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The Economic Participation of 
Adolescent Girls and Young 
Women: Why Does It Matter?

The challenge of lagging 
employment rates for 
young women 
The rapid progress of many countries toward 
gender equality in education has been well-
documented. Of 106 countries, 83 achieved 
the Millennium Development target of par-
ity in primary and secondary education by 
2005; only 19 countries, most in sub-Saharan 
Africa, are off track to meet the target of 
gender equality in primary and secondary 
school enrollment by 2015. While the prog-
ress on meeting targets for gender equality 
in education is laudable, in many countries it 
is not being followed up by successful school-
to-work transitions. 

Of particular concern are adolescents 
and young adults who neither work nor 
study (henceforth referred to as “inactive”). 
Across all world regions (see figure 1), young 
women aged 20–24 have significantly higher 
rates of inactivity than young men. The gaps 
between young women and young men are 
substantial. In South Asia, the region with 
the largest gap, 64 percent of young women 
neither work nor study, while only 5 percent 

of young men are inactive. Latin America is 
another region with a large gap: 34 percent 
for young women and only 7 percent for 
young men. 

The statistics on inactivity do not include 
individuals who work without pay in family-
owned businesses or who are self-employed, 
but they do include those—mostly young 
women—who perform domestic tasks within 
the household. The argument is not that 
all inactive young women should enter the 
labor market in order to maximize growth 
and accelerate poverty reduction. For some 
inactive young women, the welfare-maximiz-
ing choice may be to return to school or to 
continue performing household tasks. 

The critical question, of course, is who 
in the household is doing the maximization. 
Amartya Sen has noted that it may be difficult 
to formulate a clear notion of “individual 
welfare” in societies in which family identity 
is very strong. Even in such societies, he ar-
gues that it is reasonable to conceptualize an 
individual’s well-being in terms of his or her 
functionings and capabilities—that is, “what 
he or she is able to do or be” (Sen, 1990). 

Andrew Morrison and Shwetlena Sabarwal, PRMGE 

This note summarizes available research on the impact of schooling and employment of adolescent 
girls and young women on earnings and poverty reduction, demographic outcomes, child development 
outcomes, and female empowerment. It identifies key implications of this research for the formulation 
of public policy.
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Socially—imposed constraints on study or 
labor force participation limit functionings 
and capabilities.

Economic participation 
of young women as an 
anti-poverty strategy 
Adolescence can be an important stage in 
preparing for adult roles. This is especially 
true for young women, for whom education 
or economic participation in late adolescence 
can help overcome material, social, and 
cultural barriers to economic gains in adult-
hood. The welfare gains may accrue not only 
to these girls and women, but also to their 
families and children. 

Thus, it is not surprising that develop-
ment literature has increasingly emphasized 
the school enrollment and labor force partici-
pation of adolescent girls and young women 
as an important pathway for poverty reduc-
tion and economic development. The gains 
from investments in education, however, are 
much more systematically documented than 
gains from investments in youth training and 
employment (Knowles and Behrman 2005).1 

Earnings and poverty reduction 
The clearest link between education of ado-
lescent girls and poverty reduction comes 
from the high economic returns of secondary 
schooling for girls. In countries where aver-
age education for girls is low and lags behind 
education for boys, marginal returns from 
girls’ schooling can be substantial and much 
higher than returns from boys’ schooling 
(Schultz 2002). In a review of 42 countries, 
Psacharopoulos and Patrinos (2004) show 
that an extra year of secondary schooling 
for girls can increase their future wages by 
10 to 20 percent, whereas the corresponding 
number for boys is about 5 to 15 percent. 

For poor households, employment of 
young women can play a role in poverty re-
duction. Among young women aged 15–30 
who participated in a group-based credit 
program in Bangladesh, average cumula-
tive borrowing of $315 in 1998 produced an 
increase in the annual per capita household 
expenditure of $17—which is equivalent 
to 14 percent of the moderate poverty line 
and 21 percent of the extreme poverty line 
(Khandker et al. 2008). Other analyses of 
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Figure 1. Percentage of 20–24 year olds inactive by gender

Source: Household and labor force surveys, regional averages weighted by country population in 2006. 
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microcredit programs in developing coun-
tries show that female borrowing has greater 
impact than male borrowing on household’s 
ability to ‘smooth’ consumption over time 
(Khandker 1998). Young women’s employ-
ment can also translate into economic gains 
by acquisition of skills for managing income, 
budgeting, and accumulation of savings for 
the future (Amin et al. 1998).

