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THE	OPERATIONAL	PLAN	OF	2019‐2021	

	

1. PRESENTATION	OF	THE	INVESTIGATION	
	

Within	 the	project	of	 the	Family	 International	Monitor	 (FIM),	 the	operational	plan	of	2019‐

2021	has	focused	its	attention	on	the	topic	of	family	and	poverty,	considering	the	connection	

between	these	two	elements	as	a	priority	on	a	global	level.	The	fight	against	poverty,	in	fact,	

constitutes	 one	 of	 the	 priorities	 on	 the	 international	 level,	 as	 it	 is	 also	 evident	 in	 the	

Sustainable	Development	Goals	of	the	agenda	of	2030,	promoted	by	the	United	Nations,	which	

first	of	all	aim	to	eradicate	of	all	forms	of	poverty.	(These	are	the	contents	of	the	goals1:	1.	No	

poverty	2.	Zero	hunger3.	Good	health	and	well‐being	4.	Educational	quality	5.	Gender	equality	

8.	 Decent	 work	 and	 economic	 growth	 10.	 Reduced	 inequalities).	 This	 project	 specifically	

wants	to	highlight	the	role	that	the	family	relationships	have	when	it	comes	to	qualifying	the	

condition	of	poverty	of	the	persons,	as	well	as	the	most	macro‐social	dynamics	(social	bonds,	

social	cohesion,	solidarity	in	close	relationships).	

In	extreme	summary,	the	interpretative	model	that	will	be	explored	can	be	described	like	this	

(see	figure	1):	“The	poverty	of	the	families	depends	from	a	complex	system	of	interactions,	

in	which	 the	challenges	and	 the	opportunities	created	by	 the	economic	system	confront	

themselves	with	 the	 resources	and	with	 the	 fragilities	of	 the	 relational	 family	 systems,	

whose	 encounter/clash	 is	 further	 qualified	 and	modified	 by	 the	 (possible)	 actions	 of	

public	policy	 (welfare	models,	 solidarity	policies,	 responsibility	on	various	 levels	of	 the	

public	administration,	presence	of	mixed	private,	public	and	non‐profit	systems)”			

	

The	complex	and	variable	interaction	between	these	fields/actors	of	society	(family,	economic	

system	and	public	intervention)	is	also	significantly	influenced	and	guided	by	the	influence	of	

what	we	 can	 synthetically	 define	 as	 the	 “cultural	and	value‐related	climate”	 (role	 of	 the	

mass	media,	 traditions	and	values	of	 the	various	 territorial	 contexts,	norms	and	behaviours	

that	are	socially	and	legally	accepted...)	which	influences	both	the	relations	between	different	

                                                 
1 For further references see: https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/progress‐report/	  
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actors	and	the	same	legitimation	of	the	social	actions	of	the	individual	actors.	For	example,	a	

cultural	 orientation	 that	 promotes	 the	 economic	 development	 through	 the	 unlimited	

consumerism	can,	in	fact,	weaken	the	role	of	a	public	system	of	solidarity	or,	on	the	other	side,	

the	central	position	of	the	public	 intervention	in	the	government	of	society	can	penalise	the	

responsibility	and	the	autonomy	of	the	families	in	their	solidarity	relations	and	in	their	social	

centrality.	

The	 relation	 between	 family	 and	 poverty,	 therefore,	 is	 the	 result	 of	 complex	 macro‐social	

dynamics,	and	of	the	macro‐social	relations,	and	its	reading	doesn't	allow	simplified	or	one‐

dimensional	 interpretative	 models.	 In	 particular,	 the	 centrality	 of	 the	 familiar	 dimension	

indeed	 puts	 in	 a	 central	 place	 a	 first	 important	 conceptual	 distinction	 in	 the	 definition	 of	

poverty,	 which	 distinguishes	 between	 “relational	 poverty”	 and	 “economic	 and	 structural	

poverty”,	 a	 distinction	 that	 has	 determined	 the	 choice	 to	 start	 an	 investigation	 and	 a	

description	of	reality	through	two	distinct	projects,	which	will	produce	two	reports	in	the	next	

two	years:	in	the	first	year,	the	dynamics	that	characterise	the	relation	between	families	and	

“relational	 poverties”	 will	 be	 defined	 and	 described	 (May	 2020),	 while	 in	 the	 second	 year	

