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Abstract 

 
Women’s voting behavior has been historically defined by three stylized facts: at the time of their 
enfranchisement, they voted less than men did; their participation varied with social status; and 
they gradually caught up with men, first among high-status urban groups and last in rural areas. 
To account for these tendencies, we develop a theory that links women’s probability to vote to 
their position in the family and type of gender norms that were prevalent in their social milieu. 
Among women in social environments in which traditional gender norms were more pervasive, 
political participation was highly dependent on marriage and intra-family mobilization: unmarried 
women voted infrequently; married women, however, internalizing the interests of their 
households and abiding by the norms that governed family life, approximated their husband’s 
voting rate. By contrast, for those groups that already displayed more modern norms and practices, 
mainly urban educated women, electoral participation was less dependent on their marital status, 
and the overall female-male turnout gap much lower. Our model integrates but moves beyond 
standard participation models that underline the role of individual resources (and the mobilization 
of political organizations) in the decision to vote. We test it employing a unique set of official 
turnout data for elections in Sweden between 1921 – the first election in which women had the 
right to vote – and 1960, recording participation by gender, occupational group, marital status, and 
(for some elections), regional district of all eligible voters.  
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How were women to behave at the ballot box once they were granted the right to vote? That 

question universally worried and quite often vexed the male politicians that had to decide on the 

timing and overall extension of the franchise. Alexandre Bérard, a French Radical senator and 

rapporteur of a 1922 bill granting the vote to women, opposed the legislative proposal because, 

among other reasons, “the immense majority of French women, ‘so full of good sense,’ do not 

want to vote, do not want to leave home for the political arena: they know their families would 

suffer as a result.”5 Yet, at the opposite side, many US state legislators debating the introduction 

of female suffrage at the turn of the twentieth century simply expected women to replicate their 

husbands’ voting behavior (McConnaughty 2013) or perhaps even to outvote them, like 

progressive Oklahoma Senator Robert Owen, who favored the ballot for lower-class immigrant 

women “because the vote of the male immigrants is largely dominated by the saloon and brothel 

influences.”6 

 

As a matter of fact, the electoral behavior of women upon their enfranchisement ended up steering 

a middle course between those two extreme predictions. Significant numbers of women turned out 

to vote – although at a lower rate than men – and, in the very long run, women’s electoral 

participation caught up with the male turnout rate. Throughout that process of political 

convergence, however, women did not behave as a single voting bloc. All in all, their electoral 

participation patterns generally mirrored the differential behavior of men by ethnic community, 

spatial location, and social class. 

 

To account for women’s voting patterns, the research literature has naturally resorted to general 

models of turnout, which attribute the likelihood of vote to custom, individual resources, and the 

level of mobilization by parties, unions and other social organizations. As with most newcomers 

to the polls, women arguably developed a habit of voting only over time. The lack of participatory 

habits was likely compounded by their weaker individual resources relative to men. Women’s 

initial literacy rates were often lower than men’s. Female employment was also sparser, at least in 

                                                 
5 Quoted in Teele (2019: 164). Bérard had in fact a much gloomier view of the female vote. To him, 
“women’s suffrage would lead to clerical reaction” and “might produce the election of a new Bonaparte 
as universal suffrage did in 1848, and might thereby lead to a new Sedan” (Ibid, p. 165). 
6 Quoted in Teele (2019), p. 109. 
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formal occupations and in manufacturing plants with dense information networks and strong 

workers’ organizations. Women’s participation in institutionalized social arenas beyond family 

and friends, such as clubs, discussion groups or simply bars and cafés, was spottier too. Last but 

not least, parties and other political organizations targeted women at a lower rate for reasons 

ranging from ideational considerations (e.g. socialist unions suspected women from being too 

clerical) to practical problems (e.g. mobilizing homemakers was more costly than activating 

factory workers). 

 

As important as they are, those explanations have missed a crucial fact. Women differed from 

other social groups that were also enfranchised late in time in several respects. First, whereas the 

latter were generally segregated, both socially and spatially, from already enfranchised strata, 

women often lived in a common household with men who had the right to vote. Family life, where 

information is commonly shared on a regular daily basis and where its members often have or at 

least develop common interests, must have affected women’s political behavior. Second, women’s 

lives were generally structured by a set of strong traditional gender norms and expectations about 

their daily actions, from fertility choices to their entry into the labor market, which must have had 

discernible effects on female electoral participation. At the same time, however, enfranchisement 

often occurred simultaneously with a gradual loosening of traditional gender norms – a process 

that unfolded asymmetrically across social classes and urban/rural communities.  

 

Accordingly, the main claim of this paper is that family life and gender norms, of either a 

traditional or a modern nature, mediated the effect of individual resources and arguably political 

organizations on women’s political life. Among women in contexts with pervasive traditional 

gender norms, political participation was highly dependent on marriage and intra-family 

mobilization: unmarried women voted infrequently; married women, however, internalizing the 

interests of their households and abiding by the norms that governed family life, approximated 

their husband’s voting rate. By contrast, for those groups that already displayed more modern 

norms and practices, mainly urban educated women, electoral participation was less dependent on 

the marital status of women, and the overall female-male turnout gap much lower. 

 

So far, the literature on the evolution of female turnout at the time of enfranchisement has relied 
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on administrative records of those countries and periods that registered male and female turnout 

separately. Although they are a highly valuable source of high-quality data – and one that, unlike 

survey data, is not subject to problems of nonresponse or turnout overreporting, they face two 

problems: the data is often limited to a few cities or counties and for narrow windows of time; and 

it only distinguishes voters by gender (and sometimes by race). Alternatively, some studies have 

applied ecological inference methods to aggregate data. Again, these studies are important on their 

own but their estimates come with some uncertainty and the number of covariates that they employ 

is not large. In this paper, we exploit, instead, a unique source of data from Sweden’s electoral 

administration consisting of turnout rates of eligible voters by gender, marital status, occupational 

group and (sometimes) district for the 1921-1960 period. That detailed data allows us to analyze 

the (separate and joint) effects of intra-family mobilization and socio-economic status on women’s 

propensity to vote, and therefore allows us to directly test our theoretical argument with hard data 

covering a long period, from the moment of female enfranchisement to 1960. 

 

Our results indicate that both formal occupation and marriage were important factors shaping 

women’s turnout upon enfranchisement. The marriage effect was larger for those women 

belonging to social groups with traditional gender norms, such as the farmers and agricultural 

laborers. The same is true for formal employment that was associated with convergence in turnout 

levels across genders among urban strata. The gender gap, the data shows, tended to close steadily 

overtime. 

