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SUMMARY

Two opposing trends dominate the demographic debate. One is that the world's population is
growing rapidly, and the other is that fertility is declining. It is the advanced economies that are
facing declining birth rates, which has been the trend of 8iditey years.The persistence of
fertility rates below replacement level (less than 2.1 children per woman) threatanmeco
growth, while public budgets have to bear more expenditure on pensions and health services as
the number of workingige adults contributing to the pensions of older generations declines.
The decline in fertility is due to a number of interacting factors. The most obvious are modern
birth control measures and the associated changing patterns of family forrretias
contradicory to the $ill traditional measures of social policies introdugedhe last ceniry.

In dealing wth the dilemma of low fertility in Europe, wieevitably facethe combination of
institutional and human factors. As governments seek to put in place institutions and policies
that will encourage childbearing (such as child subsidies, family lpaees and dagare
facilities), population reproduction is essentially a mileneel decision. However, the essence

of the solution to low fertility rates is that women and men must decide to have children, i.e.
decisions about family formation and féynsize are complex issues and no institutional
arrangement in itself leads to children being born. The combination of social security systems,
people's ability to provide for their own wdidking and the decisions of women and men to
have children mustagghand in hand with the ability to reconcile work and family life and to

have conditions where individuals do not have to face 'quid pro quo' decisions.

Developed countries in the welfare states apply various policies that seek to increase fertility
rates butrecognizethat these policies have limited effectiveness against the major trends of
changing lifestyles and attitudes towards starting families. Traditionally, research studies have
focused on empirical verification of the effectiveness of policésshypotheses about the
effectiveness of public policies, or the positive impact of pronatalist policies on fertility rates,
are relatively easy to formulate and test. Howethemostrecent metastudies conclude on
the limited ability and effectivenssof policies that, when applied in practice, encounter a
constraint in the form of the desired (intended) number of children. In other words, public
policies face constraints in the form of midewel decisions by individuals who consider a
much larger omber of variables and face a larger number of constraints that prevent (either
objectively or subjectively) family formation. Therefore, when examining the effectiveness of
public policies, it is necessary to consider their impact not on fertility ratesep but rather on
the factors that condition botbbjective and subjectivpositive attitudes towards starting a
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family and raising children. Therefore, research often leaves the area of purelgtgro
mechanisms and takes into account broader smapomic factors. At the same time, however,

we have to take into account the existence of diminishing marginal wtilipyblic policies
associated with the rate at which the cumulative fertility rate approachesehdad number

of children per woman. Thus, the diminishing effectiveness of public policies will imply a
closing of the gap between the desired number of children and the actual number of children

born per woman.

The effectiveness of public policies shduhus be examined not on the overall fertility rate,

but on the ability to enable women tealize their own preferences about the number of
children. Andthis objective has not beegalizedin a number of Central and Eastern European
countries. Fothese countries, the transformation effect associated with the strong impact of
economic instabilitthavefaded out but in a number of countries it is the incomplete social
transformation and understanding of women's position in society that is caasimenwo have
significantly lower preferences for the number of children they want to have compared to
women in Western Europe and the Nordic countries of Europe. Puragaicst and prdamily

policies in the context of the changing life preferencefi@fybunger generation may thus be
ineffective and in some extreme cases even counterproductive, especially if they are based on

the ideological beliefsf the older generation implementing the public policy in question.

Women's education smuchstudied factor and is attributed with a significant impact on lower
fertility levels. In EU countries, there is a significant gap between desired and actual family
size. This gap is particularly large among highly educated women, who typicallydvasre

actual fertility levels but higher reproductive intentions than their less educated counterparts.
However, this thesis has been valid in the gasd,thesocial norms have been transformed and
women's position in society has changed. In the last dettasieffect has also been fadiogt

and women's education as a factor reducing fertility cannot be taken as valid. However, the
factor causing women to postpone pregnancy while studying remains valid, but this cannot be
attributed to a reluctance to havetald in general, but rather to the wrong conditions for the
possibility of having a child while studying or in the early stages of a working career. This
effect is thus not attributable to education, but rather to the high opportunity costs sacrificed
when comparing parenthood and education. It is more recent studies by Testa that focus on

these factors.

A key factor that is consistently confirmed to be critical to maintaining relatively stable fertility
rates is economic security. Deteriorating econowcoaditions, also manifested in rising
8



unemployment rates, are having a negative impact on aggregate fertility rates. For younger age
cohorts, they are reflected in the postponement of motherhood and for older age cohorts in the
decision to have a secondtaird child. It is individuals with higher education who are more
likely to postpone starting a family if they have been unemployed. Periods of economic
recession lead to a reduction in fertility rates with a time lag. The largest declines in fertility
rates have been observed among the middigcated cohorts, which, especially for young
people, are defined as the lower middle class, which is highly vulnerable to economic instability
and changes in employment. Particularly in Central, Eastern and Soktivepean countries,
including Slovakia, many studies confirm the existence of a strong correlation between
economic recessions and declining fertility rates. The economic stability of young people and

young families is the strongest factor influencingeiRkpressed willingness to have a child.

If we look in more detail at the factors that are associated with conditions prior to the decision
to have a child, we are again talking mainly alstabilizationfactors. In particular, the ability

to become independent, translated into indicators ofawadability of own housing, youth
employment and workfe balance, appears in the literature. To examine these factors, we
confirm that it is the affordability of own housing and youth employment that are important
factors affecting overall fertility tas. By applying public policies to make housing more
affordable for young couples, it is possible to achieve a higher probability of having a child at
a younger age of the mother, regardless of education. The employment and job stability of the
couple als has a large impact. In countries where the youth unemployment rate (and duration
of unemployment) is high, it can be observed that there is also a higher rate of living with one's
own parents, which implies economic independence and thus worseningoranidit starting

a family of one's own.

Work-life balance conditions are a particular group of factors that tend to increase the
willingness to have a child. A number of studies examine these factors and agree on their
importance across different educaital and age cohorts. These factors include not only more
flexible working hours for mothers with children, but also the alternation of parental roles
during the first 3 years of a child's life. It is countries where public policies have responded to
this societal demand that appear to be more successful in closing the gap between the desired
and actual number of births. Conversely, countries that have not gone through even the most
basic processes of working time flexibility in terms of reconciling wordk family life, and

where public policies are rigidly set according to a-sizefits-all' formula, have significant

problems in terms of overall fertility, particularly among the more educated part of the female
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population. It is the sequential use ofgratal leave by the mother and father, or the formation
of joint family accounts to finance public services, or to obtain subsidies and contributions from

public budgets, that appears to be an effective tool.

Public services linked to formal childcare tgpthe age of 3 are a special category of factors
that influence the willingness to have a child. Direct-fiscal forms of support are a very
strong factor through which public policies work, particularly in the countries of Denmark,
France and Swedenh& guarantee of places in nurseries and kindergartens, combined with
flexible working hours for both mother and father, supported by a societal preference for
alternating parental roles, appears to be a very effective tool for closing the gap between the
desired and actual number of children. Thus, targeted and direfisnahsupport that focuses

on parents' 'time' has a higher rate of effectiveness than rigid public policies that focus on direct
fiscal support to women over a longer period of time theowords, providing formal childcare
services and supporting a woman's return to work through flexible working hours and sharing
parenting responsibilities with the father is more effective than high levels of direct fiscal
support to the mother on an &dc basis, even during the child's 3 years. The negatives
associated with the mismatch between employer and parent demands are then so high that
women do not have another child. Slovakia, but also Poland or the Baltic countries (Lithuania,
Latvia, Estonia are negative examples where these trends are observable, i.e. there are high
and longlasting benefits for the mother with no follewp support in the form of available

childcare services and low labour flexibility.

We devote a special part of the pahbtion to presenting the mix of public policies in those
countries that have started to achieve relatively good results in closing the gap between the
desired and actual number of children. However, these countries have different approaches to
combining diferent childcare mechanisms, benefit levels, work flexibility and shared parenting
roles. However, they have been successful in their results, suggesting that a combination of
public policies aimed at economic stability in the form of the ability to becmiependent,
maintain living standards, reconcile work and family life and public guarantees for childcare

placement may be the right policy mix.

10



%A %H#H(.)#+0 :(2.54) %

V. demografickej di skusii domi nuj ¥ dva proti
popul §cia rTchlo rastie, Pra§wdpel@dkdnonky |gga plr o
zni guj %cej , shopjrodnopsitddpessheyelicwékayuc®
pl odnost. pod w“%rovRou reproduk| nejohmmjopnos
hospod&§&r skl Vrea stjqe®zoalttiya musi a pokryS viac vI
zdravotn2cke slugby, keNge sa zniguje pol et
na d!chodky s tParkd?csh pdemndadm®dcsitzi. je podmiener
ovpl yvRuj %cimi faktormi. Naj kjpavmej @2 mit r®%nm
sYWvisiace meniace s®&rmodeleyyendkldadamiya neadk?iy
sa nevyhnamemes skoembBw8ciou ingtitucVbB8yVnya
snafjawi esS ingtit¥%cie a politiky, ktor® bud?%
politika rodinnej dovolenky a zariadenia dennej starostlivosti), reprodukcicaobye Os 't va | e
podstate rozhodnut?2 mireaemilar m%Arzkwen s pno R& d/a tpd tc
tom, ¢ge ¢geny a mugi sprozhhodtiaaz arl comyteonedne/Csk onsatS d
rodi ky mp¥se x nougioatd8nzek oiungat i t uci on8l ne uspori a
naroderkombidegegia syst®mov shapBd niteihoOuwdbezple
bl ahobyt a rozhodnutmasfaebtmi@s mugavopmd 806
pracoredning a amaSodmi enky, kde jedSotkivSiroehao

typoui el o ta niel o

Vyspel ® lowvajbilmyhodpty§tw aplikuj¥% rtza& molkerui k
pl odnostpirj zaS8wgaskt, pgoel itti ky maj ¥% | en obmedze
trendom zmenyy i v ot n ® hpostojgkizakladanium o d 2 n. V1 s kautend ®| 1§ ¢ Yud |
zameriavaj ¥% na empi r iictk2@ ,o vkeer Nogdda inhn ymguegit c®renyn oos t
politz k , p@sipt. 2 v n ephroo mag lay v u n Mierk plogrodt | t 2sks mal at 2
jednoduchof or mu !l o voavteerConvey/t @ @m®.novg2ch metagt %di 2
kz8ver wmwbmedzenej nsncohsotpinopdlii ta2 k%] ikt or ® pri a
obmedzenie v podobe (gel an@hak @Eoaymidad@®n ®hvoe)r e
na 8§ ¢ a jobinedzemia ypodober o zhodnut 2 jednotli%¥%cavagaj ¥ni

omnoho va| gi ememndgée&iwdad mue mnogstvu obmedze

constraints(lLi ktDps Wbegpe&8Inélmo subjekt2vne) za
sk¥amalninnost i verejnlch polptyk peenman®aimon
pl odnosti, ale sk?tr na fyalotbgrek,t 2kimygr @ p cdirbij

11



kzal ogredmy avi chdeéPtetosal astgSalpaseB | isto prona
mechanizmov @o v ahy sa pri vg isek u snxodbod memsa gt k @i f a k |
Z8roveR vgak mus?2 meukbres®jdua efuv chlryvand ¥ inetjeru gi t
marginglnej efekt2vnosti) verejnlch polit?2k
plodnosti k zaml gOan@®muvpa|sa WeitknonasS gearuej
nar8§gaS na urwptmédani §emackmt ppdiftoonmdrear o den
det2 na genu.

PlinnosS vergjehchapolmat ak skkmaS nie na cel
schopnostiumgpni S gen8&m r eal i z opvoalBteck &nd tnri ® apgmefd®ar é n
mnogstvu krwljémEdrejpygneRraid i tzloovmtSa kr aj i n§ch
transfor mal niv e faspiybomsekangmickejnestai | i t ymnaggake v
kraj2n pr 8vesproeé dd lemrslk&n 8§ tpockopesi¢ mostavedac g a e na
vspol ospbsopearj@eny maj ¥% vir aznmenl gidpgiosre pdef 2
opr ot & ma& dEnuery- pseves k1 & aj i nS§chlLi Eu®t gpriotnma®
apr or odi nnkdntgxtereintiiakcyi cvh s a ngciiv2o tnm Tacdhe j p rgeefneerr €8 c
byS ne¥hi ahk®oxatircemnych pr2padoch ag kontraproc
zideobogi cpi ebivestkee nhsStamrmrdie jr gahied @x%ee¢r a.j n% po

Vzdel anie ¢gien je veOnpripisljessat anus kv¥imaarzinmh  fvepK tyc
Yar o wlodnosti. Vkr aj i n8ch EDP existuje znalnl rozdi
veOkosSou rodiny. Tento rozdiel je othawv® §¢gSs
maj % zvylajne niggiu skutoln% YroveR plodnos
vzdel an® Akwagladg yon et ® zmainulgsti, R e d{y a d v c rahsfornB € b i k
spol o] en s kazmemoumms ti aewre nsipao | (pilRklomdeidnT ch desasS
tento ef ekt videlamigy i veynp rakho§ f aalkd dbrro 9 i geum#cd tpy S
platnl. Pl atifmiktwgaks pZeotb&@yjadsci, ge ggémy apdll o
vgakkje mogn® pripisovaS neochote maS dieSa
nastavenl m proa mme fgpkSa sxSi e a g tp¥ediru a mrdetddod i & ¢ h
pr ac ov n eTentoefakt tak®igye. mogn® pr i p2 s,aSalne svkriurb wyzs
ng§kl adom obet ovpampdrosnha ngr 2rl cedyiztdoass§PrEas e a nov gi e
gt %di dasmad zTaene atietafakiofy.vs n

KO%| ovi mor,akkobor T |j e kongdgktrainttincek Tp optever adizbw ipen |

stabil nej mi ery pl odnZohsotrig uj &c e k @ & o nei kcokn§8o mii €

prejavuj Ysce sa aj rast Yacou mi er gbhr metd a mestr
12



plodnosti Uml adg?2 ch vekowlreh akwjhisr to dlIsedge h a mg 2ncaht e
vekovlchnakorhmzhodnuti e ma$S Prdgveendlivcisviy ggZrmmt i e
vzdel an2m maj % vyggiu pravdepomgnbmadd, oak!
n ez ame s®bdabie 2ekonomicke] recesievedie kzn2 geni u mi ery pl
urliltalsmvim onesk@?% enponki edNejvwplgodnost i bol

uvzdel anostnich kohort Ilstooms®f mddnplrm vie daedlTacrh?
definovan® ako niggia stredn8 vrstvamenktor §

vzamestnanostNaj m2 v kraj i n§8chj wgmejdnEyr, - pyl,c hwldnteg
mnoho @tMdidZzupe existenciu sil n®hopokegofahu me
miery plodnostEKk onomi ¢ k § s tCaubdifl cadd cddnmjijis€ h nej g2 m f a

vpl T vajpiceijmavrean s ochotu maS di eSa.

Ak sa pozrieme detail nejpadcminean kfaankit oer gyt, e kptroe
rozhodnut2m ma$S di eSa,s tophtitlofaizwechsibhd b @ sad mer a a
objavuenajsnéhopnos$nosamasavens dadoskapowast é Owv a
bT vani a, zamestlk@mpsn da a omladdkioomani @hoot alife ( wo r k
balance).Pr e pr en?k Yimlaodat ov fsarke pport Sorechiolvi§, ddoest u p n
vast n®ho bawmastmaaadlseSh za#wmni mi faktormi vplTv
mieru plodnostiApl i kovan2m verejnlichvaoietwEeyaj dd®
mod®n dosi ahpudy vgggd abirns & ndaggeaSia mat ky bez ¢
na vzdelanie.Za me st n astawlis|a® r ac ovn ®h o mi est a p8ru m8§
VKr aj ikde§je miera nemmestanost i (ml adlOglha osetziamesy s @k §
mogn® pozorovaS, @ge exisvluaetrmlgdHvow,gi ho mz B

e k 0 n o miacnkoYs tnadiestazhegSu javsuce sa podmienky pre zalo

Osobitnou skupine f akt or ov, ktor® maj % tendenciu zvl
zos ¥l adeni aopochhmgp®v@iikid a fa& bal ange ¥sdk AMmao gtsitevtoo
faktory az hodsig una ich viznamnosti Tmaprajel v ek awml

kohortami. Tietofaki r y zahRRaj % ni el en f | e xdiebSialinge jtg2e gp |
striedanico d i | ov s kT cphr vrTocko V3p arioeSaSa. Pr &ve krajin

zareagovalinatt o o$ pmils k %4 pogi adavku, sa S§jranikaymaelda eV
medzi g slkaitTohahmom nar odaeonplackh, dkertap.o m®adukt o
zos%l adeni ar pdialgo®&ho®@o napr egl i ani l en z8KklI

prac ov n ®av draepplitks %4 r i gi dnepo hQ@astharadr®a pr2stup
v g e tid aoghAonesizefits-all), maj % v 1 r a zak@&ouplodooSlo®@my ay m?2

13



vzdel anej gej | ast is egkevnesnkl enj® p oeprupladnciiee .r oRdri § voev s
aotcomr esp. formovanie spololnich rodinnlch ¥l

resp.ane®stk§ovi 2s mrevvek evir oz | t oo e fae kntsBAsétnr & j .

Osobin % katteadktrirwv, ktor® dipétPasapitsena®oshatybym
sf or m8sltnaoruo st ldii edB sekw dirokovPr i ame nefi gk&lne for
naj mér ajj DE®shka, FrGa®dé&k@kianTanktfor om, vierefjh®
pol itiky praaniestg Jasliach@g k mdnks pojstehexi pirlacomnT m

| asmematkuajotcaodporen® spol wmluemakeu rpreafaern e&n cio d
saj av2 alkdineOmingatv ®j amiag asimaabdkertyop mlotme det 2
Ciel priarBanaf i gk 81 k& g pe& dzpaome¥dr @ Ed inlao v , tak m§ vy
Y2l i nnorsitgv eark@®j k® palmerrinaMepnpafi gk 8lpwoédalshpgpajpor
doby. I nak povedan®, poskyt nuapodporaswumgatl d§eom
do pr&ce cez f | ezxdiibei@andlv bpkrTaccho vpmitunij nansd/shti 2n nse j §
ako vysok§8 priama Iioc gagl pal asdpor a@kojaeank® e Sa
snes Yipaodoimmdavi ek zaomne Htap@vameOakawuys dNe®gi ge d
nemalésg at 2pirmeykmi kde ms ¥ t ipotzor bvahd@n? t ..

adl hot rd/&\ KAac e pr leez nngast! keud n e | podgod up nivoh folrungi
starostlivosti ad i ea8d zkle¢ xi bi st VS| nml@amne kRPo Osk@b all tesbko®
krajiny (Litva, Lotygsko, Est -nsko)

OsobitnpubllakScie venujeme prezent ovtalnd h k o
krajingch, ktor® zdbh!® dpbrsibbmamiSy gned ae¢rwnam
gel aasTkmt od lTtmom det 2majT% ew@alk e & piy nkpa rbsit rugv &kn
rtznych mechani zmdw 8&fhky osdt§lviokast iz eixée ®anit
rodi | ovskd cvidl sl essia vMak Y%spegn®, | o naznal uje
polit2k zameranlch na ekonomick¥%Sssabi luidtru a
givotn¥% YwroveR,r osdk mid SdrepRegaramievprel umiestnenie tle?

vzai adstan®t | i vostoumdgu8§bry&Sutkombi n§ciou polit:

14



1 1/ 6) %6 %6 //PLODNOSTIAFAKTOROCH/ 6 0, 96 05* 2 #) #(
| #(/1 45 -1 $%4)

V posledn§omtgbme pozorovaS pomkbée$cimi &rpjphed
Pri bloilrve cpm svetovej popul Bierapedndsinteta ferflityj e v Kk
ratei Yshr nn§ poodaidised; Iven akoninjigeraa agkloo dn ols tpil)r
AV § akto rt 2 wnkieru plodnosti niemo § N ® vy s Q@mit | h Sferéngiamip § p o v

ma$S .deGeny, mu g i a p8ry mierokplodnpsi sni§ czhv ys| avjenGemi ¢
maS dv&eOmiti n2zke miery plodnosti signali zt
gel anobmaswvi apskut ol @pau  vTeeOktoos Sroouz o ivedji mByl.wa
vysoko vzdelanlTch ¢gien, pre ktor®amb268agmie
(Sobotka, Matysiak Brzozowska, 2020Pr onat al i t n® v g dekgjre® ndanl i t |
zci eOov rodinkloentp emal§ietk2okn oprd erkil ¢ch n8kl adov r

Zzamestnanost. rodi | ov, podpore rozvoja det?

Trend zni govania miery plodnost.i j @e lzk caw@ T
zni govanie miTRRr ynipé ogdeaoxnt§ihof@dn®. Je to genei
spol ol enskhk®pmimak®oak mi kroekonomick® z8konit
Yar ovoni d&mdpgrafigkeg @ Kk onomi c k e | i talerheamicar kedy sat an o v
vekonomi ke nedej % viraznreajegine® tfliankayncmna , t mha j
syst ®u.hO&xdephovania zmerykomiomotck®@ho vdgtklolnumoas
hodnota vIznam. Pre ilustr8ci u Kkprezentdjene, ktor

nasl edovnl graf.
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Graf 1 Krajiny smierou plodnosti (TFRY vy g g o w rokuk@19 2
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Zdroj: Vliastn® spracovanie na z8klade d8t Wo

Len 10 kr aj 2 rokuQEZdnotarhiery plodnogti ¥ah¥ nm| oidTFR)s S

vyggiu ako 2. Avgak nepredpokl adg&me, ¢ge t1 mi
polit2k mali ingpirovaS. Zt8Trowted®R krajmom&s®h ph
kl esaS cThFRrear ej n® polifirbyaSavhesg®&l mpge e kn

Na zaligarkzekueme y br an ®c ivtyowd&so® mn® it ddiumn® | | &
publ i kompa®t vweadnelccknl c h ahmabpzgpchktor® tvori a
gt Yahiag nal ug ko somiiok® faktory, ktor® vpllvaj ¥

na mieru plodnosti.
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Komparat 2\

anal Tza,
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anallza
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(logari tmi
modely)

e] i terat Yary

Z8very

GesS rokov po pltrode svwe OkzodsyS neafte ketku nnhagtgeirestova3332‘
Avgak efekt rodilovstva na pr2jmy mugov je ovVveO:
podporu n8vratu matiek do pracovn®ho skpjstarostlivastia t
podporou vyug2vania materskej a rodilovskej dov
Vo valgine |lensklch gt8§tov EDP, al e ondienyves wdtll
nem!gu vyug2vaS dobre kompenzovan¥% mater sk¥%/ rodi
podporovan®) miesto v predgkolskom vzdel 8van? a
rozdiely, og giatnepsmeédresti o deti ag po p?sS
Lastou pr2linou n2zkej miery plodnosti |je ne zISal
medzi verejnlmi vidavkami a dostupnosSou kvalit:i

zohOadhPxswolI8§rske a spololensk® zmeny.

Mat ersk8 dovolenka pre otcov vyrovn8va rodov® ni
otcov pri starostlivosti o deti.

AnalTza 28 |l ensklch @t18t pohu kEBE aV aqbd;]ceb22§230a(111nla(
hospod8rskej kr2zy prostredn2ctvom ukazovateOov
ge pl odnos SIchaggktgrr ocy k!l i ck

Prizn8vanie vygg2ch d8vok materskej/rodil]lovskej
vyggie vzdel anostnej (pr2jmovej) kohorte ¢gien, !
vygg2Zm pr2j mom.

Po skonl|len? rodilovskej dovolenky alebo egte pol
dl hgou praxou. MognosS vichovy dieSaSa starl mi I
pr we ptrode. Osamel ® matky a matky s viacpoletn

uplatni§$ sa na trhu pré8ce.

Zariadenia starostlivostide t i s% d* | e gi tvrrfam ek sripelj e mer aeitsiqoavkst k2evj e  di
napom8haj % ekonomi czkotnr vaagSe nntao nt rvhsut Yppri §c ea.

Dosi ahnuteOnoe®ov@Er dotstppoaoS Sakwval itnich zariad
gen8m (a aj mugom) so zodpovednosSami v oblasti

Zmenavmi ere plodnosti v z8vislosti od ekonomick®hc
naviazania miery plodnosti na nezamestnanosS pr ¢



2017

2017

2016

2015

2014

2014

2014

Olivetti
a Petrongolo

RossinSlater

Bai z8&n,
Del cl | s

Kinoshita aGuo

Kreyenfeld
aAnderson

Testa

OECD

Regresng§

Met a

Vi ac¥r o

anall

v R

Poi ssonov

modely

Gtruktur 8§l
vektorovs§
autoregresia (SVAR)

Regresng

Regresng

Komparat 2\

an a |

z

a

Dve hlavn® vizvy, kt &ryl merlddi:nné .2amerdd m@& ® loil tii
zmysle rtltznej dOgky materskej dovolenky, ochrani
verejnlich slugieb, | i dostupnosSou prwead$&tou skgdrc
ngsl edokii ako naprzklad vivoj noriem smerom k r
zamestnanost.i gien v ekonomike, |l o mtge maS vpl)

plodnosti.

