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ABSTRACT

The paper investigates whether, in what way
and to what extent the family of origin affects
offspring’s poverty risk in selected EU coun-
tries representing different social protection
systems. Employing logit models and utiliz-
ing EU-SILC data, the analysis brings to the
forefront the importance of social protection
for intercepting the intergenerational trans-
mission of poverty. Denmark with the social-
democratic welfare state is the most success-
ful in mitigating the effect of the family of
origin on offspring’s poverty risk, followed by
France representing the conservative-corpo-
ratist welfare regime. Less effective on this
matter appear to be Greece and Great Brit-
ain representing the south-European and the
liberal social protection system respectively.

KEY WORDS: Poverty, intergenerational mo-
bility, intergenerational poverty transmis-
sion, parental background occupation social
protection welfare regimes, EU.

1. Introduction

Xpiotos ManaBeodwpou, Mdvieio Mavemotiuio

NEPIAHWH

To apBpo bigpeuvd €dv, pe Nolo TPOMO Kal G MOIo
Babud n okoyévela npogheuons ennpeader Tov Kivou-
VO QTOXEINS TWV AMOYOVWV OE EMAEYHEVES XMDPES TNS
EE nou avunpoowneUouv HIAPOPETIKG CUCTNUATA
Kowwvikns npoactacias. Kévovtas xpnon logit poveé-
Awv kal aglonoldvias pikpodedopéva and v EU-
SILC, n av@huon avadeikvugl T onpacia s Koww-
VIKAS MPOCTaoias yia tv avaxaition s diayeveakns
uetaBiBaons s uixeias. H Aavia pe 1o cooaAdnpo-
Kpaukd Kpdtos npovoias givar n mo enttuxnpévn otny
duBAuvon tns enfbpacns s 01KOYEVEIDS NPOEAEUONS
otov kivbuvo @raxeias twv nadicv, akoouBoupevn
ano v FaMia nou avanpoownelsl 10 cUVINENTKG-
Kopropatioukd kaBeats eunuepias. Alydtepo anorte-
Aeopaukés oe auto 1o htnua epgavioviar n EAGGa
ka1 n MeyGAn Bpetavia nou avunpoowneUouy o vou-
OEUPWNATKO Kal 10 PINEAEUBEPO oUTTNUA KOIVWVIKAS
npPOoOCTacias avtiotoixa.

AEEEIZ-KAEIAIA: Otwxela, Siayeveakn Kivnuko-
nta, Siayeveakn petaBiBaon @uaxeias, yoveiko
unoBabpo, Kovwvikh npoaotaoid, KaBeotta eu-
nuepias, EE.

his paper delves into the aspect of the causal dynamics by which poverty is transmitted from
parents to children. The aim is to investigate whether, in what way and to what extent the
family of origin affects children’s probability of falling below the poverty threshold in adulthood in
selected EU countries (Denmark, France, Great Britain and Greece). These countries represent differ-
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ent welfare regimes according to the dominant debate on the welfare state typologies in the EU.
Thus, any systematic cross-national differences in the family background effect on adult’s poverty
risk can be attributed to the different institutional arrangements of the social protection systems.

The paper draws upon and advances earlier work carried out by Papanastasiou and Papatheo-
dorou (2010) and Papatheodorou and Papanastasiou (2010). It deepens the empirical analysis on the
intergenerational transmission of poverty (ITP) in selected EU countries by utilizing the microdata
from the intergenerational module of EU-SILC 2005. By gathering information on the family back-
ground of the respondents when they were 14-16 years of age, this retrospective survey allows for
comparable estimates across the EU countries. This dataset has no information on parents’ income
to investigate the effect of family poverty on children’s poverty, as a conventional study of ITP would
require. Alternatively, parental occupation is used as proxy of the family economic background, as it is
widely recommended in the relevant literature. Thus, offspring’s poverty risk is regressed on parental
occupation along a set of control variables by employing logit models.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: The next section presents the theoretical back-
ground and summarizes the empirical findings on the causal mechanisms by which poverty is trans-
mitted from one generation to the next. The third section offers a description of the microdata and
other methodological parameters of the paper. The fourth section provides an empirical exploration
of the association between the family of origin and the adults’ poverty risk in the selected EU coun-
tries. The last section is devoted to summarizing and concluding.

2. Background to the study

he causal mechanisms by which poverty is transmitted from one generation to the next have
been characterized as “black box” of ITP because a large part - approximately the half (R2 <
0.5) - of the involved mechanisms remains obscure up to now (Bowles and Gintis, 2001). The "hu-
man capital” theory has become main tool to understand ITP by social researchers and policymak-
ers. It claims that the intergenerational reproduction of inequalities is due to the deficiency of the
less well-off families’ economic resources to invest in their children’s “quality” (e.g. education) due
to borrowing constraints in economy (Becker and Tomes, 1979; 1986). This approach has had a tre-
mendous impact on the scientific thinking and policy making (as it appears to be consistent with
the Paretian optimality) and, as result, the lion’s share of the anti-poverty funds has been placed
on childcare, education, training and lifelong learning. However, the emphasis placed on “human
capital” as the “great leveler” has seriously been contested by subsequent studies (Card, 1999;
Breen and Goldthorpe, 2001; Erikson and Goldthorpe, 2002; Warren et al, 2002). What is more,
the overly optimistic view of rapid regression to the mean between rich and poor families in the
developed nations, put forward by Becker and Tomes (1986), has been cast into doubt by newer
empirical assessments (Zimmerman, 1992; Solon 1989, 1992, 1999; Mazumder, 2001).
Furthermore, a popular belief among a group of social researchers and policymakers is that
the intergenerational inequalities are due to the cultural and behavioral traits of the poor. This
view draws upon the concepts of the “culture of poverty” (Lewis, 1965, 1969) and the “culture of
welfare dependency” (Murray, 1984; Mead, 1986, 1992), which ascribe poverty to dysfunctional
values, attitudes and behaviors of the poor. However, this view has attracted fierce criticism for its
incapacity to take account of structural and institutional aspects of poverty. The criticism is leveled
at the explicit blaming of the poor that tends to depoliticize the social problem of poverty, as eve-
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ryone is led to believe that poverty is associated with individual values and behaviors, rather than
structural factors of modern societies (Papatheodorou and Papanastasiou, 2017).

