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. THE PERCEPTION OF POVERTY
- IN EUROPE IN 1989

] How do Europeans sense poverty? Do they meet paupers in their daily hves‘? Whrchf ,
explanatlons are proposed for the problem? These are some of the questrons to which a
survey conducted wnhm the framework of the Eurobarometer for the 1989 summer is
_-trymg to provide an answer. ‘Any attempt at inventorying poverty or at defimng a poverty
line was ruled out of our investigation scope.

A first fact should be acknowledged in the general pubhc s opinion, there is a

- consensus on what is absolutely necessary to lead a proper-life in a European country in

1989. Over a set of criteria deflmng the standard of living (housing, welfare, car,

hohdays, .), the surveyed persons were 1o estabhsh a dlstmctron between what is

1nd1spensable and what is less necessary. A consensus '(8 persons out of 10) emerges as
to the. followmg four cr1ter1a. basic .home facilities (tap water, electricity, ...), wel'.fare,\_
‘housrng and education. It should be noted that these parameters making up an acceptable
- minimum standard of living lie in the material field ('horne facilities and housing) as well
as in the area of social rrghts acknowledged in the person’s country (welfare, educatton)

' It then appears that poverty v151b111ty greatly varies from one country to the other:

[
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Such diversity is all the more important as it conditions all opinions and
representations of poverty. Two categories of Europeans show a more acute response to
-the issue: on the one hand, rather underprivileged categories in terms of income and
education, who meet paupers in their daily lives, and, on the other hand, categories having. '
a higher level of education, who get involved, who feel more concerned by the risk of
| poverty but who do not have more opportunities to meet paupers than the average
-European population. Poverty is niore visible in large dti,es than in villages where .
 traditional solidarity and wont of lesser development probably lead to a lesser
identification to poverty circumstances. Throughout the EEC, only one individual out of
 five claims to -have had a chance to see in person ‘under which conditions the paupers
actually live. ' o '

The best accepted explanations to poverty have shown dramatic changes since 1976:
upon comparison, it appears that people show less support to the idea that poverty is.
a consequence of laziness and unwillingness, all the more as this idea was firmly rooted
in the concerned country (in 1976, 43 % of the Briﬁsh_ and 30 % ‘of the Irish were of
such opinion; in 1989, there only remains 18 % in the United Kingdom and 14 % in

. Ireland). According 'to one Européan out of three, pdverty is the result of social
injustice. For anbther ;'third of the surveyed sample, this is due to fate, misfortune, or

to. the inherent Structure_ of the modern world.

"Why, in your opinion, are there pepple~who live in need? Here are four'opinions, which’

_is the closest to yours?

: ' 1976 - 1989
* because they have been unlucky . o B 16 18
* because of laziness and lack of willpower - 25 17 .
* because there is much injustice in our society: - 26 32 -,
* it is an inevitable part of modern progress ’ 14 17 .

e

Among the grounds for poverty connected to the overall situation proposed to our
sample, ‘unemployment, alcoholism and illness are the main factors retained at European
level. Europeans are well aware of the collective dimension of poverty often perceived as

the consequential effect of macro—economic difficulties at individual level.



Lastly, a whole section of our survey was desig'ned to find out whether Eu‘r'.opeans
 consider that one -is "poor forever” or "poor from generation to generation"- Questions
asked about the social path of the sur've‘yed‘ persons showed a high social mobility: only
- 5 % of our sample think that the standard of living has remained the same between their -
"‘fathers generatlon, their own and their children’s. Conversely, one out of two thinks that
the situation has much nnproved from one generatlon to-the other. 'I'hts w1de1y spread
feeling of high ‘mobility from generation to generatron goes agatnst the oplmon that there
is less mobthty within a man 3 hfe, partrcularly a poor man’s life."A majority of Europeans |
_therefore considers that the gap. between the poor and the wealthy is growing wider while
opinions drffer as to the ° paupers’ chances to make it: on the whole, the general pubhc
“in Europe has been; on this issue, remarkably stable. (in 1976 as well as in 1989, one' _
- person out of two thinks that the poor have a chance to make it). However, there is now
more pessimism in three countries: the United ngdom, Ireland and Denmark.

'Views- expressed by those polled on therneasures taken by the publie authorities and -
their- vrsron of the pohcy conducted by the EEC are severe: seven persons out of ten
consrder that the means made available, are insufficient - while the categorles more
concerned by the issue are even more. reprovmg Besides, people are not well acquatnted
with the EEC action (only one person out of .three is aware of it), and when they are, . -
they also con51der 1t is 1nadequate ) ' |

The extreme lack of knowledge of the steps taken by the natlonal and European
pubhc authorities against- poverty is mdely spread. People are hardly mforrned on the
- existence of minimum income systems, and- this is even truer among the underprlwleged,
, Srgmflcant efforts in ‘the field of 1nformat10n should therefore be made wh11e a reflection
is needed in order to assess the pubhc authorities’ endeavors agarnst poverty wrthm the
EEC. '
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INTRODUCTION

THE PERCEPTION OF POVERTY
o IN E'UROPE IN 1989

[

A large part of ~the Eurobarometer polled over the 1989 summer dealt with -
poverty connected 1ssues how do Europeans percexve poverty? Do they meet paupers in
their daily life? What are the most widely spread opinions on the existence of poverty?

~ First of all, we yvoﬁld' like to stress the fact that the data. reported in this "document

. were obtained in a survey and that this methodology has 1nherent limitations: this is in

‘no way intended to 1nventory poverty in Europe. The paupers, the misfits are de facto
excluded from the representatlve samples used in the pollmg method (see techmcal

‘ appendlx A)
We "did not mean to seek a. definition for poyerty or a poverty line e_ither.

Our sole ambition is to give an accoont of the Europeans’," . opinithi and
_representations 'on'the paupers: does or doesn’t the general public agree ‘on who the
* paupers are a¢E_i.1ropeain country in 1989, on what is necessary to lead a proper life? How
- do people feel about the chahging number of~~p_aupers? Which explanations: to poverty are

acknowledged? ... | ‘ : » |

(1) ThlS the. second op1mon poll conducted on th1s “issue w1th1n the framework of the
'Eurobarometer: the first survey was conducted in 1976. There ‘are few - subjects of
comparlson as a result of three modified factors: a change in the terminology (the
~word ' poverty replaced. that of "destitution" which was rather used in the questlons
asked in 1976), differences in the metric for answer collection (a- 10— pomt scale
replacmg a4- pomt scale =.) and the EEC extension. - :



The word "poverty" covers a wide range of variable — ~ geometry realities depending on’

the country and the date. Dipping its roots in confirmable facts, it also has a subjective
dimension. Based on this, we tried to grasp the Europeans’ living conditions in terms of
income but also of sociability, satisfaction, access to welfare so as to figure out what
seems to be the minimum acceptable in the general public’s opinion. We also reckoned

more subjectlve items such-as the claim of being poor or: rich, or statements on the social -

path of one s own family.

In the second section of this report, opinions on poverty (how the developments in
the number of paupers are perceived, acknowledged grounds to the phenomenon, ...) are
paralleled with the usual social and demographic factors (income level,. education, .. ..) but
also with more spec1ﬁc data such as the presence of paupers in the dally environment or
how one sees one’s own posmon on the poverty scale.

Lastly, the range of p0551ble actions is ‘examined, regarding the struggle -against
' poverty, personal involvement, measures taken by the public authorities, by the European
mstltutlons

In order to outline the framework of our survey, and prior to conducting an in -
depth analysis -of opinions on poverty, let us check how it is -positioned among maJor
soc1al issues: :

Question: Here is a list of problems I would like you to tell me, Jor each one, lf you
personally consider it very important, important, of little importance or not
important at ‘all? (*)

. The protection of nature and the

struggle against pollution . ... ... ... ... ... . i, 3.77
The fight ‘against unemployment . .............. e e e 372
The fight against poverty ... .................... [ 3.59
Problem of energy supphes ........................ 3.47
Reduce the differences between the regions of our country by helping

those regions less developed or in difficulties . .. ........... 3.28
Help the poor countnes of Afrlca, ‘South America, Asia ....... 3.06

The struggle against poverty is therefore of utmost importance to Europeans. It may

rank third, after the environment and unemployment, but it should be noted that one of

-the widely acknowledged grounds to poverty is unemployrnent over an extended penod
of time.

(*) - The results are shown below in decreasing order and as an average: extremely -

important = 4, not important at all =



- _ SECTION 1 .
" THE EUROPEANS' LIVING CONDITIONS




.So as to describe the Europeans’ living conditions objective items, such as the
resources available, possession of some consumer goods, access to some services, were
taken into account together with more subjective and psyChologicai data such as how one
senses one’s social sfanding or the degree of satisfaction in relation to one’s own' life.

1.1. HOUSEHOLD RESOURCES

They include monetary resources, incomes, and non monetary resources.
There were also questions on non monetary resources: such was not the case in the

first survey conducted in 1976.

1.1.1. Monetary Reséurces

L o . ;
The data on income levels were obtained through the following question:

Question:  We would like to analyze the survey results according to the income of persons
interviewed. Here is a scale of incomes and we would like to know in what
- group your family is countmg all wages, salanes, pensions, and any other income

that comes in? ‘

It should 1mmed1ately be speafled that one person out of five refuses to

answer that question.

" The answers on resources were meant at household level; it so happens that
there are considerable differences in what makes up this basic unit from one country to
the other. Given the size of our sample, this makes it difficult to produce any estimate

“on incomes within a shared unit (the results per country are hsted in appendlx A3).



At all events, thls questlon on income provides an order of magmtude and
it is extremely useful in analyzing the answers to other questlons '
Before dealing with the various aspects of ‘the standard.of living, a more
general question was de51gned so that people could express thelr feehng as to having or
- not havmg to unpose restnctlons upon themselves.

./A

Qlléstion: Some people haven’t sufficient income and constantly have to cut back on what
: they spend. Does' this apply to you’

EE.C:

- 1989
. Yes ....... 35
. No .........od.. . . . 59
2 e 6
CTOTAL . .owv oo i . 100

‘One European out of three  considers  that ~his/her income is. insufficient:.
behind this ‘average proportion there actually are highly contrasted realities. More than one
Irish person out of two, four Greeks, Portuguese and British out of ten classify themselves

as such. Upon cornpanson ‘with the answers obtained i in the 1976 survey, the changes show
variances: " :

MUST IMPOSE RESTRICTIONS UPON THEMSELVES"
COMPARISON BY COUNTRY
| 1976/1989
Cgo. T T 79

70+

o 1878
£ 1989 -




Women 1mpose more restrictions upon themselves than men do The age

factor has no impact in this case. Conversely, there are obvious connecnons with the

- education level, the income level, the relationship to post—materialistic values (1) and

-with the political stand (2)

[©

2)

The scale of so—called "materialistic" / "post — materialistic” values which has
been commonly used for twenty years in analyzing public opinion data measures
the preference expressed by the surveyed persons in a 51tuat10n of forced choice,

either for values of subsistence and material security (eg.: "preserving the order", -
"curbing the rise in prices"), or for values related to the feehng that one belongs,
to personal fulfillment and to quality in one’s life (eg.: "increasing the citizens’
partakmg in the deCISIOIl making process", "guaranteeing the freedom of speech").

Political stand
Question: In political matters, people talk of the 'left and the right". How would
you place your views on this scale? (Scale ranging from 1 to 10)

Structure: '
In each country, respondents were dlstnbuted among three categories: left, center
and nght

Left Center Right NO/NA
Country: o : . :
Belgium . ... .. ... )
Denmark ........)
Germany. . ....... S i -
Luxembourg ... .. L) 1,234 5,6 7,8,9,10 NA
Netherlands ......) ' .
United Kingdom ... )
Greece ......... )
Portugal ..... e )
France ......... ) 1,234 S 6,7,8,9,10 NA
Italy ........... ) :
Ireland . ........) 11,2345 = 6,7 - 89,10 NA

Spain .. ........ ) 123 45 678910 NA



@
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Sex: -
Male

. Female -

Education level: -

" Low

Average -
High

Income leyél: )

+

- Post—materialism index:

Materialistic
Mixed
Post — materialistic

- Political stand:

Left
Center

_Right

Yes

"33
38

40

33
29

57
41
30

34
35

41

a0
3

«

Must impose restrictions upon-themselves .

'No-

61
56

37
52 -
65
/A

61
61"

48

62

- NA

WL J

it

- Total

"100
100

100
100

100

100

100
100
100

100
100
100

100

100



1.1_.2.. Non Monetary Resources

This is examined separately in that it was not possible to express the impact
of non monetary resources using common currency.

(iuestion: In your household do you enjoy any benefits apart from money income: for
‘ .example, rent free accommodation, goods or services as benefits in kind, products
- provided in the course of work or business, or other things? (IF YES) whtch

ones?
EE.C.
1989
Rent free accommodation . . . . . . B T
.Produce of family farming . .. ................. 5
Products or other goods in the course of work business . 2

Free produce (for instance work clothes supphed by employer,
free electricity or coal, etc.) . . . ... ... ...l

- Other than monetary benefits (SPECIFY) e e e e e 2
No benefits other than money income "............ 850
? I R T R T T T S P S o s e e s e s s s e s s
TOTAL e P ¢ V)

It should first be noted that incomes are, to an extremely large extent,
monetary. This majority is a little less numerous in Greece or in Portugal owing to self -
consumption of agricultural produces, and, in Italy, as. official residences are much more
frequent To those who had non monetary resources, the followmg questxon on their
amount was asked:

Question:  If you think of the extras above other than cash income, would you say that
they play a very important, quite important, not:very important or not at all
important role in your present standard of living? v

(1) The total exceeds 100 owing to multiple answers



In the table below, the countnes are classrﬁed m decreasmg order for the
'share of non monetary resources (1):

Portugal . . . ... e .. 255
. Ireland ..... 240
Greece . ........ e 223
Italy ..o 220
‘United Kingdom' . . ... i 212
. . Germany ......... . 207 -
. France 2.07
Belgium . . .%o 202
. Spain . e . 167
..~ Denmark . . . AU e 1.56
.- Luxembourg ........ L .. 151
Netherlands- . . ......... e e ST .3 SN

“The relation which seems to emerge in this order between the amount of non
' monetary resources and the country s wealth is conflrmed at individual level by the‘
relation with the income level: ' ‘ \

Household ineomes E

Amount of non monetary
resources: ) _ A
 Index value 229 0219 210 195 . 202

- Indeed, the hrgher the rnonetary 1ncome, the smaller the 1mportance granted
~ to other resources. '

o

[N ‘This index is computed by ass1gn1ng the following coeff1crents
‘ 3 = extremely lmportant 2 = relatively important, 1 = not 1mportant at all



12 STANDARD OF LIVING v .

A list of items including consumer goods, services, access to welfare was drawn up
s0 as to reckon the various "a-spects of poverty. This list is used in this document within
a dual prospect: on the one hand, identifying the goods or services which some Europeans
" do not have and, on the other hand, trying to define = if possible — the constituents
- of a minimum standard of living, acceptable in the general public’s eyes.

1.2.1. - Constituents of the standard of hvmg
Once again, the limited representativity of the samples used in an opinion poll
should be stressed. The figures indicated in this document as to the lacks felt by those
surveyed probably underestimate reality: indeed, the less privileged pérts of the population,
the poorest people. are, if not totally excluded, at least under —represented in our samples.

“ Question:  Not everybody has the same idea about what are the necessities of life. Among.

: the following things which ones seem to you the absolutary necessary to live
properly today, and which ones don’t seem to you to be absolutely necessary?

- Among these items, are there some which you do not have or which you lack?

_ Not
Absolutely - absolutely Are
necessary necessary lacking
. Havmg runmng water, electnc1ty and :
one’s indoor toilet 94 o 2 1
. To be able to benefit from social welfare when needed
- such as unemployment, illness, handicap,

old age 92 ’ 4 5
. Having sufficient accommodation so that ’
everyone can have space to themselves 79 ‘ 13 S
. Having a good education ' - 81 12 - 11
. Having a car available 35 - 59 18
. Having sufficient leisure time and 4
the means to enjoy it - : ' 56 34 -1
. Having a healthy diet - - 80 , 11 3
. Having at least one good holiday a year 43 49 16
. Seeing your doctor regularly 59 231 -2
. Having friendly neighbors ‘ 5. - - 34 4
. Being able to go out with friends or ‘
family , - 61 - 29 4
. Having basic equlpment such as ' : s _ -
refrigerator or television set . 71 20 . 2.
. No answer - ' 0 : 16 - 53
TOTAL o 1) (1) ()=

(1) The total exceeds 100 owing to multiple answers.




. .

— 11 —

The hst proposed therefore covers soc1abrhty aspects (gomg out,’ nerghbors, famlly) as
well as welfare aspects (access to social secunty, med1cal care) and not only the possessron -

of consumer goods (car household applrances)

| VMore- than half the people claim they lack none of the items mentioned: this is already.

- a good “indicator of the. standard of living in Europe In France, in Belgium and in the
vNetherlands, 51x persons out of ten are in thlS srtuatron ‘Most frequently, it is cars, ‘holidays
and leisure which lack '
However, there are shaded areas: 8 % of the Portuguese do riot have the minimum
comfort at home. More than one person out of ten — in Greece, Ireland and Portugal -
do not benefit from- the ‘social- security. Medical care may only seem to. be -a problem mv
Portugal; however, ‘the ‘lack " of educatron is  more. mdespread over 10- % of the people’*
- complain about it in Denmark Greece, Spa1n Ireland Italy, Luxembourg and Portugal '

The lacks mentioned vary with "age, education level 1,5the_ comrn'itment't'o ‘certa_in .values:

— . The oldest (55 and over) are more often regretful at not havmg had a proper educatron
(+ 7 pomts) : ' P . - '

C- The education level and the income level - whrch operate concurrently - are only
discriminative in the possessron of a car or in the hohdays spent. -

~'This also apphes to -leadershlp -and to the commitment to post - mater1ahst1c values

— .. The political stand is not a relevant criteria here. .

, Educatlon level : _ , _
B Quesuon How old-were you -when. you finished your full time educatton?

_ Structure : _ S ‘ T
. Low level - Education completed at 15 or -earlier
Average level = Education completed between 16 and 19

High level - 'Education _completed after 19

’ .:See technical‘,}append'iva‘.Z -



. proper life nowadays.
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122. How the mlmmum ne'eessary is \pereeived ‘

-

- Let us now check the answers to the question on what is necessary to lead a

F1rst of all the surveyed persons had no difficulty in identifying what seems p

’mdlspensable to them- (no answer: -0). Two items were selected by more than mne persons‘-

"out of ten: minimum facﬂlttes at home -and social secunty The three items con51dered as -

less necessary (car, holidays, lelsure) are also those most often con51dered as lacklng by the -

~ polled sample

In his book- "Motlvatlon and Personahty" Maslow (**‘) outlmes the followmg
, hlerarchy of needs physiological -needs, safety and protectlon needs, need for lovmg and ﬁ

- 'fbelongmg, and lastly, need for con51deratlon

In. comrnentmg the apparent r1g1d1ty in this wording, Maslow wrote: "These needs'
are not structured as follows: once a need is fulfilled, the next one emerges. This would' .

o suggest that a need must be, 100 % satlsfied before the next one emerges". Based on the

* factorial analysis, we tried to figure out whether the various items necessary to lead a proper
life could be structured according to a hierarchy subject to a consensus among Europeans.

The diagram on the next page shows how the various- needs are structured in
the two —dimension table matchlng the optimum factonal solution. It clearly hlghhghts the

" specific. position held by basm home facilities -and social welfare Are these two . elements |

- connected to the hlerarchy of needs descrlbed by Maslow?

-

" (***) - Maslow "Motivation and Personality’ 2nd edition 1971, from page 35 on.




) = . . o e
THE HIERARCHY OF WEEDS

FACTOR ANALYSIS :

0,36

X

0.4
) " medical care
_ - E home appliances _
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, leisure
0 ., , y ho.m_ng . going out ¥ Y .
: 1 1 1 2 | p— ; ~1 T 1
education .
. -0 -+
welfare S
' car
-04
-08 4+
;o.g A tao "‘ater ) .
' ' 0.45 056 0.65 Y . 068

0,7

— €1 —
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Adnother~ method is available to check our assumption: using Guttman’s
hierarchical analysis. It consists in ordering the components of the standard of living according,
to an indispensable/not lndlspensable scale, and in analyzing the number of answersA
compatible w1th this order. '

Con51dermg the four items: home facilities, welfare, education and housmg, 80%
of the answers are consistent with this hlerarchy

Th1s would ‘mean that there is a virtual consensus w1thm the general pubhc on
the fact that the four above mentioned items are part of the minimum necessary to lead a
decent life in Europe in 1989. It should also be noted that these items are to be analyzed
 not only in material terms (housing or home facilities) but also in terms of rights granted

and acknowledged in one’s country (soc1a1 rights, education).

13 QUALITY OF LIFE

The Eurdpeans’ quality of-life was dealt with from a very general viewpoint, in terms.
of satisfaction with one’s life; the various aspects of life were then stated.

