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Introduction: A new perspective on family taxation

Alessandro Balestrino’'s The Economics of Family Taxation: Optimal Tax Issues from a Household
Economics Perspective (2023) aims to reconsider, within a comprehensive framework, an issue
that has long been debated in the public finance and family economics literature but has mostly
been addressed in a fragmented manner. Moving beyond the traditional models of classical
optimal taxation theory, which relies on the assumption of an isolated individual, the author
places the family at the center of analysis, based on the premise that economic decisions are
predominantly made at the household level. This approach has significant implications for both
theory and policymaking. Taxation is sensitive not only to individual income and consumption
patterns, but also to the division of labor within households, home production, fertility choices,
and cooperation or conflict between parents. While the introductory chapter provides a brief
overview of key topics long discussed in the optimal taxation literature—such as the Ramsey
(1927) rules, the Mirrlees (1976) model, and the Atkinson—Stiglitz (1976) theorem—it also
addresses why this theoretical framework is insufficient when it comes to placing the family at
the center of analysis. Balestrino builds his framework on two fundamental assumptions: (i)
fertility is endogenous, meaning that parents make their own decisions regarding childbearing;
and (ii) parents are not cooperative but instead typically make decisions in a non-cooperative
manner. These two assumptions play a decisive role in understanding both micro-level
preferences within the family and the effects of public policies. The introduction also positions
the book’s original contribution. In previous literature, either fertility has been treated as
endogenous while assuming that parents share a single joint utility function, or strategic
interactions between parents have been analyzed while excluding fertility choices. Balestrino’s
innovation lies in combining these two assumptions within a single model, thereby offering a
more realistic framework for family taxation. The book employs individual-centered classical
models as a benchmark and gradually demonstrates the implications of shifting toward a
household-based approach, thus also providing a pedagogical contribution. Finally, the
introduction clearly sets out the scope and limitations of the study. Although the author
acknowledges extensive reliance on his own academic work, he emphasizes that the book
establishes a strong connection to the literature, particularly by drawing on the contributions of
prominent scholars in family economics, including Apps, Rees, and Cigno (Balestrino, 2023, p.
11). In this respect, the work stands out not only as a technical modeling study but also as a
synthesis and evaluative contribution to the literature on family taxation.

From optimal tax theory to household economics

Optimal taxation theory, which has long dominated the public finance literature, has been built
upon frameworks that treat the individual as the unit of decision-making. However, this
approach fails to adequately account for the heterogeneous structure of households—the most
fundamental unit of economic life—as well as their internal dynamics and decision-making
processes. The work under review departs from this traditional framework precisely at this point,
demonstrating the necessity of adapting tax theory to the household level. While individual-
centered models explain tax design through the labor—leisure trade-off, household-centered
models reveal that decisions regarding home production, the division of labor between genders,
income sharing, and childcare also shape the tax burden. The author provides a detailed
explanation of why the results derived from the single-agent framework of optimal tax theory
are incomplete. In the individual-centered approach, the determination of consumption and
income taxes is discussed in the context of the efficiency—equity trade-off. However, when this
framework is extended to the household level, new challenges emerge. Among the most
prominent are the interdependence of spouses’ labor supply decisions, substitution
relationships between home production and market production, and the costs associated with
childbearing. Consequently, these factors—overlooked in classical Mirrlees-type models—can
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directly alter policy outcomes. In particular, in models employing egalitarian or Rawlsian social
welfare functions (Rawls, 1999), the division of labor within households and differences in
earning capacities may constrain the effectiveness of redistribution mechanisms. At this point,
the contribution of the book lies not only in summarizing the existing literature but also in
systematically comparing different household models. Three main approaches are examined.
First, the “unitary” approach treats households as if they possess a single utility function and
ignores internal conflicts. Second, “cooperative” models assume that spouses can reach
efficient outcomes through bargaining. Third, and most emphasized by the author, the “non-
cooperative” approach argues that binding contracts cannot govern intra-household decisions
and therefore outcomes may not always be efficient. This latter approach is particularly
important for understanding the asymmetric power relations and conflictual nature of real-world
family dynamics.

In addition to theoretical differences, the book also discusses policy implications. For example,
while policies such as child benefits or family allowances are considered directly welfare-
enhancing within the unitary model, non-cooperative models demonstrate that the same
policies may generate unintended side effects. Outcomes such as discouraging one spouse's
labor supply or the unequal distribution of childcare responsibilities are critical considerations
for policy design. Such effects are frequently emphasized in the literature, particularly regarding
their impact on the labor market participation of the secondary earner (often women) (Apps &
Rees, 2009; Kleven et al., 2009). Indeed, in many OECD countries, joint taxation systems have
been shown to increase the marginal tax rate of the secondary earner, thereby reducing labor
supply, leading to a growing shift toward individual taxation systems in recent years (OECD,
2025). The central message of this section is that optimal tax theory must be extended from the
individual level to the household level, and that this extension is not merely an academic
refinement but a necessity for concrete policy design. Accordingly, the book poses a significant
challenge to the traditional optimal taxation framework and strongly argues that tax policies
should be evaluated in light of the complexity of household economics.

