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Abstract

This paper strives to broaden understanding ofilifgrttransition in post-
Communist countries, starting in the early 1990w inhtegration of findings from
distinct avenues of fertility research and incogiimn of results of an empirical
analysis of new kinds into the approaches of pastv@unist fertility transition
leads us to new conclusions. The use of longitudiaael studies in comparing
fertility intentions and realisation in four Eur@ecountries reveals the very low
level of realisation of fertility intentions in pp€ommunist countries. We find that
the distinct manner and pace of social changedid@epancy between very slow
changes in values and very rapid institutional stndctural changes, are primarily
responsible for the larger gap between intentiod easmlisation in the post-
Communist countries, although some compositiorfakces are not negligible. This
understanding could be seen as an extension ofrbenie approach to post-
Communist transition. The contrast between macretepostponement and
individual action allows us to highlight specificausation during the post-
Communist fertility transition: macro-level postgmnent of fertility seems at least
partly to be a result of failure to realise chilglaing intentions.

Keywords:

Fertility intention, fertility, post-communist faity transition, postponement,
longitudinal study in fertility






1 Introduction?

Our paper brings together two fields of researcime Gocuses on
understanding realisation of fertility intentionshile the other focuses on
fertility transition in post-Communist countriesuOempirical analysis fits
well into a research tradition that focuses onideatification of factors and
mechanisms contributing to a greater correspondeeteeen intention and
behaviour in fertility decisions (Westoff and Ryd&®77; Monier 1989;
Schoenet al. 1999; Heatoret al 1999; Quesnel-Vallée and Morgan 2003;
Testa and Toulemon 2006; Philipov 2009; Liefbro®02 Spéder and
Kapitany 2009). We study one type of fertility int®n, namely time-
dependent intention, which according to severadlisti (Miller and Pasta
1994; Schoeret al 1999) properly predicts real fertility behavio@ur
research is novel, in that it takescamparative approach to the use of
longitudinal panel survey data

In a recent paper we identified how group-specifocial and
demographic factors determine the fulfilment ofrstterm intentionswvithin
a country (Kapitany and Spéder 2011). In this paper we ingatt why
country differencesexist why there are significant differences between
Western and Eastern countrjeand why people in Eastern Europe have
lower chances of fulfilling their original intentis than those living in
Western EuropeAlthough availability of suitable datdimits the countries
we have selected, we have been able to includeMestern (Switzerland,
the Netherlands) and two Eastern European (Hungary Bulgaria)
countries in our analysis.

Fertility transition in post-Communist countriesshheen a focus of
research since the rapid political changes thak fgace in 1989/90. As
widely discussed, the relatively stable fertiligtierns of the Communist era
was followed by a period characterised by low ligytian increase in extra-
marital births and postponement of child-bearinBecause the changes
observed in post-Communist countries to some extantors those
experienced by Western countries in the last tbirthe twentieth century,
the explanations applied were deliberate extensamd adaptations of
theories developed for Western countries, thoughespew ideas have also
emerged.

Interpretation of the results of our empirical asa& (intention-
realisation), and the search for explanations &lufes characteristic of
post-Communist countries inspired us to further efigy the ‘anomie
hypothesis’ (one of the approaches to the post-Camsh fertility
transition) and to extend its temporal validity. riRermore, tackling
individual behaviours and macro-level postponentetps shed light on an
as yet undiscovered characteristic of the post-Conish transition: macro-

1 This research was carried out within the proféRéproductive decision-making in a macro-
micro perspective REPRO”. Grant Agreement: SSH-200723 217173. Special thanks to the
researchers of the REPRO project and its Advisory ®oaho provided us with valuable feedback.
This contribution is also supported by the Hungaridcientific Research Fund (OTKA No.
NN76648).

2 Since our aim is to compare fertility intentionitfvin a time frame) and related outcomes
(within the same time frame), we have to use ladjital panel surveys which include both kinds of
information, and can be harmonised.

3 For a recent comprehensive review about the newldements and the relevant interpretations
see Frejka and Sobotka 2008; Sobotka 2008.
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Approaches
Explaining
Fertility
Development in
the Post-
Communist Era

level fertility development may to some extent be butcome of ‘failure’
and/or ‘modification’ of individual fertility intetions.

A review of existing literature concerning the p@smmunist fertility
transition is inevitable for a study such as tlaisgd we hereby briefly list
existing concepts about postponement, and dedisabee time to the
introduction of some features of the theory of aiodeveloped by Robert
Merton which we consider useful. Chapter 2 is tfeeeededicated to the
above-mentioned issues. We do not devote time udiest focusing on
differences between fertility intentions and bebaval outcomes in the
literature review for three reasons. Firstly, begsawe have previously
reported on it (Spéder and Kapitany 2009). Secoradiyfar as we know the
literature does not discuss country differencestdlyh the literature on the
intention-behaviour link will be referred to laten in the discussion (p. 27—
28). The theoretical introduction is followed byshort review of the
situation of the studied countries, introductiondata and methods utilised
in our analysis, and by definition the central ahte (Chapter 3). Revealing
the basic result, Chapter 4 describes country réifiees of intention
realisation, and in Chapter 5 we discuss the nesylgaled characteristics of
post-Communist transition using an extended ancapiroach. We also
explain how compositional effects may to a smatjirde only contribute to
country differences. In the concluding chapter weatibe postponement in
the midst of post-Communist transition as result afnscious and
unconscious individual postponement behaviour.

2 Review of Relevant Literature

Research on fertility development during the postrGunist era has
been at the centre of scholars’ attention for atnmte® decades. Even
though the theory of Second Demographic Transi(®DT) has gained in
popularity (Rabusic 2001; Sobotkat al 2003; Sobotka 2008; Zaharov
2008; Lesthaeghe and Surkyn 2004; Lesthaeghe 2Qhé)e are still
analyses of the initial and later phases of trasithat return to economic
explanations (Kotowskat al 2008), social anomie (Perelli-Harris 2005;
Rodin 2011) and to societal transition more geheréfrejka, 2008).
Comprehensive description and evaluation of thgestimatter is beyond
the purposes of our present study, and we only tainmtroduce some
general features of the most frequently used appes which not only
inspire further research, but which provide oppuites for drawing
conclusions from our empirical study on fertilityténtions.

Changes in values are a key characteristic of He®ry of Second
Demographic TransitiorfLesthaeghe 1995, 2010). According to the theory
there is an “escape” from authorities (parents, roomties, church, the
state, etc.), which results in real individual aadmy. In the fulfilment of
higher order needs, self-realisation becomes awithahl’'s key aim in life.
Gender relations alter significantly and unequilyaa favour of women’s
integration and gender symmetry in most life domaiReduced emphasis
on the importance of marriage is part of this,sathe erosion of exclusive
intra-marriage sexuality. Even though Lesthaeghe@hamises that these
value changes are enabled by economic growth andptead of universal
well-being within the society and facilitated byetkecurity provided by an
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expanded welfare stat@dividual choicestill has a decisive impact on
family relationships, the spread of common-law rnage (cohabitation),

postponement of child-bearing and the increasedagace of extra-marital
births. The new modes of family formation and faytibehaviour are the
outcome of individual decisions, which are based mwst-material,

expressive and self-realising values.

