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As a result of the analysis of historical resources obtained from the National Archives in the UK this
year and those obtained at archives and libraries in the UK and Germany last year, the following is
revealed:

The reason for the need for the social security is often explained by the reproduction of the labor
force. Since the labor force is reproduced by clothing, food and shelter in the household, the social
security is based on the household, including the family, as a unit. However, a comparison of the
German and British social insurance systems at the end of the 19th and beginning of the 20th
century shows that neither system necessarily took into account the welfare of all members of the
household; in other words, it was a strongly family-oriented system in which the welfare of non-
insured members should be borne by the household. In Esping-Andersen's theory of welfare
regimes, Germany and the UK fall into different categories, but when it comes to the institutions at
the time of their establishment, there was not much difference.

On the other hand, in Germany, married women are supposed to be responsible for household and
childcare, but when household or childcare becomes difficult or interrupted by the risks such as
childbirth or illness, additional benefits are provided to supplement them. In the UK, not only
insured women but also wives of uninsured women (widows in the case of a child born after the
death of the father) were provided with a 30-shilling childbirth allowance. Both countries had a
tendency to extend welfare to the members of the household, even though they were based on a
modern family division of gender roles.

In modern family theory, the private sphere is not just a field of welfare production and supply, but
also a field that can become an object of national welfare. It can be said that the modern family
should be viewed in such a dynamic relationship with welfare.

The above findings were presented at the 88th Conference of the Society of Social and Economic
History.
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A Comparison of the Position of Housewives under the Social Insurance System: Germany and Britain.
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As a result of the analysis of historical resources obtained from the National Archives in the UK this year and those obtained at
archives and libraries in the UK and Germany last year, the following is revealed:

The reason for the need for the social security is often explained by the reproduction of the labor force. Since the labor force is
reproduced by clothing, food and shelter in the household, the social security is based on the household, including the family, as a
unit. However, a comparison of the German and British social insurance systems at the end of the 19th and beginning of the 20th
century shows that neither system necessarily took into account the welfare of all members of the household; in other words, it was a
strongly family—oriented system in which the welfare of non—insured members should be borne by the household. In Esping—
Andersen’s theory of welfare regimes, Germany and the UK fall into different categories, but when it comes to the institutions at the
time of their establishment, there was not much difference.

On the other hand, in Germany, married women are supposed to be responsible for household and childcare, but when household or
childcare becomes difficult or interrupted by the risks such as childbirth or illness, additional benefits are provided to supplement
them. In the UK, not only insured women but also wives of uninsured women (widows in the case of a child born after the death of the
father) were provided with a 30-shilling childbirth allowance. Both countries had a tendency to extend welfare to the members of the
household, even though they were based on a modern family division of gender roles.

In modern family theory, the private sphere is not just a field of welfare production and supply, but also a field that can become an
object of national welfare. It can be said that the modern family should be viewed in such a dynamic relationship with welfare.

The above findings were presented at the 88th Conference of the Society of Social and Economic History.
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