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highest proportion of those never married reside in KwaZulu-Natal

(88,3%) province. With the exception of language, type of place of

residence and place of delivery, all tested factors were found to be

significant and/or associated with marital dissolution at different

hierarchical model levels (p<0.05). Results of random effect revealed

a very small, i.e. insignificant (0.01) variations in their log odds of

predicting marital dissolution. The study recommends that these

findings be considered in all programme and policy developments

around the issue in South Africa.
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Background

In the twenty-first century, countries in sub-Saharan Africa are going through a
series of demographic and socio-economic transitions (Posel ez a/., 2011; Gerland
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et al.,2017; Moore and Govender, 2013; Ziehl, 2002). And prominent among these
are the changes in marriage formations and dissolutions. As the key demographic
phenomenon, marriage in the African context is a socially accepted and legally
approved solemnisation of two people of the opposite sex. It has been described as an
early, universal and significant event in one’s life-cycle (Garenne, 2004; Rampagane,
2016). Although marriage is one of the most important foundations in the family-
formation processes, studies (e.g. Moore and Govender, 2013; Palamuleni and
Palamuleni, 2011; Udjo, 2001; Posel e# a/.,2011) have recently emerged, challenging
the early assertion of marriage, especially in the South African context.

In South Africa, literary evidence indicates that marital patterns such as the
timing at first marriage, the proportion never married, cohabiting (i.e. living together
like married partners) and single parenthood are all on the rise; while the marriage
rate is on the decline (Posel e al, 2011; Moore and Govender, 2013; Rampagane,
2016; Palamuleni, 2010; Rossouw ez a/., 2012; Udjo, 2001). Also of more concern
is the assertion that divorce and separation rates (marital dissolution) in South
Africa are relatively high and on the increase (Ackermann, 2014; Rampagane, 2016).
Specifically, marital status distribution in South Africa indicates that 2.7% of the
South African population (18 years plus) were divorced/separated in 2011 alone.
Also of concern is that about 65% of this percentage of divorced/separated persons
are females, with close to 57% (i.e. majority) being Black Africans (Stats SA, 2011).
Specifically, the Black African population had the highest number of divorces in South
Africa since 2008 (Stats SA, 2010). In addition, the highest number of divorces took
place in urban areas (68%) compared to the rural areas (32%) of the country (Stats
SA, 2011). These proportions indicate that marital patterns are also distinctive along
sub-regional levels (rural-urban divide) in South Africa (Moore and Govender, 2013).
Expressed in numbers, these proportions are said to be above average when compared
to those of other sub-Saharan African countries. Also, as a country where only 35%
of the population (18 years plus) are married (Stats SA,2011), these numbers remain
substantial and disturbing. More so, vital record estimates on divorce/separation
in South Africa reveal almost a similar pattern, fluctuating perpetually since 2002.
The number of divorced in South Africa decreased significantly “from 2009 to
2011,tollowed by a consistent increase in the years 2012 to 2017 and a slight decrease
0f 0,4% between 2017 and 2018” (Stats SA, 2018:6). The median age of divorce in the
country was 41 years for females and 45 years for males, with the Black South African
population recoding a high median age (Stats SA, 2018). This indicates that South
Africans divorce early, with the female population divorcing earlier than the male
population, compared to other traditional sub-Saharan African countries.
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In the light of these developments, early studies have revealed some of the
background and socio-economic characteristics behind the marital dynamics
experienced in South Africa. However, much effort is still needed in uniquely
exploring the contextual (distal) factors that also have a place in influencing marital
dissolution specifically. This is so, especially among Black South African women
of childbearing age in recent times. These are mostly socio-cultural, structural and
neighbourhood related factors also expected to influence marital patterns and
dissolutions in any social context.As such failed in providing a benchmark study and
in advancing existing knowledge beyond the understanding of marital determinants
at the individual levels.Literature suggests that certain contextual (household and
community) factors that influence marital dissolutions remains key in many African
countries and as such, cannot be ignored More so, statistical evidence indicates that
Black South Africans make up about 80% of the South African population (Stats
SA, 2011). Therefore, understanding their marital patterns and associated factors
would also result in a better and broader understanding of the national patterns
(Rossouw ez al., 2012). This study examined the contextual determinants of marital
dissolution among Black South African women of childbearing age (15-49 years)
in South Africa in a broader perspective. Understanding these dynamics should
bring about informed policies and programme development in the country.