Ak je vipadok z trhu pr8omatweadsiksldedlow skt8a dostoll ie
virazne to zvyguj e,amiteor w gz gme dtorbain ms teik oOikdc h r o
Naopakyv pr2pade ak matersk8 dovolenka trvg8 dl hgie

funkciu ekonomicklch agentov, mieru zamestnanosi
predOgenie existuj %ci mB Pgohdhykvpl gvenaj zdbgehe:
programov kr 8t kej pl atenej a neplatenejudelvb]enl
Zvlgenlestarpsmllkostl)oﬂetlﬂovekuz rokov z priblig 10 % na
ED by zvigil ogpleddkmead§laaknom| etned fert i ttn))dmyggr
na 1,9 plerngnlaegpce@rZytS|taarz:>esrt|Iddlost| 0O detieby

plodnosigi en s n2zkym vzdelan2m z 1,8 na 2,0 ptrodu
samotnej dostupnostdetziarm& deejn 2k sdlhasttoas ¢ 4 d rvimésd 6 a jo
so zariadeniami starostlivostideti ako aj socioekonomi@®z § z epngireu .

I gien mtge byS kOwW om k uvoOneniu I

Pracovng sila
ou pracovnou silou gien. To je dll e
h
i

i
kvalifikovan
disledku rTchleho dtlaxnwbtiila t@mopnalt #cisk.ejNdokwal en
nz2zko kvalifikovan® pracovn® poz2cie z dtvodu it
Oudskl kapitégl.

Nezamesmngowvs&] ¢gien zniguje pravdepodobnosS nat
nezamestnanosSou a plodnosSou existuj¥% siln® vz
pl odnosSou sa -dkojn o miocdkCeaj ssokcu pSilmipu By Sdnog§i m§pb
nezamestnanost.i u vysoko vzdelanTch gien a mugo\
Regresn§8 anallza vzSahn emedzipllrdawRdu | adoldemigxk
i nvesddvzdelanevn rozpore s reproduk|lnim spr&8§van2m, ma
dvoch prieskumov Eurobarometra (2006 a 2011) o |
medzi vzdelan2m gien a cel odilwdtendkmi nagmeaid mij Yu
“%uwrovRou vzdelania ¢gien a celogivotnimi z8&mermi
vintegrovanommikroa makr o r §mci . Hl avnim vysv e tlhyehrkéntextothl c
umogRuj Yacich vysoko vzdelanTm gen8&§m maS veOk® r (
do Oudsk®ho kapitg&8lu aj do veOkosti rodiny, preft
Vyggi a zagneasnroadomwsdES spravodlivejgie trhy prgce p
rast.
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an |
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Z a
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Ekonomick8 recesia, pokles hrone®hmedomdoels pedi
zakl adania | i,aranginragwm&niva km@adgam8ch strednej, v

Ekonomick8 recesia m§8 viznammionam!| ywg memz vedkeani
medzi ekonomickIim prostred2m a pl odchéasdhdopodpangmldade
rodiny.

Exi stujo dvieeQOky® vio vysoko rozvi nuntal ot dk rnaj®iem8dh w
akTm s¥% tigatrawkulud&ureyd zi ope®Ra@gn® d§vky (najmd pr
rodilovsk% dovolenku), slugby (poskytovanie siyhal
a daRovY% podporu (daRov® ¥%Oavy, ¥wery a pr2spevl

Len mal§ |l asS verejnich polit2k je priamo zamer
pol itiky zame®&aHopd[qaifadnrnal jge rgye seS viel avnl ch c vablest v,
podpoyr odi ny zameri avaj Y.

ky miaj % K @ oo ithidyiodnast @b @by V|

Niektor® rodinn® pol y
S & 274 mis péoviabiea ®mizeneyp ami o o |

k

o

i
booms) a n8sledne pru
rozmi estnen?2, respedim
dr uhej strane, verejn
no vgak nemusia zanechasS ,
skromn®hroacovn®ho ¢givot a.

odsappmk!| mddgedpbdrazov
litiky, ktor® vpllvaj ¥
e

i
e
R
Kia m@ | di ptoi r&uyj oYpcoe nrao dnoi velt ¢

"Dl inky rodinnlch polit2k mogno sprg8&vne pos¥%di S |

(k onk rskupimyeMjer ej n® politiky |asto potvrdzuj ¥ exi st
splsob spr8vania je ¢gelanl a podporovanil.

acovani e, 2021
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1.1 Objekt OL OEQIpQIEAE bBI-TARNUAGGE | AAUE OEOOHRéEéALILI
pi edl i AAOp

Aj keN sa vo visk®meu) ageoveragoPepeol i
zvygovaS mieru plodnosskuttelzn@stoinasal bawn®n
0 obmedzenej schopnostial i nno st i pol it 2pkaxindtazimr ® pr i a
na obmedzenepodobe Jel an®ho (zarnompOaes®ho) polt
zalne r ozl iideologekdpoptiedize¢ kT mi s1i€ptaalmi oua

verejnej politikou.

Zekonomi ck®ho hOadi ska ewisujeepmeo bp ®end p o k| &

kl esaj Ycej hranil nej ugitolnost.i (zni guj
ver ejprollcshp d ksennfer ou pri bli govania sa Y%hrnn
kzaml gOan®mu poltu det2? na ¢genu. Inak pove

gelmasikut ol nTm poltom det2 na ¢genu m! geme
ne¥%l innosS vercdaj§plamAsnpehci ekt oBto obmedzen
| 2t aB2maS aj cel Y% tw%to gt ¥wudi u.

PodOa Sobot ku Brzoxbavskgj $2D2@)keodvzeij hal avn® pr 2| iny r
patr2 nezluliteOnosS pr of e siedierkBerzdeteosti aletmk i ®r vy
tomu, ¢ge ¢geny maj % len jedno dieSa. To %zko
v deObe dom&diec Ipogrofmojleonen,osged awh so sil nl mi
rodovich rol2 sa ug desaBroPizhkaneptsb8hessaz,i
faktory, kKt or ® rmieryiplednostejeaajj ¥an &i sptodktlee say nest abi
spojeng8 s prudkimirapopdm| ensk ®bhvoamya

Egte pred samotnim sk¥%man2m f aktogrovd!Vvelglv®]
a k ®Yreferenciey i e madohimO porespdkt2ve kp®ky pde§Aujg®n
Ochota @jel ani e ma$S wur]itl pol eltasdeet?eOmi. jnemerC
povedan®, ¢preef eovepnski oes t i rodiny s¥% na@ri el C
Samotn® pbgdobesfkwotmolanom polte det?2 ¥vighe gzraaf
nz2zkou mierou pl odrbos tnialw &bd/z&kitrmoutyl.ch kr aj 2 n
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ESkut ol

OoPIl 8§n o\

Graf2Pri emernl skutol nl a pl §nov3@mKovzorokl2@ell det 2
Zdroj: VIastn® spr OECDVFaniyiDatabase, 2028 k| ade d8§gt z

Vo vgeobecnost.i m! § e me vpriemeesdraiSe | og evvgaen ya kcoh ¢
Avg&kleN sa pozrieme na skuvprlindmepcel qifleiygts?v, o
nenaplnii.Podobn® preferencie ohQGa/dmypdypNal tmmnomls§ vov
pl 8novanlTch det 2 |lveml Tmian i WeEg evidd 0klea Sfognsk
jednotlivci sni g g3 mr ednl m mefedvall deth ¥pno | 2,14 ajednotlivci s
vysokogkoptekbm2m na Virzovgymmlp&iergéngiepo | t & gt 2
m&pracovnl stakdg edpoatamesgstoan? jednotl i veci
zamestnan?2 ppeégadel SYoven¥ka preferencie neza
azamestnanlTch jednot!l i vc.oAk 2s,a0 6v gdaike §mdBar iweame
Gprw@2088) kt or Empk tsimak ®&n dglh @ o svekomngrodenieod

1900 do 197®@ o dr0eaj vy g gi e h o d o s prachunkuSheatdiely vizadred laméd ja
pl odnosti, kde ¢geny bez v z dnealraondi ean Gniire@#boz i s or oz
ag 19l7vpriemere2, 8 di eSaSa, olgekhlymswz ddlraerd2omkbez
vpriemere2, 4 di eSaSa (s neust rypy@npokbkres&amhptlt bgn
vioku1970), geny so st r matuwitguknalilverichene2 v2 ddl a5 a Bia :
neust 8l ym pokl lke¥rooowIn,p9l ogpmest kohorraky 194)ar od e n
avysokogkdlesln® Jgeny dosipadmeren ak d/r eolvnedt aptl2ddnreo

D8t a vy cHu®mhwraerd 2014 d o s thtps:im@w.oed.org/els/family/database.htm
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stabilnTm vIivoj dmanicilmi7e rbroyl pzoakzlneasmeknanl | en p
v roku 1970).

Lo by malo byS cieOom verejnich polit2k? Zv
verejnlich polit2k, psevomefakitovpVymRmoan®§¥h
politiky (spololensk® nor my, e kpoondoonbincek)8 YW eorve
politiky by tak mali cieliS na to, aby prest
(zaml gOanl mrepol| it dm8daty2 pol et Yaskutpi @aienpoVa
det 2 ( mi eyroeus pp.| ovehnronsniolTER).p hattn p®S@ewdan®, ver ej
mali zabezpeli S s¥%l @mrde jnaevdezniT nmd a npl bgeChaentT emni o iesdOrk i
rodiny.TudoK gu byS verejn® politiky %l i3hn®, na | o

Graf3Mi era plodnosti vs. ¢gelanl polet det2 v r
2,1
2,0 O CNI y Ol 9
’ - ' G
+SULH . NRGH VAL WhE 2
1,9 O O-¢sraiz2
= CNyalz
018 Holandsko O~ Belgicko
g o
@ 51 Ya?Z
81,7
c
° 5 ) )
216 25al1t NBLggmt AlL, Qoalisyal?
© & ) lovinsko
()
S 15 unsk Sloven.srlf(_)_.,. © Luxemburske

O wh16a®2Ed" mata _DNBO1 2

O Taliansko CO Nemecko

@ o [2i80a1 @
1,3 Portugalsko Otz2uval Cyprus
Oalfl NEILE YA a1 2
1,2
1,8 2 2,2 2,4 2,6 2,8
¢Stlye L26SG RSGN
Zdroj: VIastn® spr OECDVFamiyiDatabasa, 2028 k| ade dg§gt z

Medzera medziskuwutmd|grOamTpnolat om det?2 na genu |
objektom z8ujmu verejnlch poARrtelka ¢§Sepry§vmed
naplni S svp¢let ej edackind Brimeurj Yo T $efouobiasti. Meda, nie

ci el enjivd gkl iTFR, ale uzatvs8§rakueomaetmepyp!| me
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na ¢genu, by malo byS agbpékt ¢ m Bzugra epne®]ecxtd esptoul ji
veOKk® skupiny kraj2n: 1. kreakingl, nikmdepglet anma
genu n2zky (krajiny severHoenjdsk®d &rkrajmy kde jEaj a n c %z
gel amdj nm® skutolnl polpatetdet§ agdcdenwyedkdluy m
jugnej Eur -py, vike mgHEumrg:j pyt)r. e dPre§jvea ti eto kr a
verejn® politiky zacieliS spr §vnmenejo rvojven akkl
procesy na strane @i en, naj mfekwygoivapteodel
di eSaSa. Pkredgdi npfetveem nwej Eur - pyHolFamaska,s kaok
geny real i zoamd®S swioperdheimehwi skr Apmnami eVej
politky vt Tcht o krajing8ch odlign®, ge dok&gu efe

askut olIntfarm pdbet 2 na ¢genu?

1.2 6 UAAT ATTTOOGAD DLl BIATI @ATAEAT OOOOA

Prg§ve presk¥manie z amldedam@haedigas nozsiahlgte t 2 a
viskumov polkdde as @& VWbi | WA dwvwa dprc2 otnagyi:stmadkdr. r
pr2stup sa snag? poukazovalSm nfaa kfitackm,, ¢jee pernfp
vzdel an® geny chc¥% maS viac det?2 &Sandersomenej v
2008) , tradi |l nl pr2stup pPoukweaije wnadeolpan @& ¢
bakal §vykymmast upRom v zSd enheanng 2a)p oplreeti ied ey W ark
vzdel anzm (%pl n® sniggdghbbbvdk® prdékanvaniaa
aMorgan, 2003)

Ot 8§zkou | e, ako koncept §wiasmiogsdtain®bd poHela
formovania pronatalitne orienov anT ¢ h ver eRmd cH orpmodviarRike Y
an 8 k| aedfoevkot 2 vnych pronatalispdkbl nwmesats tayedhic s
podielom vysokovzdel anTch ¢gien (a p8rov) je
gien kor el ujeOkso spSo8un orvoadnionuy ,v ak® faktory spt

pozit2vneak®orezd@icely aexi stuj % medzi ¢genami

Viacer® gtwdie poukiae Op # p asepsca kdtlSul dspaa idgaej nYy psr
di eSa do vymgahrehdz aje’kut od o rozhodnutie i nT mi
M geme vgak tvrdi S, ¢ge pr8g§ve posun wdlkjyoqeny

Yohrnnou mierou plodnosti ? Pregsh¥Wkhahji amnmeEdEgt
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1999vs. 2019%ana gr afe ni ggie prezeertdufBemel mzBakome

pri naroden2 prv®ho dieSaSa.
Graf4Medi §novli vek prvorodiliek a miera plodno
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1.9 O NNm 2
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@ cniyogialez

1,8 O cNIyOglalz
Rumunsko
Luxembursko
6? 17 O C>5 Py BSRal 2 5
w = @ c vara ' 3 &7 Qadgqf&lﬂ\“\‘ﬁ"t
= yprus[ oie @&&QVQ glolandsko .
‘§ 1,6 Belgicko Q© O .w@ Slgylnsko
c Buharek @ slovensko ... @ Belgick) Holandsko
_8 uiharskq o QSRal 2 Nemecko
Q215 @) Portug.a}l.sk-oo o
g Ouwa |N§§ @wrigarz
s 14 t2U’é‘12 ........ .tQUa [ 2 ND i@ dligaisko
: Slovensko O/ kK2NDt (a2 Nemeck DNE &1 2
......... O wrigale © e @ &°
1,3 Rumu.r]§k al FENBE 2 CyprusLuxembursko
........ 9ad 5 Taliansko g
Bulharsko O Siovind O DNES él@ Taliansko ”
ovinsko L. .
1,2 Q2680412 O ~Lr yASEANRY A ST &1
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Zdr oj VI ast n® s pr OECD FaniyiDatabase, 2028 k| ade dg§t z
Srast ¥%cim vekom prvorodiliek nie je spojenl

t ®ztaom, ¢ge geny mapliethkoejfodet2ge zal2naj % |

chyon8naobstoj?2 pri formovan2 verejnlich polit?

do ni ggieho veku.

Vkraji

ng§ch EDP existuje znalnl rozdiel medzi

rozdiel je obzvl§8§gS veOkl med®i mayBokaoylajpe

skut ol

nY% YWroveR plodnosti, ale vyggie reproc

(Testa, 2012V z Sa h znemd zgiOanT m ap olztderh acheétm® vgak nemus?
rovnakl ako vzSah medzi ashkuho|l dédwaplhpodrscs §
presk¥%mavanie faktorov, kM ot ®oolyspet Oup %o u Te

prieskumu Eurobaromter (EB) wuskutolnenlch v
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Test a, 2010, Test a, 201W2)athsltd ckyz ovrl @wnaamd §p «
priemernou konelnou pl &8novanou veOkosSou rod
ktor® jednotlivec pl 8nuj e masS v bud¥cnost.i
repr oduk]| n4bmokov)a/ksoko z&elo® geny maj ¥% tendenci u n:
kvalitoui ¢ h v {Testep20l . Ke Nge plodenie a vichova det
mzdovich sadzieb vyvol 8§va negat2vny substitu
preto negat2vne tsPojkekeNgs vpyogiea? var ee R pr 2 |
obetovanej pr2legi tavd tih odeg@®j esn® vsy grgd rea d evh 2 pn
naopak, prevl 8da sk!r pozit2vny Y inok pr2jr
veOkosS tTchto ¥lh nkkroavj isna§ cvh jae dpnaortiltiSvcih plr o
ngzorom je hypot ®z a, ge |l asov® n8roky a hod
konkuruj % pozit?2vnymdmebtkjeByy §nzthetleBjdeni

kari ®r niouuodpxkdo ad@aS narodadbiae sprecvi@ho mdideosi ahr

kompromis medzi invest2ciami do Oudsk®ho kap

Pre ch8panieysokbodadahiaaV ud? gkarneicka eofon?

teeripretoge expl i opirtarceo vnelj O&kdR u j@% Wopgliygwh no a
ekonomick® vysvetlenie nz2zkej pl odnost. s a
obetovanej pr2legitostiV®]|kgtioar ®& kvoznnoinki acjk¥8 pnreiz
ktor8§8 sa dosabwm ¢ epgoeshoedrzdett ania a vyggej

zisky z mangel stva zalogen® na vz8jomnej z8v

zvyguje relat2vmnelcdadtady nmal mpil odleav ami |, pr e
savzddfs z8r obku, aby sa mohli staraS o deti v d
| n§k upi n gracuje stradicdnalizlom ( At r adi | na& or ohdiarvanfi)m =z dr

rozdielov v plodnost inaw xjéte dmuhploindstvkrjini§c &j i n §
jugnej Eur-py (.wWepm?tkhnddk@alil @anslsie snhlgaed uby
medziv y g godowourovnoSow i ngt it %ci §ch or i(eamésmaniaanT ch n
pretrvgvaj “%cou rodovou n e r(rodinao sZSaotui avO s|ooc i g8el nn
posl ednliTcbvnokeuoidjedjiiedt ost i v obl ast.i vzdel 8§
trhu pr8ce, v roditr¢tesateakkowesRabpi wPpdPae
z8§nikkruadi | niezjal mapdinmyangel stve a model | mu ¢ a
vyggiu %roveR plodnosti ako krAhagv mlftespingne d o k o
Andersen, 2009)h al gi a et e i mai a,l 8 o v,atnv@hdo? , s pdze&ngl imner y
intentiond s %4+ naj @R imamet er mi nant o mjedpotlivcas | PHPrI®@mo t e
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te-rie sa z8mery formuj % pod bez(@esta20l4)ednl m
(a) osobn® pozit2vne a negat2vne postoje k s

jvnzmanl soci 8§lny tlak na zapojenie alebo ne:
spr§8§vania, t. j. schopnosS vykong§vaS spr8§var
bl vania, pr2jmu alebo inTch zdrojov.

Billari, Philipov a Testa (2009),tkor 2 apl i kovalpil Smoeabh®@btm¥% spe Si
pr2pad pl odnosti, uk8zal i, ge prechod k ro
normat?2vnym tlakom a individu8l nymi osobnim

kontrol a spr8hvgnua “zohus8wai vad ozhodovan? o]

predpokladaS, ¢ge vn2man§ kontrola spr8vania
vzdelanlTch gien (Testa, 2010). OtS&§zkou je, |
vykazuje YmomanSpk&wvani a, vyvggenl negat=?2vn
postoj e. Normy viznamne pripopgravajve&nikwa neg gt
plodnosS ¢gien, | o poukaapfsamiaa viaZndm ©b&aMmb
vzieBvahéea ohQadiuahaut¥% YroveR vzdelania. M! g
empirick® ¢gtwdie wukS8zali, ge geny s vygg?2m
plodnosS, pretoge ¢geny, ktor® maj ¥ jedno al

nenastupwgdel sviahceh e dr 8hy a ni kdy nedosi ahnu
Kravdal a Keilman, 2011).

Motiv8cia k mpmynedegaits?p\grish #vBrjoev Rou Wiz ekl @ami®a gt
tvrdivy,sof& %WroveR vzdel ania posnkivet,ujleo gres1s8lm

podporuje aktivity, ktor® s% konkurenciescho
det 2. Vystavenie ¢givotnIm dr §ham, ktor® s
ukonlenie vzdel ania, ti edOozvoamnr2§ vpar ekcOhvel douv ¥k Vi
Znamienko korel 8cie medzi vzdelan2m ¢gien a r

inTehznamnlTch os?!Hhiaotorbinehd Astivira®B cv $ysoko vzd
zohOadRuj % v procese rme h¥wldionvkayn ivay, p |viywaaj g e :
aut onNani®kut oko Ok &, dbk tg2eapa@itdeek ma@Bl Tdvoad antnod hnol ¢ h
faktoro, kdem#® (p8&r) berie do wWvahy pred samotnl
presk¥mav aerkiomomibckflakt or ov aj verejzobeh § npeo |

vpodkapitol 8ch niggie.
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1.3 %ET 111 EAEU TRADOBAKEIEDAA AT A OOEO DPOUAA

Jednou z charakter i stp2oks|wadngicrhy dveyks§memdmihc Ij ek rr
plodnosi? (z angl. total fertility ratds TFR) , kt om$t poluudO®Jkou dogi
demografick® starnkwoile, pepuiBdciplPoEBaiagrkr az
vpriebehu roka 2008 zasiahla v2&2| ginu gtsgtov
anei stota na tr Wihr pmiBce \pploldnaodshh. Mnoho g
ekonomi ck&tirrmcepbpems8 rascsBtmamlez@ masei saot a
zakl adanie rod2n (Mill s a -Barrs2606;8érrdardi et2alg, 0 3; A
2007, Guam®@rechz, 2008; Neels, 2010; Sobotka
2012, Kreyenf el d aé&olaz, 2012; ,MatyBiék1a2\ignolRk 2013; IC@rie

aSchwandt , 2014; Cazzola et al, 2016 ; Comol |
fakt, ge pr8ve neistota na trhu prs8ce, kKt or !
vplTva na aBzHetnutie m

Druhl teoretickl pr YYda srea zenkad g rei, c kéeg ErxHwaa :
obetovanlTch prallediovogti 2des o jg@mni@p asdkeo ek o n o0 mi
recesie. To znamen8 ge ekonomi ck Proticykicke si a m:
(Adser” a Menendez,,akd 1dgnjimigeéeles vaetdedlan,os2mi

et (2013) poulkaBujo¥ehn,as tviaddimagychgej Eaj mpyy

e
s

materstvo mtge byS ch8paA®dakoomi s2@H4).o0l Av {
a

Slovenska, je silnl varSeah ome dodio dmeozsd/heg snthrea ma
mi era pl odpnro2sptaidek | zehso8r gvuj %ci ch anai sk onomiodkOla
schopnost i wyarmeas$t §pa § § ssanglfincome smoothing Zhor guj %c e
ekonomi ck® podmienky prejavuj “ace sa aj rast Y
na¥h r miedd plodnostid o vget kT ch velawiger hk ovreckrotv.l cl
negat2vne nompaéygj ekecesie prejaduejigiadsdyl ogen
austarg2ch vekoyWmah rlogahodnueplel wv@aS druh®, |
al., 2013; Currie & c hwandt , 2014) . Na negat2vnmerdopady
plodostipodOa vekovich a vzdel anostnl Arnderskno hor t

(2014) , k't or FJednbthivei sviyag,g 2dgre vrd&Jyean2 m maj ¥4 vygg

2Pod ¥%hrnnou plodnosSou ch8peme priemernl polet @givor
cel ®ho reproduk| n®ho obdobia pri zachovan? Ysr ovne p
Yamr t nosvt8, (2J0ulr2)o.

3Tento jav je zn8my ajSchwhndt28ld)e mpo effectfi (Currie a
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odkl adaS zal pgémpiaeer oadknybyv bol i nezamestna
nezamestnanost.i na mieru pko8ndkaajmd| Mébghmembdopbz

Na negat2vny vplyv ekonomickej kragyn8aheshi

poukazuj Y aj Kocour kovsg et al. (201&élav, Vo sV
kde za nez8visl® premenn® stanovili gt 8t ,
obyvateOa, n&zadmaest PouksaZ ua ¥+ na fakt, ge pr

plodnostmi er ne zvyglhoomd ap@a kr 2 ze|l sseonataeir @ pl odno

Lanzieri( 201 3) sk¥“ma trendy v@81lvieuojipskyehykmpaj
vybranlTch indi k8toroch ekonomickej recesie.
recesie na mieru plodnosti S Ya g@wgiviiisd lo@ t pr ¢
dosi ahnut ®ho vzdel ani a, danekrajine. ©bdokéem@omiokajni a |
recesie sa zvylajne prejavuje na poklese h
ng§slednenvygdneukmiery |palscodrars toin ess kgt |epnd? knime sN
vmi ere plodnost ivzbdod!| aznaozsntanmecnhankohuort so str
level 34 ) . Ng§sl edne pouk§8zal na fakt, ge vplyv
vli 8dny mi i ng elrivteinkcd mimi urmo g Ruj ¥c i ad Ykzr oosnvél ®ahdoe T
gi veer&ve viacero gt¥%di 2 poukazuj ¥%cich na po
as Yakr omn®hoi chi vethopamossS vyrovnsgvas spotre
(dom8crdmastez )ekwnomi ckej recesi e ngdcvpgortai vuj e
mi eru plodnosti. Preto sa nasleduj “aca podka,

zos ¥l adeni as Ypkrraccnonv@®h®ch ogiavot a.

