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HA AHEFA A7IEHL de BAHFS FEAHTHA A=
H AESHA Ex]27}engendering welfare state) 28-S 7fds] Lrfok
st Q77 S7Kst ItR(Orloff 1993, 1996, Sainsbury, 1993,
O’Connor, 1993; O’Connor et al., 1999; Myles & Quadagno, 2002; ]3]
9], 2003; &%o} 2001 5).
olgfgh vjA FollA A 2097t EA7IE AMEE HFEEE =
star glom, 53] Ex|o] AHEZ A Hgender division of welfare)ol]
< S AT ok F 19809 o] F AAEHI e BRI}
AEA e QB oA EOE 3 FOo2A “P5TFE BEX=71 Al
FREI Aok 7] A EA57EY 2R ok AREA I
A=7He] AR, AFE3E FAGolA oEA AYE FIEAE A7
Alo|th), FH| 2 AP AY#AdA F7d lolxe BXAA 15
U 2HA 5 AR AR 1Fo] YehGA] edan, thAl BEX A o AT
st AHS FAst Jv= AolthDaly & Lewis, 1998; Randall,
2002, Meyers & Gornick, 2003; Bergqvist & Nyberg, 2002; Jenson &
Sineau, 2003a; Henderson & White, 2004, Pfau-Effinger, 2005).
EA=7F AR B HYHIL Ue AAHTF A ks A9,
‘EUE, AR G 5 FRo|E A7Ista ok & FEES
= & Ao} ool & FHT dAY T 222 AT & glojof 5,
AT B AT o] o]HEojop dfal, AlFFH T W98y}
s} 17

ot o Mo Jr rE ox §2 I
o

dAdstE| ool sttt =Y & 7R AFA BAEA FollA BA57HE]
AAs FH8a Uk o] He H E%Vlur, 29 o], HAE FollA
= e 7P FSFD(home care allowance), RS T4AICZ A
ME 1 de =21A 0

doE

G Al 01*’}: (care allowance)o|t} 7t
) 55 B9l AYE F U YSFEE 4 /\]

S A FAAE AAE, F2 899 ATl el FEL, 3

.‘

1) O'Connor 5-2(1999) A7-3+e] Ws} LollA AJNAA shrhelol s
271 AVRAHE 97 Hen, o= B A (redistribution) £
A (redefinition) £A22 Zdtajol sttt F=A3sITh = olA7A] TE2AA
o FEGE AR, EBFAE AFAE AE a8 Utk



’Fol AA EEbAaL Ut

Gt gy Ao T B M 2] FH FEo] glglom, 20049 I

olR S Y 9 ogRRe) QRolR 5 AVIE HEPRE BAY
= 3t

o o= =

A 23}t DAl S et o] AT v AN B5AEH = 2
A P E I it FFoM = Bi T gl &
Aotz dAgsi, Ea9 Bz dg, 37 s dxshe=r) i, v
FZo| M= A Bz AS ol & FAA AnAte
A WA Eag Aes) 9eHdE & AdEEe FAsI=

s,

e R o wg ThE FRAgel A 9ee Folok @t
Bgo FEYS e 3

5 X= EFAHIAE ()F3AY H4EL
2 AAele, FFA A (public finance), & & A& (public provision)< 7}
AR FASY wep ESAH|AE BHAZ AR EA
wUl A9}k AdEglo] AlFE oo srkar FAge o]
YANE Bl BRRS
dxsta itk Wl o] A g, anlxte) dde) dAEs 74

WA Rga Aes JeuAsE Fashe 9ge BaAus 94

RS, AT QoI ALY
]

],

ol

B>

2) 29X e 38T JAAR] 19949 FHFBHcare allowance)s E=Y3h=t, o
FFoFZ BEF Shalgo] A AR ololg 718 & i, FF/RL ESAA
S o8& & Utk Y FEFIAET 19949 Aol AFASHEA HA =
tH(Dauun-Richard & Mahon, 2001; Bergqvist & Nyberg, 2002). =29|o]ollA=
1997 AANAN Y3 FEARZF A NALGSTIARE XA E) B
FAEE o] 83A] Ge Ul A|dolEA] ve IVIRZFUES $FOoZ AFHH
HtHWaerness, 1998). I&HEME 1990t ZAA$7IA] 7P S5 TFe I4 W
G3HA "ok AYE A FERES AMEEEA] @v g4, JollA ofolE F53td #
ek RIS AFeA Dck(Neyer, 2005, Hoem, 2005).
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Bzke] Tl wEka T = e AIRAIE dYstar, 53] dof
HEAuzne AL FEA717]) Aside AEAdEE EHste] Ayl
20| geksiel A7 FFE AT 5 v FAI

TITAZT
A
BH5o] ¥4
2Hg
RS P o HEAZ A
< ~ (i)
(B de/424)
nge 4
ZHIA A/
B 20 T
T3AA
A

olef @ WA o] F& BAZI} AW HRoNA B{HH o] ofF

NEAE Tl AlHE Fohe] SRIA B

. mgat AAHCE oS0 RHE] Ut YEAA Flel
1

oy

ShUZ 3|3 AT, I ojddle RS Zruse] ApEA EA, B
SAF QoA dHE A 5o FAE A oK Martin et al., 199
8)3). 53] 3Alo]} ots el Uigh BHE T ZV|uS AHlae HEHoR
A3 e ¥, 3AH T ol gt BgAnlAE o5 FFA
712 Eaka 9&@.

