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ICHS XIX: Commites Ilz The Global Empowerment of Families

Family stability and economic development - what
we have lost and gained, and what should be done:
The Case of The Former Yugoslavia

“ IF there he righteouwsnress in vhe heard.
there will be beautvy in the character. If
there Iis heauty in  vhe <character there
mill be harmorny in the home. [T there is
harwmaoeny In ¥he home,. theres will he arder

in the netion. Hhere is araer in each

natian there wiil he peacs 1n the worla.”

Very old Chinese Froverb

1. Intraoduction

Family is ong of the core institutions on which our civilization
is bazed: the ane between very few that swvived wmillenniums  of

fuman history. One could aieest say  that family s a natural
i . . . . . . . .
phenomenon which enables mankind ' =2 swvival. Havinog io mind this

an one hand,  and  some unfavarable  changes in the forms and

patfterns of family lite which have especially ocouwrred doring  the

n

last 40 vesr: on the other. one must ask coreself whether we are

u
.

iosming the family as & social dnstituticon, i.e. whether our

civisization is becomimg & civilizebion  of eificeh  individuals

o

miticin lack responsibill ity

e noEEeri ty, iz
individusis whna sore not mach willing ta samrisics their comforts
and habits and devete thonmselves o & {family Life. I that  wev.

saving, pratection and empowsraent of the family  f{atrong, woarm,

secure, protective, fall of incentives foir the developmeody  and

The wave of life which strongly ressmble e human family  Life

H

Re fouud hetween acwee olhime aooDeiea.
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freedom of each of its members) and  family statility are baszic

preconditions for further development of ow civilization.

It is commonly known that forms of families, their functions  and

structuwres. as well as the patterns of tamily life are determined

b a very compler mixtwre of varicus detersinsnts: hiclogical,

sociolagical , historical, cultural, economic conditions, moral s,
. A ) .

tradition, etc”. But the fact which probably most  influenced the

#

forms, as well as patterns and stability of family life during the

dth century s economnic development.

Fconomic development achieved during the last 90 vears, especiai iy
in the Western worlid, caused a set of changes that sigrificantlv
influsnced and altered the family: movement from an extended to  a
nuclear familv, more equal position of men  and  women {Family
mates): significant increase in the number of v king women {which
hae opened a question concerning darly care of pre school , as well
as school children:, new relations between parents and  their
offepringis): significant decline in the nusker of children petr
Family {in scme countries the situstion ie alarming since the
naturs]l dnoresse rate is very lowr: 1+ does not enakle the reneual

puentliy netticrg ocider - the fact

4 -t

af population which 1e

pricging lots of prokiems: increase in spending on peneions, e

S e P48 oo ans G400 SRS S0mE FeMMS b W GO Ghrrn Somde Seead Se0es Shars arh drns S Vesas et Fe e

R ey . . . . N ), s N r N
somat pmes avthoritiess oven tried o reaviate (Ampose) forms and

wt fuzeily Tife. Fememier The cass of the voung USSR and
ARlerandra Keolontal ‘s project which basicaliv denied the need o

erietence of o famiily se & basisc cocial insticution. The ideas., of

-

ookl v shencdoned.

SO e e
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higher financial burden on vounger generations, old peEonie
housebolds, growing need for institutionalized care of the old
unabile *to support oardand take care  of themsel ves, etc.de

increasing number of single-parent families (either due o divorce

B

or ane’s own cholce): higher level of living standards. sto.

Im this paper I =shall concentrate on  the case of the {former

Yugoslavia. Yugoslavia represents s wvery interesting case since in

the last fifty vears of its history Yugoslavy society was  exposed
to several drastic events and influences: The HSecond World  War
(which in ?ugmalavia was also a civil war?, =socialiest revolution,
communist  regime, reiatively fast economic development, deep
economic and political crislz, and, Finallvy, the decay aof the

seoialist system and disintegration of the country ending up in  a

T

-~

. R . . - . . .
war - this time ethnic . &11 those events and facts cianificantly

influsnced individuals, hut families were nonetheless affected.

