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BUKIaAay kageapy coumoorii, Cuxo0rii Ta ryMaHUTapHUX ANCLNMINH

KpuBopisbkoro gakynbrety 3anopisaskoro HaLioHaabHOro

yHuBepcuTety

FORMATION FACTORS OF REPRODUCTIVE PRACTICES

OF YOUNG FAMILIES

Y cTaTTi NnpencTaBneHo aHania ocobnmeocTet GOpPMyBaHHS PENPOLAYKTUBHUX
MpPakTUK cy4acHOi Monoai. AKLEHTOBaHO yBary Ha NoCW/IEHHI BMJIMBY areHTiB BTO-
PUHHOI couianidauii, TpaHchopmMaLil TPaauLIMHOT CTPYKTYPU Cy4acHUX CiMen, nia-
BULLEHHI PiBHS BHYTPILUHLOMPYNOBOrO TUCKY. BM3HayeHO Ta pPO3MASHYTO OKPEMI
BUAM PENPOAYKTUBHUX MPaKTUK, WO FPYHTYIOTbCA Ha peanidauii NneBHUM YMHOM
TpaHCchOpPMOBaHMX NaTepHiB penpoaykuii. NigKkpecneHo, Wo naTepHu BUCTYNaoTb
CBOEPIAHNMYN €TANIOHHUMMU LWabnoHaMm penpoaykLii, ki onocepeakoBaHo Gopmy-
I0Tb TN PENPOAYKTUBHOI MPaKTUKN, 30KpemMa Takui, SK Hykiieapusawis MOJo4uX Ci-
Mel B yMOBax Heosiokauii. 3a3Ha4yeHo, WO A0CNIAXKEHHS CTPYKTYPHUX XapakTepmc-
TUK PENPOAYKTUBHOI MOBEAIHKN A03BOJISE BUOKPEMUTU CoLUiasibHi AETEPMIHAHTMU
YMOB peanidauiji penpoayKTUBHOI NOBEAIHKM MOSIOANX CiIMEN,30KpEMA BUSHAYUTU
AKICHI MOKa3HUKN HAPOLKYBAHOCTI, O HAA3BNYANHO BaX/IMBO B YMOBaXxX 3BYXEHOI
penpoaykuii, ika € OCHOBHOIO CTpAaTEri€to BiATBOPEHHS HACENEHHSA He nnwie B YKpa-
iHi, a I y 6inbLLIOCTI PO3BMHEHNX KpaiH CBiTY BNPOAOBX OCTaHHIX AeCATUNITb.

KniouoBi cnoBa: monona ciM’a, penpoaykLis, pernpoaykTUBHI NpakTuknM, na-
TEepPH, NnaTepHu 6aTbKiBCbKOI NOBeAiHKN, PENPOAYKTUBHA NOBEiHKA.

B ctatbe npeacTtaBneH aHanM3 ocobeHHocTelrn GopMMPOBAHUSA PEMPOAYKTUB-
HbIX MNPaKTUK COBPEMEHHOM MONOLEXMN. AKLLEHTUPOBAHO BHMMAHME Ha YCUNEHUN
B/INAHUS areHTOB BTOPUYHOWM coumanm3aumn, TpaHchopmaumm TpaguuMOHHOMN
CTPYKTYPbl COBPEMEHHBIX CEMEN, MOBbILLEHUST YPOBHS BHYTPUIpPynnoBoro gaee-
HUa. Onpegenexbl U PAaCCMOTPEHbI OTAENbHbIE BUAbI PENPOAYKTUBHbBIX MPAKTUK, KO-
TOpblE OCHOBaHbI Ha peann3auunmn onpeaeneHHbIM 06pasom TpaHCHOPMUPOBAHHbIX
naTTepHOB penpoaykumun. Moa4epkHyTO, YTO NATTEPHbI BLICTYNAIOT 3TaNIOHHLIMU
wabnoHamMu penpoaykLmm, KOTopble onocpenoBaHHO GOPMUPYIOT TUM PEenpoaykK-
TUBHOM NPaKTUKKU, B HACTHOCTU, TakON, KaK HyknepmnsaLumsa MOJIoAbIX CEMEN B yC-
NOBUSAX Heonokaumun. YkasaHo, 4TO UCCefoBaHUe CTPYKTYPHbIX XapakTepucTukK
PENPOAYKTUBHOIO MNOBEAEHNSA NMO3BONAET BblOENUTb COUMalbHbIE LETEPMUHAHTI
YCNOBUWI peanmsaunmn penpoaykTUBHOrO NOBEAEHMSI MOSIOObIX CEMEN, B HACTHOCTU
Ka4yeCTBEHHbIE NnoKasaTenn PoXaAaeMoCTH, YTO HEBEPOSTHO BaXHO B YC/IOBUSIX CY-
KEHOW MOAENN PENPOAYKLUMM , KOTOPas SBASETCS OCHOBHOM CTpaTernen BOCnpo-
M3BOACTBA HAaCENEeHNs HE TOJIbKO B YKpanHe, HO 1 B OONbLUMHCTBE Pa3BUTbIX CTPaH
MUpa Ha NPOTSXEHUN NOCNefHNX OeCATUNETUI.

