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INTRODUCTION

The aim of the second Conference of the Wellchiwgdet was to create an arena for the
discussion on the structures and changes in tloaitabarkets of parents and their impact on
the well-being of children.

The conference was divided into two Streams, wHedit with the following issues:

(A)  Labour markets and the developments and patiafrchild poverty
(B)  The growing-up of children in changing labouankets of parents

Experts on childhood, family and labour market depments were invited to discuss
developments in the labour market of parents amir timfluence on the growing up of
children. Partners of the Wellchi Network and othetional and international experts
presented recent research on these issues.

The conference was opened by Professor WolfgangeYVéean of the Faculty of Business,
Economics and Social Sciences of the Universitidamburg and by Professor Birgit Pfau-
Effinger, Chair of the Conference and Director die tCentre for Globalisation and
Governance of the University of Hamburg. In additi®rof. Dr. Luis Flaquer, Head of the
Wellchi Network (Universitat Autonoma de Barcelomatroduced the Wellchi Network and
presented the aims and tasks of the academic witiikaihe Coordination Action.

Besides the paper sessions, the conference progratsmincluded a poster session. The aim
of the poster session was to give students anddahDidates the opportunity to present their
research insofar as it is related to the main stbjaf the conference.

STREAM A

LABOUR MARKETS AND THE DEVELOPMENTS AND PATTERNS
OF CHILD POVERTY

Chairs: Ulla Bjornberg and Lluis Flaquer

Session 1: Child poverty and Globalisation

In his paper oriChild poverty and child well-being’Jonathan Bradshawdiscussed
indicators for child povertyThe European Laeken Indicators employ only oneddbésed
measure: the proportion of children living in hdusiels with incomes below 60 per cent of
the national median using the modified OECD egeneé scale. This paper explored the
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extent to which this measure (and one that mighptoposed on educational attainment)
represents (is correlated with) other measuresaf@nic well-being and other measures of
well-being. The conclusions were that
* Relative income poverty is a poor indicator of dhitell-being, especially for some of
the new EU countries.
* Educational attainment is even worse.
» Deprivation has a stronger association with ovenedll-being than relative income
poverty.
» There are a number of other single indicators dtlakell-being that could be used as
proxies for overall child wellbeing.
* However, the EU could easily develop its own indéxhild well-being.

Peter Whiteford and Willem Adematarted their paper with a central issue in the
debate about ways to reduce child poverty, whiclthes appropriate balance between the
“benefits strategy” (increasing the adequacy of efien for low-income families with
children) and the “work strategy” (promoting poédisito increase employment among poor
families). Their paper summarised the results afemé OECD studies relevant to this
guestion, and reviewed trends in child poverty & QECD countries over the last two
decades. The authors discussed the role of howseboiposition in child poverty, as well as
the impact of parental employment patterns. Theegmtion provided a concise review of
the level and structure of family assistance in OE©untries and discussed the effectiveness
of different systems in reducing child poverty. Tdighors concluded with an assessment of
the relative effectiveness of different anti-poyedpproaches in OECD countries and
identified areas for future research and policysis

In his paper on ‘Child Poverty in Wealthy Nationkluis Flagquer argued thatn the
last decades, child poverty rates have risen imtbst advanced economies and this is not
only causing moral indignation for the plight ofildnen affected by social exclusion but also
growing concern among social and political analysisout the long-term societal
consequences of these developments. The causethiforemergence are complex and
multifarious. Although they are obviously assoadibtath intense processes of family change
in recent years, one of the crucial factors in ¢iplanation is the lack of institutional fit
between the transformation of family organisatiow @autdated current structures of most
welfare states in terms of their provision of sbtii@nsfers and services.

In the first part of the presentation, an overvigas given of the main patterns and evolution
of child poverty in the European Union. Both comgtural and persistent child at-risk-of-
poverty rates show ample variations in the EU mensb&tes, and also some concomitant
effects such as early school-leaving appear tewitf a great extent. One of the results of this
analysis was the relevance of the welfare reginpecgeh in the understanding of processes
underlying data.



In the second part of the paper, recent developnenthe field of child poverty were
discussed in the light of individualisation theofy.was argued that trends towards the
universalisation of a breadwinning adult carry witlem a diversification and accumulation
of social risks for children, unless serious referim the institutional architecture of welfare
states are implemented. In addition to the conweaticlass risks that can affect children, one
must also take into consideration new risks assatiaith household composition and ethnic
origin. If family diversity as a desirable valuenist mere rhetoric, social policy must address
the problems of unequal opportunity faced by ckeiidm connection with different kinds of
households in which they live.

H. Gerhard Beisenheraliscussed concepts of measuring child poverty. diheof his
presentation was to show that there is no chilceggwvas such, which is measured according
to some more or less adequate concepts of childrpo\Rather, what child poverty means in
a given concrete situation depends on the spegigcationalisation prevailing in the specific
discourse about child poverty. When intending toasuee poverty, the context and the
perspective are highly important: Measurement sepugposes of comparison. When seeking
a measurement of child poverty, one subject ofdchdverty should be compared with other
subjects of child poverty.

What exactly do the measured numbers of child gpwerthe prevailing discourse represent?
The thesis was that they do not represent the dtu&df, but rather some administrative,
political or social units as states, regions otairrracial or other subgroups of society. This
was shown by a short overview of reports on chibdvgsty by national and international
organisations and governments. Examples were taenthe German Armutsbericht, from
OECD reports, EU reports, and French, CanadianUgwmerican reports on both the state
and federal levels. It was reconstructed from thalysis of this income-oriented discourse
and the inherent difficulties of the definition lkdusehold income and of poverty-cut offs that
child poverty is defined by the method of measumnand not vice versa. Furthermore, it
was shown that the inherent logic of this concegrt be explained, as the measurement
ultimately aims to describe social systems andm®icorrect description or even explanation
of states and actions on the individual level. Thiows from the prominent role of poverty
quotas in the child poverty discourse.

Nevertheless, the numbers gained by child povedsisurements are connected to something,
which on the individual level should be a valid g®nalisation of “poverty”, and in our
particular regard as “child poverty”. Although ihet measurement-oriented discourse about
child poverty, there are some insights to be gaiabdut the problem of validity of the
operationalised concept, this problem is mainlkleat in two different discourses, which are
only loosely connected to the tradition of childspdy measurement. One context is the child
well-being indicators debate, which has experienaettlemendous upsurge internationally.
The other context is the practice of social workiiclhi uses different social-psychological
concepts to describe child poverty and to allevibte consequences of conditions of living
under poverty for the children. Central to bothspectives is the concept of “Lebenslage”,



albeit used with differing accentuation. To cloke presentation, the author discussed the
chances of coupling these different perspectiveerosely in the future.

Session 2: Child poverty between family developmemnd labour markets

The presentation bylan Marsh described the growth of income inequality among
British families and the development of a work-lzthaelfare policy as the main government
instrument to address child poverty. According i® drgument, recent estimates (Brewer et
al) are encouraging. Welfare-to-work measures rardributed to a fall in child poverty
rates only a little short of the intended targead5 per cent reduction between 1998/9 and
2004/5. Employment rates for families have imprqgveotably among lone parents despite
continuing increases in their numbers. Part of itisrovement is due to policy, in particular
to rising levels of wage supplementation for wogkfamilies, to the active case management
of workless families, and to new services suchwae Start and a National Childcare Strategy
that includes cash payments for professional cahe. remainder is due to strong labour
demand in service industries and the ageing of ltine-parent population due to slow
outflow.