(May	2021)	the	characteristics	and	the	dynamics	that	qualify	the	relations	between	familiar	

networks	and	“economic	and	structural	poverty”	will	be	detailed.	
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Figure 1:	interpretative model of the social actors	

The	two	guidelines	along	which	poverty	develops	identify,	on	the	one	hand,	the	aspects	that	

are	strictly	related	to	the	material	dimension	(economic	resources,	work	conditions,	spending	

capacity,	 etc.),	 and	 on	 the	 other	 hand,	 they	 identify	 the	 aspects	 connected	 to	 a	 relational	

dimension	(lack	of	social	relations,	lack	of	social	inclusion,	lack	of	social	cohesion,	etc.)	As	we	

can	 see	 in	 Figure	 2,	 the	 two	 areas	 can	 also	 overlap	 and	 they	 end	 up	 identifying	 a	 type	 of	

population	 that	 is	 characterised	 by	 the	 fact	 of	 experiencing	 both	 conditions	 of	 poverty	

(meaning	that	a	person	who	lives	in	a	condition	of	material	poverty	frequently	lives	as	well	in	

a	condition	of	relational	poverty	and	vice	versa).			
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Figure 2: material/economic poverty and relational poverty		

	

 Timing		

The	investigation	will	be	carried	out	throughout	three	years	(2019‐2021)	by	focusing	on	the	

theme	of	family	and	poverty,	that	is	analysed	through	two	perspectives:	1.	Relational	poverty	

2.	Economic	poverty.	The	production	of	two	reports	has	been	planned	within	these	deadlines:	

15th	May	2020	 1st	report.	 Family	and	relational	poverty.	

15th	May	2021	 2nd	report.	 Family	and	economic	poverty.		

	

The	 choice	 to	 start	 the	 observation	 of	 reality	 by	 focusing	 on	 the	 relational	 poverty	 is	

determined	by	the	will	to	avoid	the	prevalence	of	a	strictly	economic	and	structural	approach	

of	the	vulnerabilities	of	the	families;	on	the	contrary,	a	specific	reflection	on	the	“relationality”	
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allows	 to	 give	 value	 to	 one	 of	 the	 most	 adequate	 and	 specific	 resources	 of	 the	 subject	 of	

family:	the	relations.	

	

2. ELEMENTS	THAT	DEFINE	THE	FIELDS	OF	INVESTIGATION	
	

To	adequately	circumscribe	the	field	and	the	tools	of	investigation	it	is	evidently	necessary	to	

characterise	the	various	elements	that	we	have	described	so	far	as	relevant	society	fields.	In	

particular,	there	are	five	“key	concepts”	that	require	a	“specific	assignment	of	meaning”:		

a) The	family	

b) The	economic	system		

c) The	public	system	

d) The	cultural	system	

e) The	condition	of	poverty	

Our	 aim	doesn’t	 consist	 in	 providing	 a	 “complete	 conceptualisation”	 of	 each	 of	 these	 fields,	

and	we	don’t	want	 to	offer	an	 “identity	definition”	 in	order	 to	qualify	 them	unambiguously.	

We	 rather	want	 to	 choose	 (and	 clarify)	 “what	we	mean”	when	we	 use	 a	 certain	word,	 the	

meaning	that	we	use	in	order	to	refer	to	it,	with	no	intention	to	exhaust	its	characteristics	and	

potentialities.	In	particular,	the	defining	elements	proposed	here	aim	to	the	operational	task	

of	this	project,	which	consists	in	“reading	the	dynamics	and	the	interactions	between	familiar	

experience	 and	 condition	 of	 poverty”,	 and	 therefore	 we	 will	 highlight	 unambiguously	 only	

those	 aspects	 that	 help	 us	 understand	 better	 these	 dynamics	 in	 each	 field.	 For	 example,	

regarding	 the	 public	 system,	we	won’t	 analyse	 in	 depth	 the	 aspects	 related	 to	 the	 political	

rights,	to	the	full	citizenship	or	to	the	sovereignty	of	the	governments	(these	are	all	important	

topics,	but	they	are	“marginal”	if	compared	with	the	subject	under	investigation),	but	we	will	

especially	 consider	 the	 role	 and	 the	 interventions	 that	 promote	 (or	 do	 not	 promote)	

solidarity,	support	to	the	families,		fight	against	poverty	(the	welfare's	models	of	intervention,	

rather	than	the	systems	of	political	citizenship).	
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a) The	family	

