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INTRODUCTION

This report presents cond snalyses the overerll findings coif ths nmost
inportant public opinion survey ever conducted among the six counitries of the
Luropean Economic Community on sititudes — and the formation of these attiitudes -
toward european unification considered in all its manifold aspects.

It has its origin in the suggestion of a group of specialists in tie
problenz of youth, who met in Brussels in June 1967, &t the initiative of the
Comaizsion on Burepean Communities,

More preciselys its objective was to go far beyond what moei opicion
survayy will permit, i.e. neither to restrict it to taking country by couniyy
snapshots of the attitudes of young people toward european unifications nor
simply to study briefly how these attitudes are distributed accordinzg to sex,
ages soclo-econonic or socio—cultural settingss and so forth. For tue first
time, it involved questions of studying what is the precise meaning of ithe words
"Europe" or "europeans" for the younger generations ; what cEﬁ%EE?“jcung pecple
attribute to the noticns of unions unifications integration, and so forth ; whal
motivations underlie the atiitudes expressed ; what are the centers oI interest
?;f_EEEEE—EErsons who reneive, directly or indirectly, informational or educational
messages with "european" content ; ansy, what is the influence of varicus communi-
cetion channels. —

A first stagis wamely the exploratory phase, was planned. It included
a small number of in~depth interviews made up of three groups of Youngsiters, aged
respectively 11 to 12, 15 to 16 ans 19 to 20 years old. These interviews were
conduct:a auring the first half of 1968 by professional psychologists who used
non-dirccti—s btechnigues in order to obtzin the meximum in recolliections and free
asrsocniie.i’ "y~ of ideass spontaneously expressed by the respondents abour words
such a8 "Rurope"; "Buropesan uuilication®, "Common Market"s ete... In all, 216
young peorle in the Community countries, excluding Luxembourgs waire interv.eved
by use of similar methodsy yet with the widest ossible freedom given to the

+q



1I

institutes responsible for the field research.(x)

The second phase, conducted in March-i4pril,1969, aimed at the cons-—
truction of questions or sets of questions which would make it pessible to measure
adequatelys in qualitative or propositional ways, the attitudes uncovered during
the exploratory phase. In all, 486 interviews with young people aged 15 to 15 and
19 to 20 years old, each age group representing half of the szmples, were conduc—
ted in five countries of the Community. Since it was a pretest survey, the sample
was not representative, but it was made as heterogeneous as possible.; it also in-
cluded; nevertheless,; as many boys as girls (xx). The analysis of the collected
data, carried out by the International Research Asocciates (Belgium) under the di-—
rection of Robert GIJFS, allowed us to identify clusters of questionss sach clustsr
measuring a basic dimension of manifest copinicns or of underlying attitudes related

(x) These polling institutes xere selected among the two main international
groups i

- the International Research Associates (INR4) group
COFREIC4 (France)
Institute for Demoscopy (Ge many)
INR4A — Brussels (Belgium)

= the International Gallup group
D0X4 {Italy)
IFOP (France)
NIPO {Netherlands)

Bach institute conducted 36 interviewss for which the tape recordings and

the written transcriptions are aveilable. In addition, under the supervision
of Lucien Mironer and Jacqueline Bissery, the French Public Opinion Institute
(IFOP) carried out an interesting experiment with graphic displays of Burope.
For this researchs see "Les jeunes et l'Burope" (IFOP, mai 1968), as well as
two articles by J. Bissery : "Comment 1'idée de 1'Europe vient aux plus jeunes"
and "Comment les jeunes frangais voient 1'Durcope politigque', in "Communauté
européenne” n® 131, June 1969 and n® 134, September 1969.

(xx) The folloring institutes took part in this stage of the survey

Institute for Demoscopy (Germany) 102 interviews
INRs (Belgium) 75 "
IMP (France) 100 "
NIPC (Netherlands) T0 "
DOXa (Italy) 139 n

1h



te european unification (x).

Finallys the third phases conducted in February-larcs. ° .~ . .
a survey based on representative samples of the entire vopulatio:.. of fach of
the six countries cof the Buropean Community {xx;. The decisiou :

(x) It consisted of a multivariate analysis of relationsh: ps
ses to each pair of items, i.e. tc each element of inforiativ:
sach question. The anzlysiss carried out by a mathematical .
in a technical report on INRA, makes it possivnle to consiruct i ...
ordered scales, each one representing a ciuster of ifems which
wad meaningful correlations among them, but also where tne oo o
items i.e, the one obtaining the smallest percentage of posiii o u
aliows one to predict the responses to "easier! items insludel oo ¢
of tue scale, I'or examples we were able to construct a scais
tha attitudes of respondents whos simultaneocusly are wil.iin:
rary personal inconveniencez to have Zurcpe come 1o passsy Vo a0
the entry of foreigners into their country, who favor replacin.
nal currency with a european currencys vho consider themselwves Rre p oo
involved or keer informed about politicss who feel in agreensc
demonstrations,s and who do not agree with those who claim trez:
all right with the world and noth ing cught to be changed no
believe european unification 2s impcssible because of languas

The specigliste may refer to the INRAL technical report : “Liumn: ..oaw..
péenne" s second guantitative stage. Ref. C.01.122,

4 working document on the preliminary findin, o ¢i this stare o -
vas published in Februarys 1970, by the FPress and Informatiocn . -
of the Commission of the Iuroprean Communities under the titlw

et 1'unification de 1'Burope" (Doc. 17.261/X/69~F. Rev).

(xx; fThe samples were distributed among the countries as followg :

- Germany (Institut flir Demoskopie ) 2021 i
- Belgium (International Research 4ssociates) ipce o
~ France (Institut frangeis d'opinion publique) 2046 v
- Italy (istituite per la Ricerche Statistiche

e 1'anelisi deli'Opinione Pubtlica, icae
— Luxembourg (International Research Associates) 33n

- letherlands { Xederland Instituut voor de Publieke
Opinie) 1230

Total 8752

The technical methods of the field researck and data analysis

in the report of the International Research Assoclates -which ... ..
overall findings ¢ "Les déterminants d'une attitude favorabias -
tion politique de 1l'Zurope"s as well ac in the annex "IL'unii:ion .
péenne'" s Ref. C.01,197.

To dates only the country findings have been publisheds hefzrs =z
analysisy in a note issued by the general officz of the Presu

mation of the Commission of the European Communities {(doc. 1Z...0 ..
dated July 20, 1970) and in an article published by the Britisi T.. ...
Government and Opposition., Vol. 63 Nr 4y Fall 1971y under the t.tl:z
pean and the unification of Burope'.

who



Iv

phase to the entire populationsy instead of limiting it to youngsters as injitielly
planned, was taken in view of the findings of the first ftwo phas:iy starting with
ths following considerations :

1° The first two phases provided sufficiently rich dnd detailed informa-
tion that certain conclusions could bs drawn about the youth populationy
especially in that the differences between young people and aedults re—
garding the same object, are not as important and sharp as expected.

2° In any event, verification of this absence of substantial differences
required that the same guestions be asked of youngsters ans of adults.

3% The choice of samples representing the fotal population from the age
of 16 an .ales it possible to treat "age" as a continuous variable
and to observe variations in opinion and attitudes as a function of
this variable.

Bach of the three phases yielded a harvest of information. Some hypothe-
ses formulated in the first and second stages were verified in the thirds ans some
were not. Others still remein fo be examined in fufture research.

In this present report, wve have tried to present the essential findings
of this long research without delving too much into technical details or insisting
too much on the hypotieses which were rejedted in the process, Our objective wvas,
and still iss fto improve Lur knowvledge of attiftudes and attitude formation of the
european public toward european unification in order t¢ upgrade poblic information
policy.

The entire data set as well as all the reports of the institutes con-
tracted are aveilable to research scholars who wish to consult them,

Jacgues—René RABIER

[N
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First Part

DIRECTION oD FORMLTION OF PRO~FTROITFAL

ATTITUDES 4 ICNG YOUNGER GEIERATIONS

THE IN-DEPTH IRNTERVIENS

"Far from forming first or sven early datas, the feeling
and even the concept of one's own nation appears relatively late
in a normal child -vithout its seeming to brirg abouts necessarily:
a sense of patriotic elhnocenirism. On the conirarys to acquire
an intellectual and affective avareness of hig owm countrys & child
has to undertake an entire process of "dewcentrising” (with respect
to his city, his canton, etc...) and of cocridination (With perspec—
tives other than his own) - & process which makes him come to under-
stand other couniries and »noints of vier different from his owm".

Jean PIAGET and A.Mf. WEIL "Le développement chez 1l'enfant de
1'idée de Patrie et des relations avec 1'étranger". International
Bulletin of Social Sciences, UNBSCC — autumn 1951, Vol IIIs n® 3,

It's egpeciglly wvith these comments of Jean Piaget in mind that the first
phase of the survey included in-depth interviews with young people = boys and girls
aced 11 to 12 yearss along side interviews with youngsters 15 to 16 years old and
with young adultsy aged 19 o 20.

This was at once a study of general predispositicnss whieh ought to unco-
ver the fundamental dimensions of attitudes toward Europe for the purpose of quan-
tification in the later phases, as well as of genetic psychologys; which should
aliow one to predict to what exteud the young generations might respond to or in
the uniting of Burope, while keeping in mind their life cycle, on the one hands
and the historical conditioning of thelir own generation, on the other.

The main conclusions, drawn from the mass of information ccllected in
the course of the 216 in-depth interviews of young people in the three categories
samples (11-12, 15 to 16 and 19 to 20 years 0id)s can be summarized as follows :



1,

No great resistancey but little motivation toward a Burope perceived as &

Community of manifest destiny.

a) Among young people between 11 and 12 years of age and even 15 and 16
years c¢lds the concept of Burope is vague., It is characterized by differences
between people and nations rather than by common characteristics. These dif-
ferences are principally defined by geographicael propertiess but the distances
are expressed in paychological termsg rather than in geometrical terms; especial-
ly in the youngest age group : onz country is seen more distant from another,
even if i1t is more proximate on the map.

Although Burope is viewed as a group of counitries very different one from
the othery these countries are perceived as having peace; trangquility and ma-
terial welfare in common. The fear of war remains slive in the youngest age
group,

Bvident signs of an awareness of a common european destiny or even of a
feeling of eurcpean solidarity are not to be found among these youngsters.
On the other hands feelings of solidarity at a planetary levely at the level
of all mankind, seem to exist in a latent, more or less embxyonic form,

b) A sort of european feeling along with a still vague awareness of the
common destiny of the pecoples of Burope does show up among youngsters of 19 to
20 years of age. This awareness ic expressed by a sensitivity to the common
history of european countries. In this age grouvny E.rope is spoken of as one
entitys even at the ouiset of the interview when the respondent did not yet
know that the interview concerned european unification.

Amorys the young people with higher intellectual gkills, Burope is viewed
as being at the origin of all advanced civiligzations for w+hich she has some
kind of responsibility, There is also a sort of regret about the lessening
of Burope's importance in the world.

In short; there is no great resistance among young people to the idea of
european unification ; on the contrary, one notices a latent pro-european
mctivation in search of a goal. Thus the question is : to what extent can
present european achievements and efforts undertaken for its uunification
become the goal of this latent motivation 7



2,

Pro-esurcpean feelings in search of a gosi.

The differences obmerved in the concepts and vie-s of Hareps among the
three age groups studied are partly sxplained by the dafficulty of the forma-
tion of oro-european feelings in the wminds ©i young people,

This difficulty has iis origing in the ceal diffareruas bedween chill»an
of 11 to 12 years <F & o and the prege-ding generations.  The shildren wno
vere 11=12 years old at the Sime of the first stage of the study in 1968
differ from the rrece -ding generations by traits which will probably Temain
as c¢hrracterisetics of treir generation., ¥or uss one of these characieristiics
czems to e the influence 0 new lcans of seclal communications especially te=
leviginon, which 78 contributing to the birth of a wuow culture snd of z new
¥ind of civilizaetion.

Mueh has been said and swen rvemeins (o be gaid sbout the influence of
television on our societies. Buts in limiting curselves to the purpose of
this study and to ihe collected materialss hLow can one not he struck by the
difference between the generation of voung neople who were born hetween the
ena of World War IXI and 1955s on the one hands and young peopie born after
19555 on the other 7 The first most assuredly belongs to a generation of
inventors and users of new anl powerful means of communications but their
frame of referencs. still goes back to pre-war generations, In contradistine-
tiony the generation born after 1955 became aware of the world in an era
which was experiencing the masgive penetration of television.

This study allowed us to ascertain that for children who were 11 to 12
vears olds time and space were experianced in z much more immediates comprege
sed and direct way than during the preceding generations. In addition, the
mass of informztion absorbed khas increazsed tremendously.

These new characteristics of perception give Tise to a stronger emotiow
naly almost physical pariticipation in the subject matter. In the immediacy
of their effects, the child sees and almost touches violencey conflicts and
major world problems. Neverthelesg, tie volume of messages transmitted forw
ces the subject to filter this information.

The information whiech penetrates this filter and affects youngsters
directly is that which makes an immedlate or pressing aypeal to their sengi-
tivities, However, information about Eurcpe transmitted by television hes
difficulty getting through this filter., On the one hands becauce of its
technical characters it is not within the reach of the child. On the other
rands it lacks the emotional content which characterizes information about
other subjects of national ansy particularlys international poiitics.

In comparing the development of gttitudes and opiniona to computer
processing of datas one could state tiat dats are stered at the age of 11 to



12, whereas around 15 to 16 years old, the search for a data processing
program is underway. Television does not offer this (data processing)programs
and messages sent by other agents (family, school, press, books, ets... )
chich ought to help the child to interprets sort out and understand the infor—
mation perceived via television, are insufficient or inadequatey or, moreovers
cannot become attached to emotional quickstones without which this informestion
is more or less removed from the life and interests of the child.

Another finding is the evidence of a feeling of uneasincss that 15 to 16
years old youngsters have in the face of the growing demands of technological
culture on the individual. They feel that tlheir personal freedom is oppressed
or threatened by the specislization of activities, the subdivision of groups,
andhlienatiOn of the masses. In this age groups the concept of Europe has
little attractiveness because of its technical character,; its lack of emotional
appealsy its sbsence of ideals or even its lack of simple and clearly stated
goals.

The 19 to 20 years old youth are more sensitive to reality and even to
details, They have entered & phase of fulfillment and feel a deep urge for
action. To take the image of the computer once againy one could say that
youngsters of this age have acquired a data processing preogram. The concept
of a united Europe seems more attractive to them, It's a choice within resach
of concrete fulfillment. In additions the notion of & united Eurcope is capable
of appealing to feelings in the way of an overarching programs of an exiting
adventure, but provided that these youngsters already have the necessary
intellectual training. Yet there is no doubt that many of the young people aged
19 to 20 end even adults are still below this level of maturity ; their menta-
1lity comes cloger to that of 11 to 12 year old children.

This second series of findings show that it is high time the minds of
youngsters born after 1955 were mobilized in favor of the uniting of Zurope.
In facts the differences observed in the conditions of the formation of funda-
mental attitudes and opinions between this generation and previous gensrations
might result in a weazkening of pro—european feelings to the benefit of other,
yet unknowns choices,

In order that policy for european unification arouse an interest smong
young people and bring about their conscious participation, the motives, efforts
and achievements of the authors of this policy should be communicated to these
young people (and to the adults who have not gone beyond this mental level) in
its simplest form and in ways that appeal more to their affective predispositi-
ons. JIndeedy there is no doubt thal the visible signs of developing europesn
unification presently are much too technical,y and the associated conceptss too
intellectual, To¢ be understood, these ideas call for an intellectual level and
& sengitivity very rarely found among the public in genersl, including young
people. They do not appeal to primary emotions and motivations such as the
drive for powers the need for security, the feeling of being able to participa—
te in great historical achicvementss and so forth.
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The general views of a united Eurcpe held by you gsters do noi diffesr
from those of the greater mass of adultis.

The general viewg of Burope we have Leer able to (bserve werg genergl-—
ly latent 5 the views expressed by tue subjent in the coursze of % inter-
view did not place his emotivity at stake.

he

2

Thisg variety of viewg is alsc fourd amcng &ada
within the Buropean Community. 4 uniied Burope 18 considerad by some as
a step toward the union of people sll wver the worldy or almo re the e~
velopment of & new economic and military powery or egtill yet es o =ind
of promiszed land where presperity and peace will preveil, Amony ithe youngest
children the principal attraction of surcpean unificetion is based ou Poace
and tranguiliiy ;, these motivations obvicusly correspond fo a fundamsnhal
need for securiiy.

1ts of the ccuntrias

There is also a zertaln resistsnice to european unifisation ercing these
youngsters. This resistance stems from a fear of dilution or diszappearance
of their cultures and alsc from the fear that unification would allor the
largest european countries te pursue policies of domination over the others.
This last fear is expressed mainly by young Dutch and Belgianss but also by
young Frenchs Germans and Jtalians,

a) In the youngest age¢ groups Burope is geographically defined :
all european countries, including Turkey, are seen as part of Burcie.
This broad view — "the mores the better" = reveals the agbsence of deep
feelings of unity.

b) For 15 to 16 year old youngsters, the principal attracticn
european unification lies with the solution of workd wide mrohlens
would make possible, prohlems they have just become aware of : the nmeeting
of minds beiwzen people, tle disappearance of barriers which ceparate men
and naticns, union on a world wide scale. The view of Burope as a step
toward world unification is rather freguent in this age group.

<t by
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¢) Among young people aged 19 to 20, we find most of the views elready
observed in the youngest age grours., Nevertheless, the accent shifts tovard
& more concrete and more practical ocutlock., Euir.ve thus appears as an
accomplishment in which one ought to colleiborate. It is an action~orisnted
outlock, It is in this age group we find wmost often the idea uf Europe
concelilved as a nevs greal workd powers the development of which would alilow
this part of the workd {o catch up with the other graat rowers, eciccially
with the United States. It is possible to detect a latent hope that one
day Eurcpe would be capavlie of influencing the world with as much authority
ag in fthe past, but this time in order fo contribute to the solution of the



great vorld rroblems of our time,

We also notice among these 19 to 20 years old young people that a united
BEurope is most frequently limited to the six countries of the Common Market and,
at the mosty io countries of Western Lurope.

The material gathered during the first phase of research allowed the formu-
lation of & certain number of hypotheses which might be shown as necessarys and
perhaps sufficient, conditions for the explanation of the development and organi-—
zation of attitudes toward european unification :

a) The strength of attitudes toward european unification.

We have found among young people that the view of & united Europe about
which an atiitude 18 formed can take on different aspects, of which the main ones
are as follows :

- A Burope of sovereign nations, built upon agreement bhetweern independent

states ;
— 4 federal Buropes consisting of a division of powers between federal
akithority and national svthorities in poli+icals economic, etc. spheres

~ 4 unitary Enrcpey conceived in terms of the model of a mational unitary
statesy a view that is to be found sometimes (especially among the youn—
gest) as a rather utopic form of integration, and at other times as the
extreme degree of the above mentioned federal idea.

-

The analysis of these three views led to the formulation of the hypothesis
that it was more a matter of differences in the degreey hence the strength, of
attitudes than in distinctly different outlookg. This hypothesis, which was veri-
fied throughout the following phases of the study, permitted the use of & single
index Vo measure pro—eurcpean attitudes, an index which wes inferred from a cluster
of questions and served as a measure of the dependent wvariable (1).

b) The independent variables.

Besides the dependent wvariable, which measured pro-european attitudes in
and of thenselves, a certzin number of independent var iables was hypotheticeglly
stated at the end of the first phase : each of these wvariables is expected to
influences directly or indirectlys pro—european attitudes.

(1) See pp. 25 to 30.
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variables are mentioned here only in pa351ng: sinces in fact, one of -

the aims of the study was to verify ilese hynotheseq :

1)

2)
3)

47
5)
6)
7)
8) Ic
9)

Idealistic internationalism, expressing the idsal of universal frater-

nity and solidarity.

Politieal nationzslism.

The. registance to tschnological 0¢v1llzat10n and negative reaction to .
present day achievements in the area of european unification.

The desire for peaces and anxiety in the face of conflicts.

The level of information. |

The degree to which european institutions are "present" in the public's
perceptual field.

Bzperience with different kinds of cent*allzed or decentralized organi-
atlons of SGGlourOlltICal Systems.

Ethnocentrlsm, i.e. the propen31ty to accept and to favor values,

views and ways of life of the group to which one belongs 3 .hich is

an attitude which must be distinguished from political natiomalism.

10)
11)
12)
13}
14)
15)
16)
17)

These

Age.,

Desire for emancipation.

ittachment to language and to cultural identity.

5ugreg of knormledse of actual european instifulions.

Need to move within a familiar universe.

Desire to overcome a feeling of inferiority w1th respect to great powers.
Degree of involvement in polities and public affairs.

Degree of civic spirit at tkhe national level.

various hypotheses were studied during the second phase by means of a

multivariate analysis of 486 responses collected in a very detailed questlonnalre
submitted to young people of 15 to 16 and 19 to 20 years of age. .
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ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO THE PRETEST QUESTIONNAIRE

The manipulation of these responses led to¢ the discevery of 30 c¢lusters
in a non-metric space by means of a simple correla’ion analysis between responses
‘to each pair of questicns and to € clusters or sczlses in a metric spabe hased on
cumulative responses to certain questions,

For the purposes of the analysis, it would be interesting to study the
non-metric as well as the metric clusters, Nonetheless, in compatison to the first
kind, the sa¢ond hag the twofold advantage of constituting a better measurement
instruments on the one hand, and of providing us the assurance that a single,
latent variable does exist and determines all the responses tc the questions making
up the cluster, on the other hand.

The eight clusters, made up of responses t0 questions showing a statis=-
tical and hierarchical oirdér among Them; are as follows = .. -

= conservative nzationalism,

-~ satisfied conservatism, .

-~ positive involvement in "the political unification of Europe,

— utilitarian pro-european attitudes,

- resistance to european unification,

- gccepted or degired degree of integratiomn,

- gtrength of pro—european feelings,

-~ cultural resistance of an ethnocentric kind.
- ~We are going to gtudy each one of these cliusters in detail because,
although the data gathered during this phase of the study were not representative
of the universe studied, the analysis carried out proved very useful for the
preparation of the final questionnaire vhich was later administered to represen—
tative national samples. )

" 1. Comservative Nationalism (Scale I}

Thiz cluster made of five guestions, eﬁpressed an attachment o
established social and political orders i.e. tc a certain form of conservatism
which represents the same basic variable as nationzlism.



The vast majority of yowng respondents think that the principal task
of a government is to maintain crder in the country. Amons voung pecple who ate

press this opinion, close to three guarters believe it is important for their coun—

try to play en important role in world politics. At the bottom of the scales the
most diseriminating gquestion obtains the agreement of those who think that every--
thing goes well anywsay in the present state of affsirss srd that there is ne rea-
son for a change.

Items N = 486 %

~ Think that "the Government masts aboveall,
maintain crder in the country" . + « . o« &+ o 450 93

- Jelieves it to be important that his country
"plays an important role in world polities" . . . 320 68

— Believes it importert for his country to
"have a Strong army'™ « + ¢ & & « « « s « s 8 . 4 » 256 53

— Takes sides against "students who demonstrate”
during the last year in this country and in
numercus other countries . + + « + v o « v . 0 . W 195 39

— Thinks : "everything is well with us and the
way things ares so vhy change 7" . . . . .+ . . . . 165 34

High scores on the scale measuring conservative natiocnalism are found
in the following subgroups :

-~ Young people aged 15 to 16 years,
- Young people with brothers and sisterss
— Parmers' or workingmen's children.

This cluster of attitudes is more related to intellectual background
than to material wealth. In facts the responses hardly vary as a function to
the income of the household as reported by the respondent. To the contrary,
we find a much less nationalist attitude smong students than among youngsters
of the same age.

Young people vho show little or no interest in politics are more
nationalist than those who express & stronger interest : this finding confirms
the importance of the hypothetical variables related to level of information (5)
and to tue degree of involvement in politics and public affairs (16)., In fact,
persons vho claim that they never or rarely watch newsbrosdcasts on television
as well as those who rarely or never read the news reports &bout polities in the
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nevapapers more irequently respondy and in & meaningful ways in the direction
of conservative nationalism,

Young peupie who did not pursue their studies beyond the primary school
level also obtain high scores {on this scale) as do those vho plan to take a job
as working men in the next 10 years.,

Since level of educationy exposure to mags media and level of knovledge
are strongly relateds it is not surprising thet youngstiers who have not yet heard
of plans for eurcpean political unifications or who cannot name the member coun-
tries of the common Markets respond more frequently in the direction of conserva-—
tive nationalism.

Trust in traditional authorities (parentss teacherss union leaders,
roligious uuthorities; cabinet members, legislators, business leaders) usually
go along with nationzlist feelings. At the same time, an inverse relsztionship
with trust in leaders of students movements as well as in student demonstrators
is observable,

Finallys subjects who believe that a good citizen loves his own countrys
is proud of it and defends it ageinst foreigners, show a higher degree of nationa-
lism than those who believe & good citizen isy above alls he 'who stands up against
the government when something displeases him.

In summary, we have qualified ag "conservative nationalism'" those
attitudes or clusters of attitudes which appear typical of the majority of young
europeans, This is a mejority who is slightly informeds disinterested in politi-
cal life, suspicious of newv ideas and probably, as well, of "intellectual elites",
and who stick cautiously to traditionszl wvalues and authorities. Perhaps it is
what novadays is called the "silent majority".

Satisfied Congservatism (Scale II)

This cluster is made up of 6 questions., It expresses the attitudes of
those who are afraid of losing their material welfare and whoj, &s a result, are
oppoeed to running the risks of tiie venture in european unification. It is the
oppositz of favorable attitudes toward progress and protest.

a4t the bottom of this scale we find the notion that unification is
impossible because of the diversity of languagess a notion found further on
in cultural and ethnocentric resistance to european unification (Scale VIII).
This finding is not surprising if one thinks of the importance of the mother-
tongue in the development of a scnse of national identity ands, symbolicallys in
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the image one has of understanding among men,

1
;
;
i
!

Ttems N = 486 %

= I not unNhaDPy « =« o o s « o « o s » ¢ = + & =« 431 8¢

- Has nothings in principles against "foreign
worikers", but fthinks that "thers are really
toco many of them in our country" . . . . . . . 264 54

e et et o i 21—+ e v, <3t s

~ Believes that "in a united Zurope we will be
forced to accept decisions taken sbroasd anywvay" 256 53

-~ IMinds it important to be able 1o &afford a car
(OF 8 NEW CAT)r + v o o + o & o« o o « o o« » 246 51

« Thinks thet "everything is well with us and
the vay things arey so why change 7" ., . . . . 163 34

because of different languages" ¢ ¢« « ¢« ¢ o « = 82 17

i
i
i
!
{
i
|
l ~ Thinks that "european unification is impossible

We find high scores on thls scale among the ssame groups as in the
rrevious scale. However, several differences show that it iss indeed, a dis-
tirct dimension.

For examples the difference between sexes is less pronounced. In
additions satisfied conservatism seems to vary according to stated religions
which is not the case for the previous scale : the persons who indicated membershir
in the protestant religion or who say they have no religion are more frequently
satisfied conservatives, but this relationship has to be interpreted cautiously.
T+ is interesting to noticey on the other hand, that contrary to the satisfied
conservetives, those who might be considersd as progressivists or protesters
come most freguently from rich families.

Another difference with respect to conservative natiocnalism is thats
although satisfied conservatism crops up as frequently among youngsters who intend
to become workerss it also appears among young people who plans later on, to take
jobs as heads of businegsess upper level managerss engineerss shopkeepers or tra-
desmen. On the other handy he who plans to become a high ranking civil servant
or to pursue a professional occupation is more often inclined to protest.
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Although satisfied conservatism seem to generate less resistance teo
european unification than does conservative nationalism, it certainly does not
produce a favorable attitude. In feacts it sgoes along with a weak interest in
european guestions.

Also in contradistinction to saticsfied conservatism it is not related
to the degree of interest in politics : among youngsters involved or interested
in politicgssy we find the same propertion of satisfied conservatives as in the
entire sample. '

The two variables we Jjust analyzed represent two important aspects
of the "conservative-progressive" dimension, The first component tends tec cover
the "authoritarian" aspect and the second, its "liberal'" aspect in the european
sense of the word,

We may thus conclude that the conservative attitude toward politics
presently alive among young people of the BEuropean Community is more a kind of
"petit-bourgeois" outlook than a kind of idealism. Traditional nationalist ideo-
logy is disappearing in circles of young intellectuals who will probably provide
a high proportion of tomorrov's leaders, On the cther handsy natiornalism is stiil
a lively feeling among those young people who will probzbly make up the mass publics.

Commitment in favor of the political unificatiorn of Europe {Scelie III)

This scales composed of seven gquestions, seems to be the least "simple"
of the eight hierarchical scales detected. This is probably the result of several
basic variables, one of which is related te a strong pro-european attitude (predis-
position to put up with passing personsl discomfort to have Europe come to pass)
and a progressive attitude (favorable feelings toward protesting students and an
openness toLard foreign workers). Thus the hypotnesis that nationalist or satis=-=
fied conservatism is opposed to ithe formation of pro-—european attitudes is wveri-
fied anew,
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Itens N = 486 A

- Does not agree that "europesn unification is
impossible since we speak different languages® 404 83

- Does not agree with the statement that :
"Bverything is well with us and the way things
ares S50 why change T | . v v 4 ¢ 4 ¢ o o « o » 330 68

- Is for "students who Lave demonstrated" during
the last year in his own and numercus other
Oountries a L] L] L] - - - - L] L] L] - L - L3 - L] - - 291 60

= Considers himself as politically involwved in or
keeps informed of politicil life without partici=
Pating personally ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o 4 o 8 & o o e o 265 55

~ Favors the idea that "his national currency should
be replaced by a european currency” .+ o « o« o 2 o 260 54

~ Does not agree vith the idea "as a rules I have
i nothing against foreign workerss but there are
really too many of them in our ecountry". . « . 222 46

- Is "so favorable to european unification" that
he ig ready "to accept, temporarily, discomforts:
(as for example, having & little less money) so
long as it comes 0 Pads" & & v v o ¢ « & o s o 156 32

Attitudes on this dimension occur more frequently and are more pronoun—
ced among male youngsters whose fathers are not laborers.

They &lso show up among catholic young people or among those who state
that they have no religion, but this is difficult to interpret.

Young people who come from wealthy families, who are pursuing their
studies in universities or in centers of higher learning or who keep informed of
politidal eventsc have relatively high scores. They are all well-informed sbout
european affairs ; they express the hope that other european countries will join
the six of the EEC, including, in numerous instances, the communist countries ;
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they prefer types of unification vhich impiy a high degree of integration to
the intergovernmental kind ; and, they have less confidence in established
authorities than in leaders of student movemenis and in young protestors.

fuis third scale thus appears to express a general outlook or a set
of attitudes in contrast to those covered by scales II and III. This verifies
once again the hypothesis that nationalism and conservatism run counter to the
birth and %o the development of pro—european attitudes.

Utilitarian Pro—Buropean attitude (Scale IV)

Scale IV showsg that & reletively materialistic conception of the goals
pursued in eurcopean unification can glso lead to & positive afttitude toward this
object. It turns on a kind of traditional outkook, mot in the least protest—
orienteds and, undoubtedly, very similar to the kind which gave breath to the
process of economic unification in Eurcpe.

This scale includes five items of which the "easiest" scale point
is the statement that the relative size of our staies is no longer adapted to
conditions of the modern world, and the most difficult peint, the statement
that the national flag ought to be replaced by & suropean flag in important
ceremonies,

Ttems N = 486 4

- Believes that "the relztive size of cur states
is no longer adapted to conditions of the modern
worldy in our dayss we ought to think bigger" . . . 381 18

=~ Thinks that "in a united Europey we'll be able
to buy things cheaPer™ ¢ + o « & o s + o« o + s s o« « 334 fa

~ Considers himszlf as politically involved or
keeps informed about volitiecal life witncut
particivating personally + « o « v & &+ & s 4 s o4 s s 265 55

- Would change residence if he were sure "to find
in another region of hils country""a more Interes—
ting life" than the one he can expect to lead by
staying a8t HOMEe « v ¢ v ¢« &+ 5 o+ 4t b e x4 4 e e s 245 50

-~ Favors the idea that "the national flag be repla-
ced by a european flag in important ceremonies" . . 159 33
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e find this sttitude again more frequently among young men than
among young girls, but there is no significant relationship with family cha-
racteristics. On the other hand, there is a strong relationship beiween a
utilitarian pro—european attitude and the fact of keeping informed about po-
litical news,

The relationship with level of education is less strong than for
the former scales but the attitude generally goes along with an excellent
knovledge of the number and names ¢f the countries in the common Market, It
is likely that existing european achievements and institutions are accepted
at a higher rate among these adolescents than among those whose pro-—ecuropean
attitude drawvs its inspiration from a progressive and protest—oriented inter-
nationalism.

The utilitarian aspect of the attitude measured is the fact that the
scores on this scale are ithe only ones which shov & positive and linear corre-
lation with the number of languages spoken by the respondent : the acceptance
of the Burove of the common Market is accompanied by practical steps to parti-
cipate in it.

Organized youth, i.e. those who state they have paid membership dues
to an organization, more often manifest this utilitarian pro—european attitude
than an idealistic one. This is the youth whos in ist political activities,
accepts the rules of the game of our society ;3 ithese are youth one cculd call
non-demonstrating progressivists or reformers. For examples these young "utiw
litarian" europeans show & mixed kind of trust in established authority, a
great trust in their generational cohorts and in leaders of students movements,
but none in student protestors.

Resistance to Buropean Unification (Scale V)

FPor one to &ct favorably onh a goal or to decide in favor of its
attainment, the goal must not only be attractive but there must also be no
resistance acting in the opposite direction. But several previous studies
have shom that most pro-european sttitudes held by the public at large can
be defined as the absence of resistance rather than as a positive attraction
for the plans and initial sccomplishments of european unification.

The Tfirst phase of the present study has also brought to light the
importance of certain typical kinds of resistance, for example the fear of cul-
tural levelling. The scales wvhose items are indicated belowy includes nearly
a complete list of all possible kinds of resistance of the ilk included in the
questionnaire, with the sole exception of those expressing a fear of cultural
levelling. The last item in iris scale — the predisposition to accept temporary
perscnal discomforts to have Euiope come to pass -~ is the only one which does
not express any resistance, but whichs on the contrarys measures best the degree
of favorable commitment to a united Eurcope.



In shorts t.is scale appears to us to measure a certain kind of sccep—
tance of suropean unification characterized by *the absence of reaistance, i.e.,
by & certain optimism, an open mindedness ors in other wvords, an absence of pre-
judiece regardings in particulars the possible negative aspects of european unifi-
cation.

Items N = 486

A

— Does not azgree wvith the idea that "ito attempt to
drew closer together countriss so different from
one another within a United EBurope, runs the risk
of provoking new conflicts and nev wars". . . « 361 74

= Does not agree with the noticn that "a United Zu-
rope might appear as & threat to other countries
and generate new conflicts™. . . . + ¢« &« « « & & . 357 T3

= Does not agree that "the peoples of Europe are too
gelf-centered to clasp hands in brotherhood". . . . 257 53

= Does not agree that "in a United Europe, we -would
have to accept decisions taken abroad". . . . . « . 230 47

= Is "so fevorable to european unificagtion" that he
is prepared "to put ups temporarily, with personal
discomforts for it to come t0 pPass™. v & v 4 4 o 156 32

The optimism measured by this scale seems rather widespread among
youngsters whose fathers hold positions as profescional man or as high ecivil
servants, It is weak among youngstiers coming from families 'vho are independent
farmerss storekeepers or tradesmen. {Latholics also seem & litile more optimise—
tie than tke others.

Resistance to united Xurope decreases as function of the level of
education. On the other hand, the degree of resistance (or non-resistance) is
only slightly related to the degree of information about the common Market,
which indicates that it is really a matter of an intervening variable : slight
resistance to european unification is a necessarys, but not sufficients condition
for the development of a strong attitude. It results in a permissive attitude.
(It is notewvorthy that for those who are very favorably predisposed toward Uni-~
ted Burope, the image of a good citizen is one vho knows to place the common
interest above his own and respects the liberty and the convictions of others. )

i
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Degree of ..zcepted or Desired Integration (Scale VI)

The fact that different degrees of integration expressed by different
gucstions are located in one unidimensional cluster confirms the hypothesis sta-
ted above that different views of United Hurope - ranging from a simple intergo-
vernmental agreement to complete integration of a unitary kind - are not qualita-—
tively different, but rather degrees of the same continuous variable. (1)

Items N = 486 %

— Believes important '"that european countries
should join in a United Burope" + + o o o « « o 442 ol

— Thinks that "a United Europe is a first step
toward world Peace" * 8 v & & 8 8 &« & & * a2 s = 375 ) 77

= I3 favoravle to the ides that "nztional curren-
cy be replaced by a european moNey" . . .+ « & o 260 54

— Is favorable to the notion that "the National
team gent to the next Olympic Games become part
and parcel of a single european team". . . . . . 161 33

- Is favorable to the idea that "the national
flag be replaced by a european flag in important
Ceremonies" 4 & 8 8 € s B s € & B & s+ & & = & = » 159 33

This isy indeedy & scale that measures the accepied or desired degree
of integration. Only the second item deals vith the goals of & United Europe
(contribute to maintaining world peace) vhereas the four other items deal with
its contentsy its manifestations and its symiols. However, the seaond item ig
the weakest of the whole clusters i.e., the one which shows the least significant
level of statistical relationship to the cluster. To usy its presence recalls
that the strongest of all pro-european attitudes suggests the image of a very
integrated Eurcpe, one like a european nation in which the pre—existing nations
would be amalgamated.

This evidence confirms the hypothesis whereby the images of a Burope
that would unite only the nations and states composing it in the most ardent
form of cooperation are held mainly by persons who do not really have a favora-
ble attitude toward suropean unification.

(1) See page 6
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Correlations batween this variable and the various characteristics
of the respondents are about the same ag those found in analyzing the other
pro-european scales (III, IV and V). Nonethelesss all these correlations are
weaker,

As an examplesy a favorable attitude toward integration in its penulti-
mate form of development implies great trust in the leaders of student movements
and even in protesting students, but does not predict at all to the gmount of
trust in established autliorities.

The relative weakness of correlations beiween scores on this scale
(VI) and other characteristics of the respondents is probably due to the fact
that the degree of integration is not a clear or willimg choices but rather a
vague desire or wish about the organization of Zurope in the future.

Intensity of pro~Buropean Feelings (Scale VII)

The items in this scale express a certain impatience with the making
of Burope. As in the precedins scales there are items related to the political
organization of a United Europesy but accompanied this time by the question which
we found measures best the degree of commitment to xuropes namely : the predispo-
gition to put up vith temporary personz]l discomforts to have Burope come to pass
(Scale IIT and V). This scale is quite distinct from the former ne because of
the presence of items expressing a desire for concrete policies and definite ac-
tion : a2 european armys: & european CUrrencys & european government,

Items N = 486

T
AN

~ Believes it important "thet european countries
join together in a United Burape ™ . . . + « o & 442 gl

= Thinks that "the government spould, above all,
contribute to the building of a United EBurope" . 421 &7

~ Is favorable to "the principle ¢f a european
army which weuld unite the armieg of different
countries of Western Surope'" including the in-
tervievee's OWN COUNTTY « o o o + o « o o o o s & 318 65

- Is favorsbhle to the ides '"that the national cur-—
rency be replaced by a curopean money" . .+ .+ . . 260 54

~ Is favorable to the notion that " the government
of Zurope have the right to take decisions about
certain important issues, decisions 'vhich would

f take precedence over trogse of the national go-

R o o111 L= 4

%]
g
N
n
[

- Ig "so favorable to the unification of Eurcope "
thet he 1s ready "to put ups temporarily, rith
: personal discomforts to have it come to pass". . 156 32
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The highest scores on this scale are found among *the best informed
youths rith all the subsidiary characteristics it involve. (family size, head
of housekold's occupations level of educetion),

Notices however, that responses to the items making up this scale
show & strong relationship vithk responses to the questlon measuring the degree
of information about the existence of plans for the political unification of
Burope. This demonstrates that this scele is measuring an active pro-european
attitude accompanied by ideas about the political contours of a United Burope.
The respondents who obtained a high scere on this scale also more often give
right answers to the question about the countries which are members of the com-
mon Market.

Cultural Resistsnce of the ethnocentric Type (Scale VIII)

The variable measured by this scale could have been defined as a
kind of nationalism. It represents, however, a particularism of a different
kind, for the most meaningful items included in the measure of nationalism
(scale I) are missing here. Scale VIII begins and ends with items clearly
focused on the particular culture of a people : to let all peoples keep their
digtinctive birthmarks and to believe that european unification is impossible
because of the diversity in languages. One also finds an item typicel of sa=-
tisfied conservatism : satisfaction with the present state of things.

Two of our latent variables are clustered on this scale : the ethno—
centrism (or inability to identify with a larger community) and attachment to
one's cultural identity (expressed as the fear tc lose this identity). This
may be due to the fact that those two variables are strongly related - and al-
so to the impogsibility of distinguishing one from the other with the guestion-—
naire used.

This scale expresses a deeply felt, basic kind of resistance. The
interdependence of the items in the scale does not spring from logicsl reaso=
ning but from deep feelings in the respondent. It is a deeply rooted resistan~
ce that any european information axd training program for youth must take into
account,
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U
Items N = 486 4
- Agrees that "all peoples ought to keep their
distinctive heritages” . o + o v o« 4 4 4 0 4 . 430 g |
|
= Is not "opposeds in principles to foreign
workerss " but thinks that "there are really
t00 many of them in our country” « + « « « « o . 264 54
— Believes 1t important to be able tc zfford ?
B car (OF @ N8 CAT) « + « v o o o = o « « o » & 240 49 f
i
- Agrees that "tuLe peoples of Hurcpe are too self .
centered to join hands in brotherhood™. . . . . . 229 47 l
- Agrees that the statement : "all is well with
us and the way things arey; so why change T " , . 165 34 ;
4 !
= hgrees that "european unification is impossible i i
since we all speak different languages" . . + B2 17

According to a hypothesis stated at the end of the firsi phase of the
study, this resistance ought to be found more among the youngest age group. It isy
however, not confirmed. It is nonetheless possible that this resistance, which is
observable in all age groups, is expressed more easily and more spontaneously by
the youngest cohorts.

Like all resistance of the conservative-nationalist type, the cultural
and ethnocentric resistance increases in function of the number of brothers and
gsisters of the respondent. High scores also show up among respondents from farm—
owning families, which suggests tihat the attachment t0 native soil is directly or
indirectly related to fears of the effects of & more advanced european intzgration.
On the other hand, little resistance of this kind is found among respondenis from
wealthy families.

45 & general rule, the scores on scale VIII, covary with the other
characteristics of the respondents just like the other variable which implied
an opposition to european unification.
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The second phase of the study wes & transitionzl phase in the design
of the final questionnaire, Most of the questions which proved io form hierarchi-
cally ordered clusters for a heterogeneous sample of ycuth were adopied in the
questionnaire used in the third phase.

Nonethelessy the last phase alsc dealt specifically with young people's
attitudes., TFor this reasons it is pertinent to verify to what extent the hypothe~
ses formilated at the end of the first phase were confirmed or net.

a) Confirmed is the notion that the different definitions of unificetion
ranzging from "i'Burope des patries’" based on agreements heiween sovereign stetes to
& Europe of a unitary type ere projected on to & single continuocus variable within
the attitude system of youth.

