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REPRODUCTIVE BEHAVIOR OF STUDENTS IN GEORGIA

The presented paper is based on the sociological research conducted by the Institute of Demography and Sociol-
ogy in recent years that considered studying the regularities and specifics of socio-demographic modernization
of a family.

The research has found that in the post-Soviet Georgia, prolonging the learning process, along with the
economic factor, has had a major impact on the students' reproductive behavior. It has been confirmed that the
in public’s youngest, intellectual section, the traditional attitude towards the family and marriage relationships is
deeply rooted. A sharply negative attitude was identified with respect to giving birth to an extramarital child. The
young people believe that a family shall only be created based on love, not on mercenariness. It was found that
forthem, the process of study, career promotion and marriage are the factors which are incompatible. Therefore,
a small share of students were observed to have a wish to get married within the next 5 years. For most of all, the
reluctance to take a decision to get married it associated, most of all, with the difficulty to choose a partner. This
has been conditioned both by the intention to become economically independent as well as by the psychological
immaturity for creating a family. It was identified that this is also an outcome of the gaps existing in the family
upbringing and educational system. In particular, along with training the youth in different regular subjects, they
are not trained for family relationships. This shall be taken into account for determining family policy measures
and developing educational programs. Mass media are able to make great contribution to that process.

Unlike their parents’ generation, students intend to have more children that will not worsen the country’s
demographic situation. While determining a future child’s gender, no gender-specific bias has been observed
so far. It was also identified that the parents' influence on marriage and on determining the number of children
to be born has been dramatically reduced; however, the feeling of obligation towards the senior generation has
not gone. Also, it was found that in the light of intense globalization, despite vaster opportunities to leave one’s
own country, the intense interaction with different cultures has, presumably, further highlighted the feeling of
ethnic identity.
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PEIMPOJIYKTHUBHA MMOBEAIHKA CTYAEHTIB V I'PY3Ii

IIpaysa 3achosana Ha pe3ynbmamax 8UGIpK06020 COYi0N02IMHO20 00CAIONCEHHS, BUKOHAHO20 NPOMASOM KiNbKOX
ocmanHix pokie Incmumymom demoepaghii ma coyionoeii 3 Mmemoro uueHHs 3aKOHOMIpHOCMel | 0c00AU80C-
meil coyiarbHo-demoepagiunoi mooepHizauyii cim’i. Buseaerno, wjo y nocmpaosancvkomy nepiodi e Ipysii nopso
3 eKOHOMIMHUM PaAKmMOPOM HA penpooyKmuUeHy no8edinKy cmyoeHmie Chpaguao 3HA4HUI 8NAUE NPOOOBICEHHS
HasuanHs. [liomeepoiiceno, wo mpaduyiiine cmaenents 0o cim’i i wWAOOHUX CMOCYHKI@ MIUHO 8KOpiHeHe y
ceidomocmi HAUMOA00WOT IHMeNeKMYanbHOi YacMUHU CYCNiAbCMEa, BUSABUAEHO PI3KO HeeAmuUueHe CIMABAeHHs.
00 HapoodcenHs Jumunu no3a warbom, downooHux cmocyrkie. Moaoode esascae, wio cim’s noguHHa 6ymu
cmeopeHa minbKu Ha 0CHO8i 1100608i, He HA PO3PAXYHKY, 4 HAGHAHHS, NPACHEeHHs 00 Kap’epHO20 pocmy i wiaob
HecymicHi. Bionosiono, nesnauna wacmka cmydenmie oaxcae e3amu war00 y Hatibaudxicui n’smo pokie. s
binvuwocmi ympumanus 8io w06y nog’sa3ano 3i ckaadHicmio eubopy napmuepa, ujo 00ymMo8aeHo 6aiCaHHam
docsemu eKoHOMIUHOI He3anedcHoCmi [ Ncuxoa02iMHoK He3pinicmio do cmeopents cim’i. Busnauero, wo ye pe-
3yn6mam HedoniKie pOOUHHO20 BUXOBAHHA MA 0CEIMHBOI cucmemu. 30Kpema, OpieHmyIouu M0o100b Ha HAGUAHHS
ii He comytomb do cimetinux eionocun. Lleii pakm nompibro epaxyeamu nio yac eusHa4eHHs 3ax00i6 cimeiHoi
NOAIMUKU Ma CKAAOAHHS 0CBIMHIX NPOPAM. SHAUHY POAb MY MOICYMb 8idiepamu 3acodu Macogoi ingpopmayii.
Cmydenmu, Ha 6I0OMiIHY 8i0 NOKOAIHHA IXHIX bambKie, naanyroms mamu dinvuie dimei. [lpu euznavenni cmami
dumunu He cnocmepieacmucs eeHoepHoi mendenyiinocmi. [louymms 0606’3Ky 00 cmapuio2o NOKOAIHHA He
3HUK N0, ane 8NAU6 6ambKie Ha piuleHHs w000 warby i kinbkocmi dimell pizko nomeruias. Busenero, wjo na mai
iHmeHCcU8H020 npoyecy 2n00anizauii ma wupoKi MONCAUBOCTI NEPECYBAHHS 3 MeJCAMU KPAiHU, iHMeHCUgHe
O03HATOMACHHSA 3 PIBHUMU KYAbIMYPAMU NOCUAUAO NOUYMMSL eMHIMHOI I0eHMUYHOCMI.

