





5. Population Decline, Immigration and Xenophobia

This section describes immigration in Russia, its origins and dynamics, and the anti-
immigrant sentiment in Russia. The evidence below shows that there is a significant
number of immigrants in Russia, which supplies the necessary condition for the existence
of xenophobia. Without the visibility of immigrants there would be no noticeable
manifestation of xenophobia. | show that xenophobia exists on many levels, among
policymakers, and among the general public. Immigrants’ presence is connected to
negative developments in society and the economy. Gastarbeiters compete with the local
population for jobs, speak poor Russian, practice foreign religious publicly, and allegedly
commit disproportionally more crimes. This section describes mass opinion towards
immigrants and manifestations of xenophobia, which amount to evidence of the existence
of xenophobia in Russia. Formally, I focus on the following propositions of observable

conditions:

Proposition 2: There are a large number of immigrants in Russia.
Proposition 3: Xenophobia is growing in society.
Proposition 4: Xenophobia is prominent in the government and among policymakers.

As the USSR broke down, the Russian Federation (RF) faced problems of declining
population and plummeting birth rates. Fertility rates started their free-fall in 1988, as
families reacted to the economic difficulties of Perestroika. The decline in TFR continued
for almost a decade, bottoming out in 1999 (Figure 14). The population growth in the RF
has been negative since 1993 and only in 2013 did it show a positive population dynamic

(Figure 15). According to the Russian Statistical Agency, Russia recorded positive
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population growth of 13,000 in 2013 for the first time since the collapse of the Soviet

Union (Rosstat 2013).

Figure 14. Total Fertility Rates (TRF) in Russia 1980-2010.

Russia
n
L
N -
Y
5
n
0
\—|A
T T T T T T T
1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010
year

Source: World Bank

Figure 15. Rate of Population Growth in Russia

3.0
2.0
1.0
0.0
-1.0
-2.0
-3.0
-4.0
-5.0
-6.0
-7.0
-8.0

Source: Russian Statistical Agency
The positive population growth rate in the recent years can be explained by a

combination of factors, such as an increase in life expectancy due to better health
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practices among men and women, decreased mortality rates due to improved automobile
safety and better emergency care for victims of traffic accidents, a decrease in mortality
due to better treatment of tuberculosis and cardiovascular disease, and a fall in infant and
maternal mortality due to prenatal and infant screening and investments in building new
cutting-edge neonatal centers across Russia. Many of these initiatives were realized under
the umbrella of the National Priority Health Project launched in 2006 by President Putin

(RIA 2009, Itar-Tass 2013, Rossiyskaya Gazeta 2014a).

In the first several years following the dissolution of the USSR, the decreasing birth
rate was offset by the repatriation of hundreds of thousands of ethnic Russians, who
found themselves unwelcome in the former USSR republics and moved back to Russia to
escape violence and instability. At least half of all the ethnic Russian population left
conflict-torn Tajikistan and the Caucasian Republics by 1995. About 40% of all Russian
repatriates came from Kazakhstan in 1990-2001. However, repatriation of ethnic
Russians slowed significantly by 1995 and all but dried up by 2001: 612,400 Russians
returned from the former USSR republics in 1994 and only 76,900 compatriots

repatriated in 2001 (Vishnevsky 2002, 5.4.3).

As the Russian economy picked up pace following the recovery of the 1998
financial default, it attracted migrant workers from former Soviet satellite countries. This
wave of immigration was different from the repatriation migration. Migrants from
Central Asia are the fastest growing group. According to the Federal Migration Services
(FMS), most migrants currently working in Russia are from the Central Asian Republics:
2.3 million Uzbeks, 1 million Tajiks, 553 thousands Kazakhs. Additionally, migrants

from Ukraine and Moldova account for another 2 million migrants (Federal Migration
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Service 2013). Scholars stress a substantial level of illegal, or “irregular,” migration in

Russia between 3 and 5 million (lvakhnyuk 2009, 51” Zaionchkovskaya 2014).

Researchers stress that comprehensive long-trend migration data is not available
because the Russian federal government has not collected comprehensive until recently.
Prior to 2011, data on immigrants is available based on experts’ estimations or only a
small segment of registered migrants. However incomplete, data on net migration,
compiled based on the information collected during the 2010 Population Census,
indicates the growth of net migration*’ in Russia since 2001, which was only broken by
the economic recession caused by the 2008 world financial crisis (Rosstat 2012). Figure

16 illustrates the net migration trend.

Figure 16. Net Migration in Russia 2002-2012
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Source: Rosstat 2012
Note: data for 2011 is based on the current registration information, not from Population Census.

47 Net migration is the difference between immigrants and emigrants.
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Since 2011, Federal Migration Services started collecting a more complete data that
includes foreign students and migrants registered for short-term stays in Russia, defined
as 9 months to 1 year (Zaionchkovskaya and Florinskaya 2014, Chapter 6). Table 11

details the numbers of immigrants in Russia for the period of three years.

Table 11. Immigrants in Russia 2011 -2013

2011 2012 2013
Foreigners in RF: total 9,000,000 10,085,049 11,200,308
Foreigners in RF: legally 1,3000,000 2,685,108 2,482,235
employed
Foreigners in RF: overstayed 4,000,000 n/a 3,000,000
visas/ illegal
Compatriot settlers with families: 32,000 56,874 23,406

Sources: FMS (2012), Romodanovskiy (2013), Rossiyskaya Gazeta (2012)

Data presented in Table 11 and Figure 16 illustrate the growth in migration into
Russia in the last decade. The influx of immigrants from Central Asia (CA) and the
Caucuses caused the most tensions in society highlighting cultural, language, and
religious differences between the natives and newcomers (Gudkov 2006). According to
research, many of the Central Asian migrants are unskilled, speak Russian poorly,
especially the youngest migrants, and often agree to perform work without social benefits
or official contracts, which dampens salaries for the whole segment of the low-skilled job
market (Denisenko and Varshavskaya 2014; WCIOM 2012; Zaionchkovskaya and

Florinskaya 2014, 353).

Aside from job competition, a common complaint of the native population is that
the CA migrants may carry contagious diseases such as tuberculosis and typhoid, having

arrived from regions with poor public health. They are also associated with drug
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trafficking as some come from regions bordering Afghanistan, the largest source of
opium in Europe. Central Asians differ significantly from the local population in
religious practices. Russians are uncomfortable with manifestations of religious
ceremonies that are uncommon for the modern urban environment, such as the public

ceremonial slaying of livestock.

Scholars note that the burst of xenophobia in the 2000s can be connected to several
societal and political factors which are related to the decreased democratic features of the
current political regime in Russia. For instance, the notable reduction of freedom of the
mass media squeezed out of public discourse opposing points of view. The views of
government officials became the prevailing points of analysis of problems, absent
meaningful debate from political opposition and academia. Mukomel (2011) discusses
that in the early 2000s, Putin’s government made a pivot towards linking the problems of
immigration to the problems of national security, thereby signaling the importance of the
issue. The 2002 migration law contained such stringent requirements that it effectively
squeezed out a large segment of migrants to illegal status (Zaionchkovskaya 2014, 62).
As of the early 2000s, the problems of immigration were referred to in the context of
illegal immigration and mentioned in conjunction with crime and drug trafficking: “the
consequences of drug trafficking touch upon the most sensitive spheres of life in our
state, such as public health and potential of the nation, total crime, illegal migration and
economic cooperation” (President of RF 2008). Mukomel (2011) discusses examples of
Putin’s speeches throughout the year 2004, which emphasized the dangers of illegal
immigration, such as drug trafficking and crime. Such discourse initiated by government
officials and further reproduced by a sensationalist and biased mass media became
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prevalent since 2004, contributing to the rise in popular xenophobia (Gudkov 2006; 2013;

Mukomel 2011; 2014).

One of the recent examples of the heightened relevance of nationalism and the anti-

immigrant moods in contemporary Russian politics is the emphasis on the negative

consequences of immigration during the high-profile 2013 Moscow mayoral race.

Content analysis of election materials shows that xenophobia is a fertile ground for easy

political gain in Russia.

Table 12. Moscow Mayoral Race 2013: Candidate Positions on Immigration

Candidate name and
party affiliation

Percent of
electoral votes

Position on Immigration

Alexei Navalny, RPR-
Parnas

27%

Campaigned for visas for migrants from the Central Asia;
work for Russians first; no to migrant slave labor; migrants
need to be controlled, educated and integrated; reduce illegal
migration which negatively influences the labor market,
breeds crime and ethnic tensions.

Sergei Sobyanin, 51% Campaigned for visas for migrants from the Central Asia;

United Russia limit unqualified labor migration, closing of street markets
where migrants predominantly work; stressed the
importance of qualified labor migration and for the
significant reduction of the amount of migrants.

Mikhail Degtyarev, 2.86% Campaigned to fight legal and illegal immigration; eliminate

LDPR work quotas for immigrants: throw them all out. “We have 2
million Muslims, of them 1.5 million are illegal. We will
build no Mosques in Moscow, just [Christian] Cathedrals,”
Moscow as the capital for Russians only.

Sergei Mitrokhin, 3.51% Campaigned for fighting illegal migration; advocates

Yabloko criminal prosecution for employers hiring illegal immigrants.

Nikolai Levichev, 2.79% Stressed importance of throwing out illegal immigrants, but

Spravedlivaya Rossiya favored integration of migrants without letting them to create
‘ethnic enclaves’ in the city.

Ivan Melnikov, KPRF | 10.69% Stressed importance of effective and strict migration policy,

drastic reduction of the number of immigrants and migrant
guotas, and visas for immigrants.

Sources: official party publications, interviews of candidates, public debates Channel Moskva Doverie.

The often-cited incumbent mayor Sobyanin’s May 2013 interview resonated well

with the citizens of Moscow (RIA 2013). In his speech, Sobyanin argued that migrant

workers from Central Asia should return to their homes once work is completed. He

argued against attempts to integrate them into Russian society, emphasizing the
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temporary seasonal work they perform. Mayor Sobyanin said, “Moscow is a Russian city,
and should remain such. Not Chinese, not Tajik, not Uzbek” (Nikolaeva and Bogomolov
2013). Sobyanin was not alone in his emphasis on the negative consequences of
immigration. All registered candidates dedicated space in their official manifestos to the
problem of increased immigration. Many of them projected harsh anti-immigrant,

xenophobic attitudes (Table 12).

According to scholars, post-communist countries with unfinished democratic
consolidation, high levels of corruption and fragile rule of law are fertile ground for the
right-wing ideology.*® The nationalist issue is an easy political trump card for political
elites with weak legitimacy who “seek to enhance political legitimization via recourse to
national traditions” (Beichelt and Minkenberg 2002, 10). Politicians in modern Russia are
skillfully using the nationalist issue for political gain in the context of protecting the
native population against the threat from the “others” (Gudkov 2006, 863-865). As |
show in this paper, Russian nationalism flourishes on a public policy level and is
sanctioned by the parties represented in the Russian Parliament. Calls for mass
deportations, curbing social benefits, and demonization of migrants by equating them to
criminals were frequent during the 2013 elections of the Moscow mayor and debates on

the floor of the State Duma in 2013.

48 Although, recent political developments Europe indicate that right-wing nationalism is not an exclusive
characteristic of weak undemocratic regimes. Examples include the substantial electoral success of the
Austrian radical right party FPO, overwhelming electoral success of Jobbik in Hungary, the growing
political weight of the FNP in France, and radical right Swiss People’s Party’s success in 2014 anti-
immigrant referendum.
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societal problems by 19% of respondents in 2013 (ROMIR 2013). Longitudinal studies

support the growing sense of animosity towards foreigners among Russians (Table 15).

Table 15. Animosity to Foreigners among Russians

Do you currently feel animosity to people of other nationalities?

[aN] < n [(o] N~ (o] D o — N [e2]

o o o o o o o — i i —

o o o o o o o o o o o

N N N N N N N N N N N

KN ®&® S ® ® S 49 X B oS S

Percent o o — o o — — o o o —
Very often 3 4 4 3 3 2 1 4 6 4 6
Quite often 9 13 9 8 9 8 10 15 14 14 14
Seldom 29 29 25 27 32 32 30 25 26 32 39
Never/Practicallynever 59 53 60 59 53 55 56 52 49 44 37
Hard to tell 1 2 2 3 3 4 3 4 6 6 4

Source: ROMIR (2013)

Mass manifestations of nationalism expanded dramatically since the early 2000s
through demonstrations like the yearly “Russian Marches™>! that often unite various
ultra-radical nationalist groups under the umbrella slogans of “Russia for Russians” and
demands for the protection of the rights of native Russians (Kommersant 2013). Public
opinion polls indicate a growing familiarity of the mainstream Russian public with the
slogans of the Russian Marches, such as “Russia for Russians.” What started as a
radicalized marginal movement for uneducated youth now has gained a tacit acceptance

among educated middle class, pointing to the wider appeal of xenophobia to wider

audiences (Gudkov 2013).

Opinion polls reflect Russians’ increasing sense of insecurity and dissatisfaction

with quality of life. By the autumn of 2010, pollsters registered growing insecurities

51 The so-called ‘Russian Marches’ are held yearly across Russia on November 4" during the national
holiday the Day of National Unity. The first March was held in 2005. The participants support a wide
variety of slogans under the umbrella theme of protection of the rights of native Russians. A leading

Russian polling organization, Levada Center, 40% of polled Russians support the idea of such marches
(Levada Center 2013a).
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about the future, partially caused by the world economic crisis and partially by the
perceived worsening quality of democracy (Gudkov 2013). Rosstat, the government
statistics agency, reports that 34% of women and 32% of men say that insecurities about
the future prevent them from having children (Nikitina 2013). My interview respondents
echoed this notion. Five of seven respondents (two legislative representatives, two public
servants and one mayor) stressed corruption, economic insecurities, lack of access to
government preschools and housing shortages, poor quality health care, and education as

major areas of concern for Russian families.

The interview respondents sounded out the common frustration over the large
number and visibility of immigrants. However the levels of frustration differed from
region to region. Xenophobia varied with the size, location and the economic
development of a particular region, with more economically advanced localities
exhibiting more xenophobia as expanding markets attract more migrants. The

respondents’ attitudes toward immigrants ranged from neutral to negative (Table 16).

