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Research approach and questions

A Goals:
A%l PEOEAAI OOECCAOq OAOOEIT C nAl Il
A Confirm variety of outcomes
A ldentify diverging/converging trends

A Method: paired comparison:

A Countries paired on the basis a$imilarity in family policies
institutional featuresbut alsocontext

A One country from the East, one from the West
A Researchguestions:

A Whatis the shapeof family policies in these countries?
A Whatis the direction of reforms in these countries
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RQ#1: What is the shape of family
nolicies In these countries?
Dimensions for variation, indicators

A Supportin cash
A Parental leave arrangements
A Cash support: cash for care benefits
A Duration
A Level ofpayment
A Accessibility (universal,income-tested, insurance-based

A Supportin kind (care services).
A Accessibility of childcare facilities
A Enrollment in crechesand kindergarten
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RQ#2. What is the direction of
reforms in these countries

A Going more intofamilialisation or de-
familialisation ?

A Always looking at combinations of policies

A Watching how countriesmove within but also
beyondthesepairs
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A Preva

Pairl: implicit familialism
TALY and POLANEbntext for family
nolicy-making

enceof traditionall roles towards family and

gender

A PL:State-socialist period: experience of some gender
equality measures

A Strong position of the Catholic Church
A IT: Churchasthe owner and provider of socialservices

A Low activity/ employment rates for women



Pairl: implicit familialism
ITALY and POLANImain characteristicof
family policy

A Maternity leave: high replacement rate forsshorterperiod
A IT: additional 6 months, flat-rate payment
A PL:additional 6 months (recently) well paid, 2 weeks for the father

A rFurtherdparental leave: low level of the benefit
A PL: income testing

A Family benefits: incometested
A #BEDAAAQA WOAOOEAAOQGs I T x AOAI
A IT: almostfull coveragefor children over 3

A PL:Financed through local meansvithin the subsidyfor education,
but NOdirect funds from the state



Pairl: implicit familialism
ITALY and POLANT{be direction of
changes

A ITALY:SLOW [Aind jhdltedd) Qirgy $V6&\LISAYION !
(but also family-migrant model
A Equalising £A QO EA Q6101 AlpOkQ lcAdadd OO
benefit (2000)
A Strengtheningchildcare services(forchildrenunder3

A POLAND further FAMILIALISATION:ard
PRIVATISATION)OE/CARE
A Statewithdrawall from financing care services
A Recentreforms

A Strengthening cash suppor{longer parental leave)
AST EEAUEIT C OACOI AOET T O xEOE



Pair2: Explicitfamilialism
Czech Republic and GERMAIdOntext for
family policy making

A Relatively generouswelfare stateswith: maternal valuesin
the public sphere:
A Traditional policies of male-breadwinner in Germany

A German nification posed acchallengeEastern part with different
policy model.

A CzechiRepublicDuring socialismt one of the highest rates of
female employment
ABAT A OEA OOAAPAOO AAAI ET A AEOAO
A largestgapbetweenemploymentrates of women with and without
children



Pair2: Explicitfamilialism
Czech Republic and GERMAI4&sicfamily

policy measures
A Maternity leave:Insurance-based flat-rate for non-
iInsured,

A shorter in Germany, but more generous
A Parental leave: strong cash for care schemes

A Family/childibenefits: for all

A CZ: income test for cutting the most wealthy part of
society

A #IBEI AAAOQAcaORAOOEAAOG fox AAE
kindergarten.
A New forms, i.en, A AGBJO O A Daesinuttdd) E A



Pair2: Explicitfamilialism
Czech Republic and GERMANYMRECTION
OF CHANGES

A CzechiRepublic Explicit familialisatiom of care

through direct cashsupport:

A Almost completewithdrawal from day carefor smallestchildren
(creches

A Longerparental leave mothers for long time outside of labour
market

A Germany:Slow departure from explicit familialism

A Parental leavereforms Split between mother and father and
shortened duration (2007)

A Childcare services" ECCAOO AEAT CAd Qqéfaki COl
2005)
Acmpod AAAE AEEI A OEI Ol A EAOA CO/



Pair3: optional familialism
HUNGARY and SWEDREbNtextfor policy-
making

A Generousin both dimensions cash:and services

A SE:Early recognition and implementation of policies
towards gender equality policies

A HU: most comprehensive family policy among the post
communist countries

A The importanc | chand expertise in
childcare polic




