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Social Status, Race, and the
Timing of Marriage in Cuba’s
First Constitutional Era,
1902–1940

Enid Lynette Logan1

Abstract
This article examines the practice of marriage among whites, mestizos, blacks, Cubans, and Spaniards
during the first constitutional era, focusing upon the reported ages of brides and grooms. The study
consists of a quantitative examination of trends found in the records of 900 Catholic marriages
celebrated in Havana during the opening decades of independence. The first major finding of the
research is that according to most major indicators of status, age was negatively correlated with
rank. Thus, contrary to the conclusions of studies conducted in many other contexts, those in
the highest strata of society married younger. Furthermore, very significant differences were
detected in the marital patterns of those identified as mixed-race and those labeled as black.
This finding offers empirical weight to the notion that the early-mid twentieth-century Cuban racial
structure would best be characterized as tripartite, rather than binary in nature.
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This article examines the timing of marriage among whites, mestizos, blacks, Cubans, and Spaniards

in the opening decades of Cuban independence. The data for the study consist of the records of 900

Catholic marriages celebrated in the city of Havana between the years 1901 and 1940.1 The first goal

of the research is to provide much-needed empirical data on marriage and family in the years fol-

lowing Spain’s exodus from the island. The larger theoretical aim of the research is to use marriage

as a way to explore the social construct of race and to outline the contours of the racial stratification

system.

To date, there is very little published scholarship on gender, marriage, and family in Cuba

between the years 1898 and 1959. The small number of existing demographic studies focuses either

on the colonial period or on the Castro era.2 Cuban demographer Sonia Catasús writes that under-

standing marriage patterns in the first half of the twentieth century is a particularly daunting task.
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Unlike studies of fertility and mortality, she claims, it is practically ‘‘impossible’’ to conduct a

detailed study of marriage due to the scarcity and fragmentary nature of the available sources.3

On the other hand, a thriving body of scholarship on race in the late nineteenth to mid twentieth

century has appeared in the last fifteen years.4 One of the key questions that remains is whether the

racial structure of the island during this period would best be characterized as binary or as tripartite

in nature.5 Cuban racial nomenclature has for centuries recognized three major race/color groups,

said to exist along a racial ‘‘continuum.’’ But how different were blancos, mestizos, and negros

in fact, from each other?6 Was the only fundamental dividing line the one separating whites from

Cubans of African descent, as scholars such as Aline Helg have suggested? Or did Cuban society

offer an ‘‘escape hatch,’’ allowing mixed-race Cubans to live as a sort of buffer group between

whites and blacks, or even in some instances to be treated as ‘‘honorary whites?’’7

One way to measure the degree of distinctiveness or similarity between groups is to assess

differences in aspects of their everyday lives, including patterns of social interaction, cultural

expectations, and norms concerning family formation. Scholars have demonstrated that marriage

is intimately tied to the issue of race on many levels. In a society stratified by color, for example,

the rules structuring mate selection are a crucial dimension of the social logic of race. I believed for

these reasons that marital data could be used to assess the questions posed above concerning gender

and racial stratification in Cuba after colonialism. If negros and mestizos appeared to be essentially

the same to each other, but quite different from whites, on all nuptiality-related measures, then my

data would offer evidence that the racial structure was binary. If I found, however, that mixed-race

persons fared substantially better than Cuban blacks in the marriage market, this would lend addi-

tional credence to the view that the tripartite divisions referred to in racial terminology translated

into concrete, material disadvantages or advantages. Furthermore, the degree of racial intermarriage,

or lack thereof, would serve as a barometer of the rigidity or porousness of racial boundaries in the

period under study.8

Data and Method

Scholars have used Catholic parish records to reconstruct hidden histories of the family in a variety

of international contexts.9 I turned to parish archives based upon my recognition of the limitations of

the Cuban census—the main source of quantitative data available to researchers. As the original

forms were lost or burned, what remains of the censuses carried out during the period under study

(1899, 1907, 1919, 1931, and 1943) are the bound registers now found in library archives. Thus, the

census yields only broad, aggregate measures pertaining marriage, race, and other population

characteristics.

Through review of this data, however, I was able to surmise that the rate of marriage among Cuban

whites (one in four adults over the age of fifteen) was considerably below early twentieth-century

marriage rates in the United States, Mexico, and other parts of Latin America, but over twice that

among Cubans of color (approximately one in ten were married).10 The highest rates of marriage

and lowest rates of illegitimacy were found among foreign-born whites, almost all of whom were

Spaniards. While the census provided a useful starting point, it was silent about many other issues

of interest. It told us nothing about differences between blacks and mulattos, who were categorized

together as ‘‘people of color.’’ It was also impossible to determine how broad trends in marriage

varied according to class, color, birth status (legitimacy), and place of origin.

Civil registries, established in Cuba in 1885 were another possible source of information.11

The first major drawback of this data, however, is that color terms appear in twentieth-century civil

records very sporadically.12 Furthermore, while a registrar may be willing to provide a copy of an

individual birth certificate, civil registries are not generally open to historical researchers. Thus,

I turned to the archives of the Cuban Catholic church.
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Catholic parish records of births, marriages, and deaths are a vital resource of information on the

ancestry and origins of Latin American peoples. Numerous parish-based studies exist documenting

population dynamics in Puerto Rico, Chile, Guatemala, Mexico, and elsewhere.13 Scholars of Cuba,

however, have yet to make extensive use of parish records. In 1990, Alejandro de la Fuente, who

used Cuban ecclesiastical archives to study the marriages of slaves in the sixteenth century, charac-

terized parish registers as a ‘‘rich and forgotten’’ resource (507). Similarly, in the preface to his study

of colonial era Spanish immigration, Jesús Guanche stated that the archives of the Catholic church

constituted ‘‘one of the richest and least studied sources’’ on the island.14

Data for this study was gathered from two historic parishes in major residential areas. Nuestra

Señora de la Caridad, located in the barrio of Centro Habana, was founded in 1739. In the first

constitutional era, Centro Habana was characterized by considerable socioeconomic and racial

diversity, including a sizeable population of Chinese ancestry. The second site selected was Sagrado

Corazón de Jesús, situated in the Vedado neighborhood. This parish was founded in 1892, just before

the final war of independence (1895–1898).

Cuban sacramental records are organized into series of bound books, dating as far back as the

mid-sixteenth century. While the earliest records are written by hand, parish registers from the

1910s forward contain printed forms with blanks filled in by priests and scribes.15 In the colonial

era, the records of whites and non-whites were found in separate books. It was not until the turn

of the century, as the island transitioned from a colony to a republic, that the churches in the diocese

of Havana began to seat sacramental documents in single registers.16

The vast overrepresentation of whites in parish records underscored the need to oversample

marriages involving non-whites in order to attain sufficient data for these groups. Nearly 80 percent

of marriages in the two parishes joined two persons classified as white, and over 95 percent of blancos

Table 1. All Marriages in Two Havana Parishes, 1901–1940, by Race of Each Spouse

[A] White Women [B] Women of Color [C] Women No Race Total

[A] White Men 9,264
98% white men
97% white
women
76.5% total

40
.4% white men
9% women of color
.3% total

184
2% white men
9% women no race
1.5% total

9,488
100% white men
78% all women

[B] Men of
Color

16
4% men of color
.2% white women
.1% total

404
93% men of color
88% women of
color
3.3% total

13
3% men of color
1% women no race
.1% total

433
100% men of
color
4% all women

[C] Men No
Race

273
12.5% men no
race
3.0% white
women
2% total

15
1% men no race
3.3% women of
color
.1% total

1,897
87% men no race
91% women no
race
16% total

2,185
100% men no
race
18% all women

Total 9,553
79% all men
100% white
women

459
4% all men
100% women of
color

2,094
17% all men
100% women no
race

12,106
100% all men
100% all women
100% total

Note: Marriages celebrated in the parishes of Sagrado Corazón de Jesús and Nuestra Señora de la Caridad between 1901 and
1940 (P ¼ 12,106). Percentages over .5 are rounded up. A periodic sample was taken within each of the nine marital strata,
resulting in a total sample size of 906 marriages. When conducting the statistical analyses discussed below, weights were
applied according to the kind of comparison being undertaken. (For further discussion of methodology, see Appendix A).
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married persons also classified as white (see Table 1). Therefore, it was clear that if I wished to gather

information from a significant number of marriages between white men and women of color, or from any

of the marriages between men of color and white women, I would have to oversample these marriages.

