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Abstract. Most micro-labour supply models presented in the literature embody the implicit
assumption that the coefficients of the explanatory variables are stable over the range of
variation for annual hours of work. In this paper we discuss reasons why this may not be true. A
two-stage consistent estimation method that eliminates the sample selection bias problem for
samples censored at two limits and is an extension of a consistent two-stage estimation method
presented by James Heckman for the case of samples censored at a single limit is then used to
explore this question empirically.

Le comportement des femmes mariées travaillant a temps plein et a temps partiel: un modéle oi
la variable dépendante est tronquée aux deux bouts. La plupart des micro-modeles d’offre de
travail qu’on trouve dans la littérature spécialisée contiennent le postulat implicite que les
coefficients des variables indépendantes sont stables sur tout I’éventail du nombre des heures de
travail au cours d’une année. Les auteurs examinent les raisons pour lesquelles ce n’est pas le
cas. Ce travail empirique utilise une méthode de calibration consistente en deux étapes qui
€élimine le probléme du biais dans I’échantillonnage pour des échantillons tronqués aux deux
bouts. Il s’agit d’une extension de la méthode mise au point par James Heckman qui ne
tronquait la gamme d’échantillons qu’a un seul bout.

INTRODUCTION

In this paper we examine simplifications which are typically made in order to obtain
an empirically tractable model of the labour force behaviour of married women, and
we discuss the reasons that some of the parameters of the simplified empirical model
may take on different values over the range of variation in the selected measure of
labour supply. If parameter instability of this sort exists, then if a sample of working
wives is split into two groups depending on the amount of labour supplied by each
wife and a model of labour force behaviour is estimated using data for each of these
groups, we would expect to find statistically significant differences between the
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resulting sets of estimates for the parameters of the model. If parameter instability of
this sort is found to exist, the next question is does it matter? Do the signs of any of the
coefficients change over the range of variation in the measure of labour supply? Do
these results shed any light on behavioural hypotheses of interest? Are there any
policy implications of these results? Would it be important for us in some way to take
account of this parameter instability in estimating equations to be used in predicting
the labour supply and earnings of individuals?

A two-stage consistent estimation method is used to obtain separate sets of
estimates of the parameters of a model of labour force behaviour for u.s. and
Canadian wives working less than 1,400 hours and for those working at least 1,400
hours. The estimation method employed explicitly accounts for the sample selection
bias problem resulting from the censoring of a sample at two limits, and is a
straightforward extension of a consistent two-stage estimation method presented by
James Heckman (1976, 1979) for the case of samples censored at a single limit. The
piece-wise approximation that can be obtained using this estimation method is in the
same spirit as the approximation obtained by substituting several dummy variables
(used either to shift the constant or one or more slopes in an equation) for a continuous
explanatory variable such as age or education when the form of the functional
relationship between the dependent variable and the explanatory variable is
unknown.! That is, the approximation will be discontinuous at the end-points. Such
an approximation will not necessarily satisfy a perceived need for a fully specified
behavioural model, including the functional forms of all behavioural interrelation-
ships. Such an approximation, however, may at least represent a valuable step along
the road to further understanding.? For convenience we shall refer to wives working
less than 1,400 hours in a year as part-time workers, and to those working at least
1,400 hours as full-time workers.

The decision to split working wives into two groups depending on whether they
worked more or less than 1,400 hours in the year is clearly arbitrary. The figure of
1,400 hours was chosen simply because it results in fairly equal numbers of wives in
our so-called part-time and full-time hours of work categories. Since virtually all the
published studies of the labour force behaviour of women, or married women,
implicitly embody our null hypothesis that the coefficients of these models are stable
over the range of variation for the chosen measure of labour supply, it is appropriate to
begin in this study by simply asking whether this null hypothesis can be rejected when
wives are split into low and high hours of work categories.

We are particularly interested in determining whether there are any systematic

1 A dummy variable slope shifter cannot be used to check for differences in coefficient values associated
with different numbers of hours of work, however, since hours of work is an endogenous variable in
our model.

2 Wales and Woodland (1978, 38) note, for instance, thgt ‘A nonlinear model causes no real problems
for the maximum likelihood procedures either conceptually or computationally.” Maximum likeli-
hood procedures cannot be applied, however, until the functional nature of the relevant non-
linearities has been fully determined. Moreover, translating even well specified non-linear relation-
ships, such as the non-linear relationships between before- and after-tax earned income as defined by
the relevant tax tables, into functional forms may sometimes be very difficult.
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differences in the uncompensated wage elasticities of hours of work for wives who
work more versus those who work less than 1,400 hours in the year. Most researchers
have found the uncompensated wage elasticity of hours of work to be positive for
working wives, but negative for men. It is sometimes suggested, however, that the
wage elasticity for wives who work full time may be negative, just as it is for men
who work predominantly full-time. Empirical verification of this point has been
lacking. Yet if it were true that this elasticity is positive for women working small
numbers of hours, but negative for those working full time, this would raise the
possibility that some of the conflicting results presented in the literature may be due to
the fact that the ratio of part-time to full-time working wives is different in different
data bases and in the differing samples which different researchers extract from these
data bases.?

A variety of other topics are also investigated in this paper. An improved index is
introduced to account for the local demand for the labour of women of different types.
Problems of multicollinearity between the selection bias term introduced into our
regression equations and the other explanatory variables are discussed, and an
unconventional instrumental variable estimator proposed by Durbin (1954) is used
for the wage variable in our hours equation in an effort to cope with some of these
problems. Difficulties are reported with respect to the theoretically suggested
correction for heteroscedasticity for our wage and hours equations. Also we explore
the question of whether it would matter if we took account of regional price
differences in our empirical specifications.

A MODEL OF THE LABOUR FORCE BEHAVIOUR
OF MARRIED WOMEN

The basic model adopted in this paper is developed more fully in Nakamura and
Nakamura (1981). It is assumed that a family maximizes a twice differentiable
quasiconcave conditional utility function U(x, T — h; E4T, Z*) subject to the time
constraint 0 < h < T and the one period budget constraint

h
px=EyT + wj (1 — TX,)ds, €))]
0

where x is a Hicksian composite good with unit price p, 4 represents the annual hours
of work of the wife at wage w, EyT is the husband’s earned income plus family asset
income net of the income taxes which would be paid at zero hours of work for the
wife, Z* is a vector of predetermined constraints, T is the wife’s total time, and TX is
the marginal tax rate on the wife’s earnings at s hours of work. The wife’s marginal

3 In Nakamura, Nakamura, and Cullen (1979) and in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981) the uncompen-
sated wage elasticities of hours of work for working married women in Canada, and in the United
States and Canada, respectively, are found to be negative and of roughly the same magnitude as those
reported by other researchers for men. The results shown are for several different age groups of
married women.
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net offered wage at & hours of work is given by
wy" = w(l — TX,). 2)

Maximizing the Lagrangian

h
L=Ux, T — h EqT, Z*) + \ {EHT+ w J (1- sz)ds—px} +vh )
0

with respect to x and &, where A and y (=0) are Lagrange multipliers, leads to the
conditions* that a wife will work only if

Whn = Wh* at h=0 (4)
and that wives who work will adjust their hours of work such that
wy' = wi¥, (5)

with the shadow price of the wife’s time (her asking wage) at 4 hours of work defined
by

Wh* = U,/)\, (6)
where A = U,/pand [ = T — h. Linearizing the right hand side of (1) around 4, yields
px = EgT + wyh. @)

Using this approximate budget constraint, (6) and A = U, /p, the wife’s asking wage,
w,*, may be represented as a function of h, E4T, w,"h and Z* when h > 0; and a
function of E;T and Z* when h = 0. Making use of (7), taking the log of both sides
of (6) and linearizing this expression around Z*, E4T, In w)," and A yields

BO+Z*BI+B2EHT+ B3lnwh"+B4h+ U* if h>0

In wy* =
o {Bo + Z*By + BoEnT + U* if h=0,

)]
where U* denotes the disturbance term. It is also assumed in that variations in the
log of the wife’s offered wage w are explained by

Inw=0ay+ Zo; + Ray + u, 9

where Z and R are, respectively, vectors of personal characteristics and regional
macro-economic variables and u denotes the disturbance term.

