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1. Introduction

The recent demographic trends are often assumed to have changed family life
dramatically. The traditional nuclear family seems to be on the wane whereas all
kinds of non-traditional family forms have emerged and are on the increase.
Marriage is assumed to have lost its popularity, and evidence is found in the
declining number of marriages and rising numbers of divorces. Further, there is a
trend towards smaller families, and the traditional gender roles are slowly
disappearing in favor of more gender equality. In other words, the Parsonian
conception of the ideal nuclear family is no longer dominant in contemporary
Western society. In this conception of the family, as it was culturally and
ideologically supported by Christianity in Western societies, sexual relationships,
procreation, and child care were defined to take place within the nuclear family,
and marriage was constructed as an indissoluble bond sustaining `women's
mothering and men's authority' (Elliot, 1996: 6). The classical family pattern of a
male breadwinner and a female taking care of the household and children, has
been adapted to the conditions ofhigh and late modernity.

An important attribute of this development is the rise of women's participation on
the labor market. Traditionally, the women's place was in the home, but in most
contemporary Western societies, women have started in jobs outside their
household. This move of women into recorded paid employment is considered
one of the most significant changes in the Western world, for it meant a radical
break with the `housewife role' of women `where women were supported by
husbands to undertake housework, care for children, husbands, the elderly and
sick, and also carry out a variety of other roles' (Fox Harding, 1996: 2).

Although for many women the move into paid employment will have been more
or less an economic necessity, e.g. because `the `family wage' declined and two
~vage earners were needed to achieve a decent standard of living (see Elliot,
1986), it has been argued that women's desire to working outside the homes
stems from gro~ving levels of individualization in general and emancipation in
particular. Work is a means of independence for many women (Scott, Braun á~
Alwin, 1993).

This shift in women's role is thought to have caused major changes in work and
family orientations, particularly among females. `The shift - which is a result of
men's and women's work-roles - from the traditional model of the family with
the husbandlfather as breadwinner and the wife~mother as a full-time housewife
to the dual-work family in which both husband and wife are employed outside the
home is considered one of the most significant changes in family patterns' (Boh,
1989: 266). The growing number of women working outside their homes, will
have changed not only the outlook on women's roles in society, but on gender
roles in general, as well as it is assumed to have led to changing marital and
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familial vie~vs. The family policies and the development of various provisions in
modern welfare state have fostered these behavioral changes and have been
conducive to the introduction of new forms of relationships and parental care.

These are, in a nutshell, the developments which have taken place recently, and
which are assumed to have lead to fundamental changes in values and attitudes in
the domain of family and marriage. But what is true of all such grand narratives?
Has there indeed been a fundamental shift in orientations? Although it can not be
denied that men do spent more time and energy in domestic tasks and child care
(Gershuny 8c Robinson, 1988), most household chores are (still) taken care of by
women. As Furstenberg and Cherlin have pointed out, most men have remained
distant or even absent in daily child-rearing activities (Furstenberg 8c Cherlin,
1991). As such, the "traditional man' is far from an endangered species' (Scott,
Braun 8c Alwin, 1993: 25).

There are other indications that the shifts are not so dramatic as often assumed.
As far as marriage is concerned, the idea that it has lost its attractiveness is not
undisputed. According to some, the decline in marriage rates among young
people has to be interpreted as a clear sign that marriage is increasingly rejected
as preferred partnership. Others have argued that the decline in marriage rates
among youngsters, is not so much a rejection of marriage, but mainly the result
of a postponement of marriage until a later stage in the life course. Fox Harding
quoted Elliott: `What is not yet clear is whether the recent decline in marriage
rates in this younger age group is due to young people marrying at progressively
older ages, or from an increasing section of the population rejecting marriage
altogether' (Fox Harding, 1996: 50). Manting (1994) has argued that there can be
many reasons for this postponement, e.g. the increasing levels of education,
resulting in a higher age when one leaves school; the higher marital demands
because marriage is no longer a financial necessity for wome; the higher levels of
commitment a marriage asks due to the fact that in a marriage there are higher
legal barriers to divorce compared to living arrangements like cohabitation
(Manting, 1996: 24).

The traditional trajectory of family life seems rather dominant in Western
societies, and the question therefore is how to interpret such findings? Doe they
indeed indicate that there have not been dramatic changes? Are these results
challenging the ideas as forwarded by the proponents of the Second Demographic
Transition theory (Lesthaeghe 8c Van de Kaa, 1986; Van de Kaa, 1987),
according to which, the decline of the traditional family can be interpreted as a
result of ongoing individualization and modernization?

This article explores people's orientations towards various aspects of family. It is
investigated what is true of the idea that familial orientations in contemporary
society have changed dramatically in the direction of a rejection of the traditional
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views. We focus on European countries, and the expectation is that some
meaningful cross-national differences will be observed, for as others have argued
too (e.g. Elliot, 1996), Europe appears far from homogeneous. In many respects,
there still are some marked differences, e.g. European countries differ in religious
traditions, which are seen as important attributes to the family orientation
(Gundelach, 1994), but also in terms of family policy, the availability of child
care services (Kamerman, 1991), and the degree of women's participation on the
labor market. The inclusion of Central and Eastern European countries enables
the exploration of the influence of former communist regimes, although it must
be acknowledged that this part of Europe is not a single identity either (Chirot,
1989; Glenny, 1990). Nevertheless, it is often assumed that Central and Eastern
Europe are less modernized compared to Western Europe, and as such
orientations concerning marriage, family life, parenthood etc. will be more
traditional in the East than in the West.

The content of this Chapter is as follows. We start with a short description of the
main developments in the domain of family and marriage. The usual conclusion
from these demographic and societal changes is that large shifts in orientations
are to be expected. The empirical findings are based on the survey data from the
European Values Studies in 1990. We have used the data from many countries in
Western Europe, but also from many countries in Central and Eastern Europe.

