinese government considers Tibet a part of China. Moreover, they are one of the poorest 

ethnic groups in China (Fuller 2002: 598), a factor that undoubtedly exacerbates their discontent 

with the Beijing government. Tibet became a part of China in 1950 when, upon the order of Mao 

Zedong, Chinese troops entered Tibet and overtook the Tibetan army to claim the land. As the 

Tibetan plateau provides little natural resources to exploit, the government‘s main interest in 

Tibet has been territory-related. Should a hostile foreign power occupy Tibet, the central 

government would be under the threat of an attack. It is clear that this strategic control of Tibet is 



 

49 

 

highly important to China, for the government continues to undertake large costs in terms of 

troops, finances, and international criticism in order to maintain Tibet as its own (Fuller 2002: 

598). Aside from geographic-strategic benefits, Tibet provides little else to the nation except for 

extra space to alleviate the congestion of overcrowded provinces in eastern China. The 

government has encouraged the settlement of Han Chinese in Tibet for quite some time as a part 

of the ―Go West‖ policy. However, Tibetans still constitute the majority of the population in 

their autonomous region (unlike the Uigurs in Xinjiang). While the Tibetan ethnic group itself 

has various subdivisions, the political and cultural influence of Lamaist Buddhism has given the 

Tibetans a strong sense of nationalism (Olsen 1998: 329). The Han-Tibetan ethnic tension as 

well as the solidarity and concentration of Tibetans in Western China make the interaction 

between these two groups a unique study to incorporate into this research.  

 The Uigur ethnic minority population constitutes a diverse group; they are one of the 

oldest Turkic-speaking peoples of Central Asia with several branches of Uigur groups and 

dialects represented in different parts of Xinjiang, Uzbekistan, and Kazakstan. In the mid-

eighteenth century, China began to exert weak control over the Uigurs, but was not able to 

completely incorporate the Uigur population into the Chinese nation. During World War II, 

Uigur nationalists from Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, and Kyrgyzstan formed the Republic of East 

Turkestan, establishing an independent state that was not recognized by China. In 1949, Mao 

Zedong‘s troops suppressed a Uigur nationalist movement and officially ended the Republic of 

East Turkestan, formally forming the Xinjiang Uigur Autonomous Region of China (Olsen 1998: 

346). Many Uigurs today feel as though the Chinese government is attempting to Hanify 

Xinjiang and overrun the Uigur culture. They still harbor resentment toward the central 

government for the injustices of the Cultural Revolution, during which Chinese soldiers 
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destroyed many of their cultural and historical artifacts. There have been countless Uigur 

uprisings in the past century, many of which have involved violence and rioting. The tension 

between the Uigurs and the Han Chinese is extremely evident, yet the government refuses to 

back down to Uigur separatists. Xinjiang is not only important to China‘s security on the western 

frontier, it is also an economically strategic territory for China, as many oil companies have 

located reserves of oil and natural gas there (Olson 1998: 348). Thus, the relationship between 

the Han and Uigurs is also of particular importance and interest to this research.  

 The Miao ethnic group is related to and sometimes considered synonymous with the 

Hmong people of Laos, Vietnam, and Thailand. Though they are linguistically diverse and 

widely dispersed in a geographic sense, they all identify closely with their heritage. Most Miao 

live among other Chinese ethnic groups and are relatively well assimilated, yet, ―even when their 

native language has been abandoned, do not identify ethnically with the people whose languages 

they speak‖ (Olsen 1998: 232). The Miao are known for their rebellious nature and resistance to 

Han domination (Olsen 1998: 233, Schein 2002). Historically, they have tended to live in 

isolated villages in the highlands of southern China. Miao women are known to have strong 

personalities; they work in the fields and hunt alongside their male counterparts (Schein 2000), 

demonstrating the relative gender equality of the Miao (in comparison with other Chinese ethnic 

groups). The Miao are dispersed throughout Southern China and have been granted fourteen 

autonomous political units at the prefectural and county levels in Guizhou, Hunan, Yunnan, 

Sichuan, and Guangxi provinces. The loyalty of the Miao to their ethnic roots and geographic 

diversity make the Miao a particularly interesting group to include in this study.  

 Overall, the Mongolian, Hui, Tibetan, Uigur, and Miao groups represent a diverse 

selection of ethnic minorities in China. The Mongols are geographically concentrated and 
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relatively assimilated with the Han. The Hui have had longstanding traditions of intermarriage 

with the Han, are geographically spread out, and yet still identify strongly with their ethnic and 

religious background. Similarly, Tibetans have a fervent nationalistic pride and many also tend 

to harbor ill feelings toward the government. The Uigurs have a long history of contention with 

the Han Chinese as well, but as an ethnic group are less united than the Tibetans. Moreover, from 

a religious standpoint, Uigurs and Tibetans are quite different as the former practice Islam and 

the latter Lamaist Buddhism. Lastly, the Miao, like the Hui, occupy a wide range of geographic 

region and also identify strongly with their ethnic background. They tend to be more rebellious 

and resistant to assimilation with the Han.  

The chart below displays the marriageable-age sex ratios at the national level of each of the 

ethnic groups selected for this study as of the year 2000. The data indicate that the Miao had the 

most severe marriage market squeeze, which may explain some of the results in the following 

section. However, the marriageable-age sex ratios of all other ethnic groups are below that of the 

Han. The varying levels of marriage market squeezes among ethnic groups in addition to the 

aforementioned similarities and differences between each of these groups give a range of topics 

to discuss and compare.  
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Figure 7 

 

3.3b Empirical Framework  

 This paper uses a cross-section time-series analysis with centered interactions and an 

ordinary least squares estimation procedure. The following estimating equation will be used for 

biethnic households y, across provinces i, in the context of ethnic group j, observed in the census 

year t: 

ώὭὮ,ὸ =  ‬0 + ‬ὠὥὶ11 + ‬ὠὥὶ22 + ‬ὠὥὶ1 ὠzὥὶ23  

 

where y is the estimation of interethnic marriage rates, Ћ0 is a constant, Var1 represents the pivot 

variable of the regression, Var2 represents the male or female ethnic population in question, 

Var1*Var2 is an interaction between the pivot variable and the population variable. To determine 

the coefficient of the interacted proxy variable, the derivative is taken: 

‬ώ

‬ὠὥὶ1
= ‬1 + ‬ὠὥὶ23 . 
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By determining the coefficients of these centered interactions, the effect of certain economic, 

personal, and educational characteristics on each ethnic group in their interethnic marital 

decisions can be estimated.  

3.4 Results 

 This section is divided into four main categories of results. For each sub-section, the 

hypothesis regarding the variable in question will be presented, followed by a discussion of the 

actual results. The first part discusses the main findings of this analysis, followed by findings 

from regressions dealing with economic characteristics (namely, unemployment and real GDP 

per capita and per household). The next section presents results related to personal characteristics 

and location: age, urbanity, and migration. This is followed by a discussion of results related to 

educational levels.  

3.4a Main Results  

× Hypothesis 1: Male Han will be the main contributors to Interethnic Marriage across all 

regressions. 

The main results are shown in Table 1. These results demonstrate that it is not male Han 

driving interethnic marriage. Rather, single female Han have the main positive influence on 

interethnic marriage rates, a finding that is contrary to the original expectation. An excess of 

male Han does not seem to be a driving factor in interethnic marriage and, in fact, given the 

negative coefficient on ―Male Han Population,‖ can be considered an inhibiting factor of 

intermarriage. Interestingly enough, ―Female Han*Never Married Females‖ was significant 

across all regressions. Given the assumptions made above, 

 ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 12.925 + 0.088ὔὓὊ 0.065ὌὊ+ 1.081(ὔὓὊ ὌzὊ 
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where Mon represents the regressions done in the context of Han-Mongolian relations, NMF 

represents Never Married Females, HF represents Han females, and NMF*HF represents the 

centered interaction between Never Married Females and Han females, or rather, the proxy 

variable for single female Han. This result suggests that single female Han contribute positively 

to interethnic marriage in the context of Han-Mongol relations. Moreover, the presence of single 

female Mongols also contributes positively to intermarriage, while that of single male Mongols 

does not: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 12.925 0.153ὔὓὓ+ 0.088ὔὓὊ 2.219ὓέὲὓ+ 3.418ὓέὲὊ

0.301(ὔὓὓ ὓzέὲὓ) +  0.312(ὔὓὊ ὓzέὲὊ)  

where NMM represents Never married males, MonM represents Mongolian males, and MonF 

represents Mongolian females. These results suggest that in the context of Han-Mongolian 

relations, both single female Han and female Mongols contribute positively to intermarriage, 

while single male Mongols have a negative impact. 