Naexi stenciu vzSahu me drierou mokirmsii ponkazupelbmo v g k ®o n
mnoggYttvu@ndvg2ch gt %di 2 Schgka etealn R0 1) eGoldstain eh &l

(2013), Lanzier.i (2013),etCombl Il i(201092D17)Pr 8V
recesi a, pokl es hr uydt@hm ad o nz8vcyeghuoj Yjcravedsuak t nue z
kodNaOovaniu zakladania |i rozgirovajni@neijod?2|
Eur - py, vl 2tane S| oovtevirsdkzau,j e mreaxh st g h & du 2 s pl

ekonomickou recesiou@oklesom miery plodnosti.

Pri identifikovan?2 vplyvu ekonomi ck®th¥dice k|
autorov (Kocourkovs§ et al ., 2019 )ekondmiclejr ® s a
kr2zpykw 2008 na viIvagijt §¥%ochn&€pP prodnoetdin2et v

regresie. Pri sk¥“mami evaGalpd ochedgii ksR Zmal i
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panel ovich d8tach za roky 200eld aky f2obioiiea kt or
po kr2ze. Z8roveR poukazuj % na fakt, ge dop
pozorowadTsm ag dvojrolnim oneskoren2m | o po
PodOa visledkov Kocour kovejjedento daulc.h e(j2 0l 1i9n)e Svryl

kde ur| 2me vplyv zmeny nezamestnanost. na zm
4 &2 f I — P - 1)

kde:

4 & 2 zmena celkove] miery plodnosti,

I -absol Y4tny |1 en,

I -regresnl koeficient,

—— P -zmena miey nezamestnanosti

-in8hodng8 zl ogka

Kocourkovs8 et al. (2019) poukazuje¥z anmee sftankatn, o s
sY% medzi sebou viznamne korelovan®. Na z8KkI ¢

najviznamnej gie fadtomigrukpbo@®@neplivapwufakt

faktor nezamestnanosti.

Vhagom modeli abstrahujeméDPdngremewnatl eda ,aklo
nezamest nHDPo snS.lo w bay vat eOa exi stuje korel 8§ci a.
budev pl TvaS na ms &l avdiesll seddrkoasntii gwt %di 2 zamer anl
sme regresnl koeficient stanovili ppg®a gt !
M g e me t ak predpokl adas, ge rast nezamest:Hr

Refe kt uj eme tak visledky e mgol 1(2D1d)kaleohComollis k u mo
(2017). Vichodiskovim rokom pre model ovani e
plodnosti je rok 2017, kde podOa Eurostatu &
dieSa Sa .

Na z8klade aktu8l neho trendu ddibs terhial %cciiic hp It
podOa vekovich kohort a najm2 zvl gtani2002medi §n
Gp r o dviaja, 2046) pracujemesr i emer om po | ét mdeestt2i proadrOoad evnell
(Graf5Pri emerng poletnosS narodenl oho kdecthi 2pP0BO 8
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2017 zi stdeBnl OECD za obdobri.e Prrdkeane r200v0adn 2anj z2a0 I«
dok&8geme zachytOadl r¢gdghethy hodnot §ch veku ¢i en

» 8%
ad

FL:I 7% ] I
6%

5% =
4% -
3%

2%

il ([ —

151617181920212223242526272829303%}%?334353637383940414243444546474849
e

Graf5Pr i emern8 poletnosS narodenT crho kdoecthi 2p000d80 a
2017
Zdroj: Vliastn® spracovanie na z8klade d8t OE

Pre potreby model ovania bud?%cej popul 8ci e |

narodenl ch deh8avipwdian ovsetkiu vilireaznej gp ®| tmeni S

—_ =

narodenlch det 2 bude teda z8visl 8 I en od cel

reagovaS na ekonomicklI nezdmesnpnostik onkr ®t ne na z

J e d n brejavav ekonomickej recesjeajt r endovi pokles cien akci
hrub®ho dom8ceho produktu ako aj zvigenie ne
nei stoty ntal m rahju fpiongame hada die i eskt o n o niEincpki Trci hc kd g e

vl v miery nezamestanostimiery plodnostiywyos| edniT ch dek §8rmichgize br
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Graf6Vi voj miery plodnosti @ nezamestnanosti n:
Zdroj: VlIiastn® spracaEacstateg202ia z 8kl ade d8§t OE
Vplyv nezamestnanost. na mi @r u b lpd \ipwljeroos|tnl mj

oneskoren2m. Napr 2kl ad Kkrokech20D42:0 0 8t resp-ekhezam
2019 sa prejavil rastom miery plodnosti oneskorerte @ e0Kochv20022 009 r espekt ?
20172019

Na zS8mposWeenia w“dajograorezeggprapmevedasS, ge

svyggou mierou nezamestnanost. S Yau ploglrodtie d ne
anaopak. M: geme teda kongtatovas, ge pri zn
plodnostibude s r | it T m | asovim oneskoren2m zvygovas
Avgak n8rast mierypyopledneptidekBdet e@®niebesap
mierou nezamestnanostitae da zvyguj “ucou sa istotou na tr
tehotenstvami. Mt geme predpokladaS, ¢ge pr §ve

zvyguj Yacu sa meajrhul ipd pdnhhetdld20e8g h v( Kohl er

Empirickl vivoj mdeay piliedpasmmi eafkophjpdoost .

Eurostatu prezentujeme na nasl eduj Yacom gr af e
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Graf7TEmpi ricklT vIivoj miery plodnost Eursstatpr ogn - z
Zdroj: VIastn® spractaty,208i e na z8kl ade d8t Eu

KeNge viacero viskumov poukazuje napob¥yivl ek
sme sastochastickymo d e | mivearSu pl odnosti, ktor & je navi a
ktorYs zobr az0j e.i Ggaé

Podobnl vpl yv na mieru plodnost.i ml geme pr
pand®mi i-19CkvdeD ug pr v® Jle2ksolnao mm axreg!| wnje¥% tali ¥ v
opatreni ami zameranli mi madapomamami e @Gamae®imia
novim koronav2rusom z pohOadu jednotlivca,

dopady na ekonomi ky rkdajhz krsa i mBejrawaikloi naprn

a FrancWwzsko.

PodOa spr8vy Talianskeho gtatistick®ho ¥radu
obmedzenia mobility, ktor® n8sl edne sptsobil
o 3,9%spP8dwapokles ptrodnosti sa zvygoval v
najva@l g2 pokles ptrodnosti v Tal i ankUWSAbol S [
podOa spr8vy od National center for Hdaleth S
o4%avo Franc¥%zsku podOa Franc%zskeho n8rodn®
gt »di e so zdravotnou a ekonomickou kr2zou s

prejavila poklesom ptrodnost. k o nocdonno srSo koa 72 (¢
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oproti decembru 2019. Pokles bol aj naNal ej
janus8ri 2020.
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Graf8Pr oj ekci e v I vojnezamestnanodgtivpboam® ssii mal §ci a n
percentilu

Po z k& TFRi %h r n n § Smikra glodnostiU i miera nezamestnanosti
Zdroj: VI st unpoyd ezl u Or an2p2alvg ob§l ka

Obdobi a, ktor® s¥% charakteristick® niggou m
pl odnost i, ktor§8 na zmeour okzbhmeeheskoséen2 me
aj Comolli (2017). Naopak, obdobiach s ast “4cou nezamestnanosSou
vmi ere plodnosti | o potvrdzuj e miery plognost.i r i ¢ k1T
Z8roveR m!: geme povedaS,tehdieastiel @gKohteme®al., 2002)bjé e h a j
vhaj bligg2ch del€daphr ogacbhdmaaivom konverge
vplTvaj¥% na zvigemhedgpnedokramesynpngsei a

Aj napriek volatilite stochastickmo d el ovanej Yhrnnej miery plodn
narodenlch déade) 0 melunr&hny scen§r vivoja g
50. percentilom simul 8ci 2, zodpoved8 projekc
Opti mi sgdicrkilstai kT scen&r n&m umogRuj ¥% sk¥ma
ekonomi ky ako aj sk¥%maS dopady kedko®tnejch

ekonomi ck®ho cykl u. Pr8ve vhodne nastaven® \
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ekonomc k e j recesie na mieru plodnost. | o potwvr
Gol dstein et al. (2013) |i Lanzier.i (2013) .

M geme tak predpokladaS, ¢ge %hrnn§ miera plo
abude z8visieSmodkwhloapirlbisty edk@anoZ8uj mom ve
odfiltrovanie tejto volatility z oz hodovamiaaopg@&ndvrodiny, resp.
ol asovan?2 dieSaSa.

1.4 AT TLTTOT UI O7T1 AAATOSE £ Ob DA A E Oltzil- BaledK -lBA

balance)

Rozdielne dopady ekonomickgjic e si e na mi eru plodnost.i napr.i
rtznymi verejnimhopoWibovRami zas%kadenmi®h op ja o
ako aj dostupnosSou zardieaden?2Prfeotrom&Ilhroedjn es tnaars
verejnejpb i ti ky zamer an® na sz¥eksr¥l nandRhnei perg 3 m/rtoat gaom vean @
zariaden? predgkaleskejnaptoasdat 4 veoksariomo c kT |
azotrvaS na trhu pr8ce, | o mitge zmitadaai S ne

zvydgacej] sa nezamestnanost. na mieru plodnost

Pozit2vnu korel 8§ci u emeedjznil mii eproo ui tpilkoadmi o sutmo gal
pracovea®kpomn®ho ¢givota potvrdzuje napr2kl a
aAnderson (2014pou¥azeyt ap §akthezangpdEnamgidov ®

vdanej ekonomi ke negat2vne vplTvaj% na mieru

Vkrajing§chTishoddegej Ear -py je zni govanie mier
sptsobenou transformalidnl nwvimrosye szoom, v Zkdeolrd n i z
verej n® spoocliiatliiksyt iw kT ch kr aj i n§mldomveluoapor ov
sk or vzded@iné at mansak| n® n8kl ady na vzdel ani
miery plrnoameochkrmijl§ansBe vtransfor m8ci e. To |
odkladanie tehotenstiev ovb d o b 2 transform8ci e, keNge I NV e

atrakt 2pvomsekjygioev ad t alpirPre jupi kmyggamesmzadg&mi ( Kal

al ., 2002) .ncZ&r owerRej akge politiky umogRuj %
as Yak r omn ® hpo gti vomwnivst i ckT ch krajing8ch je doc
zni govani e mi ery ptrodnosti . Avgarkaj pod Qa 2 &I
dek8dach olaki8e addldopeée mrlhch tehotenstiev, kto
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trhu pr8ce |i pokraluj¥%ceho gt %di a. Dol asne
vnajbligg2ch rokoch, | oEuernopsitraitcuk yo pzovtlvirednzzu jnie
pr vor odi | i ek.ScPhowdaOad tC u(r 2Wielddg a Tpcrhg vkeo huo r t 20 a
ekonomi ckTch agentov m§8 zvigenie nezamestna
plodnostigpr ej av?2 sa tzv. At empo effectn.ierNegat 2.
plodnostije u Tcht o vekovIich kohoos$t atgn Tdevha kv 8k o wiacl|
Srastcim vekom ekonomick®ho agenta tento n
plodnosti mvekeyvlial) kbmout e4d0ea mbBohviami§! ny (
2014).

Na opodstatnenos$S zo%kisl cadre®@ha Pirvactoar nPhwk aaz u
(2002) aKreyenfeldAnder son (2014), ktor2 typrdicayvnPdoz
givota znidguje n8klady obweltolwawdw hdetr22,| eljo t
kzvigeniu mievrgetpkTroldnwsdél aanostnlich (respekt

Vyggia vzdelanosS ¢gien | i vpostkeruisotd cikkrlacphs h 6§ c ma
viedokzvT geni u zamesKktn@on® spakoggisean st an¥% mat kam
zamestnanie, ale radgej sa rozhodn% kombinov
2000, Goldin2006W o v T nooddienly rs d v takmaa hgriavdiitle Gmoid el r od i
gi vi tajedmimanth naj meAzivy gyyi ¢éel anT mi p8&r mi.PfStvei ber
t 8t o zmena zvignamneo$Srepoui a2k zameranlch ne

as ukr omn®ho g¢gi vot a.

KinoshitaGuo( 2015) =zd'razRuj % viznamnosS pracovne
kuvoOneniu rastek@®@momphk@emai Bwfh vekonomi k§ch
di sponuj % kvalifikovanou pracovnou silou ¢gi e
nedst at ku pradéshledhkusal ckwl eho starnutia pof

vkrajin8ch stredlavense Eur - py vr 8t ane

Pre dosiahnutie rovesé&kgloyinmendzgi vpt aEsgngoidin| @ v
Andersem (2009)al. e r maDumvy 202 pot reben@ dSost at ok sl ugi eb
starostlivost i(roddpdoond)h akjt¥ rd® sgieanh8nmu S r ovnov §|
a sW%kromnlapog@ipwaotugrit n8vr at maVk re&j isnp&®csh , n ak
nedi sponuj Y% dostn&lkmery zsatradeodgeste? eg\kid g tientg o
nedostatok vedied v o m r o v, ato (Egpihghmiersen2009)

. rovnovs8he, ktor8 sa vyznaluje bezdetn
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i. k rovnov§8hse?,ugktnavlyBiggegoau mi er on? pKkyrmdnos
pr2janom? zkou zamestnanosSou.

Pr&8§ve druhlT typ rovnov8&8hmalkVmig EiuesS mpisx{ak & oal
202) azg! ob8&8l neho hOadiska sa vyznaluje aj nig
n2zka amme$Stdien neumodgn?2 vyug2vaS pgadenci §I
skupiny.

Zt oht o hOadi skaroEu2OOpRskahvgtal agBarcel omsk®
predss#baj %uci eOov zamer anl ch n alebwjddadtlivcgn e ni e
star aj Wet)nadp ®tao won Tt rvhs tpurp§ cnea. Ci eOQom bol o, aby
d o st u p ravadefiamkstarostlivosti peee t i stargi @oskopn3osiiSoktyl
zar i addeent22 pdroe 3 r okAwdak i Bkco nmipsik @ 3u%9. dl hodobo
na nespORanie tlTchta cieOov zo strany Sloven
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Graf9Mi era Y|l asti det?2 woprvedgknll cd (ka stkd knasschl
2018,aleb@posl ednom zn8mom

Zdroj: VlIiastn® spracovanie na z8klade d8§8t OE

VniektorTch | lensklch gt8toch existujug obdol
nemaj % mn®dok owma klébo dopw pagarardovah chr espekt 2ve i nak
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podporovah c)lmiesv pr ed g k ol s k etarostivasti eel &\v?any??2 aa ko ponu
javvediekz n2 geni u di sponibil n®mu oplii 3 jomu (madi msit e
ost 8viaeSsaSom/ deSmi doma bez akej koOverdnien8§8hr a
d8§vok matierisnkecjn rodi | doskbl obdddvek)sa oznal u
starostl i vost childoaredat & Ur, - prseksdgd2zbkd mivei a,

Vkrajing8ch ako D8onvsiknos k oN e nfedridoke gép reexigtaes k o
Cielen® politiky natarostlvestt ad®n e nises mmeadjzlearsyt ey ¢
gar anmianwesamivpr edgk ol s kT cphr ez arroidai d eonvi,a ckht or 2 ¢ h
nast ¥%pili spd&eBo nmeaim fi hampe&canl ch % Naopakej nl ct
Slovensko spoluRu muns k o m d o s ankdagry¥starostlivostyodgieid peo d h Oa d u

v e Ok roesizery \starostlivosti o detb od Oa Eur - pskemn! keomé sk eaj(i2r
rozdeli S do gtyroch z8kladnTch skup?2n:

- Skupina 1:r el at?2vne dl h® obdaolide | phakepejdoma
zarul en® skor® z2skani e nviyessotka8 vmi prred ¢f kl o
avoOby pre rodilov pri prechopdedpé&dti k Idn
vzdel §vhochongpaGv ®ds ko, Slovinsko, F2nsko,

- Skupina 2:r el at2vne dl h® obdobdel @V sk ejme g o mal
Zarewmi®i est o v predgkol skamgalkr vadgnshouwmepl
z8kl adn®h o towaddaegl. rd6ueekuid a S&anapr. Gr ®cko, Ch
Sl ovensko, Litva, Rak %s ko)

- Skupina3:r el at2vne kr 8t ke o0 brdoodbiileo vpslkaetj e ndeojv onh:
zarul en® miesto v predgkol skom zariaden?
roku veku dinsk&a SBae |(gniacpkr@.p al§oe lygl®.0, Fr an c Yz

- Skupina 4:rel at2vne Kkr8tke obdodilowdkeageneddv m
zarm@®i esto v predgkol vykamomarviekdie nki e Sa S«
Portugalsko, Malta, Holandsko)

Vplyv namedzeru starostlivostio deéiz ni govani e r ozdi adjtooblasine d z i
maj % predovgetkim verejn® pol i th doyleniekl k aj Yc

dostupnosti zariaden?2 vpdeldfkoniskej zat atosi I

‘Priemer ED s% 3 roky (Eur-pska komisia, 2021) . 5
SVpr2pade D8nskdojvel ed@dgla zpmlmatr ame jo masiacowmd i aer Ssma tm§il e ®S o
miestovpr edgkol skom zar.iaden2 od 6 mesiacov
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kompl exn® politick® rozhd&dawhaniag, pkottoern®& i By nk
rodi |l ov, dehtois,p osdpSorisotlvnoo sak,0 aj empiricky name

ZpohOadu materskej dovolenky podOaHShemaij &e
geny pr8vo na minim8lne 14 t1 gdRov mater ske,j
aj po Rom), z ktorT ch Praukanijen i gng | chlabnfiteskejgdeb |
dovolenkyjes poj en® so zlepgen?m zdoaViaiomavtg ackk Kkar a
ED sp@®Rajd#h.uheij stramat e e kn@li een ktyr v (atgrAtaej dvac i d |
vi padiookhuz pr §ce spravspobjaewv®as migd @bmia b P s i
kari ®r ny mp g ors§ wrpatmev ydgso nepkrim8ncoemi ¢ k e | z8vj sl ost
zni g2odasponi bil n®H a pPrpdspevaskr o pdi eyom v odmeRo
a mu@ow goApoakuty zg OmdBitrWal201@ Céits Konoster, 2018)
Tuprich8dza na radi=®tSatl @sgtlirweand dbDcmy Ot covV:
zdi eOanej dovolenky medzi oboma rodil mi. Otec
a dieSaSom a podporuje val]gie zapwopemoenejgio
rodi| ovstvu. Zvigenie vyug2vani avomgowsak eji e
podporBr odovo spravodlivej gazedpovedmostia] enik®©¥ksoat m
cieOom smernice ED o rovnov8heotnoend zri o dpir|aocvo
opatrovateOov (2019/1158/ ED) .

Vobl asti dostupnosti zariaden?2 predgkol skej

naj wdveku 3 rokov( pl at 2 aj, pkteorn® amdagv get)evuj s vysok
zariadenisstarostlivosti ddet, s a s p8j a s pr2r ast kami v kogni't
soci 8l ny (Mellwiz etal.,, @0h5) Na | v 2 |tejfc polipgky e po 8w edet 2 zo
znevi hodnen@thugobanterj gdicda r od?2 8 k opfire dzgrkeom esrk &
starostlivosS a vichova ntuwdu%canloesddi Sa- gz rvzodtir
ekonomi c k® (Enuerr-opvsnkoas t k 9. i nepostednom2raderiiv e st 2 ci e d
predgkol sk ®heostarostlidostil @Bestaini podpor uj 2 zamestnan
rovnod8 upriamuj eme poziozmwasr® maljsiéu mml gt tv2dm
Heckmana (bdlovgjicenp O KNboehujsea probl ematluke Ou
an Sratnosti programovz amer anivefl e In%av aviyi geg i a Zzamestnanos
spravodlivejgie trhy pr8ce podporujOBCDti eg s
2014)

6 https://heckmanequation.org/
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15 . AOT O1T1 O AAKTAIVU IO URKREADAGET OQAOAT OUubU

PodOa OECD (201 ¢a)gkovas tc®lleo nv yskveet&vaj % oveOa
a starostlivastta ao dreatpir iaekko tnoungui, ¢ge ug mnoh
gepaykt 2 vne napdadihaOapjryg8 cea ana Vo dE8mmecopny rso¥z ptoil
rozdi el yrrBejend wWeari sek T odopaknrag jsiin &cehj ga e v jugnej
st8le vykon8vaj¥% viac ako 75 % vgetklTch domég
2011).

Vo vgeobecnosti mt geone® pwoeetdiaSy @&l ast i dc
starostlivost.i o deti bol i wemigniulboocsltii zzd dup a
najmd za zar Sbetnii ea adAyagfwk oz3aS2t omnosS rodovl
vs ¥4l asnogeiny kbedygujak zmi emzsd ,udvrggat eOn® a zv
pt!r odMoDomaid, 2000 My r s k y | 2201g, tEspiragAndersen aillari, 2015
Goldscheideet al, 2016 SobotkaMatysiak aBrzozowska, 2020

Aktug8l ne m! gemennpdad @rho kKa R,j e ®h pebi sakyeram
| iastol n® zvl gemioaj r pdos e paeedenidplatmes o and ikéjo v s
dovolenky aj pre otcovp o d Oa sHnerr -ngsckeho rmady amPntdl1a/ 11
rovnovs8he medzi pr agciovontToom ar osl%Kk momnal mst b s
povinnosSami, ktorou sa zr,ugkgzenv$dnza niot @ o \R
dovol enku pri Proarsdddmzu dil &hajDeam pmiezRSkoon nj @ |
pr8vo na porr8&acsit &wd&jut IviavdsidedSram s

7 Do st up n @ttps:/feadex.europa.eu/legatontent/SK/TXT/?uri=CELLAR:4119596d47511e99d0%
Olaa75ed71al
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Graf 10D Og k a pl atene] otcovskej dovol enky a pl a
starostlivosS o dom8cnosS vyhra208nej pre otec

Zdroj: VIastn® spr a@dandynDatmbasea2022 8kl ade d8t OE

Jednbimj Bkt ov sk ¥ma nkiYamaenki oen -trmiheu jper Sacje sa r i zi
maj ¥% vpl yjednatliscapu 2 yngake me predpokl adaS, gge pr 2
rtzny vyegnbtyweavzn8v i s | o s telanimade k e hdefviznuj “uci ch hod
kapit §lau kt or ® maj %r\hpl. pwWwE&jg evippadnlkyniz dopad
pr §cjednoticap o d Oa -ve#eva@anostnej kohootlye méige!l @ml
%l innlTch verejnlch polit2k. Riegenie gokov n
zverejnich peRagnl ch jedmtlivdooyv kdtoadr§2v asS¥s | v ks/ti alv &
tthupr 8ce, prilom vigka d8vky konkr ®tnej Ver e
predmetom upl atneni a nasttaheadnuegmachanizmagissolidahtyy v o st

Zbehavior 8l neho hOadirskid smaj % vekigdia, ke st@ r ¥ a

ovplyvnen® ingtitucion8lnym r 8mcom. PodOa T
solidarity, at o ri zi kov% solidarsiotlu,dadot av gmrizg mowl i
solidaritou ch8peme rozdel enie enizatka,(nit@edi
pr2jmovich) jednotlivcov. Dot 8cia solidarity
do druhej, pkéd padaeprikli&aéd Wl hovekost i, kde

bude vyggprae (dremly)s mi ggipar 2( mogi )v.o Svoglei odbaercinto:
prerozdeOovanie bohatstva midggiyg gpre2 jpmaé\ imo v(
kohort §m. M geme 1z §rjegnodivRcsmpir @gpmkiadeaeBanzym n
hodnotu Oudsk®ho kapi mgrziknezanregramstiaj@nogived | i e h a
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svygg?m v¥Y¥prd maden. d8v ok maftoenrdsuk en e nvoycpel n8scka®nheoj
pracuj %ci j ednot !l i vdca noond vigadnzean t¥ec jechathivtiondoadryi zw
(najlastejgi ed!§é¢ mtardsiivosts kdtioerS8a v(r espekt 2 ve p o
mat er skej) nem! ge pradcdwvals. maAtvgrakk @jr ej @ opet r
podmienky (v pr2pade Slovensk@arexdcth8draj “Zaip

rokoch).