Demographic outcomes 
Economic participation of young women can 
have a profound impact on their demograph-
ic choices. The demographic literature sug-
gests that economically active women have 
higher opportunity costs of marriage and 
childbearing. This leads them to postpone 
marriage, schedule births later in life, and 
have fewer children on average compared 
to non-active women. Employment of young 
women has been linked to later age at mar-
riage in developing countries (Amin et al. 
1998; Mathur et al. 2003). Some studies also 
show a negative relationship between female 
labor force participation and fertility (Kalwij 
2000, McLeod 2005). In general, however, it 
has been difficult to capture the causal impact 
of female labor force participation on fertility 
because such participation may both lead to 
and result from lower fertility. 

Secondary education of girls is also 
linked to a higher age at marriage and later 
childbearing (Mathur et al. 2003; Martin 
1995; Choe et al. 2001; Welti 2002) and 
negatively linked with their fertility (Schultz 
1997). For instance, in six countries from sub-
Saharan Africa, the median age at marriage 
for women with 10 or more years of schooling 
and women with no formal schooling differs 
by 4 to 6 years on average (Martin 1995). 
In 13 countries from sub-Saharan Africa, 
women with 7–10 years of schooling have 
0.2 to 0.7 fewer children ever born, while 
primary education alone does not reduce 
fertility (Ainsworth et al. 1996).

Postponement of family formation and 
fewer children, given the right policy environ-
ment, may produce a demographic dividend of 
increasing per capita income, higher savings, 
and more rapid growth (Levine et al. 2008). 

Child development outcomes 
Women’s economic participation can increase 
their control over household resources, which 
in turn has a positive impact on children’s 
well-being (Morrison et al. 2007). Women’s 
control over household resources has been 
linked to increases in children’s cognitive 
ability and productivity as adults (Hoddi-
nott and Haddad 1995).Traditionally, this 
literature was confounded by problems of 
endogeneity between measures of women’s 
current earnings and their bargaining power 
in the household. In recent years however, 
studies have relied on exogenous measures 
of income such as assets brought in upon 
marriage (Quisumbing and Hallman 2005) 
or participation in programs such as condi-
tional cash transfers (CCTs), microcredit, or 
pensions (Skoufias and Parker 2001; Pitt and 
Khandker 1998; Duflo 2003). These analy-
ses linking women’s control over resources 
to better child development outcomes are 
for women of all ages and not specifically 
young women; future research will need to 
document whether increased control over 
resources by young women also leads to bet-
ter child development outcomes. 

The empirical evidence on the impact of 
maternal employment itself on children’s cog-
nitive development—almost exclusively from 
developed countries—is mixed. Some studies 
show positive effects (Parcel and Menaghan 
1994; Moore and Driscoll 1997), while others 
show negative impacts (Ruhm 2004).2 One 
might expect a more positive impact on cog-
nitive development in developing countries 
where basic nutritional needs are more likely 
to go unmet; unfortunately, there is currently 
no empirical evidence on this score. 
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It is widely known that the education 
of girls yields several positive child devel-
opment externalities. Higher maternal 
education consistently has been shown to 
be negatively linked with infant and child 
mortality (Cleland and van Ginnekin 1988; 
Schultz 1993; Diamond et al. 1999). Other 
studies show a link between mother’s years 
of schooling and child health (Thomas et 
al. 1991; Glewwe 1997) and educational at-
tainment (IADB 1998; Filmer and Pritchett 
1999). 

Female empowerment 
Empowerment can be interpreted as the 
freedom of choice and action to shape one’s 
life, including the control over resources, 
decisions, and institutions necessary to do so 
(Narayan 2005). Female education and labor 
force participation have been identified as 
important catalysts for enhancing women’s 
empowerment (World Bank 2001). 

Studies on women’s access to microcredit 
show that it increases women’s control of non-
land assets (Pitt and Khandker 1998; Khand-
ker 1998), expands their role in household 
decision making (Kabeer 1998), and leads 
to greater acceptance by husbands of their 
participation in market-based economic ac-
tivities (Agarwal 1997). In addition, educated 
women are more likely to play an active role 
at the community level. Studies from India 
show that increases in female education led 
to improvements in the quality of health-care 
provision via increased pressure from women 
on local authorities (Mari Bhat 1998; Dreze 
and Murthi 1999).

