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DAUGIAVAIKIU SEIMU SOCIALINIY PROBLEMU ANALIZE BENDRUOMENES
NARIU POZIURIU

Daiva Alifanoviené, Ona Stri&'kienve', Albina Kepalaité

Siauliy universitetas
P. Visinskio g. 25, LT-76351 Siauliai

Analizuojant daugiavaikiy Seimy socialinés situacijos ypatumus buvo panaudota aprasomoji
matematiné statistika (vidurkiai, procentiniai dazniai) ir neparametrinis Kruskal-Wallis kriterijus.
Tyrimo duomenys rodo, kad iy Seimy socialiné situacija kebli ne tik dél materialiniy iStekliy ribo-
tumo (darbo, pajamy, biisto), bet ir dél menky edukaciniy, laisvalaikio galimybiy. Straipsnyje anali-

zuojama daugiavaikiy Seimuy socialiné situacija, jos ypatumai

dabartiniame socialiniame-

ekonominiame kontekste. Remiantis bendruomenés nariy pozilriu, nagrinéjama Sios grupés zmoniy
socialiné situacija, atskleidziamas esamy problemu spektras, pateikiami ju ypatumai.
Esminiai Zodziai: daugiavaike Seima, socialinés problemos, bendruomenés nariai.

Ivadas

Valstybé turéty skirti ypatinga démesj
Seimai, kaip visuomenés ir valstybés pagrindinei
lastelei. Siekiant, kad Seima tapty realiu visuome-
nés ir valstybés pagrindu, biitina kuo geresné Sei-
mos kokybé¢ ir kuo didesné¢ Seimos socializacija
visuomenéje. Seima — didelé vertybé, pirminé
visuomenés lastelé, atlickanti visas fundamenta-
lias Zzmoniy giminés pratgsimo, jaunosios kartos
ugdymo ir jos nariy materialinés bei moralinés
savitarpio pagalbos funkcijas.

Patys seniausi raSytiniai $altiniai, teikian-
tys duomeny apie lietuviy Seima, turtinius jos na-
riy santykius, buities smulkmenas, pasirodé XIII
amziuje. Daug démesio Seimoms, vaiky auginimui
ir aukléjimui Seimoje XIX—XX a. skyré zymus
misy Salies pedagogai ir mokslininkai: Vydiinas
(1990), Peckauskaitée (1998), véliau — Vabalas-
Gudaitis (1983), Salkauskis (1990), Lauzikas
(1993) ir kt. Seimai, jos ugdomajai veiklai ypatin-
ga démesi skyré Lietuvos Svietgjai ir mokslinin-
kai: Bajoritinas (2004), Gaigaliené (1998), Jovaisa
(2001), Kanopiené¢ (2001), Litviniene (1998),
Miskinis  (2003), Navaitis (2007), RupSiené
(2001), Stanktiniené (2001), Uzdila (2001), Kond-
rotait¢  (2006), Dumbliauskien¢, Braukylaité
(2010). Nors paminéti autoriai skyré daug déme-
sio Lietuvos Seimos socialinés situacijos analizei,
taciau gilesnés daugiavaikiy Seimy socialinés pa-
déties jvertinimo nebuvo atlikta.

Nyksta tradiciniai lietuviskos Seimos
bruozai, labai mazas gimstamumas nebeuztikrina
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karty kaitos, nerima kelia vis didéjantis nepilny,
netradiciniy, socialinés rizikos Seimy ir beglobiy
vaiky skaiius, kinta Seimy vertybinés orientaci-
jos. Tai galima teigti remiantis statistikos duome-
nimis, informaciniuose leidiniuose, spaudoje pasi-
rodanciais skaiCiais ir faktais, i§ ryskéjanciy sudé-
tingy ugdymo problemy mokyklose, plintanciy
zalingy iprociy, didéjancio vaiky nusikalstamumo
ir kt. (Bajoritinas, 2004; Jovaisa, 2001; Rupsiené,
2001).

Tvarkingoms, savais vaikais kaip imano-
ma besirtipinan¢ioms daugiavaikéms Seimoms,
esant sudétingai ekonominei situacijai, ypac¢ sunku
materialiai iSlaikyti vaikus. DaZnai nejstengiama
duoti savo vaikams tai, ko biitiniausiai reikia au-
ganCiam zmogui: kaloringo maisto, padoresnio
drabuzio, Seimos negali dalyvauti kultirinio Svie-
¢iamojo pobiidzio renginiuose, neturi galimybés
prasmingai pailséti ar susipazinti su Zymiausiomis
miisy kra§to vertybémis. Siose Seimose yra dar
likes tvirtas lietuviskumo pagrindas, kuriam is-
saugoti Siandieningje situacijoje reikia ypatingo
valstybés ir regioninés politikos démesio.

O daZzniausiai $iandieningje visuomengje
daugiavaiké Seima yra tapatinama su socialinés
rizikos Seima. Skelbiami tyrimai rodo, kad gana
didelis procentas daugiavaikiy Seimy priklauso
socialinés rizikos Seimy grupei. Ir pati visuomené
kartais pradeda kelti problema, kad Sios Seimos
naudojasi visomis valstybés privilegijomis (ju
vaikai iSlaikomi lopSeliuose-darzeliuose, vaiky
globos namuose, vaikai gauna nemokamg maiti-
nima mokyklose ir kita parama).



SPECTALUSIS UGDYMAS 2012 1 (26)

Yra daugiavaikiy Seimy, kurios gyvena i§
pasalpy, net nesistengdamos susirasti darbo, nes
tada Seima netenka lengvaty. Auga antra praSan-
¢iy ir savimi nepasirlipinanciy Seimy karta. Taciau
tokia situacija néra visuotine, ka patvirtina istoriné
patirtis, gyvenimas ir atliekami tyrimai.

Seima, kaip vienas i3 socialiniy instituty,
uztikrina savo nariy ekonominj, socialinj bei fizinj
sauguma, vaiky ir seneliy priezitira. Taciau paste-
bimas dabartinés Seimos nuosmukis. Tapo sudé-
tingesni tarpasmeniniai sutuoktiniy santykiai ir
santykiai tarp tévy, vaiky ir seneliy. Mazéja po-
reikis turéti vaiky. Didéja nepilny Seimy skaicius.
Seimoje nyksta tévo, kaip patriarcho, funkcija,
Seimg vis dazniau apriipina motina. Daugéja Sei-
my, nejgalin¢iy naudotis kultiros vertybémis bei
poilsio istaigy paslaugomis, neiSsprendziama bis-
to problema ir t. t. Socialing pagalba Seimai reikia
nagrinéti kaip rimta problema, reikalaujancig ne-
atidéliotiny sprendimy.

