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Abstract

This study focuses on the changes within thdittomal Serbian family in the second half of th@"2
century, highlighting the impact of the socialisticonomic and political development upon familg lénd the
position of women. In addition to this, the attentin the paper is drawn to domestic violence dée@gainst
women and children. The analysis especially empkadilifferent roles within the family and the piositof
women within family relations.
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predominantly rural population. The majority of peolived off the land. Small estates and parcel

holdings dominated the overall structure. Propgniere often carved up into a large number of
smaller parcels, with the average parcel amountragound half a hectare. One of the basic chaiatits
of the rural economy was the imbalance in the degfalevelopment between various regions and pérts
the country. Vojvodina apart, which was home toitedipt estates and elements of capitalist agticalt
village life in the rest of Serbia was chiefly madkby bartering and small-scale production of goods
Natural production was characterised by primitiaenfing methods and the predominance of manual
labour in agriculture. Production was primarily geghtowards satisfying one’s own needs, while fesil
spent the majority of income on their estates, @y a small amount on the market. The predominarfice
manual labour in agriculture was a result of agraver-population and a surplus work force, ad asl
insufficient technical resources in agriculture ¢ac Dodic, 1999:11-16).

D uring the first few decades of the"26entury, Serbia was an extremely agricultural tguwith a

Industry in Serbia was developing, though it waahla to change the economic structure before
the war. Industry was focused on the bigger towrsthe mining sector.

This general situation in Serbia was accompaniedhiey existence of various family models
(Kazer, 2002: 38). Differences in the structurdamilies and in the degree of representation ofdikierse
types of family units were particularly pronouncdetween urban and rural environments. The
transformation process of family collectives and #eparation of homes of that special type of cerpl
family unit that existed in certain parts of thellms began taking shape in the second half ofLff{e
century. Collectives were made up of a number wiilfas, while other blood relatives were also irgd.
Back in 1939, Vladimir Dvornikovic noted that a leattive family in the shape of an extended famitg a
economic community with an elected chief in its aftl original form was fairly rare. It survived gnh
southern Croatia, the Dalmatian Zagori, Bosnia Bledzegovina, and in western and southern Serbia
(Dvornikovic, 1939: 679). With their origin in theatriarchal structure of Serbian society, they gedlgt
began to disappear in the early"afentury. The basic features of a family collectivere patri-linearity,
the existence of a principle of seniority, genenale domination, strong group identity, and a diitgrof
functions (Miterauer, 2001: 173). In terms of famstructure in Serbia, the first few decades of 268

" Vera Gudac Dodic, PhD, historian, Institute for Recent History of Serbia, Belgrade, Serbia, E mail: luvenido@ptt.rs



-111 -

century were marked by the existence of differgpes of family: from the nuclear, mainly in theies,
through extended family units, all the way to faeslof a complex structure, who were most oftersgmée
in rural areas.

The inferior position of women compared to men #mel latter’'s domination of the former was
reflected not only in an unequal legal status, &lsb in other areas. The patriarchate was rooted in
tradition, customs and culture. The patriarchatesysof values governed people’s way of life anchted
behavioural norms in many spheres of life. Onéhefahief hallmarks of a patriarchal family in Serbias
female subservience to men, particularly wives heirt husbands. Male domination also characterised
everyday life. The patriarchal order stressed maunthority over women, directing her primarily tows
the home, family and children. Isolation in the fgnand family privacy, however, did not mean tlzat
woman'’s role was confined merely to herself (Vde#006: 135).