Table 16. Responses of Russian Government Officials Regarding Immigration

Interview Neutral “don’t see particular problems with migrants,”

responses “no particular problems, not many migrants, they are mostly
reflecting seasonal”

attitudes Negative “we need to reduce the amount of migrants so that the city becomes
toward safer... migrants parasitize on public benefits... we should not allow
immigrants immigrants to exploit our public benefits system,”

“migrants do not respect the law; they are dangerous and impudent...
as every patriot | think that [local governments] should hire the Slavs
first and foremost,”

“there are too many of them and they are too visible,”

“migrants use corruption to their advantage to gain scarce public
resources for bribes, such as slots in government preschools without
waiting,”

“our goal it to push out all migrants from the labor market,”

“we receive many letters from constituents with requests to limit
immigration and deport migrants.”
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Given widespread xenophobia, | asked respondents to assess the overall preferences
of the government and elected officials to the components of the official demographic
policy. The Government’s Conception of the Long-Term Socio-Economic Development
identifies two main challenges to the stability of the Russian Federation: the fall in birth
rates and the overall decline in population (Russian Federation 2006). The solution to
these problems, according to the Plan of Demographic Development, consists of two
parts: migration management and increasing birth rates (President of the Russian

Federation 2007).

Six of seven respondents expressed definite opinions that the emphasis is, and
should be, on stimulation of native birth rates while migration should be strictly
controlled and/or drastically reduced. More than half of respondents pointed out the
restrictions that are implemented in their regions to limit immigrants’ access to family
benefits while favoring the native population, such as the regional or city residency
requirement of three to five years. Additional restrictive rules included requirements to
prove that taxes have been paid in the region. These measures resemble the October 2013
initiative of Duma Representative Zhuravlev of the Rodina party to require immigrants
everywhere to prove tax residency status before gaining access to government preschools

(Duma 2013).

The data presented in this section establishes evidence of a substantial immigration
presence in Russia (Proposition 2). The number of immigrants is the largest in Europe,
they are omnipresent and cause public frustration (Levada Center 2013a; UN 2013). The

growing penetration of xenophobia in Russian society is measured by public opinion
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polls, evidenced by the growing popularity of the “Russian Marches,” and assessed by
experts. More so, experts agree that what once was an attribute of marginalized informal
groups now receive open support by the educated middle class. The direct measurement
of xenophobia through public opinion polls provide convincing evidence of growing

xenophobia in society (Proposition 3).

The interviews and content analysis of mass media and public documents also
support the claim that xenophobia is prominent among policymakers and bureaucrats
(Proposition 4). This analysis presents evidence that suggests that policymakers are
responding to the influx of immigrants by restricting access to benefits for immigrants,
what the literature refers to as welfare chauvinism (Akkerman and Hagelund 2007;
Kymlicka and Banting 2006). These prohibitive moves coupled with the reluctance of
some elites’ to integrate migrants and the calls to eliminate migration point to the anti-
immigrant sentiment among the Russian political elite. Policy implementation clearly
favors stimulating the natural growth of the Russian population given the negative
attitudes towards immigrants. In this light, this research suggests that xenophobia
stimulates government pronatalism as policymakers are seeking a way to address the

negative consequences of population decline by stimulating the native birth rates.

6. Discussion and Conclusion

This chapter presents evidence sufficient to establish presence of both the outcome,
family policy generosity, and the hypothesized cause, xenophobia. The Russian
government supports a generous system of family benefits as outlined in Table 10.

According to the United Nations and Russian Federal Migration Services, about 12
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million immigrants live and work in Russia. The Russian society harbors a sizable
amount of anti-immigrant sentiment as recorded by the longitudinal studies of public
opinion towards immigrants (Levada-Center 2013, WCIOM 2013, ROMIR 2013) and my

interview data.

Evidence from the field, public opinion polls, and the opinions of experts strongly
suggest that xenophobia in 2013 was at its historical height in Russian society.
Xenophobia channels dissatisfaction and distrust in government. It is “a rationalization
of own insecurities caused by the sense of vulnerability against the tyranny of the police,
unfairness of the legal system, and widespread corruption” (Gudkov 2013). The feeling
of insecurity and vulnerability to threats of immigration prompts citizens to demand more
privileges and programs for native Russians. Public spending on family programs is one
of the areas highly valued by the Russian citizens. It is also a favorite populist project of
the current Administration. Efforts are made to distinguish between native families and
immigrants as possible recipients of family benefits. As shown above, State Duma
Representatives and regional governments are active in introducing anti-immigrant

legislation that restricts access to family benefits for immigrants.

Russian experts agree that the government is skillfully manipulating the fears of
citizens in order to shift blame for the poor socio-economic conditions to the external
enemy — the gastarbeiter — while focusing on the positive achievements of monetary
compensation for families (Gudkov 2006; Mukomel 2014). In heated debates, the influx
of immigration is juxtaposed to falling native birth rates. Fear mongers, ultra-

conservative partisans, and xenophobes argue that immigration will inevitably bring

154



death to Russia, the Russian nation, and the Russian state,>? and that immigrants abuse
the limited public resources like public preschool and school slots, medical services, and

family benefits (Fontanka 2011).

This chapter shows the dual direction of xenophobic pressures: the bottom-up
public expression of anti-immigrant sentiment is complimented by the top-down
xenophobia from the officials at different levels of government. The experts | interviewed
stress that xenophobia is artificially inflated by the mass media and politicians seeking
approval. Russian capital, Moscow, was rocked in late 2011 and 2012 by the largest anti-
government mass protests since the collapse of the Soviet Union (Treisman 2014).
President Putin’s approval rating had fallen by nine percent in late 2011 (Levada Center
2012). Given the growing lack of support for the government, the increased spending on
popular social programs, especially the much touted success of Maternity Capital, gives
the government a chance to appear accountable to public grievances with immigrants and
report a significant achievement, a feel-good strategy, in the uncertain times of growing
prices, stagnated economy, and the deficiency of rule of law. For the government, it is

also an efficient way to reach its own pronatalist goals of population stabilization.

| argue that xenophobia is an important consideration for current family policy
discourse in Russia. It pressures the government’s decisions on family policies from the
two fronts: from population and from the bureaucrats and policymakers who embrace the
anti-immigration rhetoric. While demographers and economists are in agreement that a

sizable influx of immigrants is needed to maintain economic growth short term and to

52 For example, Zhirinovsky of LDPR claimed: “In 50-70 years they will replace us and [our land] will
become one big Central Asia” (LDPR 2013). fontanka.ru/2011/07/28/128/
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stabilize population numbers long term,® political elites focus on increasing monetary
benefits to families while calling for limiting immigration. Xenophobia is a convenient
smoke screen for such an economically-risky maneuver to focus on costly long-term
projects of stimulating native birth rates, while immediate fixes to population stability

through immigration are being demonized.

The current pronatalist agenda is about ideology as much as it is about birth rate.
The government is intent on stimulating the native birth rate. Heated debates throughout
2013-2014 about extending the Maternity Capital program through the year 2016
illustrate the vacillation of the government between pragmatics who call for an end to the
program due to budgetary restraints, and populists who lobby for the extension of the
program until 2025, beyond its original expiration date, to pacify citizens (Rossiyskaya

Gazeta 2014).

This chapter documents the relevance of immigration to family policy generosity.
As my interviewees and media reports confirm, immigration and xenophobia are relevant
for policymakers concerned with family policy implementation. Alternatively, one might
argue that the generosity of family policies is a function of the health of the economy, i.e.
GDP growth as measured in large-N quantitative studies (Gauthier and Hatzius 1997,
Kingsbury 2014). However, as | show, even during the recent economic crisis, which
started in 2008, the government did not divert from its course of generous spending on
family policies: the amounts of Maternity Capital and the Birthing Certificate as well as

family benefits were adjusted yearly for inflation. Therefore, the economic explanation

53 S, Zakharov, personal correspondence.
156



fails to prove its importance even during the recent world economic crisis when GDP

growth became negative in 2009.

Part 3 of this chapter convincingly shows that gender equality is not a primary
driver of family policy generosity in Russia. The government bases its arguments on the
pronatalist rhetoric of economic necessity, not gender equality. The President does make
a point in mentioning the importance of the state supporting women in balancing work-
family obligations. But these remarks as well as the gendered social discourse are outside
of the main focus of the government’s family policy. Russia’s efforts in enforcing anti-
discrimination laws are insufficient and remain a low priority. As research shows, women
are discriminated against based on gender and family status. Gender equality bears little
importance for family policy generosity in Russia. Family policies are firmly grounded
within a pronatalist framework of the state’s need for resources and national geopolitical

and demographic stability.

This chapter argues that family policies present a convenient tool for managing
public discontent with the government. The ruling elites attempt to magnify the
responsibility for societal ills, such as crime or public health, and shift the responsibility
for problems onto the immigrants. Generous family policies are visible, tangible, and
easy to understand. They make a positive impression of a caring state. The invocation of
a negative image of immigrants helps the government to consolidate public support
behind the initiative and appear accountable when touting the success story of the

increased birth rate among those encouraged by the heightened support for families.
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Chapter 5

Conclusion

The current family policies in CEE continue the provisions of paid maternity and
parental leave, and family allowances inherited from the past communist regimes. But
new policies have also been adopted. Birth grants, for example, are becoming a more
popular measure as several CEE governments introduced the measure post-transition.
Several European Union members have introduced paternity leave, a new family policy
component not inherited from the Communist past. More research is warranted into the
impact of different types of family policies not analyzed in this dissertation, such as birth
grants and other forms of family assistance, such as tax credits, as well as policies aimed
at helping women reconcile work and care through the development of part-time
employment, tax breaks to companies which employ young mothers, and training and
retraining opportunities for women who take substantial time off work to care for young
children. This dissertation focuses on family policies inherited by the Central and Eastern
European countries from the Communist regimes and the interplay between policy and
fertility rates in these countries.

Fertility is proven to be an important policy and political consideration. As | show
in Chapter 2, low fertility can bring about population decline, which can lead to a drop in
economic output. Thus, low fertility could be considered a national security priority,
given that modern nations strive for economic prosperity and competitiveness in the
global balance of powers. Immigration can be a viable policy solution to declining birth

rates, but has proven to be a formidable and complicated task in Western Europe.
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Immigrants of different religious and cultural backgrounds can be difficult to integrate
causing spikes in nationalism and popular xenophobia, and lead to the insurgence of
electoral populist radicalism.

Central and Eastern Europe displays high levels of xenophobia due to the ethnic
tensions inherited from the post-WWII European divisions and state formation. In the
EU-member countries, anti-immigrant stances have an additional EU-skepticism flavor:
protection of national identity and national markets from the influence of the EU
(Vachudova 2008). Falling fertility contributes a new flavor to the conservative
nationalist rhetoric — the threat of national decline. In this light, family policies become
the talking point of conservatives, even radical conservatives who emphasize national
greatness, traditional family values, and traditional gender roles. Women are the big
losers in this political dynamic, as rightly pointed out by scholars (Saxonberg and
Sirovatka 2006; Saxonberg 2014, LaFont 2001). While during Communism family
policies were the subject of the greater Communism-building project, after the transition
family policies were hijacked by nation-building projects. Gender equality issues, which
could have taken the lead as the center goal of family policies, are rarely considered. As
such, communist legacies are pervasive in the region, not only in their long-lasting
impact on party politics and the formation of civil society, but also on the issues of
gender equality. As discussed in Chapters 3 and 4, current leaning of the many CEE
countries tilts toward familialism, which focuses on traditional gender roles within
families.

Family policies also prove to be a salient policy issue for traditional

conservatives. This saliency contradicts the common understanding of the Right parties
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as socially conservative and Left parties as the champions of social welfare programs.
Because family policies are used as instruments of nation-building, they appeal to the
parties on the Right, pointing to an interesting policy phenomena. | argue in this
dissertation that family policies’ appeal to conservatives and radical populists is in
supporting native families to ward off the threat of being overcome by immigrants.
Chapter 4 provides an example of the use of family policies by populists in Russia. This
analysis untangles the evidence in support of the argument that xenophobia is an
important consideration for family policy generosity in contemporary Russia. It informs
future research opportunities into the contemporary European societies that share some of
the characteristics of contemporary Russia. The electoral and popular support for
xenophobic politicians and radical-right parties may make the issue of immigration ever
more important when it comes to the redistribution of social welfare benefits across
Europe that attracts more immigrants every year.

The results presented in this work highlight both the differences and similarities
between the post-Communist countries and the West. | show that party politics does
matter, but matters in a particular way that needs to be further explored. My results affirm
existing studies which suggest that social welfare policies appeal to Right parties in post-
communist societies (Tavits and Letki 2009, Lipsmeyer 2002). Existing studies show that
most conservative Right parties are able to push through and implement more generous
family policies (Rat, Szikra, Inglot 2013). However, it is difficult to measure their
influence as often far right parties are small and participate in policymaking as parts of
larger coalitions, given that most CEE countries have adopted some variation of the

proportional representation institutional design. Additionally, lack of reliable election
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data for non-EU member countries make large-N comparisons difficult. More research is
warranted on both country level and a large-N comparative scale throughout post-
communist Eastern Europe to discern the influence of Right parties and radical-right
parties and the ways these political agents conceptualize and operationalize nationalism,
populism, and xenophobia as applied to social policies, and family policies in particular.
Finally, this dissertation contributes to the understanding of the complexities of
the countries that are grouped under Central and Eastern Europe. Within the region, there
are member states with very different packages of family policies, economic
characteristics, party competition, and demographic dynamics. More work is warranted
into the small-n comparative studies of post-communist countries, especially on the topic

of the influence of xenophobia on social welfare policies.
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Appendix A

Data Description: Determinants of Fertility

Variable

Descriptives

Source

Total Fertility Rate(TFR): the
average number of children an woman
would bear over the course of her
lifetime if current age-specific fertility
rates remained constant throughout her
childbearing years

Age at 1** birth: mothers’ mean age at
first childbirth

Parental Leave Impact: measure of
impact of parental leave as a percent of
average wages

Maternity Leave Generosity: wage
compensation measured in constant
purchasing parity dollars (ppp) * length
of maternity leave

Childcare Availability: Pre-primary
enrolments (net rates, percentage of
population aged 3-6)

Family Allowances: measure of
impact of allowances for 1% child as a
percent of average wages

GDP Growth: annual growth of the
Gross Domestic Product

Unemployment: registered
unemployment

Mean=1.70; min=1.09;
max = 3.9; N=450

Mean=24.22; min=21;
max=28.8; N=301

Mean=33.32; min=0;
max=113; N=439

Mean=2627; min=315.5;
max=11007.9; N=327

Mean=65.89; min=28.4;
max=93.2; N=328

Mean=7.64; min=5.75;
max=9.31; N=327

Mean=1.59; min=-32.12;
Max=13.3, N=380

Mean=9.18; min=0;
Max=27, N=307

World Bank, Eurostat, Council
of Europe, Transmonee, PRB.

