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Summary

In France, a growing number of people are expeingnthe social, familial and
economic consequences of union breakdown. This tadkiresses individual
partnership behaviours after separation, usingsidals demographic methods in
parallel with statistical analyses. More specifigalve look at differences between
men and women for repartnering, depending on thsgmce of children. The work is
based primarily on retrospective data, from thenEineGeneration and Gender Survey
(2005). First we show that in France, repartnersnmore likely to occur at younger
ages but also after a long relationship and aftenaariage for women. Second,
separated mothers are less likely than women witlohildren and than men to
repartner, while for men children on the whole danake a difference. However,
men whose children are at home the year followirgydeparation seem specifically
less likely to repartner than other men.

Extended abstract

I ntroduction

In France, new forms of partnering have emergedesine 1970s. The proportion of
unmarried couples has significantly risen, in gdatalwith a process of
“individualization” of couple and family life (Sirg, 2007). Although marriages are
still common, cohabitation without marriage is mamed more widespread. In the
generations of the beginning of the 1970s, 65%ndividuals are estimated to marry
at least once before age 50 (Prioux, 2007).

France also has a high total divorce rate (withhanged divorce behaviours, 45 % of
marriages starting in 2004 would end in divorce)d an even higher number of
separation among cohabiting couples (25 % of firsbns started in 1995-1999 are
broken during the 5 first years). A growing numbémpeople are then experiencing
the social, familial and economic consequencesmfrubreakdown.



Repartnering has also developed, and is widelypedetoday in France. However,
remarriage is on the decline, and people prefer aseninformal second union.
Previous studies have highlighted that women withildoen are particularly
disadvantaged in the repartnering process (Andersz@03 ; Cassaet al, 2001).
Children custody is given to the mother most of tihee, and joint custody remains
rare. From Goldscheider and Sassler, women wittioildren custody would have the
same repartnering behaviours as men in the sanwtioon(Goldscheider et Sassler,
2006). However, men with the custody seem to emteew union quicker than the
others.

Our purpose is to analyse how the conditions offitts¢ disrupted union affect the

subsequent reconstruction of partnership. We ealbeciinvestigate gender

differences in repartnering and the influence ofdecen custody: are mothers less
likely to repartner because they most often hawr tbhildren at home, or is this
explanation unlikely?

Data and method

Using classical demographic methods in parallehwégressions and event history
analysis, | study transition to a second partnerdbr people who experienced a
separation. The study is based on retrospectitgitieand partnership history data,
from the French Generation and Gender Survey (200&jried out on more than
10,000 men and women, the survey contains datadviduals’ trajectories and their
characteristics. All unions and births dates ake@dgo the respondent, a union being
a cohabitation, a marriage, or a cohabitation foansed into a marriage, that lasted at
least three months. The sub-sample selected ®sthdy is based on all persons who
separated, thus excepting people whose partner dsdg logistic regressions based
on the socio-demographic characteristics of thaviddals, we establish if the
characteristics of the previous union and the cbildcustody have an effect on
formation of following partnership. We especiallgtdil the influence of factors such
as age at separation, pre-separation childrenysstdtthe previous union, education
level.

Results

The estimated probability of repartnering during flve years that follow separation
decreases sharply with age for both men and wofiei€ 1). Moreover, reparnering
occurs more frequently when the first union lastadre than three years than
otherwise. For women only, marriages are more \likel be followed by a second
partnership than cohabiting first relationshipsgltty educated men are finally the
most likely to repartner within five yedrs

! These results have been tested with a duratiorehzodi are very stable depending on the model.



Figure 1: Estimated probability of repartnering within fiyears after a separation for
men and women (reference population in block Is}ter
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Field: men and women aged less than 50 at separationd@parated of a divorce or
a cohabitation between 1980 and 1999



Men and women behaviours differ widely dependingvxether they have children at
separation or not. While mothers repartnering rasesthe lowest compared to other
women, men risks do not seem to depend on thdurehi The number of children

ever had doesn’t change these results. Howevern wietailing the presence of
children in the household the year following theasation (table 1), it appears that
men who have the main custody of children haveatead risks of repartnering, like
women. And women who live without their childrereaas likely to repartner as

childless women. On the whole, presence of childmah repartnering risk are highly
correlated, even if the number of men concerneglite low.

Table 1: Logistic regression of repartnering within five ygafter a separation for
men and women (log-odds, standard error)

men women
Children
no children ref ref
children at home -0.85** (0.4) I (0.22)
children somewhere else -0.11 (0.22) 0.2 (0.35)
sample 625 782

Field: men and women aged less than 50 at separatien separated of a divorce or
a cohabitation between 1980 and 1999
Other controls: age at breakup, year of first union disruptiamation, birth and
marital status in first union, education level, otwy of birth, religious practice

Discussion

In France, men and women repartnering behaviouferdiand depend on their

sociocultural characteristics. Separated mothezsless likely than women without

children or than men to repartner. It also seerasriien whose children are at home
repartner less, like custodian mothers do. We meparious explanations to this
phenomenom and to the difference with previousiesud

It is possible that people cohabiting with theirildten have lower need to
repartnering, because they find affective subgtituk their children (Villeneuve-
Gokalp, 1994). On the other hand, children at hoare be an obstacle to cohabiting
with a new partner, for material or organisatioredsons, which would make them
having the same impact on men and on women’s regany behaviours. Since
women have their children at home more often than,nthis might explain most of
the difference between mothers and fathers in teeartnering process.

However, we still can’t be sure that men and wornemave the same way when they
have children. As said before, Goldscheider andl8atund that men with children

custody repartner more quickly. Where does thesdifice come from? Since men
having their children custody are very rare, ipassible that they include a selection
of men whose wife left, leaving them alone with ®faldren. In that case, they

certainly didn’'t anticipate repartnering, and midgidve had some organisational
issues at the beginning, which would postpone mgeta new partner and

repartnering. It is then possible that the othenmepartner quickly, what we can’t

observe because of the group less likely to entegva partnership. Other selection
processes might also happen for women, and thisesnais careful for further

conclusions on comparison between men and women.
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