Tyrimo tikslas — atskleisti daugiavaikiy
Seimy socialiniy problemy ypatumus.

Tyrimo objektas — daugiavaikiy Seimy
socialiniy problemy ypatumy analizé bendruome-
nés nariy pozidriu.

Metodologija

Tiriamieji. Apklausoje dalyvavo 155 as-
menys, 18 ju 75 (48 %) vyrai ir 80 (52 %) motery.
Apklausos dalyviai pagal amziy pasiskirsté taip:
iki 39 mety — 73 asmenys (47 %) ir vyresni nei 40
mety — 82 asmenys (53 %).

Tyrimo metodas. Sis tyrimas yra eksplo-
racinio pobtidzio. Juo norima pateikti daugiavai-
kiy Seimy socialinés situacijos analiz¢ bendruo-

menés nariy pozitriu. Todél buvo sudarytas teigi-

niy rinkinys, kuri sudaro $ie blokai:

1. Bendra informacija (duomenys apie tiriamuo-
sius — amzius, lytis, profesija, uzsiémimas,
vaiky skaicius Seimoje).

2. Teiginiai, skirti daugiavaikiy Seimy darbui,
uzimtumui.

3. Teiginiai, skirti daugiavaikiy Seimy biisto
klausimui ir komunalinéms paslaugoms.

4. Teiginiai, skirti daugiavaikiy Seimuy, tévy ir
vaiky laisvalaikiui ir atostogoms.

Respondentai turéjo kiekviena teiginj
fvertinti pagal tinkamuma pasirinkdami vieng i$
keturiy varianty nuo tikrai taip iki tikrai ne.

Statistinis duomeny apdorojimas. Duo-

menims apdoroti buvo naudota SPSS 17 versija.
Buvo apskaiciuotas respondenty atsakymy i klau-
simus pasiskirstymo daznis (procentinés israis-
kos), o rangavimo klausimams — sudedant pagal
dazniausiai pasitaikiusius atsakymus. Atlikta lygi-
namoji gauty duomeny analizé, naudojant Krus-
kal-Wallis kriteriju.

Rezultatai ir jy analizé

Daugiavaikiy Seimy darbas, uzimtumas

Lietuvos Seimos pokyc¢ius ir gimstamuma
lémée ilgalaikiai veiksniai, budingi Salims, einan-
¢ioms | rinkos ekonomika ir perimancioms libera-
lios, demokratinés visuomenés principus. Todél
buvo prarastos uzimtumo ir bent jau minimalaus
atlyginimo garantijos, apripinimo bistu ir kitos
garantijos. Tokia padétis daliai visuomenés tapo
lemtinga (Stankiinien¢ ir kt., 2005, p. 48). Tai
keicia ir pati pozitri i Seimas (jos tipus, formas),
Seimos funkcijas ir kitus su $iuo klausimu susiju-
sius aspektus.

1 lentelé
Daugiavaikiy Seimy darbas, uZimtumas (N = 155)
Tikrai Lyg Lyg | Tikrai
. ir . Amzius Lytis
taip . ir ne
P taip
Teiginiai ki Per
o o o Vyrai | Moterys
2 2 2 39 | 40 | ps00s| o | PS00s
m. m.
dT:era; kalti, kad neturi mokamo 70 | 161 | 284 | 484 | 18 | 1,7 | 057 | 16 2,0 0,01
Manote, kad nedirbantys tévai ir 84 | 290 | 284 | 342 | 2,05 | 21 0,52 2,0 2.2 0,21
neiesko darbo
Tévai nesistengia isidarbinti, nes 168 | 252 | 25 | 328 | 22 | 23 | o110 | 22 23 0,55
atprato dirbti
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1 lentelés tesinys

Kiekvienas gali susikurti darbo vieta 5,2 18,7 | 23,2 52,9 1,8 1,8 0,17 1,7 1,8 0,39
Tévai nesistengia jsidarbinti, nes 142 335 | 284 239 23 2.5 031 23 2.5 0.15
negaus lengvaty

Kaime gyvenantys Seimos tevai turl | 555 | 374 | 226 | 148 | 28 | 262 | 037 | 28 2,6 0,06
auginti gyvulius

Tévai turi sodinti darzus, bulves 56,8 26,5 9,0 7,7 3,5 3,16 0,08 34 3,3 0,75
Manote, kad galima Seimai pragy- 142 | 297 | 219 | 342 | 23 | 216 | 026 2.2 2.3 0,50
venti i§ 3 ha pagalbinio Gikio

Naudodamiesi dabartine paSalpy 194 | 303 | 329 | 174 | 25 | 249 | 0,61 2.4 2,6 0,36
sistema, tévai dirbti nebenori

Dauguma problemy biity iSsispres- 755 | 174 | 32 | 39 | 36 | 3.6 0,71 3,7 3,6 0,49
tos, jei tévai galéty dirbti

Vaikai turi toliau testi studijas 60,0 28,4 9,0 2,6 3,4 3,5 0,405 3,4 3,5 0,31
Vaikai turi mokytis ir dirbti 36,8 34,8 | 239 4,5 2,9 3,1 0,212 3,0 3,0 0,76
Jauni Zmonés nori dirbti 63,2 27,1 8,4 1,3 3,5 3,5 0,554 3,6 3,5 0,64

Matavimo {vertis: tikrai taip — 4, lyg ir taip — 3, lyg ir ne — 2, tikrai ne — 1.

Apklausos dalyviai, atsakinédami apie
daugiavaikiy Seimy darba ir uzimtuma, labai jvai-
riai iSsaké savo nuomong atskirais Seimy gyveni-
mo klausimais (zr. 1 lentelg¢). Daugiausia teigiamo
ir vieningo pritarimo sulauké trys teiginiai: kad
dauguma problemy biity iSsisprestos, jei tévai
galéty dirbti, jog jauni Zzmonés nori dirbti ir vaikai
turi toliau testi studijas. Tai rodo, kad dirbti nori
jauni zmonés ir tévai, ypa¢ vyrai (M = 3,71). Dau-
giausia respondenty (92,9 %) mano, kad bent di-
dzioji dalis socialiniy ir kity problemy biity is-
sprestos, jeigu turéty darbg ir galéty dirbti, tik
7,1 % Siam teiginiui nepritaria.

