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In France, an income condition was added to family allowances in 2015. This
reform maintained universalism for all children while reducing benefits for higher income groups.
Why did the government respond by reducing benefits while maintaining universalism? In this study,
this response is referred to as the "politics of de-universalism”. We find that this response is
distinctive of the 2010s.

President Hollande had said that he would deal with high-income groups while maintaining
universalism. The National Federation of Family Associations, which represents the interests of
families, was opposed. However, despite the opposition, Hollande added the income condition. This
was because, while pressure to cut the budget was strong, the rise in poverty rates had been
contained to a certain degree.
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