E

3) LF2o] BAMUIzE BHEOE ANHINOE WS ARPos AYHE BT
o Itk E@ M=o D3R/ YA Bz B wol} G2 a7
= AL BW(Martin et al, 1999), ©1& Z7|WSAITr B&9 848 FE3] &4

ShAl= Srehal dvkal BojXith



4z
td
N
>
=
e
N
=L
o2
=2
>
)
o)
o0

o
ofs
Ok
rir
)
N
offt
r o
o2
Ho
o
ot
filo
2

2
b
4
)
o,
= i
o

o
AE) AHE Fav) ok Jolrha =
o] H{AA o|Hxe Bk £33

o |
i)

ol
L
N
o

o
o
1=

e Wi HEY F4E T AR #3594 Beas o'd
& 7I9ro 2 &t ob5 o) i3 uSol w7F AR Ao E JfAE sk
olu] 194171, 204171 Xl -5 =7HEAH Y FoALSE A4
HAow, RRY “SAHTFY 7 Fa3 BAFRETE HAKGauthier,
1996; Koven & Michel, 1990; Klaus, 1993, Offen, 1994, Cova, 1994,
Pedersen, 1993).

Haol tigk =7ke] i) JA =717 obE 7)o BeAtolH, ofF
A 5% 7135 B F= A Add 11Es] AAEo]
Ao, 53] 3-64 ofso HAUAR] 27 uSA LT} 2 W Eo] 9]
g BEAAY Fa3 FUHA 24 OFHGFEE A= A
QEE olsdA 53 7135 HASE ZAo|thFagnani, 2003). £3%
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FFESAR 2} MR SAHAE o] &3ty o5 HH|E
S BREEF= Y E3E H8AH] 2" (individualized childcare) 714 &2
s & Atk 1980t AAIR 718 EA=7E A Age] EAHoR
AAE7] o) HAAA = RGP0 T2 FFESAULE F4AOE BHY
A A2 AFE HREZ FAHPO, 19800 o] FHEl= BSAH]
2o gk AEA AR JEStE BREARAE AT He Hsit U
Ehdt) Zgso] BREAALe F7E2] 540 Yehvet, AR wsAx

o Ggo] B$ Fasithe otk = WH/TE Folo] A=Y BA

=

e Folth o] el BERM] BAH Wl TFREA

FTFHREAMH AT O] iAol me) o]dsiE o] AFEa =,
A Re] HolE Ao 2 St ol (créches)d} 3-64] ol thite

2 3= AXYAE(école maternelles)7t ATE 3A| R THe] o} 7FEA

oA BgoZ HJI8haL, M0 wHHA ZraggHoR
o3t 7 AEREs #EFAE 44 AERIAEY dAsTEsdTe
(créches)ol| 4], nl5-5-(école maternelles)ol| Al 2+t -gstar ot

AR ARt ofF o] of ARtrheko] &3 K a4 (creches) oy 524
4o k= AEE S P Z BRAHA T 9lon 3-641 ol5e] A9
AR} fAQNN PR B8 D HES ATET YT, o) TP
o o} AER AN 198N FAAT, FAAozE FR7)
w5 Ag AT FYE o HonE YAt FAH o

4) A#HE BRSAHE B 24 olF 9 fAY TFHEL 35%, 34 99%, 44}
5A= 247 100%2 YEhY 34014 BS54 A2 100%°]tH(Ministere de
1"Education Nationale,1997< Morgan, 200314 A 21-&).



A2 HoZno),

froF<¢l (Creches)

Crechesw 3AM|PIYE ol HS8he frolde=E, Ex717|Folw =
A z2Ql A=FVIESFI7]E CNAF(Nationale Caisses  d’allocations
Familiales)ol 4] #&3stal lth. CNAF= 71559 7] CAF(Caisses
d'allocations familiales, CAF)= &8l AAR7F HSAE& A-stal
Sdarer AAAYL B

s ARE 19809 ©]F Crechesol] RS2~ HES #29¢]0]
S7HA B 53] 19809t 278 AP Aol S7H A Creches
el Golrg AEE sgete 877 Bdgle]l 78t en, ol
1981'd 6,400 2] oA 1996+ 2109004212 A F7FSFAthHE S
Crechesel| 132,200, 7178 Crechesoll 61,000 A}&]4= Z71H6).