2. Family in contemporary society

The closing decades of this century are often described as post-modern. It denotes
a society in which the individual has gained importance in the shaping of values,
attitudes and norms. In contrast to traditional, pre-modern order, where values
were primarily rooted in, and legitimized by tradition and institutional (Christian)
religion, the values in modern and post-modern affluent order are subject to
individual freedom and personal autonomy. Increasingly, the individual has
become free and independent upon the traditional, social, and religious institu-
tions. Particularly, the role of the churches and their leaders has diminished.
Religion is no longer influential as the grand narrative that provides the ground of
moral theories, moral views and actions, and for `the vast majority of the
inhabitants of the late twentieth century, the plausibility and self-evidence of
tradition has collapsed' (Tester, 1997: 120). Modern people are considered to be
personally responsible for their behaviors and lifestyles, and their decisions and
preferences are based primarily on the realization of personal interests and they
are no longer restricted and prescribed by traditional institutions. In short, people
have become liberated `from social constraints which limited and channeled the
ways in which human beings could draw on the historically available
enablements' (Wagner, 1994: 185).
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In modern, differentiated, post-traditional order, lacking a compulsory tradition,
the individual has no option but to choose. People endure multiple possibilities
rather than fixed guidelines or recipes for actions. In traditional society,
`traditional or established habit orders life within relatively set channels.
Modernity confronts the individual with a complex diversity of choices and,
because it is non-foundational, at the same time offers little help as to which
option should be selected' (Giddens, 1991: 80). As a consequence, values are no
longer a`one possibility thing', but have become a world of options in which the
individual is the main point of reference. Increasingly, people will select their
values independently from the traditional social institutions, but mainly in
correspondence with personal desires and individual preferences. The individual
has gained autonomy and personal freedom to make decisions on his own. In
modern, affluent society the individual has become the key-decision taker
(Barker, Halman 8c Vloet, 1992: 5).

Proponents of, what is called, the theory of the `second demographic transition'
have argued, that these developments towards individual freedom and autonomy
have been conducive to the loss of the traditional family orientation. The
increased emphasis on the individual and his self-development are assumed to
have developed at the cost of duties and commitments traditionally connected to
family and family-life. According to the proponents of the second demographic
transition theory, four interrelated shifts have been the result of this growing
individualism: `Reflecting the shift to progressiveness and individualism, the
sequence involves shifts from marriage toward cohabitation, from children to the
adults couple as the focus of a family, from contraception to prevent unwanted
births to deliberate self-fulfilling choices whether and when to conceive a child,
and from uniform to widely diversified families and households' (Van de Kaa,
1987: 9). These changes in values are denoted in evolutionary terms `from
altruism to individualism' (Van de Kaa, 1987: 5; Lesthaeghe 8c Van de Kaa,
1986), suggesting the incompatibility of individualization and the preservation of
traditional familial solidarity. People increasingly opt for themselves and for their
personal benefits, and, consequently, not for marriage and traditional family life.

These developments are often assumed to have occurred and still are occurring in
all Western societies, which does not imply, however, that there are no
differences between these societies. `Every Western society has its own history.
There are thus considerable cross-cultural variations, as well as similarities,
between Western societies in their sexual, parental and gender structures' (Elliot,
1996: 4). The demographic trends in the Western countries show similar
developments in marriage rates, number of divorces, varieties of cohabitation,
and levels of fertility (Bumpass, 1990; Population, 1992: 1186). Despite these
similarities, these demographic developments have not proceeded equally in all
countries. Northern European countries, Sweden and Denmark in particular, are
considered as the forerunners in the demographic developments. Southern
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European countries are lagging behind. According to some, there exists a
`standard' sequence of changes in family formation, and within Europe, countries
(West and East) can be traced roughly according to the evolution so far in these
countries, although differences between countries have diminished (Lesthaeghe
8c Van de Kaa, 1986; Lesthaeghe 8c Meekers, 1986; Monnier, 1986; Rindfuss 8c
Vandenheuvel, 1990). `How much the European countries have in common is
shown by the fact that there is a clearly discernable trend which characterizes the
development in all European countries to a greater or lesser extent: They are
moving into the direction indicated by the forerunners' (Hoffmann-Nowotny,
1987: 161; Roussel, 1992: 146).

Since the changes in demographic patterns have occurred first and foremost in
the Nordic countries, and since these countries are indeed more individualized in
many respects (see e.g. Ester, Halman 8c De Moor, 1994), whereas the rest of
Europe in general, but Southern European countries including the Irish Republic
in particular, are lagging behind, it is to be expected that these Nordic countries
will show a more individualistic patterning of family life than Southern Europe
and Ireland. Eastern European countries are lagging behind the Western
European demographic patterns, and thus the expectation is that Eastern
European countries ~vill show the least individualized as far as orientations
towards family and marriage are concerned.

3. Empirical findings

The data ~ve have at our disposal cover a wide variety of attitudes and opinions
on family, parenthood, marriage, gender roles, permissiveness and education.
Each topic will be explored separately in the subsequent sections. We start with
family and patterns of family life, followed by ideas on marriage, parenthood,
sexual permissiveness and gender roles.

3.1 The importance of family

Family-life appears to have remained highly significant to a wide audience in
Europe. It is not only an issue that is considered relevant to people in, what can
be said to be, the traditional countries in Eastern and Southern Europe, it is still
valued severely by people in most modern countries in Western Europe. In the
European Values surveys people ~vere asked to indicate the importance of several
life spheres, among others family.' Contrary to what was expected, even in the
Scandinavian countries, large majorities are of the opinion that family is an
important issue in their lives. So, even in countries where the demographic trends
seem to indicate the disappearance of the traditional family, the family is (still)
regarded an important feature in people's lives.
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Table l. Proportions of respondents saying that the family is very important and
that more emphasis on the family in the future would be a good development

Country Family very important Emphasis on family is good

France 82 90

Great Britain 88 88

West Germany 71 87

East Germany 84 92

Italy 88 93

Spain 84 88

Portugal 65 95

Netherlands 80 67

Belgium 84 85

Denmark 88 95

Norway 88 95

Sweden 87 85

Northern Ireland 94 92

Ireland 91 94

Iceland 91 96

Poland 91 96

Hungary 88 94

Czech Republic 86 94

Slovak Republic 88 90

Bulgaria 76 90

Austria 85 92

Estonia 69 86

Latvia 73 85

Lithuania 65 96

Romania 83 -



Although in some countries the response is less unanimous in favor of the family,
e.g. Portugal, Lithuania, Estonia, West Germany, the responses to the question if
more emphasis on the family is a good or bad development in the near future,
seems to indicate that even in these countries, family is still highly important to
an overwhelming majority of the people. The results confirm the idea that the
family remains a cornerstone of society (Prinz, 1995: 2).

The idea forwarded by the proponents of the `second demographic transition
theory', that individualism and emphasis on self-fulfilment have grown at the
expense of family commitment seems to be challenged. In most countries, not
only more emphasis on family is considered a good development, also more
emphasis on the individual is regarded a good development. Such results seem to
suggest that individualism and family are not at all contradictory or
incompatible. The appraisal of the family appears also in other research. `Despite
the contributions of resources and services coming to the family from the market
(income) and public institutions (transfers and social services), the family still
remains primarily and predominantly responsible for meeting individual needs.
As the main seat of the highest degree of affective and material solidarity, it is the
structure within most needs that arise in the social sphere are ultimately felt, if
only indirectly' (Sgritta, 1989: 82).