Similarly, a group of social researchers and policymakers has turned the discussion on ITP to
the idiosyncratic features of the poor. This view rests on empirical studies in which the cognitive
(Herrnstein and Murray, 1994; Saunders, 1996; 1997) and/or non-cognitive abilities (Heckman and
Rubinstein, 2001; Heckman and Carneiro, 2003; Heckman et al, 2006) appear to greatly predict
future attainments. Yet, these studies fail to capture the broader interactions of individual idiosyn-
crasy with the family and the societal milieu. Research suggests that 60% of the variance in IQ in
poor families is accounted for by socioeconomic factors, while the contribution of genes is close to
zero (Turkheimer et al, 2003).

A more radical approach on ITP is taken by social researchers, who emphasize the political
economy of capitalism (Myrdal, 1962; Wilson, 1987; Hariss-White, 2005). By political economy is
meant the approach that considers society as a field of conflict between antagonistic social groups
and classes (Papatheodorou and Papanastasiou, 2017). Thus, the inequalities produced and repro-
duced by capital accumulation, segregated labor markets, institutional discrimination, residual
social protection, etc. have been identified as main determinants of ITP. The political economy
approach offers some important conceptual tools to understand the causes of ITP, such as the inter-
play between economy and politics and the ensuing power relations, which appear to be lacking
from major theoretical schemes embracing a rather individualistic approach towards ITP.

There have been numerous empirical studies on ITP (for an overview see d' Addio, 2007;
Jenkins and Siedler, 2007a). Here the attention is on those studies examining the effect of family
poverty on offspring’s future outcomes. Most of the empirical studies suggest that growing up in
a poor family raises the probability of falling below the poverty threshold in adulthood (Corcoran,
1995; Corcoran and Adams, 1997; Airio et al, 2004; Musick and Mare, 2004; Blanden and Gregg,
2004; Blanden, 2006; Blanden and Gibbons, 2006; Bellani and Bia, 2013; Serafino and Tonkin,
2014). A strand of empirical studies examines the effect of childhood poverty on individual attain-
ment in terms of education, occupation and income or wage. The empirical findings suggest there
is a pronounced negative association between childhood poverty and individual attainment (Have-
man and Wolfe, 1994; Haveman et al, 1997; Teachman et al, 1997; Ermisch et al, 2001). Moreover,
the empirical findings suggest that childhood poverty is associated with more pronounced dimin-
ishing outcomes, the longer one lives in it (Haveman et al, 1997; Teachman et al, 1997).

Papatheodorou (1997) and Papatheodorou and Piachaud (1998) offer estimates of the influence
of the family of origin on offspring’s poverty risk by utilizing microdata from a Greek study carried out
in 1988. Using parental occupation and education as proxies of the family background, the authors find
out that the poverty risk is affected directly by parental occupation and indirectly by parental education
through the effect the latter has on children’s education. Moreover, Papanastasiou and Papatheodorou
(2010), Papatheodorou and Papanastasiou (2010) and Papanastasiou et al (2016) found evidence of
extensive ITP in south European countries contrary to northwestern countries (and especially the Nordic
ones). The patterning in ITP outcomes across the EU that was found by those researchers leads to a
clustering of countries based on distinct and longstanding welfare states (Esping-Andersen, 1990; Lieb-
fried, 1993; Ferrera, 1996.) As also several studies have shown, the cross-country differences in poverty
and inequality in the EU are largely attributed to the social protection system that each member-state
has developed (Papatheodorou and Petmesidou, 2004; 2005; Papatheodorou et al, 2008; Dafermos
and Papatheodorou, 2010; Papatheodorou and Dafermos, 2010; Dafermos and Papatheodorou, 2013).
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3. Data and methodology

he standard linear model of ITP can take the following form:

Y = IBO+Zﬂ Lok k)+Zﬂf(1, X oy TWHZ

where Y is offspring’s poverty risk, Xi are the individual covariates, Xf are the family covariates, W is
the effect of unobservable individual factors and Z is the effect of unobservable family factors. This
model assumes non-correlation between observed and unobserved effects to produce unbiased coef-
ficients. If this hypothesis is violated, then one should adapt the statistical model with parametric
or non-parametric techniques, albeit none of them can guarantee the complete unbiasedness of the
estimates (see Jenkins and Siedler, 2007b).

