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GLOBALIZATION
AND THE GEORGIAN FAMILY

The process of globalization has picked up its pace in the last period and it affects every sphere
of societal life. It brings about the new epoch in the human civilization. The history of the estab-
lishment and development of the family runs parallel to the history of the development of hu-
mankind. Therefore, it is of utmost urgency and importance to study the impact of globalization
on the institute of family. The presented work touches upon the immensely urgent issue for mo-
dernity - the impact of globalization on the Georgian family. The aim of the article is to deli-
neate those positive and negative changes that occurred within the Georgian family as a result of
globalization. This is one of the first attempts to demonstrate the basic characteristics of the
modern Georgian family. In order to display the issue clearly, the authors have employed the data
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of the Georgian statistical service as well as that of the European Union and made a compara-
tive analysis. The researchers have also used the results of the sociological survey conducted
with their direct participation during 2013-2015. The main discoveries, which have been ob-
tained by the researchers in this work, are connected with the various types of changes that came
to pass in the family. Since the turn of the new century, tolerant attitude toward sexual freedom
has been established in Georgia. The beginning of sexual life is no longer associated with the
creation of the family. Consequently, the marriage age has increased and the youth are in no
hurry to create the family. The postponement of marriage has dialed back the birth of the first
child in ages above 30 and, thus, the start of the late parenthood. During 2000-2018, from among
the total number of children born by the women of all age group, the share of the children born
to only the women within the age group of 30-40 went up from 20.8 % to 33.6 %, i.e. increased
1.6 times. The 1.4 times increase in the fertility rate among the women aged above 40 during the
last 18-year period is unprecedented. Religious or legal marriage is no longer necessary to start
the family, couples cohabit without it. The increase in the number of cohabiting couples, in its
turn, has boosted the number of out-of-wedlock births. It was only two decades ago that such a
thing was totally unacceptable in our society. Globalization opened the door wide to interna-
tional migration. The globalization has brought with it “transnational families”, which were unu-
sual for Georgian society. The man was traditionally considered to be the breadwinner in the
Georgian family, however, this did not preclude the woman from working and earning income. It
was a given that the woman’s labor was not necessary to retain the living standard of the family.
Since the last years of the previous century, because of the fundamental transformations the
country was undergoing, the income of the women became not only necessary for the family, but
also of life and death importance. The high level of unemployment within the country gave rise
to the large number of “transnational mothers”. The Georgian researchers established that the
share of the money transfers executed by the Georgian women in emigration is more than half of
the total transfers. The instances of family violence are characteristic of Georgian society, like for
the majority of societies. It was considered that the facts of domestic violence must not leave the
confines of the family. Globalization, additionally, changed the attitude of our society toward this
harmful malaise. The victims of violence no longer hide the facts, as a result the exposure of as
well as reaction to these instances has increased. Since 2015, the exposure rate of the facts of fa-
mily violence has grown nearly by 50 %. Superficial attitude of the youth toward marriage has
significantly increased the number of divorces. Traditionally, divorce was condemned in Georgia.
However, today it is tolerated. In the XXI century, the highest crude divorce rate in Georgia (in
2019 - 3 %o) lags by only one-tenth behind the highest rate encountered in the EU countries
such as: Latvia, Lithuania and Luxembourg (3.1 %o divorce per 1000 persons). The mean dura-
tion of marriage is 10.6 years in Georgia, and it is shorter than that of Great Britain (11 years),
Italy (17 years) and France (13), however, it exceeds that of the USA (8 years).

Keywords: globalization, family, marriage, divorce, transnational family.

Relevance of the article. The globalization brings about a new epoch before the
human civilization. This is an epoch with new challenges, possibilities and anxie-
ties. The globalization was once a myth, but gradually it has assumed the form of
unavoidable reality. It has entered into every sphere of life: trade, finances, em-
ployment, migration, technologies, communication, environment, social sys-
tems, ways of life, culture, modes of governance, and transformed them. The
agents of globalization: digital technologies of communication, electronic media
and English language, at the initial stage, started functioning only with the aim of
economic and political service, however, during the decades, they have encom-
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passed socio-cultural issues, environment, family relations and even every one
of us. The globalization is a reality which touched every nation and society. So-
me of them support this process, but other nations and societies do not receive
it positively. Many of us might say that this is modernity. However, this moder-
nity harms, especially, family and behavior approaches, which drift further and
further away from positive traditionalism. It alters the system of values, emo-
tional connections, norms of behavior, which create connections and links among
family members and generations. Since the 1970s, the second demographic tran-
sition has been practically observed in the demographically developed countries
of the world, and it has been developing at a rapid pace since the last decade of
the 20th century. This period marks the crucial transformation of socio-demo-
graphic behavior within the families residing in highly-developed countries of
the world. The instances of postponing the first official marriage became frequent
and, thus, the age at which a person enters the first marriage has also increased;
unregistered marriages became prevalent and divorces saw growth. The process
of transition to families with few children started to accelerate by means of
the reproductive behavior transformation; the creation of family without ofh-
cial marriage fostered the emergence of alternative forms of the family (cohabi-
tation, etc.) and the increase of fertility sans marriage. All of the above-mentio-
ned had an important impact on the decrease of the reproductive period and
thus, on fertility.

Literature review. Important alterations have occurred in global demogra-
phy since 1986. The opinions of Ron Lesthaeghe and Dick van de Kaa, regarding
the “second demographic transition” (SDT), are connected with the mentioned
period. They were convinced that the substituting fertility would be a long-term
characteristic, and that pre-marriage cohabitation would expand in Europe. They
emphasized the cultural changes of the 1960s, which put every form of authority
under doubt. According to the arguments advanced by them, an epoch of much
more individual discretion and autonomy was under the process of creation. This
view was shared in France by Philippe Aries (1980) and Louis Russell (1983).