The	 family	 dimension	 is	 considered	 here	 in	 relation	 to	 the	 social	 functions	 that	 are	

acknowledged	 to	 it,	 with	 special	 attention	 for	 the	 tasks	 of	 mutual	 care	 and	 autonomous	

subjectivity;	therefore,	we	don’t	aim	to	define	the	legal	or	the	anthropological	identity	of	the	

family,	but	we	rather	want	to	verify	 its	specific	social	 functions,	especially	 in	relation	to	the	

challenges	proposed	by	poverty	and	by	the	lack	of	resources.	Therefore,	we	will	refer	to	the	

family	 and	 to	 the	 family	 relations	 by	 specifying	 which	 functions	 they	 can	 carry	 out	 in	 the	

relation	with	 society	 and	 in	 the	 interaction	with	 the	 economic	 system.	After	 all,	 this	 choice	

constitutes	also	one	of	the	starting	points	of	the	consolidated	project	promoted	by	the	United	

Nations	with	the	launch	of	the	International	Day	of	Families	(15th	May	of	every	year),	which	

began	in	1994	(International	Year	of	the	Family).	For	example,	 in	the	document	“Guide	for	a	

National	Action	Programme”	(1993),	the	topic	of	the	functions	of	the	family	is	described	in	this	

way,	and	it	defines	the	family	as	the	subject	that:		

a. establishes	emotional,	social	and	economic	bonds	between	the	spouses;	

b. creates	a	context	for	the	procreation	and	the	sexual	relation	between	the	spouses;	

c. gives	a	name	or	a	status	to	the	members	of	the	family,	especially	to	the	children;	

d. provides	for	the	needs	of	the	children	and,	in	many	cultures,	of	the	elderly	and	of	the	

disabled	persons;	

e. facilitates	the	socialization	and	the	education	of	the	children	(and	of	the	parents);	

f. protects	the	members	of	the	family;	

g. offers	emotional,	sentimental	and	recreational	support	to	its	members;	

h. provides	for	the	resources	and	the	services	for	its	members	(cf.	UN,	Guide,	1993,	pp.7‐8,	

21).	

Nevertheless,	we	must	specify	that	the	centrality	of	the	family	that	we	have	just	described	is	

based	 on	 the	 assumption	 that	 the	 social	 activity	 of	 each	 person	 is	 never	 “completely	

individual”	(individualist),	but	it	always	has	to	do	with	the	family	relations,	since	they	exist	as	

primary	relational	systems	(of	care,	solidarity,	of	economic	project),	and	family	relations	are,	

in	general,	an	important	protective	factor	for	the	wellness	of	persons.	
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b) The	economic	system		

	
Also	 in	 relation	 to	 the	 economic	 system,	 the	 question	 is	 not	 to	 define	 the	 dynamics,	

prerogatives	or	the	incumbencies,	but	it	rather	consists	in	considering	the	modality	in	which	

it	influences	and	creates	the	life	of	the	families	and	their	risk	of	vulnerability	and	poverty;	in	

other	 words,	 we	 want	 to	 understand	 if	 and	 how	 the	 economic	 forces,	 the	 action	 of	 the	

economic	 subjects	 and	 the	 development	 of	 the	 labour	 market	 can	 simplify	 or	 result	 in	

difficulties	for	the	families,	protecting	or	exposing	them	to	the	risk	of	poverty.	This	consists	in	

verifying	 to	what	extent	 the	economy	helps	 the	autonomy	and	 the	dignity	of	 the	 family	 life	

(through	fair	jobs	and	salaries,	decent	living	conditions,	certainty	and	stability	of	the	projects	

of	 life),	 and	 to	 what	 extent	 it	 can	 cause	 social	 marginality,	 impoverishment	 for	 specific	

territories	or	specific	social	groups.	

c) The	public	system	

As	 we	 have	 already	 mentioned,	 the	 political	 and	 institutional	 system	 is	 not	 considered	

globally	(rights	and	duties	of	citizenship,	freedom	of	speech,	identity	and	national	belongings),	

but	 it	 is	 rather	 considered	 in	 relation	 to	 the	modality	 in	which	 the	 public	 intervention	 can	

promote	 the	 well‐being	 of	 the	 persons,	 their	 equality	 (of	 opportunities),	 counteracting	 the	

risks	of	poverty,	the	grave	marginality	and	the	social	exclusion.	Therefore,	it	focuses	on	how	

much	the	public	intervention	can	intervene	in	the	relation	between	families	and	poverty.	