Data collection took place in two phases. In phase 1, I counted and classified the entire population by

race. Between the two parishes, 12,106 marriages were celebrated between 1901 and 1940. Spouses were

then sorted into one of three racial strata. Those labeled as white (blanco) fell into strata A, Cubans of

color (mestizo, pardo, moreno, negro, de color, or amarillo), were placed into strata B, and those missing

racial data were assigned to strata C.17 The letters were combined to create a two-letter code, or ‘‘marital

strata,’’ in which the first letter referred to the race of the groom and the second to the race of the bride.18

A contingency table representing the couples found in each of the nine marital strata is found in Table 1.

After the population was counted and classified, I discovered, unsurprisingly, that the marital strata

varied dramatically in size. The largest three strata—AA, BB, and CC—consisted of the endogamous

marriages of couples, given the same racial classification. Mixed-race pairings were far less frequent,

and even with oversampling, these strata remained dwarfed by the larger ones. Only 4 percent of mar-

riages took place between individuals who were not equally racially ascribed. If we consider only

unions in which one partner was specifically labeled as white and the other was labeled mestizo, negro,

or amarillo, then the number of such marriages drops to one half of one percent.19 Thus, despite cen-

turies of open miscegenation, acknowledged in Cuban racial nomenclature, religious iconography,

books, poems, music, and popular sayings,20 mixed-race couples appear to have almost never entered

into formal marriage.21 Well into the twentieth century, Catholic marriage in Cuba remained an over-

whelmingly white and overwhelmingly racially endogamous practice.

Research on the Timing of Marriage and Socioeconomic Status (SES)

A periodic sample was taken within each of the nine marital strata, resulting in a total sample size of

906 marriages. Almost all of these cases (900) included information on the age of the bride or groom.

There are two primary schools of thought concerning the relationship between the timing of mar-

riage and social status. A large body of research from societies across the globe has found that higher

levels of socioeconomic and educational attainment correspond to later marital ages.22

A second, less prominent body of scholarship has documented the opposite trend. In certain soci-

eties, a negative correlation has been demonstrated to exist between social rank and the timing of

marriage.23 In these contexts, employment stability and educational attainment may promote, rather

than discourage marriage.24 Furthermore, lower-status individuals may marry later—or not at all—

because they do not gain as much social capital from formal matrimony.25 Socioeconomic barriers

may also delay or annul the possibility of marriage for individuals in societies where legal marriage

is a particularly costly and elaborate enterprise.26

Reported age was considered a particularly useful—and straightforward—variable to consider in

evaluating the questions offered earlier concerning race and family in Cuba. If members of different

racial groups were found to evidence similar ages at first marriage, this might indicate that they were

immersed in a shared ‘‘marital culture,’’ implying an alignment of cultural definitions concerning

the appropriate place of marriage in the life course or a similar marital opportunity structure.

Significant differences in the timing of marriage, on the other hand, would indicate more disparate

life styles, expectations, and/or opportunities, and greater social distance between groups.

The first major finding of this research is that according to most major indicators of social status,

age at first marriage was negatively correlated with rank. Thus, those in the highest strata of Cuban

society in the first part of the previous century married younger. The second major finding is that

there were very significant white/non-white differences in the timing of marriage. But Cubans clas-

sified as mestizo or pardo (mixed race) were more similar to whites than they were to other Cubans

of African descent. These findings and their implications are discussed below.
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Global Measures of the Timing of Marriage

The first question asked of the data concerned the average age at first marriage observed in the over-

all sample.27 As shown in Table 2, the men and women in the study population tended to marry well

into their adult lives.28 The average age at first marriage for men was twenty-nine years and for

women it was twenty-five.29

I next explored the relationship between place of birth and the timing of marriage (see Table 3).

Were foreign-born men and women, I asked, likely to marry before or after their Cuban counterparts?

My findings were in line with those of the wider literature.30 Men born in Cuba married at an average

reported age of 28.5 years. Foreign-born men married just a year older (sig F ¼ .01), at 29.5. If we

compare only Spaniards to their white Cuban counterparts, the differences in the timing of marriage

are somewhat greater (sig F¼ .001). Cuban men classified as white married an average of two years

earlier (27.5) than those born in Spain (29.5). The same pattern held for women. Cuban women

married at an average age of 24.5 years, while foreign-born women married about a year older

(sig F ¼ .01). The average age at first marriage for Spanish-born women (who were 91 percent of all

foreign born women) was twenty-six, two years older than that of white Cuban women (sig F¼ .001).31

Civil Status

Ninety-three percent of brides and ninety-one percent of grooms who married in Havana during the

period under study were contracting their first marriage. Unsurprisingly, there were very significant

differences in age at marriage based on marital status. While men marrying for the first time did so at

an average age of twenty-nine, widowers (4 percent of the sample) were on average a decade older

(thirty-nine).

Table 2. Average Age at First Marriage, All Men and Women

Age Men Women

Mean 28.9 24.9
Median 28.0 24.0
Mode 26 23
Lowest age 18 11
Highest age 59 76
N 811 834

Note: Sample of marriages celebrated in the parishes of Nuestra Señora de la Caridad and Sagrado Corazón del Vedado,
Havana, Cuba, 1901–1940. Data on age was available for 896 grooms and 900 brides, out of 906 total marriages comprising
the sample. The table above includes data only on those who were known to be contracting their first marriage, described as
‘‘soltero/a.’’

Table 3. Average Age at First Marriage of by Country of Birth

Men M N Women M N

Cubans 28.4 456 Cubans 24.5 620
Cuban whites 27.5 325 Cuban whites 23.9 468
Spaniards 29.5 302 Spaniards 26.1 193
All Foreign-Born 29.4 355 All foreign-born 25.9 214
No birthplace info — 2 No birthplace info — 0
All men 28.9 811 All women 24.9 834

Note: Cuban/Foreign-Born and Cuban White/Spanish comparisons detect mean differences significant at .01 or greater, for
both grooms and brides. Means were compared using ANOVA and the transformed age variable log_age.

56 Journal of Family History 36(1)

 at Serials Records, University of Minnesota Libraries on January 10, 2011jfh.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://jfh.sagepub.com/


Interestingly, for those who had contracted a civil marriage prior to the canonical one (5 percent

of the sample), their average age was also quite advanced—thirty-seven years. The late age

at marriage for this group suggests that the secular and religious marriages may have taken place

at different points in the life course. For a variety of possible reasons, such as legitimizing offspring

in the eyes of the church (perhaps, that these children might gain admission to Catholic educational

institutions), some couples may have decided to marry again, years after their union had been for-

malized by the state. The same results were found among brides. Solteras (93 percent of the sample)

married at an average age of twenty-five. Widows (who comprised only 2 percent of the weighted

sample), married again over a decade later, at thirty-six. Women who had already wedded civilly

(5 percent) contracted church marriage at age 32.5.32

Legitimacy

The relationship between legitimacy and the timing of marriage was of particular interest. Though

Spanish law and the Cuban Catholic church recognized multiple levels, or degrees of legitimacy,

here I used a dichotomous variable in which persons were simply coded as either legitimate or

illegitimate.33 I expected that persons born to unwed parents would marry later because they faced

less social pressure to marry, and because in a society where marriage was primarily practiced

among persons of higher status, they would be disadvantaged in the marital market.

