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The population of Europe

Vatican City (Agenzia Fides) - In May 2007, the European Network of the Familyidjolnstitute

IPF presented the European Parliament with a refsafted by a multidisciplinary team of experts
on facts and figures collected from internationadiies between 1980 and 2005. That Report is the
latest and most reliable study on the situatiotheffamily in Europe.

With its information on population the Report shaavslow growth, which increases between 2002-
2007, compared with the five previous years. At ¢inel of 2006, the population of Europe was
about 500 million. Ireland (with a 16.3% increada)xembourg (11.6%) and Spain (11%), were
the countries with the greatest growth. Whereascthwntries will lowest growth were Germany

(0.8% growth), Sweden (2.4%) and Finland (2.7%).

Between 1994 and 2006 the population of Europecas®d by 19 million. However 80% of the

population growth in that period was due to thespnee of 15 million immigrants, rather than

normal growth which remained at a stable (circa, 320 individuals a year), much lower than the
United States where the population growth is 128rthat of Europe. Only France and Holland
show a national population growth higher than gspective immigration rate.

The Report estimates that beginning in 2025 Eunsitlestart to slowly depopulate, whereas the

population of the United States will continue too\grand by 2060 at the present rates the
populations of the United States and Europe wiliH@esame (circa 454 million).

Ageing

Europe today has more elderly people than childvéimereas in 1980 there were 36 million more
children than elderly people, in 2004 old peopleevaore numerous that children under 14, 23
million less children in 25 years, a reduction @@ 10% in the past decade. The population under
14 now represents only 16.2 of the whole populatid@ million in the EU of 27 member
countries).

Whereas there has been an increase of over 1®@mdlderly people, (29%) in 25 years. Some 81.7
million people over 65 correspond to orféd the total population. Men and women over 80ehav
increased by 84% and are, all together, 18.8 mil{mne out of every 25 people in the EU). Only
one ltalian out of 7 ( 14.2%) is young. Spain (4détrease), Portugal (40%) and lItaly (37%) were
the countries where less children were born inpgéeod 1980 - 2005. Italy (with almost 20%),
Germany and Greece were the countries with thesangercentages of elderly people.

One of the most serious contradictions in Europgeality is that fact that employment does not
adapt to the ageing population. In fact the agestifement continues to be low all over western
Europe. Whereas in the United States the numbg@eople nearly sixty who are still part of the
labour force is 30% higher than in Italy for exampl'he same is true for countries such as Japan
and South Korea compared with European competileesFrance and Germany. To address this
question seriously the whole welfare system anduamarket would need to be re-organised, with
the gradual privatisation of pension schemes iemwia guarantee workers more freedom of choice.

What is more, considering the effects of the aggiopulation, it would be necessary to adopt a
new approach to healthcare, putting aside therwigfdhealthcare as simply a matter of social costs
and assistance and seeing it as an investmenddhste



Another factor to consider with regard to the peoblof the ageing population is disability. The
ageing population and the growing longevity of induals leads, according to statistics, to an
increase in the number of elderly people with aldiigy in need of long-term care. In Europe 50
million people with a disability represent 10% dfetpopulation. There is a close connection
between disability and old age: a problem to whitters are added regarding disability: excessive
exclusion of the disabled person from the labourketa more marked inequality for disabled
women; less opportunity for socio-work insertion pe@ople with intellectual disabilities or learning
difficulties. All problems which in the presentustion in many European countries are left to the
responsibility of the family. Although European itick is aware of this it fails to make the
necessary decisions to resolve the problems ofgeairo families helping them to be 'open’ to life.

Thebirth rate

In Europe less babies are born: in 2006, only 5illiom births were registered. The situation

remained stable between 1995 and 2006, with atsiiginease between 2005 and 2006 of only
1.1%. This is far from what is called the genematreplacement, fixed at a percentage of 2.1
children per mother: in 2005 the percentage wa8 &tfldren/woman in the EU of 27 countries.

France (1.94) and Ireland (1.88) were the countigls the highest birth rate. The birth rates in
Greece (1.28), Spain (1.34), Italy (1.34) were vdratseen as critical.