1.3.1. Overall appraisal of one’s life

The satisfaction with one’s life — a general and subjective _indicator - is a

‘valuable instrument for analyses:

Question: On the whole, are you very satlsﬁed, fairly satisfied, not very satisfied or not at all
sattsﬁed with the life you lead? _

E.E.C. 1989

Very satisfied . . .. ........... e e e e e e e e e - 24 )

Fairly satisfied . .............. e e e e e 57 - )81 %
Not very ‘satisfied ... .. e e e e e e e e e 14 ,
Not satisfied at all .............. e e e e e ‘ 411 )19 %

totaL Ll e 100
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The level of expressed satisfaction is lower in the Southern European countries
" (especially in Portugal). The social and demographlc variables' pomt out sngmﬁcant vanatlons
as a functlon of income and educatlon levels, and political stand.

: Satisfaction with one’s life

£
Education level - ‘ '
AVerag'e T A X | 3
ngh e e e e e - 313
Income level L A , o
-~ O~ |
. - e e e e s e .‘....,.\...‘.'...' ..... Ve e 3-00
.+ e e e e e e e e . 3.06
++ o e e e 0320
Pohtlwlstand * R L
‘Left . Lo, e e e e e el 295
. Center ............. S P X |
. . Right @ e e i e e e e e e e e 3.11

The appralsal on one ’s present hfe is partly determmed by one s recent past
~ and COIldlthllS the expectatlons for the future. ' ' ' '

. .Vs.-'ﬁve"years-' o ~ Over the next
“ago - five years
More  Less .
‘satis — satis — + -

~ fied- Id. - fied 'NA + + - -7 NA

~ Satisfaction with one’s life:

Ext. satisfied 49 41 - 8 2 1939111 9 21 -
Rather satisfied . 40  -40 18 2 .1144142- 9 20
Rather not_satisfied -~ 20 33 45 2 9 31269 8 17
-Not satisfied at all . 14 32 53 .1 6 21221911 19
No answer C 23, 20 - 17 40 1 24152 4513
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3

13.2. Appraisal of the various components of the life environment

"The Europeans’ level of satisfaction with the main components of their living
environment was also collected. The results are expressed under the form of mean index.

(1)

Question: I am going to ask you to tell me about different aspects of your daily life. In each
case could you tell me whether you think this aspect is s very good, fairly good, Jfairly

- bad or very bad?
Your house or flat ....... e e e e i e e 347
. The neighborhood where you live -. . . . e e e e 3.45
Yourincome .................. 0. in.. 291
The work thatyoudo .. . ................ ... 321
Your standard of living ............ IR 3.19
The way you are able to use your leisure time ...... 321
The food youeat .................0.00..... 3.51
Your social entitlements should you fall il ......... 3.14
Travel facilities there are for work or .
doing the shopping ....... e e e e e e, 324
Your state of health ... .................... 3.38
The time you have available to do things - : I
that have tobedone .. ... ......... ... ... 322 -
Your general level of education and knowledge B N £
The respect that others have for you ... .. 344
The opportunities you have for meeting people . . .. .. » 340

- Your neighbors, the people in the vicinity . . ........ 3.40

~ Satisfaction is thus lower ‘regarding social welfare and educanon level It should
be noted that the satisfaction expressed regarding the standard of living is usually lower than
that expressed about most items under consideration. However, on the whole, those surveyed
hardly showed .any vananons in their appralsal of the dlfferent aspects of thelr hfe The set
effect is qmte obvious. - ' o

(1) It is computed by assigning the followmg coefficients: -

Its OK = 4; it could be better = 3; it is not OK = 2; it is not OK at all = 1. '
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. House, ﬂat' ] _ ; v EE TN i
Place of living . o :
Income o L1 . I Y *
Job o o R - L . T *
Standard of hvmg o I L *
Leisure : _ I, T *
- Food - o - DT .
Social benefits - .~ - SRR B &
~ Transportation méans | _ o T I
. Health condition - , Rk P T TR TP
Time available - . o * S
Education level_ o oo s amnas o
" Consideration i L L
Opportunities to meet people * o -
. Nelghbors, dxstnct Lo
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Variations by country are shown on the diagrams mcluded in. the followmg pages.
The table below summarizes the impact of the socxal and demographlc vanables (1)

Age Education Income Leader— Materialism. Political

" indicator . -stand

*
»
.
*x *
*
: *
*
.
ek
*
Tk *
*

~ The impact of the "income" wvariable is especially signifiéant.

re)

Asterisks Stand for a varié_tion of index O.1.
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14 SOCIAL PATH

' _ Contrary to the income scale, nobody refuses to answer to questions on assessing one’s
position on the poverty verbal scale. To 1dent1fy how social paths are percelved the same
question was asked to parents and to- the polled persons

14.1. Family position

Thls question was already asked in 1976 and in 1983 it is therefore useful in
assessing the changes.

Question: Taking everything into account, at about what level is your family situated as far
' as its standard of living is concemed? You may answer by giving me a figure
between 1 and 7. Number 1 means a poor family and number 7 a rich family. The .

other numbers are for posmons in between. . :

Changes in self - posmomng on the poverty scale
1976 1983 - 1989

1 2 142 1 2 i+2 1 2 142
% % % % B % % % %

Overall view . 20 56 76 29 78 107 23 63 86

/-
Italy S 30 7.8 108 3.6 105 141 15 4.7 6.2
United Kingdom . 25 68 93 41 74 115 32 66 9.8
France 16 60 76 81 85 116 28 72 100
Ireland . 22 44 66 3.6 110 146 44 81 125
Belgium _ 1.0 40 50 18 71 89 04 45 49
Germany = 11 33 44 " 10 49 S9 09 38 47
Netherlands 12-32 44 21 72 93 13 37 55
Denmark , 1.5 27 42 07 41 48 22 34 5.6
Luxembourg 11 11 22 13 30 43 03 17 20
Greece ’ ' S 8.0 127 207 ~ 34 105 139
Spain _ N 42 113 155
Portugal -~ L - 34 09 124

The study of these | results highlights the fact -that, in 1989, less people- are
posmomng themselves at levels 1 and 2 than in 1983. ThlS goes agamst official figures on
- the changes recorded in terms of number of paupers.



_ But there agaln, we would like to stress the fact that the polling. method as
such rules out the most deprived persons. Our obJectlve is therefore definitely not to frgure

- -out the number of paupers (1)

-~

It is extremely enhghtemng to compare the sub}ectlve poverty scale and the
income scale ‘the two measurlng mstrurnents are qulte different.

Income scale and poverty scéle '

- Household income -
-— - + ++ NA TOTAL"A»"

Position on the poverty scale

20 . 23 9 4 1 6. 9

.1+ _
.3+4+5 S 73 87 91 . 91 8 - 88
.6 + 7 - o o 2 3 4 8 4 4
. No answer | I o2 11 - 4 1

TOTAL 100 100 - 100 100 100. 100 |

Among the people who cla1rn to have a low 1ncome (last quarter), only one

'_fourth con51der themselves as paupers

(1) - In a closer study of the results, we have noticed that. they somehow match' the
~° macro-economic evolution since 1976. Other surveys, conducted within the Gallup
group, pointed out a strong correlation between how the macro — economic situation
and the-appraisal of one’s own situation are perceived. In this specific instarce, we
demonstrated a close correlation between the proportlon of individuals who select
positions 1 and 2 on the: verbal scale, and- the net income per caplta in the country .
(correlation coefficient r = —0.84).
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It also seemed to us of interest to cross—compare the hierarchy of needs and
the position on the poverty scale: the table below shows the differential between the answers
given by those who position themselves at both ends of our scale (posmon 1+2 / position
6+7).

Having friendly relationships with one’s neighbors ... .. +14

Having the basic household appliances ............ +8
Benefiting from social security . . ... e e e e e . +7
Being able to go out with fnends or relatlves ........ +6
Tap water ~ . > ... ..... ... ... ... e e e - +5
Having a large enough housmg C et e e e e . 43
Balanced food .................... .00 .... +2
Going on holidays at least once a year-. . .......... -
Having a good education .............. [P -3
Having a car .. ... e e e e e e e e e e e - =5

Leisure  ...... e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e -11

- The positioning on the poverty scale is related to considering that society is '
- unfair (mean position = 3.29 when found unfair; mean position = 4.09 when not found
unfair). Having to impose restrictions upon oneself is also discriminative:

Position on the poverty scale

1+2 3+4+S5 64+7

Impose restrictions upon themselves:

.’ yes : .74 33 13

. No 19 61 .. 85
. No answer T ‘ 6 2

TOTAL o 100 . 100 100
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1.4.2. ' The parents’ positioning
- Thos‘e surveyed als‘o positioned their. pafents separately on ;ihe_ same scale.

" . Question: And on the same card, where would you put your fathers family when he was a
' boy? %ere would you put your mother’s fazly when she was a gzrl?

EEC. 1989“

Respopdent Father .Mother

1 2 17 - 16
-2 6 26 26
3 20 22 24
4 46 18 - 18
5. 9 -7 7
6. 4 C 4 3
7 ' : ) 1 1 1

. 205 o R 4 '

The answers obtalned pomt at a strong feehng that, wnhm two generauons, the
- situation of 1nd1v1dual people has much unproved in Europe. For the sake of a finer analysis,
we have cross — compared the individual’s responses regardlng his own home with the answers’
dealing with the father’s farmly (1) so as to highlight the social paths.

—

. The father’s family_positi(jd .

" ‘Family position ‘ ‘ : .

D

; 4 1 11 1 - 4

200000 e e e e e e e ee.. 13 9 3 3 S
e v e 32 24 22 9 14 13 14

L S 36 S0 47 .59 31 .41 41

S ... e e e 7 15 23 24 42 26 20

6 . 22 4§ 9 .15 .18

7 ... 0.0, B T - - - - 2 1 8

(1) . As the answers on the mother’s and -the father’s fannhes are closely related we .

chose to introduce only the father related data in this document
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143. Expectations for the chiidren
A slightly different qhéstion was asked regarding ‘expectations for the. children.

Questlon. Do you thmk that your children or the children of people like you will have a
: » hzgher or a lower standard of lzvzng than you have now, when they reach your age?

EEC

1989
Higher X
The same 14
Lower - 19
? - 14
TOTAL - 100

The majority of opinions is therefore optimistic. It is even more so in the three
member — countries which last joined the EEC (Greece, Spain, Portugal).

Persons having a' higher level of educanon, more prlvﬂeged in terms of income, -
the leaders, the post —materialists are slightly more pessimistic.

The table below summarizes the stands taken over three generations: one’s
parents, oneself, one’s children.

Present .‘standard of living vs. one’s father’s
Higher  The same Lower NA Total

Standard of living of the
next generation:

Higher " ' 34 - 11 6 2 53
The same 11 5 2 1 19
Lower , 9 3 2 - 14
~ No answer 7 4 1 2 14
Total - 6 23 1 5 100
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" SECTION 2

How‘ﬁoyERTY_couolrlqus ARE PERCEIVED -
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This second section focuses on how poverty is perceived and on opinions on poverty; ‘
it is broken down into three sub —sections: do people come across poverty in their daily
life, explanations provided to the poverty phenomenon, and opinions on the ‘durability and
persistence of the problem. | - -

2.1 COMING ACROSS POVERTY

. A small number of questien's were asked to assess the visibility of the poverty issue
" in the eyes of the Europeans: to what extent do they come across paupers? Is it more |
. frequent in towns or in the country? Are they more numerous nowadays than they were?
2.1.1. Presence of paupers in the neighborhood

_ The very first question was intended to figure out how the persons polled felt _
' about the presence or absence of paupers in their dally environment,

lQllestio'n: In the area where you live, are there people who live in one of the following
situation: extreme poverty, poverty, at risk of falli(zg‘ into poverty? ==

EXtTEme POVETLY. . « o v v o v v e et eeaeae e e .. 4 |
Poverty . ............. e e e . 15 )32 %
At risk of falling into poverty ...... S ) )
Nobody in any of these situations ............... ?ZS; .
? G e e et e e e e e

TOTAL ..... 100

- Less than one thll'd of the people agree to the existence of conditions of
poverty or extreme precariousness in their surroundmg or neighborhood. More than one
European out of two claims that there is no pauper in his surrounding or nelghborhood '
In Germany, in Spain, in Luxembqurg and in the United Kingdom, six persons out “of ten
think so. :

However, the high percentage of people who refuse to answer to questlons
dealmg with their daily life conveys some embarrassment to this regard - one person out

of three in Belgium, one out ‘of two in Portqgal ‘
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Based on the answers gwen, a poverty v151b111ty mdex can be obtamed by

‘

assrgmng the followmg coefﬁc1ents

3 extreme poverty
2 poverty .
1 11ab111ty to become poor
0 no people in one or the other of the above condrtlons

' no answer

The diagram below reﬂects ‘the dlfferences among the various nations as

shown by the above — deﬁned index: 1t should be noted that Luxembourg, Germany and-

~ the United Kingdom are far- below the EC average whereas France, Italy, Greece and
above all Portugal show much higher values. . '

'
'

 The resulting classification per country does not- involve a  clear —cut
N opposmon between the North and the South, nor any’ macro — econormc data such -as
domestic mcome per capita. o

3t i - POVERTY VISIBILITY PER COUNTRY :
n- N ’ N
25+ d, o
- e - index value:
X 1 = risk of poverty.

IS S T . 2= poverty
| 3 = extreme poverty ' R -

'EEC average

0.5 -~
.0,28
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T]ie impact of social and demographic variables is low. The' sex and age
factors are of little importance. The level of education, leadership and political'stand do -
‘have an impact — less on the presence of poverty in one’s home érea than on the
precariousness shift on certain people’s condition: i..; ‘those with the highest level of
* education do not depart from the others in terms of knowing paupers, however, they more
often claim to know circumstances in which people may become poor. Besides, the higher
the income lcvel, the higher the proportlon of answers claumng an absence of poverty or

of risk of poverty in the environment.

* Extreme . | Risk of No ,
poverty Poverty poverty poverty N.A. Total

Level of education:

16 11 54 15 - 100

..  Low 4
Average 4 13 14 - 55 14 100
High 4 16 17 47 16 100
Iﬁconie level: ‘ | ‘
-= 5 6 12 50 17 100
- 4 17 14 51 14 100
+ 4 16 14 53 .13 100
++ 3 3 14 57 13 100
Leadership: - . R
S+ + 6 18 - 20 44 12 100
+ 4 15 16 51 14 100
- 3 14 11 56 16 100
- 2 16 9 56 . 17 - 100
Political stand: | o
Left 5 17 17 " 46 15 100
Center 3 14 13 ¢« 57 - 13 100
Right 3

15 12 KL 13 100
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' W1th complemental analyses, the. answers glven to this questlon can be better
understood Among others, there is a strong connectlon with the level of satisfaction

- regarding one’s life (coef. r = -0.78), with the posmomng on the verbal scale of poverty

-

and w1th the indicator of alienation’ (feehng of social 1n_|ust1ce) ,
' SATISFACTION WITH ONE'S LIFE
- AND PRESENCE OF POVERTY

Extreme - Risk of - -No S
poverty Poverty poverty poverty N.A. Total

- satisfaction with - =

- one’s life: -
Extremely satlsﬁed - 3 11 12 - - 60 - 14 100
Rather satisfied T3 15 13 . 54 .15 100 -
~ Rather not satisfied 5 19 14 45 7 - 100
Not satisfied at all 10 24 18 ¢ 31 17 100
Position on the )
poor/rich scale:
"1 (poor) 13 23 13 0 30 21 100
2 : 8 21 17 40 14 - - 100
3 5 19 0 14 47 . 15 o 1000
4 3 14 13 57 13 100 -
5 30 12 13- 59 13 - 100
6 3. 12 13 - 55 17 100
7 (rich) . 1 -2 .11 49 13 100 -
- Feeling of 1n_]ust1ce ~ ; L - s
Yes ' -7 19 15 . 43 .16 - 100
It depends 4 19 15 44 - 18 . - . 100
No 3.

1312 .59 13- 100 -
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It also seems thaf the communify of residence has some imijact on the answer
distribution, between, on the one hand those who live in villages and small towns, and,
on the other hand, those who live in large cities: 47 % of those hvmg in 1arge towns -
think that there are no paupers in their district vs. 56 % of those living in villages of
small towns. - o '
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-2.12. Actual _’knowledge of poyerty coriditions

. I order to more accurately define the scope of the answers above, an _
addltlonal questron was ‘asked to all those who claimed to know of poverty or great

precanousness condmons in the v1c1mty of their residence, i. €. 32. % of our sample Tlns
- is expressed in terms of regularlty, frequency of encounters. with poor people

Question: Do you ever happen to see for yourself the condmons under whlch these people
- lzve? Does that happen to you often, sometimes or rarely7 :

Out of the 32 % who'claimed to know . o IO'talr

.' A, circumstances of poverty: : - .. EEC -
Often v . . | . . 20) . 7y
Sometimes = = P S 44 )64% 14 )21%
Rarely - o2 T
Never ' . . : S 13 4

TOTAL . . 10

Over six persons out .of- ten therefore have a chance to see ‘what 'pov'er'ty‘.
means in concrete terms. This proportion varies frorn half the people in Belgium to nearly

: _elght persons out. of ten in Greece or Portugal. -

 The income level is a hxghly dlscnmmatrve factor in this instance. The other -
_soctal and polltlcal vanables are of little help in the result (1) interpretation — except.
for a shght unpact of the leadership and left political stand parameters It should be noted ,

that the commumty of resrdence has no mﬂuence

(1) The next results are shown using - an index computed by assrgmng the followmg
coefflclents 3 = often, 2 = sometimes, 1 = rarely, 0 = never. :
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Income level:

-+ + 2.53
+ 2.66
- 272
-— 286
Leadership:

S+ + 2.83

o+ 2.77
- 2.63
- - 2.60
Left political stand:
left =~ 2.78
center 2.66
right  2.66

It may be of interest to cross— compare these two questlons Wthh are
complemental in their approach of poverty: one question deals with the more or less dire
character of the sn:uatlon, the other concerns the frequency of the contacts, and how

deeply rooted they are in the individuals’ dally life:

Contacts with poverty circumstances

- Extreme , Risk of B
~ poverty Poverty ~ poverty Total
Fr'equency:' . | '

' Often 27 42 31 100
Sometimes 8 52 ‘ 40 . 100
Rarely. 7 43 50 100
“Never 7

48 45 100

The fact of talking about extreme poverty and that of actually meeting paupers
therefore seem to be strongly interconnected. Also, frequent contacts with paupers are
~ related to the posmomng on the verbal scale of poverty 4

Poverty scale . - .
. _ 1 2 3 4 5 6 T
Often ' _ 1815 8 5 5 5 6
Sometimes : 21 20 17 13 12 10 14
Rarely ) : 4 7 8 7 6 6 .8
Never ' , 4 4 4 4 S5 6 5
No answer , ’ 53 54 63 71 72 73 .67

TOTAL | 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
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f

2.13. Duration of poverty circumstances

Question: Again, talking of these people would you. say they are for the most part people
who have always been in that situation or are they people who have fallen into -
it after having lcnown somethmg better’ »

Out of the 32 % who claimed o Whole

_ to-come across poverty circumstances: - L . . - sample
Always been in their present situation o a0 13
Fallen into it after know1ng somethlng better . L 4% C 163
TOTAL _' L 100 32%

Oplmons vary greatly -at EEC scale In analyzmg the ‘results country by
country, a contrast emerges between Northern European countnes ~ where those polled'
rather. tend to consider poverty as cncumstanttal - and Southern European countnes -

where poverty is rather percelved as an 1nter generatlon hazard

In these countries, the notion probably encompasses different types of rea11t1es -
in the North, it more often concerns people hit by the economlc crisis or unemployment,
who end up in precariousness or poverty. In the South, there is a pregnant reference to
..rural populatlons not ‘involved in the economlc development

These ass'umptions" are backed by an' analysis of the social and demographic
- variables: a high level of instruction,. a strong leadership, a commitment to post—

materialistic values and a leftist pohncal stand usually come with a marked tendency to

con51der that poor. people "became" so.
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Paupers’ cu'cumstances — Background

~Always Became -
were poor  poor N.A. .Total

Level of education:
" Low | o 46 - 38 16 100

- Average , : 36 - 47 17 100
High | 37 43 20 100
Leadership:
++ - 36 8 - 16 100
+ ~ - 38 46 16 100
- 41 41 18 100

- - o | 46 33 21 100

Post — materialistic index: .