My expectation was confirmed. I found that those whose parents had been married (87 percent of

men and 86 percent of women), married younger than persons of illegitimate birth. Thus, we see

again that in the marital system under study, younger ages at marriage were correlated with elevated

social status. Higher status people, who were thus presumably more desirable mates, or for whom the

status of marriage conferred greater benefits, married younger. Among those illegitimate persons

who did contract a canonical union, birth status delayed marriage by three years for women and

by four years for men (Table 4).34

Timing of Marriage and Ascribed Race

Very significant differences were also found in the average age at which people first married,

according to their ascribed race. Men were considered first. Those classified as white married con-

siderably younger than men in the other two racial strata.35 The average age at first marriage for men

described in their records as white was 28.5 years.36 For men of color it was 33, and for men with no

race it was 31. The last two groups were statistically identical.

When I disaggregated strata B by color, a very curious result was derived. I found that differences

between men of color and whites were driven largely by the very high average age at first marriage

found among negros (thirty-seven years) and men described as ‘‘de color’’ (thirty-four years). Those

classified as mestizo (mixed race) or amarillo (chinese-born) married at an age statistically identical

to whites.37 This is true despite the fact that mestizos were, like negros and men de color, very likely

to have themselves been born to parents who never married.38

Table 4. Age at First Marriage by Birth Status

Men Mean age N Percent Women Mean age N Percent

Legitimate 28.4 713 87 legitimate 24.5 717 86
Illegitimate 32.1 98 13 illegitimate 27.3 117 14
Both 28.9 811 100 both 24.9 834 100

Note: Birth status coded dichotomously. Differences in mean of the transformed age variable log_age found significant at .001
for both sexes.
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The same pattern was identified among women. White women married an average of four years

earlier than women of color and women with no given race.39 But again, color explained differences

that were hidden within racial strata. The average age at marriage for mestizas was found to be

statistically identical to that of blancas. The other groups of women of color married older and were

statistically indistinguishable from women with no race (Table 5).40

There are a number of reasons we might expect whites to have married younger. As far more

whites than non-whites were married in the general population, whites would have faced more social

pressure to marry, and would have been able to draw from a wider pool of available partners

(i.e., other persons likely and able to marry as well). In a society just decades past slavery, whites

were more likely to have been able to assume the financial burden associated with Catholic mar-

riage.41 And compared to its counterparts in other parts of Latin America, the Cuban Catholic church

is considered to have been a determinedly elite institution, which made little effort to go beyond its

largely urban, white, affluent, and Spanish base.42

The last finding, however, concerning the mediating effect of color—is unexpected. Why

mestizos married at similar ages to whites but diverged so substantially from other non-whites is unclear

and is a question that will have to be answered definitively by other scholars. Here, however, I offer some

suggestions. It is possible, first, that for Cuban blacks, information on age found in the marital registries

was incorrect. In 1907, for example, census enumerators recorded the higher-than-average ages of

Cuban negros (especially elderly ones) with some skepticism, believing that many simply did not know

what age they were, and thus tended to exaggerate.43 Second, while rates of marriage overall were low

among all Cubans of color, they were particularly low among Cuban blacks.44 Compared to their mixed-

race counterparts, blacks may have faced less pressure to marry, and the status of marriage may not have

conferred as much social capital. Those few that did marry may have done so in order to celebrate a

successful union, rather than in order to signal its initiation.45

As a follow-up to the analyses above, I asked if the average age at first marriage varied according

to the race of the spouse. Such analyses—which look at the characteristics of persons in conjunction

with those of their partners—allow us to more fully exploit the unique advantages afforded by mar-

ital data. The theory of status exchange, for example, would suggest that white men who married

women of color (or those with no race) would be older than those married to brides classified in their

records as white. According to this principle, racial advantages or disadvantages might be partially

offset by other considerations, including honor, reputation, economic success, political power, or, in

this context, the youth, or advanced age, of a bride or groom (Table 6).46

I found that the timing of marriage varied by spousal race for whites only. Among white men, the

differences in the mean age at marriage were very substantial and significant. At twenty-eight, white

men who married white women (marital strata AA) had the lowest average age of marriage of any

Table 5. Average Age at First Marriage by Racial Strata and Color

All Men 28.9 N All Women 24.9 N

White men 28.4a 347 white women 24.4c 327
All men of color 32.8b 194 all women of color 28.4 217

mestizos 29.8a 69 mestizas 25.4c 72

negros 37.3b 26 negras 31.5d 36
de color 34.1b 92 de color 29.4d 108
amarillo 28.5a 6 amarilla — 0

Men with no race 31.3b 242 women with no race 27.2d 256

Note: Means are reported to highlight differences found in the sample data. Identical letters in superscript signify that means
are statistically indistinguishable. Sig F for means determined to be different was .01 or greater. Sample sizes vary from earlier
tables as those involving race are weighted differently to take oversampling of marital strata into account.
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strata in the sample. White men who married women whose race was not provided (marital strata

AC) married considerably older (33). Those who married women of color (marital strata AB)

married older still (34). The last two groups were found to be statistically identical. This result was

generally in line with expectations. If, as I have posited above, younger ages at marriage corre-

sponded to higher social status and greater desirability of partners, then we would expect white

women to find younger husbands than their counterparts of color.

White women also evidenced significantly different ages at marriage depending on the race of

their partner. It is interesting to note though the strata is tiny in size (n ¼ 16), the difference in the

mean age of white women who married men of color (marital strata BA) and those who married

white men (marital strata AA) was not significant. Those few men of color who married white

women married ones of just as high status, on this measure, as their white male counterparts.

This was quite a different result than was found for white men. Men with no race, however, were

substantially ‘‘disadvantaged,’’ as their white brides were almost three years older.

For the other groups—men and women of color (strata B), and men and women with no given

race (strata C), no significant differences were found in the age at which they married according

to the race of their spouse.

Spousal Age Gap

To a considerable extent, the difference in age between men and women is conditioned by a

culturally perceived ideal. As Klinger-Vartabedian and Wispe have argued, ‘‘One’s own status can

be altered by marriage to someone whose age does not conform to societal expectations.’’47 The

age gap may also be structured by differences in life course expectations, opportunities, and

the ‘‘asymmetrical assets’’ of men and women in the marriage market.48 Some researchers view a

smaller difference in age to indicate more egalitarian relations between spouses.49 Others

have argued that the age gap tends to be largely determined by the size of the pool of available

partners.50

The mean gap in age between grooms and brides in my study was 4.5 years. The gap was a bit (six

months) larger than that found in the United States at the turn of the nineteenth century, but only half

the size of the gap found in colonial Mexico, where men were nearly a decade older.51 The median

age difference between grooms and brides in my sample was four years and the mode was zero.

At one extreme, the sample contained a man 35 years older than his wife, and at the other we found

a groom 22 years younger.