Karouoei caoea: Ipysis, cmydenm, penpodykmueHna nosedinka, wao, cim’s.
pysia, cmy , penpoaoy s s
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PETTPOAYKTUBHOE INTOBEAEHUWE CTYAEHTOB B I'PY3NU

Paboma ocrnosana Ha pe3yavbmamax 8bl00POUHO20 COUUOAOLUMECK020 UCCAO08AHUSL, bINOAHEHHOR0 8 MeveHle
HecKobKUX nocaeonux nem MHcmumymom demozpagpuu U coyuonouu ¢ 4eavio uyHerus 3aKoHoMepHocmel
U 0cobeHHOCmell COyUaIbHO-0emoepauueckoi MooeprHusayuu cemvl. Boiseneno, umo 6 nocmcosemckom
nepuode 6 Ipy3uu Hapsdy ¢ SKOHOMUHECKUM PaKmopoM Ha PenpodyKmugHoe nogedeHue cmyoenmos oKkasaio
3HauUmMenbHoe eausnue npoonerue yuebol. Ilodmeepricoero, ymo mpaouyuorHoe omHoueHue K cemoe U opay-
HbIM OMHOUEHUSM NPOHHO YKOPEHEHO 8 Haubosee MOA000l UHMEANeKMYANbHOU Hacmu 00uecmea, 8bis6,1eHo
Pe3K0 ompuyamenvHoe OMHouleHue K podcoenuro pebeHka ene opaka, 000paurvim omuoueHusm. Moaodeico
cuumaem, ymo cembs 00A9CHA ObiMb CO30aHA MOABKO HA OCHOGe A1006U, He Ha pacueme, a y4eba, cmpemaeHue
K KapvepHomy pocmy u 6pak Hecogmecmumbl. COOMeemcmeeHHo0, He3HAYUMEAbHAS Yacmb CMYOeHMO08 Xo4em
ecmynums 6 Opak 6 baudcaiiuiue namo aem. Jns 60AbUUHCINGA 8030epIicanie om 6CMynaerus 8 OpaK cés13aHo
€O CA0IICHOCMBIO 8bI00PA NAPMHEPA, YMO 00YCA0BAEHO JceAanuem 00CIMUHb IKOHOMUHECKOL He3a8UCUMOCMU
U NCUXON02UYECKOU He3PenoCHIbio 04l CO30AHUS CeMbl. YCMaH08AeHo, Hmo 3Mmo pe3yibmam HedoCmamKos
cemeiiH0e0 80CNUMAHUS U 00pa308ameabHoil cucmemyl. B uacmuocmu, opuenmupys monodedics Ha yuedy ee He
20MO6AM K CeMelHbIM OMHOueHUAM. Imo pakm caedyem yuecms 6 Xxo0e onpedeneHus Meponpusmuil cemeiHol
NOAUMUKU U COCMABAeHUS. 00pa308amMeNbHbIX NPoepamm. Boavwoil éxkaad 6 3mo moeym enecmu cpedcmea
maccosoli ungpopmayuu. Cmyoenmol, 6 omauyue om HOKOAeHUs ux pooumeneli, NAGHUPYIOM UMemb Gonbule

ISSN 2072-9480. Jlemoepaghis ma couiarvna exonomixa, 2018, Ne 2 (33) 95



SHELIAM.G.