Study Aim and Objectives

The study aimed at examining the contextual determinants of marital dissolution
among Black South African women of childbearing age in South Africa. Specifically,
the study objectives are to unpack the levels of marital incidences (ever and never
married) and selected contextual factors determining marital dissolution among the
study sample at different hierarchical layers (operational/regional levels) in South

Africa.

Methods

Data, Study Design and Analysis
The South African Demographic Health Survey (SADHS) 2016 data was used

to examine the role of three hierarchical layers of variables (individual, household

and community characteristics) in determining marital dissolution among Black

South African women of childbearing age in South Africa. The SADHS 2016
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data is secondary cross-sectional data collected at a point in time (de facto), using
study sample evenly distributed in the country, and obtained using methodology
appropriate to the South African context. The data was collected at difterent levels, as
such hierarchical in nature (cluster). Therefore, appropriate in carrying out multilevel
analyses, in order to investigate the factors responsible for the observed marital
patterns, including existing variations at different hierarchical/operational model
levels in the country. In all, making the data suitable for nationally representative
study of this nature. The study employs an analytical cross-sectional study design,
through the analysis of the secondary dataset referred to above. This design helped in
creating a cross-sectional panel suitable enough to provide information appropriate
in performing multilevel regression analyses i.e. allowing for a multilevel framework.
Based on the Social-ecological (SEM) and the Easterlin’s micro-economic models,
the study adopted a quantitative method of analysis and this was carried out at
the bivariate and multivariate levels. The chi-squared test was employed to obtain
the association existing between each explanatory and outcome variable at the
bivariate level, while the multilevel logistics regression model was employed at the
multivariate levels. The multilevel logistics regression model analysis was performed
using the generalised linear and latent mixed model (GLLAMM) to obtain the
fixed and random effects (test of associations/goodness of fit and variations), existing
in the relationship at the various operational level (i.e. individual, household and
community hierarchical model levels) in the study period. Data was analysed using
Stata software (version 14) and findings expressed in proportional levels and odds
ratio.

Study Population

The study sample population (study sample/unit of analysis) are Black South
African women of childbearing age (15-49 years). The sample includes those ever
or never married in South Africa. The ever married sample consists of those who
married and those whose marital status changed to divorced or separated (Omondi,
1989).'The ever or never married sample were employed at the bivariate levels, while
the ever married sample only was employed at the multivariate multilevel analysis.

Variable Measurements and Definitions Outcome (dependent) Variables

Marital status variable was used as a measure of the outcome variables in the study.
'The marital status variable is used to capture the current marital status of women.
It is a multiple response variable, derived by asking a woman her current marital
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status in the datasets. The responses to the question on current marital status in
the SADHS 2016 data are never in union(i.e. never married), married, living with
partner(cohabiting), widowed, divorced and no longer living together/separated.
These were recoded into “Ever married” and “Never married” categories at the
bivariate level. The responses categorised as “Ever married” were further recoded
appropriately to suit the models and labelled “Marital dissolution”at the multivariate
multilevel analyses of the study.

Explanatory (independent) Variables

Selected individual and contextual (socio-structural) characteristics in the datasets
were identified and used as explanatory (dependent) variables in the study. Also
known as individual and neighbourhood levels characteristics, these variables were
appropriately defined (categorised) to fit into three hierarchical operational levels
of individual, household, and community groupings at the multilevel analysis. A set
of intermediate variables seen as intervening variables in which other level variables
go through to exert their impact on the outcome variables were also identified
and defined. Some of these variables were seen as part of the household variable
and as such, were tested along with the household characteristics in the study to
understand their effects on the outcome variables. These variables were carefully
selected, extracted and recoded were necessary to suit the study objectives. The
selection of all explanatory variables was guided by the variable being statistically
significant (p<0.05) at the bivariate level, reviewed literature and established
theoretical foundations of the study.

Results

Bivariate Analysis:ﬂssociated factors

Table 1: presents the percentage distribution of selected individual and contextual
level characteristics by marital status incidence (ever and never married) among
Black South African women of childbearing age, 2016. The results show that 65.5%
of the women in the age group 30-34 were never married, suggesting a high level and
that only one in every three were ever married in the study period. The levels of those
ever married increased with age, while those of the never married category declined
with age. Those with no schooling had the highest levels of association among those
ever married (36.4%), while the least level of association occurred among those
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never married (63.6%) (p<0.05). Also, as the level of education increased, the levels
of association increased among those never married and decreased among those
ever married. The results also show that a high level (66%) of the ever married
owned a house both alone and jointly in the study period. In addition, a high level
of these women whose households had no electricity (76.4%) were never married,
although the proportion of those with electricity (25.7%) was slightly higher than
those without electricity (23.6%) among those ever married.