Differences in the age gap for foreign-born and Cuban-born spouses were not found to be signifi-

cant.52 As for race, no significant differences were found between men (sig F ¼ .15). Among women,

marginally significant results were detected (sig F ¼ .07). White women were found to be somewhat

closer in age to their grooms (four years) than women of color (5.5 years).53 This difference could reflect

Table 6. Age at First Marriage of Whites According to Race of Spouse

White Men Strata M N White Women Strata M N

[AA] White/white 28.2 212 [AA] White/white 24.3a 219
[AB] White/of color 34.8a 35 [BA] of color/white 24.1a 16
[AC] White/no race 33.3a 100 [CA] No race/white 27.1 92

Note: aThe mean ages at first marriage of men in AB and AC are statistically identical. The mean ages of women in AA and BA
are identical as well. Bonferroni tests found differences between the other groups significant at .001. ‘‘N’’ here measures actual
group size and therefore reflects oversampling of certain marriages. Strata AA differs in size for white men and for women
because five of the men were missing age data and their spouses were not.
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greater equality in gender relations between white women and their partners, or greater socioeconomic

opportunities afforded to the spouses of white women, which allowed them to marry at younger ages.

Timing of Marriage and SES

It is to be expected that average age at marriage will vary according to the SES of the person in

question. In many societies, SES is been found to be positively correlated with age at marriage.

As mentioned above, I found more support for the opposite dynamic.

The SES of couples in the parish records may be ascertained based on the occupation of the

groom.54 Marriages were sorted into one of three ranked tiers, based upon a historically grounded

assessment of the relative standing of different occupations in the period under study (see Appendix B).

In the first tier were unskilled manual laborers (referred to as jornaleros, obreros, or labradores),

very small-scale entrepreneurs (i.e., carretoneros and carboneros), and those in personal services

(drivers and servants). The middle tier was primarily comprised of skilled manual laborers (barbers,

brick masons, carpenters, electricians, tailors, shoemakers, engravers, etc.). It also included

shop clerks, telegraph operators, office workers, bank tellers, and others whose labor was not

primarily based upon their physical effort.55 In the ‘‘upper’’ part of the middle tier were artists,

writers, musicians, and low-ranking members of the police and armed forces. The highest tier was

comprised of men in business or management, upper-level members of the police and military,

professionals (lawyers, surgeons, professors, dentists), landowners, and one member of the Cuban

congress.

For men overall, SES was not demonstrated to have a significant effect on the timing of marriage

(sig F¼ .2). Separate analyses were then run for men in each of the three racial strata. For white men

and men with no race, using the log of age, the same result was found—SES was not shown to

significantly impact the timing of marriage (sig F ¼ .5 for each).

For men of color, however, the effect of SES on the timing of marriage was marginally significant

(sig F ¼.07). Men in the lowest tier (primarily comprised of unskilled agricultural workers) had the

highest average age at marriage, at thirty-six years. They were followed by men in the middle tier

(mainly bakers, carpenters, blacksmiths, and other skilled workers), at thirty-three years. Men of

color in the highest tier (educated professionals, merchants, and businessmen) married youngest,

at twenty-nine years. This pattern is clearly demonstrated in Figure 1. It also conforms to the broader

pattern found in the data—that higher social status corresponds to earlier marriage.

When strata B was disaggregated by color, we began to derive very small sample sizes, and

thus results cannot be presented with conclusiveness. However, it appears, again, that the pat-

tern described above was driven largely by the much higher than average age at marriage for

negro grooms. The average reported age of black men in the lowest socioeconomic tier was

fifty years old. Blacks in the higher two tiers married at thirty-six and thirty-five years,

respectively.

Mestizos and chinos, like white men and men with no race, did not evidence differences in the

average age at marriage according to SES. According to my data, then, the age at which these groups

of men were likely to marry was robust—it did not vary significantly according to their SES. For

those described as negro, however, the opportunity structure or expectations concerning marriage

varied considerably by class. It is instructive to look at the absolute numbers of such men in the

weighted sample. Though a majority of the negros residing in the city of Havana during the first

constitutional era would have been found in the lowest socioeconomic tier, there are only eight such

men in the sample. This is in line with other data indicating that through the first half of the twentieth

century, canon marriage was a highly unlikely event for poor black men and women. Formal mar-

riage remained a costly, elaborate process, primarily practiced by whiter, wealthier Cubans, born to

parents who had been married themselves.
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Change over Time

As the study covered four decades, it was important to ask if the timing of marriage changed as the

century wore on. The average age at marriage may rise or fall due to shifts in the economy, changes

in the political climate, or variability in the size of the pool of available partners. Wars, depressions,

and other kinds of social instability may affect both the timing of marriage and the rate at which

marriages are contracted.

I began my analysis of the covariance of age and time by plotting these variables against each

other. While graphs of age by year and five-year failed to provide clear trends, patterns did emerge

when looking at age plotted against decade. Men in Havana began to marry later as the century pro-

gressed (using an analysis of variance [ANOVA] and log_age by decade, sig F¼ .001). The average

age at first marriage in the first two decades of the study was 27.5 and 28 years, respectively.

Between 1920 and 1930, the average rose to 30 years. It decreased by six months in the last 10 years

of the study period, to land at 29.5 years (Figure 2).56

The trend in the timing of marriage over time for women was very similar to that for men (sig F ¼
.001), except it was almost perfectly linear. The average age at first marriage among women rose from

23 years in the 1900s to 24 years in the 1910s. By the 1920s, age had risen again to 25.5 years, and by
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Figure 1. Variability in age at marriage and socioeconomic status by racial strata.

Logan 61

 at Serials Records, University of Minnesota Libraries on January 10, 2011jfh.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://jfh.sagepub.com/


the last decade of the study period, women were marrying at 26. Thus by the end of the constitu-

tional era, brides in the city of Havana had begun to marry three years later, on average, than their

counterparts at the opening of the century.57 Grooms by contrast, only aged 1.5 years during this

period.

It may be surmised therefore, that while the first constitutional era brought about signifi-

cant changes in the life course expectations and opportunity structures for men and for

women, those for women were more substantial. Such a conclusion is supported by the his-

torical record as well. A 1917 law declared married women, for the first time, to have a legal

identity separate from that of their husbands, and to have the right to manage their own prop-

erty. The first law of divorce was passed in 1918. Feminists in the 1920s and 1930s fought for

women’s increased participation in paid employment, education, and other aspects of civil

life.58 Legislation passed in the 1930s recognized consensual union as akin (though still leg-

ally inferior) to marriage. The progressive constitution of 1940 granted many new rights to

natural children, including the right to investigate paternity.59

These legislative and social changes redefined the relationships of men and women to each other,

lessened the status differentials between formal marriage and consensual union, and decreased the

stigma associated with illegitimacy. They would have had the most substantial impact upon women,

who, more than men, were defined by their roles as spouses; and lessened the imperative of women

to marry in order to signal a successful transition to adulthood.
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Figure 2. Average age at marriage in each decade, women.
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Conclusions and Summary of Findings

This study has determined that the timing of marriage in Cuba’s first constitutional era was

negatively correlated with social status. Thus, those higher in social rank overall married younger.

I have suggested that higher-status Cubans married younger because they derived more social capital

from marriage, were better able to shoulder the expense associated with Catholic marriage, and were

more closely identified with the largely affluent, Spanish, urban Church.

The average age at first marriage for all brides and grooms in the sample was determined to be

quite high, at twenty-nine years for men and twenty-five for women. Native-born Cubans married a

year earlier, on average, than those born elsewhere. Cuban whites married two years earlier than

their Spanish-born peers. As for civil status, men and women who had never married were a decade

younger than the widowers and widows in the sample. Those already civilly married to their spouse

at the time of the canonical marriage were approximately eight years older than the never married.

Brides and grooms classified as ‘‘natural’’ or ‘‘ilegı́timo’’ comprised only 15 percent of the sample.