What does this mean 
for public policy? 
The World Bank Youth Employment Inven-
tory (Betcherman et al. 2007) examined 291 
interventions from 84 countries. Only 15 
percent of these programs actively promote 
the inclusion of young women either by 
targeting them as principal beneficiaries or 

taking specific measures (such as child care 
allowances) to ensure their participation. 
These programs promoting the inclusion 
of young women represented 29 percent 
of all programs found to be cost-effective 
and 18 percent of all programs that were 
deemed effective (but that did not have cost 
data). The Youth Employment Inventory 
distinguishes between nine different types 
of interventions to promote youth employ-
ment, but finds no evidence that any one type 
of intervention is more likely to be effective 
than any other—successful interventions 
span all categories.3 The bottom line: at this 
point, the evidence base for what works in 
getting young women—or young men, for 
that matter—into gainful employment is 
relatively modest. 

Given this caveat, what do we know? 
Young women’s school-to-work transition can-

not be successful without a solid educational base. 
It is important to reinforce and accelerate the 
trend toward gender equality in secondary 
school attendance and graduation. 

Information is important. Evidence sug-
gests that young women may have less access 
to broad social networks to aid in job search 
and consequently less information with which 
to make a good decision on sector and oc-
cupation (Levine et al. 2008; Malhotra and 
DeGraff 1997) This is compounded by social 
norms and restrictions on appropriate oc-
cupations for women and even more basic 
restrictions on women’s mobility. In middle-
income developing countries, information 
provision can be provided by intermediation 
services; in both middle-income and poorer 
countries, training programs combined with 
placement and job counseling services can 
be used to facilitate young women’s entry 
into nontraditional and more highly paid 
occupations. 

Access to training opportunities is not auto-
matic for young women. An important lesson 
from demand-driven training programs in 
Latin America (the jóvenes programs) is that 
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child care subsidies are an important tool for 
increasing young women’s participation in 
training programs (Ñopo et al. 2007). 

Nor is access to available jobs automatic for 
young women. Job opportunities for young 
women are often restricted by both demand 
and supply constraints. On the demand side, 
employers in a range of countries and indus-
tries exhibit a strong preference to hire young 
men rather than young women. For formal 
sector employers, this may be linked to con-
cerns about early marriage or pregnancy, 
which may cause high turnover or costly 
maternity leaves (Brewer 2004; ILO 2008; 
Katz 2008). At the same time, it is important 
to note that in some regions and industries 
employers prefer to hire young women.4 
On the supply side, fertility often induces 
withdrawal of women from the labor force 
(Adair et al. 2002; Assaad and Zoari 2003). 
These demand- and supply-side constraints 
can be overcome in part by enacting and en-
forcing legislation prohibiting gender-based 
discrimination in hiring and by making avail-
able affordable child care services.

Early marriage or childbearing limit young 
women’s labor force participation, especially in 
some South Asian countries. Given the host 
of negative externalities associated with early 
marriage (for example, higher maternal 
and child mortality, lower educational per-
formance of children), policies to postpone 
marriage for young women make sense in 
their own right. But they also may have 
the benefit of raising young women’s labor 
force participation and reducing household 
poverty rates. A CCT program in the Indian 
state of Haryana is attempting to provide 
incentives for delayed marriage; an impact 
evaluation of this program is underway. 
Serious consideration should be given to 
expanding the use of CCTs to postpone early 
marriage. Childbearing is a barrier to labor 
force participation in the absence of reason-
ably priced, good-quality child care arrange-
ments. In some countries such arrangements 

may be provided by extended families, but in 
others it will necessitate public policy inter-
ventions—which is obviously not necessarily 
synonymous with public provision of these 
services.

Specific barriers limit young women’s entry 
into and success in entrepreneurship. For many 
young women, formal employment is not an 
option; self-employment or entrepreneur-
ship is their route to employment. Several 
barriers, however, constrain young women’s 
productivity as entrepreneurs. One impor-
tant barrier to productive entrepreneurship 
is the frequent inability of young women 
to control the revenue generated by their 
businesses; families or male partners may 
decapitalize and kill new businesses (Ruiz 
Abril 2008). Thus, promoting autonomous 
saving by adolescent girls and young women 
is important. These savings can provide a 
valuable source of start-up or working capital 
for their businesses. A second important bar-
rier to entrepreneurship is inheritance laws 
that discriminate against girls and women 
and limit their access to productive assets 
(Morrison et al. 2007); these laws should be 
repealed or modified.