In the context of Han-Hui relations: 

ώὭὌόὭ,ὸ = 15.270 0.117ὔὓὊ 0.098ὌὊ+ 0.656(ὔὓὊ ὌzὊ) . 

In the context of Han-Tibetan relations: 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 18.601 0.227ὔὓὊ 0.160ὌὊ+ 0.359(ὔὓὊ ὌzὊ) . 

Finally, the Uigur and Miao regressions generated the following: 

ώὭὟὭὫ,ὸ = 8.740 + 0.307ὔὓὊ 0.110ὌὊ+ 1.469(ὔὓὊ ὌzὊ)  

and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 11.962 0.094ὔὓὊ 0.047ὌὊ+ 0.571(ὔὓὊ ὌzὊ) . 
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These results suggest that in the context of each of these ethnic minorities, single female Han 

contribute positively to interethnic marriage. This effect appears to be the largest in the context 

of relations with Mongolian and Uigur ethnicities. 

 While the centered interaction variables dealing with the Miao minority were not 

significant in this regression, it is interesting to note that overall female Miao population has a 

negative, significant impact on intermarriage. Overall male Miao population, on the other hand, 

contributes significantly and positively to intermarriage. While the variables for single male and 

female Miao were not significant, the signs of the coefficients of the centered interactions were 

also positive and negative for males and females respectively. (This finding is true for most of 

the following regressions as well.) This demonstrates a key connection between the OCP and 

intermarriage. As shown earlier in Figure 3, the Miao population has a particularly high 

marriageable-age sex ratio, indicating a possible marriage market squeeze for the Miao. The 

results in Table 1 indicate that in the face of this marriage market squeeze, it is male Miao, rather 

than female Miao, who are contributing positively to intermarriage. The OCP has not been 

applied to ethnic minorities, thus, Miao women do not have the same incentives to intermarry as 

Han females do. Miao women can have the same number of children regardless of the ethnicity 

of their husband, whereas Han women can have more children if they marry an ethnic minority 

male. This is not a perfect control for the absence of gains to marriage in the form of 

childbearing options. However, the Miao case does suggest that the results found in the research 

would be quite different if the OCP were not enforced among the Han. Without the OCP 

restrictions, there would be no childbearing-related gains to intermarriage for female Han who 

wish to have more than one child. Thus, the incentive structure introduced by the OCP 

restrictions seems to affect behavior of males and females in the marriage market.  
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Table 2 

  

Table 1A

Never Married  Population Han- Mongolian Han-Hui Han-Tibetan Han-Uigur Han-Miao

Dependent variable: Biethnic Households Regressions Regressions Regressions Regressions Regressions

Independent variables

Mean St.Dev. Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient

Male Han Population 43.48141 11.01982 -0.0930916 -0.1053333 -0.1708671 *** -0.1388618 ** -0.1314781 ***

Female Han Population 41.24794 10.91487 -0.1299081 ** -0.1031718 -0.1524452 ** -0.1082196 * -0.0371853

Male Mongolian Population 0.3816868 1.483661 2.803956 -- -- -- --

Female Mongolian Population 0.3798434 1.468793 3.334478 -- -- -- --

Male Hui Population 1.188387 3.344833 -- -2.529886 -- -- --

Female Hui Population 1.146698 3.238496 -- 1.679538 -- -- --

Male Tibetan Population 1.96405 8.561279 -- -- -3.617707 * -- --

Female Tibetan Population 2.002472 8.737412 -- -- 3.195039 -- --

Male Uigur Population 0.7731766 4.219765 -- -- -- -32.95894 --

Female Uigur Population 0.7491394 4.089915 -- -- -- 26.64513 --

Male Miao Population 0.3662139 1.15442 -- -- -- -- 6.04624 **

Female Miao Population 0.3409522 1.068677 -- -- -- -- -3.789545

Never Married Males 13.53335 2.749419 -0.0601107 0.2949383 ** 0.3122865 0.53429 0.0092258

Never Married Females 9.490439 2.302377 0.0242291 -0.4281583 *** -0.4363464 ** -0.2335241 -0.0960138

Male Han*Never Married Males -8.303317 34.91933 -0.0104524 -0.0508073 *** -0.0009478 -0.0070343 0.0017949

Female Han*Never Married Females -7.752603 39.06706 0.0319439 *** 0.0712871 *** 0.0135618 0.0280995 *** 0.0154321 *

Male Mongols*Never Married Males 0.0467056 3.742051 -0.2767078 -- -- -- --

Female Mongols*Never Married Females 0.0005159 2.591502 0.5157095 -- -- -- --

Male Hui*Never Married Males 0.2574366 6.719582 -- -0.0412038 -- -- --

Female Hui*Never Married Females 0.6098619 4.994892 -- 0.0246844 -- -- --

Male Tibetans*Never Married Males 5.193628 33.55871 -- -- 0.1759653 -- --

Female Tibetans*Never Married Females 6.614116 42.43334 -- -- -0.1898191 * -- --

Male Uigurs*Never Married Males 0.8047975 5.994965 -- -- -- 0.7115422 --

Female Uigurs*Never Married Females 0.1438111 2.646173 -- -- -- -0.1617826 --

Male Miao*Never Married Males 0.1461209 1.768356 -- -- -- -- 0.1560999

Female Miao*Never Married Females -0.1709761 2.102527 -- -- -- -- -0.0714968

Id1 Dummy (Beijing) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 2.84381 *** --

Id2 Dummy (Tianjin) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 0.5280138 --

Id3 Dummy (Hebei) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 1.017624 --

Id5 Dummy (Inner Mongolia) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -43.3171 *** 7.417849 *** --

Id6 Dummy (Liaoning) 0.0322581 0.1772574 2.304103 8.195593 *** --

Id7 Dummy (Jilin) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 3.695955 *** --

Id8 Dummy (Heilongjiang) 0.0322581 0.1772574 0.9139627 2.412983 *** --

Id9 Dummy (Shanghai) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- -0.7398829 --

Id12 Dummy (Ahui) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- -0.5370958 --

Id15 Dummy (Shandong) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- -0.9635906 --

Id16 Dummy (Henan) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- -0.5296948 --

Id18 Dummy (Hunan) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -2.404316

Id20 Dummy (Guangxi) 0.0322581 0.1772574 4.336355

Id21 Dummy (Hainan) 0.0322581 0.1772574 0.2135244

Id22 Dummy (Chongqing) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -1.668099

Id23 Dummy (Sichuan) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- -- -1.341035 -1.460502

Id24 Dummy (Guizhou) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 6.412956 *** -- -9.054425

Id25 Dummy (Yunnan) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 4.509241 *** 2.286608 1.555514

Id26 Dummy (Tibet) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- -- 20.18998

Id267 Dummy (Shaanxi) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- -0.8457518 --

Id28 Dummy (Gansu) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 1.301607 -1.271024

Id29 Dummy (Qinghai) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -5.61469 7.478339 --

Id30 Dummy (Ningxia) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -- 13.29716 --

Id31 Dummy (Xinjiang) 0.0322581 0.1772574 -8.909304 *** -5.042838 *** -- 141.6391

constant 13.07954 *** 11.94289 *** 17.71611 *** 9.399155 10.91728 ***

No. obs= 89 ; No. groups = 31

r2= within = 0.7102 0.4416 0.6294 0.5686 0.6349

between = 0.7031 0.9555 0.373 0.4131 0.5179

overall = 0.7225 0.9484 0.373 0.4631 0.5284

chi2 = 158.12 chi2 = 526.73 chi2 = 101.14 chi2 = 76.54 chi2 = 109.66

* p<0.10  **p<0.05  ***p<0.01
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It must also be noted that Table 1 indicated the presence of fixed effects in these 

regressions. Given that this analysis uses census data for only a few years rather than annual data, 

it does not make sense to test for time-fixed effects. However, Table 1A shows the regressions 

that include a dummy variable for each province in which the minority group in question 

constitutes 0.3% and above of the total provincial population. As is illustrated in Table 1A, this 

type of analysis improves the R
2
 for most regressions and controls for provincial-fixed effects. 

