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Goals and Design Preliminary results

The project analyses the employment and Figure 1: Proportion of risk groups among two family types (%)
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30 —

Selection of countries: 20 o

Focus is on Germany in comparison to four 10 - o

European countries with different policy profiles: o -
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+ _ High proportion of risk groups among single parents, lower share among 2-parent families
Denmark and France have the lowest, Germany and Britain the highest proportions of risk groups
+ Denmark Netherlands 2-parent families face a problem with low earnings, single parents also with non-employment

Lo In Denmark, single parents and each parent in couples usually work full-time

Market In France, those who are gainfully employed, usually work full-time, but there is a higher share of

Integration _ . Gngglny non-working single parents

rance ritain In the Netherlands, 2-parent families predominantly work full-time/part-time, single parents part-time
(among the latter two third have low earnings)

Policies in focus: Britain has the highest proportions of non-working families, followed by Germany and France
Family policies and tax benefits Figure 2: Poverty risk after social transfers (< 50% of median equivalent household income)
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