In the heqinning ot thie paper changes (gains and loses) in Foeme

i

and patterne of family life resulting Froom the Eronomi o

daevelopment in Yugoaslavsiae atter the Second borld Har (hetween 1945

TETED E e LEARYH Tl Sl > Tard S ST IR I oy eyh e S b erwmards .,

in  the  =ocial and  soonorer o i taation of Yoogoes] s

by Yugoslavia, there io now almost  waimaaicsble  guacity ok

fatred fetween ethric aroupns which ased  +to live tooether.

esnectally betweon Dorbe on one side snd Uresbe ool Fosiems one She

sifver. fts rocte go desp into the past. JTopzitantly satandeed o

Serbia throwakt pobliic mecdia (partioulaci v TV are  (Oroste  as oz

W

“Uhns o groue Jand the aths wea amenrd o

-l
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”

4
households  in the period between 1979 and 1991 (the period of

deen economic and political crisie which resuited in the decay of

the socialist svetem and the disictegration  of Yuaosl avia,

v

follawed by an ethnic war, with some slements of a religious  war)

=0l their influernce on families are  explained i mey e

Fimally, some proposais for family empowerment poiicy sre made.

. - . , =
2. Economic development and Yugoslav family :

Irr the period after the Second Morld Mar up tae 1978, when  the
period of economic development in Yugoslavia ended, changss 1n the

; v R . - s
forms of vugoslav family ., its  functions  and structure  were

Rhe s o e s v 08 Bt e P S4b0n Sy Soues Seee $20s Senie P Shme oo SAeTS Paaed P s eedds S

I this paper terms Cfami 1y s ‘trousenold’ ar e u=ed

interchangaabiyv,
S
Thorouwoh swvey of registers at the Serbian Mational Librarwv, The

- r -~ - P e .

Libwrary of Serbaan Academy of Sciences. and the liteary at the

Inshtitute of Economic Sciences showed & surpprising +act that  a
tamily was not of very muoch interest o ressarches 1m0 Youaosdavl k.

There were only few papers {(mostly inm the ares of  anthropology)

concerning the family in Yoagasisavia,

& . . \ . - . N ‘o e
AFocoeding to the last available "Houwsekold Suevev! data  (Federal
Statiegtical Office, 1990) . the =sveraze Yuaosiavw  family  bhad  R3.RS

meqrier s, of woich 1011 were  sooloved  outside  aariculiore, (RIS

VIENTCY R ORY YT R, vrioners, whiviie 1,45 were obildren.

Monthly itncome per capits of the averaos Yugoslaw family din 19950

ey

was about P25 USA #. One hald of that income came from  emplovment
i the woctally cwned sector, 12 percenk from social  transfers

i i and sel fesmpd opment L S5

fcatly pensicns! , 7 percent from F

percent  from consumpition  in kind {production for aone’'s own

zaa L% peroent fromn redaction oof savings {only maior

SCNTCEE of Anoome aree lisbted) . The tact e diemns are oloar (R A Y A
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determnined by the following dominant factors.

@) The ftirst one is the fact that Yuaoslavia aftter the bar  became

-+

called communist {socialist countrw) — with all that the fact

as

g

zong ! . P Co _ P = . -
meant 1 new sdealegy: restricted influence of  religion im tihe

caze of the Orthodox church it was almost nealigibie)s diminishing
roaie of tradition:; attempte to establish a new svestem of saccial

values: emphasis on the collectivism and “"organized societv”, new

s

£l - . ,
role of women , etc. Family iteslf was not a subiect of any closer
interest of the communist avthorities. This can be proved Ry the

tact that in resolutions and other official  documents of the

of the deep economic crisis.The averaoe urban family (according to
Yugaslav definition., whban family is a family which does not have
any income in Lbind or in cash from fareing)  consisted of  3.15
meaters (hasically twe parents end one child), while the HMEIT A6
Fural familv had F.84 family members. Monthly income por captte of
the average wban family was 254 USS &. In the case of the averane
rural familv it owas 185 E,

i fod - ’ . . Tt g
Une of the basic target of the new  comowm of authorities  was:

burilding a nem society, and aleng with it, huilding & new man.

)

=]

Irne Yugmslavia, Slovenians and Oroats sre Romen  Geabtholics  {about

il

2 percent of  the total Yugosliavia's populationd ., Kerps.

Macernni sane and Mortenenarians are hrthooos {abroat nercent)
whiile atihers belong to Masiem religion (meostiyv Serbs converted to

ITeiam during the Turkicsh dirnvazion nfé Serbis 04 to 23¥ cervbar oy,

arch Hlhanlans: . Seri were gl wery bhee st abtas of & Mol em

nationaiity by the 1974 Yugeoslavy Constitutiaon.
fe for women. dong  atter  the war  they  ware  referred b0 aw
comrades 'nat o« oa  wives, fom  esamied . Husbiands, vt oo

e

thelr wives, used Lo say: ihis is my comrade.