During an audience granted to participants at af€ence on values and prospects in Europe
promoted by the Commission of the Catholic Bishdushferences of Europe (COMECE), on 24
March 2007, Pope Benedict XVI said: “from a dem@tpa point of view, one must note that
Europe seems to be following a path that could keads departure from history. This not only
places economic growth at risk; it could also @eatormous difficulties for social cohesion and,
above all, favour a dangerous form of individualisrattentive to future consequences. One could
almost think that the European continent is in fasing faith in its own future”.

Francois Dumont, docent at La Sorbonne, spoke“démographic Winter” with regard to Europe,
forecasting a situation which will make generatieplacement impossible. In the countries most at
risk, Italy and Spain, 100 of women today will placed by only 70 women tomorrow, with a
30% drop in the birth rate. An ageing and decreppimpulation has also economic effects, since
the wealth of a country depends on also on the eurabits inhabitants. Belgium, for example,
which presents a marked decrease in its activelabpuo, is a country which creates a sixth of the
wealth produced by lItaly, because its populatiorsiis times smaller. In addition to economic
consequences, there are social effects, among yoemgje and the over 65s, which will increase
steadily and determine social policies.

Europe tends to deal with the problem of its agginpulation, evading the cultural factor which
constitutes the heart of the matter, which feeds td having children and disaffection for the
family. Again Dumont says, the main cause of demplic decline has been the profound
transformation of the family from the 1960s onwartts transformation — he says - which has
affected the mother and the duration of the untio&,size and composition of the nuclei, the role of
parents and the bond between generations. Thetidrsadi structure of a father who works and
provides for economic needs and a mother who bniqgs large family, has almost completely
disappeared in Europe, giving way to what are dattedern forms, which originated in northern
Europe, based on ‘respect’ for the individual decis of others, equal roles for men and women as
the foundation for the formation of a couple anel plarent/child relationship; this transformation is
supported and accompanied by a feminist revolufi¢re result is that we have families which are
perhaps more ‘vivacious’, but also much more feagihd unstable, unable to stand without specific



support policies; [...] when this support is ingtiéint, there is an ulterior drop in the birth rdte]
Today we have a situation in which weddings diningd are more fragile, de facto couples
increase but are even less stable and the dedgsiave children is put off until the age of 30 gea
and over. All this certainly does not favour thetbrate!”

In the opinion of the same French historian whdtappening in Europe today is no different from
what happened in other epochs to other civilisatioaw extinct. Extinction always followed the
same pattern: a drop in the birth rate, ageingdjrdeand lastly decadence. What is new about what
it happening now is the intensity and duration ks trop in the birth rate which first concerned
northern Europe, then spread to the Mediterranelaemging the whole structure of consumption,
affecting also the economic system and discouragisgarch and investments in new products.
This is why it is necessary to rediscover a demagradynamism which will lower the average age
of the population. And there is also need for mezsto support families and young people. Many
European countries, the French historian says, temdnfuse social policies with family policies.
The former are policies of temporary solidarityntelp people in need. Whereas family policies are
a series of solidarity policies between generati@an®ng term affirmation in a society ruled by
immediate consumption. “To consider the family dyrgn object of social policies -Dumont says -
means making it the object of pity and giving ayvead picture of the family. Instead family policy
should render the family free to shoulder its resailities. And every public body or authority
from advertising to the world of work which affectse life of the family should tend towards this
goal.”

Abortion

Every 25 seconds there is an abortion in the Euadp®/ countries where every day three more
schools are closed for scarcity of children. In£206 Europe 1,235,517, abortions were performed,
an average of 3,385 a day; 19.4 % of pregnanciespat of every five unborn babies.

Spain is the country where the number of abortioas risen most in the past ten years, with an
75%increase, followed by Belgium, with 50% and ldot with 45%.

Abortion is the first cause of death in Europe ngkimore lives than heart-attacks, car accidents,
drugs, alcohol or suicide. The number of abortisigher than death due to illness. Since
Portugal decided in April 2007, to allow abortiom to the ¥' week of pregnancy, there remain only
three European countries where abortion is stigdl: Ireland, Malta and Poland.