Figure 1 delineates the potential causal associations taking place within the ITP process. The
causal pathways of the individuals’ future welfare could be both direct (A) and/or indirect (BC). The
family effect can take three forms: a) monetary and non-monetary investment (e.g. investment in hu-
man capital and incorporation in social networks), b) transmission of norms and values (e.g. transmis-
sion of cultural values and socially acceptable behaviors) and c) transmission of genetic characteristics
(e.g. transmission of cognitive abilities and personality traits) (see Roemer, 2004). As there is no rea-
son to assume any systematic cross-country differences in certain genetic characteristics of individuals
(e.g. 1Q), the focus should be on the first two parameters, of which investment can be approximated
by parental occupation and family culture by parental education. The empirical investigation of the
effects A and BC is the subject-matter of this study, whereas preliminary attempts to kick father’s
education into the analysis were hindered by the presence of multicollinearity.

The paper utilizes microdata from the intergenerational module of EU-SILC 2005. This
dataset is preferred over the similar 2011 one because it has available intergenerational weights
for all the countries under consideration. The intergenerational module contains retrospective
information on the family background of the respondents when they were 14-16 years of age.
The retrospective data include parental age, parental occupation, parental education, family
composition and family financial di-stress. Since there is no information on parental income,
there is no possibility to assess the effect of parental income on children’s future outcomes. Still,
parental occupation is considered good proxy of parental permanent income because of its high
correlation with income (Nickell 1982; Erikson and Goldthorpe, 2002; Solon, 2002; Corak, 2006).
Moreover, parental occupation offers some advantages over income because it is relatively stable
over time and, hence, is less susceptible to transitory fluctuations (Nickell 1982; Ermisch and
Francesconi 2002; Zaidi and Zolyomi, 2007; Torch, 2013). In preliminary analyses, the variables of
father's education and children’s education were considered, but eventually they were dropped
from the model due to multicollinearity issues.
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Figure 1: The conceptual model of ITP
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The empirical analysis employs binomial and ordered regression to investigate the main research
questions. In the analysis, the poverty risk is the response variable, while father’s occupation, family
structure, number of siblings, father’s age, children’s occupation, sex, age, locality, chronic illness and
degree of urbanization are the explanatory variables.! The poverty risk is estimated following the well-
known and broadly used EU poverty line of the 60% of the median equivalized disposable income.
The coding of the variables of interest is as follows:

e Poverty risk (poor, non-poor)
e Father's occupation (higher skilled non-manual, lower skilled non-manual, skilled or un-
skilled manual)?
e Family type (single-parent, two-parent)
e Number of siblings?
e Children’s occupation (higher skilled non-manual, lower skilled non-manual, skilled or
unskilled manual)*
Gender (male, female)
Age (father's/child’s)®
Locality (local, non-local)
Chronic illness (chronic, non-chronic)
Degree of urbanization (densely populated, thinly populated).
For comparative purposes, the study investigates ITP in four EU countries, namely Denmark,
France, Greece and Great Britain. These countries represent the four welfare state regimes according
to Esping-Andersen’s (1990) typology and the following debate on the welfare regime of the south-
European countries (Leibfried, 1993; Ferrera, 1996; Papatheodorou and Petmesidou, 2004; 2005).
That is, Denmark, France, Great Britain and Greece represent the social-democratic, the corporatist-
conservative, the liberal and the south-European welfare regime respectively. The choice of these
countries allows us to associate the cross-national differences in the family background effect on the
adults’ poverty risk to the different social protection system that each country has developed. In other
words, it allows us to examine the impact of the welfare state institutions and policies on ITP in the
EU in a highly indirect manner.
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4. Empirical analysis

dvancing the methodology developed by Papanastasiou and Papatheodorou (2010) and

Papatheodorou and Papanastasiou (2010), the empirical analysis examines the effect of
family background variables ¥ , = (X5---»%,) on the probability p = p(x) or, otherwise,
the risk of children falling below the poverty threshold in adulthood before and after controlling
for a series of individual variables y; = (x1, ---» X&) . The methodological choice is a logit model
in which the binary variable “poor/non-poor” is the response one with values 0 for “failure”
with probability p(y = 0) = p and 1 for “success” with probability p(y =1) =1 —p. The
poverty risk is computed according to the poverty line of the 60% of the median equivalized
disposable income. The modified OECD equivalence scale is employed to weigh the incomes
of individuals from households with different size and composition. This scale assigns a weight
of 1 to the first adult member of the household, 0.5 to each additional adult and 0.3 to each
child. The logit model is based on the Bernoulli distribution which is a special case of binomial
distribution with number of trials n = 1. The N for each country is chosen based on covariance
patterns to accommodate the goodness-of-fit of the models. The weighting procedure is based
on the available intergenerational cross-sectional base weight in EU-SILC 2005. This is the reason
why the 2005 dataset was chosen in this analysis instead of the 2011 one in which this weight
is missing for some countries (i.e. Denmark and Greece). The results are expressed in odds ratios
for the sake of easier interpretation. Based on the above methodological choices, the logit model
can be summarized as:

logp(Y =1/X=x)= fo+ Z Brai,.mXr,..n) Z Bia,.. 0%, T €

where p is the probability (or the risk) of poverty, xf are the family covariates, xi are the individual
covariates and € is the error term (Hosmer and Lemeshow, 2000; Agresti, 2002; Hilbe, 2009;
Kleinbaum and Klein, 2010).