Yet, despite high levels of wage supplementati@pédr cent of children whose lone parents
work full time and 21 per cent of single-earner gles with dependent children remain in
income poverty with incomes below 60 per cent & #guivalised national median after
housing costs, though fewer before housing costexeluded.

The paper described the impact of work, and ofrergevork, on family living standards and
discussed the likely limits of work-based strategie achieve the government’s 2020 target
of eliminating child poverty.

Gerd Nollmann’s paper was about single mothers, child poverty, ted structural
change of labour markets. The author began by sk&tg Simon Kuznet, whin 1955
conjectured a curvilinear, inverted U-shaped refeghip of income inequality with economic
development. His explanation of the peculiar shaijpthis relationship stresses the dualism
between the agricultural and non-agricultural ssctd modernizing societies. In the course
of modernization, a larger part of the labour fostefts from the low-income agricultural
sector to the modern, high productivity industsattor. Nollmann argued that nowadays, this
pattern can again be applied to the more recemttstial change of labour markets between
the goods-producing and the service sector to grediild poverty of single mothers. The
difference between value added in the goods-produsector and the service sector is
measured as sector dualism. Together with contaoiables such as individual earnings
inequality, state redistribution, female work peagation rates, and % of children living in
single-mother families, a pooled time series ofssr@ections shows that these variables
account for almost 90% of OECD cross-country vanatn child poverty rates in single-
mother households since the 70s. Therefore, thanésazpattern is confirmed on a reversed



basis: Since the 70s, overall and especially fertebeur participation rates have grown
strongly. This expansion, however, does not inaeagerall work productivity, but rather

decreases it. The fast growth of the service sdwerparadoxical effects on child poverty in
single-mother households. On the one hand, it atsdor more females in the labour force.
As such, higher participation rates have a negagifeect on child poverty rates in single-
mother households. On the other hand, it incredseb the amount of single-mother
households due to the decline of the male breadwimodel and, with relatively low paid

jobs, the likeliness of falling below the 50% inoenmedian. As the author showed,
comparative evidence suggests different stagegwdldpment in the three worlds of Anglo-
Saxon, Nordic and continental European countries.

Summarizing findings from a newly published bookorgotten Families’, Jody
Heymann'’s talk examined the experiences of families raisohgdren in Latin America,
Asia, Europe, and North America, the consequentéseodramatic demographic and labour
force transitions for children’s health and edumatithe implications of these transformations
on family income, the ability of children and paierio exit poverty, and the degree of
equality between girls and boys, men and womere ta@lk aimed to provide some answers to
what can be done about meeting the critical neédhitdren and families in the midst of
globalisation.

With her team, Jody Heymann analysed closed-end&al fdom national household surveys
of more than 55,000 people in seven nations treatdaerse in geographical, economic and
political terms: the United States, Mexico, Bra#lussia, South Africa, Botswana, and
Vietnam. She also conducted lengthy interviews afranthan 1,000 parents, childcare
providers, teachers, and healthcare providers athmuexperience of working parents and
their children in North America, Latin America, Afa, Asia, and Europe. Finally, she
examined what 180 countries have been doing toawgoworking conditions and their health
consequences for children and their families.

While much has been written about the lives of wuaykparents and their children in the
United States and Western Europe, far too litte een written or done about the conditions
faced by the more than 930 million children unditeén and their working parents living in
countries in Latin America, Africa, Central and a8 Europe, the Middle East, and much of
Asia. The presentation was dedicated to tellingr te®ries — stories that together paint a
picture of how the global economy has left out vimgkparents and their children, but also of
potential solutions.

Session 3: Migration and child poverty

Ulla Bjornberg argued that within the framework of the expandirggearch on
childhood, there are studies dealing with migraton ethnicity with a focus on children and
young people, but very few have specifically adseesthe special theoretical and empirical



problems that the asylum application — or, as stese to call it, the transitional process —
entails for children’s health and well-being.

Research on refugees has largely neglected tosentig situation of children in the asylum

application process, both from an institutional gpecctive and in terms of children as

participants. The problems of parents are oftemtgasd easily obscure the problems and
needs of the children. Knowledge about refugeedodil's health in Sweden is relatively

limited. The reports that do exist, however, stignigdicate that they are a vulnerable group
with extremely impaired health in comparison tolat@n born in Sweden. Experience shows
that many children suffer during the asylum appiczaprocess and that even their health can
be worsened through the process.

Asylum applicants enter a transitional process taat be described theoretically with the

concept of liminality, a social state or phase mal one’s position and identity are unclear,

and which is characterised by great ambiguity.

Studies of the transitional process show that lapatitutional contexts have a decisive

importance for the individuals’ mental well-beinihis is related partly to what resources the
individuals have at their disposal, which they oae to guide and control their life situation —

in short, to the individuals’ scope for action.

Despite the central role that the children playnfréhe parents’ standpoint during the

transitional period, it is commonly observed thaildren are not allowed to speak for

themselves to the environment and be heard as duwre are numerous documented
research results showing deficiencies in childramght to be heard in, for example, the

process of applying for asylum.

In her paper on ‘Poverty of children in migratedhflles’, Silvia Carrascoargued that
in spite of being a rich area within Spain, socialqualities in Catalonia have increased in the
last years, while efficient systems of social pcoten to combat them have not been
developed at the same pace. These inequalitiesstakably affect children in migrated
families.
According to the most recent report on Poverty atalbnia (La pobresa a Catalunya 2004,
Fundacié Caixa de Catalunya), under the threshbftbwerty, there is an overrepresentation
of lone women with dependent children, people abé&% people belonging to the
Gypsy/Roma minority and more than half of recentmigrants, with an increasing
contribution of the latter category to the first.dffect, one of the clear tendencies identified
by the CIIMU reports on children and immigrationtie exponential growth of one-parent
families led by women among all foreign nationakti (both from richer and poorer
countries). Moreover, new births and arrivals akfgn minors are adding to the population
of national children and youth of immigrant descena diversity of invisible statistical and
political situations. But ‘children in poverty’ asearcely mentioned in academic studies and
official data; instead, the ‘risk of exclusion’ paigm is widely used, while Silvia Carrasco
argued that both approaches are needed when fgausichildren in migratory processes.



She argued that if work and family were regardedhastwo bases upon which traditional
ideas about the welfare state were developed, dé®dide introduction of new critical
approaches to the whole scene, attention must idefipgtly to changing working conditions
and family forms of migrant families if we intend gain a greater understanding of one of
the most important situations affecting the wellhigeof children in southern European
societies at present.

Information available on common indicators stronglypports this need. She outlined that
four kinds of forces lead to poverty of childrennmgrated families. Firstly, there is the legal
status of adults and the consequent double inlitgilmif children as limitations to welfare.
Secondly, migratory strategies affecting transmatiohousehold economiedirectly and
indirectly increase when family networks are fragited by difficult reunification processes.
Family short-term and long-term goals at the ecandevel (from remittances to investments
in the host country) also have an impact on chigepty, not only in terms of economic
priorities of migrated families. Third, and in reta to this, recent research shows that the
emergence of female projects is influenced by tlenging gender roles (and their impact on
decision-making) within migrant families and houslels in the host country, leading to an
increase in family breakdown and one-parent fasiildependant on women with less
economic resources. Finally, poverty among childremigrated families is also thresult of
social policies related to immigration. An examioatof local policy specifically addressed
to the immigrant population will also contributeuncover the higher economic vulnerability
of children in migrated families in Spain.

In spite of the fact that this phenomenon has higie explored so far, and that there are
serious doubts about the reliability of availabstad recent reports and surveys enable us to
take a closer look at the outcomes of these fomcasrms of household facilities, health
access and sanitary conditions, use of social ss\as well as educational possibilities and
trajectories.