European institutions promote and encourage almovtioich is considered a “European right”. A
resolution approved by the European ParliamenObBR22on “sexual and reproductive rights” ruled
that “interruption of pregnancy must be legal, safled accessible to all women”; urged
governments “not to prosecute in any way a womaan hdms an illegal abortion”, encouraged the
distribution of contraceptives and sexual healtiises “free or at a very low cost for lower income
sectors”, supported access to emergency contraespsuch as the day-after-pill “at accessible
prices”, and guaranteed sexual education and a@pgtizes to minors even without parental
consent.

Mater nity age

The average age of maternity in Europe has beeapquesd until the age of 30. Spanish women are
the latest to have children (30.84 followed by wama Ireland (30.6), Holland (30.4) and
Denmark (30.1). The RU486 pill, which has beconertiost formidable system of birth control is
sold in every country in western Europe, excepteGee Norway and ltaly - where it is soon to be
put on the market.



Social costs

Of the 27% GNP which Europe assigns on averagedlsexpenses, only 2.1% goes to support
family policies, not considered a priority. Eurgg@ends less than one euro on the family compared
with the 13 euro it spends on social expenses. &\lhixembourg, Denmark, Sweden and Ireland,
spend an average of 1,400 euro per person peoygamily policies (triple the European average),
Poland, Lithuania, Latvia, Malta and Spain spende820. Nearly half the countries failed to
increase family allowances for the first or secehdd in 2006 to keep up with inflation and this
fact causes discrimination among the countries.

Spain, Italy, Portugal and Greece are the countvigsh offer less assistance to families, and this
means they increase the risk of poverty of mintoscause the impact of assistance to families— the
IPF report affirms — serves not only to allow thenexercise their right to have as many children as
they want, it also has a decisive effect on theasibn of minors”. There is a close connection
between insufficient social expenses to help tha@ljaand demographic ratings. Reports agree that
European countries like Italy and Spain which spesd on family policies, are also those with the
lowest birth rate.

Following the mobilisation of a Forum of Family Assation which led, in May 2007, to the
organisation in Italy of 'Family Day' — millions gfarticipants in Rome with the slogan “More
Family: what is good for the Family is good for tbeuntry” — in February 2008 the fifty Forum
member organisations, promoted another event ongtiestion of just taxes for families and
regional family policies.

The organisers of the event stressed the needtéor system based not only on vertical equity (the
more you have the more you pay), but also on hotécequity according to which, on income
parity, families with children to support shouldypless taxes than those without children. Taxable
income must be calculated not only on the basi;iedme received but also on the number of
family members. The participants called for a systd tax relief equal to the real cost of support
for every dependent person, on the basis of a st&eguivalence, irrespective of income.

This system would maintain a progressive rate ofattan, and could replace and be an

improvement on the present complicate system ofealgf. The problem of those whose income is

too low to benefit from deductions could be easblved by introducing a negative tax, an

integration to the income equal to the deductiometk "In this way — the organisers said - as part
of a future, general reform of the tax system, auld be possible to foresee the introduction of
measures, such as the family quotient, no longeedban the individual, as a taxable subject, but on
the family nucleus instead ".

The family and poverty

The lItalian Istituto di Studi e Analisi EconomiciiSAE) in July 2007, published a report on
subjective poverty in Europe. With subjective payeétr detected the perception of individuals with
regard to the adequacy of their family income tdl@ dignified life “without luxuries, but never
going without necessities”: therefore the assessmas affected by a variety of factors, not all
directly quantifiable, of a cultural, social, pspbbgical nature, such as life-style and consumer
habits, perception of the cost of life, expectation



Investigations by Eurostat European Community Hbakk Panel (ECHP) - until 2001 - and
European Community Statistics on Income and Li@ogditions (EU-SILC) - from 2004 onwards

- allow us to analyse poverty in the EU throughjsative perception of poverty. The Eurostat EU-
SILC survey based on 113,000 family units in 13rtoas of the Union, and that of ECHP, provide
information which allow a comparison of subjectperception of poverty in advanced societies. In
the ISAE analysis the information refers to theetiwf the Investigation in 2004, whereas the
incomes refer to 2003. The question posed to thererce person to measure subjective poverty
was: “In your opinion, what is the minimum montligome a family should earn in order to reach
the end of the month?”. Family nuclei which giveiaoome higher than the income they receive,
signal subjective perception of inadequacy withardgo the desired standard of living.