UNECE Transmonee Database,
Eurostat

Data on parental leave length and
payments compiled from various
sources, including national
statistical offices and Social
Security Programs Throughout
the World (SSPTW).

Data on maternity leave length
and payments compiled from
various sources, including
national statistical offices and
Social Security Programs
Throughout the World (SSPTW).

UNECE Transmonee, national
statistics

Data on family allowances
compiled from various sources,
including national statistical
offices and Social Security
Programs Throughout the World
(SSPTW).

World Bank, World
Development Indicators

UNECE Transmonee, 1LO, WDI,
national statistics
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Appendix B

Total Fertility Rates in CEE and FSU, 1981-2010

Total Fertility Rates

1981 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010

Poland 224 233 204 161 135 124 1.38
Hungary 188 183 184 157 1.32 131 1.26
Czech 200 1.95 189 128 114 128 1.49
Slovak 229 226 209 152 130 1.25 1.40
Bulgaria 201 195 181 123 126 132 1.49
Albania 3.99 382 322 260 224 176 1.60

Macedonia 245 234 210 213 188 146 150

Croatia 199 182 163 158 139 141 1.50
Serbia 214 222 210 189 148 145 1.40
Slovenia 199 171 146 129 126 126 157
Moldova 245 275 239 174 130 122 1.30
Romania 236 231 184 134 131 132 1.30
Russia 191 205 189 134 121 129 156
Ukraine 193 206 18 140 110 120 1.43
Belarus 202 209 191 139 131 121 140
Estonia 207 212 204 132 138 150 1.63
Latvia 1.88 208 202 125 124 131 1.30
Lithuania 198 210 203 155 139 127 155
Armenia 237 248 254 206 169 172 1.70
Georgia 225 227 213 154 146 139 181

Azerbaijan 318 291 274 229 200 230 220

Turkmenistan 4.92 4.67 435 351 284 262 250
Tajikistan 5.60 549 518 459 403 361 340
Kyrgyzstan 405 409 369 331 240 250 280
Uzbekistan 497 454 407 360 258 236 2.80
Kazakhstan 295 3.08 272 226 180 222 270

Source: World Development Indicators, National Statistics Offices.
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Appendix C

Data Description: Determinants of Family Policy

Variable

Descriptives

Source

Median Voter: left-right ideology
position of the government based on
the median voter preferences.

Women in Parliament: proportion
of women members of national
parliaments.

Xenophobia: anti-immigrant
sentiment measured by response to
the survey question whether
respondents would not want their
neighbors to be immigrants and/or
foreign workers. Natural logarithm of
the measure used.

Migrant Stock: percent of foreign
born population in a country. Natural
logarithm of the measure used.

Female Employment: percent of
women in employment. Natural
logarithm of the measure used.

Family Policy Generosity: length x
amounts paid at wage replacement
rate in ppp dollars. Natural logarithm
of the measure used,

Left Government: Social
democratic and other left-wing
parties as a percentage of
parliamentary seats of all
government parties, weighted by the
number of days the government was
in office in a given year

Mean=2.78; min=-
16.89; max = 44.05;
N=250

Mean=13.61; min=3;
max=32; N=314

Mean=20.80; min=6;
max=40.6; N=250

Mean=7.53; min=0.25;
max=24.34; N=315

Mean=46.93;
min=39.50; max=51.10;
N=426

Mean=7.64; min=5.75;
max=9.31; N=327

Mean=38.44; min=0;
Max=100, N=202

Manifesto Project, Klingemann
et al (2006), Volkens et al 2012

Inter-Parliamentary Union
(www.ipu.org)

WVS (2009), EVS (2011)

World Bank, World
Development Indicators (WDI)
Database

World Bank, World
Development Indicators (WDI)
Database

Data on maternity leave length
and payments compiled from
various sources, including
national statistical offices and
Social Security Programs
Throughout the World
(SSPTW).

CPDSIII, 1990-2011: Klaus
Armingeon, Romana Careja,
David Weisstanner, Sarah
Engler, Panajotis Potolidis,
Marlene Gerber
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Table D.1 Determinants of Fertility, Arrelano-Bond Estimation

Robustness Checks

Appendix D

(1) Full Sample (1) EU-members (1V) EU-members
A-B A-B A-B A-B A-B A-B
Robust Robust Robust Robust Robust Robust
EU EU EU EU
Dependent Variable: AGenerosity
Generosityi.1 -0.041** -0.043** -0.063* -0.069* -0.062 -0.154***
(0.017) (0.021)  (0.033) (0.038) (0.050) (0.047)
AGDP growth ~ 0.009*** 0.009*** 0.006**  0.006**  0.006** 0.005**
(0.002) (0.002)  (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.002)
GDP growth g 0.011*** 0.011*** 0.008 0.009 0.007 0.005
(0.003) (0.004)  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.004)
ATFR, 0.678*** 0.663*** 0.725**  0.716**  0.687** 0.370
(0.220) (0.208)  (0.307) (0.305) (0.295) (0.309)
TFRn t1 0.254*** 0.234*** 0.270**  0.228* 0.303* 0.102
(0.083) (0.075)  (0.125) (0.117) (0.159) (0.167)
AWomPARL 0.001 0.001 0.004* 0.004 0.002 0.003
(0.002) (0.002)  (0.003) (0.003) (0.002) (0.002)
WomPARL:; 0.006 0.005 0.011*** 0.010**  0.010***  0.008***
(0.004) (0.004)  (0.003) (0.004) (0.003) (0.002)
AXenophobia  0.003 0.003 -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.002
(0.004) (0.004)  (0.004) (0.005) (0.004) (0.004)
Xenophobiar1  0.001 0.001 -0.001 -0.001 -0.003 -0.002
(0.002) (0.002)  (0.003) (0.003) (0.004) (0.003)
AFemEMPL,,  2.003* 2.088*  2.180* 2.169 2.053* 0.924
(1.098) (1.215)  (1.265) (1.371) (1.161) (1.173)
FemEMPLjht1  1.021 0.893 1.630 1.426 1.755 0.720
(1.142) (1.125)  (1.454) (1.433) (1.122) (0.763)
AMed Voter -0.0004 -0.001 0.002 -0.001
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.002)
Med Voter 0.003 0.005
1991-95 (0.003) (0.004)
Med Voter 0.001 0.002
1996-00 (0.002) (0.003)
Med Voter 0.001 0.005
2001-05 (0.002) (0.004)
Med Voter 0.002 0.003
2006-10 (0.008) (0.0112)
AMigrant% 0.070 0.078 -0.056 -0.035 -0.021 -0.078
(0.108) (0.111) (0.122) (0.133) (0.110) (0.118)
Migrant% .1 0.021* 0.020*  0.014 0.013 0.017 -0.001
(0.0112) (0.010) (0.016) (0.0152)  (0.020) (0.014)
Med Voter .1 0.001 0.003
(0.002) (0.003)
AGenerosityr1  -0.005 -0.004 0.001 0.004 -0.005 0.008
(0.048) (0.043)  (0.062) (0.058) (0.080) (0.074)
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Table D.1 (Continued)

AlLeft GOVT -0.001***  -0.0002
(0.0004) (0.0002)
Left GOVT 1 -0.001
(0.001)
Left GOVT -0.001**
1991-95 (0.001)
Left GOVT -0.001
1996-00 (0.001)
Left GOVT -0.001*
2001-05 (0.001)
Left GOVT 0.002
2006-10 (0.001)
Constant -3.892 -3.365  -6.024 -5.166 -6.450 -1.578
(4.304) (4.263)  (5.568) (5.509) (4.302) (2.707)
Observations 190 190 143 143 142 142
Countries 14 14 10 10 10 10

Standard errors in parentheses: *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

Note: three models are presented here model (1), which represents the whole sample, and the models (111)
and (IV), which represent the EU-member countries. This robustness check aims to support the validity of
the political variables. Specifically, the results reported above support the notion that Left parties spend less
on family policies in the CEE.
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Appendix E Modeling Simultaneity

Figure E1. Modeling Simultaneity

Total Fertility Rates (TFR) ¢ : Family Policy Generosity
Maternal Age at First Birth GDP Growth
Parental Leave Compensation Total Fertility Rates
Maternity leave compensation Women in Parliament
Child Care Enrollment Xenophobia
GDP Growth Female Employment
Unemployment Measure of Left Parties Strength
Family Allowances Migrant Stock

Simultaneous Equations Model

To study the determinants of generosity in CEE, | develop the following simultaneous
equations model:

Fertility; - XEconomic Variables:; + XFamily Policiesii+ XDemographic Variablesl:; +
&t

Policy Generosity = X Political Variablesi++ XDemographic variables2; +
2Xenophobiait+ Economic stabilityit +Uit.

Where:

2Economic Variables 1ti= GDP growth and Unemployment (first difference and
two-year lags)

2Family Policies =Maternal and Parental leave compensation, Family
allowances and Childcare enrollment (first difference and two-year lags)

2Demographic Variablesl;; = Maternal Age at first birth and lagged fertility rates
(first difference and two-year lags)

2Political Variablesi: = Measures of partisanship in national parliaments and
Percent of women in national parliaments (first difference and one-year lag)
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2Demographic variables2i: = Total fertility rates and Female employment (first
difference and one-year lag)

2 Xenophobiait= Measure of Xenophobia against neighbors-immigrants and
Migrant Stock (first difference and one-year lag)

Economic stabilityi:=GDP Growth
gtiand uig are the error terms.

In this model, first-difference of TFR is an endogenous variable, it is determined jointly
within the system (Angrist and Pischke 2009, 120). The estimation of simultaneous
equations requires that the each equation in the system is identified, meaning that each
equation should not produce the “same probability distribution of the endogenous
variables” (Chow 1974, 4-5). The conditions for identifying equations stipulate that the
reduced form for Generosity must contain at least one term not included in its original
equation (Wooldridge 2010, 242). The model as a whole is identified if each equation in

it is identified (Gujarati 2003).

AG = azAGri,t + a3Gri,t_1 + a4AFi,t + asFi't_l + 0[6AW,-'t + a7W,-,t_1 + aSAX
+ a9X;_ 1+ agAFem + aq1Fem,_ 4+ a;;AGov + a3G0v,_4
+ a14AMS + a15MSt_1 + Si,t

AF;y = B1Fi_2 + B2AA; + B3Ai¢—2 + BsAPiy + BsPir2+ BeAM;y + B7M;;
+ BgACit + BoCit—2 + B1oAGT; + B11GTir—2 + B12AU;;
+ B13Uit—2 + B1abFa;; + BisFa;; 5 + u;,
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Appendix F
Sample Interview Questions.

The interviews were conducted in the fall-winter 2013. | selected candidates using the
snowballing method when interviewees recommending someone else for contact. The
first interview was granted through a personal contact with the following interviewees
referred by the study participants. | also made some cold-calling to the regional
parliaments, which yielded two interviews with policymakers responsible for social
welfare and family policies, a 70% rejection rate. The interviews were conducted in
person, via email, telephone and Skype videoconference. On average, the interview
lasted 25-30 minutes.

-The Government’s Conception of the Long-Term Socio-Economic Development
identifies two main challenges to the stability of the Russian Federation (FR): the fall in
birth rates and the overall decline in population. The solution to these problems,
according to the Plan of Demographic development, is in migration management and
increase in birth rates. In your opinion, what is a preference between these solutions
among the government administration and politicians? Among Russian citizens?

-Could you describe a typical public complaint about family benefits?

-Could you describe a typical public complaint about immigrants? -Tell me what your
organization did/plans on doing in response to the increasing number of migrants in the
region/city/federal level (the territory will be adjusted depended on the source affiliation).

- The [Russian Federation] National Strategy In the Interest of Children for 2012-2017
mentioned the “inequality of the subjects of the Russian Federation in the volume and
quality of services for children and their families” as one of the main problems for
children’s policies. In your opinion, what exactly needs to happen on the federal
level/state [oblast]/city[municipality]?

-The mass media, including official media, often reports on the immigration issue, mainly
in the unfavorable light of crime by migrants. Have you experienced in you work anti-
immigrant demands from citizens and if so how did this affect your official business?

-Could you comment on the observation that the main government effort for stabilizing
population growth should focus on increasing birth rates rather than increasing
immigration?

- Could you please comment on the recent petition to the Legislative Assembly of Saint
Petersburg about the unduly strict registration requirements for families wishing to apply
for child benefits? The authors of the petition implied that these restrictions are aimed at
limiting immigrant’s eligibility.

- Could you please comment on the July 2013 experiment by the town of Kronshtadt
where migrant street cleaners were replaced by native Russians?

169



References

Aberbach, Joel D., and Bert A. Rockman. 2002. “Conducting and Coding Elite
Interviews.” PS: Political Science & Politics 04 (December): 673-76.

Achen, Christopher. 2000. “Why Lagged Dependent Variables Can Suppress the
Explanatory Power of Other Independent Variables.” Paper presented at Annual
Meeting of the Society for Political Methodology, UCLA.

d’Addio, Anna and d’Ercole, Marco. 2005. “Trends and Determinants of Fertility Rates:
The Role of Politics,” OECD Social, Employment and Migration Working
Papers, No. 27, OECD Publishing. Doi: 10.1787/880242325663

Adida, Claire, David Laitin, and Valfort. “Terror in France: Implications for Muslim

Integration.” The Washington Post, January 14, 2015.
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2015/01/14/terror-in-
france-implications-for-muslim-integration/. (Accessed January 15, 2015).

Adsera, Alicia, and Alicia Menendez. 2011. “Fertility Changes in Latin America in the
Context of Economic Uncertainty.” Population Studies 65(1): 37-56.

Ahn, Namkee, and Pedro Mira. 2001. “Job Bust, Baby Bust? Evidence from Spain.”
Journal of Population Economics 14 (3): 505-21.

Aidukaite, Jolanta. 2003. “From Universal System of Social Policy to Particularistic? The
case of the Baltic States.” Communist and Post-Communist Studies 36(4), 405—
426.

Aidukaite, Jolanta. 2004. The Emergence of the Post-Socialist Welfare State The Case of
the Baltic States: Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania (Doctoral Dissertation).
Sddertorns Hogskola.

Aidukaite, Jolanta. 2011. “Welfare reforms and socio-economic trends in the 10 new EU
member states of Central and Eastern Europe.” Communist and Post-Communist
Studies 44(3): 211-219.