d) The	cultural	system	

	
The	three	previous	points	can	be	considered	as	actual	“social	actors”,	easily	recognisable	also	

in	 their	 distinctions;	 the	 cultural	 and	 value‐related	 aspects,	 on	 the	 other	 hand,	 constitute	 a	

sort	 of	 cross‐cutting	 “value	 related	 software”,	 which	mustn’t	 necessarily	 be	 attributed	 to	 a	

social	actor	and	that	influences	and	guides	the	activity	of	all	the	social	actors.	For	example,	a	

representation	 of	 the	 family	 as	 something	 “fragile	 and	 non‐competent”	 can	 lead	 to	 very	

important	 public	 interventions,	 but	 with	 a	 strong	 risk	 for	 the	 welfare	 culture	 and	 the	

dependency	culture.	
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e) The	condition	of	poverty	

Lastly,	also	in	relation	with	the	theme	of	“poverty”,	the	question	doesn’t	consist	in	proposing	

all‐embracing	 definitions,	 but	 in	 characterising	 it	 in	 relation	 to	 the	 impact	 on	 the	 family	

relations.	 Therefore,	 the	 fact	 of	 highlighting	 the	 distinction	 between	 economic	 poverty	 and	

relational	 poverty	 becomes	 central	 in	 the	 interpretation	 of	 poverty,	 as	 well	 as	 the	 fact	 of	

giving	special	attention	to	the	different	vulnerabilities	to	which	the	different	family	forms	and	

conditions	 can	be	 exposed	 (a	 single	mother,	 a	 father	who	 is	 unemployed	 for	 a	 long	 time,	 a	

family	 with	 one	 or	 more	 members	 that	 suffer	 from	 addition	 or	 deviation	 issues...).	

Furthermore,	it	is	still	important	to	consider	the	distinction	between	the	absolute	poverty	and	

the	 relative	 poverty,	which	 raises	 various	 questions	 also	 regarding	 the	 differences	 and	 the	

similarities	between	the	territorial	contexts.	The	social	and	economic	differences/inequalities	

are	another	problem	that	requires	special	attention.	

We	must	also	underline	the	difference	between	the	condition	of	vulnerability	(which	sees	the	

persons	in	a	condition	that	could	potentially	lead	to	poverty)	and	the	condition	of	marginality	

(that,	 on	 the	other	hand,	 concerns	 the	persons	who	are	 in	 a	 clear	 condition	of	poverty	 and	

social	exclusion). 	



 

9 
 

3. FAMILY	 AND	 RELATIONAL	 POVERTIES:	 RESOURCES	 AND	

FRAGILITIES,	 OPPORTUNITIES	 AND	 CHALLENGES	 IN	 THE	 FAMILIES	

AND	IN	SOCIETY		

(First	step:	report	May	2020)	

	

The	 first	 year	 provides	 for	 a	 specific	 in‐depth	 analysis	 regarding:	 family	 and	 relational	

poverties:	resources	and	fragilities,	opportunities	and	challenges	in	the	families	and	in	

society.	

	

In	order	to	bring	out	the	connection	that	exists	between	the	family	and	the	relational	poverty	

we	refer,	in	particular,	to	the	functions	that	the	family	has	in	the	wider	social	context	and	that	

can	be	divided	into	the	following	four	elements:	

	

1. Family	as	an	economic	actor,	an	autonomous	subject,	a	source	of	economic	resources	

both	 towards	 its	 members	 and	 towards	 society	 (it	 provides	 for	 protection,	 food,	

clothes	 and	 a	 place	 to	 live);	 family	 seen	 also	 as	 the	 decision‐maker	 regarding	 the	

economic	 choices,	 meaning	 as	 a	 place	 in	 which	 the	 decision‐making	 regarding	 the	

investments,	the	earnings,	the	debts	and	the	costs	takes	place;	