However, the overall results of this type of analysis are essentially the same as the results found 

above: single female Han contribute positively to interethnic marriage. Thus, the decision was 

made to continue using the model illustrated in Table 1 above for the rest of the regressions 

rather than employing the model that controls for fixed effects. 

3.4b Economic characteristics 

× Hypothesis 2: Unemployment due to disability among Han males will contribute 

positively to interethnic marriage. 

Previous literature has suggested that men who marry out are most often older, disabled men 

who could not find a wife due to their ―condition.‖ However, using ―Unemployment due to 

Disability‖ as a proxy for disability, the following results show that this may not be the case. The 

tables below tell an interesting story. For Han-Mongol regressions,  

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 11.146 + 0.755Ὗὓ 0.183Ὄὓ 2.683(Ὗὓ Ὄzὓ)  

where UM represents Unemployed Males and HM represents Han males. This suggests that in 

the context of Mongolian ethnicities, unemployment due to disability among Han males 

contributes negatively to interethnic marriage. Table 2 shows that for the Muslim minorities- Hui 
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and Uigur- unemployment was not a significant factor in interethnic marriage. However, in the 

context of Han-Tibetan relations: 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 17.374 + 2.705Ὗὓ 1.819ὟὊ+ 5.210Ὕὓ 5.241ὝὊ+ 5.385(Ὗὓ Ὕzὓ)  

3.589(ὟὊ ὝzὊ)  

where TM represents Tibetan males, TF represents Tibetan females and UF represents 

unemployed females. Thus, the presence of female Tibetans who are unemployed due to 

disability contributes negatively to interethnic marriage, while that of Tibetan males has a  

positive influence. This suggests that while Tibetan females may not normally choose to marry 

out, they may opt to intermarry when there are more unemployed Tibetan males. They may see 

gains to intermarriage with an employed husband of another ethnicity. On the contrary, 

unemployment for Miao women has a positive influence on intermarriage: 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 8.639 .0163 ὟzὊ 16.293 ὓzὭὥέὊ+ 0.357 (zὟὊ ὓzὭὥέὊ) . 

This suggests male Miao may prefer to marry out when there is a large presence of unemployed, 

disabled Miao females.  

× Hypothesis 3: GDP per capita and per household, or wealth, among Han males will have 

a negative impact on interethnic marriage. 

GDP and household wealth are other factors for consideration in the marriage market. Some of 

the literature has suggested that poorer males tend to engage in negative assortative matching 

(which includes interethnic marriage) more so than wealthier males. Table 3 indicates, however, 

that wealth overall has a small, positive impact on interethnic marriage. Moreover, the effects of 

real GDP per capita and per household vary across ethnic groups and genders. For example, with 

respect to Han-Mongolian relations: 
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ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 10.527 + 0.030ὙὋὈὖὴὧ 1.306ὓέὲὓ 2.686ὓέὲὊ+ 0.314(ὙὋὈὖὴὧ

ὓzέὲὓ)  0.261(ὙὋὈὖὴὧz ὓέὲὊ)  

where RGDPpc represents real GDP per capita. Moreover, with regard to Han-Tibetan relations: 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 21.518 + 0.062ὙὋὈὖὴὧ+ 3.782Ὕὓ 4.091ὝὊ+ 4.829 ὙὋὈὖὴὧz Ὕὓ

4.673(ὙὋὈὖὴὧz ὝὊ) . 

These results suggest that wealthier male Mongols and Tibetans contribute positively to 

interethnic marriage, rather than their ―wealthy‖ female counterparts. Similarly, Table 8 shows 

that real GDP per household was also a significant factor for each regression, but again, the 

coefficients are quite small. In the case of Tibetan minorities: 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 20.794 + 0.024ὙὋὈὖὴὬ 2.928Ὕὓ+ 2.451ὝὊ+ 1.871 ὙὋὈὖὴὬz Ὕὓ

1.811(ὙὋὈὖὴὬz ὝὊ)  

where RGDPph represents real GDP per household. These results suggest that Tibetan females 

from wealthier households have a negative impact on interethnic marriage while Tibetan males 

from wealthy households contribute positively to intermarriage rates. This may indicate that 

wealth among minority men can be considered another gain to marriage for Han women, 

providing an additional incentive for interethnic marriage. 

3.4c Individual Characteristics and Location 

× Hypothesis 4: Older Han males will contribute positively to interethnic marriage. 

Age is certainly an important factor for consideration in the marriage market. The literature 

has suggested that older Han males tend to engage more often in negative assortative matching. 

The following regressions determine whether or not this is the case and show which ages are 
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prime marriageable ages for each minority group. Tables 5, 6, 7 and 8 display the results for age-

based regressions. In the 15 to 19 age bracket:  

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 11.173 0.704ὓ1519 + 0.733Ὂ1519 0.102ὌὊ 8.168ὓέὲὓ+ 9.078ὓέὲὊ

+ 5.045 Ὂ1519 ὌzὊ 2.344 ὓ1519 ὓzέὲὓ + 2.371(Ὂ1519 ὓzέὲὊ)  

where M1519 and F1519 represent the male and female population aged 15 to 19. This result 

suggests that younger female Han and Mongols contribute positively to interethnic marriage 

while younger male Mongols have a negative impact. Table 6 also shows the positive impact of 

female Mongolians aged 20 to 24 on intermarriage. The magnitude of the coefficients for male 

and female Mongols in this age bracket is roughly the same as those in the previous age bracket-

regressions: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 7.678 1.304ὓ2024 + 1.376Ὂ2024 7.336ὓέὲὓ+ 8.971ὓέὲὊ

2.378 ὓ2024 ὓzέὲὓ + 2.663 Ὂ2024 ὓzέὲὊ. 

This suggests that male Mongols aged 20 to 24 contribute negatively to interethnic marriage 

while female Mongols of this age group have a positive impact.  

The results in Table 7 illustrate the importance of the age bracket 25 to 29, a finding that is 

not surprising given that this age bracket is within the ―prime‖ marriageable age groups of 

Chinese young adults. The significant interacted variables tell an interesting story. In the case of 

Han-Mongolian relations: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 8.945 1.386ὓ2529 + 1.816Ὂ2529 + 3.199ὓέὲὓ 2.077ὓέὲὊ

2.258 ὓ2529 ὓzέὲὓ + 2.290(Ὂ2529 ὓzέὲὊ) , 
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suggesting that in male Mongolians of this age group have a negative impact on intermarriage 

while the effect of their female counterparts is positive. The Han-Tibetan regressions generate 

this equation: 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 21.9782 1.554ὓ2529 + 1.716Ὂ2529 + 1.463Ὕὓ 3.034ὝὊ

2.022 ὓ2529 Ὕzὓ + 2.290 Ὂ2529 ὝzὊ. 

The coefficients of these equations suggest that in the context of Mongolian and Tibetan 

ethnicities, minority females of the 25 to 29 age bracket contribute positively to interethnic 

marriage, while their male counterparts have a negative impact on intermarriage. Interestingly 

enough, the Uigur and Miao regressions generate the opposite result for the male and female Han 

majority: 

ώὭὟὭὫ,ὸ = 13.109 1.678ὓ2529 + 1.854Ὂ2529 + 0.169Ὄὓ 0.421ὌὊ

+ 1.116 ὓ2529 Ὄzὓ 2.456 Ὂ2529 ὌzὊ 

and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 9.606 1.239 ὓz2529 + 1.344 Ὂz2529 + 0.043Ὄὓ 0.218ὌὊ

+ 0.500 ὓ2529 Ὄzὓ 1.202 Ὂ2529 ὌzὊ. 

These results indicate that within the 25 to 29 age bracket and in the context of Uigur and Miao 

minorities, Han women have a negative influence on interethnic marriage, while Han males of 

this age contribute positively to intermarriage.  