The decline in fertility of post-Communist coungjeaccording to this
theory (Leasthaeghe and Surkyn 2004; Leasthaegt®),28 a result of the
rapid spread of the above-described (Western, post-modern) value
orientation. Societal and economic transition es@dbthe diffusion of
expressive life purposes (open relationships, jojife, etc.) and non-
prescribed life-styles compete with child-bearingConsequently,
postponement of child-bearing to later on in tlie Gourse is observable,
which goes hand in hand with sub-replacement itgfil

Studies favouringgconomic aspect$JNECE 2000; Cornia and Paniccia
1995; Kotowskaet al 2008), together with followers of thecrisis
hypothesis (Rychterikova 2000) and those claiming negatisgesequences
of economic instability(Ranjan 1999), explain fertility decline by the
increase of direct and indirect costs of child-bepiand by a decrease of
accessible economic resources. Economic declimenfimlg the democratic
transitions, including the emergence and increasain@mployment in
general (and in particular for certain social gmuspignificantly decreased
the necessary resources for consumption and chad+g. Increases of
inequalities further narrowed the opportunities iwfpoverished, ‘loser
social groups. The direct costs of child-bearingengrimarily increased by
the withdrawal of family benefits and child supp@md by marketisation of
certain community services such as education. Govental family policies
aimed in principle to reduce instabilities assaatvith emerging market
instabilities, and to support the most deprivednsagis of the population.
The continuous devaluation of family benefits, dretjuent changes to the
general principles of its administrative rules —agwrom universality to
means testing and targeting — did not counterbalahe effects of the
economic transition.

Though less popular, the low fertilityypothesis of social anomie and
discontinuity does still appear in some analyses (Philipov 20@&elli-
Harris 2005, 2008; Spéder and Kamaras 2008). Tppsoach is based on
Durkheim’s contention that social crises go handhand with a decline in
social behaviour which might be characterised amfarmist’, and in its
place comes the spread of behaviour which mightcharacterised as
‘deviant’. In this respect, abandonment of childitieg (whether temporary
or permanent) may be interpreted by some peopéeragction of societal
norms and a move towards deviahdgodin (2011) recently elaborated on
this approach, suggesting that “the speed and dlagivie uniformity” of
fertility developments in the post-Communist coiegr should be
interpreted as a form of risk management in thestnaf social anomie.

4 Scholars who view the use the SDT in case of fastmunist transition critically draw
attention to the fact that the transition (unfoetety) did not happen in the midst of economic
prosperity, and that lack of prosperity (e.g. re@@s) might make self-realising plans impossible to
realise.

® The meaninglessness of child-bearing is statedicitp on the anomie-scale by Srole
(developed in the 1950s): “It is hardly fair torigichildren into this world with the way things loo
for the future” (Srole 1956).
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Nevertheless, critics claim that after a certaingumea new type of social
order is formed, social anomie decreases, and mmivathereafter can no
longer be explained by anomie.

In one of the most recent comparative studies objaean fertility of the
last decade, which takes into consideration theeapces of 19 European
countries, Frejka considers Central-Eastern Europesdility decline to be
the outcome of the transition from state sociali@ncapitalism. More
specifically, Frejka states thabcial and economic transitiois the “root
cause” of the post-Communist demographic transitielowever obvious
and simplistic it may appear, the replacement efdtate socialist regimes
by market economies and by fledgling democratititunsons of governance
is the root cause of the demographic changes anddrduring the transition
period and beyond” (Frejka 2008: 160). The reldyigtable fertility of state
socialism was the result of a redistributive ecomosystem, in which
‘active and explicit’ population policies aimed &xhieve a replacement
level of fertility (Frejka 1980; Andorka 1978). Wiitthe democratic
transitions this reproductive order ‘dissolved’ rajside its governing
institutions. The new market economy (including thenged labour and
housing markets and redistribution, etc.) creatadva context within which
fertility intentions could be realised (or not). Wave to note that studies by
Sobotka a decade earlier about the dissolutiohefdocialist greenhouse”
(Sobotka 2002) also mark the transition from ssaigalism to capitalism as
the reason behind low fertility in Central and EastEurope. In Frejka’'s
view, neither “cultural” nor “economic” factors ale adequately account for
the changes in fertility observed during post-Comisiutimes (Frejka 2008:
160) though he nevertheless claims that many of #lements are valid.
Even though Frejka does not take a position comugrsocial anomie, we
do not think his final conclusions contradict tlmacept.

It is beyond the scope of this paper to criticalligcuss the above-
mentioned approaches, and their advantages andvdigages. We do,
however, present some remarks. Firstly, we shoaté that evaluation of
the above approaches Isndered by lack of suitable datdVhile vital
statistics are widely available across time anchtiees and in comparative
manner, we lack standardised, time-series dataabres and attitudes, and
on the characteristics of institutional configunas. Consequently, analyses
such as those conducted by Billingsley (2010) are.rBillingsely showed
that in the majority of Eastern and Central Europeauntries fertility
decline is related to economic recession in thet period of the transition,
while in the later phases fertility decline (and sfpmnement) was
characteristic of countries that were economicakter off (Billingsely
2010)°

Secondly, the relevance of the theoretical appresahentioned above is
difficult to judge, as it is not easy to distinguiwhether the arguments and
the presentations of correlation refer to individaetors, groups or society
as a whole. The focus is often on people’s indialdartility behaviour (e.g.
postponement, popularity of cohabitation, etc.)utfio the relevance is
usually exhibited by certain vital statistics (swahthe mean age of mothers
at first childbirth, the proportion of extra-matithildbirths, etc.). A more

5 This supports the second demographic transitian,“pmstponement transition” theory
(Billingsely 2010).

12



straightforward dissociation of micro and macrouangntation would help
to confine and circumscribe the relevance of tifieidint approaches.

In this paper we would like to demonstrate thabtigh analysis of data
collection, even though conducted in a later pludbe post-Communistic
transition, we can shed light on some new aspdctieopost-Communist
fertility transition. Furthermore, new evidence, dama search for
understandings helps us to refine our concept alpmst-Communist
transitions and enables us to look into micro-maetations. Our empirical
analysis deals with a well-defined aspect of figytildecision-making,
namely realisation of short-term fertility intemi® However, during
discussion of our results we further develop oyla&xations.

Postponement is an essential element in all of abeve-described A Short Note on the
approaches on post-Communist transition, and alsavaidable if we  Prevailing Concept(s)
discuss changing child-bearing behaviour in Eurgee Sobotka 2004 for a 0N Postponement
review of the literaturé) According to Billari and colleagues,
“postponement has been the mageyword in the study of demographic
trends in developed societies. It is therefore msiny to read in the
introduction of a volume about a conference on gmsment, that the
question of how “postponement” should be definechai@s unanswered
(Billari et al. 2006: 1).

Reviewing some of the crucial studies on postpomerteeg. Bongaarts
and Feeny 1998; Kohleat al 2002; Lesthaeghe and Moors 2000; Sobotka
2004, 2008; Billariet al. 2006; Frejka 2008) we observe that the concept is
used for definition and interpretation of severahepomena. Two
significantly different interpretations and onefsmlident meaning are easy
to reveal. We most frequently find the term of postement used in relation
to certain demographic events, such as delay dd-bleiaring to later age
(Bongaarts and Feeny 1998; Sobotka 26082sthaeghe calls it “period-
postponement” (Lesthaeghe 2001). Postponementisncdse is anacro-
social characteristiof fertility.

According tocohort-specifiapproaches, postponement describes when a
given cohort has its (first) child or children ataéer age than earlier-born
cohorts (Sobotka 2004). There is no agreement oetheh the study of
completed fertility belongs to cohort-specific ingeetation. In our view
Sobotka includes it in his understandings: he talksut cohort-specific
postponement — when fertility which started atrigteints in the life course
result in the same number of children born (Sob@®@4). If, however, we
call an increase in fertility in later phases oftifey “recuperation”, as
Lesthaeghe and Moors (2000) and others do, thetpgumment only
implies that child-bearing occurs at a later aggifag of fertility).

Finally, it should be noted that even if there & axplicit statement in
this regard, texts also implicitly suppose thageémeraindividual behaviour
can be characterised by postponement (see Katled 2002; Sobotka
2004). The increase of mean age at first birth iesult of individuals
postponing child-bearing. Indicators of postponeimewithout exception —
are all macro level, argumentation however concerdzidual behaviour.