Goky na trhwogoBue tmapaMlich gokov sp!soben
(gtruktur S8homepozdmeamsykya cykl us) al ebo rozhodn
ov z d e | peofesii) aebad ol asnfch gokov (nezamestnanos§S,
Zjednodugenerodtigsostioo bed 5 hi m! §éeme povagbuaPrgaeyv

Vo vgeobecnosti takh k cgmaersteomk padokagnl gok na
m& vplyv jedotivparat pdm m! geme povedas, ge m8 ne
cel ogi wotvids f thmikj®h @ j.e dmroet |sikvienad piae kwfpuypuo §ce
na cel ogi vot nYednotliveag smovysu § wmaijcust o®uimagRiug Ki®
model ovanie n8hodnost. naj ma dolasnlch gokoc
paranetrov jednotlivcov (Guvenen & mi t h 2014) . Sk¥mani e ri zi
ov pl y v Ru jednotlipcg &kp ej moznanie vekownz d el anostnich prof il
vplyvov pr2j mov]I cfhorgnoukloovv amtigue wvvhioedsnS ckhu pol i t

pred negiad¥%cim vplyvom poistiteOnTch rizz2k
1.6 . AEOUAUATEA OT AETTLAE OUT ABOOWOOGUT AET T nEA]/

Na zaliatku 50. rokov minul ®h o Bainler,olp54)a Fr a |
zal al rozv2jaS ekoedmbe&kjgbiveip gBouj kWt evEj @ Vv
polas cel @hiohlji adm@t Zm na i ch bud?%ci pr2jem.
hypot ®za celogivotn®ho cyklu.vHypwon®Pzanced pd
prostredn?2ctavosm ,p okje Ndnediicaaptrizzdsemp r e n 2 m, keN s
jednotlivcavy g gi e. Aj Milton Friedman (1957) sa ve
pr2jmu, kde jednodlicciza@akll adlalj s & 0j u spotrebu na
naspotrbu nemaj % kr8tkodob® vIikyvy pr2jmu vire:
filozofickim a metodologickIim z&8kladom pre N
poistenia,r i egeni a pasceollasknviicdi t gokpoo asa tr hu p
poisteniaa sporenial i r i ad e(nkira§ t¥voedroobvi ¢ h)
41



VytvE8rani e vemneognsitcvhe pooblliats?tk? ,v kt or ® maj Y% ri
azmi er RovmeSg @jytokwne vplyv na jeho pr2jmov¥ f un
efekt crowding outeffegt pr e i n®§ mdie g@ini @2 wh spol ol enskT ¢
retencia rizkav 8§ mc i Quigrgeegj ar odi ny) . Pr8ve vplyv rob
nahr8§dzaj % prirodzen® asngd ml®o |ternasnks@&kwd BRa hpwy kén
(medzi aj vV n Yt rso¥s gperneedrnael tnoem nbnool §i & Oeah 0 gk sk i 1
vysoko citovanlch) gt ¥%di 2 | e Kip (2807)e kdevdas k u mn
zameriavali na vplyv robustnlTch Isioxdaedm§cabe
priebegne fi nancovan ®AWG) aahfarrdokanie @dinynglcdhdmo s 3ny
Prostredn2ctvom regresnget ebghésygl phh em& e b o
prezentovalijevplyvv e Ok osti d! chodk a € @h e |(f@ynganie mding n ®

apl odwo s %predpekladem @ x i st enci i vyl Flgedikdlcd efrél
vyggia daRov§ sadzba zni guje ukazovatele zak
sa javia akaomnt®atvios tvigeektyk TweThz M awy ges,nTrcds tmoalgr
mi ery zdanenia pre dtchodkov® zabezpelenie

rozvodovosS. Elasticita vzSahu agregg8tnej n
(social security tax rafjea’sh r n n e j mi ery plodnost. naznal uje
zni guj e Yhrnnw3aekoer u pl odnosti o]

Jednouh |l avnlich i mpli k8ci?2 hyp@mdn@wmecsaupinéjmege vot n®
prisptsobuje svojimi vipgmokami stramae] magogahkr
strane pr2jmov spt!sobujjédnotieal Geedlo® ez meardy ,v ® 0v
viskumov zameranlich na overenie hypot®zy ce
goky, ktor® s¥% Oana§ive tirdear t® fni§ s nelajpkimeivea® r v a | @
s splsoben® najwvmag k gpe zezdeldnia u dleban vplywom  zmien

makroekonomi cklch wukazovate®pamesatknoanoa ®r 2 kA
dol asniryakl mi mp§slgdn@khami ck®ho agenta povagu
za materstvoZ angl. motherhood penalty, ktor8§8 m§8 nezanedbateOnl
pr 2 j mo v Yijedfotlivek|coi upot vr dz uj Georgicj (2015 Budiy atal. a

(2016)Dan| 2 k ovad L erOlgava, 2821 Kkt or 2 p o u kjaednatliyegs na f i
ktorT vtyrphaudodt &t edku staesBat [ napgadzadd theojdipibe® hmoa

hOadi ska zar 8§ba menej ako bezdetn§ gena.

Mnoho vIiskumov (ako napr 2 kltadal .An d2e0rBs@nzn Feetr na
et al ., 201 3; Dan| 2kov§, 20e@; flaknmamea jRuWjn
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ng8vrate na trh pr8ce po rodil|l ovskej dovol en|
p or o Vv nedmotivcasj ktor2 amckekw!lzlitrklpprgce, a nej
kar i ®r nRohzoh odarsutui.e maS dieSa m§ siln¥% signs§lr
prejavenlch preferenci?2 ¢geny v obl ast:i kari @

Ak teda ver eg nd® hpoo IdiotdiSkvyh j gyhi 2alvik v Vadji e dna@at | i vca
splsobuj ¥% do budYgemospoweber dalzsnlee diki ue tgrovkayl &h o z n
Pr§ve doba poberani ad§wktakjjeadneEmybndt hedgvi gk
kt on@8pl yv na cel ogi viogdro tplrizy and ddiebmajkbagh @ sd
matkuy VI skumy potvrdzuj %, dge v pr2pade ak | e

dovol enky, ktors8 je v podmi enkach Sl ovensk
dovol enky) kratgia ako r ok, virazne to zvygl
mater skej), a to ag po dobu niekoOkTch roko
pr2pade, ak matersk8 dovolenka t rove8l odjlihvgoiten ¥
pr2jmov¥ funkciu jednotlivcov, mi eru zamest

(RossinS| ater, 2017). PodOa Lermana a Dujavy (20
mat ky na Slovensku aj gesS r okde Ipeon pprviobm ipdn
rozdielu v mesalnlich mzdg§ch je mogn® vysvet
hod2n. Z&8roveR Lerman a Dujava (2021) poukaz
jez8Vviosl poltu det?2 a ®aspaknpnue®ke&tvzodi hoivatv
je oveOa menej viraznl, ale pozit2vny pol as
Vysvetlenie tohto paradgygggou evyljaesd noSkvra8cto us |
uzamestng8vat eOa. \WGejngdn&wkaatiou CAddmeYign evema jal
vdtsl edku r odoyvate & vpsrt2epracdoet,y ppeflise Sa oprlebeo § S

amat ka pokrradaymreejv kari ®r e.

Vo valgine Kkraj2n wstg®me spooczio§loveafSt: pjoei sst 2 p i
poi stnej matemati ky, kde je objem zapl aten®h
pre vIigku pospkoyltansutterj vadnS§vakypoi stnej randl ost
st ar os hdvdrodems)S M! geme teda predpokladceaSnesist
kde objem zaplaten®ho poi sdtlrh®hdoo b®d op diOsatdeé 15 &
objemu vypl at en ®hdo§ vpooki.s t MoBzhnoa npilen efnuinak ci e v 1 v
podmi enky existencie ri z2nka tvrihguk uprz8cpe am@& np ¢
at eda ol ak8van¥% vigku d8vky. Preto povagujen

trhu pr8ce a na celogivotn¥% pr2jmov¥% funkciu
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M: geme tvdadl @&sopkgrea atjrvpuo 2 jpdn@livcat r val o ovpl yvRuU]j
sW%| asn%% hodnotu (degdotlivgsi vaot n ®hol i pt ) nsuval asn ¥
kapit §loupotvrdzejri poginén &yamm@hto§ sipir §tvlamh tao a

rozhodovania@ ol t e det 2.

Sobotka, Matysiak Br zozowska (2020) v o faskvtoojre ji ngtteYadzi2iy
rodi | ovfskioy a kalbo T m8§ vplyv nnteodaloedsi dagevesrty p
definespahdlmeharsnka mi , urkltboprX®z namens§ by S | dobrel m
definovan® hlavne | asovou, emoci,on8hapme®albee
do vichd§yodeR2vgak poukazuj % na fakt, ge aj
apo n8vrate sp2S na trh plsaSsc®vdenSimimait@phéeein
aemat ky tr8via viac | deGmiprnambaestia@épidaktbo
vykor8ehn| aknposes@ &S mi {Biasch2000; Gauthieet. al, 2004.
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Syst®m soci 8l neho poistenia m8 za %l ohu ri
produkt?2vneho aj postprodukt2vneho ¢givot a,
pracovn®hekpndmmak ®Zo h Osirate ikyvitlity, skhtoovroa @ me¥% os p o
probl ®my dol asnej alebo trval ej straty sch
agregs8tnej Yar ov ni t ak sspyosttr®nioev ®s pntesra beugjeen i ek
aspomal eni e ekonomi ck®ho ir auzkvaazjoav ameerCam ® hha ukbo®
produktu § e h o zl ogi ek. Syst ®m sedbdie8| kemmi npuqg ies t\
Ssubsyst®my zameran® na riegenie parci8lnych
ch8peme najm2 politiky topharepngae tamer pro®i |
riegenie sitwlgadkomoj enBchk sazsitedhkea tivky
Vgetky tieto politiky waj & nhchi pORa@nlacshmef
jednotivcomukt or Tch nw&twdal ad S itkroedpokl|l adang§ ver e

21 3EOPET U OAOCAET LAE Dil1EOpE jOTAETTUR DOAA
UAOAOTI OT U A O1T AEUITAQ

Verejn® politiky, kt or® ovplyVvRuj% rozhodnu
nemusispraw$dl a navrhovan® | en ako rodinn® po
rozhodovanie sa p8rov m:tgeme rozdeli S do dv

aBrzozowska, 2020):

- politikgirgomzamRRaetsko, | o radinBadvaej r o b 2
prospech napr . matde 1 K& k& dovol enka, | egi sl
s¥kr omp®ahaooan®ho ¢gi ykttd kygt8tne jasle a

- politiky wupravuj Y%ce zdr avot npsoskytovaaie ost | i
asistovanej reprodukcade ajd a Rov ® ponapdr .k rkeigwd xm,a e
ng§jomn® bl vaordveo,dow& Rawdageniagt arnadir rdyy,

zdravotnej starostlivosti).

S“%hrn tlchto polfiotr2npugjd/init en®y upv aktupitsl ah Oudi

avneposlednomradey t y gir ast r edi e, Kkt or Guagpakgdr pddp8r od

rozhodnutia ma$gékKahgiepzHodBati e maeSyi(-Nayl,gi
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obce komunity afirmy, ksar ®asto ianga @pr@ggbaraochp odp or uj %c e
rodinyavyt v pr ap piostredi®redeai ch rodi |l ov (napr. firem
podpory zos %Il adpernaicao vsn“&hroo ngni & hoot aa)

OECD (2011) poukazuje na rozdiely vgsoko rozvinuk ¢ krajin § ¢ h o a n agblasti v
vidavkona rodilkma® pmseltistoibey a@akim s¥% tieto vl
peRagn® dgvky (najm2 pr2davky na det. a pr
(poskytovanie starostlivosti o deti, vzdel 8v
podporu (daRov® %wOavy, d&e@3wWier aj p®2 svped aek kny@p n ¢
pol i ti ky z anpereatumjete marailo di nu

4r EPeRagn® d8§vk
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GrafllVer ej n®nal dadkyp®dPal typwo vidyarvakmivaah kr aj
rok 2017 alebo posledn® dostupn® %daj e

Zdroj: Vliastn® spracovanie na z8klade d&§t OE
Len mal § | asS verejnlch polit2k je pwiamo z
vgeobecnosti szaa meda ri ejv® Yp mlai tgiikygi ehe@evSmaby (

(2011) rozliguje gesS hlavnlich cieOov, na Kkt

rodiny zameri avaj Y:

1. zni govani e chudoby prostredn2chaoivoqi or e

pr2j modial® m,
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2.kompenz8cia ekonomicklich n8kladov na de
daRovl ch %®ainnsidcenr owl,hod,

3. podpora zamestnanomalil mhajdéSminatpeasts
dostupnich =zariaden? geti, paldgokydflesxk ebji | s @&«
pracovn®ho |asu |i daRov® w%Oavy pre pre

4. zvygovanie rodovej rovnost.i prostredn?

anepl at ene| pr 8ce dvert8it amed zsit ap arstt e rvrais
otcovsk8 dovol enka,

5. podporarozsj a dahhom detstve prhsdor@dpdmBhalj
rodi |l om budovaS vedomosti a zrulnosti
podporu z8pisu det?2 do form8lnej staros:s
poskytovaniahvygsalkolwbaldéitamiost | i vost. 0

6. zvygovanie miery plodnost.i

Avgexpl i civimem® pladinostd 4 pomerne zriedkav®, prona
vyznal uj¥% ¢gpecifickl mi kpnkvpidthestmid e tkt onra® ozdoel
al eboNg 8admuuhej strane, vinimolne m:geme pozo
na ob medzeniantikomceptiisd npar rkupci 8m, ktor ® bol i
vpost komuni sti ckT cvhl ckhroadjnien$ @Ehu ra-gpry@ @vn ej olaoc h
Pi j 2 ma/pireava rodinnlch polaijt 2 ki ejo@rdkdmivs k§dd ys pr e
kt ®sra8 | agproe sancaziovaS politiky, ktor® s¥% v sl
ktor® s¥% v sW¥%l ade s n dSobotkanMatyaiakBraodowska, 2020) i c h
Vstrednej Eur - p&lemecklsprajc uR d4dces knalt kgt anat e hj o
snegat 2vnymirepkst ammi(Papogal o Buhdamder 2016)Ver ej n ®
politiky tak | a sptoot vr dz uj ¥% e, Niadiwthfjoomasjingonranyi zuj % akl
spr8vania je ¢éNepwmahndassop20@Bp or ovanl

22 . ADOEAI A ANUGEAWU Al A BT APT OO0 OT AETTAE DIl EOE

PodOa Masselota (2018) dt izadt hdgnt &m s k amj
k materskej, rgse k't T weli kovskej dovol enke, ktor® napo
vst potSraaS narokbhu2p08cEur Vpska rada schv§l
sY s¥%borom cieOov zamer anl c h jednatlivcovd ¢ tar & écii € |

saodeti) na trhu pr8ce. Ci eOom bol zarjadeaidny do r
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starostlivostiprel et i st ar gd ®@s takpn &8s $ otklyd éat ® dar 8 adek &
neg 33%. Na Sl ovensku vgak det i zadadeniadn r ok o
predgkol skej starostlivosti na | o poukazuje
zariaden?2 form8Il nej pr edegtk?2ol dk e sothdawajs (Lt Vv
samotnl tpirnftsot wparki adeni am @Graf2S| bvenb kzn oo v R w
det?2 do veku 2 rokovkvajfo8mBl E®}] starostliyv
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Graf12Pol et det 2 vo veku 0 ag rgku20d% y vo for m8Ir

Zdroj: Vliastn® spracovanie na z8klade d&gt OE

Ak porovn8wmgs&kapyi myesou dost upndetsdoRrokovar i ade
splrodnosBbuohgoberr®ni ggcle) (gmafheme zal aS for

verejnich polit?2k.
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Pozorujeme, ¢ge pr8veysokowspgamesh nanmajsiSo8clyi
plodnosti, akoxk r aj imi8gouws zamestnanosSou (ipart.paleda

ak by verejn® politiky bolfiorzn8heergagnk® lpg& T ¢ &

zariaden2 hlavne pre deti do 2 rokov, ml § e me
mi eru plodnost.i s¥| asne. Par 2 Krl aandco%kt ssk/a® hp a ¢ k ¢
vi ac sl ugi eoblaststalnsglivosti diett ate pflexibilityvpr acovnom | ase
potrieb rodilov. Z v izivd njieen i 2a mE setrnya npol sotdin ogsitd
pozit2vny muleéekphohkiakael RGR®a (KRiONGS) hiptra8vae pr
gi en mt ge b yuSv 0 ® ©é&4hoiovu® h dk a spto t eeknocn o8nmhiuk § @ h , n
vekonomi k8§ch, ktor® disponuj ¥ kvalifikovanou

krajiny, ktor® | el i a!rsd ccasktua trkiuc hp reshocoo vsnt Tacr hn us

flexibilita materskej dovolenk | ast o sp!sobuj e, ge geny nas!/
pracovn® dpenpdai ech vyggej] flexibility, | o
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aOudsklT kapitg&l. Vhodn® verejn® politiky by
vpracovnakno |jaset omN: malpu 2 k!l ad v

Verejn® politiky zameran® detappadmparyu pglawcdqije€
mati ek patria medzi naj %l innédjopiaddoprinazcied oy
pr2jmov¥% funkciu ekektozmi etk gpisreingajg em tvaz, d erl e r
pr2kl adom s ¥ DRelkBoocaat a, R@®8 Hivetd and Petrondolo, 2017).

Zpredch8dzaj “%cich ¢gt%di2 m!geme wusudzovas,

nghrady (n&8hr adovizarpioamteen? af odronsStlunpenjo spSr ed g k o
det i do 3 rokov m§ vppy¥pade zpmestmpmostSi g1
predgkol skej starostlivosti gt¥dia Eur - pskej
nie je garancia mi¢gsa pre dieSa ag do jeho piatich rok
v oblasti starostlivostt di e Sa po ukon|l en2 pobedcaregap)jed §vky
takmer 5 rokov, | o zvnyagluljnei rdez3nkio. cPhruedtoob yz wric
za i aden? predgkol skej starostltVeostai bByn2z2goBl
chudobymaloldmin Mg Smzi ka chudoby podOa typu dol
Grafel4dazamest nanks 8j gn€nohvEDP podOa 15 eku det2 zo
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Zdroj: Vlastn® spracovanie na z8klade d8t OE

N2zka zamatcksda®Sms Svo veku do 2 rokov na Sl ov
znal nej miery n2zkouadostdepAosSomsE(penpnuboel:d
pre deti do 3Dopktovt dk zpreyyusgujire mEarrwlkw, upr
spol oloer/sjk @k umuy y sSodabenn ®odi el om meptd 4 reyhrieckmi mo  t
existencii pr2spdwka,n&tsotra® gt luiryen® ma Yhr
na star astelSiavaoS jeho troch rokov pktaomi® jpe e
rok 2021)me s alTerela rodi | ovskl pr2spevok, dalk&mo p
m: geme povagovaS za univ&rpoSkeRupploeisal zdfe
na Sl ovensku nepober 8 d8vku ma oobis kobgrania | o | €
d8vky alebo nesplnen2m n8§roku gang8dkupma®bo
po ukon|] ez W2d&laa madeksd ¢ $minosd® veku do 3 rok
m&8 negat2vny vplyv na cail &khvdtfedmmondonb®bprdo

8vVi gka pr2spevku na ssened.)najsiac v sume288eurp(ii.) hajveaSwasunje 80 ak

starostlivosS o dieSa poskytuje poskytovateO, ktorlIm
Sl ovenskej republiky zriaden8 obcou alebo org8nom mi
starost ISiavaesabezpeilasje ing§ fyzick§8 osoba (napr. starl
alebo rodil, ktorT vykon8va z8robkov¥% |innosS a nezal
°Gen m8& n8r ok na pdr8evdkcuh 8ndaztag r¥/scki ecjhn @dkv oncehmorcoeknoscki® hado pfo
odv§dza|a poi sten® naj menej 270 dnz. Za vdtniakmtuk y

dobrovoOne nemocensky poistenej osoby.
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(HdasaHor v8t hovs§, 2018a) ako aj na trval ® zn2g
aGergoric, 2015; Kuka 8henhav, 2020) . Vigka rodij¢ovsk®dl
275900 mesal ne pri j 388¢l®  Mme sdai ben$eadviz na kom n&r ok u
rodi | ovskTs ap rd2asnpRemuo kjve/pr @tclail wcozvid: vodu st ar
mat ef.sWN&@r ok na rodilovskilmr2gpebvekppt hat mh
osobawr 2 pade, ak maetpeorbsekre§ .d 8wkgyak n8r ok na r oc

jednotlivcoviajvpr 2 pade, ak je zamestnanT.

Na zamestnanosS ¢gien po skonl| en? rodi | ovske
rodi| ovskej dovol mdndtliecoww pk € Nge vedrdbibmamjee mrez |
dan®ho | edtneodd i gemau, r. @c owrdzujé aj elidag o il a 8t h o v ¢
(2018a, 2018b) , keNge vy gg?2 pprrazxj emi eank o z vayj
pravdepodobnosS, ge sa §Jgena z aNaSlevéenskfor 8Ie pol &
genyy g2 m pzramensotrm avn 2 pr end8 splreralondemrd i § torv&\kieg d
(doba poberani aodsgyV by sk®tnerjako dganesavok.y) 2 pade

matieksni § g2 m, respekt2ve s o0tgrivaadnniyam nvaz dreol dainl2onv, s

d I h ¢pohgbuj@asa od 25 mesiacoviac.

Pre zvigenie zamestnanodseeSmimajtei eokk,r erne sdpoeskttu?pvn
starostlivosti ad i e Salkspémnieniae Barcel onskTlch diitg Qov a
vpracovnomo glnaosset ia vyug2vadomy, mloignols&Ex phbi§lcrer®r
| asu. Prg8verddewndodmll a e ¥zkes paktaZewieicum as p ek
zos %l aNovani a prsdkawm@i®h o § iavife t balane()t.z v .Mo gwoor skS

Zzamestnancov upravi S si pracovni | as podOa p

https://www.employment.gov.sk/sk/rodisacialnapomoc/podporaodinamdetmi/penazna
poma/rodicovskyprispevok/
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Slovensko woku 2015 patrilo medzi krajinysa j ni ggou f l exlidsu.i tAwgpk
okol nosti pamwd®nuiseo nelpCaj¥esDeejd N® o pat reni a zame
g2renia v2rusu umodgmnao | oagzavogoeen dperngiclee Xzu b ij lei tv:
diledgit® podotkn¥%S, ¢ge sa slome,zal @i lz8p odiedl
sporen® so zatvs8ran2zm gk?| rodi |l om pribudl o
skon|len2 pand®mie budeobhajsimav®esli bdonasStt:
ali sa Sl oweredkd swWrz&t Guckj z¥ §ajori Raskl eduj Yuce d
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BPracovnl as si zamestnanec url|luje s8§

N mZamestnanec si mitge v r8&8mci wurlitlTch
— mZamestnanec si mtge vybraS z niekoOkT
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2.3 Priama AE H & pbblpor amatky -i AOAOOE U

Ve Omi gpeci fickou priamoedategh€l| mou ppodmger o
materskejP o | as do| as nt@&hhou vykbdagaddekbue azv T padku pr acovn
vdlsl edku sedmtiveeodi e$astie d&8§vka mater skej z a
dol asnej peRd@Emaj viyielowipdivtaypby v | ase. Pr 8ve
definovaS ako typ dol apméjOanaizdme pPtama rmo sdt§8iv,0 k
Vo va] gej mi ere ¢gien. DESphkdomat eeskpgppepkpopn
negat?2vne d!s¢eldkynaotabun®pPppicrere mwm jpednetm ia
motivuje kpoznani u redi st rni8bsulendincEmu d ozpaavdeodve n& u Vv ¢
zameranich aj na d§8vky materskej

val gina vyspellch kraj2n gar anagdagge vwyrtlviotrTe n @
ai mpl ementovan® verejn® politiky, ktor ® vo v
riegia vipadok pr2jmu ekonomick®ho agent a. \Y
inou formu d8vok ako napr 2 klmat ertckerjs KBS v kKkyt oc
rodi |l ovsk§8 | rodinng dovoleokarl &h orkegnav e
Kt Tmto z8kladnim politik8m existuj¥% aj podf
(jednorazovdeB vpkpyd dapem &y . kZ8rugwe Rajposn¥% nepri a
forme verejnlch slugieb, ktor ® majrfhuzargice
azn2genia pradckewWwn&ho tgreztjomwp.olli ti ky s¥% asSou
| 2 gk@®wWlvovich znakochaak@&viEPgkanigpoa&mn@BEma a d g\
garanci i ochrany zamesvnasnainamt§mloko .k r Wil 2ni n
viozvinutlch krajingch OECD je USA, kde abs
Avgak ekonomickygaogenwmspedjy@Hyesmsvzdel anz m, n
pravdepodobnosS k pr2stupu pl at enej rodi nne
jednotlivcisni g g2 m v zdekodtd4n ( Gaul t a

Rodinn® politiky s% predmetom modhiték didskas
ich pr2noszdrzehvOmtdroTmarsdaaw oajm ajtietiktetkd i nn® pol i ti ky
obsahovaS aj mrowkyehwdma @Ry Yimewaes a s s @im@ | n

tT kaj “aci ch sa rodovTi chr u¥%l¥o h.g eOppornSevnet ir ovdgi ankn @
staS dlhodobou pr ek 8tgkduv odrue sk arait®r upr@iceorn,n
ask%sen@stadalch vygg2ch ng8kladov pre zamest
Olivetti aPet rongol o % 2®ud) hraeh®gu] zvy, ktorTm r
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l el i a. Prvou vizvou je, ge rodimyns ol iznndijy
materske] dovolenky, ochrgnz a me st n a n iejapodporfoy  an lem o u n8hra
dostupnos Seer eljshviogkh e &s, | i dostupnosSou prec
i ngtit¥ci 2,

Druhou vizvou je defingovadokinvzSBapu2 Apad]| vhoe
krovnocennejgej rodovej pgar®wmy c hm! pree aipye\sddl cahS
kzvi geni @anpa meeskipphnecormik e, | o m! ge mandterstvypl yv n
at eda ovplyvniS celkov¥% mieru plodnost.i

VposlednTch dek§8dach vgak pozorujeme zvyguj ¥
poberanie materskej d8wvkyneajapan®t oamzi Méeeajizh ®
otcov dostarostlivostiad e t i uOahluje n8vrat ¢gienottom trh |
m:ge pozit2vne ovplyvni S adamo§nhowsl,vop 0 1d8iae
skWsekoaiiz nz OECD n®& zmlad tug /& ongeet{ edrbshkf@®e ak o 2
maj ¥% vplyv na rednptivcoy Kame PtdsanSsd. S rPaj§% eo ver e |
zameran® na skr8tenie doby str8venej na mat
zv1l gi a z armjposdkupiaynjoesdnot | i vcov (lmej | adtrajzgie¢ g
negat2vneho dopaazBromaeRl zvoji Jdj & .Sa®gat2vne d
n2zkych d?chodHkav izcghk | caSiveodke I sBumdn®@ho porovn
politiky zamer an® n & Yka 9¥ina®djedotigeas/pg @a p V.o ®h o
so starosdtileevao$tSloas @oba poberania d§vok mat
zamestnanostiaj plodnostiCuci a Th GHidaseldomr, v 01 OvE8, 2018a, F

Rozligujeme dva hlav® pr2stupy sk¥mania ver
at o n&§rsiwpani kprroz2 pr2stup. N8rodnl pr2stup ide
zalogenlTch na kompar at8muenedzikeejnamid yu gi he enr d8h c
pr 8ce. Pr2stup na mikro Yrovni i denttikbi kuj e
jednotlivcova k o napr 2kl ad pr edOge ninasdchokizaéinestnaniasa mat e
(Olivetti a Petrongolo, 2017).