 

This paper is organized as follows. Section 1 reviews the literature on gender and electoral 

participation, with a particular focus on existing studies of the early gender turnout gap. Section 2 

develops our theoretical argument. Section 3 details the data we use. Section 4 presents the 

estimation strategy and main results on the effects of gender norms (shaped by the separate and 

joint operation of occupational and marital status) on turnout. Section 5 conducts a set of 

robustness tests. Section 6 concludes.  

 

1. Literature Review 

 

Although hampered by the scarcity of systematic individual data, current research on female 
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turnout agrees on the following facts. First, upon enfranchisement, women voted at lower rates 

than men did. Like other newly enfranchised groups, the political inclusion of women depressed 

aggregate turnout. According to information from separate administrative records of voting 

behavior by sex, average female turnout was lower than male turnout in national elections by less 

than 4 percentage points in interwar Austria and New Zealand, by 7 percentage points in Finland, 

10 percentage points in Australia, Estonia, Norway and Sweden, and about 25 in Iceland (Tingsten 

1937: 11-30). In France, the gender turnout gap (defined as female turnout minus male turnout) 

hovered around -10 percentage points according to survey data during the first years after women 

were granted the vote in 1945 (Duverger 1955:16). In Chile, where women were enfranchised in 

the late 1940s and where there were separate registration and polling stations by sex, 29.7 percent 

of women were registered in 1952 – less than half the male registration rate (Lewis 2004). Relying 

on ecological inference estimates and information from ten states, Corder and Wolbrecht (2016) 

have estimated female turnout at 36 and 38 percent (about 30 percentage points lower than male 

turnout) in the US presidential elections of 1920 and 1924. In a few exceptional cases, the gender 

turnout gap was positive, that is, favorable to women. Data collected separately by sex in some 

districts in Weimar Germany indicate that women outvoted men by 7.9 percentage points in 

Bremen, 5.8 in Cologne, 2.7 in Nuremberg and 0.2 in Hamburg in the elections of 1919, probably 

because high numbers of young men were still mobilized in the army. By the following elections, 

however, the gender gap reversed to negative values again (Tingsten 1937: 27-29). 

 

Second, women’s turnout grew over time. It rose from 47 percent in 1921 to 62 percent in 1932 in 

Sweden, by 16 percentage points in Norway and 25 percentage points in Denmark between 1909 

and 1933. In Iceland, women’s turnout multiplied by six between 1916 and 1930 to reach 60.7 

percent. In the United States, it rose by 18 percentage points from 1920 to 54 percent in 1936 

(Corder and Wolbrecht 2016). A rising female turnout rate did not necessarily mean, however, that 

the gender gap disappeared rapidly, mainly because male turnout also rose at a fast pace. By the 

end of the interwar period, the gender gap had narrowed down by a few points in Finland, Norway 

and Sweden but not at all in Australia or in those Weimar districts for which we have any data. In 

Finland and the United States, it still stood above 20 percentage points in the mid 1930s. It would 

take several additional decades to close the gender turnout gap, becoming zero or consistently 

positive across all advanced democracies in the 1990s (Norris 2002). 
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Third, as is the case for men, women’s likelihood to vote varied with their social group, ethnic 

adscription and, in some cases, location. Although the evidence is spotty, more educated women 

regularly exhibited higher registration and voting rates. According to 1930 Chicago registration 

data, the proportion of registered women was higher among wealthier social strata (Gosnell and 

Gill 1935). Gamm (1989) reports similar results for Boston during the first third of the twentieth 

century. In pre-World War Two Illinois and Boston, women’s turnout was lower in wards with 

newer immigrants (Corder and Wolbrecht 2016: 75). An official survey carried out by the French 

Ministry of Interior in 1952-53 reveals that turnout rates were highest among professionals and 

civil servants and lowest among female farmers and farm workers (Duverger 1955: 39-43). It was 

also among the latter groups that the gender gap was widest – a finding to which we come back 

later in both our theoretical discussion and empirical analysis. More recent studies relying on 

extensive polling have established that female turnout was positively correlated with education, 

income and social status (Verba, Nie and Kim 1978; Norris 2002). 

 

To make sense of the evolution of female political participation, the existing literature has resorted 

to factors common to other newly enfranchised groups. Theories of habitual voting regard turnout 

as a result of habit formation, with the regular availability of elections encouraging and reinforcing 

political participation (Almond and Verba 1963, Lijphart 1997, Gerber, Green, and Shachar 2003). 

Hence, a later enfranchisement date relative to men would account for women’s lower turnout rate 

and a negative gender gap. The continuous availability of elections may explain too why men and 

women progressively converged in turnout rates – provided that a fraction of nonvoters decided to 

turn out with some positive probability in each election.  

 

Classical individual resource theory claims, in turn, that the individual characteristics and 

resources of each voter, such as literacy, education or immigration status, affect the motivation to 

vote – for example, by shaping the extent to which people have a preference about particular 

candidates or parties (Blais and Achen 2010) or by modifying their understanding of voting as a 

civic duty (Riker and Ordeshook 1968) – as well as the ability to vote through the capacity to 

gather the appropriate information about the election (Verba et al. 1995). Women were indeed 

disadvantaged before and after enfranchisement. In most countries, both literacy rates and formal 
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participation in the labor market were lower than that of men’s. Their financial and legal autonomy 

was close to non-existent (Duverger 1955, Iversen and Rosenbluth 2006, Burns, Scholzman and 

Verba 2001). Women were also more likely to participate in networks and belong to associations 

that related to the home domain, that reinforced their private sphere roles, and where politics was 

discussed less frequently than in male-dominated networks (Kostelka et al. 2019). 

 

Women’s lack of habit and of individual resources was reinforced by a weaker exposure to the 

mobilization efforts of parties and unions. Organized mobilization efforts, often developed at the 

workplace, normally targeted male voters, and achieved considerable success (Amat, Boix, Muñoz 

and Rodon 2020). When women entered the voting rolls, those organizations were not as prepared 

to mobilize them. Efforts at opening female branches, or printing newspapers or propaganda 

specifically targeted to the new constituency took time to go into full gear. However, once they 

were fully operational, they seem to have borne fruit (Carpenter and Moore 2014, Teele 2018, 

Morgan-Collins 2019). 

 

2. Theory  

 

Although habit, individual resources and exposure to mobilization by political organizations are 

relevant covariates of overall turnout and, therefore, of female turnout, the nature and evolution of 

women’s electoral participation can only be properly understood when we consider a set of 

characteristics that, being specific to women, make them distinct from other late enfranchised 

groups, such as low-income workers, migrants or other minority groups, on several important 

dimensions. 

