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Te Population Activities Unit (PAU) of the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UN/ECE) 
has recently launched a programme entitled “Generations and Gender: Research into their Behaviour 
and Quality of Life.” Its central objective is the pursuit of new knowledge of selected aspects of behav-
iour, coping strategies and quality of life of female and male members of different generations in a 
broad cross-section of ECE countries. The programme is envisaged as a co-ordinated international 
data collection, analysis and research effort that will include among its participants population research 
institutes, national statistical offices and university departments and probably take a decade to com-
plete. It will build on two UN/ECE projects carried out during the 1990s. One of them promoted the 
collection of fertility and family survey (FFS) data along with research into partnership and reproduc-
tive behaviour. The other assembled a collection of micro-data census samples and stimulated re-
search on the status and conditions of older persons. 

This paper will first discuss the background, broad objectives and directions’ as well as the intended 
statistical foundations of the Generations and Gender Programme. As specific research aims of the 
programme are still being formulated it will not be possible to present them. However, examples of 
problems that the future research will address will be provided. In addition, as the population and 
housing censuses of the year 2000 round are expected to be one of three major statistical pillars of 
the programme, the paper will consider tentative plans for the use of census data. In particular, the 
rationale for the development and use of micro-data census samples based on the current census 
round will be presented. Also, elements of a strategy for drawing the samples will be outlined, as will 
be expected work on standardisation, archiving and dissemination of the samples. 

 

                                                 
*  This paper, in particular its first section, draws on a document pertaining to the Generations 
and Gender Programme prepared by the authors and their colleague, Martine Corijn. Her contribution 
to the document is gratefully acknowledged. 



 

Insee-Eurostat seminar on censuses after 2001 (Paris, november 2000) 176 

Generations and Gender Programme  

Background  

A growing body of scientific evidence suggests that coping strategies, behaviour and well-being of 
individuals, couples, households and families have greatly changed and, in many instances, grew 
increasingly divers across Europe over the past few decades. Shifts in behaviour and coping strate-
gies permeate many life domains, such as those pertaining to partnering and re-partnering, childbear-
ing and child-rearing (or parenting, in brief), education and market work, withdrawal from active life, 
care for dependent family members etc.  The rapid changes began in western Europe during the 
1960s while those in central and eastern Europe were mostly confined to the 1990s, following the fall 
of the communist regimes. In some western European countries, certain of these shifts have taken on 
almost revolutionary proportions, while in others they are more modest or, even absent. Changes in 
the various aspects of demographic behaviour have been so profound, particularly in large parts of 
western Europe that they are increasingly referred to as the “second demographic transition.” The 
shifts in behaviour and the associated coping strategies, it is widely believed, have been influenced by 
changes in resources, values and perceptions of individuals, couples, households and families as well 
as by rapidly shifting societal structures or context, influencing opportunities and constraints and, in 
the process, shaping options to choose from.  

In the western market economies, by and large, this context has been characterised by political stabil-
ity, continued, although at times sluggish, economic prosperity and a considerable degree of predict-
ability of welfare-state support. In spite of that, the generosity of the welfare state varies enormously 
across this part of the region, presenting populations of these countries with vastly different opportuni-
ties and constraints and, as a result, a greater or lesser variety of options. These variations are 
particularly large along the south-north axis, which are increasingly considered to be a prime factor 
between south-north differentials in behaviour and coping strategies. At the same time, the 
accelerating technology-driven economic and social changes make the future increasingly 
unpredictable in these societies, rendering decision-making at different levels, including that of 
individuals, couples, households and families more difficult than a few decades ago. Decisions such 
as those concerning the line of study to pursue, or those regarding whether or not to become a parent 
or have another child, which have many long-term implications for those taking them, are fraught with 
greater risk than a generation ago. 

In the countries with economies in transition, the context has recently been characterised by large-
scale political changes, economic restructuring and decline, the disintegration of the former social 
policies and safety nets and, consequently, falling living standards and the spread of poverty. As a 
result of these trends, only some of which are beginning to be reversed in the countries that have 
made largest strides along the reform path, uncertainties for individuals, couples, households and 
families, often quite different from those typical of western societies, are greater than at any time dur-
ing the last half-century. Moreover, it is in this part of Europe that individuals, couples, households and 
families face far greater challenges than anywhere else in the region. 

The societal context greatly influences micro-level strategies and behaviour, however, the opposite is 
also true: millions of decisions, taken either by design or default, in numerous life domains shape the 
societies in which we live. While influencing, for example, the way the young prepare themselves for 
challenges of independent living, decisions made by them and their parents affect future unemploy-
ment levels, well-being of young adults, levels of social exclusion, to name just a few. These decisions 
also influence the prevalence of childlessness and small families and, by implication, the triple-
developments of sub-replacement fertility, population ageing and population decline. Those develop-
ments, in turn, reverberate through the economy, labour markets, the welfare state and the political 
process. To take yet another example, micro-level decisions also influence transitions from active life 
to retirement, well-being of older people and private and public costs of maintaining the elderly popula-
tion. In view of this, studying micro-level behaviour and copying strategies, while of interest in itself, is 
also useful, as it is capable of shedding ample light on the underpinnings of macro-level develop-
ments. 
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Broad objectives and directions 

The key aim of this programme is to promote and co-ordinate future relevant data collection and re-
search into selected aspects of behaviour, coping strategies and quality of life of members of different 
generations, namely children and adolescents, working- and childbearing-age adults, and older per-
sons, both female and male. A subsidiary objective is to contribute to improvements in household and 
family statistics, particularly as they relate to multiple forms and dynamics of households and families 
affecting members of the three generations. Several salient features of the programme will be de-
scribed next before content can be added to the above statement on the key objective. 