More so, a high proportion of these women who never married used a pit
latrine (76.4%). These high proportions were also consistent with the use of other
types of toilet among these group. These distributions suggest that above three in
every four of those women using all types of toilet facilities were never married.
The results also show that a large proportion of these women (74.5%) who never
married use piped water as their source of drinking water. This proportion suggests
that more than two-thirds, making up a high proportion of those using piped water
were never married, while those using other sources (22.9%) were the least among
those ever married. Also, the results show that the proportions increased as the
levels of wealth increase among those ever married. About two-thirds of richest
Black South African women of childbearing age (63.7%) never married are living in
the Western Cape, and with a proportion of 88.3%, the result shows that KwaZulu-
Natal had the highest level among these women. Also, a high level of these women
in the urban (73.6%) and rural (75.2%) areas were never married. In addition, a
high level of these women who never married (73.4%) used the health facility as
their place of delivery, while only 28.3% of those ever married use the home as their
place of delivery. The proportion indicates a high usage of health facilities as places
of delivery. Black South African women of childbearing age using other facilities
(16.7%) as their place of delivery presented the smallest proportion among those ever
married. Overall, the results also suggest that with the exception of variables such
as household has electricity, source of drinking water, type of place of residence and
place of delivery, all other tested factors were found to be associated with marriage
status incidences among the study sample (p<0.05). The study also revealed that an
insignificant proportion of Black South African women of childbearing age were
ever married in the study period.

Multilevel Analysis: Fixed and Random Effects

Table 2: presents the results of the multilevel logistics regression model showing
odds ratios (fixed and random effects) of individual, household and community level
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Table 1: Percentage distribution of selected individual and contextual level characteristics by
marital status incidence (ever and never married) among Black
South African women of childbearing age

Marital status incidence
Variable FEwver married (%) | Never married (%) Ps>|z)/ p-value
Mother (respondent) age 0.000*
15-19 1.2 98.8
20-24 6.4 93.6
25-29 17.9 82.1
30-34 34.5 65.5
35-39 414 58.6
40-44 49.8 50.2
45-49 56.8 43.2
H/level of education 0.000**
No schooling 36.4 63.6
Primary 32.9 67.1
Secondary 23.1 76.9
Higher 36.0 64.0
Tenure/own house 0.000*
Does not own 15.5 84.5
Alone only 33.8 66.2
Jointly only 71.6 28.4
Both alone & jointly 66.0 34.0
H/hold has electricity 0.208
No electricity 23.6 76.4
Has electricity 25.7 74.3
Type of toilet facility 0.004**
Flush toilet 27.5 72.5
Pit latrine 23.6 76.4
Other 23.8 76.2
None 23.8 76.2
Source of drinking water 0.143
Piped 25.5 74.5
Well/borehole 29.4 70.6
River/stream 24.4 75.6
Others 22.9 771
Wealth quintile 0.000**
Poorest 21.2 78.8
Poorer 23.0 77.0
Average/middle 26.1 73.9
Richer 28.3 71.7
Richest 36.3 63.7
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Marital status incidence
Variable Ewver married (%) | Never married (%) Ps>|z)/ p-value
Province/region 0.000"*
Western Cape 32.8 67.2
Eastern Cape 29.4 70.6
Northern Cape 25.3 74.6
Free State 31.4 68.6
KwaZulu-Natal 11.8 88.3
North West 26.1 73.9
Gauteng 30.1 69.9
Mpumalanga 23.0 77.0
Limpopo 31.3 68.7
Type of place of residence 0.111
Urban area 26.4 73.6
Rural area 24.8 75.2
Place of delivery 0.684
Home 28.3 71.7
Health facility 26.6 73.4
Others 16.7 83.3