There is not yet sufficient evidence to gauge 
the relative effectiveness of minimalist, stand-alone 
interventions versus comprehensive livelihoods 
programs in promoting the employment of young 
women. Many youth employment programs 
in developing countries limit themselves to 
high-quality vocational training. An alterna-
tive approach taken by livelihoods programs 
is to simultaneously address multiple con-
straints that limit young women’s economic 
participation, including lack of technical 
job skills, reproductive health issues, and 
lack of safe spaces or mobility outside the 
home (Katz 2008; Mensch et al. 2004). The 
livelihoods approach comes largely out of 
the population and reproductive health field 
and attempts to develop both technical and 
life skills. Given the lack of systematic evi-
dence that compares the effectiveness of the 
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two types of programs over a wide range of 
countries, policy advice on the choice of type 
of intervention must be modest. Minimalist 
programs may be a good choice in environ-
ments where women’s mobility and access to 
education and employment is comparable to 
men’s, while comprehensive programs may 
be a better choice where adolescent girls and 
young women face more systematic disadvan-
tages (Katz 2008).

References 
Adair, L., D. Guilkey, E. Bisgrove, and S. 

Gultiano. 2002. “Effect of Childbearing 
on Filipino Women’s Work Hours and 
Earnings.” Journal of Population Economics 
15: 625–45. 

Agarwal, B. 1997. “Bargaining and Gender 
Relations: Within and Beyond the House-
hold.” Food Consumption and Nutrition 
Division Discussion Paper 27. Washington 
DC: International Food Policy Research 
Institute. 

Ainsworth, M., K. Beegle, and A. Nyamete. 
1996. “The Impact of Women’s School-
ing on Fertility and Contraceptive Use: A 
Study of Fourteen Sub-Saharan African 
Countries.” World Bank Economic Review 
10(1): 85–122.

Amin, S., I. Diamond, R.T. Naved, and M. 
Newby. 1998. “Transition to Adulthood 
of Female Garment-Factory Workers in 
Bangladesh.” Studies in Family Planning 
29(2): 185–200.

Assaad, R., and S. Zoari. 2003. “Estimating 
the Impact of Marriage and Fertility on 
Female Labor Force Participation when 
Decisions are Interrelated: Evidence from 
Urban Morocco.” Topics in Middle Eastern 
and North African Economics 5 (September). 
Available at: http://www.luc.edu/orgs/
meea/volume5/meea5.htm.

Betcherman, G., M. Godfrey, O.S. Puerto, F. 
Rother, and A. Stavreska. 2007. “Global 
Inventory of Interventions to Support 

Young Workers: Synthesis Report.” Pre-
liminary Draft. Washington, D.C.: World 
Bank.

Blau, F.D., and A.J. Grossberg. 1992. “Ma-
ternal Labor Supply and Children’s 
Cognitive Development.” The Review of 
Economics and Statistics 74(3): 474–81.

Braunstein, E. 2000. “Engendering Foreign 
Direct Investment: Family Structure, 
Labor Markets and International Capi-
tal Mobility.” World Development 28(7): 
1157–72.

Brewer, L. 2004. “Youth at Risk: The Role 
of Skills Development in Facilitating the 
Transition to Work.” Skills Working Paper 
No. 19. Geneva: International Labour 
Organisation.

Caldwell, J.C. 1979. “Education as a Factor 
in Mortality Decline: An Examination of 
Nigerian Data.” Population Studies 33(3): 
395–413. 

Choe, M.K., S. Thapa, and S.I. Achmad. 
2001. “Surveys Show Persistence of Teen-
age Marriage and Childbearing in Indo-
nesia and Nepal.” Asia-Pacific Population 
and Policy 58: 1–4.

Cleland, J.G., and J.K. van Ginnekan. 1988. 
“Maternal Education and Child Survival 
in Developing Countries: The Search for 
Pathways of Influence.” Social Science and 
Medicine 27(12): 1357–88.

Diamond, I., M. Newby, and S. Varle. 1999. 
“Female Education and Fertility: Exam-
ining The Links.” In C.H. Bledsoe et al., 
eds., Critical Perspectives on Schooling and 
Fertility in the Developing World. Washing-
ton DC: National Academy Press.

Dreze, J., and M. Murthi. 1999. Fertility, Edu-
cation and Development: Further Evidence 
from India. Delhi, India: Oxford Univer-
sity Press.

Duflo, E. 2003. “Grandmothers and Grand-
daughters: Old Age Pension and Intra-
Household Allocation in South Africa.” 
World Bank Economic Review 17(1):1–25.