This research will be grounded in the premise that in spite of the ever-spreading individualism perme-
ating European societies, many aspects of micro-level behaviour, coping strategies and quality of life 
are results of decision-making involving not just individuals, but also higher order micro units, that is 
couples, households and families. It is also predicated on the fact that behaviour and strategies of 
members of different generations interact as well as that these are affected by the various forms of 
inter-generational exchanges. Examples of the interactions and exchanges are those that arise from 
inter-plays within families between parenting behaviour of childbearing-age persons, market-work and 
retirement behaviour of older persons and care-giving provided by the latter. Moreover, the research 
will rest on the position that a successful study of selected aspects of behaviour and strategies must 
allow for perspectives of members of different generations and genders to come to the fore - that is, 
research and related data collection have to be “anchored” in members of the different generations. 
This approach will amount to a radical departure from some recent research efforts, in which the 
source of reporting and the only object of analysis was the adult individual. This has been, for exam-
ple, the case with the fertility and family survey data collection and analysis undertaken during the 
1990s. 

A consensus has been rapidly emerging in recent years among social scientists studying certain as-
pects of micro-level behaviour, such as reproductive or retirement behaviour, that further major gains 
in knowledge will not be possible unless future research directly addresses influences of the societal 
context on behaviour. This argument applies with the same force to the study of coping strategies, as 
these are often just the other side of the coin, and of quality of life. Consequently, this programme will 
use multilevel analysis as its prime conceptual framework and seek to assess influences of both mi-
cro- and macro-level variables on selected aspects of behaviour, coping strategies and quality of life. 
Of particular interest will be the impact of institutional variables, specifically policy measures at rele-
vant levels, national or sub-national. New knowledge on policy impact on behaviour, it is expected, will 
make a tangible contribution to public policy debates in Europe at supranational, national and sub-
national levels. Bringing contextual variables into analysis will represent another break with the past, 
when research endeavours could only bring context, in particular the policy context, if at all, in an indi-
rect manner. 

Another salient feature of this programme, which is directly linked to the point that was just discussed, 
will be its emphasis on explaining rather than primarily describing selected aspects of behaviour, cop-
ing strategies and quality of life. The programme will permit a new round of monitoring of descriptive 
nature of selected aspects of behaviour, such as those pertaining to childbearing and to partnership 
formation and dissolution, and this in itself is expected to be a valuable contribution of the programme. 
However, building on recent research efforts, it will also seek to explain observed behaviour and copy-
ing strategies, disentangling wherever possible effects of various micro- and macro-level variables. As 
these are shaped by processes that are often studied by different scientific disciplines or by non-
interacting researchers within the same disciplines, the explanatory analysis will be grounded in a 
multi-disciplinary perspective. The effort will be made to combine perspectives of family sociology, 
household economics, social gerontology and possibly social anthropology. The explanation of phe-
nomena of interest within a multi-disciplinary perspective will represent one further important step be-
yond some of the recent research efforts that adopted a primarily descriptive, single-discipline ap-
proach. 

Gender relations have greatly evolved in Europe during the post-war period. The change, which have 
been far more profound in a minority of countries (e.g. the Nordic countries) than elsewhere, has been 
driven by fundamental social and economic developments as well as normative and legislative 
changes inspired by different strands of gender-equality and feminist ideologies. Alternative gender 
systems or contexts that emerged as a result are increasingly viewed as having a profound bearing on 
behaviour of women and men, either as individuals, or as members of couples, households or families. 
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The programme will seek to capture major features of different gender systems, including aspects of 
their changes over time and elucidate their effects on behaviour, strategies and quality of life. 

Last but not the least salient feature of the programme is that it will provide a foundation for research 
involving scores of European countries, representing a variety of economically, socially and culturally 
diverse countries from different parts of the region. An invitation will be extended practically to all the 
countries from the region to joint data collection and subsequent research that this programme will 
make possible; it is expected, however, that about 20 countries will join. The approach to future data 
collection and research will be comparative, so that insights can be gained from the varying contexts, 
patterns and trends across the region. Those future endeavours will be collective undertakings of a 
network of European institutions. An important aim of those future efforts will be to ensure a measure 
of comparability with the information and findings generated through similar efforts in the 1990s.    

Behaviour and coping strategies.  The programme will make possible the advancement of knowl-
edge through national and cross-country comparative research of selected aspects of behaviour and 
coping strategies. Among the aspects to be selected will be those pertaining to partnering and re-
partnering and parenting or abstaining from it, as well as other aspects closely inter-linked with them, 
such as schooling and market work, and sharing in care-giving and domestic duties. Some aspects of 
behaviour to be studied will be restricted to members of one or two generations; the example is 
parenting among adolescents and childbearing-age persons. Other aspects of behaviour, such as 
partnering and re-partnering, will be researched among adolescents, working-age adults and older 
persons. Moreover, the intention is to study different aspects of behaviour of a given generation as 
inter-related processes and where necessary bring into the analysis relevant aspects of behaviour of 
other generations. For instance, parenting will be studied in conjunction with, among others aspects of 
behaviour, partnering and re-partnering of the childbearing-age generation but also in connection with 
care-giving involving older-persons generation. This cross-generational perspective will permit a study 
of interactions between behaviour of members of different generations. 

