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Introduction

The survey(Flash Eurobarometer 24Family life and the neis of an ageing populatiprivas
conducted in order to examine how families felt about their life today, the problems faced and their
opinions about policies that could helpprovethe situation, e.g. issues such as the availability of
childcare. In additin, the needs of an ageing population were etsanined from the point of view of
financial planning, housing, activities, health, etc.

In detail, the survey examined:

levels of satisfaction

problems that families are facing

work-life balance

solutionsfor childcare

policies that could helpnprove the situation damilies
retirement planning

policies that could support an ageing population

=4 =4 -8 -8 -8 -89

The charts in the report present the results from all 27 EU Member States. The data has also been
broken down byhe following sociedemographic characteristics of respondents:

gender

age (15)

subjective urbanisation

level of education

occupation

household composition

numbers of children in the household
financial situation

=4 =4 -8 -8 -8 _-8_8_9

The fieldwork was carried out betwedi® and 14 Septembe2008. Over 2,000 randomly selected
citizens aged 15 years and above were interviewed in tHelRMember States. Interviews were
predominantly carried out via fixed telephonejth WebCATI (webbased computer assisted
telephone intervieimg), reachingca. 1,000 EU citizensin eachcountry Part of the interviews in
Finland and Austria were carried out over mobile telephones. Due to the relatively low fixed telephone
line coverage irBulgaria,the Czech Republic, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuarttungary, PolandRomania

and Slovakia, 30thdividualswere sampled and interviewéateto-face.

To correct for sampling disparities, a ps#atification weighting of the results was implemented,

based orkey sociademographic variables. More detadn survey methodology are included in the
Annex of this report.
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Main findings
Family life
1 Satisfaction with family life was high across the EU; especially for those in the central and
northern European countries, the under 40s and those living inedauseholds.
1 Nine out of 10 EU citizens said they were satisfied with their family life; half of the
interviewees (52%) even said that they wergy satisfied with the situation.
1 In almost all of the Member States, less than-girgh of interviewees we dissatisfied with
their family life. Respondents in the eastern and southern European Member States, however,
were less satisfied than those in the nemtland central EU Member States.
9 Younger respondents more frequently said they wemy satisfiedwith their family life
(55%-56% of the 1839 yearolds vs. half of the over 39 yealds).
1 Respondents in married and cohabiting couple households were more likely vierybe

satisfied with their family life than those in singderson or singkparent hoseholds (57%
58% vs. 38%37%, respectively).

The worklife balance

)l
)l

il
il

Finding the correct worlife balance was seen to be difficult; more so for women and for
thosein singleparenthouseholds.

Half of the interviewees found it difficult to combine work daghily life: for one in seven
interviewees (14%) finding the right balance waesy difficult, 37% thought it wadairly
difficult.

While 55% of the women foundVtery or fairly difficult to combine work and family life, this
was true for only 46% of thmen.

Respondents in couple households, without children living at home, were the least likely to
find it difficult to combine family and work, while respondentssingleparenthouseholds
were the most kely to do so (49% vs. 57%); the latter most fragjlye said it wasvery
difficult to combine the two (20% vs. 14% average).

Difficulties in day to day life

1
1

The main difficulties in family life were seen to be related to costs, especially for those
households with children.

When EU citizens were asked abde difficulties that families might face in daily life, four

out of 10 interviewees (39%) chose thgh costs of housings one of the two main
difficulties, with 32% selecting costs associated with raising children

In almost all EU Member States, thigh cost of housing appeared among the three most
mentioned difficulties faced by families in daily life.

Respondents in households with children were the most likely to select the high costs of
raising children and the level of public financial suppft families from the list of
difficulties, while respondents isingleparentand couple households without children living

at home more frequently chose the burden of caring for ageing parents or relatives.
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Public support for families

1
1

The level of disatisfaction with public support for families with dependents (older relatives or
children) was seen to be running high

The survey results showed that less than one in 10 EU citizensvergrsatisfied with the
public support for families with childrer@%) or for people caring for dependent older
relatives (7%).

Respondents in the nogimand central EU Member States appeared to be more satisfied with
this type of public support than those in the eastern and southern EU Member States.

Policy measures #t might help the situation

)l
)l

Policies that helped families with childrenh better childcare arrangements and tax
advantage$ had the highest levels of support

Presented with a list of policy measures that could improve life for familiesthivels of EU
citizens thought that policies to provide more flexible childcare arrangenaardsto give
greater tax advantages for families with children should be given high priority.

While women were more likely to answer that longer paid parental leave and ieseiativ
fathers to take parental leave should be given high priority in their country, men more
frequently regarded each oofthese possible measumEslow priority.

While respondents isingleparenthouseholds were more likely to agree that each of the
policy actions should receive high priority, those in couple households with children living at
home were mordikely to limit their support to policies that increased tax advantages for
families with children, gave easier access to-pam¢ work and grated longer paid parental
leave.

While the survey indicated that Portuguese and Hungarian respondents had the most difficulty
in combining work and family life, they appeared to have different solutions to this problem:
the Portuguese favouredore flexibke childcarewhile Hungarians wanted arrangements that
helped people to have pdime work.

Ideal childcarearrangements

T

The best arrangement for childcare was seen to be whereooalyarent was working ful

time, although women were more likely to fava situation where both worked at least part

time

Asked about childcare and ideal working situations, less than a quarter (22%) of respondents
said the most practicable and realistic situation was for both parents to werkéull

The largest group afespondents (41%) thought that it was best for one parent to work full
time and the other to work paiine.

In all Member States, a majority of respondents thought that the best way to organise childcare
was to have at least one partner working less filitime or not at all

While men more frequently answered that it was best for one parent to stay at home to raise
the children (27% vs. 23% of women), women more often preferred the situation in which one
parent worked pattime (44% vs. 37% of men).
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Childcare solutions

1 A majority of EU citizens said that a public or private day care egnperhaps in
combination withcare by familymembers, was the best childcare solution

1 A majority of EU citizens (65%) said that a public or private day care cegmérbaps in
combination with another solution, was the best way of organising childcare fsclpyel
children.

1 Almost half of EU citizens (46%) said the best way to organise childcare was to combine one
or more professional childcare alternatives witliidcare by the parents and/or grandparents
or other relatives.

1 Respondents in all of the countries made similar choices concerning the organisation of
childcare, i.e. a public or private day care centre, childcare by the mother or father, and
childcare bygrandparents or other relatives.

9 The more children the respondents had, the more likely they were to mention childcare by the
mother or by an khouse childminder or au pair.

Retirement plans/activities

1 For all retirement plans and activities, tipeoportion of respondents approaching retirement
who were considering a particular actioragalways significantly higher than thgroportion
of retirees who had gone ahead with the action

1 In regard to retirement activities / plans, respondents who had / haétined were asked
what actions they had taken / were planning to take:

0 Retirees most frequently opted for community or volunteer work (44¥¥saving
money / taking out insurance in case they became dependent (43%)

o For those approaching retirement, fireportionconsidering such actionsasmuch
larger. threequarters (73%) said they would consider participating in community or
volunteer workand twaethirds would save money / take out insurance.

9 Less tharone in eightretirees had sold / planned tdlggoperty or other assets, or borrowed
money against their property; thmoportionsfor those approaching retirement who were
considering such actions were considerably higher (i.e. doubleripe t h e retiree:
responses)

1 Among retirees, the more Hily-educated and those incmmfortableor very comfortable
financial situation were the onasost likely to have invested in or sold property, or saved
money since their retirement. For those approaching retirethengounger and more highly
educatectitizensand those in a comfortable financial situation were more likely to say they
would consider saving money, investing in or selling property.

Postretirement housing plans

1 For both retirees and those approaching retirement, the most frequent cholweuking was
to downsizebut stayin their currentarea

9 Four out of 10 retired respondents (41%yho had moved were planning to movsince
retiring, said they would opt / had opted for a smaller house or flat in the same location, while
onesixth (17%) preferred the countryside.

1 For nonretired respondentaho considered moving aftéheir retirementthe largest group
also wanted to downsize in their curremea(33%) and on€fifth wanted to retire to the
countryside (19%).

1 The largest differencin the preferences of respondents according to household type was that
almost twice as many respondentssingleparenthouseholds said they had moved / would
move closer to family members (21% vs. 13% average).
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Policy actions targeting an ageing poptitn

1 Regarding policy actions targeted at an ageing population, most citizens opted for those that
would encourage a healthy lifestyle, many groups felt this was very important

1 Presented with a list of policy actions that targeted the needs of an gggnlkgtion, EU
citizens gave the highest level of support to policies that egheouraged people to lead
healthy lifestyles (93%)r used public budgets to support services allowing older people to stay
longer in their own homes (91%).