KnioueBble cnoBa: Monogasd cemMbsl, Penpoaykumd, PenpPoayKTUBHbBIE NPaKTUN-
K1, NaTTEPHbI, NATTEPHbI POAUTENBCTBA, PENPOAYKTUBHOE NOBEAEHME.

The analysis of the peculiarities of contemporary youth reproductive practices for-
mation is presented in the article. The focus is made on strengthening the influence
of the secondary socialization agents, the transformation of the traditional structure
of contemporary families and the increasing the level of intragroup pressure. Certain
types of reproductive practices based on the implementation of a certain way of repro-
duction transformed patterns are identified and substantiated. The author emphasizes
that patterns act as original reference patterns of reproduction that indirectly form the
type of reproductive practice, in particular, such as the nucleation of young families un-
der the conditions of neolocation. It is noted that the study of the structural characteris-
tics of reproductive behavior allows to identify the social determinants of the conditions
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for the reproductive behavior of young families implementation at the level of qualitative
indicators of fertility. That is very important in the context of a constricted reproduction,
which is the main strategy of reproduction not only in Ukraine, but also in the most de-

veloped countries during the last decades.
reproduction,

Keywords: young family,

reproductive practices, patterns,

patterns of parental behavior, reproductive behavior.

Social transformations and global socio-cul-
tural changes contribute to occurrence of struc-
tural and value changes in the functioning of the
family institution. Apparently, the family is the
integral factor behind the retranslation of the so-
ciocultural heritage of the nation, which ensures
its preservation and reproduction. Analysis of the
demographic situation in Ukraine over the last
few decades suggests that the rules of regulation
of family, in particular reproductive behavior, are
an important indicator of social changes in the so-
cial environment. The most obvious example is
the decrease in the average statistical indicators of
the number of children in young families which
is caused, not only by the level of economic de-
velopment, but also by the existing changes in the
reproductive behavior of young people.

As Gurko O. remarks, since the norms of the
childhood have changed during civilization devel-
opment, depending on the needs of society, that is,
they are socially regulated, in particular in the as-
pect of regulation of quantitative indicators [5, p.95].
However, as experience shows a direct interference
in the process of reproduction by state authorities
through direct financial stimulation of fertility, has
a rather ambiguous results. So some researchers
in the field of sociology of fertility, in particular O.
Antonov, tend to associate the increase in the num-
ber of illegitimate births with social grants to sin-
gle mothers [1, p. 214]. Ukrainian demographers, in
particular, E. Libanova, emphasize that the increase
of financial maternity support for women has led
to a significant increase in the birth rate in the first
in socially disadapted and disadvantaged families
[8, pp. 16-19]. At the same time experts in the field
of social support, in particular A. Kapska, 1. Pesha
and S. Lukaschuk-Fedik, emphasize that social sup-
port of young families in recent decades is the lack
of effective, first of all, due to underfunding and too
small amounts of social assistance [7, p.94].

The available polarity and diversity of conclu-
sions about the causes of the socio-demographic
crisis in Ukraine is that factors of the formation of
reproductive behavior are investigated without
taking into account the nature of the transforma-
tion of family behavior, in particular aspects of
the life cycle of families, especially young ones, as
well as the influence on the formation of reproduc-
tive practices of agents of secondary socialization,
which acquire special significance during the peri-
od of separation (actualization of individualized-
separated behavior) of young people from pat-
terns of parental behavior.