Note: ™ = Statistically Significant at p<0.05 (i.e. 0.05% test level or 95% CI)

factors associated with marital dissolution of the study sample, 2016. The results of
the fixed eftects in the study period showed that mother’s age presented strong odds
ratios, indicating a strong association in all age categories and hierarchical model
level test (Models 2 and 5). Test of individual level grouping (model 2) showed that
odds ratios were highest among those in the age group 35-39 (OR=1.15; p<0.05)
and were levelling up after that among the older age groups (40-49). Specifically,
the odds ratio of those in the age group 45-49 was 12% higher (OR=1.12; p<0.05),
suggesting a 1.12 times association. The combination (inclusion) of all levels of
variables (Model 5) maintained positive odds ratio values in all age groups, further
reflecting the strength of the variable. Although with strong odds ratio in all model
tests, the results show that mother’s education was significantly associated at the
individual level model test (Model 1), especially among those with a higher level
of education. Also, their odds ratio values increased with increase in education,
suggesting a direct relationship in all model tests. The inclusion of household and
community level characteristics (Model 5) resulted in an increase in odds ratio
values, further reflecting the strength and inscribing importance to the variable.
The results of the full model test (IModel 5) showed that the odds ratio of those

with higher levels of education experiencing marital dissolution were 18% higher,
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thus indicating a 1.18 (OR=0.18; p<0.05) times association (likelihood), compared
to their reference category. Mother’s language was not associated with marital
dissolution, although the results showed that IsiNdebele was slightly stronger and
speaking IsiZulu, SiSwati and Tshivenda was significant at the individual level
model test (Model 2). The addition of a new level of variables (model 5) yielded an
insignificant change in odds ratios values. The odds ratio of those women speaking
IsiZulu was 4% lower (OR=0.96; p<0.05), compared to those speaking English in
the study period (Model 2).

Mother currently working was associated in all level model tests. Also, the
inclusion of new levels of variables (IModel 5) maintained consistent higher odds
ratio values. Results of the full-level model test (Model 5) showed that those
currently working presented a 1.09 (p<0.05) odds ratio, suggesting a 9% (OR=1.09;
p<0.05) higher association compared to those not working in the country. The
results also showed that mother’s occupation was significant at the individual level
but not so at the full-level model test (Models 2 and 5). However, tests at individual
level suggest that the odds ratio of those in formal employment was 12% lower
(OR=0.88; p<0.05), compared to those in the reference category (Model 2). The
results also showed that parity was associated with marital dissolution especially
among those with five children plus (5+). Tests at household level (model 3) showed
that women with 5 children plus presented a 12% higher odds ratio, suggesting a
1.12 (OR=1.12; p<0.05) times association, compared to those with less than three
children (<3). Considered a continuous variable in the study, the result showed
that CEB also maintained a similar pattern, especially among those with 3—4
children. The test at the household level (Model 3) presented a 4% higher odds ratio
(OR=1.04; p<0.05), compared to those in the reference category. Also, the higher
the CEB, the lower the odds ratios of dissolution.

Owninga house was statistically significant (associated) with marital dissolution,
at all model test (model 3 and 5). Those who owned a house both alone and jointly
presented a 25% higher odds ratio, indicating a 1.25 (p<0.05) times likelihood
of association, compared to those in the reference category (Model 3). Although
significant among families with seven members or more (7+) (Model 3), the results
suggest that household size was not associated with marital dissolution, especially
at full-level model test. The result at this level suggested a 0.89 (p<0.05) time odds
ratio, compared to those in the reference category. With the exception of those not
using, all types of toilet facilities were fairly associated with marital dissolution.
Tests of models 3 and 5 levels revealed a 3% higher odds ratio (OR=1.03; p<0.05)

among those using pit latrines, compared to their reference category. Furthermore,
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the wealth quintiles (status) of these women were statistically significant (strongly
associated) with marital dissolution, especially among the richer and richest at all
model test. Results at household level test (model 3) indicated that the richest of
these women had a 11% higher odds ratio (OR=1.11; p<0.05), suggesting a 1.11
(p<0.05) times likelihood of association, compared to the poorest i.e. reference
category. Test of Model 5 (i.e. combination of all level tests) revealed a consistency
of strong association in all response categories, and as such, highlighted the
importance to the variable. The results show that province/region was relatively
strong at the full-level test, but not so at the community level test. The results of the
full model level test (model 5) show that those in KZN presented a 17% higher odds
ratio (OR=1.17; p<0.05), indicating a 1.17 (p<0.05) higher association, compared
to those in the Western Cape. Although significant at community level test, type
of place of residence presented weak odd ratios at all model test (Model 4 and 5).
Result of the community model test (model 4) showed a 7% lower odd ratio among
those staying in the rural areas compared to those in the urban areas. Access to a
gynaecologist was relatively associated with marital dissolution, especially at the
community regional level test (Model 4), but not at the full model level test (Model
5). Test at model 4 among those who had access suggest only a 1% higher odds ratio
(OR=1.01; p<0.05), compared to their reference category. However, the inclusion
of all level variable (model 5) yielded a significant change in odds ratio values
among these women, thereby ascribing a strong effect to the variable. Also, access
to community health worker presented strong odd ratios in all model test (Model 4
and 5). The inclusion of all level variable also (model 5) yielded a significant change
in odds ratio values among these women. The results of community and full model
test show that those with access presented a 12% (OR=1.12:CI=0.71-1.77) and
38% (OR=1.38:CI=0.91-2.10) higher odd ratio compared to those without access.
The results also show that place of delivery presented a weak odd ratio to marital
dissolution at all level test. Test of model 4 among those who delivered at health
facility showed a 11% lower odd ratio (OR=0.89:CI=0.79-1.00) compared to the
reference category.