General trends in the country’s social and econodei¢celopment after World War 1l had an
impact on the family too and triggered changeseiherThe post-war model of Yugoslavia’'s economic
development that was shaped and harnessed by tmenQust Party was geared towards accelerated
industrialisation. Forced industrialisation of tleuntry was seen as the basic and central model of
modernisation. Accelerated modernisation was choig under full state control in a planned andigdi
manner. In an explicitly agrarian country, accurtialafor such development and start-up accumulative
funds for industrial investment could only be drafvam agricultural production. The theoretical and
ideological basis for such a developmental moded feainded on so-called socialist industrialisation,
whose priority was development of heavy industrizisTdevelopmental model involved transferring a
section of the labour force from the provinces itite cities and mobilising the labour force forustty
(Gudac-Dodic, 1999: 54). In the post-war periodg¥slavia was characterised by robust deagrariaoisat
and a rapid exodus of the population from the gékto the cities. In the time span of three ardla
decades, between 1945 and 1981, the percentalge afjticultural population in the overall populatiell
from 75.3% to 28.9% (Veselinov, 1987: 110). In $®rdnd Montenegro, this figure fell from 72.3% in
1948 to 17.3% in 1991Y{goslav Statistical Yearbo@000: 61). The urban population rose from 1,154,
558 in 1948 to 5,321,364 in 1991. The urban pojon& share in the overall population rose from7%6.
in 1948 to 51.2% in 1991Y(goslav Statistical Yearbo®000: 60). That same year, just over half the
population of central Serbia, some 54%, lived imrts and cities.

Speedy deagrarianisation led, among other thirgdiidh agrarian over-population; intensive
industrial and agricultural development; agricutarinferior position in overall economic policy cam
demand in a number of Western European countriesdditional labour force (Veselinov, 1987: 111).
This facilitated the economic migration of the plapion.

Deagrarianisation movement, the fact that there avasncreasing number of people living and
working in the cities, in a new environment, infelient living and working conditions compared togé
who had stayed behind in the villages, was refteote the family too. The process of acceleratios wae
of the basic factors that impacted on changes ¢oféimily structure and the traditional family model
(Mitterauer, 2001: 315-323).

Besides acceleration, expanding industry and tlcee@sing engagement of the population in
industry and the service sector, another factartid a major bearing on the traditional family waass
employment and education of women.

Increased mass education and employment of wonasedmter alia on the principle of equality,
was promoted from the early days of the socialtstes The efforts to raise female literacy and,
subsequently, to improve the very low level of eion among the female population, led to mass
attendance by women in all school institutionstistg from primary school to university. Socialist
modernisation of society involved raising the rafeemployment among the female population. Work
outside the house and home, as well as women’saeed economic independence, also left its mark on
the family.

Modern studies of the family in the Balkans shovattfiemale equality in particular, the
relationship between parents and children, andigte of inheritance were viewed as the key faciars
combating the patriarchal structure (Kazer, 20@Z)4
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Basic Constitutional principles and legal decisiofghe Yugoslav State shaped in line with the
ideology of the Communist Party, among other thirggsabled women to leave their privacy and enter
public life. The principle of equality in socialiswas promoted as one of the guiding principleefgarty
state, which stemmed from the very ideological gahorder and, at the level of law, had a positvel
emancipating effect on the position of women. Unalely, compared to the law in place prior to World
War Il, the socialist authorities’ constitutionaldalegal acts significantly helped eliminate disgriation
and the unequal legal position of women and métedlilegal barriers, and helped empower women in
many spheres.

Women gained a number of rights on a formal andllbgsis, including the right to schooling and
education under equal conditions, the right to wankl equal pay for the same work, active and passiv
suffrage, paid maternity leave, social insuranke,right to divorce, abortion and others. Sociatiety
adopted a raft of legal and normative acts guaeamjegender equality.

Big changes were rendered especially in the fiélthe legal position of married women and the
status of marital and family relations in companisdgth previous practice and the laws that exigieadr to
World War 1. Under Serbian civil law that was atiegh way back in 1884 and was not repealed unti6;194
married women had, in terms of their general waglatility, the same status as minors, the mentthlly
wastrels and down-and-outs. Their legal positios wach that they were completely subservient to the
husbands. In the event of divorce, male childreer dkie age of four and females over the age ofrseve
were always put in the custody of fathers etc. ifigsand proving fatherhood of children born out of
wedlock was illegal, except in cases of abductiomape (DraSki & Popovi-Obradové, 1988: 11-26).
The founding law on marriage repealed or amendédhitierto existing state laws on marriage.
Constitutional and legal provisions altered thealggosition of married women and put an end to male
superiority in the eyes of the law.