The selected aspects of behavi our of individuals and couples will be studied over time and within the 
context of household, family and societal change. Of special interest is the question of how the welfare 
state, including its social, labour market and housing policies influences behaviour and coping strate-
gies. New knowledge on these effects, which are seldom studied directly, will provide information rele-
vant to policy making, in particular to policy reforms that better respond to needs of individuals, cou-
ples, households and families as they pursue their strategies of coping with the changing social and 
economic environment. It is also expected to shed light on whether or not some public policies, such 
as family or labour market policies impacting on parenting decisions and, by implication, aggregate 
fertility are working in concert or at cross purposes with other public policies, the examples of which 
are pension schemes seeking to accommodate population ageing. 

Quality of life. The concept of quality of life remains elusive and is given different interpretations by 
different scientific disciplines or professions. These are, however, not necessarily mutually incompati-
ble. As far as the use of the term here is concerned, it will stand for selected, relatively easily measur-
able dimensions of social and economic well-being that are inter-related with the intended study of 
behaviour and coping strategies. The study of quality of life will support that of behaviour and coping 
strategies, but it will also contribute to knowledge of relative well-being of members of different genera-
tions. This knowledge is fundamental to the issue of intergenerational solidarity and has direct bearing 
on the following question: is the prevailing inter-generational contract equally fair to all generations. 
The implications of policy making of this type of new knowledge that the programme will generate, 
although limited, cannot be overstated.  

We shall assume that social and economic well-being is a function, among other things, of financial 
resources, assets and the health status of, as well as free time available to individuals, couples, 
households and families.  Also, it will be supposed that quality of life of children and adolescents is a 
function, inter alia, of household and family circumstances in which they live. These circumstances will 
be proxied, for example, by family features such as whether or not the union of biological parents re-
mained intact, whether or not children live in single-parent families, time that children spend with par-
ents, siblings and other close kin etc. Regarding older persons, where relevant, it will be assumed that 
a dimension of their quality of life is the frequency of contacts with close members of their network, 
whoever they may be, friends or kin. Also, views and opinions on satisfaction or dissatisfaction with 
the various aspects of life will be collected and researched. 
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Statistical foundations 

The research will be based on data to be expressly collected, standardised, archived and dissemi-
nated as part of the implementation of the programme. The following data sets, containing nationally 
representative information will be developed: (a) household sample survey data; (b) population and 
housing census sample data and (c) contextual information. Household survey data, which will include 
both retrospective and current information on members of the sampled households, as well as data on 
their expectations will be the primary source of information for the study of various aspects of behav-
iour. Large-size samples of households and their members to be independently drawn from the popu-
lation and housing census data currently being collected as part of the year 2000 census round will be 
a second source. This data set will be particularly relevant to the study of social and economic condi-
tions of members of the different generations belonging to certain population groups of special inter-
est. The third set will contain various time-series contextual information, at least, at two levels, that is 
the national level and the relevant sub-national, for example, state/regional/local level. This data set, 
which will draw on existing sources, such as Eurostat databases and European Observatory on Family 
Policies will include information on pertinent social policies. 

The creation of the data sets will directly contribute to the improvements in household and family sta-
tistics across Europe, which in the opinion of statisticians and social scientists lag behind many areas 
of social and demographic statistics. A part of the problem with household and family statistics arises 
from the fact that concepts and definitions in the various countries vary a great deal, rendering com-
parisons across them and comparative analysis difficult. This programme will help to redress this prob-
lem, as it will seek, in particular as part of the household survey-related work to use common concepts 
and definitions. Moreover, to the extent that the survey data will include information on close non-
resident kin of different generations, some of the limitations that household-centred data, for example 
those collected through population and housing censuses will be removed.  

Problems to be addressed 

As the implementation of the programme proceeds, both problems to be addressed and data collec-
tion strategies to use will be developed. In view of this, it is not possible to provide at this stage a fully 
developed research agenda and data collection strategies. Nevertheless, it is possible to convey by 
way of illustrations as to what problems the future research will address. The illustrat ive examples are 
provided in Annex I. 

 

Use of the year 2000 round censuses  

Rationale for using the census micro-data 

Although census data do not include the substantive depth and detail of specialized surveys, they are 
widely used in research and policy-oriented analysis. The reason is that they have several important 
advantages compared to other data sources: (1) census samples could have much higher sampling den-
sity than surveys and thus cover various small population groups, information on whom is not commonly 
available in other sources; (2) the census samples might contain as much geographic detail as possi-
ble under each country’s confidentiality requirements, which makes them indispensable for regional 
planning and other purposes, as well as a source of contextual data; and (3) they include more exten-
sive information on the housing stock and conditions than many other data sources. In addition to being an 
invaluable data source from a substantive point of view, census data have another important advantage. 
They offer the possibility to capitalize on data collection investments that have already been made, and to 
generate valuable data products without any major additional costs. Thus utilizing the censuses more fully is 
particularly important in countries where financial difficulties hamper new large-scale data-collection activi-
ties. 

