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CONTENT

Which social and family policies effectively improve the situation of families, especially of the most deprived parents and
children like single parents (mostly mothers), families with more than two children and families with a migration
background?

Einbettung und Kontrastierung der vier nationalen Familienpolitiken in den européischen Zusammenhang vor dem
Hintergrund aktueller Erkldrungsansdtze und empirischer Befunde.

Portdtierung der Lebenslage von Familien in vergleichender Perspektive unter Beriicksichtigung der methodischen
Schwierigkeiten solcher Vergleiche und

Evaluation der Mdglichkeiten und Probleme der jeweiligen nationalen familienpolitischen Entwicklungspfade.

Polarization of living arrangements (Modernisation)
Process-oriented (Second demographic transition, life-course)
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURES: NORDIC AND LIBERAL C.
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURES: WESTEUROPEAN C.
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURES: SOUTHERN EUROPE
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURES: EASTERN EUROPE
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POLARIZATION 1: CHILD/NO-CHILDREN
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THE NON-FAMILY SECTOR IN EUROPE
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LONE-PARENTS IN EUROPE
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POLARIZATION 1: CHILD/NO-CHILDREN
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POLARIZATION 2: MARRIAGE/NO-MARRIAGE
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POLARIZATION 2: MARRIAGE/NO-MARRIAGE
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THE PROCESS OF FERTILITY
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WHAT MEANS LOW FERTILITY?
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FERTILITY IN THE COUNTRIES OF OBSERVATION
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THE PROCESS OF FERTILITY
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GENDER INEQUALITY AND LABOUR FORCE
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AGE-SPECIFIC EMPOYMENT RATES AND
GROUPED WORKING HOURS
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GENDER INEQUALITY AND LABOUR FORCE
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FAMILY POLICIES

Variablen (Achsen F1 und F2: 45.16 %)
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THE PRONATALIST DIMENSION
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CHILD-CARE POLICIES

Enrolment rates and the costs of child-care
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TAX-RELATED FAMILY POLICY

Exoneration of families via taxes

B Public income support for a coup (Percentage of average~s) 2004

M Public income support for a coup (Percentage of average~s) 2009

= = z o x 4w
o 9-8 = I

x 4] o N Y b = - WL =¥ un -
DI <u°9u8m5n_:z " N "’(I.)
= 7} w



Beat Fux 2014

4.5

2.5

0.5

-1.5

-3.5

FAMILY POLICY

Biplot (Achsen F1 und F2:45.16 %)

[
Tax 2004
Tax 2009
RO cz .
O e icave 09 }
EST 4 birthgrant 5
[ ] ~
BG o allowance I? allowance 09
s Pat_leave v4 = —24 allowance 04
9LAT T enrol 3-5
L) ° A\ //‘—¥ ;
par_lezve 05 T 5 ——— s IRL
services 09 °
° enrol <3 : s DK
GR
N—_
childcare fees
. | ®
P
[
[ )
[ ]
N NL
®
4.5 2.5 0.5 1.5 3.5



i2010

gini

o1s od
og g u (o}!]
Na SIS 1vi
N g 1S3
» = H
AS + d
g 1n
NS
S
1S yso)
v o1s
d
H
4o
HB O 3
a 1S
L™ 1
IN m |
a o] Na
11 2 S
H = N
1d 4
o q
1S3 AN
3 F|
[0} ] v
1 a
an HD
m N
d S — L XM
1vi o o o o o
8 8 8 8
o o n o un
< o o~ o~ —
N
o
X n
o~ o
()]
o
° 2
e
[=
3 o
i
'S
S in
] I
S c e
< 8
c ® n
9 2 Q@
g 8 .
S 5 S
g
(1]
S

0.75

0.5

0.25

-0.25

-0.5

-0.75

-1

Life-satisfaction

153

o1s

Beat Fux 2014



BBBBBBBBBBB

POVERTY OF FAMILIES (DEVIATION FROM
TOTAL POVERTY RATE IN PER CENT)
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IMPACT OF TRANSFERS AND DEPRIVATION
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THE OUTCOME: POVERTY OF FAMILIES
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