Subjective poverty usually has greater impact indi&granean countries and less in Nordic
countries. The percentage of families which pereavstate of poverty is very high in Greece
(76%), Italy (63%) and Spain (60%), whereas in trRgat the incidence is less than (47.5%), which
is still high compared with that registered in SeedDenmark and Finland, where the percentage
of subjectively poor families is between 11% an@cl®r in Norway or Luxembourg, where it is
even lower. The incidence of subjective povertgasasistent with income distribution: the highest
guota of needy families is concentrated in the Eivgeiintiles. This trend is seen in all the cow@sri
considered, although there were notable differerinethe incidence of poverty per quintile.
Looking at the lowest income sector (first quintilé ranged from a minimum of 27% in Denmark
and a maximum of 99% in ltaly. In certain countriesinly in the Mediterranean area, the
incidence of subjective poverty was high even altst quintile (around 20%).

Certain characteristics of the family (family dinsé&am and typology, intensity of labour, house

ownership) have considerable influence on the peiae of poverty. It was seen for example that

the greater incidence of subjectively poor familigas registered among those with only one
member in all countries, except in Belgium, wherevas registered among the most numerous
families (5 or more members). Then come, almostyswleere, families composed of couples and in
some cases (Finland and Sweden), of four membatsn(litaly in larger families).

In most countries the probability of declaring agaiive gap between effective and necessary
income appears higher among one parent familidsavie or more children (from 85.5% in Italy to

38.6% in Denmark); in Austria and Finland one memfanilies have the greatest incidence

(respectively 31% and 22%). “Vulnerable” typologieslude large families, (a couple with 3 or

more dependent children), especially in Belgiumekehthis is the typology with the highest

incidence, and in southern Mediterranean countvi#s an incidence of about 70%.

The Eurostat survey also allows us to compare pyvyepfiles according to the degree of family

working intensity, a variable which represents amportant determinant of poverty. The

information shows that in all European countrieszept Denmark, the quota of families which

declare themselves poor is higher among those deiiendent children and a work intensity equal
to zero. This situation reveals a condition of ijgatar poverty due to the presence of a family
burden and the scarcity of members with a workictgvly. Subjective poverty is more widespread
when the working intensity is zero even in familiggh dependent children in Sweden, France,
Spain, Austria and Finland, or when it is low bot mero (between 0 and 0.5) in Belgium, Ireland,
Italy and Portugal. In the countries in the southenea, this incidence is high even in familieshwit

a high working intensity (equal to 1), especialtlyang those with dependent children.

Another aspect which affects subjective perceptibmoverty is housing. The highest incidence
was registered by those who pay rents, especiatifsrat market price, particularly in Italy, Spain
and Portugal (around 70%) and in Belgium and Aastand for those who declare property in



Greece (77%), while in France and Ireland the mnobéffects mainly families which enjoy free
housing; in this last case it could be a mattemwdlei in conditions of extreme poverty and which
live therefore in government assigned housing.

The EU-SILC survey collected information finaliset examining certain aspects of the
multidimensional nature of poverty. In particuldrose interviewed were asked to give the grade of
difficulty encountered to meet a series of expemrsemected with housing (heating, bills, rent and
mortgage), with the person (holidays, food), unexp@ expenses and financial burdens (for
housing and other debts). It also took into comnsitien the conditions of the housing of residence
(luminosity, absence of sanitation in the home,senee of humidity and damage), which the
European Council of Laeken (December 2001) acknidydd as an important dimension of poverty
and social exclusion.