199939] A% 6A4u|WF o}F52] Creches Al FAE|E HH, 34 w7k of
o] o8 F Jv BHAIE FE 430071 40H, o]5 EHFAHA
AFHE Age 1383400702, & 13840089 Fols +48 F A=
Folth ¥ 3-6AMmRke] A9-ol= 50987044 785002 & Al
stal doh

|

olml 1970t =HE olsES F9d AFHQ =8 V2o HH, A3HFA
Z71e gEo] st IR SAIES AXEHA HATHAD creches, 7H creches,
mini—créches, YA/ EolA haltes—garderies 5). ]L A9 wFae ug EH &
o7l= PANH B}t FQ3HAe =AY oA, § F43] BAst= A3
dxe] el osix =rlaA FU ‘:}(Mamn et al., 1998).

6) A Créches (Créches collecitves): 3 &AL 2 N AHE BJAILE, 34|01
9k olF o] AEZIA g3 EREHY. 6AH R T olF e AFE #EEE oleHE
= (Protection Maternelle et Infantile)oﬂ A BE = Yot
7}4 Créches (Créches familiales): 55 % RSAIEZ ZAE /AR FAIEZE,
OlE HSAMELS A|WAF A °]1° won ZI7IHS9Y #EPEFS @
=t 1971 o] FHoZ A& FUieta loH, Hlgol AA E7] wWEel
Fekcreches®th Z7F& =7 AR w2 th(Letablier,2003; Fagnani, 2003).



BAZ7) AR A ERs BgAAL FHo2 g

<E 1> FFHEAAG6A R AT E(19999)

FEo AY HETE waa g pEE
3Am gk Creches 4,300 138,400
52 FH 3,188 123,200
mini créches 372 6,700
Hod5$%Ycréches 740 8,500
M B G A 1,103 60,900
3-54) ¢ 294 10,400
641 7] 9k frol(day nurseries) 4,804 68,100
%4 4,022 62,200
FEHEEY 782 5,900

VA1 HolA Y] o}5S HSE= #El(childminders at home)
Ag: DREES(Direction de recherche des études de 1'évaluation et des
ststistiques) www.social.gouv.fr/famille-enfance

0,

LRARE o] ehh-E A&
7t BEFQE 2R X3 A
d @A 3AEIRE ofge] HEHEE HY FTH
S5 vlge 9%l Exela, Ru7} 3
9] TERSAY MREE n83le A9t 18%F AAFT),

L=,

7) Az JDGESFAA (creches)ol A Fots e A ALFS REE
Alge] Ut 2001 719 HS A H(creches, 314, 718t AlA 5)l 9
ol 913 A& whEo] W AdS BA St o] AFe o5 Al A
Fo] FeFATde FHE ATste ol HEAAHAAM 30,000 WA 40,000
A2lE F7FE wheo] Witks 3 tH(ILO, 2004).



<3 2> AR obEe] B8 AEl(2000)

B ol HE&(%)
Créches 9
5= X §AHregistered childminder) 16
TR E(SFSETE 23 2
FolrdS AFTROHA Fu} BIF 7oA E5 24
A 2 7)E 23
HzH glo] ¥y 27t HoA == 26
2H(2,200,0007) 100

A}+7:CNAF, Action sociale 2001, Fagnani, 200394 #j<1-&

5 EEARA B HaAEee AFHoR Trkskal UARE o33
Hgggos vAA] 8tal 9low, 53] (F2)04 Hxo] 3Aw|wke]
BF RS MHIAE olfsr|ite AR HasFds AT
AY A4 Fsshe 497 28 2 HSS AAskaL vk

2. +* ¢ (école maternelles)

s 6ME T ofFe] Z7nSd LW AFS A U, Y
école maternelles= 194]7] A2jolE S 93 Ho

20M7] HF Al A o2 A3t A ole S do=w
WSAEE EdHo] FFAYe s AFHAHKamerman, 2001). école
maternellesE 33159 Zg2x wEAEY AANATS = How “Hl

Frolo agToR eln, ojdolEEo] ANAHY ANozNe S
hyA

AlFbsh=tl 2o A4, A, AR ZxstaE AlEshe As 51
= 3t TP wSF Ao 8T d53 2o] “orleM ZE Ao




A 34619 o} ETiAte] HSo o] AER Q5te] Ao HuAQ
§e TR AZHY, AEFN G
F BHAE LG, MF 29 APAT EQY MK uHdA
2 BT F44S 25 glor(o]85E 250 ), 20009 @A
sHloFES] 98%7) S Uk o] AvlzE AR/ F8) F-83p)
AHEE, A &9
0% 5AZR) fAAmAbl ols) bl B&aa gtk Fagnani
2003). AP WERIL 650, AR 3505 HEete, FHA @G