As much as a popular concept postponement is, Welsserve its lack of

"It is beyond the scope of this paper to reviewethgre literature on postponement.
8 Regarding our topic increase of Mean Age at FirghBind Mean Age of Births is mentioned.
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Robert
Merton’s
Theory of
Social Action

precise definition and the question posed aboveBiligri et al (2006)
remains a reasonable one.

The issue of adequate usage of postponement ifrdmch context is
addressed in a paper by Ni Bhrolchhain and Toulenmomvhich they ask
“whether in the case of France, it is correct terpret the fertility trends of
the last few decades as reflecting postponementhdéibearing?” (Ni
Bhrolchhdin and Toulemon 2003: 3). They assume thatconcept of
postponement implies a downward trend in fertiityyounger ages on the
one hand, something that should be followed by mwand trend at older
ages; whilst on the other hand these two procds®es acommon cause
They argue that the prevailing usage of the conoégtostponement is a
macro statistical one, one that describes the ggeinfertility, but this
ageing could be a result of different kinds of msses. They advocate for a
behavioural understanding of postponemeiiheir statistical analysis
proves thathere is no clear feedbagkag) among birth rates intgimeand
in at+x timethat questions the assumed correlation.

Less attention is devoted to understanding tblationship between
individual child-bearingoehaviouf and macro-level postponemeht some
studies we see the implicit assumption that postpmmt is a result of
decisions taken consciously by individuals (Kohétral 2002; Sobotka
2008). In statements such as “voluntary postponémmeay lead to
involuntary childlessness” (Billaet al 2006: 7), the authors assume that
people consciously want to have children at laiée phases. This
assumption fits well with the macro-social or sttal understandings of
postponement. According to this implicit assumptipostponement at the
macro levelis a result of an individual’s intended childbirttt a later age
The title of Berrington’s article (“Perpetual posters?”) may imply other
motivations, though people are constantly shiftiagd revising their
intentions, which results in child-bearing at a&teage — if at all (Berrington
2004).

Our research takes advantage of the longitudinaélpdesign, supports
efforts to have a closer look into the postponemiblack-box’, and to
distinguish more clearly between individual (migrtevel and macro-level
understandings. Furthermore, individual behaviczas be differentiated:
the results of the analysis of the intention-bebawirelation in the four
countries supports the notion that consciously nean later births
(postponement) and later births are a result ahpeent revision of timing
of the first and subsequent births at the micrellev

In order to understand cross-country differencesemtising intentions
and the post-Communist fertility transition, it iseful to broaden our
perspective utilising some sociological thoughts smtial action, namely
Merton’s theory of social actiofMerton 1980)-° This approach is able to
handle the different societal contexts of socidioac In addition it is close

9 Speaking about individuals usually implies theldsbiearing practice of partners, but we do not
touch on the issue of partnership agreements aagdjidiements about child-bearing.

10 Similar attempts have been made by Philipov 20®tjipov et al 2006: 293; Spéder and
Kamaréas 2008: 655ff; Rodin 2011.
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to some social-psychological approaches (such asnAL988), which seek
to understand the link between fertility intentimmd behaviout!

Merton’s theory of social action describes sodfalfrom the perspective
of the duality ofcultural systemand social structure Individuals pursue
goals embedded in a system of values and normgulalilsystem). The
cultural system prescribes not only what constituggitimate goals of life,
but also suggests legitimate means for attainiregehgoals within the
relevant social structure. In other words, socialcture can be seen as a
factor enabling and/or hindering purposeful socadtion, since the
opportunity structure and the distribution of res®s strongly defines what
specific types of social action are available apgraved of. In a well-
functioning society the prescribed societal goals be (easily) achieved by
using freely available and legitimate ‘institutiisad’ means. Anomie,
however, is characterised by a fundamental mismatéh values,
prescriptions, and the ways by which life goals tenrealised (Merton
1980).

All modern societies are characterised by diffetentls of social action,
such as conformity, innovation, ritualism, retreatj and rebellion.
However, the prevalence of different social pragidepends on accordance
of the cultural system with the social structureonf@rmist behaviours
prevail in cases of higher accordance of the twsiesys, whereas deviant
behaviours are more common in societies where Iinateon between the
two exist. Relevant to Merton’s and also to Durkfisiidea, the same may
be assumed to be valid in times of distinct/diskimisocial changes:
conformity prevails overwhelmingly in times of “sat peace”, whereas
anomic actions (retreatism, ritualism, innovatiomdarebellion) are
characteristic of turbulent periods, when the galtisystem and/or the
institutional configurations change radically. Noonformist behaviour is
wide-spread during intense societal change, siheentajority of people
have not yet found and/or accepted the mewadus vivendof everyday
practice.

From Merton’s approach three lessons are saliandt, Fsocial action
comes into existence in a space that is shgpedly by cultural and
structural forces. Secondgccordance of the twgystems determines very
strongly what kinds of social actions emerge. Thittere is never full
accordance in any modern society and thereforengtome time many
different kinds of social action prevail. The sdaleoutcome (mean/median
behaviour) is consequently a mixture of differeimds of social actioff.

11 Of course the correspondence is far from perfadt iais beyond the scope of the study to
devote more time to analysing compatibility of edagical and social-psychological approaches.

12 We earlier suggested understanding cohabitatiofnasvative social action (Spéder and
Kamaras 2008), and we would also characterise postpent (later first birth) as a kind of
innovation at the beginning of a societal transfation. Furthermore, it would be easy to understand
abandonment of child-bearing as a kind of retreatislowever, societal, political and economic
transition from one system (Communism) to anotheglfewe capitalism) changes the meaning of
actions. So while postponement may be considereidraovative social practice at the start, it may
become conformity (a norm) later on. Early childxbeg, on the other hand, goes from a norm to
being a ritualised social practice with the proagfssansformation.
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Two Western
and Two Post-
Communist
Countries

3 Countries and Data

This chapter outlines the technicalities of our pamative work. We
identified four European longitudinal data setsjolhwere object to data
harmonisation. These data sets satisfied our mmimeguirements, which
were that they a) included similar questions abfartility behaviour
(intention and realisation), and b) had the sanmee tiframes as the
guestionnaire programme and data collection. Befaorting on the
technicalities of our harmonisation, we give an resev about fertility
development in the four European countries by usitaj statistics, though
focusing in particular on the turn of the centute time of the analysed
data collection.

Fertility started declining in the Netherlands andSwitzerland at the
beginning of the 1970s. In 1970 the TFR was 2.5thé Netherlands and
2.10 in Switzerland, while a decade later in 198@vas 1.60 and 1.55
respectively. The nadir was around 1985 in the &i&dhds (1.51), whereas
in Switzerland it was around 2000. The degree dicle was therefore
somewhat faster and greater in Dutch society. & itivestigated period
(2005) TFR was 1.77 in the Netherlands and 1.43witzerland. In the
early years of the new millennium one can obsengraaual increase of
fertility in the two countries. Recuperation apeiar both countries, though
the Netherlands can be considered the classic dgampthis respect
(Lesthaeghe 2001). Switzerland experiences higklessness by European
comparison: 27.9 per cent of women born in 1963arerohildless, whereas
in Bulgaria the proportion of childless women oé ttame cohort is 4.8 per
cent (Dorbritz and Rusckdeschl 2005: 64).

In state socialist Hungary and Bulgaria — as aecefbf massive and
continuous population policy interventions (Andork@78: 353ff; Frejka
1980) — TFR was above 2 in the 1970s and 1980gr#atic decrease
started after regime change in 1989/90, and thdirse was faster in
Bulgaria. In eight years it decreased from 1.9 tb, And at this point it
reached its nadir. It was then followed by a vdowsincrease. In Hungary
the decrease was somewhat slower: the lowest (@v&) was reached in
1999, with fertility staying fairly stable sinceeth (Figure 1).