Daugiausia atsakyta neigiamai, jog kiek-
vienas gali susikurti darbo vieta, kad tévai kalti,
kad neturi mokamo darbo, ir kad nedirbantys tévai
neieSko mokamo darbo. Tai reiskia, kad jie nekal-
tina tévy, neturinc¢iy mokamo darbo, nes ir patys
tai turi darba, tai jo neturi, arba turi nepastovy
darba, arba yra veikiami nuolatinés jtampos dél
savo darbo vietos, nes zino, kad gali biti ir jie
atleisti. Net 76,1 % nesutiko su teiginiu, jog kiek-
vienas gali susikurti darbo vieta. Respondentai
pagal amziy Siam teiginiui pritaria labai panasiai,
tiek jaunesni (M= 1,8) tiek vyresni (M = L,8),
panaSiai teigia moterys (M =1,8) ir vyrai
M =1,7) (p>0,05).

Respondenty poziiiris, priklausomai nuo
lyties, nezymiai skiriasi atsakymuose i teigini, jog
kaime gyvenantys Seimos tévai turi auginti gyvu-
lius (vyry M = 2,9, motery M = 2.6, p > 0,05). Tai
rodo, kad didzioji dauguma stengiasi dirbti ne tik
darbe, bet ir papildomai savo namy tikyje. Papras-
tai tévai dirbti nori, nes tai juy saviraiSskos budas,
atitrikimas nuo pastoviy kasdieniy ripesciy ir
noras jaustis atsakingiems uz Seimos gyvenima.
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Jie pazymi, kad dirbdami negali apriipinti Seimos,
todél priversti kreiptis 1 valstybines institucijas
paramos. Siose institucijose jie sutinkami su nei-
giama nuostata. Juk situacija darbo rinkoje ypac
stipriai veikia Seimos gyvenima, nes daugeliui
musy Salies gyventojy darbas yra pagrindinis pa-
jamy S$altinis. Darbas ir i$ jo iSplaukiantys ekono-
miniai bei socialiniai veiksniai veikia Seimos gy-
venima, jos funkcijy realizavima. Tad per zmoniy
samone formuoja atitinkama pozilri i Seimg ir jos
reprodukcines galimybes.

Seimos, kuriose yra bedarbiy, tampa uz-
daresnés, mazéja Seimos nariy socialinis aktyvu-
mas, galimybés visapusiskai lavintis ir lavinti sa-
vo vaikus, susidaro palankesné situacija kilti konf-
liktams ir reik$tis nepageidaujamam elgesiui. Pa-
sak Stanktinienés ir kt. (2001), antrojo Seimos
nario idarbinimas, kvalifikacijos kélimas ar tkio
efektyvumo didinimas, vaiky prieziiiros ikimokyk-
linése istaigose, popamokinés veiklos mokyklose
gerinimas, seny zmoniy globos paslaugy plétimas,
lanks¢iy darbo formy skatinimas gali buiti gerokai
efektyvesnés skurdo mazinimo priemonés negu
pasalpos. Juk daugiavaiké Seima gali skursti ne dél
vaiky skaiCiaus, o dél to, kad tik tévas dirba. Moti-
na negali dirbti, nes néra kur palikti vaiky, jos
niekas nenori priimti { darba, néra iSplétoty lanks-
¢iy tinkamy darbo formu (darbas ne visa darbo
laika, nuotoliné darbo vieta ir pan.), sitiloma alga
mazai ka prideda prie Seimos pajamy. Be to, dél
padidéjusiy pajamy gali tekti atsisakyti kai kuriy
pasalpy (pavyzdziui, socialinés). Todél daznai
iSmokos uz vaikus ir neskatina Seimy keisti situa-
cijos.
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Daugiavaikiy Seimy biistas ir materialiné gero-
vé

Biisto problema — tai viena svarbiausiy
santuoky mazéjimo, ju atidéjimo vélesniam laikui,
mazo gimstamumo ir problemy, susijusiy su vaiko
ugdymui palankiy salygu sudarymu, priezasCiy
(Valstybiné Seimos politikos koncepcija, 2008).
Pats biisto veiksnys yra labai reikSmingas Salies
socialinei ir demografinei raidai. Tik ka susikiiru-
sios, ypac jauny asmeny, Seimos patiria labai opia
apsirlpinimo biistu problema. Kaip teigia Gru-
zevskis (2003), apsiriipinimo biistu problema yra

viena svarbiausiy santuoky mazéjimo, ju atidéji-
mo vélesniam laikui, gimimo mazgjimo priezas-
¢iy. Biisto stoka sukuria nepalankias salygas ir
vaiky ugdymui.

Palankiy kredito salygu kiirimas jaunoms
Seimoms ir kitos priemonés, sprendziancios biisto
isigijimo problemas, turéty tapti svarbia paramos
Seimai plétros kryptimi. 2 lenteléje pateikti duo-
menys apie daugiavaikiy Seimy gyvenamojo biisto
ir komunaliniy patogumy problemas, su kuriomis
dazniausiai susiduria jauni, Seimas sukiir¢ asme-
nys.

2 lentelé
Daugiavaikiy Seimy biistas ir materialiné gerové (N = 155)
Tikrai | 8 | Lygir | Tikrai
. ir AmZius Lytis
taip . ne ne
s taip
Teiginiai n
Thi Per Vyrai | Moterys
% % % 39 | 40 |p<o005| 'Y Y1 p<0,05
M) M)
m. m.
Susikiirusi 3eima turéty gyventi 69,0 | 239 | 32 39 | 36 | 35 0,35 3,5 3,6 0,75
atskirai nuo tévy
Seima gali spresti gyvenamojo blsto | g 5| 301 | 374 | 148 | 24 | 240 | 074 | 25 23 0,24
problema gyvendama pas tévus
Nuomodama buta 15,5 48,4 29,7 6.4 2.7 2,7 0,96 2,6 2.7 0,29
Pirkdama nama, buta 14,2 24.5 14, 8 46,5 1,8 2,23 0,04 1,9 2,2 0,06
Statydama nama 5,2 20,6 16,1 58,1 1,6 1,84 0,09 1,6 1,8 0,18
Seima turi galimybes pasigerinti 97 | 284 | 342 | 277 | 24 | 20 | o001 2,1 23 0,35
dabartinio biisto salygas
Komunaliniy patogumy neturé¢jimas
sudaro neimanomas salygas vaiky 18,7 21,3 34,2 25,8 2,2 2.4 0,25 2.3 2.3 0,72
auginimui
Daugiavaikés Seimos zymiai didesni | ¢, 5| 71 | 53¢ 58 | 33 | 35 | 0,05 3,5 3,3 0,17
materialiniai riipesciai
lsif)‘ma gali pragyventi be automobi- | 343 | 353 | 187 | 187 | 26 | 28 | 034 2,8 2,6 0,47

Matavimo ivertis: tikrai taip — 4, lyg ir taip — 3, lyg ir ne — 2, tikrai ne — 1.

