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FEATURES OF FORMATION OF A YOUNG FAMILY SOCIAL STATUS
UNDER THE ETHNIC INFLUENCE OF PARENTAL FAMILIES

Anafjanova T.V., Kapitonov V.F., Susloparova R.E.

In the article the structure of the social status of parental and young families
was considered. We considered such families as: students’ families, families of
employee, workers’ families, peasants’ families, military personnel families, families
of businessmen, dependants’ families.

We found out that during the formation of young families the structure of
parental families had been already created and in both groups of parental families the
share of the families having the social status — "a family of the worker" prevailed. In
the structure of young families the social status "the family of the worker" prevails
considerably among other groups, with a tendency to increase in dynamics.

The obtained data specify that the formation of the social status of a young
family according to a standard of parental families in their ethnic cohort becomes
apparent among young families of cohorts "the Russians" and "the mixed with
Russians", mainly living in an urban area. "Other" young families accept a standard
of the social status of parental families for a reference point only to a certain extend.
The opposite result is found in the cohorts of the young families such as: "Russian-
speaking families", "the Khakasses" and "Others".
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OCOBEHHOCTH ®OPMHUPOBAHUS COIIUAJIIBHOI'O CTATYCA
MOJIOJ0M CEMBH O] STHUYECKHUM BJIUSITHUEM
POJUTEJBCKNX CEMEN

Anadrsanona T.B., Kanutonos B.®., Cycnonapona P.E.

B craThe paccmarpuBanach CTpYKTypa COLIMATIBHOTO CTaTyca POAUTENbCKUX U
MOJIOZIBIX CEMEM B CIENYIOLIMX KaTeropusaX: CeMbsl CTYCHTA, Clly)Kalllero, pabouero,
KpPECThIHMHA, BOEHHOCITYKAIIEeT0, MPeIPUHUMATENS, HKIMBEHIIA.

VYcTaHOBNEHO, YTO Ha mepuoj, oO0pa3oBaHUsS MOJIOABIX CEMEH CTPYKTypa
POJIUTEIBCKUX CeMel Oblia yke cOopMHpOBaHA U B 00EMX TPYMIaX POAUTEIbCKUX
cemMell mpeoOnagaeT A0JdsS CeMel, HMEIOIIMX COIHUAJIbHBIM CTaTyC — «CeMbs
pabouero». B cTpykType MOJIOABIX ceMel COIUANbHBIA CTATyC «CEMbs paboOvero»
TaKk >K€ 3HAYUTENbHO TMpeodiiaiaeT cpeau Apyrux TpyIn, ¢ TEeHACHIHEeH K
YBEJIMUEHUIO B JAWHAMHKe. [loydeHHbIEe NaHHbBIE YKa3bIBalOT, YTO (OpPMHpPOBAHUE
COLIMAJIBHOTO CTaTyca MOJIOJIOM CeMbH B COOTBETCTBUU C 3TAJIOHOM POJIUTEIBCKHUX
ceMell B CBOEHM 3THUUYECKOW KOTOpTe BBISBISETCS CPEAM MOJOJABIX CEMbEH KOropT
«PYCCKHE» U «CMEIIaHHbIE C PYCCKUMM», MPEUMYILIECTBEHHO MPOXKHUBAIOIIUX B
rOpoJICKON Tepputopuu. [Ipyrue Moioibple CeMbH JIMIIb B OMNPEAEICHHOU J0Jie
MPUHUMAIOT JUIs OPUEHTUpPA 3TaJOH COLMAIBHOTO CTaTyca POAUTENIbCKUX CEMEil.
[IpOTHUBOIONOXKHBIM ~ pe3yJlbTaT OTMEYAeTCd B KOTOPTaX MOJIOJBIX CceMei
«PYCCKOSI3BIYHBICY, «XAKAChD» U «IIPOYUEY.

KiroueBble cj10Ba: COIMAIbLHBIN CTaTycC, CEMbA, OTHOC.

Materials and research methods. 790 parental families were investigated
(PF): PH — parents of a husband in a young family (220 in the city and 175 in the
rural area) and PW — parents of a wife in a young family (220 in the city and 175 in
the rural area). Longitudinal study concerning general changes in attitudes was

carried out among 395 young families with children (YF) (220 in the city and 175 in
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the rural area) within 10 years during the following periods: 1 year of marriage, 2-4,
5-7 and 8-10 years of marriage (since 2006 up to 2007).