 

In the first place, and unlike most other groups, women were not spatially bundled or socially 

segregated at the time of enfranchisement. On the contrary, by generally living in multimember 

households, they were distributed in a uniform manner across space, ethnic groups, and, despite 

their occupational segregation and obvious socio-economic sources of discrimination and 

disadvantage, across social classes.7  Family life resulted in their members, both male and female, 

                                                 
7 The exceptions to that rule were related to circumstances such as large-scale migration (external and 
internal) and war. In our data we observe imbalances in specific groups  – such as domestic servants, 
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having common outlooks and interests. Particularly in households with a fully gendered division 

of labor, that is, with a male breadwinner and a stay-at-home wife, women were touched by the 

same economic conditions that affected men. But even in (the rarer cases of) dual-employment 

families, economic shocks had a relatively similar impact on men and women due to a general 

prevalence of assortive mating on the basis of class. Those common concerns and evaluations must 

have been reinforced by the prevalence of tight information flows within households. We know, 

for example, that respondents cite their spouses and family members as their most frequent 

discussion partners (Beck 1991) and as their main target of strong political efforts of persuasion 

(Stokes and Jenning 1995). 

 

On average, political interests and beliefs have often been more similar within than across 

households despite the fact that legal treatment and occupational status have historically differed 

across sexes. A well-established literature finds families to be the first and perhaps most significant 

unit of political socialization in terms of the transmission of interests and partisan vote (Berelson 

et al. 1954; Campbell et al. 1960). Partners and other family members tend to behave similarly in 

the realm of electoral politics (Burns, Schlozman and Verba 2001). Marital status and turnout have 

been shown to be systematically correlated (Wolfinger and Rosenstone, 1980, Wolfinger and 

Wolfinger 2008). More recently, Hobbs et al. (2014) have identified a causal impact of widowhood 

on electoral demobilization. 

 

In the second place, women’s political lives initially developed embedded in strong traditional 

gender norms about their proper attitudes and choices. At the time of their enfranchisement, 

women’s activities were conceived as belonging primarily to the domestic sphere, with the realm 

of politics seen, in most sections of society, as unfolding outside women’s domain (Corder and 

Wolbrecht 2016, Andersen 1990). Nevertheless, and also coinciding with the extension of the 

franchise, gender roles were evolving toward a more egalitarian set of norms that acknowledged a 

growing autonomous role to women in family life and the labor market. Crucially, that process of 

ideational change spread in an asynchronous manner across society.  

 

                                                 
clustered in some neighborhoods, or widows, often living alone . These exceptions had political 
consequences that we explore later in the paper. 
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The transformation of fertility norms and the emergence of modern childbearing and family 

regimes followed what the demographic literature calls an “innovation-diffusion pattern” in 

Europe. High-status social groups were the first to adopt modern gender norms, followed by 

middle class strata, and, eventually by rural populations and the less educated urban sectors. In the 

particular case of Sweden, and as reported by Bengtsson and Dribe (2014) and Dribe and Scalone 

(2014), overall marital fertility rates first declined among elite and upper class women in urban 

settings in the 1860s, followed by the urban middle class and skilled workers at the end of the 

nineteenth century. By contrast, it only fell among low skilled urban groups, farmers, and farm 

laborers after the 1900s. Likewise, higher-order births started to fall in the 1880s among elite and 

middle-class families, followed by skilled and lower-skilled workers and farmers in the late 1910s, 

and the unskilled in the interwar period. Similar patterns have been recorded for divorce rates 

(Myrdal 1968; Sändstrom 2011). The divorce rate per 1,000 married men in 1920 differed by social 

status: it was 1.3 among agricultural laborers, 1.1 among farmers, 4.1 among industrial workers, 

8.2 in urban lower middle individuals, 10.3 within the middle class, and 11.5 among upper middle 

class men. 8  Exploiting longitudinal data from parish registers covering Västerbotten County 

between 1880 and 1960, Sändstrom and Stanfors (2020) show that divorce risk was significantly 

higher among elite and middle-class women for those who married before 1920. Modern divorce 

patterns then spread out to couples in other urban strata that married after World War One – in a 

way similar to what had happened with fertility rates a few decades earlier. Divorce rates among 

working-class women caught up with separation rates in higher social strata by World War Two. 

Finally, farmers’ divorce rates started to converge too in the postwar period. Put together, those 

behavioral patterns can be plausibly construed as pointing to the (temporally differential) rise of 

new attitudes across classes that should have also affected women’s sense of political agency. As 

a matter of fact, we know that the Swedish women’s movement, which campaigned for equal 

property rights for married women in the 1870s and then coalesced in a (politically independent) 

national association for female suffrage in 1903, relied primarily on upper- and upper-middle class 

women (Karlsson Sjögren 2012a, 2012b). Working-class women organized later in time, generally 

under the umbrella of the social democratic party and trade unions (Sjögren 2010: 25 ff.). 

 

                                                 
8 The rate is calculated employing the data reported by Sändstrom (2011). 
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We combine all these insights to develop a set of theoretical expectations about female political 

participation that we summarize in Figure 1. On the one hand, in line with classical resource theory, 

female turnout was positively correlated with level of education and social status. On the other 

hand, family life and the gender norms that governed their attitudes and behavior moderated the 

impact of personal resources. 

 

In the first place, marriage acted as an important engine of electoral mobilization. By emphasizing 

the domestic sphere as the chief space of women’s life, traditional gender norms stifled women’s 

electoral and political participation. At the same time, however, they reinforced women’s 

internalization of the interests of the household and their dependence on their husbands. 

Accordingly, we expect female turnout to have been highly correlated to marital status. For the 

same level of individual resources, whereas married women must have voted at levels similar to 

their husbands’, unmarried women (in groups with strong traditional gender norms) must have 

participated much less. 

 

In the second place, the decline of traditional gender norms translated into a growing level of 

personal and professional autonomy among women and a stronger interest in politics. At the time 

of female enfranchisement, that must have resulted in higher (than average) female voting rates 

(and therefore a narrowing gender turnout gap) in those social strata governed by modern gender 

norms, such as the urban upper and middle classes. By contrast, female turnout must have remained 

low (and the gender turnout gap wide) among social strata still abiding by traditional gender norms 

(such as farmers and farm laborers). As a result, the participation gap between high-status and low-

status women grew larger – at least until the process of modernization reached all social sectors. 

In addition, the female participation gap across social groups must have been larger among 

unmarried than married women because the latter receive a positive household “treatment”. 

 

Figure 1 presents a static rendition of our theoretical expectations – mainly for the first electoral 

cycles after the enfranchisement of women. Over time, the diffusion of modern gender norms 

throughout society would make all social groups converge in terms of their participation rates. 

