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Structure of presentation

« Theoretical questions

« The original selection-adaptation modell of Lesthaeghe and Surkyn, and its
modifications

« Databases, used subsamples

« Definition and measuring the partnership formation process
¢ Measuring the family values, indexes

« Univariate results and the logic of interpretation of the results
¢ Modelling techniques

¢ Multivariate analysis and results
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Theory I.:
value-based selection and event-based value adaptat  ion

2004: Lesthaeghe - Surkyn:Value Orientations and the Second Demographic Transition ..
in Europe: An update. (One of the most cited article in demography in the last decade)

The correlation between personal values and household/partnership positions is a well-
known clear empirical evidence, from the sixties..“The existence of such a connection is a
crucial element in the... SDT.” But: the direction of this connection is not clear!

Exists a “values-based self selection of individuals into alternative living arrangement or
household types” OR / AND “event-based adaptation of values to the newly chosen
household situation” ?

- This is the ,values selection and adaptation model”

- “Any testing of such... model requires the use of panel data.”

At that time they didn’t have big European panel datasets in demography. (Moors tested
the theory using a very small German dataset, but there was only two years between the
two waves of the survey and the number of events was very weak: He found only one
significant effect in the case of adaptation.)

The idea of my presentation is very-very simple: | took the original idea but for empirical
testing | use a real longitudinal dataset: the GGS survey.
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The original empirical model of Surkyn and Lesthaeghe
Non-conformism = secular, stress individual autonomy, weaker
civil morality. expressive values, distrust institutions, protest
prone, tolerant minorities, world orientation, « postmaterialist ».
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Conformism = religious, respect for authonity. trust mstitutions,
conservative morality, lower tolerance minorities, local or
national identification, expressive values not stressed.
Respar = resident with parents ; Colr+ = cohabiting with children :
Single = never married and not in a unien ; Mar+E= married with children and ever cohabited ;
Coh0 = cohabiting and no children : Mar+N= married with children and never cohabited ;
Mar0 = married and no children ; FmNu = formerly married or in union, not yet in new union.
,Chart 4.1. Flow chart of life-course development and hypothesised changes in value orientations stemming
from selection-adaptation mechanism” p. 54.
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The modifications

‘Non-conformism = secular. stress individual autonomy. weaker
civil morality, expressive values, distrust institutions, protest
prone. tolerant mincrities, world orientation. « postmaterialist »

1. Small modifications in the
starting point (respar - form.
years):

A
Coh - age limit (35 year) for the
respondents living in
m parental household
[Fot | S[TE | heebin e Peopl e
— 1

| viozession | live with partner in the

parental household

- Inclusion in the formative

years those students, who

\ 4 hadn't already lived in the

R S i P parental household, but they
didn’t have a cohabiting

national identification. expressive values not stressed.
partner

1. Including a new category:
living apart together.
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Databases
Hungarian GGS French GGS (I'Etude des
(Eletiink fordulépontjai) el (EmllEES €
Used waves of the survey 2004/5 (2 wave) 2005 (1%t wave)
2012 (4 wave) 2011 (3™ wave)
Sample size at the first 13540 10079
used wave
Longitudinal sample size 8103 5781
Panel attrition between the 40,2%
used waves
Age range at the first wave
Size of the used
longitudinal subsample*
Used follow-up time
between the two waves
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Transitions

Hungary France
‘Non-conformism = secular, stress individual autonomy, weaker
civil morality, expressive values, distrust institutions, protest
prone. tolerant minorities, world orientation, « postmateriatist ».
Those, who have entered (direct or indirect _’ 117 83
A way) in a life
Coh 2)
—
TaT o Those, who have entered (direct or indirect 130 82
way) ina LAT parnership
form. years Those who have entered (direct or indirect —} 238 232
Neutral way) ina cohabitation
— Those who have (direct or —» 202 69
indirect way)
No change/other 230 107
A 4
Conformism = religious, respe trust institutions,
conservative morality, lower 5. local or

national identificati

Subsample: who lived in the parental HH
at the first used wave or were students
artner.

What happened with these people six years later?
Four + one possible transition

Measuring of the value orientations —
potential variables in the used surveys

ems Teffering 10the family values inthe datasers

s
Marriage-is-an-outdated-institution=
Itis ]l right for-an-unmarried-couple o live togethers

Marriage:is-adifetime relationship-and-should-neyer-be-endeds
Its-altright{or-a-coupletodivorce evendfthey-have-children
Awoman has to haye chikiren in oraer o be fukileg=

Aman has o haye children in orderta be fulliled=

A<hild-needs-a-nome withfather and mother-to-grow up-happilys
Woman can have child as-single-parent even without stable:
relationshipa

\When-children turn-about 18-20 vears ey should five-independently=
Homosexial counles shouldhaye same riohts as Delemsexual
In-acouple itis better far the man to be-glder than the woman=