Therefore, the purpose of the article is to as-
certain the dominant factors of formation of repro-
ductive behavior of young people in the context
of transformation of the traditional structure of
modern families, in particular, in the aspect of ac-
tualization of individualized-separated behavior
of young people from the parental patterns of re-
production.

First of all, it should be noted that reproduc-
tive behavior, as noted by A. Borisov, O. Gurko, S.
Lukaschuk-Fedik, etc., is characterized by a high
level of structuring [8, p. 14-19]. The main ele-
ments of reproductive behavior, according to O.
Gurko, are:

- reproductive norms and values;

- need for children (as a set of reproductive
systems and motives);

- patterns of parental behavior that indirectly
influence to the implementation of the reproduc-
tive function of young families as a model for the
implementation of reproductive practices;

- the process of selective assessment of condi-
tions for the implementation of needs in children;
the real number of children in the family, etc. [5,
pp- 98-99].

Each of the components of the structure of
reproductive behavior at different stages of the
life cycle of families and depending on the form
of family organization has its own manifestations.
However, exactly parental behavior patterns out-
line the normative form of reproduction the “re-
productive model” which ultimately determines
the implementation of the reproduction of a spe-
cific family. After all, according to the definition,
the patterns are “stable patterns of behavior which
people use when interacting in different types of
social connections, etc., are automated algorithms
that are practically implemented at the level of re-
flexes” [2]. In particular, F. Batsewicz and R. Hoff-
mann define patterns - the basis of human behav-
ior in society, which leads to significant increase
of interest in this subject in the field of behavioral
sciences [4, 11].

It is worth noting that the actual same pat-
terns, as a multi-level construct, include imple-
mentation of specific acts of behavior in the form
of different types of group and individual inter-
action, in particular in the field of reproduction.
However, this process does not imply a complete
imitation. The “reference sample” of the parent
family, which is represented by the pattern of re-
productive behavior and the form of separation
(actualization of individualized-separated be-
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havior) from it, plays a key role. The process of
transforming of the reproductive behavior of their
parents into individualized practices which deter-
mine their own model of reproduction, which, in
the opinion of young people, is the most accept-
able for modern conditions, by the next genera-
tion takes place thanks to the “reference sample”.
After all, separation, by definition S.-T. Hughes is
considered as «ideological allocation targets on a
background of emotional experiences, which is
a prerequisite for the formation of a harmonious
personality, able to fully function in society” [11,
p-196]. That is, it enables the young family to form
their own model of reproduction, which ensures
their functioning in society in accordance to the
requirements of the present [9, p.115].

The factor of actualization of personal behav-
ior acquires a particular importance at the primary
stage of creating a family group, which is critical
and for the successful implementation of its repro-
duction, since it demonstrates the integrity of the
awareness of young spouses of their own values
and the suppression of infantilism’s displays. It is
this feature is one of the main causes of the inability
of young people to create a stable (balanced) fam-
ily structure, generating gravity for a chaotic type
of family relationship based on excessive emo-
tional closeness or role-differentiation of partners.
Similar trends are evident in the fuzzy functional-
ity of the family group as a whole, which causes
an increased level of external and internal conflicts
and leads to the interruption of the family’s life
cycle in the form of incomplete, usually maternal,
families. Some researchers, such as N.E. Harla-
menkova, E.V. Kumykova, A.E. Rubchenko deter-
mine increased levels of children’s infantilization
who are socialized in single parent families, which
is characterized by excessive expectations of emo-
tional intimacy of partners, forming a fuzzy role
differentiation of marital relationships, which in
turn deepens the crisis aspects of group interac-
tion in the early stages of marriage and as a result
- “marital relationship of personalities formed un-
der conditions of incomplete families, are defined
as the conflict and unstable “[8, p.57].