<E 3> TTUK(FTADY BRI E(199048T F, T

5%2-91/71 3A 3641 AbgRIFEE 34 36| ARF9 34 36
SF(%) vk (%) ok A (%) ok A
Q2EgFoL 6 80 Bl = 48 83 | ofdUE= 2 5o
) 7)o 30 B | =290 23 61 ESEn 2 60x
R HU9 29 40 8

=Y 2 T8

olgz]o} 6 91

vgg= 10 7lx

22591 2 4

yEEZ 12 48

wx @S o lFo] SAIFE AZEER 3-44] olss e R 3

A& European Commission Network on Childcare, A Review of Services for
Young Children in the European Union,1990-1995;Austria, Statistisches
Jahrbuch,1998; France, Ministére de 1’Education Nationale, CNAF 5<%
Morgan, 2003914 zj<l-&



w227} ARl BN B e] w3l

1980t Fyto]$ Zie AAAA Y A7) E gholstA Hot 538
TFAE 7 HUS JAFoEZN dgiE ZAS
TS 1990 ol = Maastich ZoFol] we} F-3-ofikell thgk hate] o 7
) XAl Fh(Martin, et al., 1998).

g A F o 2= 1981 ARSI AUY FHY A rlEH =
AMZ B59 F05)S 7/NH A Eh(Jenson & Sineau, 2003c). ®

0_L4 L E ‘1]1
do Jo o ff

ARE FUE/RE BT BEoldstd] o}F7 Bz
44 w42 B9 2ot FAA FANTE oha TR P
HolA| Fk & R4S FEFHNA T/ HFADL FahA Ak

SA, wEARNE 2YFe] FRFINE AR ABES Frdch o
= Z

Bol (RS AYAAYRTGE AMAALL Feistel, BIDFES

A, RSARAE J)E 3 8h=(individualize) Wao 2 Aghste] 714
NERES 3t DEA7]aL, B&9 R &EEdo s Fado] ojx
23 gtk FEALY FHESAES AT Eie MRS A H
g ¥ BolEd ESAHAE b3l FHoR FT7HIZR FA9),
FH BAA B FATH AFEEAD) Y 23S FE WPeR
Agsta gtk & AAEESURRS EHA7]7] ARk FAA A
TEe R AT B9 Fyol oive FUHA Fo )

9) 19834 o|% EFAAFH AHE VIR JDRFA P g tite® REAuAE
tetslshs 48 7HA Alzrk ek BrEE Al SEE]] =S de o
Hy o o] 3t FF=A (acceuil a la carte) £Q L E-S57A%K(contrat creche),
ol A 2K contrat enfance), $-F X S(acceuil d'urgence) 5 H&3 A3 T3 @

5 83t sk dibECIATHEE 7 9, 2002).
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FA=A AR o AESHEA)
Ttk 20019 1€ @A FHYS FRF 3,131
= Bzol] oe} FRFelz AF]
T4 (A A 252 ZE2A|7to]

12)
13)

14)
15)

FHFFE QI ASoIE AFAh
(=R ALR) SHE, F& A v Saolde] 1087 F& % wiA
Avol el 5YIzke] 2R o] ofol FTHASZRY Ao ohd BS mE
iMissoe, 01), A2 ol AAYAS Gz FUAY of 1904

AL Ri=EA] FHAE s 4 ustA] etk Aoy faEd
Y, S5ty B g s GEHVE oY E=E APE~ "L
1} (Eiroline, 1998).

ol T2 & B I EAH(HA/AR)L ofF el fith
7}Z& 43712 (Caisse nationale des allocations familiales, CANF)-& A+
EHAF7IE Y @A A EAAARY A4 399S FAAEH, 1&F<
7} $HA ¥ <33 (Eiroline, 1998).
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A 22N 50-80%<1 735t FRF 2,071(€315.72) (A 7HA 2539 &
ZAZro] WA Z2ZAIZEY] 50% vvrY A2 FEHT

<¥ 4> APE FoJo ££(19973Y 20013%)

=5 e E F994(¢, FRF)
1997 2001
Al APE e FTe 3,006 3,131
5 APE WA= EA7E] 50%0]8F =% 1,998 2,071
HAE=FAIZE] 50-80% =% 1,503 1,566

A& VEiroline, 1998, “MISSOC, 2001
2 7V 2 |Hallocation de garde denfant & domicile, AGED)