Materialistic - - 44 37 .19 100

Mixed 41 42 17 100

- Post — materialistic ’ 33 50 17 100

Political stand:

Left | 37 47 16 100
Center - E ' 39 45 16 100
Right o | 44 0 16 100



—33 =

214, Howj-the change' 1s perceived -

'In order to find out whether Europeans are percervmg a rise in poverty
crrcumstances, the followmg questron was asked to the ‘whole sample '

Question: In the area wher you ltve, are there more, the same, or fewer poor people than
' there were ten years ago? . : ‘

More L. e e TS

The same . . ..........c0.... e e 26
L G 7
B S S T ]
CTOTAL oot 100

Flrst of all it should be ‘noted that one thlrd of the people could not come " -

out with an answer. Among those who d1d answer, ‘the ‘prevailing oprmon is rather

. optumstrc Indeed for one thrrd of the Europeans, overty seems to. be recedmg in therr"' o

~

drstnct or vrllage Only one person out of ten comes to the conclusion that the number!
~of paupérs is increasing. It is in the EC member countnes showrng the best standard of

| hvrng that those who do not answer ‘are more. numerous (Denmark, Luxembourg,_' z

- Netherlands). In the four southern European countries and in Ireland, those who do not
~ answer are less numerous _and the most" wrdely accepted opinion is -that the number of

‘paupers is decreasmg nearly six Greeks and Itahans out of ten are of this oprmon

, The ‘answers’ obtamed are hardly related to the soc1a1 and dernographlc :
vanables ‘For any given category, the answers are structured in. very much the same way, -
To provide a. closer analysis of this overv1ew, it should be mentioned that the leaders, the -

‘post matenahsts claim a. llttle bit’ more often than the others that there are ‘more

‘ paupers nowadays than ten’ years ago.
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More As many  Less ' _
paupers paupers paupers No answer Total -

~Level of education:

" Low IR 10 .28 31 25 100
AAyerage o 12 25 28 3% - 100
High ~ 14 24 27 35 100
Iricbm_e vle-velz

o= 12 21 32 29 100
- o : 13 29 30 28 100
+ - T © 26 36 27 - 100
++ . 26 3231 100
Leader‘ship:‘
£+ 18 0B 31 28 100
+ a . 14 - 24 . 33 29 100
- | - 9 27 31 33 100
Tt 8 . 29 31 32 . 100
Post — matefrialism index: _

 Materialists 8 29 37 26 100
Mixed 12 26 31 31 - 100
Post — materialists _ - 16 23 27 34 100
Poverty scale: ,

1 17 30 21 32 100
2 4 32 27 .. 27 100
-3 - 14 25 . 30 31 - 100

4 - 10 26 33 31 100
5 11 26 33 30 - 100
6 13- 20 38 29 100
7 20 27 20 3. 100

The most resembling answer dlstnbutmn regardmg changes in the number of

panpers therefore is at both ends ~of the verbal scale of poverty.
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Conversely, the fact of conung across poverty in one’s env1ronment is closely

| related to the assumptlon that the number of paupers is mcreasmg

'Presenee of paupers in one’s village or 'district' ‘
Extreme -~ =~ 'Riskof No
“poverty Poverty poverty poverty

/

Change in the number of paupers
over the past 10 years

'More . . 33 17 20 7

As many - ' 28 . 29 27 28

-~ Less 2 36 29 35
No answer RN 8 . 18 24 30 -
TOTAL =~ 100 100 100 100 -

22 EXPLANATIONS TO POVERTY

~ As seen above, only a minority of Europeans has a chance to realize what the living
- conditions of the paupers are. However, when asked about the grounds or possible
| .explanatlons to poverty, those polled do not hesitate in statmg their opinion. Two sets of
p0551b1e explanatlons to poverty were proposed they- include ]udgrnents on 1nd1v1duals (m
relation to their lazmess) as well as cr1t1c1sms of the soc1al system (unfalr soc1ety) or -
" econormc grounds (unemployment)



=36 —
22.1. The grounds of poverty

" Question: Why, in your opinion are there people who live in need? Here are four oplmons,
which is the closest to yours?

EE.C.
1989
Because they have been unlucky ... ... O .
Because of laziness and lack of willpower . ........ - 17
*  Because there is much injustice
moursoc1ety e e e e e e e e e e e e 32
* It is an inevitable part of modern progress ......... 17
* .None of these ...... U S P . g
- TOTAL e e e e 100

The same question has been asked in the survey conducted in 1976 (1). A
* comparison of the results, country by country, shows that the polled' persons are less
committed to the idea that. poverty is a conse(juence of - laziness and "unwillingness:
compared to all EEC member —countries in 1976, this explanation is less chosen,
especially in the conntries where it was the most widely spread: United Kingdom (-25
points), Ireland ( 15 pomts) Lixembourg (-6 points). The only exception is Denmark ‘
' (+7 pomts) '

Conversely, the unfair character of the social system is chosen by an increased
- number of Germans (+ 11 points), Britons (+ 14 points), and Irish (+11 points).

- Among newcomers in the EEC, opinions differ between Spain and Portugal -
on the one hand, and Greece — where results do not range within the European average

— on the other hand

. The social and political variables are useful in understanding the results
| obtamed people havmg a high level of education tend to select the unfair character of
society. The leadership index -plays the same part. The commitment to post — materialistic
values usually indicates that the social system is blamed for'generating poverty. _

- (1) The compared results — country by country — are shown on the dlagram on the
next page. ' ,. _ _ .
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| o 1976 v 19897
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Level of education:

Low.
Average
- High

Income level:

Leadership:

++
+.

- Post — materialism index:

. Materialists
Mixed
Post — materialists

Political stand:
Left

Center

Right
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No

20
16
17

20
20
16
16

14
16

.18

23

17

17

19

17

20
17

13

17

19

19
17

16
17
~19 .
- 17

20

18
11

11
18

Unfair
luck Laziness societ_y

32
32

- 34
33

41
36

31

45.

31

23

JUP

Inevitable-
in our
modern world

14
21
21

16
17
19
22

18

19
17

16

14
19
19

16
18
21
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_ ~ Complemental analyses including cross — comparisons with the answers- obtained
_‘on the presence of paupers i in one ’s darly enwronment and on one’s. own c1rcurnstances

'prov1de interesting data
" Presence of paupers near one’s place of "re_siden'ce' .
Extreme “Riskof No  : 'No ,
poverty = Poverty - poverty  poverty  answer Total

Grounds for poverty: :

No luck .~ 16 2 .16 16 - 17 - 18 -
Laziness - | 18 - .17 15 19 12 17
Injustice - - -39 39 39 29 32 32
Fate = ..~ o 8 15 - 21 19 14 17
‘None. - 5 4 5 e Y B
- No answer . 4 5 4 . 8 - 18 9

" TOTAL. - 100 100 100 . 100 100 100

- The ' fact of commg across poverty or great precanousness crrcumstances

therefore .urges people to explarnmg poverty as a result of socral 1n_|ust1ce

'-~The chaﬁging number of paupe‘rsﬁ :

" Less As many = More NA. = ‘Total

Grounds for - poverty

No uck . 17 . 18- . 18 . 16 18

Laziness =~ =~ . | 2 . 17 - 15 < 14 17

Injustice o, . ©32 - 33 42 28 32

Fate o o= 17 18 - 18 17 17

None c ‘ 6. - 7 .5 9 7
- No answer .. . . o -6 T 27 16 9

. . TOTAL - : 100 - 1000 - 100 1007 . 100

4



— 40 —

v

"The feeling that the number of pahpers has been decreasing over the past ten
years is therefore related to a stronger tendency to blame 1nd1v1dual behav10rs for poverty
rather than questioning the social system.. '

The selection of grounds for poverty also depends on one’s positioning on the
verbal scale of poverty, especially the option "social injusticef'. '

- Positioning on the poverty scale

Grounds for poverty: = - 1 2 3. 4 5. 6 1
No luck o C 17 21 17 17 16 19 19
Laziness : 1S 16 16 16 20 21 ‘15
Injustice ’ ’ 41 39 34 32 30 23 27
Fate ‘ ’ : : 14 11 18 18 20 18 25
None B S 3 4 5 8 8 9 7
No answer ' R ‘ . 10 9 10 9 6 10 -7

TOTAL : o 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

222. Grounds for poverty connected to the overall economic elivirooment

In contmuanon of the answers above, more detailed grounds also related to
the overall economlc environment were proposed to the polling sample.

-Que'stion:‘ Among the following reasons which might explain why people are poor, which
three .of them, in your opinion, are the most common?

WA DD

' - - EEC 1989
They are victims of long —term unemployment ... .... 53
They fell into alcoholism or drug abuse ........ ... 7 38
Sickness  ................ e e e e 30
Family breakups . ................ e e e e 27
They were brought up in deprived condltlons ....... 23
_ The social welfare cuts . . .. ................. . 20
This goes back to their own laziness ........... .. 17
Loss of a spirit of community in our.society ....:... 14
They have too many children . ............... . 13.
10. They live inapoorarea ................ e e 12
11. The educational system not catering for them ... ... .. 10
12. The lack of concern among neighbors . . ... e e . 5

The order in the answers 'varies greatly from one country to the other as -

shown on the table on the next page.




BELGIUM

Unemployment

. Alcoholism, . drugs
Itiness

Broken families -
Poor environment
" Ebbing welfare
Laziness -

Loss of solidarity .

Education system
Poor area °

Too many children’

Indifference

.

SPAIN

Unemployment
Alcoholism, drugs
Poor environment
Too many children
Poor area
Illness =~ .
Broken families
Laziness )
Loss of solidarity
Laziness

Ebbinig welfare
Indifference

P

LUXEMBOURG

- Alcoholism, drugs
Unemployment
‘Poor environment
Broken families -
Hiness '
Laziness :
Education system
Loss of solidarity
Ebbing welfare
Too many children
Indifference

Poor area

18

cNRCnEERBERY

a1

16
16

0.
10 -

NUNrNERBBBYBE -

Most frequent grounds for poverty by country,

V._ 4'1".%" -

in decreasmg order

DMARK
Unemployment
Itiness

Alcoholism, drugs -

Broken families
Ebbing weifare
Loss of solidarity
Laziness
Education system. -

Poor environment -

Indifference
Too many children
Poor area

FRANCE
Unemploynrent

- Iliness
Alcoholism, drugs
Loss of solidarity

Poor environment
Ebbing welfare

Broken families -

Education system
‘Laziness

Too many ‘children
Indifference

Poor area

Unemployment
Alcoholism, drugs
- Ebbing welfare -
. Broken families
Ilness
Poor environment
Loss of solidarity
Laziness
Education system
. Too many children
“Poor area
Indifference

17

52
"51

43

19

15

MWW o=
- el

32
31
22

21

17

17

16

10

10

55

50

42.

41

16
12

(IR Y I |

GERMANY

_ Alcoholism, drugs

Unemployment
IHiness

Broken families -
Poor environment
Ebbing welfare

‘Laziness

Loss of solidarity
Too many children
Education system’
Poor area

. Indifference

Unemployment ~

Ebbing welfare
Alcoholism, drugs
Broken families

Poor envuonmem

Iliness

. Too many chlldren

Laziness

- Education system -

Poor area..

‘Loss of solidarity
Indifference

PORTUGAL

Unemployment

Iliness

- Ebbing weifare '

Alcoholism, drugs

. Too many children

Poor environment

" Poor area
_ Broken farmhes

Laziness

Loss of solidarity
Education system .

Indifference

58 .
3.
42 .

B

9
‘18 -

39

33

19
-16
13

13

41
37

21
17

16

15

12

' GREECE

‘Tliness .

Laziness
Unemployment
Broken families
Poor environment
Ebbing welfare
Alcoholism, dr‘ugs
Poor area .
Too many chlldren

.Loss of solidarity

Education system
Indifference .

- ITALY

Unemployment .
Alcoholism, drugs
Iliness )
Broken families
Poor environment
Laziness

Too ‘many children
Poor area

Loss of solidarity -
Ebbing welfare
Education system
Indifference

" UNITED KINGDOM

“Unemployment:
Broken families
Ebbing welfare

Poor environment ..

* Alcoholism, drugs
Laziness

_ Iliness )
Too many children

Poor area .

" Loss of solidarity
. Education system

Indifference

52 .

37’

R
- 29

26

.19

19

16
13

0
33

23

22

o
18
‘16

15

12
11
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The sex variable has little impact'_ on this opinion field (except for a slight
difference where laziness is concerned). As they grow older, the surveyed persons mention
illness more often (15-24: 24 %; 40 and older: 33 %). The __edl.ication level has an
‘considerable impact on the distribution of anéwe_rs: those with a high level of education
are more inclined to blaminé the loss of '_spirit of solidarity (+ 8 points) and the -
consequences of long-term unempldyment (+ 10 points).  Conversely, those with the
lowest level of education more often select illness and laziness. The income level is also
a relevant variable: broken families, the sbcial environment and long Qt_erm unemployment
-are more often selected by individuals having a high _incdme level. Leaders are more
~ sensitive to the ebbing welfare (+ 1 points vs. non leaders). Post —materialists more
often justify poverty by the ebbiﬁg welfare (a 16 —point difference with materialists), by
the loss of the spirit of solidarity ’(a 10— point difference), by unemployment (9 points)
-and by the inadequacy of the school system 9 pbints).

The g_rbunds selected for poverty also largely depend on one’s political stand:
leftists rather select the consequences of a reduced welfare coverage and of unemployment
while right —wing individuals mention alcoholism and drugs as well as laziness.

The table below compares opinions on the grdunds for poverty to opinions

on the most common images or explanations to the issue:

No .

huck Laziness Injustice Fate
Reduced welfare coverage . 16 7 46 - 20
Indifference among neighbors 17 ' 16 38 - 18
Illness = - 20 16 - 31 17
Broken families 18 18 - 29 .21
Poor environment 18 -+ 15 38 17
Loss of the spirit of sohdanty 14 ' 13 : 42 21
Alcoholism, drugs . 18 . 21 29 17
Long - term unemployment 17 . 12 - 38 20
Poor area 16 - 15 - 37 20
Laziness ‘ 12 48 16 16
Education system 12 1 43 24

Too many children - . 19 21 32 17
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Some lmks or relatrons are therefore established: people who consrder that
rnjustrce in society is the deep ground for poverty rather mention the reduced welfare
‘ coverage, the loss of ‘spirit of sohdarrty and the 1nadequate school system tradltlonally seen

- as a way to provrde equal chances

‘23 THE FATE OF POOR PEOPLE

Poverty is often descnbed as an mescapable phenomenon 1nherent to  any soc1ety It
is 1mportant to find out how much Europeans share this v1ew, whether they thmk that one

"is poor forever or "from generatron to generatlon
23.1. General opinion on the course taken by society

» The first questlon was rather general and was meant to collect the oplmons :
‘of people on the course ‘taken by their soc1ety in terms of more equal chances or,
"conversely, in terms of exacerbated crrcumstances or condltlons in’ thelr country of

resrdence

‘ Question thch of the followmg two opmtons about our. soczety come closest to your own
’ - view? _ oo

" EEC. 1989

*- In our socrety, the r1ch get richer o
and the POOT et POOTET . . .7\ v it o v et oo e - 70
~*. In our society, there is less and less d1fference in income -
between the rich and the poor . ........... e 291 :
* ‘7 ' ---.-f'-,-‘--.-.-'-.. ............. ‘-..“ '
TOTAL ..o ol e 100

Seven Europeans out of ten agree that the 8ap between the poor ‘and’ the
~ wealthy is growmg wider. This proportion is even h1gher in Anglo—saxon countries. 8
persons out of ten in Ireland and in the Umted Kingdom). It is much smaller in Spain
."and in Greece : ' ’ ' '
The educatlon and income levels, and the commltment to post-materlahstlc '- |
values are also variables to be reckoned - but 1n thrs 1nstance, the rnost drscrrmmatrve

~

- _varrable is the political stand.



The course taken by society

More - " Less

discrepancies  discrepancies =~ NA. . Total .
Education level:
Low . - | 70 22 8 ‘ 100
- Average , 72 19 9 1100 -
High ] 66 25 9 100
Income level:
- : ‘ 74 18 8 100
- - T 21 , 7 100
+ : : 72 20 , 8 100
Post — materialism index:
Materialists o 66 25 9 100
Mixed | | 70 2 8 100
Post — materialists 76 : 17 . 7 100
Political stand:
Léft »_ 8 15 5 100
Center . 70 S22 8 100 . .
10 100

Right : : 62 28



_ Obvrously, the oplmons on the general course taken by soc1ety are clearly
* related to the level of satlsfactron with one’s present life but also and above all to the
L hfe one had flve years ago as well as to the expectatlons over the next five years
- Level of satlsfactlon with one ’s present hfe :
vs. one’s hfe ﬁve years earher ’
. '_ More Less o
- satisfied . Ditto” .. . satisfied . . NA. =
' Opinion on the course | | L |
taken by society: ) '
More . discrepancies 68' ' - ‘:69 I 77,  66
Less discrepancies 23 o2t 17 14
- No answer - - L9 100 0 6 20
TOTAL o w0 - o100 . o100 - 100

Expectatioils over the next five years S ‘
 Slightly - Much Shghtly  Much  NA

‘improved - improved - detenorated - deteriorated
Oplmon ‘on_ the course _) o g |
~ taken by society: _ ‘
' More discrepancies - 66 6 . 76 . 8 66
Less discrepancies’ =~ -~ 25 . - .23, o 17 1. ~ .19
No answer 9 B S A T S

CTOTAL - 10 100 0 100 100 100
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. The hlgher the surveyed person has posmoned h1m(her)self on the verbal scale N
of poverty, the more hghtly ‘he(she) will be to claim that the dxscrepanaes between the,
R " poor and the wealthy are gettmg smaller ‘ : 2

- Positibning on the poverty scale . ‘
i 1 2 3 4-5 6 7.
Opim’hn‘_ on the course
taken. by society: A o
. “More discrepancie“s_ S . 80 78 75 70 66 52 51

~Less discrepancies o - 12 13 18- 21 26 37 38
%-Noanswer . - . 8 9 7 '9 8-}11 11
TOTAL 100100 100 100 100 100 100

.‘ The more one c0n51ders that soc1ety is unfaxr the. more one tends to think

l that dlscrepanmes are 1ntens1fy1ng in our soc1ety

Feeling of injusﬁce‘

¥

S o It o - SR
Yes depends . No . N.A.
" Opinion on the course ' o
- taken by society: =
" More discrepancies IRV .. T3 S | 66 64
Less discrepancies =~ 15 - 18 - . 2 12
No answer o 4 9 9 24

TOTAL -~ .~~~ 100 100 100 . 100
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‘ Besrdes, the polled persons who clarrned not’to be aware of the exlstence of
'poverty circumstances near their place of resrdence also tend more than others, to tlnnk
that social dlscrepanc1es are: getting smaller (66 %). Conversely, whether one chose the -
extreme poverty, the poverty or the risk of poverty option does not, really have an 1mpact _
“on the overall view on the cou_rse taken by society in ‘terms of ,poor and wealthy o

.- The answers given are, in this mstance, strongly correlated to the feelrng that' _
there has been or that there has not been more paupers over the past ten years.

The change in the number of paupers‘

More - Asmany ~ Less  NA
Opinion on the course | - | | |
-taken by society: | | 4 ‘ _
More discrepancies © - . 8 . T3 .. - 6 - 10 -
Less discrepancies = ' , 1 20 - - 30 .17
No answer ‘ - 6 i . 8 13

TOTAL - 10 . 100 . 10 . 100°

- 2.3'.'2.. Th'e'-' pauperS’ chances;to make it through
Though they seem to be rather pessmustrc regardrng possrble changes in the
dlscrepanc1es between the wealthy and the poor, Europeans express more - mixed feehngs

on the paupers chances to have a better life.

~_ Question: In your opinion, do the people who are.in such deprived ctrcumstances have a
- chance of escapmg from them or have they vm‘ually no chance of escapzng? _

"EEC  EEC
_ 1976 - 1989 .

Have an opportunity . . .. ....... P i s2 s
Have scarcely any opportumty .......... e e e e e 32 - 32
? e e e .16 14

-------------------------------

. TOTAL  ..... e e e e a .. 100 100
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Every other person may grant them some chance to make it through however
one persoh out of three grants them none. This apparent stability in the opinions’ conceals
* departing changes. Based on the comparison of the 1989 results with the 1976 answers,
three groups of countries ean be distinguished. | i

United ngdom
Ireland
Denmark

. Countries where opinions are more negative regarding chances
to. make it through

)
)
)
Belgium ) : , o K
Germany ) o : g No significant shift
France ) ’ ,
Luxembourg )
)
)

{

Italy

: Countries where opinions are more positive
‘Netherlands ’

BN

Lastly, it. should be noted. that it is in Greece that the answers are the most
optimistic: seven persons out of ten con51der that there is a good chance for the paupers -
to improve their c1rcumstances

The youngest, those who have the highest mcome, rlghnsts are more optimistic

on the paupers chances Conversely, the leaders and post — materialists prove more
skeptical.
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' 'I"he paupers’ chances to- make it through __ )

| In_coxi;_e level:

- Leadership:

+ 4+
=N

Post — materialism index:

‘Materialists
Mixed
. Post — materialists

- Political stand: .
Left

-Center.

Right

_ }Cours‘e‘takén by sbciet&:

‘More discrepancies -

- Less ‘discrepancies
- No answer - '

S No
..~ Chances chance
49 C o34
53 33
54 33
60 30
55 36.
55 .33
55 30
49 32
53 30
55 32
53 37
- s0 a7
.57 31
57 30
50 36
66 2
53 20

17
14

13
10

12
15
19

17
13
.10

13

12
13

L4
27

© Total |

100
100

o100
100

. 100
100

©.100

100

100

© 100
100

100

100 -
100

100
100 -
100 -
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Any opinion expressed on possible changés in the paupers’ circumstances
~ depends on one s appraisal of one’s own future and of one’s children’s future (range: 10
points): the more optimism one shows regarding one’s own future, the more optlmlstlc one

is for the others and, more particularly, for the poor.