Notice that in deriving the simplified empirical model given by (8) and (9),
interactions between h and w,", the after-tax marginal wage rate, are ignored in the
approximation to the budget constraint given in (7). Interactions between # and wj"
are also ignored in (8) in linearizing the asking wage function. In (9) it is simply
assumed that In w does not depend on how many hours a wife works. Finally, in both
(8) and (9) the constant terms are assumed to be the same for all wives. Suppose,

4 Necessary conditions are U, — A\p = 0, —U; + AMw(1 — 1X,} + v = 0 and yh = 0, where U, =
dU(x, I; EyT, Z*)/8l and U, = dU(x, I; EyxT, Z*)/9x. These, in turn, imply w(l — TX,) + (y/A) =
Uy or w,* + (y/N) = wy*. Since y = 0if h > 0 (and y = 0 if h = 0), we get (4) and (5).
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however, that there are fixed or persistent unobservable factors that have important
impacts on the labour force behaviour of individual wives. Suppose, furthermore,
that the mean values of these unobservable fixed or persistent effects are quite
different for part-time versus full-time working wives. Constraining the intercepts of
(8) and (9) may lead to fixed effects coefficient biases, and the equation error terms
may have non-zero means and fail to obey normal distributions even though U* and u
are approximately normally distributed. These simpliciations appear, either explic-
itly or implicitly, in a number of other empirical papers on the labour force behaviour
of married women.> Moreover in studies such as Heckman’s (1974, 1976) where the
impact of income taxes is ignored, the dependence of 7X, on 4 in (2) is also
ignored. Problems resulting from fixed or persistent effects are of special concernin a
Canadian context. There are no good panel data for individuals in Canada. Thus there
is no possibility in Canadian studies of using econometric methods that make use of
panel data to allow for or estimate individual fixed effects terms or autoregressive
error structures. Any one of these simplifications that we have listed could potentially
result in parameter instability over the range of values for A.

In the case of couples in the United States who file joint tax returns, the first dollar
of a wife’s earnings is taxed essentially at the marginal rate that would apply to an
additional dollar earned by the husband. In Canada, on the other hand, working
husbands and wives must file separate tax returns. Defining the marginal retention
rate at h hours of work as

RET, = 1 — TXy, (10)
for a separate return at # = 0 we have

In (RETg) = 0. 11
For a joint return, linearizing In (RET) evaluated at # = 0 around E4T yields

In (RETo) = Mo + M(EnT) + u’ (12)

where 1 and 1), are parameters and ' is arandom disturbance term which is assumed
to be normally distributed with mean O and constant variance. For some given
positive number of annual hours of work, A, linearizing In (RET) evaluated at # = hg
around E;T, Z, R, Z*, and hg yields

In (RET,) = Mo + N(ExT) + Zmp + Rz + Z¥*n4 + mshe + u” (13)
for a joint return, while for a separate return evaluated at & = hg we have
In (RET,,) = Mo + Zmy + Rmz + Z*ny + mshg + u”, (14)

where 1, through ms are parameters, and u"” and u" are random disturbance terms
assumed to be normally distributed with mean 0 and constant variances. Thus from

5 See, for instance, Heckman (1974, 1976). In Rosen (1976) the offered wage is allowed to depend on
the hours of work, but a linearization is employed in accounting for income taxes and the hours of
work function can be seen to result from implicit linearizations of the asking wage function of the sort
discussed above.
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(2), (4) and (8) through (14) we see that the probability a wife will work more than A
hours may be expressed as

P(h > he) = P(In wy" — In wy*l,_p. > 0) (15)
= (1/(2m)}) J Pho e gy
where$ -
bo = (Voo)l(ao — Bo) + Zay + Ray — Z*B; — B2ET] (16)

for a separate return and hg = 0 with oy denoting the variance of the random term
U* — u,

bo = (L/og")(ao + Mo — Bo) + Zay + Ry, — Z*By + (my — BET]  (17)
for a joint return and kg = 0 with (0’)? denoting the variance of the random term
U* = (u+u'),
bi, = (Mo )1 = B3)ag + Mo) — Bo + (1 — Ba)ns — Badkg (18)
+ Z(1 = Ba)(a; + m2) + R(1 — Bs)(az + m3)
+ Z*((1 = Ba)na — B1) — B2EHT]
for a separate return and s > 0 with 0,,62 denoting the variance of the random term
U* — (1 — Bs)(u + u"), and
by = (VoI = Ba)aw + Mo) = Bo + (1 — Ba)ns — Bakg (19)
+ Z(1 = Bs)(a; + m2) + R(1 — Ba)(az + m3)
+ Z*((1 = Ba)ma — B1) + (1 = Ba)n1 — BEXT],

for a joint return and Ag > 0 with (U,,G')2 denoting the variance of the random term
U* = (1 = B3) (u+ u").
From (5), (2), and (8) we see also that for wives who do work

h = (1/B)[=Bo + (I = B3) In wy* — Z*B; — B2ExT] — (1/B)U*. (20)

In this study we are interested in obtaining separate sets of estimates of the parameters
of (9), our equation for the log of the offered wage, and of (20), our equation for the
wife’s annual hours of work, for wives working less than 1,400 hours and for those
working at least 1,400 hours.

Equations (9) and (20) cannot be estimated directly, because of the selection bias
problem and because In w;," and U* are correlated in (20). It can be shown, however,
that the reduced form of (20) may be written as’

h=(1/B)[~Bo+ (1 = B3) In w" — Z*B; — B ExT] + Uy, 2D

6 By (2) we have In w,” = In w + In RET,, into which (9) and one of the expressions from (11) through
(14) are substituted in turn to derive (16) through (19).

7 See Nakamura and Nakamura (1981) for details of deriving the expressions for (21), h* and U,. Note
that In w” depends on % only through In RET,, and In w” in the right-hand side of (21) is evaluated at
h = h*.
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where In w” is the deterministic part of In w” with

In w”=1In w + In RET« (22)
and
Inw=ay+ Za, + Ra,. (23)

The random term U, is some normal variable with E(U,) = 0, and h* is the solution
to h* = (1/B4)[~Bo + (1 — B3) In w" — Z*B, — BoExT], which contains /* on the
right-hand side in a non-linear manner through In RET;«, which is one component of
In w". Assuming that the disturbance terms of (9) and (20) obey conditions (A2) in

the Appendix and using the results presented there, we see that the equations to be
estimated are

Inw = ag+ Za; + Rap + (012/o)\ + V (24)
and

h=(1/Ba)[~Bo+ (1 = B3) In w" — Z*B; — BLELT] + oo\ + V*, @5)
where

N = [f(d1a00) = f(D0))/[F(do) = F(d1a00)] (26)
for wives with 0 < & < 1,400, and

A = = f(1400)/ [F(P1400) — 1] (27

for wives with A = 1,400, where f and F are, respectively, the standard normal
and cumulative normal density functions. Our null hypothesis, therefore, is that the
population values of the coefficients of (24) and (25) are the same for working wives
who work less than 1,400 hours as they are for wives who work at least 1,400 hours.
For both wives with 0 < A < 1,400 and wives with £ = 1,400 the means and the
covariance structure of V and V* are given by (A9) with V and V* substituted for
V; and V; in these conditions. The offered wage equation (24) can be estimated by
OLS or GLS, and either OLS or GLS estimates can be obtained for the coefficients of
the hours equation (25) by the following iterative algorithm, which preserves the
non-linearity of In RET. (Note that the deterministic part of In w is now given by
Inw = ag+ Za; + Roy + (01,/0,)N).) -
Given estimates of the log of the offered wage rate for each married woman, W,
the hours equation (25) can be estimated iteratively using the following procedure
described more fully in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981). We begin with £ = 0 and
In ReT® = 0 for Canada. For the United States we begin with 1k =0andIn ReT, @

calculated for A® = 1. Using the resulting estimates for In w,", OLS or GLS
estimates for h(”/arc_ibtained from (25). These in turn are used to compute values for

In ReT;, and In w;,” and new oLs and GLs estimates for k, denoted by A®, are
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obtained from (25).® This iterative process is continued until two successive sets of
estimates for the coefficients of (25) are sufficiently close to each other in terms of
percentage changes.

For the data samples used in this study, however, when the estimates for In w
are obtained by applying either OLs or GLS to (24) severe multicollinearity problems
—

result in equation (25) among A, In w" and Z*. This type of problem involving the
selection bias term is also briefly discussed by Smith (1980, 22—3). Thus in this

study we use a Durbin rank instrument to obtain the values of In w ° used in estimat-
ing our hours equation (25).