1 A majority of ctizens in all but one of the EU Member Statehe Czech Republit saidit
wasveryimportant toencourage people to lead healthy lifestyles; onlgnvio Member States
T Denmark and the Czech Republidid more than a tenth of respondents disagreettieat
policy was important

1 Inregard to the seven policy items listed, certain gréwwemen, older respondents, the self
employedthe retirees, those looking after the homespondentin a more difficult financial
situation, thosein singleparent housholds and respondents with three or more children
were more likely to say that most of these policies way important rather tharairly
important.
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A. FAMILIES
1. Family life:  satisfaction, problems and work -life balance
1.1 Satisfaction with fami ly life

Satisfaction with family life was high across the EU; especially for those in the central
and northern European countries, the under 40s and those living in couple households

Nine out of 10 EU citizens said they wer  Satisfaction with family life
satisfied with family life; half of the
interviewees (52%) even said they wel
very satisfied. Only onéenth was
dissatisfied with family life: 7% beingot
verysatisfied and 2%ot at allsatisfied.

u Very satisfied
= Fairly satisfied
Not very satisfied

The individual country results abou
satisfaction with family life did not show

m Not at all satisfied

DK/NA
much variation in the total level ol
satisfaction (i.e. ]
Afairlyo s aitrangifigifrend
75% in Bulgaria to 97% in Denmark. Ir e o e &
almost allMember States, less than en A

sixth of interviewees were dissatisfied.

Looking just & the proportion of respondents who said they wemy satisfied with their family life,
however, there was a large variation between individual Member States. Whileqularéers of
respondents in Denmark and seven out of 10 Dutch and Irish respoueht31%) said they were

very satisfied with their family life, less than otigird of Estonians (29%) and Latvians (32%) held
this view. It was, however, the Lithuanian and Hungarian interviewees who most frequently said they
were dissatisfied with thefamily life (22% and 21%, respectively).

The country rankings also showed that respondents in the eastern and southern European Member
States were less satisfied with their family life than respondents in themoatid central regions of

the EU All but one of the eastern and southern Member S{Meadta, 54%) had a proportion of
respondents below the EU27 average (52%) who said thewemreatisfied with their family life.

Satisfaction with family life

m Very satisfied m Fairly satisfied Not very satisfied m Not at all satisfied DK/NA
08 b o ek o e
11

19 13 14- 15 15 16
75 | 10

50 4

Sp71d 7146766 fes s soflsullss
5352

25 4 S52Q528 51049 a7

43f42p42) 4103813837 37036 50 29

Y W = x Ww - xx Wi~ 2 0 > = X N 4 - O = L

Dz“—Jw<3mBguuggamowmomt_uggmn.ﬁu
w

Q1_a. Now, we are going to talk about family life and work, and policy actions in these areas. How satisfied would you say you are wit h é

Base: all respondents
% by country
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Sociedemographic considerations

Inregardt o feeling satisfied wit h -demogrépbic groapsmishbwed | i f e,
that:

1 Younger respondents more frequently said they wemy satisfied with their family life
(55%56% of the 1839 yearolds vs. half of the over 39 yealds) older respondents were
slightly more likely to express some level of dissatisfaction (5% of th241earolds and
7% of 2539 yearolds vs. ondenth of the over 39 yeanlds).

1 The more highlyeducated respondents were more prone to say that theywergreatisfied
(56% of themosteducated intervieweegs. 46% of respondents with the lowest level of
educational attainment) and less likely to report dissatisfaction with their family life (8% vs.
12%, respectively).

1 While 56% of employees expressed ghhievel of satisfaction with their family life, manual
workers and those not working were less likely to do so (46% and 50%, respectively).

1 Respondents in married and cohabiting couple households more often said thexenyere
satisfied with their familylife than respondents isinglepersonor singleparenthouseholds
(57%58% vs. 38%37%, respectively). Furthermore, while only 6% of respondents in the
former groups were dissatisfied with their family life, almost-bftk of the latter were of this
opinion (17% insinglepersonhouseholds and 19% gingle parenthouseholds

1 Although not much difference was observed in the overall level of satisfaction between
respondents with and without children, members of the latter group werekédgsdibevery
satisfied (47% vs. e.g. 59% of respondents with three or more children).

1 Respondents in a more comfortable financial situation were more likely to be satisfied with
their family life than those in more difficult straits: 95% of respondents who desdhibid
financial situation as very comfortable were satisfied with their family life compared to just
twot hirds (65%) who said that #@Athings were ver

For more details, se®nnexTable 1b.

1.2 Ease or difficulty of combining work and family life

Finding the correct worltife balance was seen to be difficult; more so for women
and for thoseén singleparenthouseholds

Half of the interviewees found it difficult to Perception soffinding theright work -life
combine work and family life: for one in  balance

seven interviewees (14%inding the right
work-life balance wasvery difficult, while

37% thought it wasairly difficult. = ver difft
Fairly difficult

Three out of 10 interviewees foundfitirly Fairly easy

easy to find the right workfe balance, and u Very easy

only one in 10 respondents (11%) said thal 30 37 DK/NA

wasvery easy forthem to combine work and

family life. Finally, 8% ofintervieweeggave

a Adondt ki thes@were exgsily

students, retirees and people looking aft Dy B T o ety 10 comfine wor et a2

the home B e Ty

Respondents in Hungary and Portugal were not only among the least likely to bedsaftigfitheir
family life, they also found it the most difficult to combine work and family life: approximately-three
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quarters said that finding the right welife balance was difficult compared to only, respectively,-one
sixth and a quarter who said itag/ easyThe corresponding result for Finland was almost a mirror
image, with just 20% finding it difficult to combine work and family life and 69% thinking that this was
easy.

Poland (69%), SloveniaGreece (both 67%) and France (66%) joined HungaryRuormtlgal at the
higher end of the scale with approximately #thads of respondents finding it hard to combine work
and family life. It was, however, the Portuguese who most frequently said that they foterg it
difficult to find the right worklife balance (33% compared to 39% who found tHarly difficult).

Other countries where respondents were more prone to say that combining work and family life was
easy were Denmark (63%), Ireland (59%) and Sweden (58%auntries where respondents also
expressed higher levels of satisfaction with family life. Although the proportions of Dutch respondents
finding it difficult to combine work and family life was the same as in Finland (both 20%),
respondents in the Netherlands were less prone to say that #asggo find the right workfe
balance (57% vs. 69% in Finland).

Perceptions of finding the right work -life balance

m Very difficult Fairly difficult Fairly easy m Very easy DK/NA

100 4
e o 2
17 a8 e g B 15 1s] 21 | 1o | 2
19 21 26 ,, 30 200,00 19
75 | 24 22 57 B a 30
29 80 19 33 35 36 g 26

29 37 36
50 {53 39 27 3% 32 34 37 40

47 37 37

25 35 31 29 27 26

30 29 27 23 23

PT
PL
SI
EL
FR
ES
CY
Cz
LV
IT
[Ev2r]
AT
BE
D
EE
LU
BG
RO
SK
MT
SE
LT
DK
UK
IE
NL
Fl

Q3. Do you personally find it very difficult, fairly difficult, fairly easy or very easy to combine work and family life?
Base all respondents
% by country

Sociedemographic considerations

In regard to perceptions about finding the right-iiferk balance, the analysis by sociemographic
groups showed that:

1  While 55% of the women foundvery or fairly difficult to combine work and family life, this
was true of only 46% of men.

1 More than half of the respondents aged between 25 and 54 had difficulties in finding the right
work-life balance (57% of 289 yearolds and 53% of 484 yearolds) compared to only
45%-46% of respondents in the youngest and oldest age categories.

1 Although little difference was seen in the overall proportion of respondents who found it
difficult to combine work and family life when awparing their different levels of educational
attainment, those with the lowest level of education more frequently said itemggifficult
to strike a balance (17% vs. 13% of the redhticated).

1 Respondents in couple households, without children liginbome, were the least likely to
find it difficult to combine family and work, while respondentssingleparenthouseholds
and those in househol ds c| &kelsto doise(40% ass3%fi ot her
-55%). Furthermore, respondentssingle-parenthouseholds most frequently said it wasy
difficult to combine the two (20% vs. 14% average).
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1 While only onetenth of respondents who described their financial situation as comfortable
found it very difficult to combine work and family lifethis proportion increased to o#feird
for those who said that Athings were very

For more details, see Annexable 5b.

1.3 Difficulties in dally life faced by families

The main difficulties in family life were seen to be relatecosts, especially
for those households with children

When EU citizens were asked about the difficulties that families face in dailydgpgndents could
select up to two difficulties from a list of nineg majority of respondents highlighted thaglated to

the cost of living, including the cost of housing. Four out of 10 interviewees (39%) chosiglhe
costs of housingas one of the two main difficulties, with 32% selectiogts associated with raising

children. Thelevel of financial supportfor families was mentioned by 16% of respondents.

A quarter of respondents sagmbining work and family life was one of the majadifficulties
families couldface while a slightly smaller proportion (22%) selected theden of caring for
ageing parerts and relatives Onetenth of respondents mentioned lack of support from
employers andjust 6% selectednequal sharing of household tasks between partneess one of the
main difficulties

Approximately one in 10 interviewees (12%) chasenging good childcare as one of the two main
difficulties faced by families. The proportion who selected doality of schooling was however
higher (18%).