Lastly, it took into consideration possession oftaie lasting goods (telephone, TV, computer,
washing machine, automobile). The survey helps akema distinction between the absence of a
good due to a decision consequent to the incaperityeet the cost. This last case was considered
indicative of inadequacy with regard to the natlohang standard. For each of these items the
ISAE survey calculated a poverty indicator, dravanf the relation between the quota of those who
declared they found difficulty among poor familiaad the same quota of all families. These
indicators allow us to identify consumption for whipoor nuclei experience more inadequacy than
others. If the indicator is one, the degree oficlifty of the poor family is the same as the rdst o
the population; the higher the values, the greheerelative poverty of the former prime. Generally
difficulty to meet essential expenses should beatgrefor families which consider their resources
insufficient. However, since the perception of sahive poverty includes personal expectations
with regard to living standard, a declaration ofadequacy may refer to non subsistence
consumption.

More in detail it considers essential expensest/framtgage, food, bills, heating), the poverty
indicator is especially high for almost all thesengents in Nordic countries, with some peaks, with
regard to food in Denmark, rent/mortgage and bdigpectively in Finland and Sweden.

Similar levels are registered in other countriesireland the subjective poor have difficulty with
essential expenses relative to the person (foadBeigium and Austria there is concern above all
for the ordinary running of the home (bills). Whasein southern European countries, where
poverty is more widespread, indicators are notffam unity: obviously the income considered
necessary here assumes a different and broaddficsigne, less connected with elements of
evident difficulty in facing essential consumptierpenses. France is in an intermediate position
(however, as in the Mediterranean area, indicatelative to the different items show no great
difference).

For expenses classified less essential (holidaygxpected expenses and other forms of
borrowing), it should be said that the indicatoesertheless show high figures, but with maximum
levels lower than the other group. Also in thisecassouthern Europe, the indicators are generally
lower, compared with the other countries, and ckasanity. In most countries, subjectively poor
families have more difficulty in meeting expectegenses; whereas in Sweden, Finland France,
they have difficulty in affording holidays. Withgard to difficulties relative to the seriousness of
borrowing, we observe that the problem relativelgsinfelt by the subjective poor is that of
expenses connected with housing in Sweden, Denr@dece and Spain, while in the remaining
countries what prevails is the financial burdemtbier forms of borrowing.



Lastly, the survey analysed the appraisal of tldgviduals with regard to housing conditions and
statements on the possession of lasting goods, famtors which contribute to define the
multidimensional nature of poverty. The relativeadg of difficulty, with regard to housing
conditions, was more or less similar in all thertoies: in many cases the absence of sanitation was
what most affects the subjectively poor; in patacuFinland registers very high indicators with
regard to the presence of a bath in the home Wellbby Austria, Spain, Italy and Belgium.

The Investigation included questions which allow #valuation of hardship with regard to a series
of lasting goods, the possession of which was quitiespread in the countries considered. Relative
poverty indicators revealed some differences. Kangple there were high indicators with regard to
the possession of a washing machine in Norway amldrel, an automobile in Sweden, a telephone
in Austria, Ireland and Belgium), a colour telesisiset in France, Italy, Portugal and Spain.

Child poverty

The European Union has 97.5 million children agexh@ 17 years, and of these, 19 million are at
poverty risk. Europe's child poverty average isuht®%. This emerged from a report by the
European Commission for Social Protection. Oneoddiour children in Italy is in danger of living
below the poverty line. The situation in Italy isetsame as that in five new member states
Lithuania, Hungary, Romania, Latvia and PolandGermany the percentage of child poverty is
12%, in France 13%, in Holland 14%, in Denmark 1080Spain and United Kingdom 24%. In
10% of the cases the child is poor because hisitsaaee unemployed; in 13% of the cases because
they do not earn enough. “Adults — the Commissiapss— are often less poor than children,
because in most countries the assistance systemraiiecompensate the arrival of a child”. In
Finland, for example subsidies solve 70% of theesam Italy 22%, compared with a European
average of 42%. According to the report countrié & high rate of child poverty “should adopt
combined strategies to support the income of fasiland facilitate access to quality work,
especially for the second wage earner”.

Domestic violence

At the world level domestic violence is the firstuse of death for women between the ages of 16
and 44. Husbands, boyfriends or lovers, and sonasti@ven children, kill more than cancer, road
accidents and wars. In Europe, crimes against woimehe family affect 5.84 women in one
million, according to a recent Spanish survey.