The further advance of “the revolution of ethics” indicated the increasing
dominance of individual autonomy over traditional societal norms. This exer-
cised a significant influence on family. Four main courses of socio-demographic
behavior within a family took shape [19]:

1. The wide spread of the legally unregistered cohabitation (unregistered
marriage) and alternative forms of family;

2. The transition from the children-centric model of the family to individu-
ally oriented families with few children (1 or 2 children);

3. The transition to planned comprehended childbirth;

4. The transition from the unified model of the family to the pluralistic one.

Since the end of the last century, family has become the center of attention of
researchers and society. Zilhi (Zilhi 2001) notes that the issue of the diversity of
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family has emerged strongly within family sociology. R Kelly (Kelly R.M. 1998)
in his work “Family conflict, divorce and adaptation of children” focuses on fam-
ily environment for the adaptation of children. He discusses such issues as are:
family conflicts, family violence and hostile relations, living apart and divorce,
their impact on children. A. Grishi (Grishi A. 2009) in his article “The impact of
economic globalization on work and family collectivism in India” shows two
leading trajectories within the historiography of families: socio-demographic
and state regulator. Roland Robertson [10] thinks that the globalization signi-
fies the contraction of the world and strengthening the awareness of the world as
the whole. It makes the world into one place with its thinking and action. In this
regard, family values and relations change according to the global norms and
styles. Allan Carlson in his book “American family - yesterday, today, and to-
morrow” shows those changes which the family underwent and especially un-
derscores the influence of liberalism.

The aim of the article and innovation character. The following paper is one
of the first attempts which combine the results of various sociological researches
and statistical data. A comparative analysis of Georgian statistical data and that of
the European Union is carried out. The work displays those problems that the
Georgian families faced as a consequence of accelerated rate of globalization. It
shows how the traditional values changed due to “the ethical revolution” and the
effect it had on the Georgian family. How the Georgian family loses the tradi-
tional features and gradually becomes similar to the families of the other coun-
tries under the conditions of globalization. The goal of the work is to describe and
introduce to researchers as well as the wider society the deep ongoing changes
within today’s Georgian family. It underlines those negative and positive sides
which globalization has brought to the Georgian family.

Data and methods. The work is based on the statistical data as well as the
material of sociological researches conducted by the Institute during various
years on different issues. The work makes use of the material of the quantitative
research of 2013, which studied the socio-demographic problems of the family.
It also employs the materials of the quantitative research of 2014-2015, which
focused on the issues related to family violence.

The description of the research problem. In Georgian reality a family has
represented a single acknowledged form of a relationship between women and
men during the centuries. Family and family life were considered to be impor-
tant values in our society. The rapid pace of globalization has had an impact on
Georgian society’s system of valuese. Such individual values as are: career ad-
vancement, material wellbeing was brought to the foreground. The changes of
family structure form and functions have started. The family is getting accusto-
med to the changed global society. According to the theory of an American soci-
ologist Alvin Toffler, the first to react most swiftly to every kind of novelty is market,
family occupies the second place in flexibility and the speed of reaction [5].
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The globalization introduced and gradually established in our existence the
previously unacceptable and reprehensible occurrences such as: the growth of
unregistered marriages, therefore, the increase in out-of-wedlock births; the
increase of divorce; a relatively high figure of spouses living apart, which is de-
termined by one of the spouses’s migration for an unspecified term; the clash
between the old and new values of the spouses has contributed to the growth
of family violence; the number of single persons has increased, etc. All of this
creates the danger of social degradation of a family. The family no longer remains
the regulating form of the society. Under these circumstances, it is important to
formulate the kind of family policy, which will add to the firmness of the family,
increase the family advantage, equality between the spouses, and stress the sig-
nificance of children in the family and their upbringing according to the tradi-
tional national values. The goal of the family policy must be to retain the physical
continuity and national originality of the Georgian people. The creation of such a
policy is impossible without a thorough research of the family and related prob-
lems. The department of family sociology which belongs to the Ilia State Univer-
sity’s Institute of Demography and Sociology has been studying the family-related
issues for 30 years. During this time, the scientific staff of the Institute has pub-
lished many scientific works that touch upon the certain issues of family. This
article shows how, under the conditions of globalization, the Georgian family
loses its traditional form and gradually resembles the families in other countries.

The main results of the research. Marriage age and postponed parenthood.
Traditionally, marriage in our country has been deemed the highest value and,
thus, was necessary. As a youngster came of age, he/she had to establish a family,
even if they could not provide for material needs independently. Therefore, the
newly-weds, for the most part, lived together with their parents and were de-
pendent on them. Within such families the man’s authority was quite high. The
expanded type of the family was considered to be traditional and dominant.
However, in modern existence, independence has attained a large significance.
The view in the society is: “in order for the marriage to be happy, it is necessary
for the couple to live independently” (this view is shared by 82 % of the res-
pondents)’. In most cases, the youth begin working early, earn their own income
and start living independently after marriage. Gradually, the traditional expan-
ded family was replaced by the nuclear one. The start of the sexual life is no long-
er identified with the creation of the family. The society has become tolerant to-
ward free sexual life. 54 % of the respondents think that “couples can live together
without getting married”. This has resulted in the increase of the average age of
marriage. The youth are no longer in haste to create a family. The first order of