DECEMBER 2008 PREMNOTE 7

Filmer, D., and L. Pritchett. 1999. “The Effect 
of Household Wealth on Educational At-
tainment: Evidence from 35 Countries.” 
Population and Development Review 25(1): 
85–120.

Glewwe, P. 1997. “How Does Schooling of 
Mothers Improve Child Health? Evi-
dence from Morocco.” Living Standards 
Measurement Study Working Paper 128. 
Washington, DC: World Bank.

Greenstein, T.N. 1995. “Are the ‘Most Disad-
vantaged’ Children Truly Disadvantaged 
by Early Maternal Employment?” Journal 
of Family Issues 16(2): 149–69. 

Hoddinott, J., and L. Haddad. 1995. “Does 
Female Income Share Influence House-
hold Expenditures? Evidence from Côte 
d’Ivoire.” Oxford Bulletin of Economics and 
Statistics 57(1): 77–96.

IADB (Inter-American Development Bank). 
1998. Facing Up to Inequality in Latin 
America. Washington, DC: IADB.

ILO (International Labour Organization). 
2008. Youth Employment: Breaking Gender 
Barriers for Young Women and Men. Geneva: 
ILO.

Kabeer, N. 1998. “‘Money Can’t Buy Me 
Love?’ Re-evaluating Gender, Credit and 
Empowerment in Rural Bangladesh.” IDS 
Discussion Paper 363. Brighton: Univer-
sity of Sussex, Institute of Development 
Studies.

Kalwij, A.S. 2000. “The Effects of Female 
Employment Status on the Presence and 
Number of Children.” Population Econom-
ics 13: 221–39.

Katz, E. 2008. “Programs Promoting Young 
Women’s Employment: What Works?” 
Background paper for Adolescent Girls 
Initiative. Washington, DC: World Bank.

Khandker, S.R. 1998. Fighting Poverty with 
Microcredit: Experience in Bangladesh. Wash-
ington, DC: World Bank.

Khandker, S.R., G. Koolwal, and N. Sinha. 
2008. “Benefits of Improving Young 
Women’s Labor Market Opportunities: 

Evidence from Group-Based Credit Pro-
grams in Rural Bangladesh.” Background 
paper for Adolescent Girls Initiative. 
Washington, DC: World Bank.

Knowles, J.C., and J.R. Behrman, 2005. “The 
Economic Returns to Investing in Youth 
in Developing Countries.” HNP Discus-
sion Paper No. 31600. Washington, DC: 
World Bank.

Levine, R., C. Llyod, M. Greene, and C. 
Grown. 2008. Girls Count: A Global Invest-
ment and Action Agenda. Washington, DC: 
Center for Global Development.

Malhotra, A., and D. DeGraff. 1997. “Entry 
versus Success in the Labour Force: Young 
Women’s Employment in Sri Lanka.” 
World Development 25(3): 379-94.

Mari Bhat, P.N. 1998. “Contours of Fertility 
Decline in India: An Analysis of District 
Level Trends from Two Recent Censuses.” 
In G. Martine et al., eds., Reproductive 
Change in India and Brazil. Delhi, India: 
Oxford University Press.

Martin, T.S. 1995. “Women’s Education and 
Fertility: Results from 26 Demographic 
and Health Surveys.” Studies in Family 
Planning 36(4): 187–202.

Mathur, S., M. Greene, and A. Malhorta. 
2003. Too Young to Wed: The Lives, Rights, 
and Health of Young Married Girls. Wash-
ington, DC: International Center for 
Research on Women.

McLeod, D., R. Ramirez, M. Davalos, and W. 
Gruben. 2005. “Apparel Jobs: Ladder Up 
or Poverty Trap?” Paper presented at the 
2005 meeting of the Latin America and 
Caribbean Economics Association.

Mensch, B.S., M.J. Grant, M.P. Sebastian, P.C. 
Hewitt, and D. Huntington. 2004. “The 
Effect of a Livelihoods Intervention in 
an Urban Slum in India: Do Vocational 
Counseling and Training Alter the Atti-
tudes and Behavior of Adolescent Girls?” 
Policy Research Division Working Paper 
No. 194. New York: The Population 
Council.



DECEMBER 20088 PREMNOTE

Moore, K.A., and A.K. Driscoll. 1997. “Low 
Wage Maternal Employment and Out-
comes for Children: A Study.” The Future 
of Children 7(1): 122–27.

Morrison, A., D. Raju, and N. Sinha. 2007. 
“Gender Equality, Poverty, and Economic 
Growth.” Policy Research Working Pa-
per No. 4349. Washington, DC: World 
Bank.