Among the illegitimate children who did marry, having been born to unwed parents delayed mar-

riage by four years for men and three years for women.

Significant differences in the timing of marriage were found according to the racial designation

of brides and grooms. Whites married youngest (men at 28.5 years and women at 24.5), fol-

lowed by those with no given race (at 31 and 27, respectively), and by Cubans of color (who

were 33 and 28.5 years old on average). That over 90 percent of whites in the sample had them-

selves been born to married parents in part explains their earlier average age at marriage. However,

the similar ages at first marriage between whites and those identified as mestizo cannot be similarly

explained. When strata B, comprised of all Cubans labeled as non-white, was subdivided by color, it

was found that mixed-race Cubans married at about the same age as Cuban whites, despite their dras-

tically lower rates of legitimacy (* 35 percent). People with no given race (strata C), negros and gente

de color married much later than whites or mixed-race Cubans. This finding constitutes the clearest evi-

dence that measurable differences in outcomes and life chances separated Cubans categorized as mixed

race from those identified solely in terms of African descent.

My other findings pertaining to race were more complex. The effect of the race of one’s spouse on

the timing of marriage was significant for white brides and grooms only, providing some evidence

for the theory of status exchange. White men who married women of African descent were consid-

erably older (thirty-four) than those who married white women (twenty-eight). They were also sta-

tistically identical to white men who married women with no race. A different pattern was found

among white women. White women who married men of color were as young (twenty-four) as those

who married white men. White women who married men with no given race, however, were several

years older (twenty-seven).

The difference in age between men and women averaged 4.5 years. White women were

somewhat closer in age to their spouses (4 years difference) than were women of color (5.5 years

difference). No race effect was detected among men. Neither were Spanish men statistically likely

to be older or younger than their brides than their white Cuban counterparts.

Overall, male occupation was not demonstrated to have a significant effect on the timing of

marriage. Among men of color, however, age was slightly negatively correlated with SES. Those

in the lowest-status professions married much later than higher-ranking men of African descent,

suggesting that the former group of men may have been consecrating a preexisting union. Further,

the high ages at first marriage, and the fact very few low-SES men of color were found in the

registers of those contracting canonical marriage, in the suggests that for this group, low occupational

status and color severely diminished the likelihood of marriage.

The average age at first marriage increased by 1.5 years for men and by 3 years for women

during the period under study. The greater increase in age for women is hypothesized to have
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been due to the legal and social changes that unfolded toward the close of the era, which would

have most directly affected single and married women, natural children, and their unwed mothers.

Appendix A

Further Discussion of Methodology

As I selected the cases to be included in the sample, I assumed, statistically, that each parish

was its own population. Though most marriages (65 percent) took place under the authority

of the parish of Sagrado Corazón, I sought to attain roughly equal sample sizes from each

individual parish. The distinct socioeconomic and racial characteristics of the zonas in

which the parishes were located meant that the marriages recorded there potentially

captured diverse slices of the local population. Furthermore, variations in racial labeling

and other aspects of annotation used by scribes in different parishes urged against the indis-

criminate blending of information.

I took a periodic sample from each of the nine marital strata in each year in each parish,

to ensure that data would be distributed evenly across the period under study. Three cases

from each marital stratum were chosen per year. This technique was particularly useful in

paring down the number of couples chosen from the largest groups. Following a random

start, cases were selected at intervals determined by the size of the marital strata in each

year. If there were three cases or fewer in a given year, all were chosen. Thus, for the very

smallest marital strata, the total sample size is very close to the number of such cases in the

study population. This multistage technique allowed me to select a stratified, statistically

random periodic sample, with optimal representation of each of the different racial pairings

found in the data. The final sample is comprised of 906 cases, 900 of which include infor-

mation on the age of bride or groom.

Because I had oversampled by race, it was necessary to weigh the data in carrying out

subsequent statistical tests. Two types of weights were calculated: a parish-level weight and

weight applied at the level of the racial strata. Using the first weight, the influence of each

case would be proportionate to its relative size in the entire population. When the second

weight is used, the influence of the case is determined by its relative size among persons of

the same gender and racial group (i.e., white women). The second weight was necessary

when comparing races to each other because the data was sampled by marital strata rather

than by the race of brides and grooms individually. Only when comparing the different

marital strata directly to each other were weights unnecessary, as the cases within each stra-

tum had been selected at random. An example of such a comparison would be one in which

I contrasted the characteristics of white men married to white women (AA), with those of

white men married to women of color (AB), and white men married to women whose races

were not provided (AC), as in section 3.6, below.

Information was transcribed by hand onto printed forms prepared by the researcher, then

transferring into Microsoft Excel as text. Later, the data was standardized and converted

into numerical format for use in the statistical software package SPSS 12.0.
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Appendix B

Categorization and Ranking of Occupations of Grooms

Level 1 (Low)

1) unskilled manual laborer—jornalero, labrador, obrero, farolero

2) personal service—sirviente, chofer, cochero, planchero, motorista

3) very small-scale enterprise—carbonero, carretonero

Level 2 (Middle)

1) skilled manual worker—agricultor, albañil, barbero, carnicero, cocinero, carpintero, carralero,

carrero, carretero, cocinero, confitero, constructor, dulcero, ebanista, electricista, escojedor,

fundidor, grabador, herrero, instalador, jardinero, mosaista, panadero, peluquero, pintor,

platero, rezagador, sastre, tabaquero, talabartero, tapicero, tipógrafo, tonelero, tornero, torrero,

zapatero

2) salesclerk or employee—dependiente, empleado, empleado de comercio

3) arts & letters—artista, periodista, dibujante, escultor, fotograbador, litógrafo, músico, organista,

pintor, tenedor de libros

4) police, state, & military—policı́a, policı́a nacional, veterano, marinero, empleado del servicio

consular, artillero

Level 3 (High)

1) business and managerial—comercio, constructor civil, agente de negocios, maestro de obras,

perito mercantil

2) higher-ranking police, state, & military—capitán de caballerı́a, agente de aduana, militar,

oficial de la marina, teniente de la policı́a, militar retirado

3) professional—abogado, arquitecto, catedrático, cirujano, cirujano dental, dentista, farmacéutico,

ingeniero, magisterio, médico, procurador, profesor, quı́mico

4) landowner—propietario, hacendado, colono

5) high-ranking elected official—representante
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Notes

1. When Cuba’s final war of independence ended in 1898, the island was immediately transferred from a colony

of Spain to an occupied territory of the U.S. military. The first Cuban constitution was ratified in 1901 and

inaugurated the following year, when the island formally gained its independence. The first constitutional era

spanned some four decades, until the ratification of the progressive constitution of 1940. For discussion of this

historical period see for example, Enid L. Logan, ‘‘The 1899 Cuban Marriage Law Controversy: Church,

State and Empire in the Crucible of Nation,’’ Journal of Social History 42 (2008): 469-94.