Takmer vo vgetklch rozvinutlch krpaojsilne&eh ,c ha
desaSroliach, gemkosm@ilgée ,zans8haj “pmsobdjen® t1
vo ved¥cich cphpoz?acii®rha asa vyv2ja pomal gi e.

viznamntsl cbtao mevihod8ch ako aj dopadoch na

gi en. Dl eggbabkujet §akourozhodnutie maS det.
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jedntim egitlch faktorov pri tvorbe rozhodnut
n 8 hr ady mategskep Mnoho autorov (Hotz et,&@l997, Keane ®olpin, 2010, Adda et

al.,2017) poukazuje na vzSahpmeddnowvS$&pkouAddad:
(2017) odhadli dynamickIT mo ¢glednostiy ir \§ dvid mb®hrou c vy
povolania & r ul nost 2pr iketboerhRu skaarvi ®r y meni a.naN8sl| ed
givotnl cykdleuSsmisposjteemalt us zrul nost?2 polas mat
pr8ce. Adda et al. (2017) poukazuj % na fakt,

pl odnost. s% mengi et oakmagknefEtakh @ dad k@ efaa k t®yr,y . ¢
pr2kladom je myll m®d ol TaklE vameélet mch predOgeni a
vpodobe zvigenia plodnosti ¢gien. Pozorovan®
maxi m8l nu dobu pober angak pp@ldiOtgiekna j n en@a\v @lr sk n
Nal gi e dieSa.

Ni e k o Ok o Andensbnetralp 2003 Correlet al 200 7 ;-Krdneet al,2018) e z

poukazuj ejednalivcipaok tn,8 veat e maerskey bdplr 8ecsek@jo dov
bolipenalio vamVaxdi ska nip®gd o edmiteanid kwt or 2 nel el il |
zt rhu mrefad, dak® mognostdakmozl®odehbi ¢ amas.
signg8lnu % ohu mpoeadobamestn Siwatnd @ilashp r ked reir &rnyc

aochoty akceptova$S aj ni ggie platen%% mzdu.

Na dr uhej strane(vygjabdepmphicakd S haj . Begho pr:
doba poberania diwlkeggijéch edmkmorzov, ktor ®
rozhodovanie giem aelm8givwdtynw%% nmr 2 j mov¥% funkc
vpr2pade ak je matéerrsdle§ ods\keelj e ndkoguodthiemkadhy , Kt
Sl ovenska kompl enpeonlti8&rinkoeu npadleirtsikkegu kkr at gi a

mieru zamestmao st i t i e, pa dobu niekoOklTch rokov p:
Naopak, wr 2 pade ak matersk8 dovolenka trv§8 dl hi
cel ogivot n% peadAoflivoog v ¥mifeuwrnuk cziaume st na b o sl f4ic e A k o

k a rnéh®postupu (Rossfalater, 2017).

VuplynulTch dek8dach plateng8 matersk8 dovol e

viac vstupuj ¥% do cperl &koown @has tpreo czasme sada nanos

tT gdRov platenej kmamtehs OEJCDd v o 186 grakiR 1080 0 v

na 17, 8 rtolkud Roovi 8. Pl aten§ matersk§ dovol enk:

pr2jmu a | ikviditdetvy ,|] d8en staarsd atsltii v kotmp e z |

i nvest2ci e a(ktoakajs YAke roemnm® ) do skorgieho for
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vzdel 8vani apredatgko( pa®l eaai adeni B Spkoo@lgaim
najwmwtl hodobom | asopomovman2zost @eredl govan2zm |
(Dahl et al., 206 ) . Teda dositu@jno p ed Glsd Ps Katijje st ar c
efekt2vnej gou wé&r ej2i @& d lhiotdiokmdwl ga il ti kwadyn T v
neg samotn® predlgovanie dOgky mater skej d c
v Kanade % provinci.i Quebegmn? Jkniee spopglsdtulpame n |
starostlivost malvT znamnT vplyv na zvIideSnpe e glnes skan
veku (LefebvreMer ri gan, 2008) . arfaalka8 t dl hved el & §p il ti &
zamestnanosSmgiedlrgko|l skom veku ako a&jrudaoisah .|

24 6 AOAETT DI EOERDOWEIPAOAOOEAE O

Medzin8rodn8 organi z8cia pr 8icleL Q)| nptoevranjautjieo noa
materstva za rz&8wd.a dvieRd zOu dhsokia® ap®t ic i @t er A LY mat
umognenie Yspegn®ho kormpbiordawka rRivanyrrcdp ryd dihk |gnil
nerovn®mu zaobch8dzanpru§dal vdaidsuk rmgmdpor@eanieri a gai e

rovnaklch2 pmdl|l eghuosptr §ce (Addat i et al ., 2
zamestn8vatelia neniesli priame finan| n® bre
verejnich polit2k prostredn2ctvom soci 8l neho

Jadr ons keeyjr -spt r atz@gnees t mraen orsaSs tj ea z|l epgovani e r
asukromnim ¢gi vot om eskmenronmi coektdrékéh domlgnitéh deaor  (

tak i eg dlegitIim prvkom pri r i e g ekorfomickhe mogr ¢
negat2vnych dopadov starnuviygdgpapuhbh$,eiseé hahkheh
sY% tieg wy@jgawmami ersou plodnost.i (Eur -npska kc
2015).

Na z8klade vyhl 8senia Eur: -pskeho piliera so

Eur -pska komisia n8§vrh smernice rmsdikpodpdmu

givotom pracuj Y%cich rodil ov, k t ohrs®dinpwaka | Ruj e
aj podpory rodovej rovnost.i. Pod®©adiElPo vss v
definovan® t azkas aadb8ym proidsopveelji rkovnost i . Smer n

“"Smernica Rady 92/ 85/ EHS z 19. okt-bra 1992 o zaveder
zdravia pri pr8ci tehotnlch pracovn?2| ok a pracovn?2]| o
samost artinca svmezmy sl e |1 8nku 16 ods. 1 smernice 89/391
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A31992L0085

aRady (EDP) 2019/1158 z 20. | Y%ma sZKIDmnT nr av n/
rodilov a ost'b s op &t rkotvaart & Om& T by S ptorvd manpes S
poriadku |l ensklich kraj2n EP do 2. augusta 2

- Zavedenie otcovske]j dovol enky. Otcovi a, al

poberaS naj menej 10 pracovindseh rdanr?oddieens @S s

kompenzovan® aspoR na %Wrovni nemocensk®ho p
- Posilnenie existuj Yceho pr8va na roadnelsa| mas
druh% osobu, na Y ovni stanovenej | lensklIm

rodi | owslkenklam bol a f | dxiabsitlon & T(nz opsrYalcaodvend ine %
- Zavedenie dovolenky pre opatropra2teldonwvy &so
al ebo osobavmakejcudaom8cnosti. Opatrovateliize
vi 0z s ahwokd dn?

- Rozg2renie exifdtewjithcdhno® porr&vcaover ® podmi enky
flexibilnl fpreaxcdovininT] avsl kon pr &§ce) pre vget
vekudo8rokov@r e vgetklich opatrovateOov.

Smernica obsahuje ajel egi sl at2vne opatrenia ako napr?
di skri mpng8pusten?2m rodil ov, p o d p ¢taroatlivostoad o v o v
| 1 enov frloedxiinbyi lanT ch pracovnlich podmienok, | e}
zl epgeéongeeb dl hododetji ,st acdsttd §veorsite @k onomi
br 8nia ¢§enzot rvsatS4spnaS tar hu pr8ce na plnl Yvaz
pracovan®hroomn®ho ¢gi vota aj Vyggi a km@®merethmano
postupu gien | o n8sledne bude maSichzudaweyv na h
Tieto odpor Y%l amr ag svuwah §wizsak wmnd ch gt %di 2 pr
spol ol ensk® pr2nosy Vip dgiglenjvekanaicketbrd arsd 9t iv ygic

givotnej Yrovne rodiny, ale paradoxne aj vVvo

Avgak na p ofastianaterskej doeofenkyyt 8t och ED pozor uj eme
faktorov ako | e napdahekHkraing. Tami§v azja heS8nsd gerdaofki ee »
rozdielodOghka mat er skej dovol enky napri el k
mat erskej dovolenky sa | asto, no nesprs8vne,

tomu, ¢ge samotnim predldaovamaédmmgujadpdpasestj@nulio §

12 https:/leurlex.europa.eu/legatontent/ SK/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32019L1158&from=EN
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zamestnaniu (Miani Bloorens, 2014; Schulze@e r gor i c , 2015; Massel ot
2020).

D8vky materskej sa meviszaimok maji nvd ik eER §ivodki &
ingtitucion§8lfnlyenx iztaisltirteajwe n2an vay p | §TcaabnugO kde§ v o k

TabuXTkaar akteristi ka d8§vodshmantneSr Spkleojd nvo skr aj i r

Vigka pr2spevku v m Ingti D h r mploddos
Cel® obd Zniguj %ca > = 7 c
trvania w T “C” B
- = o c
o o\i n = o S . “;’ = g % 'clé
= S o < ® o ~| 3§ -
g e e g - ~zg @ o -2 T 2 g “’%
¥ 8,88 3 wo _2 = g o E T o NS o
S o o & N | LS _ . O L N = =
S ®-2 & u 2® °a © @ 7
A o © © S o mn o] (O] X o
£ >3 = N £ o
OO wn © o> o S > N = o
2 N o 8 S o)
X
AT X X rl i 1,461 1,07% 5,12%
BE X X ur | i 1571 -0,57% 9,26%
BG X X - 1,58C -16,84% 19,47%
CY X X ur | i 1,33C -43,64% 37,16%
(ov4 X X ur | i 1,70¢ -8,81% 23,45%
DE X X nie 1,54C 8,45% 8,85%
DK X X nie 1,69¢€ 4,82% 6,10%
EE X X nie 1,66C -25,23% 20,92%

EL X X url i 1,34C -457% 7,12%

ES X X vyso 123C -12,08% 7,48%
FI X X nie 1,35C -21,10% 12,50%
FR X X ur | i 1,826  2,26% 10,46%
HR X X ur ] i 147C -11,98% 8,51%
HU X X nie 1,49C -16,29% 17,75%
IE X X nie 1,70C -18,27% 9,94%
IT X X ur | i 127C -572% 6,68%
LT X X ur | i 1,61C -18,69% 21,70%
LU X X ur ] i 1,34C -11,84% 10,96%
LV X X - 1,61C -18,69% 21,70%
MT X X nie 1,14C -45,97% 29,75%
NL X X nie 1,574  1,35% 7,90%
PL X X vyso 141¢ -31,32% 23,60%
PT X X - 1,42C -10,13% 9,19%
RO X X - 1,77C -20,27% 20,62%
SE X X ur | i 1,70C -15,84% 17,50%
Sl X X nie 1,61C  5,92% 15,04%
SK X X ur | i 1,57C -24,54% 26,64%
Zdroj: VIastn® spr acBooeka20i7g208la z 8kl ade Strang
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Lervenou farbou s¥% vyznalen® hodnoty, kde %¥h
EDP27 (1,518), kde pokles YWWaakdej gmaedgr dhgdo
“Whrnnej miery plodnosti azakolOwos Z&domivelR 30: 1 e
farbouz vi raznen® tsi% skpdmudan®, tjdlodévd rlazn®mu  pokl
Yahr nnej mi eay ppbkbddobi¥hr Br0§ rmikeorva apl odnost i
rokovi e z8roweRat®Omi&g na¢ Ok%¥% citlivosS na zmer
vkrajne.Ti et o krajiny je mogn® veOmi Oahko iden
strednejavy T chodnejpobur tsk ® krajiny. Lerven® s¥% z§
Eur - py Cymas).t a a

Naopak, zelenou s¥% oznalen® kraji msee Ruie | e
n2zkou val§atoilaiRteomerae je Y¥hrnn8§ miera plodn
(1,518). Medzi tieto krajiny m!geme nzagrmedi S
Franc%zsko, ktor® si dr g2 knapng ®ygeide i Yhrgren %
eur - pskych kraj2n. Pr 8ve Franc¥zsko si zasl
kompl exnl syst ®dinuadetavr aeshbmvgsgdi o ich vivoj a

Raute (2019) sk¥ma vzSah pmerdozdi naaispaipkesommyd § v o k
vVNemecku, ktor8 zvyguj emyfgignd ann |viz® e d galinrhand. ry oPgotrkid
vposl ednTch dek§daatohugi emyegggtzem wizrdaezl naenj2 g 2rne s p ¢
prz2jmom, | o je splsoben® npjmPegytggdtmhu p8kl a
pr8ce ako @gobemirgg2emev zudel an2 m. pAlkroo d n ocesgteini ree
vyggie vzdejlgarel nwizdae!l anlT mi Al alynibglazavaderdiev a n ¥
reformy vN e me ¢ k u , kndaterskdj o dam Iv2 mesi acov predst avi
pr2jmauxism8|l nou hranicou mesal nej d8vky na 3¢
plrodiNeme&u & o aj p harnord5 gecehtileva po piatich rokoch od platnosti

reformy sa plrodd@anS mjizayivgvy Badome vz2a@19). A
politika sa tedat qrwy agviug ed &wkaa gmaat, e ras kee jo.

PodOa ®Btrroerkg g 2017) s% verejn® politiky mat
formovan® tradilnlim konAkvwipak mtproesd ddfrmc hp r e o k
poukazuje na zmenykkoncepci i vempojskly¢mvpoPkmt mater skej
prostredn2ctvom otcovEEraveRoi npi2tidsedic dBED oV
nov® pr8vne predpishoanaolzm®he agienota,prlatcowing
mini m§l ne normy pre rhngltpatery leaget erkok % Y4 ras So tpa
starostlivosti otcov @ e t i a zvligenia Yr ovnaes ozbons®hloa d@inv G
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(Jurviste, Prpic &abbati, 2019 ent o pol i tickl vl Yyejj obdrd®yajv
na tr hazodmve@nost oldastistarostlivos odet. Stranga8Br oeks (2017) po
na fakt, ge dizajn verejnlch polit2k maters|
zdraveas oci 81 nej pomoci, ale aj girg2ch hospods§
ge matersk8 dovol enk'iaprispiéva zina2 & ko unéS8msimexli & @ o
profesijnej segregs8ci.i

Avgak materskg§g, respekt?2vé&ragt coamktgnieldo v lge n
viOgke n8rokov poberaniagd8uak YWaemsamptngbha
platenej materskej dovolenkykvr aj i n§ch ED 12n8zor Ruj e Gr af

~ 70 120 o)
> ot € F Syt YIdSNEeph KNI R20e LR2YSN >
N
3;60 u . soe o ¢ 66 o6 o 10032
3;50 . L 208 ” g 2
¢ Q
- — & * * ¢ N
_ 40 . o
L 4
- L 4 60
-1 30 - . 2
" M - X
- 40 _
— 20 o
O *
Te}
0 H 0
BGEL SKHRCZ IE HU IT EELU PLDKLT CYMTRO FI AT FRLV NLES BE SI DE SEPT
Graf19DOgka pl atekeaj ma§Fan20@Bj v v
Zdroj: Vliastn® spracovanie na z8klade d&gt OE
Zgrafu je zjavn®, gJge doba poberania materske

priemern8 doba pobekamnjangbht EPej pmat emshkhé&hr

0S) je na %Yrovni priemeru kraj2n ED.

Mat er sk8§ ddewelresklamyckhr N hrisdwewmeakw) je char ak
vysokou flexibilitou vo b | a st i zos Yl adBlnin amm®hhaoc oyinwWdtoa.a Gi
gien bez pretlgbhoakkaji ®Bgyhvje podporovanl

N BpodOa Svetovej zdravotn2ckej organiz8§cie (2016)
vl gizdy av @kaw!| vajsa det? je 6 mesiacov.
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flexibilnhm psamopaoatdOa potriebemartslekdmt Eoaj
(napr2klad vo F2nsku), okr em dleotsit,u pmeetjk as,i ertee
aj ot ec, po n8stupe na matersk¥% dovolenku do
potrebn® pre dieSa (ako napr 2 &drostivostdadetis k ® 0 |
avl giive®)a., Pr8ve va]lgia kddow¥ T cavmpov&ojpve ¢
produkti vgiten pp8acetruedn2ctvom opdtaandA@roi a a|

negat2vnych dopadotvr dw|mrs§ie®h.o vIipadku z

Dl egitl poznatok vgak je, ¢ge vigka, dOgka g
pri pohOade na jednotliv® krajiny ned8va | a
samomings u plodnosti, t.j. ochotu maS deti. N
m: genvegeu kT ch kraj2n EDP pozorova$r ojvee Rn eedko ssat
mnogstvo kraj?2n, kde je YhrhaS8§emaeramapivomekro
stabil n®mu syst ®mu mat dlexibiktdsarl acs&v sk, rk tzorryTgahj

mal o maS pozit2vny vplyv na mieru plodnosti.
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3 2% 2%3.< ! .1, 1 al). . [34) 0/,) 4"+

31 2T UAT O AEAEOTI &6 OAOAET LAE DIl EOpPE

Vpr2pade hodnot eknizaa nveerraenjincihc hnap oZdviltgeni e mi e
braS do Yvahy Yahr nploongsti@ englitotaldfartiktygrate@ r Nal e j |l en

mieraplodnosti) e r el at 2 aje®vmoedssttaabtied nifndex mer anl za
naprikf aamctigaed\Rp| TlvassSvadseupy medzi jednotl!l i v
znamehk&@dvdiles| edku r opHaododyt ipospgd/ragvwa do vygagi

veku, miegy pl odnost.i v danom obdobdkt, satan®gbyusap
danom obdob?2 narodilii, sa posunuli do bud%¥ci
danom obdoNmépakplossm¥%P zd osihedk i r o zdhoo dm watdiga eph§
veku zvyguje mieru plodnosti, keNge sa vVviac

intervalu(Sobotka, Matysiak Brzozowska, 2020

Vo vgeobecnost.i m! § e melitkypo v e gwijSY: * Zrey c\he rleg nae
horizontoch. Ni ekt ® | eoadiknB® kpadlib@imiegy i nky
plodnosti {zv. baby boom)san 8§ s | edne prudgi e znl goowjiPdmiemomi e
spl!sabtem&mi v naektmcestespé&kt 2ve oddDotwjomi mec
skupiny poldd@&h@&v@reonre @ m@Bagput2rkilerd Jkdin)or azo:
stimulyar * zne sti muly. Na dr uhej strane, ver ej
rozhodnutiaana j ¥ d | hod o b Tplognbsé,k © wngeankniseé rau zanechas$s
stopu namierepbdnosti pé&d poddijt¥%keg r odov ¥s Wkorvonnors@h oa
apracovn®ho ¢givotapr 3dagdepockahpn apanuegised i 8k a st
plodnosti(tzv. baby boorh alemans g9vl znam pre podporu dl hoc
pl §noveja vveyQkgoSobotka, Matydiak Brzozowska, 2020Av gak pri n8vr
anastavovan?2 parametrov verejnlch polit2k je
vpl Tvaj ¥% aj in®ffialkknmdémyB sko ugapa? kisamita r odi r
na tr hu pr\Bdane k@jePrnoOwm Ikz o d!vodu je hodnoten
zameranich na zvigenie mBeoyeR|podidktkoyr ®c gul
agnezamli gOan® vedOajgie Y% ing&yi khak® akopl ga
predpokladalo.P o d Oa S MabysiakakaBrzozowskej (2020) mippd i ti ky, kto
cieOom je poskytovaS podporu pracuj ¥%cim rodi

do rodilovstva t1m, ge vy®ha&r aa afsitt mamulil y® hroa
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zabezpel epnriead rnoadriondyen?2 m det 2. To je pr2pad pr
Nal g2ch seversklch krajing8ch, ktor® s¥% Vi az
z8robky pol as rNokiadrynhej side, wevedsk]l chna&pmi khg&d
D&§nsko 1,69; roew2®pbbaolujyéme vyggi e stredngry pl
avli chodnej Eur - -pe.

Pri hodnotpobtjerk8jaoVeR d!l e(i tcBarakterighfnad o Yiv &
indi vi Wu@V mie jn agpk ?slojca-BH mmomi c kT kesN@Ge upr ezent
visledkov na agreg§gtnreejpr %v oy niCygaiReline208ni e s S

Billingsley et al. 2018).

Sobotka,Matysiak aBrzozowska, (2020 v o0 svoOoj e] g t %d iDikrajisyka¥ama | i
pouk8zali Yzak ex elm@&e@nici wl dav Kamidi man &ngedoll i vt i ky
plodnostiTFR)au k o n| e n o u  Pangh. dompletes fertility CTFR.Z i st mkera, ¢e
pl odnostit Tjceh vkyrgagjiian 8vc h , ktor® maj YZ&ryagwd R v
poukazuj ¥ na®af akabr eg ed oksvtaulpint@h zari adeni a st a
ml adgi e ako 3 roky, je z h@a®he&di mpoAPOr i v
arozvoja det 2 PjeteSobotka) Metysiak Brizozajvska, 82020jeto opatrenia
ppouvaguj ¥% za dd&podpdovtaRs z tkd dmr ® imet gmapSr a cNuajl ¥ci iec) h
p8rov.

Toto tvrdenie podpokupth® empukazclkPdBaaT fakt
starostlivosti o det.i maj ¥Ya pozit 2 vnkyo nvepllny’4 n
ve Ok os S compldtédreytility( Ba i z § Espi@g@rtdérsen 2009 Goldstein et al.

2017; Hilgeman a Butt®009; Kalwij 2010; LuciGr eul i ch a Th®venon 201

2010; Rindfuss et al. 2007; Rovny 20é&ét). m@r 8§
pozit2vny vplyv na mieru plodnosti vysoko vz
(Baiz8n et al. 2016; Haan a Wrohlich 2011; K
odhadli, ¢ge zvligenie pokRytiokowt ar @st lbil v gsntei

v 15 analyzovanlch krajin§aho Edeanpsejggisrei e

vzdel anlhohngitemkzol o 1,4 na 1,9 plrodu na ¢gen
starostlivosti o detiukdmppeddaidli @ nk smeid gikegmu vz
z 1,8 na 2,0 Vpywmadahondinujteineu. maS ( Nal gi e) d

“pPod ukonl| enomangd @mdmloestSeod f(ep
istejkohorty, ke N dosi ahnu konieepsau
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dostupnosti zardadienm8sajarlsalitve st detdkd o zar

aj n 8 k | a soyzarisdpnmamiestar@stlivosticoe t i ako aj soci oekonol
p8&§ru. Vo ivgmelopenanomsavedaS, ge ak§8koOvek ver ej
nepri amo na zvygovani e mi ery pl odnost. m§
kohortami.