Chénces to make it through

: No » ' ‘
Chances chance N.A. Total
Living conditions ' '
five years from now: : ' ' : _
Will be much improved 61 29 10 - 100
Will improve a little - 59 ' 30 _ 11 - 100
Will deteriorate ‘a little =~ 44 43 13 © 100 -

Will deteriorate a lot , 42 45 13 100

Opinions are also all the more optimistic as the posmon selected on the
- verbal scale of poverty is higher (and also as one does not impose restrictions upon

oneself).

Chances to make it through

: No '

. : Chances chance N.A. - Total
Position on the S i ' -
poverty scale: ‘ , &

1 34 46 20 100
2 40 42 . 18 ' 100
3 49 » 36 A 15 100

4 56 30 T 14 4 100
5 59 30 11 100
6 63 , 27 . - 10 100
7

31 36 13 100

‘The same peculiar position'ap‘pears a‘géin for those who positioned themselves
at level 7 ("wealthy").- | o | |

Answers are consistent with the opinion expressed on' the general course
followed by poverty. _ .
' | Chapoes to make it through .

_Chances - No chance - N.A. Total
Course followed by poverty: , ' L | |
More .42 47 11 - 100
Ditto - : 53 .35 12 100

Less ’ N .28 o1 100
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The general oplmon expressed on the fair or unfarr character of soc1ety also ‘
‘has’ an impact on the apprarsal of the chances that paupers have to ‘make it through (58~
- % of the people who find that society is not unfalr grant chances to the poor VS, 44 %
. of the people who consrder that socrety is unfalr) ‘

It is also 1nterest1ng to cross — compare these answers w1th the ground selected

. to explam the poverty phenomenon

. No.

| Chances chance NA. . Total
. "Grounds “for' pox'(erty':' | ' ' } - » ‘
Nolck . . 's3 . 3% 15 .00 .
Laziness . - 70 22 - 8- 100
 Injustice” - . - 4 44 12 - 100
, Fate - 58 - 34 8 100

B 233. Expectations for. the paupers’ children -
The last questron dealt w1th the -circumstances. of the paupers chlldren 1t is _

' also useful m better understandmg the Europeans opinion: are people borr poor? Do';

" people become poor"

'Qu'est_ion: And chzldren of these people, have they or not an opportumty to. get out. of this -~

sztuatton? ]
o S E_EC".EEC“-
T 1976 1989
*  Have an OPpOTUMItY . .. o e teee ool 69 68
* .Have scarcely any opportunity ...... A IR 14 19
L e e e e IR e 17 13
TOTAL. - ......... e e e e e 100 . - 100

_ Oprmons are thus much more optmustlc regardmg the fate of the paupers o
. children. The correlatlon with the answers on expectatlons for the paupers themselves 1s R

R extremely strong
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When analyzing the social and demographic variables, the same links as earlier
on the fate of the paupers’ children are shown.

The answers are all the more optimistic as one is satisfied with one’s life, as
one has optimistic expectations for one’s own future, and as one tends to think that there
will be less poor people.




_ : SECTION 3
MEANS AVAILABLE IN THE STRUGGLE AGAINST POVERTY
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As in any social phenomenon, the means of action can be -contemplated at individual

level or at the level of public; national or European authorities.

31 INDIVIDUAL ACTION = « A S

Individual action in the struggle against poverty can come under various forms: it
may be a matter of dedicating time, of volunteering or of donating. '

3.1.1. Money donations

_ The wording of the question was quite modest: it conéerne_d giving "a little -
money". '

Question: And if one asked people like yourself to do somethmg to help reduce poverty
- by gzvmg up. a little money for this purpose, would you be willing to do so or

- no? ,
 Willing to ... ... ... e . .. 50
* -Not willing . ........... ... ..... e e e e 31
* ? et e e e e e e e et 19 -
TOTAL e e e et s et e e e ettt 100

v One Europeari out of two would therefore agree. However, this 'p.roportionv
~varies greatly from one country to the other: one person out of four in Spaln, three
~ persons out of four in Greece. These answers are .comparable to what people claim. to "
be wﬂllng to donate for the Third World, except in Spain and in France.

The tendency to contemplate donating money increases with the education and .
income levels leadership, commitment to post — materialistic values and left — wmg pohtlcal

stand.
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~ Money donations |
| Level of e'duca'tionﬁ__‘ S | |
Low - . . . o -4 23 10

. Average . . 51 - 330 7 16 . 100 .
‘”ngh o B . e S - 100

 Income level:- o
= 49 30 21 . 1000
o T s 3 10 100

.Izadérs_hip:- _ _. -

o Usg 29 o100

- a2 2 260 100

; Post—méteﬁa]ism index: .
Materialits ~ . 45 31 - 24 100

" Mixed - - .51 32 EEREY AR 100
Post —materialists - : .59 27 _ oo 14 o 100 .

Political stand:

CLeft s om0

‘Cemter - . . ... 5 . . .2 .- . 18 . 100
~Right, -~~~ .80 -3 . 15 100

(&)
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- 3.1.2;~ Dedicating time

Paradomcally, people are more wﬂ]mg to spend tlme helpmg the poor than
to donate money. : o _ . :

- Question: Would you be willing to give .up‘ -a little time to help poor peoﬁle ormot? . -

Notwiling ...................... 22
R S e 19
TOTAL . .. .. i e e e e . 100

Nearly six persons out of ten- thus clann to be wﬂlmg to dedlcate some of
thelr tlme, this is an extremely 1mpresswe stock of w1111ngness : o

- The same social and' demographic variables are discriminative again.

A ~ OK = Not OK ° NA. Total .
Level of education: - - R S S

< Low’ . e e e e e e e e edie e e e e 53 . ' 22 25 100
Average e . r e e te e n e 62 . 22 16 100
High _ e e e e e e e 67 18 15 © 100 -
Income level: - . . _ S PO
- - e e e e e e © 57 24 19 100
- Soioea e, o 600 20 - 18 100
+ S - 61 21 .18 - 100
+4+ e 66 22 12 100
Leadership , g L ,
++ R S mn 18 11 100

o+ o e e 65 19 16 - 100

= e e eee 57 23 20 100
-- L e i e e et e e 49 - 24 - 27 100

~ Post— matenahsm mdex A o ‘ , .

" Materialists B . 7 A< 25 100
Mixed ’ S S “o.o 59 23 18 100 .
Post—materialists . .................... 72 15 -13 - 100

- Political stand: S P ; . SR
Left . O S . 64 19 - 17 100
Center I T : 64 19 . 17 100

57 < 27 7 16 . 100

Right .



The vanous ‘ways to volunteer in the struggle agalnst poverty are. hsted below

- in preferentlal order

v | Question:  What sort of thing would 'yo‘uf be p}epared to ‘do? - _
o | N | “ All of the

*!ﬂpwprr

"EEC
' Visit old people hvmg alone e e e e e 46 27
Take part in a voluntary or charitable orgamzatlon .. 34 20;
,Help in a center for poor people A < B 19 -
' Give lessons in reading and writing ............. " 29 17

Help poor people in their dealings with the authormes S 29 17
Organize the distribution .of clothing .. ..... e, 24 - 14
Help unemployed people to find .a work e e e e 24 . 14
_ Other S 3 2.

S e e e 4 -2

TOTAL S ¢ ) R ¢V I

The propomon of people hable to partake in one or the other of these |
activities is twice as much for the item concermng the elderly as for - assrstlng the
unernployed There. agaln, there are 51gmf1cant variations from country to. country as shown
on the dlagram at -the next page. o '

Whereas the sex and age variables were of httle 1mportance in descnbmg
opuuons on poverty, they have a great impact on the volunteer activities one claims to
be willing to ‘do: helpmg the poor with the adrmmstranon, and the unemployed w1th '
* finding a ]ob is more of a man’s answer.. Teachlng grown —ups to read and write is
something four youngsters out of ten are w11hng to undertake The other soc1al and

demographlc vanables are. also hlghly dlscnmlnatlve -

(1)- The total exceeds 100 owing to multiple answers. <
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Help in a center for poor people
Organize the distribution of clothing-
Give lessons in reading and writing
- Help poor people in their dealings with the authontles
Visit old people living alone : ‘
“Help unemployed people to find a work _
Take part in a voluntary or chantable organization
-Other - ‘ , :

'?Qmmpbw>”

Male ........ A ..., 28 20 27 ‘32

Female . ..............0 ... 37 28 31 26

Age: : ST ' S

15-24 ... .. e e e 35 26 41 22

25-39 Ll e . 35 24 33 33°
40-54 . ... ... ... 31 24 25 31
.~ S5andover ............... 31 23 2227
- Level of education: . : - :

" Low ... e, 35 2715 19
© - Average ...... e e e 32 24 32 32 ¢
~ High ....... e e el 30 19 51 39
Income level: : L I L
e P 36 30 22 22
- e '35 24 27 32
A , 33 24 30 29
+4+ ... DI R o.... 3023 36 35
- Leadership o R
++ oo e e e 31 22 37 40
oo e e 32 23 35 330
e e e e e e e 33 26 27 26

Lo LLiUUL 35 26 16 16

Post - materialism " index:

- Materialists ................ .3 27 19 20

- Mixed ......... N 32 25 28 29
Post matenahsts T 33 19 43 38
Political stand: » T
Left ........ P .. 31 25 35 33
Center . ........iveweueivw. 34 22 27 27

Right ... ..0....o.%..0.... 32 23 28 30

W

WW RN :
MWW w

W W W
NWL

TR WWL
W W

WL - -

W W

H W W
W W

W W W
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32 MEASURES TAKEN BY THE PUBLIC AUTHORITIES

Let us now switch to the means 1mplemented by the public authorities: at what level
should they be enforced? Are they sufficient? How much do Europeans know about the
- existing measures? These issues are surveyed in this last section. '

32.1. Is the minimum ihoome known?

. The fll'St questlon mtroduced here deals with whether or not Europeans know

about the guaranteed minimum income.

Question:  Can you tell me whether or not there is a minimum income guaranteed by the
public authorities in your country? (IF YES) who as far as you know is entitled
to this minimum income guaranteed? :

Anybody who is not already at the minimum income level

* Only to those who are not at the minimum income level and who fulfill certain
spec1ﬁc conditions such as their age, unemployment, dlsablhty, etc.

~-*  There is no- guaranteed minimum income

Owing to the diversity in the regulanons of the various EEC member -
countries, it is not . p0551b1e to figure out an average for Europe. The table below
summarizes the situation in each country:

B DK GGR S FIRL1 L NL P UK

Minimum income - = X X X X X X X X
No minimum income o X X X X

The diagram (_)h the next page illustrates the answers obtained.
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. MINIMUM | |
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GREECE
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~ ADEQUATION OF THE ANSWERS WITH THE EXISTING SYSTEMS
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- 322. Appraisal qf'th'e measures taken by the domestic public authorities

Generally speaking, besides the specific issue of the minimum mcome
guaranteed the polled sample was asked to bear judgement on the measures taken by the
public authorities in the struggle against poverty

Question Do you think that the publw authorities in your country do all they should for _
o poor people, do too much, or do not do enough? .

* Do tooomuch. .............. ... .0iuu... 4
* Do what they should ...................... 23
* Do not do enough-....... e e c e 66
R e e e e e e e e 7

CTOTAL L LLLIIILiiiIiin L. 100

An extremely large majority of Europeans consider that the measures taken
by the public authorities in the struggle against poverty are not sufficient. This opinion
is even more widely shared in Spain (77 %), in Italy (84 %), in Portugal (76 %) and in -
. the Umted ngdom (70 %) The srtuatlon is consrdered as more satlsfactory in Denmark.

The criticisms are sharper when the pblled person is young, rather committed
to post — materialistic values and takes a left—wing political stand.

The- public authorities do...
Too What they Not o
much  should enough N.A. Total

Age: ’
15-24 3 21 69 7 - 100
- 25-39 3 20 - 69 8 100

- 40-~54 4 23 . 66 7 - 100

35 and over 4 27 61 8 - 100
Post — materialism mdex .

Materialists 4 25 63 8 -100

Mixed 4 .24 .65 7 100

- Post- materialists 2 17 76 5 100

Polmcal stand L C

. Left - - v ' 2 .19 75 4 - 100

Center _ o 03 23 67 - 7 100

: 7 30 57 6 . 100

. Right
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The persons ‘most. 1nterested in the poverty 1ssue are. those who- show less
satlsfactlon with the measures taken by the pubhc authorities. o

Individual acﬁvities R o
Money donations = - ° Dedicating time = -

Yes -~ ‘No. - Yess . No.
_ Appraisal of the measures taken - | | - |
by the public authorities: 5 _ ,
* - They do too much | -3 : 5 S 3 . 6 -
* _ They do what they should -~ 32 26 22 - 27
x

~ They do not do enough =~ 70 . 61 o 700 58

The persons w1111ng to personally do somethlng in the struggle agamst poverty
are, mdeed those who are most crmcal regardmg the measures taken by the pubhc |
' authontles ' ‘

The ]udgement passed on the pubhc authorltles pohcy also partly depends on’ |
. the ground selected as generatlng poverty B ' '

. Grounds for poverty

No o o o
luck Laziness . Injustiee Fate . N.A.

" Too much - o2 1 17T 3 4

.
* Enough @ - 24 "~ 31- B3 27 24
* " Not emough - - 66 - 52 8 - 63 - 50-
*.  No answer - ‘ 8 1 3 -7 0 2

"TOTAL . . 100 100 100 100 100
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The judgement passed on the measures taken by the publ‘ic authorities is also

connected to the presence of poverty or precariousness circumstances near one’s place of

~ residence.

Existence of poverty circumstances
Extreme " Risk of
poverty Poverty - poverty

Judgerhent passed on the'_measures’
taken by the public authorities ‘

* 'They do too much 5 L. 2 2

*  They do what they should 12 17 21

*  They do not.do enough ' 79 15 - 720

* _No answer « 4 - 6 . 5 N
ToTAL .. - 100 100 100

No
poverty ~ N.A.

4 3
27 17
61 67
8 13
100 100

The polled persons who positioned themselves at.a low level on the verbal

scale of poverty also prove ‘more critical of the ‘measures taken by the public authormes .

\ Pove‘rty scale '
1 2 3
Judgement passed on the measures taken

by the public authormes

They do too much | - 2 2

®

*  They do what they should , 13 15 20
*  They do not do enough ' : 78 75 70
* No answer - 9 '8 8.

5 9 .7

24 26 32 36
65 63 55 48

-6 4 9

TOTAL : _ ' ‘ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
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323, Are the r_neasures taken'.by' the . European‘institutions knoWn?

_ Before enqumng about people s appraisal of the EEC measures in the struggle(
‘agamst poverty, it was 1mportant to make sure - that Europeans were aware of them -

Question Have you heard of the European Communzty talang actzon m the ﬁght against

- poverty?
Yes e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 31
No .. i e e - 62
Y e e e e e e e e 7
TOT{\L_ ........................ 100.

One person out of three is therefore aware of the policy conducted by the
European 1nst1tutlons It is in Portugal (49 %) and in Belglum (44 %) that this policy is
. best known. Conversely, three French crtrzens out of four never heard of it.

334 Opinio'ns on this .policy ‘~

" The measures taken by the- European institutions in the struggle agamst'-
'poverty were considered from the angle of su1tab111ty (is it right ‘or wrong) as well as in
. terms of efficiency. The table below _shows the answers ‘obtained from both v1ewp01nts.

| Question: . Do you think it is good or bad that the European Commumty should get :
’ : : lnvolved in the fight against poverty7 : S

Do you think that the. European Commumty is domg enough or not enough in
' the ﬁght agamst poverty7 =

- ~Not . e
V : Enough - enough . N.A.
* Good. = o o - 5 5
* Bad SR | 1 Co=
* = Neither gOod nor bad S 2 o1
2 N | H Y | R .62

'A'mong those informed on the measures - taken by' the EEC ‘a majority
considers' them . as insufficient. The dlagram on the next page reﬂects the leve]s of

Ainformatlon and of oprmon in each country.
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80 -
- 80
60+ 68
4 48
- ‘3 A
wl . 40 40 38 _,
, s8 - u
o
24
20+
0 } } + { t t + t t } {
B DK D GR E F IRL 1 Wwx  NL P UK
FAVORABLE OPINION ON THIS POLICY
100 — ’
20 -+
80 +
w04 .
, 32
28 2 29 28 29 . 4 28
24. 29
20 + 19 19
0 L1 P WLy | : : i
B DK - D CR E F 1 L NL P UK



G

" TECHNICAL APPENDICES



— 68 — -

TECHNICAL APPENDIX A.1

Paupers are underrepresénte_d in the _
.- samples used for opinion polls

The factors leading to the fact that paupers are underrepr'esentéd‘ in ~ or even de
facto excluded from — the samples used in opinion polls are of two types:

- rob]ectlve factors all surveys, even- the most systematlc ones, such as censuses, leave
out the most underpnvﬂeged layers of the population, among others, the homeless
who do not have a fixed place of residence;

— more psychological factors: the 'underprivileged more often refuse to answer to

_ surveys; the cultural barrier comes with low material resources.
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX A2

' LEADERSHIP

\

What is an oplmon leader"" It is a person who, wrthm the’ framework of certam
social functions, usually has on the others’ opinions a greater influence than others have .
on h1m (her) If all members of a social group were equivalent or interchangeable in the

B -group s opinion — making, attitude. and behavior process, the group would go on operating

in some way even if 'such or such member were to disappear. The leader happens to be

- the very person thanks to whom thmgs are different: he (she) has an influence on the

. others — it should be stressed again — much more than.he (she) is influenced by them,
~not only occasmnally but in a: relatlvely contlnuous and predlctable way

Market studles as well as oplmon polls, and more generally social psychology studles .
are designed, among others, to find the leaders. In order to do so, only three methods.
are known: :

“ L Soc1ometr1c study of the: respectlve within a glven group but this method easrly |
. implemented w1th1n a’ laboratory or with small groups .

2. Study by 1nterrogat1ng preferenual informers. who say who, accordmg to them,
‘behaves as a leader within such or such group. This method is limited by the
- same restrictions as the previous method and, moreover, it may identify
"prominent persons’ — i.e., people having a notonously significant social posmon '
- rather than "leaders" actually mvolved in the -group’s hfe

3. Leaders self - selectlon via surveys, i.e. the method which. consists in defmmg the
leaders as the individuals representatlve of some of the features inherent to what

is generally admitted as a "leadership” behavior: interest shown for certain. 1ssues,~ o

level of act1v1ty - scope and- intensity — within the framework of the group S
life. . . : -

We chose the last method because it seemed to us that it was the only one Wthh
-could be implemented operationally in . surveys on samples representatlve of numerous and
leCI'Slfled populatlons : : »

The analysis of the results accumulated over the previous polls showed - that,
statistically, it is significant to figure out an. index based on the answers given by all of
the polled persons to two questions- dealing, on the one hand, with the tendency to
- discuss politics with one’s friends and, on the other hand, with the tendency to convince
other people of an, opinion one happens to be strongly committed to.-To prevent

confusion w1th the concept of institutional leader often used in other research projects, - -

the phrase ' cogmtlve mob1hzat1on is used for leadership in the French version of this
document. . . o o



— 70 —

. This index was designed so as to include four levels the highest of which
corresponding to those persons identified as opinion leaders, i.e. approximately 12 % of .
the European population while the lowest is for non —leaders (approximately 25 %j); the
two intermediate degrees are for individuals who are respectively slightly more and slightly
less of a leader than the average individual.

'I'he table below shows how the leadershlp index was de51gned

- : - Convincing others... .

Often Sometimes Rarely  Never No answer

Often L+ ++ + +. .+

Sometimes ' : + -+ - - =
Never . , o - - - - - = - =

No answer: A R - - = — - -
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX A3

Monetary resources

- Former works on income levels amply demonstrated that the dlstnbutlon law is
lognormal and that it is therefore preferable to use the medlan and quarter values as
descriptive StatlStIC variables’ (1) The table below shows the medran income value for each

country in the European Cornmumty (i.e., the income that SO % of the households have

and therefore.that the other 50 % do not have). . .

(1) Jean Stoezel: Les revenus et le colt des besoins de la vie- (Income and the cost of
life requlrements) - IFOP 1976 page 19.
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ESTIMATE OF THE MONTHLY MEDIAN INCOME
PER HOUSEHOLD AND PER COUN'_I‘RY. -
' ' Domestic

. currency
Belgium " (BLF) ............ e 47500
Denmark DKR) ........ocvv... . 255000 -
- Germany DM) .. : 3250
Greece (DRA) .. ............... ~ 95000
Spain (PTA) ........... e . 85000
France (FF) ...... ... .. ... e ' 8500
Ireland _ (RL) .......... I 665
. Italy : ' (LIT) thousands ........... 1600
Luxembourg (FLUX) e e e e e e e .85000
‘Netherlands - - (FL) ............. R : 3000
Portugal (ESC) .o 57500

United Kingdom " (UKL) ... o _ 915 .