Table 1 presents the findings from the regression of poverty risk on the family covariates
before controlling for the individual covariates. The focus is on the association between father’s
occupation and adult children’s poverty risk, since father's occupation is regarded the most
representative variable of the household’s economic situation. The analysis shows that only in
Denmark father’s occupation appears to have no statistically significant effect on the poverty
risk. This finding means that Denmark’s social protection system is probably more effective in
mitigating the effect of the family of origin on children’s poverty outcomes. By contrast, the
effect of father's occupation on the poverty risk appears to be statistically significant in the other
three countries. However, the above analysis provides only a partial view on the determinants of
children’s poverty when they become adults since there was no control for individual variables.
Therefore, it is important to test whether the direct effect of father’s occupation on the adults’
poverty risk that we found earlier persists after controlling for individual characteristics.

By regressing the poverty risk on parental and individual covariates, it appears that the
direct effect of father's occupation on offspring’s poverty risk disappears in France altogether
from a statistical point of view (see Table 1). This indicates that the effect of father's occupation
on the poverty risk that we found earlier may be mediated by individual variables such as
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children’s occupation. In contrast, the direct effect of father's occupation on the poverty risk
remains statistically significant in Greece and Great Britain even after controlling for individual
background variables. This finding indicates that the countries with south-European or liberal
social protection system respectively are probably less effective in reducing the influence of the
family of origin on children’s future outcomes. The findings suggest there is still no statistically
significant effect of father's occupation in Denmark as demonstrated earlier. The results also
indicate that the adult’s occupation is a basic determinant of poverty risk in all countries except
Denmark. This country is distinguished because neither father’s nor children’s occupation can
predict the poverty risk. This could be an indication of the effectiveness of the redistributive
mechanisms of Denmark’s welfare state that manage to protect the individuals from poverty
irrespective of the family of origin and individual characteristics.

Table 1: The effect of parental background on offspring’s poverty risk

Poverty risk Denmark France Greece Great Britain

Without individual covariates

Manual (father) .870 832** 662** 678***
(.110) (.058) (.073) (.079)
Lower skilled non- .890 .848** 668*** 791%*
manual (father) (.107) (.070) (.070) (.088)
N 4290 11548 8269 5880
Poverty risk Denmark France Greece Great Britain

With individual covariates

Manual (father) 912 .945 756** 756**
(.073) (071) (.090) (.090)
Lower skilled non- 956 987 794%* .830
manual (father) (.059) (.087) (.092) (.095)

Manual 960 636%** 571%%% B664% %%
(child) (.062) (.047) (.060) (.068)

Lower skilled non- (.980) 765%** 634%** 667 ***
manual (child) (.071) (.061) (.074) (.064)
N 4090 11176 7191 5772

Control variables: Family structure (not available for Great Britain), number of siblings, father's age, locality,
chronic illness, child’s age, gender and degree of urbanization.

Reference category: Higher skilled non-manual work (father/child).

The table contains odds ratios and robust standard errors. The constant term is omitted.

*** n<0.01, ** p<0.05, *p<0.10

Source: Elaboration of data from EU-SILC 2005.
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Among the above findings, the one that child occupation is a main determinant of poverty
risk in France, Greece and Great Britain gives grounds to assume that there might be a mediating
effect of children’s occupation in the relationship between father’s occupation and poverty
risk. Therefore, it is purposeful to examine whether father's occupation has a causal effect on
children’s occupational achievement. This analysis makes use of a standard ordered model in
which the coefficients of the explanatory variables do not vary in the cut points k=1, ..., m-1
of the response variable. This choice is justified upon the Brant test indicating that there is no
violation of the parallel regression assumption of the standard ordered model (Proportional Odds
Model) for the selected countries. The Proportional Odds Model has children’s occupation as the
response variable with values 1 = “skilled or unskilled manual”, 2 = “lower skilled non-manual”

and 3 = “higher skilled non-manual” with probabilities:
p(y =1) = F(=x¢p1),
p(y =2) = F(=x¢B2) — F(—=x¢B1) and

p(y =3) =1—F(=x¢B;) respectively

This model can be summarized as:

p(y>K)] _
log [ P(ysk)] = BrXr,.m t €

where p is the probability of child occupation in the dividing point k, xf are the family covariates,
k are the dividing points 1 and 2 and € is the error term.

Table 2 confirms that father's occupation has a statistically significant effect on children’s
occupation in all countries. That is, there is greater probability for children to attain non-manual
compared to manual work when fathers occupy a non-manual position in the occupational
hierarchy, holding all other factors constant. This finding means that, even if there is no direct
effect, father’s occupation can be associated with offspring’s poverty risk in an indirect manner
through children’s occupational achievement, as is the case of France. The indirect effect is evident
in Greece and the UK, but alongside the direct effect shown earlier in Table 1. Papatheodorou
(1997) reaches similar conclusions when it comes to the relationship between father’s occupation
and offspring’s poverty risk. In contrast, it appears there is no mediating effect in Denmark
since, notwithstanding the association between father’s and children’s occupation, there is no
statistically significant effect of child occupation on the poverty risk, as shown earlier in Table
1. All in all, the findings suggest that when studying ITP caution should be given to indirect
channels through which the family background affects children’s poverty risk which may not be
observable or be traceable at first sight.
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Table 2: The effect of parental background on children’s occupational attain-

ment
Child occupation Denmark France Greece Great Britain
Manual (father) 3.056*** 4.003*** 4.443%** 3.971%**
(0.234) (0.234) (0.327) (0.291)
Lower skilled non-manual 2.471%** 3.703*** 3.200*** 1.913***
(father) (0.213) (0.183) (0.241) (0.133)
N 4103 11253 7212 5799

Control variables: Family structure (not available for Great Britain), number of siblings, father’s age.
Reference category: Higher skilled non-manual (father/child).