Difficulties in daily life faced by families

High cost of housing ] 39
High cost of raising children | 32
Difficulty of combining work and family life | 25
Burden of caring for ageing parents or relatives | 22
The quality of schooling | 18
The level of public financial support for families | 16
Arranging good childcare | 12
Too little support from employers | 10
UnequalshanngofhousehoMtasksbenNeenf 6
partners |
None 2
Other | 2
DK/NA | 3

Q2.1 am going to read out a list of difficulties which families could face. In your opinion,
from this list, what are the two main difficulties?
Base:all respondents
%0 Me nt i showa, EG27

pagel?2



Flash EB Ne 2471 Family policy Analytical report

Individual country results

In almost all EU Member Statethe high cost ofhousingappeared among the three mimstjuently
mentioned difficulties faced by families in daily life. Furthermore, these coststheersost frequently
mentioned difficulty in 16 Member States. Hungarian and Latvian respondents were the ones choosing
this difficulty the most often (71% and 66%, respectively). High housing costs, however, were also the
mostfrequentlymentioned difficulty in, for example, Austriaven though just over a third (35%) of
respondents chose this optithmoughout the EU27MHigh housing costs did not appear in the top three

of the mostfrequentlymentioned difficulties faced by families in only three countries: Greece (only
16% mentioned this difficultyf seeAnnexTable 4a), Germany (26%) and Sweden (27%).

The high costs of mising childrenalso appeared among the three difficultisntioned mosbftenin

a large majority of Member Statel was alsothe most frequently mentioned difficulty in seven
countries. Of those, more than halftbe respondents in Cyprus, BulgariacaMalta selected costs
associated with raising children as one of the two main difficulties in daily life faced by families (57%,
53% and 52%, respectively). The cost of raising children appeared to be less of a problem in the
Nordic countries, Luxembouydhe Netherlands, Austria, Germany and Spain, as this diffioudty

not amonghe top three of the mosften mentioned difficulties.

Difficulties in finding the right work -life balanceproved to be among the main difficulties in half of

the Member Stas. Rather unexpectedly, this difficulty was mentioned most often by Finnish
respondents (37%the second mogtequentlymentioned difficulty in that country), followed closely

by Danish and Swedish respondents (33% and 31%, respedétiwdigre this dificulty appeared in

first placein each country). Although no so many respondents in the Nordic countries experienced
difficulties to combine theiown family and working livegsee Section 1.2jhey did think this would

be a problem faced by other farasi

In the Netherlands, the largest group of respondents ¢thedaurden of caring for ageing parents

or relatives as one of the two main issues faced by families (27%).ifemsalso appeared among the

top three of the most mentioned difficulties 2 or 3% placg in the UK, France, Finland and Sweden

T with at least three out of 10 respondents choosing this prdbkend in Ireland, Germany, Austria

and Luxembourg with between 21% and 27% selecting this burden. In all other Member States, less
than20% of EU citizensthought that the burden of caring for ageing parents or relatives would be one
of the two main difficulties.

The level of public financial support for families was one of the three most popular choices in 10
Member States, but eadme it only appeared i&™ place For example, almost half of the Portuguese
(47%) chose the high cost of housing {thplace, followed by 37% who selected the high costs of
raising children (in2" placd and 34% who mentioned the level of public fin&l support for
families (in 3 placd. The Portuguese were indeed the owe® most frequentlymentiored this
difficulty, followed by respondents in Latvia, Slovakia, Greece, Estonia, Romania and Hungary
(between 21% and 28%). Satisfaction with publipport for families is a pic that will be dealt with

in Chapter 2 of this report.

Approximately three out of 10 respondents in Greece (30%), Sweden (29%) and Germany (28%), and
a quarter of respondents in Denmark and the Netherlands (both 24%) algsality of schooling

as one of the two main difficulties faced by families in daily life. In the aforementioned countries, the
guality of schooling appeareximong the three moftequentlymentioned difficulties, while in all of

the other countries no methan20% of respondents mentioned this difficulty.

Slovenia was the only Member Statberetoo little support from employers was listed as one of
the main difficulties in daily family life: a quarter of interviewg@6%) said this was one of the two
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main difficulties (in3“ placein this country).n all other countries, less than esigth of respondents

were of this opinion.

Difficulties in daily life faced by families

(Three most mentioned choices)

BE % BG % Cz %
High cost of housing 37 High cost of raising children 53 High cost of housing 51
High cost of raising children 25 High cost of housing 38 High cost of raising children 34
Difficulty of combining work and The level of public financial support Difficulty of combining work and
SO 20 . 18 P 19
family life for families family life
DK % DE % EE %
leflpult_y of combining work and 33 D|ﬁ|pu|§y of combining work and 31 High cost of housing 52
family life family life
High cost of housing 28 The quality of schooling 28 High cost of raising children 36
. . Burden of caring for ageing parents The level of public financial
The quality of schooling 24 or relatives 2 support for families 23
EL % ES % FR %
High cost of raising children 41 High cost of housing 54 High cost of housing 45
The quality of schooling 30 Difficulty of combining work and 30 Burden of caring for ageing a1
family life parents or relatives
The level of public financial The level of public financial support . - .
support for families 23 for families 18 High cost of raising children 27
IE % IT % CY %
High cost of housing 43 High cost of raising children 49 High cost of raising children 57
High cost of raising children 37 High cost of housing 32 High cost of housing 46
Burden of caring for ageing parents 25 Difficulty of combining work and 2 Difficulty of combining work and 20
or relatives family life family life
LV % LT % LU %
High cost of housing 66 High cost of housing 60 High cost of housing 52
High cost of raising children 37 High cost of raising children 30 gmﬁ;ﬁ;f combining work and 30
The level of public financial 28 The level of public financial support 19 Burden of caring for ageing 21
support for families for families parents or relatives
HU % MT % NL %
. ) . . . Burden of caring for ageing
High cost of housing 71 High cost of raising children 52 parents or relatives 27
High cost of raising children 44 High cost of housing 52 The quality of schooling 24
The level of pup!lc financial 21 D|ff|_cu|ty of combining work and 19 High cost of housing 23
support for families family life
AT % PL % PT %
High cost of housing 35 High cost of raising children 48 High cost of housing 47
?alrfmf:icl)lljllti)flem com bining work and 33 High cost of housing 47 High cost of raising children 37
Burden of caring for ageing parents 27 Difficulty of combining work and 26 The level of public financial 34
or relatives family life support for families
RO % SI % SK %
High cost of raising children 40 High cost of housing 37 High cost of housing 38
High cost of housing 37 High cost of raising children 29 High cost of raising children 28
The level of pul_)l_lc financial 22 Too little support from employers 26 The level of puk_)l_lc financial 2
support for families support for families
Fl % SE % UK %
High cost of housing 44 gﬂﬁ;lﬁ){e‘)f combining work and 31 High cost of housing 45
Difficulty of combining work and 37 Burden of caring for ageing parents 30 Burden of caring for ageing 34
family life or relatives parents or relatives
Burden of caring for ageing parents I h . - .
or relatives 30 The quality of schooling 29 High cost of raising children 28
Q2.lamgoingto read out a list of difficulties which families could face. In your opinion, from this list, what are the two main difficultie s?

Base: all respondents
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The challenge ofarranging good childcare and anunequal distribution of household tasks
between partnerswere not among the three méstquentlymentioned difficulties faced by families

in any of the EU27 Member States. Only in the Netherlands, Ireland and Denmark dithamcae
sixth of interviewees select the formera@se of the two main difficulties (21%, 20% and 19%), and
only in Spain and Denmark, did more than -o@eth of respondents select the latter (12% and 11%,
respectively).

Alternative ways to organise childcare and opinions about the best way to ordaltisare for pre
school children will be ddiawith in Chapter 3.

Difficulties in daily life faced by families

Arranging good childcare

50

25
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Q2.1 am going to read out a list of difficulties which families could face. In your opinion, from this list, what are the tw o m ain difficulties?
Base: all respondents
%0 Ment i on e dycousmthyown ,

Sociedemographic considerations
Gender

Men and women did not show large differences in their perceptions about the main difficulties faced
by families. Menwere slightly more likely to highlight the cost of housing as one of the two main
difficulties (41% vs. 37% of women). Furthermore, while women slightly more frequently selected the
difficulties related to arranging goathildcare(13% vs.10% of men), ma were slightly more kely

to choose the quality of schooling (19% vs. 16% of women).

Age

Respondents aged 55 and over were less likely to choose the high costs of raising children (27% vs.
32% average) and the difficulty of combining work and familg ([L9% vs. 25% average) as main
difficulties faced by families. Additionally, the over 39 yasds were less likely to identify the cost

of housing as one of the main difficulties (36% vs. 42% 6R45/earolds and 44% of 289 year

olds), but they werenore lkely to select the burden of caring for ageing parents or relatives (29% of
the over 54 yeaolds and a quarter of the &3 yearolds vs. 15% of the 139 yearolds). Arranging

good childcare was selected most frequently by the@@2$earolds (196 vs. 12% average), while the

1524 yearolds most often mentioned difficulties related to the quality of schooling (24% vs. 18%
average).

Level of education

While the respondents with a lower level of education more often identified costs linkeding rais
children as one of the two main difficulties thatrfiliescould face (34% of thesrespondents vs. 28%
of those with the highest levels of education), the more higtilicatedcitizens more frequently
mentioned difficulties of arranging good childcaard high quality schooling (e.g. 19% of those
respondents selected @qual iedugatedbrésposderdish dlthaqughghe v s .
more highlyeducated interviewees experienced less difficmtcombining work and family fe (see
Sectionl.2), they were more likely to think this would be a problem faced by other families (30% vs.
17% of those with the lowest level of education).
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Occupational status

The high costs of housing, the costs of raising children and the lack of support froayensplere
identified as main difficulties most frequently by manual workers, but they weréKelysto choose
difficulties related to the quality of schooling and the burden of caring for ageing parents or relatives.
Selfemployed interviewees and eropées, on theontrary were most likely to mention this burden,

but they also more frequently chose the difficulty of combining work and familyAde.example,

while three out of 10 employees and satfiployed respondents (30% and 29%, respectiveig)tisat

finding the right worklife balancecould be one of the two main issues faced by families, only 23% of
manual workers and 21% of nevorking respondents were of this opinion.