AR RAHA ZASEY 1987d =YPE Aoz JfEIIA A ESAL
(personal caregiver)E 1188 79 X|FHc} 6A7REY o}Fo] =, F
27} 2% Y 7Hge H8dth 32 1 7PgelA thE AMS 1
S w 1 71Eo] Bk e 18H ESALY AR EA 7T
YRE FTohe oty FARAFS LS50l o), ofs9 A u}
g} g2t} 34k o5 A9-dlE FRF 6561(€1,000), 3-64 ©}&2]
735 FRF 3279(€500)°] 712 AFHth o] Af 7155Yel o
FRF 220,784(€33,658)S |A| ¢kofol 3t}

19923 HEle 7HH AN BEALE 183t= 7 il
A7y NE AAAN, BEAZ] 50%F AlFolA] al
FRF 25,0007kA15F 7F&)(ILO, 2004). 18y o] 52 AaitHs vs
FF AFE 9 F e a5AF0]olof 3, fE o a
& of7t Slofok sh7] Wi ndaTEEC] F8 FEAE 2 Y %
o glthe HolA FHAY A, AR FAE 7R
2003)16).

16) NEREAE D83 o] FERSFAAL o] gt Anth Hgol o E



TP RS Al=e o|A7HA] HF2414 0 Y B S AH] A
A8} Al (black economy)ol| A 29 Rawroz AYA A= A
, AAH] 18-S AET a9E et Hold S

o 2y =3AEe R AdAH AN AAE 2F, AAAT FE
Adw, B5E 718 dEZUMREeEoIY AAER] 5) ESAH 29
b AR AZENAE G =5AIFeZ AHYHA o=

A3E FtH(Martin et al.,, 199%).

o orr &

B) SEE Al 1EX[¥(aide a la famille pour I'emploi d'une assistante
maternelle agréée, AFEAMA)

ARSI E Ao 2A 8t 1990d =9 AEE, Ak d4e 54
B8 wAKlicensed childminden) 2 T4 RESAES 0] &8 B9 7
73715 (CNAF) A B uAke] AR A 7|5 (L8592 S2AHY
719 S A Ysith ol RG WA= 6MR|THY] o} sS RS RS
AYZ A, 7FEAS) A (Family and Social Assistance Code)oll A 8 <€
2 555 o] glojof gttt olsd#E g 7EAS 7 wet oY
o] aF5oZ AFHH, 2001 A FAML HI FRF 1,290(€ 196.66)
WE7tE 58 ARk ol s tiAb)oll A FRE 645(€98.33) 0l tHS4He7}
52 364 obstid). FEAt 5 1999 o]F A& F7Fste] 1993
219,000% o A 20001 546,000 ©. 2 Z 7131 tHLetablier, 2003).

el

—~

rL N

2) =71 B3 Wsl Au|zAgolA HEEHEoR

19944 o]% CNAF 7|59 AESTEE vlus) B2y, JdRSAA
(creches)oll AYF = FYET /ER{FEF sk AR L] =24 &
HEEA, BEA|Yo] MERSHEEOZ HA] FAFA o] o]AL L Q)
o 7] B&9] Aol “HEE G v o7 HEE YS5S & F

th(E9 FH=x).
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ATHMorgan, 2002; Letablier, 2003). £3] %&+9, 7MHAUESSTT, 5
2 HJALTEA °J/'<ﬂ_‘-:_ 59 F9& AVIZ E‘%‘C’: BEAYLS HIHE

2000 2,799 W E 2 197% SV o™, AFEAMA 94| 1994 686
W2 oA 2000 1,695 EHrE 2 147% Z7Vsta AThE 5 3=).
olgigt 7} M Wl Wal= 2003 A APE of|2Fo] oF FRF 180
ot whall, FF RS AZ4HS FRF 2890 233t EA04 o A3] =
2 tH(Silvera, 2004).

<E 5> AEESFee] B FTA%, 1994, 200080 F23 71F)

199400RHFE) - 200008 9HrE) - SHEHIE(%)

OFSSTHAPE): Mol Y= 274 2.3 2,799.43 +197
%%E%A} TEAY(AFEAMA) 68558 1,694.95 +147
7180 BS5<HAGED) 85.49 134.60 + 57

*HE T AR RGP A AF
A& CNAF, Bureau des préevisions, Fagnani, 200394 zj<1-&

Gelol ] Aol AulAE
2 7] Bgo] wakshe

AFs7| Bh= ?e‘ﬂ_ 2 9e B3 nlgrgo

By x|t AEATRD HEEY, AFAL] JuYS HAsste
AL, AT A AAAMZ] ARAHAGNA =71 Al HAishst
HA HES EY A= Ho A YJehes Wz e w3t

2 BSMUAES ATEA FoEMN, AEA

= —
R el B R RS, AYUTY 44 5 AL HEe
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31 JHJenson & Sineau, 2001c). ©] ZX]Z 110,000
o] ojmyr} m=F APl Bt TPPAA HAA FSEIE HIA
(Périvier, 2002). THA] 20049l A 715, ol AT 64] H¥ES
2 AA ¢stsiA @