According to research by social psychologists
(A.O Shiroka, N.E. Kharlamenkova, E. V. Kumiko-
va, A. E. Rubchenko), signs of low level of separa-
tion of patterns, are the following features of fam-
ily behavior of youth:

1) The dominance of chaotic type of structural
and functional organization of family relation-
ships;

2) Significant spread of single parent families
which structural disturbances cause deviation of
children’s socialization and increasing conflict in-
teraction in the early years of marriage;

3) Dissemination of serial monogamy i.e. the
leveling of marriage as a factor in the regulation of

sexual and reproductive behavior (the process of
concluding a monogamous union under R. Gild-
orp involves the removal of both partners from the
process of marriage selection, when one or both
partners continue to form monogamous alliances
by divorce, such a form of monogamy is consid-
ered serial) [11];

4) Focus on simplified content of egalitarian
relationships, which causes an increase in the level
of conflict as a result of violation of the integrity of
the family-role structure and leads to divorce

5) Violation in the field of implementation of
reproductive practices from the narrowed type of
reproduction to the complete abandonment of the
birth, which causes violations of the functionality
of families in general [5, 9].

At the same time, researchers of reproductive
behavior, in particular O. Kharchev, focus on the
external, socially deterministic manifestations of
the interaction of the individual as an objective cri-
terion, that is, which is fixed at the level of analysis
of the results of individuals, and provides an op-
portunity to predict their behavior [1 P.182]. These
manifestations, in particular, include patterns of
parental behavior in the field of reproduction and
socialization, which demonstrate a high level of
external borrowing. Namely, external borrowings
of behavior’s patterns, non-typical for parenting
models, are determined by the indicator of high
level of separation. Destabilized family structures
are especially vulnerable in such circumstances is,
which include, in particular, incomplete and seri-
ally monogamous families.

Exploring the specifics of family relationships
in families of serial monogamy, the scientists, such
as D. Boulby, concluded that family relationships
are the most difficult in families where the father
has children from a previous marriage, especially
in the absence of a common child [4 p. 102-104].
These families tend to chaotic type of family role
structure and to forming a negative attitude to the
institution of the family as a whole. This trend is
the most evident in those families that formed after
the divorce, which took place in the period from 5
- 15 years of marriage. A period of formation of a
new family group with a spouse who brings up
a child-adolescent is determined also unfavora-
ble. As A. Shiroka notes, in such families cognitive
separation begins almost simultaneously with the
period of communicative separation that consid-
erably influences to the level of stability of family
structure and causes disruption of the family as a
whole [9, c.45]. Therefore, the “reference sample”
of reproductive behavior, which is formed in such
conditions, may negatively influence to the imple-
mentation of reproductive practices of a child that
has grown in these conditions.

The presence of common children in families
with repeated monogamy usually stabilizes the
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structure of family relationships, except for some
individual reactions [9, c.54]. And though A. Shi-
roka believes that child-relationship in the fami-
lies of serial monogamy, largely depends on the
age of the child and psycho type of parents [9, c.
52], ppresence of enhanced reproductive practices
in the remarriage reduces the intensity of conflict
interactions with foster father / mother and im-
proves separation. Instead, the absence of a com-
mon brother or sister in the second marriage of
parents worsens relationships and, as a rule, leads
to the formation of different forms of deviations,
both in the family behavior of individuals and in
reproductive practices.

Nuclear families, which are formed by chil-
dren, who brought up in a second marriage where
one parent had a child / children from a previous
marriage and negative experiences of socialization
are less stable in conflict interactions first years of
married life and are more prone to radical restric-
tions of reproductive practices [3, c.117-118].

Marriage as an actual consolidation of the
integrity of the family structure, which provides
favorable conditions for the implementation of re-
productive behavior, is also an important factor in
the success of the implementation of reproductive
behavior. Consequently, the decline of the level of
quantitative indicators of marriage, which is fixed
during the last decades as a result of normative
perception by the society of consensual marriages
or the delay of marriage to «better times», «the
achievement of a normal standard of living condi-
tions», «<harmony of marital relationships», etc., is
the direct cause of the proliferation of narrowed
reproduction practices.

The agents of secondary socialization, includ-
ing the media and the education system affect to
the level of separation along with patterns of pa-
rental behavior. Declining of gender segregation
in education led to the emergence of demographic
transition in the early 80s century, when genera-
tion of mid-60s significantly narrowed reproduc-
tion rules that established the prerequisites of
birth crisis in mid 90s. [3]. Birth rates during the
stabilization of a market economy at the end of
the 90’s in the early 2000s clearly demonstrated
that economic factors alone are not decisive in the
reproductive strategies of modern youth - signifi-
cantly narrowing of children’s numbers is formed
primarily due to changes in social legitimate rules
which determining factor is a profile and a level of
education. Changes of reproductive behavior are
expressed in the following trends: postponing of
official registration of marriage; delaying of birth
(the average age of women in childbirth, who
give birth to the first child 24-27 years); decreas-
ing the number of children in families; increasing
the number of childless couples who consciously
restrict reproduction. Thus, one-child families

at present are defined as normative. The second
child is born only in every fourth family [3, c.131].