Table 8 reveals interesting results for older women. Whereas younger women of Mongolian 

and Tibetan ethnicities contribute positively to interethnic marriage, older women of the same 

ethnic groups have a negative influence on intermarriage: 
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ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 9.381 0.389 Ὂz3034 + 1.956ὓέὲὊ 0.520(Ὂ3034 ὓzέὲὊ)  

and 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 18.337 + 1.084 ὓz3034 0.859 Ὂz3034 6.853ὓὝ+ 7.399ὝὊ

+ 1.648 ὓ3034 Ὕzὓ 1.341 Ὂ3034 ὝzὊ. 

In these equations, the coefficients and their signs indicate that presence of older Tibetan and 

Mongolian women has a negative influence on interethnic marriage. This could indicate that Han 

male who wish to intermarry look for younger ethnic minority wives, perhaps because younger 

brides are more likely to have more children than older brides. While the centered interaction 

representing older female Han was not significant in these regressions, the sign of this variable‘s 

coefficient was negative in each regression except for the Han-Hui case study. The fact that Han 

women aged 25 to 29 have a negative impact on interethnic marriage in some cases (as shown in 

the two equations above) in addition to the fact that the coefficients of ―Female Han* Females 

30-34‖ were negative may indicate the lack of childbearing-incentives of intermarriage for these 

women. Han who wish to intermarry in order to have more than one child would most likely 

consider intermarriage earlier in life rather than later. Therefore, the finding that female Han 

aged 25 to 29 and older Tibetan and Mongolian women contribute negatively to interethnic 

marriage demonstrates that childbearing-related incentives are indeed important in intermarriage 

decisions in the context of family planning.  

× Hypothesis 5: Urbanization will lead to greater rates of interethnic marriage, regardless 

of gender or ethnicity. 

As urban areas tend to facilitate more interaction between ethnic groups, the ―Urban 

Population‖ variable is another important consideration in this analysis. Table 9 shows that the 
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effects of urbanization vary across gender and ethnicity. Male urban population was significant 

and negative for each regression, while female urban population was significant and positive for 

each case study. However, the only significant interaction variables were found among the 

Tibetan and Miao case studies, generating the following: 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 18.711 0.752Ὗὶὦὓ+ 0.764ὟὶὦὊ+ 0.140Ὄὓ 0.493ὌὊ

0.032 Ὗὶὦὓ Ὄzὓ + 0.771(ὟὶὦὊ ὌzὊ)  

and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 7.238 0.571Ὗὶὦὓ+ 0.614ὟὶὦὊ+ 6.567ὓὭὥέὓ 4.758ὓὭὥέὊ

0.771 Ὗὶὦὓ ὓzὭὥέὓ + 0.849(ὟὶὦὊ ὓzὭὥέὊ)  

where UrbM and UrbF represent male and female urbanites as a percentage of provincial 

population. These results suggest that in the context of Tibetan minorities, urban Han females 

have a positive influence on interethnic marriage. Also, female Miao overall have a negative 

influence on interethnic marriage, yet urban female Miao have a positive effect. Conversely, 

urban male Miao have a negative impact on intermarriage.  

× Hypothesis 6: Marriage migration (particularly that of females) will increase the 

instance of interethnic marriage. 

As a growing phenomenon in China, marriage migration is an important factor in considerations 

of the country‘s marriage market. Previous research has not touched upon ethnicity in the context 

of marriage migration, thus, this variable is a unique part of the study. The results in Table 10 

indicate that rather than a positive contribution to interethnic marriage, female marriage 

migration overall has a negative impact on intermarriage, which is significant for all regressions  
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except the Han-Uigur case study. However, for each case study, ―Female Han*Female Marriage 

Migration‖ generated a significant, positive coefficient shown in the following 

equations:ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 8.228 1.488Ὂὓὓ 0.050ὌὊ+ 11.287 Ὂὓὓ ὌzὊ, 

ώὭὌόὭ,ὸ = 9.320 1.424Ὂὓὓ 0.068ὌὊ+ 10.357 Ὂὓὓ ὌzὊ, 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 17.983 3.009Ὂὓὓ 0.155ὌὊ 5.499ὝὊ+ 8.264 Ὂὓὓ ὌzὊ

4.611 Ὂὓὓ ὝzὊ, 

ώὭὟὭὫ,ὸ = 11.335 + .376Ὂὓὓ 0.080ὌὊ+ 14.101 Ὂὓὓ ὌzὊ, and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 7.110 1.464Ὂὓὓ+ 0.019ὌὊ+ 8.428(Ὂὓὓ ὌzὊ)  

where FMM represents Female marriage migration. These results suggest that marriage 

migration overall correlates negatively with interethnic marriage, which may indicate that  

wàiláinǚ who emigrate for marriage tend to marry within their own ethnic background. (This is 

supported by the Tibetan case study: female Tibetan marriage migrants have a negative impact 

on interethnic marriage.) However, Han women who migrate for marriage contribute positively 

to interethnic marriage in all ethnic contexts. The magnitude of these coefficients is quite large, 

but that may be due to the fact that this is a biased variable as it represents a population of people 

who are already married. However, the positive sign of these particular coefficients further 

reinforces overall the notion that female Han are among the main contributors to interethnic 

marriage in China.  

3.4d Educational Effects  

× Hypothesis 7: Less educated Han males will contribute positively to interethnic marriage. 

However, given that education can lead to open-mindedness, more highly educated males 

and females will also contribute positively to interethnic marriage regardless of ethnicity. 
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Due to the dichotomies in education systems across China, it is difficult to predict the effect 

of education and illiteracy on interethnic marriage. According to the literature, illiteracy among 

Han males would contribute positively to intermarriage rates, as ―undesirable‖ men are most  

often forced to engage in negative assortative matching. However, Table 11 shows that illiteracy 

overall and for Han males is not a significant factor in interethnic marriage. Rather, illiteracy 

seems to be more important for minority males, particularly those of Mongolian and Tibetan 

background, as shown by the following equations: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 10.983 + 0.080Ὅὓ 0.141ὍὊ+ 6.438ὓέὲὓ 6.243ὓέὲὊ

+ 0.276 Ὅὓ ὓzέὲὓ 0.292(ὍὊ ὓzέὲὊ)  

and 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 19.670 + 0.091Ὅὓ 0.132ὍὊ 2.977Ὕὓ+ 2.540ὝὊ+ 0.243 Ὅὓ Ὕzὓ

0.242(ὍὊ ὝzὊ)  

Interestingly enough, for the Uigur case study, female Han illiteracy showed a positive effect 

on interethnic marriage: 

ώὭὟὭὫ,ὸ = 21.131 1.680ὍὊ .044ὌὊ 1.145(ὍὊ ὌzὊ)  

These results suggest that illiteracy among male Tibetans and Mongols contribute to minority 

women‘s decision to marry out. This further demonstrates women‘s likelihood to marry out 

based upon gains to marriage; literacy is a positive quality in the marriage market, regardless of 

ethnicity, so literate males of other ethnicities may be more attractive than illiterate males of 

similar ethnic background. Female illiteracy contributes negatively to interethnic marriage, 

showing that illiteracy among women of these minority groups may deter Han males from 

marrying out. Thus, illiteracy seems to decrease the bargaining power of women in the marriage  
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market, which may contribute negatively to intermarriage. 

 Unlike illiteracy, primary school education proved to be significant for Han-Chinese 

across all regressions. For Han males, primary school education contributes positively to 

interethnic marriage rates, while for Han females it has a negative impact. This result is in 

accordance with the hypothesized expectation. The following equations illustrate the effects of 

primary school education: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 9.955 0.171ὖὛὓ+ 0.192ὖὛὊ 0.051Ὄὓ 0.115ὌὊ+ 0.621ὓέὲὊ+

0.379 ὖὛὓ Ὄzὓ 0.263 ὖὛὊ ὌzὊ + 0.260 ὖὛὊ ὓzέὲὊ, 

ώὭὌόὭ,ὸ = 12.806 0.132ὖὛὓ+ 0.151ὖὛὊ 0.065Ὄὓ 0.155ὌὊ+ 0.511 ὖὛὓ Ὄzὓ

0.373 ὖὛὊ ὌzὊ, 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 18.071 0.616ὖὛὓ+ 0.150ὖὛὊ 0.121Ὄὓ 0.200ὌὊ+ 0.892Ὕὓ 

+ 0.324 ὖὛὓ Ὄzὓ 0.500 ὖὛὊ ὌzὊ 0.215 ὖὛὓ Ὕzὓ , 

ώὭὟὭὫ,ὸ = 12.911 0.058ὖὛὓ+ 0.088ὖὛὊ 0.068Ὄὓ 0.161ὌὊ+ 0.671 ὖὛὓᶻ

Ὄὓ 0.500ὖὛὊzὌὊ, and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 9.894 0.135ὖὛὓ+ 0.131ὖὛὊ 0.087Ὄὓ 0.071ὌὊ+ 0.402 ὖὛὓ Ὄzὓ

0.296(ὖὛὊ ὌzὊ)  

where PSM and PSF stand for males and females with primary school education, respectively. 