{and the other

Way A od b,
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Yugaslavy comaunist party, famiiy was very rarely mentioned. From
time to time the term zocialist  Familvy was used, but  with n¢o
explanation what it was supposed to mean. In the very foous of the

Yugoslavy communists’ attention was  the individual, but rnot an
individual per se, but as a member of a collective, of an
arganization, with the emphasic on the latter. The explanaticn for
this is wvery simple: the most efficient way to intfluence
individuals, their opinions and attitudes was through different

collectives they belonged to. In this way (through =uch  changed

individuals) the regime indirectly influenced family iife.

by The second one is the overall econornic development achieved

tring the 43 vear 's hisgtory of the so-called Second Yugoesliavia

= ; B

the First one being monarchy - 1918-1941) whiich resulted in
significant increase in the living standard of Yugasiav populstion

fmeasured Dy the  eharcdard

snoei o and st al devel ooment

ircs el . Fubdiicly grovided health ceare, education, child care

institutions (nurseries and kindercartens), etc., as well as &

=

wariety of sociel trangferes to the population in cash tald  age.,

Gisabillity and sursivors’  pensions,  child and ather family

@l iowances, »ttendsnce anc sistance alilowmance. sevsral twpes  of
oot al et e sllowarces, =to.), job secwribe (there was aimost no

cirance to e fired drom oeork in the state-—-nwned sector of (il wlTulii})

- the social sector made shoot 90 percent of  fhe whole  eoonomy)

the o called socialfric?i weitore state, i.e. "the worid of

security! conocerning many zepeote of evervdavy 1ife. This "wortd of

e iy ! wigol Flioantiy indiusnced the 1 fe

ot ¥y o { e
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families. For example, nurseries and kindergartens allowed women
to work, sick family member’'s care was in principle  taken b
health care institutions, & family did ot have to  wary  about
children’'s education {in principle, evervone has got a chance to
sttain the level of education in sccordance with his  abilities,
wishes, and ampbitions), pnensi on anud dieapility insurance
guaranteed material secwrity to those nnt abkle  to sunpport
themselves due to their age, or working capacity, which meant
less for nod financial bwden to other family members, etc. - It
should be noted that all those Facilities were unevenly spread
awvenr the g:«;::,cd,{}.eati(_*rn they were maostly distributed in favor of  the
wrban population, and among them, in tavor of those emploved  with
the sccially owned sector. The distribution of zocial expenditurss
was alseo pro rich, i.e. they were distributed towards the higher

1TNCOmE Qroues,

ol The forced industriglizati=zsn carried owd t11il the Ohg causinm,

fast arnd massive miaratiorn of population from rueal areas 1o

cities, rapidly chanoged the way of life of hundreds of thousands

. S - . R )
af tamilies. The {followino dats tiluztrate how fzst the process

e D — - - .t . —= - - IS - M - .. R ¥ . . [N B Fale pe
Cof o I CaB U Al 3 U BTG wWatts . mS W ] S M i ey e s a1l L EOL

rural o o wrhen areas ook place dn vuanslavia  after  the Second
World bar: 1m0 1948 agricultuwrad populabion made about  FO peroent
of the total Yugoslay  population, 1 L9E L ite share  was S50

pEarcent o oard i 198 shout 19 perre

(tihe jast awvallable {figure -~

19941 Popes=iion Ceren: data have not been oublishod vet). Feanie

s s ot bmete Bommg Srass MRS Ses RIS et G4 b 1 Sbe0 @8 0 A RN Srees e S P beme P v Sooim 420

i)

Fopulation Census, differant vesre.,

=
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were actually afficially stimulated to migrate from rural to whan

argas. First of all, living in a city was much easier than in the

countyry: higher living standard, greatly subsidiz

k-

[ ] ek e @

a

utilities, educational, cultural, hesithn cCare, ard other

facilities, summer and winter holidave., more leiswre time, etc.
The whole develooment strategy concentrated on cities. Fural
areas, as a rule, staved undeveloped. Having this in mi v, it is

no wonder that almo

everyone young enough to find & djob in &

city wanted to leave the inland. Resulting was the fact that many

rural aress, especially mountainouws, became literally deserted,
e, Jleft with a few old people’ s househelds (in 1581 the peoaple

whose age was S0 and above made 21.2 percent of the total

agricultwal populatiaon).

d) The rapid decrease in  the share of aariculiurat nopulation
recarded hetween 1941 and 1981 can be explained hy internal {rural
—owrban mgrationy , as well as bv the euternal migration. Namely,
in this period abeut 1 miilion penple left Yugosiavia for cother

Ewropean countries, mostiy Weet Germanv, looking ‘or a iob, due to

;

growing anemplodment Lo Yuoos] avi .

