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Fig. 1 Some Names of Family Experts in Latin America




IPUMS houses the richest collection of

free census microdata on the planet
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Fig. 2 Countries represented in IPUMS international
wwww.ipums.org/international




The Latin American Cohabitation Boom
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Fig. 3 Percent cohabiting among all women 25-29 in a union
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More Children born out-of-wedlock
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Fig. 4 Distribution of births according to the conjugal situation of the mother
in Latin America

Source: Laplante, B., Castro Martin, T., Cortina, C., Martin Garcia, T. (2013)...cu. ocnossre



Fertility is Declining
8 e e ettt et et ettt et e

Total Fertility Rate
(6)] ~
A

=
]

1965
1970
1975 -

Yea

Fig. 5 Total fertility rate by country, 1970-2010
Source: United Nations 2012
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but Age
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Fig. 6 Percent ever in union among all women 25-29
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% childless women 25-29

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Fig. 7 Percent childless among all women 25-29
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Ron Lesthaeghe offers the SD'T (Second

Demographlc Transition) framework
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Fig. 8 Albert Esteve, Ron Lesthaeghe and Toni Lopez using the SDT frame to

interpret family change in Latin America
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Historical Pattern of Disadvantage
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Fig. 9 Social Gradient Schema for Non-conformist family life indicators
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Strong Regional Heterogeneity

Proporcién de mujeres de 25-29 afios
en union consensual (sobre el
total de mujeres en union)
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Heterogeneity across and within countries
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Fig. 11 Percent cohabitating among all women in union 25-29, year 2000




Regional differences in Cohabitation in

Brazil 2000




Regional differences persist after
controlling for individual characteristics
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Fig. 13 Regional effects with and without controls of the individual
characteristics, Brazil 2000




Individuals have histories, but regions

have longer histories
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Fig. 13 Regional effects with and without controls of the individual
characteristics, Brazil 2000




Layers of explanation

Layer 3: Contemporary change

Layer 2: Historical pattern of disadvantage

Layer 1: Geo-Cultural Baseline

Fig. 14 A free-hand representation to understand change




Contemporary change is socially heterogeneous
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Fig. 16 Family life indicators in Brazil by social group, women 25-29 .
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Contemporary change is socially heterogeneous
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How will families change in the next 20 years?
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Fig. 16 Projected % female 25-29 with secondary or higher education based
on Samir K.C. and Worlfang Lutz’s team in Vienna
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Could I have anticipated 20 years ago the
situation in 20107 NO

* | was not in the field yet: High school and
spending the weekend with my girl friend

* | would have predicted the erosion of the historical
pattern of disadvantage

* It would have been difficult for me to anticipate
other forces of change

* So, expect surprises for the next 20 years



Source: Hello magazine

Es hija de dofia Rosa Jaluf de Castro, toda una personalidad en su pais ™

LAS MUJERES MAS PODEROSAS
DEL VALLE DEL CAUCA (COLOMBIA),
EN LA FORMIDABLE MANSION HOLLYWOODIEN
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By F L Awela, hils;



Thanks to my little angels!!!
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Robert McCaa

http://www.ced.uab.es/worldfam/

aesteve@ced.uab.es
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Contemporary change is socially heterogeneous
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Fig. 16 Family life indicators in Brazil by social group, women 25-29 .
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difference to 1980

Recent Family change by social group
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Fig. 16 Family life indicators in Brazil by social group, women 25-29 .
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