The table contains odds ratios and robust standard errors. The constant term is omitted.

*** n<0.01, ** p<0.05, *p<0.10

Source: Elaboration of data from EU-SILC 2005.

5. Conclusion

he aim of this paper was to investigate ITP in the EU by utilizing the EU-SILC 2005

intergenerational microdata. The focus was on the association between the family
background and the risk of children falling below the poverty line in adulthood in four EU
countries representing different welfare state regimes. The emphasis was mainly placed on the
effect of father's occupation, since it is considered the best proxy of parental socioeconomic
background according to the available information in the EU-SILC 2005 survey. The findings
suggest that father’s occupation is associated with offspring’s poverty risk in differing ways: in
Greece and Great Britain the effect is both direct and indirect, in France it is only indirect, while
in Denmark there is no effect altogether (see Table3). Thus, children’s occupation and, more
generally, children’s attainments appear to be an important mediator that should be considered
in studies of ITP.

Table 3: The effect of parental background on the adults’ poverty risk

Direct Indirect
Denmark - -
France - \/
Great Britain \/ \/
Greece \/ \/
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From a social policy perspective, the findings provide insights for the significant impact
that the social protection system and the welfare state institutions have on ITP in the EU. The
findings suggest that Denmark with the social-democratic welfare state is the most successful in
mitigating the effect of the family of origin on adults’ poverty risk, followed by France that repre-
sents the conservative welfare state. Less effective in this matter appear to be Greece and Great
Britain with the south-European and the liberal social protection system respectively. In terms of
policy implications, the results suggest that priority should be placed in breaking the cycle of ITP
through policies that disassociate children’s socioeconomic attainment from the parental back-
ground. Finally, more detailed evidence on the performance of different welfare states on ITP are
of great importance in understanding the mechanisms by which poverty is reproduced over time
as well as in reforming, implementing and evaluating the relevant policies.

Notes

1. In preliminary analyses, we considered the variable of mother's occupation as explanatory
one, but eventually it was dropped from the analysis due to assortative mating (Rauum et al,
2007) and the cumulative effect with other parental characteristics (Papatheodorou, 1997
Papatheodorou and Piachaud, 1998).

2. This classification allows for the ordering of parental occupation based on status and re-
muneration. The category higher skilled non-manual refers to managers, professionals and
technicians. The category lower skilled non-manual refers to clerks and service workers. The
category skilled or unskilled manual refers to agricultural and fishery workers, craft workers,
plant and machine operators and unskilled manual workers (see Maitre and Whelan, 2008).

3. The number of siblings is used in numeric format because the association with the poverty
risk is approximately linear.

4. The category of self-employed is left out of the analysis because there are known problems of
reliability along the income dimension which bias the results on the poverty indicator.

5. Age is used in numeric format because the association with the poverty risk is approximately
linear.

Bibliographical References
Agresti, A., (2002), Categorical data analysis, 2" Edition, New Jersey: John Wiley & Sons.

Airio, L., Moaisio, P. and Niemeld, M., (2005), “Intergenerational transmission of poverty
in Finland in the 1990s", European Journal of Social Security, Vol. 7 (3), pp. 253-269,
Available at:http://www.ecineq.org/ecineq_lux15/FILESx2015/CR2/p252.pdf.

Becker, G. and Tomes, N., (1986), “Human capital and the rise and fall of families”, Journal of
Labour Economics, Vol. 4, pp. 1-39.

Becker, G. and Tomes, N., (1979), “An equilibrium theory of the distribution of income and
intergenerational mobility”, Journal of Political Economy, Vol. 87, pp. 1153-1189,
Available at: https.//www.brown.edu/Departments/Economics/Faculty/Glenn_Loury/
louryhomepage/teaching/Ec%20237/Becker%20and%20Tomes %20(JPE)%201979.pdf.

Bellani, L. and Bia, M., (2013), “Measuring intergenerational transmission of poverty”,

Luxembourg: CEPS/INSTEAD, Available at: http.//iwww.ecineq.org/ecineq_bari13/
filesxbari13/cr2/p72.pdf.



SociAL CoHESION AND DEVELOPMENT [15]

Blanden, J., (2006), “Bucking the trend”: What enables those who are disadvantaged in
childhood to succeed later in life?, Department for Work and Pensions, Working Paper No
31, Available at: http:/dera.ioe.ac.uk/7729/1/WP31.pdf.

Blanden, ]. and Gibbons, S., (2006), The persistence of poverty across generations. A view from
two British cohorts, Bristol: The Policy Press, Available at: https./ivww.jrf.org.uk/sites/
default/files/irf/migrated/files/978 186134853 1.pdf.

Blanden, J. and Gregg, P., (2004), Family income and educational attainment: a review of
approaches and evidence for Britain, London: Centre for the Economics of Education,
Available at: https:/pdfs.semanticscholar.org/f9c3/3c082a32bdbd49b9ad8896fb4758b99
47ea2.pdf.