While primary school education for males overall contributes negatively to interethnic marriage, 

primary school educated-Han males have a positive influence on intermarriage. (The opposite is 

true of females and female Han with regard to primary schooling.) Interestingly enough, for the 

Han-Mongolian relations, primary school educated-female Mongols contributed positively to 

intermarriage. In the case of the Tibetans, primary school for Tibetan males has a negative 
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impact on intermarriage rates. These results seem to indicate that, overall, men who only attain a 

low level of education (male Tibetans in particular) may be less likely to marry out. However, in 

accordance with the literature, male Han with less education contribute positively to interethnic 

marriage. Less educated women, overall (but Mongolian women in particular), on the other hand,  

have a positive impact on intermarriage, while less educated Han women in particular have a 

negative impact.  

 At the junior middle school level, the effects of educated Han are opposite those of 

primary school educated Han: ―Male Han*Junior Middle School‖ produced a negative  

coefficient (significant for all regressions), while ―Female Han*Junior Middle School‖ generated 

a positive coefficient: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 11.696 + 0.210ὐὓὓ 0.129ὐὓὊ 0.075Ὄὓ 0.171ὌὊ 1.043 ὐὓὓ Ὄzὓ

+ 0.628 ὐὓὊ ὌzὊ, 

ώὭὌόὭ,ὸ = 15.719 + 0.236ὐὓὓ 0.166ὐὓὊ 0.048Ὄὓ 0.278ὌὊ 1.453 ὐὓὓ Ὄzὓ

+ 0.960 ὐὓὊ ὌzὊ, 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 18.772 + 0.125ὐὓὓ 0.160Ὄὓ 0.659 ὐὓὓ Ὄzὓ , 

ώὭὟὭὫ,ὸ = 18.300 + 0.233ὐὓὓ 0.299ὐὓὊ 0.084Ὄὓ 0.262ὌὊ 1.094 ὐὓὓᶻ

Ὄὓ+0.348ὐὓὊzὌὊ, and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 12.116 0.039ὐὓὓ 0.116Ὄὓ 0.700(ὐὓὓ Ὄzὓ)  

where JMM and JMF represent Junior middle school educated males and females, respectively. 

At this level of schooling, educated males overall have a positive impact on interethnic marriage 

while educated females overall have a negative impact. However, for the Han ethnicity in 

particular, the effects are opposite for males and females. Moreover, not only do junior middle  
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school educated Han contribute significantly to interethnic marriage, but, given the magnitude of 

the coefficients in the above equations, as Han achieve a higher level of education, their impact 

on interethnic marriage becomes stronger. Table 14 generated similar results.Table 14 shows that 

senior middle school-level education among Han males is also important for the intermarriage 

rates across all ethnic case studies. The following equations can be derived from these 

regressions: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 11.865 + 0.308Ὓὓὓ 0.002Ὄὓ 1.800 Ὓὓὓ Ὄzὓ , 

 ώὭὌόὭ,ὸ = 16.211 + 0.422Ὓὓὓ 0.228ὛὓὊ 0.039Ὄὓ 0.289ὌὊ

1.970 Ὓὓὓ Ὄzὓ + 1.143 ὛὓὊ ὌzὊ, 

ώὭὝὭὦ,ὸ = 17.902 + 0.578Ὓὓὓ 0.269ὛὓὊ 0.030Ὄὓ 0.357ὌὊ 0.761Ὕὓ

1.007 Ὓὓὓ Ὄzὓ + 0.996 ὛὓὊ ὌzὊ + 5.229 Ὓὓὓ Ὕzὓ , 

ώὭὟὭὫ,ὸ = 17.491 0.167Ὓὓὓ 0.035Ὄὓ 2.362 Ὓὓὓ Ὄzὓ , and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 10.879 0.014Ὓὓὓ 0.0599Ὄὓ 1.413(Ὓὓὓ Ὄzὓ)  

where SMM and SMF represent senior middle school educated males and females, 

respectively. Here again, the magnitude of the coefficient for the proxy variables measuring 

the presence of senior middle school-educated Han is even larger than for the previous 

regressions. This further supports the notion that as Han-Chinese become more educated, 

their impact on interethnic marriage rates becomes even greater. 

 Table 15 shows that for Han males junior college education has a negative impact on 

intermarriage in the context of Mongolian, Hui and Miao minorities. For female Han, on the 

other hand, junior college education appears to contribute positively to intermarriage,  
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particularly in the context of relations with the Mongols and the Hui. The regressions generated 

the following: 

ώὭὓέὲ,ὸ = 11.173 + 0.797ὐὅὓ 0.526ὐὅὊ 0.032Ὄὓ 0.182ὌὊ

2.084 ὐὅὓ Ὄzὓ + 1.473 ὐὅὊ ὌzὊ, 

ώὭὌόὭ,ὸ = 12.617 + 1.495ὐὅὓ 1.199ὐὅὊ 0.010Ὄὓ 0.226ὌὊ 2.240 ὐὅὓ Ὄzὓ +

1.393 ὐὅὊ ὌzὊ, and 

ώὭὓὭὥέ,ὸ = 9.659 + 0.173ὐὅὓ 0.056Ὄὓ 1.820(ὐὅὓ Ὄzὓ)  

where JCM and JCF represent junior college educated males and females, respectively. The 

magnitude of the coefficients here are higher than those generated for Table 14, reinforcing 

that higher levels of education for Han males and females are increasingly important in their 

impact on intermarriage. In accordance with the hypothesized expectation, more-educated 

male Han have a strong negative influence on interethnic marriage. Moreover, in numerous 

contexts female Han with higher levels of education contribute positively to intermarriage. 

Table 16 indicates that university level education is not significant in interethnic 

marriage patterns for any ethnic group. 

3.5 Summary of Results 

 In short, the main finding of these results is that single women drive interethnic marriage 

in China more so than men, particularly among the Han ethnic group. This can be interpreted to 

represent the increased bargaining power of women due to the shortage of females in China‘s 

marriage markets. As women‘s bargaining power increases, they become enabled to overcome 

ethnic boundaries to intermarry when there are gains to marriage (such as being allowed to have 

more than one child). This positive impact of single Han women on intermarriage is the greatest 
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in the context of Uigur and Mongolian ethnic groups. Moreover, single Mongolian women 

contribute more to intermarriage than their single male counterparts. The case of the Miao 

ethnicity demonstrates that without obligations to abide by the OCP, marriage patterns would 

perhaps be different than the results found regarding the Han. The marriageable age sex ratio of 

the Miao is particularly high, indicating a marriage market squeeze. While the findings did not 

indicate that single male Miao contributed significantly to interethnic marriage, almost every 

Han-Miao regression indicated that male Miao overall contributed significantly and positively to 

intermarriage. Conversely, in most of these regressions, female Miao overall contributed 

significantly and negatively to interethnic marriage. This indicates that in a marriage market 

squeeze where there are no childbirth-related gains to intermarriage, males may be the main 

contributors to interethnic marriage rather than females. 

Unemployment due to disability among Tibetan men seems to be another important 

contributing factor in interethnic marriage. Unemployed male Han, on the other hand, have a 

negative impact on intermarriage in the context of Han-Mongol relations. This could suggest that 

even minority women have more bargaining power in the marriage market; they may refuse to 

marry an unemployed, disabled Han male. In the case of the Tibetans, when there are more 

unemployed, disabled Tibetan males, Tibetan females may choose to marry out instead of 

engaging in positive assortative matching with regard to ethnicity. Therefore, employment and 

health are other important characteristics in determining gains to intermarriage for women. 