Degree of urbanisation

When comparing respondents living in rural amtdam areas, the largest difference in opinions was
observed in the perceived costs of housing: while 35% of rural residents selected the high cost of
housing as one of the two main difficulties faced by families, approximately four out of 10 city
dwellers(44% in metropolitan areas and 40% in urban areas) selected this difficulty.

Household composition

Respondents in households with children were the most likely to select the high costs of raising
children and the level of public financial support for feem from the list of difficulties, while
respondents igingleparentand couple households without children living at home more frequently
chose the burden of caring for ageing parents or relatives. For example, while approximately four out

of 10 respodents in the former type of household mentioned the high cost of raising children, only a
guarter of respondents in the latter type of household did so. Interviewees in households classified as
fot her typeo, on t h elikely tohnemton Hifficnlties relatesl toethe tosteof mo s t
housing (46% vs. 39% average).

Number of children

Respondents without children and those with one child were thelikedgtto answer that one of the

two main difficulties faced by families would be the high cddtausing or finding the right workfe

balance. Respondents in households with three or more children, on the other hand, were most prone
to choose the high cost of raising children and the burden of caring for ageing parents or relatives. For
example, 2% of respondents without children and 39% of respondents with one child mentioned the
high cost of housing compared to 34% of respondents with three or more children.

R e s p o n thanacidl stuatioh

Respondents who did not describe their financiahsitm as comfortable were more likely to mention
difficulties faced by families relating to the high costs of housing and raising children, the public
financial support for families and the amount of support from employers. Respondents with an easier
financial situation, however, most frequently chose difficulties to combine work and family life,
arranging good childcare, the quality of schooling and the burden of caring for ageing parents and
relatives. For example, while slightly more than one in 10 medgats who described their financial
situation as comfortable (11%) or very comfortable (12%) said that the level of public financial
support for families was one of the main difficulties faced by families, almost a quarter of respondents
who had difficultes in making ends meet (23%) and who said that things were very difficult for them,
financially, did so (24%).

For more details, seennexTable 4b.
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2. Public support for families

2.1 Satisfaction with support for families with caring responsibilities

The level of dissatisfaction with public support for families with
dependents (older relatives or children) was seen to be running high

The survey results showed that less than one in 10 EU citizensvemrsatisfied with the public
support for familes with children (9%) or for people caring for dependent older relatives (7%).
Nevertheless, three times as many respondents said theyfaiwbresatisfied with these forms of
public support: 29% for support for families with childreamd 21% for supporor people caring for
dependent relatives.

Four out of 10 interviewees were dissatisfied with public support for families with children; 27% were
not very satisfied and 14% wereot at all satisfied with this type of support. Slightly more
respondents gxessed dissatisfaction with public support for people caring for dependent older
relatives: three out of 10 respondents (31%) weateverysatisfied and almost ondifth (18%) were

not at all satisfied with this public service.

Furthermore, it was netl that slightly more than o+idth of intervieweesdid not express an opinion
as to their degree shtishctionwith these types of public support: 21% for public support for families
with children and 23% for support for people caring for dependeadgralelatives.

Satisfaction with ...

public support for people
caring for dependent
older relatives

public support for
families with children

= Very satisfied

. L 21
Fairly satisfied

29
Not very satisfied

= Not at all satisfied

DK/NA

27

Q1_b-c. Now , we are going to talk about family life and work, and policy actions in these areas.
How satisfied would you say you are with é
Base: all respondents
% EU27

Individual country results

The Luxembourgrs followed by the Danes and Irish, were the most satisfiedpubiic support for
families with children. Threequarters of the Luxembouggs (74%), and twethirds of Dares and
Irish (68% and 67%, respectively), were satisfied with this form of public support, whififtbner
less of them were dissatisfied (11%, 17% and 20%, respectividhg).corresponding ressifor
Portugal was almost a mirror image, withtja2% being satisfied with public support for families with
children and 76% saying they were dissatisfied.

Respondents in Luxembourg, Denmark and Ireland were also the most likelyeoylsatisfied with

public support for families with children. Whilenore than a quarter of the Danes (28%),
Luxembourgrsand Irish (both 26%) wereery satisfied with this form of public support, less than
one in 20 Latvians, Estonians, Portuguese, Slovaks, Hungarians, Spanish and Italiangryvere
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satisfied. However,tiwas the Greek interviewees who were the most likely todrg dissatisfied
(41%). Similar to satisfaction with personal family lifeggSection 1.1), the country rankings showed
that respondents in the eastern and southern European Member Statesotbredieds satisfied with
public support for families with children than respondents in the eoréind central regions of the

EU.

Finally, a significantproportionof respondents in all countriegere indecisiveRespondents in the

Netherlands had thmost difficultyi a

Satisfaction with
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Q1_b. Now, we are going to talk about family life and work, and policy actions in these areas. How satisfied would you say you are
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Base: all respondents
% by country

Looking at both the previous and the following charts, similarities can be,se@h the same
countries appearingach timeat the higher and lower ends of thestribution. The total level of
satisfaction with publicupport for people caring for dependent older relativegsanged from 9% in

Portugal and Estonia &% in Luxembourg, while the proportion of respondents who said they were

very satisfied ranged fmo virtually no respondents in Estonia, Slovakia and Latvia to 22% in
Denmark. Respondents in Portugal and Greece were again some of the most likely to answer they
were not at all satisfied (40% and 39%, respectively).

The country rankings also showed agtiiat respondents in the nathand central regions of the EU
appeared to be more satisfied with public support for people caring for dependent older relatives than

those in the eastern and southern EU Member States. A notable exception was Finlahd, whi

appeared at the lower end of the distribution with only-girth of respondents who were satisfied

andtwet hi rds who

wer e

di ssat.i

sfied

(27%

nnot at

Furthermore, in each of the EU Member States, satigfagtith public support for people caring for

dependent older relatives was lower than satisfaction with support for families with children.

Luxembourgrs were the most satisfied: ofifth were very satisfied and 39%airly satisfied. Only
onefifth of Luxembour@rs were not satisfied with public support for people caring for dependent
older relatives. By comparisdnsee the above chdrta quarter of Luxembouess werevery satisfied
with public support for families with children and half of them wiaidy satisfied.

Finally, respondents in Spain and Cyprus were the likady to giv e
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Satisfaction with  public support for people caring for dependent older relatives
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Q1_c. Now, we are going to talk about family life and work, and policy actions in these areas. How satisfied would you say you are wit h é
Base all respondents
% by country

Sociedemographic considerations

With regard to satisfaction with public support for families with carggponsibilities, the analysis by
socioedemographic groups showed that:

1 Men were slightly more I|ikely to give a ddo
concerning satisfaction with public support for families with children (23% vs. 19% of
women) ad for people caring for dependent older relatives (25% vs. 22% of women).

1 The 2554 yearolds weremore likely to bedissatisfied with public support for families with
childrenthan the other grougg5%-48% vs. 42% average), the-28 yearolds were thenost
satisfied (48% vs. 37% average), and the oveyegqo | ds mo st frequently
knowo response (26% vs. 21% average).

1 The 4054 yearolds were most frequently dissatisfied with public support for people caring
for dependent older relatives5% vs. 49% average), while the-28 yearolds were most
|l i kely to give a Adondét knowoO response to thi

1 While respondents in the lowest educational category were more likely to say they were not at
all satisfied with publicsupport for families with children (19% vs. 15% of the highly
educated respondents), respondents in the highest educational category more often said they
were fairly satisfied with such support (29% vs. 23%). However, while the former group of
respondentsvere also more likely to be not at all satisfied with support for people caring for
older dependent relatives (24% vs. 19%), the latter were likehg to admit not being able to
say if they were satisfied or not with such support (25% vs. 20%).

1 Respondes in households with children were more often dissatisfied with public support for
families with children, while all of the other respondents nicequently said theyi il not
k n o.wowever, it wagparticularlyrespondents with one child who were digfad with
such supporti 48% of those respondents were not satisfied compared to only 38% of
respondents without children and 40% of respondents with three or more children.

1 Finally, respondents in a more difficult financial situation were less satisfibdboth types
of support (e.g. 22% of respondents who said
with public support for families with children compared to 58% of respondents in a very
comfortable financial situation).

For more details, se®nnexTables 2b and 3b.
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2.2 Policy measures to improve family life

Policies that helped families with childrérbetter childcare arrangements
and tax advantageshad the highest levels of support

Two-thirds of EU citizens thought that policies to irope access to more flexible childcare
arrangements should be givieigh priorityin their country. A quarter of respondents (24%) said these
policies should receive a mediuevel of priority and one in 20 thought that such policies shddd
givenlow priority.

As for opinions abougreater tax advantages for families with children, these were almost identical to
the first item: twethirds said such policies wetggh priority, 22% thought they should be given a
medium priority and just 8% saiddifwerelow priority.