Having this in mind, the PAU undertook during the 1990s a concerted effort to create collection of 
cross-nationally comparable micro data samples based on the 1990-round of national population and 
housing censuses. This project has been funded by, and carried out in cooperation with the United 
Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) and the U.S. National Institute on Aging (NIA). Fifteen European 
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and North American countries are currently participating in it (see Annex II for a list of the participating 
countries and the status of data processing). The PAU intends to pursue further this line of work, and 
extend the collection, within the context of the GGP, with samples based on the 2000-round of cen-
suses. 

The comparability of census data 

Although there are concerted efforts to coordinate and harmonize the census programmes throughout 
Europe and North America (most notably through the joint work of ECE and Eurostat to develop re-
gional recommendations within the context of the World Population and Housing Census Programme), 
national programmes and practices still vary significantly. As a result, any effort to assemble a collec-
tion of cross-nationally comparable microdata samples has to be based on an adequate understand-
ing of these differences. To that end, the PAU carried out a study of the data comparability of the cen-
suses of the 1990-round in the ECE region. This study provided an assessment and summary of the 
questions asked, and possible answers given as part of that round of censuses in countries that had 
expressed interest in participating in the original project. It provided an analysis of the differences in 
the definition of “census reference person”/”household head” in the countries involved, and supplied 
English translations of the census questionnaires and other instruments. A similar study will be carried 
out for the 2000-round of censuses in close collaboration with ECE’s Statistical Division. It is expected 
to become an important tool for the researchers and other data users . 

Strategy for drawing census micro-data samples 

As the main objective of the project based on the samples from the 1990 round of censuses was to 
study the social and economic conditions of older persons, the sampling strategy was specifically tai-
lored to meet that objective. First and foremost, it envisaged progressive over-sampling with age in 
order to ensure sufficient presentation of various categories of older people. In addition, the recommenda-
tions regarding the design and size of the samples envisaged drawing individual-based samples of about 
one million persons and retaining information on all persons co-residing in the sampled individual's dwell-
ing unit (see Annex III for more information on the sampling design used with the year 1990 round cen-
suses). 

The objectives of the Generations and Gender Programme are much broader, which will be reflected 
in the design of the census samples to be constructed for it. What this would entail is still subject of 
discussions between the participating countries. In order to benefit from the unique features of the 
census data, however, the consortium members will certainly consider once again opting for high-
density samples, and for oversampling of certain population groups of special interest. One of the 
weakness of the way sampling was handled for the 1990-round, was that the design adopted as stan-
dard was not consistently promoted, and participating countries were offered the choice of supplying 
samples based on different designs. The current thinking of the GGP Consortium is to have the stan-
dard sampling design applied more consistently with the 2000-round of censuses. Another considera-
tion will be that if certain countries opt to link the different data sources to be utilized as part of the 
Generations and Gender Programme that should be taken into account while drawing the census 
samples (e.g. by preserving certain identifiers). 

Standardisation, archiving and dissemination of samples 

The approach adopted while working on the 1990 round of censuses was to concentrate the data 
processing, which included drawing of the samples from the complete census files (when requested by 
the national statistical offices), cleaning (where necessary), and standardization/harmonization, at the 
PAU. This approach had its pluses and minuses. Its main advantage was that having the work con-
centrated in one place allowed a stricter implementation of the classifications, coding schemes and 
nomenclatures adopted as standard and thus contributed to a better comparability of the data. On the 
negative side, this approach was very resource intensive at the PAU’s end and often led to difficulties 
in taking into account certain national practices in the process of recoding and standardization. 

Considering the pros and cons of the approach described above, the current thinking on how to han-
dle the data processing related to the constuction of the samples based on the 2000-round of cen-
suses is to decentralize it. The NSOs of the countries participating in the programme will be ap-
proached and asked to draw the samples and perform the recoding and standardization themselves. 
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The team coordinating the Generations and Gender Programme will supply the standard classifica-
tions, coding schemes and nomenclatures and provide support to NSOs to make sure that they are 
faithfully implemented. Once the recoded samples are received at the PAU, they will be tested with a 
suite of consistency checks to verify the quality of standardization. 

In terms of data archiving, the current thinking is to opt once again for centralized archiving of the cen-
sus samples at the PAU. As the PAU does not have the requisite resources to ensure the data distri-
bution, we plan to rely on a mechanism similar to the one on which the PAU relied during the 1990s. 
This mechanism involved approaching major data archives (e.g. ICPSR) and asking them to act as 
data distributors on PAU’s behalf. 

The arrangements governing the release of the 1990-round census samples stipulated that the data 
should be used solely for social and behavioural science research. The data and other materials were 
also to be used solely for statistical analysis and reporting of aggregated information, and not for in-
vestigation of specific individuals or organizations. Therefore, the users had to sign a “Pledge of Con-
fidentiality” stating that they will not use these data for purposes other than social and behavioural 
science research. The users also had to declare their understanding that attempts to disseminate cop-
ies of the data, in whole or part, or to identify individual respondents may be subject to prosecution 
under applicable laws. In addition, the users of these data have to send a copy of any publications 
based on the data to the PAU. 