Home production, income taxation, and public expenditures

The work under review fills a significant gap in the literature by incorporating home production
activities—an important dimension of household economics—into discussions of optimal
taxation. In traditional tax models, labor is defined solely by the market labor supply. However,
households allocate their time not only between paid work and leisure, but also between home
production and market activities. These different forms of time allocation directly affect the
efficiency of both income taxation and public expenditures. Drawing on the models of Becker
(1965) and Gronau (1977), the author discusses in detail the distortionary effects of home
production on taxation. The book emphasizes that the Atkinson—Stiglitz (1976) theorem is
invalid in the context of home production. In classical theory, if the government can effectively
implement income taxation and goods are weakly separable from leisure, there is no need for
commodity taxation. However, when home production is incorporated into the model, the
situation changes: some goods become direct inputs into home production (e.g., kitchen
appliances, care products), while others serve as market substitutes for such production (e.g.,
ready-made meals, childcare services). As a result, the distortions caused by income taxation
vary, and indirect taxes become a critical tool for correcting them. Referring to Sandmo’s (1990)
seminal work, the author argues that inputs used in home production should be taxed relatively
heavily, while goods that act as market substitutes should be taxed at lower rates. Although this
proposal departs from traditional tax principles, it offers a new policy perspective grounded in
the logic of “second-best” solutions.

The inclusion of the home production dimension also necessitates reconsidering the role of
public expenditures. In two-person households, differences in income and labor supply
preferences between spouses limit the redistributive power of public services. In particular, the
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public provision of education, healthcare, and care services may reduce not only income
inequality but also the gender-based imbalance in the burden of home production. This is
especially evident in Scandinavian welfare state models. For instance, in Sweden and Denmark,
extensive publicly provided childcare services and parental leave policies have increased
women’s labor force participation and contributed to the expansion of the tax base (Esping-
Andersen, 2009). The author highlights the positive impact of publicly provided care services on
women’s labor market participation and, consequently, on the expansion of the tax base. In this
context, public expenditures function not only as income transfers but also as mechanisms that
enhance tax capacity and support gender equality. Another notable aspect of this section is the
argument that tax policies should account for differences in “production abilities” among
households. While some households are more efficient in-home production, others rely more
heavily on market services. This heterogeneity suggests that a uniform approach to taxation
and public service design may be insufficient for both equity and efficiency. The author argues
that ignoring this diversity may distort household preferences and lead to unintended outcomes.
From a critical perspective, although the models developed in this section provide a strong
theoretical framework, there is limited emphasis on empirical validation. In particular, since
measuring home production and quantifying its fiscal effects is challenging, the practical
applicability of the policy implications remains open to debate. Nevertheless, this dimension of
the work offers a robust theoretical foundation that can guide future empirical research. For this
reason, this section is particularly important in demonstrating that optimal taxation theory is not
merely an abstract academic debate, but also a field directly related to gender equality, welfare
state policies, and labor market dynamics.

Fertility, family size, and the fiscal position of children

One of the most original and debatable aspects of the study is its linkage of fertility and family
size to optimal taxation models. In the traditional literature, children have generally been treated
as a “cost factor,” and how families of different sizes should be treated within the tax system
has mostly been evaluated through equivalence scales. However, the approach adopted here
recognizes that children are not merely a cost element but also constitute decision outcomes
that carry both “consumption” and “investment” value for parents. Within this framework, fertility
is modeled as an endogenous variable; that is, parents determine the number of children based
on their own utility functions and constraints. At the initial stage, the author discusses the
theoretical justification for direct state intervention in the number of children under a “first-best”
scenario. If children were purely costly and provided no value to parents, transfer payments or
tax reductions for large families could easily be justified. However, since parents voluntarily
choose to have children and derive utility from this decision, such policies do not yield Pareto
improvements. Accordingly, the study concludes that there is no convincing foundation within
optimal taxation theory for policies aimed at subsidizing the number of children. This finding is
highly controversial in light of the tax incentives and cash transfers used by many countries to
increase birth rates.