)} The importance of %he Tirst independent variable which we defined
in hypotheticael terms and celled idealistic internationalism, has been confirmed,
This wariable influences the development of pro—suropean feel ings.

c) The second hypothetical variabley political nationalismy interferes
with the development of truly eurcpean feelings.__ﬁhis politicel nationalism, of
an authoritarian bent ig effectively different from the desire tov keep one's cul=
tural and linguistic identity and from ethnocentricism propery i.e. from the ten—
dency to accept and to Javor valuegs views and ways of life of cne's om in-group.

d) On the other hand, the existence and the importance of the third
variable, i.e. the resistance to technological civilization and the negative reaction
1o the technical and esoteric character of present european realizations and institu-
tionss have not been demonsirated.

The non—-verification of & hypothesis, which seemed to be hacked up by
common sensey must be interprated ceutiously. It may well bes in fact, that the
questions asked had not been well suited to the desired measure, or else thet the
variables related to pro—european attitudes, such as they were measured by the
questionnaires are far removed from those which would have paimitted the memsure~
ment of attitudes toward present day eccomplishments and institutions.

e) The fourth variables i.e. the desire for peace; and anxiety in the
face of conilicts, has heen confirmed in so far es its existence and iis importance
in the development of pro-european feelings are concerned,

f) The importance of information level (hypothetical varieble 5) hes
also been confirmed. The lov level of avareness of europesan problems and the rather
negative attitudes toward european unification amon;” young people with little intele-
lectual training, support without necessarily confirming the hypothesis that visible




signs of %tl.e present european Community on television are too rare and draw
far too little on the public emotions to be capable of creating favorable cur-
rents of feeling among non~intellectuals,

g) The sixth varisble, the degree of "presence" of european institu-—
tions in the public's field of perception, has not been wverified.

h) In order to confirm the importance of the seventh variable (living
under centralized or decentralized socio-political systems), it is necessaE?fEE_
drew a comparison between several countriesy something the sample did not allew
at this stare of the study.

i) The importance of the identification with rat!cnal sub-=groups
(hypothetiecal variable) has not been confirmed (1.

j) The existence and *the importance of the ninth variable (ethnocen—
trism) has %een partially confirmed. Tt has also been confirmed thet tThis varia—
ble is different from nationzlis®t ones ané that it runs counter to pro—europenn
feelinge.

k) The tenth hypothetical wvariable was age : pro-—european feelings
should occur more fregquently among voung people (éEEE 15-16) than amonr older
ones (19=20 years 0ld). &t this point of the studys this hypothesis has not
heen confirmed. OUn the contrary, the average scores on the szcales measuring
nationelism,y couservatism and ethnocentrism are slightly higher in tte first
of the tvo age brackets. Inversely, the average scores on the scales measuring
pro—curopean attitudes are very slightly higher in the second age orackets except
Tor gscale VI which expresseg a feavorable orientation toward symbols of a United
Burope (2).

1) The importance of the eleventh variable, i.e. the desire for eman—
cipationy has been confirmed, ost of the sets of questions related to pro—euro-
pean attitudes contain items which express & desire to free onegelf from the very
marked coercion of tradiiional authorities.

g degree 0? hﬁ%ﬁ%%%i%%%lon Wl%heging 1ona su ES%Sﬁpi? "“
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(2) et dl%efjlxgsebiagncasgfgg E aos%gglgﬁtggétgujgng FESnhing R tnbige..
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m) It was not possible to distinguish the atiachment to lunguage
and cultural identity {the twelvih hypothetical wariable) from ethnocentrism.

n) The funetion of knowrledpe of precant european institutions
(thirteenth variable) has not heen isciated in its pure state. One observes,
of coursey a very sirong correlation between pro~eurcpean attitudes and “he
smount of knowvledge of present eurovean insititutionss but, for the moments it
is impossible to clearly distincuish cause from effect. '

o) The fourieenth variable, i.e. the urge to move within a familiar
environments heas been partially coniirmed. One obgerves that resistance to
european unification increases in the degree to vhich one is less informed about
other peorles and other cultures, Ignorance of one's neighbor seeme to go along
vith a greater fear of the possible effects of unification.

P) Regarding the fifteenth variable (desire to overcome an inferiority
complex toward the gresat powers), we had thought that the desire to have @ politi-
cally united Europe represent a third great power = squal fto the United States and
to the URSS-~,; would be a symptom. This is not the case. Positive responses o
this item are only weakly correlated with the most sensitive indicators of pro-
eurcopean attitr's. It seems that this inferiority feeling leads instead to a
sublimetion of nationalist feelings into an image of a Europe which would have
as its gole functior the satisfaction of poxer needs. Persons who are motivated
in this way do not seem opposed to european unifications but appear little inecli-
ned to accept or to participate actively in advanced degrees of integration.

q) The degree of involvement in politics and pudblie affairs (the
sixteenth variable) has been confirmed as a factor underpinning pro=-europasan
attituc:. One obgervesg, however, that the relationship is stronger with atti-
tudes of the idealistic type (scale III) rather than with utilitarian and realis-
tic attitudes {scale 1V).

r) It has also been shown that civie spirit (the seventeenth variable)
bears a relationship to pro-european attitudes. Toweversy this positive relation-
ship is found only when civic spirit is defined as a feeling of responsibility
toward society. Defined in & traditional way and as more or less indicative of
patriotism, c¢ivic spirit bears a negative relationship t¢ pro-european feelings.
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In shorts two major conclusions can be drawm from the research,
specifically dealing with youths, vhich was conducted during the first two
Phases.

~e — ihe different positive views about a United Europes as well as
commitment in favor of unification, exist mainly among those youth with the most
developed intellect.

This probably explainss in parts wvhy ithe scales having to do with these
views and attitudes generally form less coherent clusters than do the scales con—
cerning national, conservativ: wnd ethnocentric attitudes. In fact, the princirple
underlying the coherenceé of the first group tends to be intellectual and rationsals
vhereas that of the second group is mnore affective and emotional.

2. = The qualitative changes in the views and attitudes among the
youngest people of the new generation do not seem to be very large. In the groups
7ith the highest intellectual background, one observes & keener, more critical
turn of mind and a more or less marked rejection of tradiitional authority, but
this is a minority of youth., On the whole, symptoms of conservatism are move
striking than symptoms of progressivism and protest.

This last comment, based on data collected in 1968 and 1969, should
not let one lose from sight that, on the one hand, studies like this one ought
1o be repeated periodically in order to draw sounder conclusions and thats, on the
other hand, the phenomena of "social resonance'", whereby innovating or disrupiive
minorities can have & lasting or passing influence out of preportion to their
numerical size, are still badly understood.
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Second Part

P ————————————

TEE DETERMINANTS OF BPOSITIVE ATTITUDES TCWARD

THE POLITICAL UNIFICATICN OF RURCPEZ

In order to interpret ilie findings of the tuird phase of this studys
which sought to identify t.e determinants of positive attitudes toward the poli-
ticel unification of Buropesy it was indispensable to have in hand en index of
pro—european attitudes. Suclh an index had to fulfill two conditicns 3 1) contain
& relatively high number of guestions, since the accuracy of placement of & respone
dent on & given index increases as a function of the number of guestion it confains;
2) be made up of questions which are statistically related,

It made sense to search for this index among hierarchical clusters or
scales detected by a mulitivariate anslysis during the second phase of the data-
processing. But two problemns arose : the first was that these scales had been
derived from findings based on a sample of young people exclusively, whereas we
were now dealing with a population zged 16 and over ; the second problem was that
the questions used in the third phase vere noct exactly the same as those used in
the second phase. Therefores the findings of the tnird phase were submitted to the
same type of multivariate ahalysis as was done in the previous phase ; this ad the
additional advantage of allowving comparisons between the variables determining the
pro=-eurcpean attitudes of young people as well as those determining the attitudes
of the entire population. -

The findings of this multivariate analysis will be studied later {1).
It suffices to indicate here that no contradiction was found between the scales
detected during the second phase and those which were drawvan from the findings of
the third phase.

The problem remains in the choice of a single scale of sufficient
generality as to constitute an index of pro~ocuropean attitudes wvalid for all
interviewees, Trhe final choice settled on & set of questions which not only
composed & hierarchically ordered scales but also included items that frequently
appeared in most of the scales measuring pro—european attitudess no matter what
the type.

The index of pro~curopean attitudes tzkes on the following form
(see table I)

(1) See chapter II, pages 122 to 148 and document INRa C. 01.197,
appendices to the report on "L'Unification eurcpéemne" (third quantitative
phase).
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Table 1

COUMPOSITION OF THE INDEX CF PRC-:EUROPLAN ATTITUDES

Ttems

Y = 8750

~

Is very of fairly favorable 4o eurcpean
VNIFIication « « ¢ ¢ & & ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 « o o o o o « o

Is favorable to tke evolution of the common
Matket tovard a2 political grouping in the
form of a2 UsS. 0f BUTODE &+ 4 = & & ¢ o s & + &

Lgrees that sbove the government (ef his own
country) there be a european government res—
ponsible for common policies in the areas of
foreign affaire, defense and economy . « « «

Is favorable to the proposal that the currency
(of his country) be replaced by a eurcpean cur-
rency - L] » - L] - Ll - - - - - L - L] - L L L] L] -

Is vholly or fairly predisposed to accept
certain personal sacrifices, financially for
exampley to see Europe come t0 pass . .+ « .+ o &

Would be terridly sorry to hear to-morrow
that the common larket is being disbanded . . .

6377

6094

4669

4455

3000

2510

13

10

56
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Scores on this scale were attirbuted to each respondent in the follo-
wing way :

a) Subjects who systematically responded by "don't know" to each
questicn or who gave no answer were sorted cut from the others,
gince it wag not possible to assign any measure of attitude intenw
sity to them (1).

b) The score of each subject was simply fized by adding up the num~
ber of questions the subject answered positively according to the sca=
le ; we, thus, obtained scores varying between O (no positive response)
to +6 (re3ponses to each of the six questions in the scale).

¢) Given the lurge number of persons who obtained the score of "O',

we tried to distinguish in this group the "indifferents', "undecidedg",
and the "hostiles" : personsg who were "indifferent' to the easiest queg=
tion in the scale ("are you favorable to european unification") were as-
signed to this group j; those who answered "don't know" or who did not
answer this question were classified as "undecideds" ; finally, those
who answered "rather unfavorable" or "very unfavorable' were attributed
& score of ~l,; which made it possible to extend the sczle by one point.

The index thus constructed, we still had tc verify its hierarchical
and metrical properties and to use it in the analysis of the entire data set (2).

The distribution of scores on this pro—european index is given for each
country and for the whole of the Community in table 2 3

(1) In fact, this group is rather small and is barely perceptible with the
exception of the Italian sample.

(2) To verify the unidimensional character of the index, mee the technical
report of INRA, doc. C. O1l~J97.



Tahle 2

DISTRIBUTICN COF TEE PRO~EUROFEAN

INDEX BY COUNTRY

(x)

(Interviewses aged 16 and clder)
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|
|

! Scores i EEC zGermany Belgium | France| Italy| Luwembourg| Netherlands:
i 5Total
| | (xx)
! g g, < A i % % F
+ 6 12 18 10 8 11 8 12
+5 15 17 12 12 17 18 19
i
A 27 35 22 20 28 26 31
+ 4 19 17 19 18 23 1¢ 17
+ 17 13 15 19 19 22 19
B 36 30 34 37 42 41 36 |
+ 2 13 12 14 16 11 16 13
+ 1 11 9 13 14 8 9 10
¢ 24 21 27 30 19 25 23
Indifferent 4 6 7 3 2 4 3
Undecided 5 5 B 5 4 2 3
-1 3 3 2 4 3 2 4
No response l - - 1 2 - -
D 13 14 17 13 11 B 10
i Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 160
' Average score 3,11 3,30 260 2579 3s27 3,19 3,24
N 8749 2019 1298 2046 1822 335 1229
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(x) The results are presented with 4 sub~totals which reflect the strength
of the attitude (as measured by the index) at these ccale points : very
favorable (4), favorable (B), fairly favorable (C), indifferent, hesi-
tant or negative (D).

(xx) The results in the column "Suropean Community" correspond to the total
results for each country weighted by the percentage of the population
aged 16 years and older in each of the countries, namely :

Germany : 46,232,000 ou 335238 %
Belgiui : 7.132, 000 ou 55128 %
France : 37.139,000 ou 26,701 %
Italie 39.294. 000 ou 28,250 9
Luxembourg : 254. 000 ou 0,183 %
Pays-Bas 9, 041, 000 ou 63500 %

Total 139. 092, 000 ou 99,990 %

This means .ialt these percentages are the best possible estimations
of the percentage one should obtain in interviewing a representative sam—
ple of the total population of the Community.
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In tke whole communi*y, more than one person out oi Foar (27 ., can
be considered as very favorable to european unification. e sruly indiflerant,
undecided and hostile persons barely represent more than one out of ten (13 %).
Midway between these two polar extremes, 60 ¢ of the population seems to drift
from a point of unawareness or disinterest (rather than hostility) to one of
commitment., (See graphic 1)

As one can seey when the countries are ranked by thelr mean scores;
Germans come in first place vith a score of 3930y the Italians with 3427, and
the Dutech with 3,24, followed closely by the Luxembourgers with 3,19, yet far
ahead of the Belgians with 2,80 and the French with 2,79.

Novy if the highest scores ( + 6 and + 5 ) on the index iictead of
the mean scores are taken into accounty nearly the same rank—order is found but
the differences beiween the countries are more accentuated : Germany and Holland
first (35 and 31 ¢ respectively), Italy (28 %), Luxembourg (26 9)s Belgium (22 %)
and France (20 €).

More detailed results will be presentied in these tvo chapters

I ~ Summary resnlis by country.

IT - Characteristic~ ~f fevorazble commiicuent to
european unifi-stion,



Graph 1
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I

SUMMARY FINDINGS BY COUNTRY

Moat of the findings of international survey research are presented
by country, and the analyses are often limited ito comparisons beiween couniries.
The journalist and his readers indeed the specialist,; easily come to believe that
reople in one country think and behave in a particular way and that people in ano-
ther country think and act in other ways. This is merely on indication of what
we might call comparative national ethnocentrism,; i.e. an outlook on the world
whereby membership in a national group is for each and every one, the single best
diseriminatory criterion in the formation and the expression of his attitudes and
behavior. In other words, we presume that, from a social-psychological point of
views a person is Germans Belgian, Frenchs ... before being a man or woman, young
or 0ld, rich or poor, or educated or not,

In the next chapters we shall see Low unscientific this method is,
Netjonal membership has to be treated as a variable among others. It will even
be shown that this variable is a relatively weak predictor of attitudes toward
suropean unification in contrast with others like socio~occupational status, edu~
cation level and even sex,

Nonetheleses in this chapters we have adhered to the traditional
country by country presentations not for the sake of opportunism nor from a
desire to avoid runmning counter to conventional practices butl in order to take
into account the fact that, on the one hand, the data were collected on the basis
of national representative samples and that, on the other hand, the socio-politi-
cal, socio-economic and socio—cultural systems constituting our nation=states are
still —or seem to be = very different from one anothery even within the european
Communi ty.

We will examine, successively the following variables :

l.- Demographic and cultural differences among countries.

2.= Political, union and religious participation.

3.= Exposure to mass medias, level of knowledge and contacts
with foreign countries. .

4.~ attitudes toward european unification,

5.= General attitude towvard life (satisfaction or dissatis-—
factiony optimism or pessimism).

6.- Aims and objectives attributed to the socio-political system.

T.= Degree of trust in certain foreign pecoples.
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1 - DEJAOGRAPHIC AND CULTURAL DIFFERENCES AMONG COUNTRIES

a) Sex : In each of the six countries of the european Communitys women
are nore numerous than men, although the difference is slight,

b) Age : Persons of 55 years of age and older represent; on the averages
almost one third of the population studied in all six countries, The percentage
of persons who were 65 and olders at an 272 one can regard as marking the end of
active employment in lifey is relatively high in the Belgian and French samples
(18 %)y whereas it is not so high in the Italien (10 %) and Duteh (9 %) samples.

¢) Occupation : Among inhabitanrits of the countries of the European Community
aged 16 aﬁﬁfgfas;r_only B & are employed in agriculture. Three~fourths of them
are farmers, and one-fourth are hired farm helperss; the majority of which reside
in Italy. In Belgium and in Italy, only a small proportion of the active popula=-
tion is employed in agriculture : 2 to 3% . On the other hand, in the samples
of theze two countriess there is a relatively high proportion of shopkeepers and
artisans : i.e.s 10 to 11 %, compared ic an average of T %, in the European Com-
munity.

d) Education level : In Cermany, and to a lesser extent in France, & high
proportion of respondents did not go past the primary level. In the countries
where this proportion is lowers the percentage of persons having gone to univer-
sity is not very high either, except in Belgium ; particularly in these countriess
there is & larger proportion of persons who have attended courses in technical or
vocational schools. The proportion of persons who completed higher education is
10 to 12 % in Belgium, in France and in Italys in contrast tc only 4 % in Germany.
(See table 3)
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Table 3

EDUCATION LEVEL IN THE COUNTRIES OF THE EEC

(respondents aged 16 and older)

-

Primary School

Secondary
School

Technical or
Vocational
School

Higher
Bducation

Other

Don't know or
not ascertain

Total

N

EEC |Germany }Belgium |[France |Italy [Luxembourg |Netherlands
g % % % % % %
53 67 46 58 52 44 35
24 23 21 16 29 22 35
13 6 21 16 T 21 1%
8 4 10 10 12 4 1
1 0 1 - - 8 3
0 0 1 - - 1 1
100 100 100 100 100 100 100
8752 2021 1298 2046 1622 335 1230
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2 - POLITICAL, UNION AND RELIGIOUS PARTICIPATION

4., POLITICAL PARTICIPATION

Three questions or groups of quesitions made it possible to study atti-
tudes toward politics and the party identification of the interviewees, the rela-
tion which may exist between party identificetion and attitudes toward europesan
unification, and finally the transmissi-m of party identification from one gene—
ration to the other.

a) Attitudes toward politics and party identification

- "Do you, yourself, participate in political activities
or do you follow politics with some interest without parti-
cipating activelys or don't politics interest you especial-
ly or not at all *¢

~ MIs there a political party you feel closer to (than others)?®

- "Do you feel strongly attached to this party or omly a little?"

Very few respondents indicated that they were participating in political
activities ¢ 4 % as an average for the entire Community, without large differences
from one country to another,

The great majority of respondents divide into three groups of abeut
equal size : ‘

- 36 % indicate that they follow with interest politics without particim=
pating actively (47 % in Holland and 17 % only in Delgiuwu)

- 31 % indicate that politics does not interest them more than anything
else ;

- 27 % gay they are not interested at all in politics (54 % in Belgium).



36

In Holland and in France, folloved by Luxembourg, Germany and Italy,
the citizens more frequently feel involved in polities. Belgium comes in last,
way behind the others (1). (See table 4)

Table 4

PARTICIPATION IN POLITICAL LIFE

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

EEC G B F I L N

7 7

Participate in political activities 4 3 3 4 5 2 ]
Aire interested in polities without

participating actively 36 36 17 42 33 41 47

Are not especially interested in

politics 31 43 23 26 22 34 25
Aré not interested at all in poli-

ties 27 16 54 27 34 20 23

Don't know or don't answer 2 2 3 1 5 3 2

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

N 8752 2021 {1298 2046 1822 335 jl1230

In order to make these differences between countries stand out better,
it is possible to calculate an "index of participation in political 1life"s by
attributing a coefficient of 3 to the response "personally participates", 2 to
"is interested without participating personully™, and 1 to "is not especially
interestad", and then dividing the total by 100 . Hencey the following classi-
fication is obtained :

Index of participation in political 1ife

(maximum : 3,00)

Netherlands 1,28
Germany 1,24
Luxemboursg 1,22
France 1,22
Italy 1,03
Belgium 066

(1) As we will see further on p. 53, the Netherlands also is the most exposed
to mass media, whereas Belgium is the least exposed.
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In regard to party identification, in Germany and, to & lesser degrees
in Italy and the Netherlands, there is a high proportion of intervievees who =ay
they feel identified 'rith a political pariys vhereas in France and especially in
Belgiums these propertions are much less.

Eowever in Germany, where almost %vo thirds of the population {64 %)
ident ify with a political party, the strengtk of attachment to this party is
less widespread than in the other countries &nd is only present among less than
one quarter of the citizens whe are party-idenvifiers. In Belgium, on the con-
trarys vhere only 1S ¢ of the respondents identify with a politicel party, almost
half of them say they are strongly attached to ithis party. Thuss, even the distri-
bution of political involvemeni appearg to differ from one country to another (13,
(See tables 5 and 6)

b) Ths rclation between party identification and atiitudes toward european
unification

- "Do you know whether the representatives of the party (named
by the respondeniz,) are favorable or not to european unifica-—
tion

- "Tf this perty took a position contrary te your opinions about
european unification, do you think you would most certainly,
probablys; probably not wote for another party 7

Among the respondents who expressed a preference for a political pariy
designated by names almost one out of three are unaware of the attitude of the
party's representatives toward european unification . The vast majority of the
others think the party has a favorasble position. -

The percentage of party-identifiers who are unaware of the position
of their party's representatives toward Burope is considerably lower in Germany
and Luxembourg. In Belgium, on the contrarys it reaches 46 %.

These findings confirm the hypothesis already stated at the end of the
previous phases of the studys namely that the attitude of most political parties
toward european unification is not very salient to the public. MYorsover, esvery-
thing seems to indicate thet party preference has hardly been influenced by the
positions on Burépe attributed to the parties § since the public isy in large mea-
sures favorable to europeen unification,y it attributes similar positions to party
leaders.

S ot S sl e e e e
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PARTY IDENTIFICATION AND STRENGTH

Teble 5

OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION

{respondents aged 16 years and older)

EEC G E F 1 L N
% % % % % % | %
Feel identified with a political
partys of whom 3 56 64 39 44 60 49 57
- are strongly attached to this
party 17 15 18 15 22 22 22
- are weakly attached to this
party 38 49 20 29 36 26 34
= do not respond 1 0 1 0 2 1 1
Do not fesl especially close to
2 2 0 0
a political party 4 ! 2 5 3 35 31
Do not know or do not respond 10 15 9 6 10 16 6
Total 100 100} 100§ 100 | 100] 100 | 100
N 8752 2021] 1298 | 2046 {1822 335 11230
Table 6
STRENGTH OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION
{based on those vho indicate a party preference)
EEC | G B | F I L N
i
% % % % % % % %
= Are gtrongly identified with
this party 3l 23 45 33 37 44 38
-~ Are only weskly identifies
with this party 67 16 52 65 60 54 60
-~ Do not know or do not respond 2 i 3 2 3 2 2
Total 100 | 100 100 100 | 100 (100 § 100
N 4661 |1284 ¢ 512 909 1096 | 163 | 697
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This weak relationship between party preference and attitudes toward
Europe is also confirmed by the feet that only one person out of five (19 %)
state that they would definitely change political party if their prefered party
gdopted g position toward european unification contrery to itheir own., In Italys
cne finds the highest percentage of persons who would defisitely vote for another
party (27 %) and in Germany; the lovest .14 €).

No matter how weax the influence of ithe partyv's political progrem ajpvears
t0 be on the european attitudes of their partisans, it prchably is not negligitie.
In Germanys for examples there isy at oncey a very higi provoriicen of persons who
are very favorable to the idea of esuropean unification: iwo large political partiss
whose pro-european orientation is known, a high percentage of people who think the
policy of these partissgs is favorable to Burupey andy at the same times & strong re~
luctance auvug citizens who say what they would de if thelr party adepted a position
coentrary to their persconal epinions on kurope. This reluctance may mean that the
bypothesis of & deep disagreement heiwsen the pro-eurcpean attitudes of the infterw
vieszes is not very likely as well as underline the fact that a party's program on
Europe is not a decisive factor in par*y choice. (See %zbles 7 and 8)

Table 7

AWARENESS OF THE POSITION OF PREFERED POLITICAL

PARTY TCHWARD SURCPEAIT UNIFIJATICH

(based on persons who expressed a party preference

+
D3N G B! F I N
- ‘ ] o o & o
s i , 7 i g "~ M
Think that the leaders of their } !
preferred party are :
| - very favorable 27 34 19 21 9 34 15
‘ - rather favorable 38 43 30 4z 27 36 47
-~ rather unfavorable 3 2 4 4 4 1 4
- very unfavorable 1 0 1 2 2 - 1
'Do not know or do not respond 31 21t 46 ) 31| 3w 201 33
i
{ Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
| .
IL N 6523 {1589 | 898 |1497 11240 | 242 11057
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Table B8

ATTACEMENY TO PREFERED POLITICAL PARTY 4S5 4 FUNCTION OF ITS

POSITION WITH RESPECT TO THE OPINIONS OF THE RESPONDENT

REGARDING EUROPEAN UNIFICATION

(based on persons who expressed a party preference)

EEC G B F I N
% % % % % % %
Would vote for another party in
case of disagreement concerning
Europe :
- definitely 19 14 16 17 27 23 22
- probably 25 37 16 18 21 20 24
- probably not 22 28 18 20 16 15 20
~ certainly not 16 10 24 26 12 29 18
Do not respond or do not know 18 11 26 19 24 13 16
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
N 6523 |1589 | 898 [1497 {1240 } 242 [1057
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¢} Transmission of party identification from one generation to another

-~ "Do you know whether your parents had & preference
for any political party "

- "Wag 1t & political party of the: same tendency as the one
for which you would vote nows or was it of another tandency?®"

— "What was the political terdency of your parents "

It ssemed interesting to ask these questions to attempt to bring light
to this rather poorly known problem of the transmission of party identification,
In Tact, the results are not very meaningful because of the number cf confounding
variables and of the lov proportion of persons in the total sample who express, at
one and the same time, a party preference, know whether their parents had one and
can compare their parents'preference with their own. (The tendency is even lsess
meaningful s since, in additicn, the respondent's preference has to differ from the
preference he attributes fto his parents.)

Taking these reservations into accounty we observe that the majority of
the respondents in Germany (6C ¢) state that the party preference of their parents
is unknom § this is probably due to the fact that the present political regime is
relatively recent and that many still hesitate to indicate their parents'preference
under the previous regimey even if they knov it. In Italys on the other hand, thsere
is & high percentage of people who are avare of their parents'party preference gl-
though this country lLas sxperienced the same political discontinuities as Germany.
Tro factors probably influence the answer to this question : on the one hand, the
historical continuity of the political rsgime and,; on the other, the predisposition
to discuss politics and to let cne's preference be known. The high percentage of
people in Belgium and the Netherlands vho c¢laim to know their parents'party prefe-
rence is probably attributable to the first factor, vhereas the high percentage
observed in Italy may be due to the second,

With all of the countries of the EEC taken as & wholey the ratio of
persons 'vho express & political preference to those who know their parents had
another preference is &»%oult one to three. This proportion is higher in France
andy, most of ally in Holland (See table 9)
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Table 9

PARTY IDENTIFICATION:

COMFARISON OF SELYF WITH PARENTS

(based on persons ~vho expressed & party preference )

BAEC G B F
% % ? % i % %
Knov their parents had a preference
for a political party 51 40 61 54 58 53 65
whose: -~ tendency was the same as
theirs 34 26 42 35 40 39 40
- tendency was different 16 12 18 18 16 12 25
- don't know or don't
respond 1 2 1 1 2 2 -
Yo not know 49 60 39 46 42 47 35
Total 100 100 100 § 1co | 100 | 1CQ | 100
N 6531 15688 1898 1503 11241 | 244 |1057
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B. UNICN MEIBERSHIP

&8 vith political participaticuns it seemed interesting to collect data
on the affiliation of employees vith unions {and n their feelinpgs toward these
union organizations of -vhich tiLev are not memberc)s on the strength of their idene
tification vith these organizations and on incely avareness of union positions to=
7ard eurovean unification.

&) Union membership and the ciroussh of attachment to unions

-+

- "Do you belon, o a unica?"

- "Even though you aren't & member, do you nonethelegs feel

PN

fairly close tc a uniom:

- "Do you feel strongly wery closse to this union, only fairly
close or not at all close?"

As we already know, the rate of uniconization variee & lot from country
to country. On the basis of the datas there may be on the average within the
furopean Communitys about one out of three employees who are union memberss 58 ¢
in Belgium and only 31 % in Germany.

In each countrys there are:; %o & greater or lesser degreey segments of
the salaried working povulation 'vho, withoutl necessarily being union membersz, iden—
tify wvith & union. This segment iz proporticnately smaller in & country like Rele
gium vhere the rate of union mewbership is very highy yet is scarcely greater in
Germany -vhere this rate is less. In ¥rance, ~vhere the rate is equal to the mean
rate within the European Community, there is & proportionately greater number of
union identifiers than in the other countries.

The concentration cf unicon strengthy i.e. the ratio of the number of
organizations to that of union members or identifiers, also differs considerably
from country to country. The six countries could be ranked on an index of concen=—
tration of union strength calculated on the busis of the number of organizations
required to attain & rate of 50 . of union members or identifiers in each country,
as follows : (1)

(1) The formula used is < where ZP is the sunr of szcores obtained by union
orgenigations beginniﬁgpvith the largest required to attain 50 € of the total
mimher of union members or identifiers. For example, in Germanys where the
DGB obtained 7C % of all scores, the index is equal to 7C = 1, 40 5 in France,
it is equal to 38 + 16 = 0, 54. 1x50

2 x 50
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Germa.ny 1,40
Belgium G,85
Italy GeTT
Luxembourg 0,68
Holland 0,62
France 0354
Table 10

UNION MEMBERSHIP OR IDENTIFICATION BY COUNTRY

(based on salaried vorkers who are union members or identifiers)

GERMANY
D GB (socialist leanming). « « v« « « o o « « o 70
D A G (white collar workeTrs)s + « « » o o + o o 21
Others L ] L) - * - L . » - * L . L] L L . - L * . - 5
do Not respPond « 4 « ¢ 4 4+ e s e e s s s s e 0 o 4
Total 100
(m) (419)
BELGIUM
CSC/ACY (catholic unions) « o « o o o o o« « 47
FGTB/ABVV (socialist unions) « o &« + « o o o 38
COSLB/ACLVB (liberal unions)e « o o o « o o 6
Othera * » - - L L] - - - L] - L] L * L ] - L) ] - 4
do not respond « ¢ ¢ c ¢ 4 6 e 6 o 5 e o e o 5
Total 100
() (324)
FRANCE

COT (communist leaning)e « o « « o « o o o « 38
CFDT (former catholic union) « « « ¢ « o . « 16
CPTC (catholic union leaning)e « « o o o « « 5
CGT-Force ouvridre (socialist leaning) . . . 11
OLVHETB & o &« ¢ 2 ¢ o 2 s+ o 2 s s o s s s« o« ¢ 19
donot respond o 4 o« & o 4 & o ¢ & s 2o+ 4o« 8

Total 100

(W) (406)
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ITALY
CCIL {communist and socialist leaning). « « « « 42
CISL (christian democratic leaning) . . . + . o 35
UIL (socialist 1eaNing) « « o « o ¢« v o o o « 9
CISMAL (neo=~facist 1eaning) « « « « o o o o o « 1
OtheI‘S [] » - ) - » » L) » L) . [ * ] [ - [ » - * - 9
Donﬂtrespondcoo-.-o.o-ooo-oo-e
Total 00
(K) (317)
LUXEMBOURG
L 4V (socialist leaning) « « o « o o o o « 37
L CC3B (christian unions)s « o« « « s & « « 31
FEP (white collar workers)e « « « + « « o« 15
FNCTTFEL (public S8ervices) + o o o s o« o« o o 5
SYPROLUX { christian railways union) . « « « 2
others - * - » - . L] - - L ] - - - L] - - - - L ] 10
I}Onotrespondo..........-... -
Total 100
(¥) (63)
NETHERLANDS

NV V(sociclist leaning) + o« o o o o ¢ o « 45
CNV (protestants) « « o o« o o o o o o o o 17
NKV (catholicS) « ¢« o o o o+ o » o« o + « 18
Ofhers .+ s o « o o o o 5 o o s s o s ¢ o o o 9
Do not respond « o s o ¢ o o o ¢ o o ¢ o o« « 11

Total 122
(N) (225)

Cenerally speaking, the strength of identification with a union is
rather weak in all the countries : less than one employee out of three who are
union members or identifiers claim to feel strongly identified with their union (1).
(See ta les 11 and 12)

(1) Undoubtedlys the explanation fto this phenomenon has to0 be sought in the history
of the unions and of the workers'movement rather than in the present structure
of the union movement.
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Pable 11

ATTITUDES TOWARD UNIONS

MEVMBERSHIP, LIKING 4ND IDENTIFICATION

(based on salaried workers)

EEC B B I L N
% | % % Z
Are union members 34 3l 58 34 35 43 40
Identify with a union 16 11 12 23 16 10 19
Total 50 42 70 5T 5 53 59
who are :
~ girong union identifiers 15 10 24 17 16 17 17
- weak union identifiers 27 25 33 33 26 22 31
~- non-identifiers 6 5 9 5 8 4
— do not know or do not respond) 2 2 4 2 1 10 2
Are neither members nor identi-
fiers of & union 50 58 30 43 49 47 41
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
N 3292|1000 | 459 708 |615 |1l22 | 388
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Table 12

STRENGTH OF UNION IDENTIFICATION

(based on workers who are members of identifiers)

EEC] G B ¢ | 1§ Ll @

iy %] %, & %[ F} %

Strong identifiers 29 25 1 34 { 30 | 2 b o331 zs
Weak identifiers 55 59 4T 58 51 42 53
Noneidentifiers ' 12 11 13 g I 15 T 15
Do not know or do not respond 4 5 ) 3 3 18 4
Total 100 100 § 100 | 100 110G (100 § 100

N 1754 419 | 324 | 406 | 317 63 | 225

b} The awaremess of the union's positions toward european unification

In all of the countries of the Buropean Communitys almost one union mam-
ber employee out of two does not know whether his union is favorable or unfavorable
tovard european unification. This proportion is even higher than the one we obser-
ved for political parties (1), This difference between the position attributed to
z party or az union, respectively, is observable in &ll countries. Moreover; in Fran-
ce and in Italys an unfavorable orientation toward BEurope is more frequently sttri-
buted to & union rather than to a party.

From these data, one may conclude tkhat the union influence on employees
ettitudes toward european unification isy to present, practically inexistants; except
perhaps in Prance and in Italy where four union members or identifiers out of ten
claim to he affiliated fto extreme left-wing organizatione and where, rospectively.

G oand 12 % of these employees attribute an unfavorable position toward Iurnpe to
their union leaders (See table 13),

(1) See table 7
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Table 13

AWALRENESS OF ONE'S OWYN UNICN TOWARD
EUROPEAN UNIFICATION

(based on workers who are identifiers)

EEC G B F I L N
% % % % %
Think that the union leaders
are :
- very Tavorable 14 16 21 "9 16 24 12
= rather favorabhl: 34 45 25 32 20 33 41
~ rather unfavorable 4 1 1 6 8 - 1
- very unfavorable 2 - - 3 4 - -
Do not know or do not respond 46 38 53 50 52 43 46
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
) 1754 419 | 324 | 406 | 317 631 225

C. CHURCH MEMBERSHIP AND ATTENDANCE

Questions concerning church membership and attendance were asked, as
in any socio-political surveys in order to try to ewvaluate the effect of this
variable on attitudes at the heart of this study, namely attitudes toward euro-
pean unification. We will return to this point later. For the moment, we would
simply like to point out that only 9 % of the respondents in all six countries
indicate no religion as & response, but that this percentage rises as high as
15 % in Belgium and 32 % in the Netherlands,

As one could have expected, the largest majority of the people liwving
in Belgiumy Francey, Italy er Luxembourg who indicate a religious preference belong
to the catholic religion. In Germany and in the Netherlandss more than half the
population of church members are protestantss but the catholics are barely in a
minority.



Among persons who are church members, the proportion of those who
practice regularlys i.e. those who attend services at least once a week,s is
twice &s high in Belgium, Italy, and the Netherlands (more than 6 out of 10)
as in Germany and in France. (See tables 14 and 15).

Tahle 14

CHURCH MEMBERSHIP AND ATTENDANCE

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

49

EEC I @ B F I L N
% % % % % %
Church membership 91 96} 85 89 91 99 68
- catholic 69| 43| 83 84| 90| 98} 3
- protestant 20 52 1 3 1 1 3
- other 2 1 1 2 0 - 2
Churceh atftendance @
= go to ochurch at least
once & week 37 29 51 23 56 52 42
- occasionally during
the year 37 46 20 40 30 30 18
- never 17 21 14 26 5 17 8
Belong to no church 9 4 15 11 9 1l 32
Total 100 | 100 | 100 § 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
N 8752 | 2021 |1298 (2046 {1822 | 335 {1230
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Table 15

CHURCE UEMBERSEIP aWND ATTENDANCE

(based on persons who indicate a church preference )

Church membership :
~ cgtholic religion
- protestant religion

~ other religion

Church attendance ¢
-~ 2t least once & week

- occasionally during
the year

- rnever

Total

ey
Exc! o Bl ¥ 1 v oy
% ! s % % % % %
76 45 98 95 99 g8 46
23 54 1 3 1 1 51
1 1 1 2 0 1 3
41 30 60 26 61 53 62
40 48 23 45 33 30 26
19 22 17 29 6 17 12
100 {100 | 100 ] 100! 100 | 100 | 100
7681 11941 [1095 {1813 {1667 | 332! 833 i
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3 - EXPOSURE TO MaSS MEDIA, DEGREE OF KNOWLEDGE AND CONTLCTS WITH

FOGREIGN COUNTRILS

Ao EXPOSURx TC MASS MEDIA

In the whole of the countries of the European Community almost
geven persons ocut of ten claim to watch newsbroadcasts on television
every day (48 ©) or several times & wgek (20 ). Only 13 % never watch
these programs,

Radio comes in second as a source of information : six persons out
of ten say they listen to the news every day (45 %) or several times a
wveek (16 %) 3 17 % never listen to radio news broadcasts.

The press takes third place : four persons out of ften read newvs about
current events in the nevspapers every day (27 %) or several times a week
(14 4); 29 % never read them, (See table 16).
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Table 16

EXPOSURE TO MASS EDIA

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

EEC G B P L N
% %
Watch news broadcasts on television :
- every day 48 60 41 a6 36 37 57
- geveral times a week 20 19 20 16 24 21 24
- at least once a week 11 8 | 13 11 16 11 7
=~ less often 8 11 8 9 8
- never 13 15 19 15 23 8
| Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Listen to the radio :
~ every day 45 50 30 48 36 46 52
- geveral times a week 16 15 15 15 20 16 13
~ at least once a wesk 11 9 10 10 15 7 )
— more rarely 11 12 18 9 11 16 12
- never i7 14 27 18 18 15 17
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Read news about current events :
- every day 27 4 19 25 19 42 38
- several times a week 14 16 11 13 15 12 17
-~ at least once a week 13 12 9 15 13 9 12
-~ less often 11 2l 19 14 14 18 18
-~ never 29 17 42 33 39 19 15
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
N g752 2021 2046 {1822 335 [1230

1298
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The degree of exposure to mass media can be calculated by attributing
a coefficient of 4 to persons who say they kesp informed "every day™s 3 to those

vho answer “"several times a week', the coefficient 2 for the response "once a week",

1 to the response "less often”, and O to the '"never" and then dividing this total
by 100 .
(Ses tahle 17)

Table 17

DEGREE OF EXPOSURE TO MASS MEDIA

(maximuin ¢ 4,00 x 3 = 12,00)

! Germany E Belgium France Italy | Luxembourg | Netherlands
i
Television 320 i 2461 2972 2957 2341 3,18
|
Radio 2475 2405 2366 2s45 2462 2s71
Newspapers 2,29 1446 1,83 161 2440 2945
Total 8,24 6,12 7:21 6,63 7443 834
Order 2 6 4 5 3 ‘ 1

1ois twble shows that the Dutch public keeps highly informed; followed
by the Germans. The Netherlands not only has the highest total scores but alse
the highest score for nevspapers ; television and radio take second place in con-
trast vith other countries.

In Germanys televigion and radio come in first in comparison with other
countriess although the German public ranks onlu third insofar asg newspaper rea—

ding is concerned,

The Italians and especially the Belgians have the lowest scores.

B, AMOUNT OF KNOWLERGE

The amount of knowledge was measured by two questionss one agking about
the name of government leaders of their country at i-e time of the survey (Prime
inister or Foreign Minister) and a second asking the number and the exact name
of the member countries of the common Market.

Throughout the entire Communitys nine persons out of ten correctly gave
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the name of the Prime Minister in their c¢wn country and & little over six out of
ten gave the right name of the Foreign Minister.

On the other hand; slightly less tha: cne person out of Tour (36 %) gave the exact
membership of the common Markei. (See tables 18 and 19)

Table 18

KNOWLEDGE OF GOVERIMENT LEADERS

(Respondents aged 16 years and older)

..

ZEC G B F I L N
% % ya % %
!
Prime Minister : ‘
- right anawer 90 98 77 84 (x) 91 88
~ wrong answer 3 1 3 4 1 3
- do not know or do
not respond T 1 2 12 8 9
Total 100 {100 | 100 | 100 100 | 100
Foreign Minister
~ right answer 64 84 48 34 (x) 73 96
- Wrong answer T 4 3 15 8 0
-~ do not know or deo
not answer 29 12 49 kvl 19 4
Total 100 100 | 100} 100 100 | 100
N 6390 (2021 1298 | 2046 335 1230
(x) There 'vas no government in Italy at the time of the survey.




Table 19

KWOWLEDGE Ol THE IiBel STaTeS OF 1L COMLION IARKET

(ltespondents aged 16 and older)

A :
! ] sEc] @ 51 ¥ I T
- v ¢
S BT S B A R
i i
Correctly named t 36 391 34 31 3% 63 49
Incorrectly named | £4 61 66 69 65 37 51

1230

Total | 100 j 200} 100 | 100} 100} 100 100
! ‘ '
|
i

8752 ;2021 1298 (2046 ;1822 1 335

i

;

It is interesting to observe that the rank order of countries bp the
nercentage of people who knov the name ¢of both political leaders corresponds rae-
ther vell to that obtained by the degree of exvposure to mass media. In the Nethar—
landss hovevers the name of the Prime ‘linister of the time wae less vell known than
taat of the Foreism fnister, r. Luns,

The relationshin betwveen the knovledge of the number and the names of the
mambor gstates of the cormon Jlarket is equully strikings, althousn there are soms
exceptions, In Luxembourss tie nembership of the comtvon “farket is best knoms al-
though $thils country ranks only third in ist degree of exposure to mass media 3 this
may be explained by the fact that in the five other countriess Luxembourg ic least
often rccognized as a nember of the common larkety a fact that ite own inhabitants
are likcely to dignore. In France, ve find the smallest percentege of personz hao
Iknov the membership of tie common Market, 'vhereas ihis country ranks fourth in its
exposure to mass media 3 it is possible that in some countries (mainly the "big
ones") the degree of exposure to mass media is greater than the quantisy of infor—
nation about the Buropean Comunity contained in messages transmiftted by these
media, or else that these messuges are addressed more to national problems and pre—
sented to the public in a national setting (l).