! The article uses the data of the sociological research which was conducted by Institute of De-
mography and Sociology Ilia State University in 2013 in three of the largest cities of Georgia
where 1220 respondents were interviewed.
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business for them is to provide for themselves materially and set up a career.
Until recently, in many countries, the marriage age of women was lower than that
of men. However, due to gender equality, it has increased to the age of the men.
As to the average age of the first marriage, the situation is following in the coun-
tries of Europe: the earliest marriage is seen in the Eastern European countries,
where brides are aged 22-26, and bridegrooms — 24-27 at the time of marriage.
In most Central European countries, women get married at 27 and men at 30.
As regards the Northern, Southern and Western Europe, here the mean age of
the first marriage is the highest. Sweden is the leader with the highest rate of
these data. In 2013, the mean age at first marriage for men was at least 30 years in
all EU Member States, except Poland (29.0 years), Lithuania (29.5 years) and
Romania (29.7 years). The highest mean age for men at first marriage was re-
corded in Sweden (35.7 years), followed by Denmark, Spain and Italy (each
around 34 years) [17]. Sweden had the oldest mean average age of marriage in
Europe for both males and females at 36.7 for males, and 34.1 for females. By
contrast, North Macedonia had the youngest average age at marriage, at 26.5 for
both males and females.

The average age of the registered marriage is characterized by the tendency
for growth in Georgia. While in 1994 the mean age of marriage for men was
27.7 years, in 2021 it has become 33.6 years. The increase was noticed among
the women as well, in 1994 - 23.8 years, in 2021 - 30.9 years. The age of the first
marriage showed the tendency for growth too. The age of the first marriage for
the women was 28.1 years, and for the men - 30.7 years. Supposedly, this ten-
dency will continue in future [14].

The postponement of marriages naturally shifted forward the birth of the
first child in the ages above 30 and, therefore, the beginning of the late pa-
renthood. In addition, the postponed realization of having the desired number
(first and consecutive) of children on the part of parents had an impact on the
increase of childbirths in the ages above 40. During 2000-2018, among the total
number of the children born to the women of every age, the share of the child-
ren of the women aged 20-40 grew from 20.8 % to 33.6 %, in other words, it in-
creased 1.6 times and constituted 1/3 of the born children. In a similar fashion,
the share of the children born to the women above 40 increased 1.4 times and in
2018, it constituted 2.9 %. It is noteworthy that after 1973-1974, during the 18-year
period, the share of the childbirths of the women above 40 increased 1.4 times,
which was unprecedented. The mentioned fact was determined more by the laws
of the second demographic transition than by the local socio-economic factors.

In the survey conducted by the Institute of Demography and Sociology
(2013), from among the 1112 interviewed respondents of the reproductive age,
60 % were aged above 30, of which 55 % were women. The survey enabled us to,
more or less, study the main reasons for the postponed parenthood. According to
the research, the postponed parenthood is, first and foremost, related to the need
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of an individual for having a child and the situational possibility for the fulfill-
ment of this need in time. It can be described in the following succession:

1. The discomfort of an individual over not having a child (children);

2. Priority of having children in time as compared to other types of needs in
the individual’s whole system of needs;

3. The situational possibility of fulfilling the need for having children in time
and space, which can accelerate or postpone parenthood.

Cohabitation and out-of-wedlock birth. As of today, three forms of mar-
riage can be encountered in Georgia: the registered marriage, which is legally
formalized and, thus, is acknowledged by the state; religious marriage, which is
acknowledged by the church, however, it is not recorded by the state, and the
unregistered marriage — cohabitation, which is acknowledged by the society, al-
though it is not recognized and recorded by the church or state. Mere 2-3 decades
ago, cohabitation was not acceptable for Georgia because of the traditions; ho-
wever, the globalization has introduced changes in this regard and gradually
established them into existence. In lots of countries of the world thousands of
couples begin living together without marriage or, in other words, cohabitation.
The latter means living sans the legal and social obligations related to the mar-
riage. This is an institutionalized way to create a family. Every form of marriage
has its positive and negative sides. The researchers have varying opinions regar-
ding the relationship between cohabitation and the risks of divorce. Some of them
maintain that cohabitation decreases the loyalty between the partners and, thus,
increases the risk of separation. Others seem to believe that cohabitation before
the actual marriage (as the experimental marriage) will strengthen the familial
stability. According to the data for the first decade of the 21% century?, in some
countries, for instance: Austria and the USA, more than 30 % of the couples co-
habited before getting married, and in such countries as are: Bulgaria, Germany,
Hungary, Romania, Russia, Spain and the Great Britain, more than half of the
marriages weren't preceded by cohabitation [20].

The number of the cohabiting couples is increasing in Europe. Nearly 40 %
of the French couples aged 25-44 chose cohabitation in 2010. This figure excee-
ded 50 % in Sweden [21]. The number of the cohabitants grows each year. Euro-
fond’s calculation using the European Union’s data shows that in 2017 France
(13 %), Sweden (13) and Finland (12 %) produced the highest figures in Europe
in this regard. The total figure of cohabitation in the European Union rose from
5% to 7 % during 2007-2017 [20]. The number of such families in the Great
Britain has increased by 8 % from 2008 to 2018. The data produced by the Office
of National Statistics (ONS) show that the number of the cohabitant couples

2 Some of the analyses from Liefbroer and Dourleijn are based on the data for the first decade
of the 21* century: Gender and Generations Programme (GGP), linear interviewing con-
ducted among the youth from 18 to 29 years of age in 19 countries of Europe.
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grows faster than the number of the married families. The increase amounted
to 25.8 % during the decade [18].

The exact recording of the cohabitants is non-existent in Georgia. Based on
the calculations done according to the data of the Caucasus Barometer (CRRC
2013) research, 5.6 % of the couples are in cohabitation. The Institute of Demo-
graphy and Sociology of Ilia State University conducted a research in 2013 in
three cities of Georgia and interviewed 1220 respondents. Among these people,
15.4 % live in cohabitation with their partners, that is, without legal and reli-
gious marriage [2].