. =5 7H8(%) 218(%)
- 34 43 A 34 4
1968 88.1 49.3 1.9 15 2.5
1975 84.9 53.0 3.7 25 5.3
1983 79.3 55.6 8.0 6.2 10.6
1989 76.2 574 95 7.2 12.6
1994 745 59.6 124 10.8 14.3

A& OECD. Labor Force Statistics, Jenson & Sineau, 2003b; 24904 #j¢1-&

<E 7> FEFTHAPE)Q A4

A% A4 A4 2 A

1985 Aol 2hA7E A= 7S, 3AE|RE ofolr} Q= A
1994 FHeolde 2hd7t e 7HEeR 48 AAZEA AR S
2004 gEolde] ATt e 71, 6AlmRke® ¢hst

= F 123%, oA 145%AH. HAYeEE FREC] FETFEe

18) 19944e] AY&
HollA 2 A Fo] APES ZolA BhFagnani, 2003).

=
wow A
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T3 FeAE =T 3HAAM A4S HAYE B ol HAKA
go] v B AYE, A9Ed U B 58 BT TS oY =5
A olghs FX5lE FFFE S Zhet I AR A A
s 57T A5 783 o|F 7R 7teslEs ¢ A% o]y a3
2 =8 Hog Bt

Ao o] w2 AZEN “HFHOZ” ZAEstA, A

é
b
9, rr
2
uls

T 3A FUrIeH, FoXEx A VI Y. F55T FEA &
£ 1993 154,000 9lA 2000 541,000 0.2 715193 2. (Letablier,
2004), 19973 9] ZAbol s 442,000%8 ] FHAF FollA4 220,000 0]
FA 7Hgeln, gAke] 99%7F oo ® RuEI th(Fagnani,
1999)19).,

FErD wAvEE AA S8k 19959 l= FRF 249f0] X&)
o, 1996 FRF 30¢°] o= lout A A9 FRF 629°] A&
g4 A=t S 7o FANME FAUE T FIEAETE 1994y
-1995 9l 65% Z7FskR o, 19959 -1996 0l E 95% Z71etTh |
3 FFAe] AY 80%7F A APES A al QoA & wF5e ¢

Sk e S o)u] st tH(Eiroline, 1998; Morgan, 2003).

AU

R l‘nl‘

2) S=E AU oAdA91 e ot

a8y wbE, o] “AFE A HHlE =5 A o9 A48
S 9 gsaTIE 7o) HAUoh Y 22 B 5] B4
o] 71¢ A3 AFES AAPH BAF T FH wzxd 5
J= AP AFsL Yt} Silvera(2004)E FEFFHFS FHE LA
£ ddslr] 913 digte gz /MU BESSS A=A Hof, 23 94
S ol @A ske AR AL ApEolg A Hrigith ol 45
T Be FEEAL gFEe] ALSS AHECloA, o] Alee A

19) APEZ A%sks ddse 847t 47 gHel
oksl AEle ANE, TA =



o AP AFATI, 347 FHIF BN ol A BAZ P
= 238 ¥ Bhn ARPT0.
oN

(Fagnani, 1999;78).

3) FFAEAY LR 3]

AAZ FE5FFY Boe, 3 99%7F AAdolghe HollA, oA
9 =3AE HES FE3t, o)lES ST AE e =5l 5t
= Sl

o
7)%5< Al Hth 19949-199%59 B2t 671L-1771€ 2] F WA 2
A= omye] HAFEL 26%4 HolHth = 1/301%3¢] A E°] 4

ddgolet vlus] & v JHoR w2 Fo&0]

o g W K1 o 2 N

T4 A4+,

A 243 Ao 2 EAHECHEiroline, 1998). 2= o] A== 74 F

& FFQd A = AHES EF5AFNAN HEAA FEAEA
£ 3ttt

oo skl 3tk oA Do
2 BN & o, o

20) o3 EAHE dEHOFE /MA37] 98] Family Conference 200094+ 3
712 AEFete]l A7H7E SR DAZEY EAS Zestr] fs B2 A
271 47te] APE F9& 4&53 A AU/ L-3071€E AJ7F A= o
Aol B 3. 2)FAAEA, APE 32 W2 &1 6ARvHe] S
G55k e A BFA] RY2E AT 4 AtH8500 francs F] RO
AFE) 3ot EFI/HE 1ol ML FrIE A FshH, APESF 543 o
o] “H it (parental presence allowance)S A Z3HTH(Silvera, 2004).