 Real GDP per capita and per household are also significant factors that contribute to 

interethnic marriage. For Mongolian and Tibetan ethnicities, GDP seems to be important in 

interethnic marriage decisions; wealthier females of these groups have a significant negative 

impact on intermarriage while wealthy males of these ethnicities have a significant positive 
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impact. This suggests that economic opportunity and wealth among minority males is another 

important aspect of determining gains to intermarriage. 

In terms of age, the 25 to 29 bracket appears to be the most important age group in 

determining interethnic marriage decisions and may reflect the childbirth-related gains to 

intermarriage. In the context of Han-Uigur and –Miao relations, female Han of this age bracket 

have a negative impact on interethnic marriage, while their male counterparts have a positive 

impact. The results also indicate that the presence of older Mongolian and Tibetan females has a 

negative influence on intermarriage rates. Thus, as women age past their mid-twenties, there are 

fewer gains to intermarriage; older women are less likely to be able to have more children, so 

female Han who wish to intermarry to have more than one child will most likely intermarry at 

younger ages. Similarly, Han men who wish to marry an ethnic minority wife who can legally 

have more than one child will most likely look for a younger wife, rather than a wife who is 

already in her mid- to late-20s or 30s.  

Overall, urban females contribute positively to interethnic marriage while urban males 

overall do not. This is particularly true for Han females in the context of Han-Tibetan relations 

and Miao females. The results also indicate that female migration overall tends to inhibit 

interethnic marriage, while that of female Han specifically contributes positively to intermarriage. 

This further reinforces the notion that female Han are among the main contributors to interethnic 

marriage in Chinese society. 

 As shown by Tables 11 through 16, education levels are also important in interethnic 

marriage patterns, particularly among Han males. Less-educated Han males (illiterate or 

educated through primary school) contribute positively to intermarriage while more-educated 

Han males (with junior middle school through junior college) have a negative impact. The 
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opposite is true for Han females in most case studies. The negative impact of more highly 

educated Han males could be attributed to social segregation of school systems in China. As 

Mondon (2005) found in the case of Latvian school systems, segregation and prejudice has led to 

increased racism among students who remain in the system for longer periods of time, thereby 

inhibiting intermarriage. Social cliques and segregation of ethnicities in the school systems may 

be a factor in contributing to racism and prejudice among Han males. If students tend to 

associate only with those who are of a similar ethnic background while at school, social 

segregation may continue to increase, particularly as students reach higher levels of education. 

Additionally, the finding that the effect of more highly educated Han on interethnic marriage 

becomes slightly larger with each successive level of education indicates the importance of 

increased education in China. (The results for university-level education are inconclusive.)  

 As expected, different variables of these regressions proved significant for each ethnic 

group. In the context of Han-Mongolian relations, it seems that age is particularly important. 

With regard to Han-Tibetan relations, unemployment due to disability and real GDP per capita 

were the most important variables. The case of the Miao is particularly interesting, as female 

Miao overall have a strong negative impact on interethnic marriage in most regressions. This 

may be due to the marriage market squeeze among the Miao (illustrated in Figure 3). However, it 

may also be due in part to the drastic cultural differences between the Han and the Miao. Miao 

women tend to be more independent and defiant, qualities that may be intimidating to Han males. 

The finding that urbanized female Miao contribute positively to intermarriage (See Table 9) may 

indicate that Miao women who live in urban areas are more assimilated with the Han and ascribe 

less to traditional Miao culture. As a result, they may be more apt to engage in interethnic 

marriage. Additionally, unemployed Miao women also seem to have a positive effect on 
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interethnic marriage, perhaps because male Miao prefer to marry an independent, employed 

bride rather than one who is simply of Miao ethnic background. 

The results for the two Muslim ethnic groups, the Hui and the Uigurs, are difficult to 

interpret, as no particular variable stood out in the regressions dealing with these ethnicities. 

Insignificant results generated by the Hui ethnic group may be due to the fact that the Hui are 

already so integrated with the Han that intermarriage is very commonplace. Conversely, due to 

ethnic tension, Uigurs may be generally so averse to intermarriage with the Han that variables 

such as GDP, education, age, etc. do not even factor into marital decisions in the context of these 

ethnicities.  
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Chapter 4 : Interethnic Marriage and the OCP in Perspective  

This chapter begins with a discussion of past policy implications for interethnic marriage in 

China. The tightening of the OCP and the initiation of the ―Go West Policy‖ have had a large 

impact on the nature of interethnic relations in China. The results above indicate that evasion of 

the OCP is potential gain to intermarriage; hence this chapter also includes a discussion of the 

validity of China‘s family planning policies. Should the government enact policies that restrict 

the reproductive freedom of Chinese couples? What can be said for universal human rights and 

the sovereignty of the state in issues regarding policy-making? While this paper does not seek to 

fully answer the questions raised by the human rights debate surrounding the OCP, the brief 

discussion in this chapter attempts to provide an unbiased consideration of each side of the 

debate. The last two sections of this chapter present the policy implications of this research‘s 

findings in the context of continued family planning in China as well as broad level implications 

for ethnic diversity. The government is highly unlikely to abolish the OCP during the near future. 

Hence, based upon the findings above, this chapter provides a few policy suggestions that would 

promote economic development and female education, which could also encourage interethnic 

marriage without causing population control concerns for the government. This chapter also 

considers the implications of interethnic marriage for ethnic minorities in China, acknowledging 

that, ultimately, the government decides the fate of ethnic identity in China.  

4.1 Interethnic Marriage and Past Policies 

 The tightening of the OCP during the 1990s dashed the hopes of many Han-Chinese 

women who wanted more than one child. Having only one child severely decreases the chances 

of having a son in the family and also causes concerns for the old-age security of parents. With 
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only one child to support two parents in a society that regards children as the main source of 

elderly care, the fate of ageing Han couples has grown grim. As the regulations of the OCP 

became more strictly enforced, the appeal of interethnic marriage to evade the law increased 

drastically. Had the government remained lenient in its implementation of population control, 

perhaps interethnic marriage rates may not have increased to the same extent, as demonstrated by 

the case of the Miao.  

 Despite the intentions of the government in promoting ethnic cooperation and unity, the 

―Campaign to Open up the West,‖ initiated in the year 2000 has also greatly affected interethnic 

relations. Since its inception, Chinese Communist Party leaders have emphasized the ―nation-

building‖ advantages of the campaign and its integration of western ethnic minorities into the 

country‘s development (Goodman 2004: 5). The improvement of railway systems across the 

country has been an important part of this policy. The development of transportation in China 

has facilitated increased domestic migration and has allowed for greater interaction between 

eastern and western Chinese. As migrants to western China become exposed to and interact with 

peoples of other ethnicities there intermarriage may become even more accepted and 

commonplace.  

 Strategies to ―Open Up the West‖ have not necessarily benefited ethnic minorities of 

Western regions, a fact that may have inhibited interethnic marriage in certain areas. For 

example, in Xinjiang, a recent project involving the development of the Tarim Basin oil industry 

has required the shipment of outside skilled workers and equipment. Rather than employing local 

workers and Uigur minorities, the government has sent outsiders to the area to work. Thus, the 

employment rate and incomes of local Uigurs there are still quite low (Golley 2007: 124). This 

may have caused resentment for the government and Han-Chinese among the Uigurs of Xinjiang. 
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Thus, the overall effects of the ―Campaign to Open Up the West‖ on all interethnic relations are 

difficult to determine. However, the interethnic marriage rates as given in the censuses used for 

this research indicate that in provinces such as Yunnan, Guizhou, and Qinghai, interethnic 

marriage rates have increased; this phenomenon could certainly be positively correlated with this 

policy. 

4.2 Human rights and the OCP 

The human rights debate that surrounds the OCP continues to be a sensitive, yet 

important topic. There exists a controversial discourse between universalism and relativism 

regarding human rights and reproductive freedom. Universalists support the internationalization 

of human rights, asserting that human rights are not reduced to legal embodiments, but are social 

concepts that apply to all humans everywhere. Matthew Erie asserts that relativists, on the other 

hand, claim that human rights are society- and time- specific. In their view, human rights are 

constructed through culture and history. Relativists tend to associate universalism with 

colonialism and imperialism (Erie 2003). Universalists have challenged the legitimacy of the 

OCP while relativists have argued that the policy has been made in concordance with the 

culturally accepted notion of human rights in China. Are reproductive rights universal, or do they 

vary by society and geographic location? Is the Chinese government justified in its 

implementation of the OCP? This paper does not seek to answer these questions, but rather, raise 

the issue for further discussion and thought. 