The increase of the cohabiting couples contributes to the increase in out-
of-wedlock birth. This tendency is characteristic to many countries of the world.
The share of the out-of-wedlock live-birth amounted to 42 % in 2018 in the Euro-
pean Union. This figure is still growing in the EU. According to the data for the
same year, the out-of-wedlock birth rate in eight EU countries: France (60 %),
Bulgaria (59), Slovakia (58), Portugal (56), Sweden (55), Estonia (54), Denmark
(54), the Netherlands (52 %), was substantially higher than the fertility in mar-
riage. However, it must be noted that some of the countries avoid the mentioned
tendency. For example: Greece and Croatia together with Lithuania and Poland
are on the other end of the spectrum regarding the out-of-wedlock birth rate. The
share of those children who were born with legitimacy status in these countries
(more than 70 %) substantially exceeds the share of those born out-of-wedlock.
In comparison to 2000, the figure of the fertility outside of marriage increased in
nearly all EU member countries in 2017, with the exception of: Sweden, Estonia
and Latvia, where the decrease was insignificant [17]. Nevertheless, it must be
said that a permanently growing tendency of out-of-wedlock birth is not charac-
teristic to every developed country, for instance: Germany, Canada and the USA.

The out-of-wedlock births are separately recorded in the Georgian statistical
data. Furthermore, those live-birth children registered by the statement of both
parents and those that are registered only by a mother’s statement are recorded
separately. Since the beginning of the XXI century until today, the dynamic in-
crease of the number of extra-marital births is not noticeable. Moreover, its high
rate does not coincide with the high figure of the live-birth registered only by the
statement of the mother. During this period, the rate of the extra-marital live-
births was the highest in 2006 (54 %), whereas the rate of the live-birth that was
registered only by a mother’s statement was the highest in 2008 (15.3 %). Addi-
tionally, the rate of the children born in an unregistered marriage was the lowest
in 2014 (30.7 %), and the rate of the children registered only by the mother’s state-
ment was the lowest in 2015 (7.1 %). In other words, the increase or decrease in
the number of the extra-marital live-births does not signify the increase or de-
crease in the number of the children registered only by the statement of the
mother. Therefore, the extra-marital live-birth children cannot be equated with
the registered extra-marital births. Children born out of wedlock are registered
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only by the mother’s statement. It is necessary to change the accounting in the
country. First of all, it is necessary for the state to record a religious marriage
insofar as today live-births children born in such marriages are recorded as the
extra-marital births. Second, like in the European Union, we, too, must separately
record the children of the single mothers and cohabiting couples [1].

The results of the sociological researches show that our society is becoming
ever more tolerant toward the children born outside of marriage. Forty-two
percent of the respondents believe that such a behavior is totally justifiable, and
according to 27 % of them, the behavior is justified only if the woman cannot
marry. It was only 2-3 decades ago that the fertility outside of marriage was con-
demned and completely unacceptable in our society. Nowadays, not only the
members of the society but also the members of one’s own family are no longer
reproved because of this behavior.

Transnational families. The important part of the globalization is the mo-
bility of the people inside societies and beyond the national borders. Due to the
growing economic inequality, a significant portion of the individuals move from
villages to cities, from the developing countries to the industrial ones, they change
their places of residence in the search for opportunities and resources. Inter-
national migration has caused the formation of the new type of family, which is
known as the “transnational family”. Together with the development of the so-
ciety, in the epoch of globalization, we frequently encounter marriages where one
of the partners is a local, and the other — an immigrant. The opening of the bor-
ders has brought about intensive social contacts, people are leaving the places
where they reside and go abroad in order to study, work, travel - under these
conditions, marriage is considered as the main indicator of integration, where
the high figure of interrelationship means assimilation or social openness. After
changing the place of residence, people begin living in the receiving country and
participate in certain demographic processes. It is characteristic to the “trans-
national families” to retain roots in their homeland and, at the same time, create
new connections within the host country. The “transnational mothers” are the
women who leave their own families, more concretely their children, and go
abroad to work at a job which is incompatible with their education levels. They
are forced to work mainly as the domestic helpers, babysitters, caretakers of
the elderly, bed-ridden patients. They do this because of the limited opportu-
nities which exist in their own homeland. Their goal is to provide a better life for
their children and relatives who are left behind.

The results of the 2014 population census enabled us to analyze the married
couples, according to their place of birth and sex. In Georgia, the share of the men
who are in the transnational marriage is 1.1 % higher than that of the women. The
country of birth gives a general impression on the partner who was born in other
country. The census showed that during mixed marriages the partners still fa-
vored those individuals who were born in the neighboring countries. 44.2 % of
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the men and 46.1 % of the women were born in the Russian Federation, the next
big group consists of those who were born in the countries of the Southern Cau-
casus (men - 25.1 %, women - 29.4 %). From among the spouses born in foreign
countries, 8.8 % of the men and 13.1 % of the women were born in Ukraine. The
rest of the countries are represented with a relatively low intensity [14].

The critical aspect of the new wave of the global migration is related to
the importance of a woman’s labor. The opportunities for their employment
have opened, and this has increased the number of the emigrant women, ap-
proximately 49.6 % of the migrants are women [8].