The data access procedures for the samples assembled as part of the Generations and Gender Pro-
gramme are expected to be equally strict. The PAU and the other GGP Consortium members will en-
gage NSOs early on in a discussion of whether and what modifications are necessary to the existing 
data access modalities. Specifically, the ways and means to provide data access/distribution through 
secure INTERNET connection will be explored. The main medium for data distribution currently are 
CD-ROMs. The samples based on the 1990-round of censuses are distributed by the PAU, as the 
data producer, as SAS transport data files. ICPSR/NACDA, as the collection’s main distributor, pro-
duces also an ASCII version of the data files, and includes separate files of SAS and SPSS data defi-
nition statements to describe the ASCII data file. 
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Annex I: Problems to be addressed 

 

New reproductive behaviour: Why is fertility below the replacement level? 

Sub-replacement fertility, which is now prevalent in many parts of Europe, has been perceived by both 
governments and the broader public as an important challenge to the economic development, the 
cultural identity and the social integrity of the countries in the region. The concerns are mostly centred 
on the altered cohort succession and the ensuing changes in the age and other structures of a popula-
tion, and on the potential population decline. The social, economic, cultural and institutional contexts 
of sub-replacement fertility vary across Europe: it is observed in the affluent societies of Western 
Europe, in many South European countries that are normally perceived as more traditional, as well as 
in the countries of Central and Eastern Europe undergoing a transition to market economies. As a 
result, the causes and consequences of this fertility pattern are also expected to vary across countries 
and Europe’s sub-regions – for example the recent abrupt fertility decline in southern Europe is usually 
associated with the cultural transformations that the societies in that part of Europe are undergoing, 
while the ‘birth dearth’ in the countries with economies in transition is considered to be the result of the 
adverse economic circumstances faced by their populations. In most cases, however, the behavioural 
patterns that drive sub-replacement fertility are the increasing childlessness and the decreasing pro-
portion of families with two, or more children. Various fertility surveys have found a gap between the 
actual number of children and that reported as desired. This suggests that individuals and couples 
might not have the number of children that they would have wanted under more favourable conditions. 
Policies that directly or indirectly affect reproductive behaviour are driven by various objectives, the 
most important of which usually is ensuring the welfare of families with children. As sub-replacement 
fertility is more and more recognised as a challenge to the society, more attention might need to be 
paid to lifting the constraints to parenthood, mainly in terms of income, care and time-use, employ-
ment, and housing by institutionalising various programmes of child allowances, parental leave, care-
provision and preferential housing for families with children. 

The sub-replacement fertility and its causes have been one of the central concerns of demography 
and other social sciences over the last decade. Important advances have increased our understanding 
of the observed patterns of timing and spacing of births in different national contexts. There is also a 
large body of literature that addresses the cross-national differences in reproductive behaviour and 
fertility patterns at a descriptive level. The understanding of the behavioural mechanisms determining 
whether, when, and why couples and individuals choose to become parents, however, is insufficient. 
According to most researchers part of the reason for this situation is that the range and depth of the 
available ‘background’ variables are themselves inadequate for the thorough test of various hypothe-
ses and theoretical frameworks. This programme will address this through its extensive data-collection 
effort. In addition, the strong multi-disciplinary emphasis and focus on issues close to the decision-
making process about becoming a parent are expected to result in new theoretical insights into the 
determinants of parenthood. 

 

Partnering and re-partnering in a life-course perspective 

One of the major changes in partnership behaviour concerns its dynamics over an individual’s life 
course. For most persons the spouse is no longer the one and only partner in their life. Dating has 
been starting earlier and earlier in subsequent cohorts, and is observed more and more frequently 
among older persons. The transition between dating and partnership is becoming more and more 
blurred, as various new forms of partnering and living arrangements emerge (e.g. people might chose 
to enter into a partnership, while keeping separate residences). Partnerships, be they marriages, co-
habitation, or other forms, became more unstable as the moral and legal constraints for partnership 
dissolution decreased and the opportunities for and acceptance of new partnership formation in-
creased. All these trends and patterns have important implications both for individuals and societies. 
For example partnership dissolution and re-partnering might affect the reproductive plans and behav-
iour of those involved as this opens the possibility for combining/splitting children of different partners 
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and for further childbearing. At the more advanced ages, re-partnering after widowhood or divorce 
usually affects significantly the living arrangements of older persons and might infl uence their care 
needs. Finally, the social and kin networks are undergoing major transformations, which might have 
repercussions on the social cohesion. 

Most of the research literature in the field has focused on the various transitions over an individual life 
cycle: entry into marriage or cohabitation, the transition from cohabitation to marriage, the dissolution 
of a marriage or of a cohabitation. This has been done mostly on a descriptive level, usually based on 
cross-sectional data. More recently, attempts have been done to address these issues using longitudi-
nal data and applying various techniques of event history analysis. The contextual determinants of the 
new patterns in partnership behaviour, however remain under-investigated. We also lack a theoretical 
framework to adequately explain the cross-national and cross-cultural differences in that behaviour. 
The work to be undertaken as part of the proposed programme will try to fill these gaps in terms of 
both research and related data collection. 