The increasing mean age of mothers at first biath loe seen as a pan-
European phenomenon. It appeared in the two WeEi@mpean countries
from the end of the sixties, and also in the Easkrropean countries from
the end of the nineties, gaining momentum aftemtileennium (exactly in
the investigated period —2001-2005) (Figure Zhtuld be noted that some
increase of mean age of mothers at first birth alao be observed during
this time in Switzerland.
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Figure 1
Total fertility rate in the Netherlands, SwitzerthrHungary and Bulgaria,
1989-2008
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Sourceuvital statistic, EUROSTAT

Figure 2
Mean age of mothers at first birth in the NethedanSwitzerland,
Hungary and Bulgaria, 1989-2008
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Data and
Harmonisation

We use four quite different though nationally regametative large-scale Data
longitudinal panel surveys. We use the first twovegof the Netherlands
Kinship Panel Survey (Dykstrat al 2007), and the Hungarian Turning
Points of the Life Course survey (Kapitany ed. 2008 both cases the time
frame of the follow up was three years. The Huragarand the Dutch

17



Harmonisation

surveys resemble each other: they focus on chanmgedemographic
behaviour** The Swiss Household Panel survey’s follow up wasied out
annually; therefore we used the sixth and ninth esafor our analysis
(Voorpostel,et al 2009). The Bulgarian Social Capital Survey, inickh
more than ten thousand women and men aged 18-35 wmrviewed
between 2002 and 2005, also focuses on changesemogtaphic
behaviour** Selected features of the surveys are describéukeimppendix,
Table Al.

The first waves of the surveys analysed by us wetkected between
2002 and 2004 in the four countries, and the sulesggnvestigated waves
took place between 2005 and 2007. The non-adjuptatkl attrition
between the two investigated waves was highestuilgaBia (25 per cent)
and at a similar level in Hungary and the Netheita(l7 and 18 per cent
respectively). We limit our investigation to womaged between 18 and 35
years, and men aged between 18 and 50 years.

We paid particular attention to time-dependentilfgrintentions. Since
we utilised four independent surveys, it was natpssing that during
harmonisation we faced several problems. Although tuestionnaire
programmes of the four surveys were rather differére fertility intention
guestions were suitable for comparison: all foursys contained questions
on timing of fertility intentions, and provided accurate account of births
between the waves, though in different formatghia way we were able to
construct an intention-behaviour variable suitabier comparison.
Obviously we had to make some compliance: the tear-yime frame of the
Swiss and Bulgarian questions was the reason whgpted for a two-year
time period in this comparative study.

In short, we needed to fulfil three criteria: 1) etlner a respondent
intended to have a child within two years, 2) wieeth child was born or
not, and 3) if there was no birth, whether intemtsubsequently changed or
was maintained (see next section).

For the sake of our analysis we selected a subsapfphe surveys. Only
those persons who intended to have a(nother) eofiitlin two years and
were subsequently interviewed were selected irgstibsample. The size of
the four investigated subsamples ranged from N362(in Bulgaria) to
N = 385 (in the Switzerland). The investigated suiysles had rather a low
size in the Netherlands (N =458) while in Hungarycontained 1056
individuals®®

Because the four surveys handled pregnant woméesrehtly, treatment
of pregnancy was not easy. In order to have afaattsy (harmonised)
solution we made the following decisions. Concegnihe first wave, we
excluded those female respondents who were pregmahtthose males
whose partner was pregnant at the time of thevier since it was not
evident whether the intention question reflectedezithe conceived child or

13 Both surveys will be incorporated in the Generatiamd Gender Surveys (GGS) after
harmonisation.

4 The Bulgarian survey was carried out in the proj@be Impact of Social Capital and Coping
Strategies on Reproductive and Marital Behavior’,aoiged by the MPDIR Rostock and the
Bulgarian Academy of Science (see Biihler and PhilRag5).

15 Numbers mean unweighted number of cases.
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the subsequent one. Concerning the second waven avaluating success,
pregnant women were included as intentional parénts

4 Basic Cross-Country Differences

Our investigation concentrates on timing intentjoasd also considers
whether failed intentions were maintained or abaedo We investigate
whether the positive fertility intention — the inten to have a(nother) child
within two years — succeeded or not within threarg¥ Those who
intended to have a child within two years and sssftdly realised this
intention are called ifitentional parents (see Figure 3) We are also
interested in how “stable” those intentions werechlitould not be realised.
We divide the people who intended to have a chitithiwv two years, but
failed for some reason, into two groups: one grmuphose who maintained
their intention to have children at the subsequeatve whom we call
“postponers, and another group who abandoned their plans, wiiernall
“abandoners These distinctions provide us with an opportynio
understand the reasons for unsuccessful realisatrmhallow us a glimpse
into the mechanism of postponement.

Figure 3
The Construction the Fertility Intention-outcomeridale
BIRTH INTENTIONAL
PARENT

Want a YES POSTPONER
child at
ty

Wants a

NO BIRTH child at
to

NO ABANDONER

The basic distribution of our dependent variables (tertility intention-
outcome variable) reveals basic differences ambegcountries (Table 1).
The rate of successful realisation is quite higthenNetherlands: four out of
five people realised their within-two-year intemtiavithin three years. The
ratio of realisation surpasses only slightly the pér cent level in
Switzerland. While in Hungary and Bulgaria arouna ffifths of the time-
dependent fertility intentions were realised. Thatior of successful
intentional parents was very low in Hungary an@uigaria.

Considering failures, one fifth of the persons imalieg to have another
child abandoned their fertility plans in SwitzediarHungary and Bulgaria:

8 The exact wordings of the questions are presénttte appendix, Table A2.
17 As mentioned earlier, the fact that the lengtinténtion and the time period for realisation do
not match is due to the limitations of the diffarsarveys.
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Anomie, the
Distinct Character
and Pace of Social
Change

that is almost two times higher than in the Netimetk. The ratios of
postponers are also quite different: in Hungary enBulgaria the ratio of

postponers slightly surpasses that of intentioaaéipts. The corresponding
figure in Switzerland is also quite high, but betwethe Dutch and

Hungarian-Bulgarian levels.

Table 1
The Distribution of Fertility Intention-outcome Viable
Fertility outcomes Countries
y The Netherland$ Switzerland] Hungary |  Bulgaria
Intentional parents 75 55 40 38
Postponers 15 27 42 44
Abandoners 11 18 18 18

Source:own calculations, using the data described in ga4l.

5 Explaining Cross-Country Differences in Realisabn of
Positive Fertility Intentions

We seek to find out the causes of significant déifices between the
countries in the realisation of child-bearing irtens, and why there is such
a considerable discrepancy between Western aneQmsmunist countries
in this regard. The explanation, in our view, canfund insocial features
of the post-Communist countries, @nomie and discontinuityin the
distinct character of social changé the European countrieand especially
in accelerated pace of change the post-Communist countrie&lthough
the extent of measurement problems, the differesplution of intentions,
or compositional effects (over-representation dtifa groups) may to some
extent contribute to observed differences, theialwexplanation lies in the
societal context described immediately below.