(l) It is notevorthy that information &bout the comnon Market, publisied in *the
nevspaperss the radioc or television are more aften related to meetings of the
Juropean Comwmunity and are presented to the publics the journalists and news
agencies of a given country by representatives to the BEC in a national con-
text to the extent of giving the highest esteem and most prestigious role to
the government in question,
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Finallys if the degree of knowledge of the countries in the common
larket is compared separately wvith the scores for each information source; one
observes that the relationship is best for the press and worst for television ;
indeed 1t is betier for the press than for the totul score for all three media
taken together.

This evidence does not necessarily mean that the press provides better
information than the radic or televisions since it is likely that persons who are
already well informeds perhaps because they already acquired an interest in poli-
tics, tend to read political commentary in the nevapapers more frequently than
those who are less interested., It is well known that radic and television act
much more often to sentigitize perscns to issues than to inform them.

In comparing this ranlk ordering of countries with that obtained for
participation in political life (table 4), one observes that it is exactly the
game as that obtained for degree of exposure to the three information sources
the Netherlands lead, followed by Germanys, Luxembourg, Frances Italy and Belgium,
Cnce againy the relationshir is best for tne ordering by newspaper reading, and
worst for television (1). (See table 20).

Table 20

RANK-ORDER OF THE SIX BY DEGREEZ OF EXPCSURE TO MASS “IEDIA,

DEGREE OF KNOWLEDGE &AND PARTICIPATION IN POLITICAL LIFE

! Degree of exposure Degree of knowledge Partﬁ?ipation
| - n
{ Tatal | Preas Radio; TV Frime Foreign EEC political
Hdinisgter|{ Yinisterimembership life

. Qi@ | @ [|©® @ @ ® 1

Germn. (:) (:) (:) é) () @b (:) 2

Lux. (:) ®@ 4 6 @ ©)] @ 3

Fr. 4 4 Q (O 4 5 6 4

It. 5 5 5 5 - - 4 P

Bel. 6 6 6 ! 4 % ! 4 5 6

(1) Of courses this comparison notveen countries probably does nothing more
than traenslate differences in social structure (ages educations occupation,
residence etc.). A sociowpsychological analysis would reguire an examination
of the correlations among the different variables for each respondent. This
examination remains to be done,
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Co CONTACTS VITH FORSIGH COUNTRHIZ

Sojourns abroads toos may be considered as an important source of infor-
mnation as vell as & significant variable in pro-european attitude formation.
Honethelessy the probability of going on sojourns abroad - be it for only a day's
durations &s the question asked — depends on numerous factors such as the size of
the country and the averuge purchasing power of its population, It is not surpri-~
gsing that proportiocnately more Luxembourgers go on sojourns &abroad than do residents
in the other couniries. Thor are folloved by the Ditch, and even though the Bel-
glans live in a "small'" countrys geograpinically speakings they obtain & lovrer score
than the Germans. The Franch and the Italians travel far less often than the others.
(See table 21).

An "index of familiarity with foreign countries", calculated a&s the ave-
rage nhumber of countries visited by each respondent; makes it possible to rank the

gountries as fellows :

Index of Familiariiy with Foreign Countries

Luxembourg 4,03
Netherlands 3427
Germany 2,90
Belgium 2,76
France 2,08

Italy 1,15



Table 21

CONT&LCTS WITH FORZIGN COUNTRIES

(Resyondents aged 16 and older)

EEC G g I L N
£ | 7, 2| #| % 7
Have spent at least one dzy j
in : { .
-~ no foreign country 32 20 18 32 54 1 14
- 1 foreign country 18 15 _ 17 23 18 13 14
- 2 foreign countries 14 16 16 13 12 12 16
-3 " n 11 15 14| 10 6 17 15
-4 " " 8 11 14 1 3 15 11
-5 v " 5 7 7 4 31 12 8
-6 " 4 5 5 4 21 10 8
- " " 3 4 3 2 1 p)
- 8 " " 2 2 2 2 0 3
-9 " " and more 3 5 4 3 1 6 5
Do not know or do not
respond 0 - - - - 3 1
Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100} 100 | 100 | 100
3 j 8752 |2021 |1296 P2046 {1822 { 335 |1230
i




4 = ATTITIDED TOYARD SUNCPLL.T URITIZaTICN

The notable characieristic of this survey is that it is net Limited to collec-
ting more or less vague opinions about general and superficial aspects c¢f suropean
unification in vhich the respondents feel more or !uas invelved. The survey tried
to aim Ligher by collecuing more data, such as

- attitudes ftoward the political unification of Europey,

— identification with national symbols,

- desired geographical definition of the common WMarket,

- desired degree of integration for a United Europe,

- imaze of the United States of Burope : expectations and fears

- avaluation of the effects of the common Market.

—~ degres of support for european unification.

he POLITICAL UNIFICATION OF ZURCPE

Four guestions meake it possivie to identify, at first glances general
attitudes toward political unification : the evelution of the common Yarket into
a politicel grouping in the form of the United States of Europes the election of
& european parliament by direct popular suffruges the formation of & suropean go-
vernments and the election of a President of the United States of Europe belonging
to a country other than one's own, 4 fifth question allows us to measure general
commitment to european unification.

1° "ire you for or against the evolution of the common Market

in a peolitical form like the United States of Europe?"

In all the countries of the Community, seven persons out of ten and
almost nine out of ten who expressed a {positive or negative) opinion are "for"
this statement.

The highest percentage of positive responses vere observed in Luxembourg
and Itely. In regard to Luxembourss the results are rather surprising and will be
discussed further (1) ; in facts ve already know that this country is positioned
affer Germanys Netherlands and Italy in terms of high walues obtained on the index

(1) See pages 90 and 91
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of pro-european atiitudes (1).

The lower percentages in Belgium and in France axe nol{ surprising :
these two countries had the loweeit scores in the iwo highest categories of the
index. Both have tihe lurgest nmunber of non-responses{"don't know or do not res—
pond").

On the other hand, the percenitage obtained in the Netherlands seems
rather small, at first, compared to Luxembourg and Italy (See table 22).

If the non-responses are eliminated, ithereby taking into account only
positive and negetive responses, one observes thatsranked immediately after Luxem—
bourg and Itulys Gernany and Belgium are practically eguals barely aheéad of the
Netherlands and France.

Une nzy thus conclude that the majority of the europeans with an opinion -
and 80 ¢ of the respondents have one - are favorably predisposed toward the evoluti-
on of the common 'larket tovard a politiecal grouping in the form of the United States
of Europe (See table 23).

in exanination of the results for young people of 16 to 20 years of age,
on tlhe one hand, and persons acged 21 and oldery on the othery shows that youth more
frequently have an opinion as vell &s a more favorgble one than do older cohortis,
but the difference is significant only in Luxembourg and Belgium (See table 24),

(1) This difference cstressec the value of working with a well-constructed index
and nct vith sepzrate cuestions to which identical responses might have diffe-
rent meanings und levels of intensity. The guestion alalyzed here is ineluded
in our index, thousnh it is one of the "easiest" gquestions.

T T T I o dudadinds T T
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Table 22

ZVOLUTICN OF THE COTION L.AKST TCWLRD & FOLITICAL GRUUPING

IN THS FORI OF THI THITED STATED O ZURNPL

(Respondents aged 16 years ard older)

T T T ¥ - [ el
: ; } i
©oEEC G . B rF CI L % 5
e i , ‘
t e ; ! /A i e : SI: ’g ?:
P A
. i ! i :
, For 700 69 | 62 l 63 j 7, 110 15
sgeinst 10 | 10 i w0 13 6} 5i 14
% Zo not knov or do not ! : } }
: respond 20 21 28 | 24 iT. 18 11
: - b ; :
; ¢ ; !
@ Total ! 100 { 100 | 100 ! 100 100; 100! 100
! N 8752 12023 i129s 2046 1822& 335 1230
i S S - ‘ )
Table 23
EVOLUTICN OF TIE GOMION MW.KET TOWARD 4 POLITICAL GROUPING
IN THE FORY OF THE UNITED STaTED OF EUROPE
(all respondents ho express an opinion)
!. e o .
| I =mC { s | om i 1?13 I r L I N
| AR A A
E ! i I i
, Por | 66 |87 186 ! 83} 93} 94 84
! igainst 12 13 014 L 17 ¢ T ‘ 6 ! 16
| Total 100 {100 100 }100 ' 100 ' 100 | 100
— e . / . . |
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Table 24

SUHESTTTUN O THL COTION CARRKET TOWaRD 4 POLITICAL GROUPING

I Vlia e OF THE UNITED STaTED OF EURCPE

aes betveen responses of young people aged
of the adult respondents

MfTercncess in Lercents
o

i : |
i ZEC | 6 | B 7 I L N
b e “;.“_ -
Tor + 40 = 23 + 16|+ 4} +1}+ 19| + 4
' {
Aosinst S+ 2+ li -~ 1+ 4] +2i- 5 -1
Do not knc— ci do noi ' i §
respond -6 +1 i ~15§i=81 —-31=14} -3
e e i i i - :

If only those porsons “ho expressed an opinion (positive or negative)
are taken info account, tie difrerences disappear almeost completely, except for
Luxembours.

28 Mire vou Tor or against election of a eurcpean Parliament
by direct popular suffrage, i.e. a parliament elected by
11 citizens of the member countriest"

Iis question ig important. In facty; it is included in most of the
scales measuring the various aspects of pro—european attitudes § it also forms
part of the Jenerel index.

slmost two Ehivds of the intervievees respond positively (54 %) with
the Itallans and the Luxenboeurgers coming in firets followed by the Germans, the
Tutch and the French, and finally by the Belsians in last place.

Between 2C to 30 % of the respondents expressed no opinion (See table 25).
Gorrelation enalyses shov thet persons who desire maximum integration of
to=day's netions in the wurcpe of tomorrow are all favorable to the election of a

Burepean Parliament by direct popular sufirage.

s positive responss $0 this guestion tends to go along with the following
attitudes :
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— wrould recret the eventual disbandment of the common Yarket,

— expects that in & United States of Burope, the underprivileged would
have more opportunity to gel ahead,

- expects a higher standard of living in the United Sitztes of Burope,

~ does not considers howevery the fight against infilation to be an impor—
tant objective,

— but considers an improvement in the citizens'participation in government
decisions as an importunt objeciive,

- is strongly identified with & politicsl narty,

- would certainly or probably vote for ancther political vpartys were the
ieaders of his party to teke a different position on eurcpean unifica=—
tion,

- considers aid to underdeveloped countries zg a top priority objlective,

— humanization of our socciety is also considered as an objective with top
pricrity,

- a5 'vell as the proteclion of the freedom of speech,
— tends to be faverably predisposed toward student demonstrations,

- lacks nationzlist feelings.

Finally, we notice that a fevorable attiiude tovard & european parliament
iz found more frequently anons psople who visited several {at least four) foreign
countries.

Thereforey, & response favorable to & european parliament elected by di-
rect popular suffrage seems to be tied fo two deep feelings, vhich are, on the one
hand, the desire to see Burope integrated ar far as possitle and, on the other hand,
the desire for as direct a democracy as possible. Murthermore; these factors are
not independent. Thus, the Lypoihesiss stated at the end of the second phase of the
researchs is confirmed, namely that the desire for democratization i~ generally
accompanied by truly pro—eurospean feelingss vhereas more autheritarian attitudes
generally go together with more or lesc hidden anti-european feelings.

e observe ih table 25 that it is» once agalay in Belgium where one finds
the hirshest nercentare of persons vho refuse to commit themselves, vhereas this per—
centage 1 lover in lLuxembhourg and the Hetherlands.

Taking into consideratiion enly those pe-sons vho have expresced an vpli-
uiviry the percentage of positive responses is higher in Itely (S0 ﬁ}, in Luxeqavourg
(86 <) and Germany (85 %). In France (79 %) and especially the Netherlands (74 %),
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the percenta =n ~ve lover. [See table 26).

At Tivst luncey the Dutch findings are surprising ; in facts the score
of this country on ¢ pro-european index ranked it first after Germany. This
seems to indicate .xt the Dutch public, no matter how pro—european it may be, is
nonetheless vory attached to its national inastiiutions and is somewhat apprehensive
gbout the effects of hishiy <eveloped integration. The differences between youth
(16 - 20 years of age} and tue rest of the population also holds sole surprises :

Tadlhen i Belodium end Jermany tihe young people are more favorable to

the election of a european parliament than the other respondents, the
sifferences run in the opposite direction in the Netherlands ;
- courtriesy except in Germary, the percentace of the opponents

i

european Parlianent is slightly higher for young peopley espe-

cially in Luxembours j

- aven v en “rn-responses are eliminateds one observos that this opposi~
tion is relatively stronger awnong youth, notably in Luxembourg. (See

these differonco, ich slhiovs youmy people in several countries to be less favo~
rable to a “urorcar rFarlisaent than tneir elderss does not stem from a desire for
"gomplete integrition's but ratier from the desire for "democratization'. DTespite
appearancess v st ask curselves the guestion viiether the new generation is as
keen about democracy and its development througzh elections and tooy perhapss about
the characteripstic freedons of this democracy as Lhe preceding cenerations (1).

It evyrmeare that ve may suggest the hypothesis that the main reason for

(1) FTere ve are ounly ski-ming over this problem of fundamental importance -vhich

merits further detailed commparative analysis of tue phenomena of dissatisfac—
tion and urotest amons youth in post-industrial sccieties.
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adults which we had stressed in the previous auessh arrsars to
confirm the hypothesis we gtimletsd regardirz a cove 0T oa cerhalin
indifference of young peopie toward democracy & s in our countries.
{See tuble 30,

{1) In order to explain thic raiative dipagreenent amony the Iutchy one might
refer to the hypcthesis exprezsced previcusly : epprahensicn zbout the elfects
of a highly integrated Burope \See e B4

(2) See table 2



Table 28

FORMLATION OF & SURCPSRN GOVZRFALNT

(Respondents aced 16 and older)

e S

7 T
{ EEC| @& B ¥ I L I N
; S 5 £ F] & & 7
| |
For 58 56 | 52 53 67 47 49
Against . 23| 23} 19| 28| 16| 36 | 37
k
Do not know or do not | :
respond ol j 21| 29 19 17{ 17 | 14
i
! Rl e R .
Total E 100 | 100 § 100 | 100 § 100 | 1lo0 | 100
N i8752 2021 |1296 |2046 11822 | 2335 {1230
L - i I N
Table 29
FOITLATION OF A EUXUGPLAl GOVLERITAENT
(based on persons who expressed an opinion)
EEC] G| 3| F | I L
F1 &, %] 2] %] 7] ¢
I
For T2 11 73 65 81 57 57
Ageinst 28 29. 27 35 1% 43 43
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Table 30
FORMATICHN OF A BURCPEAN GOVARNIENT
Percentage differencer in responses of the young people
aged 16 = 2C years ~2nd adults
—_— - r _ -”l _
i BEC G | B F I L W
For +4 1 +8 | +4 | +6| +11 +3 | +3
Arainst +2 | -8 t +6 | +1 | +6 +9 ] =3
Do not knor or do not
respond -6 | =2 | =10 | =T]| =7 =12 0
4
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4°® "In the case of the election of a President of the United States
of Burope by universal suffrage, would you vote or not for a can-
didate of another nationality, provided that his personality and
his progrem agreed better vith your ideas rather those of candi-
dates of your ovn nationality "

This question cbviously belongs to the sume group s the two previcus ones,
At first glance, this gquestion measures rather accurately a favorable attitude to
guropean integration. In fact, the respondent ils not asked to give his opinion on
the principle of a presidential elecilon by popular votes but to give some-lhat of
an idea of the extent to which ke roulda ve rilling to deo uway vith his national and
even perhaps his natioraelist feelings. The ranking of couniries by the percentage
of persons who agree with this stztement corresponds more or less, in fact, with the
average scores on the pro—european scale as given above in Table 2y though France
ranks higher (1.
(See tables 31 and 32).

In &l]1 the countries, young people respond more favorably than adults,
i.e. for the election for a foreign president. 0Of the four guestions related fo
european political unificetion presently under examinations this gquestion reveals
the sherpest differenc. bdetween youn sters and adulits. It reinforces the hypothe-
sis which proposed that the youngsterr' turn of mind is better characterized by
the wegkening of nationalist feelings than by the strengthening of definitely »ro—
european feelings.
(See table 33)

(1) It is vorthwhile %o siress that “his question, as all the others too, is not

as good & measure of pro—european attitudes as the scores in the overall index.
In fact, each question contains elements which bear no direct relation to pro-
european attitudes. In this instance, for example; a feeling of national pride
is set in opposition to the personality and political program of the president
of the United States of Europes vithout gilving any details about this program
or his perscnality. It is then possible to believe that some respondents who
are ideologically involved but not necessarily favorable fo fthe unification of
Burope would prefer to voie for a foreign leader of the same party rather than
for & compatriot who might be a pclitical opponent. The presence of this gues-
tion in most pro—european scales only shows that & goodly amount of the varian-
ce in responses to this guestion may be attribuied to pro-eurcpean attitudes,



Table 31

VOTE FOR & PRESIDENT CF THE UNITEL STuTES OF

SURCPE O ANOTHER

HaTION&LITY

(Respondents sged 16 and older)

EBEC G B F I N
s slsa ] &8 7
For 64 10 54 63 64 68 11
Againset 19 14 23 23 ee 19 i9
Do not know or do not
respond 15 16 23 14 14 13 10
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
N 8752 12021 {1298 | 2046 | 1822 | 335} 1230
Table 32

VOTE FOR 4 PRASSIDENT OF THS UNITED STATES OF

ZURCPE OF ANOTHER

NATTORALITY
(Based on respondents who expressed an opinion)
EEC [ G B F I N
—
et o o a [ ol o
™ e ~o 7 IS 7~ 7<
¢
For 18 83 70 73 T4 78 79
ageinst 22 17 30 27 26 22 21
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Table 33
VOGS IGH A PRESIDRET OF T8 UNITED STaTLS 0 LJUROTL O ANCTHER
HLTICONLLITY
Percentage differences in responses of young people aged 16 to
2C and adults
ZEC | © B ¥ I L N
For + 12 1+ 10 | + 14 i +310 § +18 +168 + 1
Against - T = 6 j= 6 =T} =14 ;-11]} =2
Do not knov or do not respondf= & [—~ 4 |- B w3 | =4 ln T4+ 1
. 1
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The difference betwveen yorns people and adults is the weakest in the
Hetherlands “hichy at first, seems surprisingy since it is one of the tvo coun-—
tries which shoved the highest percentage of positive responses to the question
and is & country known for its "progressive" tendencies.,

The same cbservation is also true for the three preceding questions :
the sum of the (positive or negative) differences between the responses of youth
and those of adults for the four questions on eurcpean political unification is
only 18 in Hollands in contrast to 36 in Frances 42 in Germanys 47 in Italy, 63
in Belgium and 76 in Luxembourg. This phenomenon can be explained by the fact
that young people give "for"” or "ageinct™ responses more frequently than adults
and by the fact that the adults "cautiousness" markedly varies Irom country to
countrys much more so than youth. In the degree to which the percentage of adultis
-tho abstain on this question is wvewks as is the case in the Netherlands, the diffe-
rences netveen yourg people and adultls decrease,

Generally speaking, one might imagine that the observed differences in
responses to these four questions about eurcpean political unification between
young people and adults can be explainedy, in large part, by the influence of age
rather than generation, i.,e. by the fact that one is born on a given date instead
of another,

Tables 34 and 35 summarize tliese several exnplanations of the feur
questions on political unification.

Table 34

INDEX OF INVOLVIRIeNT TN BURCPEAN POLITICAL UNIFICATICH

AMONG YCUNG P=OPLE (16 to 20 years old) 4ND AMONG ADULTS
(21 years of age and more) (x)

(Mfaximum = 100)

EEC G Mg_ ¥ I 41 L N
Adults 79,0 | 7950 [TCs5 |T€s8 [62,8 :52:5 86,5
é Young peopie 84,8 | 82,5 |62,8 |[B4sC 875 [92,0 [86,3
i Difference +538 | 355 | +1253] +532] +4327f =995) ~0s2
L i .

(x) The Index of Involvenent is calculated here by averaging the total
number of positive and negetive responses to cach of the four questions.
It is the mirror-image of the '"non-response" index.
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Tabls 18

i e e M1l T K0

PERCENTAGE DIFFERENCES BRETWEEN YIUUGRTEAy gaafzs yours old)

OMSEE M) THE POUA QUELITONS

I el o gy

AND ATULTS {aged 21 and mors’ FEL

OF BEUROYERN POLITIZLL Uni™e

o S I e e,

e e e eI
i Ewd G ¥ i T i by i
| ‘ z
f = | e | E
- = Creation of the United ; : % |
; St»tes of Europe S = 2 v 3 % -3 -2 i + &
.. Elestion of s guTropEan % E
Parlismsnt 1 14 2 . S N B -
- Acceptance of & eurczesn E E
government 0 a4 B s o2 sy E -4 4 3
!

=Tote in favor of a foreign
candidate

+ ;
3%

+9 '48 411 49 JRUI R ;

5% "Would you may you are vary favorebie; rather favoralle,
indifferent, rether unfavorsble or very unfavoramble o
eurcpean unification

Responses to this question are lzrgely very faverable; but the itrue value
of these responses is rather poor, ovecsuse of the very geisral charsctsr of ithe
question which gives no information about the kind of united Burope involved. It
is an "easy" question which naturslly appears ir all sceles msasuring pro—suropean
attitudes.

More than one third of the respondents {34 €) suy they sre very favorable
to european unifiocation and 40 4 sre rather favorsble, which means that throughbout
all of the six countries of the Community, thres persouns osut of four sre inciined
to accept -~ if not support ~ unification.

As predicted, in Luxembourg, Italy and Germany, the percentsgs o very
favorable responses is the highest. However, what 1s not explained &t firast glance
is why in the Netherlands this parcentage is reisatively low and of the sems nagnitu-
de a8 that in Belgium. In the Netherlands, one wgisc ousarves & yelatively high per—
centage of unfavorable responsss : 10 4 ocompared to € % in France,
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Would it be that in Holland there is an aoctive minority group whioh is
opposed toc european unification 7 In the absence of exact answers to this question,
we have to propose the hyposhesis that some unadmitted,; nationalist (or ethnocentrio)
feelinge exist in this countrys or else that there is disagreement about the way
suropean unification has been undertaken sc far. This second hypothesis, however,
appears to us as the least likely since, as we shall see latery it is in Holland
where one observes the highest percentage of persons who would feel "very morry” if
the common Market were disbanded. (See table 36)

Table 36

GENERAL ATTITUDE TOWARD EUROPEAN UNIFICATION

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

i ! ) T
[ | mmc| o 5| ¥ x Tl s
| B B A S S %
Very favorable 3] 39 Nl 24l 40 f 52, 30
E '- ; : ';.
Rather favorable . 40 37 35 . 46 f 38§ 24§ 44 |
| Indifferent 11| 13] 16; 1 7! 14 : 11
! 1 : I L
} Rather unfavorable 4 4 3 6 4 : 2| 7
| ; | ﬁ é
i Very unfavorable 2 2 1 ! 2 | 3
Do not know or do not ! ; |
respond L9 6 13 11 10 ! 6 5
e j o
Total 100 | 100 1 100 | 100} 100{ 100 | 100
N 8752 |2021 1298 |2046 {1822 | 335 |1230 |
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B, ATTACHMERT TC KATIONAL SYMFGLy

M b

One question makes it possible irc messurs wonrorinately ar attitude whioh
one may think rung in the opposite dirsctrion of pro-surcss . atsitudes : the atrength
of attachment to certeizn symbole I:vrol=ing o g oon 7 atiung’ Lugllifjwation ¢ oUr-
renoy, olympioc team, flag.

"Rouia you L Tevorsble, wppresd oo friif
Cy LOF YOUT ook o7 ] Ga TépLAASG . thy: She i@am {hf
Eunt 1o the nert blymp*:t*kﬁ TEit BDE DaEreal o & Bur0DeAn % aun,
That the .68 LOf your GoLasiy | he TepLAcIE Uy & 6.toDGEL e
ir important csremoniss 1V

¥ore than hal?t tha resporcents fhrougenal wrt of the countrizg of the
rapropeen Jommueity come out in tav. o ol B oov oudean g «nU¥ e whoTegs only 22 % ars
opposesn t¢ it. Apart from luxechourgs whers o rery YU on peprentage of veodle lr
Tavorsble 10 & surcvesn ~urrency (631 40 1i Juun’ tLwe “saalts e Jodiedy edvdler Cn
the varisus countrier, The apse’ sl sare ¢ LAmsnmReurg (robanry et oe sxplalned by
the fact that her currsnor is cicwsely i sd fo dsiolumia.

On the other hand, rather sivrong differences in the matier of fermbg UrGe
pean olympic tesms among countries are observguvlew., 4 Iittle pors {han one fourth
(27 %) of the suropean public iz favorable to it, wunersas 431 % zre vpposed. The ra~
tio of partisans to opponenis is the highest in lurenbhourg for respsus whioh &re a=
sy to understand, but surprisingly enocuxhs thie couniry is Yolinwed by Franca. dmo=
ther surprise is that this ratio iw the lowest in Germany and eepocially in the Naee
therlands, the country which, &g we know, renkas first in the soores o7 the pro-suroe=
pean attitude index,

The percentags of favorapls: attitudes toward a suravar: “lag ias, for all
respondentss the same for the Olympie temm, namely i €. On the othsr hand, the
psrcentage of opponenta reaches 52 ¥. They are fournd, PTirsi of all; in Trance (61 ﬁ)a
but also in Italy, Luxembourg snd the Netherlands (%57 4). In tiis Jast country, on=
ly 19 % support it., One can stato that the kind of nationalism syabolised by the
flag is weaker in Cermany and Belgium, and atronger in France and the Rethesriands,
This svidence supporis the hypothesis, stated &t the c:iaet of this study,y, that ne-
tionalism ans pro—eurcpean attitudes do rot lie on *ie zume dimsrsion; but repre—
sant two distinct dimensions,

In poychologioal terms, the motlvatione farding to create a desive Por
ouropean unification are not the same as the motivatlions relgted to netiongl prida.
Nationalist motivations, when potent, cledarly are opposed v jro~suropean motiwvatione,
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but both oan co~exist and create tension or frioction. In the case of the Nether—
landsy it seems that the hypothesis formulated above can be refined : in this coun-
trys there are strong motivations supporting european unification held by the majo—
rity of the population, yet there are alsc very sirong, latent and less easily de-—
tsoted, naticonal feelings which might beccome viaible asg Surcpean unification takes
form,

This is & phenomenon often observed in studies of motivations. In these
studies which almost always have a utilitarian, generally commercisal objective, one
oan distinguish the attraction generated by an object from the resistance impeding
acquisition of the motivation. Thus a motivation which mskes an object attraotive
is oonsidered as different from one which deflects a possible buyer away from this
object,

From this point of view, a favorable attitude toward european unification
msy be ocnaidered similar to its acquisition. There are four conoeivable attitude
profiles 3

- strong attraction, wegk resistance,
- strong attreotion, strong reaistanocs

woak attraction, weak resistance

- woak attreotion, strong reslstance.

The Dutoh publicy which is well-informed and politioally mobilized, tends
to reflect the aecond profile, whereas the Belgian pudlio tends toward the third,
(See table 37).
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ATTACEMENT TO THREE NATIONAL SYMBOLS 1

CURRENCY , THE OLYMPIC TEAM AND THE FLAG

(Respondents aged 16 and older)
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| Do not know or do mot | f ; P l'
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Do not know or do not ; f ; | ; |
respond 6 6: 6 1 6 8 5. 3 ?
———— b L
Total 100 100 | 100 | 100 { 100 | 100 ! 100 |
; ; . - i
Ratio Fav. / Opp. | 0,52 0,85 0,54 G436| 0,42 | 0,46 0,33 g
¥ 8752 2021 {1298 (2046 (1822 . 335 [1230 |
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C. DBESIRED GEOGRAPHICAL DIVENSIONS OF THE COMMON MARKET

Tw#0o questions were asked on this subject : one concerning OGreat Britain's
joining the common Market and the other about different countries whioh the publio
would like or not to see join the common Market,

1® "Aye you for or against Great Britain's entry
into the common Market 7"

In February and March 1970, almost seven respondents out of ten througheut
the ocountries of the european Community and nine out of ten among those who expressed
an opinion were favorable to Great Britain's eniry intc the common Market. The hi-
ghest percentage is in the Netherlands and the lowest in France, though the gap is
mioh smaller if only those respondents who expreas an opinion are taken into acoount,
(See tables 38 and 39).

If wo take into aocount again only the people expressing an opinion and
compare the data in table 39 with those in table 23, we notice that the percentage
of persons favorable to Great Britain's entry into the common Market in Belgium and
in Holland exoceeds that of those who support the political development of the oommon
Market toward the United States of Burope. Thie tendency also exists in Germany.

In France and in Italy, on the other hand, an opposite tendency is obmervable.

Although the differences are very smally they seem significant. Ons might
propose the hypothesis that differences in attitudes toward Great Britain and the
British plays & more important role than european views themselves, A positive rea-
ponse to the question about Great Britain's eniry appears related to a relatively
high degree of interest in politics. (1)

(1) See chapter II, pages 143 to 145.
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; Against

Takle 38

ATTITUDE TOWARD GREAT BRITAIN'S ENTRY INTO THE

COMMON MARKET

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

. Do not know or do not

E respond

For

! Against

Total

/]

oy . P —
EBC, G| B F I L! ¥
$ | . i £ % %
| N
67 | 70 65| 60 65 T2 | 82
| o9 7 ; 15 120 6 T
22 ! 21 | 28 | 25 1 3! 2 1
?‘*"’""‘"‘“"“"7 _____ [V S ,._-_\..__.___1;.._.__._..__...:,_____h
| 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 |
. joow SRS R N SO S———
Is'rsz 12021 {1298 2046 132:_| 335 |1230

Table 39

ATTITUDE TOWARD GREAT BRITATN'S INTO THE COMMON MARKET

(Respondents who express an opinion)

Total

E BEQ G| B [ F! 1 L 1' T
BTN I T
86 l 89| 90! aoji 84 92 | 92 |
14 1] 10 208 16 8 8 |
< 100 100!T 100 x 100 1007 miod | 71004
] _
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2° M"Among the following countries, whioh do not belong to
the common ¥arkets; are there any you would like to see
joim 1t 7 Which oms ?" (Choice indioated on & 1ist)

For all of the interviewees, Switzerland and Denmark are most frequently
chosen on the 1list of mix countries proposed (63 and 59 ¢ respeoctively). These are
$wo oountries in Western BEurope, small in size and considersd as democracies. The
peroentage of votes favorable to Spain is considerably lower (39 %), although higher
than the percentages obtaines by the three countries in eastern Burope indioated on
the list : Eastern Germany (25 %), Poland (23 4) and the Soviet Union (18 4).

There are some rather marked differsnces between the atiitudes of the res-
pondents in the countries of the Community. On the average, Belgians and Luxembour—
gors indiocate less than two countries, which seems to show that the public at large
does not feel very favorable to snlarging the sommon Market,; st least insofar as the
present notion ie concerned., At the other extrems, we find the Germans and the
Frenoh, followed by the Dutch, who appear more open-minded. The rank—order of the
oountries is very different from the one we found concerning the entry of Great Bri-
tain into the common Market : both kinds of expansions in fact, soaroely have any—
thing in ocommon. In one case, 1t is a matter of expreasing one's opinion on a defi-~
nite, forthooming issue; and in the other ocase, 1o express oneself on the svantual,
but rather improbable membership of countries as different as Spain, Switzerland and
the Soviet Union,

(See table 40).

The degree of familiarity or proximity of one country to another ssems
to influence conaiderably the ohoice of the other poasible, future partners in the
ocomeon Market., Thus, we observe that almost eight out of ten Dutochmen and almost
&8 many Gexrmans express the wish to ses Denmark enter the common Market. On the
other hand, only four Italians out of ten, express themselves in the game direotion,

The differences between what one may call the popularity ratings are far
lese marked for Switzerland, which is probably due to its rather central location in
Burcpes, to its great notoriety and to its particularly favorable image, (1)

(1) We shall ses further that, of the six countries cited, the Swiss obiain the
highest psroentage of trust accorded in each of the six countries of the EEC.
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The percentage of respondents recommending the entry of Spain into the
oommon Market is lower in Luxembourg, the Netherlands and Belgium than in Italy,
Germany ands most of ally France, Indeed, in France we also find the highest pro-
portion of people who desire the entry of so-oalled suropsan popular demooracies
into the oommon Market : approwimately one Frenohman ocut of four and sven 28 %
when it oomes to Poland., In Western Germany, slmost 30 ¥ of the respondente would
like to see the German Democratio Republic join it, but only 16 % wish to see the
Soviet Union join.

Obeerve that in Luxembourg and Holland s the oocuntries leaning toward
oommunism obtain peroentages as small as in Belgiumy; though other oountries have
besn chosen mioh more often,

The ohoice of oountries in eastern Burope as deasirable partners ir the
common Market probably depends upon several factors, one of which is, without a
doubts the degree of familiarity with it{Eastern Cermany in West Germany wnd Poland
in Franoe) and another, which is the size of the party &nd of the communist eleoto—
rate in the country where the respondents are interviewed (France and Italy). In
each oountry of the european Communitys, it is interesting to compare the toial votes
received by the three western countries, on the one hand, and bu the three eastern
oountriess on the other. The more hospitable the public of eaoh country is toward
woestern rather than toward eastern couniries, the higher the ratio. The thres Bene-—
lux oountries have & higher value on the index of relative western orientstion than
the three large countries ; after the Benelux, Weastern Qermany is the lsaat oriented
toward the Bast ; its orientation still is largely influenced by its relations with
Eastern Germany.

Index of relative western oriemtation

Luxembourg 3,58
Netherlands 3,54
Belgium 3,09
Germany 2,68
Italy 2,29

France 2,07



Table 40

COURTRIES ONE WOULD LIKE TO SEE ENTER THE COMMON MARKET

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

" f ' "
% N ! N
1 , ' L ‘ L
! % ; £ 4 !
| Denmark .59 16 46 52 43 54 T8
Spain .39 42 30 45 33 25 29 |
Eastern Germany 25 290 16 26! 22 ¢ 13 16 |
! : . i ; !
Poland .23, 24 15, 28 19 15! 18 |
u. 9, S, R, 18 16 12 23| 18 12 16 %
Switzerland , 63 61! 511 62| 59 64 170
Fone of these countries 5 3. 10i 8| 6 % 6. 3
¥ | 3 i (
Do not know or do mot enswer 15 : 12| 22 14| 19! 20 12
A SR U SV N S S
Total of Western couniries ;161 185 133 ¢ 159 | 135 . 143 | 171
SRR SR S
Total of Bastern countries ;] 66 1 69 43! TT; 59| 401 50
S Bt Wt ML I
Total of above-mentioned [ ‘ | } i
countries . 227 | 254 | 176 | 236 | 194 | 183 | 227 |
! | ! i
| . 8752 |2021 i1293 2046 1822 | 335 1230
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D. DEGREE OF INTEGRATION DESIRED FOR URITED EUROPE

Theorically, one can distinguish three ways of organiging relations bet-
ween states and peoples within a Burope whioh ims politiocally united or in the pro-
cess of uniting : intergovernmental cooperaiion ;3 the wetting up of a "supranatio-
nal" government of & confederal or federal kind ; the estadblishment of & unitary eu-
ropean state.

The guesticn sasked makes it possible to jedge the publio's views of these
three formulsas.

Contrary to what one might have feared, the percentage of non—responses is
not very high for & relatively complicated question like this one : depending on the
countrys one to two persons out of ten have no opinion, with a minirum for Holland
(8 €) and a maximum for Belgium {20 %).

More than one third of the people expressing an opinion chose the scliuiiun
advocating a european government in oharge of the most important matters, with e&ch
sountry keeping ite national govermment to handle particular problems.

The proportion of respondents who prefer that esoh national government
retein ite sovereigniy; by reduoing ocooperation to intergovernmental meetinge for
decisions on common policys ie gbout the game in the different cocuntries : less than
two persons out of ten.

Finallys the advocates of full integration implying the substitution of
national governments by & european government are even more of & minority : in Fran-
ce and Luxembourgs they are the least numerouns, and the most numerous in the Nether--
lands and Germany.

Responses to this question are of the greatest importance : they show that
citizens in the countries of the Community are much more involved ithan is sometimes
expected and that publio support for european unification reflects & "more suprana—
tional” way of organizing relations among the states, governments and peoples than
is presently practised within the european Community.

(See tables 41 and 42).
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Table 41

DEGREE OF INTEGRATION DESIRED FOR UFITED EUROPE

(Respondente aged 16 and older)

C.

D.

There i8 no government at
the european level, but the
governments of sach country
meet regularly to decide
upon common polioy,

There is & europesn govern-
ment responsible for the
most importent matters, but
sach country retains its
own government responsible
for its own problems,

There is & EuUIrOPA&n EOVOIN~
ment responsible for all

matters and the member coun-—
tries no longer have & nati-

onal government,
None of these formmla

Do not know or do not
respond

Total

13

15

13

14

51

0

20 |

Fl o1l 11w

T

N S

et e e e

18~ 13 18

62/ 51! 63 58
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100
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Table 42

DEGREE OF INTECRATION DESIRED FOR UNITED EURCPE

(Respondents who express & preference)

EEC} b s! p

NI

The governments of each f
19 19 © 19

et e o e T

R
Y

country meet regurlarly i 21

One european government ; é !

bandles the most impor- : | 1 :
tant matters 66 63 . 69 . T T1 72 |

One european government

handles all matters 13 18 12 8 13 6

Total £100 1100 } 100 | 100 ! 100 | 100

i
H
W ——e e e e
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E., IMAGE OF THE UNITED STATES OF EUROPE : HOPES AND FEARS

What we just observed supports all previous surveys in that the vaet majo-
Tity of "Europeans" are in favor of the uniting of Burope and even support some kind
of supranationel organisation of a united Burope. Ome criticism, however, is often
made of surveys like this one i do the respondents know what it is all about 7 Do
they feel concerned or involded 7 What image do thy have of a united Europe, and
axactly what do they expect ?

At first, one poassible response is that the percentage of "don't know"
or "don't answer™ is not very high : this is already one indication of an awareness
of oonoern and involvement. In the instance of the four questions, for example; con-
cerning the evoluiion of the common Market toward & form of the United States of Eu-
rope,; the ealection of the European Farliament by direct universal election, the get-
ting up of a suropean government above the nationel governments and veting for a
"forelgn" oandidate to the office of president of the United States of Europe: the
mean percentage of persons not expressing an opinion was nearly 20 5 for &1l of the
Community oountries (28 4 in Belgium and 14 % in the Netherlands). For the question
concerning ons's general attitude toward european unifiocation, the non-respcnse rate
was about 9 4 (13 4 in Belgium and 5 % in the Netherlands).

Yot it is still possible to object that even the respondents expressing
themgelves (be it poslitively orx negatively) have a vague, unreal notion of suropean
unification, & ncition refleoting, perbaps, an ideal detached from resglity.

To respond to these objections we asked the following question which cop-—
sists of presenting to the respondents a certain number of opinions, twelve exaoctly,
to whioh they should respond by indicating the extent of their agreement or disagree—
ment s Ystrongly agrees", "agrees", "disagrees", and "strongly disagrees" as well as
non-response, (1)

One first finding is that the majority of the respondents (more than eight
out ¢f ten) reaffirms bis national pride : the peroentage is 82 5 throughout &ll the
oountriea in the Community (92 % in Luxembourg and 71 € in Germnny).

Conservatives — namely those who are reluctant to see any change in the
pregent sltuationy those who fear certain negative effects of eurcpean integration
(loss of national cwlture and identity, increase in the ocost of living, and unem-
ployment), and alsc those who bslieve european unification is impossible because of
the diversity of its languagee = represent two to three persons out of ten.

(1) See ocmplete results in annex (table 1).
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Luxembourgers appear to he the most oonservetive, followed by the Belgians and the
Tatoh., The Italiana are the most open to change.

About one person out of two express resigned or ethnocentrio kinde of opi-
nions whioh are very olose to comservatism : 55 % agree that "one can't ohange any-—
thing about the fact that the strong always rule over the weak"and 46 ﬁ agree that
there are too many foreigners in their country.

When it oomes t0o pro—european atititudes, which represent & olear majority,
these seem to bhe organired around five major images or motivations

~ Europey s & third power between Amerioa and the U.S.S.R. 3 67 % of the
reapondents agree (69 to 64 % in Germany, Belgium, Italy and France,
57 % in the Netherlandss and 48 % in Luxembourg) j

= Europe as & means for suropean scientists to oatoh up with the Ameri-
oans t 62 ¥ of the respondents agree ;

- Burope as & means to improve the level of the most underprivileged
groups 1 61 % of the respondents agree ;

~ Europe as & first etep toward world government which would eliminate

war (66 to 54 % in Germany, Belgium, Italy and Franoe, 47 € in the Ne-
therlands, and 40 % in Luxembourg) ;

~ BEurope as & means of improving the standard of living for all : 59 %
of the respondents agree (71 % in Italy).
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In order to facilitate the reading of the results and to underline the
differences among items and oountries, the distribution of the percentage obtained
is summarized in the following table. The reaponses "strongly agrees" or "strongly
disagrees"” were given & coeffioient of 2 ; the responses "agrees” or "disagrees",

a coeffioient of 1 ; the difference between the total of positive and negative res-
yonses were then divided by the percentage of the respondente whe expressed an opi-
nion (1).

(See table 43).

(1) Example, for the entire europesn Community and for the first item
("I am proud to be German, or Belgian etc.") 1@

~ sirongly &8rees 55 ¢ multiplied by 2 equals 110
- agrees 271 % " 27
- disagree 8 % " 8
- Btrongly disagrees 5 € miltiplied by 2 equals 10
~ Do not know or do not respond 54

(110 + 27) - (8 + 10)
(100 = 5)

The index is obtained as follows @ = 1,25



Table 43
IMAGE OF THE UNITED STATES OF EUROPE

FEARS AND EXPECTATIONS (1)
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I am proud to be (from this or j . : ;
that country) F'1525 10,82 1,55 1549 1,42| 1,71: 1,48

The United States of Europe should :
bacome & third power, egqual to the | :
USA and the UgSp ) 0998 0,97 1,24 0594 1,00 0,51 0,55

Within the United States of Europo,§
european scientisis would be able
to catoh up with the Ameriocans
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the population would have better ’ _ i g : :
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The United States of Burope wounld 3
rapresant a firset step toward world?
government whioh would eliminate ' ; ‘ ;
' war | 0564, 0,89 0,88 0544 0,62 0,05 0,20
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5
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Buropean unification is impossible ’ ‘ |
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In all the countries except Germany, the item which obtains the highest
score is a nationalist item,reflecting a feeling opposed to a favorable attitude
toward european unifioation. This item belonga to the same group as the one which
expresses pegeimism about suropean unification because of the language differences
and the one expressing the fesling that there are toc many foreigmers in the coun—
try. In Germany, two more ltems expressing a favorable attitude toward suropean
unifiocation obtain a larger number of votes : they invelve the wish to see Europs
become a third power squal to the United States and the Soviet Union, and the per-
oeption of United Burope as a firet step toward world govermment whioh would elimi-
nate war.

