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Living arrangements of immigrants in Spain: strategies of support in times of economic crisis (?)
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Between 2008 and 2009 a slight increase of extended and multiple households is observed for BOL,
ECU, VEN and ARG, as a possible effect of the economic conditions
Across time, immigrants from most countries of origin experience a stabilization or a slow down
process in the likelihood of extended and multiple households indicating a de-nuclearization process
after a period of settlement achieving better conditions.
No significant variance is observed in the number of The size of extended and multiple households Bolivian immigrants, representing one of the more recent immigrant inflows in
members in households without nucleus increased for most origins during the economic Spain, have the household structure in line with that of an initial process of
Source: Labor Force Survey, 20052012 recession. 28‘;\:;; ZLSSSTZZ?SG settlement with a larger number of extended and multiple households as well as

without nucleus.
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STEP 1: Pooled Models STEP 2: Specific Models by Bolivia Ecuador Romania Colombia  Venezuela | Argentina Morocco
Odds ratio of the likelihood of migrant adults being in an extended or multiple household country of origin = noee® N ool B ee® N eel B ee® | ReeB N ool
compared to any other type of household. _ o [Male] 650  ref. | 2460  ref. | 2414  ref. | 1433 ref. 632 ref. | 1288  ref. | 3728 ref.

. _ . Odds ratio of the likelihood of Female 975 1,115 2832 1,263 ***| 2634 1,045 2228 1,222 *+| 775 1,562 ***| 1342 1,128 2962 1,176 ***
4.0 : Main 10“9”1 COant”eS . : : migrant adults being in an Age2 1625 0,94 ***| 5292 0,978 * | 5048 0,956 ***| 3661 0,995 1407 0,906 ** | 2630 1,002 6690 0,933 ***
= Model 1 extended or multiple ¢ge | 1625 1,001 ** | 5292 1+ | 5048 1,001 ***| 3661 1 1407 1,001 ***| 2630 1 6690 1,001 ***
: : : : : : : : ear of observation
39 1| m Model 2 | household instead of any [2005(11)] 64  ref. ***| 619  ref. ***| 406  ref. ***| 360  ref. ***| 58  ref **¥| 242 ref ***| 558  ref *
; other type of household. 2006(3) 190 0616+ | 783  064*| 722 0504%| 447 0762+ | 80 0,843 273 1,061 789 0,984
3,0 gt e 2008(1t) 345 0,431 ***| 1008 0,73 ***| 1030 0,705 ***| 681 0,752 ** | 248 0,403 ***| 537 1,201 1314 1,147
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 2009(3t) 371 0,491 ***| 970 0,427 ***| 1037 0,706 ***| 759 0,482 ***| 341 0,467 ** 545 0,642 ** | 1311 1,169
, , , , , , , , 2011(11) 334 0,689 * 946 0,578 ***| 905 0,644 ***| 749 0,527 ***| 336 0,415 ***| 485 0,814 1358 1,057
2,5 T 2012(31) 321 0,567 ** | 966 0,482 ***| 948 0,481 ***| 665 0,421 ***| 344 0,235 ***| 548 0,867 1360 0,922
: | ] ] ] ] ] ] Union Status
2.0 — [In union with Spanish] 99  ref. ** | 300  ref **¥| 344  ref **¥| 610  ref **¥| 555  ref **x| 526  ref ***| 966  ref. ***
. In union with immigrant 779 1,882 ***| 2994 2,604 ***| 3286 1,731 ***| 1448 1,508 ***| 321 1,359 1211 074+ | 3342 0,983
| i i i i i i i i Separated, divorced, widowed 213 1,932 ***| 545 3,856 **x| 461 2,417 ***| 476 2,546 ***| 136 2,567 ***| 282 1,626 ** | 878 1,516 ***
1,5 e T Single, not in union 534 1,678 ** | 1453 2,785 **| 957 1,411+ | 1127 2,179 ***| 395 1,048 611 1,145 1504 0,825
*Referenc:e ! ! ! ! ! ! ! Own children in household
1,0 ; [No] 844 ref. 2197 ref. 2442 ref. 1752 ref. 660 ref. 1260 ref. 2854 ref.
: , , , , , , , Yes 781 0,866 3095 0,652 ***| 2606 0,675 ***| 1909 0,803 ***| 747 1,089 1370 1,223 3836 0,997
o5 do SN Education
' ! ' ' ' ' ' ' ' [Primary or less] 335 ref. 1510 ref. == 744 ref. == | 724 ref. === 121 ref. 374 ref. === 3702 ref, **=
, , , , , , , , Secondary 1123 0,857 3412 0,77 ***| 3916 0,863 * | 2539 0,918 858 0,812 1581 0,78 * | 2557 0,813 ***
0,0 : : : : : : ! ! Terciary 167 0,941 370 0,871 388 0,746 ***| 398 0,576 ***| 428 0,867 675 0,502 ***| 431 (0,598 ***
Bornin Bornin Bornin Bornin Bornin Bornin Bornin Bornin Bornin Years of residence
Morrocco Equador Rumania Colombia Argentina France Germany Venezuela Bolivia [Recent migrant (0-1years)] 161 ref. ***| 108 ref. 437 ref. **+| 162 ref. ***| 51 ref. * 120 ref. *=*| 229 ref, **x
2to 4 years 552 0,654 ***| 897 0,929 1603 0,709 ***| 628 0,78 142 0,711 523 1,004 890 0,652 ***
N=30.164 Five or more years 912 0,586 ***| 4287 0,895 3008 0,459 ***| 2871 0,548 ***| 1214 1,243 1987 0,46 ***| 5571 0,579 ***
Citizenship
Model 1: no control variables [Foreign] 1521 ref. 4122 ref. 4968 ref. 2706 ref. 407 ref. 1593 ref. 5267 ref.
Model 2: control variables: sex, age, age2, year of observation, education, years of residence, union status, own children Spanish 104 0674* | 1170 0,94 80 0,713 955 1,141 1000 0,858 1037 1,089 1423 0,732 ***
in household, citizenship, unemployed members in household. Unemployed members in household
[Nobody] 1014 ref. 3253 ref. 3137 ref. 2194 ref. 973 ref. 1901 ref. 3681 ref.
After controlling for different individual and households characteristics, the likelihood of an adult migrant to live in an Someone 611 1446 x| 2039 1449w 1911 18677 1467 2,061 434 1,261 729 1,667 3009 1,075
extended or multiple household instead of other types varies significantly by origin, being the more likely Bolivia Constante 3567 0.660 1674 3R 179 0231 129
and Ecuador, followed by Colombia and Romania in comparison to Morocco.. N 1.625 5.292 5.048 3.661 1.407 2.630 6.690
-2 log likelihood 5128,417a 15841,100a 13785,228a 8646,976a 1736,143a 4197,780a 12167,403a
Source: Labor Force Survey, 2005-2012 Source: Labor Force Survey, 2005-2012 df 18 18 18 18 18 18 18