The study also examines how fertility policies intersect with redistribution objectives within the
context of second-best solutions. In particular, the tendency of low-income households to have
more children allows fiscal support measures to be justified on the grounds of social equity. At
this point, family policies implemented in different countries provide important comparative
insights. For example, the “family quotient” system in France and child benefit schemes in
Germany represent mechanisms that directly incorporate family size into the tax system (OECD,
2023). However, the author emphasizes that such policies must carefully balance efficiency and
equity considerations. Furthermore, the fiscal position of children is evaluated not only in
quantitative terms but also through the taxation of child-specific goods and services (e.g.,
education, healthcare, care services). In this context, the lower taxation or public subsidization
of child-related goods emerges as a rational policy instrument from both equity and efficiency



5 O0DUSOBIAD

perspectives. One of the book's notable contributions is its examination of how non-cooperative
decision-making between parents affects fertility outcomes. Strategic interactions between
spouses directly influence both the decision to have children and the sharing of associated
costs. In the absence of binding contracts, power asymmetries and opportunity costs between
parents determine intra-household outcomes shaped by the tax system. In particular, income
losses resulting from women'’s withdrawal from the labor force complicate the way fertility
responds to fiscal incentives. From a critical perspective, while the theoretical inferences
presented in this section are strong, empirical validation remains limited. The cultural,
sociological, and demographic dimensions of fertility decisions are not sufficiently incorporated
into the model. Nevertheless, this part of the work makes an innovative contribution to the often-
neglected debate on the “place of children within the tax system” and proposes a strong
theoretical framework that can inform future policy discussions.

Evaluation and conclusion: Contributions, limitations, and policy
implications

The work under review represents a notable contribution by addressing the long-standing need
for a comprehensive framework in the literature on family taxation. By moving beyond the single-
agent models of optimal tax theory, the book places households at the center of the analysis.
This approach introduces a new dimension to both academic debates and policy design. In
particular, the inclusion of home production, the strategic behavior of non-cooperative spouses,
and endogenous fertility decisions within the model enables a more realistic analysis of the
social impacts of tax policies. In this respect, the work is not merely a theoretical modeling
exercise but also an interdisciplinary endeavor that questions how welfare state policies interact
with family structures. The first major contribution of the book lies in integrating issues that are
often treated separately in literature (such as fertility and intra-household decision-making
processes) into a single model. This integrated approach enables the simultaneous
identification of points of tension and alignment between family and tax policies. The second
contribution is the implicit incorporation of a gender perspective into the analysis. Women's
burden of home production, their participation in the labor market, and the resulting tax capacity
are directly linked to the distribution of public expenditures and the outcomes of child-related
policies. In this sense, the study also intersects with broader debates on gender equality.

Nevertheless, the work also has certain limitations. First, the analysis relies predominantly on
theoretical models; the limited number of empirically supported examples leaves the validity of
the policy implications open to debate. In particular, the lack of empirical comparisons across
different welfare regimes (such as Nordic, Continental European, Anglo-Saxon, and Southern
European models) limits the study’s generalizability. Moreover, factors that indirectly shape tax
policies—such as cultural dynamics, demographic transitions, and legal frameworks—are not
sufficiently incorporated into the model. From a policy perspective, the book's findings are both
bold and provocative. The claim that subsidizing childbearing lacks an optimal justification
within the tax system directly conflicts with family policies aimed at encouraging population
growth. Similarly, the recommendation that market substitutes for home production be taxed at
lower rates does not align with conventional practices in existing tax systems for consumption
goods. In these respects, the work calls for a reconsideration of current policies and highlights
that ignoring the influence of tax systems on intra-household decision-making may have
significant consequences. In conclusion, the study represents an innovative step in the literature
on family taxation, demonstrating both the theoretical and practical benefits of extending the
traditional optimal taxation framework to the household level. Despite its limitations, the
incorporation of home production, fertility, and non-cooperative intra-household decision-
making processes provides a strong methodological foundation that is likely to guide future
academic research. In this regard, the work can be considered a distinctive contribution at the
intersection of public finance, family economics, and social policy literatures.



ODUSOBIAD &

Conflict of interest declaration

Conflict of interest

There are no financial interests, institutional affiliations, personal relationships, or financial
conflicts of interest that could influence the research presented in this study. There are also no
potential conflicts of interest among the authors.

Funding

This research received no external funding.

Yazar katki oranlan

Author 1 (Gamze Cimen): Contributed 50% to the study.

Author 2 (Sercan Yavan): Contributed 50% to the study.

All authors have read and approved the final published version of the manuscript.