Akkerman, Tjitske and Anneken Hagelund. 2007. “Women and children first! Anti-
immigration parties and gender in Norway and the Netherlands.” Patterns of
Prejudice 41(2): 197-215.

AlDakhil, Khalid 1. 1998. “A method for estimating simultaneous equations models

with time-series and cross-section data.” Journal of King Saud University
Administrative Sciences 10(1): 13-28.

170



Amsden, Alice, Jacek Kochanowicz, and Taylor Lance. 1994. The Market Meets Its
Match: Restructuring the Economies of Eastern Europe. Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Andersson, Gunnar. 2000. “The Impact of Labour-Force Participation on Childbearing
Behaviour: Pro-Cyclical Fertility in Sweden during the 1980s and the 1990s.”
European Journal of Population 16 (4): 293-333.

Angelova, Penka. 1994. “Women and Nationalism: On the Position of Women in the
Nationalist Movements of the Balkan Peninsula.” UCLA Women'’s Law Journal,
5(1). http://escholarship.org/uc/item/056832j6 (Accessed May 12, 2014)

Angrist, Joshua. D., and Jorn-Steffen Pischke. 2009. Mostly Harmless Econometrics: An
Empiricist’s Companion. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Appelbaum, Lauren D. 2002. “Who Deserves Help? Students’ Opinions about the
Deservingness of Different Groups Living in Germany to Receive Aid.” Social
Justice Research Social Justice Research 15 (3): 201-25.

Arellano, Manuel and Stephen Bond. 1991. “Some Tests of Specification for Panel Data:
Monte Carlo Evidence and an Application to Employment Equations.” Review of
Economic Studies 58(2): 277-297.

Armingeon, Klaus, Romana Careja, Laura Knopfel, David Weisstanner, Sarah Engler,
Panajotis Potolidis, and Marlene Gerber. 2013. “Comparative Political Data Set
11 1990-2011.”

Aslund, Anders. 1999. “Why Has Russia's Economic Transformation been so Arduous?”
Paper Presented at the World Bank Conference on Development Economics,
Washington DC.

Avdeev, Alexandre, and Alain Monnier. 1995. “A Survey of Modern Russian Fertility.”
Population: An English Selection 7 (January): 1-38.

Avdeyeva, Olga A. 2011. “Policy Experiment in Russia: Cash-for-Babies and Fertility
Change.” Social Politics: International Studies in Gender, State and Society 3:
361-386.

Barmby, Tim and Alessandro Cigno. 1990. “A Sequential Probability Model of Fertility
Patterns, Journal of Population Economics,” 3(1): 34-51.

Baubdck, Rainer. 2002. “Farewell to multiculturalism? sharing values and identities in

societies of immigration”. Journal of International Migration and Integration
3(1): 1-16.

171



Baum, Chistopher, Mark Schaffer, and Mark Stillman. 2003. “Instrumental Variables
and GMM: Estimation and Testing.” The Stata Journal 3(1): 1-31.

Baum, Christopher, Mark Schaffer, and Mark Stillman. 2007. “Enhanced Routines for
Instrumental Variables/generalized Method of Moments Estimation and Testing.”
The Stata Journal 7(4): 465-506.

Baxandall, Phineas. 2003. “Postcommunist Unemployment Politics: Historical Legacies
and the Curious Acceptance of Job Loss.” In Capitalism and Democracy in
Central and Eastern Europe, eds. Grzegorz Ekiert and Stephen E. Hanson.
Cambridge University Press, 248-88.

Beck, Nathaniel. 1991. “Comparing Dynamic Specifications: The Case of Presidential
Approval.” Political Analysis 3(1): 51-87.

Beck, Nathaniel. 2001. “Time-Series Cross-Sectional Data: What Have We Learned in
the Past Few Years?” Annual Review of Political Science 4(1): 271-293.

Beck, Nathaniel. 2008. “Time-Series Cross-Sectional Methods.” In The Oxford
Handbook of Political Methodology, eds. Janet M. Box-Steffensmeier, Henry E.
Brady, and David Collier. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 475-493.

Beck, Nathaniel, and Jonathan Katz. 1995. “What to do (and Not to Do) with Time-Series
Cross-Section Data.” American Political Science Review 89(03): 634-647.

Beck, Nathaniel, and Jonathan Katz. 1996. “Nuisance vs. Substance: Specifying and
Estimating Time-Series-Cross-Section Models.” Political Analysis 6(1): 1-36.

Beck, Nathaniel and Jonathan Katz. 2009. “Modeling Dynamics in Time-Series-Cross-
Section Political Economy Data.” Social Science Working Paper 1304.

Beck, Nathaniel and Jonathan Katz. 2011. “Modeling Dynamics in Time-Series-Cross-
Section Political Economy Data.” Annual Review of Political Science 14: 331-
352.

Beichelt, Timm. 2009. “Two Variants of the Russian Radical Right: Imperial and Social
Nationalism,” Communist and Post-Communist Studies 42: 505-526.

Beichelt, Timm and Michael Minkenbert. 2002. “The Radical Right in Postsocialist
Central and Eastern Europe: Comparative Observations and Interpretations.”
Discussion Paper 3/02 Frankfurt Institute of Transformation Studies.

Bennett, Andrew. 2010. “Process Tracing and Causal Inference” in Rethinking Social
Inquiry, eds: Brady and Collier. Rowman and Littlefield, 207-220.

172



Bennett, A. and Checkel, J. 2014. Process Tracing: From Philosophical Roots to Best
Practices. Cambridge University Press.

Bennett, Andrew & Checkel, Jeffrey. 2014. “Process Tracing: from Philosophical Roots
to Best Practices.” In Process Tracing, eds. Andrew Bennett and Checkel.
Cambridge University Press, 1-37.

Benoit, Kenneth, and Michael Laver. 2006. Party Policy in Modern Democracies.
London: Routledge.

Bengtsson, Bo, and Nils Hertting. 2014. “Generalization by Mechanism Thin Rationality
and Ideal-Type Analysis in Case Study Research.” Philosophy of the Social
Sciences 44 (6): 707-32.

Bernath, Gabor, Gabor Miklosi, and Cas Mudde. 2005. “Hungary.” In Racist Extremism
in Eastern and Central Europe, ed. Cas Mudde. New York: Routledge, 74-93.

Bhaumik, Sumon K, and Jeffrey B. Nugent. 2002. “Does Economic Uncertainty Have an
Impact on Decisions to Bear Children? Evidence from Eastern Germany.”
William Davidson Working Paper Number 491.

Bidder, Benjamin and Matthias Schepp. 2011. “Russian Election: The Kremlin’s
Dangerous Flirtation with Nationalism” Spiegel Online. December 01, 2011.
(Accessed January 28, 2014)

Billari, Francesco C., and Hans-Peter Kohler. 2004. “Patterns of Low and Lowest-Low
Fertility in Europe.” Population Studies 58(2): 161-76.

Billingsley, Sunnee. 2010. “The Post-Communist Fertility Puzzle.” Population Research
and Policy Review 29: 193-231.

Blau, David M., and Philip K. Robins. 1989. “Fertility, Employment, and Child-Care
Costs.” Demography 26 (2): 287-99.

Blake, David, and Les Mayhew. 2006. “On The Sustainability of the UK State Pension
System in the Light of Population Ageing and Declining Fertility.” The Economic
Journal 116 (512): 286-305.

Boca, Daniela del. 2002. “The Effect of Child Care and Part Time Opportunities on
Participation and Fertility of Italian Women,” Journal of Population Economics
15: 549-573.

Boef, Suzanna de and Luke Keele. 2008. “Taking Time Seriously.” American Journal of
Political Science 52(1): 184-200.

173



Bolzendahl, Catherine. 2009. “Making the Implicit Explicit: Gender Influences on Social
Spending in Twelve Industrialized Democracies, 1980-99,” Social Politics 16
(1): 40-81.

Bolzendahl, Catherine and Clem Brooks. 2007. “Women’s Political Representation and
Welfare State Spending in 12 Capitalist Democracies,” Social Forces 85(4): 1509-1534.

Bongaarts, John. 1982. “The Fertility-Inhibiting Effects of the Intermediate Variables.”
Studies in Family Planning 13(6): 179-89

Bongaarts, John. 2002. “The End of the Fertility Transition in the Developed World.”
Population and Development Review 28(3): 419-43.

Bongaarts, John and Griffith Feeney. 2000. “On the Quantum and Tempo of Fertility:
Reply.” Population and Development Review 26(3): 560-564.

Bongaarts, John, and Susan Greenhalgh. 1985. “An Alternative to the One-Child Policy
in China.” Population and Development Review 11(4): 585-617.

Bongaarts, John, and Robert G, Potter. 1983. Fertility, Biology, and Behavior: An
Analysis of the Proximate Determinants. New York: Academic Press.

Boreus, Kristina. 2013. “Nationalism and Discursive Discrimination against Immigrants
in Austria, Denmark and Sweden,” in Right-Wing Populism in Europe: Politics
and Discourse, eds. Ruth Wodak, Majid KhosraviNik, and Brigitte Mral, 239-
308.

Borozdina, Ekaterina A., Elena A. Zdravomyslova, and Anna A. Temkina. 2011.

“Materinskiy Kapital: Sotsialnaya Politika i Strategiya Semei,”
http://genderpage.ru/?p=481 (Accessed January 26, 2014)

Borozdina, Ekaterina A., Elena A. Zdravomyslova, and Anna A. Temkina. 2012. “Kak
Rasporyaditsya “Materinskim Kapitalom” ili Grazdane v Semeinoi Politike.”
Sociologicheskie Issledovania 7: 108-118.

Brady, David and Ryan Finnigan. 2014. “Does Immigration Undermine Public Support
for Social Policy?” American Sociological Review 79(1): 17-42.

Brewster, Karin L., and Ronald R. Rindfuss. 2000. “Fertility and Women’s Employment
in Industrialized Nations,” Annual Review of Sociology 26: 271-296.

Brilli, Yelenia, Daniela Del Boca, and Chiara D. Pronzato. 2011. “Exploring the Impacts

of Public Childcare on Mothers and Children in Italy: Does Rationing Play a
Role?” IZA Discussion Paper No. 5918.

174



Burgoon, Brian. 2001. “Globalization and Welfare Compensation: Disentangling the
Ties that Bind.” International Organization 55(3): 509-551.

Bustikova, Lenka. 2009. “The Extreme Right in Eastern Europe: EU Accession and the
Quality of Governance,” Journal of Contemporary European Studies 17(2): 223-
239.

Bustikova, Lenka. 2013. "Welfare Chauvinism, Ethnic Heterogeneity and Conditions for
the Electoral Breakthrough of Radical Right Parties: Evidence from Eastern
Europe," in: Right-Wing Radicalism Today: Perspectives from Europe and the
US, eds. Sabine von Mering and Timothy Wyman McCarty, Routledge, 106-
123.

Bustikova, Lenka. 2014. “Revenge of the Radical Right,” Comparative Political Studies
47(12): 1738-1765.

Bustikova, Lenka, and Herbert Kitschelt. 2009. “The Radical Right in Post-communist
Europe. Comparative Perspectives on Legacies and Party Competition,”
Communist and Post-Communist Studies 42: 459-483.

Butalao, Rodolfo A., and John B. Casterline. 2001. Global Fertility Transition.
Supplement to Population and Development Review 27. New York: Population
Council.

Caldwell, John C. 1982. An explanation of the continued fertility decline in the West:
stages, succession and crisis, in John C. Caldwell, Theory of Fertility Decline.
London: Academic Press.

Caldwell, John C., and Thomas Schindlmayr. 2003. “Explanations of the Fertility Crisis
in Modern Societies: A Search for Commonalities.” Population Studies 57(3):
241-63.

Casanova, José. 2006. “The Long, Difficult, and Tortuous Journey of Turkey into Europe
and the Dilemmas of European Civilization.” Constellations 13(2): 234-47.

Castles, Francis G. 1992. The Impact of Parties: Politics and Policies in Democratic
Capitalist States. London: Sage.

Castles, Francis G. 2002. “The Future of the Welfare State: Crisis Myths and Crisis
Realities.” International Journal of Health Services, 32 (2): 255-77

Castles, Francis G. 2003. “The World Turned Upside Down: Below Replacement
Fertility, Changing Preferences and Family-Friendly Public Policy in 21 OECD
Countries,” Journal of European Social Policy 13(3): 209-227.

Cigno, Alessandro. 1991. Economics of the Family. Clarendon Press.

175



Chandler, Andrea. 2001. “Globalization, Social Welfare Reform and Democratic Identity
in Russia and Other Post-Communist Countries,” Global Social Policy 1(3): 310-
37.

Chandler, Andrea. 2004. Shocking Mother Russia: Democratization, Social Rights, and
Pension Reform in Russia, 1990-2001. University of Toronto Press, Toronto.

Childs, Sarah. 2004. New Labour’s Women MPs: Women Representing Women. New
York: Routledge.

Childs, Sarah and Mona Lena Krook. 2006. ‘Should Feminists Give Up on Critical
Mass? A Contingent Yes,” Politics and Gender 2 (4): 522-30.

Childs, Sarah and Mona Lena Krook. 2008. “Critical Mass Theory and Women’s
Political Representation,” Political Studies 56: 725-736.

Coleman, David. 2006. “Immigration and Ethnic Change in Low-Fertility Countries: A
Third Demographic Transition,” Population and Development Review 32(3): 401-
116.

Coleman, David and Robert Rowthorn. 2011. “Who’s Afraid of Population Decline? A
Critical Examination of Its Consequences.” Population and Development Review
37:217-48.

Collier, David. 2011. “Understanding Process Tracing,” Political Science and Politics
44(4): 823-30.

Cook, Linda J. 2000. “The Russian Welfare State: Obstacles to Restructuring.” Post-
Soviet Affairs, 16(4), 355-378.

Cook, Linda J. 2007. Postcommunist Welfare States: Reform Politics in Russia and
Eastern Europe. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Cook, Linda J. 2013. “The Russian Welfare State: Obstacles to Restructuring,” Post-
Soviet Affairs 16 (4): 355-378.

Cook, Linda J. and Mitchell A. Orenstein. 1999. “The Return of the Left and its Impact
on the Welfare State in Russia, Poland and Hungary.” In Left Parties and Social
Policy in Postcommunist Europe, eds. Linda J. Cook, Mitchell A. Orenstein and
Marilyn Rueschemeyer. Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 47-108.

