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TABLE A2.T
Question wordings of items of “principle of equality” and “political trust” scales

Number Question wording Answer scale

PRINCIPLE OF EQUALITY

D1 Large differences in people’s incomes are acceptable to  1: agree strongly—
properly reward differences in talents and efforts. 5: disagree
D4 For a society to be fair, differences in people’s standard strongly

of living should be small.

POLITICAL TRUST

How much do you personally trust each of the 0: no trust at all-
following institutions? 10: complete trust
B4 [Country]’s parliament
B7 Politicians

B8 Political parties
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TABLE A§5.T
Descriptives (level-1 covariates)

Min Max Mean SD

Income (harmonized) 0.25 10.00 3.47 1.77
Education (years) 0.00 48.00 12.19 4.12
Perceived material risk 1.00 4.00 2.08 0.79
Authoritarianism 1.00 5.00 4.00 0.72
EGP I (service class I) 0.00 1.00 0.13 0.34
EGP 1I (service class II) 0.00 1.00 0.17 0.38
EGP 1II (routine nonmanuals) 0.00 1.00 0.21 0.41
EGP IV (self-employed with and without

employees) 0.00 1.00 0.08 0.26
EGP V & VI (skilled manual workers) 0.00 1.00 0.15 0.35
EGP VII (nonskilled workers in industry and

agriculture) 0.00 1.00 0.18 0.38
Age 15.00 98.00 47.70 17.88
Female (1 = yes) 0.00 1.00 0.53 0.49
Community size 1.00 5.00 3.22 1.25
Migratory background (1 = yes) 0.00 1.00 0.18 0.38

SOURCE: European Social Survey 2008.
n;=34,947; n= 25

TABLE AG.I
Attitudes toward income redistribution policies in 26 European countries, OLS

Panel A: Class

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values  Values

K class Original perceptions social problems sustainability 1 2

Belgium 52 45 49 55 .54 52
Bulgaria 55 .50 49 .59 .56 .52
Croatia .26 25 .26 29 21 17
Cyprus .35 42 .36 31 .36 .34
Czech Rep. .80 .68 .72 .82 .79 .74
Denmark .38 .35 .34 42 41 41
Estonia 43 40 40 41 42 42
Finland .61 .52 .59 .62 .58 .66
France .56 49 46 .57 .54 .58
Germany .54 42 41 .55 .55 .50
Great Britain 48 37 .30 48 .50 47
Greece 26 .29 25 22 26 26
Hungary .33 .30 32 .36 .38 35
Latvia .30 25 31 .34 .30 .29
Netherlands .60 .54 53 .62 .60 55
Norway 43 40 40 42 .36 .38
Poland .64 .59 57 .66 .61 .58
Portugal 23 17 23 27 21 23
Romania 24 21 22 35 .30 24
Russia .37 .38 .35 .39 .36 40
Slovakia .64 .63 57 .61 .62 .64
Slovenia 48 49 45 49 48 46
Spain .26 15 18 24 .28 .26
Sweden 43 .39 45 42 41 41
Switzerland .58 52 .54 .57 .58 .56
Ukraine .56 .57 .62 45 .53 .56

(continued)



Panel B: Age

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values  Values

K age Original perceptions social problems  sustainability 1 2

Belgium 28 31 28 27 .20 25
Bulgaria 35 40 .34 35 .28 35
Croatia 15 .10 15 .20 .14 15
Cyprus .08 14 19 10 07 12
Czech Rep. .39 48 .36 .40 27 .20
Denmark .30 33 29 31 21 31
Estonia 42 47 41 45 44 28
Finland .60 58 .59 .61 52 .62
France .24 26 28 25 18 22
Germany 13 A1 .13 .14 .09 .09
Great Britain .08 18 .09 A1 .06 .09
Greece .19 21 .20 .20 .16 .19
Hungary 17 12 .20 13 15 .16
Latvia .20 .28 32 31 .29 .20
Netherlands 43 52 48 45 .36 .37
Norway 40 43 42 40 31 .34
Poland 42 42 43 43 43 32
Portugal .06 .08 11 11 .08 .07
Romania 15 25 25 .19 .20 15
Russia 48 .39 46 49 .34 28
Slovakia .56 49 44 .56 .50 46
Slovenia .17 .19 .18 .18 .14 11
Spain 23 .30 .26 29 22 24
Sweden .39 46 43 42 .33 37
Switzerland 12 .07 13 A1 12 15
Ukraine .62 .67 .61 .68 .67 .60