It- should be noted that: »

our samples are of small size. Fmer estimates would require samples mvolvmg several
thousand people in each country.

The figures in the table above are for mcome per household The average size of -
the household varies greatly from one country to the other. Moreover, the number

of persons having an income also varies: '

HOUSEHOLD BREAKDOWN

- Average Average
number of ™ number of
members persons with
~ an income
Belgium . . ............... 2.73 ' 1.46
Denmark ............... - ' 2.57 ' 1.61
Germany .......... e e 29 1.54
Greece ................. 3.38 '1.46
Spain .., ................ 3.65 1.40
France . ................. } 3.10 . 153
Ireland . . . ............... , 4.00 1.39
Italy ............ e 3.40 , 1.55
Luxembourg ........... e : 3.0 . - 141
Netherlands . . ............. - 2.86 , 1.31
‘Portugal .. ..... e - 3.51 : 1.59
United Kingdom . ........... ' 293 - 1.64

EEC . ..... ... ... .. .... L 3.16 1.55



Question- : On the whole .are you very SatlSﬁCd fairly satisfied, not very satlsﬁed or not at all sausﬁed w1th the 11fe you lead ?

B DK D GR E. F IRL S L NL P UK EURO

. Very satisfied . .. . . SR e, 26 s6 27 28 16 18 31 15 33 49 5 34 24

. Fairly satisfied . .. .................. 55 38 61 40 65 59 S50 62 56 45 6 52 57

. Not very satisfied . ... ......... D 2 4 8 18 15 18 12 18 8 5 24 .11 - 14

. Not at all satisfied ............ e V- 4 1 2 14 3 4 6 'S5 2 1 9 3 4,

.Noanswer ............... S TS ¢ 2 6o 1.1 -1 0 1 0 1 .0 1
 TOTAL .......... o 100 100 100. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Question : If you think back to your life five years ago, would you say that ydu are...

B DK D GR E FIRL I L N. P UK EURO

| N | | 2

. more satified now than you were ﬁvc years ago - 35. 38 31 46 41 31 42 44 33 33 40 47 38.
. less satisfied . ... .. .. SR e e 39 45 49 .32 33 41 33 34 51 52 36 29 @ 39.
.Nochange .......... ... ... . ... - 22 14 16 18, 22 27 22 21 13 13 22 22 2
.Noanswer ..ol oo L 4. 3 4 4 4 1 3 1 3 2 2 2 2
CUTOTAL oo 100 100 100 100 100 100 “100 100 100 100 100 100 100

— €L —.



Question : Do you think that your everyday conditions .willl-imprch over the next five yeard or not ? A l_oi or ﬁ little ?

. Yes, will improve alot ... ............
. Yes, will improve a little ......... A
. Will got a little worse ... ... e .
.Will gotalotworse .................

. Contact cannot make up his mind ........ '

.......................

. No answer

Question : | Which people in your household make a contribution to the family ?

.Respondent . .....................
. Spouse
JAchild oLl o
.Several children . ..................
. Respondent’s father . ... .. .. P
. Respondent’s mother . ................
. Someone else in the household apart from above
. Noanswer ....... e e e

......................

(1) Total over 100 due to multiple answers.
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Question : " -In your household do you enjoy any beneﬁts apart from money income : for example, rent free accomodation, goods or serv1ces
E as beneﬁts in kind, products prov1ded in the .course of work or business, or other things 7 If Yes, which ones ? '

B DK D GR B ¥ RL 1 L NL P UK EURO

: 12

. Rent free accomodation -. . . .. e e oS 4 7 5 2 3 5 19 4 0 14 3. 7
. Produce of family farmmg e e e e e o2 2 3 18 6 4. 10 11 7 2 19~ 0 -5
. Products or.other goods in the course of work ' ' ‘ . -
business - . ... ... o oo 2 1 3 0 0 2 2 1 1 3 2 5 2

. Free produce (for instance work clothes supphed o o : : . '

by employer free electricity or coal etc...) . .13 1 -1 -1 2 3 1 1 2 .1 2 1

. ‘Othér non monetary benefits . . . ... ... e R 6 1 0 . 1 1 3 0 r -1 2 .5 . 2
. No benefits other than money income ... .. .. - 74 8 8 76 '8 8 73 64 .80 91 72 85 - 80
.Noanswer ...:............ e 17 4 2 7 4 6 100 7 1 0 1 -5
. ‘TOTAL ..... T € NN 0 RN € 2 €5 J €0 I € O TR ) 2N € O BN €  JAY 00 I € ) N O ) B ¢ )

If yes, specnal extras, answers 1 to 4 to previous questlon ~ : ‘ o
- Question : ° If you think of the extras above other than cash mcome would you say that they play a very important, quite important, not
o very 1mportant or not at all 1mportant role in your present standard of living ? . : : .

B DK D .GR E F IRL. I L NL P UK EURO.

N

- 12

L Very important G . ... ..., .26 16 35 45 16 31. 43 40 I5 11 54 37 . 36

*. Quite important . ... ....:........... 3 23 36 31 2638 40 35 17 27 36 26 33

. Not very/not at all 1mportant A 24 58 28 22 45 24 7 21 60 -58 - 3 27 .. 25
-Noanswer ............ IR U A | 4. 3 r- 2 13 7 10 4 8 4 7 100 6
TOTAL ..........c...... . 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

(1) Total over 100 due to multiple answers.

—q—



Question :  Taking everything into account, at about what level is your family situated as far as its standard of living is concerned ‘7 (Show
card). You may answer by giving me a figure between 1 and 7. Number 1 meas a poor family and number 7 a rich family.
* The other numbers are for posmons in between. .

B DK DGR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURO

12
J _ - : o

. 1 Poor e e e e e e . ' 0 2. 1 3 4 3. 4 2 0 1 4 3 2
.2 [P N 5 3 4 11 - 11 7 . 8 5 2 4 9 7 6
.3 e e e e e - 15 8 13 23 27 26 16 20 13 15 29 21 20
.4 e e e b e e e e 45 33 52 48 47 47 36 46 51 39 41 42 - 46
.5 e e e 24 33 25 12 7 14 26 22 23 27 122 21 19
.6 L. e et e e .. 5 13 3 2 2 2 6 4 8 10 1 4 - 4
.TRich - . ........... e e e ‘ 1 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 1 1
.Noanswer ........... . .. ... ..., ] 5 1 2 1 2 1 4 1 2 1 4 1 2
TOTAL ..... e e e e e - 100- 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Question : And on tﬁe same card, where would you put your father’s family when he was a boy ?

B DK D GR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURO

12

.1Poor ©  ...... s3 10 7 30 2 18 11 21 8§ 12 15 22 17
L2 e 15 17 21 29 32 28 19 26 26 25 36 27 26
S S 27 20 28 20 21 23 23 20 25 20 20 20 22
A . e 30 210 28 13 16 1421 17 21 20 15 13 18
. R 12 14 8 3 4 7 12 8 10 12 6 6 7
6 . e 4 7 3 1 2 5 -6 3 4 5 2 4 4
CTRICh 1 5. .0 1 1 2. 2 "2 2 2 1 1 1
5 3 4 3 6 3 4 4 5 7 5

.Noanswer .....:...... .. .00 8. 6

TOTAL ................. | 1000 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

— 9 —_



\

© . Question : _And on the same card, where would you put your mother’s family when she was a girl 7

B DK D GR E FIRL I 'L NL P UK EURO

1Poor L., e 3 7 8 3t 19 17 10 -2 8 11. 15 20 16
2 e e e e e...e .16 18 21 29 30 29- 18 24 27 22 35 .27 26

3 e e e aaiae.. 28 21 31 18 23 24 22 22 25 23 20 ..22 - 24
.4 S PP 29 21 26 13 16 14 23 15 19 21 17 16 - 18
.5 R e . 11 15. 6 3 5 9 13- 8 10 13 5 6 1
L6 . S e 3 -8 4 1. 2 3 .6 4 4 -4 2 3 4
7Rich .~ ..... et edieiiiiiee., 15 0 20 2 2 2 2.3 1 1 1
NOANSWETr . ......oiveivnnnnnnnn. 9 5 4 3 5.2 6 3 5 .3 '5 5. 4
"TOTAL ..... PR 100 100 100 100 - 100 100 100 100 °100. 100 100 100 100

) . . " . . v ( . ) . - - .. . 2 “
- Question : Taking everything into account, do you yourself have the feeling that society is. unfair with you ?

"B DK D GR "E, FIRRL I L NL P UK EURO

wYes ... e R 7 10 20 18 227 26 22 916 24 17 18
.Thatdepends . ... .................. -~ 33 15 15 21 -19 11, 9 22 18 11 22 17 15
.No ..., e Yie..l. o 8476 69 50 57 64 61 51 71 72 47 73 62
. No answer ....... e e P 7 2. 6 9 6 3 4. 5 2 1 .7 3 5

TOTAL ... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100, 100 100 100 100 100

12

— L=

12



Question . : . Do you think that your chlldren, or the chxldrcn of peoplc like you will have a hxghcr or lower standaxd of living than you have
now, when they reach your age ? (

B DK D GR E FIRL I 'L NL"‘. P UK EURO

o | | : Y

CHIhO v ... 40 31 39 77 6 4 6 6 45 30 71 67 53
Lower . MR .22 4 37 .5 12 15 18 12-29 25 6 12 19
. The same .. ... . i 15 13 10 2 431 8 11 13 3% 4 10 14
. No answer ... .. .. il 16 18 16 18 13 12 15 13 13 19 11 14
TOTAL ............... 100 100 100 100° 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100  100.



Question : - Not everybody has the same idea about what are the necessities of life. Among the follow1ng thlng§ which ones_seem' to you :
- the absolutely necessary to live properly today, and whlch ones dont seem to you to be absolutely necessary to live properly
today ? ‘ _ , ~ - ‘

\

B DK DGR E FIRL. I' L NL P UK EURO

. Havmg runmng water elecmcny and one’s own - : o _ o : - - o
indoortoilets . ........... .0 .. ... 97 88 97 97 98 8 98 93 99 91 -98 93 94

. To be dble 'to benefit from social welfare when - ' : o : ' T
needed, such as in-the case of unemployment T E R - S = B :
sickness, handicap, old age . .. ...... ... . 9 8 . 95. 97 97 91 96 95 96 84 97 . 84 92

. Having sufficient accomodation so that everyone , o : : : o , ‘ :
~ can have space to themselves ........... ' 8 45 87 78 '8 75 8 8 .-91. 760 93 71 79
. Having a good education ........... S 87 69 8 91 8 74 90 .79 '8 67 90 82 = 8l
. Having a car available . . .. .. .. e 48 17 .43 58 * .35 40 . 49 29 59 15 57 20 - 35
- Having sufficient leisure time and the means to o L ‘ o o N

enjoy it ... oo e - 70 45 67 78 73 35 72 41 71 51 8- 60 . 56
. Having a healthy diet ............ I 80 8 8 93 '93 66 93 68 94 92 92 79 80
. Having a leat one good holiday a year . .... 48 43 4 74.°73 35 46 33 50 32 8 31 . 43
. Seeing your doctor regularly ........... X .66 - 37 71 - 84 70 46 - 64 59 76 43 89 46 59
. Having friendly neighbours . ....... e .67 47 6 78 76 50 80 35 68 50 83 47 56
. Being able to go out with friends.or family .. . ~ .66 51" 67 80 79 55 82 48 72- 46 91 57 61
. Having basic equipment such as refngcrator or L ~ o ' _ o T

television set . ... ... ... .. ... e 82 57 . 86 91 81 . 64 -8 - 171 8 57 91 51 71
. No answer ,..... S R Ceeee 1 0 0 0 -0 "0 0 o o .0 1 -0 . O

TOTAL .......c.. i, JRR € 5 TN 05 T @ O RN O 5 NN € JRN € ) Y € ) RGO B € O IR € O B 6 D IR ¢ ) (1)

(1) Total 100 due to multiple answers.
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Question :  And which ones don’t seem to you to be absolutely necessary ?
(Suite) . .

B DK D GR E FIRL 1 L NL P UK EURO

: , 12
. Having running water, electricity and one’s own - , - 4 _
indoor toilets .. .........,.. . ... .. e 2 8 3 2 1 2 1 2 0 4 0 3 2
. To be able to benefit from social welfare when s ’ '

needed, such as in the case of unemployment, ' . : ‘ ' - _ _
sickness, hendicap, old age . . . . . S 7 5 2 2 3 32 2 10 1 7 4

. Having sufficient accomodation so that everyone . ‘ :

can have space to themselves . . ... f e ' 9 45 12 21 I3 10 "1 11 6 17 3 17 13
. Having a good education .............. 10 23 15 - 8 11 13 9 1. 9 23 5 10 - 12
. Having a car available . . ... ........... 47 76 57 42 63 46 51 62 39 8 39 71 59
. Having sufficient leisure time and the means B ' o

toenoy it ... e 26 42 33 20 23 41 26 4 26 37 12 28 34
. Having a healthydiet ................ 9 10 12 6 5 15 5 . 18 4 33 10 11
. Having at-least one good holiday a year . ... 48 47 55 25 23 50 53 57 48 59 9 59 49
.Seeingyourdoctor . ................. 30 st 29 15 25 34 .34 27 20 46 6 40 31
. Having friendly neighbours .. ... ... e 27 41 31 20 19 30 18 53. .29 39 10 41 34
. Being able to go out with friends or family . . 29 39 33 18 17 24 16 38 25 43 3 29 2
. Having basic equipment such as refrigerator or ' ' ' '

television set . ................. ... 14 32 137 8 15 20 ‘12 16 12 32 3 36 20
.Noanswer ........... e e e 26 4 19 40 27 11 26 9 28 8 54 8 16

TOTAL ........... ..... | (1) “» o @O G @G @O @O @ (i) 1) W(l) (1)

(1) Total over 100 due to multiple answers.



Question :

. Havmg runmng water electncny and one s own
indoor toilets ... .... ... 0.

- To be able to benefit from somal wclfare when
needed, such as in the case of employmcnt -
sickness, handicap, old age . . . ... .......

. ' Having sufficient accomodation so that cvcryone
can have -space to themselves ...........

. Having a good education . ... ......... _

. Having a car available . . ..............
. Havmg sufﬁcwnt leisure time and the means to
enjoy it . _
.- Heaving a healthy diet...... e U
. Having at least one good holiday a year .. ..
. Seeing your doctor regularly . ... .. e e
. Having friendly neighbours ... ... e
. Being able to go out with friends or family .
. Having basic equipment such as refngerator or ;
. television set- ..o L
. No answer L ‘ '

no-----.-n-----.'uv.civo

------------------------

(1) Total over 100 due to multiplé answers.

1

B

DK
. -\- \ -

i

D

GR

1n
23

25

35
21

28

12

11

12

E

11

30

22

Bo

(D

And among these things, are there any that you don’t have or.can not benefit from ? -

F IRL

0 2
1 11
4
8 15
7 29
12 12
1 5
100 42
0 10.
3 4

2 6

12
65 39
1 @G

M

12

15
-39
48

.29
13
24

17

22
O

UK EURO
, 12
0 1
5 5
2- 5
4 11
23. 18 -

411
2 3
18- 16
1 2
2 4
1 -2
58 53



| Question : Some people haven’t sufficient income and constantly\h‘ave to cut back on what they spend. Does this apply to you ?

B DK D GR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURO

| 12
. Yes e FUE ... 23 28 33 41 39 42 60 27. 19 20 46 41 36
.. No i I 0 66 62 49 45 54 3769 75 71 35 57 58
~Noanswer .............. SN , 7 6 5 10 16 4 3 4 6 3 19 2 6

TOTAL ............ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100- 100 100 - 100 100 100 100

Question : I am gomg to ask you to tell me about different aspects of your dally life. In each case could you tell me whether you thmk
this aspect is very good, fairly good, fa1r1y bad or very bad 7

B DK DGR.E‘ FIRL I L NL P UK EURO

12

Your house or flat : _

.Verygood ............ N 70 66 53 12 17 72 49 65 76 78 52 49 54
.Fairly good .......... IR e e 25. 31 39. 66 70 25 . 46 28 19 18 34 48 39
.Fairly bad ......... e e e e 3 2 5 19 10 1 4 4 2 3 17 2 4
.Verybad .. ... .. o i, e 0 1 2 2 1 2. .0 .2 1 0 4 1 2
.Noanswer . ............. .. .. ... : 2 0 1.1 2 0 1 1 2 1 3.0 1

TOTAL . ...ovvvarnnnn.. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100



~ Question :* T am going.to ask you to tell me about different aspects of your daily hfe In each case could you tell me- whcther you think _
" (Suite) - this aspect is very good, fairly good, falrly bad or very bad ? :

12

B DK DGR E FIRL I L N P UK EURO -

The, nelghbourhood whcre you live : ‘ o _ _ . -
Very good ... ... .. AT S 69 64 S1-16 15 75 54 59 78 79 52 41 53
. Fairly good * ............ e .. o260 29 400 66 75 19 41 32 20 16 35 4T 39
CFairly bad ... i 3 5 8 15 6. 2 3 5 2 4 1 -5 - 5
.Verybad ..... S SUDRER | 11 1 2+ 1 21 3 0 1 3 ‘1 . 2
.Noanswer .............. A 11 0 1 32 1 1 0 0 3 0 1

CTOTAL .....ov.in.. L.... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 ‘100 100 100 100 . 100
Your ihcome_; . | | | | A
L Very good .. ..., 4 2521, 9 6 28 8 28 49 54 22 12 22
. Fairly good . . . . .. e eeiiiii ... . 46 48 51 54 49 53 52 48 42 38 49 .58 51
Fairlybad  ...................... . 8 19 18 30 30 8 2 12 5 4 15 19 16
CVery bad i 2 6 8 4 8 T4 71 2 2 9 8 .17
. Noanswer® .......... el 4 .2 2 3 7 4 6 5 2 2 5 3 4

TOTAL oo e e 100 100 100 100 100 100 . 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
The work that you do : )
L Very 004+ e e .. 49 4 26 8 -8 52 19 41 61 61 471 22 33
Fairly good . ........... i eeee ... 28 31 40 43 56 21 48 28 29 16 32 42 35
Fairlybad  ...................... .5 5 11 20 13 3 7 6 1 4 8§ 71 8
C.Verybad .. e 3.2 4 2 5 4 5 6 1 2 4 3 4.
.Noanswer . ........c....... ..o 15219 270 18 200 21 19 8 17 9 26 20

CTOTAL .................  ~ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 '100 100 100 100

~. —ES_



Question : I am going to ask you to tell me about diffemnt'aspects of your daily life. In each cas@could you tell me whether you think

*(Suite) this aspect is very good, fairly good, fairly bad or very bad ?
| , S " B DK D GR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURO
Your standard of living : | : : I co 12
CVEIY B0 e 52 37 320 9 7 44 17 43 6 T1. 24 20 32
JFairlygood ........... .. ... .. . - 38 55 54 61 67 49 63 45 28 25 .53 69 35
LFairlybad . ..., ... ... L oo ... 5 -6 11 23 . 17 .5 14 6 2 2 13 9 . 9
. Very bad 2 1 2 2 3 2 4 3 0 1. 7 1 2
.Noanswer ............ 3 1 1 5 6 0 2 3 1 13 1 2
TOTAL oo, 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100° 100 100 100 (100 100
The way you are able to use yourvleisure time : |
 Very good  .......... e Lo 59 55 36- 9 9 58 23 46 64. 77 32 21 39
LFairly good ................ e 30 38 48 50 63 32 59 37 30 19 43 57 - 45
. Fairly bad . .... e e e e e 7 4 .13 30 21 6 13 10 5 2 16 11 11
.Verybad ........... e e 2 1 2 5 3 3 3 5 1 1 6 3 3
.Noanswer ................ ... 2 2 1 6 4 1 2 2 0 1 3 2 "2
CTOTAL .......... e . 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
" The food you eat : | |
. Very 200d . v S 75 62 46 21 15 8 42 70 8 91 58 44 56
. Fairly good ....... e e e e 20 33 4 66 8- 11 54 22 12 8 32 50 38
LFairly bad ... ... oo o -3 4 6 10 4 1 2 5 1 1 6 4 4
.Verybad ...... e e e e 0 0 11 0 1 1 1 1 0 -1 1 1
. No answer .. ... e e o2 11 2 1 0 1 2 1 0 3 1 -1

TOTAL .o oveeenn .. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 -100 100 100 100 100 100

— 98— -



Question : I am gomg to ask you to tell me about dlfferent aspccts of your dally life. In each case could you tell me whether you thmk '
(Suite) this aspect is very good falrly good falrly bad or very bad 7

"B DK _~D=GR? "E "FIRL I L NL P UK EURO

Your socml entlttlements should you fall 111

L Verygood ...l ... 63 52 35 12 .8 T2 13 35 12 76 21 17 31
 Fairly good' .. ........... . ... 21 25 40 49 61 19 42 34 18 -14 38 42 37
. Fairly bad ... ... i e 5 7 13 3 17 4 22 14 3 2 15 17 12
Verybad  ........ RN 1 5 4 5 4 3 1 11 2 2 12 8 6
:Noanswer - ........ .. .. . 0. 4 11 8 4 10 2-,12 6 '5- 6-.8,16 8

" TOTAL ................. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Travel fac1lmes there are for work or domg the |
shopping : : _ |

L Very g00d L.l ... 68 55 38 10 9 77 29 47 72 81. 44 34 44
. Fairly good ™ . . . . .. DU e 22 28 39 50 50 15 44 26 18 12 33 47 - 35 .
 Fairly bad ... ..., ... 5 9 15 26 17 4 1413 6 3 11 .12 12
. Very bad  ........ 1 3.6 5 5 3 8 9.3 2 5 4 5
.Noanswer ................ 4 5 2 9 1. 1 5 51 2 7 -3 4

CTOTAL ... ... it 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 . 100

— 3 -



Qtuestion ;" TI'am gomg to ask you to tell me about different aspects of your. daily life. In each case could you tell me whether you think

(Suite) . this aspect is very good, falrly good fairly bad or very bad ? s . , N

B DK DGR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURO
Your state of health : ‘
.Verygood "L ... .o 69 63 35 29 19 73 47 64 69 79 53 44 50
.Fairly good .............. e 25 29 45 52 63 22 47 28 24 15 29 47 38
LFairly bad ... ... oo oL 3 6 16 15 12 4 4 4 5 4 10 6 8
. Very bad e e e e e e 1 2 3 3 .3 1 1 3 1 2 5 2 .3
.Noanswer ...................... -2 0 1 1 3 0 11 1 0 3 1 1

- ' . l . / -
TOTAL ......... ..o 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
The time you‘ have atvailable to do things that
have to be done :
. Very 8000 i .57 45 33 9 12 61 29 47 58 71 41 32 40
. Fairly good = . ........ e e e 34 39 48 56 63 31 58 35 34 25 39 50 43
LFairlybad  .............. e 5 13 16 27 20 6 11 13 5 3 13 14 13
.Verybad = ....... ... 0o 0oL, 2 2 2 3 2 2 1 4 1 1 3 3 3
5 3 0 1 1 2 0 4 1 1

CNo answer: . L. e e : 2 1 1

TOTAL ................. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

— o3 —



)

(Suite) .