The results of the random effects model are shown in Table 3 (including empty
Model 1). The results show that the variation in the log odds of experiencing marital
dissolution across the communities (clusters) within the last twelve months to the
time of the survey was very small (insignificant) at 0.01. The variation remained very
small (i.e. consistent) even after controlling for individual, household and community
regional level variables. According to the intra-cluster correlation coefficient implied
by the estimated intercept component variance (VPC), 0.01% of the variance in
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the experience of marital dissolution could be attributed to community/cluster-
level variables. Also, as judged by the proportional change in variance (PCV),
zero percent (0%) of the variance in log odds of experiencing marital dissolution
by the respondents across the community clusters was explained by individual
compositional factors (Model 2) and all the variables combined (Model 5), while
-76.79 was attributable to household and community factors independently. The
median odds ratio (MOR) of 1.10 (in all the models except Models 4) shows that
in the median case, the residual heterogeneity between areas increased by 1.10 times
the individual odds of experiencing marital dissolution by the respondents within
the last twelve months to the time of the survey. The value of the MOR also showed
that there were no (significant) differences (variability) between areas/clusters in
the probability of experiencing marital dissolution by the respondents. Also, the
low (insignificant) value observed and the continuous reduction of the AIC and
BIC from the empty model to the full model is an indication of a good model
fit (Uthman, 2008). These therefore indicates that the models used in the study
correctly predicted the outcomes of the study in the study period.

Discussion

'The study presented the results of bivariate and multilevel levels analysis of factors
determining marital dissolution of the study sample (i.e. Black South African
women of childbearing age), 2016. Bivariate results from the study suggest that with
the exception of variables such as household having electricity, source of drinking
water, type of place of residence and place of delivery, all other tested factors were
found to be associated with marriage status incidences among the study sample
(p<0.05). In line with expectations, the study also revealed that an insignificant
proportion of Black South African women of childbearing age were ever married
in the study period. The result of multivariate multilevel analysis carried out
revealed the fixed and random effects of all tested variables associated at different
hierarchical operational levels. Results of fixed effects revealed that mother’s age
was strongly associated with marital dissolution in all hierarchical model levels
tested. Specifically, the study found that those in the age group 30-39 recorded the
highest association (Model 2), with the odds ratio slightly levelling off among the
older ages. In support of these findings, Ziehl (2001) argued that divorce (marital
dissolution) was more prevalent during the prime reproductive years, rising with age
until the late 30s and levelling off thereafter (Ziehl, 2001). Early studies associated

this development to several socio-economic and cultural reasons. In applying the
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Bayesian multilevel analysis, Manda and Meyer (2005) found mother’s age to be
associated in their study in Malawi.

Consistent with earlier findings, the study also revealed that mother’s
educational level was significantly associated with marital dissolution at all
hierarchical model levels tested (IModels 2 and 5). The odds ratio increased with
an increase in education, indicating a direct relationship. Also, the addition of new
class of variable (model 5) resulted in a positive increase in the odds ratio values,
turther indicating the importance and ascribing a strong importance to the variable.
Earlier studies also demonstrated the relationship between education and nuptiality
among women in general, insisting that education positioned women with a greater
power of making choices, i.e. choosing to stay or leave a relationship. Earlier studies
such as those undertaken by Adegoke (2010), Kalule-Sabiti ez /. (2007), Kaufman
et al. (2001), etc., were consistent with these line of thinking. The study also revealed
that mother currently working was associated with marital dissolution, especially at
the individual and full level model tests (Models 2 and 5). Demographic knowledge
suggests that employment places a woman in a positive economic environment to
enter or leave a relationship at will. In applying various methods, studies in South
Africa and beyond have documented the influence of employment to marital
dissolution (divorce/separated).