NOTES: Values 1 = self-transcendence and self-enhancement; values 2 = openness to change and
conservation



TABLE A6.2
Attitudes toward labor market policies in 26 European countries, OLS

Panel A: Class

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values  Values

K class Original perceptions social problems sustainability 1 2

Belgium 23 21 21 22 23 22
Bulgaria .65 .65 .60 .65 .68 .64
Croatia 28 23 21 27 .33 23
Cyprus 37 .38 37 37 .38 .38
Czech Rep. .36 28 29 .35 40 .35
Denmark .18 .19 18 17 .19 22
Estonia 44 .36 35 43 46 43
Finland 29 24 28 28 27 29
France .30 29 23 29 .29 .30
Germany 42 32 .30 41 42 35
Great Britain 22 .19 .19 21 22 .19
Greece .18 .19 21 .19 .19 22
Hungary 27 25 21 26 29 26
Latvia 25 .20 18 24 25 26
Netherlands 17 17 17 16 .19 15
Norway 23 .19 21 22 .20 21
Poland .58 46 49 53 57 52
Portugal 39 32 35 40 .36 .36
Romania .20 N 25 .19 23 .16
Russia 22 .20 21 23 22 25
Slovakia 43 44 35 44 .39 .39
Slovenia 29 21 25 .26 28 25
Spain .16 15 A1 .16 .19 17
Sweden 23 22 22 24 27 .20
Switzerland 22 .19 22 .20 23 21
Ukraine .30 25 27 .30 27 27

(continued)



Panel B: Age

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values Values

K age Original perceptions social problems  sustainability 1 2

Belgium .10 12 11 .09 .10 A1
Bulgaria .19 .16 .28 .19 11 11
Croatia .05 .10 .16 .08 .05 A1
Cyprus 17 20 24 26 15 .19
Czech Rep. 15 .30 .10 .19 A1 .05
Denmark .16 .16 .16 15 .18 .20
Estonia 25 32 .17 21 .36 15
Finland 22 25 21 22 21 .20
France 17 18 .17 15 .18 .16
Germany .06 .08 .04 .05 .10 .20
Great Britain 13 .16 15 A1 .14 13
Greece .10 .09 11 .09 .10 A1
Hungary .07 11 .08 .10 .07 11
Latvia 21 23 23 22 .20 23
Netherlands 25 .26 27 24 24 22
Norway .20 23 18 .18 .19 18
Poland 31 31 31 29 .30 31
Portugal .18 21 .30 25 .07 .09
Romania 24 23 18 18 22 .10
Russia 29 23 26 32 18 13
Slovakia 32 32 25 28 .30 .30
Slovenia 23 31 .20 21 22 18
Spain 20 .19 .20 .20 17 17
Sweden .19 24 18 .20 18 13
Switzerland .30 21 31 .33 .30 .36
Ukraine .16 .19 17 21 13 .13

NOTES: Values 1 = self-transcendence and self-enhancement; values 2 = openness to change and
conservation



TABLE A6.3
Attitudes toward health care and support for the elderly policies in 26 European
countries, OLS

Panel A: Class

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values Values

K class Original perceptions social problems  sustainability 1 2

Belgium .09 .08 .10 .09 .09 .10
Bulgaria .20 19 15 22 21 .20
Croatia .33 22 .34 .34 .35 28
Cyprus 12 1S 12 15 13 12
Czech Rep. 17 .16 21 15 23 22
Denmark .10 A1 .10 .09 A1 .10
Estonia .16 13 12 .16 17 17
Finland A1 .10 13 A1 .10 A1
France 17 .16 .14 .16 15 .16
Germany 27 21 19 27 27 22
Great Britain 12 12 A1 12 13 a2
Greece .07 .08 .10 .07 .06 .06
Hungary .35 .29 27 .34 37 .34
Latvia .09 .10 A1 .09 .08 .10
Netherlands 12 12 A1 12 13 .10
Norway 13 12 12 13 .14 )
Poland 27 23 22 25 26 22
Portugal .19 19 18 22 16 .19
Romania 21 .36 17 .20 23 31
Russia .10 .09 .09 .09 .10 .08
Slovakia 18 .20 17 18 .16 13
Slovenia 12 .10 14 A1 .13 12
Spain .10 12 13 11 .09 .10
Sweden .03 .03 .04 .03 .06 .06
Switzerland .16 15 .18 17 .16 15
Ukraine 19 13 .20 .16 .20 .20