According to the general population census of Georgia in 2002 and the so-
ciological surveys conducted at the same period, the share of the women among
the emigrants was 43 %. Later this figure grew further and according to the ge-
neral population census of 2014, it reached 54.6 %. The main portions of the
emigrants are labor emigrants. The share of the transfers of the emigrant women
is significant. As of January 1, 2015, the remittances received through the Geor-
gian bank network amounted to 1079 952 000 US dollars. If we take into account
the fact that 40 % of remittances do not come through the bank, then, suppo-
sedly, the whole remittances amount to 1800 000 000 US dollars (2014). The study
of those migrants who have returned established that the share of the remittances
executed by the women is more than half in the total remittances [4]. While the
amount of remittances increased during 2010-2013, in 2014-2015 it was charac-
terized by the decreasing trend (in 2014 - 1440 952 000 US dollars, in 2015 -
1079 952 000 US dollars). In 2014, the rate of remittances decreased by 2.5 %
compared to the previous year [7].

The volume of remittances to Georgia in 2021 exceeded 2 billion 349 mil-
lion US dollars. This figure is 25 % more to the figure of 2020. The list of the top
10 countries from where Georgia has received the most money transfers is the
following: Russian Federation, Italy, the USA, Greece, Israel, Germany, Turkey,
Ukraine, Azerbaijan, and Kazakhstan [16]. If we take into consideration the
above-mentioned calculations of M. Shelia, then we have to declare clearly
that the income of the emigrant women is not only necessary to retain the level
of life of the left-behind family, but it is also of life and death importance. Mo-
reover, it is a significant part of our country’s GDP.

Family violence. Family violence has not been talked about for a conside-
rable amount of time. This topic was tabooed and to talk about it was considered
to be shameful. It was widely accepted in the society that “the internal affairs of
the family must stay inside”, that traditionally, the family was untouchable and it
was not appropriate to meddle in its affairs. Nobody sued the husband and
dragged him to the court for battery and sexual abuse. Gradually, the attitude of
the society toward the mentioned issue changed. With the support of interna-
tional organizations, the study of such topics as are family relations, gender equa-
lity, and family violence commenced. The sociologist Steve Bruce describes how
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under the influence of certain societal groups the social constructs of family
violence gradually changed in the Great Britain. “During the 1960s, the British
police mostly ignored “the family affairs” They justified this by saying that
the victim frequently objected to testifying in the court and the latter often could
not convict or was satisfied with the slap on the wrist. The police were up to its
neck, busy with other affiars and could not bother to allot time for family vio-
lence, however, the situation changed in the 1970s, when with the endeavor of
womens organized groups, the mass media started to shed light on this issue.
This, in turn, had had influence on judges and they became less tolerant toward
the abusers. They came up with new measures so as to lessen the stress for the
defendants (at the stage of investigation and trial process), which increased
the number of complaints. The witnesses started giving testimonies more boldly
and freely and the police began acting more industriously when they calculated
the “benefits commensurate with their efforts” [9].

The statistical data that records the violence against women is lamentable. In
2017, the EuroStat confirmed the 854 facts of femicide perpetrated by a family
member or an intimate partner [7]. Experts deem this fact to be the global crisis
of the violence against women. Marceline Noud, the president of the group of
the experts of the European Council (GREVIO), says, regarding the violence
against the women and against family members, “I do not think that some of the
societies are worse than others in this respect, insofar as every third or fourth
instance (statistics) of violence occurs nearly everywhere” [15].

In Georgia, according to the Freedom of Information Development Institute
(IDFI), based on data for 2013-2018, since 2015 the number of detected domestic
violence cases has increased by almost 50 %. This period has witnessed 6464 in-
stances of violence, 172 facts of harm to health, and 89 facts of homicide [15].
While in 2011 the victims of the family violence amounted to 285 individuals,
during the decade their number increased 29 times. In 2021, the number of the
victims reached 8339 individuals [14]. Among the victims of violence are both
sexes as among the abusers. Nonetheless, the women, on average, are 7 times
more likely to be the victims of violence than the men. Moreover, among the
types of violence, the most instances fall on psychological violence (78 %). The
instances of physical violence lag 4 times behind it. Those types of violence as are:
economic violence, neglect, sexual abuse and coercion range from 0.5 % to 2 %
[13]. The presented data make it clear that the attitude of the Georgian society
toward family violence has sharply changed. While only several years ago the
talk about it was deemed to be shameful and the victim of violence did not speak
about it, today the facts of violence are massively denounced and people no
longer avoid talking about the problem. This is the reason why the indicator for
the revealing of violence has increased.

The spread of the new coronavirus has entailed the self-isolation and
quarantine of humans. They found themselves to be under constant psycholo-
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gical stress, which determined the increase of the facts of family violence. In
some of the EU countries, the instances of family violence increased by appro-
ximately 33 %. The General Secretary of the UN Antonio Guterres exhorted
the countries to adopt the relevant measures in connection with the rise in
family violence.

Divorce. The complexity of the modern life, as well as bringing the “free-
dom” and “individualism” to the foreground has altered the humans’ views on
marriage and family. A superficial attitude toward marriage has significantly in-
creased the number of divorces. The level of divorce has been exhibiting the
rising tendency since the previous century. This problem is characteristic to
many countries, especially the developed ones. As the OECD’s base of the family
data declares, since 1997 up to 2017 (by the newest supposed estimations) the
figure of divorce has increased in 18 OECD countries, and it has decreased in
12 of them. The growth is especially large in the USA. According to the Census
Bureau of the United States of America (2009), it has been established that from
40 to 50% of the marriagies end in divorce [12].

The statistics is alarming in Portugal and Spain, where 70 % of the marriages
culminate in divorce. As we have already said, high divorce rate is a characteristic
feature of all of the developed countries. However, from among the developed
countries, the statistics is, more or less, hopeful in: Chile, Bosnia and Thailand.
The figure of divorce ranges up to 10 % of marriages over there.