PodOa SMalysiak kBuzpzowskej(2020 z v ygydo8vvaonki mart edislkey s kae |
vedie hhvne k ovplyvneniun a| a saorvaarnd d e ni aap rd2i peaScarS@mu s kor
nal asovani u Mdlegindg reowmehO k® sn §zvroopletedyertilily, nal o
poukazuj ¥ svoijluci#relus k «hom dlhBRavienSrf201&)t2 0all3 )

Vpr2pade blTvalTch ssotcrieadniesjt ia ky,ipahdrigechahd jh ¥ESwcrh-
hist-riu polit2k a intervenci 2plzoadmeorsatniT clho n
reakciou na Kkl esaj ¥%ci 5S0.raéOnadrokedi e2 . pdtoamamlsita .
kl esaj %ci trend bol splsobenl naj neépresirmust upn
obyvat ev@sdtiveak az do vmi evtl.gi Ae g &kkrtarja2dni | m ®e vnl §8zdoa
ol ak8vania tlkaj ¥%ce sa roedOlvy chr §oé 2y dam®c s
rokov 20. storolia zal ali v | § dhay poskymwar®d z a S
starostlivosti o deti, rozg?2racagpemia8lenske]jg
pre novomahg&kloslig® pEgkygoddhohodku prevgeaekny s
| asto zahRRal i aj obmedzenia, ako naprz2kl act
neuzavrel. mangel stvo do urlit®ho veku, aleb
Vyug?2van®ykankay npetr-odd n o st iSobdtkB,201ilSbbotka9 Madysiak
aBrzozowska, 2020Ak o pr 2kl ad m! geme uwdkel96s zaRedimu ns k o
pr2sne obmedzeTo ensgksotkeodvmoa oil 2g i |(tatal fertilitgrate) p | o d n
z1,9 vroku 1966 na 3,66 v 0 k u 1967. Av gak a@prz2gseme rei ed oivrc
antikoncepcieneviedlokz v geni u miveray | @ ld mhoéh@eicahs | e d uj Yci c
rokochpozor uj e me kierg godrjostna 2,22twoke 198%a ¢  lsd obmedzenia

i nterr upAkv @a&kzaotu gaddia kviykdag e j vamt b n a il §gki | Habdeyn

zdr avodtmafjvdt sbedku vykongwna rirdoajpel Bn&kd ado v
na det sk @ ! d adalviakzinaich kapety (Baban 1999 Sobotka, Matysiak
aBrzozowska, 2020

Vo vgeobecnosti m: geme povedaS, gge verejn® p

ovpl yvRuj YavglakdnvopslS,v veflaphbaled?slai ts2kk: rj ev

kr 8t kodobT odhmierkpdnosi(BFR@Oz men§chmediaspedndt | i
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ptro@dmd splsobuj e ,hozne.zahalbtyr @ma jdvhs)opto mal
kohort n ¥atpeldoad nnoasy & Oln@$ & drokdinr ye n §angl. kcomgletenls S, z
fertility)sv Tinmk ou verejnlch polit?2k zkavmaelriatnnlcchh nfai nz
dostupafiichden? gddigasleaklt lakp ¥ nivjyoirgive vzdel anT
a p8rov

N2zku pravdepodobnosS pozizta2memryamh cenf enkat @w T e
pl odnost. pozo,kdep hrag ey n®r pjoil n§ckgkhadéeavas®
predpokl adov o rodi MEdtdr ¥d® mnam ®o wieate j n®| $oH .i t
zohOadkRoompalSe x nT bal 2k konei «oenptanl dh | aT vz §p c
rodi ny, ,zdrawo tphaiBoepeslednom rade ajzmengw ol ol nosti v po
desaSr(odkamchapr 2 kl ad zv¥hsgteunnp e mameddd |§sntowa®h o v e k
vyggi e dosi ahny tnésthiltazad ealsd ®i ez mginggn v o verejn
pol i ).)N&8®hp o takmailkiy rbeyagovaS aj na nov¥nanei st c
trhu pr8ce, rast %cu ekonomick¥ nerovnosS me
kraj stredheav i chodnpgy rEuwrt “uce n §ikat ®adlya ma ble8dmiee
obyvatnea(srt2vkd ad poFvaoc &z &k®dska a

32 3EOPET U mehresei @ AVAWDAET O

Pri sk¥man2 vzSahmn ever ejlmidonhosp ol istmtek saa r oz |
politky na gt yr i z8kladn® skupiny, ktor® umogRuj?
polit?2k, ak s ¥.c kb mbdsokko8pjaun ®taazk ef ekt 2vnej gie

sml adl milLldeSemmi.e verejnich polit2k zn8zor Ruj e

5’Na obl asS zdr awern enj2 cztdvraa vao tpmejk yWmaep s €l bu bvestpir KwRak fr
z prieskumu o dodr giavan2 pr8v ¢gien pri poskytovan?
https://www.vop.gov.sk/files/Sprava_porody FINAL.pdf
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https://www.vop.gov.sk/files/Sprava_porody_FINAL.pdf

Tabud®kaspi ny verejnlich polit2k so zameran2m
Fi gk8IBw&ky( bohi Nef i gk 8l npedmierky) u ¢
Garantovan8 dostu
Finanln® transf predgkol skeyl bawaa
Priame rodi |l ovskl pr2cs deti, hraden® vy
pinar odenzpodi e kvality adostupnosti zdravotne;j
starostlivosti
Work-life balancey odov § r
. _ flexibilnl praco
_ bOavy na dani at .
Nepriame ‘ . N dostupnosS vi as
pol ogky, daRioer$ .
zamestnanosS ml ad
ekonomicky sa o

Zdroj: VIastn® spracovanie, 2021

Nasl eduj Yace podkapitoly mhakrpostaoponb gdkg? el
trhu pr8ce, polit2k na dobdBuapré&céi kmatdet gk:
pr2spevok), zos ¥load emi®dh poskyavaniastaaddtesiiodi e S a .

321 . ADPOEAI A TAEZEAEUITA PI1EOEEU j HEOHEA ETAE

ZpohOaduYrnoavknreo s k “mani a v z Smlhiotendesadprejavengde | a n o u
ochotou maS deti, vyj adr eno WTFRY kam a2 ¢ dia r ¢ ®©o m
spololenskl mida8l nymi postojmi je nutn® br af
(2014) , kde s2ce hypot®za znel a rstarostivosd s k ¥Yama |
odi eSa, ekonomick® podmveonky, pr@drewdetaga v A 0 p &
geny, avgak potvrdila sa vlczen aknonvoosuS sfpaokktog rnoov:
so @i votrmicroivnd mi  porkdlifeibaande,difm isatistaction ej v 1 sl edKk
naznage | kir aj i ny, v ktorjlhnagjenygdiasstei déleand

krajinami, v ktorlTch s¥% rozg2renejgie aj i n G
pocit pohody jednotlivcov, “wuroveR dTestgr y, Ya
2019).

Do “Wvahy mus2m&ybga%daijgk tNerye rp @0 Smhali .S a

z8visia nielen od gtruktry preferenci? ] ec
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konkr ®t ne | krajiny. Krajiny, v ktorTch maj %
byS z8roveR krajinami, v ktorTch politiky z.
pracovn®ho a rodinn®ho g¢givot a, llodnossi aysokoo h | o ¢
vzdel anfAwhjaggi éeneto politiky maj¥% rozdielne
Vsvoj ej gt Yadi i kongtatuj e, ge | ej zi steni a
plodnosS a W asS ¢gien naStfhltergceog¢gie§lpmeh
vzSahy a kontext trhu pré8ce.

Tieto kompl ex rsejokiog nwksadzi o waot glos %k admm®mo pg iax
resp. celkovou sprnkejadsSosit spnr@eitace tpaaegsdkl ¥nmaon
vzSahi mgidzogrmdadv nal mi  plhdrom reonk amii eraou  pl odno:

~

dostupnostt 1 c ht o

regresnej

i ndi

k8t orov

napriVlslkeha@pgm&smobES®,
an alalbayOkwev §1d ygmes . v

TabuOHk&kllTadregresnl model vzSahu TFR a spoko
gi votom
Multiple Regression for TFR Multiple RSquare Adjusted Std._Err. of Rows Outliers
Summary R R-square Estimate Ignored
0,5877 0,3454 0,1583 0,156767882 0 0

Degrees of Sum of Mean of = Value
ANOVA Table Freedom Squares Squares P
Explained 6 0,27229388¢ 0,045382315 1,84659843¢€ 0,1383
Unexplained 21 0,51609954% 0,024576169

Coefficient Stémdard t-Value p-Value Confidenceinterval 95%
Regression Table rror Lower Upper
Constant 4,240894987 6,801293804 0,623542389 0,5396 -9,903169771 18,38495974
Satisfied with worklife balance -0,259949137 0,657255454 -0,39550700€ 0,6965 -1,62678667S9 1,106888405
Dissatisfied withwork-life balance ~ -0,074272026 0,372427644 -0,19942672¢ 0,8438 -0,848777711 0,700233658
Average life satisfaction score -0,044996411 0,85438053 -0,05266553€ 00,9585 -1,82177798S8 1,731785167
No work flexibility -1,930563875 3,67559971z -0,525237791 0,6049 -9,574391924 5,713264174
Dissatisfied with worklife balance *
No work flexibility 0,186178822 0,52803502¢ 0,352588013 0,7279 -0,911930135 1,284287779
Satisfied with worklife balance *
Average life satisfaction score 0,012227015 0,11202942¢ 0,109141096  0,9141 -0,220750936 0,245204966

Zdr o]

VI astnWPu gipramonw@st BOjSa

@Ri s k,

2021

Do regresn®ho modelu sme zapracovalvz®gahuwmel
medzi nespokojnosSou S 0s Yk 0 ®¥an ®t exre2gnd g pb & S cau r
flexibiln®ho pr ac oDissafidiied withawrife falance méonwor® A

flexibilityd ) n ao p ak multiplikalnl ef ekt SpPokKoj no:e

as ukr omn®hwme Igk ovwoad 1l saprd kacsjt md srS aju v soSatsfiad Wit r € me n
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work-life balance * Average life satisfaction sciirg .

2009
Vz8§8j

N§sl

ag 2017
omne | Yavi s |
edne sme

osti

nevliznamn® premenn®

Post
flex
apli

upnl m
i bi Il n®ho
koval.

naznal uj Y,

aby

Visledky regresne,j
ge
nemaj %

modeldeal®wo f aklt ok yr

viznamnl vplyv n

Vyugirégiesiet ekcthari & u mpasdtedyppm & @zt r af
t ak, i zolovaljg aspoR
i zolovan2ml em emedeahc v i meeriserclia v f d k t

pr ac oNonw®rk dexiblilisig u (Rerggmesmid § mb de |

na rvoksyl edk@y9 vdg natnhod s gpihodmotouht o f a

akonfiden| nT mi

imorenl ad Bnprezéraujemestmaibi aQk e ni ggi e

TabuSkkeagresn® koeficienty premennej "nemognos
Rok I‘(’;;ie’:ﬂf Stg:l:)?rd t-Value p-Value vz 3/':F ARSyoye |
aLIR2 Ry é K2 NJ é
2009 -0,79527 0,225782 -3,52228 0,001603 -1,25937 -0,33117
2010 -0,97003 0,221545 -4,37846 0,000173 -1,42542 -0,51463
2011 -0,89679 0,222411 -4,03215 0,00043 -1,35397 -0,43962
2012 -0,85815 0,213136 -4,0263 0,000437 -1,29626 -0,42004
2013 -0,86681 0,207002 -4,18744 0,000286 -1,29231 -0,44131]
2014 -0,76235 0,200349 -3,8051 0,000776 -1,17417 -0,35052
2015 -0,65084 0,192737 -3,37683 0,002316 -1,04702 -0,25466
2016 -0,57315 0,182098 -3,14749 0,004102 -0,94746 -0,19884
2017 -0,49341 0,184381 -2,67605 0,012722 -0,87241 -0,11441
Zdr oj VI astnpPu gipramonw @st eojsa @Ri sk, 2021

Vo vgetkTch

mat ky m8§ viraznl
podmienkyanef | exi bi Il nej g2
regresn® koeficienty

viznamnw¥%) at §a

testovanlch

rokoch

jpg amoy mM® htov 1l c

negat 2 (TFKR). LY pnl ysvt rm& t mepgue |

pracovnl

SO

masr v ® Naall egbi cep rda @dSwvanlam mi est om.

vd?! s |

ma S

by sme

neflexibilita na Slovensku bola reportod&an n a

edku

t oho,

ge i

m

as, tIm niggi
z8poramllmo sAn a(mj teantkios
haesda/ meodlfinzowa$h oktnuade (vybr a!

Geny/ mat ky, Kk

sampstaocdvaieDasmogRU] e

prv® a Aklby snipiamikowdli ppzBatky na podmienky Slovenskh@k § z a | i

zvi gi S

stanorvd SvranwusS

podmi enky
0,04610723( r oz di el

e X i
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koeficientom pre horrokll 20k76 hribo dlewnrd nZ v oiunt 2w Tvrad |
hodnota i a b u Ok g a 0\597§26iler oz di e | nefl exi ®ldvdnska y pr &
vyng8sokgmieksmdfm ci ent ok npfried esnd cubkui2010t erube a |l  z

akurz2vou zvlIr atzanbein@k ¢ h ovdyngpgkee provedan ®, zv i g
pracovn®ho | asu pre geny by sme dok§8zal. z vl
di eSaSa pladnon eekwspriemenou hodnotou okolo 0, 3

Samozrejme, t8to elasticita plreata? iztae porye dspao K

zrej me ztnémpomlwzast vEufnit@a. Achi dddigalpu medzi

dets2kuat ol nT m2polat gmndeti{ zreali zovanou prefere
Longitudin8l ne analTzy na individu8l nnej Yar
averejnicha pepr8%¥knie na mikro%rovni, sY n

transparentn® presk¥manlich dddloidto2bkd cha Y i odkmoc
praktickej real i z 8c iTestar201dl) &epee (2008)noal zi ntai | kuyj Yz i s¢
politiky zameran® na zamestnanosS a udrdgani e
mtgu viznamnejgiephbodspseiSpor Gubm@dmpaatwal i t nl

rodi nprollmit i kami zameranimi vIislovne na plodnc

322 . APOEAT A T AAEBDEBIT EAT EAE 6ORBA BITAdamjlyrfidnd A
AT TAEQOET T 00Q

Anal T zou dos tefekiowolircthz gy é4di &@utaor ov j e mogn® f o
ktor® maj % rltzne efektypmaomchade jp&rout ma s~
podmi enky, ktor® s¥% ch8pane ako vgeobecn® g¢i
pred samot nl mzaloxderrd?o vramtmiy ywing conditions. Medzi ne

m:t geme zaradi S najm?2: dostupnosS vliastn®ho b
kpr2jmu jednotlivca), zamestnanosS mladlch C
veku 15o0wWanexd meskk nanosS ml adl ¢ h ne@améstnanpsthie r a n ¥
vo veku 15 ag 24 rokov). Ak eaxXirotvejRe eko stt wp |
vgenerovan? vli ast n®ho pr2j mut,o mm! ggeeme mifeorramu ¥
plodnostby sa malAa8rzowgR vmiSgeme predpokl adaS, ge
mi mo dom8cnost.i viastnlich rodilov, t. . ma |j
vprenS8jidm&ga byStitmmpit vyggyje predpokl ady p
Zcenzu dom®&mno 2t0il 1v m§ npeo dii nefl cer nm§l caidel con OQud?2 v
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rokov, ktor?2rodlidpwifee mpotmalsovanl @®kesRmnmamma ?
faktorov zamestnanosti ae ny vli astn®ho bl vania tak ml ger
osamostatni S sa (prostredn2ctvoBtimibgenhakt ot
Zdostupnlich d8t za kr@pBAnyaEPokVROHdd] shei tz®t
regresnl model vzSahu podielu ml adddm&c nCousdt?i
viastnich rodilov Mnaef%iisdI§8] ph epreenmeén MAlydh (ac e
merang§ cez Iindexrijdtuviyamésiamamo&S mi2mkoeh vo

Ax2Bgskript2vnu gtatisti ku ektZanmndlkd rpirdnea.n

TabuBkeas kri pt2vna (gtatistika premennich pre
34 rokov blvaj%cich u vliastnlch rodilov a
nezamestnanost. ml adTl ch
Indicator Living with at least one  Houseto-Income index Employment (15 Unemployment
parent at age 234 (2015=100) - 24) (15- 24)
Mean 34,81 103,01 44,51 22,37
Variance 133,58 138,95 229,55 107,07
Std. Dev. 11,56 11,79 15,15 10,35
Skewness 0,3595 0,3871 0,3635 0,6104
Kurtosis 3,0569 1,9463 1,7842 3,0972
Median 31,44 100,23 38,14 21,34
Mean Abs. Dev. 9,32 9,82 13,28 8,19
Mode 30,47 104,07 37,66 16,22
Minimum 10,67 85,89 24,28 7,70
Maximum 61,51 124,46 72,65 46,22
Range 50,84 38,56 48,37 38,52
Count 26 26 26 26
1st Quartile 26,46 92,69 30,08 15,90
3rd Quartile 42,19 114,95 55,62 29,54
Zdroj: Vliastn® spracovanie na z8klade d&§t OE

NezamestnanosS mRddrokovonvekpelftatisticky
ml ad2 OQOudia, ak smajdbsvtlaamasit m& Hirvhampire,ced ak § ¢
financovanie vli astn®hosogi gotaadarRegloasamll mim

koeficientamiprezentujemev ab u Ok e ni §ggi e.
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~

Tabufreagr esnl model vzSahu podielu mladlch O
vl astn®ho blvania a zamestnanost. ml adl ch Ou
Multiple Regression for
Living with at leas one Multiple RS Adiusted  Std.Em.of  Rows out
parent at age 2034 R -oquare R-square Estimate Ignored utliers
Summary
0,722 0,521 0,479 8,340 0,000 0,000
Standardized Standard | | Confidencelnterval 95%
) Coefficient Error t-Value p-Value
Regression Table Lower Upper
Constant 34,805 1,636 21,279 0,000 31,422 38,189
Houseto-Income index (2015=100) 4,481 1,844 2,430 0,023 0,666 8,296
Employment (15 24) -5,379 1,844 -2,917 0,008 -9,195 -1,564

Zdr o] spvatosasi¢, A0R1

Vroku 20drli giméme v34, 81% mladlchviDasénvVvohvekdi
Z8kl adnl regresnl model saolyd @ea day s etolvia® T anj
premennej anaznal uj e, ge obe \Hgusetodncode jndékiecenpar e me n |
bT vani a vEmploymentrzzajrmeus;t nanosS mladlch) s¥% gtat.i
005(pval ue na Yrovni VOag@gas, prépp dandargifo®e®) j e me

regresn® koeficienty, nketnonfil@es komagij ndasam ¥z o
sWhodn® vt ejdya,n@madimiskikimapt e mehrvnd Tr arazdiane.

nterpret8cia

koeficientu
odchT |l ky z8§
pltsob? j e dmeuz vt iasnldeajr dpinvea palmrhe ji & Ana i e
interpretoval AAwdrsd ®tdikey mamd etdmogedmas S
gtandardn¥% opdehtékRuugllsydb bodov), pokl esne
20 ag 34 rokaoVvabl mhi Wec,ir3o/mbi uper coe ntaleBolaky ch b
vzrastie cena pedsun®hanbavdnisaodchl | ku (11,
e pmdOwed2 mMiamdieku 20 valga s3tdn Trcohkd@o dbil|voal
usl nMtcghe meo ctoavk. ipovedasS, ¢ge
pozit2vne bT vanipa 2 ( my) ad
azamestnano@Bdms adprehs Schiopamis® akt2vnej
(aj gt “ddaeShgboagkomgspoezatedsnlyi
zakl adas t oht
zozbierabvshr tadaj e mb esrpeo np2l noadnniocsht iu kaaz ovat e Oov z
obdobi e,
cpern2yj mul vdams tau pkn T

gtandardi zovan®ho

pr i | ontarprstaje nasledovn& Ak ¥4 uz ngetnandar dnej

(7]

Zmena o)

ml| a

(7]

me

vzrast.

percent na osamost

vplTva dostupnossS

par

pr 8ce pol as

ochotu rodinu. Pre presk¥mani e

za dostupn® naj | astejgie

ag

dostupn® o
ukazovateO odstmueul dr gd oe
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regresn®homommdel @ agstvupnost iuk & fev &delieo@oo \s.p 0 m?2
sme zrealizoval. 650 pozorovan?. Deskript?2vi
vt abuOke niggie.

Tabu®ksat upn ®e gvhideasjnee jr anakrlfozdyi nnd $ah Wi woead  ch
Yshrnnej miery plodnosti

Indicator TFR Houseto-Income index Employment  Unemployment
(2015=100) (15-24) (15-24)

Mean 1,624 96,147 50,174 18,534
Variance 0,055 529,658 196,515 82,682
Std.Dev. 0,235 23,014 14,018 9,093
Skewness 0,357 0,383 0,019 1,217
Kurtosis 3,431 3,444 1,827 4,950
Median 1,620 98,305 51,267 16,733
Mean Abs. Dev. 0,197 17,785 12,075 7,136
Mode 1,410 100,000 53,577 7,242
Minimum 1,155 50,725 22,471 3,792
Maximum 2,760 177,520 79,075 58,400
Range 1,605 126,794 56,604 54,608
Count 677,0 677,0 677,0 650,0
1st Quartile 1,419 79,144 37,067 11,455
3rd Quartile 1,801 108,083 61,630 23,342

Zdr oj : VI astma® z=Pklaaxcdber ach§te OREM Fami |l y Dat aba

Ak teda vplTva dosmaptnomdmssdinersensmb a cal c,h Oud?
m: geme predpokl adaS, Jge budnia¥%hinren®d rmiaktwryl o

t.j. prejavendj sotektyy rmag$ edsinesaanal Tzy prez
Tabu®kiaacn§sobn§ regresia vzSahu miery plodi
nezamestnanosti mladl ch
Multiple Regression for TFR  muttiple RS Adjusted  Std. Err. of Rows outi
R -oquare R-square Estimate Ignored utiers
Summary
0,4674 0,2185 0,2148 0,2075 27,0000 0,0000
Standardized  Standard Confidence Interval 95%
- t-Value p-Value
. Coefficient Error
Regression Table Lower Upper
Constant 1,6342 0,0081 200,7827 0,0000 1,6182 1,6502
Houseto-Income index (2015=100) -0,0287 0,0087 -3,2856 0,0011 -0,0459 -0,0115
Employment (15 24) 0,0584 0,0105 5,5474 0,0000 0,0377 0,0791
Unemployment (15 24) -0,0537 0,0099 -5,3973 0,0000 -0,0732 -0,0342
Zdroj: VlastwwWugipramonw @t rojsa @Ri sk, 2021

Pos%den2m kO% ovich ekonomickT ctich pylywma enok

prejaveny% ochotu maSodtePaomSgbmeanvadi( Syj §e
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ceny bipvra2nimau)k m8 viznamnl negat2vnyedupl yv.

gandardn%% odchlT |l ku (23%), m!ggeme ohodkt§fvaS zn
0,0287), t. jp! ondan ojne dvneukug &8 hvad ioedlSa Da mene|j

na Yhrnn% mieru plodnosti mi§24 mkom@®,88 4n)a.n 0iSI mil
agtatisticky viznamnl negat2vny vplyv m§ vga
plodnosti €0, 0537) . PotvrdiVvm@l ysvae ttalkc hit yop optr@znae no T

znami enok (A+fipi#ie pza&me S nmezamabisctoss aA a

Zvigen2zm dostupnosti bEnamndasamasmat rperei eml ald
rodi| ov, zvigen2m zamestnanost.i (aj pol as ¢
ngvykov, je mogn® zvl gi\By powvampiokmadiympw ek tuid r
Avgak tieto faktory nevys vneasdued/a jd¥ecset adeotlin.e |
z8kl adn® podmi enky fparemofvaarnmaoev aonciheo tryo drdanS ad i «
prich8dzaj¥% ostatn® konven| nmp§i pNal@jiae ikiye S

323 00EAI A AEHRAWIOHAD pEAEOOOBDPOOA A O1T AEET 0000

Priame figk8lne faktory predstavuj % peRagn®
onezaopatrewm@tdpeSah HAatab8z npe hbh®®obde kat¢
ovi gke peRag@gnl c h(Pullicg spenkingir @ashi anl€an % HDP . Hy po
predpokl ad8, ¢ge zvygovan2m vigky verejnich p
deti je mogn® ol akg§vaS vyggiu ¥Yeirinmys zvd peajui |
verejn® vidavky vynasltoayeons® | n aranmamn3veka Pdheani ev e
spending on early childhood education and ¢aa& er ej n® vIidavky na sl
rodinnl mi benedée s@uiblic pperaingr Sedicexn Fr ess k “mal i s me
vzSah tTchto faktdabubBayz®ECBdEamdhyoDaraba
Eur - py, VeOke| HWKanadnwg§reite&k,y Aadsatjre§lsiVe V¥ shddleyn®

regresnej anal 1l zy ppsimenenn¢ aljiemev aliiggb®6 pozor
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Tabul®kK&kl adnl regresnl model vzSahu TFR a v
slugby rodin8m s deSmi a slugby vzdel ania a

Multiple Regression for TFR Multiple Adjusted Std. Err. ROWS .
R RSquare Rsquare lanored Outliers
Summary q Estimate '
0,5603 0,3139 0,3103 0,20084 97 0

Degrees o0 Sum of Mean of

F p-Value
ANOVA Table Freedom Squares Squares
Explained 3 10,62942 3,54314 87,83832 < 0.0001
Unexplained 576 23,23415 0,04034

Confidence Interva
Coefficient St;prg?rd t-Value p-Value 95%

Regression Table Lower Upper
Constant 1,27791  0,02349 54,39549 0,00000 1,23177 1,32405
::gll:c:r%e"d'"g on early childhood educatic , 5,5, 07415 406445 000005 015581 044722
Public spendingCash 0,18880 0,01522 12,40619 0,00000 0,15891 0,21869
Public spendingServices -0,11166  0,05404 -2,06614 0,03926 -0,21780 -0,00551
Zdroj: VlIastwmwpugipramow@st rojsa @Ri sk, 2021
Visledky regresnej anallzy naznkdNj ¥aoddlzam

dok&8geme vysvetl i S peermeminkelji gFKR. 5hzI MENvynyvV
najmd verejn® v datv&iyo s wenmsadego/(6,30158)ta @ §

peRagn® prr&nscpie ikoydivanT ch benefitov (0, 1888).
(nahladine0,05)je akt or verejnlchr §mdiavkodi mal sh ulgbdye
tento faktor m8§ sk?r0,nlelglabt62)v.nk7V iveptddy vwniasalneldFuR]
existuje vzSah medzi objemom vemajdimih dwelSda
amierou plodnost(TFR). Tento z8&kladnl regresnl model r
d8§tach tak mus2me presk¥%ma$S dzapadjlin&Ej a@ji emi lp

zjednotlivich kraj2n Eur - -py.

