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Table I. —WOMEN'S AVERAGES FOR SELECTED BIRTH COHORTS

Gender Role Attitudes Premarital Lit?e.ral HIV_/AII_DS
Birth Years Cohort Name PLa ar?i?::pz(:irgﬁ Traditional Egalitarian Sex Wrong P\C;Ii::\llssal Su?{ie;?ve
Survey  CPS GSS GSS GSS GSS GSS NHIS
Years: 1983-1985
1940-45 Parents of Gen X 70.4 67.8 47.1 65.0 48.2 48.4 —
1946-52 Early Boomers 70.0 66.8 38.8 71.4 34.6 51.0 —
1953-58 Mid-Boomers 69.6 64.1 35.7 70.1 29.6 49.7 —
1959-65 Late Boomers 68.1 67.1 41.3 71.7 32.1 51.4 —
1966-75 Generation X 59.0 — — — — — —
All? 63.1 61.7 45.0 66.3 43.4 48.3 —
Years: 1988-1990
1940-45 Parents of Gen X 73.5 75.9 46.7 66.1 49.6 46.6 4.6
1946-52 Early Boomers 76.4 74.0 37.1 74.8 38.0 51.2 6.1
1953-58 Mid-Boomers 73.0 75.2 35.3 79.6 28.2 50.0 6.2
1959-65 Late Boomers 73.4 74.1 38.4 73.7 30.0 50.5 6.4
1966-75 Generation X 65.7 56.8 36.2 75.2 34.0 54.2 6.4
All 67.3 67.8 41.4 70.6 40.0 49.7 5.3
Years: 1993-1994
1940-45 Parents of Gen X 72.4 75.7 41.1 75.2 47.4 49.0 12.6
1946-52 Early Boomers 78.5 80.0 39.1 75.4 41.4 48.0 16.1
1953-58 Mid-Boomers 75.9 76.7 36.5 76.4 35.9 50.1 17.8
1959-65 Late Boomers 74.1 74.4 35.5 78.7 30.5 48.8 18.6
1966-75 Generation X 70.5 68.3 32.2 78.7 32.1 52.5 20.2
All 69.8 71.4 38.0 75.9 39.6 49.2 16.3
Years: 1998-2000
1940-45 Parents of Gen X 63.6 57.7 46.0 66.4 50.9 45.4 7.3
1946-52 Early Boomers 76.7 80.3 42.2 73.4 40.2 49.8 10.1
1953-58 Mid-Boomers 78.6 82.6 40.2 73.7 39.0 48.5 12.0
1959-65 Late Boomers 77.1 75.7 40.8 73.7 37.7 48.8 12.7
1966-75 Generation X 77.0 75.4 36.8 73.2 36.8 51.7 13.2
All 71.9 72.9 40.3 725 40.0 49.8 115
Years: 2004-2006
1940-45 Parents of Gen X 455 45.2 46.4 65.9 50.1 45.8 4.9
1946-52 Early Boomers 68.4 69.6 42.6 74.3 41.9 48.8 7.4
1953-58 Mid-Boomers 76.7 75.9 38.6 77.4 40.3 48.6 8.9
1959-65 Late Boomers 77.3 79.2 39.3 72.1 41.7 475 9.5
1966-75 Generation X 73.8 72.9 41.0 69.6 41.0 475 10.6
All 70.1 70.2 39.9 72.2 40.0 48.8 9.5

Note: To increase comparability with GSS data, averages from the March CPS are computed for years in which the
GSS is available. These corresponds to years 1983, 1984, 1985 for 1983-1985; 1988, 1989, 1990 for 1988-90; 1993
and 1994 for 1993-1994; 1998 and 2000 for 1998-2000; 2004 and 2006 for 2005-2006. In the GSS, age at first
marriage was not asked between 1994 and 2004. In the NHIS, questions on subjective HIV/AIDS risk were asked

consistently from 1988 onwards.