In explaining the higher rates of failure of intent realisation in post-
Communist countries, we not only return to the embcof anomie but
extend its meaning. Previous explanations of pasts@unist fertility
transition preferred Durkheim’s anomie-concept, kagising value-crisis
and uncertainty amidst political and economic titzors (see for example
Philipov 2003; Philipowet al 2006; Perelli-Haris 2005, 2008; Balbo 2009;
Rodin 2011). As a consequence, people tended tipgrees important life
decisions, including child-bearing. However, thigerpretation of fertility
decline following political and societal transforiioa leaves a question
unanswered, namely whether it means only tempastibpnement of child-
bearing or its complete rejection. Instead, it oamphasises that in the
midst of social anomie people are likely to refrm child-bearing®

As a starting point we propose the following thesie low-level of
realisation of child-bearing intentions observable post-Communist
countries is to a large extent a result of dmginct pace of changén the

18 Temporal rejection can be considered postponemdrite final refusal equals to individual
stopping behaviour.
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value systemwhich helps shape child-bearing intentions arfthlsmur, and
that of the structural circumstancegobjective factors, including family
policies, and material situation) enabling and/andbring child-bearing
behaviour. The pace of change in the objectiveunistances (structure) is
more intensive than that of the value system. Ve &klieve that in the
midst of the transition intentions are shapegi®srtransition (early-) child-
bearing patternsDifferent pace of change of the value system ainthe
structural circumstances increases the discrepdrstyeen anticipated
circumstances at the time of emerging intentiond ahe actual
circumstances experienced during realisation. CGpresdly, it leads to
alteration (i.e. postponement or abandonment) dtl-dtearing intentions
concerning the near future (i.e. two years) chiéa#ing. We elaborate on
this thesis in the proceeding sections. Firstly, describe the content and
direction of value changes, and secondly, we pewdd overview of the
relevant tendencies of child-bearing decisions.

It is challenging to provide a straightforward dgsen of changes to
value systemsand of values relevant to fertility behaviour.idt broadly
accepted that transitions to democracies werewellbby major changes of
values, often termed ‘Westernisation’. This is aiee of the key hypotheses
of the theory of Second Demographic Transition (8B Trhis approach is in
accordance with theories emphasising periodic &ffechich are based on the
assumption that major historic shifts leave sigaifit marks in the value
systems of people and change individual behavionsiderably (Alwin and
McCammon 2006: 29ff). Nevertheless, we have founly a very limited
number of research results supporting radical valiteration in Central
Eastern Europe. In fact, if there was any Westatiois, it occurred very
slowly (Hagenaarst al 2004). In relation to beliefs about the familye are
aware of only a single example of empirical redeanthich reports significant
value change. This is a Hungarian empirical studych focuses on the life
goals of young generations before and after tmsfoamation (H. Sas 2003).

In contrast, there are several studies that inelicaertia in values.
Schwartz claims that the collapse of Communism tledt value system of
people almost unchanged (Schwaetz al 2000). Other research on
European values, which report on differences olieslbetween people
living in Western and Eastern European countriesthat turn of the
millennium (e.g. concerning general value orieptat{Hagenaarst al.
2004), social justice (Arts at al. 2004), or genaees (Luck and Hofacker
2003)), do not suggest that post-Communist coustan be characterised
by the rapid spread of Western vald®©ne study about changing gender
roles in Hungary argues that they barely changed &llowing the societal
transitions, and what is more, that there are iteftalds that are actually
characterised by re-traditionalisation (Lick andfdd&er 2003; Blasko
2005). The well-known item-battery of family attites was repeated three
times in the International Social Survey Progranf{f8&P), and this enables
us to compare attitudinal changes towards the Yaamt children in a 14-
year time frame starting in 1988 — just before aloand political upheavals.

19 For its application to post-Communist countries kesthaeghe and Surkyn (2004), Rabusic
(2001), Sobotkat al (2003).

20|t is beyond the scope of this paper to discussstiilarities between people living in Central
and Eastern European countries regarding attittalasmerous issues (Hankissal 1982, Sobotka
2002).
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The direction of change after the political traisitbetween 1988 and 1994
could be understood as “re-traditionalisation” ander roles, which is
relevant to both genders (c.f. Table®2)But by 2002, attitudes and
orientations towards the family had returned too@nipcharacteristic of
before the transition. For example, the concepghefhousewife — a woman
looking after the household and the children — seenbe about as popular
in 2002 as it was in the late 1980s (Blaskd 2088)but one of the seven
items below inTable 3report a shift in values towards more traditional
attitudes at the beginning of the transformationd ahereafter a return
towards more modern gender roles, though usualtybetow the level
observed in 1988. We can therefore hardly talk alsgnificant value
changes concerning family roles in Hungary betwk@88 and 2002.

Table 2
Average Values of Family Related and Gender Rdlaugés in Hungary,
Years 1988, 1994, 2002, by Gender of the Respondent

Gender of| Year of the fieldwork

Statements the 4

responden 1988 | 1994| 2007

. . . Female 335 361 344
Married people are generally happier than unmapeaple. Male 362 380 362
. . Female 413 437 4.22

People who have never had children lead empty.lives Male 408 425 1389
A job is all right, but what most women really wasthome Female 385 4.09 3.83
and children. Male 3.95 4.04 3.67
All in all, family life suffers when the woman hasfull-time Female 351 3.86 3.53
job. Male 3.67 3.71 3.36
A working mother can establish just as warm andise@a Female 347 352 381
relationship with her children as a mother who doatswork. Male 3.00 344 3.88
A pre-school child is likely to suffer if his or henother Female 3.72 4.05 381
works. Male 3.89 410 3.74
. . e, . Female 442 481 4.77
Watching children grow up is life’s greatest joy. Male 438 472 457

" Average values of answers (1=strongly disagreelisagree, 3=neither agree nor disagree,
4=agree, 5=strongly agree) related to the indicatattments.
Source Blask6 2005:159-186.

We can observe noteworthy differences betweemnvibé/Nestern and the
two post-Communist countries if we compare the igoirof the countries’
population regarding gender and family roles (cigufFe 4-6). After
comparing the relevant items from the ISSP 2002 faive claim that
public opinion in the post-Communist countries mdantly favoured
traditional partnership relations and the centyalaf children in the
individual life-course of adults, together with tet@ents about envisioning
women at home/in the family even 12 years followidgmocratic
transitions. Therefore, we propose that in thes/éafowing the millennium
the value system of fertile women still bears sighshe world prior to the
democratic transformatiorfs.

2! This is not very surprising if we bear in mind tiseced character of the expansion of female
employment during real existing socialism, and tiolapse of the labour market afterwards. We
cannot devote time to this issue here.

2 This corresponds exactly with the time of our aiopl analysis using longitudinal panel
surveys.

2 This supports the results of Inglehart and Bak@0(}, who argue in detail that the Communist
decades left major marks in the value system opleeo

22



Figure 4
‘Married People are generally Happier Than UnmadiPeople’
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Figure 5
‘People Who Have Never Had Children Lead Emptydive
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Figure 6
‘A Job Is All Right, but What Most Women Really YWan
Is a Home and Children’
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Source:ISSP 2002 codebook.

In our view the slow pace of change is caused gy f#tt that new
generations (cohorts) play a key role in the spdatkw value systems. In-
line with previous research, we agree tt@ort effec{cohort replacement)
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has a significant influence on value change (Ingiell987; Alwin and
McCammon 2006). That is, young people form themawl during their
‘impressionable years’, and these help shape desisabout their own
families. Alwin and McCammon (2006) refer to sevestudies about
related attitudes (such as “sex role beliefs anidudes”, “beliefs about
abortion”, “child-rearing values”, “co-residencelibés”) which demonstrate
the key role of cohort replacement. According tas thpproach, value
change could have started only in those individoaleorts who were
children or youth during the time of democratiostrmation. We do not
claim that this was the only mechanism in actiomirgduthe democratic
transitions, but we do propose that in describihg post-Communist
fertility transition, “period effect” in value chge has been emphasised
more than it should have been, while “cohort efféets been unjustifiably
neglected.

Based on this reasoning, the emergence and fraofifegtility intentions
during the post-Communist transition were formed thyee specific
factors/mechanisms:

—  Firstly, values and beliefs of the pre-transformation etayed a
role. The central position of child-bearing withime individual life
course was prominent within this value system.Harrhore, values
concerning the earlier timing of child-bearing, redyn having
children while individuals are in their twentiesaynalso have been
influential.

—  Secondly, apro-traditional family social atmospherngrevailed,a
kind of ‘familism’, which could be considered arsestial element
of child-bearing’s normative system.

