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Countries in Europe have different praxies in developing their
social policies and they involve benefits and services, provided by
either state, market or family/NGOs.
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• Can welfare state be maintained (economic sustainability)?

• Will it be maintained (political drivers of change)?

• Should it be maintained (normative question)?



Change and weakening of the welfare state

• Different circumstances contribute to a welfare states changes in
Europe (Taylor Gooby et al 2017, Mau 2015, …);

• The changes getting more prominent since the 70s, and (more
recently) in times of economic crisis (2008-2012), when social policy
reforms focus on retrenchment, shrinking rights from public funds,
increased needs for social transfers due to poor economic situation.

• Demographic trends project lower percentage of active population
and higher number of elderly population (especially 80+, which will
impact pension systems, long term care systems).



Change and weakening of the welfare state

• Concepts of efficiancy, economisation of social policy (Brown 2015);

• discursive reconstruction of poverty and unemployment as
manifestations of personal failure and poor social behaviour,
facilitated by expensive benefit payments that make few demands of
recipients and are seen as measure encouraging passivity and
dependency on the state and not a source of support and
empowerment.

• Focus on personal responsibility, self motivation and the superiority
of market rationality, which are presented as an economic and moral
imperative (i. e. Wiggan 2012).



How to analyze welfare state restructuring? 

• Analysis were focused on either welfare state types or values and
attitudes (i. e. towards redistribution); Svallfors (1997) suggests to link 
two research fields. 

• Recent empirical work links both (Jordan 2010) – tries to identify how 
different welfare states impact the attitudes, however produced
results are very inconsistent (different definitions, methodologies).

• Common is perception of who is entitled to benefits – elderly, 
followed by people with disabilities, families and the last are 
unemployed (van Oorschot 2000).



Care for older adults

• Two key areas: pension system and long term care

• Care is traditionally linked to families (women); increasing labor market
attachment of women, the family’s caring responsibility has come under
pressure changes in responsibility of care between state / market / family.

• Beforementioned retrenchemt – limits in public funds – strenghtened role of
market; Mau (2015) suggests that higher level of marketisation in society leads to
higher legitimation of inequalty and higher scepticism to redistribution.

• Some data also suggests lower level of support to welfare state. ESS data on
welfare attitudes (measured 2008 and 2016) show :
• the highest agreement is with the claim that state should ensure a reasonable standard of

living for the old (but less the children & unemployed);
• that above mentioned agreement dropped (8,52 to 8,09);
• lower is also the agreement that the state should ensure a resonable standard of living for

the unemployed (from 7,09 to 6,60);
• The agreement on a standard of children did not change (7,83 to 7,73).



Research questions

• What are the attitudes of people towards welfare state of elderly and
how do they differ? a) between countries and types of welfare
regimes, b) between individuals (by gender, age and socioeconomic
status)?

• Which arguments people use to justify their choices and how do they
differ a) between countries and types of welfare regimes, b) between
individuals (by gender, age and socioeconomic status)?



Methodology

• Literature review

• Triangulation, emphasising qualitative methodology

• Thematic analysis of democratic forums (UK, Norway, Germany, Slovenia):
• Project partners: University of Kent, Aalborg University, University of Ljubljana, NOVA –

Norwegian Social Research, Universitat Bremen
• 2-day discussions on future of welfare state (2040)
• Discussants were able to identify important topics, moderator mainly guides the discussion,

peripheral role
• Comparable methodology
• Thematic analysis: method of identifying, analyzing and reporting patterns in qualitative data,

that helps us organize and describe the data and interpret them

• Quantitative data:
• ESS (to provide general descriptions for each country)
• Project‘s data (sociodemograpics, attitudes)



Contribution of thesis

• It is a contribution to literature in the field of contemporary
development and changes in the welfare states and in the field of
exploring attitudes towards individual aspects and policies of the
welfare states.

• Inovative methodologies
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