Al birth cohorts also include data from the two cohorts not shown in the Table.
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Table 1. —IMPACT OF GENDER ROLES ATTITUDES ON LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION

Attitude Sample GSS

1977-2006 Q) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)
Dependent Variable: MLP FLP FLP FLP FLP FLP
Time (1977=1) 0.006** 0.015*** 0.010*** 0.007*  0.008** 0.006
(0.003) (0.003) (0.001) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004)
Time?/100 -0.011  -0.025*** -0.019*** -0.011  -0.014* -0.010
(0.006) (0.008) (0.007) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008)
Traditional attitudes -0.246*** -0.219***
(0.022) (0.024)
Egalitarian attitudes 0.135*** (0.051**
(0.019) (0.021)
Years of 0.023*** (0.020*** 0.021*** 0.019***
schooling (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
Married -0.083*** -0.077** -0.078*** -0.076***
(0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011)
Ever divorced 0.025**  0.019 0.022*  0.018
(0.012) (0.011) (0.011) (0.012)
Presence of -0.137*** -0.140*** -0.136*** -0.139***
Pre-school children (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014)
Mother ever worked 0.027** 0.018*  0.027** 0.018
(0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011)
Quadratic in age Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cohort dummies Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Other demographics No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 7374 8915 8915 8915 8915 8915
R-squared 0.140 0.060 0.056 0.145 0.136 0.146

Note: Parameter estimates from Linear Probability Model. Robust standard errors are in
parentheses. Significance at 1% level denoted by ***, at 5% level denoted by **, at 10% level
denoted by *. Other Demographics include number of children, dummies for white, living in an
intact family and dummies (9) for religion at age 16, and region dummies (8).

25



Table I11. — TWO-STAGE LEAST SQUARES ESTIMATES OF THE IMPACT OF
GENDER ROLE ATTITUDES ON FLP

Attitude Sample GSS

1977-2006 1) 2 3) 4)

Econometric Specification First-Stage = 2SLS  First-Stage  2SLS

Dependent variable: T;?t?tlsggsal FLP Egt?il ,:Lﬂézn FLP

Time -0.017***  0.007* 0.027***  0.006*
(0.002) (0.004)  (0.004) (0.003)

Time?/10 0.030*** -0.011 -0.045*** -0.010
(0.003) (0.007)  (0.008) (0.008)

Traditional -0.231***

attitudes (0.070)

Egalitarian 0.257***

attitudes (0.088)

Instruments:

Premarital sex 0.131*** -0.107***

wrong (0.006) (0.009)

Liberal political -0.137*** 0.147***

views (0.011) (0.015)

Quadratic in age Yes Yes Yes Yes

Cohort dummies Yes Yes Yes Yes

Other demographics Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 8915 8915 8915 8915

R-squared 0.17 0.14 0.13

F-Test on instruments/

Anderson canon corr. 386.6 744.6 111.4 220.7

Sargan/ Anderson-Rudin 0.001 0.074

Overid : p-value 0.9795 0.7854

Note: Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance at 1% level denoted
by *** at 5% level denoted by **, at 10% level denoted by *. Other demograhics
include years of schooling, number of children, dummies for white, married, ever
divorced, preschooler present, mother ever worked, living in an intact family, and
dummies (9) for religion at age 16, and region dummies (8).
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Table IV. — TWO-SAMPLE TWO-STAGE LEAST SQUARES ESTIMATES OF THE IMPACT OF GENDER ROLE ATTITUDES ON FLP

Attitude Sample GSS

1988-2006 o ) ®) (4) (®) (6) () ®) 9)

Econometric Specification LPM LPM LPM LPM LPM  First-Stage TS2SLS First-Stage TS2SLS

Dependent Variable: MLP  FLP FLP FLP pp Coalitarian o, o Egalitarian o

attitudes attitudes

Time 0.019*** 0.039*** (.031*** 0.029*** 0.029*** 0.007*** 0.010 0.009***  0.010***
(0.008) (0.011) (0.010) (0.011) (0.010) (0.002) (0.007)  (0.006) (0.004)

Time?/10 -0.040*** -0.067*** -0.056*** -0.052*** -0.052*** -0.031*** -0.042 -0.035*** -0.046***
(0.016) (0.020) (0.020) (0.019) (0.019) (0.010) (0.031) (0.010) (0.018)

Traditional -0.196***

attitudes (0.027)

Egalitarian 0.048*  0.122*** 0.415 0.313**

attitudes (0.025)  (0.022) (0.829) (0.133)

