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Table 3. Principal Components Analysis of Esping-Andersen's Welfare 
 State Dimensions 
 
Factor Loadings 
 
 "Socialist- Traditional 
 Liberal" Conservatism 
 
Social Democracy .84 –.40 
Liberalism –.85 –.38 
Conservatism –.01 .96 
 
Country Scores 
 
 "Socialist- Traditional 
 Liberal" Conservatism 
 
Norway 1.89 Italy 1.58 
Sweden 1.88 Austria 1.48 
Denmark .98 Belgium 1.22 
Finland .81 France 1.16 
New Zealand .63 Germany 1.06 
Belgium .35 Ireland .65 
Netherlands .20 Finland .46 
Ireland .17 Norway .03 
Germany .04 Japan .01 
United Kingdom .03 New Zealand –.10 
Austria –.13 Netherlands –.35 
Australia –.58 United States –.87 
France –.73 Canada –.90 
Canada –.88 United Kingdom –.91 
Switzerland –.88 Denmark –.94 
Italy –.90 Sweden –.95 
Japan –1.04 Australia –1.23 
United States –1.83 Switzerland –1.39 
 
Note:  Principal components analysis with varimax rotation. The scores 
used in the principal components analysis are from Esping-Andersen 
(1990, table 3.3, p. 74).  
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Table 4.   Aspects and Measures of Welfare Regimes for Principal Components Analyses 
 
Policy Arena                                            Data Source 
  
 Esping-Andersen Other Authors 
 
Social insurance Social democratic dimension Decommodification 
 Liberal dimension Welfare effort 
 Conservative dimension 
  
Labor market Employment rigidity Government employment 
  State union contract extension 
  Social insurance tax burden 
  Unemployment benefit duration 
 
Family Child benefits Family benefits 
 Public child care coverage Family labor force participation policy 
 
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Table 5.   Principal Components Analysis of Welfare State Items 
 
Factor Loadings 
 
 "Full" Analysis "Trimmed" Analysis 
   
 Progressive Traditional Progressive Traditional 
 Liberalism Conservatism Liberalism Conservatism 
 
Social Democracy .77 –.31 .81 –.27 
Liberalism –.65 –.18 –.74 –.28 
Conservatism –.05 .97 –.06 .93 
Decom-effort index .88 .18    
Active labor market policy .62 –.03 .75 .17 
Government employment .85 –.46                     .88 –.29 
State laborism index (long) .02 .72  
State laborism index (short)   .03 .87 
Family allowance policies index .51 .41  
Family labor force participation policies index .78 .12  
Family labor force participation policy (Wilensky)   .68 –.54 
 
 
Country Scores 
 
 "Full" Analysis "Trimmed" Analysis 
   
 Progressive Traditional Progressive Traditional 
 Liberalism Conservatism Liberalism Conservatism 
 
Sweden 2.27 Austria 1.44 Sweden 2.57 France 1.77 
Denmark 1.46 Germany 1.42 Denmark 1.44 Germany 1.39 
Norway 1.43 Belgium 1.34 Norway 1.24 Belgium 1.29 
Finland .52 Italy 1.10 Finland .55 Austria 1.26 
Austria .35 France 1.10 Belgium .42 Italy 1.21 
Belgium .30 Finland .53 United Kingdom .26 Netherlands .57 
France .21 Netherlands .37 Germany –.04 Finland .28 
Germany .10 Ireland .09 New Zealand –.06 Ireland –.07 
Netherlands .06 Norway .00 Ireland –.06 Norway –.10 
Canada –.35 Japan –.01 France –.06 New Zealand –.56 
United Kingdom –.40 Canada –.23 Netherlands –.11 Sweden –.58 
Ireland –.45 New Zealand –.40 Austria –.31 Japan –.62 
New Zealand –.46 Denmark –.82 Canada –.58 United Kingdom –.85 
Italy –.52 Switzerland –.97 Australia –.79 United States –.85 
Switzerland –.62 United Kingdom–1.09 Italy –.91 Switzerland –.94 
United States –1.24 Australia –1.15 Switzerland –.98 Denmark –1.02 
Australia –1.27 Sweden –1.29 United States –1.23 Australia –1.08 
Japan –1.41 United States –1.43 Japan –1.37 Canada –1.11 
 
Note: Principal components analysis with varimax rotation. 
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Table 6.   Some Correlates of Progressive Liberalism and Traditional Conservatism 
 
 Progressive Traditional 
 Liberalisma Conservatisma 
 
Esping-Andersen "socialist-liberal" factors scoresb .91 .02 
Esping-Andersen "traditional conservative" factor scoresb –.08  .91 
Cumulative social democratic party cabinet sharec .85 –.04 
Cumulative Christian democratic party cabinet sharec –.22 .55 
Fascismd –.36 .45 
Neocorporatismd .73 .19 
Female parliamentary representatione .80 –.01 
Property rights freedomf –.56 –.52 
 
a "Trimmed" version (see Table 6). 
b From Table 3 above. 
c From Huber and Stephens (2001, table 3.1, p. 53). 
d From Hicks (1999, table 5.2, p. 143). 
e From Lijphart (1999). 
f From Gwartney, Lawson, and Block (1996). 
 