Cook, Linda J., Mitchell Orenstein, and Marilyn Rueschemeyer. 1999. Left Parties and
Social Policy in Postcommunist Europe. Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press.

176



Council of the EU. 2008. “European Council Framework Decision 2008/913/JHA of
November 2008 on Combating Certain Forms and Expressions of Racism and
Xenophobia by Means of Criminal Law.” http://eur- lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32008F0913. (Accessed June 26).

Cuanetti, Lucia. 2014. “Granting Local Voting Rights to Non-Citizens in Estonia and
Latvia: The Conundrum of Minority Representation in Two Divided
Democracies.” Journal on Ethnopolitics and Minority Issues in Europe 13(1):
86-112.

Dasai, Padma. 2005. “Russian Retrospectives on Reforms from Yeltsin to Putin,” Journal
of Economic Perspectives 19 (1): 87-106.

Deacon, Bob. 1992. The New Eastern Europe: Social Policy Past, Present and Future.
London: SAGE Publications Ltd.

Deacon, Bob. 2000. “Eastern European Welfare State: the Impact of the Politics of
Globalization” Journal of European Social Policy 10: 146-161.

Deacon, Bob, Michelle Hulse, and Paul Stubbs. 1997. Global Social Policy. International
Organizations and the Future of Welfare, Sage Publications.

Dahlerup, Drude. 1988. “From a Small Minority to a Large Minority: Women in
Scandinavian Politics,” Scandinavian Political Studies 11(4): 275-98.

Dahlerup, Drude. 2006. “The Story of the Theory of Critical Mass.” Politics & Gender 4:
511-522.

Demeny, Paul. 2003 “Population Policy Dilemmas in Europe at the Dawn of the Twenty-
First Century.” Population and Development Review 29(1): 1-28.

DELFI. 2015. “TIpe3unent Ilonnucana 3akonsl, CHmxkaroniue ITocoous U
‘3amopaxwuatomiue’ 3apmiarel.” DELFI. Accessed July 11.
http://ru.delfi.lt/news/politics/prezident-podpisala-zakony-snizhayuschie-
posobiya-i-zamorazhivayuschie-zarplaty.d?id=34553239.

Denisenko, Mikhail, and Yelena Varshavskaya. 2013. “Migrants at the Russian Labour
Market: Characteristics, Status, Mobility.” Working Paper WP3/21. Barselona:
Barselona University.

Devlin, J.1999. Slavophiles and Commissars: Enemies of Democracy in Modern Russia.
St. Martins Press, New York.

Diamond, Larry J. 2015. “Facing Up to the Democratic Recession.” Journal of
Democracy 26(1): 141-155.

177



Dormont, Brigitte, Michel Grignon, and Héléne Huber. 2006. “Health Expenditure
Growth: Reassessing the Threat of Ageing.” Health Economics 15(9): 947-63.

Drukker, David. 2003. “Testing for serial correlation in linear panel-data models.” The
Stata Journal 3(2): 168-177.

Duma RF. 2013. State Duma of the Russian Federation, Draft Legislation Ne350713-6 “O
BHECCHHMH U3MEHEHUH B cTaThil 67 u 78 dexepanbHoro 3akona "O06 oOpazoBaHUA
B Poccuiickoit @eneparuu’ (B yacTh OrpaHUYEHHUs TIpaB Ha 00pa3oBaHue
WHOCTPAHHBIX FPaXK/IaH).

Eich, Frank, Charleen Gust, and Mauricio Soto. 2012. “Reforming the Public Pension
System in the Russian Federation.” IMF Working Paper WP/12/201.

Ermisch, J. 1988. “Econometric Analysis of Birth Rate Dynamics in Britain,” The
Journal of Human Resources 23: 563-576.

Esping-Andersen, Gosta. 1990. The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. Polity Press.

Estevez-Abe, Margarita. 2006. “Gendering the Varieties of Capitalism: A Study of
Occupational Segregation by Sex in Advanced Industrial Societies,” World
Politics 59: 142-75.

Evera, Stephen Van. 1997. Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science. 1 edition.
Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

European Union. 2007. Treaty of Lisbon. Treaty of Lisbon Amending the Treaty on
European Union and the Treaty Establishing the European Community, 13
December 2007, 2007/C 306/01.
http://www.refworld.org/docid/476258d32.html (Accessed 13 July 2015).

Einhorn, Barbara. 1993. Cinderella Goes to Market: Citizenship, Gender, and Women's
Movements in East Central Europe. Verso.

Esping-Andersen, G. 1990. The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. Polity Press.

Eun, Ki-Soo. 2003. “Understanding Recent Fertility Decline in Korea.” Journal of
Population and Social Security (Population), Supplement to Volume 1: 574-595.

European Commission. 2012. “The 2012 Ageing Report,”
http://ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/publications/european_economy/2012/pdf/e
e-2012-2_en.pdf. (Accessed March 5, 2015).

Evans, Geoffrey. 2006. The Social Bases of Political Divisions in Post-Communist
Eastern Europe. Annual Review of Sociology 32(1): 245-270.

178



Evans, Geoffrey, and Stephen Whitefield. 1995. “The Politics and Economics of
Democratic Commitment: Support for Democracy in Transition Societies.”
British Journal of Political Science 25(04): 485-514.

Evans, Geoffrey and Stephen Whitefield. 1998. “The Evolution of the Left and Right in
Post-Soviet Russia,” Europe-Asia Studies 50: 1023-42.

EVS (2011). European Values Study 1981-2008, Longitudinal Data File. GESIS Data
Archive, Cologne, Germany, ZA4804 Data File Version 2.0.0 (2011-12-30)
DOI:10.4232/1.11005.

Ezrow, Lawrence, Jonathan Homola and Margit Tavits. 2014. “When Extremism Pays:
Policy Positions, Voter Certainty, and Party Support in Postcommunist Europe.”
Journal of Politics 76(2): 1558-1583.

Federal Migration Service. 2012. Statisticheskie Svedenia po Migratsionnoi Situatsii v
Rossiskoi Federatsii. www.fms.org (Accessed January 28, 2014).

Federal Migration Service. 2013. Press-Conference by the Head of FMS Konstantin
Romodanovsky. http://www.km.ru/v-rossii/2013/06/18/federalnaya-
migratsionnaya-sluzhba-rf/713961-fms-naschitala-11-millionov-inostra (Accessed
January 28, 2014).

Feeney, Griffith, and Wang Feng. 1993. “Parity Progression and Birth Intervals in China:
The Influence of Policy in Hastening Fertility Decline.” Population and
Development Review 19(1): 61-101.

Ferrarini, Tommy, Kenneth Nelson, Walter Korpi, and Joakim Palme. 2013. “Social
Citizenship Rights and Social Insurance Replacement Rate Validity: Pitfalls and
Possibilities.” Journal of European Public Policy 20(9): 1251-1266.

Fitzgerald, Jennifer, Amber K. Curtis, and Catherine L. Corliss, C. 2012. “Anxious

Public Worries about Crime and Immigration,” Comparative Political Studies
45(4): 477-506.

Fodor, Eva. 2002. “Gender and the Experience of Poverty in Eastern Europe and Russia
After 1989.” Communist and Post-Communist Studies 35(4): 369-82.

Fodor, Eva, Christy Glass, Janette Kawachi, and Livia Popescu. 2002. “Family policies
and gender in Hungary, Poland, and Romania.” Communist and Post-Communist
Studies 35(4): 475-490.

Fokkema, Tineke, Helga A. G. Valk de, Joop A. A. Beer de, and Coen Duin van. 2008.

“The Netherlands: Childbearing within the Context of a ‘Poldermodel’ Society.”
Demographic Research 19: 743-794.

179



Fontanka. 2011. “Ham I'po3ur I'nobansHas denomysmsius.”
http://www.fontanka.ru/2011/07/28/128/. (Accessed January 28, 2014).

Fultz, Elaine, Markus Ruck, and Silke Steinhilber. 2003. The Gender Dimensions of
Social Security Reform in Central and Eastern Europe: Case studies of the Czech
Republic, Hungary and Poland. Budapest: International Labor Organization.

Fuszara, Malgorzata. 2000. “New Gender Relations in Poland in the 1990s.” In
Reproducing Gender: Politics, Publics, and Everyday Life after Socialism, eds.
Susan Gal and Gail Kligman Princeton, N.J: Princeton University Press, 259-285.

Gandhi, Jennifer, and Adam Przeworski. 2007. “Authoritarian Institutions and the
Survival of Autocrats.” Comparative Political Studies 40(11): 1279-1301.

Garrett, Geoffrey. 1998. Partisan Politics in the Global Economy. New York: Cambridge
University Press.

Gal, Suzan and Gail Kligman. 2000. The Politics of Gender after Socialism: a
Comparative-historical Essay. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Gauthier, Anne H. and Jan Hatzius. 1997. “Family Benefits and Fertility. An
Econometric Analysis,” Population Studies 51(3): 295-306.

Gauthier, Anne Helene. 2002. “Family Policies in Industrialized Countries: Is there
Convergence?” Population 57(3): 447-474.

Gauthier, Anne Helene. 2007a. “The Impact of Family Policies on Fertility in
Industrialized Countries: a Review of Literature,” Population Research and
Policy Review 26: 323-346.

Gauthier, Anne H. 2007b. “Historical Trends in State Support for Families in Europe
(post-1945),” Children and Youth Services Review 21(11-12): 937-965.

Geddes, Barbara. 1995. “A Comparative Perspective on the Leninist Legacy in Eastern
Europe.” Comparative Political Studies 28(2): 239-74.

Gerber, Theodore P., and Brienna Perelli-Harris. 2012. “Maternity Leave in Turbulent
Times: Effects on Labor Market Transitions and Fertility in Russia, 1985-2000.”
Social Forces 90(4): 1297-1322.

Gerring, John. 2007. Case Study Research: Principles and Practices. New York:
Cambridge University Press.

George, Alexander and Timothy McKeown. 1985. “Case Studies and Theories of
Organizational Decision Making,” Advances of Information Processing in
Organizations 2: 21-68.

180



George, Alexander and Andrew Bennett. 2005. Case Studies and Theory Development in
the Social Sciences. MIT Press.

Gimpelson, Vladimir. 2001. “The Politics of Labor-Market Adjustment: The Case of
Russia.” In Reforming the State. Fiscal and Welfare Reform in Post-Socialist
Countries, eds. Janos Karnai, Stephan Haggard, and Robert R. Kaufman.
Cambridge University Press, 25-52.

Glass, Christy and Eva Fodor. 2007. “From Public to Private Maternalism? Gender and
Welfare in Poland and Hungary after 1989,” Social Politics 14(3): 323-350.

Goldin, Claudia, and Lawrence F. Katz. 2002. “The Power of the Pill: Oral
Contraceptives and Women’s Career and Marriage Decisions.” Journal of
Political Economy 110(4): 730-70.

Goldstein, Joshua R., Tomas Sobotka, and Aiva Jasilioniene. 2006. “The End of ‘Lowest-
Low’ Fertility?” Population and Development Review 35(4): 663-99.

Goode, J. Paul. 2010. “Redefining Russia: Hybrid Regimes, Fieldwork, and Russian
Politics,” Perspectives on Politics 8(4): 1055-1075.

Gorbachev, Mikhail. 1987. “Mikhail Gorbachev on Women and the Family.” Population
and Development Review 13(4): 757-759.

Gornick, Janet C., and Meyers, Marcia K. 2008. “Creating Gender Egalitarian Societies:
An Agenda for Reform.” Politics & Society 36(3): 313-349.

Gornick, Janet, Marcia K. Meyers, and Katherin Ross. 1997. “Supporting the
Employment of Mothers: Policy Variation Across Fourteen Welfare States,”
Journal of European Social Policy 7(1): 45-70.

Goven, Joanna. 1993. “Gender Politics in Hungary: Autonomy and Antifenimism.” In
Gender Politics and Post-Communism, eds. Nanette Funk and Magda Mueller.
New York: Routledge, 224-240.

Goven, Joanna. 2000. “New Parliament, Old Discourse? The Parental Leave Debate in
Hungary.” In Reproducing Gender: Politics, Publics, and Everyday Life after
Socialism, eds. Susan Gal and Gail Kligman. Princeton, N.J: Princeton University
Press, 286-306.

Greene, William H. 2003. Econometric Analysis (5th ed.). Upper Saddle River, New
Jersey: Prentice Hall.

181



Grzymala-Busse, Anna. 2002. “The programmatic turnaround of communist successor
parties in East Central Europe, 1989-1998.” Communist and Post-Communist
Studies 35(1): 51-66.

The Guardian. 2014a. “The Rise of Anti-Immigrant Sweden Democrats” The Guardian
December 14, 2014. http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/dec/14/sweden-
democrats-flex-muscles-anti-immigrant-kristianstad (Accessed March 28, 2015).

The Guardian. 2014b. “EU Migrants to Britain Face Further Restrictions on Welfare
Payments” July 28, 2014 http://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2014/jul/29/eu-
migrants-britain-further-restrictions-welfare-payments (Accessed March 28,
2015).

Gujarati, D. 2003. Basic Econometrics (4th ed.). McGraw-Hill.

Gudkov, Lev. 2006. “TTouemy Ms1 He JTrooum IIpuesxux?” Demoscope Weekly 231-232
(February). Reprinted in Murparust B Poccun 1(2), ed. 1.S. Ivanov and Zhanna
Zaionchkovskaya. Moscow: Spetskniga, 841-868.

Gudkov, Lev. 2013. “Rossiya — Dlya Russkih™? Uze ne Stydno. Interview for the Radio
Svoboda November 19, 2013.
http://www.svoboda.org/content/transcript/25172654.html (Accessed May 18,
2015).

Haggard, Stephen, and Robert F. Kaufmann. 2008. Development, Democracy, and
Welfare States: Latin America, East Asia, and Eastern Europe. Princeton
University Press: Princeton, New Jersey.

Hainmueller, Jens, and Michael Hiscox. 2007. “Educated Preferences: Explaining
Attitudes Toward Immigration in Europe.” International Organization 61(Spring):
399-442

Hainmueller, Jens, and Michael Hiscox. 2010. “Attitudes toward Highly Skilled and
Low-skilled Immigration: Evidence from a Survey Experiment,” American
Political Science Review 104(1): 61-84.

Hainmueller, Jens, and Dominik Hangartner 2013. “Who Gets a Swiss Passport? A
Natural Experiment in Immigrant Discrimination” American Political Science
Review 107(1): 159-187.