According to ethnic cohorts the families were divided as follows: parental
families — the Russians, Russian-speaking families, the Khakasses, others; young
families — the Russians, the mixed with Russians, Russian-speaking families, the
Khakasses, the mixed with Khakasses, others.

According to the head of the family social status we studied young families’
ethnic distinctions among the following groups: students’ families, families of
employee, workers’ families, peasants’ families, military personnel families, families
of businessmen, dependants’ families.

The hypothesis test of dominating influence of a parental family on a young
family provided that the parental family is a standard, was carried out by test of fit of
consent of two empirical distributions (criterion of consent of Pearson %2), Pearson's

(r) linear dependence and rank correlation coefficient (p).

I. INTRODUCTION

"Social status" is a general notion in sociology. It is a social position held by
the social individual or social group in a society or in a separate social subsystem of
the society and it is determined by signs specific to concrete society such as
economic, national, age and other signs [7, p. 54-59]. The social status is a place or a
position of the individual, correlated to position of other people [7, p. 54]; it is a place
of the individual in hierarchically organized public structure, his or her objective
position in it; it is the inexhaustible human resource which gives a person a chance to
influence society and to receive certain facilities by means of its exclusive position in
the system of the power and distribution of material benefits [7, page 55].

In the social and hygienic researches "social status of a head of a family" is the
status reached thanks to the intellectual and physical efforts (a work, a profession, a
position, a post). Historically it developed so that the man was the head of the family.

The term "status" was introduced into sociology in the mid-thirties of the XIX
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century by R. Linton [9]. The theory of the social status was reduced to that, first, a
cell of the stratification system is a family; secondly, the social status of a family is
defined by the status of the man — the head of the family; and thirdly, the status of the
woman is defined by the status of the man to which she "is attached", i.e. the status of
her husband or the father (Acker J. 1973) [8]. According to modern conception the
man keeps the social domination in a family, the distribution of roles in a family can
be changed to a very little degree or very significantly.

Important aspect of distinctions is that initially members of a young family
were brought up in the parental families, having distinctions in nature of labor
activity, food, rest, psychological and other aspects of the life caused by belonging of
a family to a certain ethnic group.

Thus a condition of a young family formation is the created category of the
parents’ family. It has the greatest influence on the youth and forms the affirmation

that the parents’ relations represent a norm [1, 2, 3, 5, 6].

I1. DISCUSSION

The analysis of the social status in parental families is submitted in figure 1.
During the period of young families formation the structure of parental families was
already created and represented the following: in both groups of parental families the
share of the families having the social status — "a family of the worker" (PH — 75,7%
and PW — 61,8%) prevails. The share of families having the social status - "families
of employee" averages 19,5% (PH — 15,4% and PW — 23,5%). The insignificant
share is occupied by families with the social status "a family of the military
serviceman" and "a family of the dependent" (pensioner). In structure of the social

status of parental families there is no category "family of the businessman" at all.
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Fig. 1. Distinctions of category of parental families according to the social status (%)

The analysis of structure of the social status of a young family in dynamics
during the periods of supervision is submitted in figure 2. The group of families with
the social status "a family of the worker" considerably prevails among other groups,
with a tendency to increase from 50,4% up to 68,4%. Positive dynamics of growth of
a share is noted in groups of families referring to the social status "a family of the
employee" and "a family of the peasant". Slightly increased, compared with the initial
indicator, a share of "a family of the military serviceman" (from 8,9% up to 9,1%)
and a share of "a family of the businessman" (from 3,8% to 4,1%). The young
families, having the status "a family of the student", initially occupied 13,9% in
structure and at the end of 10 year period of following up were completely cancelled,
having affected thereby the change of the status of the category "a family of the
employee" and "a family of the worker". A group of the families having the social
status "a family of the dependent” (non-working, not pupils) made up 18,9% during
the first year of marriage and decreased. This group of the families made up 0,9% at

the end of the following up.
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Fig. 2. Structure of a young family social status

(in dynamics during the supervision periods, %)

Ethnic distinctions of category of parental and young families are as following:

1. In the cohort of RF "the Russians" the category "a family of the worker"
prevails: concerning a family of the husband’s parents — 86,1% [(the city — 55,5 and
the village — 30,6% respectively; p <0,05) and concerning a family of the wife’s
parents— 70,1% (the city — 33,3 and the village — 22,3% respectively; p<0,05)]. The
Young Families (YF) during 8-10 years of marriage aspire to both parental families
in the category "family of the worker" [dependence of average degree with PH and
with PW (r = 0,5)]. In territories: in the city connections are high with PH and PW (r
= 0,8); in a village — average with PH (r,,= 0,5) and low with PW (r,,, = 0,4).