(continued)



Panel B: Age

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values Values

K age Original perceptions social problems  sustainability 1 2

Belgium 15 13 15 .16 A1 15
Bulgaria A1 A1 13 13 .09 .09
Croatia 11 16 .16 .20 13 24
Cyprus 15 16 16 .16 16 13
Czech Rep. .18 24 .18 21 14 .07
Denmark 21 18 22 21 18 22
Estonia .16 17 12 .16 .19 12
Finland .10 .10 .10 A1 .09 A1
France 11 .10 .16 11 .09 .13
Germany .10 .08 13 13 .09 13
Great Britain 15 .14 .14 .14 A1 14
Greece .07 .07 .10 .08 .07 .06
Hungary .16 21 .16 12 15 A1
Latvia .14 16 14 14 13 .14
Netherlands .10 .10 .09 .09 .10 .10
Norway 17 17 16 17 16 22
Poland .08 A1 .05 .10 .08 .09
Portugal 17 17 21 15 .10 A1
Romania 25 21 15 .13 18 .07
Russia 18 13 13 18 .09 .07
Slovakia 15 .20 A1 14 .09 .10
Slovenia .10 .14 .14 .08 .08 .08
Spain 17 17 17 .16 .14 13
Sweden 19 .19 .18 21 18 21
Switzerland 17 A1 .16 18 18 .19
Ukraine .19 .19 17 21 .14 11

NOTES: Values 1 = self-transcendence and self-enhancement; values 2 = openness to change and
conservation



TABLE A6.4
Attitudes toward family support policies in 26 European countries, OLS

Panel A: Class

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values Values

K class Original perceptions social problems sustainability 1 2

Belgium .16 17 .16 .16 17 .16
Bulgaria 26 22 .20 27 27 27
Croatia .33 22 16 .34 .36 28
Cyprus 22 22 21 24 23 .20
Czech Rep. .08 .09 .06 .07 14 .10
Denmark .10 A1 11 11 .10 .10
Estonia 17 14 .14 16 19 17
Finland .20 18 21 19 .19 .19
France .17 .14 .09 18 17 18
Germany N 12 A2 AN NN 13
Great Britain .26 22 AN .26 27 23
Greece .10 11 .10 A1 12 .10
Hungary 25 27 .16 .26 .29 27
Latvia 17 15 .09 15 18 17
Netherlands 15 13 A2 15 .18 14
Norway .29 .28 25 28 27 26
Poland .33 .30 26 .33 .33 29
Portugal 23 .20 .19 23 .20 .20
Romania 1S 33 17 .18 15 32
Russia .09 .08 .10 A1 11 A1
Slovakia .35 31 .34 .33 .32 32
Slovenia .10 .08 .10 .10 12 .10
Spain 13 12 .08 14 .16 15
Sweden 18 18 18 .18 21 17
Switzerland A1 .10 A1 A1 A1 .09
Ukraine 26 25 .28 24 .29 .26

(continued)



Panel B: Age

Risk Beliefs about  Beliefs about  Values Values

K age Original perceptions social problems  sustainability 1 2

Belgium .20 .19 22 21 .20 .20
Bulgaria .09 .10 13 12 .08 .09
Croatia .09 A1 11 12 .06 12
Cyprus 10 .09 .09 .09 13 .10
Czech Rep. .10 21 12 13 A1 .14
Denmark 41 .39 43 43 .38 41
Estonia 17 .14 .13 17 23 12
Finland .20 17 .19 .20 .20 .20
France 12 13 .16 .14 12 .17
Germany 18 .16 21 21 17 21
Great Britain 21 .20 .20 21 21 22
Greece 11 .14 .13 .13 .10 .10
Hungary AN .14 17 .14 13 .14
Latvia 12 18 .13 .13 A1 13
Netherlands 16 16 .14 16 16 17
Norway 18 17 21 .19 21 23
Poland .17 .14 .16 15 17 15
Portugal .14 15 .18 .14 .08 13
Romania 18 17 .09 .14 .14 .08
Russia 31 23 25 31 21 17
Slovakia 13 22 .19 A1 .14 .19
Slovenia .13 .14 15 15 13 .16
Spain 12 .10 17 .08 .07 13
Sweden 23 22 22 25 25 25
Switzerland .33 25 31 32 .32 .32
Ukraine 23 24 25 .36 15 .19