.. Very good. \
. Fairly good ..... TP

- . Fairly bad
". Very bad
. No answer .

Question :

Your gene'rai level of education and knowledge :

-----------------------

. Fairly bad
. Very bad -
. No answer

.........................

........................

The respect that others have for you :

. Very good
.Fairly good ......

I T T S S S T Y
e+ 4 e e & & % s s e 4 s s 4 s e 8 ve

® s 4 % s & e @ % s s a4 e 8 s & 6 a8 8 s .

-------------------------

.......................

B

58

34

100

1

DK

53

- 10

‘100

30 -

48

17 -
100

31

27
.59
i

100

35

57

100

GR

53
26

100

23

62

10

100

11

8

100

13

21

49
41

100

73

20

-IRL

23

57
15

100

C 3

60
1
0

8.

38
48
-10

100

68
19

10
100

56

38

100 |

77
17.

NL

61

35

100

14
16 .

100 -

29.
45

15

100 -

70

19

100

UK EURO

. I am going to ask you to tcll me about different aspects of your daily life. In each case could you tell me whethcr you think
- this aspect is very good fairly good fairly bad or very bad 7+ ‘

12
24 32
68 .. 54
6 10
12
100 100
18 45
65 44
47 4
0 0
137
100

100

— (8 —



‘Question : I am going to ask you to tell me about different aspects of your daily life. In each case could you tell me whether you think-

(Suite) this aspect is very good, fairly good, fairly bad or very bad ?
\ | B DK D GR E FIRL I L N. P UK EURO
: o : ' . 12

~ The opportunities you have for mee‘tihg people : _
 Very 200d ..t S ... 70 65 41 18 11 73 34 6 19 8 6 39 50
LFairlygood ............. ... ... .. 23 30 S0 57 67 23 53 27 18 12 27 = 49 40
LFairlybad  ........ ... . L B 3 3 7 19 .15 2 10 6 3 3 5 9 7
.Verybad ........ e e 1 1 1 2 2 1 2 2 0 1 1 2 1
.Noanswer .. ........ ... .. . .. 3 1 1 4 5 1 1 2 0 1 4 1 2
TOTAL ............ L 100 100 100 100 100-- 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Your neighbours, the people in thé vicinity :

.Verygood .............c.0... D 68 54 40 19 13 71 47 60 77 74 173 40 49
. Fairly good ...... e e 23 37 48 68 78 21 48 28 17 20 18 49 . 41
LFairlybad ... . oo 4 5 9 8 4 3 3 6 3 2 4 6 5
.Verybad - ....... .. . L., 2 1 2 1 1 2 .1 3 1 2 1 2 2
3 2 2 4 3 3

.Noanswer .............. FE . 3 3 1 4 4 3 1

TOTAL . .... e 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

— 88 —



—

"~ Question. :  In the area wherc you live, are thcrc people who hve in- one of the followmg s1tuat10ns extreme, -poverty, poverty, at risk of
‘ fallmg mto povcrty ? : o : , S - -

B DK DGR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURO

. Extreme poverty . . . . . . .. i lo. 3 4 2 6 3 7 4 4 1.2 8 2. -4
CPOVEMY . iiiiiiiiiiiiiiia.aa. o 18 137 30 17 18 12 24 . 4 14 37 5 15
. At risk of falling info-poverty . . ......... 17 11-14. 8 .10 13 22 11 17 17 8 .16 13
. Nobody in any ofthese s1tuat10ns P 30 51 *63 4. 60 48 51 -4 . 62 53 26 63 . 53
 Noanswer ... .i.n RO 32 21 14127 10 14 11 17 16 14 21 14 - 15

. TOTAL .. ...l 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100- .i00 100 100 100

If Yes (answers 1,2o0r3to previous questlon ' ' S C o .
Question : Do you ever happen to see for yourself the - condmons under whlch these people live ? Does that happen to you oftcn, o
' sometimes, or rarcly ? : - - ' S

"B DK DGR E F IRL. I L NL ‘_ P UK EURO

JOften ... P ... 10 21 17 30 24 2 21 17 11 16 .203' 19 20
. Sometimes  .......... eeeeawiea.. o 40 44 052 049 47 42 41 41 42 46 50 37 M
CRarely’ | ..o, 27..23 24 12 17 19- 26 24 35 -2 19 27 22
.Never = ..... e i . 19 11 6 8 10 16 11 16 3 . 17. 9 16 13
.Noanswer ........ .4 11 1 -2 1 "1. 23 1 -2 7 1

CTOTAL ... .vivuvns 100 100 100 100 100 _-'-!100-_1(')0 100 100 100100 100 100



If yes (answers 1,2 or 3 to the same questlon)

Question :  Again, talking of these people, would you say they. are for the most part people who have always becn in that s1tuat10n or are
‘ they people who. have fallen into it after having known somcthmg better 7.

‘B DK D GR_,"E"‘F IRL ,"I_ LTNL P UKEURO

| | | 12
. Always been in their present situation ...... -~ 34 20 U6 50 34 .35 55 39 17 63 31 40
. Fallen into it after knowmg somethmg better . 41 49 -57 17 32 52 55 27 46 59 21 54 4
Noanswer .. ... .i.iii..e.i.. .25 31 19 818 '14° 10 18 15 24 16 15 18

TOTAL ...........0.. ... ~100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100,'100 100 100 -100 100 -

Quqs‘tion : Among the followmg rcasons which mlght explain why people are poor, Wthh three of them, in your opmlon are .the most

common. ?
B DK D GR E F IRL ‘I L NL P UK EURO
. The -social welfarc CULS . . v vv v v i i v e 19 20 19 15 9 17 40 13 7 42 30 33 20
. The lack of concern among nelghbours e 6 3 5 4 2 10 -3 5 5 1 2 3 5
. Sickness e e e e e 35 51 42 33 16 32 25 32 29 24 37 18 30.
. Family brekups . ... .......... U 30 43 28 .26 15 17 33 29 33 41 16 38 27
. They were brought up in depnved conditions . = 28 6 20 24 28 21 25 26 37 16 21 23 23
.'Loss of a spirit of community in our society . 15 19 11 8§ 10 22 6 16 12 12 .12 12 . 14~
. They fell into alcoholism or drug abuse . . . .- 35 - 4 58 15 41 31 39 37 45 50 30 22 38
. They are victims of long term unemploymeént . - 51 52 43 30 54 - 66 64 52 38 55 41 60 - 53
.They live inapoorarea .............. - 8. 2 17 13 16 7 13 18 5 4 - 17. 15 12
.. This goes back to their own laziness . . . ... . 18 15 18 31 10 16 - 16 19 29 11 15 21 17
. . The educational system not catering for them . 9 11~ .7 -5 ~9 -17. .13 6 12 7 5 1. 10
. They have too many chlldren e e e : 7 3 1 9 .18 10 19 19 6 5 25 16 - 13
.Noanswer - ............ e 7 8§ 6 4 8 8 3 1 2. 5 4 10 4. 5

TOTAL .......... e 1 (1)‘ M .(1)' OO ¢)) _'(1)‘ (1) (1) A @ Q) M

(l) Total over 100 due to multiple answers.

— 06—



-

~ - Question : - In the area where you live, are there miore, the same, or fewer poor people than there were ten years ago ?

B DK DGR E FIRL I L N. P UK EURO

, | i 12
CMOre . e e .20 121303 7 13 24 .6 219 9 '16‘  1
. The same  ..... e 20 32 .28 13 33 27 28 2 21 21 2 26 26
S R S P .11 11 22 60- 38 24 30 57 34 23 4 2 3R
Noanswer ....................... 42 45 37 24 22 36 18 15 43 .37 28 36 ~ 3l
"TOTAL ....... w.ovvl.... 100 0100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Question -~ : Wﬁy, in your opinion, are ‘th‘ere 'péople ‘who live in need ? Here are four opinions, which.is the closest to yoﬁrs ?

B DK D GR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURQ

12
. Because they have been unlucky ......... 21 25 14 22 20 15 25 19 17 33 .22 1_5 TS
. Because of laziness and lack of willpower ... - 14 18 19 25 15 14 14 23 25 10 14 18- 17 -
". Because there. is ‘much injustice in our society . 22 15 34 18 38 29 30 41 25 20 38 30 33 .
.'It is- an inevitable part of modem progress . . . 20 29 14 10 12 30 24 9 .6 18 10 24 - 18 ;
.Noneofthese .................... PR 9 '11 15 7T 3.7 3 4 19 12 6 4 .. 7T
. Noanswer ...... T T N 14 8 9 18 12 7 4 4 -8 -9 16 9 9
CTOTAL .....ii....oi..o. 1000 () (D) 100 100 () 100 100 100 () () 100 (D)

(1 Total over 100 due to multiple answers. o '_ - ,A R ) S BN

~ 16 —



Question : In your opinion, do the people who are in such deprived circumstances have a chance of escaping from them or have they
: virtually no chance of escaping ? : ' . : 4

B DK DGR E FIRL I ‘L NL P UK EURO

' 12
. They have a chance e 48 62 54 70 52 52 38 60 ST 46 47 SO - 54
. Almostnochance . .. ............. R 27 25 29 13 29 35 52 30 30 39 26 41 32
. No answer ...... e e e e e 25 13 17 17 19 13 10 10 13 15 27 9 . 14

- TOTAL ....... TR 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Quésiion : | And children of these people, have, they or not an apportumty to get out of this situation ?

B DK DGR E FIRL I L N P UK EURO

12
. Have an Opportunity ... .............. .61 80 64 84 60 6 S5 79 73 T ST 66 68
. Have scarcely any apportunity . .......... 17T 1270 25 2 20 16 35 11 16 16 14 .27 19
CNO NSWET v et e 22 8 11 14 20 15 10 10 11 13 29 7 13

TOTAL ...... e : 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 - 100

- Question : Can you tell me whether or not there is a minimum income guaranteed by the public authontles in (country) ? If yes, who as
far as you know is entitled to this minimum 1ncome guaranteed ? :

B DK D GR E F IRL I L NL P UK EURO
S , : ' L 12
. Anybody who is not already at the minimum : . v o

income level ...................... 4 25 32 515 30 12 15 51 30 13 12 22
. Only to those who are not at the minimum income : : .

level and who fulfill certain speicific

conditions such as their age, unemployment : i : ,

disability etc..... . . e e el 38 29 17 21 21 46 22 31 36 52 23 19 28

. There is no guaranteed minimum income . . . . 3 16 34 20 21 10 24 30 9 10 15 30 . 23
.Noanswer .............. .. ... ... 15 30 17 - 54 43 14 42 24 4 8 49 39 27
TOTAL ................. 100 1060 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 .100 100 100

— 6 — .



‘Questiou Do you thlnk that the pubhc authormes in (country) do all that they should for poor pcople, do too much or do not do

enough‘? ‘ - _
"B DK D GR E FIRL I L N. P UK EURO
o _ - o R
. Do'too much .. ......... . ...... 5 8 6 5 2 .4 2 1 2 5 0 3 4
. Do what they should . .., ...... eei... 2 40 3 19 16 28 28 .10 35 33 8 18 - 23
. Do notdoenough ........ e e e - 56 42 51 58 77 61. 62 84 53 56. 76 70 66
CNOANSWET &\ vt e 3 100 "7 18 5 7 8. 5 10 6 16 9 7
TOTAL ................. 1000100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100" 100 100 100

Question : Havc you heard of the European Community takmg action in the fight against poverty ? If yes, do you think it is good or bad
' that the European Commumty should get involved mthe ﬁght agamst poverty ?

BDK DGR .E FRL I L N P UK EURO

_ 12
.Good . ... ... 28 19 27 29 28 19 .29 24 23 32 37 26 25
.Bad - Ll [ .6 5 3 -1 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 2
.Nelthcrgoodnorbad e e R L) - Y 3 5 2 3 .2 5 2 10 2 4
. Haven’t heard about it . ......... e - 42 64 53 57. 52 76. 60 70 60 62 40 66 - 63
. No answer . ...... e e 1407 10 100 130 2 6 .3 11 2 117 5 6

CTOTAL ........ L.0000... 1009100 1000 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 . ‘100

C— 6 —



To those who have answered categories 1, 2 or 3 to previous question : ‘
Question : Do you think that the European Community is doing enough or not enough in the fight against poverty ?

B DK DGR E FIRL I L N. P UK EURO

| . 12
CEnough ... I 27 21 19 42 14 13 18 18 27 20 6 21 19
" Not enough . . ......oui e N 51 46 .59 35 68 69 69 57 56 54 80 57 60
" NO nSWer ..o SN 2 33 2 2 18 18 13 25 17 26 14 2 .2
" TOTAL .......... L...... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Quétion :  And if one asked people like yourself to do somcthmg to help reduce poverty by glvmg up a httle money for this purpose
: would you be w1llmg to do so or not ?

B DK D GR E F IRL I. L NL. P UK EURO .~

. 12,

Wllhng €0 v P 33 43 45 75 25 52 66 58 70 62 61 58 50
. Not willing ., ...... e S 41 35 37 15 5 4 190 34 19 27 18 31 31
.Noanswer ........... . .. 0. 26 22 18 10 70 7 15 8 11 11 21 1 19
TOTAL ..... R .. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

" Question :  Would you be willing to give up a little time to help poor people or not 7.

B DK DGR E FIRL I L NL P UK EURO

| ) 12

 Willing o . ...... ST L..... 38 74 53 68 .26 6 77 0. 63 6 53 6 - 59
Nt willing e 32 13 20 20 4 34 11 20 25 26 20 23 22
.Noanswer ............. ... ....... 30 13 18 12 70 8§ 12 10 12 9 27 10 19
 TOTAL ............ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

—f6f-



(8)

To those prepared to_give up some time. Code 1 to prevnous question :

(1) Total over 100 due to 'multiple answers.

35
23

‘Questlon ‘ What sort of thmg would you be prepared to do ?°
B DK
. Help in a centre for poor people ......... 32 32
.. Organise -the distribution of clothing . ... ... 32 - 18,
. Give lessons in reading and writing . ......" 30 21
. Help poor people in their dealmgs with the o
- authorities "~ ... .. ... oLl .. 28
. Visit old people livingalone .. ........... 37 50
. Help unemployed people to find a work 15
. Take part in a voluntary or. chantable
organisation . ............... Ce e e - .14 34
. Other ...... e e 3 9
.Noanswer ..........:.... 0 ..., 8
TOTAL ................. ) @y

GR

40
24
19 -

13

26
21

29
12
D

26
35
42

47
30

16

@ -

IRL

39

19

19
17

54
14

46

1)

40
18
23

13
45

27
35

{¢))

31

36

23
33

33

2.

Ny

NL

27

18 .
28

29

42
17

W

)

.33 .

P UK EURO
12

41 30
3215 24
24 30 29
4 21 29
0 53 46
31 20 24
4 52 34
37 3
§ 4 4
o

(1)



Question : Which of-the following two opinions about our society comes closest to your own view ?

. In our society the rich get richer and the poor
BELPOOTET . . .. ittt ittt ieennnns

. In our society there is less and less difference
in income between the rich and the poor . . ..

.Noanswer ................... ... '

DK D GR

62 71 52
30- 19 29
8§ 10 19

100 100 100

‘Question : To what extent would you say you are intereste in politics ?

.Agreatdeal ................ ... ...
. To some.extent . ... .. e e
.Notmuch™ / .. ... ... . i
. Not at all
. No answer ...... et e e

......................

19
34
38

100

DK D GR
20 18 14
49 44 38
2429 28
6 8 19
1.1 1

100 100 - 100

il

E

11

100

59 .
30

F
74
19

100

12
32
37

19 -

100

IRL

85

10

100

- IRL

29
- 32
29

100

I

64

30

100

20
42
33

100

L

6

20
14

100

12
33
42
12
1

100

NL

68

22
10

100

- NL

17
41
32
10

100

73
18

100

45

45

100

100 -

UK EURO
12
80 70
2 21
8 9
100 100
UK EURO
' 1
5. 1
39 32
31 33
15 23
0 1
100

T 96 —



. ‘Qu‘estivon :

Here is a list of problems I would like you to tell me for each one 1f you personally consrder it very 1mportant, 1mportant, of

little 1mportance or not 1mportant atall ?

The protecuon of nature and the struggle agamst :

pollunon

. Vcry 1mponanr
. Important.

oooooooooooooooooooo

------------------------

. Of little importance . . . . .

. Not important at all
. No answer

L I I S T T Y S R I N A

. e 8 @ s & a4 & e 2 s 8 s s e s s a4 s & & e @

The prard energy supplies : - :

. Very 1mponant
. Important

---------------------

------------------------

. Of little importance . ... . ... ... . ......

. Not important at all
. No answer

------------------

------------------------

" B
76

21 .

100

.Ar—mg'é

TOTAL ...l 100
Help the poor countnes of Africa, South Amenca, ‘
As1a, etc... : : :
. Very-xmportaht ............... M .22
. Important . . .. e e 39
. Of little importance . . ..". . ... <
. Not important atall . ................ ‘ -1
.Noanswer ......... ... 0. -5
TOTAL ................. 100

p-x

89
11

- 100

5
37
26

100.

D
83
16

100

57

39

100

28
49
16

100

,GR

71
22

100.

54

27

e

100

48
29

100

74
23

100

48

39

100

45 -

37

12

F IRL
68 71
27 26
2 1
20
3 2
1100 100
39 52
53 40 -
5 3
11
2 4
100 - 100
2 36
45, 47
2 10
9 4
2.3
100 100

-1 L
85 78
15 16
0 1
0 .2
0. 3
100 100
55 56
40 - 31
3
0 2
2 3
100 100"
36 . 38
47 32
13 21
2.5
2 4
100 -

100

NL-

83
17

100

37

52

100

31

45
21

100

- 100

100

P UK EURO'~
" IR VIS
79 15 718
13 21 20
0 2 1

0 1
8 1 1
100 100 100
53 57 - 51
2 37 41
5 3 . 4
01 |
20 2 3
100 100
54, 20 3
24 45 44
9 17 16
2 6. 5
m 3 3
100

100

— 16—



Question :

(Suite) little importance or not important at all ?

The fight against unemployment :

S Very important ... ... ... .eue ...

“.Important. . ... ... Lo o,
. Peuimportant .................. S
. Of little importance . .. ..... e e
. No answer

-----------------------

The fight against poverty :

. Veryimportant ....................

JImportant - . ... ...
. Of little importance . ....... e
. Not important atall .................
. No answer

oooooooooooooooooooooo

Reduce the differences between the regions of
our country by helping those regions less
developped or in difficulties :

.Veryimportant . ...................
. Important 4 '
. Of little importance . ......... e
. Not important atall ........ e e .
. No answer -

......................

----------------------

B

70

23,

100

59
33

100

w~uaf

100

DK

32

40
20

100

D

71

25

100

w—o B8

100

28
57
11

100

GR

77
18

100

73
21

100

56
27

100

- E

81
17

100

72
25

100

55
34

100

¥

100 -

13

F IRL
79 86
19

10
0 0
1
100 100
70 77
27 21
2 1
0 .0
[ 1
100 - 100
37 42

51 43
9o 7
12
2 6

100

I .