The paper presented hyaura Alipranti and Anna Nikolaou focussed on children in
multicultural societies and childhood in poverty.wlas an attempt to outline some of the
theoretical and methodological problems of childhgmverty research. Poverty and social
exclusion were hot issues in the political agenidéda® European Council in Lisbon in March
2000, setting, among other things, a child povelityination target. Yet in order to identify,
measure and alleviate childhood poverty, the asthogued that we do not only need not only
to define ambiguous and contested concepts likenpgvinequality, childhood and social
exclusion, but also to deal with methodologicalidehcies, especially in large-scale surveys
measuring poverty. They highlighted some aspectsclofdhood poverty research by
reviewing several major longitudinal studies anéspnted some empirical findings with
respect to citizenship status and poverty.



Session 4: How children perceive and deal with poxtg

The main focus of the paper presentedAlyireas Klockewas on‘Growing up poor
and the health behaviour of children’. The papeiressed the impact of poverty on the health
behaviour of young people from a European perspgectn the first section, it was briefly
shown how differently poverty is distributed withiEturope and how poverty rates vary by
family type. This was illustrated using data frohe tLuxembourg Income Survey (LIS). In
the second section, the focus shifted to the hdmdtiaviour of young people. Data from the
Health Behaviour in School Aged Children Survey @B were used. Constructing poverty
according to the Family Affluence Scale (FAS), dhen were asked if they have a bedroom
for themselves, whether they have been on holideg/ge a computer at home and how they
rate the financial situation of their family. Thenlest 20% of the distribution in each country
analysed is regarded as living in poverty. The malthen focused on selected indicators of
health behaviours: smoking, dental health, sparts sleeping difficulties. Findings showed
that there is a clear effect of poverty on the thelaéhaviour of young people in all countries
analysed. In the third section, the presentatiorcentrated on protective factors. The concept
of social capital was adapted, and drawing on HBI&@ from Germany only, it was shown
that the possession of social capital significanéigluces the negative effects of poverty on
health and health behaviour in the younger gemmara8ocial capital is constructed according
to indicators of the quality of the parent-childiatenship, the number of friends of the child,
the quality of the neighbourhood and the schoohate. The presentation concluded that for
the health development of poor children and adelatsg it is of foremost importance to build
up and stimulate social networks and resourcesalscapital) rather than concentrate solely
on financial aid.

Tess Ridgentroduced a child’s perspective on child poveHgr presentation reflected
on the everyday experiences of being a poor chilahi affluent society. In 2003/4, there were
over 3.5 million children living below the poveriye in the UK (Flaherty et al 2004). For
these children, poverty is a lived experience dreddffects of poverty and disadvantage can
permeate their lives. Yet, as she argued, our gtalating of the impact of poverty in
childhood is still relatively limited. We know fromuantitative research into adult outcomes
of child poverty that both chronic and transitosripds of poverty are harmful to children’s
lives and well-being. Children who have been po@ymeach adulthood suffering from a
range of enduring disadvantages. However, a fonusdolt outcomes overlooks the essential
feature of child poverty, that it is situated inldhood and endured by children amidst their
more affluent peers. Therefore, to explore the nmgaof poverty in childhood and determine
how children might interpret its presence in thieres, it is necessary, according to the
argument, to develop an understanding of child gguwlat is informed by the perspectives
of children themselves.

To explore these issues, the presentation drevindings from two empirical studies carried
out with low-income children living in the UK: Firsan-depth interviews with children living
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in families in receipt of Income Support (the lowvésvel of UK social assistance); and
second, interviews with children who are part obagoing qualitative study of family life in
low-income, working, lone-mother households (sesoalane Millar's paper for this
conference). Both studies used child-centred rebkearethods, which treated children as
informed social actors in the context of their owes and within their families. By drawing
on children’s accounts and meanings, the paperoegblfirstly the impact of poverty on
children’s lives, and secondly how children in lgragent families experience changes in
their family’s financial status that occur when ithmothers enter low-wage employment
following a period out of the labour market. Thepeathen discussed the importance of
locating and understanding the experience of pgvarichildhood, and the implications of
incorporating a child’s perspective on poverty ipticy.

Margherita Zanderanalysed the coping strategies of poor childrerer presentation,
she drew on the results of two long-standing reteprojects that were aimed at asking these
questions and at processing case studies drawn dsdemsive qualitative interviews with
primary-school children (6 — 10 years). These sidvere conducted at the Jena University
of Applied Sciences and at the Minster Universithpplied Sciences

Stream A: Conclusion and Discussion

The papers presented in this stream have dealttitimpact of the structure of labour
markets of parents on the development of child ggv@ased on a multitude of empirical
data, the contributions demonstrated that therdaage differences in child poverty amongst
the different countries.

According to the summary by Ulla Bjornberg, the mdindings of this stream can be
summarized in the context of three pillars of thefare mix: the market, the family and the
(welfare) state.

Referring to the market, it was shown that theditéon towards a service economy has led to
the emergence of new risks for families. It waslinet that the developments of child
poverty can, among other things, be explained bywhbrking conditions and working hours
of their parents, which have changed through thesition towards a service society and are
partly characterised by low incomes, job instapiihd part-time work, even though there are
considerable differences within European welfaatest

In addition, the impact of changes in family stcwes was analysed and discussed. It was
shown that the male breadwinner model is no loagsirong family form. Family forms like
single-parent households have increased durindasdtedecades. Often, they are connected
with a risk of child poverty, which is higher than‘standard’ families. The increase in labour
market participation of women has in part also gbated to a decline in fertility rates. This
is also due to the fact that young people avoidptheerty risk, which in many welfare states,
for example Germany, increases for people whentiagg children.

11



Furthermore, the impact of welfare state policiesahild poverty was discussed. It was
shown that welfare state policies have a cruciglaot on child poverty. It was demonstrated
that social policy strategies for income redisttibi constitute a main factor affecting the
proportion of child poverty in an international coanison. These findings are in line with the
results of the UNICEF study of 2004 according tachithe general generosity of a welfare
state is the main factor influencing the proportdrchild poverty.

It was stressed that in a children’s perspectioejad networks play an important role for
children’s well-being. It was argued that besidearicial support, the embeddedness in social
networks is crucial for children for being ablectupe with poverty.

As a result of the outcomes of this stream, newigapons for research can be outlined:
Although many studies have now been carried outdbal with the consequences of child
poverty, there is still little knowledge about ikég-term effects. Future research should focus
on these long-term consequences, which meanshéed ts a need to generate longitudinal
data.

Research on child poverty should also deal witlonme mobility and the question of how
long child poverty lasts for in the individual casdhose groups in which child poverty is
only a temporary, short stage in children’s liveswdd be distinguished from those in which
the whole period of growing up is characterisegbyerty.

Furthermore, the specific situation of immigratadilies is also largely neglected in research
on child poverty and child well-being. Althoughig known that the children of migrated
families represent a group with a high risk of dhpoverty, studies that systematically
scrutinize the situation of immigrated familiesr@lation to the well-being of children are still
underrepresented.