IS Sios lentelés duomeny matyti, kad res-
pondentai i$ daugiavaikés Seimos bisto ir komu-
naliniy patogumy problemy ryskiausiai iSskyré
teiginius apie Seimos gyvenimg atskirai nuo tévy,
kur kas didesnius daugiavaikés Seimos materiali-
nius riipesCius ir Seimos gal¢jima pragyventi be
automobilio. Teiginio, kad susikiirusi Seima turéty
gyventi atskirai, daznio vidurkis yra artimas mak-
simumui (motery M =3,6, vyry M =3,7). Tam
pritaria 92,9 proc. apklausos dalyviy ir jie teigia,
kad susikiirusi Seima turi rasti galimybe gyventi
atskirai. Gal nebitinai turi turéti atskira buta ar
nama, bet turéti savo kambarius, atskirg i$¢jima ir
ekonominj savarankiSkuma. Atitinkamai 88,4
proc. apklausos dalyviy teigia, kad daugiavaikés
Seimos zymiai didesni materialiniai ripesciai,
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negu neturinéios vaiky ar auginancios viena du
vaikus (moterys — M =3,3, vyrai — M =35,
p > 0,05). Analizuojant socialines problemas, vie-
na i§ priezasc¢iy jvardijama nepalanki Seimos sudé-
tis, daugiavaikés Seimos gyvenamasis bistas.
Daznai kyla sunkumy, susijusiy su socialine Zala,
nes vidutinés viena i§ tévy turincios Seimos paja-
mos yra gerokai mazesnés uz abu tévus turincios
Seimos pajamas, nepilna Seima dazniau gyvena
prastesniame biiste, ji labiau socialiniu poziiiriu
yra izoliuota.

Didzioji dalis apklausos dalyviu (63,9 %)
mano, kad gyvenamojo biisto problemag galima
iSspresti nuomojantis buta arba gyvenant pas tévus
(47,8 %). Du trecdaliai (60 %) respondenty teigia,
kad komunaliniy patogumy neturéjimas nesudaro




SPECTALUSIS UGDYMAS 2012 1 (26)

nejmanomy salyguy vaiky auginimui, 38,1 proc.
apklausos dalyviy pritaré, jog Seima turi galimy-
bes pasigerinti dabartinio biisto salygas. Tokias
perspektyvas palankiau vertina jaunesnieji res-
pondentai, negu vyresnieji (p < 0,005). MaZiausiai
teigiamy atsakymy sulauké teiginiai, kad Seima
gali pirkti biistg (38,7 %) ar statyti nama (25,8 %).
Juk bistg galima isigyti tik paémus paskola, o
kaip galima imti didel¢ paskola, kai darbas nega-
rantuotas ir sunki $alies ekonominé padétis.

Siuo krizés metu kai kuriy problemy
sprendimas valstybés mastu yra labai sulétéjes,
problemy apsirtipinimo gyvenamuoju plotu, gy-
venimo salygy pagerinimo srityse pagauséjo. Ju
pacios Seimos nejgali i§spresti, reikalingas valsty-
binis poziiiris ir sprendimas. Remiantis anksciau
pateiktais duomenimis bei papildoma informacija
apie Seimos biisto, gyvenimo salygu realybe, ga-
lima teigti, kad egzistuoja jvairaus lygio daugia-

vaikiy Seimy problemos Sioje srityje, nuo proble-
my, svarbiy nacionaliniu Seimos lygmeniu, iki
problemy, besireiskianciy Seimos lygmeniu. Pa-
lankiy kredito salygu kiirimas jaunoms Seimoms
bei kitos priemonés, sprendziancios bisto isigiji-
mo problemas, turi tapti svarbia paramos Seimai
sritimi.

Teigtina, kad valstybés rémimo politika
isigyjant bista daugiavaikéms Seimoms yra nepa-
tenkinama. Tvarkingy, dory, tac¢iau mazai uzdir-
banciy daugiavaikiy Seimy tévai negali uztikrinti
savo vaiky vystymuisi ir visaveriam ugdymui
reikalingy gyvenimo salygu.

Daugiavaikiy Seimy laisvalaikis ir atostogos

3 lenteléje pateikti duomenys apie dau-
giavaikiy Seimy laiko, 1é8y paskirstyma, valstybés
parama, tévy ir vaiky atostogas. Laisvalaikis didé¢ja
mazejant darbo laikui ir geriau panaudojant ne darbo
laika.

3 lentele
Daugiavaikiy Seimy laisvalaikis, atostogos (N = 155)
Tikrai Lys Lyg | Tikrai
. ir . AmZius Lytis
taip . ir ne
S taip
Teiginiai -
Thi Per Vyrai | Moterys
% % | % 39 | 40 |p<o00s5| Y ¥ p<o0,05
m. m. M) M)

Daugiavaikés Seimos teisingai su- 17.4 503 | 232 9.1 26 23 0.32 27 276 0.92
planuoja turima laika ’ i ’ > ’ > > ’ ’ >
Jaunimui yra kur leisti laisvalaiki 14,2 33,5 | 29,0 233 2.4 2.3 0,25 2.3 2.4 0,81
L.al.svalalklo leidimui nereikia daug 19.4 387 | 297 12.2 2.6 2.6 0.70 2.4 2.8 0,03
pinigy
Manote, kad Seimos per atostogas 200 | 555|103 | 52 | 30 | 3.1 | 047 | 29 3,1 0,08
turéty ilsétis Lietuvoje ’ i ’ i ’ i i ’ > >

e  vyktij uzsienj 9,0 16,1 | 323 42,6 1,8 1,95 0,55 1,8 2,0 0,19

e  biti namuose 6,5 374 | 40,6 15,5 2,3 2,3 0,53 2,3 2,3 0,61

e  padaryti atidétus darbus 22,6 342 | 31,0 12,2 2,4 2,8 0,17 2,6 2,6 0,89
Seima gali laisvalaiki leisti bendrau- 56.8 245 | 142 45 33 33 0.91 39 33 0.54
dama tarpusavyje ’ ’ ’ i ’ i i ’ i i

e  su draugais 342 33,5 | 27,7 4,6 3,0 2,9 0,72 2,9 3,0 0,42

e  skirdama savi$vietai 323 27,7 | 30,3 9,7 2,9 2,7 0,27 2,8 2.8 0,86

e vykdama j teatrus 25.8 29,0 | 27,1 18,1 2,5 2,6 0,46 2,5 2,6 0,55

e  sportuodama 44,5 25,2 16,8 13,5 3,0 2,9 0,27 2.9 3,0 0,27

e  vykdama | gamtg 32,3 33,5 | 17,1 17,1 2,9 2,7 0,621 2,7 2,8 0,23

e  dalyvaudama saviveikloje 31,6 27,2 | 20,6 20,6 2,8 2.5 0,17 2,6 2.7 0,38

Matavimo ivertis: tikrai taip — 4, lyg ir taip — 3, lyg ir ne — 2, tikrai ne — 1.