82
16

100

65

31

100

51
35

100

L

65 -

25

100

59
29

100

37
29
24

100

NL

100

51
41

100

19
45
28

100

oo

P

82
10

100

0O OO W

100

72
15

12

100

Here is a hst of problcms I would llke you to tell me for each one if you personally consider it very 1mportant important, of

UK EURO
- 12
64 74
31 23
3 2
1 0
1 1
100 100
60 62
3. 33
2 3
1 0
1 2
100 100
39 40
46 44
7 10
3 2
5 4
100 - 100

— 8 —



(A. CEUX QUI ONT DES RESSOURCES NON MONETNI!ES
REPONSES | A 5 A LA QUESTION 222).
22)En pensant & ceas resscurces auites que les renrrées
a’argent, difiez-vous qu'elles jousnt un rdle irés imporrant,
assez important, peu ou £cs impotant dans votre nivecu
" de vie actuel ?

1. Trés important -
2. Assez important
3. Peu ou pas du tout u'npcrfcnr

6 ? - b
: - TREND EUEO_S-Q. 187
. ] - - .
224.Tout bien considéré, & quel échelon 3 peu prés se trouve

votre famile en ce qui cenceme son niveau de vie ? Vous
pouvez répondre en me donnant un chifffe allant de 1 &

7. (MCNIRER LA CARTE). Le chiffre 1 signifie fomille pauwre.
le chiffre 7 signifile famile riche. Les autres chn‘fres VOUS

" permettent de choisir des cas intermédiaires.
PAUVRE 1. 2 3 4 5§ & 7 RICHE.
. S =0

"TREND EURC 20 - Q. 159

225.5t, sur cefte’ méme ccrte, oU situeriez-vous Ia fomille aont
vient vome 2érs. quenc 1 était enfant ? (MONTRER LA
MEME CARTE).

PAUVRE | 2 3 '4 S & 7 RCHE
R ’ 920

' 226 St g ‘emile ce vere "-ére cuena eue ercn an-

fant 7 (MAINTENIR LA CARTE).

PAUVRE | 2. 3 ¢ § & 7 O RICHE

227.chs-f"ér“e TCLT Ciern sorsicéré.. avez-vols e sentifment
U@ C SCTI8T@ 88T mLsTe nversveus ? .

Cul

Cetc cécenc (SPCNTANE)

. Nen -

-_?

. p W ;'-4

TREND EUROC 5 - Q. 140 MCDIFIEE

228.% -snrrezvcl.s'~" veCs énfcnm ou’les -enfonts cdes gers
smme VoS curent un nivecu .- ¢e vie meilleur cu moins
'bon,cue ‘@ véfra cen edemenr quand ils aurent vorre
age ? .

U Meileur

2. Moins con
- 3. Sars cnengemenr
a.?

" TREND EURO 5 - Q. 161 MODIFIEE

(IF YES, SPECIAL EXTRAS. ANS‘WERS 1 TO 4 TO QUESTION

. 2234 you think of the' axtras above other man ccsn income,
would you ‘say that they pidy a verv important. Guite
important, not very important or not «t ~if :mporranr role :n
your present standard of living ’7

l. Very imponanr
2. Quite important
3. Not very/not at all tmponanf

g7
msm: EURO 5-Q 157
224.Tatang everyrhmg into accounr at about whar level is your
family- situated as far cs its standara of Iving & concemed ?
(SHOW CARD). You may answer by giving me a fguwe
between | and 7. Number | means @ poor family and number
7 a rich famiy. The other numbers are for pesitions in between.
POOR 1 2 '3 4 5 & 7 RCH
TREND EURO .5 - Q. 158 .

225.And on the scme cord. where weuld you put your fcther’s

family when he wcs g boy ? (SHOW THE SAME CARD).

. POCR I 2 3 4 5 6 7 RICH.
: 7=0

226Anc on ‘he scme cord. where weuiG  ycu out yeur
morhers fomily wnen she wces ¢ gt 7 (SHCW CARD:
AGAIN). : - : -
P'con -2 '3 4§85 & 7 3-Rcd

227.7c4ing chryThrg into acoount. SoTVCU ,c\.fsefr hcve Te

-

.'ceur‘g ther scciety s unicir wnh yeu 7

fes
et ecercs (VOLUNTE:REDJ
. No
?

g:z(x‘r..;-‘

-TREND EURC 5 - . 160 MCOIFIED
228.2¢- yeu think *hcr yeur c"ulcren or the crilcren of ceccie

iike you will have o higher or lower sTcnccr ra of iving man
you hove now, wnen they recch your cge ? -

TREND EURO 5 - Q. 161 MODIFIED



229/Tout @ monde n'a Pcs o méme idée sur co qul ast Né-

230.cemcire Dour vivre. Panmi les choses sulvantes, queiles sont 230.necessities of Ife. Among the folowing things which ones
celles QU vous. pardisent absolument nécessaires pour seem fo you the -cbsolutely necesscry fo iive properly
vivig comectement quiourd’hul ef csolles gqui. ne vous tocay. and which ones don’t seem 1o you 10 be absoiutery
pargissent ccs gbsolument nécassciras 7 (MONTRER LA necessary ? (SHOW UST. SEVERAL ANSWERS POSSIBLE).
USTE. PLUSIEURS REPONSES POSSIBLES). o
: : Pas : . ' ' Not
Absclument absclument Absolutely  Absolutely
nécessaire néswaire : necessary  necessary
) 29 .20 .29 230
Avokr 'equ courante, I'dlec- Having running water, electi-
fricttd ot las toletles dans . city and one’s own indoor
son logement . -1 1 taitet ) ! !
Pouvoir bénéficier de ia s6- _.To be abie to benefit from
cunté sociale’ en cas.de be- social weifare when needed.
_soin, par  exemple chdmage. such as in the case of unem-
matodie. Invuﬁdﬂé ployment, sickness, handicap. .
vigillesso 2 2 old cge 2 2
Avgir un logement sulsant Having sufficient accomodation so
pour chacun puUSse avoir sa that everyone can have space to
piace 3 3 themseives 3 3
Aveir une’ tonne instuction 4 4 .Hoving @ good educatian -4 4
Disposer d'une vorture 5 5 Having a car availaole . § 5
Avoir suffisamment ce loisirs Having sufficient lesure fime
ot les moyers d'en crofter & ) cng e mecns to eryoy it - ¢
Avoir une climenraricn écuil- . '
Drée 7 Heoving @ hecrthy cler 7 7
Partlr cu meirs une ’cis gar Having ot lecr cne goca ..crlccv
an sn.vecencas 3 < yecr - 8 R
Veir :éguildrement un méce- .Seeing yeur cccrer regu- :
cin 9 9 ey ¢ s
AVOlr Ces VeSins cvec Ui .
les raicmiens senr cmicsies O 3 Heving rencly neignocurs g Z
Scuvor sonr anme omis cu eing coie fo g our wth
~en fcmiile X X friencs or fcmiy X X

Avey I'dcuicement méncger ce
bose comme -@ éfgércreur
ar ig reiévisicn

— 100 —

SCVING SCSIC acuICmenT such
cs emgercrcr of elevslon
- ser V.
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z:prmﬂcadm.Yma—f-ldonfmnedbmezucs . ﬁlMdanonqmaemaamere fharyoudon‘f

mcnqx»m' mmnmmuss _ haveorcmnorbmﬂrﬂan?(SHOWSAMEUSTML
l.Avot I'scu courarte, I’élec‘ncrré ef les roulerres Co . ‘ lHavtng mrvng warer etectnc:ry and one 's'own :nccar '
- dans son logement . o e toilets- ) o . . .
2.Pouvoi .bénéficier de la sécurité soclale en.cos de S 2.Ta be able. to benen‘r from sociat weifare when neeced.
besocin, pcr cxemple. cncmcqe. maladie, mcﬂdlté : . ' such as in the. ccse of unemplownem‘ sicla'zas handl-
vieilesso - b o - cap. old age . . B .
3.Avol' un loqemenr mmsam pour cnacun pum gvair - o 3.Having sutficient acccmodaﬂon so that everycne can
saplaca s . . . ’ havespaceramemsalves : .
4.Avor une bonm'instruc-t_m : o U 4Having a good educatfm R
SDls:owdmovodura o - B ) "._15Havrngacaravme
S.Avor sufﬁsummam de IOHIS ot les moyens d on pfomer S »6Havmg sufficient lewe rfme and the mecrs to-enjoy it
7.Avor une alimentation équilbrée : © ' 7Hoving a hedtthy det o
&Pcnimﬁndmunercuparchen'vccanca's R ' aHawngarlecstane goodhoﬂcavavedr
9 Volr. réculéfemen? un médecin S . o 9Seemg your docror regulany
O.Avolr des voising avec’ aul les reiations sont cmtcales ) ) : chMng m‘endly necgnbours - )
¥ Avoir I Aqumemem ménogef de base comme le réfngé- . Y.Hoving basc equmanr sucn cs ramgarcfor or
rcrour er Ig rélévison _ - telgvision set
a? . L -' -—, ) ! _' N . ‘ B,’

232 Canaines personnes n'chr ‘pas un révenu suffiscrr eor ZJZScne pecole haven't surﬁcenr .nccn*e ene cohsiendy
coivent. censtemment | $'imposer. des  resmiclicns.  Vous- heve 1o cut eck on wnct 'hey scend. Dces his :.:c.v -
méme, étes-voLs dans ca cos ? T ' -_ veu.?

2. Nen : ’ : ) - L 2. Neo ' . : ‘ : :
. RENDEJEOS-Q.I“ e ‘ ’ - .mENDEl{ROS_-Q.I“
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mlxvcnmdmmammdamapm«dadﬂé-

247 rents cspocTs de votte vie de tous les jowrs.’ Dars cnhague.

cos. veulez me dire § vous frouvez qu'en ¢a gui conceme
cat aspect ¢e voire vie. ¢C va bien, ¢a pourar clier
mieux, ¢C Ne va £Cs Cien oU que ¢ ng va pCs au feur ?

Pour- Ca
- : rait 'Ca ne ne va
- © . Cava aller vd pas pas du
-~ bien meux bien fout ?

i

233Vofre maisen ou votra cppcr-

toment .. .....:.. .. 1 2 3 4
,zu.l. androit o0 vous hebitez 1 2 ~'3 4' a
P . . :
_235Votre ravenu .. ... ... ] ‘23 4 0
’ ‘236.La'rrclvci que vous faites 1 ° 2 3 4 0
237Vome nivecudevie ... 1 2 3 4 0
238.Lq fogon dont vous pouvez”
Jtiilser votre tempes de B
loisirs .. ... . b2 3040
239.Vone almentation .. .. "1 ,- 2" 3 .4 o]
240Vcs aventages secioux en ' ;!
- CCs de maiccle ou d inve-
famte .. ... .. ... .. [ 2 3 . 4 ¢}
‘241.V0s moyers Ca TCrsocT pouwr ]
ailer ravciler, {cite ces . E
cOurses . .. ... BT 2 3 4 a
|242Vome 4tct <o scrrd .. ] 2. 3 4z

243.Le TeMCS. Cont veLs ciscesez
oouf Qe Cg Cu@ VOLS Cvel
dlcwe ... ... i 2

[
1=
[$]

" 244 Vome rivecu gerérc
a'insTucTion et 28 <on-

acissenes L. L. i 2 3 4 z
' 2450 corsicércnien cue 'eh g ! :
dvome égere . L L. 2 3 4 z
248185 occosons cue VLS avez |
- de rencanirer ces gers 1 2 3 4 s
" 247.Vos vomrs, 'es gers cers - . .
voTre quemer . (... ... [ 2 3 4 k]

248.Ccrs volre cucrier cu villege, y ¢-i-i ces gers dul vivent
ders I'une ¢y i'cute ces situcrions suivenres : une sitanten
a’'exméme  scuvretd, Une studtion ce Dauvrerd, une
stuctien o0 s isquent ¢e Tomper dcns 'c - "cuvrere ?
{MONTRER LA USTE. PY.USIEURS REFONSES POSSIBLES)

. Stucrien ¢ exréme cuvreré
2 Stucticn de couvreré o o
3. Stuction <u s nsquent e fember dors i@ Scuvrers
3 Pcs ce gers se ToUVENT aans I'une ce ces sm.c icrs |

TREND EURO S - Q 220 MCDIFIEE

SCUI(RECNSB]AJALKQUESHON?A&)

249.Er-co cu'il vous Smve Ce vair oar vous-méme acns cuetes

ccncitiors vivent "eelement ces gers 7 Si-ca cue Iaa
VOUS CIMve scuvent., SueiGuercis ou screment 7

. Souvent .
. Sdeicueics -
. RCrement

. <CMCs

(SN RTN

TREND EURO § - Q. 221 MODIFIEE

: zﬁ,Yowhowaorﬂér R 2

. 237.Your stancard of ving . ... 1

© 244 Yeur generct level of scucco-

. 248.7he ccocrmunifies vcu nove

mﬂcmgdnqt ask you 10 tell me gbout different: aspects

247.0f your daily life. in eacn ¢ose could you teil me whather
you think this csoecr is very good. faily good. faity bad or
very bad ? . .

i

234.The Aneighbodhood where you ]
olive L :

235.Yolr inCome . ........... I

236.7he work that youdo . .... I

6 0O o o

NN NN
w W W

K A & &

238.The way you are able o use .
your lesure time . . .. ... .. i 2 3 4

o

239.The food you ect . .. .. ... 12

240, Your sacial enrm‘emen?s ) - » N
snouid you fet il .. ... .. ! 2 3 4 0

241.ircvel focilities here are
for work or ceing the aﬁOD'
SING e !

[
W
ta
)

Ca
15N
(]

242.¥our siare of P:ec:rn ...... 1

B Y

243.7he ime you ACve CvaicDie

o <o things that fhave. io
eccne .. ... .. ... .. e 3

[
o

[ 5%

- ficn anc xncwlecge e

245.7he rescec: thar cihers have "
foryou .. .. e 7

L1
Ca
A e
L9

LS
(9]
[59
L]

for meering ceople® . .. . .. i

247 Your nergnbcurs. the peocie : . ,1
in-the vicinity . . . . .. T 72 3 P4 c

248. in the.crea wnere vou live, ‘cre ihere seccie whc ive n
ohe of the fcilowing situcrions:.: exirermne ZOoverty. Soverry.
or sk or foling inrc. poverry 7 (SHOW UST SEVERAL.

. ANSWERS POSSIBLE).

. Extreme poverty

Poverty

At'dsk of folling into coveity
Negocey in-cny of hese stucnons

TREMD EURC 5 - Q. 220 MODIFIE‘

O R Lt

IF YES (ANSWERS 1 TO 3 TO QUESTION 248).

"Z49. Do you aver hcopen 0 see or vcurseir the cconafticrs. -
uncer wnich 'rese Decoie iive 7 2ces thgr ngCoen o you
Srten, somerimnes. or icrely ? .

Citen
Somerimes
lerey

Never
P

(S35 _LJ g\; o

TREND EURO 5 - Q. 221 MOODIFIED
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S OUL (REPONSES 1 A 3 A LA QUESTION 248) .

250.A propos ‘08 ces gers, s‘agitl putdt ce gens qui ont

foujours 6té. dors lewr stuation actuelle ou de gers. qui ¥
~. SO tomMD4s aprés aveir connu Qutfe chose ?

1. Toutous é?é dans leur situation actuelle
2. Sont tombés dans teur snucﬂon actuelle
6.7

I!BGD BIRO 5 Q22 MODIF(EE

A TOUS - ’ )

251.Pami les couses suivantes qul psuvent expthuer que des
gens 'sont pauvres, quedes.sont les frols pius frécuantes &
votre avis 7 (MONTRER LA USTE. TROIS REPONSES POSSIBI.ES)

La ctninutidn de Ia protection socxale

Ulndifférence enne voisins

a maiadle

‘cigtement des familes

6té élevés dans un milleu pauvre

perte de |'esorit de soldarité dans notte soc.éfé

ont sombré dons I'gicoclisme ou dans la drogue
sont victimes a‘'un cndmage prolongé .
habitent une régton pauvre

Calq tlent & leur paresse

sysréme d'daucation n'est pcs cdopté pour

ont rrco a enfcms -
TREND EURC 5 - Q. 233 MOOIFIEE

—
h

Eﬁl"’(‘
333

gnﬁﬁﬁ

E

P< KOOBNP AL

1252.0ars votre quarer ou vomte village, y a-t-i pius. curenr. cu
meirs ge gers pauwres cu'll y g aix ans ? -

P T o .

© 2. Autent’

3. Moirs -~
0.7 ‘ ]

T?END EURO § - Q.224 MODIFIEE

| 253Pcucicl v - & voe owis, ces gens <ui viverr cinsi

_dacrs e cescin © Vi cuctre ooinicrs, cuelle ast Suiélh g
vorre 7 (MCNTRER LA CARTE). -

1 Clast uCI’CQ auis N’ Cﬁf .CS 8u Ce chonce

2 C'esT Sar scresse .Sy meuvaise veienré

[&)

. C’ast 3¢res cu'l y ¢ Secucoun d'injusiica ccrs
_noTre scCiérd N

4, CrastingvitcCie ccrs ! dvoitfion du monce mecermne

.

-8, Aucune ce ¢as formuies

Q2 ) iy
. TREND EURO 5 - Q. 225

_284.5st-ce cue. a'Corés vous. les gems aui sonT cars ces

sfuanonrs céfcvorcoies onf des cncncas Ce s'an SCrfir-cu-
n'ent & Seu prés cucune chancs de s'en sorfir 7

1. Cnt ces cnencas
2. N'ent cucune chcrca
Q.7

TREND EURO 5 - Q. 226

255 £t lours anrcms ont-is cu NON Ces CRGNCas ca §'an serir ?
Cnr ces 'c:'cncas

. 2‘ N°onr a ceuy orés cucune chancs

3.7
TREND EUEO 5-Q.227 MOOIFIEE

.w<xppmN9MA9Nr

[CY RN

IFYBW:wEGtTOJTOmmJ S

250. Agcin, falking of these peopie. would you say they are for

the mdst part people whe have aways been in that
situation or are ‘they peopie who have follen into it aﬂer
hawng known somathing better ?

1 Afways been in their presenr sm.:aﬂan - :
2. Fallen into it ‘after knowing something better

~ TREND EURO § - Q. M_MOD!FIE

CJ?

O AL

- 281, Among the rollowmg reasons’ whlch might -expicn why

pecdple are pocr, which three of them. in your opinion, are

. the most common ? (SHOW LIST. THREE ANSWERS POSSIBLE).

The sccial welfare cuts

; The lack of concem among neighbouss
Sickness

Formily breakugs

. They were brought up in deprived concitions -
Lass of g spirt of communily in our socisty

They fell into alcoholism or drug cbuse :
They are victims of long tem unempioyment -
They live in @ poor crea .

This goes back to their own iazness

. The ecucgtionat systemn not catering for them
g They heve oo many chtlcren

TREND EUROQ § - Q. 223 MODIFIED

252. in the crec where you wve. cre there more. 't'e scr"e or

lawer pccr pecole than there were fen.yecrs cgo ?
Mcre .
. the seme

. rewer
> ) L~
TREND EURC 5 - Q. 224 MCOIFIED

253. whv. n wour ccinicn. re. there ceccie wrc ive in neec 7

Here cre ‘our scinions. -which § fhe CJicsesT ¢ sours T
(SHOW CARD). - :

- -ec.. e hev “cve ceer Jniucky
Z “c*use CF icaness onc icci cr‘ wrilccwer -

. Sectuse there s :‘T‘UC.: J‘}L.’SVCE' noour sceery

[ 9]

4. .75 ennevitczole corr of mcaem sregress

O

. 'None of these

9.7 T '
TREND SURO 5-- Q 225

254, .n yewr conicn. ¢o :he ceocie who cre in suen _acnvec

sircumsicnces Acve cnence of ascc:.:lng Fem Tem i
heve .hey virmucily no’ cncncs of ascsoing ? .

. They hcve g cnenca
. .-\/ﬂ"CSf r"!O cacnce

TREND EURO 5-@ 226

!L; N)

2585.AnC c*tlc’en of these ceoole. hcve Tev or qer.on

cogenunity 1o ger cur of this stugricn 7

Hcve cn ceccermunity
-‘cve scorcaly cny ooporrunity

.QMm

'REND ‘URO 5 Q. 227 MODIFIED
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284 Existe-t-, & voiTe CONNGIANCE UN reveny minimum gararntdt
por ioe pouvolrs putilcs (dans votre pays) 7 (1 QUD. A qui.

9ion YOUS, C8 revenu minimum garantt est-i cccessbie ?
(MONTRER

LA CARTE ET ENONCER LES REPONSE).

LA rdna persenne ne clsposant pas du revenu
minimum

2. Seulement qux personnes ne dispesant pas du
revenu minimum’ eof rempiissant certaines c¢oncitions
d’accas tedes que I'dge, I'nacivité crofessionnelle. un
handleap, efc.

3. Pas de revenuy minimum garanti
6.7

287 tstimez-vous que les pouvdirs publics dans votre pays font
tout ce qu'lls aoivent pour ces gens pauvies, font ‘rop ou
ne font pos assaz ?