Hankivsky, Olena and Anastasiya Salnykova. 2012. “Gender in Transition: Legacies,
Opportunities, and Milestones in Post-Soviet Ukraine.” In Gender, Politics and
Society in Ukraine, eds. Olena Hankivsky and Anastasiya Salnikova University of
Toronto Press, 3-28.

182



Hanley, Sean. 2004. “From Neo-Liberalism to National Interests: ldeology, Strategy, and
Party Development in the Euroscepticism of the Czech Right.” East European
Politics & Societies 18(3): 513-48.

Hansen, Randall. 2003. “Migration to Europe since 1945: its History and its Lessons”
The Political Quarterly 74: 25-38.

Hero, Rodney, and Robert Preuhs. 2007. “Immigration and the Evolving American
Welfare State: Examining Policies in the U.S. States,” American Journal of
Political Science 51(3): 498-517.

Hicks, Alexander, and Christopher Zorn. 2005. “Economic Globalization, the Macro
Economy, and Reversals of Welfare Expansion in Affluent Democracies, 1978—
94,” International Organization 59: 631-662.

Huber, John, and Ronald Inglehart. 1995. “Expert Interpretations of Party Space and
Party Locations in 42 Societies.” Party Politics 1(1): 73-111.

Huber, Evelyn, and John D. Stephens. 2000. “Partisan Governance, Women’s
Employment, and the Social Democratic Service State.” American Sociological
Review 65(3): 323-42.

Huber, Evelyn, and John D. Stephens. 2001. Development and Crisis of the Welfare
State:Parties and Policies in Global Markets. Chicago: University Of Chicago
Press.

Im, K'S, M. Hashem Pesaran, and Y Shin. 2003. “Testing for Unit Roots in
Heterogeneous Panels.” Journal of Econometrics 115: 53-74.

Inglot, Tomasz, Dorottya Szikra, and Cristina Rat. 2011. “Continuity and Change in
Family Policies of the New European Democracies: A Comparisons of Poland,
Hungary, and Romania,” Part I. A NCEEER Working Paper.

Inglot, Tomasz, Dorottya Szikra, and Cristina Rat. 2012. “Reforming Post-Communist
Welfare States.” Problems of Post-Communism 59 (6): 27—49.

Interfax. 2013. “Kaxnoe IIaroe YouiictBo CoBepuratror Murpantsr” News Agency
Interfax May 22, 2013 http://www.interfax.ru/russia/txt.asp?id=308050 (Accessed
January 28, 2014).

Ishiyama, John. 1995. “Communist Parties in Transition: Structures, Leaders, and
Processes of Democratization in Eastern Europe,” Comparative Politics 27(2):
147-166.

183



Itar-Tass. 2013a. “CmeptHocTh B Poccuu B ABrycre CHusmiiack Ha 11,6% mo cpaBHEHHIO
¢ 2012 ronom,” Information Agency ltar-Tass October 2, 2013 http://itar-
tass.com/obschestvo/684963. (Accessed January 28, 2014).

Itar-Tass. 2013b. “T"ostoje1r: mporpaMmma MaTepUHCKOTO KaluTala MOXKET ObITh MPO/jicHa
Ha Tk Jet,” Information Agency ltar-Tass December 10, 2013 http://www.itar-
tass.com/obschestvo/822690 (Accessed January 28, 2014).

Ivakhnyuk, Irina. 2009. The Russian Migration Policy and Its Impact on Human
Development: the Historical Perspective. Moscow: MAKS Press.

Ivanov, Christo, and Margarita lleva. 2005. “Bulgaria.” In Racist Extremism in Eastern
and Central Europe, ed. Cas Mudde, New York: Routledge, 1-27.

Javornik, Jana. 2014. “Measuring State De-familialism: Contesting Post-socialist
Exceptionalism.” Journal of European Social Policy 24(3): 240-257.

Jobbik. N.d.“Immigration Increases Tensions in Europe.”
http://www.jobbik.com/immigration_increases_tensions_europe. (Accessed
March 28, 2015)

Jowitt, Ken.1992. New World Disorder: The Leninist Extinction, University of California
Press, Berkley.

Kaa, Dirk van de. 1987. Europe’s Second Demographic Transition. Population Bulletin
42(1): 1-59.

Kaa, Dirk van de J. 2002. “The Idea of a Second Demographic Transition in
Industrialized Countries.” Presented at the Sixth Welfare Policy Seminar of the
National Institute of Population and Social Security, Tokyo, Japan.

Kamerman, Sheila. B., and Peter Moss. 2011. The Politics of Parental Leave Policies:
Children, Parenting, Gender and the Labour Market. Policy Press.

Karu, Marre and Katre Paul. 2011. “Estonia Half Way from the Soviet Union to the
Nordic Countries.” In The Politics of Parental Leave Policies, eds. Sheila B.
Kamerman and Peter Moss. Policy Press: 69-85.

Kiaulakis, Giedrius. 2005. “Lithuania,” in Racist Extremism in Central and Eastern
Europe, ed. Cas Mudde. London: Routledge, 129-155.

Kildemoes, Helle Wallach, Terkel Christiansen, Dorte Gyrd-Hansen, Ivar Sgnbg
Kristiansen, and Morten Andersen. 2006. “The Impact of Population Ageing on
Future Danish Drug Expenditure.” Health Policy (Amsterdam, Netherlands)
75(3): 298-311.

184



Kim, Heemin and Richard Fording. 1998. “Voter ideology in Western Democracies,
1946— 1989.” European Journal of Political Research 33: 73-97.

Kim, Heemin and Richard Fording. 2003. “Voter ideology in Western democracies: An
update.” European Journal of Political Research 42(1): 95-105.

Kingsbury, Marina. 2014. “Family Policies in Contemporary Russia: Does Immigration
Matter?” Paper Presented at the 2014 Meeting of the Midwest Political Science
Association.

Kirk, Dudley.1996. “Demographic Transition Theory.” Population Studies 50(3): 361
87.

Kitschelt, Herbert. 1995a. The Radical Right in Western Europe. University of Michigan
Press: Ann Arbor, MI.

Kitschelt, Herbert. 1995b. “Formation of Party Cleavages in Post-Communist
Democracies Theoretical Propositions.” Party Politics 1(4): 447-472,

Kitschelt, Herbert, Zdenka Mansfeldova, Radoslaw Markowski, and Gabor Toka. 1999.
Post-Communist Party Systems: Competition, Representation, and Inter-Party
Cooperation. Cambridge University Press.

Kittilson, Miki Caul. 2008. “Representing Women: the Adoption of Family Leave in
Comparative Perspective,” Journal of Politics 70 (2): 323-334.

Kligman, Gail. 1994. “The Social Legacy of Communism: Women, Children, and the
Feminization of Poverty.” In The Social Legacy of Communism, eds. James R.
Millar and Sharon Wolchik. Cambridge University Press, 252-270.

Klingemann, Hans-Dieter, Andrea VVolkens, Judith Bara, lan Budge, and Michael D.
McDonald. 2003. Mapping Policy Preferences Il: Estimates for Parties, Electors,
and Governments in Eastern Europe, European Union, and OECD 1990-2003.
Oxford University Press.

Knijn, Trudie, and Monique Kremer. 1997. “Gender and the Caring Dimension of
Welfare States: Toward Inclusive Citizenship.” Social Politics: International
Studies in Gender, State & Society 4 (3): 328-61.

Kocourcova, Jirina. 2011. “Czech Republic: Normative of Choice-Oriented System?” In
The Politics of Parental Leave Policies, eds. Sheila B. Kamerman and Peter
Moss. Policy Press, 51-68.

Kohler, Hans-Peter, Francesco C. Billari, and José Antonio Ortega. 2002. “The
Emergence of Lowest-Low Fertility in Europe During the 1990s.” Population
and Development Review 28(4): 641-80.

185



Kogan, Irena, M Gebel, and Clemens Noelke. 2008. Europe Enlarged. A Handbook of
Education, Labour and Welfare Regimes in Central and Eastern Europe. Bristol,
UK: Policy Press.

Kogel, Tomas. 2004. “Did the Association Between Fertility and Female Employment
Within OECD Countries Really Change its Sign?”” Journal of Population
Economics 17: 45-65.

Kommersant. 2013. “The Russian March” Becomes More Popular,” Kommersant.ru
November 1, 2013 available at http://www.kommersant.ru/doc/2334988
(Accessed January 28, 2014).

Korintus, Marta, and Nada Stropnik. 2011. “Hungary and Slovenia: Long Leave or
Short?” In The Politics of Parental Leave Policies, eds. Sheila B. Kamerman and
Peter Moss. Policy Press, 135-158.

Korpi, Walter.1983. The Democratic Class Struggle. Routledge and Kegan Paul: London.

Korpi, Walter. 2000. “Faces of inequality: Gender, class, and patterns of inequalities in
different types of welfare states,” Social Politics 7(2): 127-191.

Korpi, Walter and Joakim Palme. 2003. “New Politics and Class Politics in the Context
of Austerity and Globalization: Welfare State Regress in 18 Countries, 1975-95,”
American Political Science Review 97(3): 425-446.

Kostelecky, Tomas. 2002. Political Parties after Communism: Developments in East-
Central Europe. Washington, D.C: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Koster, Willem de, Peter Achterberg, and Jeroen van der Waal. 2013. “The New Right
and the Welfare State: The Electoral Relevance of Welfare Chauvinism and

Welfare Populism in the Netherlands.” International Political Science Review 34
(1): 3-20.

Kozina, Irina. 2009. ‘“Pa6orarormre Marepu” Polit.ru
http://polit.ru/article/2009/12/25/kozina/ (Accessed July 12, 2015).

Kravdal, Oystein. 2010. “Demographers’ Interest in Fertility Trends and Determinants in
Developed Countries: Is It Warranted?” Demographic Research 22(22): 663-90.

Kreyenfeld, Michaela. 2005. “Economic Uncertainty and Fertility Postponement
Evidence from German Panel Data.” Max Planck Institute for Demographic
Research, Working Paper WP 2005-034.

Krzyzanowski, M. 2013. “From Anti-Immigration and Nationalist Revisionism to
Islamophobia: Continuities and Shifts in Recent Discourses and Patterns of

186



Political Communication of the Freedom Party of Austria (FPO)” in Right-Wing
Populism in Europe, eds. Ruth Wodak, Majid KhosraviNik, and Brigitte Mral.
Bloomsbury,135-148.

Kymlicka, Will. 2010. “The Rise and Fall of Multiculturalism? New Debates on
Inclusion and Accommodation in Diverse Societies.” International Social
Science Journal 61(199): 97-112.

Kymlicka, Will and Keith Banting. 2006. “Immigration, Multiculturalism, and the
Welfare State,” Ethics & International Affairs 20 (3): 281-304.

LaFont, Suzanne. 2001. “One Step Forward, Two Steps Back: Women in the Post-
communist States.” Communist and Post-Communist Studies 34: 203-220.

Lambert, Priscilla A. 2008. The Comparative Political Economy of Parental Leave and
Child Care: Evidence from Twenty OECD Countries. Social Politics:
International Studies in Gender, State & Society 15(3): 315-344.

Laroque, Guy, and Bernard Salanié. 2004. “Fertility and Financial Incentives in France.”
CESifo Economic Studies 50(3): 423-50.

Lalive, Rafael and Josef Zweimueller. 2005. “Does Parental Leave Affect Fertility and
Return-to-Work? Evidence from a “True Natural Experiment,” IZA Discussion
Paper 1613.

Lee, Ronald, and Andrew Mason. 2010. “Fertility, Human Capital, and Economic
Growth over the Demographic Transition.” European Journal of Population
26(2): 159-82.

Lekareva, Vera. 2013. Show “Politika” on Channel 1.
http://www.1tv.ru/sprojects_edition/si=5905&d=09.10.2013 (Accessed January
28.2014)

Levada Center. 2012. “July Ratings: Approval and Trust July 26, 2012.” Levada Center.
http://www.levada.ru/26-07-2012/iyulskie-reitingi-odobrenie-i-doverie (Accessed
January 28, 2015)

Levada Center. 2013a. “Press release, Attitudes towards Migrants July 3 2013.” Levada
Center. www. levada.ru/03-07-2013/otnoshenie-k-migrantam (Accessed January
28, 2014)

Levada Center. 2013b. “Press release, Russians About the “Russian March.” Levada

Center http://www.levada.ru/01-11-2013/rossiyane-o-russkom-marshe (Accessed
January 28, 2014)

187



LDPR. 2015. “Bo ®pakuuu JIAIIP B ['ocynancTBeHHO# J{yMe COCTOSIICS KPYIJIBIA CTOJI:
«bupronéso — Kro Bunosat 1 Yro Jlenats?».”
http://ldpr.ryazan.ru/2013/10/12460/. (Accessed July 12, 2014)

Lieberman, Evan S. 2005. “Nested Analysis as a Mixed-Method Strategy for
Comparative Research.” American Political Science Review 3: 435-452.

Liebfried, Stephan. 1993. “Towards a European Welfare State?” In New Perspectives on
the Welfare State in Europe, ed. Catherine Jones. London: Routledge, 120-43.

Lipset, Seymour Martin and Stein Rokkan. 1967. Party Systems and Voter Alignment.
New York: Free Press.

Lipsmeyer, Christine S. 2002. “Parties and Policy: Evaluating Economic and Partisan
Influences on Welfare Policy Spending during the European Post-Communist
Transition,” British Journal of Political Science 32(4): 641-661

Lipsmeyer, Christine S. 2003. “Welfare and the Discriminating Public: Evaluating
Entitlement Attitudes in Post-communist Europe,” Policy Studies Journal 31(4):
545-564.

Maddala, G. S., and Shaowen Wu. 1999. “A Comparative Study of Unit Root Tests with
Panel Data and a New Simple Test.” Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics,
61(1): 631-652.

Mahoney, James. 2012. “The Logic of Process Tracing Tests in the Social Sciences,”
Sociological Methods and Research 41(4): 570-597.

Maltzeva, Elena. 2011. “Health Care Crisis and Grassroots Social Initiative in Post-
Soviet Russia,” Review of European and Russian Affairs 6 (1): 1-15.

Mansbridge, Jane. 2005. “Quota Problems: Combating the Dangers of Essentialism.”
Politics & Gender 4: 622-638.

Marks, Gary, Liesbet Hooghe, Moira Nelson, and Erica Edwards. 2006. “Party
Competition and European Integration in the East and West.” Comparative
Political Studies 39(2): 155-75.