2. For colonial era cites, see Jesús Guanche, Contribución al estudio etnográfico de la inmigración hispánica
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España en la savia de Cuba: los componentes hispánicos en el etnos cubano (Habana: Editorial Ciencias

Sociales, 1999); Alejandro M. de la Fuente, ‘‘Los matrimonios de esclavos en la Habana, 1585–1645,’’

Ibero-Amerikanisches Archiv 17, 4 (1990): 507-28; and Aisnara Perera Dı́az and Maria de los Angeles

Meriño Fuentes, Esclavitud, familia y parroquia en Cuba:Otra mirada desde la microhistoria (Santiago

de Cuba: Editorial Oriente, 2006). For studies on the post 1959 period, see Inés Reca Moreira, Mayda

Álvarez Suárez, Maria del Carmen Caño Secade, Gilda Castilla Garcı́a, Maritza Garcı́a Alonso, Orlando

Garcı́a Pino, Consuelo Martı́n Fernández, Alicia Puñales Sosa, and Maysú Ystokazu Morales, Análisis

de las investigaciones sobre la familia Cubana, 1970–1987 (Habana: Editorial de Ciencias Sociales,

1990); Marı́a Elena Benı́tez Pérez, Panorama sociodemográfico de la familia cubana (Havana: Editorial

de Ciencias Sociales, 1999); Marı́a Elena Benı́tez Pérez, La familia cubana en la segunda mitad del siglo

XX: cambios sociodemográficos (Havana: Editorial de Ciencias Sociales, 2003); Niurka Pérez Rojas,

Caracterı́sticas sociodemográficas de la familia cubana, 1953–1970 (Havana: Editorial de Ciencias

Sociales, 1979); and Sonia Cevera Catasús, La nupcialidad cubana en el siglo XX (Habana: Editorial de

Ciencias Sociales, 1994).

3. Catasús, La nupcialidad cubana, p. 14.

4. Frederick Cooper, Thomas C. Holt, and Rebecca J. Scott, Beyond Slavery: Explorations of Race, Labor,

and Citizenship in Postemancipation Societies (Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press,

2000); Rebecca J. Scott, Degrees of Freedom: Louisiana and Cuba after Slavery (Cambridge, MA:

Harvard University Press, 2005); Alejandro M. de la Fuente, A Nation for All: Race, Inequality, and

Politics in Twentieth-Century Cuba (Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press, 2001); Alejandra

Bronfman, Measures of Equality: Social Science, Citizenship, and Race in Cuba, 1902–1940 (Chapel Hill,

NC: University of North Carolina Press, 2004); Aline Helg, Our Rightful Share: The Afro-Cuban Struggle

for Equality, 1886–1912 (Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press, 1995); Ada Ferrer, Insur-

gent Cuba: Race, Nation, and Revolution, 1868–1898 (Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina

Press, 1999); Frank. A Guridy, ‘‘From Solidarity to Cross-Fertilization: Afro-Cuban/African American

Interaction during the 1930s and 1940s, ‘‘Racial History Review 87 (2003): 19-48; Adrian Burgos, ‘‘Enter-

ing Cuba’s other playing field—Cuban baseball and the choice between race and nation, 1887–1912,’’

Journal of Sport & Social Issues 29, 1 (2005): 9-40; Karen Y. Morrison, ‘‘Creating an Alternative Kinship:

Slavery, Freedom, and Nineteenth-Century Afro-Cuban Hijos Naturales,’’ Journal of Social History 41,

1 (2007): 192-202.

5. Such issues have been debated by Peter Wade, Blackness and Race Mixture: The Dynamics of Racial

Identity in Colombia (Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1993); George Reid Andrews,

Blacks & Whites in São Paulo, Brazil, 1888–1988 (Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin Press, 1991);

Carl Degler, Neither Black nor White: Slavery and Race Relations in Brazil and the United States (New

York: MacMillan, 1971); Winthrop Wright, Café con leche: Race, Class, and National Image in Venezuela

(Austin, TX: University of Texas Press, 1990); Helg, Our Rightful Share; Ferrer, Insurgent Cuba; de la

Fuente, A nation for All, and others, for countries across Latin America. While Helg makes the strong claim
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that ‘‘Cuba’s social construct of race . . . differs from the three-tier or multitier racial systems prevailing in

many countries of the region and tends to show a two-tier racial system similar to that of the United States’’

(p. 3), Ferrer, on the other hand, believes that the question may not be worth answering at all. She writes,

‘‘Sometimes people and institutions drew distinctions between blacks and mulattos (as in pardo and

moreno) and sometimes they did not . . . even in cases in which multiple lines existed, they were not

always observed. Sometimes historical protagonists drew multiple lines, sometimes one, and sometimes

(more rarely) they drew none’’ (p. 21).

6. In colonial era documentation, mixed-race Cubans were referred to as pardos and blacks as morenos.

By the turn of the century, pardo gave way to mestizo, or mulato, and blacks became known as negros.

I use the Spanish-term mestizo, rather than mulato, in the text above, in keeping with the terminology used

in the church records upon which this study is based. It must be noted that in addition to the three over-

arching racial terms, many other labels (such as blanconazo, jabao, trigueño, chino, indio, mulato claro,

negro carbon, etc) referring to a multiplicity of phenotypes arrayed along the socially constructed

‘‘continuum’’ have long been recognized. For further discussion of racial terminology in nineteenth- and

twentieth-century Cuba, see Enid L. Logan, ‘‘Each Sheep With Its Mate: Marking Race and Legitimacy in

Cuban Catholic Parish Archives, 1890–1940,’’ New West Indian Guide/ Nieuwe West-Indische Gids 84, 1-2

(2010): 5-39; de la Fuente, A Nation for All; Ferrer, Insurgent Cuba; and Mark Q. Sawyer, Racial Politics in

Post-Revolutionary Cuba (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006).

7. See Helg, Our Rightful Share; Degler, Neither Black nor White; Eduardo Bonilla-Silva, ‘‘We are all Amer-

icans! The Latin Americanization of racial stratification in the USA,’’ Race and Society 5, 1 (2002): 3-16;

and Mia Tuan, Forever Foreigners or Honorary Whites? The Asian Ethnic Experience Today (New Brunswick,

NJ: Rutgers University Press, 1998). Alternately we may ask, is there evidence to suggest that the construct of

race was in fact a ‘‘fluid continuum?’’ Or were distinctions of color rigidly maintained and policed, in areas

from employment to politics, schooling, recreation, and formal marriage?

8. Kingsley Davis, ‘‘Intermarriage in caste-society,’’ American Anthropologist, 43 (1941); Verena Martinez-

Alier, Marriage, Colour and Class in Nineteenth Century Cuba: A Study of Racial Attitudes and Sexual

Values in a Slave Society, 2nd ed. (Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press, 1989); C. A Price and
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1 (1962): 58-69.
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Family History 21 (1996): 316-50; Guanche, Contribución al estudio etnográfico de la inmigración

hispánica en Cuba; Thomas Held, ‘‘Rural Retirement Arrangements in Seventeenth- To Nineteenth-Century

Austria: A Cross-Community Analysis,’’ Journal of Family History 7 (1992): 227-54; Robert McCaa, ‘‘Gustos

de los padres, inclinaciones de los novios y reglas de una feria nupcial colonial: Parral, 1770–1814,’’ Historia

Mexicana 15, 5 (1991): 579-614; DoraE. Celton, La población de Córdoba a finesdel siglo XVIII (Buenos Aires:

Academia Nacional de la Historia, 1993).

10. These figures are averages from the five censuses. The rate of marriage among Cubans of color doubled
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‘‘The Provincial Archive as a Place of Memory: The Role of Former Slaves in the Cuban War of Indepen-

dence (1895–98),’’ History Workshop Journal 58 (2004): 149-66.
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in Jacaltenago, Guatemala,’’ Latin American Research Review 26, 3 (1991): 171-9; Christopher H. Lutz,

Santiago de Guatemala, 1541–1773: City, Caste and the Colonial Experience (Norman, OK: University

of Oklahoma Press, 1994); Celia Maldonado López, Ciudad de México, 1800–1860: epidemias y población

(Mexico: Instituto Nacional de Antropologı́a e Historia,1995); José Marcos Medina Bustos, Vida y muerte
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(Sonora, Mexico, Gobierno del Estado de Sonora, Secretarı́a de Educación y Cultura, Dirección de Publica-

ciones, 1997); Robert McCaa, ‘‘Gustos de los padres, inclinaciones de los novios y reglas de una feria nupcial
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CO: Westview Press, 1994); Mario A. Rodrı́guez León, Los registros parroquiales y la microhistoria
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that were her birth status and parents’ names and places of origin. After the 1920s, some records also pro-

vided the bride’s occupation—which was usually listed as ‘‘su casa’’ (‘‘homemaker’’). Married couples

had godparents—male and female, for whom often only names were given—as well as official witnesses.