What kind of family people are thinking of when asked about family, can, of
course, not be concluded from such figures. Family appears to be a concept with
a variety of ineanings and interpretations. It can indeed refer to marriage, which
is often the case in political conversations, whereas in public conversations
family often refers to marriage, child-rearing, kinship, household etc. (See Finch,
1993: 18). A large variety of family types is possible these days. `There has been
an increase in households which represents variants in relation to classical
definitions of the family: single individual households, couples living together
not married, single parents, gay couples, `reconstituted' families containing
children of earlier unions of one or more of the adult members, and so on'
(Rapoport, 1989: 56). The high appreciation of the family in the Scandinavian
countries, particularly Sweden and Denmark, where the largest variety of
alternatives to marriage exist, are presumably due to the fact that various kinds of
`relationship' apart from the traditional form, have been associated with family.

3.2 Marriage and divorce

Marriage as `a partnership beriveen a man and woman formalized by either a
religious or civil ceremony and having a particular status in law as well as in
social customs' (Fox Harding, 1996: 48), is no longer the only accepted
partnership in modern society. The steady increase of alternative forms of
relationships since the sixties throughout Europe as well as the increased divorce
rates, are often interpreted as indicative of the rejection of formal marriage. But

~
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are they`?

`Cohabitation used to be a revolutionary act against society. It developed into
being an intermediate stage prior to marriage to test the relationship in daily life
situation. Finally, it became a way of moving into a union gradually, without
making any explicit decisions regarding the permanence of the relationship or to
a future intention to marry' (Manting, 1994: 29). Often cohabitation is seen as
merely a transitional phase preceding marriage, and not as a real alternative to
marriage (Boh, 1989: 279; see also Rindfuss 8z VandenHeuvel, 1992). Further, it
has been noted that still a vast majority of the (young) people expect and prefer
to get married (Goldscheider 8c Waite, 1991; Thornton, 1989). Apparently,
marriage is still important to many and still a favored partnership for large
proportions of the people in contemporary society. Further evidence that marriage
is still highly popular among masses of people comes from the ISSP project
where they have asked respondents what advice they would give to young people,
as to whether to live alone, to live with a steady partner without marrying, live
together with a steady partner and then marry, or marry without living together
tirst. The majority of the respondents `advice a young person ultimately to marry,
with or without prior cohabitation' (Scott, Braun 8t. Alwin, 1993: 26).

These observations are confirmed in the survey data from the European Values
Study. According to a large majority of the people in Europe, marriage is not to
be considered an outdated institution.~ How these respondents have interpreted
`marriage' is of course unknown, but most of them will have thought about it in
it's official meaning: a lifelong bond. This appears not only from the large
majorities in the European societies that regard faithfulness an important attribute
for a successful marriage3, but the idea is also substantiated by the fact that most
young people appear to `marry in the hope and expectation of a faithful and
lifelong union' (Elliot, 1996: 17). It appears also in the response of young adults
in an Australian research project when they were asked what marriage meant to
them. Most frequently they mentioned issues like caring, sharing, support,
honesty, trust and love, stability and security (Millward, 1987: 28).

The conclusion therefore is that, contrary what could have been expected from
theories on individualization, modernization, and emancipation of alternative
ways of living together, marriage is not at all rejected in contemporary
individualized society. On the contrary, marriage is still highly valued, even in
countries where cohabitation and other forms of partnership are more accepted
and practiced. And although marriage appears slightly more important to people
in Eastern Europe, the differences between Eastern and Western Europe appears
too small to pay much attention to.



9

Table 2. Proportion of respondents sharing the opinion that marriage is not an
outdated institution and acceptance of divorce (mean score on 10 point scale: 1-
never justified; 10,- always justified)

Country Marriage is NOT
outdated

Faithfulness Acceptance of
divorce

France 71 74 5.6

Great Britain 82 90 5.3

West Germany 85 78 5.7

East Germany 85 78 5.1

Italy 87 85 5.2

Spain 86 81 5.3

Portugal 77 78 5.4

Netherlands 79 88 6.1

Belgium 78 85 4.9

Denmark 82 81 5.9

Norway 90 91 5.3

Sweden 86 89 6.3

Northern Ireland 86 94 4.1

Ireland 90 93 4.1

Iceland 94 90 6.2

Poland 94 83 4.2

Hungary 89 84 5.0

Czech Republic 93 72 5.2

Slovak Republic 93 86 4.8

Bulgaria 89 63 4.5

Austria 88 83 4.9

Estonia 89 61 5.4

Latvia 91 74 5.7

Lithuania 91 70 4.0

Romania 91 76 4.9
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However, as is demonstrated in Table 2, the widespread attitude favorable to
marriage, does not imply that divorce is thus rejected. Only minorities in Europe
think divorce is never acceptable. The non acceptance is highest in Eastern
Europe and Southern Europe and in Ireland. However, it must be recognized that
these minorities will be even smaller if reasons for divorce are presented. The
1981 EVS survey yielded that in general 220~0 of the populations never accepted
divorce when asked without further reasoning. If reasons were presented, non
acceptance decreased to l00~o even in countries where rejection was strongest
(Halman, 1991: 205). The 1990 EVS questionnaire did not contain this question
on the reasons for divorce, so comparisons can not be made, but the 1981 figures
indicate that the acceptance of divorce as measured by the single item is an
`under-estimation' of the real acceptance.

The growing acceptance of divorce will be due to the fact that divorce is no
longer stigmatized in contemporary society. Not only have divorce laws been
adapted in the sense that divorce have become legitimated, it has become
`normal' to be divorced, `both in the sense of being statistically normal and being
consonant, to some extent, with social norms' (Fox Harding, 1996: 55-56).
Marriage is no longer a relationship that binds partners for the rest of their lives,
but it has been reconstructed as a terminable arrangement (Elliot, 1996: 12).
Divorce is often seen as an appropriate solution to unhappy marriages enabling
people to find happiness in other relationships (Scott, 1990). However, the
growing acceptance does not imply that decisions to get divorced are easily made
and taken overnight. In fact, a divorce often implies traumatic experiences for
both partners, economic difficulties of the relatives, and long term emotional,
educational and relational difficulties of the children (Elliot, 1996: 21). A
consumption of relationships (e.g. Zijderveld, 1983) seems not an appropriate
description of what is really taking place in this domain. Further, a divorce does
not mean the end the marital careers of most men and women. `Although
remarriage rates have fallen in tandem with rising and durations of post-divorce
cohabitation, most men and women remarry within a relatively short time of
divorcing' (Elliot, 1996: 20). The conclusion should be that divorce has indeed
become `approved ofas part of the search for personal fulfilment and high
quality relationships: it became acceptable, indeed legitimate, to abandon one
relationship in the search for a better one' (Fox Harding, 1996: 56), and as such
no longer to be rejected. However, the growing acceptance does not mean a
rejection of marriage.