— Thirdly, a significant value shift concerning fagnifoles could
reasonably be expected from tlyeneration which formed its
opinions during their “impressionable yeasshich coincided with
the democratic upheavals of 1989/90. This generatimwever,
could hardly, or only to a very limited degree, poto practice
fertility behaviour during the period of our inquft*

Which institutional and social structure-related changd®racteristic of
the democratic transformation and the years afteddc have played an
influential role in child-bearing behaviour, inciag the realisation of
intentions? Out of the numerous changes describedetail by others
(Sobotka 2002; Cornia and Paniccia 1995; Frejka8R®@& focus on those
(though somewhat unilaterally) which have particutzearing on our
concept.

It is widely accepted (as a central element of dhgis-hypothesis) that
costs of child-bearing significantly increased dgrithe societal and
economic transition (Sobotka 2002; Zaharov 2008}, & the same time
income and economic resources decreased for aparg®f the population
too. As Billingsley has demonstrated, these ecoondattors contributed to
the shift in fertility behaviour and to a decreasfemacro-level fertility
(Billingsley 2010). We assume, however, that altfouthe people
concerned were aware of the increased costs ad-bk#éring these costs
were consciously ‘calculated’ into their decisiomking. However, we also
wish to understandinintendedbehaviour, i.e. unplanned postponement.

24 We do not deny the fact that in adult cohorts ¢heas adaptation, but we think adaptation
played a minor role in shaping fertility behaviour.
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More specifically, we (have to) focus on those winstances that are
unexpected and hard to foresee. In particulas warth reflecting on the
rebuilding of the markets together with some keyrednts of welfare/family
policy programmes, and in our opinion changes eniture of the labour
and housing markeand thedynamics of institutional changelayed an
influential role in this respect.

The economic transformations turned so-cakbartage marketgthe
‘shortage economy’) into thesupply marketscharacteristic of market
economies (Kornai 1972, 1988).They were unknown in the era of
Communism but seemed to function well in marketnecoies. Regarding
child-bearing, the restructuring of labour markatsl housing markets was
particularly important (see for example Kreyenf@d01l; Sobotka 2002;
Cornia and Paniccia 1995; Frejka 2008). In the uabamarket,
unprecedented competition emerged between employeekich
accompanied increased vulnerability to unemploymaepressed wages but
also the possibility of faster career progresskurthermore, it contributed
to intensification of conflicts between family amebrk. We have to bear in
mind that the emergence of the ‘new capitalism’ taadvercome several
barriers: on one hand the renewed production netedietiegrate itself into a
well-functioning European market, while on the otitehad to be able to
justify its position vis a vis globalisation (Mills and Blossfeld 2005).
Integration into the latter one for all new pagnts, including the post-
Communist countries, was mostly of a ‘peripheralture: while advantages
and benefits of market production and of integratemerged in a later
phase of the transition, they faced immediate digathges. Market
fluctuation characterises post-Communist countidea higher degree even
today than Western European countries. Therefemmamic transformation
went hand in hand with the so-far unknogegonomic dynamism and intense
status changeg¢e.g. market successes and failures, careerstand $oss,
and unemployment).

It is easily observable in several country repdHat institutions of
welfare and family politicplayed a special role in the emergence of feytilit
behaviour characteristics of post-Communist coastr{Sobotka 2002;
Cornia and Paniccia 1995; Frejka 2008; Kotowskal. 2008; Potatokova
et al 2008; Perelli-Harris 2008; Koycheva and Phili@2008; Spéeder and
Kamaras 2008; Stankuniene and Jasilioniene 2008&)arda 2008).
Devalorisation of family benefits was a generaltdes together with the
abolition of a large number a@féches the move from universal benefits to
income-tested ones and introduction of taxatiorebemnis also observable.
We are of course aware of such modifications ag, wight at the long-
lasting nadir of fertility, when levels of benefitgere increased and new
allowances were introduced (Potakovaet al 2008; Zaharov 2008). The
decrease in the value of benefits and the sigmificecrease in child-bearing
costs played an important part in the decreaseriilityy. However, for our
discussion it is even more important to note that ideology behind the
allowances and its institutions weazenstantly modifieddespite the fact that
welfare institutions were expected to play a roléessening the unexpected

% It is not appropriate to go into the question dffedent types of markets and market
disequilibrium in this paper. For our purposes, ighlight only one feature: in state-socialist
systems the competition between buyers (demand Ed&evalent, and on the “classical” markets
the sellers (supply side) are compete with eachrdee Kornai 1972, 1980).
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risks characteristic of market economies. Neveet®l changes to the
institutions governing family policies following ¢hdemocratic transitions
were not characterised by predictability. In cos@ua: from the perspective
of realisation and failure of child-bearing intems we emphasise that the
institutions of family policies were characterideygl constant change in the
two decades following democratic transformation.

The economic transformations (privatisation, emecge of supply
markets, integration into global markets, etc.) aodstant alteration of
welfare systems (alteration of basic principlegmtitlements, devalorisation
of family benefits, etc.) occurred within a shomé frame from a historical
perspective, and consequently individuals’ and fiasiiincome and status
change was intense. A general feature of well-ésteddl market economies
is income and status mobility. The high degreetafus change intensity
observable in post-Communist countries results frajnthe move from a
relatively stagnant (Communist and redistributigeciety to a dynamic
market economy, b) the fact that these economiese vaaly able to
peripherally integrate into European markets, gnithe profound and rapid
restructuring of welfare institutions. Consequenglycietal transition in the
post-Communist countries was much faster than éhnstant but ‘everyday’
social-change characteristic of modern democraanes market economies
(see for example Zapf 1995, 1996; Mathwig and Habl®96; Miller and
Frick 1996; Habich and Spéder 2000). Zapf, reptasiee of the theory of
modernisation in his East and West comparisonygdtethis phenomenon
as thetwo distinct paces of social transformatifsee Zapf 1995).

The phenomena described above constitutes the &iondof our thesis
— that in the two post-Communist countries theufail of the short-term
(within two years) intentions can be traced backstiyoto the anomie
emerging from asynchronous changes of the valuersyand the structural
circumstances of child-bearing. This is down, imtipalar, to the fact that
the value system significantly reflected the pemsition world even one
decade after democratic transition (‘cultural lagfjoreover, it refers back
to the fact that institutional and economic transfations have not only ‘run
forward’, but their pace — even after the turn loé millennium — is still
higher than in other modern societies. In sum,egutts from constant
discrepancy between anticipated and real livingdd@ns, which in turn
leads to the modification of short-term child-begri decisions and
postponement of intentions. The weaker relationbleifpveen intention and
realisation observable in the post-Communist coemtrs caused by the
social contextin particular thedistinct pace of social changBehind this
sustained discrepancy lies the fact that at the ¢dirthe millennium such
generationswere mostly of fertile age, and whose socialisati@d been
closed well before the democratic transitions.
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Optional
Explanations: No or
The perception of inconsistency between fertilitgtentions and Minor Role
behaviour among demographers and sociologists faslang tradition as
longitudinal studies in this field (Westoff and Ryd1977). Studies have Lessons from the
been carried out to pinpoint the reasons for tiffergnce (Rindfuset al. ~ Study of the
1988, Quesnel-Vallée and Morgan 2003; Testa andefiman 2006)°, but  Intention-Behaviour
as far as we know these have tended to focus @rea gountry or period in Link
time, and their results are therefore only partijtable for cross-country
comparison. There are numerous studies emphagsisaagurement errors
(Miller and Pasta 1995; Testa and Toulemon 200®)ichvhighlight that
intentions and their realisation both in their @mtand timing can be
measured differently.
In our analysis we pay particular attention to timeasurement of
intentions and realisation (of child birth) accaglito the same criteria.
Therefore, our results are unlikely to be a resfilneasurement errors. We
can also exclude influences that could be basdtenertainty and intensity
of intentions (Westoff and Ryder 1977; Rindfiedsal 1988; Shoeret al
1999; Testa and Toulemon 2006; Philipov 2009), whith are based on
differences in time frames (Davidson and Jaccart®1®iller and Pasta
1995; Ajzen 1988). We are not inclined to hypotkesthat biological
factors, such as fecundity (as has been proposéldeiodels of Miller,
Pasta and Ajzen (Miller and Pasta 1995: 534; Aj2688: 129)) play a
different role in the four countries. There areesal researchers assuming
the effect of (unexpected) life-course events am datcome of intended
behaviour (Miller and Pasta 1995; Liefbroer 200®pvided that variability
of the life courses — for example different labousrkets or willingness to
separate — differ in the four countries, then ftea on ‘success’ or ‘failure’
is traceable. Nevertheless, all of this is conred®ongly to the social
context, which we described in detail in the pregichapter.
Finally, we have to provide a short reply to quassi which arise in
numerous comparative social scientific studies, elgmwhether it is
possible thatationality of child-bearing intentions differs across coussri
and whether intentions in some country contextsenmamcurately express
future behaviour. We cannot provide a definite arst® these questions.
However, a recent European comparison of life-aynisnning by young
adults (Hellevick and Settersen 2011) partiallypbdb resolve this question.
This research, which was conducted with the helthefthird wave of the
ESS (2006) using data from 25 European countrmsylg answers to the
question of what kind of country or group-speciigatures influence who
plans the most for their life cour§eThe analysis proved that planning of
one’s life course was more wide-spread in countwéh lower levels of
material well-being, greater insecurity, and greatgovernmental
insecurity”® Nevertheless, these results only indirectly inthlst it is worth
rejecting the assumption that rationality of chiearing decisions is higher
in Western countries.