 

Combining family life and work 

The competition between family life and work is usually considered to be among the most important 
factors driving various aspects of partnership and reproductive behaviour. Changes in the gender roles 
have altered the position that work/career occupies in the lives of women and men. Career exigencies 
and prospects might affect the stability of a partnership and/or the pool of eligible partners. More im-
portantly, decisions on whether and when to have a child have to be taken by women and men after 
they have entered the labour market. Thus couples have to look for strategies to adapt their competing 
wishes/demands. Different societies offer different opportunities to reduce the constraints for combin-
ing family life and work. These opportunities are determined by the specifics of the labour markets, the 
social welfare policies, the cultural traditions, and the place of women in a society. On the other hand, 
whether and to what extend these opportunities exist affects strongly the fertility levels, the gender 
equality, and the social cohesion throughout Europe. Consequently the issues related to combining 
family life and work is more and more often addressed by the policy makers and national and local 
authorities throughout Europe. 

These issues have also been widely addressed in the scientific literature. Most of the research so far 
has focused on the impact of family commitments on the employment career of women, and on how 
work affects various aspects of women’s reproductive behaviour. This programme will aim at going a 
step further in that direction by attempting to link the individual behaviour and within couple decision-
making to the broader contextual factors, and by exploring how different gender-, couple- and context-
specific coping mechanisms are at work. Particular attention will be paid to the strategies developed in 
the context of union dissolution, as a divorce or the dissolution of an informal union has been shown to 
have important effects on labour force participation patterns especially among women. 

 

The impact of the changes in partnership and reproductive behaviour on the family 
forms and living arrangements 

The changes in union formation and reproductive behaviour observed currently throughout Europe 
have resulted in a variety of household and family forms, and have created new varieties of living ar-
rangements. This affects and will continue to affect the well-being of both those directly involved in the 
union formation and dissolution process and those dependent on them (children and in some cases 
older parents). For example, union dissolution usually influences the relative economic status of the 
partners involved and hence might result in changes in their labour force participation; it has also so-
cial and economic implications for the younger generations and might influence the ec onomic status, 
health, education and other aspects of the life of children and adolescents, as well as their future part-
nership and reproductive behaviour. On the other hand there is a range of contextual factors like 
changes in the labour markets, gender roles, legislation and other normative regulators, relative affl u-
ence and the prevailing value systems, that influence the partnership and reproductive behaviour and 
through it the family forms and living arrangements. An example is the newly emerging arrangement of 
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‘living apart together,’ where people chose to enter into a partnership but keep separate residences 
(e.g. in order to avoid being ‘punished’ by the taxation system, or for other reasons). The challenge 
faced by both the civil society and the policy makers throughout Europe is to remove to the extent 
possible the barriers to free choice of living arrangements and to create the necessary conditions so 
that no individual finds himself or herself in a disadvantaged social, economic or other situation be-
cause of the living arrangements. Another challenge is to find ways to ‘redress’ through appropriate 
policies the problems faced by certain disadvantaged groups who might have little or no choice as far 
as their living arrangements are concerned (e.g. poor older childless widows). 
 

There is a rich literature formulating and testing hypotheses regarding the demographic, social and 
other conditions influencing and being influenced by the family forms and living arrangements of peo-
ple of different generations. Most of the research so far, however, has been anchored around one 
particular group (e.g. older persons) and treats these phenomena only in terms of co-residence pat-
terns. There is a growing understanding now that the issues of family forms and living arrangements 
should not be limited only to co-residence patterns, and that the broader family, kin and social net-
works should be considered. In addition a more holistic approach needs to be adopted that considers 
all the generations/groups involved. Hence the research and data-collection work to be undertaken as 
part of this programme will focus on these under-researched areas by collecting appropriate informa-
tion on the broader networks of the surveyed individuals and by analysing it within a multilevel frame-
work. 

 

Care-giving in the context of changing partnership and reproductive behaviour 

Persons of reproductive age often find themselves in a dual role: as care givers for their children and 
for their ageing parents. This phenomenon is currently exacerbated by the trend towards later fertility, 
as well as by the fact that the number and proportion of single parent households is rapidly increasing. 
As a result the people of working age are often referred to as the “sandwiched” generation. They face 
difficult choices as to how to combine their family and employment careers. In addition, the traditional 
gender-specific mechanisms and related couple strategies for combining the family and employment 
careers are constantly being challenged as not being in conformity with the changing socio-economic 
circumstances. As welfare policies in most cases do not adequately reflect the current developments 
they are also being challenged. Since care-provision arrangements are an important part of the inter-
generational contract, which is fundamental to the social cohesion, and even to the political stability of 
European societies, governments and the broader society need to react, so as the fairness of this 
contract to the different generations is established/maintained. Certain European countries have tried 
to deal with this challenge by putting emphasis on the institutional care for dependent 
groups/generations (examples: formal care arrangements for older persons in the Netherlands; institu-
tional care for children in the former communist countries). These arrangements have proven to be 
either unsustainably expensive or incapable of providing an adequate environment for those institu-
tionalised, hence new approaches have to be sought. 