-37- 

 
Table 7.   Outcome Measures for Regression Analyses 
 
 Incomes Jobs 
 
Redistribution and distribution Inequality reduction Employment 
 Poverty reduction Change in employment 
   
Gender equality Female share of earnings Female share of the labor force 
 
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Table 8.   Regression Results: Comparison between Welfare State Dimensions and "Worlds" 
 
 Income Redistribution Employment Performance Gender Equality in the Labor Market 
    
 Inequality Poverty Employment Change in Women's Share Women's Share of 
 Reduction Reduction Rate Employment of Earnings the Labor Force 
       
 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
 
Hicks-Kenworthy 2 Dimensions 
 
     Progressive liberalism 8.05***   11.72***   2.00**   –1.04   2.09***   2.06*** 
 .83   .79   .26   –.29   .46   .50 
 
     Traditional conservatism .63   4.04**   –4.88***   –.90**   –1.35**   –.86** 
 .07   .27   –.63   –.25   –.30   –.21 
 
Esping-Andersen 3 Dimenisons 
 
     Social democratic dimension  1.94***   4.47***   1.44**   .08   .37   .87** 
  .49   .74   .46   .06   .21   .52 
 
     Liberal dimension  –.90*   –.50   .38   .29*   –.24   .11 
  –.35   –.12   .19   .32   –.19   .11 
 
     Conservative dimension  .10   1.60**   –1.04***   –.74   –.28   –.05 
  .03   .35   –.43   –.17   –.19   –.04 
 
Esping-Andersen 2 of 3 "World" Categoriesa 
 
     Social democratic world   16.75***   26.87***   3.01   –.96   3.18*   4.00** 
   .80   .84   .18   –.12   .33   .45 
 
     Conservative world   5.13*   13.01**   –8.04***   –2.24**   –1.63   –.07 
   .23   .38   –.48   –.29   –.16   –.01 
 
Adjusted R2  .68 .51 .49 .64 .66 .50 .42 .44 .27 .10 .06 .01 .33 .11 .17 .37 .30 .27 
 
N 28 28 28 28 28 28 36 36 36 36 36 36 26 26 26 36 36 36 
 
Note:  Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients. OLS estimates with "HC3" heteroskedasticity-consistent standard errors. Progressive liberalism and traditional conser-
vatism variables are "trimmed" versions (see Table 5). For variable definitions and data sources see the Appendix. 
a The liberal world is the omitted category. 
* p < .10; ** p < .05; *** p < .01  (one-tailed tests) 
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Table 9.   Regression Results with Control Variables 
 
 Income Employment Gender Equality in 
 Redistribution Performance the Labor Market 
    
     Women's Women's 
 Inequality Poverty  Change in Share of Share of the 
 Reduction Reduction Employment Employment Earnings Labor Force 
 
Progressive liberalism 8.56*** 8.34* 1.54* –.77 2.14*** 2.23*** 
     standardized coefficients .88 .56 .20 –.22 .47 .54 
                                                           
Traditional conservatism 1.65 3.47 –4.90*** –1.64** 1.97 1.88*** 
     standardized coefficients .17 .23 –.63 –.45 .43 .46 
     CD government omitted  [4.10*]    [.58] 
 
Pretax-pretransfer inequality 41.94 
 
Pretax-pretransfer poverty  1.12 
 
Left government 3.00 –3.68 3.15 2.20 3.00 –.19 
 
Christian democratic govt. –.13 5.50 –4.61 5.83* –13.12*** –8.42*** 
 
Real per capita GDP .02 .00   .05 .07*** 
 
Trade –6.71 14.73  
 
Deindustralization 4.68 74.22  
 
Real long-term interest rates   –1.65** –.57  
 
Growth of real GDP   –2.16 .60  
 
Wage setting coordination   1.11* –.02  
 
Women's education     .76 .86** 
 
1990s dummy .70 –6.71 1.71 1.45 .15 .10 
 
Adjusted R2 .72 .57 .56 .12 .66 .67 
 
N 28 28 36 36 26 36 
 
Note:  Unstandardized regression coefficients. OLS estimates with "HC3" heteroskedasticity-consistent standard errors. Num-
bers in the second row for the progressive liberalism and traditional conservatism variables are standardized coefficients. 
Numbers in brackets are unstandardized coefficients for the traditional conservatism variable in regressions with Christian 
democratic government omitted, due to multicollinearity; these are shown only when such omission alters the finding for tradi-
tional conservatism. Progressive liberalism and traditional conservatism variables are "trimmed" versions (see Table 6). Coef-
ficients for left government, Christian democratic government, real per capita GDP, trade, and deindustrialization are multi-
plied by 100. For variable definitions and data sources see the Appendix. 
* p < .10; ** p < .05; *** p < .01  (one-tailed tests) 



 

 