demeii. Ilpu onpedenenuu nosa pebenka He Habadaemcs eendepHoll meHdeHyuo3Hocmu. Hyecmeo doaea no
OMHOWEHUIO K CIapuiemy NOKOAEHUIO He UCHe310, HO 6AUsHUe pooumeneil Ha 6cmynieHue 6 Opak u onpede-
AeHue Koauecmeo demeil pe3ko cHu3UA0ch. Buiseaeno, ymo na ghone unmencueno2o npouyecca erobaruzayuu,
WUPOKUE B03MOJICHOCHU NEPeOBUICEHUs 3a Npedeaamu CMPaHbl, UHMEHCUBHOE CONPUKOCHOBEHUE C PA3AUMHbLMU
KYAbMYPAMU YCUAUAO YYECIBO IMHUMECKOU UOeHMUYHOCMU.

Karoueevie caosa: Ipysus, cmydenm, penpodykmueHoe nosedenue, OpaK, cembs.

Introduction. The grave economic and political situation that was formed in Georgia in the
post-soviet period exerted a great influence on the country’s demographic development. The
age structure of the population was deformed, the emigration of high intensity was developed
and the reduced mode of reproduction was established. According to the UN forecasts by
2050, Georgia has been entered in the UN List of Dying Nations. The country’s demogra-
phic security has become one of the country’s most acute problems. Therefore, the question
concerning that issue was even included in the 2002 population general census program. In
the period of public transformation, it has become especially interesting to study the rep-
roductive behavior of the society’s leading intellectual portion, in particular, students, to
identify their specifics, particularly-to examine the influence of family relationships on the
dynamics of the students' reproductive inclination (mood). The determination of the action
force upon the existingsocioeconomic conditions, ultimately, allows for the optimization of
the students’ demographic behavior.

Methodology of research. The empirical material used in the work is part of material
of the large-scale research concerning the regularities and specifics of socio-demographic
modernization of a household that was carried out in 2013—2017 by the Institute of Dem-
ography and Sociology (Ilia State University of Georgia). Within our particular study cov-
ering students, the survey was conducted by the method of in-depth interviews, by random
selection. It is assumed that applying the above method, it is sufficient to make from 20—30
to 50—60 in-depth interviews within a single study [1, p. 21]. When selecting our respond-
ents, we took into account the type of the students’ main place of residence (Tbilisi — the
Capital), city (Kutaisi City) and a town (Kaspi). Therefore, 167 students were interviewed in
total. The gender factor was also taken into consideration during the election.4 focus group
(10 individuals) were interviewed, including 2 young ladies and 2 young men. The presented
paper uses and generalizes the material of the ongoing population inventory, as well as the
results of the studies carried out by Georgian scientists and international organizations with
regard tothe youth problems.

Research outcomes. Currently, the share of the youth aged 15—29 in the Georgian po-
pulation is 19.5 %.Every sixth of them is a student (2016) ', while their share in the category
of population aged 15—24 is 26.7 %. This is by 11 % more as compared to similar data in
1989. The rapid growth of the number of students has been conditioned by the following
circumstances:

* The economic crisis developed in the 1990s, as well as ethnic conflicts caused mass
unemployment. The possibility to become a student served as a way to postpone
unemployment and it became one of the means for enhancing competitiveness on
the labor market in the future.

» The increased desire to become a student in the 1990s contributed to the uncontrolled
growth of the number of higher education institutions and the number of students
enrolled in them. In particular, as compared to the number of higher education

! Here are meant the students which are Georgian nationals.
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institutions — 26 in 1993, the same number was over 200 in Georgia [2, p. 24]. Curr-
ently, regardless of reorganizations and measures of optimization of higher education
institutions in Georgia over the past decade, some 74 higher education institutions
still remain in the country. There was a period when the number of students exceeded
154 thousand (2002—2003), which was too much for the economically impoverished
4-million country.

Currently, 52.6 % of students are women. Every third individual in the category of
women aged 15—24 is a student.? The student shipcoincides with the age that, according to
the medics, is considered to be the most optimal age for giving birth to the first. However,
the frequency of marriages during the studentship is very low, and respectively, the birth rate
is low as well.

In general, it is considered that reproductive behavior is optimal, when at least 3 chil-
dren are born in the family, the inter-birth interval for kids is 2—4 years, and the child’s
birth occurs in a married couple, while the first child is born 2 years after the marriage and
pregnancy ends with childbirth [3]. However, on the one hand, the increase in the duration
of studies and on the other hand, the increase of the number of students serve as causes for
the delay in marriage and child-birth, which negatively influences the process of population
reproduction.

