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Several studies have shown the impact of historical chaagdshence, obirth
cohorts on life chances (See for a seminal study: Elder, 19#s impacthas
been for example well demonstrated for France (Chauvel8)l88d German'
(Blossfeld, 1986). It has also been demonstrated that thadtrof cohorts/aries
noticeably across countries: UK, USA and Scandinavian t@msexperienc a
very low (or even null) impact of cohorts on life chances andess to uppeanc
middle class, while France and Mediterranean countriechagacterizedy a
very high degree of inequalities between cohorts (Cha@@€l8). From thigpoini
of view, the case of Switzerland has remained for a long timgeustudiedwith
the exception of a descriptive study (Joye & Bergman, 2004)y. currentstudy
precisely aims to fill this lack. For this purpose, we useagbaphical datérom a
retrospective longitudinal survey of the Swiss Househadd? (n=3103)Thest
longitudinal data allow for an accurate assessment of wajkdtories andlas:
attainment across generations in the life course, for th)2®02 periodWe
used Survival analysis and Discrete-Time Models and chass¥ents thacces
to 1. upper class only and 2. upper and middle class bothtteget

MModelling access te Upper Class (S managers and executive), All Sample.
(Switzerland f 1840 — 2002, S iThred Bley
=

Ny Tiz S dds Ratio
Sender
0522 o102 ooo 1.685
Sge mroups
2740 423 ooo 15400
26-35 7 2080 4090 ooo 2. 002
35 A5 3 1.017 Az o1z =219
A€ 55 =35 Asz 401 1189
Raf - 56-65 sears
Birth Cohorts
1909-29 —s10 211 ol6 Al
19=0-=9 - 1wy 1ny a1g EE
Raf - FOS-40
1550-59 137 wzz
1560-69 136 479
1570-77 185 ooz
Educational level
Corupulsor v -4 28% 380 000 o14
Lower Yocational secondary 3.4a4 340 ooo o3z
3278 136 ooo 035
2 086 170 ooo 123
1.86% 1=z ooo 154
Upper Class 408 11z oo1 1.501
Middle Class o015 125 D] 1015
Raf - Lowar Class (Ro
st et ihere croron)
Clonstant —4z0F a9 [ATala] (A3 S
Treude B2 (Magelerkey T =a=
T 2103
- Tis F TTaderl -

TTaderlling anrrss to TTpper and Tuliddle Cla e nlassrProfrssionals, managers and exenntive.
associate professionals and self-employedismall employer), All Sample.
cSwritzerland / 1940 — 2002, Weighted file)
E S E

Sig Tdds Fatio
Tender
Tden a4 R 0o ERIE]
Rar Women
fAge groups
15-25 years ER-E ) 403 [eTeTs) 1= 547
2225 393 ooo 5.287
1.420 =01 [e1eTs) 4. 128
46-55 yoars 1.007 <419 ols 2737
Ref - FE-65 pemrs
Bith Cohorts
190529 -zEn 170 nzE a2
P EELY ELid
123 Faz Su
120 [
167 oo1
183 [eTeTo) o030
205 000 [SED)
114 [ATATA) (=5
e 171 [SIVIV) 12
Lower Tertiary -1.870 125 [eeTs) 133
Rafl - Untversion'Crher Torciary
Swcial Origin
Tpper Class 703 111 oo 2021
371 106 oo 1150
Raf -
I Sy phisie)
Tonstant -3.715 411 [eIeTs) oz4
Tseude E2 (MMagelicerice) T a8
1T 5103

TABLE 26
- Imscrete-"Lime MModel -
Tfodelling access to Upper and Middle Classes (Ses e classiProfessionals, managers and smxecuti
associate professionals and selfie wedfsmall employer), Women,
(Switzerland / 1940 — 2002, Weighted file)

B S E Sig Ddds Fatio
ime oroups
15-25 years 1912 453 [SISTs) 6764
26-35 years @51 436 025 2585
36-45 years s34 <444 154 1.885
AE-55 yrars 406 470 BRR 1 500
Raf.  56-65 years
Eirth Cohorts
1909-29 —122 =83 566 285
1930-39 -033 za1 872 62

Rafl r I040-40

1950-598 1o =nz S22 =8
1560-6 556 203 ool 2.006
1570-7 1.209 =77 000 3.350

Educational lewel

Compulsory -3.455 250 000 032
Lower Wocational secondary -2.888 273 [SIv]u] [S=12)
Wacational secandarsy 2270 126 [sTe1s) 0ss

Upper Wocational secondary -2.06% 250 000 126
Lower Tertiary -1.678 =71 000 187

Rl - Ulniversisd Stiser Thriicry

Social Origin
Upper Class T35 174 [SIv]u] 2.0u=1
Ididdle Tlass 113 175 018 1511
Raf : Lower Class {Roufine,
Mansal and cthers crafis)

Constant -3.006 471 [sTeTe] 0439

Tseudo K2 (Magelkerke) G159
T 1520

Journée de la recherche 2011 SSP/UNIL

Contact: Julien.Chevillard@unil.ct

Oppositely to our initial assumptions, Switzerland doeseem to be
characterized by very significant differences of classaiathent
between cohorts (See Table 1&2). The only meaningful cofitetts
concern 1. for both men and women, lower probabilities okasdo
upper and middle classes for the cohort born before theehiand 2.
for women only (See Table 2b), a huge increase of probaslitif
access to upper and middle classes for those born duringxtiess
and seventies in comparison to elder women. Our othersniysdi
show that most of the access to upper and middle classestmppe
the beginning of work trajectories: after ten years of empient,
access to upper and middle classes becomes very scarcei¢fee F
1). Our analysis also demonstrate that, all other thingagoequal,
unsurprisingly access to upper or middle classes is styatgpendant
of level of education, gender and social origin.
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Figure 1. Access to middle or upper class according to duration (years) of work trajectories

Finally, our research show that Switzerland occupies a kihdin-
between” position regarding the typology of Welfare statmsd
structures of inequalities proposed by Chauvel (2003) enbisis of
Esping-Andersen work on types of Welfare states (Espindefsen,
1990). This typology notably opposes countries with higt
intragenerational and low intergenerational inequajtech as UK and
USA, to countries characterized by the opposite patterch(sis France
for example). On the basis of 1. indicators of the OECD (OE2I9),
2. the Swiss Social Report 2008 (Suter & al., 2009) and 3. atneat
work, we conclude that Switzerland belongs to none of thege t
configurations. Indeed, this country is characterized lgwadegree of
bott intra- anc intergeneration: socia inequalitie. Nevertheles: the
degree of intragenerational inequalities is still too high classify
Switzerland in the third configuration of this typology, imiy
composed by Scandinavian countries and characterized by
exceptionally low degree of both intra- and intergeneralo
inequalities.
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