It is not necessary to reject the influence of
agents of secondary socialization to formation of
reproductive practices of young people. For ex-
ample, V. Boyko [2,p.56], focusing on changes in
the implementation of the reproductive function
of young families, has identified the main factors
of the negative influence of secondary socializa-
tion agents on the implementation of reproduc-
tive practices such as: increasing of the duration
of training, especially among women who seek
higher education and not one; reducing of gen-
der segregation in certain branches of education,
which professional orientation increases the risk
of implementation of reproductive practices; low
level of flexibility of the educational process of
modern education system almost on the all levels
creates institutional obstacles to the implementa-
tion of motherhood during study and formation
of primary professional skills. As a result, in the
early 1980s of the twentieth century the transi-
tion to a one-child model of young families was
predicted, which does not provide a simple repro-
duction of the socio-demographic structure of the
population.

Nowadays, some researchers, in particular S.
Lukaschuk-Fedik, determine the educational fac-
tor as dominant in the spread of the phenomenon
of “childfree”, since the desire to get higher edu-
cation in several fields and the implementation of
career strategies leads to a conscious renunciation
of the children’s birth as a rational choice in the
sphere of development both personality and fam-
ily [8, pp. 36-39].

According to the author’s sociological re-
search of young families of Kryvy Rih region,
which was conducted from October 2015 to March
2016 (the sample size is 150 young families (only
250 respondents), 50 families ( 100 respondents) of
them have been married from 1 to 3 years; 50 sin-
gle-parent families with children (50 respondents)
have been married from 3 to 5 years, and one-
third of respondents (32%) had childbirth settings
formed under the influence of traditions that exist-
ed in the parent’s family, that is, parental patterns
of reproduction. As it was found out, 42% of re-
spondents were brought up in single-parent fami-
lies, with 32% of them planned to have one child.
Instead, 28% of respondents who were raised in
two-parent families were oriented to have two
children - 68%, one child - 24%, the remaining 8%
of respondents had an orientation towards large
families. Among respondents from large families
(32%), the majority 46% plan to have two children,
the multiplicity pattern is updated in 12% of the
respondents, and only 42% - are focused on one
child’s family. So reconstitution of the reproduc-
tive pattern occurs in a significant proportion of
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young families.

It is worth noting that the transformation of
the parental patterns of reproduction is most clear-
ly manifested in the analysis of reproductive plans
of respondents who have grown in large families
(32% of the total number of respondents) and only
12% of them focus on extended reproduction (3
children and more).

It should be noted that almost half of respond-
ents determine the desire for self-realization, edu-
cation and career advancement as a dominant
factor of the restriction of reproduction of, every
third respondent point economic factors and only
14% respondents reference the position of a part-
ner who grew up in one or two children families.
6% of the total number of respondents identified
as those who do not want to have children at all.

For a more specific definition of the influ-
ence of economic factors to the implementation
of reproductive behavior of young families, we
suggested to our respondents to assess the sig-
nificance of the following groups of factors: direct
stimulation of fertility (maternity benefits, child
support payments, etc.); living conditions; a lev-
el of development of educational infrastructure
(presence/ availability of pre-school educational
institutions, schools, development groups, etc.);
a level of accessibility of health facilities; a social
support of young families.

The main argument for restricting of repro-
ductive plans was determined housing and com-
munal services by respondents. Thus, 48% of re-
spondents said that their desire/ reluctance to have
children was determined primarily by living con-
ditions and the level of material support for baby’s
maintenance, 36% indicated that the accessibility /
availability of a certain type of pre-school educa-
tional institutions was the main determinant. 22%
of respondents identified the availability of health
care establishments as an important factor in re-
productive behavior.