Bowles, S. and Gintis, H., (2001), “The inheritance of economic status: education, class and
genetics”, In Feldman M., (ed.): Genetics, behavior and society, Amsterdam: Elsevier
Science, Available at: http://www.umass.edu/preferen/gintis/feldman.pdf.

Breen, R. and Goldthorpe, ]., (2001), “Class, mobility and merit: The experience of two British
birth cohorts”, European Sociological Review, Vol. 17 (2), pp. 81-101.

Breen, R. and Goldthorpe, J., (1999), “Class, inequality and meritocracy: A critique of Saunders
and an alternative analysis”, British Journal of Sociology, Vol. 50 (1), pp. 1-27.

Card, D., (1999), “The causal effect of education on earnings”, In Ashenfelter O. and Card D.
(eds.): Handbook of Labor Economics, Vol. 3A, Amsterdam: Elsevier Science.

Corak, M., (2006), Do poor children become poor adults? Lessons from a cross country
comparison of generational earnings mobility, Discussion Paper No. 1993, Bonn: IZA,
Available at: http://ftp.iza.org/dp1993.pdf

Corcoran, M., (1995), “Rags to rags: Poverty and mobility in the United States”, Annual Review
of Sociology, Vol. 21, pp. 237-267.

Corcoran, M. and Adams, T., (1997), “Race, sex and the intergenerational transmission of
poverty”, In Duncan G. & Brooks-Gunn ]. (Eds.): Consequences of growing up poor, New
York: Russell Sage Foundation, pp. 461-517.

Dafermos, Y. and Papatheodorou, C., (2013), The contribution of social protection system in
economic growth, Observatory on Economic and Social Developments, Labour Institute,
Greek General Confederation of Labour, Athens: INE-GSEE (in Greek), Available at: http:/
ineobservatory.gr/iwp-content/uploads/2014/1 1/simvoli-sistimatos. pdf.

Dafermos, Y. and Papatheodorou, C., (2010), Macroeconomic environment, inequality and
poverty: An empirical investigation on the impact of economic growth and of social
protection in Greece and the EU. Observatory on Economic and Social Developments,
Labour Institute, Greek General Confederation of Labour, Athens: INE-GSEE, (in Greek).
Available at: http:/ineobservatory.gr/wp-content/uploads/2010/12/meleti3.pdf.

Erikson, R. and Goldthorpe, ], (2002), “Intergenerational inequality: A sociological perspective”,
Journal of Economic Perspectives, Vol. 16 (3), pp. 31-44, Available at: http://personal psc.
isr.umich.edu/yuxie-web/files/pubs/Articles/Erikson_Goldthorpe2002.pdf.

Ermisch, . and Francesconi, M., (2002), The effect of parents’ employment on children’s

educational attainment, ISER Working Paper 21, University of Essex, Available at: https.//
www. iser.essex.ac. uk/files/iser_working_papers/2002-21.pdf



[16] KoINQNIKH LYNOXH KAI ANANTYEH

Ermisch, ]., Francesconi, M. and Pevalin, J., (2001) Outcomes for children of poverty, Research
Report of the Department of Work and Pensions, Paper 158. London: HMSO.

Esping-Andersen, G., (1990), The three worlds of welfare capitalism, Oxford: Policy Press.

Ferrera, M., (1996), “The ‘Southern Model’ of welfare in social Europe”, Journal of European
Social Policy, Vo\, 6, pp. 17-37.

Harriss-White, B., (2005), Poverty and Capitalism, Queen Elizabeth House Working Paper 134,
Oxford: Oxford University, Available at: http.//www3.geh.ox.ac.uk/pdf/gehwp/gehwps134.
pdf

Haveman, R. and Wolfe, B., (1994), Succeeding generations, New York: Sage Publications.

Haveman, R., Wolfe, B. and Wilson, K., (1997), “Childhood poverty and adolescent schooling
and fertility outcomes: Reduced-form and structural estimates”, In Duncan, D. and Brooks-
Gunn, J. (Eds.): Consequences of growing up poor, New York: Russell Sage Foundation, pp.
123-145.

Heckman, ]. and Carneiro, P., (2003), Human capital policy, NBER Working Paper 9495,
Cambridge: National Bureau of Economic Research.

Heckman, ]. and Lochner, L., (2000), “Rethinking myths about education and training:
Understanding the sources of skill formation in @ modern economy”. In Danziger, S. and
Waldfogel, ]. (Eds.): Securing the future: Investing in children from birth to college, New
York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Heckman, ]. and Rubinstein, Y., (2001), “The importance of non-cognitive skills: Lessons from
the GED testing program”, American Economic Review, Vol. 91(2), pp. 145-149.

Herrnstein, R. and Murray, C., (1994), The bell curve: Intelligence and class structure in American
life, New York: Free Press.

Hilbe, J., (2009), Logistic regression models, New York: Taylor & Francis Group.

Hosmer, D. and Lemeshow S., (2000), Applied logistic regression, 2" Edition, New Jersey: John
Wiley & Sons.

Jenkins, S. and Siedler, T., (2007a), The intergenerational transmission of poverty in
industrialized countries, CPRC Working Paper 75, Manchester: CPRC, Available at: http//
www.tsiedler.net/pdf/articles/intergen_poverty.pdf.