That is, in Figure 1 lines Wm in Wu would gradually pivot upward, growing closer and parallel to 
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line M. 9  

 

 
 

  

3. Data 

 

In 1919, ten years after men got the right to vote, Sweden’s parliament enfranchised all women 

that were 24 years of age or older. Figure 2 plots the male and female turnout rates in eleven 

elections that took place between 1921 and 1960 (1921, 1924, 1928, 1936, 1940, 1944, 1948, 1952, 

1956, 1958 and 1960) using the information that the statistics office published after each election. 

 

Women’s turnout grew from 47 percent in 1921 to 70 percent in 1936. It then jumped by 10 

                                                 
9 In addition to the impact of changing gender norms, turnout rates would rise over time due to the weight 
of habit and the gradual mobilization of political organizations. The effectiveness of mobilizational efforts 
was probably conditional on the women’s family type and social context. Cox (2015) distinguishes 
between primary (or direct) and secondary (or indirect) political mobilization channels or effects. Direct 
effects are the efforts applied by parties or other social organizations, such as trade unions, to mobilize 
their voters. Indirect effects result from the pressure that voters feel from the networks they belong to and 
whose members may approve their decision to vote or not. By virtue of their daily family ties, women 
married to party and union members should have been more prone than unmarried ones to vote – 
prompted by the political cues generated by their husbands’ organizational networks. 
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percentage points in the mid-1940s and again in the late 1950s. Although men’s electoral 

participation also rose over time, the gender turnout gap narrowed down from 15 to 4 percentage 

points over the interwar period and had disappeared completely by 1960. 

 

In addition to collecting separate data for men and women, Sweden’s statistics office also compiled 

and published the numbers of eligible voters and turnout by gender, marital status, and occupation 

from 1921 to 1960, with the exception of 1932. The data were reported at the region (län) level for 

the elections of 1921, 1924 and 1928, and only at the national level for the elections of 1936 to 

1960. After World War II, starting with the election of 1944, the Swedish statistical office 

randomly sampled 10 percent of all registered citizens and anotated their ocupation, social group, 

year of birth, marital status, gender, voting rights and any limitations to its exercise of the right to 

vote, and whether they voted or not in each election.10 

 

Figure 2.  Gender and Turnout in Swedish National Elections, 1921-1960 

 

                                                 
10 In urban constituencies, the data was collected for every tenth page in the register book. In rural 
districts, the electoral authorities sampled twenty percent of the population and then reduced the sample to 
tenth percent making sure to obtain a final sample that matched the total participation and partisan vote. 
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More specifically, voter eligibility and actual turnout were reported by occupation (but not marital 

status) for men. Women were classified as either formally employed or not. If they were not 

employed, they were further classified as married or unmarried and, for both categories, they were 

assigned to the occupational category of the head of their household (husband, father, etc.). For 

formally employed women, the statistics office reported their specific occupation but, as in the 

case of men, not their marital status. Figure 3 represents the structure of the data reporting criteria. 

The loss of information created by those reporting criteria is, however, small, at least for the 

interwar period. According to Stanfors (2003), only 3.8 percent of formally employed women were 

married in 1920, 8 percent in 1930, and 14.1 percent in 1950. 

 

On average, 30 percent of women were categorized as having a formal occupation. Fifty-five 

percent of the women were classified as not formally employed and married. The remaining 15 

percent of the women were neither (formally) employed nor married. Given that men were not 

classified according to whether they were married or not and the lack of information about 

professional women’s marital status, the data do not allow us to make fully direct comparisons 

between women and men. 

 

Figure 3.  Data reporting structure 

 

 

 

Occupational status was reported by 26 to 29 occupational categories depending on the year. For 

the purposes of our analysis, we follow the standard HISCLASS classification scheme (Van 
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Leeuwen and Mass 2011) to aggregate those groups into seven classes: upper middle; middle; 

lower middle and high skilled; industrial workers; unskilled urban; farmers; and farm laborers.11 

Part of the rationale for clustering occupational categories in broader classes derives from the fact 

that there were very few representatives of a particular gender in some of the occupational groups 

(for instance, men in lower domestic service or women in the occupational group “farmers’ sons”). 

In addition, a higher level of aggregation minimizes the possibility of inconsistent estimations due 

to changes in some occupational categories over time. Table A1 in Online Appendix A shows the 

list of the different occupational groups during these years and their corresponding social class. 
 

TABLE 1A. OCCUPATION AND MARITAL STATUS IN 1921.          

 
 Percent within each class Total Percent of total 

population 
 Men Women   
  Employed Not (Formally) Employed   
   Married Unmarried   
Upper 
Middle 

48% 17% 28% 6% 100 8% 

Middle 42% 22% 29% 6% 100 5% 
Low 
Middle 

42% 24% 28% 6% 100 13% 

Industrial 54% 9% 14% 5% 100 30% 
Unskilled 
Urban 

4% 92% 2% 2% 100 6% 

Farmers 51% 4% 32% 14% 100 20% 
Farm 
Laborers 

54% 5% 33% 8% 100 18% 

Total 48% 16% 29% 7%  100% 
 

TABLE 1B. OCCUPATION AND MARITAL STATUS IN 1940. 

 

 Percent within each class Total Percent of total 
population 

 Men Women   
  Employed Not (Formally) Employed   
   Married Unmarried   

                                                 
11 More specifically, we group the 12 categories of HISCLASS standard occupational system (H1 through 
H12), based on whether the job is manual or non-manual and whether the skill level necessary for the job 
is high, medium, low or none, into 7 classes: upper middle (H1+H2), middle (H3+H4), low middle and 
high skilled urban workers (H5+H6+H7), industrial workers (H9), unskilled urban (H11), farmers (H8) 
and agricultural laborers (H10+H12). 
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Upper 
Middle 

51% 10% 35% 4% 100 5% 

Middle 44% 22% 30% 5% 100 5% 
Low Middle 44% 23% 28% 5% 100 19% 
Industrial 54% 10% 32% 4% 100 35% 
Unskilled 
Urban 

5% 91% 2% 3% 100 6% 

Farmers 53% 4% 31% 11% 100 15% 
Farm 
Laborers 

57% 5% 31% 7% 100 15% 

Total 49% 16% 29% 6%  100% 
 

 
TABLE 1C. OCCUPATION AND MARITAL STATUS IN 1960. 