Implications for social policies were also discuss@& general increase in income re-
distribution by the welfare state was suggestedals argued that activation policies might
have a positive influence for reducing child poyeahd should be encouraged by the states.
Policies should also promote the quality of edwesgtas it was shown that the school is a key
element for the social integration of children. Maover, it was agreed that policies that
contribute to increasing the reconciliation of wageork and parent’s time with their children
should be increased.
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STREAM B

THE GROWING UP OF CHILDREN IN CHANGING LABOUR MARKE TS
OF PARENTS

Chairs: Claude Martin and Birgit Pfau-Effinger

Session 1: Children and changes of the concagdtcitizenship of parents

Jane Millar, in her contribution on ‘Lone mother entering enyoh@nt: from home to
work and the impact on children’ argued that thaeases in labour market participation of
lone mothers reflect changes in policy (both imigiof requirements to work and support for
working parents), in demography (the types of worwdio are lone mothers), in attitudes (to
motherhood and employment) and in labour markeditioms and demand. Employment
rates for lone mothers were already high in Scawiam countries and in Southern Europe,
albeit for different reasons. Thus, increasinglyildren in lone-mother families are living
with a mother who works outside the home rathem teing a full-time carer.

The implications for children depend on a complarge of factors, as Jane Millar argued,
including inter alia the actual work status (andkirmg hours/times) of the mother, the nature
and quality of non-parental care, income levelg agd sex of child, family size, previous
experience of parent(s) being out of work, and sgcof employment. The presentation
briefly reviewed the existing evidence and thenlerqa these issues for British lone mothers
and their children. This discussion drew on datanfran ongoing qualitative study, which
includes two rounds of interviews with 50 lone mesthand 62 children aged 8 to 14. (see
also Tess Ridge’s paper for this conference.) Tomean had all recently left income support
for employment, in some cases after several yeanglon benefits. The paper discussed the
impact on the lives of the children, as perceivetdth the mothers and the children.

Andreas Lange argued in his presentation that the debate ablbet “blurring
boundaries” (“Entgrenzung”) between work and fanwdyiches also the connections between
employment, the way of life and the developmentholdren. Whereas the “new sociology of
childhood” argues in terms of the perceptions agehay of the children regarding the topic
of themselves (see for review Lange 2004), devetyal psychology looks at the “effects”
of different work-family arrangements. The thesfstlte paper was that only a combined
sociological and psychological approach, an intigneof qualitative and quantitative studies
on the topic, is useful for decoding the implicagoof working conditions. Working time is
an important example (see Crouter et al. 2005),tlheitvolume of work hours is only one
indicator for the challenges of new forms of pragut — and it is an ambiguous one. Part-
time work, for instance, can mean a voluntary rédacof working hours, but it can also
mean a forced arrangement (for instance for menduehioot get another job).
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Birgit Pfau-Effinger presented a paper on “Active citizenship” — tlesvrparadigm of
welfare state policies. What does it mean for ¢bit@’. She started by discussing the new
and changing challenges with which European welésages were confronted in the 1990s.
She argued that in the discourses and policieshighmvelfare state policies reacted to these
challenges, also the dominant cultural constructcibzenship upon which welfare state
policies are based changed, with specific consempserfor childhood, family life and
childcare.

In industrial society, the ‘citizen’ was construttas an employed citizen who, by virtue of
his relatively strongly standardised employment gbaphy on the basis of full-time
employment, received social rights that were cotetedo the cultural concept of ‘de-
commodification’, i.e. rights to maintain a reasbleastandard of living during periods
beyond employment, e.g. unemployment, retirememnt ilness (Esping-Andersen; 1990;
1999). In the framework of the housewife marrialgat twas the dominant family form in
many countries, the citizenship of children and dewives was usually derived from the
employment and citizenship status of the male hveater.

During processes of restructuring of European weltates, the transition to the European
Knowledge Society and the discourses that accoragathiese processes, this basic cultural
construction of citizenship has changed. BirgituPEdfinger argued that this change can be
characterised as a shift from a more ‘passiveanship’ towards a cultural construction of
‘active citizenship’. The active citizen is expeatt® be autonomous and self-responsible, as
well as flexible and extremely mobile. He or sheexpected to be able to create his or her
biography individually and adapt it continuously ¢banging external conditions. The full
integration into waged work is, to a greater extdiain in the past, the basis of social rights
and welfare of the citizen. In this context, theiabrights of family members have been
increasingly individualised, whereas derived sociglhts lose importance. Claiming
responsibility for one’s own life and well-being is this regard, not merely an option; to an
increasing degree, it also represents an obligafiba active citizen is, so to speak, the model
of a citizen who matches best with the image ofglubalised society in which policies are
more strongly directed to the aims of efficiencyd asompatibility than before. There are
tendencies towards the active citizen in a broatkewaof policy fields, which include the
social security system, social services and fapolicies, as Birgit Pfau-Effinger argued.

In a sense, the ‘active citizen’ is a constructhaitt family and care responsibility, as the
concept of the ‘active citizen’ that is based ol &ngagement of the citizen for his or her
working life and career contradicts in part the agpt of family life, which is based on the
assumption that parents spend time with their obicand take on care responsibility within
the family. The author discussed the extent to whints change creates a trend towards the
‘fully individualised society’ according to UlricBeck (1992), in which children grow up in
institutions and family life no longer takes place
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Session 2: Children’s time with their parents

Karin Jurczyk argued that thediscussion of children's time with their parents in
Germany is ideologically overloaded. On the onedhdinere is a popular lament of a lack of
"enough” time spent together, with a tendency tse parents of neglecting their children.
It is rarely explained what "enough" actually meagither historically or in the socio-cultural
context. On the other hand, children are seen asrdbed by their parents and family issues,
preventing their autonomy. In contrast to theser@gpghes, the presentation focused on the
everyday life of children and their parents, itsnswaints and needs. National and
international, quantitative and qualitative resbamas used as a source of argument. The aim
was to describe parental working time patterns rees decisive factor for common time as
well as the underlying cultural patterns of genades and the construction of what type of
and how much care children need. This general ighter was complemented by the
perspective of children on these issues, based small amount of empirical studies. This
was accompanied by qualitative data from reseaaking the perspective of children and
gave insights into their everyday lives. It wasuedj that even though there is a broad body of
knowledge about how parents and children spend timee, there is a clearly lacking link
between their times, when we judge both of theroomspetent actors: i.e. the mutual process
of constructing family time as common time.

Michael Opielka discussed the repercussions of a debate thaedtartthe 1950s
around the question of whether professional chrleléa early childhood endangers a healthy
psychosocial development of children. Psychoarwltiesearchers as well as paediatricians
and developmental psychologists observed problerhshaspitalisation or at least
developmental disorders. They concluded that afrildrave a comprehensive need to spend
time with their parents. These observations havenbreflected mostly in “conservative”
family policies, especially in Germany. However, gncal research showed that also the
quality and stability of affective interactions ohildren with their parents is important.
Opielka concluded that the role of ‘psychosociarkiidike education of parents should be
strengthened. From the perspective of the sociotddggnowledge, the paper compared these
empirical arguments with political ideas in familglicy.

The presentation oManuela du Bois-Reymondwvas on ‘Semi-dependency in the
relationship of young adults and their pareriie argued that as a consequence of a delayed
acquisition of independence, young people stay leveyer in their parental homes in a status
of semi-dependency. This development is accompabyeduts in social benefits in most
European welfare states, thus putting ever morssitian costs, both material as well as non-
material, on the shoulders of the family.

The contribution looked for answers to the questibmow young people and their parents
deal with semi-dependency. It described the stiegetlpat both generations develop in order
to cope with conflicts resulting from longer dependy of the young people on parental
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support from a cross-national perspective. Attenticas paid to national-cultural traditions
and gender, which are important forces for shapew intergenerational relationships.

Data were derived from a recently completed Europeeoject, FATE (Families in
Transition) in which nine European countries/regiparticipated. The research was based on
a survey and on qualitative interviews with youdglés and their parents.