Jenkins, S. and Siedler, T, (2007b), Using household panel data to understand the intergenerational
transmission of poverty, Berlin: German Institute for Economic Research, Available at: https:/
www.diw.de/documents/publikationen/73/diw_01.c.59967.de/dp694. pdf.

Kleinbaum, D. and Klein, M., (2010), Logistic regression, New York: Springer.

Leibfried, S., (1993), “Towards a European welfare state? On integrating poverty regimes into
the European Community,” In Jones, C. (Ed.): New perspectives on the welfare state in
Europe, London & New York: Routledge.

Lewis, O., (1969), The culture of poverty, In Moynihan D. (Ed): On understanding poverty, New
York: Basic Books, pp. 187-200.

Lewis, O., (1966), La Vida: a Puerto Rican family in the culture of poverty, New York: Random
House, Available at:http.//www.ignaciodarnaude.com/textos_diversos/Lewis,Oscar, The%20
Culture%200f%20Poverty.pdf.



SociAL CoHESION AND DEVELOPMENT [17]

Maitre, B. and Whelan, C., (2008), General data quality issues in the EU-SILC 2005
intergenerational module, Dublin: EQUALSOC.

Mazumder, B., (2001), Earnings mobility in the US: A new look at intergenerational inequality,
Department of Economics, University of California at Berkeley, Available at: http.//cle.
berkeley.edu/wp/wp34.pdf.

Mead, L., (1992), The new politics of poverty: The nonworking poor in America, New York City:
Harper Collins.

Mead, L., (1986), Beyond entitlement: The social obligations of citizenship, New York: Free
Press.

Maitre, B. and Whelan, C., (2008), General data quality issues in the EU-SILC 2005
intergenerational module, Dublin: EQUALSOC.

Murray, C., (1984), Losing ground: American social policy, 1950-1980, New York: Basic Books.

Musick, K. and Mare, R., (2004), Recent trends in the inheritance of poverty and family structure,
Working Paper CCPR-002-04, California Centre for Population Research, Los Angeles: Uni-
versity of California, Available at: http./papers.ccpr.ucla.edu/papers/PWP-CCPR-2004-002/
PWP-CCPR-2004-002.pdf.

Myrdal, G., (1963), Challenge to affluence, London: Gollancz.

Nickell, S., (1982), “The determinants of occupational success in Britain”, Review of Economic
Studies, Vol.49, pp. 43-53.

Papanastasiou, S. and Papatheodorou, C., (2010), “Intergenerational transmission of poverty in
the EU: An empirical analysis”, Paper presented at the 1st IIPPE International Conference
in Political Economy “Beyond the Crisis”, Rethymno, Crete, Available at: http:/www.iippe.
org/wiki/images/f/f3/CONF_GREEKPOVERTY_Papanastasiou.pdf.

Papanastasiou, S., Papatheodorou, C. Petmesidou, M., (2016), “Child poverty and intergenera-
tional poverty transmission in the EU: What is the impact of social protection, policies and
institutions?”, In Petmesidou, M., Delamonica, E., Papatheodorou, C. and Aldrie, H-L (eds):
Child poverty, youth (un) employment and social inclusion, CROP International poverty
studies, Vol. 1, Stuttgart: CROP/Ibidem, pp. 67-89.

Papatheodorou, C., (1997), Poverty and family background in Greece: The role of father’s
occupation and education, Welfare State Programme No. WSP/ 133, LSE-STICERD, London:
London School of Economics and Political Science.

Papatheodorou, C. and Dafermos, Y., (2010) Structure and trends in economic inequality and
poverty in Greece and EU, 1995-2008. Observatory on Economic and Social Developments,
Labour Institute, Greek General Confederation of Labour, Athens: INE-GSEE (in Greek),
Available at: http://ineobservatory.gr/iwp-content/uploads/2014/08/report2.pdf.

Papatheodorou, C., Dafermos, Y., Danchev, S. and Marsellou, E. (2008) Economic Inequality
and Poverty in Greece: Comparative Analysis and Intertemporal Trends. Observatory on
Economic and Social Developments, Labour Institute, Greek General Confederation of
Labour, Athens: INE-GSEE & UADPhil-Econ (in Greek), Available at: http.//ineobservatory.gr/
wp-content/uploads/2008/12/report1.pdf.

Papatheodorou, C. and Papanastasiou, S., (2017), The state of the children in Greece — The
children of the crisis, Athens: Hellenic National Committee for UNICEF, (forthcoming).



[18] KoINQNIKH LYNOXH KAI ANANTYEH

Papatheodorou, C. and Papanastasiou, S., (2010), Intergenerational transmission of poverty in
Greece and the EU: Theoretical approaches and empirical analysis, Athens: INE/GSEE (in
Greek), Available at: http.//ineobservatory.gr/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/download? .pdf.

Papatheodorou, C. and Petmesidou, M., (2005), “Inequality, redistribution and welfare
regimes: Comparing Greece to other EU countries”, In Argeitis, G. (Ed.): Economic changes
and social contradictions in Greece: The challenges in the beginning of the 21st century,
Athens: Typothito - G. Dardanos, pp. 213-254 (in Greek).

Papatheodorou, C. and Petmesidou, M., (2004), “Inequality, poverty and redistribution through
social transfers: Greece in comparative perspective”, In Petmesidou, M. and Papatheodorou,
C. (Eds.): Poverty and social exclusion, Athens: Exantas, pp. 307-366 (in Greek).