In Portugal, 52.8% of the women said they had seffeviolence at the hands of husband, lover or
companion. In Germany, almost three hundred cakegmen murdered by the companion are
registered every year: three victims every foursddgy the United Kingdom the rate is one every
three days; in Spain one every four days, or almmosthundred cases a year. In France, six women
in a month - one every five days - die of violemoenmitted by a man in the home: one third are
stabbed, another third are shot and the rest Hrereitrangled (20%) or beaten to death (10%). In
France the attackers are mainly men with a degr@ewer thanks to their profession and include
company managers (67%), healthcare profession&%)(2olice and army officers (Henrion
Report, Ministry of Health, Paris, February 2001).

In the Europe of 15 countries, (before it was eaézhto 25) every year almost 600 women (a little
less than 2 a day) lost their life in the family. @Qouncil of Europe Report states: “the rate of
domestic violence would seem to increase in dipegportion to income and level of instruction”.

And it underlines that in Holland “almost half theen who commit violence against women have



university level education ” (Olga Keltosova, Regorthe Council of Europe assembly, September
2002).

Romania is the country where domestic violencemast serious, with 12.62 cases in every 1000
female citizens of this type of murder every ydarFinland 8.65 women in every one million
women are murdered in the home every year. Thenechorway (6,58), Luxembourg (5,56),
Denmark (5,42) Sweden (4,59).

The destruction of theinstitution of marriage

In 25 years (1980-2005), the number of weddingsurope has decreased by 692,000, with a loss
of 22.3%, and a marriage rate which dropped frorfo 76 1980 to 4.88% 2005, despite a
population increase of more than 33 million. Oneaflevery two marriages in Europe breaks up.

The marriage age is increasingly more advanced: oven 30 and women over 28. Every year
about 2 million babies are born out of wedlock 98,800 in 2005. In some countries this concerns
half the babies born: Sweden (55.4%), Bulgaria Q4%), Denmark (45.4%), France (45.2%),

United Kingdom (42.3%). In certain cases thesegqregages have grown in recent years. According
to the national statistics office in 2007 in Frative percentage of children born out of wedlock was
50.5%.

In the EU of 27 nations, a marriage breaks up e88rgeconds and there are more than one million
divorces. Broken marriages increased by 369,36&d®t 1980 and 2005, with a 55% increase.
Spain, with an increase of 183%, is the countrycWiriegistered the greatest increase in broken
marriages between 1995 and 2005, followed by Palt(89%) and Italy (62%). Divorces effect
some 21 million children. Spain, in recent year®@2001, registered the highest number of
divorces: 326%. The percentage was 226% in thes\2G01-2006.

The Document “New EU strategies to support the Goapd Marriage”, approved by the assembly
of the Catholic Bishops of Europe in November 20 derlined that family crises lead to poverty
for children forced to live in one parent familiés; women, 85% of whom are head of a one parent
family and for the elderly and the disabled who éhd&ss chance of assistance and for whom
dependence on state assistance increase. “Thisyls the Document states, “politicians should be
seriously concerned about the high rate of divoncélse European Union”.

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights of theitbsh Nations (10 December 1948), states:
“The family is the natural and fundamental groupt wfh society and is entitled to protection by
society and the State” (article 16, 3). Nevertheless an objective fact that family policies 0JE
countries run directly opposite to this indicatiavhich is completely overlooked. Instead of the
rights and responsibilities of the family as a vejothese policies speak of the rights and
responsibilities of the individual family membersdaconsequently law abandons any notion of
“responsibility of the family” and recognition ohe family's social role. Secondly the family is
equalled to one of various types of inter-socidhtienships which are considered in reference to
taste, options and free private arrangements. Towrecept of family becomes so to say
undetermined. In community decision-making and @tiomal legislation, ample recognition and
benefits are given to forms of daily living togethwhich constitute an objective alternative to the
family. European institutions and legislation reb#re family as a historical legacy, rather than an
institution which can belong to the future. Therefdhere is a tendency to restrict forms of
guarantee and stable social promotion based omodsetaial marriage, in favour of growing and
spreading promotion of other forms of cohabitation.