 

 Percent within each class Total Percent of total 
population 

 Men Women   
  Employed Not (Formally) Employed   
   Married Unmarried   
Upper 
Middle 

53% 8% 38% 2% 100 3% 

Middle 38% 23% 37% 2% 100 6% 
Low Middle 36% 28% 35% 1% 100 28% 
Industrial 54% 10% 34% 1% 100 43% 
Unskilled 
Urban 

8% 82% 9% 1% 100 2% 

Farmers 54% 5% 37% 4% 100 12% 
Farm 
Laborers 

69% 1% 27% 3% 100 5% 

Total 47% 17% 34% 2%  100% 
 

 

Table 1 reports information about the distribution of eligible individuals by gender and broad 

occupational class in 1921 (Table 1A), 1940 (Table 1B) and 1960 (Table 1C) as follows. The last 

column reports the percentage of individuals in each class over total population. The bottom row 

does the same for gender and, within women, the three categories compiled by the Swedish 

statistical office. The first four columns state the percentage by gender, employment and marital 

status within each occupational stratum. Thus, for example, in 1921, 8 percent of the population 

belonged to the upper middle class. Within the latter, 48 percent were male, 17 percent were 

women with a formal job, 28 percent were married women with no formal employment, and 6 
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percent were unmarried not employed females. 

 
Throughout the interwar period, the distribution of social categories remained fairly stable. Still, 

the industrial working class grew from 30 to 35 percent, the sum of farmers and farm laborers fell 

by 8 percentage points, and the urban low middle class increased by 6 percentage points. By 1960, 

the low middle and the industrial working classes encompassed 71 percent of the Swedish 

population while agricultural occupations had dropped by half to 17 percent. 

 

Formally employed women, who represented around a sixth of the population throughout the 

period under analysis, were overrepresented in the middle and low middle class and 

underrepresented in farming jobs.  Urban unskilled workers (a category composed at the time 

mainly by domestic servants) were almost entirely women. The proportion of not formally 

employed married women peaked at 34 percent in 1960. Overall, the gender composition of the 

different groups changed marginally over the period under study, making it difficult to attribute 

any changes in the overall turnout rate of these groups (and of women in general) to compositional 

effects in the class structure. 

 

Figure 4 plots the evolution of aggregate turnout rates in the entire country by gender, marital 

status and occupation for each election year. A cursory comparison with Figure 2 makes it apparent 

that the female and male turnout rates aggregated at the national level mask considerable 

differences in women’s participation as a function of their occupational and marital status. Figure 

4 also provides rather direct evidence in favor of our theoretical expectations linking the level of 

electoral participation to individual resources, social location and prevalent gender norms. 

 

Turnout was correlated with social class – in fact even more strongly among women than men. At 

the beginning of the period, the average voting rate among women ranged from about 60 percent 

among upper middle women to slightly over 20 percent among women in urban unskilled strata.  

By contrast, the male voting rate ranged from about 70 percent among urban businessmen and 

professionals to 50 percent among farm laborers (with the exception of a turnout rate of 30 percent 

among the very small category of unskilled urban men). Over time, however, class differences 

narrowed down. By the late 1940s, the turnout rate reached an average 90 percent among upper  
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Figure 4. Turnout Rates by Gender, Marital Status and Class. 
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middle class women, around 80 percent or more of urban middle class women, and 70 percent in 

the agricultural sector. 

 

The effect of social status, which may be interpreted as a proxy for individual resources, was 

altered by family and employment status. Marital status mattered strongly. Whereas married 

women that were not formally employed voted at almost the same rate of men, who here appear 

pooled together regardless of marital status, unmarried women without formal employment come 

at the bottom of the participation league in all strata. The exception is the “unskilled urban” class, 

in which women voted at much higher rates than men did. That group was composed mostly by 

domestic servants: over 90 percent of them were formally employed women while just 5 percent 

were men. 

 

Formal employment increased the likelihood of voting among women – but only for high-status 

occupation groups at the beginning of the period. Turnout convergence across gender groups also  

took place earlier in time for those social groups. Around 1930, formally employed women in 

upper middle and urban middle jobs turned out at the same rate of men. The gender turnout gap 

between formally employed women and men was -10 percentage points in low middle strata, -15 

points among industrial workers, and around -25 points in rural populations. Over time, arguably 

due to the diffusion of new gender norms, the turnout gap decreased in low-status groups.  

 

4. Empirical Analysis: Marriage, Class and Social Norms  

 

In this section, we analyze the data described above using logistic regression models to test our 

theoretical expectations more precisely. We estimate the effect of gender, marital status and 

occupation in two types of data: 

 

1/ For the period 1921-28, for which the data was compiled and reported by region, we exploit a 

dataset with 8,818 groups defined by gender and marital status, occupation, län (district) and year. 

We model turnout at the group level as a function of the group characteristics (gender/marital 

status and social class), and their interactions. The models we estimate include year fixed-effects. 

In all models, we weight each group by the number of eligible voters it contained, so de facto we 
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create a dataset with 10,067,025 rows representing all the eligible voters in the three elections 

under analysis. As our data is a contingency table of the entire voting population, we use population 

weighted logistic regression to estimate the likelihood that the voters turn out to vote in a particular 

election.12 

 

(2) For the period 1936-60, we also estimate the (individual and interaction) effects of gender, 

marital status, occupation, and year. However, because the data was compiled and reported at the 

national level, we cannot introduce region fixed effects. Again, we weight each group by the 

number of eligible voters it contained, so de facto we create a dataset where each row represents 

each eligible voter in the six elections under analysis. 

 

We report our results in three steps.13 Figure 5 examines the impact of gender, marital status, and 

formal employment over time – controlling for occupational class. Figure 6 plots, in turn, the effect 

of occupational group – net of gender, marital status and formal employment. Finally, Figure 7 

considers the role of all the variables together. As such, it allows us to grasp the impact of gender, 

marital status and formal employment conditional on occupational class – a key part of our 

theoretical claims. Figures 5 through 7 report point estimates and 95-percent confidence intervals. 

 

Gender, Marital Status, and Turnout. Figure 5 shows that, controlling for occupational group,  

both marital status and formal employment had a substantial effect on female participation. The 

probability of voting among women was highest among married women (without a formal job). 

                                                 
12 In addition, we have also estimated a set of models where we replace the län fixed effects by a 
vector of län’s characteristics and regional dummies Rn for the 1921-28 period: Closeness or the vote 
difference between the first and second placed party within the län divided by the total number of 
people;  Gini, defined as income inequality within each län in 1916-18;  membership density in Trade 
Unions, Free Church Associations and the Temperance Movement (Sandell 2001); Protest or the 
count of all the protest evens within the district the year before the elections (1920, 1923 and 1927) 
normalized by the size of the population (Enflo et al. 2014); Agricultural Sector measured as total 
employment in agriculture over total employment in the industrial sector (Enflo et al. 2014); Area of 
the län;  Population Density (over square kilometers); and Urbanization, measured as the number of 
cities over all of the municipalities in each region in the election year. The results, which do not 
change from the ones we report here, are available from the authors. 
13 The estimations without any control variables are similar to the results we employ to build Figures 
5 through 7 and are available from the authors. 
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Indeed, their predicted probability of turning out was slightly higher than the voting probability of 

men (both married and single). The predicted probability of turnout was, by contrast, lowest for 

women that were neither married nor (formally) employed – 20 percentage points lower than 

married women until the late 1940s.  