Daugiausia pritarianéiy atsakymuy
(84,5 %) sulauke teiginys, kad daugiavaikés Sei-
mos per atostogas turi ilsétis. Gana aukstas atsa-
kymu vidurkis yra i teiginius, kad daugiavaiké
Seima gali laisvalaiki leisti bendraudama tarpusa-
vyje (M = 3,3) ir laika leisti su draugais (M = 3,0).
Pasak Blazevi¢iaus (2006), laisvalaikio praleidimo

67

budai — kiekvieno individo asmeniné pasirinkimo
teis¢, kuria asmuo reiSkia savo valia, atskleidzia
savo poziiir] 1 vertybiy sistema ir parodo bendra
viding kultira. Grinevic¢iené (1995) teigia, kad
laisvalaikio planavimui, jo struktdrai jtakos turi
artimy zmoniy ir draugy pavyzdys, Seimos tradici-
jos, gyvenamoji vieta, materialiné padétis.
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Respondentai maziausiai pritaria teigi-
niams, kad Seima per atostogas turi vykti { uzsieni
(25,1 %) arba buti namuose (43,9 %). Daugiau
kaip pusé respondenty teigia, kad jaunimui néra
kur leisti laisvalaikio (52,3 %). Tai labiau akcen-
tuoja jaunesni asmenys (M = 2,4), patys arba su
Seimoje auganciais vaikais norintys turiningai
leisti laisvalaiki, nei vyresni asmenys (M = 2,3), ir
moterys (M =2,4), kurios visada pasizymi savo
aktyvumu visose gyvenimo srityse labiau nei vy-
rai (M = 2,3).

Visy teiginiy ankety duomenys rodo, kad
respondenty pozitris i laiko planavima, paskirs-
tyma, panaudojima, leidziamg laisvalaikj ir atos-
togas yra pasiskirstes tolygiai. Laisvalaikio pralei-
dimo formas tyrimo dalyviai sitlé priklausomai
nuo gyvenamosios vietos, prasmingo laisvalaikio
praleidimo galimybiy.

ISvados

° Daugiavaikés Seimos daug dirba, iesko pa-
pildomo mokamo darbo, bet tai jas gali sil-
pninti dvasiSkai. Materialiai apsirtipinus,
joms nebeuztenka laiko ir 1éSy dvasinéms
vertybéms Seimoje puoseléti, todel galima
manyti, kad jos gali iSgyventi dvasing ir so-
cialing kriz¢. Mazai ar aplaidziai besirtpi-
nancios savo vaikais Seimos, prie kuriy kar-
tais yra bandoma priskirti daugiavaikes
Seimas, jos narius, ypa¢ vaikus, zlugdo mo-
raliSkai. [sigali mazai vaiky auginancios
Seimos modelis, kuris yra nepalankus tautos
i8likimui, ar dar skaudziau — nuskurdusios,
priklausomos nuo zalingy iproc¢iy daugia-
vaikés Seimos, pragyvenancios i§ pasalpuy,
modelis.

° Daugiavaikés Seimos, kuriy tévai dirba,
taiau pagal gaunamas pajamas netelpa i
valstybés iSlaikytiniy rémus, turi uz viska
mokéti pacios (jos negauna socialiniy pa-
Salpy, kompensacijy, nemokamo maitinimo
vaikams). Tad gaudama pasSalpas ir jvairias
lengvatas nedirbanti Seima turi ne mazesnes
pajamas, negu vidutiné dirbanti daugiavaiké
Seima. Tokia valstybés politika smukdo dir-
banciy daugiavaikiy Seimy tévy autoriteta,
nes skatina kitas Seimas nedirbti.

° Galima teigti, kad viena i§ svarbiausiy pro-
blemy yra biisto problema, lemianti santuo-
ky skaiciy, ju atidé¢jimo vélesniam laikui at-
vejus, gimstamumo mazéjima ir kitas i§ to
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iSplaukiancias demografines problemas, taip
pat aktualios problemos, susijusios su vaiky
ugdymui palankiy salyguy sudarymu. Vals-
tybés rémimo politika isigyjant bistg dau-
giavaikéms Seimoms yra nepatenkinama.
Mazai uzdirbanciy daugiavaikiy Seimy tévai
negali uZztikrinti savo vaiky vystymuisi ir
visaver¢iam ugdymui reikalingy gyvenimo
salygu.
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In analysing the experiences of the social situations of large families, descriptive mathemati-
cal statistics (means, percentage frequencies) and non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis criterion were
used. Research data demonstrate that the social situation of these families is difficult not only be-
cause of limited material resources (work, income, accommodation) but also due to poor education
and the lack of leisure possibilities. The article deals with the social situations of large families and
their specifics in the current social-economical context. The social situation of this group of people is
analysed, based on the community members’ attitude, the spectrum of existing problems is disclosed

and their specifics are presented.

Keywords: large family, social problems, community members.

Introduction

The state should pay particular attention
to the family as a key cell of the society and the
state. To achieve this the family should become an
actual foundation of the society and state. The
quality of the family must be as good as possible
and its socialisation in society must be as great as
possible. The family has a fundamental value as
the initial cell of that society, carrying out all the
functions of the continuation of the human race,
the education of the younger generation whilst
rendering material and moral mutual assistance.

The oldest written sources providing data
about the Lithuanian family appeared in the 13
century. The provided information about its mem-
bers’ property relations and details of its domestic
life Much attention was paid to families, child-
rearing and upbringing in the 19-20 centuries by
famous pedagogues and scientists of our country:
Vydinas (1990), Peckauskaité (1998), later, Va-
balas-Gudaitis (1983), Salkauskis (1990), Lauzi-
kas (1993), etc. Family issues and the role of edu-
cational activities were particularly emphasized
by Lithuanian enlighteners and scientists: Bajori-
finas (2004), Gaigaliené (1998), Jovaisa (2001),
Kanopiené (2001), Litviniené¢ (1998), Miskinis
(2003), Navaitis (2007), Rupsiené (2001),
Stankiiniené (2001), Uzdila (2001), Kondrotaité
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(2006), Dumbliauskiené, Braukylaite (2010). Al-
though the above mentioned authors paid much
attention to the analysis of the social situation of
the Lithuanian family, no deeper assessment of
the social situation of large families’ was carried
out.