Norbert F. Schneiderargued that the best interests of the child, esaarefully worded
in the UN Convention on the Rights of the Childe @ine focal point of the current social
construction of childhood and of the parents’ righnhd duties. Safeguarding the subjective
and objective well-being of the child is defined asentral task of parenting in modern
Western societies. However, the promotion of ckitts well-being is not only the duty of
their parents. It is a joint task of society, gowaent, parents, and the organisations to
establish and advance adequate living conditionpdcents and their children.
The consequences of this new social definitionhef itole of children and their parents are
many and it is not yet clear which implicationss@alevelopments have for the parent-child
relationships.
What we know is that parenthood today means in mesgects something different than 40
years ago. The preconditions have changed andtpaydras become more demanding. This
situation is associated with the changed attitogeatds children, with the new importance of
a child’s well-being, and with the establishment dw approaches, such as the “new
fathers”, the “successful upbringing”, or the “respible parenthood”.
While the demands on “good parents” and the reduiime investment for parenting are
increasing, similar developments can be observéd mggard to “good partners” and “good
employees”.
In the course of social individualisation, the tielaship of the partners, as a central
foundation for satisfaction in life, has come irasigly to the fore. To an ever-greater extent,
adults believe that they have to live for themsglaad not only for their children. The one-
sided focus on the parental role can lead to &glésd of the needs of the partners in their
relationship.
In today’s labour market, there are also risingunegnents. Many jobs place high demands
on employees with regard to availability, resilienand flexibility. As such, stressed
employees, especially in countries without a sométstructure of public childcare, have
two options at the most. They need a person irbdekground who cares for the family’'s
interests - this is mostly the option chosen by meor they do not establish a family
relationship at all, which is, most of the timee thnly alternative for vocationally successful
women.
In the past, social science research has focussétkecsituation of children and neglected the
settings of parents. Against the background ofdloemsiderations, a critical reflection on the
ongoing course seems to be useful. A further stremgng of the rights of children appears
not to support the children’s well-being.
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Session 3: Labour markets, childhood and the cariny fathers

The main focus of the presentation Margaret O’Brien was the relationship of
fathers, family life and work. With the growth ofua-earner families and increasing
awareness of quality of life and children’s welidzpissues across Europe, there is a growing
acknowledgement of the limitations of a policy aggh that concentrates only on mothers. A
caring dimension has become more central to thmlsoanstruction of fathering. Fathers of
the twenty-first century are expected to be handsarers of children as well as economic
earners. There are greater expectations on mee &utive in the upbringing of children and
supportive co-parents to their partners, and yourglorts of Europeans are endorsing a
more egalitarian model of family life. A key isstm parents is how to balance economic
provision with caring responsibilities for children
As expectations for active fatherhood have becomeenheightened, the compatibility of
fathers’ working and family life has come underrgasing scrutiny. Increasingly, ‘earning as
caring’ is not enough to validate being a ‘goodhéat; fathering is also about directly caring
for and being with children. Across Europe, ananany advanced economies, governments
are showing support for working fathers’ parenesponsibilities. For example, from the late
1990s, there has been a notable and rapid expaoEiparental leave and flexible working
provision targeted at fathers, particularly in tRerdic countries. These innovations have
created debate and are particularly important gitxam long working hours have often been
cited as a major limiting influence for fathersiatvement with children.

However, empirical data show that fatherhood teéndse associated with increased economic
activity. Similarly, take-up of parental leave,haltigh gradually increasing, remains at a low
absolute level. Using policy analysis from the UlKdaother European countries, the
presentation explored the dilemmas for fathersotiagon of work and family life and asked
‘can fathers have it all'?

Jouko Huttunen analysed studies on ‘Parenthood from the fathmoiat of view'. As

he argued, traditionally fathers have left the oesbility for rearing children largely to
mothers, and not surprisingly, the predominant tangson of fatherhood in the twentieth
century had at its core fathers’ instrumental @alwinning role in the family. The following
implicit assumptions at least were behind thesturall conventions: (1) fatherhood is only a
secondary form of manifestation of parenthood, ¢@jing does not belong essentially to
fathering, (3) father-child relationships haveldittmpact on children’s development, and (4)
fatherhood is mostly a role for family men to astgood providers. These popular beliefs
were largely reinforced by developmental theoréstsvell as psychoanalytic psychologists. In
addition, until lately, the family policies of mo&¥estern countries have considered the
separate roles of parents as “normal” and as vaupiporting.

Even so, in nearly all advanced welfare states,cae see a weakening of the male
breadwinner role, as well as the assumptions uyidgrit, as Jouko Huttunen argued. The
recent change, fragmenting or even crisis of faibed is very well documented in various
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works within the social sciences and also in pskadiioal debates. Taking a broad look at the
fatherhood issue, the author suggested speaking &lo opposite tides, the diminishing and
intensifying cultures or discourses of fatherhoetich both prevail in our public debate. On
the other hand, in the family policies of many \aedf states — for example in the Nordic
countries — shared parenting and the nurturingefattod are considered to be stating the
obvious on professional agendas.

It was argued that the critical point of this dissin is the issue of male care in parenting,
and its possible consequences for the distributiowork inside and outside of the family.
For instance, is it realistic to expect that fashewuld substantially increase their commitment
to child care, and at the same time, decrease wweking hours for several months or even
years? In actual fact, we know very little aboutgmghood from the father's own point of
view. Research-based knowledge of the future imeatof individual fathers, or fathers-to-
be, is scarce. For example, to what extent are wiking to intensify their own nurturing
side? Furthermore, we should ask, who are the meonst-modern families who may use the
voice of fathers?

Tanja Muhling discussed in her presentation the role of careabyefs in Germany.
The classic family breadwinner model, which atttésuthe role of full-time employed family
earner to the man, and in which the woman fills ible of housewife and mother without
herself being employed, was strongly encouragemltiir the institutional framework in West
Germany (long maternity leave for mothers, few gmkises for childcare for children under
3 years old) and corresponds to the traditiona mbdels and images of the mothering role,
which are still very widespread in Germany in congmn with other European countries.
The social change of the role of the woman, whigtorag other things arose due to rising
levels of education of women, has neverthelesstéethe fact that young cohorts now
perceive a prolonged break from working life aftee transition to motherhood as less
attractive. New regulations for parental leave #redplanned expansion of childcare facilities
in Germany is making it easier for mothers to carebtheir family work with part-time
employment, so that the modified family breadwinmexdel may become more popular with
young families, whereby the mother acts as an @addit earner in a marriage with a male
chief breadwinner. The modern woman follows a deuldie, which quickly becomes a
double burden when the role of the man does notcilange to complement hers.
The modernization of the male role is taking platea much slower pace than that of the
female role. Fathers have actually welcomed thditagan division of roles in the family
according to recent polls, although these changattitude have, to date, hardly been seen on
a behavioural level. As far as the use of pardatale, as well as part-time work is concerned,
an adaptation to the mother is out of the quedborfiathers in Germany. The article tackles,
among other things, the institutional and socialses for this rigidity.
It can be statedyn the other hand, that men have an increaseditwation to the unpaid work
in the home, with the increase in the employmenthef woman and greater educational
resources of both partners. In particular, fathedsy want to become more actively involved
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in the upbringing of their children. Fathers whes¢p more time with their children normally
end up helping less with household tasks, but hbBee less of their own free time and
regeneration time, as has been proven from timgédduthta.

The presentation bysudny Bjork Eydal was about ‘Caring fathers in the Nordic
Countries’.The Nordic countries are usually categorized invilefare literature as belonging
to the Scandinavian or Nordic welfare model. Onpartant component of this model is its
emphasis on gender equality both in the labour etakd the private sphere.