 

Figure 5. Predicted Turnout by Gender and Marital Status 

 

 

 

The probability of voting among formally employed women evolved right in between the two 

previous categories – about 10 percentage points lower than married women and higher than 

unmarried ones. Although Sweden’s statistical office did not disaggregate formally employed 

women by marital status, we know that nine out of ten women with a formal job were not married 

during the interwar period. Hence, we can probably conclude that the positive effect of formal 

employment we have identified did not derive from family ties but employment status. 
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The predicted voting rate rose over time across all groups. All types of women eventually 

converged with men and married women into a high turnout equilibrium. The likelihood of voting 

among unmarried women rose from 40 percent in 1921 to 70 percent in 1928 and then to 80 percent 

in 1948. Among formally employed women, it went from around 50 percent in 1921 to 80 percent 

in 1928 and almost 90 percent by 1948. A potential unobserved confounder in this relationship is 

age – a problem we deal with in Section 5 with the help of the additional collection of data on age 

and voting conducted by the Swedish electoral authorities during the elections of 1948. 

 

Figure 6. Predicted Turnout Rates by Occupational Group 

 

Occupational Group and Turnout. Figure 6 presents the effect of occupational group controlling 

for gender, marital status and formal employment. Although it also reveals a pattern of increased 

turnout and relative convergence over time, class differences proved more enduring than the 

gender and marital status ones. Voting probabilities were highest among upper middle class 

individuals – at 85 percent or above by 1928. By contrast, the likelihood of participating at the 

ballot box was almost 10 percentage points lower across the period among urban middle strata, the 

industrial working class, and between 15 to 20 percentage points lower for agricultural laborers. 

Unskilled urban workers had an extremely low turnout rate – at around 40 percent or half the 
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voting rate of upper class individuals. Again, this has to be considered in light of the fact that, in 

that occupational group, about 90 percent of the workers were unmarried women (working in the 

domestic service mostly), while around 8 percent were men and a scarce 2 percent were married 

women. 

 

The Joint Effect of Family Ties, Employment Status, and Social Group. Finally, we turn to plotting 

the predicted turnout rate by gender, marital status, formal employment, and occupational group, 

separately for each election, in Figure 7. In each graph, the horizontal axis roughly orders 

occupational status from low-status to high-status groups. The vertical axis indicates the 

probability of turning out (point estimate and 95-percent confidence intervals) for the four 

categories of men, formally employed women, not employed and married women, and not 

employed unmarried women. Figure 5 has the same structure of Figure 1, which summarized our 

theoretical expectations, and therefore may be used to examine the plausibility of our hypotheses. 

 

Confirming what we have learned from Figure 5, marital status was a key determinant of female 

electoral participation patterns. Likewise, turnout depended, in line with Figure 6, on the social 

status of voters: all predicted lines are upward sloping in all elections. Unskilled urban individuals 

had the lowest probability to vote in the society. Upper middle class exhibited the highest turnout 

rate among all groups. More educated and wealthier people were more likely to vote than the less 

educated and the poor. Interclass differences in turnout declined, however, over time. That process 

of convergence happened through a process of social diffusion, with higher participation levels 

first working their way down the social ladder in cities and then, spreading spatially, from urban 

populations to farming communities. 

 

Moving beyond Figures 5 and 6, Figure 7 captures also a central tenet of our argument: the varying 

effect of marital status and employment as a function of social status. Among married women 

(without formal employment), the probability of voting moved in lockstep with male turnout, itself 

shaped by social position. Among unmarried (not formally employed), the likelihood of turning 

out also rose with occupational group. However, the effect was not linear. Turnout rates remained 

low not just for women in the very unskilled sectors (agricultural laborers and urban domestic 

servants) but also among women in households whose heads were farmers or industrial workers.  
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Figure 7. Predicted Turnout Rates by Gender, Occupational and Marital Status, 1921-28 
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Turnout only rose for unmarried women in urban middle and upper middle families. 

 

The positive impact of formal employment on female turnout grew linearly with social class. In 

agricultural communities, where traditional gender norms prevailed for a much longer period of 

time, formally employed women behaved like unmarried (not formally employed) women at the 

polls – at least until the late 1940s. As a result, their participation rates were still 30 percentage 

points lower than those of men and married women in the early 1940s. Turnout among urban 

working-class women was about 10 percentage points higher than unmarried women in households 

headed by male industrial workers. Finally, among highly educated women (those in urban middle 

and upper jobs), voting was about 10 percentage points lower than male turnout in 1921, declining 

to 5 percentage points or less in 1928, and disappearing among middle-class voters by the late 

1930s.  

 

Over time, turnout rates grew across the board. By the late 1940s, the gap in predicted turnout 

between formally employed women (most of whom were not married) and married women (or all 

men for that matter) had shrunk by half to around 10 to 15 percentage points among low 

occupational groups. By 1960, the gap was smaller than 5 percentage points in urban strata and 

around 10 percentage points in farming communities. Habit formation may explain part of that 

change. But the pattern of social diffusion and gradual class convergence points to the fact that the 

spread of modern gender norms must have mattered too. As a new conception of women as active, 

independent political agents percolated through social networks, female turnout rose accordingly. 

 

5. Robustness Test: The Potential Effect of Age 

 

As pointed out earlier, age may be a potential unobserved confounder in the relationship between 

marital status and electoral participation. Fortunately, the Swedish electoral authorities decided to 

collect direct information on the age of all individuals having the right to vote (in addition to their 

gender, marital status and employment) after 1944. Relying on that data, Sweden’s statistical office 

tabulated turnout by type of district (rural or urban), gender and age for all the elections, adding 

the tabulation with marital status in 1948.  
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We employ the latter to examine the conditional age and marital status for women in the elections 

of 1948, where, as evident from Figures 5 and 7, there was still a significant gap between married 

and unmarried women. 

 

Table 2: Female Participation in 1948. 

 
 

Model 1 Model 2  
Logit Coef. Av. marginal effect Logit Coef. Av. marginal effect 

Married 1.097*** 0.169*** 0.959*** 0.146***  
(0.013) (0.002) (0.013) (0.002) 

Formerly married -0.309*** -0.067*** -0.069*** -0.013***  
(0.015) (0.003) (0.017) (0.003) 

Urban 0.316*** 0,045*** 0.280*** 0.040***  
(0.011) (0.002) (0.011) (0.001) 

Age 
  

0.118*** 0.001***    
(0.002) (0.000) 

Age squared 
 

    -0.001***    
(0.000) 

 

Constant 0.753*** 
 

-1.533*** 
 

 
(0.019) 

 
(0.046) 

 

N 237,407 
 

237,407 
 

Pseudo-R2 0.059 
 

0.078 
 

NB: Reference category: Single.  
Standard errors in parentheses. ***p<0.001.  
 