3.3 Parenthood

Although parenthood has lost it's self-evidence under the conditions of high or
late modernity, it does not mean that post-modern people do not want children
anymore. The `traditional' view that women were, so to say, predestined to have
children, has been replaced by the more individualistic viewpoint that women
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herself have to decide whether or not to have children. Individualization has
fostered the idea that people are free and autonomous to make decisions on their
own. They are no longer forced by social institutions or social control. As such,
the increased tolerance towards people who voluntarily decided not to have
children fits the idea of individualization. Further, the transformation of rural
agrarian society towards urban industrialized order as well as the development of
the welfare state and the provisions it offers to it's citizens, e.g. the elderly, meant
that large numbers of children are no longer an economic necessity. `High
fertility was not uneconomical in the traditional family engaged in familial
productivity, while it is uneconomically in contemporary societies with a
dominant non-familial labor market' (Calwell, 1981: 24). The choice to have
children is no longer based on economic or financial motives (Saporiti, 1989:
201-205), but dependent upon individual preferences. And increasingly, women
prefer a career outside their home lives, and according to an increasing number of
women (many) children may be a hindrance to achieve that goal. Further, the
reduction of infant mortality meant that women `had to experience fewer births to
achieve a given completed family size' (Fox Harding, 1996: 29). Also the
development, broad acceptance, and widespread use of modern contraceptives
resulted in fewer births. Finally, and not unimportant, the two child family
developed as a kind of ideal family size during the 1970s (Boh, 1989: 286).

What seems to be the case is that the necessity of having children has declined
and turned into a possibility to have children. Nowadays there are much more
opportunities for deciding to have none or only a few children. That the necessity
to have children has disappeared, appears among others in the acceptance of a life
without children and the increased tolerance of others who prefer a child(ren)less
life (Thornton, 1989: 881). However, the acceptance may have been increased,
this does not mean that childlessness is considered an ideal situation for most
people. Evidence can be found in the many people who go to great pains in
getting children. Medical sciences offers many possibilities to women to get
pregnant these days (e.g. in vitro fertilization), and since the 1980s an increase in
other means of bearing children can be noted. The wish to have children appears
to remain strong. `Clearly while some childlessness is intentional, some is
involuntarily and deeply resisted' (Fox Harding, 1996: 28).

According to the EVS survey data, the number of people who do not want any
children is negligible small throughout Europe. In almost all countries one or two
children is the ideal, which confirms the standard family size. That children
remain important in people's lives, appears also in the finding that according a
majority of the people in Europe, children are important for a successful
marriage. Although children may no longer be regarded a necessity in a
relationship or a marriage, the presence of them are considered an incentive to the
quality of the marriage. In Eastern Europe this opinion is more frequent than in
Denmark and West Germany.
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Table 3. Proportions of respondents approving that a woman has a child without a
stable relationship, endorsing the statement that a woman needs a child in order to
be fulfilled, and of the opinion that women should have children in order to be
fulfilled

Country Approval single
woman having a child

Children are important
for a good marriage

Child necessity
for women

France 39 65 75

Great Britain 36 58 21

West Germany 23 44 45

East Germany 34 64 67

Italy 39 64 67

Spain 62 73 51

Portugal 40 65 61

Netherlands 38 54 12

Belgium 32 55 46

Denmark 67 42 82

Norway 27 61 23

Sweden 25 61 21

Northern Ireland 25 69 32

Ireland 23 62 26

Iceland 84 66 42

Poland 13 78 75

Hungary 39 85 96

Czech Republic 29 86 67

Slovak Republic 26 88 73

Bulgaria 46 84 92

Austria 39 63 50

Estonia 32 74 91

Latvia 26 78 96

Lithuania 55 66 89

Romania 38 68 85

I
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The process of indivídualization has made people increasingly personally
responsible for their choices, and therefore the result that children are no longer
considered a necessity for women to be fulfilled will hardly be a surprise. At least
that is the general pattern in most Western European countries. In Eastern Europe
often large majorities report that women have to have children in order to be
fulfilled.4 Clearly, the trend towards individual freedom has been less pronounced
in Eastern Europe countries compared to Western Europe.s

However, the increasing levels of personal autonomy and individual freedom
does not imply that individualism is unlimited or unrestricted! If there are
children, the interest of the child should be safeguarded and this idea is reflected
in the widespread opinion that a woman who wants to have a child should have a
stable relationship with a man. In almost all Western European countries the
disapproval of women having a child without a stable relationship with a man
increased (see Van den Akker, Halman 8c de Moor, 1994: 108). Apparently, the
interest of the child has gained ground at the expense of a women's individual
freedom. The increased concern for the well-being of the child may also explain
the increased popularity of the view that a child needs both parents, that is a
father and a mother, in order to grow up happily. The `two-parent model of the
family' is obviously still and even increasingly regarded `essential for the normal
development of children' (Rodger, 1996: 149).

So, apparently, children remain important in modern society, but they are no
longer a necessity, at least according to the prevalent Western European pattern.
In Eastern Europe, the opinions about the necessity for women to have children,
has remained rather traditional. As such the findings corroborate the ideas of
individualization, but it has also been observed that, as soon as children are
involved, individualism is not unlimited. For most people, the well-being of
children is of utmost importance and a two parent family is considered essential
for children.

3.4 Egalitarian relationships between parents and children

The tendency towards greater individualism as observed in other life spheres, is
assumed to have affected the relationships between parents and children. The
prevalent view is that the parental roles have become liberalized, and above all
more democratic. Increasingly childhood is regarded a`separate stage of
dependence and development, in need of special protection, understanding and
stimulation' (Fox Harding, 1996: 31), and thus family has become more child-
centered from the early twentieth century (Allan, 1985; Walby, 1990). Not only
have today's parents a more limited role in child rearing than before, because
many of the activities have been taken over by a specialized institution (the
school), also the relationships between parents and children have been adapted to
modern society. Parents are less inclined than in former days to be authoritarian
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towards their children. Their role in the process of socialization has been
transformed from educator or teacher towards companion. The family as the
authoritarian institute where the father is the sole master, has developed into a
democratic institute in which the parent-child relationships have become more
egalitarian (Slater, 1969).