Mother’s occupation was significant to marital dissolution among these women
(Model 1). Adegoke (2010) also found that mother’s occupation was significant to
divorce in his study in Nigeria. However, parity was associated especially among
those with 5 children plus (higher number of children), while the higher the CEB
in general, the lower the odds ratio of association to marital dissolution among
the study sample. Perhaps those women with high parity were remaining in the
relationship because of their children. Owning a house jointly, and both alone and
jointly was statistically significant (associated) with marital dissolution at all test
levels. Although significant, the study also revealed that large households or family
size (especially those with 7 or more members) were however not associated in
all model tests. Empirical evidence suggests that this finding is contextual in the
African context, because a large family size is seen as an important social support
system which provides room for conflict settlement and child support. Studies
supporting these facts are well documented in sub-Saharan Africa. In addition,
owning traditional toilet facilities (pit latrine and other) were found to be only
moderately associated with marital dissolution. The odds ratio of using a pit latrine
was only 3% higher (Model 3). Budlender ez a/. (2004) ascribed marital dissolution
to household and structural factors. The wealth quintile level of a Black South
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African woman of childbearing age was statistically significant (associated) among
the richer and richest of these women, especially at household level model test
(model 3).The study also revealed that the richer the woman, the higher the chances
of dissolution, thus suggesting a direct relationship and highlighting the importance
of the variable. Studies such as Markos (2003) and Manda and Meyer (2005) found
similar factors such as income and other factors defining the economic status of
a woman as influencers of divorce. Consistent with earlier findings, KwaZulu-
Natal (KZN) province presented the highest odds ratio (association) to marital
dissolution (model 5), therefore suggesting a higher chance of dissolution in this
province. Palamuleni (2011) in his study in Malawi found region of residence to
influence divorce. More so, the study revealed that access to a prenatal care worker
in terms of community health worker were strongly associated, especially at the
general level model test.

The relationship between most neighbourhood socio-economic statuses (i.e.
community structures) with marital dissolution are well documented in South
Africa. For example, South (2001) found that that community structures did not
actually influence marital dissolution. Although in exploring the high rates of non-
marriage observed among Africans in South Africa in the 1980s, and whether these
rates had been reversed following the political transformation which took place
in the 1990s. Hosegood ez al. (2009) found that marriage continued to decline
in kwazulu-Natal province particularly in more urbanised areas (Hosegood et al,
2009). The study also found that divorce leads to children being victimised and
confused, which in turn leads to social disorganisation, desertion and juvenile
delinquency, low educational achievements as well as negative peer-group exposure
(ibid). Thus implying that these factors contributed to the decline in marriage (and
marriage dissolution) in the country. In addition, results of random effect revealed
that the variation in the log odds of experiencing marital dissolution across the
communities (clusters) within the last twelve months to the time of the survey
were very small (insignificant) at 0.01, therefore do not almost exist, even after
controlling for individual and household level variables. The value of the MOR
reflected the residual heterogeneity between areas, indicating there were no
(significant) differences (variability) between areas/clusters in the probability of
experiencing marital dissolution by the respondents. The results also revealed a low
and decreasing value in AIC and BIC from one model to the next, indicating a
good model fit in terms of the data analyses (Uthman, 2008). This also suggests that
the applied models correctly fitted and predicted the outcomes of the study in the
study period (ibid).
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Conclusion

The study reveals that an insignificant proportion of the study sample was ever
married in the study period. Although moderate in some cases, the results showed
that with the exception of language, type of place of residence and place of delivery, all
other factors were found to be significant and/or associated with marital dissolution.
'The inclusion of a new class of variables also resulted to change in odds ratio values
in most cases. The results of random effect revealed that the variation in the log odds
of experiencing marital dissolution across the communities (clusters) within the last
twelve months to the time of the survey was very small, i.e. insignificant (0.01), even
after controlling for individual, household and community level variables. These
findings highlights the importance of looking beyond the influence of individual-
level factors (compositional characteristics) in the enquiries of associated factors
and hierarchicalvariations in South Africa.

Ethical Issues and Conflicts of Interest

'The study used secondary data already collected, processed and available on request.
Also, the study design is quantitative in nature and as such, has no risk of undue
disclosure and other ethical considerations. Consequently, ethics clearance was
granted for the study by the Basic and Social Sciences Research Ethics Committee
(BaSSREC) of the North West University. Also, permission to use the SADHS
2016 data for this study was obtained from ICF Macro Inc. accordingly. The author
have no conflicts of interest to declare in carrying out the study.