Kl asi ckT mi nN8stroj mi pri amej figks8lnej podp
podstatu a1 p| at Rokvraanjiien 8« h EDP smee paole&Zenajowadji ka
porovnan2 vpOgpkoyb ewvlagmk ya anat er sk ej na Yahr nn

sk*r negat2vny vzSah medzi premennimi (viN g
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Graf20D§8vka materskej (plng§8 mzda v tlgdRoch) a
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Zdroj: Nhasevammi epna z8kl ade d8§t OECD Family
Regresnou anallzou sme n§sd@dgkwe mpabeesrkdamaa ama:
dopl nili sme aj dodat ol n® rodi]lovsk® pr2sp:

zvigenie poluzgrbakRodovresmeesn®ho model u za

otcom (otcovsks8, resp. rodi |l ovskl pr2spevok

TabuldReagresnl model vzSahu TFR a d&vmprk? sime ek
(pre matku aj otca)

Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0,63007
R Square 0,39698
Adjusted R Square 0,27638
Standard Error 0,15149
Observations 25

Standard
Coefficients  Error t Stat P-value Lower 95% Upper95%

Intercept 1,66199 0,10555 15,74613 0,00000 1,44182 1,88216
hiOz20a1t o6LX yt ° -001756 0,01439 -1,22041 0,23651 -0,04757  0,01245
hiO02@al1t | NRBRA
6 LI yi 1YT BF & Gel -0,00222 0,00688 -0,32224 0,75062 -0,01656 0,01213
al GSNE{1t o6LXyt ~ -001585 0,00593 -2,67164 0,01466 -0,02823  -0,00348
i‘ IA " § N L * . I NE RA 0,00398 0,00149 2,67082 0,01469 0,00087 0,00709
Ué ORz 2 OKU
Zdroj: Vlastn® spracovani e, 2021
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Presk¥%man2m viSalo®, mggemMd&vky otcom nemaj % -
plodnosti(TFR. V1 znamnej g2, avgak dosS prekg&pmi vo,
poberania d8vky materskej. |l nak povedan®, | 2
TFR. Opal n@® .zjnanmk lemkml, vplyv, avgak veOmi ma
m8 mater ssrko& islpoovisik Tsm pr2spevkom pre genu/ mat k

Ak teda akceptujeme t ®zduQg kgae pdoSbvekraa nmaat)e rnsgk enj
logicky zt oho vyplTlva, age podbtekyans® pg&vok mimo tr
negat2vny vplyv na ochotu ma$S Nalgie dieSa.
Nal gie dieSa, preto sme detailnejgimalplmisk Y

deSmi (vo veku 0 ag 2 roky)

Pri presk¥%mavan?2 eypianickA chl| émsallovh zkr aj 2 n
zamest nandoesS3ni§giveon vseku 0 ag 2 orsdlay nd me poeeren
ktor® by mohli maS priamy alebo nepti &mNgenpl
mi era zamestdred&dmo s tvio iekru O ag 2 roky je na
sk¥manlch kraj?2n, prostredn2ctvom regresnej]
vplyv na sk¥manl parameter zame®O#n@awn®spar gme

verejnich polit?2k, dkQdkra np o boeorlaniva gkg® kdkSavnkayt
d8vky poberani a r odnileaogvas k®lharsaapir ade@reiv&aowh af o

starostlivosti. Z8kladnT Iniigjg8reny regresni m
Tabul@RE8k!l adnl | ine8rMiyerraegzemedt momdedti Ji en
0 ag 2 roky
Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0,815699
R Square 0,665366
Adjusted R Square 0,585691
Standard Error 11,79605
Observations 27
Standard

Coefficients  Error t Stat P-value Lower 95% Upper 95%
Intercept 50,98505 17,74362 2,87343 0,009095 14,08518 87,88493
aASNY g6l adA RSON @2 7T: 0,343808 0,174143 1,974286 0,061647 -0,01834 0,705959
5TO1F LRoSNIyAl RI @le&  -031818 0,301504 -1,05531 0,303273 -0,94519 0,308832
bt KN} R2@é LI2YSNI YI{iSNE] 0068713 0,131439 0,522777 0,606602 -0,20463 0,342057
5TO1F LR®HEBMNG3@d1 SK2 LINN -0,19637 0,05849 -3,35733 0,002982 -0,31801 -0,07473
bt KNI R2@é LI2YSNI NPRAG62¢ 0,13131 0,085065 1,543645 0,137611 -0,04559 0,308212

Zdroj: Vlastn® spracovani e, 2021
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Ako gtatisticky neviznamn® faktory sa preuks§
a n8hradovl pomer materskej. NevliznamnosS t
mat erskej s¥% poskytovan® polas prviobttigd®fs
prakti ckyNS8vwy leWlneemo8d enleu zpostupne vyl ulovali

aupravenl model prezentujeme niggie.
TabulBWpr avenl |l ine8rMyeragzemadt monesti ¢i en
0 ag 2 roky
Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0,740826
R Square 0,548823
Adjusted R Square 0,511224
Standard Error 12,81236
Observations 27
Standard Lower Upper

Coefficients Error t Stat P-value 95% 95%
Intercept 50,30593 7,229794 6,958142 3,4E07 35,38437 65,22749
ahASN}r géLadaa RSGN @ ¥F: 0,441965 0,145095 3,046038 0,005561 0,142504 0,741426
5TO1l LIPOSNIYAlI NRRAG2( -0,16142 0,061483 -2,62546 0,014825 -0,28831 -0,03453
Zdroj: VIastn® spracovanie, 2021
Upravenl | ine8dok8gegvegsubt m&Beihyl &j4 % rzenmaerryn

zamest nandosetSaSpinernvos veku 0 ag 2 rokeg)vl Reamre
vplyv na zamdsetbasomSvoi eeks 0O ag 2 roky m§
starostlivost.i a dOgka pober amexirsdadij |Yaas ®h
starostl i vost ianéstheesidvargnmejodithy cd iulgaddbhd kc hpr e ma't

priamomot i vuj % geny zostaS mimo trhu pré8ce.

Kl adn8 hodnota regresn®ho koeficientu miery
|l ogi ck §, ka@aNd@e sltupnog$gi(ponuka) slugieb for
mognosS vr8ti Spsapadetd®glpy SgpebervanD®l)rodi | ¢
bolo mogn® predpokladaS z8porn% hodnotu regr
akveren 8 politika umogRuje pobena$r 8€8vausal hgi E
Vplyv tohto pakbopawnf ms ¥ gl koavdiahkoidpdp2®h o h Oac
m§& vplyv pr 8wvzed 8ntae drao zodciheolt w maS Nshgpe dBEefSal

na trh pr8ce venuje viac kari ®re, aby znz2gil
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Osobitn¥% pozprBuseSdesstuasbfidelti giveob vetkair @s &
| 0 m! greandned@ipmiamen e f i afaktgnt. n

Pokr al ovdadti aislmee jyanekpwej sorany tjlidestpnts | ugi eb st ar os:
odi e¥wnj adren% cez mieru Y% astaridedeniwa hv dkou
starostlivost.i ako z8vislej premeeasntnen20vei €
vzariaden? form8Il nej starostlivosti taa®vi sl ®
Z8kl adnl | ine8rny regresnl model sk¥maj Y%ci f
0O ag 2z arrokaydevni ach form8lnej starostilgigiesti

Tabul®dkx&kl adnl | i ned8l+Miye rrae gkl eassntTi midoet 2 vo form
veku 0 ag 2 roky

Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0,789541
R Square 0,623375
Adjusted R Square 0,544086
Standard Error 13,61856
Observations 24
Standard Lower Upper

Coefficients Error t Stat P-value 95% 95%
Intercept 68,15169 9,71943 7,011902 1,12E06 47,80869 88,4947
bt KNI R2@é LJI2YSN NBR,; -0,2632 0,097618 -2,6962 0,014306 -0,46751 -0,05888
2A40S stalogtlifobtiR & -0,33474 0,320794 -1,04347 0,309825 -1,00617 0,33669
5TO1l LBOSNIYyAl Rb @ -1,01309  0,27317 -3,70866 0,00149 -1,58484 -0,44134
801 R2G+t0OAS kx @GSN 0,669356 0,226645 2,953321 0,008162 0,194982 1,14373
Zdroj: VlIastn® spracovanie, 2021
Model om sme dok8zali vysgvetslief pakmemnz9 % ( min
form8Il nej starostlivAkoi newvl avre&kmn 80 page mz2nn §
preuk8zal faktor |istlch n8kladov gdbtyarnesnsl i

z8sadnl vpl ytv. jn.a odcohpoyttm a u ma d 8 b A i \Syt | d%| eeSna2| niv vtoosh

faktora sme dostal.i upravenl regresnl model

tabuOku ni ggie).
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TabulBWmaven | ine8rny sMigerreas nvhl ansotdieldet 2 vo for
vo veku 0 ag 2 roky

Regression Statistics
Multiple R 0,775752
R Square 0,601792
Adjusted R Square 0,542061
Standard Error 13,64878
Observations 24
Standard Lower Upper
Coefficients  Error t Stat P-value 95% 95%
Intercept 63,34177 8,575822 7,386088071 3,91E07 45,45292 81,23062
bt KN} R2gé LI2YSNI NRR. -0,237750,094732 -2,509707425 0,020798 -0,43536 -0,04014
5T f)“[ I L2O6SNI YAl Rt @° -1,02673 0,273462 -3,75454105 0,001248 -1,59716 -0,45629
601 R2Gt OAS «k @SNJ 0639161 0,225289 2,83707078¢ 0,010185 0,169216 1,109106

Zdroj: VIastn® spracovanie, 2021

V upravenom regresnom modeli kt or T st §l e dok§ge vgsvetlljs
premennejjost al i tri viteamEmm@&dobéakt proyner arodi | ov.
(-0, 238), dOgka pobkRavil gk dlby Smadcrey s«kley Elf yn

starostlivosti (0,639). ¥ get kT ch viznamniTch faktoroch maj:
ol ak8van® zmsieniS§éimlkaovAk pomer rodi|l ovsk®ho pr
detzzarvi adeni ach f otjnegdtuje supst tsu lam./Okihe duiakor i

dOgky poberania materskej. L2m dl hgia doba |
tTm ni ggia mzariaatéeéansaif de Méikatekzjo ssti@armESstSloimv o
domaan e v y wayiddenda starostlivostidi eTSam s ae zdnii Wjoutj ns8u bvsrtoi vteuR mal
efekt sapostuph premi eta do d!chodkeov@®wanhpr? gmovw®m
rodiny atedaz ni govani aNalcdiod ydimaSa, u nakowrOkmi cpkr®@ vfl &
Tieto substzintiugunj®:s epfreskvidye p ol has Sg enkorma e h
adodatol ne tak do bud¥cnost. ZnAjg ujrie tpr o vadket po
znal nej mi ery urlovanl verejnou politikou, k
cez n8stroje priiabhdgdodpay € bjoe ne@d miaeneg¢n g nast a\
pr8&vnych predpisov. Lccem evysglgudabyj,e tviling kvay gdgoit a8
vzariadeniach for m8Il nej starostlivosti. Pr §\
f akt or a kladbvsstarostlivostimEge me tak kreovaS z8very, (
acenovs8) slugieb fdemBlrzelygejar omstelriuv ddtaist o
n8§sl edne vyvol 8va pozit?2vne ekfeeNgien Sepauje eloc ho

dichodkovli efekt (zn2genie ¢givotnej Yrovne r
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3.3 00p EIl AAU o $iaDildt priiero®plodnosti h Al AGEAET EQOT O AUOI
mierou work -life balance a CAOAT O OAT L raftalei®dh i o}

starostlivosti o deti

D8nsko
Zo z8kona maj ¥% rodilia n8rok na 52 tTgdRov r
sirodilia rozdelia podOa vlastn®ho uv§geni a.

pred pl'rodom. Val gina rod2n v D8nsku sa rozl
rodinnej gkl ky v |lase, keN dogRgiSadjpopedenep
Dokonca aj rodiny, v ktorlTch jeden z rodilov
gkl ky, aby sa ich deti od %tleho veku soci

zverejnich zdrojov

D8nske zar i adeniva dperl esdvgpkndalas ka® st ar ost |l i vosti

- denn® opatrovateOsk® centr §, denn8 staro
i ntegrovan® zariadenia pre deti do 3 roko
- matersk® gkoly a vekovo integrovan® zar.i
zaliatku z8kladnej gkol y.

DE8nsko m8 z8konom stanoven®, ge obce s¥% pov

starostlivost.i pre va@etdk yz adleitat koud zv8ekklua dnée j t

poskytovanie predgkol skhejrjemardost8icinosgstii njeg
EUR/ mesiac (15 475 DKK/ mesiac). Pedagogi ck®
poskytovanie predgkol sk®ho vzdel 8vania a ste
doma. Okrem toho Whoawizaleeée Bivanpre daglsdlag ost
vypracovaS vlastnl pedagogi ckI pl §n. D&8nsk

starostlivosti spad8 pod Ministerstvo det?2 a

Zauj2mayonsiSelmo sypre@emgkpoe skdeahvklaadiaa emnd Gkclh «
motorickl rozvoj, tvorivosS, osvojovanie si
kagdlch 5 det2 pripad8 jeden uliteO materske
s mal T mi sR&mps hamexe /i al saz@ayang® mater sk® gk
respekt2ve | erstvo prisSahovan® rodhhggrBdee
detafi cah roadidpwl ol nosti
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Franc¥%zsko

D8§vky materskej sa pbpskgphaoj 8 poelydso tpa setdl god Rao
dRom ptrodu (dOgka materskej sa egtepap@avuij
poltu narodenich de12dn2 Odteco wmEk ej§r kv mlae rak y

Vo FrancY¥zsku sa v deti 9vamom aetstve poskgesvt dvacly 0 s S 0
samostatnlich f8zach podOa veku det?2, prilom

Pri de Sé cdko hitespB)Yroky upravujepodmienky Ministerstvo solidarity a
zdravotpdouka. s rtzne dojrlmy? Bgiaru ssttlarvossttlii
tejto vekovej skupiny poskytuj¥% opatrovateOE
kol ekt?2vne gtrukt¥ry starostlivostd:i o deti

pr2padov vytvoren®& aorsgp§ nanvio vaal neBb omineesztinsykno v I mi

Predgkol sk®detrztdek§a@egmR3proky akaogy 2do dovRgenia p
veku (6 rokov) z a kzt oodr pRoMiendi8st er st vo n8rodn®ho vzdel
predgkol skl c®c almdesnelied e niTaeh o( gt rukt Y%ry s¥% Kkl &
02 a g¢giaci sa Vv nich ulia podOaministerstvel § v a c ?
zodpovedn® za vzdel 8vani e. Det i sY% v nich p
z8vislostiapad2vo Oriigah by S prijat® aj deti od
stanoven¥% z8konn% povinnosS povinn®ho vzdel !

zariadenia starostlivostide t i s¥% bezpl atn® ak s¥Y% verejn®.

Gv®dsko

Cel kovo maj Yan ®b@alf ana od80i @n2 jratd eidlao v2AkO® hdon 2p
kagd®ho rodila (v pr2pade viacpoletn®ho teho
Zt oho matka mtge rodi|l ovsk® d§8§vky zalaS pobe
a otec m8§108dak nodi| ovskidijecdanweanlagrek ys vipg mlors

alokovaStreraajerum?! g@ presun%S zodpovednosS. /

prepad8§8. Spololensk® nor my s Ytawglieoktichiagg@aaven®

tom, ako matka nast¥%pi sp2S do pré8ce.

Vichovu a starostlivosS det2 v ranom detst Ve
f8z. Jednotn® fprreJlgkld «k @i cpoze 8i ( pre deti
Posl ednl r ok pde@®hozaV ateéim§ vzaSnko ban @ ad @t € v up %
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predgkol §P® skl edOkagesm t oho existuje aj d o m§
pedagogi ck §pedagagiskomsp)y,i viotsdSr % prevs&§dzkuj % regi

det2 a ktor anmizgoevabgS réznymi spl!sobmi (t.

opatrovat el

i ek, alebo inde). Mnoh® miestne

vzdel §vania aj v otvorerlpplenpdéeddchkall sakolddH i ma

opatr ov agreil

slugby zodpovedS§

d ha§ ddzea j2 v

komunitne (Il ok8lne).

so svojimi deSmi, kedyko

miskstmavgakopgheduktiva al ug

Od 1 roku g¢givota maj ¥ det. n8rokznal §vENDDM
starostlivost.i a od 3 rokov maj% n8rok na |
tT gdenne. Deti, ktorTch rodilia pracuj¥% aleb
centre rekrfiti@beme po gkol e (

Predgkol sike® jzearcieandternum vzdel 8vania a starost |

Obce s¥% povinn® poskytovaS verejne dotovan®

roka veku.

Vget ky deti maj Ya n8r ok na nbjezpl at
525 hod2n rolne (pri

bligne 15 hod2n tlTgdenne

Nez8visl® gkoly a predgkol sk® zariadenia s

riznych form8ch.

podporou a
bezpelnosS.

zari adeni a

sV tieg

Obce rozdeOuj Y% dsdrafitovolre ne z §

zodpovedn® za to, aby i

Na nez8visl® predgkol sk® zariade

sa vzSahu
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4 [ $0/ 2211 . )A6/02t4 6 6%2%* .  FNELEBI/NA) 4~ +
SLOVENSKU)

Eur -pska komisia (2008, 2018, 2019) ako aj E
prs8&ve kiyagjgiomy zamestnanosSwy g@ioain ms % (BRIe @ | loda
|l o je z8&rovperRv kod'ml epgriit T mi egtear nudteinao gp @ u le § cai
KinoshtaaGuo (2015) zd!razRuj¥% viznamnosS pracov
kuvoOneniu rastek®mompkéema@i®méb vekonomi k§ch
di sponuj “olkv glriafciowanwain si |l ou ¢gi en. To je dtl
nedostatku pdasoedkoah r$§zhl eho starnutia poj

napr2kl ad aj na Sl ovensku. Pr8ve n2zka fl exi
prisiac h aj Yac e j verejnej pol itiky) | asto spltsob
pracovn® dpoenpdaoi ech vyggej] flexibility, | o

aOudsklT kapit&l. Vhodn® verejn® pohiaprR%Il by

vpracovnom | ase aksoevjeer stkointuh nlaip rz28kplaaddo evur - p s k

Gpecifick® odpor Y%l anie pri parametrickej Z me
bol o dodanie vygvalegk yf |peoxbietkiralaili faye adg@ugkkyyc ha pol i t
dosglikz&§veru, ¢ge prv8evree jdrofledxti ibk 8§ ¢t amiv@e nmaS po:
ochot  UNmla@iesSpap.r ¥kt wdr eni e takej politiky mat
parametrov zvigila fleki bmaltreasskejpsri mpmbloa
ekonomicklch agentov (vo v2a|]gine pr2padov ¢
empirickT chHodrgvt§ t(htbivd8a s 2a0 1 9 a, 2208 r9dyv, e D amn i2 ko
rizi ko chuméobyir deSmicsi fk tckrig§ ajag o p Fadamekeo hor t .
ver ejpaiitl ok mal i refl ekbhoahBzoaregi sedocsprgva

pred naroden2m di eSaSa.

EspingAnder sen (2009) VO SVOjej gt Yadi i pouk§8za
starostlivost.i o deti, ktor® ¢gen8m pom8haj
s¥Yakromni m ¢i vatvoorm rpownmediSdialn movnovghe, kto
bezdetnosSou a n2zkou pltrodnosSou alebmo (ii)

a n2zkou zamblsh ndonm®&HBo uhOa&Zdi ska n2zkasmchr a
star n¥cej popul 8ci e negat?2vioy hvpvyne a@ajf osntar e
zhor geni a udr gat eOnosti priebegne financo

vikdnoduchosti doctodédgv vppa &oprxze| gener 8ci e
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dil egit® nastavi S verejn® politiky tak, aby
akejkoOvek penaliz8cie. Avgak na tmal Bimy bo
dSmiat Tm aj zvi1gi S zospul adewni @) es Ykio oM ® o s
Barcel of®sk ®t ci ® st anovuj ¥ dostupnosS zari ad:eé

anaj menej 90% pre deti do deé&$ in&h nuet i @ o sg kaohln
garantovanej dostupnosti zarBurd-em&k g rkeo migseitak
poukazij e na f akt, ge zar ideddanind agtg§ ten eajk os t3a rroos
nie cséntwe z8ujmu vl 8dy. Na dr uhej strane,

prostredn2ctvom zjednodugenia podmi emkuk vstu
2019 hral vppsambh®wveoPusvarostlivost:i pre de

PodOa Eur - -pskejf  dasimalnet e(CnolissS), pr2stupnos S

kvalitnich zariaden? starostlivosti o deti
zodpovednosSami v oblasti starostlivosti o d
kvalitn® vzdel 8vanie a starostlivosS v rano

prekonanie mognl ch (smajiaeB undyocbhn en egvelchhoyd Vd esto?c ¢ |
komua2tpapktieg aj pre ich kognit2zvny a soci 8§l
dostupnost.i f or ndi8etniej nasjtna® owa | vekatidoo3 r ok

postavenn e rghiuenpr 8ce

Sl ovensk® empdire cal®o dBg & pH Gark Vgt (@a194) 2018tspleba

Dan| 2kovs8 (2020) sk¥Yimajtznypr wvareilea njzend n( otelsipv
pol as doby str §vedleg!| emikmo ntarrhouo epkriaS8acuefl tve 8a S d a
doba str 8vkew8pmge® jte z8visl8& pr8§ve od vzdel
Rizne preferencie eokdmasmickzlocth vagqeadstsohvie ohvi u t r
starostlivosti ad i e Sa ( nract ceirlskves k& bydobwoll @enkvanhodn® zoh

verejnlkBtpokriaveden2m dynamicklch prvkov kto
i.  jednotlivcovisni g g2 m wzanbdmab@maS dS§vikwm2dlitSgiré za
pasce | i kyvedmbtlivciyn ikgegNbgne vzdel an2m (najl as
vobdob?2 po mater skej dovolenke | elia vy
aHor v8t hvaw®89a, 2019b)-rrmd nl80 meaddzveBlastu jnea atjr

Do s t u phitp®//emearopa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/len/MEMO_08_592
Do st u phitp®//ewlex.europa.eu/legalontentSK/ALL/?uri=CELEX:52018DC0273
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starostlivosti i e Sa po ukonl| emédiplebohidGameigap d §v k y
Pr§wemto obdobmakbmrodes8&m svyguje rizi

ii. jednotlivcisvygg? m vzdel an?2m nelelia tak vysol
materskej dovolenkemo d Oa empi ricklch d&t rkotdri | ovs
ako di eSa do byRiekovaidy a k ypararke@selejnej politiky.
ZS§ropeRane&w ghgdEo k po kr atngligee ozbnd2odpiiSe n §
obetovanej vpggli egivizaetiianost ne] (pr2zj mov
n8§sl ednlajvplia zvigenie mi,eayl pluednesbijet
pouk8zala Raute (2019).

Samotn® zvigeni(lER smeemhprpbodgesni iu sa zjamigOar
dil egit Taprpir vikioempen2 probl ®movl §é&ivisi Rc§cé S
popul 8cia dl hodobo ohrozmutpeapgtabbbititeduaeéceyn
sa vidavkov z8kladn®hmvidadkogstanaobdPodolhu? s
starost |Rowa@uj e me pretonosuligepi estmieamy c tpu
dostupnosti form8lmythhemiaai adeenatlpamo siestSing ia e
jeden zv T znamnT ch f aklttboodohonktro§mciv dok§gue Qrapol
priebedgne financovan®h®hda!z&koldakdo n® pjoea spyr$SAasa ur
geneggenaakaajkzenk geni u pr2jmovich rozdielov m
UvoOnen2m tohto blokovan®ho Oudsk®ho kapit§l
verejnich rozpolnaoaVchzvbgpS|lvbykageée miowobvea tey
Nal gi e di eSa.