OUR DATA AND THE VARIABLES INCLUDED IN OUR MODEL

The basic Canadian data consist of 27,401 records for married couples living in
Canada, where the husband is 25-54 years old and no non-relatives are present,
which are contained in the 1 per cent Family File of the Public Use Sample from the
1971 Canadian Census.'° The basic U.s. data consist of 27,414 records for married
couples living in the United States, where the husband is 25-54 years old and no
non-relatives are present, which are contained in the 1 per cent subsample from the
5 per cent primary State Public Use Sample of Basic Records from the 1970 u.s.
Census.!! The records for each country have been divided into five groups according
to the child status of the wife. Separate results are presented for each country for (1)
wives whose only children living at home are younger than 6, (2) wives with both
children younger than 6 and children 6—14 at home, (3) wives whose only children
living at home are 6—14, (4) wives with children ever born but no children younger
than 15 at home, and (5) wives with no children ever born.
We define the vectors Z*, Z, and R as follows:

Personal characteristics affecting a wife’s asking wage (Z2*)

Z*1. Number of children younger than 6 (included for wives with children younger
than 6 only and for wives with children younger than 6 and 6-14) (+)

Z*2. Number of children 6—14 years of age (included for wives with children 6—14
only and for wives with children younger than 6 and 6-14) (+)

8 The u.s. federal tax tables for 1969 (see Internal Revenue Service, 1971) and the state income tax
tables (see Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations, 1969) are closely followed to
compute the values of In RET® for each U.s. wife. Canadian federal and provincial tax tables for
1970 (see Department of National Revenue, 1972) and the Quebec income tax table for 1970 (see
Gilmour, 1968) are used to compute the values of In RET® for each Canadian wife. See Nakamura
and Nakamura (1981, 473-5) for details.

9 The properties of Durbin’s rank instrument method are discussed in Johnston (1972, 283-6) and
Kendall and Stuart (1973, 424, 529). For our purpose of predicting In w the assumptions we require
are that the ranking of our observations on In w is determined by the ranking of the (unobservable)
values of In w, and that the predicted values of In w, resulting from the regression of In w on the
rank of w, converge in probability to In w.

10 See Statistics Canada (1975).
11 See u.s. Bureau of Census (1972).
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Z*3. Number of children ever born (included for wives with children ever born but
no children younger than 15) (+)

Z*4. Employment income of the husband plus asset and other non-employment
income of the family (excluding the employment income of the wife), net of
federal and provincial or state income taxes to be paid at zero hours of work
for the wife; measured in thousands of dollars, and denoted as E;T above.
For convenience this variable will be referred to as ‘other income’ (+)

Z*5. Religion dummy (= 1 if religion of wife is Roman Catholic, = 0 otherwise;
for Canada only) (+)

Z*6. Language dummy (= 1 if language of home is French, = 0, otherwise; for
Canada only) (+)

Z*7. Race dummy (= 1 if wife is black,!? = 0 otherwise; for United States
only) (?)

Z*8. Age of wife; measured in tens of years (+)

Personal characteristics affecting a wife’s offered wage (Z)

Z1. Age of wife; measured in tens of years (?)

Z2. Age of wife at first marriage (+)

Z3. Wife’s years of education (+)

Z4. Race dummy (= 1 if wife is black, = 0 otherwise; for United States only) (—)

Regional economic variables affecting a wife’s offered wage (R)
R1. Regional index of potential hours of work for wives in different age and educa-
tional categories; denoted in the text by HI. (+)

The plus and minus signs in parentheses following the variable names indicate the
expected impact of each variable on the wife’s asking or offered wage. It should be
noted that the coefficients of the variables appearing in the offered wage function (Z
and R) are expected to have the same signs in our probit equations as in the offered
wage function, while the coefficients of the variables appearing in the asking wage
function (Z*) are expected to have the opposite signs in our probit and hours of work
equations as in our asking wage function. In assuming that the child status variables
should have a positive impact on the asking wage, we are implicitly assuming that the
child-related costs of a wife’s working rise more rapidly as the number of children is
increased than the perceived need for increased income as family size is increased. As
in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981), it is also assumed that the asking wage is a
positive function of both the log of the marginal after-tax offered wage and hours of
work (that is, B3 > 0 and B4 > 0 in (8) and hence in (20)), and it is assumed that the
asking wage does not depend on the wife’s education.

Of the variables included in this study, we shall discuss only the hours index, HI,
since the other variables were all used in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981). An index

12 Actually, information is available only in the U.s. census data for whether the husband is black, in
which case we assume for lack of further information that the wife is also black.
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designed to capture the impact on the offered wage of the expected job opportunities
for women relative to the size of the potential female labour force was also used in this
earlier study. This index performed well empirically. Nevertheless an index based on
numbers of jobs cannot reflect changes in the tightness of a labour market resulting
from changes in the annual number of hours of work available per job. Our new hours
index is designed to overcome this problem.

The values of our new hours index were calculated as follows:

K
HI; ; = > ijlIk,lHl/,,Z, PN
k=1 Jj'ej

where H, is the total hours of work in locality /, g, ; is the expected proportion of the
total hours of work in locality / in occupation k, pj is the expected proportion of the
total hours of work in occupation k going to workers of type j, N ; is the total number
of women of type j' in locality /, and P;- is the expected employment rate for women
of type j'. The localities are defined by province and place of residence (urban
=30,000, urban <30,000, rural) for Canada, and by state and place of residence
(urban, rural, entire state where urban/rural distinction cannot be made) for the
United States. The values of g, ; were calculated as the actual local proportions of the
total hours of work in each occupation, using the same occupational groupings as are
used in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981). Hence in this study g, ,H, is the actual
hours of work in locality / in occupation k. The values of p; were calculated as the
national proportions of- the total hours of work in each place of residence in
occupation k going to workers of type j. Thus the numerator of Hi; , is the expected
total number of hours of work in locality / going to workers of type j. The index j is
used to denote nine types of women defined by the combinations of three age groups
(15-24, 25-54, 55+) and three educational groups (=<8 years, 9—13 years, some
university). The index j' denotes the relevant subdivisions within each of our nine
basic groups, where these subdivisions are with respect to age (15-19, 20-24,
25-29, ..., 55-59, 60+), marital status (single; married; widowed, divorced, or
separated), and child status (none ever born, 1 ever born, 2 ever born, 3+ ever born).
After the indicated aggregation, therefore, the denominator of Hi; ; represents the
expected number of women of each of our nine basic types in each locality who will
work based only on the stated demographic characteristics of these women. In other
words, for women of a given type the denominator in question is a refined measure of
the potential labour force. The index Hi is thus a measure of the expected annual hours
of work per potential working woman of a given type in a given locality. It is expected
that higher values of HI will be associated with higher values of the offered wage
rates.

EMPIRICAL RESULTS

In tables 1 and 2 we show oLs estimates for the coefficients of our offered wage and
annual hours of work equations for both Canada and the United States for each of our
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five child status groups.'® To obtain the results labelled caN for Canada for (24) and
(25) we included data for all wives with positive employment income for 1970 and for
whom 0 < A; < 1,400 for the results shown in the left-hand column for each child
status group, and for whom #; = 1,400 for the results shown in the right-hand column
for each child status group. To obtain the results labelled Us for the United States for
(24) and (25) we included data for all wives with positive employment income in 1969
who also worked in the census reference week and for whom 0 < 4; < 1,400 for the
results shown in the left-hand column for each child status group, and for whom 4, =
1,400 for the results shown in the right-hand column for each child status group. In
order to obtain the values for the selection bias term, A, included in (24) and (25) the
coefficients of (16) through (19) were estimated using probit analysis. Next values of
o and 400 Were calculated for each wife using the estimated versions of (16) and
(18) for Canadian wives who file separate tax returns if they work, and using the
estimated versions of (17) and (19) for U.s. wives who file joint tax returns if they
work. Finally the appropriate value of A was calculated for each working wife using
formula (26) for wives with 0 < h < 1,400, and formula (27) for wives with & =
1,400. In estimating the coefficients of (16) and (18), the dummy dependent variable
for the probit analysis was set equal to 1 if # > 0, and the wife earned positive
employment income for 1969 for the United States and for 1970 for Canada. In
estimating the coefficients of (17) and (19) the dummy dependent variable for the
probit analysis was set equal to 1 if # = 1,400 and the wife’s earned positive
employment income for the relevant calendar year.'* The full data sample for Canada
including both working and non-working wives was used in estimating the
coefficients of (16) and (18), and the full data sample for the United States was used in
estimating the coefficients of (17) and (19).

The signs of the coefficients of (24) and (25) shown in tables 1 and 2 are generally
in agreement with our expectations, and with the results shown in Nakamura and
Nakamura (1981).

Fuchs has suggested that the real, rather than the nominal, asking and offered wage
rates should be viewed as functions of the variables included in Z*, Z, and R, with the
after-tax other income of the family expressed in real terms as well. His joint working
paper with Michael and Scott (1979) contains a state price index that can be used to
implement his suggestion for the U.s. portion of our analysis. We began our

13 For the particular data samples used in this study we find that the regressions that must be performed
in order to obtain GLS estimates — of the squares of the OLs residuals for the offered wage equation
(24) on a constant term and M — to be very insignificant. (See the appendix for a description of the
procedures for obtaining GLs estimates and the definition of M.) Thus in this paper oLs estimates
are presented for the parameters of (24) and (25).