2. Family	as	an	educative	subject:	it	has	the	task	to	raise	its	children	by	promoting	their	

well‐being,	health,	education	and	protection.	It	is	organised	in	order	to	be	the	primary	

resource	 in	 the	 first	years	of	 life	 for	 the	development	of	one’s	own	social	position,	of	

the	moral	aspects	and	of	the	values;	

3. Family	 is	 a	 subject	 of	 care	 and	 reciprocity,	 that	 takes	 care	 of	 the	 intergenerational	

bonds	and	of	the	weak	persons;	

4. Family	 is	 seen	 as	 a	 subject	 that	 grants	 and	 provides	 to	 the	 persons	 an	 active	

citizenship,	contributing	to	the	creation	of	a	personal	and	social	identity;	it	also	gives	to	

the	persons	both	an	inner	sense	of	belonging,	inside	the	family	itself,	and	a	wider	one,	

in	the	community.		
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NB:		
FOR	 EACH	 OF	 THESE	 FOUR	 AREAS	 (AND,	 WHERE	 FEASIBLE,	 FOR	 EACH	 “SPECIFIC	
QUESTION”)	 THE	 MAIN	 TEAM	 WILL	 HAVE	 TO	 PROVIDE	 A	 SERIES	 OF	 STRUCTURAL	
QUANTITATIVE	NATIONAL	DATA	(SUMMARY	OR	ANALYTIC	INDICATORS)	OBTAINED	FROM	
THE	OFFICIAL	SOURCES	OF	INFORMATION	OF	THE	INTERNATIONAL	ORGANISATIONS	(UN,	
UNICEF,	OECD,	ILO,	WHO).		
In	this	way	every	national	context	will	find	trustworthy	national	comparative	data	regarding	
some	standard	indicators	(the	intention	is	to	organise	the	tabs	and/or	the	diagrams	with	the	
nations	examined).	
	
FOR	EXAMPLE	
Human	Development	Index,	developed	by	the	United	Nations)		
http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/human‐development‐index‐hdi	

(Or	Female	employment	–	percentage	of	employed	women	...	(ILO	data)	
The	 tab	 includes	 the	nations	with	 the	highest	and	 the	 lowest	 level	and,	 in	addition,	 the	
14/15	nations	selected	by	the	survey	(in	alphabetical	order,	in	the	provisional	version	of	
the	nations	that	are	potentially	involved,	but	the	ranking	can	be	represented	in	each	tab	
according	to	the	values	of	the	index).		
NATION	 Year	2000	(*)	 Year	2010	(*) Last	available	year	
Nation	with	the	highest	
value		

Value	of	the	index Idem 	

Argentina		 Idem	 	
Benin	 	
Brazil	 	
China	 	
Philippines	 	
Finland		 	
India		 	
Italy	 	
Kenya	 	
Mexico		 	
Qatar	 	
Czech	Republic	(or	
Slovakia)	

	

Spain	 	
United	States	 	
Nation	with	 the	 lowest	
value	

	

(*)	If	these	reference	years	are	available	(or	others,	in	case	they	are	available)	
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4. Requested	data:	Instructions	for	the	compiling	of	the	report	
 

 For	each	of	the	four	part	indicated	some	“specific	questions”	are	established.		

 For	each	“specific	question”	a	minimum	of	2	and	a	maximum	of	10	pages	must	be	used,	

and	they	should	provide	for	the	quantitative	and/or	qualitative	data,	with	the	adequate	

commentaries.		

 Furthermore,	 a	 more	 general	 and	 synthetic	 sheet	 is	 requested	 (currently	 under	

preparation)	and	it	must	refer	to	the	legal/normative	frame	and	to	the	welfare	system	

of	one’s	own	country	(or	a	part	of	the	country,	region,	province	considered).	

 For	 every	 variable/specific	 question	 it	 is	 possible/recommended	 to	 add	 the	 suitable	

bibliographical	references	and/or	integrative	and	informative	sources.		

	

It	is	required	to	use,	as	a	time	reference,	the	third	millennium,	which	began	in	2000,	bringing	

out	 and	 specifying	 explicitly	 (if	 they	 exist)	 the	most	 critical	 phases	 (economic	 crisis,	 wars,	

particular	conditions).	Special	attention	must	be	given	to	the	global	crisis	of	2008‐2013,	which	

has	highly	influenced	the	action	of	all	the	social	actors	in	the	field.	