Because of the fact that the current inventory of the National Statistics Office of Ge-
orgia, so far, does not make an inventory of the population by the social status, it would be
appropriate to limit to the analysis of general demographic indicators of the youth aged
15—24 years (Tab. 1).

Table 1. Dynamics of demographic indicators of the youth aged 15—24 in the post-Soviet period
(years 1989-2015)

Indicators 1989 2002 2015
Age-specific birth-rate F ,_,, %o 114.2 69.5 108.0
Marital fertility, %o 89.3 334 57.9
Non-marital fertility, %o 24.9 36.0 33.6
including only by a mother’s applica- 6.3 3.5 2.3

tion, %o

%o Female Male Female | Male | Female Male
0.5 1.2 0.5 0.8 0.3 1.0

Marital status

Age-specific mortality rate, m,, ,,,

Female Male Female | Male | Female Male

Married, % 38.5 16.0 28.0 11.2 34.7 14.5
Single, % 58.3 82.0 70.3 88.3 64.3 79.3
Widowed, % 0.4 0.07 0.3 0.04 0.2 0.01
Divorced, % 1.3 0.3 1.2 0.2 1.6 0.4
Median age of first marriage 24.0 27.0 25.0 29.0 27.0 30.0

Source: Tsuladze G. Demographic Yearbook of Georgia 2015. Tbilisi, 2016 [4].

2 The figures have been calculated based on the information provided by the National Statistics Office of Georgia.
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The analysis shows that the share of the married couples in this contingent is
very small, with the first marriage age gradually rising, the mortality rate being also
low, and the age-specific indicator of child-birth has increase over the last decade.

All the studies of the population’s reproductive process in Georgia carried out following
the 1990s refer to a dramatic deterioration of the population’s material status as the reason
for halving the child-birth. We do not either deny that fact; however, we consider that the
reduction of birth-rates in that period was no less effected by the extension of the period of
studies. In particular, since 1998, the higher education system has shifted to the so-called
4 + 2 + 3 cycle system, while the secondary school education— to the 12-year study system.

The process of learning has been prolonged for at least two years. Naturally, this has
led to the reduction of fertility in the best, child-birth age. However, it should be noted as
well that in recent decades, the relatively stable economic environment, active propaganda
for demographic safety by the state, the church and various civil society organizations has
partially improved the situation.

Scientific works in Georgia concerning students’ reproductive behavior in Georgia hav-
eappeared primarily from the 2000s [4—13]. For instance, the study carried out in 2004 study
found that «if the actual reproductive behavior will be realized (accomplished) by the ideal
number of children in the family, than can be excluded both theoretically and empirically,
then the students will be able to provide for an extended reproduction of generations»|5].

The worst result was received based on the study of students carried out by the Institute
of Demographics and Sociology in 2006 (1018 respondents surveyed). In particular, it was
found that the expected number of children in the family was 2 times less (1.8) as compared
to the desired number [14]. The incorrectly implemented social reform in 2005—2006 incr-
eased unemployment, which also influenced the student’s demographic mood. In 2005, the
total birth rate in Georgia (1.6) was the lowest in the entire post-Soviet period. The students’
survey conducted in 2013 (326 respondents) showed that the actual number of children in
the family is significantly lower than the ideal number of children (3 children) and the exp-
ected number (2.7 children). «Over those past 10 years, the student’s consciousness has not
changed at all in this regard» [7, p. 68].

The studies have also confirmed that in the process of transformation of the society, the
student’ sexual behavior has become more liberated; every sixth student girl already has a
sexual life experience. If, in 2003, 91 % of student respondents indicated that they were not
subject to surgical abortion, by 2013, only 58 % of them referred to that fact[7, p. 126, 210].
At the same time, according to the National Center for Disease Control and Public Health,
up to almost half of all the registered abortions (47.7 %) were subject women aged 15—29
[10]. Presumably, the share of students in this contingent will be small, as far as according
to A. Totadze’s study, in the student girls who have sexual connections, 44.2 % of female
students engaged in sexual activities, resort to contraceptives [7, p. 201]. Some studies also
confirm that «a more liberal attitude towards abortion are reported in the capital — only
33 percent of respondents believe that abortion should be completely abolished, while the
share of such respondents is much higher in other urban (47 %) and rural areas (46 %). It is
not surprising that traditional viewpoints are more prevalent among religious young people.
Almost half of the respondents who regularly or often attend the church service, consider
should be completely prohibited. However, it is also noteworthy that a rather large portion
of that youth (41 %) who attend liturgy only sometimes or not at all, also points out to the
necessity to prohibit abortion. This confirms the tendency of a younger generation towards
the traditional values» [15, p. 133].
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Table 2. Atitude of respondents towards extramarital children,%