In 2003 the European Parliament asked its membentdes to grant equal rights to same sex
couples and at the same time the Charter of FundanRights of the European Union (Nice
2001), prohibited any sort of sexual discriminati¢article 9 The right to marry and the right to
found a family shall be guaranteed in accordandk thie national laws governing the exercise of
these rights)’

From article 12 of the European Charter of HumaghRi, which protected marriage and the
family, meaning unions of a couple of the opposiéx, we have passed to a norm which by
guaranteeing the right to marry and the right tonfib a family, means simply the union of two

individuals with the goal of sharing family and exdfive life; the article refers to national laws
eliminating any reference to the necessity of diigrof sex of the two persons. The rule of the
Charter of Nice, foresees besides the right to yraso the right to found a family and this means
that the European Union supports other unions besidatrimony There exists then not only a

right to marry but also a right to found a familjithout having recourse to marriage bonds.

Many European countries foresee besides traditiomalriage, institutionalised forms of
recognition of bonds among persons of the sameveigx,substantially para-matrimonial effects.
Although with a diversity of juridical disciplinesegistered unions of a public law nature, were
introduced in Denmark in 1989, then in Sweden, NgyrwFinland, Germany, Luxembourg and the
United Kingdom. France chose a contractual PACS fof bond, whereas Portugal with a law in
2001 opted for a presumptive system, in which tbepte is granted rights with or without the
signing of any formal pact. Other countries (BetgjuHolland, Spain), opened the way for same -
sex marriage. As a result today in Europe Aus@iece, Ireland and Italy, are the only countries
without legislation on civil unions, including perss of the same sex. In some situations it happens,
as for example with French law, the so-called PASt pacts relative to civil unions are signed,
for reasons of fiscal convenience: in that courdrgpuple which is not a family, but is only living
together does not have to combine its income aacetbre pays less tax non. This convenience is
greater for higher income persons, for the rich.

Single-par ent adoption of minors

It is highly probable that in the coming month o) the Council of Europe will approve a new
draft of the European Convention on the Adoptiorviafiors. If this happens, single parents will

have the right to adopt and every EU member coumiifiyhave to change its national laws to meet
this principle. Maud de Boer-Buquicchio, vice-searg general of the Council of Europe has said
“this is a full right of single parents and membeuntries will be obliged to change their laws”.

The different countries will decide whether to drtims 'full right' to de facto couples and same-se
couples, registered or simply living together. gtent months the European Court for Human
Rights ruled that a refusal on the part of the Ehneauthorities to allow a declared militant
homosexual woman adopt a child was a “form of disicration on a sexual basis”. The French
authorities' refusal was motivated by the abseffi@efather figure in the family in which the child
would have lived. The European judges noted thanéir law allows single-parent adoption,
although on precise conditions and the refusal jwdged to be discriminating with regard to the
sexual orientation.

The Christian Family

More than two million people gathered in Plaza @alid Madrid on Sunday 30 December 2007 to
express support for the "Christian family”, duriag event organised by the archdiocese of the
Spanish capital with the support of Church movemand pro-family and pro-life organisations.



That same Sunday 30 December 2007, Feast of theHRdahily, before leading the recitation of the

midday Angelus prayer from his window overlookingR&ter's Square, Benedict XVI, speaking in
Spanish, encouraged the participants “to bear wétne the world of the beauty of human love and
marriage and the family. The family, founded on thdissoluble union between a man and a
woman, is the privileged place where human lifevedcomed and protected, from beginning to
natural end” the Pope said.

Among the personages at the event in Madrid, mfa$teoSpanish cardinals and bishops, leaders of
Lay movements and organisations including the Bamdrum. Cardinal Antonio Maria Ruoco,
Archbishop of Madrid, gave a homily in which hedsdihe family is objectively the most serious
and disquieting problem which faces European siesiét The Archbishop of Madrid said “the idea
of marriage and the family has been radically rgksd ”, fomenting “from a tender age behaviour
and life styles" the opposite to the value of isdisble love between a man and a woman ”, adding
that in Spain “the juridical order has taken a stgrkwards with regard to the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights of the United Nationsvhich recognises and endorses the family as
"the natural and fundamental nucleus of society lamithe right to be protected by society and by
the state ".