. Font trop

Font ca qu’lls doivant

No font pas assez

2

" TREND EURO § - Q. 228 MODIFIEE

258 Avez-vous errendu parler d'une action de la Cammuncutd
ourcpdenns dcns e gomaine de la urte conme ia
pauvieté ? (81 OUN. Treuvez-vous aus csla sot une conne
chese ou une mauvease chose que la Communaurd
europédenne s'ocsupe e g iutte contre la pauvrerd ?

Pep -

1. Bonne chose

2. Mauvese cnose

3. NI cenne Nt MauvVCIse (S?ONTANE)
4. Pes entencu paner ’

Q.2

A CEUX QUI CNT ENTENDU PARLER DE UACTICN DE LA
COMMUNAUTE. REPCNSES 1 A 3 A LA QUESTICN 258.

289.L'ccton c8 ¢ Communcuré eurccéderne cors © ume
conme .© -Scuvreré veus garcit-elle suffiscnte su ocs
sutfiscnre ? i

i, Suffisente
2. Pcs sufilscnre
0.7

260E! 3 on cemcnccr cux citoyens comme veus ce ‘cre
GuUeICUe Chcse Dour Siminuer cafte Jcuvietd an cornent
un peu ¢'CIGeNT. sanez-vous C'acsoracu ocs ¢'acesic ?

. D'cegere
2. Bcs g’cesoa

0.2 _
TREND EURO'S - Q. 229 MODIFIEE

2681. § cn vous demcncat un pPeu Ge femocs cour vous
Qcguper ¢'eux,; senaz-vous 4’'acsarg ou pas ¢'ecssre 7

1. D’ceeora

2 Pas o ccsord

0.7 :

TREND EURC 5 - Q. 220

- A CEUX QUI SERAIENT D'ACCORD PCUR DONNER DU TEMPS.‘

REPONSE | A LA QUESTION 261.

202.Quel genre g'cerivitd  seriez-vous orét & sffectuer 7
(MONTRER LA USTE. PLUSIEURS REPONSES POSSIBLES).
1. Pamcoer & un cenre a’'cccusil gour tes gers ccuwres

2. Crgeniser ces csmburions de vétemenrs

[%)

. Conner ces cours cour coprencre 4 lire of 3 acre

&

. Alcer 'es gers SCuwies Cans leurs Gémcrenes G-
_nistTanves

B
S. Rencre wiste @ des Dersonnes agdes’isclées
4. Aider ces cnémeurs & Touver un Taval

. Famsicer & une *rg riscrion non-gouverremenrcie -

AuTe (PRECSER

L

254.Can you tel mo whether o not there is @ minimum
income gucranteed by the public authoriies in (countty) ?
(IF YES), who Cs far as ycu lnow Is enfittec to this minimum
income - guaranted ? (SHOW CARD AND READ OUT
ANSWERS). .

1. Anybogy who is not arecdy at the minimurn income
level ’

2. On)yro rhmemamnardrrhemn‘mum:hcome
lavel and who fulfll certain speicific conditicns
such as their age. unempioyment. ciscbilty. etc.

3. There is no guaranteed minimun income
07

257.00 you think that the publc authonties in (countty) do cfl
that they should for poor pecple. do feo much. or co not

TREND EURO § - Q. 228 MOOIFIED i

258.Have you heard of the Eurccecn Community fcking ccticn
in the fight cgainst poverty ? (IF YES), co you think it s
gooc or bad her the Europecn Community shicuid gzer
invcivea in the fignt against zovery ?

Good : ’
3ce .
. Neither gocc ncr oca (SPCNTANECUS)

Hoven't hecre coour it
?

g.m;:.c.g\)_-.

7C THOSE 'WHO HAVE ANSWERED CAJEGORIES 1, 2. CR 3
7O QUESTION 2538.
259.Cc you bk e che Iwocecn Tommunilv § Ising

-

encugn <r ner encugh .n the ignr cgainst coverty

Zncugn
Nor sncugh
5 4

[SY ST

280.An¢ if cre oskec zeccie like ycusself to IS iomerming o
reic recuca ceverty Sy VNG Up T ifie mernevy or TS
Surpese. weuic /ou te wiling 1¢ co se or ac T

i. ‘Willing ro

2. Nor wiiling

a.?

TREND EURO § - . 229 MCOIFiED

2681.'Mcuic yeu Ee wiling 7o give up ¢ iltle 5me 'S
cecole cr nor ?

I Miliing to
2 .\lcr willing

,c;

‘TREND EURO § - Q. 230 -

TO THOSE PREPARED TO GiVE UP.SCME IME. CCDE | 70

SUESTICN 241). . .
282.'Wher sorr of thing would you de —'rec:c.' o &c T (SHCW

. UST. SEVERAL ANSWERS POSSIBLE).

i. Help in a canme for Socr cecrie

2. Qrgeruse he cistnburion Of Cloming

3. Give wesscrs in reccing Sna 'wiming

4. Heip pocr cecote n their ceclings wir e
cuthomies .

n

. \Visit cla secoie iving cicne

(55

. Hein unemcicyec 2eonle [0 NG & werk

‘cxe zerr n 2 /c,unrurv or chcnrcie :rgcr::s»ﬂcn

NFREYPS

. Ciher (SPECIFY)

Seie zeef .
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w.Avecquuoledocade opinons &tesvos fe phs mwmcnarmerolamgrwommoutwsodefy

doccordouuetdoncfresodéfé?(uomucam B comesdcsesffoyowaumview?ﬁiowcm)
1. Dans nofre sociéte, les nches sonf de plus en plus - o L owr sociaty the ncn gar nd’er and the poor ger
nehes of :es pauvres de pkus on plus pauvres pocrer

2 Dans notre :oc.été. 1y o de moins en moins de aif- = ‘2. our socx’ery:mére 5 less and less diﬂerencé
_érences de revenus entre les riches ot ies pauvies ) in income between the rch and the poor

e . . _ e



\
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Toutes les doanfes relatives aux Euro-Baromdtres

sont déposées aux "Belgian Archives for the So-
cial Sciences®, (1, place Montequieu, B-1348

Louvain-la-Neuve). Elles sont tenues 3 la dispo-
organismes membres du European Con- .

sition des
sortium for Political Research (Essex), du In-
ter-University Consortium for Political and So-
cial Research (Michigan) et des chercheurs jus-
tifiant d'un intér8t de recherche.

renseignements sur les études dlopi-
nion, publique faites 3 1'initiative de la Con-
nission des Communautés européennes, écrire 3
Karlheinz REIF, "Sondages, recherches, analyses,
200, rue de la Loi, B-1049 Bruxelles.

_Pour tous

(*) Les douze instituts chargés de ces sondages

sont représentés par la société THE EURO-
PEAN ONNIBUS SURVEYS s.c., dont le comité
de direction coamprend : Jan Stapel (NIPO,

Aasterdas), Norman Webb (GALLUP INTERNATIO- -

NAL,. Londres), Héldne Riffault et Jean-
Frangeis Tchernia {FAITS & QPINIONS, Paris)
et Nicole Jamar (THE EUROPEAN OMNIBUS SUR-
VEYS, 8ruxelles). '

-

(**) Le scndage en Northern Irsland est fait en
collaboration par Irish Marketing Surveys
et Social Surveys {Gallup Poll).

106811 Euro-Barometer data are stored at the Bel-’

gian Archives for the Social Sciences (1, Place
Montesquieu, B-1348 Louvain-La-Neuve). They are
at the disposal of all institutes members of
the European Consortium for Political Research

* {Essex), of the Inter-University Consortium for

Political and Social Research (Michigan) and
all those interested in social science re-
search. '

For all information regarding opinien surveys
carried out for the Coamission of the Eurgpean
Comaunities, please write to Karlheinz REIF,
"Surveys, Researches, Analyses", 200 rue de la
Loi, B~-1049 Brussels. ’

The tuelve {nstitutes which carried out these
surveys are represented by THE EUROPEAN OMNIBUS
SURVEYS s.c., of which the board ameabers are :

Jan Stapel (NIPO, Assterdaa), Norman Webb (GAL-~

LUP INTERNATIONAL, London), Héldne Riffault and

"Jean-Frangois Tchernia (FAITS ET OPINIONS, Pa-

ris) and MNicole

Jamar (THE EUROPEAN OMNIBUS
SURVEYS, Brussels). -

The Northern Ireiand survey is congucted joint-
ly by Irish Marketing Surveys and Social Sur-
vevs {3allup Pell). '

ECHANTILLONNAGE /SANPLING

L'objectif de-la néthode d'écnantillannage 2st
de couvrir de fagon représentative la totalité
‘de la population Egée de 15 ans et plus, des
douze pays de la Cosmunauté élargie. L'échantil-
lonnage de chaque pays est constitué i deux ni-
veaux : ' , o

1°) Régions et.localités d'enquéte

L'enquéte a lieu sur llensemble du territoire
des douze pays, soit 138 régions. (Voir liste
ci-jointe) ’

Chaque pays a constitué aléatoirement un 3chan-
tillon-maltre de localités d'enquéte, de telle
sorte que toutes les catégories d'habitat soient
représentées proportionnellement 3 leurs popula-
sions respectives.

Au total, les interviews ont lisy dans environ
1.350 points d'enquéte. ’

The samole 5as Deen designed %o 3e representa-

15 years ang
the eniarged

tive of the total pooulation agea
over of the twelve
Community. In each country a two stage sampling
method is used : '

countries of

10) Géographical distribution

The survey covers the whole territory of the
twelve countries i.e. 138 regions. (See atta-
ched list) ' ‘ .
In each country a ramdom selection of saioling
points is aade in such a way that ail types of
area (urdban, rural, etc..) are represented in
proportion to their populations.

The interviews are distributed 1in z2o0re or less
1.350 sampling points.




" d'enquéte. Au stade suivant,

" 1'ordre
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29) Choix des personnes interrogées

Les personnes interrogées sont toujours diffé-

rentes d'une enquéte 3 1tautre. L'échantillon-
maltre aléatoire évoqué ci-dessus indique le
~nombre de personnes i interroger 3 chaque point

terroger sont désignées :

- sozt par un tirage au sort sur liste dans les

pays ol on peut avoir ‘accds 3 des listes ex-
haustives d'individus ou de Foyers : Danemark,
Luxenbourg. Pays fas. ;

'  - soit par echantlllonnage strat1f1e sur la base 

des -statistiques de’ recensement,

lon étant - construit 3 partir des
sexe, 3age et profession : 8elgique, France,
Italie, Royaume-Uni, Irlande ;

1'échant11-

"~ soit par une 3éthode combinant les deux ‘précé=

dentes (cheminement sy;tématique)

: Allemagne,
. Grice, Espagne, Portugal. .

»Pooulafion (1)

¥illiers %

/Thou-. _CE/EC. CE/EC

sands 10 - 12,

. 7,926 3.84 | 3.12

0K : ',k,133 o '1.30 1.82

0 51.466 23.62.°  20.28

GR. . 7.715 3.564. 3.04

s 42.851 18.587 ~. 16.87

IRL L 2.455 7 1,13 .97

I _ 44,638 . . 20.39 17.49

L o300 .16 12

L 11,400 - © 5.23 4,49

UK - 45,207 20,75 . 17.79

CE/EC 10 217.889  100.00 - 85.77

E . 28.856 - L1136

J : 7.314 - 2.88

CE/EC 12 254.057 - 100,90
11 éét rappelé gue fes‘ résul tats obtends-pﬁr
sondage sont des estimations dont le degré de

certitude et de oprécision dépend, toutes choseés

5galés i‘ailleurs, du ndmbne des individus cons-
" Avec des schantillons de

tityant 1'échantillon.
de 1.000, on admet généraleﬁent qu'une
différence inférieure 3 cing pour cent entre
deux gsourcentages est au-dessous du niveau ac-
centabl° de confiance. ' )

1) 15 ans et plus. / 15 years and aver,
{2) -Nombre d'interviews. / Number of 1nterv1eus.

les personnes 3 in--

critéres de.

E (Euro-Barometre no SIA)

2‘);Choice of respondents

For each survey 'different individuals are in-

terviewed in the nmaster sample of sampling

point described above. Within these saapling

points the individuals to be  interviewed are
" chosen : C

- either at randoa from the population or elec-
toral lists in those countries where -~ access
to suitable lists of individuals or house-
holds is possible : Densark, = Luxeabourg,
Netherlands : a o :

--or by quota sanpling.»ln ‘these cases the quo-
tas are ‘established by sex, age and occupa-
-tion on the basis of census data : this sys-
tes is wused in Belgium, = France, = Italy,
‘Unlted Kingdom, Ireland ; ' < ‘

combining the tuo precedent/
route?). :  Geraany, Greece, .

- or by a aethod
ones ("random
Spain, Portugal.

Echantiilohs/ .
Samples (2) "‘Dates

{Euro-Barométre n® 31A)

21/06 au 02/07/1989

-1.028
©.1.000 . '19/06 au 03/07/1989 -
1.202 19/06 au 04/07/1989
~1.000 19/06 au 03/07/1989
- 1.040 19/06 au 94/07/1989
1.016 . 19/06 au 03/07/1989
Lo 19/06 au 01/07/1989
1) S . 20/06 au-10/07/1289
o970 . 19/06 au -03/07/1989
1.248 19/06 au 10/07/1989
9.827° 19/06 au 10/07/1989
1.003 "7 19/06 au 93/07/1989
1.000 - 19/06 au 03/07/1989 -
11,819 © 19/06 au 10/07/1989"

Readers are reainded that sample survey results
are estimations, the degree of certainty and
precision of which, everything being kept equal
rests upon the number of cases. With samples of
about™1.000, it is generally adaitted that a

percentage difference of " less than five per
cent is below the acceptable level of confi-

denca. ’ . -



BELGIQUE/BELGIE

Ylaass gewest
Région Wallonne
_Bruxelles/Brussel
Antuerpan
Brabant

Hainaut

Lidge

Lisburg
Luxesbourg
Namur
Oost-Vlaanderen
West-Vlaanderen

BUNDESREPUBLIK
DEUTSCHLARD

Schlesuig-Holstein
Hamburg
Nierdersachsen
Braunschueig
Hannover

Lidneburg.
Heser-Eas

Srenen

Nordrheis-¥estfalen

Dissaldorf

K3ln

Alnster

Detzold
Arnsberg

Hessen
Darastadt
Kassel
Rheinland-Pfalz
Koblanz

Triar
Rheinhessen-Pfalz
BadenQIEfttelberg '
Stuttgart
Karlsruhe
freiburg
TGbingen

Bayern
Oberbayern
diederbavern
Oberpfalz”
Oberfranken
¥ittelfranken
Unteprfranken
Schwaben
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REGIONS D'ENQUETES / GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Saarland
Berlin {Vest)

DANMARK . . °

. Jylland

Sjaelland
Fyn -

_FRANCE

Ile de France
Bassin parisien
Chanpagne-Ardennes’
Picardie ‘
Haute-Normandie
Centre
Basse-Normandie -
Bourgogne-

Xord-Pas de Calais
Est '
Lofraine

Alsace
Franche-Comté
Ouest .

"Pays de la Loire '

8retagne
Poitou-Charentes
Sud-Ouest
Aquitaine

" Midi-Pyrénées

Limousin

Centre-fst

Rhéne-Alpes

Auvergne

Aéditerranée -

Languedoc-Roussillon

Provence-Alpes-C8te
d'Azur

{Corse) '

IRELAND

Donegal
North West
North East
Hest
Nidlands
Fast

Mid West
South East

.South West

ITALIA |

Rord-Ovest
Piemonte

- {Valle d'Aosta)

Liguria

Lombardia

Sord-Est
Trentino-Alto Adige
Veneto

Friuli-VYenezia Giulia

Emilie-Romagne
Centro

Toscane

Umbria

Marche

Lazio

Campania

Abruzzi-Nolise
Abruzzi

Holise

Sud

Puglia
Basilicata
Calabria
Sicilia .

. Sardegna

© NEDERLAND

Noord-Nederland
Groningen
Friesland
Drenthe
Oost-Nederland
Overijssel
Gelderland
¥est-Nederland
trecht
Noord-Holland
Zuid-Holland -
Zeeland

Zuid-Nederland

Hoord-Brabant
LIaburg

URITED KINGDOM

-orth

Yorkshire and Husberside

East Nidlands
East Anglia
South-East
South-West
¥est Midlands
North-lest

Yales

Scotland
Northern Ireland

ELLAS.

Kentfiki Ellas kai

. Evia

Peloponnissos
Tonioi Nissoi
Ipiros
Thessalia
Makedonia
Thraki

Nissoi. Aigaiou
Keit? '

'1

" - LUXENBOURG (GRAND-DUCHE) ESPANA

Noreste
Levante
Sur
Centro
Noroeste
Norte

PORTUGAL

Grande Lisboa
Grande Porto’
Litoral ’
Interior Norte
Interior Sul:




W

Lo

~ BELGIQUE/BELGIE
. DANMARK

- DEUTSCHLAND

ELLAS

ESPANA

" FRANCE

- IRELAND

ITALIA

LUXENBOURG '

NEDERLAND

PORTUGAL

‘Bodelschwinghstrasse 23-25a
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INSTITUTS CHARGES'DUvSOHDAGE ET SPECIALISTES RESPONSABLES

INSTITUTES WHICH CARRIED OUT. THE SURVEY AND EXPERTS IN CHARGE:

i’

DINARSO N.V.
78 Boulevard Laabermont
B-IOJO - BRUXELLES

GALLUP MARKEOSANALYSE A. S.

“Gannel Vartovvej 6,
.0K-2900 HELLERUP, COPENHAGEN

EHHID~INSTITUT GabH . )
0-4800 BIELEFELD 1

ICAP HELLAS S.A.

| 64 Queen Sophia Avenue

GR-115 28 ATHENS
INTERGALLUP

PO de la Castellana, 72-1°
E- 2800#6 WADRID

INSTITUT, DE SONDAGES LAVIALLE

'6-3 Rue du 4 Septembre

F;92130‘ISSY-LES—MOULIHEAUX ‘

IRISH UARKETING SURVEYS Ltd
19-20 Upper Pemproke. SuP’EC
LHL-uUBLIN 2 .

‘S’ITUTJ PER LE RICERCHE STATISTICHE

+ LYANALISI DELL'OPIYIOHE DUBBL"CA (DoxA)

Yia Panizza 7,
1-20144 AILANO -

INSTITUT LUXEMBOURGEQOIS DE RECHERCHES
SOCIALES "{ILRES)

5, rue du Marché-aux-Herbes

GD- 1728 LUXEMBOURG '

.VEDERLANDS INSTITUUT VOOR DE PUBLIEKE

OPIHIE (NIPG) B.v.
Hesterdokhuis, Bareéntzplein 7

NL- 1013 AMSTERDAN

NORHA - Sociedade de Estudos para o

- Desenvolvimento de Empresas, S.A.R.L.

UNITED XINGDOM

Rua 4arqués de Fronteira, 76
P-1000 LISBOA

SOCIAL SURVEYS (GALLUP POLL)
202 Finchley Road,

UK - LONDOY NW3 68L

Ceordznarxon xnternatzonale/Internat1onal coordxnatlon T

Ennio SALAMON

. Luc SCHULPEN

~“Rolf RANDRUP '

Walter TACKE
Klaus-Peter SCHOEPPNER

. Franz KILZER

Anthony LYKI“RDOPOULOS
Tilemachos 0I8 '

Jaine HIQUEL ADRADA
© Luis PAMBLANCO

Albert LAVIALLE
Oiane MOUTHON

Charies COYLE
1ary 30YCE

3

Alfonso del 3€

Louis MEVIS

Charles MARGUE

" Arnold HEIJTLANOT .

Martin JONKER

Mario BACALHAU -

. Morman WEZB
- dobert WYBROA

- Héléne RIFFAULT - Jean-frangois TCHERVIA
: . FAITS ET OPINIONS

25, rue Cambon.

F-75001. PARIS

~Telefax

" Telefax

© Télex

Telefax

- Télex :

©Té1..322.215.19.30.

Télex 046.64577

322.218.00.99

Tél. 451,29.88.00
Télex- 055.15180
Telefax 451.18.24.66

" Tél. 49.521.260.010

Télex '041.932833

- Telefax 49.521.260.01.55

| TéL. 301.722.56;51

‘0601.215736
301.722.02.55

Télex

Tél. 341.262.52.56 .
Télex 052.87804
Telefax 341.563.22.26

761.331.45.56.97.11
205163
Telefax 331. 43.54,76.47
Tél. 353.175.Il;§6‘
Télex - 0500.20617
3583.176.28.77

A

Tél. 352.47.30.2!.
Télex 0402.50408 @
Telefax 352.46.26.20

Tél, 31.20.26.38.4¢6
Télex 044.14616
Telefax 31.20.26,43.75

CTél. 351.1.76.76.24

Télex 0404.12604

Telefax 351.1.773.948

TEl. L&l1.7%4.36.81 -

051.261712

Telefax : 441.331.02.52

1 "331.42.96.41.55 ~ Télex 216789 - Teiefax 131, »2 60. 40 33
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