14 For Canada the values of h; were computed by mutiplying the number of weeks the wife worked in
1970 times her usual number of hours worked per week for the job held in the reference week for the
1971 Canadian census, or otherwise for the job of longest duration since 1 January of the previous
year. For the United States the values of h; were computed by multiplying the number of weeks
worked in 1969 times the actual number of hours worked at all jobs in the census reference week.
Owing to the missing data problem noted in the text, we have no way of directly computing annual
hours of work for U.s. wives who were not ‘at work’ during the census reference week. Thus the A
values for U.s. wives account not only for selectivity based on actual annual hours of work, but also
for the potential selectivity bias resulting from this missing data problem for u.s. wives.

This content downloaded from 160.39.33.173 on Sun, 19 Mar 2017 04:20:40 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



(€02°0)
*x9L8°0

(L80°0)
*x6£C°0

(090°0)
$3X *xC0E"0—

(800°0)
$3X *%L80°0

(£00°0)
*x0L0"0

(€00°0)
*xL00°0
(£00°0)
000°0
(Tz0°0)
£90°0
(S€0°0)
SOX w00

(6v¥°0)
SSP0
(¢zT0)

*xCL8°0
811°0)
€L0°0—

(610°0)
*x160°0
(€20°0)
#xLE1°0
(600°0)
*x120°0
(800°0)
*€10°0
(50°0)
1€0°0
911°0)
*xCEC0—

(061°0) (0zy°0)
*xSCS°0 PridiN!

(€11°0) 812°0

*S0T°0 1o
(050°0) (811°0)
*x8E1°0— ¥90°0—

(900°0) (€10°0)
*x590°0 *x£80°0

(900°0) (€10°0)
*x£80°0 *x650°0

(€00°0) (L00°0)

200°0— L00°0
(¥00°0) (L00°0)
S00°0— #00°0
(T20°0) (€50°0)
*«x¥50°0 110°0—
(2£0'0) (890°0)
#x[T1°0— 0v0°0

(981°0)
oI1°o
(660°0)
8600
(00
#*1C1°0—

(900°0)
*x190°0
(500°0)
*x790°0
(€00°0)
*%xL00°0
(¥00°0)
%8000
(120°0)
010°0—
(LT0°0)
*x£50°0—

(6¥€°0)
6920
or1°0)
*x$8€°0

(260°0)
§€0°0

010°0)
*%x990°0

(800°0)
*xC90°0
(900°0)
€000
(900°0)
100°0—
(6£0°0)
6¥0°0
(6£0°0)
S10°0

(08€°0)
wyo
(692°0)
0€0°0

¥L0'0)
*860°0—

(110°0)
*x$90°0
(€10°0)
*x$90°0
(L00'0)
*C10°0
(110°0)
*x500°0
(80°0)
00—
(SL0°0)
200°0—

(98¥°0)
SLY'0
(081°0)
061°0—
¥01°0)
9¢0°0—

(S10°0)
*x580°0
(110°0)
*x690°0
(110°0)
€000
010°0)
*x920°0
(890°0)
6100
(£90°0)
090°0

(2T62°0)
LSE0

#11°0)
Pridiall

(980°0)
00—

(2T10°0)
*x790°0
(L00°0)
*x060°0
(L00°0)
200°0—
(900°0)
100°0—
(150°0)
*760°0
(050°0)
8100

(S15°0)
80€°0
(Ly1°0)
*xx87S°0

WS1°0)
*80C°0—

(0200
*x060°0
(600°0)
*xC80°0
(S10°0)
€10°0
(600°0)
100°0—
(860°0)
0010
(690°0)
*¥9€1°0

sn

NVD

NVO

sn

NVO

sn

NVO

sn

NVO

(IH) Xopul SIOH
(astmIayio ) =

joe[q ST oM JI [ =)
Auwrump 2oey

uoneonpyg

oferwreur 151y e 33y

a8y

20001 =Y 0o¥'I<Y 00V 1>Y>0
UI0Q I9A3 JUON

s paredwod
0WrI>Y>0
10 SJUBIOYFI0D 10]
QOUIYJIP
Jueoyugig

00¥'I =Y 00V'1I>4>0 00V'I <Y 00V'1>4>0 00V'1=<Y OOVI>Y>0 00V'1=Y% 0OV'I>Y>0
Y1-9 pue 9 > uaIp[iyy

S > auoN

P1-9 uaIp[yd

9 > vaIpiy)

¢+»(4) HOM JO SINOY [ENnUUE pue STIE)S P[IYd AQ PIYISSEIO ‘S31e3S Pa3Iun) Y} pue BPRUB) Ul USWOM PILLe 10 uonenbs afem paiajjo jo Sof 1o sojewinss s10

1 474vL

This content downloaded from 160.39.33.173 on Sun, 19 Mar 2017 04:20:40 UTC

All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



*S[1e19p 10§ 1x3) 99§ "1uad 12d (g Jo uordar feonud Suisp),

“YSLIGISE QU0 YIIM SIUSIOYJ200 I0J Judd Jad (o8 ISea] 18 pue SysLjse

0] I SIUSIOYJO00 10§ Juad 13d G6 1SES] I8 19T PajedIpuUl S[9AS] OUBIYIUSIS "SBIq UONII[Ss Ou Jo sisaylodAy [[nu Sy) 15pun suoneIadp prepues (onoydwikse) seudordde o are sasoyyuared Ul SIQUINN,
“Y23M 20UIJI SNSUI)) Ul PIYIOM OS[2 OUm PUR 696 UI SwIodut JuswiAofdis paures oym sa11083)ed JI0M JO SINOY [enuue pue Snjels-pliyd PJedIpur oY) U SOAIM JO

ISISUOD (SN) SIJLIS PAJNU() Y3 10 §39S BIep YL "0L6] Ul dwodur juswiAojdurad paures oym saL1099)ed JI0M JO SINOY [ENUUE PUB STIEIS-PIYO PIIEDIPUT 34} UT SIAIM JO ISISUOD (NVD) epeue)) 10§ S19s BIep SYL,
*SNSUI)) "' QLG SY) WOIJ SPIOIY diseg

Jo opdureg as() o1jqng Aers Arewnxd Juod 1od ¢ oy woxy ojduresqns Jued xad | oY) WoIy pue ‘SNSU)) UeIpeuR)) /6] Yl woly dpdures asn) dNqng Y3 Jo i Aqrure Juad 1od | 2y woIj parernofe)) :AOUNO0S

6611 434 €181 018 90T L791 6LS WL L9 98t sn SUONEAISSQ0
pELL 069 YA} 88L 7691 £50C 6Ly 0STI 6€9 $9€1 NYO Jo JoquinN
0L1°0 951°0 901°0 6L0°0 6L0°0 8€0°0 S01°0 090°0 €01°0 ¥80°0 sn
¥81°0 I€1°0 10 1%0°0 601°0 £€0°0 880°0 6v0°0 €92°0 o NV A
((TA%V)] (€92°0) LET'0) (082°0) (601°0) (€61°0) (00T°0) (8LT°0) (6L1°0) (€ve 0
SOK T1T0—  %+L8L°0— *09C°0— *817°0— $00°0— SIT0—  #+STH0— 1S€°0— *EVT0—  #x[0L°0— sn
(691°0) Lz o (661°0) wieo Ur1o) (161°0) (0s€°0) (00g°0) (Lero) (¥61°0)
$oK ##CET 0~ ATE0—  #x168°0 6200~ 780°0 9TI'0—  %x969°0— 1T€0—  ##897°0—  #+TTS0— NVD 2t o)
(9L1°0) ®17°0 (860°0) or1°0) (80°0) (8L0°0) (921°0) (001°0) (L91°0) (621°0)
#xSLY0— $LO0 690°0—  xxILV'0— 9z1°0— +E01°0— 990°0 #+881°0— LST'0— 8700 sn
(881°0) (ss€°0) (£81°0) (591°0) 0v1°0) (980°0) (109°0) (621°0) 40z°0) (8L0°0)
6€0°0 £+908'0—  #x188°0— 0100 V10—  %x981°0— €LY0 A 990°0—  #«E1T0 NYD (V) epure]
200K T =Y VI =Y 00KI>Y>0 00V'I =Y 00V'I>4>0 00V'1=Y 00VI>4>0 00V'I <y 0OV'I>Y>0 00V'1<Y 0OV'I>Y>0
[im poredwioo 110q 1949 SUON §1 > auoN $1-9 UAIPYD $1-9 pue 9 > uaIpiIYD 9 > uaIpIyD
00v'1 >4 >0
10 SJUSIOYJ0I I0]
0UAIJJIP
eoyusig