The perception of United Burope as a third world power ranks second in
popalarity among the public throughout the countries in the Buropean Community.
Howeaver, this image is far less pepular in luxembourg and the Wetherlands than in
the other countries. A perception whioh is more or less tied to the idea of a third
powsr would mean that, in the United States of Burope, suropeans scientists would be
&ble to catoh up with the Ameriocans. This ppinion also obtains a large number of po-
gitive votea in &ll the countries. In Belgiumy however, we observe at the same time
the largeat parcentage cf advocates cof the third power and a relatively small percen-
tage of persons who believe that suropean sclentists oould catch up with the Ameri-
cans 3 this difference is dque to the high percentsge of “non-responaes" to this last
question,

The notion that european unification could mean a firat step toward =
greater werld unity and toward universal peace also obtains strong support, mostly
in Germany,; and surprisingly enough, in Belgium., The French publio iz a little more
soeptical about it ; the Dutch and Luxembourg publicy even more so (1),

The feeling that the domination of the weak by the sirong is a sort of
unchangeable law is related to a fairly negative attitude toward european unificati-
on. In all the small coumrtries, ncnethelesa, the proportion of positive responaes
is higher than that of the negative cnes,; especially in Luxembourg and Belgium ; the

(1) The results obtained by means of this item have to be interpreted cautiously.
The objective of the question was to measure the presence and the intensity of
& certain notion of a united Burope viewed as a workd powsr qualitatively diffe-
rent from the other povers and as & power whoge strength would, at firet, not
be econcmicy; military or political, but rather morsl. It is unoertain whether
this item mccurately measures thie notion. In facty in this lnetanoce we find
that it shows no negative correlation with the item referring to Burope as a
third world power. Moreover, this item ie only very indirectly relamted tc thoss
itema which measure; more surely, favorable attitudes toward european unificati-
On.,
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Italian rublio responds more positively to this statement.

The last item where the proporition of posiiive responses is higher than
the negative responses is the one which expresses reservations about foreign wore
kers, Thie item definitely memsures a conservative sttituds., I% is normal that
Ttaly is an exceptiony since Italy has & negligitie narnsr of foreign workers and
is & country of emigrants. We observe that Belgium Las the highest score on thie
item; with France taking second placs.

The statement which most clearly measures this conservative attituds is ths
item stating that there is no reason t¢ change the pirssent state of affairs. The
highest positive scores on this item are obaerved in Luxembourg and Belgium., On
the other hand, guite clearly in France and Italys; the naye have it ; these instan-
ces undoubtediy ocught to be zeen as steming from & correlation with the axistencs
of & powerful communigt wovement in these two countries rather than ss & direst ex-
pressiohsy at least in Italy, of dissatisfaction with the present or of pessimiswn
about “he future (1).

The fear that europeaun unification might result in the loss of ocultural idsa-
tity does not represent & wide gpread objection among the countries of the BEaropsan
Community. BEverywhere the mcore on this item is negative, with the exception of
Holland wheres once againy we find & kind of nationalism and latent ethnocentrism
mentioned above {(2).

The belief that ths unification of Burope runs ths risk of inoreasing the cost
of living and unemploymeni is not widespread. The proportion of those who agrse is
& little higher in the Benelux countries than in the “iarge" countries. In Italy,
this proportion is particularly low ; this is confirmation of the Xtaliars‘optimienm
regarding the positive effects of european unification on their standard of living.

Agreement with the helief that european unification is impossible beoauze of
the diversity of languages espoken by the european peoples is not only a recognition
of p difficult problem, but also & symtom of unfavorable attitudes toward unifica-
tion. However, of all the items in this mseries, this one i8 the least approved.
That agreement with ithis item is slightly higher in France and Belgium is understan—
dabley yet the rather high figure in Holland oonfirms onoe again the hypothesis,
presented above, regarding ethnocentric tendencies in this country.

(1) Ses pages 99 and 100
(2) Sse pages 64 and 66.
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The data in table 43 make it possible to see scmewhat more cleariy the
structure of the public's aititudes in each of the six countries, at least in tha
form of hypotheses.

- The German public differs from the other countries in the lower aveisges
on items expressing reservations about european unification, Om the oiher hand, this
positive motivation seems to be characterized less by economic aspects (better oppor-
tunity for the underprivileged, improvement of the standard of living) then oy poli-—
tical aspects,

=~ The Belgian public seems to be ags attracted by the positive afin-t: of
unification as the German publics but with greater reservation. 4 large serment of
the public reeponds conservatively. Belgianas appear to be particularly seusil! e
to the effects of unification on the standard of living., Nevertheless, note thut
these tendencies were based on those respondents who expressed an opinion. Indesd;
the proportion of persons who express no opinion is highest in Belgium. This -
along with France; the lowest of all the countries of the Buropean Communi =+ {1,
The findings examined here allow us to conclude that this low average must e &7 i~
butable to the indifference of the greater part of the Belgian public and Lo the woig—
tence of conservative reflexes in the other part rather than to the lack o3 atiracti-
on to the idea of european unification itself,

- The French public is less conservative than the Belgian., EResistanos to
mnification also is less; but here we also find a smaller proportion of persong wi-
ere Bensitive to the factore which may meke european unification attractive. <‘wrc
exception concerns the possibility that,; thanke to unification, Europe can c¢lowrs whe
teohnological gap with the United States,

- The Italian public also is8 not chearacterized by strong resistence o
notions congerning unification. In regard tc its attrectivenese, this public zesms
particularly sensitive to promises of improvement in prosperity and the standard of
living within the context c¢f the european Comrunity's development .

-~ The Luxembourg public is an exception. It is relsetively comservetiv:
and, moreover, it seems slightly less sensitive to the motives for unificeticn viwe
gsented in the list.

(1) See table 2.
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This ie a poor erplenation of its rethar high -sore s the overall index (1), but
the particular position of Luxembeurg within the Jowmuniity bas to he taken into cone—
sideration., The latent nationalism and particularisms of {he Luxembourgers cannot
be of the seme nature ap those in the other countri—e. Even at the ilevel of the
mags public, the Luxembourg people® must be mure awsrs of their dependsnt position
than other esurcpesn peoples. Ther are sccustomad.: oy -xempie: to the fregquent use
of meveral currencies j; indeeds ourrency can by corsidersd as ons of the principal
gymbols of national sovereignitv., Thua an sy able hypotnesis ip that for the Lu-
xembourg peoples the changss eviropean unificsation will brieg about do not seem pRT—
vienlarly importssnt, If thie hvioothesis were verifiady it would mesn that attlitudss
whick run ageinst the formation of pro—eurcpean atiiftucdes in other nountries natiow
nalism, social or political conservatiem) do not generete any resl resistence in Lu-
xembourg. y

=~ Lastly, in a first lock at the Dutch publisy we notice that the percen~
tage of persone wno respond is considerably higher then in the other countries.
Thia means that the segment o1 the Duteh populatrion coicesponding to those groups
viio abetain from responding *n other couniries has a stronger influence on the dig-
tribution of reasponses ihan oiher countries, This segmeni of the Dussh popuintion
is probabiy responsiblie for the frol thal we netics & mere important particularia-
tie reflex in the Dutch punlic than among most of the other countries. In the Ne-
therlarides, a non-negligibie part of the population shows awvareness of national iden-
tity which is probably more sooio-culfural in character than of the nationalist ity-
pes yot which runs the risk of engendering siroung reactions, if the cultursl and
perhaps moral identity of the Dutch people amemed threatened, 4s indicated above,
it ie a latent feeling, since to present:; no real nor eventual threat has been felt
by that segment of the population which would be responsive to it. (2)

(1) See table 2
(2) The analysis of nationalism, or more precisely, of feslings of naticnel identi-
ty among the emall countries of the EEC hes nct yet been carrisd cui,
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F. ESTIMATED EFFECTS OF THE COMMON MARKET AND DEGEBEE OF ATTACHMENT
TC THE COMMON MARKET

Two questions made it possible to measure the attitudes toward the
common Market : one had to do with estimating the effects of the common Market
on the respondents'standerd of livings the other with evaluating the degree of
attachment to the ocommon Market.

1° "Do you think that, up to nowy the oommon Market has had
a very favorable, rather favorable, rather unfavorsable or
very unfavorable effect upon your standard of living ™™

Responges to this question do not often appear in the scmles messuring
favorable attitudes toward european unification. One reason is, undoubtedlys the
fact that 40 % of the european public is unable to respond to this question. In
Belgium and Franoe; almost half the respondents do not exprese an opinion, We can
thue think that persons who give the osutious response of "rather favorasble effecta"”
are not very sure of thelir reaponse.

Therefores although the vast majority of the respondents is favorsble 1o
european unifioation and even, hesy as we have seeny & rather precise image of the
forme unification ought to take andof the objeotives it might attain, the effects
of the common Market on the standard of living &re scarcely perocelived,

These findings might mean that the affects of the common Market are
really weak at the level of the "man in the gtreet" or else; even though non ne-
gligible in effect, they are hardly perceived. The first interpretmtion is scar—
cely plausible, if what is known ebout increased exchanges between the countries
in the common Market is taken into socount, yet from our point of view, what ia
important is less the objective gituation than the image that is perceived. 1In
fact, by eliminating non-responees, one observes that the favorable effects ars
predominant. The non-responses are undoubtedly given by respondenis who are not
suffioiently informed or else badly integrated into a society whose contrszints and
injustices are perceived in s undifferiemtiated way. One zlso observes that in
the three countries where the index of exposure to maes media is the highest {Holw
land, Germany and Luxembourg)s non-response is the least frequent.

(See tables 44 and 45).



Table 44

BSTIMATED BFFECTS OF TEE COMMON MARKET ON THE

STARDARD OF LIVING

(Respondents aged 16 :umd older)

100 :

e | : e
' EEC G, B F I| L: N
K % £ % % % %
Very favorable effects L5 6 6 2 4. 6 5
Rather favorable effects E 7 43 ; 3 . 30 36 | 42 § 45
| Bather unfavorable effects | 14 ; 11 . 8 | 18 | 12 | 13 22
- ! ‘ - 3 ?
Very unfavorable effects i 4 4. 2 4 4. 2! 5
, ; ‘ i
Do net know or 4o not res- ; ? ; i
pond I 40, 36 48| 46| 44 3N 2
Total | 100 | 100 | 200 | 100 | 100 ; 100 . 100
¥ ‘8752 [2021 1298 |2046 [1822 ' 335 1230
Table 45
ESTIMAYED EFFECTS OF THE COMMON MAEKET ON THE
STANDARD OF LIVING
(based on respondents expressing an cpinion)
Ty ! T T
! ERC G: B! F { I 1 N
' : e ]
0 % % % £, &, %
Very favorable effects E 8 ; 10 | 12 4 7T ‘ 9 - é
Rather favorable effects - 62 | 6T é 69 56 64 67 58
Rather unfavorable effects . 23 | 17 | 15 33 22 22 30
Very unfavorsble effects LT 6 4 1 1 3 6
Total 1100 1100 | 100 100 100 100
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2% "If you were told to~morrow that the common Market ia
being abandoned, would you feel very sorrys; a little
soryy, indifferent or relieved ™

Al though favorable effects of the common Market are perceived Ly only
four pereons out of ten in the countries of the common Market, the public feele
attaoched to 1t. Six persons ocut of ten would feel smorry if the common Markat were
to disappear. Thus, even among thome persons who did not respond to the question
on the effects of the common Market or who attribute unfavorable effects to it, so-
me are favorably prediaposgsed toward it.

One must not hide from view, however, {that this attachment is very strong,
and that the proportion of those who would feel very sorry repreaents only four peo—
ple out of ten in the Netherlands and in Germany, and only two out of ten in Luxem=
bourg, France and Italy.

The peroentage of persons who would feel relieved does mot differ very
mich from soumtiry to country and remains very small 3 an averege of 5 £,

The people who are indifferent repressmt cone fourth of the respondents j
they are relatively numerousg in Belgium (32 %) and few in Germeny (16 ¥). (See ta~
bles 46 and 47).

The multivariate anslysis demonstrates that responses to this question
are part of the main scales measuring attitudes toward suropean unification, Indif-
ferenoe or relief compose the three acales measuring negatlve attitudes. Howsver,
there are some indications that those persons who would fee)l very sorry Lave a more
parsimonious and somewhat Western view of to=-morrow's Burope than those who respond
differently.



Table 46

DEGREE OF IDENTIFICATION WITH THE COMMON MARKET

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

- T — T T A
. EEC. ¢ B P! I L N
% & % % % % 4
Were the common Market abandoned,
~ would you feel 3 | . : |
- very sorry 28 38, 271 21' 22. 20 40
- = somewhat sorry 34 30, 26 37 38 3 28
~ indifferent 24 16 32 30! 28 28 20
- relieved 5 .6 35 5 304 5
- Do not know or do not ¥ | : i ! :
respond 9 { 10 122 7 g 11 7
Total 100 {100 100 © 100 100 | 100 | 100
N 8752 2021 [ 1298 2046 1822 = 335 (1230

Table 47

DEGREE OF IDENTIFICATION WITH THE COMMON MARKET

(based on respondents expreasing an opinion)

"EEC G

Would feel :

R

U

- very sorry N 42 0} 23, 24 22 43
— somewhat sorry 37 33 30, 40 42 42, 30
: | ; i ;
- indifferent 26 18 3% 32 3 3 22
- relieved 6 7. 3, 5 35 5
Total 100 100 | 100 [ 100 100 100 . 100
i o S S S !

95
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G. DEGHREE OF ATTACHMENT TO EUROPEAN UNIFICATION

The question was worded ga follows 3

"Would you be willing to sccept personsl secrifices,
financially for example; to have the unification of
Burope come to pase ™

As for the previous question, the higheat perocentages of poaitive respon-
ges are found in Germany and Holland and the highast percentages of negative respon-
sesy in Belgium and France.

0f the total respondents in all six countries of the Community, over one
third (34 %) are not at all willing to sccept some sacrifices tec see purcpean unifi-
cation come about., If the persona who claim to be "little willing" (22 4) are added
to this groupy one observes that more thar half of the respondents (56 4) have only
weaky if not negative, attitudes toward unification.

The hypothesis according to which the most positive feelings toward the
esuropean unification are expreased by those groups who agree the most with what hes
been achieved to date and who have a rather "western" view of to-morrow's Burope is
confirmed by the fact that responses to the question sbout personal sacrifices one
would be willing to accept to see Europe come sbout, appear in no scale, except oney
and are nct associated with responses to the question measuring one's attechment to
the common Market,

The exception concerne the soale which measures the hope that Burope dbe a
third power between the United States and the Soviet Union. Thusy there muast exist
& small minority of the population whose pro—european feelings are inspired by a
kind of nationalist nostalgy and another truly european minority that does not agree
with the manner european unification has taken place so far (1).

(1) Por the total sample of all six countries, we find the following distribution :
~ strongly attached to the common Market and to the political
mficltion of mrope L ] - » - - - - - L - - » L] L ] » » - [ ] - [ ] - * - 18 %

- gtrongly attached to the common Market, but weakly attached
to political unification of BUTODPO 4 v 4 o « o o o o o o o o o o o 10 %

~ woakly attached to the common Market, but strongly attached
t0 the political unification of BUroDP® . « ¢ « o o = « o ¢ o o « = 16 ¢

- wagkly or not at &1l attached to the common Market, nor to
the political unifioation of BUTODPE® « « « » o « « o o o o o o ¢« o « 56 &

Total 100 ¢



Moreover, one notices that those persons whose immediate well~being is
an important aimy namely those who give more priority to an inocrease in salary
than to better human relations in our societys express litile or no attachment to
the politioal unification of Eurcpe. Thereforey a favorable atiitude seems foun-
ded more on hope than on satisfaction with the tangible results of eccnomic unifi-
cation aohieved to date,
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Table 48

WILLINGNESS TO ACCEPT SOME PERSONAL SACRIFICES TO

HAVE EUROPE COME TO PASS

(Respondents agzed 16 and older)
! : T ! I
EEC| G B Fl I' L N
% % % £, % 4
: - | ! 9 '
Entirely willing g8 13 5. 5: T' 6 9
? ; ! E :
Fairly willing 27 . 29 0 18 227 29 31 34
Fot so willing 22 24 19 22, 20| 2° 1§
: ; J :
Not at all willing LM 21 41 e M 29 32
Do not know or de not ‘ ; : f f
respond 91 1l 10 10 ] 13 6
Potal 1100 | 100 100 | 100! 100 | 100 100
; i 1 ; ;
Frm— | A T i
N 8752 {2021 1298 {2046 | 1822 335 1230 |
- L TR L __}
Table 49
WILLINGNESS TO ACCEPT SOMB PERSONAL SACRIFICES TO
HAVE EUROPE COME TO PASS
(based on respondents expressing an opinion)
— g
BEC G: B F L ¥ |
% y I % . £
Eatirely willing 9 14 6 6 8 i 7 10
Fairly willing 300 031 2 24, 32! 36 36
Not so willing 24 26 21 24! 22, 24 20 |
: : i :
Fot at all willing 31 - 29 53 4 38! 3 34
R % o
Total ilOO “100 . 100 , 100 | 100 ~ 100 100
A e [ I Yoo A ! - [ I S e _d




99

5 = OVERALL ATTITUDE TOWARD LIFE

The overall attitude toward life was identified s&nd measured on two di-
mensions i namely, satisfaotion or dissatisfaction with pressnt living conditions,
on the one hand, and optimism or pessimiem about &an improvement in living conditions
in the near future, on the other.

A, SATISFACTION AND DISSATISFACTION

"ire you satisfied with your present living conditions ¥

Almogt two thirds of the respondents throughout the entire Community sre
satisfied with their present conditions of life, In Italy and espeocially Frances &
high percentage of dissatisfied people is observable ; in the latter country, it
even represents a slight majority. (See table 50).

Pable 50

SATISFACTIOR WITH PRESEST LIVING CONDITIONS

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

—— - . — . : g g e f

| B¢ ¢ B F| 1! L!| N |
% %5 % % % 2
f Satiefied 9 14 6 6 8| 7 ; 10 |
f Rather setiefied ' 30 i 1 20 24 § 32 j 36 ; 36
; Dissatisfied © 24 ; 26 @ 22 g 24 ﬁ 22 E 24 E 20 i
; Do not know or do not 3 | } % ! ;

| Tespond 3T | 29 | 53 46 38 i 33 LM %
.i Total "100 100 100 | 100 100 I 100 I 1oow§
L [SURU SOUUNE SRS SRS L]
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B. OPTIMISM ARD PESSIMISM

"o you think that your conditions of 1life will improve
ooneiderably during the next flive ;rearllg'f'T

On the whole, the optimiste and the pessimists almost cancel esoh other
outy though the first are, percentsge wige, definitely more numercus than the latter
in Italy and Belgium and far less numercus in Germany and the Netherlands.

The case of Italy is typical of a country where a large minority of dis-
satiafied people is s8till in evidenoce, yet where there ie a large majority of opti-
mlets among respondents expreseing an opinion. On the contrary, in France the per—
centage of optimists is smeller than that of the dissatisfied (1). (See table 51),

Table 51

OPTIMISM ABOUT FUTURE LIVING CONDITIONS

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

Think that their living ocondi- i
tions ;

®

=

?&

A

R :

=
NN S

- will improve oconsiderably du-— f ; ;
ring the ooming five years 40 30 46 | 43 . 48 44 ¢ 34

= will not improve considerably 41 56 = 33 ' 37 2T 36 48
' - do not know or do not respond 19 14 . 21 20 25 20 18

Total 1060 100 - 100 100 100 100 100

I
i
3

: N 8752 2021 1298 2046 1822 335
[ S US SR i

1230

' ] . N

(1) A joint analysie of responses to the two questions would make it possible to
establish a typology of "satiafied/cptimists", “satisfied/possimists"g "disasa~
tisfied/optimists" and “dissatisfied/pessimists“for oach country. No doudbt,
this last category gives a particularly important hue to socio-politicel life.
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6 = GOALS ND OBJECTIVis bsl MO TER SOCIO=POLI G Jdl STSIN

It appeared interesting to cast Siguh upon atil.odes fowaed rurspean

unification by cbtaining responses to a seyv & o7 gasations drallis Lo o rer.all
number of general policy almg su.ch a8 peuce. psed. .. material confer | 977 naltioe

nal prestige. Moreover, minoe :his survey w:i. “k“ducted in 1970, won guestion was
asked about attitudes toward student demui...atici.. Ancther uer - wb saGe L% pOBe
sible to identify ccnservatives reformist vy revoluilionsry satiituce - viged-wis pre-
sent gociety. Finally, two other questions were directed, reayecw;%ni nLLothe two
concrete alms consider - *c¢ he most desirable and the degree of pat wd ped
ted to various eocio-} .itical sims.

A. GENERAL PULICY AZMS

:umullsh"d} whether Fow mre Ln

St N o S T ot S

Wow T am golng to name s cevizin number of toing . soo usy wish
t5 see"accamplish%ﬂ For wach omes; pleese tell o ‘m+nﬂx you

really want it s
whether Jou tend

Nearly sli <7 the respondsects caass ouvty of courae, o T .o iara
world ware" or im favor of “living in & fres country where everr R
what he thinks". {lose vo nine psrsora out of ten gtrongly nogs 1o ey ~ontsr pe
finanoigl difficulties in the purchasc »f & car or & houses for wnan: . . 0 Lo wake
proportion hopes to be &ble to "move aboul fresely in al’l countrige » =0~ o4 tape”.

Repponees to three csther items meles it pomaitle to skoter o wusivmis of
nationalism ory ratkexrs of the sense of national identity.

1° 4lmost eight persons out of ten (78 4) kesnly desire ti::
try make important scientific discoveries. The percentage of pomiti~= = wumn
highest (86 4) in France and lowest {£5 %) in Belzium. Vewrr few &rror - 1:: opponed

to this aimy yet mere than one fourth of the respondente in Jerme - [ s emioirg ond
Holland and more than cne third in Belgium are indifferert oy bov o ninion,  Hre
cluding Germanys one observeg & rather striking difference betwsen i{w:e [ the "lar-

ge" and the three "pmall™ couniriss of the Buropean Community

2° A8 usuals, it is in Prance and in Jigly where ¥e shaerve o Bigh Droe
portion of respondents who keenly desirs that their count:y clan #5000 Lwr T omnle

1

in world politics., Oppesition to this sim is not rneglisible in AT ¥ 111
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Netherlands. The peroentage of indifferent respondents and of those who did mnot
respond is partiocularly high in the Netherlands and in Belgium.

3e The differenoce heiween the forms of national identification in the
large and the emall ocountrier shows up even more clearly when the percentages of
parsones who want their oountry to have a strong army are compared. The rank order
of countries by this proportion is the same as the rank order according to eoonomio
size as measured; for axample, by gross national produot : Germany, France, Italy,
Bolland, Belgium and Luxembourgs; lagging far behind,

In Germany and Francey the percentage ratio of those who “"keenly desire"
that the country have a strong army to those who are "rather against it " is, respec-
tivelys 172 and 1,62, In Italy, the ratic iz equal %o 1,00, i.e. there are as many
positive opinions as negative ones, In Holland and Belgium, the ratio is respective
1y 0,64 and 04479 whereas it ies only 0,04 in Lurembourg.

(See table 52).



Table 52

UENERAL POLICY AIMS :

PEACE, FREEDOM,; COMFORT AND NATIONAL PRESTIGE (1)

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

103

S AR 7
: EEC G | B F I L .|
£ % £ § % % %
That there will be no more wars : 5 ‘ i !
— desire it strongly % 97 97 ; 95 f 98 97 96 97
- indifferent 0. 0, 1. 1 1 1: o0
, = rather opposed i 2 E 3 2 E 1 1 P2 2
. = do not know or do not respond | 1 | 2t o0 1' 1 1
; ‘ : ; i : '
i : ; ! i N
Total 1100 | 100 | 100 100 : 100 . 100 { 100
E S G et e — _—
i To live in & free country where ; ? : :
' everyone freely say what he thinks:E % i
. = desire it strongly . 95 1 9T 1 94 + 95 ? 94 . 98| 95
| = indifferent 30 2] 30 2 31 2
; = rather opposed 1 0 1 : 1l % 1 E - 2
i P ;
| = do not know or do not reepond 1 1 2 1 2 E 2 % 1 1
: b e e b e e - i l o e
i Total 100 | 100 | 100 100 100 % 100 100 f
— | — -
E Fot to encounter financial diffi- | !
i culties in the purchase of a car ‘ § g
or a house, for example : | . | § é
: H {
— desire it strongly 68 | 88 | 87 | 86 | 92 : 92| 83!
- indifferent 8 8 4| 13
= rather opposed 1 Q 1 1 2
- 40 not know or do not respond 3 4 5 4 2 3 2 ?
Total 100 | 100 . 100 |[100 | 100 | 100 IOO“T

(1) The items here¢ are ranked in decreasing order of percentages based on the
weighted aversge for all of the countries in the European Community.
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T - ! T )
 EEC G B , F I . L ¥
K . F 1 I . %
| ‘: | ; - |
. To be able to travel freely in : ;
i &1 the countries without any 1
reod tape : g _ : !
! ; : |
- desire it strongly ; 86 ' 89 88 ; a8l '; 87 93 83 |
- indifferent i 10 10 8 12 9 2 9
- rather opposed P2 0 1 2 3 6
- do not know or do not respond | 2 1 32 2 2 2 |
Total 1100 100 100 < 100 100 100 100 |
That their country make great ,! ‘
solientific discoveries 3 ; f
§ : ! .
- desire it strongly 78 73 . 64 86 19 69 68
. = indifferent ' 18 24 271 10 16 23 27 |
| = rather opposed b1l o1y 2 1y 1 2 2
= do not know or do not respond [ 3 2 : T~ 3 4 6 3 L[
Total /100 | 100 | 100 © 100 100 100 100 *\
That thelr country plsy an impor—} i, ' ' ‘1
tant role in world politios 13 | ‘: | ' |
~ desire 1t strongly 56| 54 50 . 59 59 0 54 43 "
- indifferent ' nl 28 3 RN, N 4 oM |
- rather cpposed I | t 12 i 5: 4. 3. 6 10 |
« do not know or do not respond i 6 . 10 6 1 F 6
; i ! - ; # R S
Total 1100 ; 100 ' 100 100 ! 100 ' 100 & 100
) g . : i . i
That their country have & strong ' ~ : ;
i :' | i' :
~ desire it strongly 38, 43 2 42 : 3 03, 29
~ indifferent 26 271 2 25: 28| lo 6 22
! : i j | i
- rather opposed | 30 25| 45, 26| 33| 84 } 45
t : ' : ; ¢
l « 40 not know or do not respond . 6 5 i 6 T 6 3 l 4
; : | . _; i
! Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 100 ' 100 J! 100
! : ! ! i
j ! | . S
P - : ! l
.| 18752 : 2023 11298 2046 1822 ! 335 1230
e A ]
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B =~  ATTITUDES TOWARD BTN ]

whdoens have lakon
S0 60 you £eel Very favarublas Pom
nbie ex very wnfaveranle toward o

L8]

"Racently laxgs afudony &
SOUnTIisg. uﬁﬁara@“v «pam,ﬁ
Wher TATORBULIEy TAELAT LALOEC

Y

students who harve Jsmonsirstee 1

Peranons who say they fesl wery favorshls toward studsnt demonstrations are
vory few {7 % in all of tunm ZEC) comps ¢ 2asl very unlavoradle. The
nighast proportion of unfaveralls responres g foand in France and: to & lesser axpe
tent in Germany. In Iuzembourgs: & sruntry with no wiiversite an 4fs aoils the smel-
lest proportion of unfavorable respecsan ip fsuud.

(See table 51).

e & vy i
Ry v A i

Talile B3

L ]

TTITUDES PO¥ARS OTUDERT DEMUHBTRATIONE

{Respondents seed 16 and oldsr)

T S e o ¢ : T
; EGT 6 Bi 7 X L K {
| N OO A
£ % % 2 # 4 F |
. B PR i : ; i ’ ; %
, Very favorable A R IR 5 L3 @ 7 é
Rather favorable e oz, #E . 38 ° 23 . 3 33
Rather unfavorable ol oy 2% 2, 28 355 20 i
Very unfavorable P 29 32 3w 2 18] 26 |
! : ; : : {
Do not know or do not respond odl ; 4 i 8. i 13 i
b o T S S P i
Total 100300 300 306 200 199; 100 |

i | ! i
; t : I . o R i
i1 (8752 12021 1298 12046 1822 33§ 123? ;
; i ! I A

. — P . . T L e

RPN DRI PO
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C ~  FUERDAMERTAL ATTITUDES TOWARD SOCIETY : CONSERYATISM, REFOEMISM
AND REVOLUTIONARY »07TIOH

"0n dhis ocard ars thres baaic xina& a& & tiﬁudea towsxrd the
BOCLBLY in WLacd WO Live. Pieass cnocza the atbitude which
beat desaribas your own oerinions.”

Advocates of & rodiel ohangs in soelety through revoluillonary a&ctlon are
very few in number in %the sovsiries of the EEC 3 1 to 3 & in lurxembourg. Germeny and
Belgium; and 5 to 7 % in Prarcss Yo:land and Italy.

In all the countries, %the vant majoridty of the public tends to prefer gradusl impro~
vement 1n scclely by intelligsrnt vaform. Also in gll) the couniries; the ultra-conser~
vativess namely those whe prefer the siabement that our present socliety munt b2 vali-
sntly defended amgainst mll subveraive Forcess &ye considerably more numerous than the .
revolutionariss ;3 only Ytsiy fv sn ezception. In this countryy the conmarvatives are
only one and a half times mere numsrous than the revoluilionaries, while the ratio in
France and the Netherlands is 255; &lzest ¥ in Bsigium » 10 in Germany and 27 in lu=
Xembourg.

(See table 54,

Tebls 54

AP MR T YT

FORTAMEE TAL ATTITULES hﬂﬁi&l‘f?ﬁ QGCIE"’Y

P

e

{feepondente ared 16 sud olany)

Our euntire socliety must be roiioai~ .

E
H
{
i
| , i
. 1y changed by revelutionary &aitus 5 2 3 o T . 1 € !
: | |
i OQur society must be impraved littls | : : ‘ i
. by 1ittle by intelligent refox 73 70 89 18 T3 65 5 %
? Our pressent society nmugt he Vawiantly ‘ : 5
! defended against all wubasszvier : 7 : _ !
forces 3% ) 20 140 Xz 110 27 1%
Do not know or do not respov o ; SN % 3 ; g 1T 4
Tatal 1100 165, 100 100 100 | 100 | 100
1 i ; L o e
Lo ] , }
il ﬂ?&ﬁ 12021 flE?ﬁ P 048 1822 - 335 1230

e — - — l . ' l - I . S




D - THE NOST STRONGLY DESIKEDy CONCRETE POLICY AIMS

"Now I'd like to indicate some policy aims to you.
Among the following aims, which two do you prefer
the mogt "

This queastion included eight itene of which four were relatss -

conoerns (job security, better human relations in our society, wage .i.cri .

worker partioipation in business management) and four other items relsie:

tioal goncerns (the maintenance of law and order, the fight against riazi:g

the protection of the freedom of speech for everyone, and improvemeni .
cipation of oitizens in political decisions of the government).

These findings can be presented in two different ways 31 firs:
analyzing separately the responses to the two groupe of jtems ; or, s:
lyzing the correlations hetween all the rasponases,
gis turned out to be much more intereating than the first.

1° SOCIAL AIMS AND POLITICAL OBJECTIVES

a) In all the countries, the most frequently chosen sooial o&'is
the asaurance of greater job sscurity, although thias peroentage im sign:i
lower in Germany and Belgium than in the other countries,

At the european level, almost half the respondents chooge the -
of making our society more humane (49 %). This objeotive is definitei:
in Holland and definitely less frequent in Germany and Luxembourg. On the

hands in theme two countriess which were seen to be the least revolution:s. -

#ix, we find the highest percentage of persons who choose the participa:

kers in business management as cne of the two most preferred social objuci:s
thege are alsc the only two countries where this lasts; more precise, cn.io:
L B EY .

frequent than the more vague objective related to the humanigation orf -

As we will seey the o~
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In all the countries, exoept in Luxembourg, an inoreass in salarieas is .:. " sux*

frequently chosen objective.

These results seem to indicate that the population of the count
the Buropean Community, considered as a whole, mets more store by job ==
the quality of life than by an increase in income,
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b) Nevertheleas, among the four objectives of a political nature, the
fight against rising prices is the most frequently chosen (68 %): with a relati-
voly high percentage in Germany and relatively low percentage in Luxembourg. in
improvement in the participation of citizens in the political decisions of the go-
vernment is the least frequently selected (27 $) ; in Luxembourg this objeotive ob-
tains only 12 $ of the votes oompared to 38 ¥ in the Netherlands,

It ought to be noted that in the three large countries of the ERC, the
percentage of persons who choose the maintenanoe of law and order as one of the most
preferred objectives is higher than the percentage of thome who oheose the proteoti-
on of the freadom of speech ; the percentage ratio is 1,59 in Germany, 1,25 in Fran-
ce and 1520 in Italy. In the Benelwx countriesy on the oontrary, the protection of
freedom of speech is ohosen &t a rate equal or greater than is the malntenance of
law and order.

(See table 55).

Whether it is social or political objectives that are at stake, the diffe-
rences obsaerved between ocountries do not meem to be explicable at the macro level,
i,8, in terms of data such &8 the history of the country in question, its present po~
litioal regime, its total national income or its income per ocapita., If these varia-
bles have an intervening effect, it is only to the extent that they determine the so-
¢io-sconemic, socio—cultural and socio-political structure of each country, In other
terme; as we suspected in undertaking this researsh, any attempt to identify and to
meagure the determinants of attitudes, especlally favorable attitudes toward the uni-
fication of Buropes has to employ more refined instrumente than the sheer country by
country compariscn of responses sggregated at the national level,

A more thorough analyeis of the data just examined will allow ue to prove
this assertion.

2% SETTING OF PERSONAL GOALS : SECURITY AND COMFORT, FREEDOM OF SPEECH
AND SOCIAL PARTICIPATION

Taking the work of Abraham H, Maslow as & atarting point, it is Professcr
Ronald Imglehart (University of Michigan and University of Geneva) who is responsi-
ble for having formulated and verified the hypothesis that it is in our most develo-
ped socisties, often considered as post-industrial, where now that the basic needs
for physioal and eoonomic security of a large and ever increasing segment of the po-
palation have been largely eatisfied, this segment of the public has turmed to the
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Table 55

THEE TWO MOST PREFERRED, CONCRETE OBJECTIVES (1)

(Respondents aged 16 and older)

i " me ¢ 3 0F 1! 1w ]

Social aims ;

- Provide greater job security 69 59 62 2 19 13 n
~ Make our society more humane 49 4 49 52 51! 31 . 62
= Insure the participation of _ ‘ Q %
; workers im business management 35 42 . 38 227 50 | 4
i ~ Inorease salaries 34 33, 44 3 32 28 E 24
Do not know or do not respond 13 . 25 I 7 11 - 2 é 2
; Total 200 £ 200 200 200 200 : 200 | 200
. Politioal objeotives s | | !
- fight rising prioces 68 15 63 66 64 ! 40 g 56
- meintain law and order 55 54 52 60 53 30 ! 50
- guarantee freedom cf speaoch so | %
| that everyone oan freely say ‘ f : !
| what he thinks 43 34 53, 48 44! 4@ | 5
- improve citizen's participation ; ; E
in the politiocal deoisions of | | | | I
the governmment T 27 26 | 22 29 12 | 38
Do not know or do not respond 7. 10 6] 4 10 1 2
1 __M-_mh_m S e eI S —
5 Total , 200 200 | 200 i 200 200 ; 200 | 200
i i . : i . P I
H L e . . ...
L_* N 18752 2021 (1298 12046 1822 1 335 11230

(1) The items here are ranked in decreasing order of peroentages based on the weigh—
ted average for all of the countries of the EEC,

(2) In many cases the Luxembourg interviewers understood the question wording in
suoch a way that the choioce of only one objective is suffioient,
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pursulit of other goals ; its affective, intellectusl:; estheticel needs have hecoems
more and more important, and thus its wvalue system and behaviour are modified in po-
1itical spheres as well as in cther fielde of setivity. In this respecty Irglahart
distinguishes between values he qualifies as "post-acquisitive" as opposed tuv those
called "goquisitive'. In feot, among the four politicel items we just examincd.

two of them can be considered as reflecting "ecquisitive™ wvalues (maintaining iaw
and order and fighting rising prices) and two as "post—acquisitive" values {gusran—
teeing the freedom of speech and improving the participation of citizens in the po=-
litical decisions of the goverament) (1).

The respondents were allowed only two choices ; apart from non-respon- - .
egch respondent was able to chose any of the six possible pairs of items. The ~hri=
ce of a "post-aoquisitive™ item should be expecied to show a strong positive vorre-
lation with the choice of gnother item of the same kind in each national sampie ;
the pame relation cught to held fer the choice of acquisitive items., Thir hyputha-—
8is was verified. Approximately half the respondents in eech country select one of
the two "pure®” palre of objectives ; the percentage ratio of "acquisitive” t¢ "nost-
soquisitive" orientations is at least threes to one. (See table 56).

Table 56

PATIRWISE CHOICE OF "ACQUISITIVE" OR "POST-ACQUISITIVE"
OBJECTIVES (2)

B R RPN S
|
!

. - i . SN \ : 3
| i Germany | Belgium | France  Jtaly Netherlands Grest Britain:

; R ¢ & & %
% Pairs selected 13 % |

! = goquisitive ; 43 3 32 .38 3% 30 ; 38
- post—acquisitive 10 : 14 11 13 17 i a

J..._m 1 . i . | , i '

(1) See Ronald INGLEHART : "Changing Values Priorities and European Integration‘,
Journal of Common Market Studies, Vol. X, n® 1, September 19Tl,pp 1-=36.
Ses also 3 "The Silent Revelution in Burope : Intergenerational Change in %“ssi-
Indugtrial Societies’, The American Political Science Reviewy Vol. 1XV, n" 4,
December 1971, pp 991-1017.

(2) Cf. INGLEEART, Journal of Common Market Studies,; Sept. 1971y p. 5. The perii-
nent deta for Luxembourg heve not been used because of the small semple size,
On the other handsy the study was extended by INGLEHART to include Great 7ritain.
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In addition, INGLEHART confirmed the hypothemis that value aystems thus
expressed are correlated with the ¢ther political preferences, for example with atti-
tudes toward student demonstrations (see table 57) and with support for european uni-
fication (see table 58),

Table 57

ATTITODES TOWARD STUDENT DEMONSTRATIONS BY
PAIRS OF OBJECTIVES CHOSEN (1)

(Percentage favorable to demonstrations)

" S ! | ! P ' ' :
i Germany BelgiumE France | Italy ! Netherlands| Great Britain

i
:

e e e e e e s e B

% Maintaining law and ‘
order and fighting | | ,

rising prices {x) = 14 8 12 19 21 12
| Maintaining law and ' 5
order and freedom of" : . .
speeoch ; 3B 29 18 29 . 33 22
Maintaining lew and - | '

order and participa«{ ; ; ; :
tion 29 | % . 23 36 42

Fighting rising pri—i ; ; ; i
ces and freedom of ,
speech C3B 2 3 @ 42 1 ; 22

Pighting rising pri- ( ,‘
ces and participati- | |
on 46 | 60 |

4 54

a 60

i Freedom of mpeech 5 g
. and partioipation 83 | 65 | 66 11 70 65 ;

1

| Percentage of res~ § : ; i R
. pondents expressing f ! j ﬁ 5
* an opinion 2 3B 27 % 6 39 17

i :

|
. |
i i
!
(x) Pure pairs of items corresponding respectively to acquisitive ans posteacquisi~ |

‘ tive objectives. ;
i - e e - e e

(1) Cf. INGLEHARTs op., cit. p.6.
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Table 58

SUPPORT AND OFPPOSITION TO BUROPEAN UNIFICATION

AMONG "ACQUISITIVE" AND "POST-ACQUISITIVE® GROUPS (1)

- ! e

? Germany Belgium i France

: Against For (W) ; bgeinst For (N) | Against For (N)

f Acquisitives 11 45 (850) . 8 31 (406) g 9 36 6394)

- Post-acquisitives 2 76 (200) | 2 64 (174) | 4 69 (216)

% | ]

{ { Italy Eolland Great Britain 3

g Ageinst For (N) Against For (N) | Against For (N)
Aoquisitives 5 48 (604) 16 38 (561) 40 13 (704)5
Post-acquisitives 5 69 (224) | 2 62 (313) | 25 32 (148),

(1) cf, IRGLEHART, op., cit.s p.21.
the author according to an index, the composition of whidh he explains in the ci-

ted article, pages 15 to 19.

Fote that "for" and "against" are calculated by

}
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E - DEGREE OF IMPORTANCE ATTRIBUTED TO VARIOUS S0CIO—~POLITICAL
OBJECTIVES

Responses to this question complement those to the previocus onme. It was
no longer a matter of selecting the two most desmired objectiveer from two separate
series of aims, but instead one of indicating the degree of importance attached to
each and every objective on this scale : top prioritys important objective,; secon-
dary objective, objective of no importance. (1)

In sttributing a numeriosl wvalue to emck possidle TesSponse,; we are able to
rank the objectives by the mean score obtained in eack country. Scores were attribu-
ted in the following manner 1

- top priority : 3 points
- important objactive : 2 points
- gecondary objeotive : 1 point
= objeotive of no importance : 0 point.
The rank order of the means obtained for the whole of the six ocountries

oonfirms the conclusions drawn from analysis of the responses to the previous ques—
tion.

The five firat objectives identified ss most desirable are all direotly re-
lated to the lidea of seourity and stability :

1* (Guarantee decent retirement benefits to all old persons, . . 2,68
2®* Provide employment for young People . . + ¢« « ¢ « o « + + o« 2950
3* Stop the manufacturing of atomioc bombm . « + ¢ 4 o ¢« » « « o« 2948

4. PrOﬁd.gr.at.rjObsoourity.--10000000000002’44
5. mntlinllwmdﬁrd.r.......-o--o..-.....2’36

More ideclogiosl preferences appear only in sixth place in the ramk orders
the firat of whiok is freedom of speeoh, 4imong these objectivesy a more humane so-
ciety and school reform have higher meéan scores than wage increases. 4id to under~
developed ocountries takes only tenth place, followed by the participation of workers
in business management and the fostering of private enterprise in the sphere of soe-~
nomic activity.

Issue~positions on communism or capitalism come in only lasty at the end
of the list, which means that these overarching ideclogical issues interest only a

(1) See complete results in annes (table 2).
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anall segment of the poepulation,

Nsvertheless, rather large differences by country are observsbhls in the

rank-order of objeotives in terms nf the degres of conocern as well &8 ti - -vaws them—
selves. (Bee tables 59 and 60).

&) The degree of concern is measured by the peroentage of non-:: ;onse :
the higher this percentsge, the leas the prublic feels conoerns:i by the
question.

It is interesting to note thaet 1@

= 18 % of the respondenir in &)} of the gountries of the com:-: ¥arket do
not take a position on abolis) ‘ng capitalism (23 € in Germasy and 7 % in
the Netherlands).

- 16 5 of the respondents expresa no cpinion about the foster:ny f priva-
te enterpriss (21 % in Cermany and 9 £ in the Netherlands ;.

- 13 % of the interviewess do not resepond to the question abou . i:ue fight
against communism {17 4 in Luxembourg,; 16 and 15 % respectiv-iy in Fran-
ce and Cermany, and 6 4 in the Netherlands).