ALl the above lished factors contributed o the chanmges in family
foorme, patterns of fagily fife, functions and structore mf Fary oy,
et which ocourred in Yugoslavia behwueen 15945 andl 1978.

Basically, those change

.7

ot differ wery much froam bhe ohanges

ooowrring in Mestern countries: movement from ao exvended o &

nuciess famiiy, large smigrabion from ruaral fo wrban sreas {as el
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as fraom rural, patriarchal, extended family toe wrban, nuclear

family and way of life), more eousl position of women., more
3

. i . A , - . -
Wwowt ki ng women + Bloarndficant decline in  nuaber of  childroen e

.

family {except between Albanians and  other Mosien population

: . . L . ; 13
incresse 1n the number of singie househo

s
a
)
HY
ia
b3
g
oo

&s  single

. . D] . . . . . .
parent families » Amare  free  and  less  subordinate) relations

between familiy members, sconomic independence of family mencers,

. 14 . . ) .
divorces . loosening ties between even close relatives, abandoning

SO ik i Srrie asias 99 SH4SD Smen BEVAS ey Mesns SSRD Sesan Shene Sebrm Frtme Pt Sraet Ao s Mo Py A4St Hve soms

[ . L . ) . ,
fn 1990 women in Yugoslavia made over 40 percent of  the total

enpioayrnent,

el

"TAccording to the 1981 Fopulation Census single househalds  made
13.1 percent {in 1971 the share was 12.6 percent) of ali  the
households in Yuaoslavia; two member households made 18,5 nercent
tih. D0 the share of three member househoide was 19,7 neroont
(19,13 four menber  housstaolds  made 2.9 perceat 21030y
households  with  five wmeshers made 11 nrercent (32,9 ard

-

nouseholds with & or more members made 13.8 parcent (17,47

X, . ) . . S .
In 1981 in Yugoslavia there were about nald a miliion of mo b e
neaded families., 57 percent of which were with & sothe ard one

LR

child, 23 percent conststed of

ik

mother and two children., and

families with a matier and three oF mere ohi Lodren e iaod £ o 30

percent. Al the same tine, single father famiiies made 3 e cent

]

A

-~

brewr Lot & nuanes of families lor S, 0 paroent of single  mocher

t

families! . Tthe chtrocture of theee tomilies S 2 foliowes E

i

Father with one chiid 57 percenty & fa

e

R with twn ol diren 25
percenty #nd & father wath theres or  more ol loacen 18 percent.
Almast 17 percent of singie smobther familics and w. o wirale father
families ware supported =glely by the divorced spouse., As o role

custady awer children in the cass of the diveroe is given to the

mai e .

4. . N , . . ] \ . .
ne atzoiuvtbe number of new seecedeges oo fuosiaviea gradoeally

Aeociiveds Froa 1

i LT do 14T ] vowsamd 17 Las, (1=

—
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e 8 -~
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2 monv 2

af some traditional forms af

It =should be noted that all those chanoes came

Feaction ot 3 t o

enviranment. Therefore,

and, conseaqusntiy, there wer

family life, to empower and

easier and less

patterns of family life to

i list

=

he & of gaine and las

bt 4

sucial end economic

Yugaeslavia should at least j

itn owhich gains and

Loy tance.,

2.1. What we have garned:

1. Muciesr femily {(parerts =

separate residence, commonly

H. obese Ffinancial asnd other

el

T

TheEitr abhsol un

drvorcaes.,

9.9 thounsand In

Thie

uncnardte.

2

e wear s ofF mworl sge was in
3646 percent: from five toon
arsg 1504 nercont. ane 1% 2

of the divorced ipsrrianes in
wilth ome child, 21.5 percent
widiy Thires or more obo ldeen.

no one

development

losses are given doss not mean

family life, etc.

as &

epontanenus

the changing social and BECOoml o

]

was caoncerned with  those ohanges,

e na palicy measwres to strengbhen

save familvy. i.6r. measures  to  make
essary adiuvstments of ths farms and

of economic develoopment,

£

s ‘fimancial and ron—fimnanci i) i

concerning  the family 1ife in

noclude the folliowing items —~ the order

their relative

light side of the coin

nd their- offenpringis) living in

"

#ble to support themsel ve

dut i e T oo oies af the f o mer

raynizer cecroaserd from F0L1 theaieard

IR0 Therefore, the divoraoe rate
structive of  divorced mereianes by
178%: ap o Fiwve vesrs of marvi age -
ine vyears of marriage 32X, 5y 1i—-14
rd mevre TE.T percent. About 49 percent

PTEGY were percent

with

1w

percent
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extended family {(parents and other relatives’.
3. Higher living standard which, among octher thinas, wmeans  that
there is a lot of household facilities erabling parents to  have
more leiswe time, t.e. to spend more time with their family {mate
arnd childrend.