The socialist state’s adoption of formal and legrliality for women and gender equality at legal
level was enshrined not only in the Constitutionl®#6, but also in a range of other laws enactetién
first years after the liberation. The Founding LemvMarriage was of particular significance from paént
of view of the family and relations therein (TheulRding law on Marriage, 1946). Women's legal positi
in marriage was equalised with that of men. Thecstire of marital and family relations foreseentkig
law constituted a major break from prior legal pice and laws that had existed in Serbia before its
adoption. The Serbian Civil Code, which had stifrdamarried women’s subservience to men and had
outlawed paternity tests for children born out oédlock etc., ceased to exist as a legal basis for
discrimination against married women and a legadisbdor patriarchal families (Draskic, Popovic-
Obradovic, 1988: 12).

Promoted as a legal norm, female inequality insiitgere of inheritance in pre-war Serbia was part
and subject matter of everyday life. Men’s prividegstatus and explicit discrimination against women
which was particularly pronounced when it camenteeritance rights, were abolished by law after \Worl
War Il. The Inheritance Law of 1995, guaranteed #ogiality of men and women in the sphere of
inheritance.

Full liberalisation of divorce was achieved aftee twar, accompanied by the relevant legal acts.
Apart from assets that one spouse had prior toladimg a marriage and those received as gifts or
bequeathed, all remaining property acquired durimgrriage was considered shared. In the event of
divorce, spouses split shared property accordiridio respective contributions.

The elimination of male supremacy and the infestatus of women in the eyes of the law did not
mean or lead to the complete disappearance of doaténation in other fields of life.

The relationship between parents and children gifdwchanged. The supreme authority of
parents weakened; the ties of unconditional obegiemd full fatherly authority, which had been afie
the key hallmarks and bastions of the patriarchatilfy in Serbia, began to weaken. Children becavee e
more independent, particularly in urban areas.deéil’'s increased freedom was reflected in indepgnde
choices on everything that affected their livesiogd, profession and, finally, their future marigertner.

For the majority of the Serbian population duritg second half of the #century, marriage
continued to be the inevitable framework for builglia family and the most acceptable form of shéfed
Changes that emerged in terms of the new way @ftlife prevailing ideology and the promotion ofesth
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values in many spheres of life were no threat ®itistitution of marriage. Marriage survived -ahigh
percentage, moreover- notwithstanding the transdtions that were taking place within the family.eTh
high number of marriages was a feature of the whokt-war period. Over two-thirds of women and men
over the age of 15 entered wedlock. According ttsases, the majority of people in Serbia over ted

15 were married.

These trends continued later. During the 1990sret66.5% of the population was married
(Copic, Grupkovic, Lazic, Dobrosavljevic-Grujic, @D 20). The popularity of marriage was also
confirmed by a study conducted among Belgrade skagrschool pupils. The findings showed that young
generation too believed that marriage and a hamosniamily life was one of the main goals to aspire
(Dimitrijevic, 2002).

The fall in the number of relatives living in fam# and the intensification of the process of the
nuclear family was also one of the indicators ddirde. Changes in the number of household members
were one of the basic elements and indicatorsrofljaransformation. The average size of househfdts
in the post-war period in Serbia. In central Serlti® most common households were those with four
members (24%), then two members (22.1%), thre®¥%Band finally five members (9.8%h Vojvodina,
the most common family unit consisted of two meral{e6.9%), followed by four members (23.8%), three
(20.3%) and one member (17.9%). By contrast, ina¢osand Metohija, the most common family unit was
made up of eight or more members (35.2%), followedive (12.4%), six (12%), four (11.9%) and seven
(8%) (Demographic Statistics 1997999: 27).

In Serbia, the number of members of a househdldréeh 4.4 in 1948 to 3.6 in 1991. The size of
the average household varied from region to rediothe early 1990s, the number of household mesnber
in central Serbia was 3.4 (compared to 4.5 in 1948Yojvodina 2.9 (compared to 3.6) and in Kos@&8
(compared to 6.4)The World's Women 20080.). Kosovo was the only region that saw a ris¢hi
number of members per household.