The first decades of the 20th century were a pemadked by radical changes in Nordic
family law, including Nordic countries revising thenarital law. Marriage was changed to an
institution of two equal individuals with mutual lagations to care and support for each other
and their children. While the marital law declaeglial obligations of fathers and mothers,
other laws continued for decades to be foundedendea of the husband as a breadwinner.
Thus, the caring role of the father did not gainchattention among policy makers.
However, this did gradually change and from the0k9@&nd onward, Nordic fathers gained
increased entitlements, rights and obligationsughodifferent laws.

The paper analysed and discussed the developmentliofes addressing fatherhood in the
Nordic countries from a historical and comparatperspective. It was emphasized how
caring fathers in the Nordic countries have begppstted through various policies. The
modern Nordic family law emphasizes children's tsgio receive care from both parents, but
the paper asked to what extent this right is emsdineough other laws; e.g. the law on
parental leave.

While the paper dealt to some extent with the Noadi-operation in the field of legislation
and presented pictures of the policies and outcamal of the Nordic countries, the case of
Iceland was discussed in particular. Iceland waes ftrst Nordic country to establish a
program of parental leave in which the mothers &attlers are given exactly the same
individual entitlements.

Session 4: Childhood and labour market in the “soal investment state”

Thomas Olkanalysed the impact of the transition towards‘8wxial Investment State”
on children’s well-beingIn recent years, we have witnessed a fundamentaigehin the
“welfare architecture,” which has caused a shifihi@ position of children and families within
the “responsibility mix”. The new priorities and asaires for the restructuring of welfare
regimes derive either from the visions and conceptan “activating social policy” or the
“social investment state”.

The idea of the social investment state is a countedel to the neo-liberal critique of the
traditional welfare state. Public spending on dopiagrammes and services was seen as
social expenditure, which was at most of consuneptiziue. The counter model valuates that
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social spending can be productive. From this petspme social spending can be legitimated
when the state acts as an entrepreneur, orienteaddhe pay-off of its investments.

The new architecture of welfare has already ledediated by the discourse on child poverty
and the demographical developments — to a stromgegration of child-oriented questions
into social policy and welfare state research. fitost prominent example is Ggsta Esping-
Andersen’s (et al.) (2002) book “Why We Need a N&eifare State”.

From a child-oriented perspective, one has to dsbutathe effects these strategies of
restructuring have upon the citizenship statushdtieen. Thomas Olk answered this question
by analysing the recent shift in German policies ¢bildren and families. Germany is
witnessing a radical change from a conservativecpalesign to a social investment design
with regard to children and families. At first gtam the strategy of investing in children
seems to improve their citizenship status. By mting an extended provision of childcare
institutions, the welfare state takes on more resipdity for the welfare of children.
Nevertheless, this strategy has a different kindititenship in mind than that connected to
the child-oriented perspective. The status of caidnoves away from “the private property”
of the parents to a concept of the child as aZertiworker of the future”. This means that the
investment in children is not aimed at improving tfuality of childhood in the present, but at
gaining economic returns in the future. The maiesith of the presentation was that by a
strategy of investing in children, the citizen-g&atf children is reduced to the economic
dimension of the productive citizen-worker of thiure, and weakens the political and social
dimensions of full citizenship.

The presentation bZlaude Martin was on childhood and public policies in France.
France is probably one of the EU countries thaehaxplicitly defined childhood and family
as state concerns. Nevertheless, priorities ofetlpemlic policies have changed drastically
over time: from a pro-natalist to a redistributiaed anti-poverty orientation, and from this
conception that integrates family policy in the dder field of social policy, to a vision that
considers family policies as a component of emplaytrpolicies. During the past decade,
some other ideas, which are reminiscent of certibates from the 9century, have
returned to the political agenda: youngsters' delemcy and parental responsibility. In this
presentation, Claude Martin distinguished differgtases of the French family policy
depending of the main public problem of the mom&his does not mean that the objectives
are replacing each other depending on the perigtdniich more that some specific emphasis
has been given to one or another of these object&eme specific examples of these turning
points were presented. This was followed by anysmakelated to the present time: with its
tensions, conflicts and alternatives between diffeideas and policy orientations, which are
combined in the political debate: the come-backaofmoral, traditional, conservative,
punishing and stigmatising trend about family issdae to the development of a rhetoric of
insecurity by some political actors; the "sociavastment strategy” promoted by the
European institutions that suggest investing irldtlniod to enable a prevention of social
problems rather than combating them with curativeasures; the challenge of the
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replacement of generations, which brings up-to-ddie pro-natalist arguments at the
European level, taking into account the links @ tesue with the gender equality challenge.
As a matter of fact, many arguments and tensiomsitastake, as Claude Martin argued. Some
actors appeal to reform civil laws; others defemgressive and stigmatising measures
towards certain categories of parents; some defemdievelopment of children’s rights, and
some are suggesting a defensive strategy to regtwetraditional family, etc. The
presentation concluded by suggesting a seriouamafig of the definition of family policy in
France nowadays towards a childhood concern.

Stream B: Conclusion and Discussion

The main focus of stream 2 was the interactionhdficen’s needs, desires and well-being on
the one hand, and on changes in the labour marke&ttisn and working conditions of
parents, and what they mean for the quality andusutnof time they spend with their children
on the other, as well as about the role of welétate policies in influencing the ‘matching’ of
both. Altogether, the analyses indicated the cdidtary nature of contemporary parenthood.

In the first part, the needs and desires of childr@ncerning the time their parents spend with
them were analysed. It was agreed that it is nesipte that childcare in public institutions
alone covers a part of the needs of children iragdl groups. There is a considerable need of
children for reliable and flexible access to timghwtheir parents. It was suggested that a
distinction could be made between different typletsnee that children need to have with their
parents. This clearly includes times of ‘care’ ¥anich the proportion is particularly high for
very small children, who also need times with thgarents as a basis for ‘attachment’ and
successful bonding. Beyond care, however, therealae needs and desires of children for
common activities, and times in which parents folne background for the activities of their
children, as well as common times in which paremtsompany children through important
rituals and specific events in their life.

Moreover, it was analysed to what degree pareetpi@pared to fit their own timetable with

the needs and desires of their children concercmmmon times. In general, there is a
growing attention towards needs of the childrem, an expectation that children should get a
high quality of care, attention and support in thi@mily. It was agreed that findings of

empirical studies indicate that mothers are prap&wea high degree to adapt their working
times to the time needs and desires of childrens T$a reason why in some Western
European societies, many women take up parenta laad decide on part-time employment
when they are the mothers of young children. Thises, however, in different societies, and
differences can to a substantial degree be expldgecultural differences and differences in
public childcare provision. Fathers, in contrasthdt in most cases adapt their working times
to the time needs and desires of their childrerer@ltare roughly two trends regarding the
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development of fatherhood. The first trend is tlamishing of fathers out of the lives of
children, for there is an increasing proportioncbfldren in Western Europe who grow up
without a father, and according to attitude suryeyslecreasing share proportion of men of
the younger generations wish to have childrenhénexplanation, it was stressed that often, a
stable employment and income situation of the gargrarticularly the father, is seen as a
main precondition for the possibility of realisitiyjs model of childhood. Many men of the
younger generations, in contrast, are not (yeg life situation in which they would be able
or feel able to match these expectations, and deaghinst having a child. Another
explanation stressed the changes in working liée tlave led to an increase in the quality of
many jobs concerning the demand of the level ofliigetion and the complexity and
autonomy connected to fulfilling the tasks. ThisshHad to an average increase in the
satisfaction of employees with their jobs, whereaigdcare is not seen as similarly rewarding
and fulfilling. There is also an opposite trend #&wds an intensification of ‘caring
fatherhood’, mainly in the Nordic countries.