Narayan, D. 2005. “Conceptual Framework 
and Methodological Challenges.” In D. 
Narayan, ed., Measuring Empowerment: 
Cross-Disciplinary Challenge. Washington, 
DC: World Bank.

Ñopo, H., M. Robles, and J. Saavedra. 2007. 
“Occupational Training to Reduce Gen-
der Segregation: The Impacts of ProJo-
ven.” Research Development Working 
Paper No. 623. Washington, DC.

Parcel, T.L., and E.G. Menaghan. 1994. “Ear-
ly Parental Work, Family, Social Capital, 
and Early Childhood Outcomes.” Ameri-
can Journal of Sociology 99(4): 972–1009.

Pitt, M.M., and S.R. Khandker. 1998. “The 
Impact of Group-Based Credit Programs 
on Poor Households in Bangladesh: Does 
the Gender of Participants Matter?” Jour-
nal of Political Economy 106: 958–96.

Psacharopoulas, G., and H.A. Patrinos. 2004. 
“Returns to Investment in Education: A 
Further Update.” Education Economics 
12(2): 111–34.

Quisumbing, A.R., and K. Hallman. 2005. 
“Marriage in Transition: Evidence on 
Age, Education, and Assets from Six De-
veloping Countries.” In C.B. Lloyd et al., 
eds., The Changing Transitions to Adulthood 
in Developing Countries. Washington, DC: 
National Research Council.

Ruhm, C.J. 2004. “Parental Employment and 
Child Cognitive Development.” Journal of 
Human Resources 39(1):155–92.

Ruiz Abril, Maria Elena. 2008. “Girls Vulner-
ability Assessment.” Background paper 
for preparation of project to promote 
the economic empowerment of young 
women in Liberia. Washington, DC: 
World Bank.

Schultz, T.P. 1993. “Mortality Decline in the 
Low-Income World: Causes and Conse-
quences.” The American Economic Review 
83(2): 337–42.

———. 1997. “Demand for Children in Low 
Income Countries.” In M.R. Rosenzweig 
and O. Stark, eds., Handbook of Popula-
tion and Family Economics. Amsterdam: 
Elsevier. 

———. 2002. “Why Government Should 
Invest More to Educate Girls.” World De-
velopment 30(2): 207–25.

Sen, A.R. 1990. “Gender and Cooperative 
Conflicts.” In I. Tinker ed. Persistent In-
equalities: Women and World Development. 
New York: Oxford University Press.

Skoufias, E., and S. Parker. 2001. “Condi-
tional Cash Transfers and Their Impact 
on Child Work and School Enrollment: 
Evidence from the PROGRESA Program 
in Mexico.” Economia 2(1): 45–96.

Thomas, D., J. Strauss, and M. Henriques. 
1991. “How Does Mother’s Education 
Affect Child Height?” Journal of Human 
Resources 26(2): 183–211.

Welti, C. 2002. “Adolescents in Latin Amer-
ica: Facing the Future with Skepticism.” 
In B.B. Brown et al., eds., The World’s 
Youth: Adolescence in Eight Regions of the 
Globe. Cambridge, England: Cambridge 
University Press. 

World Bank. 2001. Engendering Development: 
Through Gender Equality in Rights, Resources 
and Voice. World Bank Policy Research Re-
port. Washington, DC: World Bank.



DECEMBER 2008 PREMNOTE 9

Endnotes
1. This may be because it is difficult to disen-

tangle the impacts of labor force participation 

from those of education, since these two variables 

are highly correlated. Identification and endo-

geneity issues also make it difficult to identify 

econometrically the precise impacts of labor force 

participation on demographic outcomes such as 

fertility.

2. These impacts are sensitive to timing of 

work and the specific group analyzed (Blau and 

Grossberg 1992; Parcel and Menaghan 1994; 

Greenstein 1995).

3. Categories include: (1) making the labor 

market work better for young people; (2) improv-

ing chances for young entrepreneurs; (3) skills 

training; (4) making training systems work better 

for young people; (5) programs to counteract resi-

dential segregation; (6) improving labor market 

regulations to benefit young people; (7) programs 

for overseas employment of young people; (8) 

comprehensive interventions; and (9) other (for 

example, voluntary service programs).

4. Reasons that employers cite for preferring 

young women include: women’s supposedly “nim-

ble fingers”; their obedience; their suitability for 

tedious work; and their reliability and trainability 

relative to men (Braunstein 2000; Katz 2008). 
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