Acknowledgments

'The authors will like to acknowledge the ICEF Macro for their permission to access the South Africa
Demographic Health Survey (2016) data used in the study.

Funding

The authors will like to extend their appreciation to Statistics South Africa (Stats SA) and the
Faculty of Humanities School of Postgraduate Studies and Research of the North-West University
for providing the financial support needed for the study.

References

Ackermann, L. (2014). “Marriages and Divorces: An Overview”. Social Work/Maatskaplike Werk
40(4). Doi: 10.15270/40-4-321.



20 | Society and Culture Development in India

Adegoke, T.G. (2010). “Socio-cultural Factors as Determinants of Divorce Rates among Women
of Reproductive Age in Ibadan Metropolis, Nigeria”. Department of Social Work, University of
Ibadan. 1badanNigeria. Stud Tribes Tribals, 8(2): 107-114 (2010), Kamla-Raj 2010.

Amoateng, A.Y. (2004). “The South African Family: Continuity or Change?” HSRC Ten Years of
Democracy Seminar Series, Cape Town.

Amoateng, A.Y. & Heaton, T. (2007). “Families and households in post-apartheid South Africa:
Socio-demographic Perspectives”. Human Science Research Council, 2007.

Amoateng, A.Y. & Yaya, O.S. (2018). “Politics and the Family: Continuity or Change in Family
Formation and Dissolution Patterns in PostApartheid South Africa, 2002-2015”. Faculty of
Human and Social Sciences North-West University (Mafikeng Campus), Mafikeng, North
West, South Africa.

Budlender, D., Chobokoane, N. & Simelane, S. (2004). “Marriage patterns in South Africa:
Methodological and substantive issues”. South African Journal of Demography, 9(1): 1-26.
Clark, S. (2004). “Early marriage and HIV risks in sub-Saharan Africa”. Studies in Family Planning,

35(3): 149-160.

Clark, S. & Hamplova, D. (2011). “Single Motherhood in Sub-Saharan Africa: A Life Course

Perspective”. Canada Research. Chair in Youth, Gender and Global Health, McGill University.

Garenne, M. (2004). “Age at marriage and modernization in sub-Saharan Africa”. Southern African
Journal of Demography, 9(2):59-80.

Hosegood, V., McGrath, N. & Moultrie, T. (2009). “Dispensing with marriage: Marital and
partnership trends in rural KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa 2000-2006”. Demographic Research,
20,279-312.

Kalule-Sabiti, I., Palamuleni, M., ¢# /. (2007). “Family Formation and Dissolution Patterns”.
Families and Households in Post- Apartheid South Africa: Socio-demographic perspectives.
Human Science Research Council Press, Pp 89-112, 2007.

Kumchulesi, G. (2007). “Grouped-Data Identification of Marital Behaviour from Repeated Cross-
sections in South Africa”. Unpublished Doctor of Philosophy (PhD Economics) Thesis:

Preliminary Empirical Findings for the First Essay. School of Economics, University of Cape
Town South Africa.

Manda, S. & Meyer R. (2005). “Age at first marriage in Malawi: A Bayesian multi-level analysis
using a discrete time to event model”. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, Series A, 168,
439-455.

Markos, E. (2003). “Factors associated with Marriage and Family formation processes in Southern
Ethiopia, Journal of comparative family studies, 34 (4) 509.

Merlo, J., Chaix, B., ez al. (2006). “A brief conceptual tutorial of multi-level analysis in social
epidemiology: using measures of clustering in multi-level logistic regression to 284 investigate
contextual phenomena’. Journal of Epidemiol Community Health 2006; 60: 290-297. Doi:
10.1136/jech.2004.029454.

Moore, E. & Govender, R. (2013). “Marriage and cohabitation in South Africa: An enriching
explanation?” Journal of Comparative Family Studies, 44(5):623-639.



Contextual Determinants of Marital Dissolution among Black South African... | 21

Moultrie, T.A., Dorrington, R.E., Hill, A.G., Hill, K.H., Timzus, .M. & Zaba, B. (eds.) (2012).
“Tools for Demographic Estimation”. Paris: International Union for the Scientific Study of
Population, 2012.