Table 2 reports the effect of marital status net of the potential confounding effect of age and 

urban/rural district, estimated through two logit models. In the first model, we estimate turnout 

simply as a function of marital status and urban/rural environment. In the second one, we add age 

(and a quadratic effect of age to account for potential non-linearities). In both cases, we display 

also the average marginal effect of the main variables to facilitate the interpretation of the results. 

 

The effect of marital status on the probability of voting for women was not a by-product of 

differences in age composition of the various age groups. In the first model, being married is 

associated with an increase in the likelihood of voting of 16.9 percentage points. Once we control 

for age in the second model, the estimated effect of marriage drops marginally – to 14.6 percentage 
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points. The modest negative effect of being formerly married drops more substantially from 6.7 to 

1.3 percentage points after controlling for age. This result is unsurprising: most formerly married 

women were widows. Notice, however, that the effect remain statistically significant even after 

introducing the age control. To sum up, intra-family mobilization seemed to be a crucial factor 

behind female behavior rather than age: women that were married were more likely to participate 

in elections. 

 

Figure 8: The conditional effect of marital status on female participation, 1948 

 
 

Using the 1948 sample, we can also observe how the marriage effect varied across urban and rural 

environments. If our theory is correct and the effect of marriage depended on the prevalence of 

traditional gender norms that were evolving at the time, its impact should have been stronger in 

rural communities. Accordingly, we replicate model 2 adding an interaction term between marital 

status and urban/rural district and plot the results in Figure 8. The turnout gap between married 

and unmarried women was substantial. Crucially, that difference in the rural areas, of about 18 

percentage points, was almost twice larger than the gap in urban areas, where it was about 10 

percentage points. We take this last result as strongly suggestive evidence of the gender norms 
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mechanism. In rural areas, where gender norms evolved more slowly, and where we should expect 

the traditional gender norms to remain more prevalent in 1948, the mobilization premium of 

marriage was stronger.14 

 

6. Conclusion 

 

Exploiting a unique source of information consisting of voting records by gender, occupation, 

marital status and (for several elections) regional district for all eligible citizens from 1921, the 

first national election in which women had the right to vote, to 1960, when the gender turnout gap 

disappeared, we have examined the forces that accompanied the progressive mobilization of 

Swedish women. 

 

In line with standard turnout theories, the likelihood of voting was correlated with the individual 

resources of women. Likewise, as predicted by habitual theories of voting, it grew over time, 

arguably as a result of a pattern of habit formation and more specialized targeting by parties’ 

mobilization efforts. However, family ties and social norms played a key role in mobilizing women. 

As stressed above, women’s lives were tightly embedded within households and neighborhoods 

inhabited by men who already had the right to vote in most cases – setting them apart from the 

type of characteristics of other groups that were enfranchised late in time. That embeddedness 

shaped, in interaction with the prevailing set of gender norms in each group, female political 

behavior in a crucial manner. 

 

Married women voted at the same rate than the average (married and unmarried) man. Spouses’ 

common interests and high level of shared information arguably made families a key agent of 

political mobilization. Parties themselves were aware of that fact. Worried about a potential 

conservative bias of women, the Swedish social democratic party made it “imperative in the 

                                                 
14 The data reported for 1948 also allows us to investigate the impact of marriage on men. Two results 
stand out. First, as in the case of women, married men turned out to vote more than either single or 
formerly married men. Second, whereas location mattered for unmarried women (those living in cities 
voted more than those in rural districts), it did not for men. The differential effect of environment on men 
and women reinforces the idea that changes in social mores were fundamental to the political 
transformation of women. Results are available from the authors. 
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autumn election [of 1921] that men take their wives, female dependents and acquaintances to the 

election,” warning that, otherwise, “the party may suffer a disaster” (Socialdemokratiska 

Partistyrelsens 1922: 7). 

 

Among unmarried women, turnout varied with their particular social milieu. Among farmers and 

agricultural laborers, which were the two social groups with the most traditional gender norms, the 

voting rate was a low 25 percent until the middle of the 1920s – rising to a still comparatively low 

50 percent in the mid-1940s. In cities, by contrast, the probability of voting rose linearly with 

social status – tracking the diffusion of modern fertility, divorce and employment norms. Whereas 

less than one in three women belonging to the industrial working class voted in the early 1920s, 

almost 50 percent of upper middle class women did.15 By 1936, their turnout rates had climbed to 

60 and 75 percent respectively.  

 

Having a formal job was associated with a higher participation rate at the polls – but only among 

urban strata. Within farming communities, at least until the early 1950s, the turnout behavior of 

formally employed women and unmarried females was identical. In towns, formal employment 

boosted the probability of voting conditional on social group, plausibly confirming the mediating 

role of gender norms. The turnout gap between formally employed women and not formally 

employed unmarried women was 10 percentage points or less among industrial workers but 15 to 

20 percentage points within the middle class. This gap was related to age yet only (and not fully) 

for formerly married women, who were older than the rest. 

 

Turnout patterns eventually converged across gender and social groups. By 1960, the probability 

of voting among married women and formally employed women was identical to or sometimes 

higher than the voting likelihood of men, with the exception of farmers. Such process of political 

activation happened independently of the actual level of female labor participation and therefore 

may be arguably attributed to the full modernization of gender norms. In other words, about four 

decades after the introduction of universal female suffrage, women had become political equals to 

                                                 
15 These results refer to both unmarried women with no formal employment and to formally employed 
women regardless of their marital status. Because less than 10 percent of all formally employed women 
were married, we can interpret our data as referring to unmarried women broadly speaking. 
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men, at least as passive voters – a fundamental step toward the fully active involvement in politics 

that would take off mainly starting in the 1970s. 
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APPENDICES 
 

APPENDIX A: DATA SOURCES AND CODING 

Table 1A: Occupations and HISCLASS classification 
Year Occupation_Code Short_English Hisclass Descriptive 

1921 1 Landowner H1 Upper_Middle 

1921 2 Industrialist H1 Upper_Middle 

1921 3 Office_Engineer H2 Upper_Middle 

1921 4 Senior_Official H2 Upper_Middle 

1921 5 Free_Profession H2 Upper_Middle 

1921 6 Homeowner H2 Upper_Middle 

1921 7 Others_Group_1 H2 Upper_Middle 

1921 8 Yeoman H8 Farmers 

1921 9 Tennant H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1921 10 Farmers_Sons H8 Farmers 