In 2001, the total number of divorces in Georgia was 1987. Nevertheless,
over 10 years (2011) this rate increased nearly three times (2.94), in 15 years
(2016) - 4.8 times. The growth did not show signs of slowing down and before
the beginning of the pandemic in Georgia (2019), the number of the divorces
was already 5.6 times higher. With regard to the first year of the pandemic, the
number of the divorces decreased nearly 1.5 times compared to the previous year.
The pandemic and unusual way of life, in which everyone of us, unexpectedly,
found ourselves, undoubtedly exercised influence on this change. The number of
the divorces increasing again in the second year of the pandemic gives ample
proof of this. In 2021, the number of the divorces rose nearly 1.4 times as com-
pared to the previous year.

The highest crude divorce rate in Georgia in the XXI century (2019 - 3%o)
only by one-tenth lags behind the highest rate of the EU countries, which was
recorded in Latvia, Lithuania and Luxembourg (3.1%o. divorce per 1000 persons)
[12]. As the statistical data manifest, the number of the divorces is largely de-
pendent on the age of the divorcees. The highest divorce rate is noticed among
the youth. While in 2001 the share of the divorce of the youth (aged 20-29)
amounted to 35.1 % of all of the divorces in Georgia, in 2019 it equalled to 42.5 %.
According to the data of GeoStat, the number of the divorced people aged below
25 in the total quantity of the divorcees, whose marriage lasted from 0 to 4 years,
is not so small, however, it is characterized by the declining tendency.
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Table 1. Percentage of young people aged The average duration of mar-
below 25 among divorced persons by duration riage in Georgia is 10.6 years and

of marriage in Georgia, 2015-2019. it is shorter than that of the Great

Duration of marriage, % Britain (11 Years)> ItalY (17) and
Years France (13 years), although it ex-

04 years >t years ceeds the data witnessed in the
2015 14 22 USA (8 years) [3].
2016 13 22 In the opinion of researchers,
2017 12.6 1.7 the unstability of the family insti-
2018 10.4 1.6 tute is felt in the form of an array
2019 10.4 1.6 of problems. The successful sol-

ving of them is dependent on the
individual traits of the partner.
The respondents think that the main reason behind the rise in divorce is “in-
compatibility of characters”. Today’s youth is more likely to change conjugal part-
ners than to devote time to “bringing them up anew”. This could be the result of
their more superficial attitude toward marriage. Such an attitude determines the
further increase in the number of the divorces.

Conclusion. The globalization brings with it deep changes, which concern
families as well. These changes occur in every society, but their quality and
time are different. In Georgian reality that, which was completely unacceptable
and unimaginable 20-25 years ago, is now established and gaining foothold. The
“traditional” breadwinner/owner of the home type of family no longer repre-
sents the basic form of the family, or the only normative environment, where the
children are reared. Instead, single parents, families with only one parent, never
married persons, cohabiting couples and families created by remarriage are pro-
liferating more and more.

Georgia used to be a traditional country; however, a swift social transforma-
tion caused by the globalization has cost the country this image. During the last
two decades, the tolerant attitudes toward sexual freedom, single parenthood,
cohabitation and divorce have been established in the society. In spite of the on-
going deep changes within the family, it still remains a necessary and important
small social group. Eighty-nine percent of the respondents believe that the family
and family life are necessary for a human. Such an attitude of our society makes
us think that the ongoing changes in the family are necessary and unavoidable,
however, they need management so that the family might fulfill its functions
successfully.

It is of utmost necessity to formulate the family policy compatible with the
time and ongoing changes within the society, in order for the family to fulfill its
functions successfully. It is crucial that the Georgian family be able to retain
the physical and cultural continuity of the nation.

Source: URL: https://www.geostat

58 ISSN 2072-9480. Demography and social economy. 2022, Ne 4 (50)



Globalization and the Georgian family

REFERENCES

1.

2.

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

21.

22.

Menabdishvili, L. (2019). The student youth of Georgia. Socio-demographic essays. Tbi-
lisi: Bartoni [in Georgian].

Menabdishvili, L. (2021). Fertility outside of marriage. Demographic challenges of the
XXI century. Institute of Demography and Sociology of the Ilia State University. Proce-
edings of materials of the international scientific conference dedicated to the 30" anni-
versary of the Institute. P. 127-143.

. Menabdishvili, N. (2021). Divorce in Georgia in the first fifth of the XXI century. De-

mographic challenges of the XXI century. Institute of Demography and Sociology of the Ilia
State University. Proceedings of materials of the international scientific conference de-
dicated to the 30" anniversary of the Institute. P. 144-155.

. Shelia, M. (2018). Peculiarities of the women’s labor emigration. Urgent problems of the

migration of the population in Georgia. P. 119, 133-134 [in Georgian].

. Anufrieva, E. V., & Mashikhina, T. P. (Eds.). (2012). Gender studies: history, philosophy,

education. Volgograd: Publishing House of VolGMU [in Russian].

. European Union. Violence (2020). Gender Equality Index. https://eige.europa.eu/gender-

equality-index/2020/country

. Migration profile money transfers (2016). Tbilisi, Georgia. https://migration.commission.

ge/files/geo__1_.pdf

. Morrison, A. R., Schiff, M. & Sjéblom, M. (2008). The International Migration of Wo-

men. Washington: The World Bank. P. 2.

. Stive, B. (2019). Sociology. A Very Shout Introduction. Second Edition. Georgian trans-

lation published by Sulakauri Publishing. P. 59-60.

Robertson, R. (1992). Globalization: Social theory and global culture.