However, the dominant view about these parent-child relationships throughout
Europe is less egalitarian than might have been expected. Apart from the
Scandinavian countries and the Netherlands, in all countries, (often large)
majorities are of the opinion that children have to love and respect his parents
independent of how these parents are. This opinion reflects the traditional,
hierarchical, if not authoritarian view on the parent-child relationships.

Looked from the parental side, a similar conclusion can be drawn: the parental
duties prevail. Large majorities in Europe say that parents have to do their utmost
best for their children even at the cost of their own well-being. This implies that
most people will accept limits in pursuing their own happiness and well-being,
which means that the individualistic stances are not at all preferred in Europe.
Again, this finding may be attributed to the fact that children are involved and
that individualism is not unrestricted.

Based on the responses to the question about parent's duty, and to the question
whether or not qualities like obedience or independence are considered important
to encourage children to learn at home, Therborn distinguishes four types of
world views on parenting' (Therborn, 1995: 292-293). The combinations are
indicated in Scheme 1.

A, what he calls, `consistent family individualism' refers to the valuing of
independence for both children and parents (Cell D in Scheme 1). The opposite is
the `consistent family collectivism' characterized by the valuing of obedience and
parent's duty to sacrifice for their children (A). The two other possible
combinations are: independence to encourage children together with parent's
duty is to sacrifice, is labeled child-centered individualism (C), whereas parents-
centered individualism (D) combining the quality of obedience with the idea that
parent's should have their own live.
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Table 4. Proportions of respondents endorsing the statement that parents should
do their utmost best for their children, and agreeing with the statement that a child
has to love and respect his parents irrespective of their behavior

Country Parents have to do their utmost Child has to love and respect parents

France 81 77

Great Britain 74 68

West Germany 54 62

East Germany 71 77

Italy 79 84

Spain 78 83

Portugal 84 77

Netherlands 68 42

Belgium 64 76

Denmark 52 4~

Norway 73 45

Sweden 63 51

Nol-thern lreland 82 80

Ireland 73 78

Iceland 50 61

Poland 67 89

Hun~.;ary 62 81

Czech Republic 65 81

Slovak Republic 60 86

Bulgaria 58 83

Austria 60 74

Estonia 55 61

Latvia 51 72

LItIlUlnla 38 80

Romania 85 83
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Scheme 1. World views on parenting

Encourage Parents should:

children to learn: sacrifice live own lives

obedience Family collectivism Parents centered
individualism

independence Child-centered
individualism

Family individualism

In Figure 1, the results of combining these responses are displayed. It is obvious
that a clear patterning is lacking. The Nordic countries are not close to one
another, nor do the Eastern countries cluster. Poland, for instance, is closer to
France than to other Central and Eastern European countries. Norwegians appear
more convinced than other Nordic populations that parents' should sacrifice, and
while they also stress the importance of children's independence, Norwegians
appear most child-centered.

The Baltic States are not homogeneous, particularly Lithuania has a remarkable
position. This is the only country where a majority of the respondents is of the
opinion that parents should live their own lives. However, this extraordinary
result is combined with an emphasis on independence to encourage children to
learn at home. What is clear, however, is that parents centered individualism
(parents should live their own live combined with the quality of obedience) does
not occur frequently. None of the countries displays that pattern. Family
collectivism on the other hand, the mixture of parental sacrifice and obedience,
seems to be characteristic of Southern Europe, Northern Ireland, France, and
Poland. Being low on parental sacrifice in combination with valuing children's
independence (family individualism) seems characteristic for Denmark, West
Germany, and, to a lesser extent, Latvia, Bulgaria, and Austria. Dependent upon
where the dividing line is drawn on the parental sacrifice dimension, Hungary,
Estonia, Slovakia, and Iceland too, can be counted to this bloc of countries.
However, independent upon what decision rule is made, it is clear that the
European countries do not cluster according to cultural~historical or geographical
proximity.
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3.5 Sexual morality

In traditional society marriage and sexuality were closely connected. Marriage
regulated, so to say, sexual behavior (Schelsky, 1958: 27). Pre-marital and extra-
marital sexual relationships were prohibited and severely condemned by social
institutions, the churches in particular. Further, sexuality was closely linked to
procreation. The dominant sexual morality in the last century `and the early part
of this one forbade sexual activity outside marriage and, while this prohibition
was not universally observed, it was supported by social sanctions which drove
pre- or extra-marital sexual relationships `underground" (Fox Harding, 1996: 76).

The development and further improvement of contraceptives as well as societal's

I
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trend towards increased individualization have been conducive to greater sexual
freedom. `Modern contraception permits greater freedom in sexual relations and
for the fecund, the choice for children is made only when it is felt this would
enrich a relationship or realize more of the potential of the individuals concerned'
(Van de Kaa, 1987: 26). The sexual revolution marked the final break of the close
ties between sexual behavior and procreation: sex became `linked with sensual
pleasure and may be separated from procreation, love and commitment' (Elliot,
1996: 19).

As a result of these developments, the acceptance and tolerance of various kinds
of sexual behaviors is assumed to have increased. Individualization not only
means that increasingly the individual is considered to be the key decision taker,
it also implies that an individual's conduct is directed towards pursuing his or her
personal happiness. In other words, growing individualization is counter parted
with increasing levels of tolerance.

In general it can be concluded that, as far as Western European populations are
concerned, this is indeed what can be observed in case of homosexuality. The
acceptance of homosexuality has increased during the eighties (Van den Akker,
Halman 8c de Moor, 1994: 113-117), but it must be acknowledged that not only
the increase is rather limited, the acceptance is far from complete. On the ten
point scales from 1(- never acceptable) to 10 (- always acceptable), the
homosexuality score exceeds 5 only in the Netherlands. In all other countries
people appear rather reluctant to accept homosexuality. This appears also from
~vhat Elliot has found: `homosexual behaviors remain legally circumscribed in a
variety of ways, everyday attitudes to homosexuality have not changed
substantially and few people believe that homosexual couples should have the
right to marry' (Elliot, 1996: 18). Further, large proportions in Great Britain
believes that sex between two men or between women is always or mostly
wrong. Figures that are also found in the USA (Elliot, 1996: 18).

However, compared to adultery and sex under the legal age of consent, people are
more inclined to accept homosexuality than these kind of behaviors. In issues of
adultery and sex under the legal age of consent Western Europe remains rather
strict, and those who were anxious that individualization and liberalization in
general and the sexual revolution in particular would eventuate in a morality of
`anything goes' will be glad to experience that such a morality is not emerging.
Europe remains rather strict in accepting various kinds of sexual behaviors.