4. Higher level of income also allows a more reiaced famil v life,
since poverty is wsually one of the causes of famiiy  inetability.
(Al though in some csses it keeps members of famtly closer to each
cthers in strugaling to avercome povertwy.)

Se More equal position of  women {(wives) and  men (husbands) .
blon- i3 o mothers make significant share of total esclovment in
Yugosmlavia.

&. Housework and house duties are usuxlly shared between members
af Family.

7. bomen gained the right to decide (tooether with their motes) on
fizving children {although shortion is still the prevaiiing method
of hirtn control in Vugﬁglavia}.

.

g, bWeskening of patriarchal relations in families, which in

principnle means more relased and friendly atmesphere 1o a famtlv,

and consequentiv pore stable Tamilv. Such & family  aliows  its
meEmhers to arow dnto mature,  rallablie  ceroone, aple +to  hoer
reeneoneiizi il hise,

Y. b principie, movement from an extended Yo & anc ear vemi iy

significantly contributed to a more relased family  atmosphere
tiva Tt bhe that =soone  very  common causes  for fa2milv

cerver s fsuch as reiallons helweses

daughter/con and  parent

0
O

raw, &a well e traditional dopinonce of the falher or tie ol deer



dlefcandra Pofaracs “Family Stability  ans Ezoronmic Develonment:
Hhat e Have lost and Gained and Mhaid Should Be Done??

maie member of a family) do not exist in a nuciear famiiv

I

10. Fconomic independence of family members. etoc.

2.1, What we have lost: dark side of the coin

1. In arder to maintain the level of living standard or to ioprove
it, parents work harder and longer. That means that thev have less
ancd less time to spend with their children and that  children are
neglected, or that nurseries, kindergartens and schoois take care
. i
af theaem .

. Usuwaliy parents (especislly mothers) are torn between  ohildren

and work. In addition, they are averbuwdened with housewori  which

. - P X )
causes tensians in a family 1ife .

3. Grandparents usually live far from their greandchildren, so that

arandchildren mizs a&il the warmtt, coampanionship. centieness  ang

The demand +for places  1rn heerilers and hindsrgartens (those

institutions are heaviiv schzidized) significanrtly exceeds their

supply. Une of the determinants of the increase in criminal

ehavior  among wvouth is. for certain, the lack pf  attention  and

care wdue to the lacih of tim=2l parents pavy to their children. e
Secondsey scheal dron ratio din 1990 Aot to owraee Shan 30 percend,
To gec & 3on are pracitaically  aonesiztent.  those

~ P

your pecple spend most aof thedr time i the streoets

elng easy
taraets for oangs thhe crams rate 18 ingressing very  fasth)

winich sre flowrishing 1o bive foamosr Yugoslavi A,

or drug edicts, eto.

i, .. . -, . N , L. . \ 5
Imn Yugosiavia, waid wmaternity leave lasts betwsen & and 19

manthe, depending on the repuiklic. Aleo, there 1s & possibility

” —

for mothers to stay uttbh their child until fthe child 12 3 veare

Glda, ut owithont aryy emomey ol lowanrce.
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all other benefits they have when spending time with their
grandparents {in Yugoslavia we say that grandparents have onlw
lave and joy for their grandchildren, while paremts 11 addition
have a duty to raise them into matuwre persons) .

4. PMore and more old people live alone. As they grow oider., there
s more and more need to help  them {(through old-people hfouses,

assistance and attendance allowances and helip, etc.). Since these

tvpes of assistance usuwually go through the state instituetions  in

the form of social expenditures {transfers), this mesns hiaher

tevel of public expenditures. and consequently higher +tanx  burden

far taxpayers (vounger gensrations). This is also the case with
nurseries and kindergartens, since the state has +to subsidize

their cuwrent and capital

I

i

Qsts.

4. More frequent divorces and child abuse during the praocess  of

divoroce and afterwards,

=

T. Increase in the number of single-parent families, which could

i

e the sign that we are lasing sven the nuclear familv. It sounds

almost like & cliche to =sav thzat children need both mortkber and
father care {(of cowse, under normal circumstances)., as  well as

with thelr orandpzoents and obther reistives. Owe past,

auwr tradition, ow belonging ta the fomg Tire af oo ancostors,
e @il sn o oert of sus fuature,

& Higher social cost, d.e. the need for social trans{ers hotl in

Hind and in cash is continuously increasirg.
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3. Economic crisis and Yugoslaw family

The period of economic development in Yugoslavia ended in 1979 and
# deep political and economic crisis hegan. Yugasiawv family which
in the I and a half decade pericd adiusted itseld to the process
of econamic development, to a certain set of social values, and to
the "rules of the game", faced 2 new challenges: decline in  the

living standard, rising paverity, political and sthnic tensions,

uncertainty, lack of perspectives, dim future.