2. In a cohort of RF "Russian-speaking families" the category "a family of the
employee" prevails: concerning a family of the husband’s parents - 50% (the city —
45% (x2=0,5); p<0,05) and concerning a family of the wife’s parents - 55% [(the city
— 35% (¥2=8,0) and the village — 20% (%2=22,2) respectively; p <0,05)]. The YF
during 8-10 years of marriage have no compliances concerning categories of a social

status to aspire to parental families.
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3. In a cohort of RF "the Khakasses" the category "a family of the employee"
prevails: concerning a family of the husband’s parents - 38,3% [(the city — 19,1%
and the village — 19,1% respectively; p <0,05), and concerning a family of the wife’s
parents "a family of the peasant" — 42,6% (the city — 2,1% and the village — 40,6%
respectively; p <0,05)]. The YF during 8-10 years of marriage have no compliances
concerning the categories of a social status to aspire to parental families.

4. In a cohort of RF "others" the category "a family of the employee" prevails:
concerning a family of the husband’s parents — 66,7% [the city — 40,8% (¥2=10,1)
and the village — 25,9% (y2=24,9) respectively; p<0,05)] and concerning a family of
the wife’s parents — 63% [(the city — 33,3% (¥2=14) and the village — 29,7% %2=17,6)
respectively; p<0,05)]. During 8-10 years of marriage the YF have no compliance
concerning categories of a social status to aspire to parental families.

5. In a cohort of RF "mixed with Russians" the category "family of the worker"
prevails: according to a family of the husband’s parents — 80,9% [the city — 88%
(x2=0,6) and the village — 72% (¥2=0,9) respectively; p<0,05)] and concerning a
family of the wife’s parents — 69,7% [(the city — 72% (¥2=0,1) and the village —
66,7% %2=0,1) respectively; p<0,05)].

The YF during 8-10 years of marriage aspire to both parental families (to PH -
parents of the husband and PW - parents of the wife) in the category "family of the
worker" [communication average with PH (r,,= 0,45) and high with PW (,,, = 0,7)].
In the territories: the city — communication average with RH and PW (r = 0,43); the
village - communication high with PH (7,,~ 0,9) and average with PW (r,, = 0,5).

In a cohort of RF "the mixed Khakasses" 2 categories of families "a family of
the employee" and "a family of the worker" prevail: concerning PH family — the
category "a family of the employee" makes 34,8% [the city — 88% (y2=32,2) and the
village — 20,7% (x2=5,7) respectively; p <0,05)] and "a family of the worker" -
34,8% [the city — 100% (%2=42,5) and the village — 62,1% (y2=12) respectively; p
<0,05)]. Concerning PW families — the category "a family of the employee" makes up
39,1% [(the city — 42,9% (%2=0,3) and the village — 3,4% (¥2=32,5) respectively; p
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<0,05] and "a family of the worker" - 52,2% [the city — 28,6% (¥2=10,6) and the
village — 17,2% (¥2=23,4) respectively; p<0,05)].

The YF during 8-10 years of marriage aspire to both parental families in the
category "a family of the worker" [communication strong with PH (#,,= 0,63) and
low with PW (7,, = 0,5)]. In the territories: in the city the communication dependence
is strong with PH and PW (r = 0,9); in the village the communication is strong with
PH (7,,= 0,9) and average with PW (7,, = 0,5).

The obtained data specify that formation of the social status of a young family
according to a standard of parental families in the ethnic cohort is found out among
young families of cohorts "the Russians" and "the mixed Russians", mainly living in
an urban area. "Other" young families only in a certain share accept a standard of the
social status of parental families for a reference point. The opposite result is found
out in cohorts of young families "Russian-speaking families", "the Khakasses" and

"Others".

III. CONCLUSION

Thus, it is possible to draw a conclusion that the social status concerning the
head of the family considerably changes after 10 years of marriage. The main share
of families was made up by families of workers in all ethnic groups. Families of the
military personnel prevail in the Russian and other families. Families of indigenous
people (the Khakasses) actively compose the families of workers, employees and

peasants.
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