(papnouod) 1 41VL

This content downloaded from 160.39.33.173 on Sun, 19 Mar 2017 04:20:40 UTC

All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



sn

SaX (6z°2D) (19°0%) (sy'61) (92°8¢€) (S840 19°'20) (18'9¢) @L Lo aren (96'90) (asmmrayio g =
90°€— *xSL'18 x90'87— 16°¢y LL'TI—  ++8Y°9L LoV *x06'98 LEST—  xxLV'8L NVO  ofjoyie) uewoy
SLOIMJI T =)
Kurunp uoiSiay
061 (T8's ) 06'1) 8L¢) 6£0 €L9) (€€ 90°9) (€9°9) 811D
90T 10— *L9T— xL9'S £9°0 *x65'8 €50 Lre— *89°01— 96'0— sn
SoX sT0) (e'9) (o1°¢) 9¢°9) (€90 (ss°¢) oL 61°9) @9'%) WLy
61°0— (3 *x66'€— #xEL0T— Iee— #x09° 11— *97°6 *+08'¥T— Ly'0— €6 11— NVO dwodut 1_yO
Is9 ay'in
Ly'e LT01 sn
9¢'9) (6S°€1) (S000°1$)
*xSL'CL 8S'¢ NVD  UIOq I9Ad UIP[IYD)
(€€°8) (gg°zn) ST1D 1o v1)
48! Sy i— [AR4% 10v1— sn
9'9) (58°6) aszn (€9°2D)
LTS Sv'e *x08'8C *+L0'1S— NVO $1-9 UaIpity)
(Lg's0) (1€°0¢) arvo (95°%5)
*09°¢h— 01 ¥S— sl 9°05— sn
09°€€) (82°827) (18°0€) (6L€€) 9 uey
*(8°05— *xS1'80T— YI'1T *CL'09— NVO 108unok ualpry)
(T6'S1 (L8'9D) @y (Ty'sD) 6Lz (sLzn areo (86°LT) L €D (08'20)
$3X *#xL6'€EL— #+9L°90T—  #x6V'99— #+0L'TCI—  x+91°09— #x90°0CI—  #x65°96— 96 911—  %x¥¥' 09— *x[€°8IT— sa
((Z599) oL 61 (6L°61) Leon asvn (59°6) (0000 (€L'1D) (81°90) 99°21) a8em Apmoy
#%08'0LL—  #x00'69—  #x0V'801—  #x6V'9IT— 4SS IL—  #+C0TOTI—  #x0T'6L—  #xbP'89—  #xL9'16—  #x01'¥9— NVO paipad jo 807
20001 =Y Wr'L=Y 0VI>Y¥>0 0VI=<4 00VI>4>0 00V'I<¥ 00VI>Y>0 00V'I=<Y¥ 00V'I>Y>0 00V'I<Y OOV'I>%>0
Ui paredwioo u10q I9A3 SUON S1 > 3uoN ¥1-9 UaIp[iyy Y1-9 pue 9 > waIpyn 9 > ualpiiyd
00¥‘'1 >4 >0
10 SIUIIOYJI0D 10§
90UIDYIP
yueoyrudig

4+(4) H0M JO SIMOY [enuUE pue Sryels P[IYo Aq payIssero ‘sajels pajIu() Sy PUE BpeuE)) Ul USWIOM PILLIEW 10f uonenba 10 JO SINOY [enuue 10 S3JeWNSI S10

Td14vL

This content downloaded from 160.39.33.173 on Sun, 19 Mar 2017 04:20:40 UTC

All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



*S[1e19p 10§ 1%9) 298 "D 1ad (g Jo uordai reonud Juisy),
*YSLIS)SE QUO YIIM SIUSIOYJR0d 10J Juad 1ad (g 15e9] 18 pue s)sL)se
OM} M SIUIIOYFS00 10 Jus0 19d G 1SBI] 18 198 PAJEDIPUI S[IAI] 20UROYIUSIS *SEIq UONIA[As OuU Jo sisaylodAYy [[nu oy 19pun suoneiAdp prepuess (onoidwAse) aeudordde oy are sasayjuared ur s1oquinN,

*99M 90USISJOI SNSUI)) UL PIYIOM OS[E OUMm PUE 696 Ul Auwoour Jusurkofdius patres oym sau10821ed }10m JO SINOY [enUUE PUB SMe)S-PIIYo PAJedIpUl Y3 U SIALM JO

JSISUOD (SN) S21B)S PAYUL) Sy 10§ $39S BIEp YL QL6 Ul owoour juswio[durd paures oym saLI0391ed JIoM JO SINOY [eNUUE PUE STYEIS-PIIYo PIIESIpUI U3 UT SIALM JO ISISUOD (NVO) Bpeue)) I0J S39S ejep oyL,
*SNSUR)) 'S'N (LG Y WOIJ SPI0Y dlseq
30 ordureg as() onqng Aels Arewnd Juso 15d ¢ Y woyy ofduresqns uad Iad | Ay W1} pue ‘snSUa) ueIpeue) [ /6] 9yl woiy sjdureg asn) Aqud 9y JO L] Arureq 3uso 12d | Yy woly paje[nofe) :FOUN0S

861 988 £661 [44] 8861 veL 6L61 €59 s61 92°] sa oM jo
0s61 8L L861 59 TL61 019 661 (239 1z61 €65 NVD  SINOy [enuue Uesjy
6100 §S0°0 6100 1L0°0 €100 6900 w00 1800 8¢0°0 060°0 sn
L80°0 100 9%0°0 $80°0 0700 690°0 150°0 6L0°0 €00 +S0°0 NVO 2:4
(16'85) (09°0L) (p°LS) (€1°09) 18'v9) 10°'st) (€EH1T) 9s°LL) (82'201) (T6'sL)
S9X #xS1°6661  xx81°S8L *+C0°SS6T  #x60°G18 #x6S €161 xxLETOL *+L0°8CIT  #xI¥'1€8 #+9S€E0T  *x5S'TE6 sa
(Sy'1€) (05°29) (¥0°59) (8L18) (15°8%) (69°1€) (8S'¥v1) (bL 6Y) (sT'56) b ep)
$3X #x1TL90T  #xTE'LIL #x£T0E0C  *x1€7108 *+01°800C  #*L6'SLL *+CL'96LT  xxSY'S89 *+£9°8V61  xxSE'86L NVO Juejsuo)
(s8°6%) (85'99) (v€°09) (0£°99) ($$°19) (189 (€5°5L) (CIN<9] (z8'v01) O1°6vD)
SX ¥9°S1 *x$8°69C *xCE €01 *x$9°06C *x1T°901 *x9¢°08C 19°0v— 80°9S L6'S— LLyLl sa
(LL 6D) (08°€p) (ss'28) LryL) 8L'vL) (99°8%) (98°00%) (19°08) Le'oLn) aro9
$aX wl *x[T9TL L6'91 *L6"L01 SL'TE *00°76 €L°06T *x68 T8T— €78 0€£°69 NV (\) epure]
(LT'90) (98°09) (€8'v0) (€0°5S) (69°'20) ((S%47] (V)] (€L6V) (85°¢€v) (rt'901)
S9X 4816 65°€S *0T Sh— *L£'88 08 1E— 9L'¥1 90— **€€ €TI 6€'8¢— 160 s
(as1mIayI0 ) =
NVO ‘YOR[q SIOfiM JI | =)
Kurump 208y
sn
Levn) (T6'9%) (L6'8D) (90°59) 0T'T0) (PL'8€) (8L2€) (EL't¥) SL'Lo) 1v'9¢) (as1mIogo 0 =
SoX #x08°GL— 00°0% +¥8°01 *SE'S0L y— 6£°9¢— Iy ev— 9T'61— £5°97— £6'8C NVO  ‘YoudL] St dwoy
jo oSenSuer Ji [ =)
Kurwnp 98enduey
007 T =Y 001 =Y 00V'I>Y4>0 00V'I =Y 00VI>Y4>0 00V'1=Y 0OV'I>4>0 00V'I<Y O00V'I>Y>0 00V'1 =Y 00V'I>Y>0
i pareduiod U10q 12A3 SUON S1 > 9UON Y19 UAIpIYD $1-9 pue 9 > ualIpiiyy 9 > uaIppy)
00¥'1 >4 >0
10J SJUSIOYJS0D 10]
9OULIAJJIP
Jueoyusig