2 sFPA T S 354
A WFo R yolrbR] Xtk AfH oz HE5A FFEEQ “FoA
&3h= ojHY(stay-at-home mother)”29¢] 3AE 23| AH A
H AFRE Z Y tHFagnani, 1999).

bA ATE vlo} o] FaaTe] FHFA URE mEAY A
0E AQeZolAY 4 F& AP Aelel Qe G50l
e, ARHon o4t Aze AZHE 2ASA HAT = FwA
A wEA A 98] YR o ane G Eahe] oz
Sobbl S, v AYd 1YEEd s AAEY A o)W
2ol AMAoz REAHAE DAY ol LaEN ABAY L AF

eS s 5 A ok

BGo] MEgiAZoz ATHE NANESSIAT(AGED) Y 52
HEALE A A =(AFEAMA) 9] 495 A3 B AL AGED®] 7-9-oll A
EJ) oA B0l tidAE Xla—l*,_i QWP" o2 FEAet FFY
of AA F7FsHAl At Egk o= A HAHES) 500714 E A
T3 FoA BEHEe] Fas A $sir7|a Joh44305-2 4
3+A)(Fagnani, 2003).

AFEAMA F3AFE 19949 o3 #F3] Zrlsta ok 1993
219,000 ol A 2000l E 54,000 0.2 Z7}18t9th. A7 02 Creches
o 7850l AA FE3 oA AFEAMAE oRIASAE 9 A

BRIFEA 71 RIHSHA AME-E= RS eV H AT



<¥ 8> AFEAMA , AGED $3#¢ A&

AR AZ (=)

AFEAMA AGED AFEAMA AGED

1987 - 2 - 23
1991 110 12 534 272
1993 218 21 3,165 440
199 326 47 5,652 937
1996 380 67 7,018 1704

A}5: Caisse Naionale des Allocations Familiales, Martin et al., 1998;14801| 4 2]

RS AH|X(creches)e] AlFHe diZ2F o2 QHR)A ]
ot. AGEDY AFEAMA 59| g2 /EESALE 188 = e
9 ASAFoIY Ffi8 7ISe] FEEAE Eul. 52 AFEAMAZ]

e AEAge] glu ALY B
nge] BAE o8] 47k BAR WA Bo), Aek wEHE A7)
YAREAH criches?t 7P AFeha, UL Tl ol§7ks

2D Ho] & AP whER AGED FHAke] ARSI AIA Afe v A e
Ui sled], Faelgel 340 dEdedel FAleta glow, LSl =eF
5 FUESFO] U e7=rt £3, Ax AF0] BoAE AFE B F UTHYoo,
2000, 87391, 2002,98-990141 A1),

22) AXEZFAME HFHRS|Y o]87Fsd FHFA oUEAE o8she Ao
2 BaEn AAR 3HuRE ofFe whold, dske Ao 1/50] APRst A
& st Slrk o] EAE A4 w5IgolA HRAY FAHANA 24HF 3
°o}5 913 AE AT Frh(Martin, et al, 1999).



FHBLA JFAAL FEEPOE P WA HE T AdF

(LAlokso] = 7159 2)

£l

<#E 9> HEHE 1]

HSHH 44-91(914.69)" A9 (2286.74)
' Creche 94.98 23752
=29 B3 Y (AFEAMA) 201.54 269.38
M ER? (AGED) AArE 7 1050.68
xAAA 9 209 2R 7)¥ete] AxE

FEFZ(APE) GA AT G vl a2t} a5y
U 1daFY AHEL A ERAS NN FEFHE Lo IS
A HAAT, vEAqgEolY AA AJEElME APE 349719
F71 Hell A E AW E 27)s gS oy g, Agpyo g o] A
e gAY ES 7R SR Ye #ddo] Hla, sd, s
d A7) EF, £8E uS AsletAth(Périvier, 2002). =g F&
A9 Ax5F9 Aol BE&Au| 7] o] 887153 A3l A o d 4=
oqo]

23) 200083} 2001dele FEES EE8F o 7153 (Ministry of Family
Affairs)ol A= créches®] #A2l4E A@A oz 57|12 sha, 22807 {2
£ oite =z A3 Y (Letablier,2003).

24) o|ZL Adw, HZAS AREY =3AF HEILES FI Jenson &
Sineau(2001c)E “¥2 39 3% "(targeted solutions)o]&ta = A s},
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g0} At AAF olPUSL FolF REALS Wi HE 2
7} YEldth(Fagnani, 2003; CERC, 2004; Letablier, 2003; Silvera,
2004).