TURKGE SURUM

Girig: Aile vergilendirmesine yeni bir bakis

Alessandro Balestrino’nun The Economics of Family Taxation: Optimal Tax Issues from a
Household Economics Perspective (2023) adl eseri, kamu maliyesi ve aile ekonomisi
literatlrlinde uzun suredir tartisilan ancak cogunlukla parca parca ele alinan bir konuyu bitinctl
bir cercevede yeniden distinmeyi amaglamaktadir. Yazar, klasik optimal vergileme kuraminin
tekil birey varsayimina dayanan geleneksel modellerinin otesine gecerek, ekonomik kararlarin
cogunlukla hane duzeyinde alindigl gerceginden hareketle aileyi analizin merkezine yerlestirir.
Bu yaklasim, gerek teorik gerekse politika yapim surecinde ciddi sonuclar dogurur. Zira
vergileme yalnizca bireysel gelir ve tUketim kaliplarina degil, haneler i¢indeki is bolimune, ev igi
dretime, dogurganlik tercihine ve ebeveynler arasi is birligi ya da ¢catismaya da duyarlidir. Kitabin
giris bolumu, optimal vergileme literatlrinde uzun suredir tartisilan temel konulara ‘Ramsey
(1927) kurallar, Mirrlees (1976) modeli, Atkinson-Stiglitz (1976) teoremi gibi’ kisa bir gergeve
sunmakla birlikte, bu kuramsal ¢ercevenin neden aileyi merkeze almakta yetersiz kaldigini da
tartisir. Balestrino, iki temel varsayimi merkeze koyar: (i) dogurganlik endojendir, yani ebeveynler
cocuk sahibi olma kararlarini kendileri verir; (i) ebeveynler isbirlikgi degil, cogunlukla is birligi
yapmaksizin (non-cooperative) karar alirlar. Bu iki varsayim, aile ekonomisinin hem mikro
duzeydeki tercihlerini hem de kamu politikalarinin etkilerini anlamada belirleyici bir role sahiptir.
Giris bolumu ayni zamanda kitabin 6zgun katkisini da konumlandirir. Daha onceki literattrde
genellikle ya dogurganlik endojen kabul edilerek ebeveynlerin tek bir ortak fayda fonksiyonuna
sahip oldugu varsayllmis ya da ebeveynler arasi stratejik davranislar analiz edilmis, ancak bu
durumda gocuk sahibi olma tercihleri disarida birakilmigtir. Balestrino’nun yaptigi yenilik, bu iki
varsayimi ayni modelde birlestirmek ve boylelikle aile vergilendirmesine dair daha gergekgi bir
gerceve sunmaktir. Kitap, birey merkezli klasik modelleri bir karsilastirma noktasi olarak
kullanmakta ve hanehalki yaklasimina gegisin sonuclarini agsamali bicimde gostermektedir. Bu
yonuyle pedagojik bir katki da sunmaktadir. Son olarak, giris kismi ¢alismanin kapsamini ve
sinirlarini agikga ortaya koyar. Yazar, kendi akademik uretiminden yogun bigimde yararlandigini
ifade etse de, kitabin literatirle glgcld bir bag kurdugunu ve ozellikle Apps, Rees, Cigno
(Balestrino, 2023, s. 11) gibi aile ekonomisi alaninda 6ne ¢ikan arastirmacilarin galismalarini
merkezine aldigini belirtir. Boylelikle eser, yalnizca teknik bir modelleme kitabi degil, ayni
zamanda aile vergilendirmesi literattrune yonelik bir sentez ve degerlendirme metni olarak da
one ¢gikar.
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Optimal vergi teorisinden hanehalki ekonomisine