¢+o() 10 JO SINOY [enUUE pue sjels P[IY Aq PIYISSE[d ‘SalelS PU[) U} PUE EPEUE)) Ul USWOM PILLIEW O UOHENba YIom JO SINOY [eNUUE 10] SAEUINSS STO

(papnpouod) T 14VL

This content downloaded from 160.39.33.173 on Sun, 19 Mar 2017 04:20:40 UTC

All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



244 / Alice Nakamura and Masao Nakamura

investigation of this question by first including the log of this price variable as an
explanatory variable in nominal asking and offered wage equations. We re-estimated
the resulting probit, offered wage and hours equations for the United States, and
tested the hypothesis that the coefficient of the log of the price variable in the offered
wage equation is 1. This hypothesis can be accepted at a 95 per cent confidence level
for all our child status and hours of work groups for the United States except wives
with children 6-14 working more than 1,400 hours. The -statistic for this group is
2.13. Based on these results, we then re-estimated our model for the United States
using a real specification for our offered and asking wage equations. In particular, the
other income of the family was expressed in real terms, and the dependent variable of
the offered wage equation was expressed as the log of the offered wage minus the log
of the price variable; but the log of the price variable was no longer included as an
explanatory variable in our probit and hours equations. Comparing these results with
those shown in tables 1 and 2, the coefficient estimates were found to be virtually
identical except for the expected changes in magnitude in the estimates of the constant
term of the offered wage equation and the coefficient of the other income variable in
the hours equations. The reason for this similarity is not that the price differentials
between states are unimportant, but rather that the price index is virtually uncorrelated
with our other explanatory variables. Hence it appears that our results presented in
tables 1 and 2 of this paper are not seriously biased because regional price differen-
tials were ignored in obtaining these results.

We turn now to the central question of whether there is evidence of systematic
differences in the values of the coefficients of (24) and (25) for wives working less
than 1,400 hours compared with the values of these coefficients for wives working at
least 1,400 hours. For each country and each hours of work category, estimates of the
coefficients of (24) and (25) have been obtained for wives in five child-status
categories. Under our null hypothesis that the population values of the coefficients of
(24) and (25) are the same for wives working less than 1,400 hours as for wives who
work at least 1,400 hours, the probability of the estimated value of a coefficient being
consistently higher (or consistently lower) for five out of five child-status groups for
part-time versus full-time wives is 3.13 per cent, while the probability of the
estimated value of a coefficient being consistently higher (or consistently lower) for
four out of five child-status groups for part-time versus full-time wives is 15.6 per
cent. !> Looking at tables 1 and 2, using a 20 per cent critical region we find evidence
of systematic differences in the values of the coefficients of our wage equation for
part-time versus full-time wives for two out of six coefficients for Canadian wives and
for three out of seven coefficients for u.s. wives; and evidence of systematic
differences in the value of the coefficients of our hours equation for part-time versus
full-time wives for five out of six coefficients for Canadian wives and for four out of
five coefficients for u.s. wives.® Thus we do find evidence of parameter instability in

15 These probabilities are calculated using the binomial distribution with a success defined as the
coefficient estimate for wives with 0 < & < 1,400 exceeding the coefficient estimate for wives with A
= 1,400, n = Sand p = 0.5.

16 The child-status variables that are not included in all five of the child-status groupings for wives in
each country are not included in this count.
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the empirical model given by (24) and (25) over the range of variation in annual hours
of work.

SOME IMPLICATIONS OF OUR RESULTS

Whether or not parameter instability of the sort we have identified is of substantive
importance will depend on the intended use of the empirical results. If we compare the
part-time and full-time coefficient estimates for those cases where both are significant
with even an 80 per cent level of confidence, we find only one instance where the
signs of the two coefficients estimates differ. Thus we do not find that our inferences
about coefficient signs would be altered by accounting for this parameter instability.
Of particular interest, we also find no evidence that the signs of the uncompensated
wage elasticities of hours of work are different for part-time versus full-time working
wives. Rather, we find these elasticities to be negative for both classifications of
working wives.

Angus Deaton and John Muellbauer (1980, 276) write that ‘For men, whose
shadow wage is low and who work relatively long hours, the income effect is
dominant so that the labor supply curve is backward sloping, at least in the observed
range. For women, however, the high value of time spent in the home sets a relatively
high shadow wage and both participation and hours at work are lower than for men.
With shorter working hours, the income effect is necessarily relatively unimportant,
so that rising real wages account for greater labor supply by married women through
increased participation and longer hours.’ Using a similar line of reasoning, it has also
been suggested that the labour supply curve may be backward sloping for married
women who work full time, but that wives who work part time will increase their
labour supply when the real wage rises. If this hypothesis is correct, we should find in
table 2 that the estimated coefficients of the log of the hourly wage variable are
systematically more positive for wives who work less than 1,400 hours than for those
who work at least 1,400 hours. In table 2, however, we find no evidence of a
systematic difference in the value of the coefficient of the wage variable depending on
the hours of work category for Canadian wives, and for u.S. wives we find that the
estimated coefficients of the wage variable are systematically more negative for
part-time compared with full-time working wives. The corresponding uncompen-
sated wage elasticities of annual hours of work are shown in table 3. They are seen to
lie in the range of values reported in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981, 483) for
married women, and in the range of values reported by other researchers for men.
These results lend no support then to the hypothesis that the labour supply curve
(conditional on working) is backward sloping for wives working long hours, but not
for wives working shorter hours.

The wage rate variable used in this study and in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981) is
created by dividing reported annual income for the relevant calendar year by a
measure of annual hours of work. The measure of annual hours of work is in turn
created by multiplying weeks of work in the relevant calendar year by hours of work
in the census reference week for U.s. wives, and by ‘usual’ hours of work per week for
Canadian wives. If our measure of annual hours of work is erroneously high (or low)
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for a given wife then our computed wage rate will tend to be erroneously low (or
high). If the computed wage rate variable were entered directly (in log form) into our
equation for the log of the wife’s annual hours of work, this errors-in-the-variables
problem would lead to a negative bias on the coefficient of the wage rate variable. It is
plausible also that the errors-in-the-variables problem for our measure of annual
hours of work is more serious for those who work irregularly or who work only a few
hours per week than for full-time workers. Thus if the computed wage variable were
entered directly into our equation for the log of the wife’s annual hours of work, there
might well be a larger negative bias on the coefficient of the wage variable when this
coefficient was estimated using data from a sample of wives with 0 < 4 < 1,400 than
when this coefficient was estimated using data from a sample of wives with h =
1,400.

This is not what we have done, however; in both Nakamura and Nakamura (1981)
and in the present study an instrumental variable has been used for the wage rate
variable appearing in the equation for the log of the wife’s annual hours of work. Thus
the errors-in-the-variables problem discussed above can ‘explain’ our finding of a
negative relationship between the wage rate and annual hours of work and our finding
of a more negative relationship between the wage rate and annual hours of work for
part-time than for full-time working wives, only if some portion of the measurement
error in question is systematically picked up by the instrument for the wage rate. In
this respect, it should be noted that the Durbin rank instrument used in this study is
quite different from the reduced form predictions of the log of the offered wage rate
used as an instrument in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981). Also the errors of
measurement problem should be different for the United States than for Canada, since
‘usual’ hours of work per week are reported in the Canadian census while actual hours
of work in the census reference week are reported in the U.S. census. Yet comparing
the computed (uncompensated) elasticities of hours of work with respect to the
after-tax offered wage rate, we find great similarity between the values reported in
this study (table 3) and the values reported in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981, 483,
table x1), and between the respective sets of estimates for the two countries. Thus,
although we are continuing to investigate this question, we do not believe that our
results in this paper point to an errors-in-the-variables problem.

We feel it is more likely these results mean that the underlying theoretical model
should be revised, or at least reinterpreted. Perhaps many families determine the
long-term level of family consumption based solely on the husband’s earning
capacities, and many of the wives found working part-time are simply working to
cover what the family regards as short-term divergences between actual levels of
consumption and the husband’s earnings. The income effect on hours of work of a
wage change will be very strong, of course, for a wife who is working solely to pay for
some specific item such as a vacation, an addition to the family home, or the
education of a child. We hope that the responses obtained to some of the questions
that have been asked in the Michigan Panel Study of Income Dynamics will shed
some light on these questions. On the basis of the present study, the hypothesis that
the coefficient of the wage variable in the equation for the wife’s annual hours of work
is the same for wives with 0 < A4 < 1,400 as for wives with 4 = 1,400 is rejected for
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the United States and the hypothesis that this coefficient is more positive for wives
with 0 < & < 1,400 than for wives with 4 = 1,400 is also rejected for both the United
States and Canada. Further investigation is now required to gain a substantive
understanding of these results.