28 \We elaborated on this in more detail in our eadtady (Spéder and Kapitany 2009).

2" The dependent variable was the 11-point scaléestburse planning. We are aware of the fact
that it measures individual ideas about life-coyle@ning instead of behaviour.

2 Nevertheless, within individual countries the mafuent employed groups with higher
security have a stronger tendency to plan theirddurse.
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Compositional
Effects

The failure and the type of failure in realisingspive fertility intention is
strongly dependent on the demographic charactisii the social groups
concerned. We identified three factors — age, yaaitd partnership — which
clearly influenced the realisation of fertility erttions in the four mentioned
countries (Kapitany and Spéder 2011). If in onarwther country the share
of any sub-population that has higher failure isrenepresented among
those intending to have a(nother) child, then thentry differences in the
rate of successful realisation could be ascribesuitth kind of variations. A
systematic cross-country comparison according ® above-mentioned
three factors will highlight the role of composital effects.

The unequal distribution opartnership formsis one of the salient
differences between Western and Eastern counggerding the sample of
those intending to have a child within two yearke Tatio of people living
alone and intending to have a child within two ger higher in Hungary
and Bulgaria than in Switzerland and in the Netak. Although many of
the people living alone have stable partner ratatigps, they have,
according to the mentioned analysis, significatdlyer chances of realising
their fertility intentions. The extent of this in#nce could be controlled if
comparing cohabiting people. Although the distiidmitchanges somewhat,
and the share of postponers shrank in all of thdieti countries, when
comparing cohabiting people the basic feature dénition-behaviour
outcomes and features of country-specific diffeesncemain unchanged
(Table 3). We can also conclude that among stabtalmting people the
share of intentional parents is less than 50 petrioeHungary and Bulgaria.
In Switzerland three-fifths of the cohabiting pemplanning to have a child
within two years realised their intentions withimde years (Table 3). The
highest rate, close to four-fifths of the peopleuld be found in the
Netherlands$?

Table 3
The Distribution of Different Fertility Intentiondhavioural Outcomes
among People Living in Cohabiting Partnership
(Marriage and Cohabitation Together)

Fertility outcomes Countries
y The Netherland$ Switzerland] Hungary |  Bulgaria
Intentional parents 77.2 61.5 46.2 45.0
Postponers 9.8 24.8 335 315
Abandoners 12.9 14.8 20.5 235

Source:own calculations using the data described in Talile

Regarding age we find that younger people are relatively more
successful (Kapitdny and Spéder 2011). Since peapeding to have a
child in the short run in post-Communist countrags younger than in the
Western countries, this factor as compositionaleaffcould not be
responsible for a lower rate of successfully redliertility intentions, since
controlling age increases the failure in the twetgdommunist countries.

2 A full account of the three different partnersfopms can be found in the Appendix, Table A3.
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In addition, if we disaggregate the distributio@aling to parity, being
the third significant identified factor of intentiorealisation, we find the
same cross-country differences concerning all ypdevels (cf. appendix,
Table A4)*°

According to these results we can assume that csitiqgual effects are
only partly responsible for country differencesghir prevalence of non-
cohabiting people intending to have a child withivo years in the post-
Communist countries increases, whereas the adee oespondent decreases
the rate of failure in these countries. Howevereacl cross-country
differences remain after controlling for composiab differences:
compositional effects, considerations concerning behaviour-outcome
links and differing rationalities do not challengeir extended anomie
explanation.

6 Discussion: Looking Into the Postponement ‘BlaciBox’ of
the Post-Communist Fertility Transition

We would now like to turn our attention to a gehéeature of the post-
Communist fertility transition, in particular theugstion of what kind of
understanding can be drawn when comparing the pgspecific
distribution of intention realisation and macrodépostponement. In the
post-Communist countries we detected the coexistaricdistribution of
individual behaviour and macro-level demographiarnge. We found a
coincidence between a high-level postponement emthcro level, and a
high ratio of failed intention realisation, espdgiathat of involuntary
postponement of individual’s fertility intentionf(dable 4).

Table 4
The Coincidence of Changes in Mean Age of FirshBMacro-Level
Postponement) and Involuntary Micro-Level Postpogr@m

Countries

Time window of
the surveys

Ratio of
postponers (%)

Yearly average
change in mean

age of first birth

Character of the|
postponement
on macro level

The Netherlands 2003-2006 15 0.05 slight
Switzerland 2004-2007 27 0.13 moderate
Hungary 2001-2004 42 0.40 large
Bulgaria 2002-2005 44 0.27 large

Source:own calculations using the data described in Tallle

We can pose the question of what kind of relatignshight exist among
societal (macro-level) reality and prevalence irdividual behaviour.
Indeed, we could assume that “at the time of paspeent”’ the macro level
as a contextual factor facilitated postponementabelir of individuals.
Assuming this nature of the relationship, we alssuane that postponement

%0 Differences according to gender also salienthin Metherlands there are more women in the
sample than men. We checked if the higher rataiofess rate in the Netherlands could come from
this feature of people intending to have a childer®e are, however, no significant differences of
intention realisation according to gender in thehddands.

29



practised by the individuals is close to consciqeople would voluntarily
like to have children later in life, and have thehildren at a later age.

We'd now like to point out a relation where micexl behaviour
influences macro-level processes. We investigagadisation of fertility
intentions within a two-year time frame, and ard\a the conclusion that in
post-Communist countries more than half of the peapuld not realise
their intention, but the majority maintained theéemtion to have a(nother)
child at later point in the life course. If thistlse case for a significant share
of the people, macro-level postponement of birtheaused by involuntary
behavioural practices at the micro level, sucheassions of the timing of
birth (see right side of Figure 7) — involuntarythee sense that the births
were originally foreseen at an earlier point ofdiim the life course. This
reveals an unrevealed characteristic of postponemehe post-Communist
fertility transition: inability to realise child-laging intentions goes hand in
hand with intention postponement, and probablyijt ihappens, a later
realisation of birth intention. Consequently, inethpost-Communist
transition, macro-level postponement is to somergxthe consequence of
involuntary postponement at the individual le¥el.