Mares, Miroslav. 2012. Right-Wing Extremism in the Czech Republic. Friedrich Ebert
Stiftung. http://library.fes.de/pdf-files/id-moe/09347.pdf (Accessed January 30,
2015).

McAullister, lan, and Stephen White. 2007. “Political Parties and Democratic
Consolidation in Post-Communist Societies.” Party Politics 13(2):197-216.

188



McDonald, Peter. 2002. “Sustaining Fertility through Public Policy: The Range or
Options.” Population 57(3): 417-446.

McDonald, Peter. 2006. “Low Fertility and the State: The Efficacy of Policy.” Population
and Development Review 32(3): 485-510.

Mclaren, Lauren M. 2001. “Immigration and the New Politics of Inclusion and Exclusion
in the European Union: The Effect of Elites and the EU on Individual—level
Opinions Regarding European and non—European Immigrants.” European
Journal of Political Research 39 (1): 81-108.

Mearsheimer, John J. 2001. The Tragedy of Great Power Politics. New York: Norton.

Mering, Sabine von and Tymothy Wyman McCarty. 2013. Right-Wing Radicalism
Today: Perspectives from Europe and the US. Routledge.

Meron, Monique, and Isabelle Widmer. 2002. “Unemployment Leads Women to
Postpone the Birth of Their First Child.” Population 57 (2): 301-30.

Mikulska, Agnieszka. 2008. Xenophobia and ethnic discrimination in Poland. Warsaw:
Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights.

Milanovic, Branko. 1998. Income, Inequality, and Poverty during the Transition from
Planned to Market Economy. Washington, D.C.: World Bank.

Minkenberg, Michael. 2002. “The Radical Right in Postsocialist Central and Eastern

Europe: Comparative Observations and Interpretations.” East European Politics
& Societies 16(2): 335-362.

Minkenberg, Michael. 2009. “Leninist Beneficiaries? Pre-1989 Legacies and the Radical
Right in Post-1989 Central and Eastern Europe. Some introductory observations.”
Communist and Post-Communist Studies 42(4): 445-458.

Mizulina, Elena. 2011. Internet-interview with Elena Mizulina by Garant Information
Agency “Cembu ¢ 1eTbMU. MHOTOJCTHBIE CEMbH. MepbI MOICPKKHA CEMEH C
neteMu.” http://www.garant.ru/action/interview/325278/ (Accessed January 28,
2014).

Morgan, S. Philip. 2003. “Is Low Fertility a Twenty-First-Century Demographic Crisis?”
Demography 40(4): 589-603.

Morgan, Kimberly J. 2008. “The Political Path to a Dual Earner/Dual Career Society:
Pitfalls and Possibilities.” Politics & Society, 36(3), 403-420.

189



Morgan, Kimberly J. 2013. “Path Shifting of the Welfare State: Electoral Competition
and the Expansion of Work-Family Policies in Western Europe.” World Politics,
65(01), 73-115.

Morvali, Krisztina. 1994. “Continuity and Discontinuity in the Legal System: What It
Means for Women: A Female Lawyer’s Perspective on Women and the Law in
Hungary.” UCLA Women'’s Law Journal, 5(1).

Mubhleisen, Martin, and Hamid Farugee. 2001. “Population Aging in Japan: Demographic
Shock and Fiscal Sustainability.” IMF Working Paper.
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/cat/longres.cfm?sk=4037.0 (Accessed May 7,
2015)

Mukomel, Vladimir. 2014. “Kcenodobus 1 MUrpaHTO(HOOHH B KOHTEKCTE KYJIbTYPHI
nosepusi : Mup Poccun.” Mup Poccuu, 24(2), 137-166.

Murphy, Michael. 1993. “The contraceptive pill and women’s employment s factors in
fertility change in Britain 1963-1980: A challenge to the conventional view,”
Population Studies 47(1): 221-243.

Mudde, Cas. 2005. Racist Extremism in Central & Eastern Europe. London ; New
York: Routledge.

Mudde, Cas. 2012. The Relationship between Immigration and Nativism in Europe and
North America. Washington, DC: Migration Policy Institute.

Mudde, Cas. 2013. “Three Decades of Populist Radical Right Parties in Europe: So
What?” European Journal of Political Research 52(1): 1-19.

Nickell, Stephen. 1981. “Biases in Dynamic Models with Fixed Effects.” Econometrica,
49(6): 1417-1426.

Nikitina, Svetlana. 2013. “Jlemorpaduueckoe Oymyiiee Poccuu: CKOJIBKO AETEH XOTAT
poccusine?" Press-conference.
http://pressria.ru/pressclub/20130927/948495103.html (Accessed June 30, 2015).

Nikolaeva and Bogomolov. 2013. “Nuzny i Demokratia I Vlast” Moskovskie Novosti
May 30, 2013, http://www.mn.ru/moscow_authority/20130530/347635870.html
(Accessed June 30, 2015).

Norton, N. 1995 “Women, It’s Not enough to be Elected: Committee Position Makes a
Difference.” In Gender Power, Leadership, and Governance, eds. Georgia
Duerst-Lahti and Rita Mae Kelly. Ann Arbor MI: University of Michigan Press,
115-40.

OECD. 2001. The Social Crisis in the Russian Federation. OECD Publishing.
190



OECD 2011. OECD Reviews of Labour Market and Social Policies: Russian Federation
2011. OECD Publishing.

Ogawa, Naohiro. 2003. “Japan’s Changing Fertility Mechanisms and Its Policy
Responses” Journal of Population Research 20(1): 89-106.

Oorshort, Wim van. 2006. “Making the Difference in Social Europe: Deservingness
Perceptions among Citizens of European Welfare States,” European Journal of
Social Policy 16(1): 23-42.

Oorshort, Wim van and Uunk, Wilfred. 2007. “Welfare Spending and the Public’s
Concern for Immigrants. Multilevel Evidence for Eighteen European Countries,”
Comparative Politics, October: 63-82.

Orenstein, Mitchell. 2008. “Postcommunist Welfare States.” Journal of Democracy,
19(4), 80-94.

Orenstein, Mitchell. 2009. “Transnational Actors in Central and East European Pension
Reforms,” in Post-Communist Welfare Pathways, eds. Alfio Cerami and Peter
Vanhyusse. Palgrave Macmillan,129-147.

Orloff, Ann Shola. 1993. “Gender and the Social Rights of Citizenship. The Comparative
Analysis of Gender Relations and Welfare States.” American Sociological Review
58(3): 303-328.

Orloff, Ann Shola. 2006. “From Maternalism to ‘Employment for All’: State Policies to
Promote Women’s Employment across the Affluent Democracies.” In The State
after Statism, Harvard University Press, 230-68.

Pascall, Gilian, and Anna Kwak. 2009. Gender regimes in transition in Central and
Eastern Europe. The University of Chicago Press.

Pelinka. Anton. 2013. “Right-Wing Populism: Concept and Typology” in Right-Wing
Populism:Concept and Typology,eds., Ruth Wodak, Majid KhosraviNik, and
Brigitte Mral. Bloomsbury, 3-22.

Perelli-Harris, Brienna. “The Influence of Informal Work and Subjective Well-Being on
Childbearing in Post-Soviet Russia.” Population and Development Review 32(4):
729-53.

Pension Fund of RF. 2013. “Interview and Zayavlenia Matvienko: Pravitelstvo ne

Sobiraetsya Otmenyat Vyplaty Materinskogo Kapitala,”
http://www.pfrf.ru/ot_evrei/pr_releases/59674.html (Accessed January 28, 2014).

191



Persyn, Damiaan and Joakim Westerlund. 2008. “Error—correction—based Cointegration
Tests for Panel Data.” Stata Journal 8(2): 232-241.

Pierson, Paul. 1996. “The New Politics of the Welfare State.” World Politics 48(2): 143—
179.

Pishniak, Alina. 2013. “3anstocts XXenmun B Poccun ITocie Poxxaenust Jlerei:
Crumynsl, Bapwsepst u [TorpeonoBeTh B [Ipodecconansnom O0yuenuu (1o
Marepuanam ®oxyc-rpymnm)” Presentation at the Higher School of Economics,
Moscow available at www.hse.ru. (Accessed January 28, 2014).

Plumper, Thomas and Vera E. Troeger. 2007. “Efficient estimation of time-invariant
and rarely changing variables in finite sample panel analyses with unit fixed
effects.” Political Analysis 15(2): 124-139.

Plumper, Thomas, Vera E. Troeger and Philip Manow. 2005. “Panel Data Analysis in
Comparative Politics: Linking Method to Theory,” European Journal of Political
Research 44: 327-354.

Poleshchuk, V. 2005. “Estonia.” In Racist Extremism in Central and
Eastern Europe, ed. Cus Mude. London: Routledge, 58-79.

Polity IV Project, Political Regime Characteristics and Transitions, 1800-2014.
http://lwww.systemicpeace.org/ (Accessed July 1, 2015).

Popovich, Larisa, Elena Potapchik, Sergey Shishkin, Erica Richardson, Alexandra
Vacroux, and Benoit Mathivet. 2011. “Russian Federation: Health System
Review.” Health Systems in Transition 13 (7): 1-190.

Population Reference Bureau. 2010. PRB. Population Bulletin 65.2
http://lwww.prb.org/pdf10/65.2highlights.pdf (Accessed January 28, 2014).

President of the Russian Federation. 2007. Presidential Degree of October 9, 2007 #1351
“Of Adoption of the Conception of Demographic Politics through 2025 available
at http://www.rosmintrud.ru/ministry/programms/6.

President of the Russian Federation. 2008. “Crenorpadudeckuii Otuér O 3acenanuu
Pacmmmpennoit Kosmnerun Munncrepcrsa Bayrpennunx [len.”
http://archive.kremlin.ru/text/appears/2008/02/159353.shtml. (Accessed July 1,
2015)

President of the Russian Federation. 2012. President’s Address to the Federal Assembly.
Available at http://www.kremlin.ru/news/17118 (Accessed January 28, 2015)

President of the Russian Federation. 2012. Decree of the President of Russian Federation
of May 7 2012 N.606 “On Measures of Achievement of the Demographic Policy

192



of the Russian Federation.” http://www.rg.ru/2012/05/09/demo-dok.html
(Accessed January 28, 2015).

President of the Russian Federation. 2013. 3aceganne Cosera o MexHauMOHAIBHBIM
Otnorrenusim http://www.kremlin.ru/news/19475 (Accessed January 28, 2015).

Putin, Vladimir. 2012. “Poccus: HarmonansHbii Bompoc.”
http://www.ng.ru/politics/2012-01-23/1_national.html. (Accessed July 12, 2015)

Randall, Vicky. 2000. “Childcare Policy in the European States: Limits to Convergence.”
Journal of European Public Policy 7(3): 346-68.

RBC. 2015a. “Kpusuc 3acrasui Brnactu Bepuyrsest K Wee [losbrmenust [lencrnonHoro
Bospacra,” RosBusines Consulting.
http:/itop.rbc.ru/economics/29/01/2015/54ca28bd9a79475ab226d550. (Accessed
March 28, 2015).

RBC. 2015b. “PaccrnenoBanue PBK: Kyna 3aBena Poccuio Pedopma 3npaBooxpanenus.”
RosBusines Consulting.
http://daily.rbc.ru/ins/business/26/10/2014/544cfa0acbb20f3b7672b59d.
(Accessed March 26, 2015).

Reuter, Ora J., and Graeme B. Robertson. 2015. Legislatures, Cooptation, and Social
Protest in Contemporary Authoritarian Regimes. The Journal of Politics, 77(1),
235-248.

RIA. 2009. “HannonansHsiii [Ipoekt «3mopoBse». CrpaBka” Russian Information
Agency May 12, 2009. http://ria.ru/society/20090512/170852739.html (Accessed
March 31, 2014).

RIA. 2013a. “200 Slov Pro Moskvu I Migrantov,” RIA Novosti 30 May 2013
http://ria.ru/200words/20130530/940333781.html (Accessed January 28, 2015).

RIA. 2013a. “Cenatop O3epoB Cuurtaer HenponymanHoit MurpaiioHnyo AMHHUCTHIO B
Poccun” Russian Information Agency September 17, 2013
http://ria.ru/economy/20130917/963773120.html (Accessed January 28, 2014).

RIA. 2013b. “/IBopHuku ¢ TpaxaaHncTBOM PD BMECTO MUTPAHTOB: KPOHILITAITCKHIA
skcriepument’” Russian Information Agency.
http://ria.ru/spb/20130809/955205769.html (Accessed January 28, 2015)

Rimashevskaia, Natalia M., and Alexander S. Milovidov. 1988. “On Improving State
Assistance to Families with Children” Planovoye Khoziaistvo 1: 82-85.

Rindfuss, Ronald R. 1991. “The Young Adult Years: Diversity, Structural Change, and
Fertility.” Demography 28(4): 493-512.

193



Rindfuss, Ronald R., and Karin L. Brewster. 1996. “Childbearing and fertility,”
Population and Development Review, 22(Supplement): 258-289.

Rindfuss, Ronald R., David Guilkey, S. Philip Morgan, @ystein Kravdal, and Karen
Benjamin Guzzo. 2007. “Child Care Availability and First-Birth Timing in
Norway,” Demography 44(2): 345-372.

Rivkin-Fish, Michele. 2003 “Anthropology, Demography, and the Search for a Critical
Analysis of Fertility: Insights from Russia” American Anthropologist 105(2):289-
301.

Rivkin-Fish, Michele. 2010 “Pronatalism, Gender Politics, and the Renewal of Family
Support in Russia: Towards a Feminist Anthropology of ‘Maternity
Capital.”” Slavic Review” 69(3): 701-724.

Rohrschneider, Robert and Stephen Whitefield. 2009. “Understanding Cleavages in Party
Systems Issue Position and Issue Salience in 13 Post-Communist Democracies,”
Comparative Political Studies 42(2): 280-313.

ROMIR. 2013. “Bespokoistvo Obshestvennymi Problemami Rastet.”
http://romir.ru/studies/513 1382472000/ (Accessed January 30, 2015).

Romodanovskiy, Konstantin. 2013. Radio Mayak, Show Profilaktika on Migration
Politics in Russia. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QulIHHwztWo
(Accessed January 28, 2014).

Rensen, Marit, and Marianne Sundstrém. 2002. “Family Policy and After-Birth
Employment among New Mothers -A Comparison of Finland, Norway and
Sweden.” European Journal of Population 18(2): 121-52.