The existing research on care-giving arrangements generally follows two interpretative approaches. 
The economic approach focuses on care provision as a non-monetary form of intergenerational trans-
fers and the way it ‘modifies’ the magnitude and directions of monetary transfers. The social sciences 
have primarily dealt with the implications care giving has had for the providers in terms of time-use and 
workload. As this programme will be the collective undertaking of a network of European institutions 
and researchers of different disciplinary backgrounds, the intention is to integrate these two perspec-
tives into a more holistic approach. 
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Annex II :PAU Census Micro-Data Project: Status of Data Acquisition and Proc-
essing for the Participating Countries (listed in order of receipt) 

 
Countries Sampling Data Data Release   

 Design1 Sample drawn by Proces- 
sing 

Status 

Access 
Conditions 

Availability 
(nov. 2000) 

USA No 1990 PUMS2 In proc. general Dec. 2000 
Estonia Partially NSO done general pre-release 
Finland Partially NSO done general beta 
Romania Yes NSO done general beta 
Switzerland Yes NSO/PAU done limited beta 
Bulgaria Yes PAU done general beta 
Hungary Yes NSO done limited Dec. 2000 
Czech Republic Yes PAU done general beta 
Latvia Partially NSO done4 general beta 
Turkey No 1990 SIS 5% sample2 done general Dec. 2000 
Lithuania Partially NSO done4 general Dec. 2000 
Russia No NSO done limited Dec. 2000 
Canada No 1991 PUMFs2 In proc. limited not set 
Italy No 1991 IStat 1% sample2 In proc. limited not set 
UK No 1991 SAR2 In proc. limited not set 
 

1 Indicates whether a sample corresponds to the final version of PAU’s recommended sampling strat-
egy. ‘Yes ’ signifies that it does. ‘Partially’ signifies that the sample has been drawn in accordance with 
an earlier version of the PAU’s recommendations, i.e. it covers only the population over age 50 and 
the persons residing with them (Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania have provided the entire population 
over age 50, while Finland has sampled it with progressive oversampling). ‘No’ indicates that the sam-
ple provided has not been drawn specially for this project, and most often covers the entire population 
without any oversampling. 

2 Identifies the general-purpose sample submitted as part of a country’s participation in the project. 

3 Identifies the conditions governing the release of a country’s microdata sample. ‘General’ signifies 
that a country has signed the project’s standard data release arrangement. So far 9 countries have 
signed the standard arrangement. Hungary and Switzerland (marked as ‘limited’) require a clearance 
to be obtained from their national statistical offices for the use of micro data, however the documents 
signed between the PAU and these countries include clauses stipulating that, in general, all scholars 
interested in social research will be granted access. Russia (also marked as ‘limited’) requested that 
certain provisions for archiving the micro data samples be removed from its data release arrangement. 
The conditions under which UK will release micro data to foreign researchers are still under negotia-
tion, however the PAU has an agreement with several British scholars to facilitate access to the 1991 
SAR through collaborative arrangements. 

4 Although the data processing for Latvia and Lithuania is considered to be completed, there are still 
certain outstanding issues that are being clarified with the respective national statistical offices. 
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Annex III: Sampling strategy used with the year 1990 round censuses 

As part of two consecutive projects on population ageing the Population Activities Unit (PAU) of the 
Economic Commission for Europe assembled a collection of depersonalised microdata samples from 
the 1990-round of censuses in 15 European and North American countries. The samples were de-
signed so as to allow research on a wide range of issues related to ageing, as well as on other social 
phenomena. A common set of nomenclatures and classifications, derived from a study of census data 
comparability in Europe and North America, were adopted as standards for recoding. The processing 
of the datasets, which included drawing of the samples (when requested by the national statistical 
offices), cleaning (where necessary), and standardisation/harmonisation, was performed by the PAU 
and every effort was made to ensure quality and comparability. One of the important aspects of the 
work on the harmonisation was the development of recommendations for the standardisation of the 
sampling design. These recommendations were discussed among the project's advisors and partici-
pants and agreed upon in three meetings that took place between December 1992 and January 1994. 
The recommendations envisaged that the design and size of the samples should conform to the fol-
lowing criteria: 

 
1. drawing individual-based samples of about one million persons, so as to ensure suffi-

ciently high sampling densities; 
2. progressive oversampling with age in order to ensure sufficient presentation of various 

categories of older people; 
3. retaining the records of all persons co-residing in the sampled individual's dwelling unit, so 

as to preserve the information on living arrangements; and 
4. drawing the samples with a simple procedure and to the extent possible ensuring that they 

are sel f-weighting. 

 

To comply with these recommendations and after consulting with numerous experts28, the PAU pro-
posed a design that incorporates four sampling universes, of each of which a simple random sample is 
to be drawn (i.e. four sub-samples are to be created). The first universe is the entire population, out of 
which a sample of about 450,000 persons is to be drawn randomly. The second universe consists of 
the population aged 50 and over, which had not been included in the sample from the first universe. It 
was recommended that a random sample of about 280,000 persons be drawn from this universe. The 
third universe is the population aged 65 and over, which had not been included in the first two sub-
samples. The recommendations envisage drawing a random sample of about 120,000 persons from 
this universe. Finally, the fourth universe consists of the population age 80 and over, which had not 
been included in any of the other subsamples. According to the recommendations, about 150,000 
persons had to be drawn randomly from this universe. Applying this design results in a sample that 
has the structure depicted in Figure A.1. 