Kamu maliyesi literattrinde uzun yillardir baskin olan optimal vergileme kurami, bireyi karar
birimi olarak ele alan gergeveler Uzerine insa edilmistir. Ancak bu yaklagim, ekonomik yasamin
en temel birimi olan hanelerin heterojen yapisini, i¢sel dinamiklerini ve karar alma sureglerini
yeterince dikkate almamaktadir. Ele aldigimiz galisma, tam da bu noktada geleneksel
cerceveden ayrilarak vergi teorisinin hanehalki dizeyine uyarlanmasinin zorunlulugunu ortaya
koyar. Birey merkezli modeller, emek-bos zaman ayrimi Uzerinden vergi tasarimini acgiklarken;
hane merkezli modeller, ev ici Uretim, cinsiyetler arasi is bolumdu, gelir paylasimi ve ¢ocuk
bakimina dair kararlarin da vergi yukunu sekillendirdigini gosterir. Yazar, optimal vergi teorisinin
tekil ajan modelinden turetilen sonuclarinin neden eksik oldugunu ayrintili bigimde ortaya koyar.
Birey merkezli yaklagsimda tuketim ve gelir vergilerinin etkinlik—adalet dengesi i¢inde nasil
belirlenecedi tartisilir. Ancak bu gergeve hane duzeyine tasindiginda yeni sorunlar ortaya ¢ikar.
Eslerin emek arzi kararlarinin birbirini etkilemesi, ev ici Uretim ile piyasa Uretimi arasindaki ikame
iliskileri ve gocuk sahibi olmanin maliyetleri bu sorunlarin baslicalaridir. Dolayisiyla, klasik
Mirrlees tipi modellerde goz ardi edilen bu unsurlar, politika sonuglarini dogrudan degistirebilir.
Ozellikle esitlikgi ya da Rawlsgl sosyal refah (Rawls, 1999) fonksiyonlarinin kullanildigs
modellerde, hane ici is bolimu ve farkli gelir kapasiteleri, yeniden dagritim mekanizmalarinin
etkinligini sinirlandinr. Bu noktada eserin katkisi, mevcut literatlrl yalnizca ozetlemekle
kalmayip, farkli hane modellerini sistematik bicimde karsilastirmasidir. U¢ ana yaklasim ele
alinir: birincisi, ‘Uniter’ yaklasim, haneleri tek bir fayda fonksiyonuna sahipmis gibi kabul eder ve
igsel gatismalari goz ardi eder. Ikincisi, ‘ishirlikgi’ modeller, eslerin pazarlik yoluyla etkin
sonugclara ulasabilecegini varsayar. Uglincisi ise yazarin en cok Uzerinde durdugu ‘is birligi
olmayan’ yaklasim, aile ici kararlarin baglayici sozlesmelerle dizenlenemeyecegini, dolayisiyla
sonugclarin her zaman etkin olmayabilecegini savunur. Bu son yaklasim, gercek hayattaki aile
iliskilerinin asimetrik gu¢ dengelerini ve gatismali dogasini anlamak agisindan kritik Gnemdedir.

Bununla birlikte, eserde yalnizca teorik farkliliklar degdil, ayni zamanda politika sonuglar da
tartisilir. Ornegin, Uniter modelde ¢ocuk yardimlari veya aile indirimi gibi uygulamalar dogrudan
refah artirici olarak gordlirken, is birligi olmayan modellerde ayni politikalarin beklenmedik yan
etkiler dogurabilecegdi gosterilir. Eslerden birinin emek arzini caydirici etkileri veya cocuk bakim
yukunun tek tarafli paylasimi gibi sonuglar, politika tasariminda goz 6niunde bulundurulmasi
gereken unsurlar olarak one ¢ikar. Bu ttr sonuglarin 6zellikle ikincil gelir elde eden esin (cogu
zaman kadinlarin) isgiicl piyasasina katilimi tzerinde belirgin etkiler yaratabilecedi literatiirde
sikga vurgulanmaktadir (Apps & Rees, 2009; Kleven vd., 2009). Nitekim birgok OECD Ulkesinde
uygulanan ortak vergilendirme sistemlerinin, ikinci kazang¢ sahibinin marjinal vergi oranini
yukselterek emek arzini azaltabildigi ve bu nedenle son vyillarda bireysel vergilendirme
sistemlerine yonelim arttigi gorilmektedir (OECD, 2025). Bu bolimde sunulan en 6nemli mesaj,
optimal vergi teorisinin birey duzeyinden hane duzeyine genisletiimesi gerektigi ve bu
genislemenin yalnizca akademik bir yenilik degil, ayni zamanda somut politika tasarimi igin de
zorunlu oldugudur. Dolayisiyla eser, geleneksel optimal vergileme ¢ergevesine ciddi bir meydan
okuma niteligi tasir ve vergi politikalarinin aile ekonomisinin karmasik dogasiyla birlikte
degerlendiriimesi gerektigini guclu bicimde savunur.

Ev ici liretim, gelir vergisi ve kamu harcamalari

Incelenen eser, hanehalki ekonomisinin énemli bir boyutunu olusturan ev igi Gretim faaliyetlerini
optimal vergileme tartismalarina dahil ederek literattrdeki ciddi bir boslugu doldurur. Geleneksel
vergi modellerinde emek yalnizca piyasa isguclu arzi Uzerinden tanimlanir. Oysa haneler
zamanlarini sadece Ucretli emek ve bos zaman arasinda degil, ev igi Uretim ile piyasa faaliyetleri
arasinda da paylastirmaktadir. Bu farkli zaman kullanim bigimleri, hem gelir vergilerinin hem de
kamu harcamalarinin etkinligini dogrudan etkiler. Yazar, Becker (1965) ve Gronau'nun (1977)
modellerinden hareketle ev i¢i Uretimin vergilendirme uzerindeki carpitici etkilerini ayrintili
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bicimde tartisir. Kitapta 6zellikle Atkinson-Stiglitz (1976) teoreminin ev ici tretim baglaminda
gegerliligini yitirdigi vurgulanir. Klasik teoride, eger hukumet gelir vergisini etkin bigimde
uygulayabiliyorsa ve mallar bos zamanla zayif bicimde ayrisiyorsa, mal vergilerine gerek yoktur.
Ancak ev ici Uretim modele eklendiginde durum farklilagir: bazi mallar dogrudan ev igi Gretimin
girdisi (6rnegin mutfak araclari, bakim Grtnleri), bazi mallar ise bu Uretimin piyasa ikamesi
olabilir (6rnegdin hazir yemek, kres hizmeti). Boylece, gelir vergisinin yol agtigi carpikliklar
farklilasir ve dolayl vergiler bu carpikliklari gidermede kritik bir ara¢ haline gelir. Yazar,
Sandmo’nun (1990) 6ncd galismasina gonderme yaparak ev ici Uretim girdilerinin yliksek oranda
vergilendirilmesi ve piyasa ikamesi olan mallarin gorece dusuk vergilendirilmesi gerektigini ileri
surer. Bu oneri, geleneksel vergi ilkelerinden farkli olsa da ‘ikinci en iyi ¢ozimler’ mantigina
dayanan yeni bir politika perspektifi sunar.