-~ 12 ¢ of the interviewees seem to have nc opinion about sohoc: raform
and 11 % about the participation of workers in business mansgamont,

Gensrally speaking, the public which meems to feel most concerns: hy the

various objeotives proposed is ihe Dutch public ; the Germamn public seeme -o be the
least concerned.

b) In respect to the views expressed; we shall stress only the mein diffe—
rences observed in the rank order of importance attributed to thess objec—
tives 3 (1)

- Quaranteeing decent retirement pensions for all old people is «nu:irded
the highest priority in all countries, On the other hand; pr- :ding
jobs for young people takes only fifth place in Holland ans ='vitk in
Germany 3 this difference is probably due to different condit::oms in
the job market within the countries at the time of the eurvey.

(1) To compare countriess; the differences in rank order of the objestives i rpear

more meaningful to us than the differencee in the soores on the indax.
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- The objective of stopping manufacturing atomic bombs takes second place
in Italy and the Netherlandss, but only fourth place in Germany and Fram-
ce,

= The differences between countries in the relative importance accorded teo
maintaining law and order are substantial., In Luxembourg and the Nether—
lends, this objective takes sixth place ; in Belglum,; Italy and France,
it ranke fifth ; but in Cermany it is second (in a tie with job mecurity).

- Freedom of speech ranks higher in Luxembourg and the Netherlands than in
the other countries.

= A more humane society is & relatively more important objective in Italy
than in the other countries.

It is possible that scme differences are the result of current events or
conditione peoculiar to each countrys so it is necessary to avoid drawing conclusi-
ons too hastily.
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In summary, compared to the european publio at larges the attitudes of the
publics in the various countries regarding the degree of importance attributed to
the objectives enumerated in the question show the following characteristices :

= The Dutch differ the most from the european average. First of all,
they feel more concerned about the proposed objectives, For them ,
providing jobs for young people and increasing wages are objeotives
of lese importanoce than in the other countries ; on the other hand,
guaranteeing the freedom of speeoh and providing aid to under—devaelo-
ped countries rank higher than anywhere else.

= Germans taks positions less frequently, but they give greater importan-
oe¢ %o the maintenance of law and order and lesger importance to the pro-
blem of job opportunities for young peraocns than do other countries.

= Belgians hardly stand out exoept for the relatiwvely slight importance
given to sohool reformy and the Luxembourgers astand out only by the re—
latively greater importance they attribute to the freedom of speech,

~ The French and Italisn publice come very olose to the europesn average.

In thie as in the previous analysiss we have the impression that the diffe-
rences in attitudes between the publics of the mem¥er states of the Community can be
explaineds in large measure,; by the differences in present socio-political and socio-
economio oonditions and organization of these countries and not by differences in
"mentality" or in historical predetermination, Were this hypothesis confirmed, we
would be able to draw the conclusionse that the differences are relatively superfioci-
al, are gtrongly related to ourrent events and merely represent one motif as so many
others in a single, common european backdrop.

Moreover, responses to the following question support this hypothesis.



Table 59

DEGREE OF IMPORTANCE ATTRIBUTED TO VARIOUS SOCI0~POLITICAL OBJECT[VEﬁ_(T)

. Guarantee a reasonable retire-
ment pension to all old
persons

Provide jobs for the young

« Stop the manufacturing of
atomic bombs

+ Provide greater job security

. Maintain jaw and order

. Suarantee the freedom of
speech

7. Make our soclety more
humane

8. Reform the school system

9. Increase wages

10, Ald underdeveloped countries

L1l. Ensure the participation of
workers in business
management

1

EC D B P L

no no no no no no no
replyj Coeff.} reply|Coeff. | reply|Coeff.jreply |Coeff.}reply }Coeff.] reply|Coeff.| reply ] Coeff.

% % % % % % %
2,68 4 2,54 1 2,83 1 2,80 1 2,66 1 2,83 1 2,62
4 2,50 1 10 2,25 2 2,70 1 2,74 1 2,52 1 2,78 1 2,28
5 2,48 8 2,39 3 2,59 5 2,48 2 2,61 3 2,62 3 2,55
4 2,44 8 2,41 3 2454 2 2,52 2,44 2 2,71 2,42
4 2,36 8 2,41 2 2,45 2 2,39 2,30 2 2,59 2 2,26
6 2,31 1 10 2,30 7 2,44 5 2,36 4 2,28 3 2,72 2 2,30
8 2,20 | 16 1,88 4 2,42 2 2,34 5 2,28 3 2,48 1 2,22
12 2,06 | 14 2,11 | 14 1,83 | 14 1,88 | 11 2,16 | 13 2,52 4 2,03
1,88 | 12 1,71 3 2,15 2,02 5 1,91 2,29 2 1,69
1,81 { 11 1,32 5 1,79 5 1,47 6 1,68 4 2,26 1 1,94
11 1,79 | 11 1,83 8 2,04 9 1,78 |13 1,71 6 2,30 4 1,80

(1) The items here are ranked In decreasing order of the mean score obtained for all of the countries of the EEC.

coefenn
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‘Table 59 (Continuation)

12,

13.
14.

Foster private initiative

in the spere of economic
activity

Fiaht communism

Abolish capitalism

mean

EC B F L
no no no no no no no
reply |Coeff.| reply | Coeff.]reply { Coeff.|reply |Coeff.|reply | Coeff.|reply | Coefr.|rep!y {Coeff.
% % % % % % %
16 1,76 | 21 1,41 ] 13 2,15 | 13 1,90 {1 15 1,87 | 19 2,30 9 1,84
13 1,53 15 1,62 13 1,72 16 1,21 9 1,58 17 2,00 6 1,74
18 1,29 23 1,07 14 1,55 16 1,45 16 1,35 21 1,35 T 1,39
8 2,081 12 1,95 7 2,23 7 2,10 7 2,10 7 2,41 3 2,08

81q
91T



Table 60
RAFK-ORDER OF THE IMPORTANCE OF VARIOUS S0CIO=POLITICAL
OBJECTIVES
!
EEC G B F I 1 ) |
Guarantes decent retirement pen-
" sions to old people 1 b 1.1 1l
Provide jobs for young people 3 5
: Stop the mamufacturing of atomio 1
bombs 3 4 3 4 2 ! 5 2
| Provide greater job seocurity 4 2 4 3 4 . 4 3
Maintain law and order 5 2 5 5 | 5 j é 6
Guarantes the freedom of speech 6 5 6 6 6 r 3 4
NMake cur scoiety more humane 7| ] 17| 7|6 e 1
Reform the sohool system 8 7 {11 |0 LR | 8
Inorease wages 9 |10 | 8 | 8| 9 12| 13
Aid the underdeveloped countries 10 13 12 12 12 12 9
Ensure the partioipation of workers
in business msnagement 1) 9 10 11 11 9 11
Foster private initiative in the
sphere of eoonomio aotivity 12 12 8 9 10 9 10
Fight communism 13 11 13 14 13 13 12
Abolish ocapitalian 14 14 14 13 14 14 14

117
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7 - DRGREE OF TRUST IN FOREIGN PEOPLES

"Nows I would like to ask you some questions about the how
mach trust you have in various peoples of the worid., T am
going to read the names of different peoples and would yom
please tell me whether you trust them a great desal, some~
what, not too much, or mot at all..."

The degree of trust the inhabitants of a given country have in those of
another oountry does not seem to be determined, in especially large measurs, bty the
nature of historioal relations between the ococuntries oconcerned. HNonetheless, 1t is
& little surprising, at first, to notioe that the three countries cbtalning the
highest Boore of trust on the part of oitizens of the oountries of the EBC are the
nationals of countries whioh do not belong to the Community. These ars the Swiss,
the Amerioans and the British. (1)

The numerloal wvalues, whioh make it essire to compare sountries, were
obtained in the following way 1

- & great deal of trust + 2
= some trust + 1
= not too much trust -1
- no trust at all -2
- other responses 0

The mean scores obtained by the varicus pecples proposed are graduated
&s follows 3

~ the Swiass + 1,10
- the Americans + 0,68
= the British + 0,37
= the French + 0,313
= the Germans = 0,13
‘ ~ the Italians - 0,52
‘ ~ the Russians - 0485
=~ the Chinese - 1,41

(See table 61)

The oomment previously made about data analyses,; namely that the tenden~
oy to attribue high soores varies from oountry to ocountry, also holds here. It is
still necemsary to distinguish between the general predisposition to place trust
(in others) and the sxaot direction of this predisposition.

(1) For the oomplete results, ses the annex (table 3).
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1° GENERAL PREDISPOSITION TO TRUST OTHERS

A%t the european level y the mean score is negative («=0508). The Luxembourg
and Italian publios are the least dispoeed to plucs their trust in other pecoples (res~
peotively =0,17 and =0516). The French publio &lso has & negative average rate (-0,12)
whereae the German and the Dutch publics have average rates very close to 0. The Bel-
gium publio seems to be the least xemophobio (0,09).

2° DIRECTION OF TRUST

One first finding is that there are differemces between countries in the
ratio of mean trust placed in Western pecpies {Germans, British, French, Italiane,
and Swiss) to the mean trust plmoed in the peoples in oountries under commnist rule
(the Chinese and Russians).

The differenoce betwsen the trust placed In Westerm peoples and in the peo=
ple under ocommunist rule is greatest in Belgium, Germany and Luxembourg. Holland is
located at an intermediate position. Italy and especially Frances a couniry with a
powerful oommunist party, are thome where the difference in favor of Western peoples
ig the lowest.

(See table 62).

Among all the oountries, the Swiase enjoy the greatest trust, followed by
the Americans who come in seoond everywhere. The British rank third among all the
countries; except in Belgium where the French precede them.

In Germanys Italy and Luxembourg, the index of trust puts the Frenoh in
first place. But they are only fifth in the Netherlands hshind the (ermans,

In Belgium, Prance and, of oourse, the Netherlands, the index of trust pute
the Germans in front of the Italians ; Luxembourg is the only ocountry to show more
trust in Italians than in Germans.

The Russians take seventh prlace, and the Chinese elghth, in every instanoce.

The rank order of the countries by this trust index allows us tec advance
the hypotheslie that the oriteria used by the great majority of the pubiic lnterviewed
mst be of the same kind as those which prompted them to indicate priorities for va-
rious political objectives. In all likelihood, these are oriteria anchored in fee—
linge of seocurity and etablility. We oan nonetheless conclude that the mutual trust
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the citizens of the three large countries of the european Community have in one ario-
ther is certainly no greater than the trust they have in other Western countries which
are not members of the Community : Switzerland, an isle of peace and propperity; the
United States, rich and powerful ; Great—Britain, slready sc close to the European
Community in 1970. This might mean not only that the membership in the same economic
grouping has not yet created a true feeling of Communitys but also that historical
antagonisms, suoh as those between France and Germany for examplesy play only & minor
role in the expreasion of present attitudes,

In all conjectures as in this hypothesiss one must oonsider thesas sbove re-
sulta as data requiring especially careful interpretation.

The image that people fashion of one another is & complex phenomenon where
& great many factore intermingle : historicel, geographical, political, cultural:; and
80 forth., More detailed studies would make it possible {0 capture these images in
which trust is refleotion of only one facet. To state that two groups understand
eich other is to assert that each one regards the behavior of the other as predicta~
ble § to state that they trust each other is to assert, moreover, that each expects
the other io behave favorably in his behalf. Favorable behavior of this kind can be
expected in very varied spheres of activity : cultural, economic, military cooperation
and even integration within the same political system. Even the favorable images one
people have of another might vary considerably in content ; moreover, each and every
one of these images has its roots in the lmages fashioned by eaoh social group meking
up an entire peoplse.



Table 61

DEGREE OF TRUST IN FOREIGN PEOPLES
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) B
L ! B¢ ' ¢ 3] P I L N
. The Swiss 1,10 1538 1,17 1,06 | 0,81 1,14 1,29
. ! . : ;
! The Americans 0368 0,90 Cy73 : 0,35 ! 0’62 i 0385 0,80
: i )

The British 0537 0,48 0,69 . 0,19 | 0,07 0,55 0,28
The Fremch 0,13 . 0,27 * 0,81 . 0,13 0,44| 0,09

~ The Germans 0513 | 0,05 ,~0503 (~0,30] =0574| 0,27
The Italians . =0,52 - =0466 ~0,23 ;-0,44 | =0,67 | =0,39
The Russians . =0,85  =~1,08 =1,00 ‘%“0'51 ~0,77 -1,29| 0,83

The Chinese C-1541 -1,48 ;—1,52 ;—1,39 —1,41? —1,65 | =1,47
: L f { e e © - , .gl
. Mean | ~0,08 ao,o3 i 0,09 J-o,lz -0,16 -0,17 0,005
R S N S A S U S
Table 62
INDEX OF TRUST IN WESTERN COUNTRIES AND
IN THE COMMUNIST COUNTRIES

':rﬂ—-v—-r H N : B e e !
| EEC G B F I L ¥
|

In Western countries 0527 0547 0354 0523: 0,21. 0526 0339 ;

: ‘ r i !

In communist countries o =1313 1,28 “1’261 —0,98: =) 300 =147 =1y15
Difference 1,40 1,751 1,eoi 1521 | 1530| 1,73] 1,54
Mt o oo e ! i J!
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I1I

CHARALCTERISTICS OF FAVORAELE COMMITMERT

TO EUROPEAN UNIFICATICON

In this second chapters we shall no longer attempt to compare the percen-
tage distributions of the responses of the interviewees in each country tc the ques-
ticps asked, but will try to show instead, on the one hand, what attitude scales are
detected by a multivariate anaiysis of all the interviewsees in the six countries of
the Eurcpean Community ands on the other hand, what are the variables which covary
the most with the attitudes we defined as pro-european, (1)

The first analysis represents & sort of reading of the hiddan meaning of
the entire set of findinge ; based on & rigorous statistical method, this snalyais
makes it possible to interrelate responses to items whioch, at first glance, are wholw
ly disconnected and, thus, $o identify attitude clusters of some clarity which exie-
ted in the minds of the european public at the time of the survey. This methods now
applied to the entire sample of respondents, is exactly the same as the one previocus-
ly used to study the resultes of the second phame of the resesreh, whieh involved a
restrioted sample of young people aged 15 to 16 and 19 to 20 years old. (2)

The second analyeis involves us more particularly in the study of variables
which characterize;, more or less welly an attitude of favorable commitment to eurow
pean unification.

We wish to atress that in sach of thess anslysess the total N is mede up
of 11 the respondents, i.e. the sum of representative samples of each country.
This total is not weighted by the population size of each country ; as a resuliy
the small oountries are relatively over—-represented in the total sample, but this
is not a handicap sinces in this instance, our objective la no longsr to state that
"auropeans think like this or like that", but instead %o try to discover the nature
of eurcopeans'attitudes toward Europe and to explain how relatively committed, favo-
rable attitudes toward unification are formed.

1) See page 25
(2) See part I, chapter II : "inalysis of responses to the pretest questionnaire”.
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The first socale has &lready been presented : it is the scale which repre-
gsents what we have called the index of pro—europsan attitudes (1), We comsider it

here once again in order to present it along with two other scales and to expose it

fullyy although only the responses to six of the items making it up have been kept
for the oaloulation of the different valuee of the index renging from + 6 to -~ 1,

Scale I

INDEX OF PRO-EUROCPEAN ATTITUDES

 Items

= Is very favorable or rather favorable to european unification. . .

" = Ig favorable to the evolution of the common Market toward a

pelitical grouping in the form of the United States of Burope . . .

- In the case of an election of a President of the United States

of Europe by universal suffrage, the respondents would vote

for & candidate who would not be of his own natienality - pro-
vided that his personality and hie program were better smited

tc his ideas than thoee of the candidates of his own country. . . .

« Ig in favor of the election of a Burcpean Parliement by direct
uni'VGI‘Bal mffrﬂgﬂ ] L - - - L] L] . - - - - . - . - L - - - - - 3 -

- Aocepts that above the government (of his country)s there be a
eurcpean government responsible for common pelicy in the areas
of foreign affairs, defense and eocnomic gquestions « o « ¢« ¢ o o

- Is favorable that the currency (of his country) be replaced

byaeuropoancmencyoooo.oowoccoo-ocotc-oo

- Takes & personal part in politioal activities or follows poli-
tice with interest without participating mctively. . « « « o + &« &

- Is entirely willing or rether willing to make certain persomal

gacrificess; finanoially for instance, to have Europe ocome to

Pass. - L] L] L] - L] - . . L] . L] L] - - L4 L . - L] - L4 . - - - . - L -

~ Would feel very sorry if he were told to-morrow that the common

mket 18 bOing diBblndOd- » * . - - - - L] L3 . . - . . * - - L N ]

(1) See pages 25 to 30.

e e e ————— o U S S e
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Fifteen more scalee reflecting attitude dimensions of interest to our
research have been identified in sddition to three more scales with nc direct ree
ference to european unification which we deemed useful to present here for further
study.

A, SCALES REFLECTING DIMENSIONS OF ATTITUDES TOWARD
EUROPEAN UNIFICATION

In the socales detected during the aunalysis, it ie poasible to distinguish
two types defined by the manner in whioh favorable attitudes toward european unifie
cation play a role.

On the one hand, we have socales which directly express a favorable attitu-
de and which are made up of items such &s the position fer or againet the evolution
of the common Market toward the politicel establishment of the United Statec of Eue
ropey the elsction of a European Parliament, the setting up of & european government,
the vote for & Preaident from another country other than one's own and a generelly
favorable attitude toward the unification of Eurcpe. We will call theee "A scales",

On the other hand, we have scales made up of items expressing s commitment
to unification achievements or plans : great sorrow in case of the eventusl disappes~
rance of the common Market and predispositions to acoept personal sacrifices to see
that suropean unification takes place. We shall call these "B scales'.

Nevertheless, it is possible that theme two groups of items do not always
appear in one soale or another. It is also very interesting to note what aspects of
unification cannct be brought intc harmony with the dimension in question : for exam-
pley in the event that all the gquestione of type A are accepted except the gquestion
about a "supranational” government.

It may also very well be that responses of this type are found in inver-
ted form in a given scale : the discovery, for erample, of negative responses in a
soale reflecting & favorable attitude,
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Finally, it may turn out that one response of several of type 4 or 3B is
present in a scale ; one example is that for a given scale, the cvorrelation may on-—
ly exiet in the case of a strong attitude (great sorrow iu cass of the disappearance
of the common Market) or, on the contrary, wiih & less stromgly held attitude (great
sorrow and little concern).

Generally speaking, it oan be spaid that the scales wontalning items of
type A express a pro—surcpean attitude which is less stronmgly hsld *then thoae with
items of type B. It is more "diffioult" to exprems a commitmsnt {to accomplishments
or to plans) than to express an opinion which is known to bve wiﬁelv shared by the
group te which one belongse (1).

1° Moderate proweurcpean attitudes (soales Iasy Ib amnd Ic).

Three scaless ratrsr similer one to the other, measure these attitudes,

The scale Tay type By seems to reflect a certain relationsiip betwsen
favorable attitudes toward european unifiocation and concern with the gtandard of
living. Note that no reference to the election of a european parliament appesara
4n this scale. In reversing the direction of this scales one may better grasp what
kind of relationship is involved : those whe expected that eurcpean unification will
have negative effects on the standard of living also tend to hold a negative atititu—
de toward unification.

Scale Iby type Ay which reflects a less strongly held attitude, differs
from the previous one in the presence of the item about daily reading of political
news in the newspapers. The uge of radio and television cannot be inclivded in ihe
scale and, morecvers show hardly any signifiocative relaticnship with any of the
reaponges in the questionnairs.

Seale Io is onoe again of type By with one slight differasnce compared to
scale Ia : it also includes persons who would feel only a little sorry if the com—
mon Market were disbanded. In addition, it introduces a new aspect : tiz positive
relationship between familiarity with a great number of foreign countries and a
favorable attitude toward european unification.

(1) Remember that an item placed at the bottom of the scale with the lowest percen—
tage of responees ie said to be "the most diffieult”, In prisciple, this item
determines the content of the scale ; the same applies for all the other items
which follow, each compared to the others, as one reads up ths scale to the
"easlest" item.

The correlation ocoefficients are given in the genersl report by INRA {doec. C.

01.197).
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Scale I &

Items

-~ Is vory favorable or rather favorable to suropean unification. . .

- Is in favor of the evolution of the common Market toward the
political eastablishment of the United States of Eurcpe . « » « « «

-~ Agrees that the moat underprivilsged segments of the population
in the United States of Europe will have more opportunity to im=
prove their Btatus' L] - » » L] » Ld L] - - * * - - L ] - - - - - - - L]

- Agrees that the Unlted States of Europe will undoubtedly have a
higher standard of 1iving . « o« ¢« o« ¢ v 4« o 4 « ¢ ¢ & ¢« 4« « s o o

~ Aocepte that above the governmment (of his country) there be a

europsan government responsible for common policy imn the areas
of foreign affairs, defense and economic questions « « o ¢ « ¢« o »

. = Is favorable to the idea that the currency (of hie country) be

replaced by & eUXrOope8N CUTITEONCT « o + « « « o & s o o ¢ o & » & #

- Agrees that so far the common Market has had & favorable effeot

1

L

on his atmdard of liﬂ'w L] - - L - L] - » - - - L - » L] L] L] L] a [ ]

= Is entirely willing or rather willing to make certain personal
sacrifices, financially for instances; to mee that esuropean uni=
ficationtakespllca.-............-o.......

~ Would feel very sorry if he were told to-morrow that the common
Marketisbeingdisbanded.....-.....-.-......

*

N = 8750
6377

6094

5272

5133

4869
4453

3698

3000

2510

13

T0

60

59

56
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Scale I b
Items K = 8750 E #
' = Is very favorsble or rather favorable to european unifiocation . . : 6507 % 13

= Ig fevorable tc the evolution of the common Market towsard the !
political establishment of the United States of Hurope . . . . . . 6094 SR

= Agrees that the most underprivileged segments of the population ‘ ‘
in the United States of Europs will have more opportunity to im= §
".}.”ovetheirst&tuEQOGtt-o-ocouo.n-ouo-o--ci 5272 :60

= Agrszos that the standard of living will undoubtedly be higher in

the United States of BUTODE « o« ¢ & o o o o 2 « « s & o 5 s « s 5533 T

; i

i = Accepts that above the government {of his cocuntry) a european go- % 5

vernment be responsible for common policy in the aress of foreign i ‘
!

affairsy defense and economic qUestiONS o+ o+ o o v o « « « « o« o o 4869 i 58

% =~ Ig favorable to the idea that the currency (of his country) be %
’ replaced by &8 eUTOD6AN CUTTBNOY + « + s « « o o « o & o o o » o o | 4453 - 51

. = Reads political news in the newspapers daily . . « ¢ « o « o » « ) 2384 : 27
B e |
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Scale I ¢

Items i

Is very favorable or rather favorable to european unification . . !

Is in favor of the evolution cf the common Market toward the poli-:
tical establishment of the United States of Burope . « « v« « « &

Is fevorable to the eleotion of a Eurcopean Parliament by direot
UNiversal BULfTAEO: + ¢ + o o s ¢ o o 2 « s o o s 2 06 4 o o & o @

Would feel very or little sorry if to-morrow he were to hear that
the oommon Market 1B being disbanded . . . 4 o o+ & &« ¢« o v s o &

Agrees that the most underprivileged megments of the population
in the United States of Europe will have more opportunity to im=
prove thelr state . + . ¢ & & ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ & & 2 & o & v s o & o »

Agrees that the standard of living will undoubtedly be higher in
the United States of Burope . . &+ « ¢ ¢ ¢ s o o s 2 2 o ¢ ¢ o » o

Acocepts that above the government (of his oountry) a eﬁropean go=
vernment be responsible for oommon policy in the areas of foreign
iffairﬂ, datenﬂe md eoonomic queBtionB « 8 8 ® ® & * B2 e & w & 9

Is favorable to the idea that the currenoy (of his country) be
replaced by & oUYODPOAN CUITONOCY + » +» ¢ « s s » o s o o & o o s o

Has visited at least four foreign countries for sojourn of at
least ON® AaY + « = ¢ 5 4 2 5 ¢ e 6 s e 4 = s v e s e s e e e e s

¥ = 8750

6377
6094
5483

5364
5272
5133

4869
4453

2489

13

70

63

61

60

53

I 51

28
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2° Pro-suropean attitudes of the "post-acquisitive" and "aogquisitive”
type {scales II and III)

Remember that borrowing from the work endi terminelogy of Frofessor honsald
INGLEHART, we distinguished between "post-aoguisiiive” velues {fresdox ¥ speech
and incraased participation in socio-political dscisions) and "acguisitive® wvaluss
(security and comfort).

Scale JIy type Ay expresses a positive relationship beiwreen a moderatsi
favorable attitude toward european unification and the wvarioue concreis measurzs .1
implies (Buropean Parliament and government), on the one hand, and items which wu
iderntified as characteristic of new aspirations and values (a preference for ciii-
zen participation over the fight against rising prices) on the other hand.

Scale IIIs type By confirms ocur hypothesis by showing & negstive relstion-
ship between a strongly hald pro-european atititude and aspiratione or vaiuss of the
traditionaly acquizsitive type,

However, it seems that the postwmcquisitive tendency hes less of sn influ-
snce in the direction of pro—european attitudes than the acquisitlive tendenuy doss
in the opposite direction. These indications obviously would have to be verified
when other studies dealing, in particularsy with the younger generations in '"houc~
geois" or at least wealthy ciroles, are undertaken.
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Scale II
- e
? Items { N = 8750
RO o S N
+ = Is very favorable or rather favorable to european unification . . 6377
i «~ Is in favor of the evclution of the common Market toward the
i politioal establishment of the United States of EUTODG « o« o o o o 6094
- In case of the election for a president of the United States
of Burope by universal suffrage, the respondent would vote for
? a candldate who would not be of hip own nationality provided
: that his personality and his program would better suit his own
opinions than those of the candidates of his own country. « + .+ & 5673
— I8 in favor of the election of a european parliament by univer—
Bﬂ suffrﬁe L ] - L] . » - . L2 - L] * L) . - L) L] . - L] L] L] - L] L] - - » 5483
- Aocepts that above the government (of hie country) & european
government be responsible for common policy in the areas of
foreign affairs, defense and economic questions . . . . & « « & & 4869
-~ Does not consider the fight against rising prices ms an impor-
t&nt ijective - » [ ] L] L ] [ ) . » - » - L) - - - L - - - - - " [ ] L ] & 3102
= Considers an improvement of citizens'participation in the deciw
sions of the government to be an important objective . . , . « 2384
Scale III
Items » 8750
i
= Would not feel sorry if to-morrow he were told thai the common !
mm‘ket is being disbwded - - - - - L) - L) - - - - - - L] L] - - L ] ? 6240
= Ie not willing to make some persomal sacrifices, financially for ;
instance, to see that european unification takes place . . « « o 5750
-~ Consider that making our society more humane is not an important
objective « & 4 ¢ @ 4 ¢ 4 4 4 6 s 4 e e e e v 4 e s s s e s e e s 4407
. = Believes that increasing wages is an important objective . . . ' 3004
. = Qonsiders that increasing wages is an objective which must he
given top priority . . « . . . ¢ . . . L L 0 a0 4 e s e 0. .. . 2566

65

63

i 56

35

27

-
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3° Politicized pro-eurcpean aititudes (scales IV and V)

Scale IV and Soale Vy both of type 4y reflect a relationship between a
certain type of political commitment and & favorable sttitude toward concrsts mea-
suree for surcpesn unification. In both cases; the relationship meems to touch
upon attitudes toward political parties,

One ought to notice, nonetheless, that it is impossible to introdurs into
the same scale i

- both proximity to a party and a strong commitment to this party et ihe
seme time (scale IV),

- OTy both‘the two previous items and the willingness to change cne's
prefersnce if one's preferred party were to modify ite attitude toward
Burope {scale V).

Thus it meems that the attitude toward a political party does not deter—-
mine attitudes toward european unification except for those who strongly identify
with their party. Moreover,; the dimension expressed by party identification is difw
ferent from that implied by the readiness to change one's party preference for »ea-
sons based on his own attitude toward Europe.

When dealing with scales of type Ay we know that the pro-european attitu-

de they express is not very strongly held. The second scale {V), however,; sesms
gtronger then the first (1V).
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Scale IV

Items

Is very favorable or rather favorable to suropean unification. .

Ie in favor of the evolution of the common Market toward the
pelitiocal establishment of the United States of Burope. . . « « &

In case of the election for a president of the United States

of Europe by universal suffrages the respondent would voie for
a candidate who would not be of his own nationality provided
that his personality and his program better suited his opini-
ong than those of candidate of his own country « « ¢« o o v & « &

Is in favor of the election of & eurcopean parliament by & di-

rect universal Buffrage . + o o« ¢ o4 « & 4 o 4 o 4 4+ & s 8 8 s e 8

Takee pari personally in political activities or follows poli=

tics with interest without participating actively . « « ¢ « o« o

Iz strongly committed to the politicel perty he feels closept

to.o..-o.o-n-n--.o--‘ooo-..lton'._

6377

6094

5673

5483

3450

1557
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i unification different from hip oWl ., ¢« o« ¢ ¢« o o ¢ o 2 s o » »

Scale V

Is very favorsble or rather favorable to suropean unificeation ., .,

Is in favor of ithe evolution of the common Market toward the
establishment of the United States of Europe . o « o« « s o s s o

In the cage of the election for & president of the United States
of Buarope by universal suffrages the respondent would vots for a
candidate who would not be of his own nationality provided that
his persomslity and hie program better suited his opinions +than
those of candidates of his own country o ¢« « ¢ ¢ o s ¢ o & o o »

Is in favor of an election of a suropean parliament by direct
universl SUffTage o« + ¢ o o o ¢ o« ¢ 1 5 s 2 0 2 8 s e s 2 s s e

Accepts that above the government {of his country) there be a
european government responsible for common policy in the areas
of foreign affaires defense and economic questions . + « « « o &«

Would definitely or probably vote for another politieal party
wereé the leaders of his preferred party to take an attitude to-
ward european unification different from his own . . « + + + + &

Would definitely vote for another political partys were the lea~
ders of his preferred party to take an gttitude toward european

5673

5483
4869
2686

12680

v

§ ﬁm;MQYEGM;
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i

LT

63

56

%W
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4° A politically disinterested or rather unfavorable conservative

attitude toward european unification (scale VI)

This scale of type B reflecis very clearly {the relationship between a rather
authoritarian attitude of conservatism and an unfavorable attitude toward european uni-
ficaticen.

This relationship ie accompanied by & lack of interest and perhaps a certain
contempt for political life.

Scale VI
_______ - . _ e
Items fu = 8750 T‘% :
i.._.-. Lo e e e = e e i - _,_, o . ”"d-%
- Would not feel gorry if to-morrow he were told that the common ?
Market is being disbanded . « « « 4 ¢ ¢ 4 4 4 4 2 e e 4 4 0 e o« 6240 71
~ Is not very favorable to european unification . . . . + . « . . . 5817 66

- Is not ready to make personal sacrificess financially for instan-
coy for the european unification « . « 4 « ¢ ¢ = o o s o + o o &« = 5750 . 66

~ I8 not interested in politics ¢ v v o ¢ ¢ 4 4 4 4 o o . o o s e o 5300 y 61

- Is not faverable te the idea that the currency (of his country) _
be replaced by & BUTOpPEAN CULTENOY &+ « + s+ o o« + s o = s o o & = o 4297 41

— Does not agree that it is necessary to improve our socliety little é
by little through intelligent reforms nor to change it radically
by I'Bvolu't iﬂnm action - - L L] - * L4 . - L] . L] - L . . L4 L] - - 1980 23

~ Believes that our present society must be valiantly defended ageinst
all ubversive fOrCEBB.. o « + + o » « & o o o s 5 o » o + o o » . 1303 15
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5° Idealistic and progressive pro—europesn aititudes (scales VII snd VIII)

Scale VII is related to scale II whioch expresses & nost-goquisitive kind
of pro-—european attitude, yet it also reflecis ar attitude ¢f idemlisr and genvrosi-
ty. 4Among the most difficult items in this zsale we find aid to undardevaloped counw
tries, humanization of our societys and freedom of spesch: all considered as Htuvp pri-
orities. This is a scale of typs As but it includes nonetheless, in eu stisnusied
way s one type © item (a great deal or a little sorrow in the event that ths common
Market iz disbended).

Scale VIII is similar to ascale VII, though it appears %o exprese au &ifl-
tude more directly related to the mentality of protest (i.s. a favorabls ospinion of
student demonstrations).

#a do not find any item expressing directly attitudes toward revolui:onery
actiony reformism and the defense of sstablished order in eithwer of thege two 20wl 2s.
Tne relationship betwsen a favorable attitude toward european unifinatiosn and theas
more or less idealliastic cr even protest kinds of progrsssive atiitudes doss axisty
but it seems that it is neither very clsesar nor vsry strong.
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Secale TII
Items W = 8750
- Is very favorable or rather favorable to european unification ; 6371

e Is in favor of the evolution of the common Market toward the
political establishment of the United States of Burope . . . . 6094

« In the case of the election for & president of the United States
of Bureope by unlversal suffrage, the respondent would vote for a
candidate who would not be of his own nationality provided that
his personality and his program better suited his opinions than
those of the candidate of his OWN COUNEYY & v o o« o o = o o o o » 5673

{ = Ig favorable to the election of a European Parliament by direot
} universgl BUffTaZe « » ¢« ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ + o 6 s 8 = v s e s 8 5483

- Would feel wery or a little sorry if to-morrow he were %t0ld that
; the common Market is being disbanded . « o« « « o ¢ s ¢ o o o « » 5364

? - Accepte that above the government {of his country) there be a
‘ european government responsible for common policy in the areas
of foreign affairs,; defense and economic questions . . . . . . . 4869

" — Conpiders aid to underdeveloped countries as top priority . . . 3745

= Considers thaet making our society more humane is an objsctive
Of tOP Priority L] . - * - » - - - - - . . . - . - L] * . - - » - 3243

% - Qonsiders that guearanteeing the freedom of speech ip an objec—
L— tive of 10D priority v v ¢ o ¢ v ¢ 6 4 e 4 2 4 e e e s e s e 1414

[



=~ Is verr favorable or rather favorable to suropean unification

- I3 in favor of the evolution of the common Market toward the

Scale VIII

| Items

political establishment of the United States of Europe ,

- In the cass of the election of a president of the Unlted States
of Burope through uvniversal suffragess the respondent would vote
for a vandidate whe would not be of his own country provided that
hia personality ard his program better suited his opinions than

those of the candidates of his own country .

-~ I3 in favor of ihe «lection for a europesn parliament by univer

sal suffrags .

o

L]

L]

»

o

w

-

L]

-

o

-~ Accepts that above the government (of his country) there be &

surcpean government responsible for common poliey in the areas

of foreign affairs, defense and economic questions . . + « « « .

; ~ Considers that guaranteeing the freedom of speech is an impor-—

tantob:jective...........-..........

- = I very favorable or rather favorable to students who have de—

mongtrated .

*

Ll

Ll

-

Ll

-

-

l

5673

5483

4869

3978

2701

137

65

€3

45

56 .
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6° Three views of united Burope : Europe as a power (scale IX),

BEurope as surpassing the nation (scale X) and Europe as a means

to improve our society (scale XI)

What these three scales have in common is that all three express different
views of & United Europe (1). But, in general, the items making them up play here a
less important role than the one we had observed during the intermediary survey which
dealt only with youth. In the present study, which conoerns the entire population,
pro~europesn attitudes seem to show a closer relation with concerns about the so~cal-
led new societys, with &an interest in politiecs and political parties and also with tra=-
ditional social concerns rather than with one or another image of the hopes or fears
that the process of european unification ewvockes.

Scale IX includes the item that the United States of Europe should bacome
a third power equal in strength to the United States of Americe or the URSS, but this
relationship is not wvery strong.

Soale X introduces an item of dissatisfaction with or distance from natio-
nal values : "I am not proud to be a citizen (of this country)n,

Finally, scale XIy has its roots in an item which seems to express the op-
posite of an attitude of resignation about the status quo ; to refuse to agree that
the powerful will aelwaye dominate the weak i8 an opiniony & hope or & moral impera—

tive which is related to a certain kind of pro~european attitude.

Soale IX belongs to typs B ;3 the two other are of type A.

(1) See pages 81 to 91,
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Scale IX
Ttems | ¥ = 8750 | ¢
! { ]
b o= o - :i
= Is in favor ¢ “io evolution of the common Market toward the i
political estalisbkment of the United Stales of EBurope « « o+ » 6094 T0
. = Agrees with the ides that the Unided States of Europe ought
%o become a thi:rd power equal to that of the United States of
America ov the UHSD o 4 o 2 & o a o o & 5 &4 % o % # & = 8 s = 5655 65
- Acoepts tha® ahirs the government (of his country) thers be a
suropean govarnsent responglible for commen pelioy in the areas !
of foreign effarr:: defense and economic questions +« « + « « ! 4869 56
- Ig very favorabis to eurcpean uaification . . + « ¢« + « ¢ & W 2933 34
- Would feel verv sorry if to-morrow he were told that the com— .
mon Market is oeing disbanded « & ¢ ¢ & . 4 ¢ 6 ¢ o s 2 s 5 @ 2510 29
e e —_— . SV SRR b
S¢ale X
o e
Items N = 8750 f %
L _ - S
z
~ Is very or rather favorable to eurcpean unification . . . . . . | 6377 173
= Is in favor of ithe evolution of the common Market toward the ' i
|
political estsbiishment of the United States of Burope . . . . 6094 P70
= In the cage of the election for a president of the United States f
of Europe by universal suffrage, the respondent would vote for a f !
candidate of ancther nationality other than his own provided that ; i
Lis personality and his program better suited his opinions than | :
those of the candidates of hies own countTy . & o+ o o o + « o o 5673 | 65
' :
~ Is favoravle to itie eslection of 8 european parliament by direct ; i
universel BUFFTAKE « o o o « o o « o « = o = « &« = ¢ 5 « o o o a 5483 63
- Accepts that above the government {of his country) there be & t
european government responsible for common policy in the areas }
of foreign affairs, defense and economic questions . . . . . . o 4869 . 56 :
~ Is not proud to b2 & citizen (of this country) . . « . « ¢« . . & 1500 17 :
i

SO B
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Scale X1

Is very favorable or rather favorable to european unification

Ie favorable to the evolution of the common Market toward the

political establishment of the United States of Burope . « + « ' i
In the case of the election for a president of the United States
of Burope by universal suffrage, the respondent would vote for a
oandidate who would not be of his own nationality, provided that |
his personality and his program better suited his opinions than
those of the candidate of his OWH COURIIY « o « o ¢ o o o o o o o

Acoepts that above the government of his country there be a eu-
ropean government responsible for common poliscy in the areas of
foreign affairs, defense and economic questions . . . . . . . . |
|
Does not agree with the statement that nothing ocan be done about
the fact that the strong will always rule over the weak . . . .

5673

4869

4827

b e -

713

10

. 65

56

mr i o e e e am e e erng
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T° Three scales of conservatism unfavorable tc suropean unification

(scales XII , XIII and XIV)

These scales have in common the fact that esash one expresssg & certain
type of conservatism composed of a certain amcint of nationalism (scale XII), of
dissatisfaction with the existing stete of affairs (scale XIII) and of ethnocen-
trism combined with disinterest in politics (soala XIV), This last scale im of ty-
ve B.

Note that mcale XIII includes the item,'is not very favoratble to european
unification”., Thue it seems that these aspects of conservatism and ethnccentrism
only prevent the formation of very strongly held attitudes favorable to Europs.

Scale X1V shows oertein similarities with scale VI, but the iatter seems
to express a more authoritatian tendency (defense of the established order) whereas
scale XIV exprasses more the acceptance, as facty that european unificsation is a u~
topy of little interest,
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i

|

—

1

Scale XII
Ttems ‘N=8750 | %
=~ I am proud to be a citizen (of this country) « « « « « « « » T250 83
= Agrees that european unification is imposesible since we spsak
diffﬂren’t lmlguages + ¢ 8 2 4 & B W & & *+ & * 4 e+ 5 =& a2 » » 6873 79
=~ In principles has nothing against foreign workers, but agrees !
that there are really too many of them (in his country) . . . 4439 51
Scale XIII
r' Items 'm=8150 | 4
L R SRR
= Is not very favorable to european unification . . . . . . « . ? 5817 166
= In principlesy has nothing against foreign workerss but agrees
that there are really too many of them (in his country). . . . 4439 51
+ w Agrees that all is well with us and the way things are, so
Why Ghange ? L ] L ] L] L ] - L] L] * L) L ] - - - * L] L ] L L ] * L L ] * - * L ] 2775 32
Scale XIV
l Items ‘N = 8750 %
E. e et AT Bl o A e . = e e et e e ————— e = e mm e e s . - . FO . .
; = Would not feel sorry if to-morrow he were told that the :
:  common Market is being disbanded . . ¢« . « v s + ¢ ¢ & » o o 6240 71
[ - Is not willing to make personal sacrificess financially for
example, in order to see that european unification ocours . . 5150 66
- = Is not really interested in politics . « + « 4 ¢ v ¢ ¢« & & 4 5300 61

E = Agrees that european unification is impossible since we speak
l different 1ANZUAZOS « &+ o + « o « « « « = ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o . 1877 21
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B8° The entry of Great Britain into the common Market (sceles XVas XVb,

XVe and XVd)

The reistionenips between attitudes toward european unificationy on the
one hand, and Grest Britain's joining the common Markets ¢ the other hand, are not
simple. 48 we have already noticed, the question aboul membership appears related
to some degres o1 interest in politice (1), We are now atle to be more precise and
to distinguish s=averal kinds of atiitudes,

21w roverse the direction of scale XVay whioh is of type By we obeerve
that a favorali-= attiiude toward Great EBritain's membersghip and the lack of tiust
in the British <o zlong with the absence of a strong commitment to Europe and with
& lack of interest in politics in general.

Seaie XVo, 1T we reverse it too, shows that refusal of Grest Britsin's
entry goeg so fer e it includes refusal of european unifications in generals and
political wnziu.ow 2oy in particular : here sppears & sort of nationalist conserva-
tism which is eri.sssed by & reluctance to do awsy with the national currency or the
national fliag.