Implementing the right of paid leave to care for dependent elderly parents and relatives, increasing
child allowances and facilitating access to geme work received similar levels of support:
approximately six out of 10 respondents thlauthatpolicymakersshould give such policies high
priority (60%, 59% and 58%, respectively), while half as many (28%, 27% and 29%, respectively)
said they should be assigned medium priority. For each of these policies, approximatelytiomwd
responeénts regarded each one as low priority (8%, 11% and 9%, respectively).

Lower proportions oEU citizens agregthat longer paid parental leave or incentives for fathers to
take parental leave were important policy aresdt, 47% of EU citizenssaid policy measures
supportingonger paid parental leaaould receive high priority and 40% said the same ghaligy
measures offeringincentives for fathers to take parental leavipproximately onehird of
respondents wouldrefer to se¢hese actions reive a medium priority in their country, and 15% and
19%, respectively, thought that a low priority level was sufficient.

Priority level for policy actions that could improve life for families

m High priority Medium priority Low priority DK/NA

Access to more flexible childcare arrangements

Increased tax advantages for families with children

Implementing the right of paid leave to care for
dependent elderly parents and relatives

Increased child allowances
Easier access to paritime work
Longer paid parental leave

Incentives for fathers to take parental leave

Q5. Various policy measures can help improve life for families. For each of the
measures | am going to read out, would you say it should receive high,
medium or low priority for policy action in (OUR COUNTRY)?
Base: all respondents
% EU27

Individual country results

More than eight out of 10 Portuguese (84%) respondents and approximghtipwd of 10 Greek
(81%), Italian (80%), Latvian and Hungarian (both 79%) respondents thoughgrdwter tax
advantages for families with children should be given high priority in their country. Similar
proportiors in Greece and Portugal (both 84%)catmid thaincreasing child allowancesshould be
given high priority, andBulgarians were the most prone to answer fficymakersshould assign
high priorityto suchtype ofpolicy (88%).
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The Netherlands, Denmark and Sweden were at the bottom of stréoudion for both policy
measures. Less than halfle) citizensin the Netherlands (48%), Denmark (42%) and Sweden (38%)

said thatgreater tax advantages for families with childnelsre worthy ofhigh priority, while
approximately ondifth thought thata low priority level was sufficientA policy of increasing child
allowances received even less support in these countries: less than four out of 10 respondents thought
that policymakersshould regard this as high priority (39% in the Netherlands, 33%wieden and

27% in Denmark), while more than ofitth of respondents regarded this as low priority (21%, 27%

and 30%, respectively).

Priority level for policy action : Increased tax advantages for families with children

m High priority m Middle priority Low priority DK/NA
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Priority level for policy action : Increased child allowances
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Q5. Various policy measures can help improve life for families. For each of the measures | am going to read out,
would you say it should receive high, medium or low priority for policy action in (OUR COUNTRY)?
Base all respondents
% by country

It was shown earliethat Portuguese and Hungarian respoislevere the ones who had the most
difficulty in combining work and familjlife (see Sction 1.2). The results in the following charts,
however, show that they appeared to prefer different solutiossltethis problem. While eight out

of 10 Portuguesesspondents said thpolicies toimprove access to more flexible childcarshould

be given high priority only two-thirds of Hungarians shared this opinion. However, 72% of
Hungarians thought thatrrangements facilitating access to parttime work should k& givenhigh
priority compared to only a slim majority of Portuguesgpondent§54%).

Greece and Spain (both 77%) joined Portugal at the higher end of the distribution in saying that
policies to improve access to more flexible childcare should be gigenpriority in their country. In

the Czech Republic and Slovakimwever less than half of the respondents shared this opinion (43%
and 46%, respectively). Respondents in the Netherlands, Denmark and Sweden were, however, the
most likely to answethata low priority level was sufficient (14%, 11% and 10%, respectively).
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As to opinions abouarrangements facilitating easier access to-fime work, Hungary was joined at
the higher end of the distribution by Spain and Malta (both 64%). In Finland amdn&l, on the
other hand, only 42% of respondents would give such a policy measure high prioeitomanians
andthe Swedeswere themost likely to consider policy measurfegilitating easier access to parne
work aslow priority (16% and 15%, resgtively).

Priority level for policy action : Access to more flexible childcare arrangements
m High priority = Middle priority Low priority DK/NA
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Priority level for policy action : Easier access to part  -time work
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Q5. Various policy measures can help improve life for families. For each of the measures | am going to read out,
would you say it should receive high, medium or low priority for policy action in (OUR COUNTRY)?
Base: all respondents
% by country

The proportion of respondents who thought teaiger paid parental leavewas a policy area that

should receive high priority in their country ranged from a third of respondetite Metherlands and
Denmark (both 34%) to eight out of 10 respondents in Bulgaria. However, similar to the EU27 overall
results in a majority of countries no more than halfthe respondents thought this polislyould be

given high priority and approxirately onethird said it should be assigned a medienel of priority.
Respondents in Sweden (25%), Denmark and the Netherlands (both 27%), were the most prone to
answerthat a low priority level was sufficient for this policy.

Similarly, results forincentives for fathers to take parental leaveshowed a large variatioscross
countties. while only 23% of Latvians thought that incentives for fathers to take parental leave should
begiven high priority more than twice as many Greeks were of this opiniéfa)5

Nevertheless, dissimilarities were observed in countries giving the most support vs. the least support to
the policies about (longer) parental leave aventivesfor fathersto take leaveWhile the Bulgarians

were the most likely to say thpblicies about longer parental leasieould receive high priority, they

were significantly less likely to give similar supportiteentivesfor fathersto take leavg80% vs.
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38%). It was, however, the Greeks (56%) and Portuguese (54%) who were most ldedyvey that
incentives for fathers to take parental leave should receive high priority.

Furthermore, while respondents in, for example, the Nordic countries were among those giving the
least level of support for longer paid parental leave, they gave aiotime strongest support to the idea

of fathers taking parental leave. Incentives for fathers to take such leave as a policy action, on the
contrary received the least support in Latvia, the Czech Republic and Huingdrgre less than three

out of 10 repondentsregarded this as high priority (23%, 26% and 28%, respectively). Respondents
in Austria were, nevertheless, mdigely to say that such incentives should be assigned low priority
(33%).

Priority level for policy action : Longer paid parental leave
m High priority m Middle priority Low priority DK/NA
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Priority level for policy action : Incentives for fathers to take parental leave
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Q5. Various policy measures can help improve life for families. For each of the measures | am going to read out,
would you say it should receive high, medium or low priority for policy action in (OUR COUNTRY)?
Base: all respondents
% by country

As to opinions aboutmplementing the right of paid leave to care for dependent elderly parents
and relatives the proportion saying that such policy was worthy of high priority ranged from slightly
less than half of the Czech (45%), Swedish and Ddbisthh 46%) respondents to approximatelytwo
thirds of those in Poland (67%), Hungary (68%), Estonia and Bulgaria (both &8échreequarters

of the respondents in Portugal (76%).

The proportion of citizens who thought that implenmegthe right of p& leave to care for dependent
elderly parents and relativeshould receive low prioritywas lower than onetenth in almost all
Member States. The exceptions were Sweden, Denmark, GerrRaanyce, Belgiumand the
Netherlandsi although, even in these coums, no more than 12% of respondents were of this
opinion.
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Priority level for policy action : Implementing the right of paid leave to care for
dependent elderly parents and relatives

m High priority ® Middle priority Low priority DK/NA
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Q5. Various policy measures can help improve life for families. For each of the measures | am going to read out,
would you say it should receive high, medium or low priority for policy action in (OUR COUNTRY)?
Base: all respondents
% by country

Sociedemographic considerations
Gender

Men and women did not differ in their opinions abgregater tax advantages for families with children

and increasing taallowances. However, while women were more likely to answer that longer paid
parental leave and incentives for fathers to take parental leave should be given high priority in their
country, men more frequently regarded each oihthese measuress deserving low priority. For
example, while half of women thought that longer paid parental leavevaréisy of high priority, and

only 13% regarded this as low priority, the corresponding percentages for men were 45% and 18%,
respectively. Implementing the rigbf paid leave to care for dependent elderly parents and relatives,
facilitating access to patime work andmore flexible childcare arrangements ateceived more
supportfrom women For these policy actions, men more often said these should receiwailamu

low priority.

Age

While approximately 70% of the 254 yearolds thought that policies to improve access to more
flexible childcare arrangementsr to givegreater tax advantages for families with childséould be
given high priority just slightly more than six out of 10 of the -8 yearolds and the over 54 year
olds thought the same (64% and 62%, respectively, for childcare arrangeameh&3% and 64%,
respectively, for tax advantages).

Furthermore, the 289 yearolds were particularlynore likely to support increasing child allowances,
longer parental leave and introducing incentives for fathers to take parental leave; the over 54 year
olds, however, were the most prone to aseigtow priority to such policies. For examplehile 45%

of the25-39 yearolds thought thaiincentives for fathers to take parental leaheuld be given high
priority and only 16% regarded this as low priority, the corresponding percentages for the over 54
yearolds were 36% and 23%, respectively.

As to opinions about easier access to game work andimplementing the right of paid leave to care
for dependent elderly parents and relatives, older respondents tended toegev@adhsible polies
higher priority while younger respondents were more likelyeel this wasa medium priority item in
their country. For example, while only@% of the 1524 yearolds supported the implementation of
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the right of paid leave to care for dependent elderly parents and relatives, this proportion increased to
62% of theover 54 yeawlds.