Ev ici dretim boyutunun dahil edilmesi, kamu harcamalarinin roltinu de yeniden didsunmeyi
gerektirir. iki kisilik hanelerde esler arasinda gelir farkliliklari ve emek arzi tercihlerinin farkliligi,
kamu hizmetlerinin yeniden dagitici gucuni sinirlar. Ozellikle egitim, saghk ve bakim
hizmetlerinin kamusal olarak sunulmasy, yalnizca gelir esitsizligini degil, ayni zamanda hane igi
dretim yukUtnun cinsiyet temelli dengesizligini de azaltici etkiye sahip olabilir. Bu durum ozellikle
Iskandinav refah devleti modellerinde acik bicimde gdzlemlenmektedir. Ornegin isvec ve
Danimarka'da kamu tarafindan saglanan yaygin ¢ocuk bakim hizmetleri ve ebeveyn izinleri,
kadinlarin isgtcune katihm oranlarini artirmis ve vergi tabaninin genislemesine katki saglamistir
(Esping-Andersen, 2009). Yazar, bakim hizmetlerinin kamusal sunumunun, kadinlarin isgtctine
katiimi Uzerindeki olumlu etkisini, dolayisiyla da vergi tabaninin genislemesine katkisini vurgular.
Bu baglamda, kamu harcamalari yalnizca gelir transferi degil, ayni zamanda vergi kapasitesini
artiran ve toplumsal cinsiyet esitligini destekleyen bir mekanizma olarak islev gordr. Eserin bu
kisminda dikkat cekici bir diger unsur, vergi politikalarinin haneler arasindaki farkli ‘Gretim
yetenekleri'ni goz ontnde bulundurmasi gerektigidir. Bazi haneler ev ici Uretimde daha
verimliyken, bazilari piyasa hizmetlerini daha yogun kullanir. Bu farklilik, vergilerin ve kamu
hizmetlerinin tasariminda tek tip bir yaklasimin adalet ve etkinlik agisindan yetersiz kalacagini
gosterir. Yazar, bu cesitliligin dikkate alinmadigi durumlarda vergi sisteminin hane tercihlerini
carpitabilecegini ve beklenmedik sonuclar dogurabilecedini savunur. Elestirel acidan
bakildiginda, bu bolimde gelistirilen modeller guclu bir kuramsal cerceve sunsa da, ampirik
dogrulamaya yonelik sinirl bir vurgu s6z konusudur. Ozellikle ev ici Gretimin dlgtimesi ve vergisel
etkilerinin sayisallastiriimasi guc oldugundan, politika ¢ikarimlarinin uygulanabilirligi tartismaya
aciktir. Buna ragmen, eserin bu boyutu gelecekte yapilacak ampirik arastirmalara yon verecek
guclu bir teorik altyapr saglamaktadir. Bu nedenle bu bolim, optimal vergileme teorisinin
yalnizca soyut bir akademik tartisma degil, ayni zamanda toplumsal cinsiyet esitligi, refah devleti
politikalari ve isglcu piyasasi dinamikleriyle dogrudan iliskili bir alan oldugunu gostermesi
bakimindan ozel bir onem tasir.