Scalez XVe and XVd cannot fail to surprise 3 ones by introducing an item
which we would qualify as acquisitive (namely, top priority to wage increases) and
the other, by bringing up trust in Americans. Subject to gualification by future
studiess this favoerable attitude toward British membership alasoc seems to be related
to & gort of eurcyeanh conformisms "bourgeois" and "atlantic" in character.
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Scale XVa

e me e e e e e o

: Items A | N = 8750 \ %_
]

- Ia favorable to Great Britain's entry into the common i
Markot - » » » - - - - - - » - - [ ] - - - L] - [ ] - [ ] - - - \ 5904 6'{

—TmﬂtstheBritiBh...o.....o.-.---.--. ‘ 5532 63

- Participates versonally in political activities or follows _
politics with interest without participating actively . . . | 3450 -39

= Ig entirely or rather willing to make certain personal sa-— |
criflcossy financially for instances to see that eurcpean *

mifioation takes place - - - . » - . L] L3 L] . - * - - L] - . § 3000 . 34
. == Would feel sorry if to-morrow he would he told that the com— 5 é
L__— mon Market is belng disbanded « o o « + ¢ + « o o s o * o o 2510 29 |
e e s e e L SO
Scale XVb
Items IN = 8750 . %
= Ig very favoreble or rather favorable to european unification} 6317 1 73f
= Is in favor of the evolution of the common Market toward the | : T
politicel establishment of the United Stateg of EBurope . . . .; 6094 ' 170
= Is favorable to Creat Britain's entry into the common Market .f 5904 67
= Would feel very or & little sorry if to-morrow he were told _ :
that the common Market is being disbanded « . + o« « o 4+ & & o | 5364 = 61 .
-~ Is favorable to the idea that the currency (of his country)
be replaced by & QUIODORN CUTTONCY o o » » » o o o o s o o & ! 4453 3} 51

i |
-~ Is favorable to the idea that the flag (of hie country) be re- ﬂ
rlaced by & european flag during important cersmonies . . . . 2255 26 .
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Scale XVo

Ttems

-~ Is very favorable or rather favorable to european unification

= Is in favor of the evolution of the common Market toward the

T —————— PR

politicel establishment of the United States of Burope . . « . 6094 T0
-~ Is favorable to Great Britain's entry into the common Market , 5504 67
L_T Considers thst wege increases are an objective of top priority % 2566 k29
Scale XVd
Items 'Nae750 %
~ Trusts Americans (the United States) v « « « o v « « o « o & 3 6032 69
- Trusts the British . o o o « o o « o o o s o © s s o 2 o = = 5532 63

= g ready tc make certain personal sscrificess finanoially. :
for exampley to see that european unification takes place . . 3000 i 34

- Is very sorry if to-morrow he were told that the common j
Market is being disbanded . + . o = + ¢ &« 4 o o+ & o o s o o o 2510 ' 29

= Is very faverable to european unification . « + + « o ¢« &« « 2933 ' 34
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B, SCALES WITHOUT ANY DIRECT REFERENCE TO EUROPEAN UNIFICATION
(SCALES Ay B AND C)

Three scales whioh did not refer directly to european unification were
identified. Although these sceles bear no direot relation to attitudes toward the
integration of Furopes they are interesting from the socoio-political point of view 3
they correspond respeotively to dimensions which one might qualify ae expreesing po—
litical tendenoies of liberal conservatism, of humanitarian progreesism and of astrict
netionelism,

The two firet scales have seversl items in common, but soale A emphasizes
the participation of workers in busineass mansgement as well as the encourasgement of
private initiative, whereas scale B includes no item related to the maintainance of
ordery but refers instead to the humanization of our society and aid to underdeve-
loped countries,

Soale C olearly expresses & dimension of traditional nationalism,



Scale A

LIBERAL CONSERVATISM

Ttems IN = 8750

Considers that guaranteeing decent pensions to &ll old people is !
an objective with ftop priorifty v « ¢ &+ ¢ 4 ¢ ¢ o 4 ¢ & ¢ o o & &

Considere that providing Jjobe for young pecple is &n objective
with top priori-by * L ] L] » - - - » L] L] - - * » » - L] L] L3 n » ] » »

Congiders that insuring greater job security is an cbjective with
top priority L] L] L] - Ll L] L] - - L] L - » L] L L] - L] L] L - L] L] - L] »

Considers that maintaining lsw and order is an objective with
tOppI‘iOI‘ity..........--.-.-.....-.-...1'

Considers that guaranteeing the freedom of speech is an cbjective
wi‘bh‘toppriority........-.-.......-.....

Congiders that insuring workers'participation in business manage—
ment is an objective with top prierity . » &« ¢« ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢« o & o &

Congiders that fostering private initiative in the sphere of ecow
nomie activity ie &n objective with top priority . + o o &« + + &

e RSy VUG

6144

4888

4356

4123

3745

1991

1691

147

70

56

47

43

<3

19
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Scale B

BUMANIST PROGRESSIVISM

Items ¥es150 | % |
S | ]
| - Considers that guaranteeing decent pensions to all old _ :
‘ pecple is an cbjective with top priority . « « « « + « & 6144 , 70
~ = Considers that providing joba to young people is an ob~
; jective with toD Priority v ¢ ¢« o ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 ¢ o s o o o 4888 56 }
. = Conaiders that insuring greater job security is an objeo- § i
" tive with top PrioTity . o ¢ ¢ o 4 ¢ 4 s e s s s 0 e e . 4356 [ 50
. = Coneiders that guaranteeing the freedom of speech is an j %
. objective with top priority « « « ¢ « ¢ ¢ o ¢ o » ¢ o & 3745 i 43
= Considers that making our society more humane is an ob= i ]
jective with top pricrity « « « o « s o ¢ o ¢ 2 o ¢ o o 3243 ; 37 T
= Consliders that aid to underdeveloped countries is an ob= E |
Jective with top priority . . « « 4 4 4 ¢ v ¢ 4 4t 4 4 . s 1414 . 16
. — . i |
Scale C
TRADITIONAL NATIONALISM
| — B
; Items N = 8750 %
| | A—
I |
— Desires kesnly that his country make important sclientific |
‘ diﬂcov.ries [ ] - - L] - - - - - - - L] - - - [ ] L L] L - L] - - » 6586 75
- Desires keenly that his country play an important role in '
the 'orld pOIitios - L] - L] - Ll L ] - » » » » - - - - - . - . 4727 54
| = Desires keenly that his country possess & strong army . . . 2886 33




149

2 = THE DETERMINANTS OF PRO-EUROFEAN ATTITUDES

Apart from the analysis presented later which will axamine how reaponzas
to various questions of demographic variables vary &8 a fuuction of scoree on the
scale measuring pro—european attitudes (1)s; it ie useful ito determine whers the hiw
ghest and lowest meen scores are found.

Al OVERALL TABLE OF PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDES

The table below gives the rank order of all the subgroups the avsstiony.aie
re wae able to identify by their mean scores on the index of pro-europsan attitudis.
It is obvious that the wvarious subgroups are not mutuslly exclusive ; it simply
amounta to a serial partition of the entire sample, each time according to a <
rent criterion (2). The first thirteen and the last fourteen subgroups rapressnsy
respectively, one—-sixth of the total subdivieions.

e

(1) See pages 154 to 200.
(2) The maximal value is 6,00 and the minimal value is 1,00,
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2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
Te
8.

9.
10,
11.

12,
13.
14,

15.
16.

17.
18,
19.

20,
21,

22,

23.
24.

Table 63

RANK-ORDER OF SUBGROUPS BY THEIR MEAR SCORE

ON THE IRDEX OF PRO~EUROPEAR ATTITUDES

Subgroups

Heads of firme and upper management . . « + o« o ¢ o o 5 o o &
Professionals and high~ranking oivil servanta . « o« « « o« o o
Persons with high education level 4 « ¢« « ¢ o« o ¢ o o o o o o

Persong within a household whose head is a busineas head or
upper mmement L ] L ] L d - L] L ] L] - - - . L ] L] E L] L ] L - L] - » E L ]

Porsons within a household whose head is a student . . . . .
Persons who say they are members of a wealthy family . . . . .
Persons who would vote for a liberal party « « ¢« ¢ o o o o o o

Persons within a household whose head ie a highwranking ocivil
Bervan‘toraprOfeaBionl.l--....-..-...-....

Smdﬁntﬁ . L] * - . - L] L] . L] . - . - L] . L Ld - * . * [ ] . L4 . -
Mid-'magement and White co:l.lar workers e ¥ & 8 2 8 8 a4 ¥ @

Persons having a political preference different from their pa-

I‘ents'..--....-....-.....-.--.....
Inhabitante of the North-Eastern part of Italy . « 4+ o« « o« « &
Parsons who attended a non-techniosl eecondary school . ., . .

Heads of a family who are not union-members, yet identify with
a‘ wion L ] . L ] L ] L ] L ] L] - - L] L] - [ ] L ] L] [ ] - L] - - - - - - [ ] L ] .‘

Non-prﬁotising protes‘t&nts 4 ® 8 & 8 & & ¥ & ¢ 8 2 " & s s & @

Heads of a family who are union members and who feel identified

with it - - L ] L ] L] - - - - - - L] L - - - - - - - L] L ] - L] - L] - ’
Mal es » - L ] L] L] L] . L ] L] - -« L] - - - - [ ] - L ] - - -« - - L] - L] L)
Persona who show a wesk party identification « « + « ¢ ¢ o « &

Heads of housshold who are union members, but do not identify
Withitouc.ccoocccnlocuocoiooo..o_.

Persons who say they are members of a fairly wealth-y family .

Parsons who would vote for an extreme left.wing, mon-comminist

par t:’ L] - - - - - - L4 L - - a - - - L - L] - L] - * L - L] L] Ll L]

Members of houeeholds whoee head is a mid-mgnagement or white-

00118.1‘ WOI‘kOI‘ [ 2 - - L] - L] - L L] L] L] - - - L] - - L] L] - Ll - - »
Persons whe would vote for socisl~demooratic parties . . . . .

Inhabitante of the Western part of Holland « « o« o « ¢ o o & o

Mean Score

4553
4526

4,523

4506
4,06
3292
3285

34813
3,78
3T3

3272
3,71
367

3164
3258

3,57
3155
353

3952
3152

3149

3149
3r4§
3145



25, In@abitants of the central part of the Federal Republic of Germany ‘ "jiiiﬁ‘éf
26, Persons who show & strong party identifioation « « « « o o o o » o | 3,40 ? ?
27. Perzonsg with the same political preference as their parents . « « '3’37 ?
28, Persons born between 1950 and 1955 {aged 16 to 20 years old) . . . ' B,le ?
29-30 Persons born between 1940 and 1950 {aged 21 to 29 years old) .’. 3.34 ; '
31, Persons who show & very weak party identification . . . . . . + + . 3934
32, Inhabitents of the North-Western vart of Italy « « « o« v« o s o o & & 332
33, COTMANE o ¢ « « o o & o & « s o 8 8 2 o v o e 6 s s e v v e s o4 e 3,30
34, Shopkeepers and 8rtiSaNng . + o « + o o ¢ o s o 0 o ¢ 4 2 a2 e s e e s 3,30
35=36 Inhabitants of localities with more than 20,000 inhabitants . , . 3,29
37. Persons born between 1920 and 1925 & + & 4 o &+ + & 4 o s ¢ o« = o = . 3,27
38, Persons who attended s technical or vocational 8chool + « « + & « & 327
39, Ttalians o s o & o s s s 5 4 8 6 & v 8 e 4 4t e v s s s s e e w s 327

40, Union-members, who identify with the union and who are not heads of a
houBehold..............‘....o--.-...-o.- 3’25

41. French who vote for-the UDR (Gaulliets) « « o o o o o o o o o & o o o 3524
42-TheDutoh..-cta-ooo-o.o.aoooa--‘on--ooo 3’24

43. Union-members, who do not identify with their union and are not heads
of a household L] » - > [ ] - - [ ] [ ) L [ ] . [ ] - L ] - - L - L » L ] . L] L ] L ] . ) 3’23

44, Inhabitants of the Southern part of the Netherlands . . . . « ¢« + o o 322
45, Inhabitants of the Southern part of the Federal Republic in Germany . 321
46, Non=practising 08tholic8 4 o o o o o o © o ¢ o o o ¢ o s o ¢ ¢ s s & 3,20
4T, LUXOMDOUIZOTE « o o « + 2 o ¢ 5 + 2 s 5 2 ¢ & o« o 2 ¢ s 5 3 3 o o o 3519
48~49 Persons born between 1925 - 1935 (aged 35 to 45 years old). . « . . 3518
50, Persons born between 1915 and 1920 {eged 50 to 54 yoears o0ld)e « + + 3,18
51, Pergons without a religion . ¢« o« 4 ¢ ¢ o o ¢ & « o o o o 5 o s o & » 3518
52. Persons who vote for a ohristian~democratic party or a centre party . 3,17
53, Inhabitants Of the PATIS BIO& « + « « o o o o o o o s s o s » s o v & 3516
54. Inhabitants of the central part of Italy. « « o « ¢ o 4 o s o ¢ o. o o 3,15
55. Persons in & household whose head 1s a shopkeever or an artisan , . , 314
56. Heads of households who are neither union-members nor union-identifiers 3,12
57. Inhabitants of the éouthern vart of Jtaly o o ¢ o4 + = o ¢ o o o o o 3,12
58, Practising cBtholiCB® + o « o o o « o o o o o o o o = o 5 o s o 8 o o 3512

59. Persons who are not union-members, nor heads of a housshold, but who .
identinyithaunion......-..--....--o-.--.. 3’12

60, Persons who say they are members of a family with aversge means ., . . .3’11
61. Persons born between 1935 and 1940 (aged 30 to 34 years old) . « « . « 3,10
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62, Inhabitants of the Northern part of the Qerman Federal Repudlic . + . . . 3309
63. Inhabitante of the Northern part of the Netherlands . . . . . . . . ... 305
64. Persons voting for a very right=wing party . « « & & ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o « o 3,04
65. Persons belonging to & non—christian religlon . « + + ¢ ¢ & 4 v « v « o » 304
660 LaDOTOTB. v « o o o o o o 5 o o o o o o o o « o o s o o o o s s s o o« « + 3,03
67. Practising protestants . « ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 ¢ 4 4 6 4 4 e 4 4 e s e s e s s e . . 2398

68. Persons born between 1905 and 1915 (aged 55 to 64 years old) . + « + . 2,93
69. Inhabitants of looalities of less than 20,000 inhabitants « . . « « « « . 2,88
T70. Inhabitants of the Bravant province in Belgium . ¢« 4« & ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o o 2488
7l. Persons whose head of household im B WOoTKeT + 4 « « &« v 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ & « « - « 2987
T72. Inhabitants of the Jtalian i8lande ¢ + ¢ o 2 « o ¢ 2 o 4 2 s ¢ & o « o o 285
T3. Persons in households whose head is the housewife . . « « ¢« 4 « o o « » o« 2984
T4, The Wallons Balglans . . « & & ¢ o 4 o o o o o * s o » o 2 s o s o o o o 2282
15~76 Inhabitants of the North-~Eastern end South~Western part of France . . . 2,82
TT. BelglanB ¢ o ¢ ¢ 4 o o « o o o o o o o o o 5 8 s o o s o s s s s o o o s 2480
TB: Fremch o v v 4o ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 o o o o s o 2 2 « = o 8 2 4 o6 v o2 s s e e s s s 2279
79=-80 Retired personsy with or without a retirement pension and members of
thelr household . & 4 v 4 4 & 4 ¢ o & ¢ o o o o 5 2 s « o o s o « o + o 2979
8l., Persons who are neither heads of a household, union-members nor identi-
fied with @ URION 4 © 4 4 ¢ 4 4 ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o o o o o s = o o o s s « 2978
82, Persons who do not identify with any party « « ¢« & & ¢ 4 & ¢ 4 v ¢ s« o« 2y78
83, Inhebitants of the Eastern part of the Netherlands . . . . « . « + « « « « 2977
84. Inhabitants of the South-Eastern part of France . . +« « « =« ¢ ¢+ & « « « o« 2373
B, WOMBN + 4 o « & + o s 5 s o o o s o ¢ 8 s a s a s s o s o o s 35 06 0 0.+ .. 273
B6. FRATMOTE v o o o o o o o o o o o o s o o o o o s o s o o o o s s o o + o 2466
B87. The Flemish BelgiBNS 4 4 + « 4 o o o o o s o s 2 o s s o o s « » o « o o » 2964
88, Members of a household whose head is & fATMOT v « « 4 ¢ o s o s o s & o« o 2363
B9, HOUSEWAVES o o o o o o o o s o o o ¢ s o ¢ o o s o s s o s o s a o a o o « 2462
90, Persons born before 1905 {aged 65 8nd 01deT) 4 s « o o « » o » « + « o » o 2360
91, Persons with no education past the primary school level . . . . . . . . . 2356
92, 1Inhabitants of the North~Eastern part of France « « « o o« o » « + « « « + 2354
93, Persons who say they are members of e family with few means . . « . « . . 254
94, Persons who refuse to say for what party they would vote or who answer 3
"for no political PartyMe o « o o o o o o 4 s s s e 4 4 s = s s s s s s s 2353
95, Persons who would vote for a commmnigt PATty « ¢ o« « ¢ v ¢ o o e . 2 . . . 2340
96, Persons whose head of household is a salaried farm helper » . « » . + « » 2932
97. Persons who say they are members of & poor family . « + « ¢ & & & & « « o 23923
98, People who do not respond to the question about their party identifica-
e 3 o ) < 2521
99, SalaTied farm WOTKETS o o ¢ o o o « o o 2 s s s ¢ s s o s « s s 5 s » s & 2317 .
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, What strikes us immediately in reading this table is the faot that the
average scores on the index are higher among the vrivileged cetegories. '

The mean is 3311 with a standard devietion of approwimately 1,8 (1). The
five subgroups obtaining an average score clearly higher than the overall mean belong
to privileged segments of the population . These are persone who are employed in posi-
tione of high prestige, responsibility and sslary or who sre members of a household
whoge hoad holds such a positions as well a& persons who attended centres of higher
education. One must go down to the subzroup ranked in twelveth place in order to find
& geograpvhical area which apparently is not a privileged group in society : these are
the inhabitants of the North~Eastern part of Italy. But in all of Italy, this region
can be considered and considers itself to be relatively privileged t: it does not en=~
Joy the higheet income per capita in Italy, but ite iniernel grose product p r capita
has increased th most per annum, on the average, during the last twelve years (2),

On the other hend, &t the bottom of the table we find & larger number of
underprivileged subgroups who have good reamn to consider themselves as such 3 far—
mere sy housewives, old peopley persons whose education level doeg not go beyond prima-
Ty school, people not interested in politios; and versone who belong to a family of
few means or t¢ & poor family. In this same part of the table, one finde segmente of
the population who are oprosed to the exiegting sooio-political organization and struo-
ture and who probably oongider themselves as oppressed : for examples communist voters
and the Flemish in Belgium. The inhabitents of underprivileged regions like the North-
Wentern part of France are also found in this part of the table.

The conclusion ie obvious : the ideals and the aspirations, which presently
engoender & strongly held attitude favorable to european unification, mre not out of
the same cioth &s the tensions which may exist among the underprivileged segments of
the present day european population. As & stimulue for taking & favorable position,
the image of united Furope attracte only groups which are privileged from the socio=
oconomic and pooio—cultural points of view or which considered themselvee &g such.

Recall, however, that the findings discussed in this report are drawn fronm
a sample whioch represente the european ropulation 28 a whole, The values,; views; ima-
gos and attitudes whioh mey exist only smong very small, minority groups oannct be

{1) The standard deviation measures the dispersion. It indicates from how much the
different soores are far from the mean.

(2) see "L'évolution régionale dane la Communauté", Commission of eurcpean Communiti-
esy 1971, pp 291 and 292.
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setatistionlly detected in a study as overarching as this one.

B. VARIOUS VARIABLES

We shall examine, successively, five variaebles or sets of wvariables :
- nationality and region of residencs,
= personal characteristics : sex and age,

- gocio~demograrhic characteristics : cocupation, education level, sige
of the loocalitys (subjective) income level, and religious, politicals
union and other membership,

- level of knowledge,

= attitudes toward other countries.

1® NATIONALITY AND REGION

Region is a better predictor of a pro-european attitude than nationality.
While the mean scores between countries are narrowly spread, ranging from 3,30 for
Germany to 2,79 for France, the mean scores between regions are very diepersed, ran-
ging from 3,71 for the North-Eastern pert of Italy to 2,54 for the North=Western part
of France. Nonethelesss; neither nation nor region are es good predictors as is ocoouw
pation (heads of firms and upper management t 4,53 ; salaeried farm helpers : 2,17) or
the level of education (higher education : 4,23 ; primary sohool level s 2,56).

Graph 2 shows the dispereion of mean scores by region and by ocountry. Ta=
ble 64 gives the percentage distributions by region and country for each value on the
pro-eurcpean attitude index,
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Graph 2
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Table 64

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX BY REGION

| ndex Germany Belgium France
scores
- 1 | = ) North | North South [South
Total Norfq Centre| Socuthi Total | lander | Brab, Walil, Total Parls Wes+ East Wes t Fas+t
4 4 % 2 7 4 1 7 % i 2 A 7 %
+ 6 18 21 20 14 10 0 1p o 8 9 Q 11 6
+ C 17 13 16 19 12 13 12 10 12 17 8 13 11 12
+ 4 17 14 18 17 19 1= 1g 23 18 22 19 17 14 19
+ 3 13 10 14 14 1 1= 15 1= 19 19 20 17 20 20
+ 2 12 13 11 13 14 1%, 12 14 16 13 1z 17 19 17
+ 1 9 11 8 g 13 13 13 1= 14 10 18 14 11 11
Indiffarent ) 7 5 6 7 8 b 3 2 4 4 2 3
Undecided g 6 4 £ 8 10 7 € Z 4 = 5 8 7
-1 3 5 3 3 2 3 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 4
No reply ~ - - - - - - - 1 - 2 0 - 1
Total 100 1006 100C 100 100 100 10¢ 100 100 100 1ce 100 10C 100
Mean Score 3,304 3,09 { 3,41 [3,21 2,80 | 2,64 2,38 2,82 2,79 1,16 2454 2,82 2,82 2,73
N 2019 | 40?7 ot | 658 1298 611 281 406 2046 452 203 487 261 443




156
bis

Table 64 (continued)

I ndex Itaty, Luxembourg Netherlands
scores :
Total ﬂ°r+h North | Gentre | Southl Isles Total Total | North|East | West 1 South
est | East .
% A % A A % % % % % % %

+ 6 11 11 15 10 10 9 8 12 9 9 16 9
+ 5 17 19 18 16 17 15 18 19 19 14 20 19
+ 4 23 22 29 20 20 17 19 17 17 14 18 16
+ 3 19 20 18 22 17 17 20 19 191 20 17 24
+ 2 11 9 9 11 12 15 16 13 12 17 10 15
+ 1 8 8 5 11 7 9 9 10 11 10 10 9
Indifferent 2 3 0 3 3 3 4 3 3 6 3
Undecided 4 3 4 3 6 7 2 3 6 3
-1 3 3 2 4 3 2 2 4 2
No reply 2 2 0 0 3 6 - -~ - - - -
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 100 100 100
Mean Score 3,27 3,32 3,71 3,15 3'12 2'85 3119 3:24 3105 2177 3,45 3,22

N 1822 2l | 358 360 | 406 | 177 335 1229 | 157 } 218 98 | 259
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Within six regions we find that between 30 % and 40 % of the respondents
obtain & sBocore of + 5 or + 6 which can be considered as & very favorable attitude.
These are the following arems @

- Centre of Germany 6%
- Western Holland 6%
= Northern Germany 34 %
- Southern Germany 3%
— North—Bastern Italy 334
~ North-Western Italy 30%

It is, nonethelessy the inhebitants of North-Eastern Italy who obiain the
highest mean score (3,71), since there ere very few persons with a zero or negative
gsoore : indifferent, undecided and hostile persons represent only 6 % of these res—
pondents, whereas in the three German regions these responses vary beiween 13 € in
central and 18 % in northern Germany. In Western Holland, they account for 9 4.

The population of Northern Germany seems to show the most mixed attitude,
in spite of its rank order on the previous scale. In fect,; mere than one third of
the respondents in this region obtain scores of 5 or 65 yet 18 % have a smcore below 1,
Only in the Felmish regions of Belgium do we find an even greeater proportion of zero
or negative attitudes (20 ¢).

Thues the assertion that the most favoreble attitudes are found among privi-
leged groupe in the populetion is supported by these data. Throughout all the coun~
tries, the highest mean score and the highest percentage of very favorable scores is
observed among the inhabitants of the most developed area of the countrys which is,
except for Italy, the region where the capital is located.

2° PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

&) SEX — The male populetion is definitely more favorable to european uni~
fication than the distaff half., The average score for men is 3955 and 2,71 for women;
the percentage of "very favorable" men (score 5 and 6) is 36 ¥, and 19 4 of women,
(See tabdble 65).

The importence of thig differonce leade us to think that at least two fac-
tors intervens. One of the factors probebly is the lesser interest in politiocs shown
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by women {and by old people, among whom women are much more numerous than men
namely, after 65 years of age; more numerous throughout the entire european Gommunity).
But & second factor probably adds to the first : it is the image of Burope — mmch more
technical and economic than political in characters; more intellectual than affective -
in shorts a sort of "masculine" image, which, undoubtedly, is not of & kind to mobili-
ze the interest of women.

Table 65

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX BY SEX

——e e

Index Score " Total t Men ! Women '!
; " - F % £
+ 6 12 17 ! 1
| +5 15 | 19 | 12|
| + 4 19 20 g 18
+3 17 | 16 r 18
+ 2 .13 J 11 | 15
+1 ! | 8 | 13
Indifferent i 4 : 3 g 6
Undecided | 5 2 } 7
-1 3 4 ! 3
No response 1 . 0 % 1l ;
) ! .
Total 100 EETY: i 100 |
Mean score . . 3511 i 3,55 j 2,71 -
!

1 X 8749 : 4230 : 4519
e . _ , . )
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b) AGE «~ The highest mean scores and percentages for low values on the
index are observed among the youngest age groups, i.e. among people less than 30
years oldy i.e, born after 1940, For the age groups from 35 to 54 years cld, the
mean score is still slightly higher than that of the entire population. From the
ake of 55 on, the attitudses become markedly less positive. Note the relatively low
scores and peroentages of the 30 4o 34 years 0ld age groupy l.e. of persons born
betwveen 1935 and 1940 ; in this instance, one might be observing the conseguences
of the conditions under which the "political socislization" of this generation (1)
took place.

We findy nonethelessy that the differences in mean scores among the age
groups of persons less than 55 years cld are not due to high scores, but instead to
zero or negative scores., It is for this reason that the percentage of high scores
in the 21 to 55 age group is greater than that we find among the less than 20 year
old groupy yet the percentage of zerc or negative wvalues inoreases rather steadily
as & function of age. This is a reconfirmation of the hypothesis that the favora-
ble attitudes toward eurcpean unification we find among the youngeat age groupe are
not se much the effects of truly very positive views on their part, i.e. & very
strong attraotion of the ideas or plans for unification, as they are the effect of
the lesser pull of traditional resistance (based on nationalism, ethnocentrism, eto.)
(2). (See table 66 and graph 3).

(1) On this point see Ronald INGLEHART's research, especially "The Socialization of
Europeans"y University of Chicagos 1967, and "An End toc Buropean Integration 7,
The American Political Science Review, Vol. LXIs n°® 1, Margh 1967, pp. 91-105,

(2) Already stated in the preceding chapter, this hypothesis merits closer examina-
tion., Are we confronted with & general phenomenon 7 Are the old value systems
weakening or disappearing among the younger generations at a faster tempo than
new ones are adopted 7
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Table 66

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EURCPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX BY AGE GROUP

Index 16 - 20 f21-24 125-29 130-34 [35-39 | 40-44 145-49 [ s0-54 | 55 -6a|65y.0
Scores Total vears old Y0, y.0. y.o. | y.o. YO, . y.o. YO, Y.O. andover
% % 7 i 7 Z 1 i i 4 7
+ 6 12 12 13 14 10 12 13 14 1= ic 9
+ < 1 16 17 18 16 16 16 16 1= 1 11
+ 4 19 22 20 20 18 19 19 »1 17 18 16
+ 3 17 20 19 16 20 18 16 16 17 16 16
+ 2 13 12 13 13 15 1® 14 11 12 14 13
+ 1 11 10 10 ) 11 9 10 10 11 11 14
Indiff, J 3 4 4 3 4 4 3 4 C 6
Undecided 5 2 2 3 4 4 5 4 4 3 10
-1 k] 3 2 3 3 3 2 4 3 4 4
No reply 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1
Total 1¢0 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Mean score 2,11 3,3¢ 3,14 =34 1,10 2,18 3,18 527 3,18 IR z,0e
N 2749 8ce 729 237 oC1 782 e oo 1710 10
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Graph 3

MEAN SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX
BY AGE GROUP
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3° SO0CIO=DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

a) OCCUPATION — Of all socio—demographic characteristicss employment
in such or suoh an ocoupation is the most discriminatory. Among the first five
subgroups of the population to obtain the higheat mean scoress; we find four ocou=
pations, Among heads of firms and upper management, nearly fwo thirds of the res=
pondents have one of the two highest scores ; the proportion is still 50 4 among
high civil servants and professionals, At the opposite extreme, the highest per-
centages of gero or negative scores are found among farmers, housewives, retirees
or pensioneepy ands most of all, among Balaried farm workers. Shopkeepers; arti-
sans, and workers are also close to the average. (See table 67).

Attitudes of persons holding & job are more or less the same as those
cf the members of their household.



S N - ni“ : 3 . il !
B TR | !; | -
L Table 67 0 - S -
. ——— . i
DISTRIBUTION: OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE 1N$ X BY OCCUPAT [ON
Scores : Farmers |Safaried i—ieadlfa of ng_ﬁ clvil Shopkee- [d-Mana-{ Workers | Students | House- Retlrees
Total : farm firms and  |sefvants + | pers ement + | . | wives Pens lonees
: Workers . ppper mana-|professionalq -Artlisans |white
i ;4 1 e b 4 yd 4 Z % -
+ 6 iz 2 4 1 2= - 15 18 1 18 5 10
PR s 11 7 27 25 16 22 17 13 1 12
1 i9 17 13 17 o1 20 20 19 an 18 1-
¢ 2 17 17 17 o e 17 . 17 16 1 19 17
P2 13 15 iy 2 g iy e 17 N 1 1z
v 1 11 1t 16 - 2 6 7 7 1z g 13 12
Indiff. 4 2 £ 1 - y: Hgo v z 5 c
Undecided < = l’,_’;g - C 4 1 3 -0 a G
-1 3 £ 4! 1 0 4 53 4 3 3 4
No reply H 2 K - - o - o 1 .
Total 100 100 206 10C 1co 1C0 100 100 100 100 10 <
Mean “ I 1.0 =8 o 62 A D)
score 11l 2,50 2,17 3553 4,26 1430 3473 3,03 347 2,6 23379
? '1.! B T T e——
i s 489 1c¢ 086 | 109 €49 1934 | 1ea =03 2298 1197
(x) Included are 32 people who were Lo_’r clags(fled,
\
| | i

— e T
T e ey - ) [
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b) LEVEL OF EDUCATION — This variable shows & olose relationship with
pro—suropean attitudes, DPersons who attended centres of high education have a mean
score two thirds higher than those who did not go beyond primary school i the per—
centage of both maximum scores is almost three times greater among the former than
among the latter, Inverasely, the proportion of zero and negative mcores is five ti-
mes greater among persons who do pursue studies beyond the primary level than among
those who went on to higher education.

Note the significant difference between the scores for a seocondary level
of educationy on the one hands and for technical or vocational trainings on the
other. (See table 68 and Graph 4).



DE "INDEK_BY EDUCATIONAL "LEVEL .
Index - P . _ .
Total Primary Secondary Technicaljor . Highai Others
‘score-s . schbol education Vocattona| - E :
- : 3 - eduication ducation
< x 7 1 o 1
L+ 6 12° 7 16 1 28 15
+ S 1% 11 21 17 23 10
‘4 19 |18 20 24 21 16
+3 17° i6 19 1 2(3 15 20
2 13 15 n 12 5 17
+ 1 1 14 6 .10 4 11
Indifferent 4 "6 2. 3 1 5 ;
Undecided 5 8 2 2 0 1 I
-1 3 4 3 '3 3 3
No reply 1 1 Q £ o 0 0 L
Total - 100 1.00 1000 - 100 100 100%
. | -
‘Mean score 34kl 256 3,67 3427 S 423 3,12 3
¥ .
,‘ + |
N 8749 (x) 4685 2106 1152 T0T 81
(x) Included are 18 people who ;weFe not qlassified ; ; ,[
!
| ; g
, ¥ i
: g o
‘ : !
i .
s g - B T TR o i atamta ket R g !



Graph 4

MEAN SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX
BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION AND STANDARD OF LIVING
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¢) SIZE OF THE COM{UNE -~ The number of inhabitants in the commune of resi-
dence apparently is related to pro—european attitudes, The mean score is significant-
1y lower in communes of less than 20,000 inhabitants (2,88) than in larger communes
(3,29). The difference oan probably be attributed to sociowocoupationaly economic,
and cultural differences that exist between residents of & rural commune and thosze
of larger urban areas.

d) RELIGIOUS MEMBERSHIP AND PRACTICE - The preceding observation, also,
probably applies to variables of a religious type. For examples that protestants
who do not practice their religion (which, by the way, represents only 4 ¢ of the
sample) have & significantly higher mean score than the other respondente must be
interpreted by taking into account the fact that the maejority of this subgroup is
made up of Dutch and Germans living in large urban sreae of their country. The dif-
ference with the practicing protestants, who obtain & much lower mean scores can pro-
bably be explained by the fact that the latter are more numeroue in rural communes.

The diffaerence between practicing and non-precticing people als¢ shows up
among the catholics, but it is less marked.

e) STANDARD OF LIVING -~ Table 69 brings out a strong correlation between
pro~european attitudes and the respondents'opinion about the financial means at their
disposal. The mean score increases almogt linearlys from 2,23 for persons who consi-
der their family poor to 3,92 for wealthy families.

That this is not simply a question of information level is shown Wy the
fact that the percentage of persons with negrtive scores also decreases linearly as
a function of the standard of living. Indeed, as we shall see later, the minority
of persons with negative scores is not less informed than those who have high scores
on the pro-european attitude index : this is a minority often made up of persons of
the extreme left or right. Similarly, we saw above that negative scores are scarce-
ly influenced by education level, (See table 69 and graph 4).

(1) In order to verify whether and to what extent religious membership and practice
directly affect pro=european attitudes, &n analysis of the following wvariables
would suffioce : religious membership and practices respondents'opinions about
the financial means at their disposal, and the index itmelf.
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Table 69

DISTRIBUTIQN OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EURQPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX BY STANDARD OF "LIVING

(according to respondents' subjective estimate)

Index . .
Total Poor Family of Family with Fami ly fairty - Weal thy
scores ' .
family few means average means wel I-of family
1 1 1 7 1 7
v € 12 5 6 10 17 22
+ 5 1c 9 11 16 18 29
v 4 19 11 17 21 20 20
£ 3 17 18 18 18 17 16
+ 2 13 17 1= 13 12 2
+ 1 11 13 1= 10 8 &
Indifferent A 7 6 4 3 2
Undecided = 12 8 1 2 1
-1 3 4 4 3 3 ?
No reply 1 3 0 1 0 0
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100
Mean score 11 2,23 2454 T4 3,52 3,52
N 3746 4l 1974 29¢0 2731 159
(x) Included are 94 people who were not classified.,
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£) POLITICAL PARTICIPATION AND PARTY IDENTIFICATION -~ Persone who indicae
te & preference for a liberal party obtain the highest mean socore (3385). After the-
se come those who ldentify with far left-wings non—communist parties (3,49) and with
the socisl democratic parties (3,46), followed by identifiers with centre or rightist
parties. (See table 70).

To understand fully this table, ome also has to take other factors into
consideration, such as nationality. Yor example,; the difference in the attitudes
between persons who ldentify with far left—wving non—communist parties and communiste
is striking ; the first have & score much higher than the european average, wheress
the latter have among the lowest scores. Only salaried farm helpers as well as per—
sons who say they are members of & poor family and those without any party identifi-
cation whatsoever obtain even lower mean scores.

This leads us to think that the way politics intervenes as a factor in the
formation of pro—eurcpean attitudes and its importance as & factor depend upon one's
party preference,

Where scores very clearly deviate from the europeen averages i.e. among
respondents of liberal tendency, on the one hand, and among communists, on the other,
one can assume that the political factor —~which iss itself, correlated with other
factors, has & direct influence on pro—european attitudes.

With regard to other parties including the extreme right, it can be assu~
med that pro—eurcpesn attitudes, on the one handy snd the party preferences on the
others depend a single set of economic and rocial factorss but that there is no di-
rect relationship between the two variables themgelves.

Without a doubt, one of the factors which has as much influence on party
preference as on pro-—european attitudes is the degree of interest in politics a&nd
strength of party identification. It is well-known that some partiess particularly
those in the centre, attract — be it permanently or occasionally -~ a proportionate—
1y larger number of people who show little interest in politice (1). Indeed, these
persons &leo obtalin lower ecores on the pro—europesn sttitude scale. Table 71 shows

(1) See Emeric DEUTSCH, Denis LINDOK and Pierre WEILL : "Les familles politiques
aujourd'hui en France", Paris, Editions de Minuit, 1966.
These authore classlfy under the name “"Mariss", on the one hand, "felse cen-—
trists", i.e. voters who located themgelves in the centres but who are not ine
terested in politice and, on the other hand, those who are unable to locate
themselves anywhere (on a left-right scale).
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that the meen score of respondents who strongly idsntify with a political party
is much higher than the european aversge 13,405, yet not ae high as those respon=—
dents who show s weak party identification {3,53). "u aifference between these
two scores can be aittributed to the fact that erireuiasts, whom we know have less
favorable europesan attitudes, are found ir the firet group. From this peint forth,
howeversy mean scores rapidly devrease as the strength of party identification de~
creases, FRespondents who claim no party idemtification whatsoever obtaln one of
the lowest mcores among zll the subgroups we have studied,

i7 interest in politics and the strengtk o ;arty identification lead to
& favorable aititude toward european unificationsy it iz to be expected that the vom
ters of majoriiy parties obtain lower mean scores., In facts these parties draw pro-
portionately amaliler numbers of strong identifiers.

Poiitical heredity also plays & certain role. Respondents whe state that
their partv vreference differs from that of their psarents obtein & memn score of
3s72. (Observe,; however, that politiecal intverset srd commitment probably are the
reason for it. Im fact, respondents who claim to Lhave t:ie same party preference
as their parents alsc obtain & mean score above the eurcpean average (3;37). Only
those interviewees who do not know their parents'pelitical preference or who do not
have one themselves or who, for that matter,; do not raspond to the questlion obtain
scores lower than tke average. (See table T72).

So far, we have examined the relationship between party preference and
pro—european attitudes as if the latter were & result of the former, TYet it is pos~
gible that eurcpean sttitudes influence party preference rather than vice~versa.
This hypothesia, however, dves not seem defendable. It is true, ae the data in ta-
ble 73 showy that people who are very favorable tc eurcovean unification also have a
tendency to attribute these attitudes to the representatives of their preferred par=
tys and that the respondents who are unfavorable to eurcpean unification attritute
the same feelings to their political leaders, but these data do not inform us about
the extent to which the european feelings of political leaders are known to the vo=
ters. Indeeds it would be rather difficult to come outy on the one hand:; as an avid
partisan of european unification, and to admit,; on the other, that one votes for a
party whose leadres hold a contrary position.

In this respecty table T4 is more revealing. The oorrelation between a
european attitude and the tendency to wvote for anether party if the presently pre-
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ferred party were to take & position on european unificetion contrary to the inter-
viewee's opinions is practically nul.

Thusy we mist conclude that opinions, feelinge and sttitudes toward euro—
pean unification generally have hardly any influence on political behaviour and pre-
forence., This means either that unification is not considered to be an important
problem compared to those at stake in elections, or else thet unifiocation is immus~
ble and runs ite owmm courge. In both cases, the hypothesis we already advanced is
confirmed once ageins namely that plans for Europe have not yet touched the affecti-
ve oore of human response,
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CISTRIBUTEON OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EURCPEAN ATT{TUDE INDEX BY PARTY PREFERENCE

Table 70

| ndex Non~Commu~  [Social Ii- Christlan UDR Extreme No party
scores Total Communists nist extreme perals Liberals Democrats + France Fiaht : or

jieft Democrats Centrists ’ 9 no reply

1 % 1 1 7 7 1 7 1

+ 6 12 = 16 16 19 12 8 14 7

+ 5 i 11 19 17 22 17 16 11 11

+ 4 19 18 18 21 a2 18 22 20 17

+ 3 17 14 19 17 17 18 19 21 16

+ 2 13 16 16 12 9 13 16 11 14

+ 1 11 18 2 9 6 11 12 8 13

Indifferent . 4 = 2 3 1 4 1 5 7

Undecided 5 4 3 2 2 4 2 10

-1 1 9 5 3 2 3 8 4

No reply 1 o] 0 0 0 o] 0 ] 1

Total 190 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Mear score 11 2,40 3,49 1,46 3,8¢ 3,17 3,24 304 2,52

N 749 {(x) 352 178 1990 57% 2584 408 363 2235

(x) Included are 64 respondents who were not classified,
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‘Table 71

- DISTRIBUT.ION OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN 'ATTITUDE ' INDEX

- 'BY STRENGTH OF PARTY IDENT IFICATION

index St P ' Weak +
" Total rons ?rTy éa ?af ’ very weak.Parfy o p?rTy o Don't know
Score ldentlfiers {dentifiers tdentifiers Identification
1 1 1 1 v 1
+ 6 12 16 16 10 8 4
+ 5 15 18 18 23 13 9
+ 4 19 20 21 20 18 14
+ 3 17 15 18 17 17 18
+ 2 13 12 12 12 15 15
+ 1 11 9 8 7 12 14
Indiff, 4 3 2 4 6 9
Undecided 5 3 2 4 12
-1 3 4 3 3 4
No reply 1 0 0 - 1 1
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100
Mean score t 3,11 3,40 3,53 3,34 2,78 221
N 8740 1556 3000 96 3235 862
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DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX BY PARTY
PREFERENCE COMPARED WITH PARENTS'PREFERENCE

1 - 1
Index ,’ Total Same as . Different from =  Den't know
Score parents '~ parents :
| % y | % S %
; | |
+6 16 14 19 ; 10
+5 18 BT f 20 | 27
+ 4 20 C 20 ; 19 | 21
+ 3 .18 oo 19 20
: | i
+2 a2 L3 { 10 , 10
’ ; i | .
+1 9 | 9 | 7 | 9
Indifferent 2 3 2 -
Undecided 2 ? 3 2 | 1 |
-1 ! 3 ; 3 2 1 |
.‘- f
No responde E 0 i 0 - 1
— E :
Total 100 100 : 100 i 100
Wean Score | 3,50 L »3 T2 C 3M
¥ (x) | 3506 2330 1105 | T

| PRSP

(x) Inoluded are only respondents who express a party preference and who also
know their parents'party preference.
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Table 73

DISTRIBUTION COF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN "ATT [ TUDE {NDEX

" 8Y SUPPOSED DEGREE OF COMMITMENT OF PREFERRED PARTY'S

REPRESENTAT IVE TC EUROPEAN UNIF|CATION

| ndex Supposed Aftltude of Preferred Party's Representatives toward Eurgpean Uniflcatlon.
Score
Total Very favorable Rather faveorable Rather unfavorable Very unfavorable Don't know
7 7 1 ? 1 y
+ 6 14 28 14 7 4 3
+ 5 17 25 18 11 9
+ 4 19 19 24 1= ) 1=
+ 3 18 14 19 17 10 19
+ 2 13 7 13 11 8 17
+ 1 10 4 7 1= 31 16
Indifferent 3 1 2 7 3 7
Undecided 3 1 1 2 - f
-1 3 1 2 1< 37 £
No reply 0 - 0 - - 1
Total 1C0 100 100 100 100 10C
Mean Score 3,32 4,28 3,58 2,30 C,93 2,27
L N 6499 (x) 1626 2498 212 12 20%1

(x) Included are only people expressing a preference for a polltical party.
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Table 74

DISTRIBUTION QF SCORES ON THE PRO~EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX
BY TENDENCY TO CHANGE PARTY PREFERENCE IN FUNCTION OF THE EURQPEAN ATTITUDES
OF THE REPRESENTATIVES OF ONE'S PREFERRED PARTY

Index

coores

A

4
+ 3
+ 2
+ 1
Indiff,
Undecided

-1
No repliy
Total

Mean score

N

Would change political preference

. S e 5 e g+ et o e e
Total _I Taxtinitety Probably Probably not Definitely rot Tontt know
U U SN SOOI S e e e .
H v 7 v i 7
14 16 1° 17 1= 5
17 19 1o 1¢ 1€ 10
19 19 24 1q 18 15
18 17 17 18 19 17
13 12 12 12 14 16
10 g 7 2 11 15
2 3 3 2 3 6
2 2 1 1 1 1
3 3 2 3 3 4
0 0 c - - 1
18C 100 10C 1CC 1ce 100
N
3,30 3,48 %41 277 2022 2,36
'_"”"5‘:9;—(;)" 1032 1ren 13ep 1160 1183

(x) Inciuded are only respondents who express a preferance for a pnlitical party.
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g) UNION MEMBERSHIP OR IDENTIFICATION WITH 4 UNION ~ Table 75 shows
that the scores on the pro-european attitude index covary with the three variables
examined, i,e. whether or not one is the head of households; & union member or (stron—
gly or weskly) identified with a union.

