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Research approach and questions 

ÁGoals: 
Å%ÍÐÉÒÉÃÁÌ ÔÒÉÇÇÅÒȡ ÔÅÓÔÉÎÇ ȵÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÓÔ ÌÅÇÁÃÙȱ ÔÈÅÓÉÓ 

ÅConfirm variety of outcomes 

Å Identify diverging/converging trends  

ÁMethod: paired comparison: 
ÅCountries paired on the basis of similarity  in family policies 

institutional  features but also context  

ÅOne country from the East, one from the West  

ÁResearch questions: 
ÅWhat is the shape of family policies in these countries? 

ÅWhat is the direction of reforms in these countries 
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Case selection 
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RQ#1: What is the shape of family 

policies in these countries? 

Dimensions for variation, indicators 

 
ÁSupport in cash: 
ÅParental leave arrangements 

ÅCash support: cash for care benefits 

ÅDuration 

ÅLevel of payment 

ÅAccessibility (universal, income-tested, insurance-based) 

ÁSupport in kind (care services): 
ÅAccessibility of childcare  facilities 

ÅEnrollment in creches and kindergarten  

 

 



RQ#2: What is the direction of 

reforms in these countries 

 

ÁGoing more into familialisation or de-
familialisation? 

ÁAlways looking at combinations of policies 

ÁWatching how countries move within but also 
beyond these pairs 



Pair 1: implicit familialism 
ITALY and POLAND: context for family 
policy-making 

ÁPrevalence of traditional  roles towards family and 
gender 

ÅPL: State-socialist period: experience of some gender 
equality measures 

ÁStrong position of the Catholic Church 

ÅIT: Church as the owner and provider  of social services 

ÁLow activity / employment rates for women  

 

 



Pair 1: implicit familialism 
 ITALY and POLAND : main characteristics of 
family policy 

ÁMaternity leave: high replacement rate for shorter period 
Å IT: additional 6 months, flat-rate payment 

ÅPL: additional 6 months (recently) well paid, 2 weeks for the father 

ÁȵFurtherȱ parental leave: low level of the benefit 
ÅPL: income testing 

ÁFamily benefits: income-tested  

Á#ÈÉÌÄÃÁÒÅ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅÓȡ ÌÏ× ÁÖÁÉÌÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÏÆ ÃÒîÃÈÅÓ  
Å IT: almost full  coverage for children over 3 

ÅPL: Financed through local means within  the subsidy for education, 
but NO direct funds from the state 



Pair 1: implicit familialism 
ITALY and POLAND: the direction of 
changes 

ÁITALY: 3,/7 ɉÁÎÄ ȵhaltedȱɊ $%&!-),)!,)3!4)/. 
(but also family-migrant model 

ÅEqualising ÆÁÔÈÅÒȭÓ ÅÎÔÉÔÌÅÍÅÎÔÓ ÔÏ ÐÁÒÅÎÔÁÌ ÌÅÁÖÅ and 
benefit (2000) 

ÅStrengthening childcare services for children under 3 

ÁPOLAND: further  FAMILIALISATION and 
PRIVATISATION OF CARE 

ÅState withdrawal  from financing care services 

ÅRecent reforms: 

ÅStrengthening cash support (longer parental leave) 

Å5ÎÉÆÙÉÎÇ ÒÅÇÕÌÁÔÉÏÎÓ ×ÉÔÈ ÒÅÇÁÒÄ ÔÏ ÃÒîÃÈÅÓ  
 



Pair 2: Explicit familialism 
Czech Republic and GERMANY: context for 
family policy making 

ÁRelatively generous welfare states with  maternal values in 
the public sphere: 
ÅTraditional policies of male-breadwinner in  Germany 

ÅGerman unification posed a challenge: Eastern part with different 
policy model.  

 

ÁCzech Republic: During socialism: one of the highest rates of 
female employment: 
ÅȣÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÓÔÅÅÐÅÓÔ ÄÅÃÌÉÎÅ ÁÆÔÅÒ ÔÈÅ ÆÁÌÌ ÏÆ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÓÍ 

Å largest gap between employment rates of women with  and without  
children 

 

 



Pair 2: Explicit familialism 
Czech Republic and GERMANY: basic family 
policy measures 
ÁMaternity  leave: Insurance-based, flat-rate for non-

insured,  

Åshorter in Germany, but more generous 

ÁParental leave: strong cash for care schemes 

ÁFamily/child benefits: for all 

ÁCZ: income test for cutting the most wealthy part of 
society  

Á#ÈÉÌÄÃÁÒÅ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅÓȡ ×ÅÁË ÆÏÒ ÃÒîÃÈÅÓȟ ÓÔÒÏÎÇ ÆÏÒ 
kindergarten. 

ÁNew forms, i.e. ȵÂÁÂÙ ÓÉÔÔÅÒȱ ɉÌÉËÅ Tagesmutter) 

 

 



Pair 2: Explicit familialism 
 Czech Republic and GERMANY : DIRECTION 
OF CHANGES 

ÁCzech Republic : Explicit familialisation of care 
through direct cash support: 
ÅAlmost complete withdrawal  from day care for smallest children 

(creches) 

ÅLonger parental leave: mothers for long time outside of labour 
market 

ÁGermany: slow departure from explicit familialism 
ÅParental leave reforms: Split between mother and father and 

shortened duration (2007) 

ÅChildcare services: "ÉÇÇÅÓÔ ÃÈÁÎÇÅȡ ÓÔÒÅÎÇÔÈÅÎÉÎÇ ÃÒîÃÈÅÓ (reform 
2005) 

Åςπρσȡ ÅÁÃÈ ÃÈÉÌÄ ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÈÁÖÅ ÇÕÁÒÁÎÔÅÅÄ ÒÉÇÈÔ ÔÏ Á ÐÌÁÃÅ ÉÎ ÃÒîÃÈÅ 

 



Pair 3: optional familialism 
HUNGARY and SWEDEN: context for policy-
making  

ÁGenerous in both dimensions cash and services 

ÅSE: Early recognition and implementation of policies 
towards gender equality policies  

ÅHU: most comprehensive family policy among the post-
communist countries 

ÁThe importance of social research and expertise in 
childcare policy development  
 

 

 

 
 