Rosbalt. 2013a. “Poltavchenko: Kolichestvo Prestuplenii so Storony Migrantov
Uvelichilos na 49%.” Rosbalt July 17, 2013.
http://lwww.rosbalt.ru/piter/2013/07/17/1153634.html (Accessed July 1, 2015).

Rosbalt. 2013b. “Zdorovie Migrantov Dorogo Oboidetsya Rossii” Rosbalt September 30,
2013. http://www.rosbalt.ru/moscow/2013/09/30/1181745.html. (Accessed July 1,
2015).

Rossiyskaya Gazeta. 2008. “XKenmruna ¢ Pedbernxom Umier Pabory,” Poccutickas I'azema
January 22, 2008. http://www.rg.ru/2008/01/22/rostrud.html (Accessed May 7,
2014).

Rossiyskaya Gazeta. 2011. ““ IIpesunent: PonoBeie CepTuduKaTsl OTMEHEHBI HE OyayT”

194



Poccuiickas I'azema November 25, 2011. http://www.rg.ru/2011/11/25/prezident-
anons.html (Accessed May 7, 2014)

Rossiyskaya Gazeta. 2014a. “byas 3n0poB, Xupypr” Poccuiickas I 'azema January 23,
2014. http://www.rg.ru/2014/01/23/zarplata.html (Accessed April 2, 2015).

Rossiyskaya Gazeta. 2014b. “Poxutenu no Pacriucanuto” Poccutickas I'azema March
18, 2014. http://www.rg.ru/2014 /03/18/surinov.html (Accessed April 2, 2015).

Rosstat. 2013. “Estestvennoe Dvizenie Naselenia v Razreze Subjektov Rossiiskoi
Federatcii” Rosstat.
http://www.gks.ru/free_doc/2013/demo/edn09-13.htm (Accessed July 12, 2015).

Rosenthal, Cindy Simon. 1998. When Women Lead: Integrative Leadership in State
Legislatures. New York: Oxford University Press.

Rovny, Allison. 2011. Welfare state policy determinants of fertility level: A comparative
analysis. Journal of European Social Policy 21(4): 335-347.

Russian Federation. 2006. Federal Law of the Russian Federation #256-®3 On
Additional Measures of Government Support for Families with Chidlren
(Deoepanvhaii 3axon Poccutickoit @edepayuu om 29 oexabps 2006 2ooa Ne 256-
@3 O 00noaHUmMenbHbIX Mepax 20Cy0apCmeeHHOl NOOOEePAHCKU cemell, UMEIOUJUX
Oemell).

Russian Federation. 2008. Government’s Conception #1662-p of the Long-Term Socio-
Economic Development Until 2020, 17 November 2008, (Koxmemiwst
AO0JIT'OCPOYHOI'O COIHUATIBbHO-3KOHOMHUYCCKOI'0 pa3sBUTHUA Poccwuiickoii CDez[epauI/H/I
Ha niepuoj 10 2020 roma).

Saxonberg, Steven. 2014. Gendering Family Policies in Post-Communist Europe: A
Historical-Institutional Analysis. Palgrave Macmillan.

Saxonberg, Steven, and Sirovatka, Tomas. 2006. “Failing Family Policy in Post-
Communist Central Europe.” Journal of Comparative Policy Analysis: Research
and Practice 8 (2):185-202.

Saxonberg, Steven, and Dorota Szelewa. 2007. “The Continuing Legacy of the
Communist Legacy? The development of family policies in Poland and the Czech
Republic.” Social Politics: International Studies in Gender, State & Society,
14(3): 351-379.

Schimmelfennig, Frank. 2014. “Efficient Process Tracing Analyzing the Causal

Mechanisms of European Integration,” in Process Tracing in the Social Sciences.
Eds, Andrew Bennett and Jeffrey Checkel: 98-125.

195



Schmidt, Brian. 2005. “Competing Realist Conceptions of Power.” Millenium-Journal of
International Studies 33(3): 523-49.

Schwindt-Bayer, Leslie A., and William Mishler. 2005. “An Integrated Model of
Women’s Representation.” The Journal of Politics 67(02): 407-428.

Siklova, Jitina. 1994. Are Women in Central and Eastern Europe Conservative? In
Gender Politics and Post-Communism, eds. Nanette Funk and Magda Mueller.
New York: Routledge, 74-83.

Spiegel. 2010. “Continent of Fear: The rise of Europe’s Right-wing Populists,” Spiegel
September 28, 2010. http://www.spiegel.de/international/europe/continent-of-
fear-the-rise-of-europe-s-right-wing-populists-a-719842.html (Accessed on
March 13, 2013).

Sobotka, Tomas. 2003. “Re-Emerging Diversity: Rapid Fertility Changes in Central and
Eastern Europe after the Collapse of the Communist Regimes.” Population 58(4):
451-85.

Sobotka, Tomas. 2011. “Fertility in Central and Eastern Europe after 1989: Collapse and
Gradual Recovery.” Historical Social Research-Historische Sozialforschung
36(2): 246-96.

Sobotka, Tomas, Vegard Skirbekk, and Dimiter Philipov. 2010. “Economic Recession
and Fertility in the Developed World A Literature Review.” European
Commission Directorate.

Standing, Guy. 1996. “Social Protection in Central and Eastern Europe: A Tale of
Slipping Anchors and Torn Safety Nets.” In Welfare States in Transition:
National Adaptations in Global Economies, ed. Gosta Esping-Andersen. Sage
Publications, 225-55.

Standing, Guy. 1997. “Labour Market Governance in Eastern Europe.” European Journal
of Industrial Relations 3(2): 133-59.

Szelényi, lvan, Eva Fodor, and Eric Hanley. 1996. “Left Turn in Postcommunist
Politics: Bringing Class Back in?” East European Politics & Societies 11(1):
190-224.

Szelewa, Dorota, and Michal P. Polakowski. 2008. “Who cares? Changing patterns of
childcare in Central and Eastern Europe.” Journal of European Social Policy,
18(2), 115-131.

Tansey, Oisin. 2007. “Process Tracing and Elite Interviewing: A Case for Non-
probability Sampling,” Political Science and Politics 40(4): 765-772.

196



Temkina, Anna. 2012. “T'eanepnsiit Bonpoc B CoBpemennoii Poccuu,” Polit.ru June 16,
2012. http://polit.ru/article/2012/06/16/gender/ (Accessed May 5, 2013)

Temkina, Anna. 2013. “HyxHo i1 Otmensite Matepunckuii Kanuran,” Slon.ru
http://slon.ru/russia/nuzhno_li_otmenyat_materinskiy_kapital-985923.xhtml
(Accessed January 26, 2014).

Teplova, Tatiana. 2007. “Welfare State Transformation, Childcare, and Women’s Work
in Russia.” Social Politics: International Studies in Gender, State & Society
14(3): 284-322.

Tismaneanu, Vladimir. 2007. “Leninist Legacies, Pluralist Dilemmas,” Journal of
Democracy 18(4): 34-309.

Treisman, Daniel. 1997. “Russia’s ‘Ethnic Revival.” World Politics 49(2): 212-249.

Treisman, Daniel. 2014. “Why did Putin’s popularity plunge in 2011 and then stabilize?
It’s (still) the (Russian) economy, stupid,” Whashington Post February 07, 2014.

Tompson, William. 2007. “Healthcare Reform in Russia: Problems and Prospects”,
OECD Economics Department Working Papers, No. 538, OECD Publishing.

Turovskiy, Daniil. 2013. “MsI Heneransl, aeti padounx’ Lenta.ru October 28, 2013
http://lenta.ru/articles/2013/10/28/children/. (Accessed January 28, 2014).

Tzelgov, Eitan. 2011. “Communist Successor Parties and Government Survival in
Central Eastern Europe,” European Journal of Political Research 50: 530-558.

UNECE. 2012. Statistical Database.

UNICEF. 1995. “Poverty, Children, and Policy: Responses for a Brighter Future.”
Economies in Transition Studies, Regional Monitoring Report No.3. UNICEF
International Child Development Centre. Florence, Italy.

UNICEF. 2013. TRANSMONEE Database.

United Nations. 1987. World Population Policies. UN: NY.

United Nations. 2013a. World Population Policies 2013. Department of Economic and
Social Affairs. Population Division.

United Nations. 2013b. Trends in International Migrant Stock: Migrants by Destination
and Origin. United Nations.

Vachudova, Milada Anna. 2008. “Centre-Right Parties and Political Outcomes in East
Central Europe.” Party Politics 14 (4): 387—-405.

197



The Village. 2013. “JIrogu B roponae: Pycckue nopuuku B Kponmraare” The Village
October 21, 2013. http://www.the-village.ru/village/city/people/133327-dvorniki
(Accessed March 20, 2015).

Vishnevsky, Aanatoly. 2002. “The Population of Russia 2001” (Hacenenue Poccun
2001. [ersatorit Exxeromusiii Jlemorpaduueckuii Jlokmanm). Institut
Narodnokhozyaystvennogo Pognozirovaniya RAN: Moscow

Vishnevsky, Anatoly. 2010. “Kommentarii Demoskopa,” Demoscope Weekly #445-446,
November 29-December 12, demoscope.ru/weekly/2010/0445/polit02.php

Volkens, Andrea, Onawa Lacewell, Pola Lehmann, Sven Regel, Henrike Schultze, and
Annika Werner. 2012. The Manifesto Data Collection. Manifesto Project
(MRG/CMP/MARPOR) Berlin: Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin fur
Sozialforschung (WZB).

Volkens, Andrea, Pola Lehmann, Nicolas Merz, Sven Regel, Annika Werner, with
Onawa Lacewell, and Henrike Schultze. 2014. The Manifesto Data Collection.
Manifesto Project (MRG/CMP/MARPOR). Version 2014a. Berlin:
Wissenschaftszentrum Berlin fur Sozialforschung (WZB).

Waal, Jeroen van der, Peter Achterberg, Dick Houtman, Willem de Koster, and Katerina
Manevska. 2010. “‘Some Are More Equal than Others’: Economic Egalitarianism
and Welfare Chauvinism in the Netherlands.” Journal of European Social Policy
20(4): 350-63.

Wallace, Claire. 2002. “Opening and Closing Borders: Migration and Mobility in East-
Central Europe,” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 28(4): 603-625.

Wawro, Gregory. 2002. “Estimating Dynamic Panel Data Models in Political Science.”
Political Analysis 10(1): 25-48.

Weber, Max. 1949. The Methodology of The Social Sciences. Translated by Edward A.
Shils and Henry A. Finch. Glencoe Ill.: Free Press.

Weldon, S. Laurel. 2011. When Protest Makes Policy: How Social Movements Represent
Disadvantaged Groups. The University of Michigan Press: Ann Arbor.

WCIOM. 2013. Press Release #2366 “Welcome” or “Restricted Access,”
http://wciom.ru/index.php?id=459&uid=114341 (Accessed March 20, 2015).

Williamson, John, Stephanie Howling, and Michelle Marotto. 2006 “The Political

Economy of Pension Reform in Russia: Why Partial Privatization?”” Journal of
Aging Studies 20: 165-75.

198



Wilson, Sven E., and Daniel D. Butler. 2007. “A Lot More to Do: The Sensitivity of
Time-Series Cross-Section Analyses to Simple Alternative Specifications.”
Political Analysis 15(2): 101-123.

Wodak, Ruth. 2013. “Anything Goes!' The Haiderization of Europe” in Right-Wing
Populism in Europe: Politics and Discourse, eds. Ruth Wodak, Majid
KhosraviNik, and Brigitte Mral. Bloomsbury, 23-38.

Wodak, Ruth, Majid KhosraviNik, and Brigitte Mral, eds. 2013. Right-Wing Populism in
Europe: Politics and Discourse. Bloomsbury Academic.

Wright Matthew. 2011. “Policy regimes and normative conceptions of nationalism in
mass public opinion.” Comparative Political Studies 44(5): 598-624.

Wright, Matthew and Irene Bloemraad. 2012. “Is There a Trade-off between
Multiculturalism and Socio-Political Integration? Policy Regimes and Immigrant
Incorporation in Comparative Perspective.” Perspectives on Politics 10(01): 77—
95.

Wooldridge, Jeffrey. 2002. Introductory Econometrics: A Modern Approach (2nd
edition). Cincinnati, Ohio: South-Western College Pub.

Wooldridge, Jeffrey. 2010. Econometric Analysis of Cross Section and Panel Data (2nd
edition). MIT Press.

WVS. 2009. World Value Survey 1981-2008 official aggregate v.20090902, 20009.
World Values Survey Association (www.worldvaluessurvey.org). Aggregate File
Producer: ASEP/JDS Data Archive, Madrid, Spain.

Yaroslavl Employment Department. 2013. “Otuer O peanu3aiiuy BEAOMCTBECHHOMN
ueneBoi nmporpammsel «CoielcTBHE 3aHATOCTH HaceneHus SpociaBcKoit
ob6macti» Ha 2013 rox u Ha turanoBbId niepuoa 2014 u 2015 rogos 3a 2013 rox’
Henaprament ['ocynapctBenHoi Ciyx6b1 3anstoctu Hacenenus SIpocnaBckoit
obmactu. http://www.yarregion.ru/depts/dgszn/tmpPages/programs.aspx
(Accessed March 1, 2015)

b

Zaionchkovskaya, Zhanna. 2014. “Murpanust B coBpemeHHoit Poccun.” In Muepayus 6
Poccuu, | part 1. Moscow: Cnenknura, 8-32.

Zaionchkovskaya, Zhanna and Yulia Florinskaya. 2014. “Mezdunarodnaya Migratsia
(International Migration)”. In Naselenie Rossii (The Population of Russia), ed:
Anatoly Vishnevskiy. Moscow: The Higher School of Economics, Institute of
Demography, 343-381.

199



Zakharov, Sergei. 2006. “/Ilemorpadudeckuii anammu3 3¢pexra Mep CEMEHHON HOTUTHKH
B Poccun B 1980-x rogax” SPERO 5 (Fall-Winter): 33-609.
http://www.demoscope.ru/weekly/2007/0309/analit01.php

Zakharov, Sergei. 2008. “Russian Federation: From the first to second demographic
transition,” Demographic Research. 19 (24): 907-972.

Zakharov, Sergei. 2012. “Rozdaevmost v Rossii” Khimia | Zizn 2012, #4
www.hij.ru/read/articles/man/976

Zhang, Junsen, Jason Quan, and Peter van Meerbergen. 1994. “The Effect of Tax-

Transfer Policies on Fertility in Canada, 1921-88.” The Journal of Human
Resources 29(1): 181-201.

200