Instruments:

Liberal political 0.172***

views (0.014)

Estimated HIV/AIDS -0.469** -0.469**

risk residual (0.234) (0.231)

Quadratic in age Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Cohort dummies Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Other demographics No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Observations 5749 7017 7017 7017 7017 7017 7017 7017 7017

R-squared 0.14 0.05 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.1 0.12

F-Test on instruments 4.02 78.56 156.3

Sargan/ Anderson-Rudin 0.016

Overid : p-value 0.8996

Note: Standard errors are in parentheses. Significance at 1% level denoted by ***, at 5% level denoted by **, at 10% level denoted by *. Other
demographics are years of schooling, number of children, dummies for white, married, ever divorced, preschooler present, mother ever worked,
living in an intact family, and dummies (9) for religion at age 16, and region dummies (8).
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Table V. — IMPACT OF ALTERNATIVE EXPLANATIONS ON FLP

Attitude Sample

GSS 1977-2006 (1) ) 3) (4) (5) (6) @) (8) 9) (10)
Time (1977=1) 0.011%* 0.006  0.010*** 0.006  0.009** 0.005  0.010%** 0.006  0.011** 0.007
(0.004)  (0.004)  (0.003)  (0.004) (0.003) (0.004)  (0.003) (0.004)  (0.004)  (0.004)
Time?/100 -0.018** -0.010  -0.018** -0.010  -0.016** -0.007  -0.019** -0.011  -0.018* -0.011
(0.008)  (0.008)  (0.008)  (0.008)  (0.008) (0.008)  (0.008) (0.008)  (0.009)  (0.009)

Traditional attitudes -0.220%** 20,221 %% -0.226%** -0.220%** 20,2347
(0.024) (0.025) (0.025) (0.025) (0.030)
Egalitarian attitudes 0.052%* 0.052%* 0.058%* 0.053%* 0.026
(0.022) (0.022) (0.022) (0.022) (0.027)
Ever divorced 0.025% 0.018  0.022*  0.019  0.034** 0.028** 0.026™ 0.021*  0.032** 0.025*

(0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.015) (0.015)
Liberal political 0.046* -0.007

views (0.023) (0.024)
Premarital sex -0.035*** 0.005
wrong (0.013) (0.014)
Divorce should -0.026*  -0.044***
be easier (0.013) (0.013)
Church attendance 0.020 0.048***

(0.017)  (0.017)
Self-rated 0.187*** 0.187***
health (0.026)  (0.026)
Current religion
(9 dummies) No No No No No No Yes Yes No No
Quadratic in age Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cohort dummies Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Other demographics Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Observations 8915 8915 8915 8915 8554 8554 8822 8822 5518 5518
R-squared 0.131 0.146 0.131 0.146 0.131 0.148 0.134 0.149 0.149 0.164

Note: Parameter estimates from Linear Probability Model. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. Significance at 1% level denoted by ***, at
5% level denoted by **, at 10% level denoted by *. All columns also include years of schooling, number of children, dummies for white,
married, preschooler present, mother ever worked, living in an intact family and dummies (9) for religion at age 16, and region dummies (8).
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Figure 1. Labor Force Participation by Birth Cohorts
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Note: 3-year moving averages of WRKSTAT recoded based on 20,000 observations (women) and 16,194 observations (men)
from the GSS 1975-2006, excludes respondents 65 years of age and older.



Figure 2. Gender Role Attitudes of Women by Birth Cohorts
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Note: 3-year moving averages of TRAD based on 9,825 observations and of EGAL based on 11,610 observations, as defined
in Table 1, from the GSS 1977-2006, excludes respondents 65 years of age and older. For smoothness, values in missing years
have been interpolated.
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Figure 3. “What are your chances of getting HIVV/AIDS?”
Women by Birth Cohort (1988-2006)

A. Changes over Time
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Note: 3-year moving averages of “Chances have HIV/AIDS: High/Already =1,
Medium=2/3, Low=1/3, None=0" from the National Health Interview Surveys (NHIS)

1988-2006.
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Figure 4. Yearly Averages of Actual and Predicted FLP

A. Attitude Sample - Table 2
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