Population growth concerns reached a peak during the 1960s; during that time Paul 

Ehrlich published his book ―The Population Bomb‖ and Malthusian population growth theories 

became widely accepted. The International Conference on human Rights held in Teheran in 1968 
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recognized unchecked population growth as a potential threat to economic development and 

environmental sustainability (Freedman & Isaacs 1993). However, in 1994, at the International 

Conference on Population and Development held in Cairo, family planning was unlinked from 

economic development (Cleland, et al. 2006). The Program of Action adopted at the conference 

states that ―The aim of family-planning programs must be to enable couples and individuals to 

decide freely and responsibly the number and spacing of their children.‖ The Program proceeds 

to declare, ―The promotion of the responsible exercise of these rights for all people should be the 

fundamental basis for government- and community- supported policies and programs in the area 

of reproductive health, including family planning.‖ (Quoted by the ―Chinese Government White 

Paper on Family Planning‖ 1996) Human rights activists worldwide have criticized China for 

failure to promote the reproductive human rights specified in the Program. Instead of allowing 

couples to ―responsibly‖ make their own childbearing decisions, the Chinese government has 

essentially coerced and forced childbearing decisions upon the population. From a universalist 

perspective, this is unacceptable.  

Nevertheless, despite the ongoing human rights criticisms as well as the unlinking of 

family planning and economic development at the Cairo Conference, sexual and reproductive 

health experts still assert that family planning does have benefits. For example, longer intervals 

between births result in lower risk of health and safety issues such as fetal death, low birth 

weight, and prematurity, among others. Family planning promotion can also encourage gender 

equality by allowing women to engage in non-domestic and non-childbearing activities. By 

having fewer children, women have more available time and energy to devote to other activities 

and pursue a wider range of economic and social opportunities. Reducing population growth can 

also allow for greater environmental sustainability as smaller populations require less land to be 
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devoted to food production, allowing for the preservation of natural habitats and biodiversity 

(Cleland, et al. 2006). Many have argued that the advertisement of these incentives will provide 

sufficient motivation for couples to undertake ―responsible‖ family planning measures. However, 

the Chinese government has determined that such incentives are not strong enough to overcome 

traditional views of and desires regarding childbearing. For this reason, the government has 

deemed the OCP a necessary and reasonable measure to promote the wellbeing of the entire 

country. 

The concept of human rights in China tends to conform to a more collectivist model than 

that of Western nations where individualism is highly valued. In the White paper on Family 

planning, the government addresses criticisms against the OCP; the paper justifies the nation‘s 

family planning policies on the basis that they prevent environmental deterioration and labor 

surpluses while promoting further economic development. The document asserts that  

―the family planning policy fundamentally conforms to the interest of the 

majority of the Chinese people, and, during its actual implementation, the actual 

difficulties and reasonable demands of some people have been taking into 

consideration and the legal rights and interest of the citizens are strongly 

protected, the family planning policy has won understanding and recognition 

from the broad masses of the people‖ (Chinese Government White Paper on 

Family Planning 1995).  

While the government has enacted strict enforcement of the OCP, it has also made exceptions for 

couples of certain rural areas, ethnic minorities, and parents whose children have died in 

catastrophes, etc. Moreover, the policy has been effectively internalized among many younger, 

urban couples (Nie & Wyman 2005). Therefore, the government sees the OCP as a reasonable 

and legitimate measure of reducing population growth. 

Does the internalization of a policy actually legitimize the policy? Universalists argue 

that it does not and continue to criticize the Chinese government‘s violation of human rights in 

reproductive decisions. However, ultimately, no country has a history clean of human rights 
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violations. Population eugenics, slavery, oppression of women and other travesties have occurred 

and continue to occur worldwide. Is the refusal to grant women control over their bodies and 

reproductive actions a violation of human rights? From a universalist standpoint, yes. Is it the 

duty of developed nations such as the United States to determine the ―best‖ governmental 

policies for China? No. The OCP cannot be lifted overnight, and given the present situation, it is 

highly unlikely that it will be lifted during the near future. Thus, the best way to approach the 

human rights issue surrounding the OCP is open discourse and mutual understanding. The 

promotion of women‘s rights as well as freedom and responsibility in reproductive choices must 

be accompanied by a thorough understanding of Chinese culture, traditions, and the sovereignty 

of the Chinese government in its policy making decisions. 

4.3 Future Prospects of interethnic marriage in light of the OCP 

The primary results of this research find that single female Han contribute more to interethnic 

marriage than single Han males and most other ethnic minority men and women, which could 

have different implications depending upon the course of action chosen by the central authorities 

in China with regard to the OCP. Even if the government releases a new law that relaxes or 

abolishes the OCP effective immediately, due to the population momentum of the nation, 

marriageable-age sex ratio will not return to ―normal‖ levels until around year 2020. At this point 

in time, Han women will not be ―scarce‖ in the marriage market and will therefore have less 

marital bargaining power. However, because they will no longer be a ―rare commodity,‖ human 

trafficking and rape crimes against Han women may decrease. If Han-Chinese couples are 

allowed more than one child (or, rather, automatically granted second-child permits), incentives 

to intermarry may decrease and interethnic marriage rates may decline. If the government 
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chooses to tighten the OCP and apply family planning regulations to ethnic minorities (another 

unlikely occurrence), the new law will not only provide direct disincentives to intermarry, but the 

total fertility and natural growth rate of ethnic minority groups will decline. This could be 

detrimental to smaller ethnic minority groups (Cao & Wang 2009).  

 The Chinese government will most likely maintain the status quo with regard to the OCP. 

Thus, interethnic marriage rates may remain at current levels or even continue to increase in 

certain areas. However, this means that ethnic reclassification among the Han and their 

intermarriage with minorities to evade the law will continue to present challenges to the 

government in terms of population control. To mitigate these problems, central authorities could 

prohibit ethnic reclassification and refuse to grant second-child permits to ethnically mixed-

couples. However, these measures could be perceived as discriminatory and unreasonable, 

particularly to those with ―genuine‖ ethnic roots. The government does not wish to receive 

further criticism for discrimination against ethnic groups or discourage interethnic marriage. 

Intermarriage tends to indicate assimilation and harmony among ethnic groups. Therefore, given 

the diversity of the Chinese nation, the government strongly supports trends that promote 

national unity such as interethnic marriage. Thus, the government needs a method of promoting 

interethnic marriage that does not come at the expense of population control problems. 

In addition to single Han females, educated Han women (i.e. those who achieved levels of 

education higher than primary school) were also shown to have a positive and significant impact 

on interethnic marriage in various regressions. Thus, it seems that an increase in single Han 

females who are educated and are relatively wealthier would have a positive effect on 

intermarriage. While Han women may intermarry in order to evade the OCP and have more than 

one child, studies have shown that the total fertility rates of educated women and women with 
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careers is generally lower than their uneducated, unemployed counterparts. Women who attain 

higher levels of education tend to marry later in life and enter into motherhood later as well. As a 

result, such women tend to have less children overall and exhibit the negative relationship 

between fertility and education (Isen & Sevenson 2010). Thus, educated women may contribute 

to increasing interethnic marriage rates without creating population control problems.  

The results also indicate that wealthy minority males contribute positively to intermarriage, 

while unemployment of Han males contributes negatively. Therefore, economic opportunity and 

wealth among Chinese males may provide more incentives for women to intermarry. Moreover, 

the negative impact of highly educated Han males on interethnic marriage indicates that the 

government needs to improve educational systems by mitigating social segregation and racism 

while encouraging more open-mindedness among males. 

4.3 Broad-level Implications  

The previous section outlines some of the policy and governmental implications of 

interethnic marriage, but what of the implications of interethnic marriage for China as a whole? 

The central government and/or Han-Chinese may benefit from intermarriage (for different 

reasons), but what of ethnic minorities? It seems that interethnic marriage reduces the ―purity‖ of 

ethnic roots with successive generations. Given that the Han ethnic majority far outnumbers 

ethnic minorities, ethnic minority disintegration in a biological sense certainly seems to be a 

possible outcome of intermarriage. Children of mixed-marriage-couples are allowed to choose 

their ethnic status at the age of 18 (Gladney 2004: 21). Thus children of ethnically mixed- 

couples will play a major role in the preservation of minority group size.  
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 It is important to keep in mind that ultimately, the Chinese government decides which 

people groups constitute ethnic minorities based upon their cultural and linguistic traditions. 