                                                 
28 Particularly insightful and helpful were the contributions of Richard Pottoff (formerly with the Center 
for Population Studies, Duke University), Samuel H. Preston (Population Studies Center, University of 
Pennsylvania) and Ib Thomsen (Methodology Unit, Norwegian Central Bureau of Statistics). In addi-
tion, Statistics Canada and the United States Bureau of the Census sent the PAU the technical docu-
mentation that describes the sampling procedures used to create the 1990 Public Use Microdata 
Samples that each of these institutions are producing. Mitchell Eggers drafted an earlier version of the 
sampling strategy, parts of which were based on the "User's Guide: Public Use Sample of the 1910 
United States Census of Population". 
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This design incorporates and is in conformity with the four criteria outlined above, as it ensures that 
the target sample size is met, that the oversampling with age is achieved and that each of the four 
sub-samples is self-weighting. In addition, the sampling design offers significant flexibility as the four 
subsamples can be used separately, or combined according to the specific needs of a given research 
project. 

 

Many of the participating countries have drawn their samples in accordance with these principles. 
Some countries (specifically Estonia, Finland, Latvia and Lithuania) adhered to earlier recommenda-
tions and sampled only the population over age 50 (Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania provided the entire 
population over age 50, while Finland sampled it with progressive over-sampling). Several countries 
provided samples that had not been drawn specially for this project, and cover the entire population 
without over-sampling. The following table provides details on the sample sizes and densities for the 
datasets constructed in accordance with the PAU’s recommended sampling strategy. 
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Sample size and density for the datasets constructed in accordance              
with the PAU’s recommended sampling strategy 

 
     SAMPLED INDIVIDUAL   Coresiding 

Age Total  Number proportion   By Sampling Universe  With sampled 
Groups Population  (%) Univ. 1  Univ. 2  Univ. 3  Univ. 4  individual 

Bulgaria 
0-49 5 717 151 312 431 5,5 312 431 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1 270 844 

50-64 1 555 715 219 163 14,1 84 700 134 463 n.a. n.a. 321 328 
65-79 1 005 334 247 200 24,6 55 335 86 915 104 950 n.a. 171 900 
80+ 209 117 198 536 94,9 11 371 17 837 22 163 147 165 3 172 

TOTAL 8 487317 977 330  463 837 239 215 127 113 147 165 1 767 244 
The Czech Republic 

0-49 7 422 522 350 415 4,7 350 415 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1 201 231 
50-64 1 577 736 227 408 14,4 73 906 153 502 n.a. n.a. 235 220 
65-79 1 044 658 238 255 22,8 49 090 101 790 87 375 n.a. 131 568 
80+ 257 299 214 476 83,4 12 132 25 251 21 690 155 403 7 483 

TOTAL 10 302 215 1 030 554 10 485 543 280 545 109 065 155 403 1 575 502 
Estonia 

0-49 1 110 014 0 0 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 247 824 
50+ 455 648 452 694 99.4 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 0 

TOTAL 1 565 662 452 694  n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 247 824 
Finland 

0-49 3 543 164 0 0,0 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 427 822 
50-64 782 349 470 004 60,0 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 135 321 
65-79 529 429 449 988 85,0 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 35 905 
80+a 143 536 143 495 100,0 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 0 

TOTAL 4 998 478 1 063 487  n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 599 048 
Hungary 

    Non institutionalized Population*)     
  0-49 7 192 329 339 485 4,7 339 485 n.a. n.a. n.a. 1 337 800 
50-64 1 784 301 230 173 12,9 84 167 146 006 n.a. n.a. 305 358 
65-79 1 103 545 240 791 21,8 51 867 90 389 98 535 n.a. 164 937 
80+ 249 506 208 617 83,6 11 755 20 553 22 321 153 988 9 179 

TOTAL 10 329 681 1 019 066  487 274 256 948 120 856 153 988 1 817 274 
Latvia 

0-49 1 868 734 0 0 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 752 060 
50+ 797 833 791 433 99,2 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 0 

TOTAL 2 666 567 791 433  n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 752 060 
Lithuania 

0-49 2 665 024 0 0 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 656 647 
50+ 1 009 778 1 008 916 99,9 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 0 

TOTAL 3 674 802 1 008 916  n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 656 647 
Romania 

    Non institutionalized Population     
  0-49 16336089 431202 2,6 431202 n.a. n.a. n.a. 2050400 
50-64 3942645 280056 7,1 106233 173823 n.a. n.a. 442244 
65-79 2062858 293526 14,2 55592 90978 146956 n.a. 227399 
80+ 447401 252355 56,4 11925 19523 31541 189366 39420 

    

Institutionalized Population 

    

  0-49 401664 40265 10,0 40265 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 
50-64 12528 6892 55,0 1284 5608 n.a. n.a. n.a. 
65-79 5636 5636 100,0 554 2567 2515 n.a. n.a. 
80+ 2955 2955 100,0 321 1353 1281 0 n.a. 

TOTAL 23213321 1312887  647376 293852 182293 189366 2759497 
Switzerland 

0-49 4 801 700 303 468 6,3 303 468 n.a. n.a. n.a. 876 096 
50-64 1 083 100 221 652 20,4 68 526 153 126 n.a. n.a. 188 397 
65-79 734 400 228 996 31,2 46 312 103 093 79 591 n.a. 131 431 
80+ 254 500 213 322 84,6 15 875 35 655 27 100 134 692 16 524 

TOTAL 6 873 700 967 438  434 181 291 874 106 691 134 692 1 212 448 

n.a. -- not applicable 

*) The entire population over age 50 living in institutions has been included in the dataset. 