Education

Respondents with the lowest levels of educational attainment were more likely to answer that
increasing child allowances, giving greater tax advantages for families with chileren
implementing the right of paid leave toreafor dependent elderly relatives were important policy

areas. For example, twhirds (63%) of respondents in the lowest educational category thought that
policymakersshould give high priority to increasing child allowances, while only-fdtte regardel

this as medium priorityand onetenth & low priority. The corresponding percentages for respondents

in the highest educational category were 52% for
for Alow priorityo.

Occupation

While manual workes were more prone to agree that increasing child allowances, supporting longer
paid parental leave and implementing the right of paid leave to care for dependent elderly parents and
relatives were important policy areas (eG9% of manual workers said tha policymeasure aiming
atincreasing child allowances was worthy of high prigrdgmpared to 59% on average), they were

less likely to say the same about easier access tdipartvork (54% vs. 58% average). The self
employed, on the other hand, wenere likely to assign each of the policy actions a low pridribyt

this was not the case for greater tax advantages for families with chi@@%mnofthe selfemployed

said thathis policy measuravas worthy of high prioritycompared t&6% on averge).

Degree of urbanisation

Respondents in rural and more urban or metropolitan areas only differed in their support for incentives
for fathers to take parental leave: while just 38% of rural residents thought this policy should be given
high priority, his proportion increased to 43f% metropolitan residents.

Household composition

While respondents isingleparenthouseholds were more likely to agree that each of the policy
actions should receive high priority in their country, those in couple holdsewith children living at
home were morékely to limit their support to policies that increased tax advantages for families with
children, gave easier access to fiame work and granted longer paid parental leave. Respondents in
singlepersonhousholds, on theontrary were the leadikely to give these policies high priority. For
example, while half of respondentssimgleparenthouseholds and couple households with children
answered that longer paid parental leave should be given hightyprimmly 43% of respondents in
singlepersorhouseholds agreed withistopinion.

Number of children

In line with the findings discussed in the previous paragraph, respondents with children more
frequently said that increasing tax advantages for familiis children and easier access to garte

work should receivénigh priority. However, respondents with one or two childieand not those

with three or moré also thought that longer paid parental leave and better access to flexible childcare
arrangenents should receiviigh priority. For example, while almost seven out of 10 respondents
with one (69%) or two children (67%) thought that access to more flexible childcare arrangements
should be giverhigh priority, only 64% of respondents without chidgdr or with three or more
children agreed.

page25



Flash EB Ne 2471 Family policy Analytical report

Respondentsé financi al situati on

Respondents in a more difficult financial situation were more likely to agree that each of the policy
actions should receivieigh priority: e.g.while almost threguarters (73%of respondents who said
that, financially, things were very difficult, thought that a policy that advocated increasing tax
advantages for families with children should recdiigh priority, only slightly more than half (54%)

of respondents who saidtheye r e i n a fAivery comfortabledo financi

For more @étails, seénnexTables 7b through 13b.
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3. Organising childcare

3.1 Combining work and childcare

The best arrangement for childcare was seen to be where only parent was workimgeful
although women were more likely to favour a situation where both worked at leastrgart

When asked abOUt_ ISSues Conc_em” The most practicable and realistic way to combine
childcare and ideal working work and childcare

situations, slightly more than one i

fifth (22%) of respondents said th One parent working full -time, 41
i . the other one working part -time

most practicable and realistic o . . 1
X i ne parent working full -time, the other
situation was for both parents t one looking full -time after the children

work full-time. The largest group of
respondents (41%yere thosewho

thought it wasbestfor one parent to Both parents working part -time 8

work full-time and for the other 1

25

Both parents working full -time 22

i DK/NA 5
parentto work paritime. A quarter ]
of respondents said it was best f
. Q4. Combining work and child care can be organised in different ways. | am going to
one parent to Stay at home to rais read out several possible options, please tell me which one you believe is most
. . practicable and realistic, taking into account the need to earn a living?
the Chl|dl’er,1 Whlle the Other pal’ent Base: all respondents

% EU27

worked fulktime. Slightly less than
one in 10 interviewees (8%) thought that the situation in which both parents workeidhpantas the
most realistic and practicable way to comiivork and childcare.

Individual country results

More than four out of 10 Romanian (48%), Slovak (46%) and Portuguese (44%) respeaddhts

the most practicable and realisti@y to combinechildcare and work was for both parents to work
full-time. In the Netherlands (5%), Luxembourg and Austria (both 9%), on the other hand, less than
one in 10 interviewees selected this as the most practicable and realistic solution.

In all Member States, a majority of respondents thought that the most practcabtealistic way to
organise childcare was to have at least one partner working less thHaméudr not at all:

1 Respondents in Luxembourg and Malta (both 36%) were the most prone to answer that it was
best for one parent to stay at home and lookrathe children fultime, followed by
respondents in Ireland (34%) and Poland (33%). This way to organise childcare was selected
the leastrequentlyin Denmark (8%) and Sweden (12%).

1 A slim majority of interviewees in Denmark (55%) and Austria (54%) amolt half ofthe
respondents in Italy and Germany (both 49%) thought it was most practicable and realistic for
one parent to work futime and the other to work paitne. By comparison, this way of
combining work and childcare was selected by less thaixth of Romanian respondents
(16%) and by a fifth of Portuguese.

1 Finally, less than one in 10 interviewees in almost all of the Member States said that the
situation in which both parents worked pinbe was the most realistic and practicable way to
combine work and childcare. Nevertheless, in Sweden (20%), Spain and the Netherlands (both
22%) at least on#ifth of respondents thought this whsth realistic and practicable
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The most practicable and realistic way to combine work and childcare

Both parents working full time
m One parent working full time, the other one looking full time after the children
® One parent working full time, the other one working part time
m Both parents working part time

DK/NA

100 -
6

8
6

75 1

50 4

25 A

Q4. Combining work and child care can be organised in different ways. | am going to read out several possible options, please tell me
which one you believe is most practicable and realistic, taking into account the need to earn a living?
Base:all respondents
% by country

Sociedemographic considerations

Gender

While men more frequently answered that it was most practicable and realistic for one parent to stay at
home to raise the children (27% vs. 23% of women), women more often preferred the situation in

which one parent worked patiime (44% vs. 37% of men).

Age and level of education

Similarly, the older and the less higkdgucated respondents were more likely to answer that it was
best for one parent to stay at home and looktiuié after the children (30% of the over 54 yehts
compared to 21% of the 4¥® yearolds), while the younger and the more highbucated
respondents were moligely to think that it was most practicable for one parent to worktiimé and

the other to work pattime @3% of the respondents with the highest level of educatattahment

vs. 38% of those with the lowest level).

Younger respondents, however, also more frequently answered that it was best for both parents to
work full-time (onequarterof 1539 yearolds vs.onefifth of the over 39 yeaolds). The more
highly-educated respondents, on the other hand, were likehg to answer that the situation in which

both parents worked patitme was the most realistic and practical to organise childcare (11% of
respondents with the highest level of educational attainmeffaf those with the lowest level).

Occupation

Almost three out of 10 manual workers (28%) answered that the most realistic work situation was for
both parents to work fulime compared to only 22% of employees. The latter, most frequently
thought thait was most practicable and realistic for one parent to workifo# and the other to work
parttime (46% compared to 36% of manual workers). Finally,-working respondents most
frequently said the ideal way to organise childcare was for one parstayt@t home to raise the
children (28% compared to 20% of employees).
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Household composition

Respondents in couple households, with one or more children at home, were slightlikehprte
saythat it was best for one parent to work ftithe and the tner to work partime (43% vs. 9% of
respondents isinglepersonhouseholds). Respondentsanother type ohouseholdghan the ones
l'isted in the s urowthe othérihand, .mosfifeequbndyr said thepidgea way to
organise childcare as for both parents to work pditne (11% vs. 8% average) or both parents to
work full-time (24% vs. 22% average).

Number of children

While one quarter (24%) of respondents with one cédlidl the best way of arranging childcare was

for both parents tavork full-time, only 18% of respondents with three or more children selected this
option. The latter were, however, mdigely to say that it was best for one parent to stay at home to
raise the childrenwhile the other parent worked fttiime (30% vs. 3% average). Respondents with
only two children, on the other hand, were more likely to answer that it was most practicable and
realistic for one parent to work feime and the other to work patitne (43% vs. 39% of respondents

with three children).

Rspondentsd financi al situati on

Respondents who described their financial situation as rather difficult were more likaly tioat the

best way to arrange childcare was for both parents to workifudl (26% of respondents who had
difficulties to make rds meet compared to 22f4r the EU27 average) Respondents with an easier
financial situation, on the other hand, most frequently chose the situation in which one parent worked
full-time, andthe otherone workedparttime (44% of respondents describimgit financial situation

as comfortable compared to 41% for theZ@dverage).

For more details, se®nnexTable 6b.

3.2 The best way of organising childcare for pre -school children

A majority of EU citizens said that a public or private day care egntr
perhaps in combinatiowith careby family membersvas the best childcare
solution

Respondents were also asked to give their opinion about the best way to organise childcare for pre
school children. Presented with a list of options for childcalragst four out of 10respondentsaid

the best way to organise this was to r@hyone type of childcarke e.g. childcare by the mother or an
in-house childminder, whilsix out of 10respondentshosea combination of childcare optiorise.g.

a public or pwvate day care centre in combination with childcare by grandparents or other relatives.