And now let’s look at the analysis of the sur-
vey results of respondents belonging to single-
parent families. First of all, it should be noted that,
according to A. Antonov, increasing of the level
of direct stimulation of fertility and expanding of
the list of social benefits due to the need for help
to single-parent families, despite the intentions,
negatively affect to the dynamics of reproduction
in general. As it is traditionally considered that in-
complete (especially maternal) families with chil-
dren, whose numbers increase in proportion to the
dynamics of divorces, are much more vulnerable
to the negative influences of the surrounding so-
ciety, and the protective response to which is the
restriction of the standards of the children of re-
spondents who were socialized in single-parent
families. Nevertheless, the analysis of the results
of the author’s research did not reveal any signifi-

cant differences as to the fixation of the patterns of
reproduction compared with the representatives
of full families.

The indicators rank of influence to the factors
of fertility restriction are little different among re-
spondents socialized in both full and incomplete
families. In general, 46% of respondents determine
housing and living problems as the dominant fac-
tor in the restriction of reproduction. The second
place among the obstacles that contribute to limit
of the number of children, by definition 39%, is
the lack of parenting skills and time for childcare
combined with work and education. The complex-
ity of the infrastructural nature, the development
of educational infrastructure, namely the place-
ment of a child in pre-school educational institu-
tions; the opportunity to realize children’s leisure
practices more meaningfully and varied, accessi-
bility of educational institutions, etc. are only in
the third place - 30% of respondents. In general,
the main reasons for postponing of a reproductive
event, most respondents determine the financial
situation of the family (lack of funds, poor hous-
ing and living conditions, etc.).

On the whole, 32 couples (64 people) who
do not have children took part in the survey. The
young people’s desire to first get higher education
and increase their qualifications is 22% among the
reasons why every second family from the inter-
viewed families postpones a reproductive event.
Also, it should be noted that among those with
higher education (72% of the total number of re-
spondents), the lowest level of the hierarchy of
impediments to reproduction is the lack of well-
thought-out state policy on family support and an
increase in the cost of medical care for pregnant
women.

It somehow correlates with the results of Y.
Denisenko’s research, who determined [6, p.196]
the parameters of the modern normative volume
of reproduction as a gender-polarized family,
which have two children (64.7%) — which is actu-
ally the threshold of simple reproduction of the
generation, and leads to a decrease in the popula-
tion. Despite this, only a small percentage of re-
spondents practically implemented this strategy
in the first three to five years of marital life (11.4%).
Thus, there is a clear distinction between the de-
sirable and an actual number of children in the
family, which is confirmed by statistical data that
one-childhood is gradually legitimized by society
as normative behavior.

In our research, a significant part of the ques-
tions to respondents was directed at studying the
prospects, expectations, and desires for the self-
realization of young families. One of the main
factors which can negatively affect to the strategy
of reproductive practices of young families is the
instability of the labor market.
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The influence of this factor is considered
separately for respondents from representatives
of single-parent families - 57% of them consider
this factor important in the formation of reproduc-
tive plans. At the same, respondents who are rep-
resentatives of complete families (54% of the total
number of respondents from complete families)
focus on negative trends in the transformation of
the labor market.

Thus, the realities of today greatly affect to the
conditions for the implementation of reproductive
practices of young families. Changes of socially-
regulated strategies of family, marriage and repro-
ductive practices increase the trends of nucleation
and neolocation, which ensure the dominance of
psychological factors in the structure of the func-
tioning of young families. A similar tendency in
the conditions of the external pressure’s strength-
ening on the family group, which is characterized
by the aggravation of the social situation, desta-
bilizes the family-role structure, creating condi-
tions for the dissemination of incomplete and seri-

ally monogamous families. It, in particular, is con-
firmed by the level of divorce, a slight decreasing
of which in the last two years is situational.

The current stage of society’s development
with domination of individualized practices of
self-identity leads to the transformation of the
traditional structures of family relationships that
directly affects to the implementation of the in-
dividual’s reproductive practices. The influence
of patterns of reproduction formed in parental
families creates the orientation of modern young
families on a narrowed reproduction strategy
(one-two-children family), which ultimately af-
fects to the population as a whole. Reproductive
events such as (childbirth, a choice of reproductive
partner, pregnancy, lactation, artificial or natural
abortion) are key elements of the life cycle of fami-
lies. The process of individuals’ family separation
determines ability of realization not only self-de-
velopment, but also full reproductive practices,
which are important part way of the individual’s
life way.
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