European Commission website (2022). Marriage and divorce statistics. https://ec.europa.
eu/eurostat/statisticsexplained/index.php?title=Marriageand_divorce_statistics

The Impact of Divorce on Young Adults (2022). WeHaveKids. https://wehavekids.com/
parenting/The-Impact-of-Divorce-on-Young-Adults

4564 Persons Brought to Justice in 2019 for Domestic Violence and Domestic Crimes
(2020). Ministry of Internal Affairs of Georgia. https://police.ge/ge/odjakhshi-dzaladobi-
sa-da-odjakhuri-danashaulis-chadenistvis-2019-tsels-4564-piri-mietsa-pasukhisge-
bashi/13292

National Statistics Office of Georgia (2022). https://www.geostat.ge

Domestic Violence Statistics in Georgia (2018). https://idfi.ge/ge/domestic_violence_sta-
tistics_in_georgia

“There is huge resistance’: Europe’s problem with violence against women (2019). Euro-
news. https://www.euronews.com/2019/11/19/there-is-huge-resistance-europe-s-prob-
lem-with-violence-against-women

Formulanews (2022). https://businessformula.ge

Eurostat (2022). European Commission. https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

The Guardian (2019). https://www.theguardian.com/uknews/2019/aug/07/cohabiting-
couplesfastestgrowingfamilytype-ons

Van De Kaa, D. J. (1987). Europe’s second demographic transition. Population Bull., Mar.,
42 (1): 1-59.

Dronkers, J. (2016). Cohabitation, Marriage, and Union Instability in Europe. Institute for
Family Studies (IFS). https://ifstudies.org/blog/cohabitation-marriage-and-union-insta-
bility-in-europe

Cohabitation across Europe. Catching up with the new normal. Population Europe. https://
population-europe.eu/network/news-network/cohabitation-across-europe

CrarTsa Hafiiiaa o pefakii xypHay 26.07.2022

ISSN 2072-9480. Jlemoepagpist ma couianvra exoHomika. 2022, Ne 4 (50) 59



L. E. MENABDISHVILI, N. E. MENABDISHVILI, N. A. GOMELAURI

JI. E. Mena60uwi6ini, KaHf|. €KOH. HayK, JOCTIfH.

[actutyT gemorpadii Ta corionorii [lepxxaBHoro yHiBepcutety Imii
0162, Ipysis, m. T6inici, Byn. K. Yomokamsini, 3/5

E-mail: lelamen@gmail.com

ORCID: 0000-0003-3847-6250

H. E. Mena60uuwsini, KaHf. eKOH. HayK, aCUCT.-TOCIiH.

[actutyT gemorpadii Ta corionorii lepxxaBHoro yHiBepcutety Imii
0162, Ipysis, m. T6inici, Byn. K. Yomokamsini, 3/5

E-mail: nanamen@gmail.com

ORCID: 0000-0002-3577-4888

H. A. Iomenaypi, acom. JOC/ifH.

IactutyT gemorpadii Ta corionorii [lepxxaBHoro yHiBepcutety il
0162, Ipysis, m. T6inici, Byn. K. Yomokamsini, 3/5

E-mail: gomelaurinino@yahoo.com; nino.gomelairi@ilaiuni.edu.ge
ORCID: 0000-0003-4796-4221

[TIOBAJII3ALISA TA TPY3MHCBKA CIM’A

OcraHHIM 9acoM Ipolec I706atiszalil IpUCKOPUBCA i CTOCYeTbCA BCiX cdep CycHiIbHOrO
KUTTA. Lle 03Hava€ HOBY emoxy B MOAChKIili HuBimisalii. [cTOpid cCTaHOB/IEHHSA Ta PO3BUTKY
ciM’1 iifie TapajiesibHO 3 ICTOPIEI0 PO3BUTKY JMIOACTBA. TOMY HaA3BMYAIIHO aKTYaIbHIM i Bax-
JIMBUM € JOCIi/KeHHsI BIVIMBY IMo6aisanii Ha iHcTuTyT ciM’i. [Ipencrasnena pobora Top-
Ka€TbCsI HaI3BIYaHO aKTya/IbHOI I CY4aCHOCTi TeMy — BIUIMBY Imobaisanii Ha rpy3uH-
CBKY ciM’10. MeTor crarTi € PO3MEXYBaHHSA TUX ITO3UTUBHMUX 1 HETAaTMBHUX 3MiH, AKi Bif-
Oy/micst BCepearHi rpysMHCHKOI CiM'T B pesyibrari rnobanisanii. Ile ofxa 3 mepmmx cripo6
IPOIEMOHCTPYBATY OCHOBHI XapaKTepUCTUKNU CydacHOl rpysuHcbkol cim’1. [I1o6 gitko Bi-
mobpasutu mpobeMy, aBTOpY 3aCTOCYBa/INM AaHi CTaTUCTUYHOI cryx6u Ipysii, a Takox €B-
pormeiicbkoro Coo3y Ta MpoBenyu MOPiBHANbHMIT aHasi3. JJOCTifHMKN TaKoX BUKOPUCTAIN
pe3y/IbTaTu COLONIOTiYHOTO ONMUTYBAHHsA, IPOBENEHOTO 3a IX 6e3MocepefHbOi yyacTi yI-
porosx 2013—2015 poxkiB. OcHOBHI BiIKpUTTH, 3po0ieHi B 1iilf po3Bifwi, I0B’A3aHi 3 pi3-
HOTO pojy 3MiHamu, 110 BilI6YBaIOTbC}I B CiM’I.