After a decade of post-war development, the mostngon form of family in Serbia was the
nuclear family. It was the most representativellaha forms of family (57.3% - 1991). Less thathad of
all families were made up of spouses without ckitld{Blagojevic, 1997: 34). Extended families comtid
to survive, but they were fewer than before. Inafuareas, however, shared households were still
commonplace. According to studies on the positibwamen in rural Serbia conducted on the basisnof a
interviewed sample, one in five families was nucieaype (Rajkovic, 2006).

The birth rate in Serbia has fallen down. The ayeraumber of children per family is 1.14
(Copic, Grupkovic, Lazic, Dobrosavljevic-Grujic, @D 20).

One of the factors that had a major bearing on@bsin the family structure was the drop in birth
rate and the decline in population growth, whick haen particularly visible since the 1950s. Theloer
of newborn babies per 1,000 of the Serbian pomdias been in constant decline. The fact thatfewe
children are being born than before is not uniquéhts part of the world. Central Serbia has a tiega
birth rate, falling from -0.1 per 1,000 of the ptation in 1992 to -1.8 in 1997. This figure is #ie more
striking given that in 1952 it stood at 16.7 pe®QD of the population. The rate of natural growth i
Vojvodina has been negative since 198@rfiographic Statistics 19958, 59). In other words, more
people are dying than are being born.

The declining number of children in families hasl lrapowerful impact. Families with one child
or those with no children at all are fundamentdliffjerent from families with a large number of ari¢én
(Mitterauer, 2001: 329 — 330).

From a sociologist’'s point of view, almost all asfseof family life had undergone far-reaching
changes by the end of the™@entury: “the decline in births, increased birtintrol, sexual freedom, the
process of gender equality, alternative forms ofriage and families, the large number of women anky
the rise in youth delinquency, the increasing nundbelivorces leading to single-parent familiegraased
use of drugs, AIDS, changes in family norms andies| increased domestic violence, particularly towa
children, increased life expectancy” (MilzQ01: 71).

Life expectancy rose during the post-war periocsi@es other factors, that rise came as a result of
advances in medicine. In the space of four decadeke life expectancy in Serbia rose from 57.06him
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early 1950s to 68.48 years in the early 1990s, fandvomen from 58.77 to 74.27 yeal@gmographic
Statistics 199730). In the last four decades, life expectangynfewborn males has risen by just over ten
years and by almost fifteen years for females.

In the second half of the $entury, although people were waiting longer to married than
before, females still entered marriage, particuldirst marriages, at a fairly young age. In théQ® in
Serbia, the average age for men entering marriage26.7 years. By the end of the century, in 1897,
average male was getting married at the age oB3Milthe 1950s, women entered wedlock at the &ge o
23.76 on average. A few decades later, in 1997atkeage had risen to 26.41. In central Serbia, wee
entering wedlock then at an average age of 30r&djraVojvodina at over 31.15. The figures for wame
were 26.73 and 27.44 respectively. Statistics stiathe average age of spouses entering mariaiipe i
post-war period continued to rise, but also indidlat women tended to enter marriage earlier than
on average.

The slight shift in age limits is also visible &ris of the average age of spouses entering wedlock
for the first time. In 1997, the average age of reetering marriage for the first time was 27.7 geand,
for women, 24.3@emographic Statistics 199134).

A number of factors played a part here: first amefost, the increased duration of schooling for
children, including at the highest educational Isvas well as mass employment of men and women
compared with earlier period.

The post-war period saw fluctuations and oscilfaion the number of divorces in Serbia. Divorce
was largely unpopular in the first half of thé"agentury. There were relatively few divorces intSeprior
to World War 1l. Patriarchally structured familiasad social relations favoured marriage and the remgiu
nature of that institution.

Divorce was gradually fully liberalised in Serbiiea World War |l. Divorce proceedings were
launched by a petition from one or the other spooiseould be reached through mutual agreement.

Laws governing marriage and family relations in lémger half of the 20 century highlighted the
legislator’s intention to address the intereststuidren first and foremost in the event of divarce

Practice showed that in the majority of cases,odlysof children was awarded to the mother,
although women would often encounter many diffieslteven if they received a court order entitlingm
to alimony payments.