	

TRANSVERSAL	THEMES	THAT	MUST	BE	INCLUDED	

 Distinction	between	geographical	areas	in	the	country/between	metropolis	and	

rural	areas.	

 The	role	of	the	Church.	

	

For	each	of	the	identified	functions,	therefore,	it	is	possible	to	provide	and	interpret	data	that	

highlight	 the	 critical	 elements	 and	 the	 resources	 connected	 to	 the	 theme	 of	 family	 and	 of	

relational	 poverty,	 following	 the	 scheme	 presented	 below.	 Therefore,	 it	 is	 necessary	 to	

provide	the	following	data	with	details:	

‐ Description	of	the	condition	of	reference	

‐ Provide	informative	sources	

‐ Quantitative	and	qualitative	data	of	support,	with	the	suitable	commentaries	

Regarding	this,	 it	 is	necessary	to	give	special	and	cross‐cutting	attention,	 in	each	of	the	four	

functions	identified,	to	these	three	aspects:	
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A. Role	of	women	

B. Role	of	children	

C. Role	of	new	technologies	

	

The	answer	to	each	“specific	question”	can	be	supported	with	data	and	tabs,	qualitative	

evaluations,	 opinions	 of	 key	 informants	 (who	 can	 be	 consulted	 for	 this	 specific	

purpose).			

In	the	 initial	phase	of	the	project,	the	possible	sources	of	each	“specific	question”	will	

be	detailed	and	further	information	regarding	them	will	be	given.		
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1. Family	as	an	economic	subject.	

The	family	is	seen	as	a	subject	that	is	the	source	of	economic	resources	both	towards	its	

members	and	towards	society	(it	provides	 for	protection,	 food,	clothes	and	a	place	to	

live);	 family	 is	 also	 seen	 as	 the	 decision‐maker	 regarding	 the	 economic	 choices,	

meaning	as	a	place	in	which	the	decision‐making	about	the	investments,	the	earnings,	

the	debts	and	the	costs	takes	place.	Not	only	 in	relation	to	 its	economic	vulnerability,	

but	also	to	its	self‐determination.	

	

	 	

1. Data	(percentages)	regarding	inequality	the	poverty	–	health	conditions	

	

2. Types	of	persons	and/or	families	in	a	condition	of	marginality	

	
3. Are	there	any	interactions	between	the	material/economic	poverty	and	the	relational	

poverty?	Which	ones	are	they?	

	

4. Does	the	family	present	itself	as	the	place	that	creates	or	that	protects	from	the	social	

and	economic	marginality/vulnerability?	

	
5. Lifestyles,	excesses	of	consumerism,	orientation	towards	the	future	

	

	

	

	

This	 first	aspect	 regarding	 the	 “relational	poverty”,	although	 it	 is	 included	 in	 the	 first	

report,	must	necessarily	and	especially	refer	to	descriptive	data	and	statistics	that	refer	

also	 to	 the	 aspects	 related	 to	 the	 material/economic	 poverty,	 although	 it	 doesn't	

constitute	the	main	focus.	
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2. Family	as	an	economic	subject	

The	 family,	as	an	educative	 subject,	has	 the	 task	of	raising	 its	children	by	promoting	

their	well‐being,	health,	 education	and	protection.	 It	 is	 organised	 in	 order	 to	be	 the	

primary	 resource	 in	 the	 first	 years	 of	 life	 for	 the	 development	 of	 one’s	 own	 social	

position,	of	the	moral	aspects	and	of	the	values.	

	

SPECIFIC	QUESTIONS	

1. Minors		

family	 and	 living/institutional	 condition	 for	 the	minors	 outside	 from	

the	family	

living condition	

caregivers involved in the care	

services (presence, access, quality)	

	 	 	 school	(early	childhood,	compulsory	school,	school	leaving,	access)	

2. Foreign	minors		

	data	and	living	conditions	

family presence/unaccompanied foreigners	

caregivers involved in the care	

social inclusion (school, other services and activities)	

3. Young	persons		

living	conditions	

Neet (young persons who are not in education, employment or training)	

involvement in social activities		

social network to which they belong	

4. Old	and	new	media		

access,	level	of	use	

(possible) educational problems	

	

5. Time	for	life,	time	for	work	
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3. Family	seen	as	a	subject	that	takes	care	of	the	intergenerational	bonds	

and	of	the	weak	persons	

The	 family	 is	seen	a	subject	that	takes	care	of	the	 intergenerational	bonds	and	of	the	

weak	persons.	