In the first paragraphs of this section, each type of childsaamalysed separately, comparing the
significance of eachrei in the EU27 and in different countrieh a second step, an analysis of
preferences to rely omither one type of childcar@r on combining several childcare options is
presented.

Best ways to organise childcare in the EU27

A majority of EU citizens (65%) said that a public or private dag c&ntre, perhaps in combination
with another type of solution, was the best way of organising childcare fschoel children.
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Other types of professional childcare were selected by significantly smaller groups of respondents:
14% selected certifiednddminding in a private home (i.e. by a registered/certified childminder) and
almost16% of interviewees preferred an-iouse childminder or au pair as the best way to organise
childcare.

Childcare by mothers, fathers, grandparents or other reldtipeshaps in combination with another
type of childcaré was selected by, respectively, 51%, 30% and 37% of interviewees.

The best way of organising childcare for pre -school children

Public or private crkche / day care centre / nursery 65
Childcare by mother 51
Childcare by grandparents or other relatives 37
Childcare by father 30

In-house childminder or au pair 16

Certified childminding in a private home i.e. by a

person who is registered/certified for childminding 14

Other | 1
None | 1

DK/NA 2

Q6. Childcare for pre  -school childrencanbe  organised in different ways, sometimes combining several
options, sometimes relying on only one option. In your opinion, what is the best way of organising
childcare for pre  -school children? A combination of these options is possible.
Base: all respondents
%0 Me nt i showe, EG27

Individual country results

Professional childcare

A large majority in almost all Member States sdidttapublic or private day care centre perhaps

in combination with another type of childcare, was the best way of organising childcare-$ochpod
childreni ranging from approximately six out of 10 respondents in Austria (61%) and Lithuania
(58%) toeight out of 10 respondents in Hungary and Slovenia.

Public or private day care centres were, however, less popular in Cyprus andiRrduece only half

of the interviewees selected this answer category (52% and 49%, respectively), in Belgium and Malta
T with only four out of 10 respondents (both 39%), and, finally, in the Netheriamdsere only a
guarter of the interviewees (24%) chose such option as the best way of organising childcare for pre
school children.

Certified childminding in a private home (i.e. by a person who is registered/certified for
childminding) was selected as the best way to organise childcare by at tpaster ofespondents in
Belgium (25%), Finland (28%) and the UB2%). However, in a majority of EU Member States less
thanone in six interviewees, and in Italy, Slovakia and Lithuania even less than one in 20, thought this
type of childcare, perhaps in combination with some other type of childcare, was the best way to
organise childcare for pigchool children.

In almost dl countries, less than orsixth of interviewees selected amhouse childminder or au

pair as the best way to organise childcare. The UK, Francéralagidwere the only countries where
approximately three out of 10 respondents selected this type ldcata (33%, 30% and 28%,
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respectively). Other countries where arhuse childminder or au pair were selected slightly more
frequently than average were Luxembourg (25%) and Germany (19%).

The best way of organising childcare for pre -school children

Public or private cr Bche / day care centre / nursery
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Certified childminding in a private home i.e. by a person who is registered/certified for childminding
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In-house childminder or au pair
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Q6. _Childcare for pre  -school children canbe  organised in different ways, sometimes combining several
options, sometimes relying on only one option. In your opinion, what is the best way of organising
childcare for pre  -school children? A combination of these options is possible.
Base all respondents
% o0 Ment i on éycountsyh owr

Childcare by parents, grandparents or other relatives

Threequarters of respondents in Hungary (74%), followed by seven out of 10 respondents in
Luxembourg and Romania (71% and 70%, respectively), saiahidtare by the mother, perhaps

in combination with some other type of childcare, was the best way of organising caredohq@ok
children. In sharp contrast, in the Nordic countiidsinland Sweden an®enmarki less than three

out of 10 interviewees said this waf arganising childcare was the best one (29%, 28% and 20%,
respectively).

The individual country results farhildcare by the father showed, first of all, that respondents in
Luxembourg (50%), Germany (45%) and Malta (43%) most frequently selectedptlos, ovhile
respondents in Bulgaria (12%) and Denmark (13%) were the least likely to do so.

It was noted, furthermore, that respondents in all countries were less likely to select childcare by the
father rather than the mother. In most of the easteropean Member States, at least twice as many
respondents thought that childcare by the mother would be the best way to organise such care
compared to childcare by the father. For example, in Bulgaria half of the respondents (49%)
mentioned childcare by thmother compared to only slightly more than @eeth (12%) who chose
childcare by the father.
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Although the proportions of respondents in the Nordic countries selecting childcare by the mother or,
alternatively, by the father were among the smallest irEtda7, the difference betwed¢hese two
percentagesvas the smallesif all 27 EU Member Statésa clearsign of more flexible gender roles

in parenting.

Childcare by grandparents or other relatives was considereda relatively important way of
organisingchildcare in several Member States: the proportion of respondents choosing this type of
childcare ranged from 13% in Denmark to 55% in Hungary. Portugal (50%) and Luxembourg (47%)
joined Hungary at the higher end of the distribution, while Slovakia (16%)and and Lithuania

(both 20%) joined Denmark at the lower end of the scale.

In a majority of Member States, childcare by grandparents or other relatives was mentioned more
often than childcare by the father. In Portugal, Italy, Slovenia, Belgium alghfa the proportion
choosing grandparents for childcare was twice as high, or more, as the proportion selecting the father.
For example, in Italy four out of 10 interviewees said that the situation in which grandparents or other
relatives take care ohé children, perhaps in combination with another type of childcare, would be
best compared to 21% who selected childcare by the father.

The best way of organising childcare for pre -school children
Childcare by mother

100 -
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50 4
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Childcare by grandparents or other relatives
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Q6. Childcare for pre  -school children canbe  organised in different ways, sometimes combining several
options, sometimes relying on only one option. In your opinion, what is the best way of organising
childcare for pre  -school children? A combination of these options is possible.
Base: all respondents
% o0 Ment i on éycountsyh owr
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Individual country differences in the most popular ways to organise childcare for-gchool
children

The table on the following page shows the three most popular cliofocgfsldcare, per country. This

table makes it easier to compare the significance of each ggtiessEU Member States. A first
glance shows that respondeatsossall countries made similar choices concerning the organisation of
childcare, i.e. a public or private day care centre, childcare by the mother or father, and childcare by
grandparents or otheelatives.

Moreover, in a majority of Member States public or private day care centre was selected by the
largest proportion of respondents, followed by childcare by the moth2(atace and childcare by

the grandparents or the father @fl placd. For example, twahirds of Irish respondents selected a
public or private day care centre, followed by half of the respondents (49%) who selected childcare by
the motherand four out of 10 (38%) who chose childcare by grandparewther relatives.

In four countriesi Belgium, Italy, Portugal and Sloveniaa public or private day care centre was
again selected by the largest proporsioof respondents. There, however, childcare by the
grandparents or other relatives appeared in seglaice,and wasselected by a slightly larger group of
respondents than childcare by the mother (which appea@tptacd. For example, eight out of 10
Slovene respondents opted for a private of public day care centre, half as many respondents (38%)
chose childcareybgrandparents or other relatives, and three out of 10 (31%) selected childcare by the
mother.

Respondents in Cyprus, Luxembourg, Malta, the Netherlands and Romania, on the other hand, were
more likely to select childcare by the mother, perhaps in cortibinaith another type of childcare,

than to select a form of professional childcare as the preferred option. In the Netherlands, a
professional form of childcare did not appear in the top three of the most popular ways of organising
this type of care fopreschool children, while in the other countries, a public or private day care
centre appeared 2 or 39 place For example, seven out of 10 Luxembarspreferred childcare

by the mothe(71%), followed by 62% who selected a public or private dag cantreand 50% who
mentioned childcare by the father.

Finally, Denmark and Finland were the only countries with a slightly different top three of the most

popular childcare options. In these countries, certified childminding in a private home appeited
placeselected by, respectively, 14% and 28% of respondents.
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The best way of organising childcare for pre

-school children

(Three most frequently mentioned choices)