I
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Table 5. Acceptance of inenlwomen having an affair, sex under the legal age of
consent, homosexuality (mean scores: 1- never; 10 - always justified; and o~o of
scores 1-3), and acceptance of sexual freedom (o~o agree minus o~o disagree)

Country Adultery Sex of minors Homosexuality Sexual freedom

M o~0 1-3 M o~0 1-3 M o~0 1-3

France 3.7 49 3.8 52 3.9 48 -10

Great Britain 2.4 74 1.8 87 3.5 55 -29

West Germany 2.9 69 2.9 69 4.5 47 1

East Germany 1.9 78 2.3 86 3.9 54 15

Italy 2.9 65 3.2 65 3.6 56 -2

Spain 2.4 77 2.4 78 3.4 60 21

Portugal 2.4 78 3.4 64 2.3 78 -29

Netherlands 2.8 69 5.2 30 7.2 21 -23

Belgium 2.7 69 3.9 50 3.9 52 -22

Denmark 2.1 81 1.0 99 4.7 42 -67

Norway 2.1 83 1.0 99 4.1 53 -74

Sweden 2.1 83 1.1 99 4.5 48 -42

Northern Ireland 1.6 89 1.4 94 2.4 73 -47

Ireland 1.9 84 1.3 95 3.1 63 -60

Iceland 1.7 92 3.3 60 5.4 32 -45

Poland 1.7 85 1.9 88 2.0 85 -13

Hungary 2.6 68 2.7 82 3.0 77 -56

Czech Republic 1.5 68 2.8 92 3.8 55 -54

Slovak Republic 2.5 68 2.8 74 3.1 64 -57

Bulgaria 1.8 63 3.1 69 3.4 88 -18

Austria 2.0 75 2.5 84 3.3 61 3

Estonia 2.6 75 3.7 53 2.0 85 -1

Latvia 2.3 80 3.6 59 1.8 88 -23

Lithuania 2.0 86 2.3 77 1.4 95 -1

Romania 1.5 76 1.8 88 2.4 92 3
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This rather strict sexual morality also appears from the response to the question
whether or not one can agree that everyone should enjoy complete sexual
freedom without being restricted. In almost all countries, the proportions
disagreeing outnumbers the proportion of agreeing. Austria and Germany, West
and East, and Spain in particular, being examples of the exception to this general
rule. Particularly of interest is the rather strict sexual morality in the Nordic
countries. Denmark and Norway appear as the most severe in Europe. This
contradicts the expectations, for generally it is assumed that the nordic countries
are the forerunners as far as sexual liberties are concerned. It may be true that
society as such is liberal in the sense that there are no formal objections to all
kinds of sexual behaviors and experiments, in practice the populations have
remained, or returned to, a rather strict sexual morality.

3.6 Gender roles

The steady increasing levels of women's participation on the labor market is
considered to be one of the most significant changes in the last few decades. This
increase is the result of a`complex interplay of economic, technical and
demographic developments, which in turn are closely connected to a socio-
cultural change towards individualism, equality of opportunity and a basic new
order of gender roles' (Haller 8z H[)Ilinger, 1994: 87). Whatever the driving
forces behind the movement of women into recorded paid employmentb, the
growing number of women working outside their homes is assumed to have
caused major changes in the attitudes to~vards gender roles in society, as well as
in behavioral patterns.

Although women's participation on the labor market has increased throughout
Europe, there are marked differences between the European countries. The
highest figures are found in the Scandinavian countries with female employment
rates ranging from 710~o in Norway to 810~o in Sweden (OECD, 1993: 192). The
employment rate of women is lowest in Ireland (38.90~0), Spain (40.9), and Italy
(44.90~0). The OECD tables do not present data on Eastern European countries,
but from figures presented by the International Labor Office in Geneva, it can be
inferred that female participation is almost as high in this part of Europe as in the
Nordic countries (see also Therborn, 1995: 63). Female participation rates in
1990 were: 81.So~o in Czech Republic, 78.60~o in Slovakia, 83.90~o in Hungary,
whereas figures in Poland ranged from 570~o in 1988 to 540~o in 1992 (ILO, 1995).

According to Boh (1989), female labor participation should be investigated in a
more elaborated way. Apart from the actual female labor participation rate, she
argues that it is necessary to include a measure for the intensity of this female
employment.' Intensity indicates whether or not the job a woman is engaged in,
is a full-time or a part-time job. It appears that women are more frequently than
men engaged in part-time jobs. Men tend to remain in full-time jobs during their

~
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entire career, whereas women `more ofter. wcrk part-time or stop working in
order to be able to take care of their children' (Frinking 8c Willemsen, 1995: 1).

Boh (1989) distinguished four `women employment patterns' based on a
combination of women's participation and intensity of this participation. The low-
employment pattern or `housewife pattern' is characterized by `a low participa-
tion of women in the labor force' (Boh, 1989: 270). It is particularly found in
Spain, Italy and Ireland (see Figure 2). The medium-employment pattern appears
in Portugalg, France, West Germany, Austria, and Belgium. It's main features are
a moderate women's participation and low proportions of part-timers. A high
part-time pattern seems to be characteristic for the situation in The Netherlands:
female participation is modest compared to the Nordic countries, but their
participation is for the large part in part-time jobs. Finally, large parts of the
women in Denmark, Norway, and Sweden, and also in Great Britain are working
outside their homes. The pattern in these countries has been described as high
employment pattern or `radical pattern' (Boh, 1989: 270).
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Although mosi research confirm the idea that attitudes to gender roles have
changed, e.g. the acceptability of women being engaged in paid employment has
increased, and in most `European countries there is a strong support for more
equality in the division of tasks between men and women' (Frinking 8z.
Willemsen, 1995: 2), the ideas of ineaningful changes, particularly in behavior
patterns, have been contested. `The broad picture that emerges from all these data
is one of the resilience of traditional patterns. They show that responsibility for
breadwinning usually remains with men, while everyday and ultimate
responsibility for child rearing and the management of the household usually
remains with women' (Elliot, 1996: 33).