In the pericd from 1978 to 199] the social praoduct  in Yugosiavia
stagnated or declined czusing real decrease in all the sources of
households’ income, which, consequentliy, led to the increase in
poverty, i.e. in the numnhar of people unable to satisdy  their
minimum needs. This increase was especially characteristic for the
second half of the periocd when the absolute number of the

#3

titute rose from 2.7 miliion ima 1993 ta T3 miiiion ir 1969

=™
.

i

while the poverty ratic almost doubled: it dncreased  from 17,5

percent. in 1?83 to ZX.SH 0 im0 1989, A= o the gifferent

SO1oecnnont o oo ies of population. the puver ty  probiem  was

the most acute between aoricultoral ropuiation where 41,4 percent

of population was wunable to cover for ite hesic rnecds . Wher  mived

populaiion ts concernsd fzs mined  in Yuansiavia  are olaseified

those households whose income sowrces  include  hoth farming and

permanent empl oveent, sather in sccial sector or oo] f Em ovment )

ive poverty ratic in 098Y wae 2.4 percernt, Z

e lowest poverity

et e recordoc

JOGNG wwrhen nongisxtion - PO T pescent (in 197
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this ratic was 9.4 percent).

The sociosconomic structwre of poverty in Yugoslavia in 1991 ard

1978 {figuwres in parentheses referred to 1978) was ss foiiows: the

share of agricultural population in the total poverty was  16.9

”

percent (42,31,

I

vined I3.9 {IEL2) and wwban 4%9.7  percent (24,45,

3

These percentages show  that poverty problem ino Yugoslaviz is
becoming a predominantly wban phenomenon. Fut the fact bthat rural
population ipure agricultural  and mixed population counted
together) in 1789 stood for 1/2 of the total poverty could help
explanning.whv there were no particularly strong social  tensions
in Yugosiavia, in spite of the fact that almost 174 af the
Vugoslav population lived in poverty. Mameiy, the possession of &
rural estate gives the peoor at ieast an opportunity  to  produce
more food for the honsehold iteeld (to put it more rovably, it

Qives an opportunity to swvive), but this however cannot sbvi &t e

he high and incressing share of consumption in kined

i

the tact that

i the structuwre of household s rewvenue SR Ces indicates +the

declining level of development.

Factore  wivich  moastiv indivencesd the dncrease  in povertwy  in

Yugoslavia were: real decline in waoes, pensi

ons and tnooue From s
el estate (which are principies v ces of hausehald = revenues
in Yugoslavia), as well as increassing unemployment. Io the period
Stz e 1979 and 1990 fne read AVEADE Waae an Yuaooslasla

decraeased by 30D

o
s
24

Hrocent. The samg nappened to the averaos paaosion,

while the veal net monetary income from rural eaeltstre declised by

7
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25 percent. At the same time, the absolute number of the
unemployed incressed at 4.5 percent average annuwal rate, so  that

in 1982 it was &% percent higher than in 1978 {(the share of +the

oH
m
S

roernt .

!
3

wnenploved in active population rose from 5.2 to

2
Hil

Main characteristice of wnemployvment in  Yuoosiavia hetween 1973
and 1989 were: {(z) more than a halfd of the uremploved were VOouUnno
V18- vears o0id) and their share in  total  unempiovment in the
mentioned period rose. Since the vnemploved aged between 25 and 359
represented about 173 of the total uvunemplovment., that meant that
more than 90 percent of those looking far a ich were under 41
vears of aée; ) the first time ilakor market entrants acceounted
for 80 percent of the total number of the unemnploved: () the
waiting period got longer as there was an increase in the share of

those who looked for a iob at least for three vears (from 17.7

percent in 1978 to

i
)
52
T
il
i
7
il
J

t oin 1989 and {(d) the wunemplowved

s

with no qualifications still represented a significant number of

the unsmploved — 43103 percent in 1f

The sbsence of possibilities for =mpiovment ot predominantly yvounn
aqualified ishor Fforce 1n Yugoslavia means  the aiTSEMae 3

poesibidld biee Ffor japrovemsnt oaF 4 Frmiiv’'s  soconcmic skhotus

thraugh ar increass in the sverage nanher of the sapnloaved  members

=1

[y

{

F Ffamilv, 1.e. the woemploymad sce ot g & Tinancia pDuwrdenm o

thelr parente. In Yugoesiavia parents sunport  their chiidren  as

long as they are not dinancialiv lrdenendent showseholds beaded by

Foger eon wiho was &0 or more yvears oF ags and campgosed of three or
syt meenbers aatie wn 1990 14 peroent of the tobad numbie of
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rouseholds. Their income per capita was 20 percent lower than the
average household income per capitsa). Unemplovment  also prevents

farmation of new voaung famiiies.