Traditional features of the Lithuanian
family are disappearing due to a very low birth
rate that does not ensure the change of genera-
tions, to increasing numbers of single parents,
non-traditional and social risk families. The phe-
nomenon of neglected children is worrying and
value orientations of families are changing. This
can be stated on the basis of statistical data, num-
bers and facts appearing in informational publica-
tions and the press and on the increasingly com-
plex educational problems showing up at schools,
the spreading of harmful habits and increasing
child delinquency, etc. (Bajoriiinas, 2004; Jovaisa,
2001; Rupsiene, 2001).

Orderly large families, who take care of
their children as much as they can, in the compli-
cated economic situation find it particularly diffi-
cult to sustain and keep their children. It is often
the case that families can not afford to give their
children the essentials that a growing person
needs: sustaining food, decent clothes, participa-
tion in cultural-educational events. Furthermore
they do not have the possibility to rest meaning-
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fully or to familiarise themselves with the most
famous values of our country. These families still
retain the firm foundation of ‘Lithuanianness’,
and the preservation of what in today’s economic
situation requires attention from the state and re-
gional policy.

However, most often in today’s society
the large family is identified as a social risk fam-
ily. Published research shows that a substantial
share of large families belong to the group known
as ‘social risk’ families. Also that society itself
begins raising problems saying that these families
use up state concessions (their children are kept in
nurseries, children’s care homes, children get free
school meals and other support).

Large families living on state allowances
may deliberately fail to seek work because in that
case the family will lose their concessions. At the
same time a cycle of dependency is perpetuated
and generations of families continue to seek sup-
port whilst failing to take responsibility to support
their own children. However, such situations are
not universal. This is proved by historical experi-
ence, life and research.

The family as one of the social institu-
tions ensures its members’ economic, social and
physical safety including the care of their children
and older people. However, it is observed that
there is a decline in the functionality of the current
family. Interpersonal relationships between
spouses and relationships between parents, chil-
dren and grandparents have become more com-
plex. The need to have children is decreasing. The
number of lone parent families is increasing. The
function of the father as a patriarch in the family
is disappearing and the family is more often being
financially supported by the mother. The number
of families which cannot afford to use cultural
values and services of rest institutions to solve the
problem of accommodation, etc. is increasing.
Social support for the family has to be analysed as
a serious problem, requiring immediate decisions.

Research aim: to disclose the special na-
ture of the social problems of large families.

Research subject: an analysis of the spe-
cific nature of the social problems of large fami-
lies from the standpoint of community members.
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Methodology

The target group. The survey was at-
tended by 155 persons, 75 of them (48 %) males
and 80 (52 %) females. Survey participants were
distributed by age as follows: under 39 years — 73
persons (47 %) and above 40 years — 82 persons
(53 %).

Research method. This research is ex-
ploratory. It aims to present an analysis of the
social situation of large families from the stand-
point of community members. Therefore, a set of
statements was drawn up consisting of the follow-
ing blocks:

1. General (biographical) information (data
about respondents: age, gender, profession,
occupation, number of children in the family).

2. Statements regarding work and occupation of
large families.

3. Statements regarding accommodation and
municipal services of large families.

4. Statements regarding free time and holidays
of large families, parents and children.

Respondents had to assess every state-
ment according to suitability, choosing one out of
four variants from certainly yes to certainly no.

Statistical data processing. To process
data SPSS version 17 was employed. The fre-
quency distribution (percentages) of respondents’
answers to questions was calculated and by add-
ing according to the most frequently appearing
answers answers were ranked. Using Kruskal-
Wallis criterion a comparative analysis of the data
was conducted.

Results and their analysis

Work, Occupation of Large Families

Changes in the family and birth rates in
Lithuania were determined by long-term factors
which are characteristic to countries entering a
market economy and taking over the principles of
a liberal, democratic society. For this reason the
guarantees of occupation and at least a minimal
salary, provision with accommodation and other
such guarantees were lost. Such a situation pre-
sented severe problems for part of society
(Stankiinien¢ et al., 2005, p. 48). This also
changed the very attitude towards families (its
types, forms), family functions and other related
aspects.
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Table 1
Work, Occupation of Large Families (N-155)
Certainly 1;1; f:; Certainly Age Gender
yes no
Statements yes fio
Under | Over Males | Females
Y% % % % 39 40 | p=<0.05 p<0.05
(7)) (M)
years | years
[tis the parents” fault that they 71 | 161|284 | 484 18 | 17 | 057 1.6 2.0 0.01
do not have a paid job
You think that jobless parents 84 290|284 | 342 205 | 21 | 052 | 20 22 0.21
do not really look for a job
Parents do not attempt to be
employed because they have 16.8 252 | 25 32.8 2.2 23 0.110 2.2 2.3 0.55
become unaccustomed to work
Everyone can create his/her 52 187 | 232 | 529 1.8 1.8 0.17 1.7 1.8 0.39
workplace
Parents do not attempt to be
employed because they will 14.2 335 | 284 23.9 2.3 2.5 0.31 2.3 2.5 0.15
lose concessions
Parents of families who live in
the village have to raise ani- 252 374 | 22.6 14.8 2.8 2.62 0.37 2.8 2.6 0.06
mals
Parents have to plant kitchen 568 | 265| 90 | 77 35 | 316 | 008 | 34 3.3 0.75
gardens, potatoes
You think that the family can
survive on a 3 ha subsidiary 14.2 29.7 | 21.9 342 23 2.16 0.26 2.2 2.3 0.50
plot
Using the current system of
allowances, parents no longer 19.4 303 | 329 17.4 2.5 2.49 0.61 2.4 2.6 0.36
want to work
The majority of problems
would be solved if parents 75.5 174 | 3.2 3.9 3.6 3.6 0.71 3.7 3.6 0.49
could work
Children must further continue | ¢ 5| 554 | 90 | 246 34 | 35 | 0405 | 34 | 35 031
studies
chlg‘rlfre“ have to study and 368 [ 348|239 | 45 29 | 31 | 0212 | 30 3.0 0.76
Young people want to work 63.2 27.1 | 8.4 1.3 3.5 3.5 0.554 3.6 3.5 0.64

Measurement estimator: certainly yes — 4, as if yes — 3, as if no — 2. certainly no — 1.