In practice, discrimination existed against womemd achildren from divorced marriages
throughout the post-war period. Surveys conducteadrtain companies and centres for social work
showed that a high percentage of divorcees receivemhaintenance for their children. In the earlgd$
of ninety divorcees surveyed, sixty received nonteiance from their former spouses, even though the
were legally obliged to pay alimony (Belgrade Higtal Archive, Conference on Women’'s Social
Activities, 1961). A survey carried out by the Belde Centre for Social Work in 1962 covered arc20@l
children. The majority of these children’s paref@5%) paid no alimony. Only a quarter of parents& pa
alimony regularly (25%). Around eight percent ofetlsurveyed children’'s parents gave alimony
periodically and irregularly. Of those parents wigd no alimony at all, 43% gave no money becalse t
other spouse had not asked for any. Around 31%ndidvant to pay any maintenance, while 26% were
unable to for financial reasons, because they weeenployed. The situation was even worse whemileca
to the percentage of divorced parents who had eshen agreement over schooling, education, medical
treatment and other issues linked to children’srimging. Only 3.5% of parents regularly discussed a
agreed over all this. Children very rarely saw ttleer parent. Astonishingly, almost one in everp tw
parents, 48%, never saw their children at all. ity ©% of cases did parents who lost custody oir the
children spend the summer holidays with them. Hseillts of the study showed that the majority obpts
who lost custody of their children after divorcesased to have any interest in them (Conference on
Women's Social Activities, 1961).

The number of divorces fell during the 1990s. Theorte rate in Serbia per 1,000 of the
population fell from 1.2 in 1987 to 0.7 ten yeatel Demographic Statistics 19988) .The low divorce
rate in Serbia was particularly pronounced in #st Hecade of the $@entury. There were a number of
contributing factors for this, not least the stampoverishment of the population. The primary cafosd¢he
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fall in the divorce rate could be linked to the eged existential uncertainty following divorce.eTissue

of legal obligations for child maintenance compaeohdhis problem all the more. A number of couples
continued to live together even after divorce, \thighlights both the lengthy process of divisidrassets
between spouses and the unfeasibility of an adecg@ttion to the problem of housing. The enduring
problem of housing at the time is reflected in wdgtperformed on a sample of some 200 children from
divorced marriages in Belgrade in 1962, which shibwleat over 11% of parents and former spouses
continued to live together in the same flat afigorte (Conference on Woman's Social Activities620

The fall in the number of divorces was also affdctyy one socio-psychological factor: the
reliance on the family in times of crisis, the sygthening of family ties and the heightened peioapof
the family as a bastion. The ageing of the popatatvas also one of the causes of the decline im that
number of marriages and divorces.

The average age of men and women at divorce inigsatbo rose over the course of several
decades. The average age for men rose by almogeais, from 33.69 in the early 1950s (1952) tel39.
in 1997. For women, the average age at divorce Wwent 30.54 in 1952 to 35.87 in 199@dmographic
Statistics 1997141).

Neither the state’s legislative activities, nottistical data and yardsticks that highlight chaniges
marriage duration and the increasing frequency iebrde, can even partially reflect the reality and
repercussions of divorce. Divorce is unquestionalky of the most stressful events in life, rightibd the
death of a family member or a loved one. The psiptfical after-effects of divorce were felt not orly
former partners, but on their parents too. It wadigularly traumatic for children. Although thefedts are
not always immediately visible, they can be deuasigorimarily both for the youngest children, ahdse
in puberty too. Psychologists warn that small dlifd view themselves as the main culprits for their
parents’ divorce, which can leave lasting consegegrand can result in developmental problems. It is
often difficult to adjust to the new situation. Dice has an adverse effect on youngsters and eyt f
very difficult to deal with. Indeed, divorce is oné the most common causes and a major factoren th
appearance of many problems in children’s emotiandl social development.

The problem of society’s negative attitude towadttéldren from broken homes, which was
characteristic of patriarchal environments and purrced in former times, has largely been overcate,
least in urban environments.