Question No. Yes, I believe, our soci- | Yes, if there is no more
ety is ready for it hope to get married
Would you justify having 36 31.7 32.3
an extramarital child?
I would not approve it, I would not approve I would tolerate it as
I would cut off ties this fact, however, I | an undesirable fact and
would not rather cut will provide support
off ties
How would you react, if 66.5 9.0 24.0

your closest relative (child)
has an extramarital child?

Source: The table has been drafted based on the original materials of authors research.

Our research has also confirmed that the traditional attitude towards family and marital
relations are deeply rooted within the youngest, intellectual section of the society. In parti-
cular, only 4.8 % of them said that they had a pre-marital partner, 0.6 % of them noted that
they were subject to an abortion. Everyone said that marriage based on love, not on merc-
enarinessis essential for a strong family. In spite of their seemingly loyal attitude to having
extra marital children, the respondents took a strictly negative attitude when discussing this
fact with respect to their child or close relative (Tab. 2). Even 70 % of this contingent noting
that «the society is not ready for it», is not ready for that and if similar fact happened, «they
would cut off ties with their child and close relative». The same opinion is also shared by the
55 % of the contingent, which would justify to have an extramarital child due to the failure
to get married.

It was found that the best to have a child is 21—25 years for female students and 25—30
years — for male students. It is noteworthy that no one student accepts the possibility getting
married until the age of 20. This points out to their life priorities and also to the fact learni-
ng, career promotion and marriage are the factors that cannot be harmonized. Here comes
their answer to the question — «Are you going to get married within the next 5 years?» Only
21 % of the students are determined so, while already 31 % of the respondents aged 20—24
are ready to go for it. The unacceptability of marriage for the majority of the respondents is,
most of all, associated with the difficulty of choosing a partner. This is especially true for the
girls. Here comes their ironic answer: «While choosing a marriage partner, they are looking
not for a spouse, but for a woman who would serve as a mother» or «they do not want to take
responsibility for a family, wife, son, or are afraid to do so.» However, they also indicate that
they themselves have the desire to be economically strong and not be dependent on their
spouse’s income; furthermore, they are no less afraid of restrictions imposed on their personal
freedom: «After marriage I will have less time for fun and travel.»

As for young males, they focused more on an unstable economic environment. Howe-
ver, a survey of the focus group also demonstrated that even due to rather wide-spread free
extramarital relations, there are often cases when individuals refuse to get married. «I’'m
not psychologically ready for marring a wife», they would say. We think that all of the above
points out to the incorrect upbringing. Evidently, along with the orientation of the youth on
learning, they are deprived of the possibility to be trained in family relationships. There is no
way to prepare for a family relationship. This seems to be an outcome of gaps present in both
the family and educational system. The mass media can play a significant role in forming
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Table 3. Number of children in the family

Survey indicators Ideal number of | Desirable Expected | Actual number Number of
children in the | number of | number of of children in | children raised
family children children the family by parents

Student 2.94 2.82 2.54 0.07 2.18
Employed 3.10 2.43 1.1 1.16 2.31
Self-employed 3.23 2.40 1.0 1.21 2.66
Entrepreneur, business- 3.10 2.83 0.97 1.24 2.41
man
Unemployed 3.06 2.53 1.36 1.01 2.39
Unmarried individual 3.0 2.71 2.37 - 2.24
aged over 18

Source: The table has been drafted based on the original materials of the studies carried out by authors team and the
Institute of Demography and Sociology.

a healthy position. Moreover, there exists a demand for the films and scientific-popular
literature representing family relationships [16].

The study also demonstrated that half of the student respondents consider the approval of
their parents of marriage as a necessary condition, while when taking a decision to get marr-
ied, they pay less attention to that factor. Therefore, the influence of economic environment
on the marriage-related decision is more accentuated than that of family relationships. The
question that follows is: can similar situation be observed when it comes to the childbirth?