The witnesses were almost always both male, and marital registers provided their place of birth, profession,

civil status, and place of residence, or some combination of this information.

16. Logan, ‘‘Each Sheep With Its Mate.’’

17. Because of my interest in the process of racial labeling, after much consideration, I decided classify brides

and grooms strictly on the basis of the ascriptions used in the documents, rather than upon ancestry. Thus if

a Spanish-born man was listed as blanco he fell into strata A. But if his race was omitted he fell into strata

C. Rather than treating race as an objective, immutable ‘‘fact,’’ or imposing my own logic of race upon the

data, I decided to try to make sense of the logics guiding scribes and priests working in local parishes in the

previous century. Detailed discussion of the possible reasons for omissions of labels pertaining to race and

to legitimacy in parish registers is found in my 2010 article, ‘‘Each Sheep With Its Mate.’’

18. Thus, the designation AA would be give to the marriage of a man and a woman who were both labeled as

white. AB included the few formal marriages between white men and women of color (who might be

described as negra, morena, parda, or mestiza). Strata BB included all non-white spouses, in any combi-

nation. Strata BC referred to the marriages of men of color to women with no listed race.

19. There were forty recorded marriages of white men to women of color and sixteen recorded marriages of

men of color to white men. Out of a total of 12,106 marriages between 1901 and 1940 in the two parishes,

this is .46 percent.

20. Robin D. Moore, Nationalizing Blackness: AfroCubanismo and Artistic Revolution in Havana, 1920–1940

(Pittsburgh, PA: University of Pittsburgh Press, 1997); Olga Zúñiga Portuondo, La virgen de la Caridad del

Cobre: sı́mbolo de cubanı́a (Santiago de Cuba: Editorial Oriente, 1995); Vera Kutzinski, Sugar’s secrets:

Race and the Erotics of Cuban Nationalism (Charlottesville, VA: University of Virginia Press, 1993),

Nancy Morejón, Nación y mestizaje en Nicolás Guillén (Havana: UNEAC, 1982).

21. I probe beneath the surface of this finding in my 2010 article, ‘‘Each Sheep with Its Mate.’’

22. Glen H. Elder and Richard C. Rockwell, ‘‘Marital Timing in Women’s Life Patterns,’’ Journal of Family

History 1, 1 (1976): 34-53; Fatemeh Torabi and Angela Bascheiri, ‘‘Ethnic Differences in Transition to

First Marriage in Iran: The Role of Marriage Market, Women’s Socio-Economic Status, and Process of

Development,’’ Demographic Research 22 (2010): 29-62; Lawrence Ikamari, ‘‘The Effect of Education

on the Timing of Marriage in Kenya,’’ Demographic Research 12 (2005): 1-28; Gary S. Becker, A Treatise
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on the Family (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1981); Anju Malhotra, ‘‘Gender and the Timing of

Marriage: Rural-Urban Differences in Java,’’ Journal of Marriage and the Family 59, 2 (1997): 434-50;

Samuel Manda and Renate Meyer, ‘‘Age at First Marriage in Malawi: A Bayesian Multilevel Analysis

Using a Discrete Time-to-Event Model,’’ Journal of the Royal Statistical Society 168, 2 (2005): 439-55;

A. E. Bayer, ‘‘Early Dating and Early Marriage,’’ Journal of Marriage and the Family 30, 4 (1968):

628-32; J. Mayone Stycos, ‘‘The Timing of Spanish Marriages: A Socio-Statistical Study,’’ Population

Studies 37 (1983): 227-38.

23. Arland Thornton, William G. Azinn, and Jay D. Teachman, ‘‘The Influence of School Enrolment and

Accumulation on Cohabitation and Marriage in Early Adulthood,’’ American Sociological Review 60,

5 (1995): 762-74; Yu Xie, James M. Raymo, Kimberly Goyette, and Arland Thornton, ‘‘Economic

Potential and Entry into Marriage or Cohabitation,’’ Demography 40, 2 (2003):351-67; Michael Bracher

and Gigi Santow, ‘‘Economic Independence and Union Formation in Sweden,’’ Population Studies 52,

3 (1998): 275-94; Valerie K. Oppenheimer and Vivian Lew, ‘‘American Marriage Formation in the

1980s: How Important was Women’s Economic Independence?’’ in Gender and family change in indus-

trialized countries, ed. Karen O. Mason and An-Magritt Jensen (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1995), 105-38.

24. Megan Lemmon, Mira Whyman, and Jay Teachman, ‘‘Active-Duty Military Service in the United States:

Cohabiting Unions and the Transition to Marriage,’’ Demographic Research 20 (2009): 195-208; Megan

Sweeny and Maria Cancian, ‘‘The Changing Importance of White Women’s Economic Prospects for

Assortive Mating,’’ Journal of Marriage and Family 66, 4 (2004):1038-41; Valerie K. Oppenheimer,

Matthijs Kalmijn, and Nelson Lim, ‘‘Men’s Career Development and Marriage Timing During a Period

of Rising Inequality,’’ Demography 34 (1997): 311-30.

25. Kathryn Edin and Maria Kefalas, Promises I Can Keep: Why Poor Women put Motherhood Before

Marriage (Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 2005); Luis Martı́nez-Fernández, ‘‘Marriage,

Protestantism and Religious Conflict in Nineteenth-Century Puerto Rico,’’ Journal of Religious History

24, 3 (2000): 263-78.

26. Heather Koball, ‘‘Have African American Men become Less Committed to Marriage? Explaining the

Twentieth Century Racial Cross-Over in Men’s Marriage Timing,’’ Demography 35, 2 (1998): 251-8;

William O’Hare, ‘‘An Evaluation of Three Theories Regarding the Growth of Black Female-Headed

Families,’’ Journal of Urban Affairs 10 (1988): 183-97; Fernando Picó, Libertad y servidumbre en el

Puerto Rico del siglo XIX (Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico: Ediciónes Huracán, 1981).

27. Following convention, I differentiate between first and higher order marriages. A histogram of age revealed

that the data was skewed to the left, thus runs were done using a transformed age variable log_age. In order

to make the results easily interpretable, however, I report mean age, rather than means of the log of age,

throughout. All significance levels are reported in conventional units of either .05, .01, or .001. The min-

imum level for statistical significance was set at .05. One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was selected

for means comparisons, followed up by Bonferroni post hoc tests where necessary. The means provided

below are weighted, in accordance with the sampling technique employed during data collection. Further

discussion of methods is found in Appendix A.

28. In the tables, summary measures of age are reported to one decimal place. Ages are rounded to the nearest

half year in the text, however, to facilitate assimilation of the information.

29. As there were a number of outliers (i.e., people first marrying very young or very old), it is helpful to also

consider the median as a measure of central tendency. The median age at marriage for all men was twenty-

eight, and for women it was twenty-four. The modal age for men, or, the most frequent age at which they

married, was twenty-six. For women it was twenty-three.