Even though, it sometimes meant leaving behind lashesituation, freedom from domestic
violence and abuse -both physical and, more fretyygysychological- divorced women and childrennfro
those marriages were sometimes subjected to vadifficilties in the form of covert discrimination.

The collapse of the patriarchal society and thekeeimg of the traditional system of social values,
combined with increased economic and all other foofnindependence for women, partly undermined the
stability of marriage. Both the ever rising numlbédivorces and the emergence of new forms of share
life and non-marital unions etc. should be regaidetat light.

Nonetheless, the most common form of family in &vias the nuclear family (Blagoje&yil997:
34). Besides this, there was still the extendedl§arthough it was less common. According to thé®19
census, 20.2% of families in Yugoslavia were exéghih type. In the heart of the provinces and gés
there were many such family households, which dimdo this day here and there. The patriarchaticailt
model survived in rural areas, and laws often plagecond fiddle to traditional rules. The retentafn
patriarchal relations in many rural families alstetmined women'’s position and privacy, tying lagve
all, to the family, parenthood, and work in the teoamd fields.

Mass female employment and the fact that, in sisai|gl women spent more time in school
institutions than was the case earlier, meanttttegt entered wedlock later in life.

Statistical data and average benchmarks thatréitesthange in the family cannot fully reflect the
profound differences that endured between urbanraral areas during the post-war years. The glaring
differences that existed during the inter-war yaarterms of the way of life and position of womign
urban and rural areas did not fade completely.

The stark contrasts between urban and rural aefaged the differing everyday lives of women in
the city and the countryside. Provincial probleespecially villages in undeveloped regions- thes jdbne
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by women, the conditions in which they lived andkeudl, often drastically differed from urban lifecaled
to acute differences in women’s ways of life. Cussosurvived in the villages more than in the cjtthsy
carried significant weight in rural areas, somestrmeen the power of laws. Women in rural areas iregda
steeped in traditional morals for a long time toneo The position of women in rural and urban faasili
was not the same.

Mixed households, which were most common in suburbeas, are a story unto themselves.
There were many such households. Many rural fasnti@ad members employed outside the agricultural
industry. Their earnings there often exceeded ttiosg had from farming and work on their own estate
In general, men were employed in the cities, whitanen would stay on their agricultural estates and
chiefly produce what was needed to satisfy the lfgsnheeds (Conference on Women's Social Activities
1966).

The position of women in rural families in Serbiried from region to region. Nevertheless, in a
woman'’s life there were tedious and difficult cdratis. The system of horms and conduct that was par
and parcel of patriarchal ideology in rural are@swwnore influential in the provinces than in therie and
cities. Women were often on the verge of exhaustih their work in the field and home, tending to
cattle, not to mention taking care of all the hdwde chores, looking after the home, and bringipgand
looking after the children (Isic, 1988: 183-200).

Besides the fact that shared households and exidadelies were commonplace in rural areas,
other indicators too show that the modernisatiascess for rural families and changes in that divact
were neither straightforward, nor fully able to m@me patriarchal order. According to certain stsdin
terms of relations between men and women, the étidec2d” century in rural families in central Serbia
was met “with a reliance on the patriarchal systerelations.” (Rajkovic,2006). Manifestations of
patriarchality can be tracked at several levelmamy rural areas.

Extended families tended to include relatives anrtiale side. The attitude towards children born
out of wedlock was particularly negative. The fétt, shortly after the war, the rights of childitssrn out
of wedlock were equalised with those of childremnbim wedlock and paternity tests becoming legdl di
little to change attitudes in rural areas. Studasal that those children were “looked on withteompt”
due to the “low acknowledgement of paternity”, whihe “attitude towards children born out of wedtloc
was catastrophic.” Traditional rules in rural areastinued to carry great weight and restricted @i
rights in the area of inheritance. Property and é®mere usually bequeathed to sons or brothersalEem
children became heirs only when there were no wmilsldren in the families, or in families where wame
lived alone. In spite of legal changes, the praatitdenying women's equal inheritance rights ptedi

All women covered by this study cited child birthdaprocreation as their main reason for getting
married. Having given birth to the desired numbgrclildren, with priority continuing to be given to
having a son or giving them priority over femaléldien even at that early stage led to the prefardn
the most popular way of controlling fertility, bgrtninating pregnancies. For the women interviewed,
abortion was the most dominant form of birth cohtndnile contraception was not accepted. In terfrthe
number of intentional terminations, the majority wbmen interviewed had had four or five abortions
(Rajkovic, 2006).