Dogurganlik, aile bityiikliigii ve gocuklarin vergisel konumu

Calismanin en o0zgun ve tartismaya acik boyutlarindan biri, dogurganlik ve aile buyukligu
konusunu optimal vergileme modelleriyle iliskilendirmesidir. Geleneksel literatirde ¢ocuklar
genellikle ‘'maliyet unsuru’ olarak gortlmds, farkli buytklikteki ailelere vergi sisteminde nasil
muamele edilmesi gerektigi, gogunlukla esdegerlik dlgekleri Uzerinden degerlendirilmistir. Ancak
burada benimsenen yaklasim, cocuklarin yalnizca bir maliyet unsuru degil, ebeveynler agisindan
hem ‘tiketim’ hem de ‘yatinm’' dederi tasiyan birer karar ciktisi oldugunu kabul eder. Bu
cercevede dogurganlik endojen bir degisken olarak modele dahil edilir; yani ebeveynler cocuk
sayisinl kendi fayda fonksiyonlarina ve kisitlarina gore belirlerler. Yazar, ilk asamada ‘birinci en
iyi" durumda devletin dogrudan ¢ocuk sayisina mudahale etmesinin teorik gerekcesini tartisir.
Eger cocuklar yalnizca maliyetli ve ebeveyn icin hi¢bir deger tasimiyor olsaydi, buyuk ailelere
transfer odemeleri veya vergi indirimleri kolayca mesrulastinilabilirdi. Ancak ebeveynler cocuk
sahibi olmayi kendileri istedikleri ve bu karardan fayda sagladiklarricin, bu tir politikalar Pareto-
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iyilestirmesi saglamaz. Bu nedenle eserde, ¢ocuk sayisinin subvanse edilmesine yonelik
politikalarin optimal vergileme acisindan ikna edici bir dayanagi bulunmadigi sonucuna varilir.
Bu tespit, birgok Ulkenin dogum oranlarini artirmak igin kullandigi vergi indirimleri ve nakit
transferleri agisindan oldukga tartismali bir noktadir.

Calismada ayrica ikinci en iyi ¢ozUmler baglaminda, yeniden dagitim hedefleriyle dogurganlik
politikalarinin nasil kesistigi incelenir. Ozellikle distk gelirli hanelerin daha fazla gocuk sahibi
olma egiliminde olmasi, vergisel desteklerin sosyal adalet acisindan savunulmasini mumkun
kilar. Bu noktada farkli ulkelerde uygulanan aile politikalari onemli karsilastirma imkanlari
sunmaktadir. Ornegin Fransa'da uygulanan “family quotient” sistemi ve Almanya'daki cocuk
yardimi uygulamalar, dogrudan vergi sistemi Uzerinden aile buytkligunu dikkate alan
mekanizmalara ornek teskil etmektedir (OECD, 2023). Ancak yazar, bu tur politikalarin etkinlik ve
adalet boyutlari arasinda hassas bir denge gozetmesi gerektigini vurgular. Ayrica, gocuklarin
vergisel konumu yalnizca sayisal boyut dzerinden degil, ayni zamanda ¢ocuklara 6zgu mal ve
hizmetlerin (6rnedin egitim, sagdlik, bakim) vergilendirilmesi yoluyla da deg@erlendirilir. Burada,
cocuklara 6zgu mallarin dusuk vergilendirilmesinin veya kamusal olarak stibvanse edilmesinin
hem adalet hem de etkinlik acisindan rasyonel bir politika araci olabilece@i one c¢ikar. Eserin
dikkat cekici katkilarindan biri de, ebeveynlerin isbirligi yapmayan karar alma sureglerinin
dogurganlik Uzerindeki etkilerini irdelemesidir. Esler arasindaki stratejik davraniglar, gocuk sahibi
olma kararini ve ¢ocuklara yonelik maliyet paylasimini dogrudan etkiler. Bu noktada, baglayici
sozlesmelerin yoklugunda ebeveynler arasindaki gic dengeleri ve firsat maliyetleri, vergi
sisteminin hane igi sonuglarini belirler. Ozellikle kadinlarin isgiictinden gekilmesiyle ortaya gikan
gelir kaybi, dogurganhgin vergisel tesviklerle nasil etkilesecegini daha karmasik hale getirir.
Elestirel acidan bakildiginda, bu bolimdeki teorik ¢ikarimlar gtcludur ancak ampirik dogrulama
zayiftir. Cocuk sahibi olma kararlarinin kulttrel, sosyolojik ve demografik boyutlari modele
yeterince dahil edilmemistir. Bununla birlikte, eserin bu kismi literattrde siklikla goz ardi edilen
‘cocuklarin vergi sistemindeki yeri' tartismasina yenilikci bir katki sunmakta ve gelecekteki
politika tartismalarina isik tutacak guclu bir teorik cerceve onermektedir.