Another focus was on the welfare state policiesarols the reconciliation of children’s and
parent’s wishes and needs. It was argued that¢ine towards the cultural model of ‘active
citizenship’ as the basis of welfare state poliegrepart contradicts the demand for common
time of children and their parents. This is dudhe fact that the new ‘standard citizen’ to
which welfare state policies (and in part also empient policies of employers) is directed,
is based on the construct of an autonomous, flexdid geographically mobile person
without family responsibility, who is not locallyobnd. Through the ways in which this
model is translated into social policies, it has, part, also led to a weakening of the
possibility of parents to act as breadwinners, agim the context of the activation policies
of the German welfare state in the Hartz IV progran
This model of the ‘active citizen’ is increasingtypported by family policies that aim to
‘free’ the workers from their family responsibiés by providing comprehensive public
childcare provision. To a greater extent than pedidhat are restricted to an extension of
public childcare provision, a ‘dual’ type of famipolicies that also include support for those
parents who decide in favour of temporary childcdditime or part-time) of their own
children, on the basis of parental leave schemdschildcare allowances that establish the
‘autonomous provider’ model, can support the red@tion of the needs, desires and well-
being of children and their parents. It was sholat the introduction of ‘daddy months’ in
parental leave schemes was crucial for changingehaviour of fathers towards a substantial
extension of their participation in informal chilte in their family.
It was argued that concepts of the ‘social investnsgate’ are problematic in this context as
they are often directed in a one-sided manner tsvahildren of middle-class families. Also,
by a strategy of investing in children, the citizgatus of children is reduced to the economic
dimension of the productive citizen-worker of théuire, whereas the political and social
dimensions of full citizenship are weakened. It vgaggested that instead, the rights of
children of all social classes should be strengtbein the context of a concept of ‘active
citizenship’ of children.
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The following conclusions were stressed in relatmmvelfare state policies that are adequate
in providing a framework for the relationship ofildnen and their parents, and to promote the
well-being of children:

- A generally high level of decommodification, pantarly of the unemployed in order
to avoid child poverty;
Comprehensive public childcare provision and clementary affordable care
services for parents;
Social rights for parents for temporary periodi$amnily childcare on the basis of the
possibility to act as a financially autonomous ganavider;
Special rights for fathers in parental leave sobs
Rights for parents to temporarily reduce theirkirmg times in their current job.

It was agreed that changes at the enterprise \ewald also be important:
A disconnecting of working hours and career — lordjvidual working hours should
no longer be a precondition for establishing a&are
Part-time work in the jobs of highly qualified pessionals;
Changes in the attitudes of employers.

POSTER SESSION

Marta Bertran Tarrés
Educational options for 0-3 years old children in Brcelona: differences of participation
between native and immigrant families in institutical services.

This paper is the result of three years field worklifferent educational services destined to
families with children between 0-3 years old (pab$iervices introduced by Barcelona
council). Participant observation has been maderogrammes destined to mothers with
children up to 9 months, programmes destined tdliigsnwith children between 1-3 years

old, and in kindergartens, destined to childrermfré months to 3 years old. Also it has
interviewed native and immigrant families.

The objective of the educational services is topsupand to help families in childcare and
rearing, but also to guarantee the motor, psychodbgnd relational optimal development of
children. In the investigation it has been provhd ftittle participation of non-European

immigrant families in some of these services. Althio the kindergartens have enormous
demand in native and migrant families, the othergmmmes are required, essentially, for
native and European families. The little participatof migrant families in these programs is
produced because their objectives do not correspmiige familiar necessities: the diversity
on childcare practices, the network of relationshfgelations, friendship) that covers the
necessity of sharing the maternal experience, ¢heldpment of other parental strategies, etc.
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Then, we confirm the coexistence of multiple systemn childcare practices. Those that are
visibilized are the own ones and the most simitathie own ones, that legitimises and are
focused in the educational capacity of the instnhd, whereas some immigrant families or
groups emphasize their ones.

Lutz C. Kaiser
Female labor markets transitions and child-day caren Europe

With regard to their ability to supply labor inlaXible way, the paper takes the perspective of
children’s parents into account. Using micro patah, labor market transitions are analyzed
for the EU-member states by cumulative year-by-yemrsition probabilities. This includes,
for instance, the permanence of full-time worknsidions into flexible work like part-time
employment or transitions from and into unemploytr@@mon-employment.

As female (non-)employment patterns changed maaenditically than male employment in
past decades, the analyses mainly refer to fenader Isupply. In search for important
determinants of these transitions, six EU-countvigh different labor market-regimes are
selected as examples for an in-depth analysis (RdgnGermany, Netherlands, Portugal,
Ireland, UK). Within these countries, women’s detgrants of labor market transitions are
compared by means of pooled multinominal logit-esgrons.

The outcomes hint at both, the importance of secimomic determinants for labor supply,
like the life cycle or human capital, but also adr gender related differences in the paths of
labor market transitions. Clearly, the observedssnoational differences are driven by
specific national institutional settings. Among @tk one of the most crucial features is the
day-care infrastructure concerning children, wraedher fosters or restricts a sustainable risk
management between family and employment in th@ertve countries. In all, the
countries under consideration are assigned to & sufa modernization: the wider the
institutional setting allowing for a sustainablskrimanagement of labor market transitions,
the higher the level of modernization.

Andreas Kalbitz
The causes of high poverty rates of children livingn single parent households in
Germany

Problem:

The Data of the 2nd Report of Poverty- and Weaftthe federal government shows, that
35.4 % of single-parent-households and 11.6 % afsébolds with both parents live in
poverty, defined as income below 60 per cent ofrthgonal median income. The average
poverty rate is 13.5 %.
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Question:

In my thesis | will examine the various causesh# identifiable higher poverty rate of
children, living in single parent-households congglato children, living in married parent-
households in Germany.

Causes:

A consideration of diverse studies and findingsimofestigations about child poverty in
Germany as well as the triage of the literaturelde the conclusion, that the higher child
poverty rate is based on three complexes of caugesh can be outlined as followed:

1. The regulations of family- and social policy ad sufficient enough.
2. Single-parent-households are not effectuallggrdated in the labour market.
3. Especially single mothers are often engaged itrtpae work with low earnings

ore they are not employed. In my thesis | am s&agcfor the causes of this
phenomenon. Especially insufficient child care @gements and political
regulations have to be considered, as they proraotstuation that prevents
mothers from taking part in the labour market. wise cultural values that are
connected to the women’s role such as their exatusgsponsibility for childcare
influence the labour participation of mothers.

Sophie Sarre
Latchkey kids? Parents’ and teenagers’ perceptionsf risk in dual-earner households

This paper explores the issues identified by yopegple (aged 12-16) and their parents
around growing up in dual-earner households in &mgyl It is based on working parents’
perceptions of risk around the work-life balanagg dow children in dual-earner households
felt about risk and risk-taking.

We found that dual-earner parents put many linatetion their work in order to fulfil what
they saw as their parental role, not only reduciambers of hours worked, but putting family
first both in terms of value and practice. Jobd t@dbowed flexibility were favoured, even
when they were below parents’ potential level ohiaeement. One common limiting
strategy, used mostly by mothers, was to opt fakkvimurs that allowed regular, if not daily,
contact with the child at the end of the school daytime that was considered a key time for
picking up what was going on with their child, emaotlly and practically. Young people
themselves approved of both of their parents wagrkbut liked having someone at home at
the end of the school day.