Answering questions about the work and
occupation of large families the survey partici-
pants expressed their opinion on separate issues of
family life very diversely (see Table 1). The most
positive and unanimous approvals were given to
three statements that the majority of problems
would be solved if parents could work, that young
people want to work and children have to continue
their studies further. This indicates that young
people and parents, particularly males (M =3.71),
want to work. The majority of respondents
(92.9 %) think that at least the majority of social
and other problems would be solved if they had a
job and could work; only 7.1 % do not approve of
this statement.

72

The responses to the statements that eve-
ryone can create his/her workplace, that it is par-
ents’ fault that they do not have a paid job and
that jobless parents do not look for a paid job were
mostly negative. This means that they do not
blame parents who do not have a paid job because
they themselves sometimes have job insecurity.
The respondents themselves may have been un-
employed or have an insecure job or are con-
stantly tensed up about their work situation be-
cause they know that they can be dismissed.
76.1 % did not agree with the statement that eve-
ryone can create his/her workplace. According to
age, respondents approve of this statement very
similarly, both younger (M =1.8) and older
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(M =1.8), similarly females (M = 1.8) and males
M=1.7) (p>0.05).

In terms of gender, the respondents’ ap-
proach slightly differs in the answers to the state-
ment that parents who live in the village have to
raise animals (males M =2.9, females M = 2.6,
p > 0.05). This indicates that the majority try to
work not only at work but also additionally at
home. Usually parents want to work because this
is a way to demonstrate their self-expression, to
deflect from constant daily worries and the wish
to feel more responsible for their family life. They
note that while working in this way they cannot
supply the family and that is why they are forced
to apply to state institutions for support. The ap-
proach towards them at these institutions is nega-
tive. The situation in the labour market strongly
influences family life because work for many
residents of Lithuania is the main source of in-
come. Work and the resultant economic and social
factors influence family life and the implementa-
tion of its functions. Through people’s conscious-
ness they form a more active and corresponding
approach towards the family and its possibilities
to reproduce a ‘work conscious’ ethic.

Families that have unemployed persons
become more closed, family members’ social ac-
tiveness, possibilities of versatile self-education
and children’s education reduce, a more favour-
able situation for conflicts and undesirable behav-
iour is formed. According to Stankiinien¢ et al.
(2001), employment of the second family mem-
ber, in-service training or increasing productive-
ness of the household, improvement of children’s
care in pre-school institutions and of after-school
activities, expansion of older people’s care ser-
vices, promotion of flexible work forms could be
more efficient means of reducing poverty com-
pared to allowances. The large family may be
destitute not because of the number of children
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but because only the father is working. The mother
cannot work because there is nowhere to leave
children, no one wants to employ her, there are no
flexible working patterns (part-time jobs, distant
working place, etc.), the salary offered contributes
little to the family income. Also, due to increased
income the family may have to refuse certain al-
lowances (for example, social allowance). There-
fore, it is often the case that fiscal allowances for
children do not encourage families to change the
situation.

Accommodation and Material Welfare of
Large Families

The problem of accommodation is one of
the most important reasons in determining the
decreasing numbers of marriages, their postpone-
ment for a later time, low birth rate and problems
related to the creation of conditions that are fa-
vourable for the child’s education (The National
Family Policy Concept, 2008). The very factor of
accommodation is very significant for the coun-
try’s social and demographic development. New
families, particularly those of young people, ex-
perience very difficult problems in the of provi-
sion of accommodation. According to Gruzevskis
(2003), such problems are one of the most impor-
tant reasons for the reduction of marriages, their
postponement for a later time, and the decreasing
birth rate. A shortage of accommodation also cre-
ates unfavourable conditions for children’s educa-
tion.

The creation of favourable conditions for
young families in the procurement of accommoda-
tion should be central to the development of fam-
ily support. Table 2 lists data about the problems
of accommodation and of the provision of mu-
nicipal services for large families that are most
often encountered by young families.
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Table 2
Accommodation and Material Welfare of Large Families (N-155)
Certainly 1;1; f:; Certainly Age Gender
yes no
Statements yes fio
Under | Over Males | Females
% % % % 39 40 | p=<0.05 ™) ™) p<0.05
years | years

The newly formed family
should live separately from 69.0 239 | 32 3.9 3.6 35 0.35 3.5 3.6 0.75
parents
The family can solve the prob-
lem of accommodation by 9.7 38.1 | 374 14.8 24 2.40 0.74 2.5 23 0.24
living with their parents

e renting a flat 15.5 48.4 | 29,7 6,4 2.7 2.7 0.96 2.6 2.7 0.29

e  buying a house, flat 14.2 245 | 14.8 46.5 1.8 2.23 0.04 1.9 2.2 0.06

e building a house 5.2 20.6 | 16.1 58.1 1.6 1.84 0.09 1.6 1.8 0.18
The family has possibilities to
improve the conditions of 9,7 284 | 342 27.7 2.4 2.0 0.01 2.1 2.3 0.35
current accommodation
Absence of municipal services
makes it impossible to raise 18.7 213 | 342 25.8 2.2 2.4 0.25 2.3 2.3 0.72
children
Material worries of large fam- 613 | 271 58 5.8 33 | 35 | 0.05 3.5 33 0.17
ily are significantly bigger
Z}c‘zrfam”y cansurvive without | 353 | 353 | 187 | 187 26 | 28 | 034 2.8 2.6 0.47

Measurement estimator: certainly yes — 4, as if yes — 3, as if no — 2, certainly no — 1.

Data in this table demonstrate that re-
spondents most significantly distinguished state-
ments about family life ‘separately from parents’,
considerably greater ‘material worries of the large
family’ and the ability of the family to ‘survive
without a car’. The frequency mean of the state-
ment that the family should live separately is close
to the maximum (of females M = 3.6, of males
M =3.7). This is approved by 92.9 per cent of
survey participants and they state that the newly
formed family should preferably live separately.
Maybe they should not necessarily have a separate
flat or a house, but they have to have their own
rooms, a separate exit and be economically self-
sufficient. Correspondingly 88,4 per cent of sur-
vey participants state that the material worries of
large families are considerably bigger compared
to the family which raises one or two children
(females — M =3.3. males — M =3.5 p>0.05).
Analysing social problems, one of the reasons
named is having an unfavourable family situation
and accommodation problems of the large family.
In terms of social harm there may be difficulties
because the average income of lone parent fami-
lies is significantly less than the income of two
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parent families. Furthermore the lone parent fam-
ily often lives in worse accommodation and is
socially more isolated.