Degerlendirme ve sonug: Katkilar, eksiklikler ve politika yansimalari

Ele alinan c¢alisma, aile vergilendirmesine iliskin literatirde uzun zamandir hissedilen butuncdl
bir gerceve ihtiyacini karsilamasi bakimindan dikkate deger bir katkidir. Eser, optimal vergi
teorisinin tekil ajan modellerine dayali yaklagimini asarak analizin merkezine haneleri yerlestirir.
Bu yaklasim hem akademik tartismalara hem de politika tasarimina yeni bir boyut
kazandirmaktadir. Ozellikle ev igi Gretimin, is birligi yapmayan eslerin stratejik davraniglarinin ve
endojen dogurganlik kararlarinin modele dahil edilmesi, vergi politikalarinin toplumsal etkilerini
daha gercekgi bigcimde analiz etmeyi mumkun kilar. Bu yondyle eser, yalnizca teorik bir
modelleme calismasi degil, ayni zamanda refah devleti politikalarinin aile yapilariyla nasil
etkilesime girdigini sorgulayan disiplinlerarasi bir girisimdir. Kitabin katkilarindan ilki, literattrde
cogu zaman ayri ayri ele alinan konulari (6rnegin dogurganlik ve hane ici karar alma siregleri)
tek bir modelde bulusturmasidir. Bu butunlesik yaklasim, aile politikalari ile vergi politikalari
arasindaki gerilim ve uyum noktalarini ayni anda gormeyi saglar. ikinci katki, cinsiyet
perspektifinin dolayli bicimde de olsa analize yansitilmasidir. Kadinlarin ev ici Uretim yUka,
isglcu piyasasina katilimlari ve buna bagl vergi kapasitesi, kamu harcamalarinin dagilimi ve
cocuk politikalarinin sonugclariyla dogrudan baglantilidir. Bu agidan galisma, toplumsal cinsiyet
esitligi tartismalariyla da kesisen bir yon tasir.

Bununla birlikte eserin bazi sinirliliklart da vardir. Oncelikle, analiz biyik 6lctide kuramsal
modellere dayalidir;, ampirik kanitlarla desteklenen orneklerin  sinirli kalmasi, politika
cikarimlarinin gegerliligini tartismaya agik hale getirir. Ozellikle farkli refah rejimlerinde (Nordik,
Kita Avrupasl, Anglo-Sakson, Gliney Avrupa gibi) aile vergilendirmesinin nasil farklilastigina dair
ampirik karsilastirmalarin eksikligi, calismanin evrensel gegerliligini sinirlandirir. Ayrica, kdlturel
faktorler, demografik gegisler ve hukuki dizenlemeler gibi vergi politikalarini dolayli yoldan
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sekillendiren unsurlar modele pek yansitilmamistir. Politika acisindan bakildiginda, eserin
sundugu bulgular hem cesur hem de kiskirticidir. Cocuk sahibi olmanin vergi sistemi tarafindan
stbvanse edilmesinin optimal bir gerekgesi olmadigi iddiasi, nufus artisini tesvik eden aile
politikalariyla dogrudan celisir. Benzer sekilde, ev ici Uretimin piyasa ikamelerinin daha dusuk
vergilendirilmesi gerektigi onerisi, mevcut vergi sistemlerinin tiketim mallari Uzerindeki
geleneksel uygulamalariyla uyusmamaktadir. Bu yonleriyle eser, mevcut politikalarin yeniden
degerlendirilmesi gerektigini ve vergi sistemlerinin hane ici karar alma sureclerini nasil
etkiledigini goz ardi etmenin ciddi sonuglar dogurabilecegini hatirlatir. Sonug olarak, ¢calisma aile
vergilendirmesi literatirinde vyenilikgi bir adim atmakta, geleneksel optimal vergileme
cercevesini hanehalki duzeyine genisletmenin hem teorik hem de pratik faydalarini
gostermektedir. Elestirilere agik yonleri olsa da, ozellikle ev igi Uretim, dogurganlik ve is birligi
yapmayan hane i¢i karar alma sureclerinin modele dahil edilmesi, ilerleyen yillarda yapilacak
akademik arastirmalara yon verecek gugclu bir metodolojik temel sunmaktadir. Bu agidan eser,
kamu maliyesi, aile ekonomisi ve sosyal politika literaturlerinin kesisim noktasinda duran 6zgun
bir katki olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Cikar ¢gatigmasi beyani

Cikar catismasi

Bu ¢alismada sunulan arastirmayi etkileyebilecek herhangi bir finansal ¢ikar, kurumsal baglanti
ya da kisisel iliski ve mali ¢ikar ¢atismasi bulunmamaktadir. Yazarlar arasinda da herhangi bir
olasi gikar gatismasi yoktur.

Finansman

Bu arastirma icin dis finansman destegdi alinmamistir.

Yazar katki oranlari

Yazar 1 (Gamze Cimen): Calismaya %50 oraninda katki saglamistir.
Yazar 2 (Sercan Yavan): Calismaya %50 oraninda katki saglamistir.

TUm yazarlar, makalenin nihai yayimlanmis halini okumus ve onaylamistir.
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