The European Values Study does not contain information on actual role behavior,
but a few items are available to tap people's ideas about women's role in society.9
It was asked if one `agreesw strongly', `agrees', `disagrees', or `disagrees
strongly', with the following five statements:

l. A working mother can establish just as warm and secure a relationship with
her children as a mother who does not work

2. A pre-school child is likely to suffer if his or her mother works
3. A job is alright but what most women really want is a home and children
4. Being a housewife is just as fulfilling as working for pay
5. Having a job is the best way for a woman to be an independent person
6. Both the husband and wife should contribute to household income

The responses are reported in Table 6. The first two items refer to the
'consequences of women working outside the home' (Scott, Braun 8t. Alwin,
1993: 32), particularly the consequences for the child(ren). The responses to both
items seem to confirm the idea that it can be accepted if a women is working
outside her home, but that it should not endanger the child's welfare, especially in
case the child is still very young. The high percentage agreeing with the
statement that a pre-school child is likely to suffer if his or her mother works,
seems to further substantiate this idea. Apparently the concern for the child's
welfare is at stake in West Germany, Lithuania, Latvia, and particularly, in
Poland. In all other countries, a majority is of the opinion that the relationship
between a mother and her child(ren) is not affected when the mother is working.
In most countries large majorities agree with the statement that a pre-school child
is likely to suffer if the mother works, particularly in Central and Eastern Europe
the agreement is widespread. Least assent to this item is found in Denmark,
which contïrms the idea that this country is most emancipated, at least in
attitudes. Although the pattern emerges in Norway and Iceland too, the Swedish
case demonstrates that it is not a specific Scandinavian pattern. Swedes appear
more concerned for the consequences for the child, particularly if the child is
very young.



23

Table 6. Proportions of respondents agreeing with the statements about gender roles (o~o

agree strongly and agree)

Country a b c d e f

France 73 65 68 60 79 80

Great Britain 70 55 45 60 68 70

West Germany 41 84 51 54 75 64

East Germany 55 80 52 36 74 87

Italy 63 78 72 56 74 80

Spain 66 57 55 59 78 83

Portugal 76 84 62 49 80 98

Netherlands 69 63 41 56 55 30

Belgium 74 61 61 67 70 67

Denmark 83 32 25 55 81 71

Norway 69 46 51 53 75 74

Sweden 73 74 -~` 62 74 87

Northern Ireland 71 44 53 70 70 83

Ireland 63 53 59 72 61 70

Iceland 82 52 71 71 43 68

Poland 38 94 88 63 64 81

Hungary 69 70 76 76 48 83

Czech Republic 63 69 84 84 62 91

Slovak Republic 58 72 85 48 62 82

Bulgaria 61 76 90 87 63 83

Austria 51 83 62 63 74 74

Estonia 82 91 85 71 56 81

Latvia 47 92 91 66 62 77

Lithuania 42 90 97 85 41 75

Romania 84 58 82 48 68 91

The ne~t rivo items (3 and 4) refer to the `gender-role ideology' (Scott, Braun 8c
Alwin, 1993: 34). According to Haller 8~ H~llinger both items indicate the
'normative position of respondents to the female gender role' (Haller 8c
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Ht)llinger, 1994: 100-101). Indeed, common theme in these items is what the
feminists are fighting against: the idea that a woman's place is in the home.
Nevertheless, the feminist view is not so widespread in Europe. Only in the
Netherlands, Great Britain, and Denmark, majorities adhere to the feminist
ideology. In all other countries, more people are agreeing with the traditional
female role. Particularly in Eastern Europe, the adherence to the idea that what
most women really want is a home and children is rather common. The
widespread agreement with the statement that being a housewife is just as
fulfilling as working for pay, even among Dutch and Danish people, may be
explained from the fact that it is up to the woman to decide for her self whether or
not she wants to work in or outside the home. The argument then is that work in
the household is worthwhile too, and can give much pleasures. In the Netherlands
there has been a discussion about the idea that women who stayed at home to take
care of her children should earn money too, for this kind of work is as hard, and
sometimes even harder, as working for pay.

The two remaining items (5 and 6) refer to the importance of work for women. It
can be important for women in order to gain independence or because it is
considered economic necessary for the household. Common theme appears to be
the 'material aspect of women's employment, both for household income and for
women's independence' (Haller 8c H~llinger, 1994: 101). The issue of
independence is at the core of women's struggle for equality. `Although this
struggle has largely been concerned with women's rights and opportunities, the
issue has often been intrinsically linked to the economic necessity of working'
(Scott, Braun óc Alwin, 1993: 34). Both aspects are highly important to large
proportions of the respondents. However, the economic aspect is considered of
less importance in the Netherlands, while the independence, or maybe that the
term 'self-fulfilment' is applicable, argument is less accepted in Hungary,
Lithuania and Iceland.

The three dimensional attitudinal structure appears also in a factor analysis of
these items. The results are displayed in Table 7. The three gender role attitudes
appear to be not correlated'o, and the labels have been adopted from Scott, Braun
and Alwin (1993):
1. The factor containing the items `a working mother can establish just as warm

and secure a relationship with her children as a mother who does not work'
and `pre-school child is likely to suffer if his or her mother works' is called:
egalitarian stance on the consequences of women working.

2. Both items `a job is alright but what most women really want is a home and
children' and `being a housewife is just as fulfilling as working for pay refer to
the egalitarian stance on gender-role ideology

3. `Having a job is the best way for a woman to be an independent person' and
`both husband and wife should contribute to the household income' indicate
the Egalitarian stance on the importance of work.
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Table 7. Result factor analysis on genaer role items ( loadings ~ -.30 and ~.30;
varimax rotation; N - 32666)

F1 F2 F3
A working mother can establish just as warm
and secure a relationship with her children as
a mother who does not work

A pre-school child is likely to suffer
if his or her mother works

-.83

.34 .75

A job is alright but what most women
really want is a home and children .80

Being a housewife is just as fulfilling
as working for pay .83

Having a job is the best way for a woman
to be an independent person .78

Both the husband and wife should
contribute to the household income .80

o~o variance explained 32 22 17

In Figure 3 we present the mean factor scores of all countries in West, Central
and Eastern Europe. It is obvious that the pattern is difficult to interpret, even if
we take into account the differences with respect to female participation in the
labor market, and substantial differences in social or family policies across
nations, which may have an impact on female's decisions to go to work. Only as
far as the ideological dimension is concerned, Eastern European countries deviate
from Western European ones. The `feminist' ideology appears less developed
among Eastern European populations, whereas it is strongly approved in most
Western European countries, and especially in the northern parts of Western
Europe: Great Britain, West Germany, Netherlands, Denmark and Norway.
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Figure 3. Gender roles

The finding that the feminist ideology is less favorite among Eastern Europeans
may reflect the high degree of female employment in Eastern Europe. Women's
participation in Eastern Europe `began earlier and occurred more rapidly than in
the West' (Therborn, 1995: 63). Only Eastern Germans deviate from this Eastern
European pattern; they resemble the West Germans.

The gender role-attitudes appear not related to varieties in, what is called, gender
welfare state regimes. Siaroff (1995) has developed a typology of welfare state
regimes taking into account women's positions. His typology distinguished four
types: the advanced Christian democratic welfare states (Austria, Belgium,
France, Germany, Italy, Netherlands), the Protestant social democratic welfare
states (Denmark, Norway, Iceland, Sweden), the late female mobilization welfare
states (Ireland, Portugal, Spain), and the Protestant liberal welfare states (United
Kingdom).