BE % BG % CZ %
Public or private créche/day care 39 Public or private creche/day care 71 Public or private créche/day care 65
centre/nursery centre/nursery centre/nursery
:é?;g\f:sre by grandparents or other 37 Childcare by mother 49 Childcare by mother 57
. Childcare by grandparents or other Childcare by grandparents or other
Childcare by mother 35 relatives 28 relatives 22
DK % DE % EE %
Public or private créche/day care 65 Public or private créche/day care 79 Public or private créche/day care 70
centre/nursery centre/nursery centre/nursery
Childcare by mother 20 Childcare by mother 64 Childcare by mother 46
Certified childminding in a private 14 Childcare by father 45 Chllc_icare by grandparents or other 34
home relatives
EL % ES % FR %
Public or private créche/day care 65 Public or privat e creche/day care 65 Public or private créche/day care 49
centre/nursery centre/nursery centre/nursery
Childcare by mother 60 Childcare by mother 49 Childcare by mother 37
Childcare by grandparents or other ) Childcare by grandparents or other
relatives 32 Childcare by father 27 relatives 36
IE % IT % CY %
Public or private créche/day care Public or private creche/day care .
centre/nursery 66 centre/nursery 69 Childcare by mother 66
. Childcare by grandparents or other Public or private créche/day care
Childcare by mother 49 relatives 40 centre/nursery 52
Childcare by grandparents or other 38 Childcare by mother 39 Childcare by grandparents or other 38
relatives Y relatives
LV % LT % LU %
Public or private créche/day care 69 Public or private créche/day care 58 Childcare by mother 71
centre/nursery centre/nursery Y
Childcare by mother 52 Childcare by mother 54 Public or private créche/day care 62
centre/nursery
::eTz:\Ittl‘\(/::sre by grandparents or other 27 Childcare by father 21 Childcare by father 50
HU % MT % NL %
sgr?tlrlg lszsrévr?/te créche/day care 80 Childcare by mother 68 Childcare by mother 40
Childcare by mother 74 Childcare by father 43 ﬁ:;g\f:sre by grandparents or other 35
Childcare by grandparents or other Public or private creche/day care :
relatives v p 55 centre/nufsery y 39 Childcare by father 26
AT % PL % PT %
Public or private créche/day care 61 Public or private creche/day care 65 Public or private créche/day care 70
centre/nursery centre/nursery centre/nur sery
Childcare by mother 58 Childcare by mother 59 ﬁ:;g\f:sre by grandparents or other 50
?e?z!t(ij\(/::sre by grandparents or other M Ee?gt(ij\(/::sre by grandparents or other 38 Childcare by mother 47
RO % SI % SK %
Childcare by mother 70 Public or private creche/day care 80 Public or private créche/day care 69
Y centre/nursery centre/nursery
Public or private créche/day care Childcare by grandparents or other .
centre/nufsery Y 63 relatives V9 P 38 Childcare by mother 45
i?;g\(;:sre by grandparents or other 41 Childcare by mother 31 Childcare by father 18
Fl % SE % UK %
Public or private créche/day care 62 Public or private creche/day care 77 Public or private créche/day care 64
centre/nursery centre/nursery centre/nurs ery
Childcare by mother 29 Childcare by mother 28 Childcare by mother 57
ertified childminding in a private ildcare by grandparents or other ildcare by grandparents or other
Certified childminding i i 28 Child b d h 25 Child b d h 22

home

relatives

relatives

Q6. Childcare for pre

option. In your opinion, what is the best way of organising childcare for pre

Combining different forms of childcare

-school chil dren can be organised in different ways, sometimes combining several options, sometimes relying on only one
-school children? A combination of these options is possible.

Base: all respondents
% by country

A majority of respondents chose a combination of childcare options (e.g. a public or private day care
centre in combination with childcare by grandparents or other relatives) as thealgest organise
childcare for preschool children. This section analyses the country differences between those who
prefer to rely on one type of childcare compared to those who combine several childcare options.
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Based on their answers to the questiooualthe best way of organising childcare, respondents were
classified into five segments:

1 Almost half of EU citizens (46%hpid the best way to organise childcare was to combine
one or more professional childcare alternatives with childcare by the panedfisr
grandparents or other relatives

1 A quarter of EU citizens (26%®elected one professional childcare alternative (i.e. a
public or private day care centre, certified childminding in a private home, ortaouge
childminder or au pair) as the begy.

1 Five percent of EU citizensentioned a combination of the aforementioned professional
childcare alternatives as the best way to organise childcare fecipoel children

1 Onetenth of EU citizens (11%hought that childcare of prechool childen should be the
responsibiliy of one or two peoplé eithera parent, the grandparents or other relatives

f  Twelve percent of EU citizeénhought it would be best if childcare of psehool children
was a shared responsibility of several people in #mily (parents, grandparenssnd
otherrelatives).

The results for the individual Member States showed that the first gragecting one or more
professional childcare alternatives in combination with childcare by the parents and/or grandparents or
other relativesi was the largest in the UK and Hungary (71% and 69%, respectively). In Ireland,
Luxembourg and Germany, at least six out of 10 respondents were classified in this group. In
Denmark (17%), the Netherlands (23%), Finland (25%) and Malta (2#%he other hand, less than

three out of 10 respondents said the best way to organise childcare-gmhpot children was to
combine one or more professional childcare alternatives with childcare by the parents and/or
grandparents or other relatives.

In the Nordic countries Denmark (69%), Finland (57%) and Sweden (56%#a majority of
respondents selectanhly professional childcare alternats/é.e. a public or private day care centre,
certified childminding in a private home and/or arhisuse chilminder or au pair) as the best way to
organise childcare.

In the Netherlands and Malta, haffthe respondents thought that it would be best if the parents were
responsible for the care of psehool children, perhaps widomehelp from grandparents ather
relativesi they selected none of the professional childcare options. Other countries where a large
proportion of respondentsharedthis opinion were Cyprus (40%), Belgium (35%) and Lithuania
(33%).

lRespondentswho gaedi d o k ® & vesponsevere not classified i Ot her 6 answers, which repre
were ignored in the segmentation analysis
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The best way of organising childcare for pre  -school children

combination professional and parents/family
m professional childcare - one option

professional childcare - more options
mchildcare by parents/family - one option

childcare by parents/family - more options
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Q4. Combining work and child care can be organised in differentways. | am going to read out several possible options,
please tell me which one you believe is most practicable and realistic, taking into account the need to earn a living?
Segmentation based on Q4, see explanatory note in the text
Base: all respondents, 2.6% are not classified in any of the segments
% by country

Sociedemographicconsiderations

In regard to preferences for organising childcare forsgteol children, the analysis by socio
demographic groups showed that:

1 The over 54 yeaolds less frequently selected childcare by the father (26% vs. 30% average),
while the 4054 yearolds were less likely to select childcare by the grandparents or other
relatives (33% vs. 37% average).

1 The more highlyeducated respondents were more prone to select any of the professional
childcare options (e.g. 18% of thmosteducated intervieees selected an Hhouse
childminder or au pair vs. 12% of respondents with the lowest level of educational
attainment), and they were less likely to mention childcare by the mother, grandparents or
other relatives (e.g. 32% of tineosteducated intervievesselectedthildcare by grandparents
vs.41% of respondents with the lowest level of educational attainment).

1 Employees and the seffimployed appeared to be more likely to select one or more of the
professional childcare options, while manual workers dnade who stayed at home more
frequentlypreferred childcare by the mother. For example, 18% of the employees and self
employed chose an -imouse childminder compared to 14% of manual workers and non
working respondents. Finally, childcare by family mensberas more frequently chosen by
the selfemployed andhe unemployed and those looking after the h¢&®% compared to
34% of employees and 35% of manual workers).

1 While twothirds of city dwellers (66% of urban residents and 67% of metropolitan regidents
selected a public or private day care centre, oB¥ 6f rural residents did so. The latter were,
however, more prone to say that childcare by the mother would be best (55% vs. 50% of urban
residents and 48% of metropolitan residents).

1 Respondents irsingle-parent households were most likely to select each of the childcare
options presented to theimindeedthey selected both professional types of childcasewell
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aschildcare by a parent or other family members. For example, 55% of respondents in thi
type of households selected childcare by the mother compared to an average proportion of
51%.

1 The more children the respondents had, the more likely they were to mention childcare by the
mother or by an ihouse childminder or au pair. For example, @R% of respondents
without children said they would prefer childcare by the mother, perhaps in combination with
another type of childcare, this proportion increased to 54% of respondents with three or more
children.

1 Respondents in a more comfortableafiicial situation were more likely to answer that
certified childminding in a private home or anhiouse childminder or au pair would be the
best way to organise childcaie for example, 21% of respondents who described their
financial situation as very oafortable chose an ihouse childminder compared to only 12%
who said that t hat Athings were very diffic.i
prone to choose childcare by the moth&®% vs. 49% of respondents who described their
financial situéion as very comfortable).

For more details, se&ennexTable 14b.
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B. THE NEEDS OF AN AG EING POPULATION

4. EU citizens after retirement

4.1 EU citizenso retirement planning
For all retirement plans and activities, tipeoportions of respondents approlaing
retirement who were considering a particular action were always significantly higher
than theproportiors of retirees who had gone ahead with the action

Among those laeady retired

The results showed that otigrd of retiredEU citizens said theyad participated in community or
volunteer work sinceetiring, while an additional 10% said they were planning tcsdoA smaller
proportionsaid they had enrolled in educational courses (16%) or were planningo¢g%o).

Slightly more than four oubf 10 retiredcitizenshad saved money or taken out insurance in case they
became dependent or, alternatively, were planning to do so (33% and 10%, respectively). Other ways
of gaining financial security were, however, less popular:

one in six (16%) retées said they had invested in property and 6% were planning to do so,

slightly more than ong¢enth (12%) had sought a job for extra income, while 7% said they

would belooking for a job,

1 only 6% had sold property or other assets in order to have cashbdeaibut the same
proportion(7%) thought they would do this soon,

9 almost none of the retired interviewees (3%) had borrowed money against their property

sold their home while keeping the right to live in it; one in 20, though, were plarmndago

)l
)l

Fourteen percent of retirees said they had adapted their home to account for a loss of mobility, while
just half as many (7%) had movedmesince they retired. Very similar proportions of respondents
were, however, planning to adapt their home or mowanbther one (15% and 12%, respectively).

Finally, 14% of retired interviewees had given up driving since their retirement; a slightly smaller
proportion of 11% were planning to so.

page 38






