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Rozvod

 Emocionalni vs. pravni

* Pravni — existuje je vetsiné zapadnich zemi
(vBeIgie 1804, Francie 1804, Néemecko 1900,
Cesko 1919, Italie 1970, Malta 2011; Vatikan)
— Regulace se méni, vyskyt roste

— Rozvod s urcenim vinika (at fault): az do konce
1960s (Rusko 1917, Kalifornie 1969)

— Bez urceni vinika (nenapravitelny rozvrat)
— Na zadost



Chart SF3.1.C. Crude divorce rate, 1970, 1995 and 2014 or latest available }'earc
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Trends in CDR by country

6.0
5.0
4.0
3.0
2.0
R 2 @ 2 A \~\ Qo > o L
*é-éfz}fbe’\‘\fz}\o\\éo‘ & & Q®@°o$®o°0°&\°'3* 7’6°"b°
&v\os\oo,bo(‘}‘@o(i‘ (\@@&Q% WP F &S 'b@\\&c,Qex\b
¥ O © K\Q@Q ¢ & Y Fo ¥ T @0@@&" ° o o &
,\9(' S ”b(\ S .,\@/
C 5% \)Q
\)(7
Q

H 1970 m1985 m1995 M 2000s

Source: UN, World Marriage Data 2008



http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/publications/dataset/marriage/data.shtml
http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/publications/dataset/marriage/data.shtml
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http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/publications/dataset/marriage/data.shtml
http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/publications/dataset/marriage/data.shtml

Sociologicky model rozvodu

* George Levinger: model of divorce
3 proménné

— Zisky (Rewards)

— Prekazky (Barriers)

— Alternativy (Alternatives)



SES a rozvod

» SiFil se z elity (W. Goode)

— Naklady na rozvod klesaji v Case time
* Obraceny/nulovy SES gradient pfi nizkych
nakladech rozvodu

 Nedavny test: Harkonen and Dronkers (ESR
2006)



SES gradient
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Fig. 4 Experience of parental divorce during childhood by parental social class and birth year (1892-1991)

Gabhler, Palmtag (2015), Soc Ind Res, 123, 601-623.



The Growing Divorce Divide
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Source: Steven Martin. 2004. "Growing Evidence for a Divorce Divide?” New York: Russell Sage Foundation Working Paper.



Vysveétleni trendu

Hodnotova zmeéna -> akceptace rozvodu (2DT)

Rostouci ekonomicka nezavislost zen (G.
Becker)

Rostouci ekonomicka zranitelnost
nekvalifikovanych muzu

Rostouci ocekavani

Klesajici uroven pred-rozvodoveho konfliktu



100

Rodina puvodu a rozvod

90

80

70

60

50

40

Proportion in percent

30

20

ﬁ*\,ﬁ

10

- g K,
N

WM

0

I T e o e e L AL B A B L B L LB L B B A A B o B B S B SR S
R S A LA Lg Qg e R S GG AR L SRS
Birth year
—a— Intact family Divorced/separated parents —s— Severe dissension

Fig. 1 Childhood family type and severe dissension in the childhood family by birth year (1892—1991). 5
years moving averages

Gabhler, Palmtag (2015), Soc Ind Res, 123, 601-623.
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Konflikt a rozvod
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Fig. 2 Severe dissension in childhood family by childhood family type and birth year (1892—1991)

Gihler, Palmtag (2015), Soc Ind Res, 123, 601-623. 12



Po rozvodu

Opakovana manzelstvi (partnerstvi) jsou Casta

CCA 50 % soucasnych manzelstvi involve at least
one re-married partner

About 50 % od divorcing marriages involve
children (1 mil children experience divorce in the
US each year)

40 % of children experience parental divorce
before reaching adulthood

1in 7 lives with a step-parent currently, 1 in 3 will
live with SP before age 19



Consequences

For divorcees

Declining HH income, lower
wealth

Lower happiness
Higher stress
Higher mortality

Lower health (e.g. 188 %
increase in depression)

Social isolation

Less sex, lower sexual
satisfaction

Different parenting practices
Higher residential mobility

Children

Earlier romantic
engagements

Earlier sexual debut, more
unprotected sex

Earlier nest leaving

School
achievement+conduct

More likely to cohabit
Higher odds of divorce



Other consequences

Schoolmates

* test scores negatively
impacted by % divorced kids
in classroom (even when
student lives with
undivorced parents)

Intergenerational relations

Grandparents
(grandfathers) live farther
away after divorce, have
less frequent contact with
children/grandchildren



After divorce
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Fig. 3 Economic difficulties in childhood family by family type and birth year (1892—-1991)

1980-1991

16



Residential mobility and divorce
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Fig. 5 Any residential move in childhood by family type and birth year (1892-1991)

Gahler, Palmtag (2015), Soc Ind Res, 123, 601-623.



Family complexity after divorce
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Fig. 6 Other conditions among children with divorced/separated parents by birth year (1925-1991)

Gahler, Palmtag (2015), Soc Ind Res, 123, 601-623.



Divorce —inheritance across
generations

Graf 4: Vliv rozvodu rodi¢lt na roz
1997 (analyza preziti)

Pad prvniho partnerstvi, zeny, CR, FFS

o

Pestd premich pusrtremng DRE Mok

14 [
Dk inviini pvmiho parnarsss iv kednch)

3

—= e radii
B5% interval spolahlvast ||
= rodi®e &8 N ek

- HEN interval spolehiivosli L

Zdroj: Stastna 2004,

Pozn.: Test rozdilnosti prabéhu kfi-
vek funkce preziti je statisticky sig-
nifikantni, P 0,001 (Wilcoxontv
test).
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Consequences: Theories

Economic hardship
Parenting practices, social control/supervision

Missing role model
Conflict + Stress

Selection: communication skills, parenting
practices, values...



Causation vs. selection?

* Does divorce lower people’s outcomes, or are
poorly functioning people more likely to
divorce?

— Spurious association
— Strategies: Panel data,...



Research: current trends

 Comparative: institutions, policies, transfers
 Mediating variables: resistance, parenting
strategies...

— Post-divorce/step-family become institutionalized
(people learn how to divorce in a civilized manner...)



(a) All Birth Cohorts

Proportion Married

23



20
1

pol aus aus pol
N nast net .
e Ire
bel usa bal usa
ice ice
w _| mex. fin | fin max
E - uru B - uru
arg . cEWE nwz % URWEze nwz .. o @0
= % cag = M
@ b ger ® ofo bra
o sk s 3] hun slk als
§ o 97 g ast g o | est 4%
= por 'E por
van van
spa lat dam lat s dom
A — W —
lit lit
lux lux;
I I I I I I T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 0 2 4 & g
2a. divorce rate per 1000 married women 2b. church attendance
(= = _|
o aus pal o aus pol
nist e nat ire
bdfsa
ice
w _| fin mex w |
2we vz UigzR; am
= =
o ra ast | chi o
E ger cro E
o sk hun als 2
2 o den nor est 2 o
- por -
ven
3
L dom
- w
lit lit
Tunx Iux
T T T T T T T T T T T
A 2 a 4 5 B 0 2 4 L 8
2c. disapproval of divarce 2d. familialism

Figure 2 The association between four macro-level indicators and the divorce effect on well being