The public perception at the end of thé"2fentury of gender equality in marriage shows that
views differed here. In a study performed on a damyp 2,200 people, to one of the questions posed -
“Does equality exist between spouses in marriage85% agreed, although 47% of women questioned
replied that men had a dominant position in maeiadpile 5% of men replied that women were dominant
in marriage (Milosavljevi¢ 2002).

Domestic violence was often concealed from othargjell-kept secret or rather a grim part of
privacy for those who had to live with it. Hiddenorin the public eye and frequently outwit the inflae or
control of the state or social institutions, it weff unrecognised as a separate criminal actdégades. Its
victims were most frequently women and childrenjlevit was not unusual for a woman to endure it for
years, powerless to resist her tormentor.

Domestic violence was neither specially sanctioneder the Yugoslav Criminal Law of 1951,
nor under the Serbian Criminal Law of 1977. Crirhilaav contained no precisely defined legal provisio
exclusively pertaining to domestic violence or eimte perpetrated by someone in the home. Cases of
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violence committed by family members were groupedes and subject to general provisions of criminal
law, pertaining to the crime of inflicting grievotmdily harm, jeopardising security and violent doct.
Cases of domestic violence also came under thgagtef public order offences (NikadlRistanove,
1988: 31).

Not until the start of the 21century, in 2002, was a Law on Amendments and Aesdo
Criminal Law adopted, whichinter alia, provided for the insertion of a separate artifdeeseeing
sanctions for domestic violenc€riminal Law of the Republic of Serhid0/2002.). Besides making
domestic violence a criminal offence, amendmentewaéso rendered regarding the crime of rape.

Nor was child abuse uncommon within the family.tl# 15,000 cases of child abuse reported to
the Anti-Domestic Violence Advisory Bureau, an ags of 3,000 were received on an annual basis. The
perpetrators of domestic violence were most oftesbhnds and extra-marital partners (in 78% of ¢ases
However, cases of violence by sons on mothers dathers on grown-up daughters were also reported.
Child abuse was not carried out by fathers aloreeofding to that organisation, mothers were resptns
for four out ten cases of violence against childeerd fathers for six (Djordjevic, 2001).

The experiences of organisations offering assistaocfemale victims of violence show that
women from all professions and walks of life wexp@sed to violence. Domestic violence against women
was most frequently committed by partners (husbarfiokowed by ex-husbands and extra-marital
partners). In certain cases, it was carried ousdnys and sometimes fathers. In almost half of tegdor
cases, the perpetrators were alcoholics. Violenas also perpetrated by people with higher education
upstanding citizens, people from all social strata] those with high earnings.

A study on violence against women that covered W@@nen from urban and rural areas was
carried out by the Serbian Victimologist SocietheTstudy’s findings were depressing, indicating tre
in every two women had suffered some form of psiadioal domestic violence (46.1% of all investighte
cases), while one in three had been physicallycleth by another member of the family (30.6%).
According to the study, the perpetrators were rnostmonly the husband (74.8%), the father (12.1P@), t
mother (5.6%), a brother or sister (4.7%), and mné& partner (4.2%). The most common forms of
physical domestic violence were slaps (12.9% ofalemmespondents had suffered that form of violence)
and beatings (9%). Some women had been kickedthie@dhair pulled, been punched, belted, struck wit
other objects, while there were also cases of ettmbutts being stubbed out on women’s bodies.lishe
of violent acts against women did not stop hereremeer, as there were even incidences of womergbein
shut inside barrels or forced to kneel in corn &eer 7% of respondents hbden subjected to by a family
member’s violence by a weapon or tool against tlwamsing severe injury. Furthermore, 8.7% of all
women had been subjected to sexual violence irfathely, with the most common perpetrators being
husbands or partners, followed by ex-partnersefatm-law and sons-in-laws (Vujovic, Gajin, 2002).