The majority of survey participants
(63.9 %) think that the problem of accommoda-
tion can be solved by renting a flat or living with
parents (47.8 %). Two thirds (60 %) of respon-
dents state that the absence of municipal services
does not make it impossible to raise children, 38,1
per cent of survey participants agreed that the
family could improve the conditions of their cur-
rent accommodation. Such perspectives are more
favourably assessed by younger respondents than
older ones (p <0.005). The least number of posi-
tive answers was given to the statements that the
family can buy accommodation (38.7 %) or build
a house (25.8 %). Accommodation can only be
procured if the person takes a loan and this cannot
be taken when work is not guaranteed as in the
current economic situation of the country.

During this period of crisis the in-
volvment at National level in the solution of cer-
tain problems has considerably slowed down.
There are more problems in the areas of accom-
modation provision and in the improvement of
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living conditions. Families cannot solve these
problems themselves, this requires a national ap-
proach and solution. Based on the data given
above and additional information about the reality
of family accommodation and life conditions, it
can be stated that there are problems experienced
by large families’ at various levels, ranging from
important ones at the national level to problems
manifesting themselves at the family level. The
creation of favourable crediting conditions for
young families and other means of solving ac-
commodation procurement problems should be-
come an important area of family support.

Currently the National support policy for
procuring accommodation for large families is
unsatisfactory. Parents of orderly, honest but low-
earning large families cannot ensure the satisfac-
tory life conditions necessary for their children’s
development and fully-fledged education.

Free Time and Holidays of Large Families
Table 3 lists data about the distribution of
time and money of large families, state support,
parents’ and children’s holidays. There is more
free time when working time decreases and when
non-working time is more efficiently used.

Table 3
Free Time and Holidays of Large Families (N-155)
. As As .
Certainly if if Certainly Age Gender
yes os | no no
Statements yes
Under | Over Males | Females
% % % % 39 40 p <0.05 p <0.05
™) ™M)
years | years
Large families plan their avail-
. 174 50.3 | 23.2 9.1 2.6 2.8 0.32 2.7 2.76 0.92

able time correctly
There are places for spending 142 335|200 233 24 | 23 | 025 | 23 2.4 0.81
free time for young people
Spending free time does not 194 |387]207] 122 26 | 26 | 070 | 24 2.8 0.03
require much money
You think that families should
spend their holidays resting in 29.0 55.5 1 10.3 5.2 3.0 3.1 0.47 2.9 3.1 0.08
Lithuania

e  going abroad 9.0 16.1 | 32.3 42.6 1.8 1.95 0.55 1.8 2.0 0.19

e  staying at home 6.5 374 | 40.6 15.5 2.3 2.3 0.53 2.3 2.3 0.61

e  doing undone works 22.6 342 | 31.0 12.2 2.4 2.8 0.17 2.6 2.6 0.89
The family can spend their free
time interacting with each 56.8 245 | 14.2 4.5 33 33 0.91 3.2 33 0.54

g

other

e  with friends 342 335 | 27.7 4.6 3.0 2.9 0.72 2.9 3.0 0.42

s allocatingtime forsel- | 3,3 | )77 | 353 97 29 | 27 | 027 | 28 2.8 0.86

education

e  going to theatres 25.8 29.0 | 27.1 18,1 2.5 2.6 0.46 2.5 2.6 0.55

e  doing sports 44.5 252 | 16.8 13.5 3.0 2.9 0.27 2.9 3.0 0.27

e  going to the nature 32.3 335 | 17.1 17.1 2.9 2.7 0.621 2.7 2.8 0.23

*  taking part in amateur 316 | 272|206 206 28 | 25 | 017 | 26 2.7 0.38

activities

Measurement estimator: certainly yes — 4, as if yes — 3, as if no — 2, certainly no — 1.

Most approvals (84.5 %) were given to
the statement that large families should rest during
holidays. There was a high mean of responses to
the statements that the family can ‘spend free time
interacting with each other’ (M = 3.3) and ‘spend-
ing time with friends” (M =3.0). According to
Blazevicius (2006), the ways in which free time is
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spent is a personal right of every individual,
through which the person expresses his/her will,
discloses his/her approach to the system of values
and demonstrates the ideology of their general
internal culture. Grineviciené (1995) states that the
planning and structure of free time is influenced
by examples from those close to us and friends,
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family traditions, the residential area, and the ma-
terial situation.

Respondents least approve of statements
that the family should go abroad (25.1 %) or stay
at home (43.9 %) during holidays. More than half
of respondents state that young people do not have
anywhere to spend their free time (52.3 %). This
is more emphasised by younger people (M = 2.4),
who themselves or with their children want to
spend their free time meaningfully, than older
persons (M =2.3) and by females (M = 2.4), who
always distinguish themselves by their activeness
more than males (M = 2.3) in all areas.

Data from all the questionnaire statements
demonstrates that respondents’ approach to time
planning, distribution, usage, free time and holi-
days is evenly distributed. Respondents stated
ways in which to spend free time depending on
the residential area and possibilities to spend free
time meaningfully.

Conclusions

o Large families undertake considerable work
and they look for additional paid work but
this can spiritually weaken them. Having
achieved material provisions, families do
not have enough time and money for nour-
ishing spiritual values in the family; there-
fore, it can be assumed that they can be un-
dergoing both spiritual and social crises.
Families that take little care of their children
or are negligent towards them, traits that are
sometimes attributed to them, morally ruin
their members, children in particular. The
model of the family raising too few chil-
dren, which is unfavourable for the survival
of the nation, or still more painful, the
model of poverty-stricken larger families
addicted to harmful habits and living on al-
lowances are entrenched within the popula-
tion as dichotomies of practice, both harm-
ful to the Nation.

° Large families whose parents are working
are not supported by the state due to the
level of their income (they do not receive
social allowances, compensations, free
school meals). Jobless families receive al-
lowances and various concessions that is
not less than the one of the average large
working family. Such state policy degrades
the authority of parents of large working
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families because it encourages other fami-
lies not to work.

° It can be stated that one of the most impor-
tant problems is the problem of accommo-
dation and this determines the number of
marriages, their postponement for a later
time and other resultant demographic prob-
lems. Other relevant problems are the ones
related to the creation of favourable condi-
tions for children’s education. State support
policy for the accommodation of large fami-
lies is unsatisfactory. Parents of large fami-
lies that earn little cannot ensure life condi-
tions necessary for their children’s devel-
opment and their access to a fully-fledged
education.
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