Concluding remarks

MAIN FINDINGS:

- Differences by origin: This analysis for Spain suggests that even when extended and multiple households are more common among immigrants there are important differences by origin, related not only to their
cultural patterns but also to the stage of the migratory process.

— Strategies of support in time of crisis (?) : We do not find an overall increase of extended and multiple household as a consequence of the economic recession in Spain among all immigrant origins. Although all regional
origins experienced a slight increase in their extended and multiple households, at the country level it is especially some Latin—-American countries and Romania where a clear stabilization or slow down process is
observed after the economic crisis started. Over the observed period we however find a decrease of these type of households.

— Determinants of the likelihood of living in extended or multiple households: The multivariate analysis show: overall women are more likely to live in extended or multiple households than men, whereas the older
the person is the less likely it is; The likelihood to live in extended or multiple households decreases over the observed years (2005-2012) but in particular for the Andean countries and Romania. In line with this,
results suggest that the more years of residence, the lower the likelihood to live in these type of households; In comparison to intermarried couples (with an Spaniard): immigrant couples (especially ECU) are clearly
more likely to live in extended households except for ARG and MOR; the same holds for those who are separated, divorced and widowed among all groups are; for individuals not in union the likelihood is higher but
seems less important for ARG, VEN and MOR; For ECU, ROM and COL when own children live in the household, the likelihood to live in an intergenerational household is significantly higher:; The higher the
educational level, the lower the likelihood to live in an extended household, although its not always reaching significance; having acquired Spanish citizenship is an important determinant for Moroccans resulting in
lower odds to live in an extended household; Finally, compared to households where all members work those who have unemployment in the household have a higher likelihood of living with relatives.

CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER RESEARCH:

The particularities of immigrants in Spain in terms of living arrangements in relation to the economic crisis remain to be more fully captured.

Studying living arrangements is complex and includes different factors that may act in opposite ways. On the one hand it is expected that after the settlement process families tend to un-nuclearize their households, as
it is possible to observe among the different origins according to how old their inflows are. On the other hand, family reunification and the difficult economic conditions as a result of the crisis would be two reasons to
expect an increase of shared households among relatives, once is rejected a significant impact of return migration and re-emigration at least so far in Spain according to official data about out-flows.

Further research would benefit from following household composition and change among immigrants from a longitudinal perspective as wells as over a longer period of time.