During these years the srosion of the social security sveten  &1so
started. The quality of health care SBESVICES . educational
imstitutions, and child care and other social welfeare institutions
rapidly declined. Alse. the real decline in the benefits’ ratics
ibenefit per beneficiary level) of social transfers in  cash  was

recoirdead.

It i=s clear that families have tried to defend themselves from the
crisis in every passiblie way., But they had to fight alone. since
there were no officizl social policy messures to nelp  them  win
that battle. The consequences of this lomg lasting crisie on  the
stability of families in Yugoslavia are not vet known. A11 we know
iz that natwal increaze rates, as  wel| as  absalute numbier  of
mar-iages are declining, that more gererations have (o 1iwve

tongether in inadequate, overcrowded apartpents. that families  nomw

nave to tave care of thelr sick members, and the 1ike. Hut more

thorcuah aralves s requires data which are not availsbis ok the

moament (1I9%1 Fopul ation Census datse) .

4. The disintegration of Yugoslavia and ethnic war

in 1991 +he Yvgoslavy economic and  politicad crisis reacheoes Lt
et ane. The whale poiitical and sconoms o evsbom bwabe, the

LES
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country disintegrated. and the ethnic war began,

Mo one kEnaows how many people were Hilled in this war. More tharn two
millicn people left their homes. Most of them do not have whers to

return, since their houses were destroved. Many families are

scattered.

Ethmically mixved couples and their children are in  an extremelv
difficalt situvation. In 1981, there were mare than haif a @miillion
mixed marriages or 13,09 percent of the total number of marriages.
Children from thase marriages regresented 12 percent of the tobal
number of children in Yugostavia. Shaces of mived marriages are
above the average in Creatia ({(15.9 percent) and Hosris and
Herzegovina (185.8 percent’, the tws republics of the former
Yugosiavia where fighting teok place till now. Sharsse of  children
from mived marvrieges are the hichest right there in  the areas
where same of the most violent fighting and devastations happened.
i:’

or example., in Yukovar, which was cospletely destroved, 34

>

percent of all children was fram misxed marriages {moshtlv betwsen

Serbs and Croats). This basically means  that, in this wa,
retatives {even children  (rom  the cagme porents)  are  fFighting
ag=inst each other. There are signs thet many of thie  maeriages
are falling apwrt, since npeonis now helong ho different  wer

tribes, not to each obther. Socizlly, it is no more desirable to

Live dnoa mive merrl saae, Hoav bhe anestion is: wivat wiid rammen o

tamilies amc theiv chtidrens
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In order to avoid mabiiization, i.e. to escape involvement in this

s . AT s s . .
war ., many young men left the country . In all the republics  they

are officially considered as deserters {("traitors", Yeomardsty

arnd are ot allowed T

~
o

return Wi thowt eing  sentenced F oo

decertion.

The level of political clashes is very hiah, even within families.
“

The palitics in the Balbkans are often mised with emotions and

passions, so that, due to political disagreement, long lastino
friendships are easiliy broken. and relations in families get wvery

tense. This s esn

tally the case in Serbia where there is &
deep political rift between the old and vounger generation. The
old are more conegervative, they still believe that the socialism

was & good svetem {(az a lot of thes greatiy benefited fraom ity

while young penple are shtrongly market reform  oriented. They do

ot want to helorng to a tribe, they despise communist  ideclagy.

, 15
democracy and freedom .

-~

they want peace, iabs,

4 v

7 . . . S . . P .
In the case of Serbia 1t 1o estimated that abenak eIy thousarnd
yeerya men jeft Serbia. Facing a total war and a life withoovt khopo,

many families, especially of highly educated people, are  leaswinn

gwven the republics which @ are oot currentisv 3 e, Hogm wee
cerdiing thelir  ochiidren  awav. Consenaently, family  arn friend

civele of sy oeopde and families draweticslly chogoed,

15

"Diyring the petriarchal times bill the becinning ot fbRie CEnToe,
hetw=en Serbs and Montenegriane there was a custom calied "lapot®.
Ther =ldest =on waeo ailven the raaik o k3L nis  old  fatrher L