Obtaining separate sets of estimates of the coefficients of our wage rate and hours
of work equations for part-time and full-time working wives also provides us with
some additional insight into the nature of the labour market disadvantage of black
wives in the United States. Nakamura and Nakamura (1981) find the estimated
coefficients of the race dummy in the offered wage equation to be consistently
negative and generally highly significant, with the values of the coefficient estimates
ranging from —0.044 to —0.193. In the present study the coefficient estimates of the
race variable in the offered wage equation are always insignificant for wives with 0 <
h; < 1,400, except for wives with children younger than 6. For wives working more
than 1,400 hours who have had children, the estimated coefficients for this variable
are always negative and generally significant, and range from —0.046 to —0.138. For
wives working full time with no children ever born we estimate this coefficient to
be —0.302, and it is highly significant. These full-time black wives, therefore, are
seen to be bearing the brunt of the wage rate differential between black and non-
black wives, which cannot be attributed to racial differences in the distributions
of measurable personal characteristics such as years of education. Based on these
results, we cannot agree completely with Freeman’s (1973, 280) conclusion
concerning race discrimination that, ‘for women ... discriminatory differences
appear to have virtually disappeared.’ Moreover part of the dramatic ‘collapse’ in the
economic differences separating black and white women documented by Freeman
(1973, 280 and 281, table 1) may well be due to major shifts over this same time period
in the proportions of black and non-black women working part versus full time.!”
Even quite small differences in coefficient values over the range of variation in annual
hours of work might substantively affect the results in other studies of discrimination
where discrimination is measured as the residual difference after accounting for
differences between the group of interest and the comparison group in the values of
the explanatory variables.

A final finding of this study is that it is extremely important to account for
parameter differences, particularly in the values of the constant term, between wives
found to work part time and those found to work full time in equations to be used for
predicting the hours of work of individual wives. In order to explore this point more
fully we re-estimated our annual hours equation (25) using data for all the wives found
to work in each child status category for each country. Thus we now have

A = f(do)/F(do), (28)

as in Nakamura and Nakamura (1981). In table 4 we show the distributions of actual

17 Freeman (1973, 280) finds a ‘collapse in the economic differences separating black and white women,
with the ratio of incomes rising from 0.50 (1950) to 0.86 (1970).” For a very interesting discussion of
how shifts in the proportions of black and white women working full- versus part-time may have
affected the black / white female wage differential, as well as discussions and evidence concerning
other related issues, see James P. Smith (forthcoming).
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TABLE 4

Actual and predicted distributions for annual hours of work and R’s

Canada United States
Hours equations Hours equations
Hours equations allowing for Hours equations allowing for
allowing for selection into allowing for selection into
Annual selection into categories of selection into  categories of
hours of category of 0< h<1,400 category of 0< h< 1,400
work Actual h>0 and h = 1,400 Actual >0 and & = 1,400
0<hs 600 28 0 25 14 0 8
600 < h=<1,200 13 18 25 18 4 29
1,200 < h < 1,800 17 51 0 20 53 0
1,800 < A <2,200 35 20 48 41 29 60
h>2,200 4 13 1 7 15 0
R? for regression
of predicted on 0.064 0.810 0.046 0.779
actual individual
values
Number of observations 11,614 10,201

hours of work; of predicted hours of work when we use the hours equations for which
coefficient estimates are shown in table 2, allowing for selection into the part-time
and full-time categories of 0 < & < 1,400 and % = 1,400; and of predicted hours
when we use our hours equations allowing only for selection into the category of
workers with 2 > 0. In obtaining the predicted values for annual hours we used the
observed wage rates net of taxes evaluated at the wife’s actual hours of work.
From table 4 we see that the mode of the predicted values for annual hours of work
obtained allowing only for selection into the category of workers (2 > 0) lies in the
range of 1,200 < & < 1,800, while the modes of the actual values and of the predicted
values allowing for selection into the categories of 0 < & < 1,400 and 4 = 1,400 are
in the range of 1,800 < h =< 2,200. The distributions of predicted hours allowing for
selection into part-time and full-time work categories are not entirely satisfactory
either. The distributions are too concentrated in the modal range of 1,800 < i <
2,200, and the shape of the distribution of actual hours for those working less than
1,800 hours is not properly captured for either country. The R?s at the bottom of table
4 for the regressions of the predicted on the actual individual annual hours of work
make it clear, however, that there is a dramatically better correspondence between the
actual values and the predicted values obtained by first sampling into our part-time
and full-time hours of work categories than between the actual values and the
predicted values obtained allowing only for sampling into the category of workers.
The distributions of prediction errors are also quite different for our two methods
of predicting annual hours of work. All our hours of work equations were estimated
using a Durbin rank instrument for the included wage rate variable and iterated using
hours of work from the previous iteration to determine the tax rate. In obtaining
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TABLE 5

Summary statistics for the distributions of prediction errors

Canada

United States

Hours equations
allowing for
selection into

Hours equations
allowing for
selection into
categories of

Hours equations
allowing for
selection into

Hours equations
allowing for
selection into
categories of

category of 0<h<1,400 category of 0< h<1,400
h>0 and h = 1,400 h>0 and h = 1,400
Mean prediction error —374.50 7.36 —289.12 —2.43
Standard deviation for
prediction errors 778.77 330.20 709.17 325.68
Test statistic for test of
null hypothesis that
the distribution of
prediction errors has
a zero mean® —51.82 2.40 —41.18 —-0.75°

“Critical values are 1.960 for a 95 per cent level of confidence, 2.326 for a 98 per cent level of confidence,
and 2.576 for a 99 per cent level of confidence using a two-tailed test.
®Null hypothesis accepted with a critical region of 0.01.

values for predicted hours of work, however, we have used the observed wage rates
net of taxes evaluated at the wife’s observed hours of work. Thus there is no
definitional reason why the distributions of prediction errors must have zero means.
We see from table 5 that the null hypothesis that the distribution of prediction errors
has a zero mean is rejected for both countries when the predictions for annual hours
are obtained by the conventional method allowing only for sampling into the category
of workers. However, this null hypothesis is accepted for both countries using a
critical region of 0.01 when the predictions for hours of work are obtained allowing
for sampling into our part-time and full-time categories for hours of work. From table
6 we see also that the distributions of prediction errors for the latter method are much
more symmetrical and closer in shape to a normal distribution with zero mean and the
observed sample variance than is the case for the former method. The null hypothesis
that the prediction errors obey a normal distribution is, however, rejected for both
methods for both countries using a conventional x? test.

CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we find statistical evidence of parameter instability in a conventional
empirical model of the labour force behaviour of married women over the range of
variation in annual hours of work. This instability is not severe enough to result in
sign changes. Nor do we find any evidence that the uncompensated wage elasticities
of hours of work are positive for wives working part time as has been hypothesized. In
fact, we find these elasticities to be consistently negative for working wives in both
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hours of work categories. We do find, however, that accounting for parameter
instability of the sort identified may be important in making labour force comparisons
between different groups such as blacks and non-blacks or women and men. And
accounting for this sort of instability, particularly in the constant term, is found to be
particularly important when equations estimated from cross-sectional data, in which
itis not possible to take account of fixed or persistent individual effects, are to be used
for predicting hours of work for large numbers of individual wives.

APPENDIX: A TWO-STAGE ESTIMATION METHOD
FOR DATA SAMPLES CENSORED AT TWO LIMITS

We are interested in estimating (3; and 8, where the reduced form equations for
individual i (i = 1, ... , I) are

Yii=XB + Uy, (Ala)
and
Y2, = XoiB2 + Uayy (Alb)

and where X;; (j = 1, 2) are 1 X K; vectors of exogenous regressors, B; are K; X 1
vectors of parameters, and U;; and U,; are bivariate normal random variables such
that

E(U,») = E(Uy) =0, (A2a)

E(Uﬁz) = 0'j2 for j=1,2, (A2b)

E(U,;Uzp) = 012, (A2¢)
and

E(UUp) =0 for i#i' and j=1,2. (A2d)

The first element of X;; and of X,; is assumed to be one. We assume that for
individual i the value of Y;; is observed if

a< Y2,‘<b, (A3)

where a and b are distinct real numbers (a < b). Without loss of generality we
assume that for the first /; (=I) individuals data is available on Y;;. (Heckman’s
model (1976, 1977, 1979) is a special case of (A3) for which a = 0 and b = «. Also
Poirier (1978) and Poirier and Melino (1978) consider a degenerate case in which Y,
does not exist and hence Y, is observed if and only if a < Y; < b, which is again a
special case of our model presented here.)