Gv ®djs&k omnohT mi avi skwmia miogmraj lokkaami® ako krajin
gi vsoot vysokou spokoj nos Saabaromdtdr a nZo8 knoseedej § i v ot
soci 8§l nej olitky wm dewn@ddg b gl i pologen® ug v 30.
k OVl ov?2 reform8tori, ako napr2klad sociol - g
perspekt2vu zameran¥% md adireoSlao,v Yo e porvondouskS| n(®My
Zali artok.onmmokov 20. stor ol ipaarrteiaggiop/Bad nia ptorl hiut ip
na klesaj%cu ptrodnosS tim, ¢ge rodilom pon¥%
ar  zpneeRa gn® Gw@dssaawt.i eg reagoval apostawenia me nu
gien postupnim rozgirovan2m rozsahu starost |
giviteOmi m:ge maS pre rodiny mnoh® pozit?2yv
vyrasta$S rvodbionh§acthg2ac hz2 skaj % kvalitn® predgko
2014 Sobotka, Matysiak Brzozowska, 2020Na o p a k Franc¥%zsko kIl adi e
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bl ahobytu rod2n a det? prolkameidm8cityosno fginm®
amognosSami sdat ost Pir @asminastaverenejstarestlivostr * zny c h
form8ch podOa potrijedbsirendt boskl chugkvbokopr me
| i centier nepr azv.idrdpinicants) odstitsamoGR U ji Hrosy i a E® a S
pr2legitosti pre vgetky deti.

Zvigenie dostupnost.i z ar itaeddean 2§ lepsisardagekre)l s k e |
strane prejav2 na (@RRL Gento %fekiniee rzy§p @t @ eRn @ t¥id |

najvirazmueygyi er §vdel an8sonke®hukolfjafet zal geni
pracovai®hroomn ®hon ig§ oovoa rai ap | ractdoobvnilcchh ner ovnost

strane zvIigenie dostupnosti kvalitmlkéH kyari
am§ ozit2vne v oblastiach kognit2vnych, jazyk
et al., 2015) ako aj zlepguje pr 2 stydpnl ceetlzc hz

komun?2t n atper P 1k® nauk 2jaekdal kui ua z § k | azimd meehn 81, § viyek o r
skor§8 predgkol sk8§8 starostlivos ® ua %acTncolsatvia am?iz
soci-eH mmomi c k ® (Euer @wrkas tkib mi Bri &av, e 2t0a&2ki®t o op a
zdl hodob®ho hOadiska maSepgaeazigehenal wveljychuda

val gz d opraadnarnead i t ne ori enzamama&®p ®voedimedsnS® p c

ekonomi ck &tsatbabiiltiaf amajtm2h ugipar8c e

Vo vgeobecnosti m:geme povedaS, ¢Jge verejn® p
ovpl yvRuj Yavgla&kdnvopslS,v vetltaphbatpegdislai ts2kkt rj ev
kr 8t kodobT ¢ hmierkpibodnosti(tatal Eedlitycate)a z men §c h medzi| as ov é
jednotlivimi ptrobdamiboot mnepasetthPamdiizhodobl
vpl yv na ko haretdra¥% nmlv akdoinaes $ Wdrokdoini ye n §angl.l odnos
completed fertility) VInimkou s Ywerejr® politiky zamera® n a z v 1 gseipnose d
kval iafniTncahn| ne adarsitaipead 2c h sldtidjasle sytkllilakops)t n a joma

uvyggie vzdelanlTch ¢gien a p8rov.

Sobotka, Matysiak Br zozowska (2020) vo swaoijejemz2xdmneh
rodil ovstva oako mgakvtpdry,v knta pdKR.es | mi emz2 vm
rodi|]ovstvo je definovan® spol o] enskTl mi nor
rodi|l om, | o je definovan® hlavne | asovou, em
no naj m2 (pivegyn,ded® .vIiZe8r oveR vgak poukazuj % n
gien na tpoithmSpr&ce asp2S na trh pr8ce po mat
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sdeSmi sa mamakimguke,t ageia viac ldasSmipmniamnes |
ichmoni torovani ad eptrsik i veymosp 8% pkaméitkye o s t S ea$ i s
doma Bianchi 2000; Gauthieet. al, 2004).

89



L) 4 %2 ! 42 21

1. ADDA, J.; DUSTMANN, C.: STEVENS, K. 2017. The career costs of childrerlournal
of Political Economy125 (2), 293_337.

2. ADSERA, A. 2005. Vanishing children: From high unemployment to low fertility in
developed countrie®dmerican Economic Revie®5.2: 189193.

3. ANDERSON, D. J.;, BINDER, M.; KRAUSE, K. 2003. The Motherhood Wage Penalty
Revisited: Experience, Heterogeneity, Work Effort, and W8dhedule Flexibility.In:
Industrial and Labor Relations RevigWwol. 56, No. 2, pp. 27294

4. BABAN, A. 1999. fRomani ao. Il n. : H. P. Davi d
resource to publicglicies and reproductive behavior in Central and Eastern Europe from
1917 to the presenGreenwood PresdVestport, Connecticut, pp. 1:2P1.

5. BAl Z,CM 2009. Regional child care availability and fertility decisions in Spain.
Demographic Researc1, 803842.

6. BAl ZCN, P. ., ARPI NO, B. , DELCLdS, C. E. 20
fertility: The moderating role of education and normative contéxtopean Journal of
Population 32(1), 30.

7. BALCO, M., GEBO, GEBOVWNMEGS AN/ 2oBdf e Lifecyglp pl i c a
Theory in Slovak Pension Systedournal of Economic$/66/2018, 6480.

8. BASTEN, S.; LUTZ, W.; SCHERBOV, S. 2013. Very Long Range Global Population
Scenarios to 2300 and the Implications of Sustained Low Ferii@gnographic Research
28, 11451166, [online]. [cit. 20197-1 8] . Dostupn®
https://doi.org/10.4054/demres.2013.28.39

9. BILLARI, F.C., D. PHILIPOV, M.R. TESTA. 2009. Attitudes, norms, and perceived
behavioural control Explaining fertility intentions in BulgariaEuropean Journal of
Population 25 (4) (2009), pp. 43965

10.BILLINGSLEY, S., NEYER, G. and WESOLOWSKI, K. 2018. The influence of family
policies on womens childbearing: A longitudinal mictata analysis of 21 countries.
Stockholm Research Reports in Demograg®id/g:19.

11.CAZZOLA, A.; PASQUINI, L.; ANGELI, A. 2016. The relationship between
unemployment and fertility in Italy: A timseries analysis. IlDemographic Researci34,

1-38. Retrieved Feliary 27, 2020, [online]. [cit. 20206-1 5 ] Dostupn®
www.jstor.org/stable/26332027
12.COHEN, J.E., |I. KRAVDAL, N. KEILMAN. 2011.

than education impeded childbearimmong Norwegian womerProceedings of the
National Academy of the United States of Ameri@8 (29) (2011), pp. 118301835
( d ost uvpmv@®nasoag/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1107993108

13.COMOLLI, Ch. L. 2017. The Fertility Response to the Great Recession in Europe and the
United States: Structural Economic Conditions and Perceived Economic Uncertainty. In
Demographic Research36, 15491600, [online]. [cit. 2019D7-1 9] . Dostupn®
<https//doi.org/10.4054/DemRes.2017.36.51>

14. COOPER, D. (2014). The Effect of Unemployment Duration on Future Earnings and Other
OutcomesWorking Papers 1-B, Federal Reserve Bank of Boston.

15.CORRELL, S. J.; BENARD, S. PAIK, I. 2007. Getting a Job: Is There ah&tbbod
90



https://doi.org/10.4054/demres.2013.28.39
http://www.jstor.org/stable/26332027
http://www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1107993108

Penaltyan: American Journal of Sociolog$12(5), 12971339

16.CURRIE, J.; SCHWANDT, H. 2014. Sheashd longterm effects of unemployment on
fertility. In: Proceedings of the National Academy of Scient&$.41: 14734.4739.

17.CYGAN-REHM, K. 2016. Rrental leave benefit and differential fertility responses:
Evidence from a German refordournal of Population Economic29(1), 73103.

18.DAHL, G. , B. ; LI KEN, K., V. MOGSTAD, M. ;
case for paid maternity leavé®. Revew of Economics and Statistj@3.4: 655670.

1I9.DANLEKOVCE, Z. 2020. Ani mugi nem8§guumaBavge
do prk8ocnee.nt §r I F Ponling].0 Ri0 /202606-2 6 | Dostupn®
<https://www.mfsr.sk/sk/financie/institdinancnejpolitiky/publikacie
ifp/komentare/komentareroku-2020/6ani-muzi-nemozumatvsetkematerskaotcow
nastupmatiekdo-pracejun-2020.htmp

20.DAVID, H. P. (ed.). 1999. From Abortion to Contraception. A ResetocPublic Policies
and Reproductive Behavior in Central and Eastern Europe from 1917 to the Present.
Westport, ConnecticuGreenwood Press

21.ESPINGANDERSEN, G. 2009T he I ncompl ete Revolution: At
Roles.Cambridge: Polity Press, |3B0745643167.

22.ESPINGANDERSEN, G. and BILLARI, F. C. 2015. R&eorizing family demographics.
Population and Development Revjedi (1), 131.

23.EURCPSKA KOMI S| Alife b&adce packagé/dvEKO / 08 / 603. [online].
[cit. 2019050 9 ] Do st up n ®&europaseu/rapidipresslegse MEMGEDS-
603 _en.htm>

2.EURC PSKA KOMI SSpr 8v2a0 1 8 omi si e Eur - pskemu
Eur - pskemu hossqpoidSlrmse&kmuiuydabwrmuea@i - nov 0 1 02z

starostlivost.i o0 mal ® ¢gdetni nma t¥lhal ypr&Bwiege
rovnovsg8§hy medzi pracovnim a s¥%kromnim g¢giv
udrgateOn®ho a inkl uz?2vneh.oBruseh COM?20182Bur - pe
final. [cit. 202%01-1 8] . Dostupn® n dex.aeuropaeu/legalt t ps: /

content/SK/ALL/?uri=CELEX:52018DC0273>

25, EURCPSKA KOMI EeéyMAata éh(Ear§ Childhood Education and Care in
Europei 2019 Edition Eurydice Report. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the European
Union. [cit. 2021011 8] . Do st «p https://eatem.ec.europa.eu/natienal
policies/eurydice/sites/eurydice/files/ec0319375enn_0.pdf>

26,EURC PSKA KOMI STheA2018 20ein® Report: Economic and Budgetary
Projections for the EU Member States (2€4&0).Institutional Paper 079. ISBN 97®-
79-774607. [online]. [cit. 2019090 4] . Dostupn®
<https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/econeiimance/2018ageingreporteconomie
andbudgetaryprojectionseu-memberstates2016-2070_en?fbclid=IwAR30X
DIuV35FjyQ5Nb13gJgVWHURIY XgRognbCdigGzBFj9oqAPdP38>

27T’EURCPSKA KOMI SI A. 2021. The childcare gap
<https://ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?langld=sk&catld=89&newsld=9946&furtherNews=
yes>

28.EURC PSKY P ARL A MMaremity, p2térnitysand parental leave: Data related

to duation and compensation rates in the European Unjonline]. [cit. 201705-08]
Dostupn® na:

91



http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2015/509999/IPOL_STU(2015)50
9999 EN.pdf>

29.FERNCNIKXRANZ, D.; LACUEST A5PLAKAS; N. ROOD Rie GUE Z
Motherhood Earnings Dip: Evidence from Administrative RecdrdsJournal of Human
Resources48:169197

30.FISHER, K. and ROBINSON, J. 2011. Daily life in 23 countri€acial Indicators
Research101(2), 2958304.

31GOLDSCHEI DER, F., BERNHARD,TT, 205. TheaGedderL AP P E
Revolution: A framework for understanding changing family and demographic behavior.
Population and Development Revjed(2), 207239.

322GOLDSTEI N, J. R. , KOULOVATI ANOS, c., Lt , J.
how child allowancesind daycare subsidies affect fertility. Centre for Financial Studies,
CFS Working Paper Series 568

33.GUSTAFSSON, S.. 2001. Optimal age at motherhood. Theoretical and empirical
considerations on the postponement of maternity in Eurdparnal of Population
Economics14 (2) (2001), pp. 22847

34.GUVENEN, F., KARAHAN, F., OZKAN, S. and SONG, J. (2015). What Do Data on
Millions of U.S. Workers Reveal about LHeycle Earnings RiskReports number 710
Federal Reserve Bank of New York Staff

35.HAAN, P. and WROHLICH, K. 2011. Can child care policy encourage employment and
fertility? Evidence from a structural modekbour Economicsl8(4), 498512.

36.HEI LAND, F., A. PRSKAWETZ, wW. C. SANDERSON.
family size stable? Edence form West German panel dakuropean Journal of
Population 24 (2) (2008), pp. 12956

37.HI DAS, S. ; HOR YV C TWbeehGtill Can't HageQt AIB Barriers to Higher
Maternal Employment in Slovakia Pol i cy paper. I n dirte]. [citYat i n
2019050 5] Dostupn® na: <https: /| whnancngji nance

politiky/publikacieifp/ekonomickeanalyzy/48womenstill-canthaveit-all-barriers
highermaternalemploymenislovakiamajp2018-2.html>

38.HI DAS, S.: HORNBIMIOVCgErScovaS. Bari®ry vygg
matiek na Slovensku | ngt it %t fi nanl| nej pol it i-G&y. Kom
05] Dostupn® na: <https: // whnancngi nance

politiky/publikacieifp/komertare/8milovat-pracovaimajr2018.html>

39.HILGEMAN, C. and BUTTS, C. T. 2009. Women's employment and fertility: A welfare
regime paradoxXSocial Science Researc38(1), 103117.

40.HOFMANN, B.; HOHMEYER, K. 2012. Perceived economic uncertainty and fertility. In
Journal of Marriage and Family75(2), 508521.

41.JULIAN, T; KOMINSKI, R. 2011. Education and Synthetic Wetife Earnings Estimates.
American Community Survey Reports, AZSWashington, DC: U.S. Census Bureau.
Avail-able at: https://census.gov/libraryhlgications/2011/acs/adst.html

42. KALWIJ, A. S. 2010. The impact of family policy expenditure on fertility in Western
Europe.Demography47(2), 503519.

43.KAN, M. Y., SULLIVAN, O. and GERSHUNY, J. 2011. Gender convergence in domestic
work: Discerning the éécts of interactional and institutional barriers from lasgale data.

92



Sociology 45(2), 234251.

44 KINOSHITA, Y.; GUO, F. 2015. What Can Boost Female Labor Force Participation in
Asia? IMF Working Paper WP/15/56 [online]. [cit. 2019050 8 ] Dostupn®
<https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/cat/longres.aspx?sk=42786.0>

45 KOCOURKOVC, J.; GsASTNC, A.; LERNEKOVC, A.
Yar oveR plodnostii vePosti 8§i ek lg20kayd:p8@d® uni e
[online]. [cit. 201907-19]. Dostup® na: <https://doi.org/10. 18

46.KOHLER, H. P.; BILLARI, F. C, ORTEGA J. A. 2002The Emergence of Lowekbw

Fertility in Europe During the 1990s. FPopulation and Development Review 2 8 , | . 4,
641 1680. [online]. [cit. 201908-21] Dost upn® na: <https:// doi
4457.2002.00641.x>

47TKRAVDAL, 1. 1996. How -card eentersantliences settilgypin y o f

Norway: A parityspecific approachPopulation Research and Policy Reviels(3),201-
218.

48.KREYENFELD, M.; ANDERSSON, G. 2014. Socioeconomic differences in the
unemployment and fertility nexus: Evidence from Denmark and Germarjdwances in
Life Course Researc¢l21: 5973.

49.KREYENFELD, M.; ANDERSSON, G.; PAILHE, A. 2012. Economic témtainty and
Family Dynamics. InDemographic ResearcliSpecial Collection 12).

so.LI CI A. THEVENON, O. 2010. Does economic
in OECD countries®orking Papers 167 | nst i t ut Nati onal d' £1
(INED)

51.LUCI-GREUL I CH, A. and THEVENON, 0. 2013. Th
fertility trends in developed countrigsuropean Journal of Populatio29(4), 387416.

52MATYSAK, A.; VIGNOLI, D. 2013. Diverse eff.
Insights fom Italy and Poland. IrEuropean Journal of Populatio29(3), 273302.

53.McDONALD, P. 2000. Gender equity, social institutions and the future of ferflliytnal
of Population Resear¢ci7 (1), 115.

54.MELHUISH, E.C., EREK¥STEVENS, K., PETROGIANNIS, K., RIESCU, A,
PENDERI, E., RENTZOU, K., TAWELL, A., SLOT, P., BROEKHUIZEN, M., &
LESERMAN, P. 2015. A review of research on the effects of early childhood education and
care (ECEC) on child developme@txford University Research Archiveetrieved 24 June
2020: https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:bb91966# 3 42d889ff-da525dc63554

55.M1 HCL , J . 2018. Mater sk 8 20109. Br at#80- sl av a
9723068-5.

56.MYRSKYL , M. , -K@aidlBEER\RI, RLC. 2011. High development and
fertility : Fertility at older reproductive ages and gender equality explain the positive link.
PSC Working Papers Series -32011 Population Studies Center, University of
Pennsylvania. URL:
http://repository.upenn.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1029&contextwms&ing _pap
ers

57.NBER (2018). US Business Cycle Expansions and Contractions. Retrieved from
https://lwww.nber.org/research/datalussinesscycle-expansionsand-contractions
(05.09.2020)

93



58.NEELS, K. 2010. Temporal variation in unemployment rates and #ssiociation with
tempo and quantum of fertility: Some evidence for Belgium, France and the Netherlands.
Paper presented at the 2010 Annual Meeting of the Population Association of America.

59.NEYER, G. and ANDERSSON, G. 2008. Consequences of family potiniesildbearing
behavior: Effects or artifact$®opulation and Development Revje34(4), 699724.

60.NEYER, G. R. 2006Family policies and fertility in Europe: fertility policies at the
intersection of gender policies, employment policies and care poME®R Working
PaperswP-2006:010, Max Planck Institute for Demographic Research, Rostock, Germany.
( d o st uhitpsBidensaepec.org/p/dem/wpaperjH6010.htm)

61.O6 BRI EN, M. and WALL, K. (Eds) . -lReBalahce Co mp a
and Gender Equality. Fathers on leave al@@inger OpenRetrieved 24 June 2020:
https://link.springer.com/book/10.1007% 2F93-819-4297G0

6220ECD. 2014. O6Achieving str onghmlancegeconerhyn by
Report prepared for the G20 Labour and Employment Ministerial Meeting Melbourne,
Austrdia, 101 1 September 201460. Retrieved
https://www.oecd.org/g20/topics/employmettucatiorand-sociatpolicies/ILO-IMF -
OECD-WBG-Achievingstrongefgrowth-by-promotinga-more-gendefbalanced
economyG20.pdf

63.0ECD. 2017a. The Pursuit of Gendeguality: An Uphill Battle. OECD Publishing, Paris.
URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/97892642813&8

64.OLIVETTI, C.; PETRONGOLO, B. 2017. The economic consequences of family policies:
lessons from a century of legislation in higisome countriedn: Journd of Economic
Perspectives31.1: 20530.

65.PAILHE, A.; SOLAZ, A. 2012. The influence of employment uriagtty on childbearing
in France: A tempo or quantum effect? Demographic Researc6(1), 1 40.

66.PANOVA, R. and BUBERENNSER, I., 2016. Attitudes towards parental employment: a
ranking across Europe, Australia, and Jaganrnal of Research in GendetuBies 6(2),
11-37.

67.PETTS, R.J. and KNOESTER, C. 2018. O6Paterni
Journal of Marriage and Familg0: 1144 1162. DOI: 10.1111/jomf.12494.

68.RAUTE, A. 2019. Can financial incentives reduce the baby gap? Evidence fiefora
in maternity leave benefitin: Journal of Public Economi¢d.69: 203222.

69.R1 NDFUSS, R.R., GUILKEY, D.K., MORGAN, S.P.
availability and fertility in NorwayPopulation and Development Revje36(4), 725748.
70.RINDFUSS, R. R., GUILKEY, D.K., MORGAN, S.P.,

2007. Child care availability and firsirth timing in Norway.Demography 44(2), 345
372.

71.ROSSINSLATER, M. 2017B a i ,2@1@ Working Paper 23069

72.ROVNY, A. E. 2011. Welfare state pojideterminants of fertility level: A comparative
analysis.Journal of European Social Polic21(4), 335347.

73.SKRNTOWI CZ, B . 201&Un¥&mhploymenkin Selgcted EU Countri@ssztyn
Economic Journall1(3), 211226. https://doi.org/10.31648/0e}.2926

74.SOBOTKA, T.; MATYSIAK, A.; BRZOZOWSKA, Z. 2020.Policy responses to low

94


https://ideas.repec.org/p/dem/wpaper/wp-2006-010.html
https://ideas.repec.org/p/dem/wpaper/wp-2006-010.html
https://ideas.repec.org/s/dem/wpaper.html
https://ideas.repec.org/s/dem/wpaper.html
https://ideas.repec.org/p/dem/wpaper/wp-2006-010.html
https://www.oecd.org/g20/topics/employment-education-and-social-policies/ILO-IMF-OECD-WBG-Achieving-stronger-growth-by-promoting-a-more-gender-balanced-economy-G20.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/g20/topics/employment-education-and-social-policies/ILO-IMF-OECD-WBG-Achieving-stronger-growth-by-promoting-a-more-gender-balanced-economy-G20.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/g20/topics/employment-education-and-social-policies/ILO-IMF-OECD-WBG-Achieving-stronger-growth-by-promoting-a-more-gender-balanced-economy-G20.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264281318-en
https://doi.org/10.31648/oej.2926

fertility: How effective are they®/orking Paper No. 1.

75.SOBOTKA, T.; SKIRBEKK, V.; PHILIPOV, D. 2011Economic Recession and Fertility
in the Developed WorldPopulation and Development Revje3v(2), 267306, [online].
[cit. 2019071 9] . Dostupn® na: <ht445p.211/004t1x>» . or g/ 10

76.GPROCHA, B.; MADOolle 2bp@.Shlov@ms kal Vvoj de
procesy [online]. Bratislava: INFOSTAT, UK, CSPV SAV. [cit. 2040 3] Dost upn® n
http://www.infostat.sk/vdc/pdf/Storociel.pdf

77.GPROCHA018Bmeny v kohortnej plodnosti gien
dosi ahnutl.nSlwakeals&kB2 ngt at i st i.KSEN &33%68®Amo gr af
(online).D o s t u p mt@s://shoaak.statistics.sk/wps/wecm/connect/a90bebIB-4548
8f56-
b9d006116abc/Slovenska_statistika_a_demografia 4 2018.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID

=mxgGaWf

78.TESTA, M.R. 2010Child-number and childiming intentions in a micifianacro European
framework European Demographic Research PapeiMienna Institute of Demography,
Austrian Academy of Sciences (2010)

79.TESTA, M.R. 2012Family sizes in Europe: evidence from the 2011 Eurobarometer survey.
European Demographic Research Paper\VZenna Institute of D@ography, Austrian
Academy of Scienceg2012)

80.TESTA, M.R. 20140n the positive correlation between education and fertility intentions
in Europe: Individual and countrylevel evidence Advances in Life Course Research
Volume 21, 2014, pp. 282. (dostup® ntgps://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcr.2014.01.005

81.TESTA, M.R., L. Grilli. 2006.The influence of childbearing regional contexts on ideal
family size in EuropePopulationrE, 61 (I 2) (2006), ppl109-138

82.THEVENON, Bamily 2dlidies in OECD Countries: A comparative analysis.
Population and Development Revje&3v (1), 5787.

83.THEVENON, O. and GAUTHIER, A.H. 2011. Fami
0f erltadstter @fectsConmsnityd Work & Family14(2), 197216.

84.YANG, Y., S.P. MORGAN. 2003 ow big are educational and racial fertility differentials
in the U.S™Social Biology, 50 (3/4) (2003), pp. 1487

85.Z28kon | . 46b/cAE®AINo0I poict en?.

95


http://www.infostat.sk/vdc/pdf/Storocie1.pdf
https://slovak.statistics.sk/wps/wcm/connect/a90bcb93-407f-4548-8f56-b9d006116abc/Slovenska_statistika_a_demografia_4_2018.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mxgGaWf
https://slovak.statistics.sk/wps/wcm/connect/a90bcb93-407f-4548-8f56-b9d006116abc/Slovenska_statistika_a_demografia_4_2018.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mxgGaWf
https://slovak.statistics.sk/wps/wcm/connect/a90bcb93-407f-4548-8f56-b9d006116abc/Slovenska_statistika_a_demografia_4_2018.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mxgGaWf
https://slovak.statistics.sk/wps/wcm/connect/a90bcb93-407f-4548-8f56-b9d006116abc/Slovenska_statistika_a_demografia_4_2018.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CVID=mxgGaWf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcr.2014.01.005