National Department of Health (NDoH), Statistics South Africa (Stats SA), South African Medical
Research Council (SAMRC), and ICF. (2019). “South Africa Demographic and Health Survey
2016: Key Indicators”. Pretoria, South Africa, and Rockville, Maryland, USA: NDoH, Szats §4,
SAMRCG, and ICE.

Omideyi A.K. & Omideyi, A. (1986). “Trends in nuptiality patterns of women in Nigeria” Genus,
42(1-2):113-23. Retrieved March 21, 2021, from http://www.jstor.org/stable/29788481

Omondi, C.0O.(1989). “Demographic Analysis of Marital Dissolution in Kenya”. A Thesis submitted
in part fulfillment of the requirements for the Degree of Master of Arts (Population Studies)
at, PSRI, The University of Nairobi.

Palamuleni, M.E. (2010). “Recent Marriage patterns in South Africa 1996-2007". Bangladesh
e~Journal of Sociology. Volume 7, Number 1, January 2010.

Palamuleni, M.E. (2011).“Socio-economic determinants of age at marriage in Malawi”. International
Journal of Sociology and Anthropology. Vol. 3(7), pp. 224-235, July 2011 Awvailable online at
http://www.academicjournals.org/IJSA ISSN 2006- 988x ©2011 Academic Journals.

Palamuleni, L.G. & Palamuleni, M.E. (2011). “Spatial Variation of Age at Marriage in South Africa”.
Journal of Social Sciences, 29:1,39-46, DOI: 10.1080/09718923.2011.11892953.

Posel, D. & Cisale, D. (2009). “Sex ratios and racial differences in marriage rates in South Africa”.
Economic Research Southern Africa. Working Paper No. 153.

Posel, D., Rudwick, S. & Cisale, D. (2011). “Is marriage a dying institution in South Africa?
Exploring changes in marriage in the context of ilobolo payments”. Agenda, 25(2011), pp.102-
111, 10.1080/10130950.2011.575589.

Rampagane, K.V. (2016). “Marriage Dynamics and fertility in the era of HIV and AIDs in
Mahikeng local Municipality of the North West Province, South Africa”. A thesis submitted
in fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy in Population Studies
at the Mahikeng Campus of the North-West University, Oct. 2016.

South, S. J. (2001). “The geographic context of divorce: Do neighborhoods matter?” Journal of
Marriage and Family, 63(3), 755=766. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-3737.2001.00755 x

Statistics South Africa (2011). “Census 2011 data”. Pretoria: Statistics South Africa.

Statistics South Africa (2016/18). “Marriages and Divorces, 2010/16/18”(Report No. P0307).
Pretoria: Statistics South Africa.

Statistics South Africa (2016). “Category Archives: Marriage and Divorces”. Pretoria: Statistics South
Africa.

Statistics South Africa (2018). “An exploration of nuptiality statistics and implied measures in South
Africa” (Report number: 03-01-25). Pretoria: Statistics South Africa.

Statistics South Africa (2019). “Mid-year population estimates, 2019”. Statistical Release P0302.
Pretoria: Statistics South Africa.



22 | Society and Culture Development in India

Statistics South Africa (2021). “Mid-year population estimates, 2021”. Statistical Release P0302.
Pretoria: Statistics South Africa.

Stein, J.A, Nyamathi, A, Ullman, ].B & Bentler, PM. (2007). “Impact of marriage on HIV/AIDS
risk behaviours among impoverished, at risk couples: A multi-level latent variable approach”.
AIDS and Behaviour, 11(1).

Udjo, E.O. (2001). “Marital patterns and fertility in South Africa: The evidence from the 1996
population census”. The International Union for the Scientific Study of Populations. Page number
18-24.

UN Division for the Advancement of Women (2001). “Women 2000. Widowhood: invisible
women secluded or excluded”. Available at: http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/public/
wom_Dec%2001%20single%20pg.pdf.

United Nations (2019/20). “Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Population Division”.
Monitoring Global Population Trends and Development, 2019.

Uthman, O.A. (2008). “Geographical variations and contextual effects on age of initiation of sexual
intercourse among women in Nigeria: a multi-level and spatial analysis”, International Journal

of Health Geographics 2008, 7:27 doi: 10.1186/1476-072X7-27.

Ziehl, S.C. (2002). “Divorce Statistics: A Case of the Wool Being Pulled Over Our Eyes?” Souts
African Journal of Demography, 8(1):9-21.

Ziehl, S.C. (2001). “Documenting Changing Family Patterns in South Africa: Are Census Data of
Any Value?” African Sociological Review, 5:2 pp. 36-62.