Papatheodorou, C. and Piachaud, D., (1998), “Family background, education and poverty in
Greece”, In Korayem, K. and Petmesidou, M. (Eds.): Poverty and social exclusion in the
Mediterranean area, Bergen: CROP.

Rauum, O., Bratsberg, B., Roed, K., Osterbacka, E., Eriksson, T., Jantti, M. and Naylor, R.,
(2007), Marital sorting, household labor supply and intergenerational earnings mobility
across countries, Discussion Paper No. 3037, Bohn: IZA, Available at: http./vrap.warwick.
ac.uk/78/1/WRAP_Naylor_dp3037.pdf.

Roemer, ]., (2004), “Equal opportunity and intergenerational mobility: Going beyond
intergenerational income transition matrices”, In Corak, M. (Ed.): Generational income
mobility in North America and Europe, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Saunders, P., (1996), Unequal but fair? A study of class barriers in Britain, London: IEA Health
and Welfare Unit.

Saunders, P., (1997), “Social mobility in Britain: An empirical evaluation of two competing
theories”, Sociology, Vol. 31, pp. 261-288.

Serafino, P. and Tonkin, R., (2014), Intergenerational transmission of disadvantage in the UK
and the EU, Office for National Statistics, Available at: http:/webarchive.nationalarchives.
gov.uk/20160105160709/http.//www.ons.gov.uk/ons/dcp171766_378097.pdf.

Solon, G., (1989), “Biases in the estimation of intergenerational earnings correlations”, The
Review of Economics and Statistics, Vol. 71 (1), pp. 172-174.

Solon, G., (1992), “Intergenerational income mobility in the United States”, American
Economic Review, Vol. 82(3), pp. 393-408.

Solon, G., (1999), “Intergenerational mobility in the labour market”, In Ashenfelter O. and
Card D. (Eds): Handbook of Labour Economics, Vol. 3A, Amsterdam: North Holland, pp.
1761-1800.

Solon, G., (2002), “Cross-country differences in intergenerational earnings mobility”, Journal of
Economic Perspectives, Vol. 16 (3), pp. 59-66.

Teachman, J., Paasch, K., Day, R. and Carver, K., (1997), “Poverty during adolescence
and subsequent educational attainment”, In Duncan, G. and Brooks-Gunn, ]. (Eds.):
Consequences of growing up poor, New York: Russell Sage Foundation, pp. 382-418.

Torche, F, (2013), How do we characteristically measure and analyze intergenerational
mobility?, New York: Stanford Center on Poverty and Inequality, Available at: https.//web.
stanford.edu/group/scspi/_media/working_papers/torche_how-do-we-measure.pdf.



SociAL CoHESION AND DEVELOPMENT [19]

Turkheimer, E., Haley, A., Waldron, M., D’ Onofrio, B. and Gottesman, 1., (2003),
"Socioeconomic status modifies heritability of IQ in young children”, Psychological
Science, 14(6), pp. 623-626.

Warren, ]., Hauser, R. and Sheridan, J., (2002), “Occupational stratification across the life
course”, American Sociological Review, Vol. 67, pp. 432-455.

Wilson, W., (1987), The truly disadvantaged: The inner city, the underclass and public policy,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Zaimi, A. and Zolyomi, E., (2007), Intergenerational transmission of disadvantages in EU
member states, Vienna: European Centre for Social Welfare Policy and Research.

Zimmerman, D., (1992), “Regression toward mediocrity in economic stature”, American
Economic Review, Vol. 82 (3), pp. 409-429.

Biographical Notes

Stefanos Papanastasiou, (PhD) studied Social Policy at Democritus University of Thrace (Greece)
and holds an MSc in Applied and Comparative Social Policy from IMPALLA (University of Leuven)
and a PhD from Democritus University. He worked as adjunct lecturer and research associate at
Democritus University (i.e. CESSDA-ERIC). He was researcher at the Observatory of Economic
and Social Developments, Labour Institute, Greek General Confederation of Labour (INE/GSEE)
and at PAF-EAK (a collaboration between INE/GSEE and UADPhilEcon, University of Athens). He
has participated in international scientific conferences and workshops and has been reviewer in
scientific journals. He is experienced in quantitative analysis using microdata. His research interest
and publications are concerned with applied and comparative social policy, social inequality,
poverty, intergenerational mobility and social protection. He has participated and coordinated
research projects in these fields.

Christos Papatheodorou is Professor of Social Policy at the Panteion University, Greece. He is a
graduate in Economics from the University of Athens, and holds an MSc in Social Policy Analysis
from the University of Bath, and a PhD from the London School of Economics and Political Science
(LSE). At the LSE he also conducted postdoctoral research. He was Dean of the School of Social,
Political and Economic Sciences and Professor of Social Policy at the Democritus University of
Thrace, Greece. He was head of the Research Unit “Social Policy, Poverty and Inequalities”,
Labour Institute, Greek General Confederation of Labour. He was a Researcher at the National
Centre for Social Research (Athens), a visiting academic at LSE-STICERD and a visiting professor
at the VU Amsterdam. He is a founder member of the Hellenic Social Policy Association and was
chairman 2010-2011 and a board member 2002-2008. His research interests and publications
are in the fields of political economy of social policy, social and economic inequality, poverty,
macroeconomic environment and social protection, functional and personal distribution of
income. He has participated and coordinated a large number of research projects in the above
fields.


http://www.tcpdf.org