Young people did not on the whole use parental ralgséo engage in risky activities.
Furthermore, work was not the most significant dadihat separated parents from their
children. Children were as likely to be away frdmit parents because of their own activities.
While parents frequently kept in touch with theinildren when they were apart, the
facilitation of independence was seen as a keyfal@arents. There did not appear to be a
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correlation between parents’ work hours and therete@f independence afforded to their
children

Evelien Van Vlasselaer
Evaluating outcomes: well-being and the work and a& balance.
Joris Ghysels and Evelien Van Vlasselaer

Data: The Flemish Families and Care Survey (FFCS)

In the first half of the year 2005, 2865 Flemishuseholds were interviewed on their

organisation of childcare. Detailed informationtbe socio-economic situation of the parents
is combined with a wide set of indicators on thdlAveing of the children (the concept of

well-being includes the school situation as well psychological and health measures).
Moreover, parents were asked to reflect on theie @aganisation confronting their own

preferences with the (perceived) supply of serviEasally, the dataset consists also of a time
budget survey of parents and children regardingathdts’ activities and the persons taking
care of every individual child of the household.eTeample of the survey consists of a
regionally representative sample of households ehildren below 15 (1275 households) and
of two additional samples. One additional samplasiis of children registered at the
regional government institute for support for thenticapped (handicapped children, 458
households) and the other of children of poor fewil(as registered by the Flemish
governmental family support agency ‘Kind en Gez#34 households).

Measures of well-being

The respondent (mostly the mother) was asked degeestions to assess the current well-

being of the children. A first series of questi@mncerns the situation at school and focuses
on what year and type of educational institutioa ¢hild is in. Secondly, we asked whether

the parent experiences problems with the child,tvdred of problems these are, if they are

recent or long-lasting, et cetera... Thirdly, wéeabk whether the child has special needs,
compared with other children of his or her age radbed for the consequences of this special
needs for the child and the family. Finally, weastigated what kind of help the family uses,

in which case both formal and informal care typesasked questions about (The satisfaction
with and well-being of the child in the care failare also dealt with.). In summary, these

guestions should allow us to get a rather completieire of the current situation of the child.

Analysis

I will be using these data on child well-being terform analyses from a child perspective.
On the one hand, | will develop compound indicatmir€hild well-being and look into the
associations between the four levels of well-béivag are represented in the data. These four
levels are physical health, mental health, schgotiareer and evaluation of the childcare
facility used. One the other hand, | will relateege indicators of well-being with the care
arrangement of the household and the employmaergtsih of the parents.
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Poster presentation
The analytical concepts and some preliminary resuill be presented. The full report on the
well-being of children in Flanders is expected oy €nd of 2006.

Almuth Wietholz
The educational ‘integration’ of ethnic minority children in Germany
and in the UK: From an ‘ethnicity’ to a ‘class’ issue?

With the third sector turning into the prime souafelabour in Western knowledge-based
service economies, and with welfare states simedtasly being transformed, education and
qualification are of more importance than everifatividual careers and prospering national
economies. Thus the overall mediocre performand@esfan pupils revealed in PISA | and
I (2000/2003), and in particular, the weak aggtegasults of ethnic minority pupils, spurred
much public debate about improving the German dafpsystem (Bade 2004)For ethnic
minority children, ‘knowledge of the German langeagt a level appropriate for one’s
educational stage’ was extracted to be one of thst important variables for succeeding in
the education system (Gogolin, Neumann and Re@@1)2 At the same time, the influence
of socio-economic background (‘class’) on a childdicational career — an otherwise highly
significant factor within the German tracking syste is actually lesser among families with
migration background than it is for other pupilstiSepf 20025.

Ethnic minority children’s schooling — a topic thad been lingering for decades — rather
suddenly triggered a wealth of policy measuresluiing a new focus on pre-schools and
‘educare™ Both the ‘integration’ of ethnic minority/ immigné& childrenand a focus on early
childhood education and care for the benefit ofkivay parents have become top priorities of
the new coalition government. Indeed, over the past years, Germany has effectively
copied British concepts of early years provisiowgluding integrated care in pilot projects
(‘Early Excellence Centres’), Early Years Developteand Childcare Partnerships
(‘Bundnisse fur Familien’) as well as monetary ainae incentives for working parents.

In the UK, after much earlier and similar debatbsuwd the educational integration of ethnic
minority children and about mother tongue teachfigmlinson and Tomes 1983; DES
1985), language issues have been deliberately dayeth and linguistic minority children
have been ‘mainstreamed’ into regular classes dimeemid-1980s (Bourne 1989; Mohan,
Leung and Davidson 2001). Furthermore, since 1888y childhood education and care has
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being radically reformed in the course of the NagloChildcare Strategy, including the
initiation of the Sure Start programme that aimg@moting social inclusion rather than
specifically targeting ethnic minorities. While 8u$tart had primarily been an anti-poverty
measure targeting unemployed single mothers, itnhaged into the direction of universal
provision in the course of the roll-out of univdr&ahildren’s Centres’. By contrast to the
German programmes, the targeting of ethnic minafitydren is missing from official Sure
Start rhetoric, with the focus being on equal gimd social inclusion.

In my project, | will disentangle how issues of rth minority children’s schooling are
framed and enacted in either country: Do the olégigms of British multiculturalism, equal
rights, social inclusion and institutional non-disgnation, by contrast to German
assimilationism and targeted compensatory educasiih hold true? Are we witnessing a
convergence of theory and practice or is it legatiento speak of persistent national models
within the realm of schooling and immigrant inteégra (H6hn, Heckmann and Bosswick
1995; Santel 1998; Brubaker 1994)? | will argue tha issue of the educational integration
of ethnic minority children will need to be analgise terms of ‘ethnicity’ and ‘class’, my
hypothesis being that Germany is moving away froamfng the issue as a minority ethnic
problem to treating it as a class issue as thasBrdo, while at the same time retaining its
class-structurally selective educational system.
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Helena Wilson
The perceptions of children towards their mothers’employment

Labour markets vary across both space and timetheasg adjustments can have effects on all
members of households, including children. Thist@osvill summarise the preliminary
findings from a study investigating children’s erpaces of, and what they feel about, their
mothers’ employment. The study looks at childreadag-6 and 8-9 in the north of England
within different family and labour market structsreChildren aged 5-6 were chosen as they
will have recently started school and their motimety have started or returned to work, and
children aged 8-9 were chosen because of the rateamges they will have experienced
between infants and junior schools. Their expersnaf after school care; given that most
women tend to have entered the employment mark#idy have any intention of doing so)
by the time their child is this age is also invgated (Paci and Joshi, 1996). Children born
into a family with a history of women’s employmenay have differing views to those where
women’s employment is a relatively new phenomeridre types of employment, hours and
stresses parents experience were all importanthildren’s evaluation of their parents
working. Children who experience maternal employmeraffluent areas view their mothers
employment in a different way to those in lowerame areas, as do children who have
recently experienced changes in their mothers wgrkarrangements. There are also
disparities between their attitudes to spendingetimith care providers, particularly
influenced by patterns experienced in the pastirTaéure aspirations and perspectives on
gender roles are also investigated, and the roleeif socio-economic status along with their
age is examined throughout. Activity-based metheedse used with the children in this study
and key areas that will be discussed include:

I) assessment of children’s and young peopleudts to time spent with carers/
childminders/ at play groups.

i) addressing children’s and young people’s clamgerceptions of their mothers’
activities over time

iii) looking at the outcomes (educational h&pend own family organisation ideas and
aspirations) for young people whose mother’s watkidh't work.
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2nd Conference of the WELLCHI Network
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