Steps to modernise the socialist state and chahgéshe family went through after the waad
an impact on women'’s place in the family and refiddn her lifestyle. Full legal equality for womand
men, longer schooling and increased economic intkpee, based on the fact that the percentage of
women in work was much higher than before, all Aadajor bearing on her status. The process of yamil
nuclearisation, liberalisation of divorce and tlusgibility of birth control were all key determinarof the
position of women in socialism. None of this wasugh to entirely overcome traditional mindsetseimts
of the essence of women’s social functions, to tgdgndeep-rooted values, or to change the traditional
roles of men and women within the family. Womenteared to do the majority of household chores and
look after the children, even when they were emgdby

The high influx of people into the cities from thallages allowed patriarchal, traditional
awareness of the roles of men and women in thdyfand mindsets associated with rural areas togtlsrt
survive in the cities too. Despite many changefamailies’ appearance and functioning, awarenegfief
sexes’ role within its frameworkvere deep-rooted and changes in that sphere wsuficient to ensure
female equality within the family. Economic indepence and legal equality were unable to fully cleang
the image of women in family relations. Women inrkyadhough strained to the limit, continued to penf
the majority of household chores and family work.gleat deal hinged on women’s unremunerated
housework. A plethora of diverse professions weterivoven in her daily housework. Women were
exhausted and often left at the end of their tetiyethe various roles they had to fill. Attemptsstaialise
certain family functions, the state’s assumptiorcafe for children by creating day-care instituftaspre-
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school children, and extended primary educationcfuldren as a means of enhancing the position of
working women still failed to overcome the conflidtroles.

Housework, invisible and unappreciated, yet vital & family and society’s functioning, which
absorbed hours and hours of predominantly womém's, tand on which she spent almost as much time as
she did on work outside the house, was the subfetiany a debate in Europe too (Bok, 2005: 384).385
Women often accepted jobs that they could fit thiir family commitments, like bringing up childrend
household chores. Clearly, this could be a restectactor in terms of career advancement and éurth
professional affirmation.

Karl Kazer stresses that Balkan particularities ao¢ the only reason why developmental
processes have failed to threaten the survivalradittonal male and female roles. These roles have
changed little since “social change does not autically bring a new culture, or a completely new st
ideas. People often uncover a number of culturesspects of various cultures, and they are prorieeto
contradictory. The idea of equality was a ubiqutdheme, but it has nevertheless failed to overcome
traditional concepts of life” (Kazer, 2002: 448).

Together with the stark difference between wometesiding and way of life in urban and rural
areas, in various forms of family, transitionalrfar and varieties between them, along with the clarfar
emancipation on the one hand and the presencedifidn on the other, coupled with all the changes
brought by socialist modernisation, female infatjolives on, particularly in terms of traditionedles in
the family.

Conclusion

Modernising processes that took place in Serbithén post-war period had an impact on the
family, the position of women and her life in itulFlegal equality between men and women, extended
schooling and increased economic independenced ms¢he fact that the number of women in work is
much higher than before, had major ramifications Her status. The process of family nuclearisation,
liberalisation of divorce and the possibility ofrthi control were all key determinants of the paositiof
women in socialism. None of this was enough, thougtentirely overcome traditional mindsets in term
of the essence of women’s social functions, to tgdgndeep-rooted values, or to change the traditional
roles of men and women within the family. Womentoared to do the majority of household chores and
look after the children, even when they were emgibyAll the changes that took place in the post-war
years were not enough to annul the glaring diffeesrthat existed during the inter-war years betwken
position of urban and rural women. The system afnsoand conduct inherent to patriarchal ideology in
rural areas had a bigger impact and significanee ih towns and cities. Many indicators show tlnet t
modernisation process for rural families and chanigethat direction were neither straightforwardy n
fully able to overcome patriarchal order. Togethéth the pronounced difference between women’s
standing and way of life in urban and rural areéasyarious family forms, along with the clamour for
emancipation on the one hand and the strong presdrtcadition on the other, female inferiorityéi on,
particularly in terms of traditional roles in thenfily.
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