Itworan eams more thay pariner, not good for relationshio=

Onthe whole, menmake belter political-eaders than women=

Women should be-gble-decidehow 1o-spend money without-asking partnera
Lopking atter the- homefamiys iust as futiling a3 workngfor pay=
A-preschool-child-is-likely-to-suffer-if-his/her-mother-works=

Children gften sufer because fathers concenirate tao much o work=
I-paents divorce ifs befter for chig-stay with mother thanathers

Chiliren shouldtake tesponsibilty Tar care parenls i parenls n neeg
Children-should adjustworkinatives tothe needs-of theirparentsa
\When parents in nesd, daughlers should take more caring respansiiliy=
Chidren should proyide finangal ele  RarENts fnangal afiauly= s
Childrenshould five-with-parents-whennodongerfookafter themselvess —= |

Ll a o

indirect index (2+2+2 flems; relatedto |
pAmeranfomalop; chirer: srents,
en

° s &




Results and its interpretations — an univariate example:
.Marriage is an outdated institution” - Country:

Hungary

Mean value at wave
2004 / 2005

Mean

Those who have
entered in a single life

value at wave
2012

3,

Those who have
entered ina LAT
parnership

Those who have

3,6

entered in a 3,5

3,2

cohabitation

Those who have
married

Selection:
People, who
later married,
had significantly
less agreed with
the statement,
already in the
parental house.

[Adaptation:
- R's, who were single
or lived in cohabitation
in the second wave,
agreed by more chance
with this statement as 6
years before.

- People who married,
were more marriage-
friendly as 6 years
before.

- Lat: no sig. change

Univariate results

with significance levels

France

Univariate results Adaptation

Direction|sig 'sing. LAT coh.  marr. |sing LAT con.
Marriage is outdated institution +| 414 389 387 440] 363 = 383 382
Itis all right for an unmarried couple to
live together +| 193 172 163 225 1,69 = 168 1,41 o
Marriage is a lifetime relationship and
should never be ended - 245 249 257 18| 277+ 282+ 255
Its all right for a couple to divorce even
if they have children +| 1,71 1,89 168 2,04] 169 1,53 1,7
A child needs a home with father and
maother to grow up happily - 174 165 161 137 188 1,91 * 2,06 =
‘Woman can have child as single
parent even without stable relationship +| 29 259 271 306| 233 % 243 285
A pre-school child is likely to suffer if
hisfher mother works - 300 341 315 309| 348 * 333 320
Children should adjust working lives
to the needs of their parents - 394 367 412 377 394 3,89 389 =
Children should live with parents
when no longer look after themselves - 230/ 220 240 250] 260* 280 % 299
Direct index + 1429 1319 1332 1588] 1257 ** 1234 = 1325
Indirect (composite) index +|* 1788 17,31 17,11 18,37| 16,08 *** 1589 == 1652 *

Hungary

| Adaptation
marr, LAT coh. |marr. [sing
451 376 338 351 403] 3,39 =~
1,93 = 159 170 148 182 178
217 358 386 368 342 382
1,78 187 1,73 180 209| 186
1,65 == 132 143 141 142 177 =
2,87 181 189 184 218 208
3,41 172 170 176 185 2,25 =
365 210 218 221 208 241 %
257 313 388 323 322 320
14,91 = 11,40 10,83 10,99 12,30] 11,30
17,37 = 19,53 18,70/ 19,10| 19,85] 18,03 *=*

- As we can see robust univariate connections, there is a legitimate

reason for looking multivariat
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345 =

2,01 =

162/*

2,32 =

2,19 =

2,30

3,10 =
12,38 =
18,96

coh. | mar
3,22 = 458 ™

1,35 = 215
354 | 280
167 221
1,40 1,34
187 23
224 = 2325 =
240 = 242
332 | 346
10,65 | 14,49 ™

18,31 == 19,07 ™|
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Multiavariate modelling — methodological
guestions

Method:

« repeated measures general linear model (procedure ,repeated GLM” SPSS)
« four parallel model: for the two country and for the two indexes

« For the interpretation plots of ,estimated marginal means”

« only fixed factors no covariates (because post hoc tests)

Dependent variables: direct / indirect index of family values
(low value = agreeing with “non-conform”, individualist statements)

Fixed factors:

« partnership form at the second wave (key variable for us!)
« gender

* age group

« number of parents in the household at first measure

« number of siblings in the household at the first measure

« the duration of the respondent’s partnership form at the second wave (less than a
year, between 1-3 years, above 3 years)
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Multiavariate modelling — results
Are you interested?
Welcome on 26th June 2014 Budapest, 14:00-15:30 Session 27
Ef-t HORI )
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Contact: kapitany@demografia.hu
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