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. Countries spending more on families tend to have lower levels of child poverty 

 

A. Percentage of means tested benefits among family 
benefits and share of cash benefits to the bottom 40%, 

2015 or latest year available 

B. Public social spending on families in % of GDP and 
child poverty rate of disposable income, 2015 or latest 

year available 

Note: Data based on 2015 except for public social spending on families based on 2014 for Poland and 2016 for Israel.

Source: A. EU Survey on Income and Living Conditions for European countries (EU-SILC) and European System of Integrated Social Protection Statistics 
(ESSPROS); B. OECD Social Expenditure Database (SOCX) and OECD Income Distribution Database. 
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Figure 4. From gross public to total net social spending, as a percent of GDP at market prices, 2015

Note: The figures in brackets refers to the ranking of countries in term of gross public and net total social expenditure from number 1 being the highest spender 
to the lowest; i.e. the United States ranks 21 in OECD in term of gross public social expenditure and 2nd in term of net total social expenditure.  

Data for Poland refer to 2013. No information available for Lithuania and the Netherlands. 

The "Net tax effect" includes direct taxes and social contributions, indirect taxes and net tax breaks for social purpose similar to cash benefits (TBSPs). 
TBSPs can also include favourable tax treatment of household pension saving, tax relief for employers and private funds that ultimately benefit households 
e.g., favourable tax treatment of employer-benefits provided to households, favourable tax treatment of private funds. The value of these is not reflected in 
Figure 4, as this item is equivalent to financing of private social benefits, and needs to be excluded to avoid double counting when calculating total net 
(public and private) social spending. For most countries this would not matter as amounts are relatively small, except for the United States where the value 
of such TBSPs (2.8% of GDP) exceeds the tax claw-back over benefit income (2.0% of GDP).   

Because of the complexities with calculating the value of tax reliefs for pension that are given at various stages (e.g. including tax exemptions for 
contributions to private pensions and tax relief for investment income of capitalised pension funds) there is no full y comparable cross-national data set 
available on TBSPs for pensions. Hence, available data are not included in the overall calculation of net total social spending. 

Source: Social Expenditure Database (SOCX) via www.oecd.org/social/expenditure.htm  
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Useful links 

This document as well as all figures and underlying data together with 

the 2019 Edition of the Manual can be downloaded via 

www.oecd.org/social/expenditure.htm.  

SOCX is available via the OECD statistical browser OECD.Stat. To 

facilitate international comparisons, this information is related to gross 

domestic product, gross national income, total government expenditure, 

and in purchasing power parities per head. 
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Notes  

Throughout this document, (↗) (or ↘) in the legend relates to the 
variable for which countries are ranked from left to right in increasing 
(or decreasing) order. 

OECD in figures refers to unweighted average of OECD countries for which 
data are available. 
 

The statistical data for Israel are supplied by and under the responsibility 

of the relevant Israeli authorities. The use of such data by the OECD is 

without prejudice to the status of the Golan Heights, East Jerusalem and 

Israeli settlements in the West Bank under the terms of international law. 
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