3 mOYaTKy HOBOTO CTOMITTA B [pysii yTBepaniocs TonepaHTHe CTaBlIeHH: [0 CEKCyalb-
HoOI cBo6ozn. IT0YaTOK CTATeBOrO >KUTTS BXKe He IOB A3YEThCA 31 CTBOPEHHAM ciM’i. Bifmo-
BiffHO, HITIOOHWIT BiK 301/BIINBC, @ MOJIOAb He MOCIIIIae CTBOPIOBATH CiM 10, BigkmageHHs
HTI00Y BifK/Iamo HapofyKeHHs MepIIol AUTHHY Y Billi noHazn 30 poKiB i, TAKMM YMHOM, IO-
YaTOK Mi3HbOro 6aThbKiBcTBa. 32 2000—2018 pp. cepern 3aranbHOI KiIbKOCTI fIiTeil, HApOIKe-
HIX >XiHKaMI BCiX BIKOBUX I'PYIL, 4aCTKA [iTeil, HAaPO/PKEHMX JIMIIE )XiHKaMy BIKOBOI ITPYIIN
30—40 poxis, 3pocra 3 20,8 % 10 33,6 %, T06TO B 1,6 pasa. 361IbIIEHHS YaCTKM HAPOIKY-
BaHOCTI B 1,4 pasa cepep xiHOK, crapiunx 40 pokiB, 3a ocTaHHi 18 pokiB € 6esmnpereneHT-
HUM. Peniriitauit abo 3akoHHuUI nUI6 6iblle He € 0060B’I3KOBMUM [ CTBOPEHHS CiM’i,
Hapu XUBYTb 6e3 HbOro. 30iIbIIeHHA KiMbKOCTi CHiB)XMUTTA ITap IPU3BEO [0 3POCTaHHSA
KiZIbKOCT] MO3aIToOHNX AiTeit. JIniie fBa KeCATUIITTA TOMY Take 0y/10 abCONMIOTHO HEelpu-
VIHATHUM y HAIIOMY CyCIinbcTBi. Iobaisanis mmpoko Bigkpuia gsepi mid MbkHapogHOi
mirpauii i mprHeca 3 06010 He3BUYHI /IS IPYSMHCHKOTO CYCIIIBCTBA «TPAHCHAI[iOHA/IBHI
ciM’i». [ofyBa/IbHUKOM Y TPYSMHCHKIll POAVHI TPafULIiiiHO BBaXKaBCA YO/MOBIK, IIPOTE Lie He
3aBa)KaJI0 XKiHIII IpaIlIOBaTyi Ta OTPUMYBATH KOXiA. BBaxkanmocs, 1o >xiHoya mpars He 6ya
HeoOXiHOI0 [/ MiATPUMAHHA XUTTEBOrO piBHA ciM’l. [TounHaouy 3 OCTaHHIX POKiB Mu-
HYJIOTO CTOJITTS, Y 3B’A3KY 3 LOKOPIHHVMU II€peTBOPEHHAMIM, LIO BinbOyBamucsa B KpaiHi,
IOXOIV >KiHOK CTa/IM He JIMIle HeOOXigHMMM I CiM'1, a 1 JKUTTEBO BAXK/IMBUMIL. BucoKumin
piBeHDb 6e3p0o06iTTs B KpaiHi MOPOANB BEMUKY KiNbKICTh «TPaHCHAIIOHAIBHNUX MaTePiB».
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IpysmHCBHKI BOCTIHMKN BCTAaHOBM/IM, IO YACTKa TPOINOBMX IE€PEKa3iB, AKi 3/i/ICHIOIOTH
TPY3MHCBKI XIHKI B eMirpanii, CTaHOBUTb Oi/IbII SIK IOIOBMHY 3arajibHOTO 0OCSTY IepeKa-
3iB. Bumagxu ciMeifHOro HacUIbCTBA XapaKTepHi /A TPY3MHCBKOTO CYCIIbCTBA, AK i 1A
6impIIoCTi CycHinbeTB. BBakanocs, mo ¢GakTu JOMAIIHbOTO HACHIbCTBA He TIOBMHHI BIXO-
muty 3a Mexi ciM1. ITpoTe rnobanisanis 3MiHM/IA CTaBIeHHA HAIIOTO CYCIIIbCTBA IO LIbOTO:
JKePTBU HACU/IbCTBA OijIbllle He IPUXOBYIOTh (PAaKTH, BHACTILOK YOTO 30IIBIINIIOCA BUKPUT-
Ts1 Ta TIOCY/IMIACS PeaKI[isi Ha BUMIAAKY HacuIbCcTBa. 3 2015 p. IOKa3HUK PO3KPUTTS (PaKTiB
CiMEITHOTO HACM/IbCTBA CTAHOBUB Maibke 50 %. 3HeBaXK/IMBe CTaBJIEHHS MOJIOZI O LTIy
3HAYHO 361/IBLINIIO KiIMBKICTh PO3/Ty4YeHb. TpaguLiifiHo posTydeHHs 3acyLKyBanoch y Ipysii,
OIHAK ChbOTOHI BOHO € NpUIHATHUM. ¥ XXI CT. HallBUIIMII 3aTa/IbHUI piBEHb PO3TTyYeHb Y
Ipysii (3 %o y 2019 p.) nuile Ha OQHY AECATY BifiCTa€ Bix HABMUIOrO IIOKa3HMKA B KpaiHax
€C, ak-or: Jlatsis, JIuta Ta JlokceMobypr (3,1 %o posrydens Ha 1000 oci6). Cepenns Tpu-
BasicTp mmoby B Ipysii cranoBuTh 10,6 poky i MeHIna Hix y Benukiit Bpuranii (11 poxis),
Itanii (17) i @panuii (13), ajne mepeBuInye aMepuKaHcbKy (8 pokiB).

Kntouoei cnosa: rnobanisanis, ciM’s, UTI00, pO3/TydeHHsI, TPaHCHAIIOHA/IbHA CiM 4.
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