Therefore, while biological roots are somewhat important in determining ethnic identity in China, 

preservation of ethnic traditions remains the most significant aspect of minority status. Due to 

the importance of cultural tradition in ethnic identity determination in China, it can be asserted 

that ethnicity is partially self-assigned; should posterity continue to choose to identify with 

ethnic minority traditions, then ethnic groups as recognized by the government will not 

disintegrate. Further, ―the inheritors of a tradition are as much a part of the creation of that 

tradition as those from whom they inherited it‖ (Dillon 1999: 7). The Hui ethnic group is an 

example of this phenomenon. The Hui have undergone intermarriage with the Han for centuries, 

yet their ethnic ties have not dissipated. Each successive generation of Hui has maintained the 

cultural identity that is linked to their ancestry and the preservation of Hui tradition and culture 

has allowed this minority group to thrive. 

 As ethnic minority status comes with substantial amounts of benefits, more Chinese may 

be willing to associate with their ethnic roots. The government not only grants minorities 

leniency in family planning, but ethnic minorities also benefit from affirmative action-type 

college and career opportunities as well as tax reductions (Gladney 1998: 125). Interethnic 

marriage may also be a way for ethnic minorities to gain acceptance and spread their cultural 

traditions among Han-Chinese. Other costs and benefits associated with interethnic marriage in 

China as well as its effect on ethnic minority identity and biological changes in ethnic groups in 

China are interesting topics for further research. 
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Chapter 5 : Conclusions and Considerations for Future Research 

 The One Child Policy in China has affected almost every part of Chinese life and society, 

from childbirth trends and marriage patterns to old age security and interethnic interactions. The 

OCP has been a key component of the government‘s push to modernize and develop the Chinese 

economy. Yet, the problems exacerbated by the OCP, namely rising sex ratios, marriage market 

squeezes, and old age insecurity, have presented serious challenges to the government. The son 

preference embedded in Chinese culture has contributed to the instance of rising sex ratios in the 

context of family planning. Because sex ratios-at-birth have risen over the past thirty years in 

China, marriageable age gender imbalances have emerged as a serious problem in China‘s 

marriage markets. Moreover, due to the magnitude of China‘s population momentum, such 

problems will continue to plague the nation for the next decade or so. Thus, studies of the OCP 

are extremely pertinent to the study of modern Chinese society.  

Due to the nature of marriage and its importance in Chinese culture, the impact of the 

OCP on marriage markets is of particular significance. Ethnicity in China also stands out as 

another crucial topic of discussion and research. In recent years trends in ethnic nationalism and 

human rights for minority groups have become popular worldwide. Given that China has 55 

officially recognized ethnic minority groups (as well as other unrecognized ethnic groups), issues 

regarding Chinese-ethnicity cannot be neglected in China-related studies. Furthermore, as a 

growing trend in certain regions, interethnic marriage has also become an interesting focus for 

research, particularly as it relates to the government‘s goals of national unity and interethnic 

harmony. Yet, despite the fact that the OCP and its effect on marriage patterns as well as 

ethnicity are essential components of China-related studies, little research has analyzed marriage 
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markets in the context of China‘s family planning policies. This paper has proposed a method of 

analyzing interethnic marriage markets in China and changes in marriage patterns in light of the 

OCP regulations.  

The marriage market squeeze in China, exacerbated by the OCP, has had serious 

implications for females; the scarcity of females has created some potentially dangerous 

situations for young Chinese women. However, this research has revealed a possible benefit of 

such marriage market squeezes: the shortage of females in the marriage market has increased the 

bargaining power of women and empowered them to cross ethnic boundary lines by engaging in 

interethnic marriage when they see gains to marriage. Given that the OCP does not apply to 

ethnic minorities, gains to intermarriage for Han-Chinese include the ability to legally have more 

than one child. The existence of such gains indicates that interethnic marriage in China may be a 

rational choice for Han-Chinese women who wish to have more than one child. By testing how 

the presence of males and females of the selected ethnicities affects interethnic marriage rates, 

this research has determined that single Han females are among the main drivers of interethnic 

marriage. Hence, this paper asserts that Han women have been empowered to overcome ethnic 

divisions and have been able to use interethnic marriage as a means of evading the OCP.  

The findings related to unemployment due to disability and GDP further reflect this 

empowerment of women. Unemployment among Han males is shown to inhibit interethnic 

marriage in some cases, while unemployment among ethnic minority males (primarily Tibetan) 

contributes positively to intermarriage. This suggests that when Han males are unemployed, 

minority women may choose not to marry out, yet when minority males are unemployed they 

may choose to intermarry. Moreover, wealthy minority males contribute positively to 

intermarriage, suggesting that gains to intermarriage for Han females may also be realized 
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through financial benefits. Thus, despite the problems associated with marriage market squeezes, 

in some ways, the marriageable age gender imbalances in China have benefited women of both 

Han and ethnic minority background by allowing them to realize financial gains to intermarriage.  

The findings of this research also indicate that age, marriage migration, and education are 

important factors in interethnic marriage patterns. It seems that interethnic marriage decisions 

tend to be age-sensitive; in general, it seems that younger females of ethnic minorities are drivers 

of interethnic marriage while older minority females inhibit increases intermarriage. This may 

reflect the absence of childbearing-related gains to marriage for older women. Female Han 

marriage migration is another important driver of intermarriage. This may be because Han 

females who travel for marital reasons may be more open-minded or willing to intermarry. 

Education also seems to increase Han women‘s openness to interethnic relationships as female 

Han with higher levels of education contribute positively to intermarriage rates. It may also be 

the case that Han males do not find Han women with higher levels of education desirable and as 

a result choose to marry out with less educated minority women. However, given the shortage of 

females in the marriage market, it seems that education would provide empowerment to women, 

rather than hurt their prospects in the marriage market. This finding has important policy 

implications; education for Han females may help the government encourage interethnic 

marriage in China without exacerbating the population control problems created by ethnic 

reclassification and mixed marriages.  

The finding that male Han with higher levels of education contribute negatively to 

interethnic marriage is a topic deserving of further research. It may indicate that males with 

higher education are more desirable to Han females, causing them to engage in ethnically 

positive assortative matching. However, it may indicate that some aspect of schooling systems, 
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perhaps social segregation and ethnic cliques among students, has led male Han to become more 

resistant to interethnic relationships. The effect of education and social enclaves on prejudice and 

open-mindedness in China would be a fascinating topic for further research.  

Other variables for future analysis include real GDP per capita and real GDP per 

household. While real GDP per household and per capita had a slight, significant and positive 

impact on intermarriage, a geographical approach to the effect of GDP on interethnic marriage 

may be considered as a point for future research. Given the dichotomy of GDP per capita across 

eastern and western provinces, a regional analysis of GDP and intermarriage may produce more 

interesting results.  

This paper is unique in its analysis of interethnic marriage in the context of the OCP, but 

it does not cover the entire breadth of research possibilities related to this subject. For example, 

the limited degrees of freedom of the data did not allow for a geographic approach to the 

research question. Access to more detailed resources as well as robustness checks and a probit-

model approach could provide more insight into the nature of interethnic marriage markets in 

China. In addition, future research may look into the variation in the impact of education on 

fertility rates across ethnicities in light of interethnic marriage, testing the extent to which 

educated Han women who intermarry lower their total fertility. Further research could analyze 

the effect of the ―Go West‖ policy on intermarriage and the regional differences in marriage 

patterns across the country. More analysis could be devoted to the controlling of fixed effects in 

each of the regressions, determining which provinces are most important for each particular 

variable. Additional research could also choose to analyze the relationship between the Han and 

other, smaller ethnic minority groups in China. China‘s sixth national population census, to be 

conducted on November 1, 2010 will provide researchers with a wealth of new and current data 
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to further analyze interethnic marriage patterns and other social phenomena there. In sum, given 

the continuing modernization and development of the nation, interethnic marriage in China will 

undoubtedly remain an important and fascinating area of study. 
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