The fact thats generally speakings the heads of household are more favora-
hle than the non—heads stands to reason, since the housewives and women who, on ba=
lances have low scores represent the large majority of non-heads of household,

Even among strongly committed union memberss heads of households have significantly
higher socores than non-heads : 3,57 to 3s25. Similarly among respondents who are
neither union-members nor union-identifierss heads of household are more european t
3;12 to 2978.

In general, union members obtain a higher average soore than non-members,
Butsy &s already seen,; it seems improbable that this more positive attitude is attri-
butable to the influence of union leaders (1). A more probable hypothesis is that
most union members identify thomselves in some way with the scolo—eoconomiocal etruo=
tures whioh exist in the countries of the common Market, even if they oriticize
them, This hypothesiss which remains 1o be verified, mguares with the general ob
servation we made according to which "privileged persons"s however reletive the ad~-
vantage, hold the most positive attitudes toward european unifioation.

The highest score is obtained by the subgroup of non-union heads of house-
hold who identify with & union (3564). It is likely that in this subgroups we find
heads of firms and upper management, high c¢ivil servants and professionals which are
are oategories we know to be by far the most favorable to the unification of Europe.
The relative importance of this category (more than 7 % of the sample) shows that
the union phenomenon is acoepied in the milieux presently holding key positions in
society and favoreble to the european unification.

The third variable, i.e. strength of union identifiocation, also shows a
positiva correlation with scores on the rro-european attitude index., Whether heads
of household or not,; those respondents who belong to unions and who identify with
them obtain higher scores than union members who do not identify with their union.
Similarly, respondents who,; without being union members, feel atitsohed to one ob=—
tain higher soores than non-jdentifiers., Lest we forget, this does not mean that
those milieux which identify most strongly with a union or are most favorable to
unions feel more "European" because of their union ties or sympathies, dbut beoause

(1) see page 47.
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it is in these groups we would consider as reformist or progressive where pro-suro=-
pean attitudes are more widely held and more firmly rooted than in other socoial

groups.

As in the ocase of party preference, those persons whos either as union
members or identifierss are relatively more favorable, as we just obmerved, than
othera to european unifioation attribute aimilar views to union lesders. Bui in
neither instanoe does this finding inform us about the knowledge these people have
about the views union members truly hold {See table 76).
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‘Tabile 75

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EURDPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX . _

BY UNION MEMBERSHIP AND 1DENT{FICATION

Heads of household

Non~heads of household

ng “Union -Union {Non=Union Neither Union] Union Union -Non=Unlon Neither Uﬂioq
naex Total Members or | Members but]members but [member nor Members or members but | members but | Members nor
score (dentifiers . non sympathizer Jidentifier jldentifiers nen - | sympathizer -{ tdentifier
ldentifiers Identifiers '

p 7 Z 1 7 1 1 7 1
+ 6 12 17 17 17 14 12 11 11 8
+ 5 18 21 18 19 16 17 14 15 12
+ 4 19 1o 20 22 18 22 2 20 18
+ 3 17 16 17 17 14 18 15 19 19
+ 2 13 10 12 10 13 9 1r 12 12
+ 1 11 g 8 10 9 11 13 10 13
Indiff, 4 3 3 1 5 4 3 g
ndeclded 5 2 2 2 € 4 4 7
-1 3 3 3 2 4 3 4 3
No rep Iy 1 - 0 0 1 - - 0 1
Total 100 100 100 10C 10C 100 1COo 100 100
Mean score | 3, 11 3,57 3,02 3464 2,12 3,25 3,23 3,12 2,78
N 8750(x)t o2 773 636 2167 170 366 689 3302

{x) Included are 94 respondents who were not classified.
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Table 76

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX

BY SUPPOSED ATTITUDE TOWARD EUROPEAN UNIFICATION OF LEADERSHIP IN UNIONS

TO WHICH ONE BELONGS OR [DENTIFIES

Unlon leaders' attitude toward Eurcopean unlflcatlon

ndex —_—— - — -
score
: Total Very favorable Rather favorable Rather unfavorable and Don't know
very unfavorable
% % o Z A
v 6 15 29 19 5 o
+ 5 17 22 o2 11 14
+ 4 21 20 23 14 20
+ 3 17 lsg 14 17 18
+ 2 1> 8 10 12 14
Indifferent 3 1 1 1 4
Undecided 3 1 1 ) 5
-1 3 ] 1 14 4
No reply e - - - C
Total 150 100 100 20C 100
et o e s ——
Mean score 2,40 4,2¢ 2,%C 2,10 2,94
¥ 1200 (x) 158 096 148 1673

{x)

Respondents who are either unlon members or identlflers.
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4° LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE AND EXPOSURE TO MASS MEDIA

From tho preceding analysiss; it oan cortainly be expeoted that the level
of knowledge is mtrongly correlated with soores on the pro—european attitude index,
Indeedy it is natural for you to be better informed about subjeots dear to you than
about those indifferent to you. On the other hand, we have observed that the moast
favorable attitudes toward european unifioation are found among persons and groups
which, judged by their levsel of education, represent an "intelleotual elite". Thus
table 77 shows that respondents who ares able to olte sxaotly the names of all the
8ix member states of the common Market obtain a significantly higher mean soore
than the others : 3,89 compared to 2,58.

It is also natural for persons with & clearly positive attitude toward
the unification of Europe to know batter the internsal political life of their coun=
try. To know the name of the Prime Minister of the government in offioe was taken
as a measurs of the level of knowledge we expecied do,; indeed, exist. If a person
bholding a positive attitude toward european unifiocation wass; everyihing oonsidered,
more interested in foreign policy than in domeatio polioys the knowledge of the
Foreign ¥Minister's name ought to be more strongly related to the scores on the pro=
european attitude index than the knowledge of the Prime Minister's name, This is
also verified. The mean score for respondents who know the name of the Foreign
Minister of their country is 3,49, whereas the mean soore of those who know the
Prime Minister's name is 3,19, Xote that both soores are oonsiderdbly higher {than
the average for the total sample., (1)

(1) The difference in the mean scores between persons who know the name of the
Prime Minister of their country, on the one hand, and those who know the Fo-

. roign Minister's name, on the other, might be the effeot of a greater interest
shown for international affalirs by respondents with a very ypositive attitude
toward european political unifiocation, but this is not proof of the hypothesis,
In facts with few exoeptions (the Netherlands, for instance), more people know
the names of the Prime Minister than those of the Foreign Minister. This means
that it is more "difficult"™ to know the Foreign Minigter's name than the name
of the Prime Minister., Given the higher level of general knowledge among people
who demonstrate very positive attitudes toward european unifioation, it is pos—
sidble, indeed probadble, that the mean smcore of persons who give the right ans=-
war increases as a fonction of the difficulty of the gqueastion.



182

Taking as & point of departure newspaper reading of current political news
and exposure to news broadcasts on radic and television = phenomena already anslyzed
in the previous chapter (1) — one can predict that uewspaper reading is & better pre-
dictor of suropean attitudes than exposure to news broadoasts by other media. The
figures in table 79 confirm this prediction. They also show that exposure to news
broadcasts or political articles, no matter what the medium, covary positively with
european attitudes, This is illustrated by the zraph belows on which the frequency
of exposure to mass media is recorded on the abscissa and the mean scores on the pro-
european sttitude index; on the ordinate. (See graph 5).

As we already commented in the previous chaptery information programs may
be both the cause and effect of a strengthening of politioal ocommitment and, hence,
of attitudes toward european unifioation. Undoubtedly this explaine why newspaper
reading of current political news shows & stronger covariation with european attitu-—
des than the exposure to news broadoasts by other media,

If only it were possible to mezsure the sole effect of information on the
attitudes of people by eliminating the confounding effect that aotively informing
them hae on their attitudess then 1t 1s likely that the slope of the relationship
with exposure to television news broadcasts would ahow & better fit.

(1) See pages 51 to 56,
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+ 6

+5

+ 4

+ 3

+ 2

+1
Indifferent
Undecided
-1

No response
Total

Mean score

Table 77

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON TBE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX

BY KNOWLEDGE OF THE EXACT COMPOSITION OF THE COMMON MAERKET

Total

12
15
19
17
13
11

Know the exact composi-
tion of the common Mar-

ket

Pon't know the
exact compomition
of the oommon M,

1
§
l
L

USRS [

6
11
17
18
16
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Table T9

DISTRIBUTIOR OF SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROCPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX

BY DEGREE OF EXPOSURE TC MASS MEDIA

] e o
{ Index [ Read political current news in newspapers
i S ore ‘w M - - LS T T P e r———
! ¢ Potal Daily Several times Once or twice Less than Never Do not
: } ' a week - a week once a know or |
: { week do not |
| | respond |
!... . gv.ﬁ_.ﬂ____,:.‘ o e e e . . e e ——— ——— i
| .
| % % % % % %
g +6 12 23 15 11 7 4 16
i +5 15 21 22 17 12 8 11
i \
; +4 19 18 21 23 19 .16 16
§ +3 17 15 18 19 20 1 17 16
'! +2 13 10 11 12 14 17 8 |
‘. | f i
E +1 |11 7 7 10 14 g 15 8 |
g Indifferent 4 2 2 3 6 ! 7 1
| Undecided 5 | 1 2 3 4 | 10 11 |
| ; : {
| -1 3 3 2 2 4 3
| No respon-—| ; 3
se 1 0 - 0 o | 2 -
Total 100 © 200 100 100 100 | 100 ' 100
e i & e e m s+ b e [ i
Mean score 3,11 3,84 365 3,32 2,76 j 2,27 2,84 |
i - e R el RS 1 . {
N 8749 | 2384 ! 1233 1097 t 1490 %2508 37,
S o4 [ . b A
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Table 79 (continued)

e _ R
T Watch news broadcasts on television
i Index e o —
Score Total ]Daily l Several times | Once or ! Leass than'| Never fDo not
: | & week twice a - once & | know or
! week ., week | do not
. : - _ | respond
£ % % g | ¢ % %
+ 6 12 15 . 11 10 | 9 7 | 8
+5 15 11 16 12 | n L1 | 8
+ 4 19 | 20 19 L2 | a7 |15 23
; | ' i !
+ 3 17 17 19 18 16 ' 15 15
+ 2 13 13 13 12 ; 14 16 12
+1 19 9 IR I A VIR R VR Y
! : 1 | | '
Indifferent 4 b3 ! S } 5 i T P 6 : 3
Undeocided 5 1 3 4 A O T ¥
! | i | ’ i
-1 303 4 3 4 | ;1
. : i . .
No response 1 0 0 ! 1 E 1 { -
. s : e
Total 100 (100 ! 100 100 | 100 100 | 100
_____ . *r - ‘ T—MM . ._\L‘_...__._-__..._ e e
Mean soore | 3,11 & 3,38 | 3110 2991 | 2,66 . | 2,49 2,61
o Jet4s a4 1780 57 | 619 109 l 6
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Table 79 (continued)

T
! ]
; Listen to radio news broadcasts
Index E '\' T S -—-—T——;k- ————tay
Score i Total ' Daily }Several timee ‘ Onoe or twice| Less than’ Never ;Do not
: ‘a week . & week ! once & i know or
' : ! E week ; Edo not
S S ' i respond
£ 0 F : % i % i %
+ 6 12 ¢ 15 12 9 8 9 | 13
; i |
+5 15 0 18 15 ; 14 14 12 6
+ 4 19 20 17 19 L 18 19 22
+ 3 1 17 . 17 19 i 18 17 16 9
t ! .
! J |
+ 2 P13 1 12 15 | 11 \ 13 14 13
4 t . ' !
£1 .1 10 - 10 . 14 on 12 9
Indifferent | 4 = 2 4 6 I 6 3o
i ! f
Undecided | 5 4 3 5 4 1 ;8 19
i {
-1 3 : 3 3 4 f 4 é 3 6
Yo response 1 | 0 0 1 ° 1 Pl 0
SR S o e ]
Total 100 | 100 100 100 100 | 100 100
ﬂ% e —_ [N |
Mean Score | 3,11 | 3,42 3509 2,89 2,77 | 2,78 | 2,52 |
] e ATA AN . L U _.._i
N 8749 | 843 1376 875 1070 1553 32 |
N o |
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MEAN SCORES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITULx INDEX
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5¢ ATTITUDES TOWARD OTHER COUNTRIES

In this studys three questions brought up the relations = real or imagined -
that the respondents might have had with countries other than their own. One question
dealt with countries which are not members of the common Markets but which one might
wish to see join : this is an attitude question. Another question on attitudes tended
to measure the degree of trust in one or mncther foreign people : namely, in this case,
in the three large countries of the european Community, the British, the Swies, the
Americanes the Soviets and the Chinese. A third question, more characteristio of so-
cio=oulturael level, revealed tc us the degree of openneas to the outside world measu-
red by the number of countries visited for sojourns of at least one day.

a) ADMISSION OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES INTO TEE COMMON MARKET

Table 80 shows that the predisposition to allow other countries to enter
the common Market increases as the gttitude toward the unification of Europe becomes
more positive. PFrom this table, however, we run the risk of drawing erronecus con-

. ¢clusions by presenting, in eaoh instance, scores on the pro—eurcopean index for the
total number of persons who would accept a given country : this is why the mean sco-
re of those persons who accept Eastern Germany, Poland and the Soviet Union is higher

- than the mean score of & much greater number of persons who spesk up in favor of Den-

. mark and Switzerland. ’

Table 81 and Graph 6 present the same data, in a more meaningful way, Ey
: giving the percentages obtained by each of the countries for all respondents whose
' gcores for pro—european attitudes are ranked in descending order,

This table shows that the average number of acoepted countries systemati-

~ cally decreases as the score on the pro—european attitude index tends toward zero.

? We also observe g rather striking difference between the indifferent and undecided

| responsessy on the one hand, and the respondents obtaining a negative score, on the
other. Not only does the latter group respond more easily to the question (21 ¢

"no response" compared to 56 % in the former group), but also the percentage of res-—
pondents who would admit no new country into the present common Market is much higher
. among those people with negative scores (28 4).

Significant differences also exist between the vercentages of respondents
. who would admit Western countries and those who are favorable to the admission of
countries under communist rule. Thusy among the group of persons obtaining the ma~
rimum scores, Denmark was chosen 4,4 times more frequently then by those in the group
of indifferents or undecideds. This ratio is 4,6 for Spain, 4;0 for Switzerland,
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For the three Eastern countries (the Democratic Republic of Cermanys Poland and

the Soviet Union) the ratios are respectively 7,8 end 735. The difference between
the views of the respondents with wmaximum scores and those with scores equal to ze—
ro thus is muoch greater for Eastern Buropean countries than for Western countries.

When the group of respondents with maximum scores is compered with those
respondents with negative scores, the differences are not the same, We find & re~
tio of 233 for Denmark and 2,0 for Switzerland ; this means that respondente with
negative scores more readily aocept these two countries. The seme applies for Pow-
land and the Soviet Union (2,7). On the other hand, Spain and, odly enoughs the
Democratic Republic of Germany have many more advocates in the group with negative
scores j; the ratios are respectively 4,6 and 4,9.

These results prove once agein that & large number of protesters in ocur
pregent society are found in the group mogt hogtile to european unification. Thie
group includes communists and right-wingers though the former are greater in number,
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Tab}e 80
MSTRI IGN OF SCORES ON THE® PRO—EHRQPERN: ATT!TUIJE -' I EX
BY THE ceu REES ONE woum LLKE “TO " SEE’ ENTER THE. COMMOR MARKET
l- '
‘ T l i ;
Index : Nenmark Spatq . lDemogratic Peland Sovlet - Bwltzerland | None of 'rh'asla_ D.K,
scora i : [Rep.:of Germ. | Unton countrles lno reply
| N 1 « 1 1 1 7
+ 6 i 18 | 18 21 a2 16 2 2
+5 | 20 . 2d 21 21 19 | 19 7 4
+ 4 : 22 FL 22 23 22 21 | 22 131 8
43 5 17 b1 15 16 13 18 14 13
+ 2 ‘11 SRR 9 9 10. 12 7 15
S . A , 8 7 '8 8 18 Iy
Indifferent - 4 2 2 I 1 T 2 2 1
Undecl ded 5 1 1 1 1 i1 1 8 21
-1 3 2. ] L 2 2 2 14 4
No ceply - . = - [ - 1 -3
- . i { ':
0 ‘ o0 by | 5
Total 100 l()di 100 100 160 100 100; 100
. ': o 'r i -.., + l -
Mean Score 3,74 1,78 "3,93 %,90 3.$2 3,43 ; .73} 1,53
N £114 319) 1077 1873 151} 5512 “19 137
. o L. 2l e A S .....: .....__
- {x) A cholce of several countrles wa§ possl bile. ‘
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Table 81

CEOICE OF COUNTRIES ONE WOULD LIKE T0O SEE ENTER THE COMMON

MARKET BY TEE RESPONDENTS'SCORES FOR PRO~EUROPEAN ATTITUDES

Country T B "~ Soore
IS S R
chosen ; ; ; ! !
+6( +5. +4! +3 +2 +1 0 -1
- ' 1 : h 1
£ €., 4 £ % % % % |
; ! ‘ f
f : : - I
Switzerland 84 i 80 i 73 : 67 58 46 21 42
i : } . : !
Denmark f 88 | 78 | 68 | 581 50 37 20 39
Spain 55 | 49 21 3! an a3 12 12
Democratic Republic j g Z % : ' ‘
of Gernany 139} 31! 270 20 16 16 8
' | ] t ; : ;
Poland [ 38 30 i 25, 20 15 14 , 5 14
| i j f ‘ | :
Soviet Union 30 0 22 19 ! 27! 13! 13 11
i i | ' % i
None of these countries | 1 | 3 30 057 8 10l 1. 28
Does not know or does : ? % : ! :
not respond 3 4 0 7 12] 18 27 56: 2
. I i i : 1 ) -
L i : SRS SR
Total 338 | 297 | 264 | 238 | 209 186 | 134 : 175
- ..__.“]Lh U R— __'r__n S SRS SN E—
Mgan number of countries ! i i
chosen 1 3234 | 2,90 '2,54 | 2,21 ] 1,89 i 1,49 | 0+67 | 1426
_ R . SRV I N USRI SU DU NI S
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b) DEGREE OF TRUST IN FOREIGN PEOPLES

Trast in foreign countries generally increases as a function of the soors
on the pro—european atiitude index (1). But the reading of the resulis is more inte-
resting when &n index of the degree of trust in each of the sight suggested oountries
is used to rank the pro~eurcpesn sgttitude scoree in descending order for all the res-
pondents.

Table 82 &nd Graph 7 show that the rate of decrease in trust by scores on
the pro-european attitude index varies according to the country in question,

The relationship between european scores and trust in Cermans is stronger
than the others ; this means that the degree of trust the respondents place in Ger-
mans is & better indioator of a favorable attitude toward european unificatiorn than
the degree of trust in other peoples. (Recall that the respondents were not asked
to express an opinion on their countrymen). The correlation between suropean sco-
res and trust also is rather strong in regard to opinions about Italianss British,
Frenchy Swiss and even Ruesians.

With respect to trust in Americans, we observe that it too decreames as
function of decreasing scores on the pro-~european attitude index ; this decrease is
sspecially pronounced in the drop from zero to negative scores. On the other hand,
an inverse tendency ie observable with respect to trust in Chinese. The greatest
mistrust of Chinese is found among respondents who score from 3 to 5 on the pro-su-
ropean index, From score 3 on down the scaley, mistrust of Chinese tends to diminish.
Among the people who obtaines & negative score, the degree of trust in Chinese is of
the same magnitude as those who score near 6 and even slightly hicher. These results
justify our speculation that the respondents of the extreme left, who obtained & ne-
gative score on the pro—european index, also have & tendency to feel closer to the
Chinese than to the Russians. 411 groups distrust Chinese more than Russiana.

Teble &3 bringe to light the distance in the degree of truet seperating
the Russians and the Chinese,; respectivelys as & function of decreasing scores on
the pro-—european attitude index. One observes that the relative trust in Bussians
compared to truet placed in Chinesey increases slightly the further one gces down
the scale of suropear scores until it reaches its msximum at a score of 4. From this
point ony the relative trust in Ruesiane decreases &nd becomes negative at & score of

(1) See the complete results in annex {Table 4).
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-ll

In oonclusiony; one ought to remember that a favorable attitude toward
suropean unification is acoompanied by a greater open mindedness toward other ooun—
tries, other peoplas and other cultures. Among respondents with high scores, this
openness depends lees on the ideological or politioal smetting of the peoples in
question than it does for respondents with negative scoras. Nonetheless, we obser—
ve that, among the interviewees who obtained the maxrimum soore onm the pro—european
indexy truet in the peoples of EZurope is no greater than ftrust in North Americans,
The Bole excepiion concerns attitudes toward the Swiss.

The fact that trust in Americans decresses very rapidly as a funotion of
decreasing pro—suropean scores, is equivalent {o saying that trust in Amerioans is
a better predictor of pro-european attitudes than the trust placed in the Swiss.
Thuss we havae oonfirmation of the hypothesis that a large number of persons very
favorabla to european unification view their belonging to Europe as what we might
consider as "atlantio" or else thaet they view the building of a& united Europe in
the hopas of good relations with the United States,
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Tabl ~ 82

DEGREE OF TRUST IN FORETAN PEOPLES BY THE RESPONDENTS' PRO-EUROPEAN

ATTITUDE SCORES (1)

Mean truat

| i
I I

in Scores

foreign _ s .

peopl es ' i + 6 i + 5 a4 +3 +2 +1 0 D el
Swiss 1,20 1,16 1,07 1,02 0,98 | 0,86 0564 | 0,86
Americans : 0485 0,80 U773 (1465 U454 ; Oy 34 0440 021
British 0564 0,63 0,44 0 0545 0,35 - 0,24 0,14 1-0,05
French 0,40 0530 0532 0520 0,23 0,05 0,08 [=0,32
Germans 0,57 0526 0502 —=0510 —0,27 =045 =045 1=0,67
Ttalians | =0518 —0,28 =0,37 =05d3 —0,56 0,60 =0,47 |-1,02
Russians ~0354 =0,68 0,69 ~0,87 =0,93 =0,91 =0,96 ;~1,26
Chinese 1,07 =1,22 =1,27 =-1,24 -1,18 =117 =1,15 !-1,04

- e e N !

(1) The index of trust has becn calculated in the following manner ; g great

deal of trust = 2, some trust = 1, not too much trust = =1, no trust at
8ll = =24 other respon=es = (.
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Table 83

RELATIVE TRUST IN RUSSIANS AND CHINESE BY THE RESPONDENTS'

PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE SCORES

Difference in degree of trust in Russians

Scores and Chinese
=
1 + 6 * 0553
% +5 + 0,54
% , 4 + 0,58
% + 3 + 0,537
? + 0 ; + 0,25
% 1 } + 0,26
% o ! + 0,19 ]
é _1 { - 0,22
t 4
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Graph 7

MEAN VALUES OF THE INDEX OF TRUST IN FOREIGN PEOPLES BY
PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE SCORES
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¢) DEGREE OF FAMILTARITY WITH FOREIGN COUNTRIES

AB one might have expectedy the greatest cpen-mindedness toward cther
countries by persons who hold a positive attitude toward european unification de-
pends upon their personal experience. The highest scores on the pro=european in-
dex are found among those groups in the population who have the meanss and proba~
bly (professional and other opportunities) to travel abroad.

Table 84 shows that there is a positive correlaticn between the number
of countries vieited and the pro-european attitude index.
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DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON THE PRO=-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE INDEX BY NUMBER

OF COUNTRIES VISITED (1)

e e SR e .
: Index ! Total |No country l to 2 countries | 3 to 5 6 countries
i Score : countries | or more
| % % g % £
f + 6 12 6 | 10 |16 25
| +5 15 10 | 16 19 21
| + 4 19 17 : 20 19 20
5 + 2 13 15 13 12 L9
+1 11 14 | 12 8 6

Indifferent ‘ 4 6 4 f 3 i 2
| Undecided 5 9 4 2 2
; 2 i §
. -1 : 3 4 3 ; 3 : 2
; No rTesponse : 1 2 0 E - : -
i E e S S -
i Total 100 100 100 . 100 100 .
i ] PO ; S e e
| Mean Score - 31 2,50 3509 ’ 3,50 3,96
! ; - SR . e e e e e et
| N T 8749(:) 263 2816 2202 1068 |
T."_‘ - | I, . i oo H.,._d-.....\._.....__._..........__...._i
| (xz) Included are 32 responses which were not classified, f

(1) For sojourns of at least one day.
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CONCLUSIONS AND PROSPECTS FOR ACTION

Now at the end of this analysis, we are able to summarize, without pre-
judice to other analyses of these data which might be conducted, the present fin-
dings as follows 3

1 = One "Huropean" out of three is very favorable to the unification of
Europe ans he is very little opposed to it.

To gays a8 is often heard, that thres=fourths of the respondents among
the six countries in the European Community are "very favorable" or "rather favom
rable'" to european unification is not wvery meaningful.

On the one hand, the question is too general - What kind of Europe and
what kind of unification do the respondents favor T — ands on the other hand, the
opinions expressed are tallied up as if they were of the same nature and of the
same intensity,

Nevertheless, building an index from several questions which form a sine-
gley hierarchical scale allowed us to classify the attitudes by a small numbar of
categories in decreasing magnitudes of intensity @

~ very favorable (+6 and +5) « v « « « o « o o o o o o 2T %
favorable (+4 81d +3) v ¢ + « o « ¢ « o o o o o o o 3%

- 1ight1y f&vorabla (+2 and. +3) . - Y - L3 . . . - . 24 %

indifferent, undecided or unfavorable « + « + o« o o 13 %

Thus constructed, the scale locates responses on a continuum on which the
axtremes clearly reflect immuable attitudes, but on which the intermediate positions
are leses gtable depending on the guestions asked and on the circumstances prevailing
at the time they were asked (1).

What ie certain is that approximately two thirds of the population, bet-—
ween the ages of 16 and older; in the six countries of the European Community,
would not be opposed to an extension of efforts to unite Burope from the aphere of

(1) This is the reason why survey research of this kind should be periodically re-
peated by asking, among others, the same gquestions used to construct the index.
Ancther index might be better, but it seems that the concern for continuity
prevails over perfeotionism.
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economics to polities. DBut a large segment of the publie (60 %) abstain from expres—
sing an opinion about the possible effects of european unifiocation, even though the=
pe effects are more or less vaguely believed to he positive,

"Committed" europeans are in a minority. More than half of the public is
only slightly or not at all ready to accept personal sacrifices to see that the uni-
fication of Burope occurs.

On the other hands with the exception of small organized groups with ex-
treme political views, there is no real opposition., Because of their small rnume-
rical size, these groups are hard to studys but they seem to be located more at the

extreme left than the extreme right.

2 — There are more differences between regions and social groups than

between countries.

The country by country differences observed in attitudes toward european
unification are less strong than one would have generally thought and appear to be
related more to differences in present socio=politicals socio-economic and socio=
cultural conditions than to differences in historically determined "mentality".
This is the reason why we generally observe gtronger mean differences between re-
gions within & country than between countries ; the differences among sooial groups
are even stronger. A markedly favorable attitude to the unification of Burope is
found much more frequently among sezments of the population whos for whatever reason,
are or feel advantaged. Inverselys slightly or very unfavorable attitudes show up
much more fregquently among groups whoy for various reasons, are or believe themsel-
ves underprivileged.

3 = Attitudes toward the common Market and, most of all, toward the effects
expected are a good test of attitudes toward european unification.

The construction of a serie of attitude scales allowed us to identify va~
ricus ways of being pro—eurcpean wiich mey be combined, to wvarying degrees,; in the
same person and even more so in one and the same socigl group or countny(l).

(1) “tore than any other part of the analysiss this part deserves closer examination,
In facty the scales arey by definitiony built from responses to the questions
asked ; undoubtedly, other questions would make it possible to refine the analy-
sis and perhaps to reduce the number of meaningful scales,
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Generally spesking, the majority of the public is rather gatisfied with
economic unification as it has developed to date ; this is especially true for Gerw
many and the Netherlands., But a favorable attitude toward the common Market depends
less upon the perceived effects than upon the effects expected : the majority of the
public is incapable of responding to the question about the effects of the oommon
Market on their stendard of living. It ie noteworthy that in oountries with already
high standards of living like Germany and the Netherlands, the proportion of those
who expect favorable effects on their standard of living is emaller than in the other
countries.

An obviously favorable attitude toward the political unification of Europe,

which implies & readiness to accept saorifices to achieve this goal, alsc impliee sa~-
tisfection with the common Market.

4 - Two "Europeans" out of three speak out in faver of & federal kind

of european government,

0f the three types c¢f unification proposed to the respondents, more than
two thirds of the european public chose the one propesing & european government which
would handle the mogt important mattersy yet leave to each national government the
regpensibility to deal with the particular probleme particular tc ite own ccuntry.

5 = Two "Europeans' out of three favor (Great Britain's membership.

More then two thirds of the european public and 86 ¢ of those persons ex—
pressing an opinion &re favorable to Great Britain's joining the common Market, yet
this attitude is independent of attitudes toward european unifioation.

In regard to the admittence of cther eurcpean countries, the public of a
given oountry is willing to accept another country to the extent that :

8) the population of this country is better known than others,
b) the country is closer than others,

¢) its political system is mcre similar to the one the personss lives in
cr prefers,

d) one does not attribute motives of domination to the candidate ccuntry.
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Thus in France and in Italys one observes the lowest percentages of res-
pondents opposed to the admittance of Eastern european countries. In the Federal
Republic of Germany, & relatively high percentage (29 #) would admit the Demooratic
Republic of Germany.

6 - A majority is in favor of Europe as a "Third Power".

The majority of the european public is attracted by the image of Europe
perceived as a "third power" — between the United States and the Soviet Union - but
this majority is less pronounced in the Netherlands and Luxembourg.

The French public appeare more sengitive to notione of prestige. Thus,
for a larger part of this publiosy attraction to eurcpean unification means an oppor-
tunity to catch up technologiomlly with the Americans,

The motivation of the German public drawe its inspiration from political
rather than economic coneiderations. The Italian publicy on the contrary, is parti-
cularly sensitive to promises of gresmter prosperity.

The Luxembourg public is favorable to european unifications most of all,
because of the absence of any strong resistance. It expects little change in its
present situstion,

The positive motivation of the Dutch yublic is comperable to that of the
German public. However, the existing sort of latent "mationalism™ in the Netherlands
merits further study.

As for the Belgian publicy it 1s rather sensitive to the effects of unifi.
cation on its standard of livings but the respondents expressing an opinion are re-
latively less numerous than in the other countries,

7 - Obstacles ¢ nationalismy ethnocentrism, conservatism and the

techno=bureaucratic image of present day acoomplishments.

The main obstacles to the formation of favorable attitudes toward european
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unification are nationglism rocentrism and conservatism as well as the very
technical y indeed fechnowbtursw. ratics charactsr of present day enropean accom—
plishments,

The nationalisi x25 . vation seems to fall more on an attitude dimension

than does the pro-europesr ~: % waticn. In other wordss the same individual ocan
hold at once nationglist wvi.ov smd ideas or feelings faverable to european unifi-
cation, Nevertheless, hir roticralliast outlesk will run counter to his adoepting
views reflecting a very " isgr-* =] forn of united Burope. Moreovery there mre
probably feelings of netional L entity that are ralated more strongly to the in-

dividual's cultural identity thar %to what we generally consider in Europe as na—~
tionalism or as an eraltutinn of nationel feeling. Measures favorable to econo—
mic and monetary unificsiicr {reriamcement of national currency by & eunropean cur—
rency) and even to polizisel .uw’ication (symbolized by the adoption of a europe—
an flag) would be acceptes ratisr more easily than measures in favor of oultural
unificationy like the creatiuvii of & european Clympic team. This sort of ethno-
centrism or at least tnis fesr oFf & standardized culture imposed on all nations

in an "integrated" Europe ru..x oz counter to a favoravle attitude toward euro-
pean unification than to & cuwariaent to too narrow & view {or too rapid a deve—
lopment) of integration ; t..: ig z sort of latent oppositionsy especially found
the Netherlandss whiah mignt wrhow up a8 noetile responses whenever important de-
cisions taken om matters »F ~olitical unification and cultural diversity appear
in danger.
Pure conservaiiwm, L.#. fthe iendency to want to maintain the status

quo at all costsy is & twiriz- 32 tae creation and the development of pro-surc=

pean attitudes., This is tu+ mar.: oeacon why the Belgian publicy as a whole, ap-
pears as less favorable,

But the biggest cobstacle “o the development of pro—european attitudes
seems to be the very image the great mass of the public has of present day achie—
ments,; i.e, of the Furope of iLhe common Market. This image is truly technical
and even techno-bureaucrati:, sittractive from a rational point of wview, yet it
doeg not appeal to one's [e.’:uxs for it conveys more the imege of administering
things than governing men.

This barrier prevenis pvo=sUuropean agttitudes from developing both in
breadth and in intensity. “nioubtedly this expleins why the truszt the public of
one Community country rlaces :r another does not depend at all on whether or not
the country in quesition belunrs t0 Yhe Furopean Economic Community : generally
speaking, one places more *viat in the Swiss, the Americans or the British than
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in the French, the Germans or the Italians, With a view to trust as a concept
expressing an expectation of both predictable and favorable behavior on the part
of another party, a "Western" or "Atlantic'" feeling presently seems mcre alive
and kicking than the feeling of belenging ot the common Market.

B - There are very weak relationships between pro-eurcpean attitudes

and participation both in politicel and union iife, but & strong

relationship with exposure to mass media.

Finallys recall the kinds of relationship we found between prow-european
attitudes and participation in political and union life and exposure to mass media,

&) On the wholey, there is scarcely any apparent relationship between
varty identification or even political tendency and attitudes toward european unie
fica iony except perhaps in Germany. A substantial percentage of respondents ex-
pressing & party preference { 31 ¢ in all the european countriess 38 % in Italy
and 46 % in Belgium ) does not know whether the representatives of this party sre
favorable or not to the creation of Europe. If the political parties were to a=
dopt a more explicit position on european problems and made it known tc the publicy
thig might influences on the average, the vote of only one elector out of five
among those voters who express a party preference,

b) The influence of unions on the european attitudes of their members
or their identifiers is even weaker. Only the members of far left wing unions in
- France and in Italy attribute hostile feelings about european unification to the
leaders of their organizaticn.

¢) There is a very strong relationship between pro-suropean attitudes
and exposure to mass media,

The Dutehy German and Luxembourg publics are among the most exposed to
mass media : in Germany, television and radio are used relatively more frequently
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than in other countries, whereas it ie the newspapers in the Netherlands and Lu=
xembourg,

The publics of countries where the mass media are most intensively used
are also better informed about political problems and about the Buropean Community,

The relationship betwsen exposure to media and levels of knowledge is
strongest for newspapers and the weakesgst for television : this does not necessa=-
rily imply that television is & poorer source of information than newspapers, but

rather that persone interested in pelitics are more easily inclined to read poli-
tical news in the newspapers than are other people. ‘

The index of exposure to the media covaries with the pro=—european atti-
tude index : the relationship is even stronger for the daily press considered se-
parately.

9 = Pro=european attitudes are permissive attitudes.

In the last analysis, although pro—european attitudes are widely spread
and undoubtedly are solidly implanted in a large minority of about 30 ¥ of the eu-
ropean public who are found among more educated, better informed and more politi—
zed circlessy these attitudes are more permissive than binding in character. So
far, the economic unification of BEurope has tzken place in a relative calm and even
amidet a certain indifferenca. For the majority of the public, this is a good
thing ; it is more the concern of specialists than of citizens, However generally
accepted it may seem; political unification will not necessarily proceed in an at-
moephere ag peaceful as economic integration. To the extent that specific decisi-
ons will have to be taken, somme opposition may hecome vieible ; even though the
resultant of these component forces is not easily predictable, it seems likely that
favorable views will prevail for the very reason that the views of the most stron-—
gly committed minority will strengthen in an atmosphere where the energy of these
affective vectore will be transposed into rational motivations.
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Prospects for an effective information policy.

Since the aim of a study like the research juert presented is to inform
the actions of decision-mekerss this question must be asked : "What is to be done?”

Three important characteristics of the general attitude of the eurcpean
public will aliow us to try to answer this question :

a) its hopes for a change in society throuzh progressive reforms without
revolutionary turmoil t in each country the partisans for revolutiona-
Ty action does not exceed 7 4 of the total public (in Italy)s namely
tvo times less than the ultra-conservatives (15 % on the average);

b) its hopes for a markedly more democratic society and for more direct
participation in the running of the country : this attitude goes a=
long with a real commitment to european unifications whereas, inver—
selys an authoritarian attitude is ususlly accompanied by opposite
tendencies ;

o) its greater hopess on the whole, for security and happiness than for
prosperitys for the quality of life and for a more humane scciety
than for the acquisition of mnew riches.

As we have seeny presently the poliftical unification of Europe is not a
problem of overriding importance in the minds of the europsan publice. This is
probably one of the reasons why political parties in most of the countries abstain
from taking clear cut positions on this issue or from giving detailed planke on
this problem in their programs. Buts on the other hands the reticence shown by
political parties with respect to integration involving the progresgsive creation
of & european political system going beyond simple economic and monetary union is
cne of the major causes for the public'e relative lack of interest. Thus we find
ourselves in a vicious cirele that must be broken (1).

(1) From this point of view, candidate countries for membership =~ Great Britain,
Irelands Denmark and Norway -~ hold a privileged position. In these countries,
the European cause hae often given way to passionate political debater in the
parliementsy inside parties and in the press ; this hLas hardly ever happened
in the case of the first six member stetes, Soon after these countries' entry
into the Community, it will be interesting to study what was the effect of
this phenomenon on the nature and the intensity of attitudes toward european
unification.
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This study has shown that europsan unification has reached & point in
its development where if leaders want more progress, they will have to teke the
risk of politicizging public debate. It seems likely that a regression in atiitum
des favorable t¢ unifications chmerved in certain cages of the sudden appearance
of serious problems which cannot be golved to the gatisfaction of all the govern—
ments at the same time (for examples in the case of & monetary orisis), would be
far leass seriocus if the views of these problems and thelir solutions were politi-
ci-ed to a greater degree,; namely if ths most varied kinds of men and groups ine
volved in the developing process of the entire multinational system were to beco-
me oonscious of the aime, the plans and the means +they have in common as members
concernced about the cchesion and longevity of this gloval scciety.

Thie politization should find both its expression and its stimulus in
the existence of a european assembly elected via direct universal suffrage, i.e,
by all citizens of voting age.

From the solely social=~psychological polnt of wview we adopted heres and
taking as given that the creation of a european political system is a desirable
end, there is no doubt that as long as the communal, regional or national vote of
an elector cannct be influenced, however slightly, by esurcpean tensions or con—
flicts, the decisions taken st this level, nc matter the nature or the aim, will
be of little concern to the public becaume of their very diplomatic nature.

In a diplomatic debate, solutions are negociated between government spo-
kesmen. In a political debzate,; they are discussed between spokesmen fcr the citi-
zenes political parties and interest groups.

The first kind of nagociation gives too much weight tc & eingle varia-
bles namely the interests of the national communities each taken separately — &
grosg eimplifiocation ! — as an integral whole, In an elected europeen assembly,
thie variable will undoubtedly remain important, but there would be moere opportu-
nity for other variables to become manifest, for interests would overlap either
in cppesition or in harmonys, one to the othex across national borderss; whatever
the decision-making prooedures, %hen confronted with eurcpean prchblemsy a German
elected official will probably react as z German, & French representative as a
Frenchmans yet in the face of other problems, he will respond as a progressivist
or a conservativey; as a centraliser or a decentraliser, as a socialist, a liberal,
a christian=democrats or 8lso as a communist or a nationalist.
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In other wordss the politization of european unifiocation would allow numerous
tranenational ties to find one another, to be created and to manifest themselves,
which is a necessary condition for the formation of sirongly held attitudes (in~
deed, favorable attitudess; in our opinion) toward unification,

Practicallys this means that, first of all, one would have to stimulate
the demand for the creation of an elected european assembly endowed with real po-
wers., This demand can be expressed only by existing groups or political parties
who are the first that one has to persuade. They could be more easily persuaded
if they knew that planks in a program for the politioal unification of BEurope car-
ried weights at least potentially, @s an electoral argument (1).

(1) These lines were written well before the publication of the so—called the
"Rapport Vedel" {Brussels, March 25, 1972). There is a astriking convergence
of conclusions, This raport notes that "the Parllament of the europsan Commu-—
nity shows a considerable amount of democratic representation, The great po-
‘1itiecel tendencies of the member-states find & place there. Moreover; their
regrouping at the european level is not negligible, although there are still
some lacunae {...). Yet this representation finds its expression in a closmed
cirele. The debates and work of the Parliament, the manifest tensions them—
selves which are proof of a politicel institution, hardly find arn echo in the
presegy in public cpinion or in the life of the political parties. Therefore,
the Parljament carries out only very imperfectly the functions of expressing
and shaping political opinion normelly incumbent upon & parliament.” (page 35)

The "Vedel Report" underlines twc very important deficiencies in the european
Parliament : the "narrowness of its powerss on the one hand, and the method
of appointing its members, on the other. It is underscored that "direct elac-
tion would strongly contribute to the democratization of the common order and,
henceforth, its legitimacy".

“An electorsl process offered to the peoples of Furope woulds undoubtedly,
represent a force for unification because it would, at one and the same time,
encourage the mobiligation of the existing parties around peliticel issueas on
a european gcale and stimmlate the formation of larger groupings drawn toge—
ther from the diverse politiocasl tendencies represented in the member states."
(Page 68, our italies).
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The results of thie study show us not only that it is now necessary
to take the risk of politizing the process and democratizing the proceedings in
the unification of Europe by giving powers to &n slecteds representative assembly,
It also shows that it would be possible to let eventual tensions and conflicts
inorease to the point that the political passiovns of the elected candidates and
the mass public beccme actively involved in the procees. In other wordsy the mo=
ment seems appropriate {still taking as given that political integration is a de—
sirable goal) to let issues of "high politics® (foreign affairsy defence, etc...)
enter the public arenas without forgetting those concerning the wvery type of socio-
political organization {union or federation, centraligationy etc...) or the future
of our societies and of mankind (growth, environment, eta. ).