30. Researchers have found that immigrants often marry later than the native-born. Often, those who emigrate

are able to do so because they did not marry in the home country. Male immigrants also marry later because

of the additional time needed to establish themselves financially. Immigrants of both sexes may addition-

ally be forced to postpone marriage due to a shortage of available partners in their adopted country.

See Elwood D. Carlson, ‘‘The Impact of International Migration Upon the Timing of Marriage and
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Childbearing,’’ Demography 22, 1 (1985): 61-72 and Robert Lee, ‘‘Urban Labor Markets, In-Migration, and

Demographic Growth: Bremen, 1815–1914,’’ Journal of Interdisciplinary History 30, 3 (1999): 437-73.

31. For persons of color, differences between the native-born and foreign-born were not found to be significant.

This may have been due to the very unequal sample sizes and the fact that so few persons identified as

mestizo or negro were foreign-born.

32. For men, the F statistic of an ANOVA comparing the mean log_age of these groups is quite large—57, and

significant at .001. For women, the differences between the three groups are also quite significant (F ¼ 38,

significant at .001). Post hoc comparisons using Bonferroni tests reveal that differences between the

widowed and the civilly married were not statistically significant, either for men or for women.

33. In accordance with Spanish law, the majority of those born to unwed parents were classified as ‘‘hijos

naturales’’ or ‘‘natural children’’ in their marital and baptismal records. Natural children were those whose

parents had not faced a canonical or civil impediment to marriage at the time of birth, yet had not been

married. Natural children might subsequently legitimated by the later marriage of their parents. Individuals

classified using the Spanish term ‘‘ilegı́timo’’ were far less frequently found in the documents. ‘‘Hijos

ilegı́timos’’ were children of parents who could not have contracted marriage at the time of birth, because

one or both was married to someone else, had taken a vow of religious celibacy, or because the two were

related within four degrees consanguinity. I discuss the social relevance of birth status in late colonial and

early republican Cuba further in my article ‘‘Each Sheep With Its Mate.’’

34. It should be noted that the number of persons classified as illegitimate in the weighted sample is somewhat

below their representation in the general population. According to the census data, the average rate of

illegitimacy in the period under study for the province of Havana was 17 percent. Thus, it appears that

illegitimacy depressed the likelihood of marriage.

35. Sig F ¼ .001. The reader will recall that strata A includes persons classified as white (blanco), strata B

includes all grooms or brides of color (mestizo, negro, amarillo, de color, etc.), and strata C is comprised

of those for whom no race was recorded.

36. This includes all men—born in Cuban, Spain, or elsewhere—categorized as blanco.

37. ANOVA followed by a Bonferroni test using the log of age found whites, mestizos, and Chinese-born men

to be statistically identical, as were men de color, negros, and men with no race.

38. Logan, ‘‘Each Sheep With Its Mate.’’

39. Using an ANOVA to test the effect of race on log_age_women, the overall F was 22, significant at .001.

40. There were no women classified as amarilla in the study population.

41. Martı́nez-Fernández, ‘‘Marriage, Protestantism and Religious Conflict.’’ Final abolition was achieved in

1886. See Rebecca. J. Scott, Slave Emancipation in Cuba: The Transition to Free Labor, 1860–1899

(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1985).

42. Ramón Polcari Suárez, Historia de la Iglesia Católica en Cuba, Tomos I-II (Miami: Ediciones Universales,

2003); Ricardo R. Segreo, De Compostela a Espada: vicisitudes de la Iglesia Católica en Cuba (Habana:

Editorial de Ciencias Sociales, 2000).

43. Oficina del Censo, Censo de la República de Cuba bajo la administración provisional de los Estados Unidos,

1907 (Washington, DC, 1908), 222-23. Individuals wishing to contract marriage were required to certify

their date of birth and ancestry by providing a record of their baptism. If they had not been baptized, or the

baptismal record had been destroyed or lost (as was common following the independence war), then origins

were to be certified on the basis of testimony from ‘‘witnesses’’ who had known the individuals for many

years. This last means of ascertaining information would certainly have introduced the possibility of error.

44. Jorge Castellanos and Isabel Castellanos, Cultura afrocubana. Tomo 2. El negro en Cuba, 1845–1959

(Miami: Ediciones Universales, 1990).

45. In the weighted sample, 35 percent of grooms of color were classified as mestizo or pardo (mixed-race) and

26 percent as negro or moreno (black). The remainder were labeled de color—an ambiguous color term

that could refer to Cuban blacks or mulattos. For further discussion of the varying using of racial labels

in Cuban ecclesiastical records, see, again Logan, ‘‘Each Sheep With Its Mate.’’
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46. Kingsley Davis, ‘‘Intermarriage in caste-society,’’ American Anthropologist 43 (1941); Robert Merton,

‘‘Intermarriage and the Social Structure: Fact and Theory,’’ Psychiatry: A Journal of the Biology and the

Pathology of Interpersonal Relations 4 (1941): 61-74; Martinez-Alier, Marriage, Colour and Class in

Nineteenth Century Cuba.

47. Laurel Klinger-Vartabedian and Lauren Wispe, ‘‘Age Differences in Marriage and Female Longevity,’’

Journal of Marriage and the Family 51, 1 (1989): 195-202.

48. John M. Gallman, ‘‘Relatives Ages of Colonial Marriages,’’ Journal of Interdisciplinary History 14, 3

(1984): 114; Randal Collins, Sociology of Marriage and the Family: Gender, Love and Property (Chicago:

Nelson-Hall, 1988).

49. John P. Casterline, Lindy Williams, and Peter McDonald, ‘‘The Age Difference between Spouses:

Variations among Developing Countries,’’ Population Studies 40, 3 (1986): 353-74.

50. Gallman, ‘‘Relatives Ages of Colonial Marriages.’’

51. Harriet B. Presser, ‘‘Age Differences Between Spouses: Trends, Patterns and Social Implications,’’

American Behavioral Scientist 19, 2 (1975): 190-205; Susan Migden Socolow, The Women of Colonial

Latin America (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000), 61.

52. All tests in this section were ANOVAS of the log_age_difference.

53. The age gap for women with no reported race was 4.8 years. However, it was not determined to differ sta-

tistically from either of the two other groups.

54. While data on occupation is provided for 93 percent of men, it is offered for only 1 percent of women.

55. In early twentieth-century Cuba, the status distinction between manual labor and nonmanual labor in early

twentieth-century Cuban society was a particularly important one. See de la Fuente, A nation for all, p. 154.

56. For men in each racial strata, the overall trend was also positive. Statistical significance was detected

between the means over time for white men (sig F ¼ .04) and for men with no recorded race (sig F ¼ .01).

57. Again, as with men, the overall trend was positive for white women, women of color, and women with no

recorded race. However, for the middle group, the increase in the timing of marriage was not proven to be

statistically significant.

58. K. Lynn Stoner, From the House to the Streets: The Cuban Woman’s Movement for Legal Reform, 1898–

1940 (Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 1991).

59. See, for example, Raul López Castillo, Capacidad civil de la mujer casada. Ley de 18 de Julio de 1917.

Reformas que introdujo en nuestra legislación (Habana: Editorial Cultural, 1930); Angel Ossorio y

Gallardo, Matrimonio, Divorcio y Concubinato (Habana: Editorial Lex, 1949); Ramiro Fernández Morı́s,

Equiparación del concubinato al matrimonio civil (La Habana: Jesús Montero, 1954); José Machado, Los

hijos ilegı́timos (Habana: Editorial Cultural, 1941); and Jorge V. Miranda y Reyes, Concede la Constitución

de 1940 legı́tima hereditario a todos los hijos extramatrimoniales? (Habana: Imprenta Agramonte, 1955).
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