V. 42 &

osge] BRI TR BEFe)H N sl Y 99
ozt Rujs 4o} W5 FAS FFoT L AT, g B
ozt AT &g, AU GRS JEoz A2 AEH 9P
Wi glok, ARE, A8, BA215) Ao 2g3) Baw )R
49 95 e thed AR SPEth A, APA ALA TR
£ go] g

<l &
S o= MH|2AZ ZAE5 EA AR AA TS ZYAH A
AR EZ AT, AR, HZ4H o8 S 5
A BEolgd AR W FAA
(flexibility) S Folat, oilA Ag8& /pEsiAzle dF F
(Jenson and Sineau, 2001e)25).
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e

A 200]zE Z2e] BAF Aol AAGTH tokEel A, B
A3}, A9, WG] BAS] 49 A= AYHen, o2 A% §F
ge Al8d AR Fus Ate) S8, P A4 4TS ek
ek 1 A3} ZPoe] RAHY BEAUE AT 5 SoAE 34
vgk ob59 HES FHOE WgPHol Waksy itk AW, P59
e Pz 5o ARl ke BEAYe MERT PO
FAZAL olAA/T o, Beh Fashle RgPAo] AAfF
2 AAANZ AR 1 wsE APk Arks Holck, $4

25) olelst AARFH ATES ¥ e R W ol A BAGGe] A
Qe gleh H2e) dre) =Y Fageow AAHI Gt FANETRY
N oled AgAe] AHH ATHARAS], 2004 EIE, 205). olgelo}e)
B399 W% old@ o] HAE T AUrHH-a], 2004).
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Ag3h71% Sk oleid Wk ATe] WP B w, ige]

L
Az Aol 98-S FA WIA71A] Esta Yt Leira(1993)= BS99 &
A7 “oAMY-AF-=71 9] BA HollA FAEIL S Xlﬁébl o]
AAEe] BA FHollA B&o] ofFA FAEHIL A=A

314 A9t SERRite S AAgY g2 FErEe 04%131 =
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o= HEe Hilo], AR B2 I F 3ol
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Gender and Welfare State Restructuring: Focusing
on French Childcare Policy

Hong, Seung-Ah ( KWDI. Research Fellow)

The welfare topography in Korea is undergoing transformation due to
changing tendency towards neo-liberal global economy, macroscopic changes
such as aging society and low fertility, the expansion of nuclear families,
increased economic activity of women, and increased number of families with
duel income earners. At the core of this transformation, there is the issue of
gender. The dilemma of the modern welfare states is the integration of gender
issue into the process of welfare states restructuring. It is shown that the
integration of the gender issue is generally carried out through restructuring
the welfare policy instead of direct curtailment methods such as the reduction
or elimination of the welfare finance.

In this context, this study seeks to examine the cases in France in order to
analyze the problems that arises in the process of restructuring welfare states
in terms of the changes and reorganization of its childcare policy. The
neo-liberal solutions that are being incorporated into the process of

n "

restructuring welfare states are “choice,” “decentralization,” “markets,” and
“privatization.” These qualities are apparent in the French welfare policy in
the past two decades.

First of all, the parents’ right of choice between child-rearing and
employment is broadened as well as selecting the types of childcare services.
The continuous expansion and implementation of child rearing allowance(APE)
has facilitated the breakaway of the women who fall under the low-income
classes from the peripheral labor market. Moreover, the diversification of

childcare services, instead of direct expenses on public childcare, has made it



possible for indirect expenses such as partially alloted charges and tax
benefits.

Secondly, there are certain payment plans such as the registered childminder
employment aid(AFEAMA) and the domestic childcare allowance(AGED) that
are being expanded by substantially incorporated the childcare service into the
hiring market in order to devise a solution for the current unemployment
problem. The two payment plans have contributed in bringing the childcare
into the formal economy domain, created potential employment, and ensured
social guarantee for the workers engaged in the childcare. On the other hand,
women have been put into the poor labor market once again as a result of the
implementation of those payment plans.

Thirdly, through the gender perspective, these changes have contributed
most women (mainly in low- income classes) have seceded from the labor
market and returned to play the traditional role as caregivers. Consequently,
these changes supported the women’s maternal rights in lieu of their labor
rights. Furthermore, the recent changes on one hand, have induced the
breakaway of the women who are in low-income, low-wage classes, but on
the other hand, they caused these women to end up again in the poor
childcare market. These dualistic consequences have deepened the strata
among women.

Fourthly, the imperative childcare need of the people in the low-income
classes is still not satisfied since the public childcare service is not directly
provided but the policy is focused on the allotment of childcare expenses.
Moreover, the policies such as the registered childminder employment
aid(AFEAMA) or the domestic childcare allowance (AGED) are designed to
be more beneficial to the middle-class people who are more likely to acquire
employment than the people in the low-income classes.

The above discussion reveals the imperative need to reestablish the

relationship of efficiency and equity of the childcare policy in current Korea.
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Indeed, the crucial decision that needs to be made with respect to the
childcare policy in the future depends on which path it would take between

the way of efficiency or equity.

Keyword : gender, welfare state restructuring, childcare policy,

efficiency, equity