Should this run the risk of increasing the number of ocutspoken opponents,
of bringing latent opposition to light and arousing polemical debatesy it is a risk
we have to take., Indeed, this is the only way to finally get the majority of citi-
zens who are at least occaszionally or somewhat interested in politics toc take seri-
ously the uniting of Burope so that it is supported by a truly popular movement ;
otherwise,y it appears to the "man—inwthe~gtreet" or even the "rank—and=-file mili.
tant" as the technioo-bureaucratic execution of decisions taken in high guarters
- or be ity as is said, "at the summit" « for issues which do not appear fto be of
concern to them in their everydsy lives.

Generallys a8 we have seen, the partisans of the unification of Europe
are more gsensitive to the issues of democratic valuesg, to the quality of life and
the humanizgtion of society than are the opponents. This means that the present
institutions of the Community and the economic goals set by already existing trea-—
ties have only been accepted temporarilyy for lack of anything beiter, as one might
say. Yet, among the most ardent partisans of unifications there is a latent, per-
haps increasing, impatience with the goals proposed and the institutional setiing,
an impatience which reflects three aspirations : more democracy, more concern for
the quality of life and more transnational integration at the european level.

Practicallyy it would be timely to make publics at short noticey concrete
projects concerning relatively straight forward goals for the mid—run which are
easy to understand and to popularize, In so soing, priority should be given to
goals which respond {0 the three aspirations above and, moreovers which reflect
areas of action where the impotence of the "independent and sovereign" national
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State is easily perceptibley if not already clearly perceived (1).

If the problems of european unification were politized in this way, it
would obviously ne necessary to foresee the probable reactions of the foroes pre-
sent, The conclusions drawn from this study deal only with the six "founding"
countries of the Buropean Community, but we have no reason to think that the dis—
tribution of attitudes differs wvery much in the four countries presently in the
process of joining the Community. In any case, a similar survey ought to be un-
dertsken as soon as possible after their membershiy becomes effective,.

We cleariy find the mest ardent partisans of european unificatlion among
the relatively privileged groups of the population. Neverthelesss this does not
imply that these groups are conservaltive. On the contrarys we discovered progres—
sivey, indeed protest, views among what ought to be called the bourgeois classes;
egpecially among youth, More conservative about acquired status even when it ho-—
pes for more change in the production and distribution of wealthsy the working
class seems 10 us as opposeds on the whole, to taking any kind of risk, The far-
mersy who represent about 10 % of the entire electorate in the six member states
and certainly less in a community which included Great Britain, share two kinds
of attitudes determined by many variables whichs in the last analysiss probably
have more of a conservative than a progressive offect.

For unwavering as well as moderate supporters of Europesy it would he
wise t0 explain the sims, the plans and the means of unification to them in a lan-
guage they will understand (2).

With respect to the opponents of european unification, we know they
are presently found at both extremes of the traditional "left—right" continuum
and are more to the left than to the right, Does this mean that there exist so-
me segments of the population which are opposed to the way BEurope has bsen uni-
fied so fary i.e. to the common Market, but which, on the other hands would bhe
favorably predisposed to take an active part in plans for political unification 7

(l) Of courses other projects might be presented even if they were less sasily
accepted by the majority of the population representing "the european people'
for example, this is the case of common policy for development aid, which we
know finds real support only among minorities.

(2) One never insists enough on the language problems in political communication.
Public officialsy newspapers, radio and television often prove incapable of
expressing themselves in a language and in a style which are adapted to modern
menas of communications and understandable to the recipients.
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The findings of this study give no clues to this question. A4t first
sights one might expect find such an attitude among a progressive, internationa~
ligty anti-capitalist intellectual elite, in short — among protesters. However,
no clear alternative positions on european integration are found in these groups.
At the present time, the problems of concern to these groups probably do not of=
fer anchoring points for fixed attitudes toward european unification,

A ceTtainty is that the readiness to make a commitment in favor of euw
ropean unification is systematically accompanied by & hostile position toward an
eventual abandonment of the common Market as it exists today.  Therefore, it is
around favorable attitudes toward ths present European Community that we have the
best possibility of seeing faverable attitudes toward the political unifioation
of Europe crystallize.

One final word about youth. It would be mistaken to count too much
on the active support of youth in the efforts to bring about political unifica=-
tion and, espeoiallys the creation of an elected assembly., The pro—european at=—
titude of youth must be attributed much more to the absence of traditional kinds
of resistanoce (nationalism, ethnocentrism and, to a certain extent, congervatism)
than to the attraction of eurcpsan and democratic ideas.

Among the youngest cohorts (11 to 12 years old)s we observed the exis—
tence of a state of mind which ie not the most favorable to the development of
pro—european feslings, nor to & political nommitment in favor of european unifi-
cation, In order %o modify this situation in the relatively short run, educators
and leaders of social movements in education, on one side, and producers of radio
and television programe, on the others muet be associated with an intensive and
concerted action program. The vain division separating the two is harmful to the
achievement of works which should be shared in common, Moreovery; the sharing of
this work in & joint program should contribute to carrying out a poliocy of conti-
nous education which would allow each and every one to develop his personality to
his own liking throughout life in his work or in his leisure time activities by
combining them with the digestion of information, the resumption of studies and
the enhancement of personal experience.

The program of action to be conceived and carried ocut might deal with
the problemas the obstacles and the consequences of the uniting of Burope, the
role of nationesy regions and countries in a united Europe, and the strength and
the regponsibilities of this united BEurope in the world. Without fanfare, yet
without timourness.
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No matter from what angle we approach the problems at the center of
this study on the determinants of favorable attitudes toward the unification of
Europesy we come to the conclusion that the worst poseible posmition of rulers and
other decision makers would be to tack back and forth in the obecure waters of
these tacitly oppoeing currents of opinion, Realism in democracies seems to oo0=—
me down on the side of audascity rather than timourness, yet the choices proposed
mast be explicitly defined. The peoples of Europes as known today, have almost
come of an age and a consciousness that we should beware of underestimating.
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Appended Table 1

THE IMAGE OF THE UNITED STATES OF EUROPE : HOPES 4ND FEARS (1)

(complete results for persons aged 16 and older)

j ! T !
EEC. G | B | P [ I |1 | ¥
% % o % ; % ! i %
1. I amproud to be (... name E ? E
the respondent's nationality) i ? ;
- strongly agree 55 . 3% ' 70 , 66 . 62 * 81 | 54
- agree 27 © 33 ; 18 | 22 . 24 | 10 & 28
- disagree B! 14, 4! 5° 51 4 13
- strongly disagree 5% 9 3, 03 ;4 o2 b
~ don't know or no reeponse 5 6 5 ° 4. 5 3 2
Total 100 | 100 | 100 '100 | 100 }100 | 100
L i i L )
2, The United States of Europe | | |
should become a third power i |
equal in strength to the i l
United States of America | |
and to the U.S.S.R. i E
~ strongly agree 36 36 45 | 7T . 3% il 30
- agree 31 33 22 27 g 3l 17 27
-~ disagree 10 ¢ 12 7 g i 7 23 26
- strongly disagree 6 5 4 | 8 7 8 6
= don't know or no response i 17 | 14 22 119 ; 20 I 21 11
i I
Total 200 | 100 [100 11200 | 100 {100 |100
3. In the setting of the Uni- 3 § g :
ted States of Burope; euro— ' “ { i
pean gcientists could catch : i
up with Americans j : i
! -
- strongly agree 27 { 27 | 25 1 28 | 26 | 33 | 20
— agree 35 36 25 ¥ | 33 22 40
~ disagree 12 | 12 |12 |12 . 10 | 15 | 23
~ strongly disagree 6 1 6 9 6 6 11 3
- don't know or no response 20 i 19 29 18 : 25 19 14
i
Total 100 | 100 [100 |100 |100 [100 |100
L . - el
216

(1) See pp. 84 — 91.
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a R ?
| EEC G | B | F ERRIEE g
' | ]
| ¢ £ | % % }
-4, In the United States of BEurope, ‘ t % %
: the most underprivileged seg- : % g {
ments of the population would | j j : ?
have better chances to improve | : 1 ; |
their status. | | ; | E
| ! ’ ‘ s :
~ strongly agree 22, 23 25 . 17T ¢ 26 1 25 20
- agree | 39, 36. 301 38 43| 28 | 46 |
- disagree puato14 0 8 12 T 15 17 i
~ strongly disagree sl 1. 5 5:i 41 8 30
- don't know or no response @ 23 ( 20 @ 32 . 28 20! 24 14
i : . ; : |
- | T i - A $
! ] : | t
Total 100 : 100 | 100 i 100 & 100 i 100 |100 i
S i : ; i 3 ~ .
' 5, In the United States of Buropes; % 9 § | § ?
2 the stendard of living would | E { | : i E
probably be better. i ' : i ; i
| % 1 ; z ;
- strongly agree 22 , 18 | 25 16 | 31 i 26 | 16 |
- agree 3700330 32 391 40 33 | 44
- disagree 12 19, T, 10 5 Lo17 21
- strongly dissgres 51 8  4' 5: 3. 6 30
~ don't know or no response 24 ' 22 . 32 . 30 % 21 | 18 16
! . : i
: i ‘ -
T ﬁ'!&'('ir N ! i
Total 100 ' 100 - 100 f 100 ¢ 100 | 100 100
"6, The United States of Burope | ; : | /
t would be a first step toward i i i : %
. world government which would i i l " :
abolish war. . ; : | g
~ strongly agree 32 40 39 28 281 25! 23 |
- agree 271 1 26, 21 Lo26 i 30 15 24 %
- disagree 151 13 11 17 . 10 21 36
— strongly disagree 11 8 i 9 ' 14 } 13 21 8 !
~ don't know or no response 15 E 130 20 ¢ 15 . 19 18 9 |
j ; : ; |
: i : ‘ :
Total 100 | 100 | 100 : 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
] SN N S
i 7. Nothing can be done to change : E
' the fact that the strong al- _ : ; ‘
ways rule over the weak, ! i !
, - strongly agree 28 . 3 421 32| 19| 52| 24
| -~ agree 27 0 . 21 g 29 23| 18 29
; - disagres 16 15 14 ; 16 19 11 35
] - strongly disagree 18 ¢ 15 13 ¢ 14 27 11 | 6
i -~ don't know or no response 9 9 : 10 . 9 12 8f 6
 Total 100 | 100 | 100 [ 100 {100 [ 100 100 | 27
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_ ! ; ,{, v . w]w______mm_j
BEC G | B | I | L | N
R A A A R A
i ]
8. I have nothings in principle, i
sgainst foreign workers, but | :
there are really too many in ! :
our country. ; :
' !
- strongly agree |24 21 . 44 35 6 38 29
- agree L 22 21 18 25} 10| 15| 30
~ disagree i 18 22 12 i 17 14 18 27
— strongly disagree L24 16 11 ; 15 ' 49 23 6
~- don't know or no response @ 12 8 15 8 : 21 6 8
Total | 100 100 100 | 100 ! 100 { 100 | 100
e — %
9. 411 is well with us and the ; i
wey things ares so why change? i g :
- strongly sgree 16 15 22 8. 3| 351 10
- agree i 20 29 22 | 19 . 10 16 21
- disagree 32 28 21| 3. 29| 18| 49
- strongly disagree é 29 21 18 ;1 29+ 45 19 11
- don't know or no response i 9 7 11 § 8 13 12 S
— ‘s ;
Total 100 100 1C0 106 |, 100 100 100
S .
10, In the United States of Europe, %
the different peoples would run i
the rigk of losing what's dis-— E
tinetive about their ways of :
life. a
. = gtrongly sagree ; 8 9 12 i 9 ‘5 15 13
- agree 19 20 17 : 20 14 14 32
~ disagree L26 29 20 25 22 23 3
- gtrongly disagree 27 26 25 28 i3 32 8
- don't know or no response P20 16 26 18 26 16 10
' i
Total | 10 -100 {100 | 100 [ 100 { 100 | 100
’; | i
11, In the United States of Buropes 5 ;
the cost of living would go up i : '
- strongly agree % 5 6 % g 4 5 11 6
- agree @ 13 14 1 13 15 8 14 15
- disagree i 29 31 | 21 27 25 24 50
~ gtrongly disagree vo27 26 & 24 22 35 27 10
- don't know or no response ! 26 21 E 33 32 27 24 19
Total ;100 100 {100 ; 100 | 100' 100 | 100
N A P

UY



!
EEC| G B F ] I L N
i _.J[ .. I _,+,_
AT SR 7
? i ! :
12, The unification of Europe : § |
is impossitle because we | i 1 j !
speak different languages. i . : ‘=_ | i
i : : : |
- strongly agree 6 5 9i 6 6 10 7
- agree 150 15, 16) 19' 14 9 i 13
- disagree 29! 26 221 33 25 25 ! 56
- strongly disagree 38 44 37 33 41 P 48 ;20
— don't know or no : . : : i !
response 12 10 16 9 14§ 8!l 4
Total 100; 100° 100 100} 100; 100 | 100
N | 2021 | 1298. 2046 1822 i 335 {1230

PR SR S

i
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Appended Table 2

THE DEGREE OF IMPORTANCE ATTACHED TO VARIOUS SOCIO-POLITICAL GOALS

(2) (complete results for persons aged 16 years and older)
et e
EEC G B F I L it
| ¢ ¢ |¢ |% |2 | ¢ |¢%
E 1. Guarantes decent retirement : .
i peneion to all old peopie 3 % 3 %
é - absolutely essential objective| 68 59 g 83 f 80 66 82 63 |
- important objective 1 . R 15 i 18| 32| 17 | 4 |
! - objective of secondary impOor— } ) ,}
; tance 2, 5% ; 1 i 1 1 - 2
g - not at all important o! 1: 0 o 0 - o !
i - don't know or no responsge 3 % 4 ¢ 1 ol 1 1 1
% Total 100 ; 100 100 {100 100 100 100 |
: ~
i : ¢
| 2., Provide jobe for young people @ ! : i
; : E
; -~ absolutely eesential objective; 54 38 ; T0 13 53 11 41
i - jimportant objective 37 40 U 27 | 26 44 22 49
; - objective of secondary impor— % ‘
i tance 4 9 ¢ 1 0 2 - 1
~ not at all important 1 31 0 0 - - 2
| - don't know or no response ! 4 10+ 2 1 1 1 1
f - i ‘
i Total 100 {100 $100 {100 {.100 ! 100 [ 100
i 1
| |
i 3, Stop manufacturing atomic bombe ¢ ] ; ;
i 1 i
— absolutely essential objective] 63 | 56 1 T3 | 64| 68 7T15| 69
: « important objective 20 22 ' 13 18 24 ¢ 12 17
- objective of secondary impor— %
tanoe 1 8 6 8 4 5 6
- not at all important 5 6 ' 5 5 2 5 5
~ don't know or no response 5 8 } 3 5 2 3 3
Total 100 | 100 .: 100 | 100 } 100 { 100( 100
220

(2) See pp. 113 to 11i7.
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1 SR, s S e
j EECI o j B F‘—] I L | W
: 1 . '
BRI R
4. Provide greater job security % é iﬁ | i
- absclutely essential objective! 48 ; 46 | 55 54 | 45 j 70 46
-~ important objective 43 7 3 ' 39 . 41 1 50 28 49
- objective of secondary impor- | :
| tance g 4 6 303 2 0 4
: - not at all important fo1 1 0 0 0 0 0
= don't know or no response P4 8 3 2 3 0 2 1
Total 1100 - 100 {100 ;100 100 {100 (100 |
e _ S ‘ PSS SR S—
5. WMaintain law and order ! ' g 5
| - absolutely essential objective 47 51 52 . 50 40 é 63 38
~ important objective .39 30 39 ? 38 f 50 | 32 49
- objective of secohdary impor— | : ;
tance - 8 9 6 8 5 : 1 9
3 - not at all important 2. 2 1 2 30 2 | 2
i =~ don't know or no response 4 8 2 2 2 | 2 2
| Total {100 100 100 :100 100 {100 {100
| : ' — e
| 6, Guarantee the freedom of speech %
— sbsolutely essential objectivei 41 . 41 49 - 44 37 | 70 | 38
| - important objective 43 1 37 37 42 51 | 27 52
f -~ objective of secondary impor- ! 5 i
| tance 8 10 6 8 i 6 0 7
; = not at all important 2 2 1 1 . 2] - 1
; —~ don't know or no responsge 6 ¢ 10 7 5 . 4 } 3 2
i Total 100 100 100 100 1100 ;100 |100
! e AR S
ET. Make our socciety more humane j ? i |
; -~ gbaolutely essential objective| 34 ? 22 | 41 45 | 34 % 51 40
— importsent objective 44 = 36 io42 42 J 55 1 43 52
= objective of secondary impor— ; | : i
tance 120 20%f 7, 10 | 5 2 6
- not at all important 8 16, 4| 21 5 3 1
! { 1 ;
: ! e | ]
Total 100 100 | 100 LlOO 100 , 100 | 100
b { Y | i

2
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! | ey
’ l EEC @ & ! B F {1 |5L|F¥
| K E | 2| % | 8|4
g 8. Reform the educational system ; i
% = gbsolutely essential objeotivﬁ 28 32 % 22 ? 2l 30 40 28
i - important objective P41 3% . 36 40 46 34 48
: —~ objective of secondary impor— . : i
i tance 15 15 119 19 | 10 B j 15
% - not at all important N i 9 6 3 5 5
! — don't know or no response 1z 14 14 . 14 11 13 4
i Total 100 100 100 (100 {100 |100 |100
9. Increase salaries ; !
- ghsolutely essential objeotivé 28 23 ; 40 | 32 . 28 46 21
- important objective L35 28 | 36 . 40 40 34 36
~ objeotive of secondary impor-i j i
tance P21 26 17T | 18 17 9 31
- not at all important g 11 4 6 |10 5 1 10
- don't know or no response f 7 {12 ¢ 3 4 5 6 2
! ! B
}_.. ..‘...‘....N.._.—‘ N
Totsl oo 100 :100 100 5100 100 100
e e ? %
10. Ensure the participation of wor— | {
kers in buginess managemsrnt ' i
- absolutely essential obiective | 20 23 32 20 16 44 22
- important objective 3B 35 37 38 40 38 41
- objective of secondary impor— : )
tance 23 1 24 18 26 21 B8 25
- not at &ll important 8 1 5 7 10 4 8
- don't know or no response 11 11 8 i 9 13 6 4
Total HO0 100 - 100 J100 |100 100 |100
U NN U
11, Foster private enterprise in !
economic activities
~ absolutely essential objective | 17 10 31 21 17 33 19
- important objective 39 . 28 40 |, 42 47 41 45
- ¢bjective of secondary impor— i j f
tance ;16 i 26 14 i 18 14 5 20
- not at all important 9 15 2 6 1 2 7
- don't Xnow or no response 16 | 21 13 13 15 19 9
Potal 100 100 {100 100 100 | 100 | 100




1
| . EEC G| B. F, I | L| N
| |
g % gl o2 2] ¢ %
“l2, PFight communism ; !
- absolutely essential objeotive 22 = 25 | 26 i 13 | 23 | 36 [ 27 |
~ important objective 23 22 | 25: 18| 28 | 20 i 31 |
_ = objective of meoondary impor— E ! ! ;
: tance 21 19 22| 27, 19 | 18 | 21
| = not at all important 21 19 14 E 26 | 21 g « 15
| ~ don't know or no response [ 1315 130 16 9 | 11} 6
Total | 100 100 | 100 ; 100 ' 100 | 100 | 100
13, Help underdeveloped countries : % i
- absolutely sseential objectivel 12 . 7T 25 11: 14 | 40 | 27
- important objective 3% ! 23 36 i 36 ;47 % 43 i 45
- objective of secondary impor— ; | ; i
tanoe 100823 B! o2 n]
: ' : !
= not at all important 15 ' 21 11 ¢ 13 E 11 | 2 j 6
~ don't know or no response T .11 51 5 .6 4 7 1.
[ Total | 200 | 100 | 100 | 100 ; 100 | 100 ; 100
L S I ‘ i
| 14. 4bolish capitalism | |
i !
- absolutely essential objectivei 15 § 10 f 25 19 + 15 18 20
- important objective 19 ¢ 16 .18 20 + 23 17 21
~ objective of secondary impor- § i P ;
" tance 23 . 21 ; 224 251 22 ' 19| 27
- not at all important 25 ¢ 30 | 21 20 ¢ 24 ! 25 25
= don't know or no response 18 i 23 i 14 16 | 16 ' 21 7
: |
Total 100 | 100 ; 100 { 100 { 100 | 100 | 100
N 8752 2021 1268 E046 1822 335 11230
R T R _ o

223
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Appended Table 3

DEGREE OF TRUST IN FOREIGN PEOPLES (3)

( complete results for persons aged 16 and older )

e . N .
EEC G B | F__? I } L X
% % $ | % f y y: y
1., Swiss i f ‘
- & lot of trust 35 | 48 | 34 | 28 | 27 3% | 40
-~ gome trust 43 i 38 43 49 43 43 44
| - little trust T 5 BRI O
, - no trust at all 41 1 4 3 8 3 2
; — don't know or no response 11 © 8 15 13 12 12 10
| N H
Total 1100 . 100 ;100 |100-|100 | 100 | 100
2. Americans % ! E
~ & lot of trust 230 29 25 | 12| 24| 27 | 22 |
- gome trust ; 46 48 . 44 47 43 44 53
- little trust P17 13 .14 25 16 14 16
| - no trust at all b6 4 T T1 91 4 3
\ -~ don't know or no response f 8 6 .10 g ! 8 11 6
| b i
Total 1100 . 100 100 {100 | 100 | 100 | 100
3. British 3 7 |
- & lot of trust 12 17 197 61 9i 131 m
- some trust 49 55 ¢ 51 49 | 40 52 50
- little trust 21 17 13 26 24 16 23
- no trust at all 9 5 1 9 ; 14 7 11
- don't know or no response 9 6 | 10 10 | 13 12 5
- R S {
] I
Total 100 100 1100 | 100 : 100 { 100 | 100
; |
4., French : i
| - alot of trust 8 .\ 10 | 23 | 4] 13] 6
-~ gome trust 44 . 48 : 51 i 39 50 45
- little trust 28 ' 27 i 1 E 32| 20| 29
- no trust at all 1o 81 6 ; 13 8 10
- don't know or no response 10 . 7 P9 P12 9 10
Rt o :
| Total 100 { 100 ;100 ‘ 100 [ 100 { 100

(2) See pp. 118 - 121.
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[ EEC! G B | F I L N
|
f —
% % % 2| sl 2|8
Germans _ ! ;
| = a lot of trust 10 14 9} 11§ 1 |10
i - some trust 35 38 | 39 | 28 | 26 | 50
| - little trust 25 . 27 26 | 25| 28 | 21
| - no trust at all .21 22 17 | 26 | 33 | 12
- don't know or no response 9 P9 P9 10 11 7
Total . 100 | /100 | 100 {100 (100 {100
— S, S “fw_f__,..._-
Italians ? ; Z !
- a lot of trust L3 3§ 4. 3 2 3
- some trust io28, 230 37 . 3 24 | 29
- little trust L3141y 27 33 36 | 4 ]
- no trust at all 22 244 19 21 25 | 14
- don't know or no response {10 91 13 i 12 13 13
_.._o‘_ EOTRRI S, e Rt &
Total | 100 ! 100 } 100 | 100 100 {100
Russians | ; !
~ & lot of trust L4 20 3 4 6 1 3
- some trust ' 19 % 15 17 25 19 10 21 |
- little trust ‘i 32, 33} 264 36| 29| 30} 3
-~ no trust at all | 36 f 43 43 24 36 49 36
= don't know or no response : 9 . 7 11 11 10 10 9
Total 100% 100 | 100 { 100 | 100 {100 | 100
Chinese % '
} ;
~ & lot of trust o2, 1, 1 1 3 1 1
- some trust ; T 6 7 8 7 4 T
- little trust 194 20§ 14| 22| 15 | 13| 19
- no trust at all l 541 55: 591 50| 51| 65} 56
- don’t know or no response 18 17! 19 20 18 17 17
Total | 100 ; 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
— 4 .
N | 8752 2021 | 1298 | 2046 | 1822 | 335 |1230
. — d § -

725



Appended Table 4

DISTRIBUTION OF SCCRES ON THE PRO-EUROPEAN ATTITUDE [NDEX

BY DEGREE OF TRUST IN FOREIGN PEOPLES

E’\(‘” See pp. 194 - 198

Americans (U.S.A.) Russians
I ndex Total
Score A lot of Some Little No D.K. A lot of Some Little No D.K.
trust trust trust trust NJA, trust trust trust trust 7 N.A.

% % % % 4 % % % % % %
+ 6 12 16 12 11 6 17 16 13 9 7
+5 15 17 17 14 10 11 20 17 13 11
+ 4 19 20 21 18 15 11 16 23 20 17 13
+ 3 17 17 18 18 15 13 18 16 19 18 14
+ 2 13 12 13 16 14 13 13 11 - 13 15 13
+ 1 12 9 9 12 19 15 12 8 9 12 14
Indifferent 4 4 4 3 6 T 3 2 3 6 7
Undecided . 5 3 3 4 7 21 4 2 3 5 16
-1 3 2 3 4 8 4 6 2 3 5 2

No reply 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Mean score 3,11 3,43 3,27 3,02 2,30 1,93 3,07 3,64 3,32 2,78 2,22
N 8749 1970 4062 1480 539 698 299 1675 2751 3191 833

o
[



[talians

I ndex Germans
Scores i
Total A lot of Some Little No DK, Total A lot of Seme Little No D.K,
ora trust trust trust trust N A, : Trust trust trust trust N.A,
% y % 4 4 % % % 4 % % %
+ 6 12 20 16 13 10 20 14 4 4
+ 5 15 17 18 15 12 1¢ 15 20 19 13 10 9
+ 4 18 19 20 18 17 14 19 20 22 21 17 13
+ 3 17 15 17 17 17 15 18 20 18 20 19 14
+ 2 14 iz 12 15 16 13 14 9 12 15 16 14
+ 1 11 9 9 11 14 14 11 7 8 12 16 15
Indifferent 5 1 4 4 5 7 4 1 3 4 4 7
Undecided 5 4 3 4 5 16 5 1 2 4 7 16
-1 3 3 1 3 6 4 3 2 2 3 6 3
No reply 0 - - - 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 5
Total 100 100 100 100 ’ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Mean score 3,06 3,56 3,49 3,14 2,67 2,25 3,04 3,87 3,51 2,96 2,43 2,16
N 6927 197 2007 2492 1423 808 6730 672 2497 1564 1372 625

et v



French Chinese
[ndex
seore A lot of | Some | Little No D.K. A lot of | Some Little] No D.K.
Total +rust trus+t trust trus+ N. A, Total trust trust trust |trust N.A,
% % % % % % %4 % % % % %
+ 6 13 17 15 13 10 12 22 18 15 11 9
+5 16 18 17 16 14 11 15 15 16 19 15 13
+ 4 19 20 21 20 14 12 19 12 19 21 20 14
+ 3 17 17 17 18 18 13 17 12 19 16 18 16
+ 2 12 11 13 12 13 11 13 13 13 13 13 14
+1 10 9 8 9 15 14 11 10 7 9 11 13
Indifferent 4 3 4 5 4 8 4 3 3 3 5 5
Dndeci ded 5 3 3 3 5 20 5 2 > 2 4 11
-1 3 2 2 4 7 2 3 10 3 2 3
No reply 1 0 0 o o 3 1 1 o 0 0
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Mean score 3,19 3,52 3,42 3,21 2,74 2,19 3,11 3,20 3,51 3,50 3,09 2,66
N 6703 694 3059 1712 610 628 8749 145 618 1588 4822 1576

TV



Annex 5
QUESTIONNAIRE

(French version)

INTERNATIONAL RESEARCHE ASSOCIATES-EUROPA
4y rue de la Chancellerie
1000 BRUXELLES

Ask the questions orally
and textually. Write down
the full respense and/ox
cirecle the appropriate code.

TRT, FOR THE INTRODUCTION, SEE YOUR INSTRUCTLONS,

Now I'd like to ask you the composition of your household by age and sex,
Would you please start with the oldest down to the youngesi, not forgetting,
of courses to count yourself. -

INT. CIRCLE THE LETTER CODE OF THE R ON THE THIRD LIKNE.

1. Sexs ¥ or F I !

sy sasm et b

bmd

Age, 1n years="*“““'“WM"mubnm*__m_u

T A B¢ Db &8 F ¢ TE T F L W W

A o

|
!
b

2. R's Occupation : -~ farmer
~ sglaried farm help
- head of firm, upper management, engineer
-~ high eivil servants professional
- merchant, craftsman (artisan)
- white collar worker, mid-management, low or middle
ranking civil servant
- worker
- gtudent
= housewife
- retired

3 Cecupation of head of household :
« farmer
~ galaried farm help
- head of firm, upper management, engineer
w high e¢ivil servant, professional
~ merchants craftsman (artisan)
-~ white collar worker, mid-management, low or middle
ranking c¢ivil servant
-~ worker
- student
~ housewife
-~ retired

4. Language usually spoken by Dutech
the head of household : French

221
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5. What kind of educational institution did you last or are you now attending 7

primary school

a secondary cocllegey athenasum or high school
-~ a technical or vocational achool

-~ g non-university centre of higher eduocation
a university or similar institution

- other (specify)

6. Commune t Province 3

7. Do you know the names of the countries which are members of the common Market,
i,e. of the Buropean Economic Community to use its official name ? (INT : DO NOT
PROMPT. GIVE THE R. TIME TO THINK. WRITE DOWN ALL THE COUNTRIES NAMED, )

8, Suppose a referendum were held todsy in the countries of the common Market to
decide upon the following issued. Eow would you vote 7 Are you for or against
the common Market evoluing toward the creation of a United States of Burope ?

- for
- against
~ don't know (D.K, s N.R )

9. Are you for or sgainst the entry of Great Britain into the common Market ?

- for
-~ againat
- D.K. s HN.R.

10, Are you for or against the election of a european parliament by direot universal
suffrage, i.e., & parliament elected by all the citizens of the member couniries ?

- for
— against
- D.Kl ] N.R.

11, Would you aoccept that above the Belgian government there be a Buropean govern—
ment responsible for common policy in the areas of foreign affairss defense,
and economio questions 7

- for (would accept)
~ against (would not accept)
— D.K. 9 NoRo
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12, In the event of the election of a president of the United States of Europe
by universal suffrages would you vote for a candidate who isn't a Belgian
if you felt his personality and program better suited your opinions than tho-
se of Belgian candidates ?
- would vote for a non=-Belgian candidate
- would not
- D.K. ? NoRo
13. Would you say you're very favorable, somewhat favorable, somewhat unfavorable,
or very unfavorable toward european unification ?
-~ very favorable
— somewhat favorable
= indjfferent
~ somewhat unfavorable
- very unfavorable
- DcKo ;] Nth
14,

Would you be favorable, opposed or indifferent to the preposal that ....
favorable opposed indifferent D.K., N.R.

the Belgian money he replaced
by & european currency 1 2 3 4

the Belgian olympic team ment
to the next games he dissolved
into & european team i 2 3 4

the Belglan flag be replaced
by a european flag in impor— )
tant ceremonies 1 2 3 4

15.

Among the following countries which are not members of the common Market, are
there any you'd like to see join ? Which ones ? (HAND OVER CARD A)

l. Denmark

2, Spain

3« ZPast Germany
4, Poland

5. USSR

6. Switzerland
None of those
D. K. ] No Ro

Pl
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16. Regarding the different wats of Burope may unify, which of these three
do you prefer 7
l. "There's no esuropean governments but the governments of each country

should meet regularly itc decide upon common policy."
2. "There's a suropean government which tekes care of important matters, but
each country keeps its own government to handle its own special problems,"
3. "There's a european government which tekes care of all important matters
and the member countries no longer have national governments."
Rone of these ways
D.Kl’ NQRC
17. If to~morrow you were told that the common Jarket is being abandonsds would
you feel very sorry, & little sorrys indifferent or relieved ?
- Very sorry
- &a little sorry
~ indifferent
-~ relieved
- DIKI 3 I\To R.

18. Would you be willing to make certain personal sacrifices, financially for
example, to ensure that european unification takes place 3 would you be very,
somewhat, hardly or not at all willing to do this %

- very willing

- somewhat willing
~ hardly willing

— not at 2ll willing
~ D.X.y W.R.

19. Do you think that sc far the common  larket has had a very favorable, some-
what favorable, somewhat unfavorable, or very unfavorable effect on your
standard of living 7

- very willing
- somevwhat willing
=~ hordls willing
= not at all willing
- D.K., li.R.
20, Are you satisfied with your present living conditions ?
- Yes
- Ko
— D.K.’ NoRo
2l. Do you think your living conditions will improve & lot during the next fi-ve

ears 7
y - Yes

- Yo ' 2572
- D,K.s W.R.



22. Talking about the United States of Europe; one hears a lot of things.

going to read a certain number of opinions one hears.

4 18

I'm

For each oney I'd like

to know whether you strongly agree, agree, disagree or strongly disagree,

4
‘Strongly
agree

1) I'm proud to be a Belgian 1

Agree

Disagree

Strongly
dipagree

4

DoKo ?
N, R,

5

2) The United States of Europe ghould
become a third power as strong as the
United States of America and the USSR 1

3) A11 is well with ue and the way things
are; so why change 7 1

R i

4) The United States of Europe would be a
first step toward world government
which would abelish war 1

5) The unification is impossible because !
we speak different languages 1

6) In the United States of BEurope, the
cost of living would be higher and
there'd be & bigger risk of unemplow

7) Nothing can be changed about the fact :
that the strong always rule over the
wesk 1

8) In the setting of the United States
of Europey european scientists could :
catch up with Americans 1 i

9) I've got nothing, in principle,
against foreign workers but there
're really toc many of them in
our country 1

10, In the United States of Europes the
different peorles run the risk of
losirg what's distinctive about their
way of life

11, In the United States of Eurcpe; the
mogt privileged segments of the popu=
lation will have better chances of
improving their etatus 1l

U S

12, In the United States of Europes, the
standard of living will probably be
higher 1l
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23. Yow I'm going to name some things people may like to see get done. For each
one, please tell me if you strongly hope it gets done, if you feel indifferent
about ir or if you tend to be against it.

(INT : HAND OVER CARD B)
strongly Indifferent Against D.K.,»
hopes K.R. .
1) that Belgium have a strong army 1 2 3 4 .
) 2) that there be no more worldﬁgggguﬂ o 1 i m”é 3 N 4 N
- . } - -
3) that I live in a free country where ] !
everyone can freely ssy what he thinks: 1 i 2 3 4
4) that I can travel ffeely in all coun- : i
tries without any red tape : 1 : 2 3 4
5) that Belgium play a mejor role in :
world politics -1 i 2 |3 4
6) that I haven't any financial troubles é ; !
in buying a car or a house, for exam— | l !
Ple } 1 ] 2 f 3 4
7) that Belgium make great scientific | § S
discoveries ! i 2 3 4
L
24. Recently there have been large student demonstrations in many countries.

Generally speaking, do you feel very favorable, somewhat unfavorable or very
unfavorable toward students who demonstrate 7

~ very favorable

~ somewhat favorable

- gomewhat unfavorable
- very unfavorable

- D,K.s N.R.

25-

On this card (SHOW THE CiRD) are three basic kinds of attitudes vis—e~vie
the society we live in. Please chose the one which best describes your own .
oPinion.

1) The entire way our society is organized must be radically changed by revo-
lutionary action.

2) Our society must be gradually improved by intelligent reform.

3) Our present society must be valiantly defended agzinst all subversive
forces.

4) Don't know, No Response.
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26. &) Now I'd like to suggest a certain number of conorete goals to you. (INT s
HAND OVER CARD D). Of the following things,which are the two you feel are
the most desirable 7

1. Ensure greater job security

2. Make our scciety more humane

3. Increase wages

4. Ensure the participation of workers in businese management.

b) (INT. HAND OVER CARD E) And of the following things, which are the two you
feel are the most desirable 7

l. Yaintain law and order

2. Improve the participation of citizene in politicel decisjons of the
government

3« Fight rising prices

4. Guarantee the freedom of speechs so that everyone can freely say what
he thinks,

27. Now I'd like to ask you mome gquestions about the trust that different peoples
throughout the world instill in you. I'll read the names of different peorples
and please tell me if you have & lot, some, little or no trust at all in them.
You can answer with the help of this card. (INT. HAND OVER CARD F)

! A lot ofE Some Lit;ieT Yo D.K.,

i trust - trust trust = trust | N.R,
‘1. Americans (the United States) L_ﬂ 1 2 3 4 5
2. Russians 1 2 . 3 4 5
3. Itelians 1 2 3 4 5 T
4. Germans 1 2mw‘?ﬂ 3 4 5
5. French 1 2 ; 3 4 5
6. Chinese 1 2 j 3 é 4 | 5
7. British 1 2 hf“"f'"}; 5
8. Swiss 1 2 m?"“a,_ g 5

L : i [

23y
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28, I'd like to suggest some more concrete policy goals to you. (INT: HAND OVER
CARD J). For each objective, I'd like to ask whother you feel it's an absolute—
ly essential objective, an important objective, an objective of seocondary im-
portance, or not important at all.
Absolutely | Important|{ Objective| Kot D. K.
essential ! objective| of seoon-| impor- | N.R.
% E dary im— | tant
5 f portance | at all ]
! i _J
] 1 -
1, Ensure greater job security ; 1 ; 2 3 4 5 i
2. Mske our society more humane ! 1 i 2 3 4 5
1
3, Bnsure the participation of i
workers in business manage-—
ment. 1 2 3 4 5
4, Help underdeveloped countries ; 1 2 3 4 5
5. Increase wages i 1 2 3 4 __5
HE:WS%op manufacturing atomic bomls 1 | 2 3 4 5
7. Abolish capitalism S | .2 3 4 5
8., Reform the educational system . 1 i 2 é 3 4 5
9., Fight communism | f 2 ; 3 4 5
710, Guarantee the freedom of speech i 1 2 3 4 5
11, Maintain law and order o1 T 2 I 4 5
nié:“Foster Private enterprise in h f
economic activity 1 ! 2 | 3
e . —. .
13, Provide jobs for young people 1 i 2 i 3 4
T14. Guarantee decent retirement .f !
pensions to old people 1 i 2 é 3 4 5
- _]
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29, Dn you yourself participate in politicel activities, do you follow politiocs
with some interest without participating actively or den't polities interest
you especially or not at all ?

- participate personally
interested without participating
gome interest

— no interest

- D,K.s N.R.

30, Can you tell me who presently is ...

«.. the Prime Minister in Belgium 7
(INT : WRITE DOWN)

ee. the Winister of Foreign Affairs 7
(INT : WRITE DOWN)

31. Do you watch news broadcasts on television ...

- gvery day

- several times a week
— onoe or twice & week
= legs often

- never

- D,K.3y N.R.

32, Do you read news about current pelitical events in the newspapers ...

—~ every day

= geveral times a week
— once or twice a week
= less often

~ hever

- D, K.y N.R,

33. Do you listen to news broadcasts on the radio ...

- every day

—~ geveral times & week
— once or twice a waek
— less often

= never

- D.K.y N.R.

34. Have you ever traveled abroad 7 (IF YES) In what countries did ou spend at
leapt one day 7 (INT ¢t INSIST ON ANSWERS AND WRITE THEM DOWH). ZL3“7
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35, Among present-day parties is there & political party you feel cloasr to than
others 7
- Yes
- Fo (G0 T0 Q. 37)
— D.K. ] N.R. (GO IIO QO 37)
[ 4
36, Do you feel strongly or only weakly attached to this party % ..
- strongly
- weakly
- D.K. ] Nn R.
37. (HAND OVER CARD H) If general elections were held to-morrow to elect deputies,
for which of the following parties would you most likely vote or for which one
would you vote if you had the Tight to vote ? (INT : THE LAST PHRASE APPLIES OF-
LY T0 YOUNG PEOPLE BELOW VOTING AGE),
- P. S‘ Ba SOCialiBt Party
- P.S.C./C.V.P, Christian Sccial P.
- P. Ln P- Liver&l P.
— Comm. Commnists
— Rasgemblement Wallon Wallon Movement
- P, D, P, Wellon Nationalist Party
- V.U, Flemist Nationalist Party
~ Other party (INT : WRITE DOWN)
~ None {GO TO @, 41)
38. Do you know if your parents had a preference for a particular political party ?
- Yes ‘
- No (GO TO Q.41)
39, Was it & political party of the same tendency as you'd vote for now or was it of
another tendency 7 ;
-~ same tendency (GO T0 Q. 41) -
~ other tendency
- D.K.s N.R (GO TO Q. 41)
40, What was the politioal tendency

of your parents ? (INT : WRITE DOWN)

P2
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4. Do you know whether the representatives of ... (INT : NAME THE PARTY GIVEN IN
Q. 37) ... are favorable or not to european unificetion 7 Choose your response
among the following :

-~ yvery favorable

- gomewhat favorahble
- gomewhat unfavorable
= very unfavorable

- D.K.y N.R.

42, If this perty were to take a position on esuropean unification contrary to your
owny do you think it's certain, likely, unlikely or very unlikely that you'd
vote for another party 7

- certain

-~ likely

— unlikely

- very unlikely
- D.K.» N.R.

43. Do you belong to a union 7

-~ Yes (GO TO Q. 45)
- No

44. Even though you're not & member, do you feel close to a union 7

—- Yes
— Xo (GO TO Q. 48)

45. What union is that 7

- P.G,T. 3B,

- C.5.C,

- ¢.G.8,L. B.

— Other (INT : WRITE DOWN)

46, Do you feel strongly or only weakly attached to this union or not at all ?

- atrongly attached
— weakly sattached
- not at all

- D.K., N.R.
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AT,

Do you know if the leaders of this union are very favorable, somewhat favora-
bles somewhat unfavorable or very unfavorable to european unifioation 7

-~ very favorable

-~ somewhat favorable
-~ gomewhat unfavorable
- very unfavorable

-~ D,XK.s N.R.

t § Yo

48.

(INT ¢ IF R, IS NOT THE HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD) Does the head of your household be—
long to & union 7

- Yesg
- No (GO TO Q. 50)

43.

®hich union is that 7

- F.G,T. B.

- CvS.Ce

~ C.G.S.1. B,

~ Other {INT : WRITE DOWN)

* & . . L) * . - L] .« = @

— DoKo 3 N.R.

50.

Do you belong to a religion 7

- Yes
-~ Fo (GO TO Q. 53)

51.

Which one 7

- catholic
- protestant
- other (INT : WRITE DOWN)

. ® ¢ & L] . . * - L] LI

52.

Do you go to religious services meveral times a week, onoce a wesk,; several ti- .
mes & year or hnever °

= geveral times a week
once a week
several itimes a year
- never

53.

Would you please tell me at about what level you'd place your family's finan-
cial means. You can answer by indicating a number going from 1 to T on this
socale, (INT : HAND OVER CARD I)., The number 1 means & poor family ; 3, a fa-
mily with modest means ; 5 a well off family ; and 7, a wealthy family. The
other numbers give you an opportunity to choose intermediate positions. (I8T
CIRELE NUMBER R.ZGIVES) 3 4 5 6 ‘ 1

poor modest means fairly well off wealthy

ZHO
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