On none of the three dimensions on gender roles we have been able to
distinguish, a distinction as forwarded by Siaroff, is clearly found, although it
could have been expected that in societies where women's participation in the
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labor force is high, people's attitudes will be more favorable to the `feminist'
views. However, it may be all too simple to expect a clear relationship between
policy measures, women's participation and gender role attitudes. At least as far
as the relationship between `certain policy measures aimed at easing the
combination of women's labor market participation with child care tasks, and the
participation of women on the labor market' (Frinking 8c Willemsen, 1995: 3), it
has been noted that they appear very different in the European countries.

But also the relationship between actual female participation and gender role
attitudes is not the same in all countries. High levels of female employment does
not guarantee a broader acceptance of the feminist ideology. Respondents in
Portugal, France, Belgium, and Ireland, more frequently state that they agree with
the traditional female gender roles, but they have different opinions about the
necessity of women's contribution to the household income. The case of Germa-
ny also exemplifies that more factors should be taken into account for explaining
the attitudinal differences, for Germans resemble the people in Ireland more than
the respondents in Belgium, France and Portugal, which they were expected to
resemble, based on the degree of female participation on the labour market.
Spain, Ireland, and Italy are similar as far as female participation in the labor
force is concerned, but different in terms of gender role attitudes, particularly as
far as the importance of work in terms of independence and~or income for the
household is concerned.

It will be clear from these figures that there still are significant differences
between the countries. The assumption that different patterns in women's
employment would indicate different views on female's societal roles, can not be
corroborated. Apparently we have to take into account more factors to explain the
differences in gender role attitudes. In particular, we have to focus on `the
national cultural contexts and structural aspects of the labor market' (Frinking 8c
Willemsen, 1995: 3).

4. Conclusions

In this article we have investigated the attitudes and values towards family of the
Europeans. Although family as a concept is very broad, it commonly denotes
issues of household, marriage, kinship, parenthood, and, stressed by feminists,
gender roles. It is broadly assumed that the family has changed due to
fiuidamental changes in society. Individualization, and secularization in
particular, are regarded the engines behind a development of, what is called, the
second demographic transition. People have become liberated from the
constraints put forward by the church and other social institutions, and
increasingly they opt for themselves and their personal benefits. It is assumed that
as a result, they no longer opt for marriage and traditional family life. Further, the
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increased participation of women on the labor market i~ often assumed to be
linked with less traditional gender role attitudes.

Using the data from the European Values Studies we have investigated what is
true of such ideas. Have people indeed become individualistic in the sense that
family and marriage are not important? Do they adhere to the individualistic
stances as far as parenthood is concerned? Are gender role attitudes indeed more
affirmative towards female employment or have they remained traditional?

A first observation is that Europe appears rather traditional as far as family values
are concerned. Although there is no need in modern pluralist societies to confirm
to the social norms, most people in Europe emphasize the importance of the
family and marriage. Nevertheless marriage seems to have lost it's institutional
character. The increasing acceptance of divorce indicates that marriage is no
longer a lifelong bond, for better or worse. It has turned into a`terminable
arrangement' (Elliot, 1996: 12).

As far as parenthood is concerned the basic idea is that children have remained
important for many people. Most people consider children important for a
successful marriage, and hardly anyone admits that having no children is ideal.
However, children are not regarded a necessity for a women's fulfilment, but if
there are children involved, people have remained loyal to the old family pattern
of two parents and two children.

In the relationships between parents and children, the parental duties appear
resistant in the sense that most people think that parents should do their utmost
best for their children, even at the cost of their own well being. It seems as if
individualism has it's limitations, and as soon as children are involved, people
appear reluctant in adhering to the individualistic stances.

Although it was to be expected that gender roles would have developed in a
direction that is more favorable to women, this does not appear so much in the
attitudes studied. There are some marked differences in the European context, but
in general it can be concluded, that most people agree with the idea that women
should have equal opportunities as men, but this equality should not endanger the
child's well-being. Coupled to the finding that as soon as children are involved,
individualism is clearly restricted, it seems as if children and in particularly their
well-being, are becoming an important, if not the most important, issue in the
domain of family.

As far as the national differences in responses are concerned, it appeared
difficult, if not impossible to discover clear interpretable patterns of values. The
resemblance in preferences appeared not dependent upon historical, cultural andl
or geographical proximity. As such other factors have to be taken into account.

i
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What remains is the general idea that modern Europe has remained rather
traditional in it's family values. Traditional family values nowadays `co-exist
with values of individual autonomy and gender-equality, allowing people's
options to become more and more a matter of choice rather than expectations'
(Scott, Braun 8c Alwin, 1993: 24). Individualization appears in the great variety
of relationships people can opt for, but in their preferences the traditional patterns
are remarkably alive.
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Notes

l. The answer categories ranges from `very important', and `quite important' to `not
very important', and `not at all important'.

2. The question was: Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Marriage
is an outdated institution. Yes, No.

3.In the European Values Study people were asked to indicate which of the things
presented on a list they considered important for a successful marriage. Faithfulness was
one of the items mentioned on that list.

4. The question was: Do you think that a woman has to have children in order to be
fulfilled or is this not necessary?

5. The finding that so many Danes (820~0) are of the opinion that women have to have
children can be understood from the formulation of the question into Danish language.
Back-translation of the Danish formulation which was used in the questionnaire into
English reveals that the Danish question is something like: `Do you think that children
are important for a woman?'. Therefore the responses in Denmark can not be compared
with the responses in other countries.

6. Indeed there is a variety of reasons which may range from economic necessity to
more emancipatory and individualistic reasons like self-unfolding and equality of
opportunities. As Fox Harding notes `The reasons for the move of married women into
employment in the post-war period included a labor shortage in the early post-war
decades in Britain. The service sector also expanded and provided part-time jobs seen as
suitable for, and indeed attractive to, women' (Fox Harding, 1996: 8).

7.In order to obtain a greater differentiation of work patterns, women's participation
should be further specified in proportion of employed married women (Boh, 1989: 269-
270).

8. However, the relatively high proportion of female employment in Portugal maybe
due to the fact that the labor force data in this country `include a significant number of
persons aged less than 15 years' (OECD, 1993: 192).

9. The main objection to the measurement included in EVS was that it only focusses on
female roles and not on male roles.

10.T11e correlations between the factors after oblique rotation appeared rather limited:
the highest was .19. Therefore it was decided to use the varimax rotated solution in the
subsequent analyses.
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