1921 11 Craftsman H7 Low_Middle 

1921 12 Merchant (Minor) H4 Middle 

1921 13 Trade Assistant and the like H5 Low_Middle 

1921 14 Other traders H4 Middle 

1921 15 Naval captains H3 Middle 

1921 16 Lower_Official H5 Low_Middle 

1921 17 Elementary school teacher H4 Middle 

1921 18 higher domestic service H5 Low_Middle 

1921 19 Others in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1921 20 Farm_Foremen H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1921 21 Small_Dweller H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1921 22 Farm_Workers H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1921 23 Seamen H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1921 24 Workers H9 Industrial 

1921 25 Lower domestic service H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1921 26 Others in Group III H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1924 1 Landowner H1 Upper_Middle 

1924 2 Industrialist H1 Upper_Middle 

1924 3 Management H2 Upper_Middle 

1924 4 Senior_Official H2 Upper_Middle 
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1924 5 Free_Profession H2 Upper_Middle 

1924 6 Homeowner H2 Upper_Middle 

1924 7 Others_Group_1 H2 Upper_Middle 

1924 8 Yeoman H8 Farmers 

1924 9 Tennant H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1924 10 Farmers_Sons H8 Farmers 

1924 11 Craftsman H7 Low_Middle 

1924 12 Merchant (Minor) H4 Middle 

1924 13 Office_Workers H5 Low_Middle 

1924 14 Trade Assistant and the like H5 Low_Middle 

1924 15 Other traders H4 Middle 

1924 16 Free professions in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1924 17 Naval captains H3 Middle 

1924 18 Lower_Official H5 Low_Middle 

1924 19 Elementary school teacher H4 Middle 

1924 20 higher domestic service H5 Low_Middle 

1924 21 Others in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1924 22 Farm_Foremen H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1924 23 Small_Dweller H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1924 24 Farm_Workers H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1924 25 Seamen H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1924 26 Lower level official in group III H5 Low_Middle 

1924 27 Workers H9 Industrial 

1924 28 Lower domestic service H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1924 29 Others in Group III H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1928 1 Landowner H1 Upper_Middle 

1928 2 Industrialist H1 Upper_Middle 

1928 3 Management H2 Upper_Middle 

1928 4 Senior_Official H2 Upper_Middle 

1928 5 Free_Profession H2 Upper_Middle 

1928 6 Homeowner H2 Upper_Middle 

1928 7 Others_Group_1 H2 Upper_Middle 

1928 8 Yeoman H8 Farmers 

1928 9 Tennant H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1928 10 Farmers_Sons H8 Farmers 

1928 11 Craftsman H7 Low_Middle 
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1928 12 Merchant (Minor) H4 Middle 

1928 13 Other traders H4 Middle 

1928 14 Naval captains H3 Middle 

1928 15 Trade Assistant and the like H5 Low_Middle 

1928 16 Office_Workers H5 Low_Middle 

1928 17 Lower_Official H5 Low_Middle 

1928 18 Elementary school teacher H4 Middle 

1928 19 Free professions in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1928 20 higher domestic service H5 Low_Middle 

1928 21 Others in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1928 22 Farm_Foremen H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1928 23 Small_Dweller H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1928 24 Farm_Workers H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1928 25 Seamen H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1928 26 Workers H9 Industrial 

1928 27 Lower level official in group III H5 Low_Middle 

1928 28 Lower domestic service H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1928 29 Others in Group III H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1936 1 Landowner H1 Upper_Middle 

1936 2 Industrialist H1 Upper_Middle 

1936 3 Management H2 Upper_Middle 

1936 4 Senior_Official H2 Upper_Middle 

1936 5 Free_Profession H2 Upper_Middle 

1936 6 Homeowner H2 Upper_Middle 

1936 7 Others_Group_1 H2 Upper_Middle 

1936 8 Yeoman H8 Farmers 

1936 9 Tennant H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1936 10 Farmers_Sons H8 Farmers 

1936 11 Craftsman H7 Low_Middle 

1936 12 Merchant (Minor) H4 Middle 

1936 13 Other traders H4 Middle 

1936 14 Naval captains H3 Middle 

1936 15 Trade Assistant and the like H5 Low_Middle 

1936 16 Office_Workers H5 Low_Middle 

1936 17 Lower_Official H5 Low_Middle 

1936 18 Elementary school teacher H4 Middle 
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1936 19 Free professions in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1936 20 higher domestic service H5 Low_Middle 

1936 21 Others in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1936 22 Farm_Foremen H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1936 23 Small_Dweller H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1936 24 Farm_Workers H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1936 25 Seamen H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1936 26 Foremen H6 Low_Middle 

1936 27 Workers H9 Industrial 

1936 28 Lower level official in group III H5 Low_Middle 

1936 29 Lower domestic service H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1936 30 Others in Group III H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1940 1 Landowner H1 Upper_Middle 

1940 2 Industrialist H1 Upper_Middle 

1940 3 Management H2 Upper_Middle 

1940 4 Senior_Official H2 Upper_Middle 

1940 5 Free_Profession H2 Upper_Middle 

1940 6 Homeowner H2 Upper_Middle 

1940 7 Others_Group_1 H2 Upper_Middle 

1940 8 Yeoman H8 Farmers 

1940 9 Tennant H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1940 10 Farmers_Sons H8 Farmers 

1940 11 Craftsman H7 Low_Middle 

1940 12 Merchant (Minor) H4 Middle 

1940 13 Other traders H4 Middle 

1940 14 Naval captains H3 Middle 

1940 15 Trade Assistant and the like H5 Low_Middle 

1940 16 Office_Workers H5 Low_Middle 

1940 17 Lower_Official H5 Low_Middle 

1940 18 Elementary school teacher H4 Middle 

1940 19 Free professions in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1940 20 higher domestic service H5 Low_Middle 

1940 21 Others in Group II H5 Low_Middle 

1940 22 Farm_Foremen H10 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1940 23 Small_Dweller H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1940 24 Farm_Workers H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 
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1940 25 Seamen H12 Low_Skilled_Farm 

1940 26 Foremen H6 Low_Middle 

1940 27 Workers H9 Industrial 

1940 28 Lower level official in group III H5 Low_Middle 

1940 29 Lower domestic service H11 Unskilled_Urban 

1940 30 Others in Group III H11 Unskilled_Urban 
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APPENDIX B: FULL RESULTS AND TABLES 

Results Only Women -Reference Category Men/Upper-Middle 
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Results Only Women -Reference Category Wives/Upper-Middle 
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