In the empirical sections of this paper, the ith individual is the ith wife,'® Yy,
corresponds to her offered (market) hourly wage, and Y,; corresponds to her annual
hours of work. The ith wife is considered to work part time if her annual hours of

18 The subscript i has been dropped in the body of this paper for notational convenience.
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work are greater than zero and less than 1,400, and full time if her annual hours of
work are at least 1,400. The offered wage is observed for both part-time and full-time
working wives.
In general, the subsample regression functions are
E(Y 11X, a <Yy <b)
= X1B1 + E(Uyila = X282 < Uz < b — X2:B2)  (Ada)
and
E(Y2il X5, a < Yp; < b)
= XoiB2 + E(Uzila = XoiB2 < Uz < b — X5:B2),  (Adb)

where
E(Uiila = X582 < Uy < b — X3iB2) = (012/02)A;, (ASa)
E(Uzila = X5:B2 < Ui < b — X5,B2) = 02, (ASb)
N = (f(ds) = f(u))(F(da) — F(ds), (A6)
bu = (Vo2)(a — X2:B2), b = (Vo)(b — X2,B2), (A7)

and fand F are, respectively, the standard normal and cumulative density functions.
Thus the conditional regression functions to be estimated for individuals satisfying
(A3) may be written as

Y1 = X1:B1 + (or2/oh; + Vy; (A8a)
and

Yyi = X5iB2 + 02N + Vo (A8D)
where

E(V1id Xy Niy a = X3iB2 < Uz < b — X5,8) = 0, (A9a)

E(V2ilXai Niy @ = X2iB2 < Uz < b — X5,82) = 0, (A9b)
and

E(ViVilX1i, Xoi My @ = XpiBo < Uz < b — X382 =0
for i#i'" and j=1,2, (A9c)
and where'®
E(WV121X 10 Ni» @ = XoiB2 < Uz < b — Xp:B2)
=01 = p) + o’p°M;,  (A9d)
E(V221Xai, Mis @ = X2iB2 < Ui < b = X5,B2) = 02°M,;, (A9e)
E(V1iV2ilX1i, Xois Niy a = X2iB2 < Ui < b — X5:B2) = 012M;, (A9f)

19 We obtain these results using results found in Johnson and Kotz (1970, chap. 13, 77, 81, 83; chap.
36, 112).
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for p?=o(0%05%), M;=1+§& — \? and

& = (baif(ba) — Gpif(dp))/(F(dp) — F(ba). (A9g)
We also have
O<1+&-A2<1 (A10)

from (A9¢) and from the fact that the maximum of (1 + & — \;?) with respect to
by and by is 1. (Our expressions (A9d)—(A9f) correspond to Heckman’s ex-
pressions (4f)—(4h), and our (A10) corresponds to his (5).2° It is easily seen that our
expressions reduce to his if we set a = 0 and b = «.)

Probit analysis for the probability that Y,; > a gives estimates for the coefficients
(B21 — a)/oa, Baz/oa, ... , bak,/02; and probit analysis for the probability that
Y,; > b gives estimates for the coefficients (82, — b)/ o2, B22/02, ... , B2k,/02. The
entire sample is used in both cases with the dummy dependent variable set equal to 1
if the appropriate condition on Y>; is satisfied for the ith individual and set equal to
0 otherwise. These estimated coefficients can be used to calculate ¢a,, d),,,, )\,, and
M, the estimated values for ¢;, d:, N;, and M; for each individual. The conditional
regression functions (A8a) and (A8b) may then be estimated directly for the appro-
priate subsamples of individuals using OLs and ignoring (A9d)—(A9f). Or we may
recover the residuals from these OLs regressions, and regress the squares of the
residuals from (A8a) on a constant term and M; to obtain estimates of the variance
of Vy; for each individual in a particular subsample. Estimates of the variance of V5;
for each individual in the subsample are given by S,°M;, where S, is the OLS
coefficient of \; in (A8b). These variance estimates may then be used to obtain GLS
estimates for the coefficients of (A8a) and (A8b) using weighted least squares. In
deriving these GLS estimates for (A8a) and (A8b) the interequation correlation given
by (A9f) is still ignored, and asymptotic efficiency cannot be claimed for this GLS
procedure. The usual formulas for the standard errors of the coefficients are not
appropriate for either the OLs or the GLs procedures described above, except under
the null hypothesis of no selection bias.

The correct asymptotic variance-covariance matrix for the oLs case may be
obtained as follows. Run OLs regressions (A8a)—(A8b) where \ is substituted in
for \. Denote by C the coefficients of A from equation (A8a), where the population
value of C is 0j,/0,. Let Bl be the estimated (3;. Then the corrected standard errors
Heckman (1979) derived for the one-limit case can be easily extended to the present
two-limit case with the following changes:

1. Estimate o by

20 See Heckman (1979).
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where é,' is derived by substituting (f)a,_ and &’bi into (A9g) and V., is the residual
term from (AS8a).

n. For calculating By B’ for the limiting distribution

I é( P B‘) ~ N, BYB"),
@i 2, d
Heckman’s expression for B B’ holds in the two-limit case if the following changes
are made:

a. Denote Z; = (b, d4:), and use as Heckman’s 9N ;/0Z; the expression o\ ;/0Z; =
(0N;/0d i, IN;/dd ;) where Heckman’s equations (15a) and (15b) would now read
(in our notation):

N baif(daw) + {f(dp) = f(du)} f(da)
0by  F(bg) — F(dp) {F(da) — F(dum)y*

and

oN; _ —bpi f(dp) + {f(bs) — f(da)} f(dry)
by F(dba) — F(dy) {F(du) — Fdmw)y

b. Use as Heckman’s m; the expression
M = {1 + C*& — N\l

It should be noted that these corrected standard errors are not valid for the case
where (Ala) or (A1b) or both are not reduced from equations. For example, if the
offered wage appears on the right-hand side of the hours equations, general ex-
pressions for the corrected standard errors are not available for the hours equation.?!

It should be pointed out that ¢,; and ¢,; in (A7) may be defined alternatively as

bai = (op)(a — X2:82%), bpi = (Uo)(b — X2:B7), (Al1)

where some or all of the respective elements of 3, and B,? may differ. Estimates of
the relevant coefficients needed to calculate ¢,; and ¢,; may still be obtained using
probit analysis for the probability that Y,; > a and for the probability that Y,; > b.
For instance, B, in (Alb) may be replaced by B,*?, in which case the functions
defining ¢ ; and ¢,; in (A11) will include B,Y?) evaluated at Y, = aand at Y, = b,
respectively. If we suspect that B, also varies in value over the range of variation
for Y,;, we can also replace B, in (Ala) by 8,¥?. In the present application we are
interested in determining whether some elements of B; and B, are functions of a
wife’s annual hours of work.

Furthermore the range of variation for Y, over which ¥, is observed may be
broken up into a sequence of intervals with endpoints b; < b, < ... ; probit analysis

(15a)

(15b)

21 Corrected standard errors for a certain type of instrumental variables estimator are considered for
simultaneous equations models with selectivity in Lee et al. (1980, equation (24)). Their computa-
tional formulas do not apply to our estimation method.
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may be repeatedly applied for the probability that Y,; > by, Y,; > b,, and so forth;
and B,”, Bo%, ... and by, by, ... may be estimated. Using these estimates for
bp,is Pbyir -+ » values for A; and M,; for each individual in each of the subsamples
defined by the endpoints by, b, ... may be obtained from (A6), (A9g) and the formula
for M ;. The appropriate OLS or GLS subsample regressions should then yield a piece-
wise approximation to the underlying response surface.

The method presented for estimating the parameters of a pair of reduced form
equations such as (Ala) and (A1b) using data censored at two limits may easily be
extended to allow estimation in these same circumstances of the associated pair of
structural equations, provided that these structural equations are identified. Suppose,
for instance, that the structural system corresponding to the reduced form equations
(Ala) and (Alb) is

Yii=XiB + Uy (A12a)
and
Yo, = 1Yy + X*y, + U*, (A12b)

where X ;* is a vector of exogenous variables, y = (Y, 7y>) is a vector of parameters,
and U;* is a random disturbance term. Thus (A12a) is identical to (Ala), and (A12b)
may be rewritten in the reduced form as (Alb) where X, consists of all distinct
exogenous variables chosen from X; and X* and U,; = vy, U;; + U;*. Assuming
the distribution of U,; and U,; thus defined to be bivariate normal, previous results
may be used. This extension is relevant in the present application, since we are
interested in directly estimating the response of the ith wife’s annual hours of work
to a given change in her offered wage rate.
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