“Political initiatives” which aim to prevent divoe¢ to combine professional and family life, to tigh
domestic violence, to safeguard a decision to tditime for one's own children up to the age of
three years, to cut tax on baby care products, s@n&ined in “Proposals for a Strategy of the
European Union for the Support of Couples and Mgei’, which the Commission of European
Bishops' Conferences presented to Brussels on &ivoer 2007. The intention of the statement,
we read in the introduction, “is not to questioa firesent EU agreement on the responsibilities of
member countries in matters of family rights anadifg policies”. On the contrary it aims to
promote discussion on what community institutiooar do in their specific areas of competence”.
“EU activity with regard to family rights— the dament says - consists mainly in an exchange of
good practices and promotion of new approachesntshape the activity of member countries and
introduce minimum social protection threshold " eTpopulation implosion and the family crisis—
says COMECE - present serious high emotional, banidfinancial costs to European society”;
and therefore “it is the general interest of Eurtipsupport and strengthen that stable relationship
between a man and a woman of which marriage igltad expression”. “To assist married couples
in their life of relationship” and “support paremtstheir educational duties ” are the main goals
indicated which the document pin points as a “comnask” for EU countries. Between 1980 and
2005 in Europe, the document says, “the numbeivoirckes rose more than 50%, and in the past 15
years more than 13.5 million divorces have involegdr 21 million children”. Hence the
importance of good “formation for engaged coupled programmes for communication to
improve dialogue between married couples and erihbla to overcome times of crisis”. For
COMECE, “the revision of the Lisbon Strategy shoaott&r an opportunity to strengthen the social
dimension of the same through the introductiomdfatives to reconcile family life and
professional life ”. To fight the poverty risk ofamy couples, especially young couples, “ EU
regional policies ” should not exclude “the uséeafopean funds for initiatives aimed at improving
general housing conditions for low income coupl€QMECE observes.

Domestic violence is also a cause of the destabibis of family ties: hence the need to “identify
counter measures at the European level ”, alsoeteept “juvenile delinquency”, often the result of
“family behaviour models”. The text stresses thedch® “support local associations and volunteer
organisations involved in family assistance”, andarages “inclusion in the European debate on
mobility of workers, family problems caused by coatimg”. “In the process of revision of the
Strategy of Lisbon it is necessary to offer publinion a clear sign that to stay at home and look



after one's children (at least until they are ttye&rs old) is a welcome contribution to the
wellbeing of all EU citizens”: therefore, COMECEderlines the need to eliminate discrimination
“in matters of fiscal treatment of persons who renad home”. “ Specific arrangements in fiscal
policy are an indirect way of supporting them. Whgigard to fiscal measures, the European Union
has competence in the area of indirect taxatiors @bncerns in particular VAT, especially with

regard to essential child care items”.

Children run specific risks that greatly impactittogportunities in adult life. Among these risks
are those related to an uncritical use of moderhnelogy, contact with drugs and alcohol,
unhealthy food. Hence the need to" devise leg@fatianning the most brutal and potentially
harmful videogames” and “help parents controldrieih’'s use of mobile phones and the Internet”.
A child's health is also connected with the foodhss: “in the EU one in every four children is
overweight” the text states, underlining the “cality of the parent's role in shaping the eating
habits of their children”. An essential role also the prevention abuse of alcohol and drugs
among adolescents”. COMECE called on the Europeanrdission to provide for “support for
people with children affected by mental patholog2sillion in Europe)” or a disability, and
assistance to facilitate the re-unification of raigrfamilies, “which should be seen as a key
challenge in view of integration”.

“The Catholic Bishops of Europe — said Bishop Giawolp Crepaldi, secretary of the Pontifical
Council for Justice and Peace in Rimini on 16 Faly®008, in his intervention “The Family and
the Common Good” - called not for traditional geadamily policies, but for a policy of cultural
promotion of the family founded on marriage andges$ to support the life of married couples and
the raising of children, including prevention of mage crises and education for young people so
the family and marriage will once again be attraectin their eyes. | consider this a significant
change in tendency. We do need policies for houaimdja fiscal system which does not render a
child a luxury, but first of all we need to promdate truth of the family in the eyes of the young
generations .
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