Figure 7
Schematic Presentation of Micro-Macro Postponendening Post-
Communist Fertility Transition

INTENDED LATER FAILURE OF REALIZATTION
BIRTHS ==>POSTPONED INTENTIONS

POSTPONEMENT
macro level/

social context

micro level

TRANSFORMATION:
Uneven change of culture
and structure

MODERNITY/
POSTMODERNITY

All of this does not mean that intended late bighot a strong causal
factor of macro-level postponement (see left siti€igure 7), though we
were not able to measure such a relationship m plhper. We have also
omitted consideration of several other factors.older to have a more
accurate account of micro-level behaviour and mésrel postponement
we should, of course, also have more informationuatadvanced and
unintended births. Nevertheless, involuntary pasgmeent of child-bearing
should be included in our understanding of reprtidecdecision making
when discussing the post-Communist fertility tréiosi

3! This causation could be an element of the “belralienderstanding of postponement” in the
sense as Ni Bhrolchhain and Toulemon 2003 advodated
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7 Concluding Remarks

We investigated the realisation of short-term figytintentions in two
Western and two former-Communist countries in Earofhe success rate
of realisation was different in the four countriasd particularly low in the
former-Communist countries. This motivated us tmsider the country
level/societal context as being responsible fordifferent distributions. We
rejected the argument that country differencesbeaattributable to different
measurement errors, and to distinct rationalitieshild-bearing behaviour.
We admitted that compositional effects may, to soex¢éent at least,
contribute to country differences: we showed thatdtronger prevalence of
people living alone and intending to have a chilthin a two-years-period
increases the country-level failure of intentiomligation in the two post-
Communist societies. However, we ascribed anomegrging from an
asynchronous pace of change as the major causeeWWaled in detail that
the profound and high tempo of societal transforomaafter the collapse of
the Communismthe distinct pace of ideational and structural cgas and
a specific cohort featureplayed a particular role in the looser relatiopsh
between intention and behaviour in the post-Comstunountries. Our
results also point towards the need to reconsidéividual child-bearing
behaviour and macro-level fertility postponementthie post-Communist
fertility transition. Reviewing the relevant liteuvae, we find that studies
implicitly assume that many people intend to havehdd, for whatever
reason, later in their life course during the tiofepostponement. That is
probably the general mechanism producing macrd-I@astponement.
Concerning the fertility transition after the cgit® of Communism, we
prefer a different causation: macro-level postposrinof fertility seems to
be (partly)a result of failure in realisation of child-bearingtentions We
also assume that it is perhaps a consequence atutefeof behavioural
change, resulting frommnexpected social changesthe former-Communist
countries.
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Appendix

Table Al
The Main Characteristics of the Four Surveys Used
Bulgaria Hungary The Netherlandg Switzerland
Name of the survey Social Capital ‘Turning Points of ‘Netherlands Schweitzer
Survey the Life Course’ Kinship Panel Household-
(Hungarian GGS Survey’' Panel
survey) (Netherlands GGS (SHPSI.-
survey) SHPSII.)
Fieldwork first wave 2002 2001/2 (1st wave 200Q/dt wave) 2004 (6th
wave)
Fieldwork second wave 2005 2004/5 2006/7 2007
(2" wave) (2nd wave) (9th wave)
Non-adjusted panel attrition 25% 17% 18% Not applicable
(inclusive deaths, emigration
etc.) between the two waves
Longitudinal sample size 7481 13540 6326 5168*
(Unweighted N)
The number of respondents 2196 1056 458 385
intending to have a(nother) child
within two years (subsample,
unweighted — N)
Weighting variables No S2_suly Bweight0 WPO7L1S
Weighted subsample No 1069 493 409
Description of data, methods, Buhler and Kapitany, 2003. | Dykstra at al. 2007  Voorpostel gt
field-work Philipov, 2005| 2003 (in Hungarian al. 2007
Home page of the surveys - www.demografia.hu www.nkps.nl www.swisspan
el.ch
The Switzerland Hungary Bulgaria
Netherlands
Name of the survey ‘Netherlands Schweitzer ‘Turning Points of | Social Capital
Kinship Panel| Household-Panel | the Life Course’ Survey
Survey’' (SHPSI.-SHPSIL) |  (Hungarian GGS
(Netherlands survey)
GGS survey)
Fieldwork first wave 2003/4 (1st| 2004 (6th wave) 2001/2 (1st wave) 2002
wave)
Fieldwork second wave 2006/7 2007 2004/5 2005
(2nd wave) (9th wave) (2" wave)
Non-adjusted panel attrition N/A N/A 17% 25%
(inclusive deaths, emigration
etc.) between the two waves
Longitudinal sample size 6326 N/A 13540 7481
(Unweighted N)
The number of people intending 458 385 1056 2196
to have a(nother) child within
two years (subsample,
unweighted — N)
Weighting variables Bweight0 WPQ7L1S S2_suly No
Weighted subsample 493 409 1069 No
Description of data, methods, | Dykstraetal.| Voorpostel etal. | Kapitany ed. 2003
field-work 2007 2007 (in Hungarian)
Home page of the surveys www.nkps.pl  www.swisspelimg www.demografia.hy -
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Table A2
The Formulation of the Fertility Intention Questsom the Different
Questionnaire Programs

NKPS
(The Netherlands)

SHPS
(Switzerland)

HGGS
(Hungary)

SCS
(Bulgaria)

Q.: Do you think
you’'ll have {more}
children in the
future?
A.:Yes/no/don't
know

IF YES
Q.:Within how many
years' time would
you like to have yol
{first / next} child?
Int..If pregnant /

parter pregnant= 0

=

Q.: Do you intend td
have a child in the
next 24 months?
A.: Yes/no

Interviewer:Pregnar
women: not countin
the child you are
currently pregnant
with = another child
in addition to the on
you are expecting?

Q.: Would like to
have additional
child(ren)?

A.: Yes /pregnant-
partner pregnant /n
does not want/cann
have more children
/don’t know

IF YES
Q.:At what age
would you like to

have your next child?

©

2

Q.: Do you intend td
have (another) chilg
during the next two
years?

A.: Definitely yes/
Probably yes/
Probably
No/definitely no

Interviewer if the
respondent/partner
pregnant addbeside
the one you are

is

expecting?
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Table A3
The Distribution of Different Fertility Intentiondhavioral Outcome among
People Living in Different Partnership-Form at Walve

Partnership forms/Fertility Countries

outcomes The Netherland$ Switzerland] Hungary | Bulgaria
Married (N=) 278 278 578 1176
Intentional parents 78 61 47 42
Postponers 8 23 31 31
Abandoners 14 15 22 27
Non-marital cohabitation (N=) 142 77 207 363
Intentional parents 73 (60) 45 55
Postponers 15 (29) 41 33
Abandoners 13 (12) 14 12
Living alone (N=) 38 54 285 657
Intentional parents ((53)) (15) 21 21
Postponers ((24)) (46) 67 72
Abandoners ((24)) (39) 12 7
All (N=) 458 408 1069 2196
Intentional parents 74 55 40 38
Postponers 11 27 42 43
Abandoners 15 18 18 18

Table A4

The Distribution of Different Fertility Intentiondhavioral Outcome
According Parities at Wave 1

Parity/Fertility outcomes _Countrles -
The Netherland§  Switzerlad Hungary | Bulgaria
ParityO (N=) 210 185 555 923
Intentional parents 73 39 38 38
Postponers 18 40 56 57
Abandoners 9 21 6 5
Parityl (N=) 186 150 324 724
Intentional parents 78 74 45 39
Postponers 6 14 33 35
Abandoners 16 12 23 26
Parity2+(N=) 62 74 190 549
Intentional parents (65) (55) 35 31
Postponers (6) (23) 18 9
Abandoners (29) (22) 47 60
All (N=) 458 408 1069 2196
Intentional parents 74 55 40 38
Postponers 11 27 42 44
Abandoners 15 18 18 18
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