curder T uee fds twen oand he the head of bhe familv): be wouid ot

S wim eavenzd bread o hltes fathes 'z hesad aric than heat him o

gdosth by e atorne  throuch  the  bBread, 1 Frant af =i the
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The economic situstion in all  the former Yugesliav regublics
lexncept Slovenia) is rapidly deteriorating. In Serbia, o
example, the production is fast decreasing: monthiy inflation rate

exceods 100 percent s peoble  are facing massive  lav-offay the

=~

average wage in June 1992 was 47 USH £ i(80 percent lower than  in

June 19913 : the averzge pension was estimsted that ar

{
bl
1

3l

3 it

ieast 40 percent of population is not able to sa

A

iefyv their bhasic

nexdss there are no  drugs  and medical materi

i}

le=, no Ffood in
haspitals, so that patients stay untreatedietc. The situation is

alarming.

=

9. What should be done to strengthen a family and its stability
and empower it as a basic social institution

The answer to this gquestion is very difficult. az well as vy
compien one. That task for the foraer republics of Yugeslavia 1s
even more difficult than for other countries, since the peopie of
different nationaiities heve to lesrn to live together again {in
all the republics there are citirens who helong to other  Yugoslaw
mationalities) . Thiae will bering the peace and  rormal living

condi tions for evervone. Therefore, when the +

]

nomers  Yuoosl &v
republics are corcarned, posce sid paldtical solation o alld the

oroblome are basic mreconditions for noraal feamily 14 fe.

inhabitants af the villags. The custom is dead, but atter the last

slections in Serbia in which the oid  over woted the voung  and

L

middle generation, the following ioke cames about: "Next time  von

go o vote, mabe swre vaw have safeis Tocbed voue drandiathsr ang
Father in a closstY o

21
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Economic empowerment of a family iz the second important task. It

PR
i
i

timated thet economic recovery of the former  Yuaosiawv

republice wauld, under normal conditioens, tabke decades. How to

-

help families when resources are s0 sparse? Bven withowt a war the

rocess of Wransition from sccialism towards poders societv

»

on marbket and derooratic institutions is very  painful and it

affects evervone.The family is no exception.The old "world of

T
il

security and stabilitv” has gone, so © aquestion is how to resch

another at the Jowest possiblie cost. There are some signs that in
the former republice of Yugoslavia the +Family will be left to

adjust itself to the changing world. To avoid it, thev nee

cf all

the positive experience from other countries.

Firally, education for family life is also very important part  of
o strugale to save and empowsr family. We are educatred to beoome
enqrneers or teachesrs, but no one educates us  to  bhecome parsnts

and to live in a family. We should also iearn to commuanicaibe  with

-

o relatives and to appreciate the family life mors.de have to
find wavs to stimulate members of extended families  not a0 live

together @ the ssoe ouse. but to Live ciase onoagh o onow wach

: : : ; o 2 L 1P

ther "o company Fodd Fo bepedit freom it .

i 3 . . - . g . : - . ; g o
e tong lesting orisis 10 Yuoosiavia (135 vears) Tivoeert bhat

goina thraugh hard fisess 1s much  sacsier  for entesded  thae for
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FAMILY STABILITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT - WHAT
WE HAVE LOST AND GAINED, AND WHAT SHOULD BE DONE:
THE CASE OF THE FORMER YUGOSLAVIA
ARlekzandra FPosarac

ABSTRACT

In the focus of the paper is the famiivy in the formesr Yugael avia.
Yugoslavia represents & very interesting case since in  the last
tifty vears of its history Yugoslav sccietv was eyposed to several
drastic evente and influences: The Second World War fwhich  in
Yugosiavia was also a civil war), socialist revolution, caommunist
regime, relatively fast economic development, deep economic and

political crisis, and, finally, the decay of the socialist svsten

and disintegration of the courtry erding up in & war — this time

etiic. Ald thase events and Facts significantly  influsnced

individualse, but families were nonetheless affected. >

>

frer the introduction, chanaes (gainse and lnozss iy forrme and

~r

il
i

atterns of family life due to  the ecoromic develaopment  which

P

happaened in Yugosiavia after- the Second dWorid sar (from 1945 ta

]

1978) are summarized and briefly discussed. Then, chanoes in the
Booral andd economia situation of Yugesisy hovseholide in the geriod
bhatwean 1979 and 192! {(the period of deep economic srnd political
crisis) are more attentively euwplained. Finally, =saome proposais

for famiiv eampowerment policy (ponlitical preconditions. ecoromic

eapowerment of a family and education far famiiy lifel. are mads.