The study revealed that the ideal number of children in the family is less than for any
other social-demographic group or in general, for the unmarried individuals aged over 18,
however, it is more than the number of children raised by their parents (Tab. 3). In addition,
when examining the values of the students, it was found that a family is willing to have at
least three children.

61 % of students claim that they will have as many children as they would want to have;
however, 24 % of them find material conditions are the factors that would interfere with
that wish. Only 10 % of students state that they would take into consideration their parents’
attitude with respect to the number of future children. Consequently, unlike their parents’
generation, the generation of children is going to have more children, which will not worsen
the country’s demographic condition.

It was also found that 6.6 % of students do not at all wish to have children. Their
share may not be alarming yet; however, it is necessary to be cautious in order to prevent the
wide spread of similar opinion in the process of transformation of family relationships. In
our opinion, the majority of such responses can be explained, most likely, by inappropriate
reproductive health of students. It should be taken into account when developing health
care programs.

The students consider that the first child must be born immediately following the marr-
iage, in the first or second year of marriage, at least, while the interbirth interval of children
should be 2.5 both between the first and second and the next kids that is in full compliance
with the medical professional’s request for the optimal interbirth interval.

With respect to determining the child gender by students, no gender-specific trend can
be observed. To the question regarding the fact that if the pair planned to have two kids and
it would have learnt that the other child would be of the same gender, would it allow to be

100 ISSN 2072-9480. Demography and Social Economy, 2018, Ne 2 (33)



Reproductive Behavior of Students in Georgia

born? — 92.2 % of respondents answered that any way, they would give it to birth [17, p. 73;
18, p. 61]. There has been a special dominating attitude towards a male heir in the Caucasian
and in particular, Georgian culture. However, we believe that diminishing the importance
of that phenomenon has been conditioned, on one side, by the increased infertility (41 %)
due to the deteriorated health and on the other side, by the improved level of religiousness
as compared to the Soviet period. Therefore, we cannot share the opinion as of «In the years
2010—-2014, a majority of parents resorted to the practice of selection of gender with res-
pect to their first and second kids» [19, p. 71]. The majority of females subject themselves to
abortion not because of the child gender but because of the complications which may arise
when raising children under non-stable economic conditions and in poverty.

The examination of the students' values has also demonstrated that despite the minor
impact of parents on the decision to get married or to give birth to a child, some 97—98 % of
the youth consider that the children must assume responsibility for taking care of parents,
when they will require it, provide financial support to them when in need and live together
with their children when they will no more be able to take care of themselves.75—84 % of
the respondents consider that in order to maintain a happy marriage, a couple should live
alone, the spouses must solve all issues in an agreed way and make similar contribution to
family activities. It was found that when choosing marriage partner, their religious faith it is
very important for them. It is also noteworthy that 79 % of respondents presume that a male
may have a pre-marital sexual experience, while the same experience of female students is
categorically unacceptable to 71.3 %. For some 98—97 % of the respondents, adultery bet-
ween the spouses is categorically unacceptable. It was also revealed that if, let’s say, some 15
years ago, when choosing a marital partner, ethnicity mattered only for 22 % and religious
faith — for 38 %, nowadays, those to factors are important to 60 % and 84 % of them, respe-
ctively. In the light of intense globalization, given the wide opportunity to leave the country,
the intense interaction with different cultures, have, presumably, made the feeling of ethnic
identity even more sharp.

Conclusion. The extension of the process of study in the post-Soviet period, the students’
reproductive behavior was heavily influenced along with the economic factor in Georgia.
Under the conditions of transformation of the society, it was characterized by many pec-
uliarities and would require permanent observation and examination. To these ends, it is
necessary to improve the statistics of the population. In particular, there is a need to make a
current inventory of population by their social status. This will make the youth state policy
activities more target-oriented. Furthermore:

+ It was confirmed that the lack of readiness of students for family relationships can also
be ascribed to the serious gaps existing in their families with respect to their upbrin-
ging and educational system. This should be taken into account when determining
family policy measures and developing educational programmes. Mass media can
make a great contribution to this process.

» Itis necessary to develop the programs which would help students perceive learning
and marriage as a mutually compatible, well-rounded process and that would provide
certain privileges for the students' families.

» Full realization of the wish of students to have kids will ensure extended reproduction.
It is vitally important for Georgia that is dying demographically. Along with taking
other measures, it is necessary to take care of the students' reproductive health that
requires extending the existing insurance program for students.
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