	

1. Elderly/dependent	persons	

	number	and	data	

health condition	

living conditions	

quality/intensity family relations of care – caregivers 

involved	

services dedicated to care (access, types, special 

attention for domestic care)	

2. People	with	disabilities		

number	and	data	(percentage	of	minors)	

health condition	

living condition (autonomy, family, fair housing)	

quality/intensity family relations of care – caregivers involved	 	

services dedicated to care (access, types, special attention for 

domestic care)	

	

3. The	overall	role	of	the	family		

	 	 	 time	dedicated	to	the	care	of	the	relationships	and	of	the	family	

	 	 	 total	care‐loads	in	the	family	between	man	and	women	

	 	 	 intergenerational	exchanges	in	the	family		
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4. Family	and	active	citizenship	

The	 family	 is	 seen	 as	 a	 subject	 that	 grants	 and	 provides	 to	 the	 persons	 an	 active	

citizenship,	contributing	to	the	creation	of	a	personal	and	social	identity;	it	also	gives	

to	 the	persons	both	an	 inner	 sense	of	belonging,	 inside	 the	 family	 itself,	and	a	wider	

one,	in	the	community.		

	

THREE	DIFFERENT	QUESTIONS	

	

1. Social	 responsibility	 of	 the	 family	 (family	 solidarity	 and	 education	 to	 the	 prosocial	

values	versus	amoral	familism/corporativism).	

	

2. Enlarged	 social	 network	 in	 which	 the	 family	 is	 included	 (level	 of	 informal	 self‐

aggregation,	 micro‐social,	 intermediate	 between	 families	 and	 “formalised	 subjects”,	

presence	and	activity	of	the	family	associationism).	

		

3. Role	 of	 the	 public	 institutions;	 of	 the	 economic	 system	 (profit	 ‐	 companies;	 trade	

unions,	etc.);	of	the	subjects	of	the	civil	society	(associations,	social	cooperation).	

	

4. Policy	instruments	of	subsidiarity;	relations	between	the	different	levels	of	aggregation	

that	are	present	in	the	society	and	in	the	public	system	(relevance	of	the	non‐profit	and	

of	the	associations,	centrality	of	the	public	intervention).	

	

	

 	



 

17 
 

LAST	AREA	(FIFTH)§:	FUTURE	SCENARIOS		

How	we	think	that	these	four	thematic	areas	will	be	within	five	years		critical	elements	and	

resources.		

	

1. Family	as	an	economic	actor,	an	autonomous	subject,	a	source	of	economic	resources	

both	 towards	 its	 members	 and	 towards	 society	 (it	 provides	 for	 protection,	 food,	

clothes	 and	 a	 place	 to	 live);	 family	 seen	 also	 as	 the	 decision‐maker	 regarding	 the	

economic	 choices,	 meaning	 as	 a	 place	 in	 which	 the	 decision‐making	 regarding	 the	

investments,	the	earnings,	the	debts	and	the	costs	takes	place;	

	

2. Family	as	an	educative	subject:	it	has	the	task	to	raise	its	children	by	promoting	their	

well‐being,	health,	education	and	protection.	It	is	organised	in	order	to	be	the	primary	

resource	 in	 the	 first	years	of	 life	 for	 the	development	of	one’s	own	social	position,	of	

the	moral	aspects	and	of	the	values;	

	
3. Family	 is	 a	 subject	 of	 care	 and	 reciprocity,	 that	 takes	 care	 of	 the	 intergenerational	

bonds	and	of	the	weak	persons;	

	

4. Family	 is	 seen	 as	 a	 subject	 that	 grants	 and	 provides	 to	 the	 persons	 an	 active	

citizenship,	contributing	to	the	creation	of	a	personal	and	social	identity;	it	also	gives	to	

the	persons	both	an	inner	sense	of	belonging,	inside	the	family	itself,	and	a	wider	one,	

in	the	community.		

	

(More	 specific	 questions	 regarding	 the	 future	 scenarios	 will	 be	 specified	 for	 each	

thematic	area)	

For	example:	what	are	going	to	be	the	most	resistant	strengths?	

	 Which	factors	of	vulnerability	are	going	to	be	the	most	relevant	ones?	

	 ....	

	