NOTES: Values 1 = self-transcendence and self-enhancement; values 2 = openness to change and
conservation



TABLE A7.1
Final disposition summary, 2009 SAPA

RDD Panel Total

INTERVIEW
Completed interviews 1,325 217 1,542
Partial completions 7 10 17
Total Interviews 1,332 227 1,559
ELIGIBLE, NONINTERVIEW
Refusal 4324 112 4,436
Break-off (refused after starting interview) 143 3 146
Respondent never available 896 73 969
Telephone answering device (message confirms housing

unit) 124 17 141
Respondent away duration of the survey 18 2 20
Deceased 1 5 6
Physically or mentally unable/incompetent 38 0 38
Language 169 0 169
Total eligible, noninterviews 5,713 212 5,925
UNKNOWN ELIGIBILITY, NONINTERVIEW
Always busy 112 9 121
No answer 1,786 34 1,820
Telephone answering device (unknown if housing unit) 1,652 136 1,788
Call barrier 2 0 2
Technical phone problems (line/circuit problems) 837 18 855
Respondent not found 0 111 111
Total unknown eligibility, noninterviews 4,389 308 4,697
NOT ELIGIBLE
Fax/data line 1,014 0 1,014
Nonworking/disconnected number 3,495 0 3,495
Temporary nonworking/disconnected number 54 0 54
Number change 70 0 70
Cell phone 13 0 13
Call forwarded 22 0 22
Business, government office, other organization 615 0 615
Institution 27 0 27
Group quarters 7 0 7
Seasonal home 31 0 31
Not eligible—no adult household members 11 0 11
Quota met 0 62 62
Total not eligible 5,359 62 5,421

Total sample 16,793 809 17,602




TABLE A7.2

OLS models for welfare perception items: Strain and lazy

Strain coefficient (s.e.)  Lazy coefficient (s.e.)

“Immigrants” frame (0 = baseline) 16* (.02) .02 (.02)
“Blacks” frame (0 = baseline) -02 (.02) -03  (.02)
“Middle class” frame (0 = baseline) -01  (.02) -.06% (.02)
Economic evaluations .01 (.01) .04*  (.01)
Age <.01 (<.01) <.01 (<.01)
Education -.01* (<.01) -.02* (<.01)
Female (0 = male) .01 (.02) -03  (.02)
Black (0 = nonblack) -.07% (.03) -.06 (>.03)
Manager (0 = nonworking) .02 (.05) -.04 (.05)
Professional (0 = nonworking) .03 (.03) -.02 (.03)
Routine white collar (0 = nonworking) .02 (.03) .02 (.03)
Self-employed (0 = nonworking) 14% (.04) .04 (.04)
Skilled worker (0 = nonworking) <-01 (.03) .04  (.03)
Unskilled worker (0 = nonworking) 1% (.04) 07% (< .04)
Church attendance <-01 (.01) .01 (<.01)
Ideology .07*  (.01) .06% (<.01)
Constant 20% (.08) .38%  (.08)
R2/N 22/1,255 20/1,257
*p < .05 (t-test)

TABLE A7.3

OLS models for welfare perception items: Poverty, immigration, and cost

Poverty Immigration Cost
coefficient coefficient coefficient
(s.e.) (s.e.) (s.e.)
“Immigrants” frame (0 = baseline) .01 (.02) .04 (>.02) <.01 (.02)
“Blacks” frame (0 = baseline) 33% 0 (.11) -.09%  (.02) -.09% (.02)
“Middle class” frame (0 = baseline) .01 (.02) -03  (.02) 26%  (.08)
Economic evaluations .01 (.01) .01 (.01) .05*  (.01)
Economic evaluations x “middle — — -11* (.03)
class” frame

Age <01 (<.01) <=01 (<.01) <.01 (<.01)
Education ~01 (<.01) -01*(<.01) —01* (<.01)
Education x “middle class” frame -.02% (< .01) — —

Female (0 = male) <-01  (02) -01 (02) .03 (.02)
Black (0 = nonblack) .04 (.03) -.03 (.03) -.06 (>.03)
Manager (0 = nonworking) .07 (.05) <.01 (.04) .01 (.05)
Professional (0 = nonworking) -.01 (.03) <.01 (.03) -.01 (.03)
Routine white collar (0 = nonworking) -.02  (.03) .04 (>.02) .04 (>.02)
Self-employed (0 = nonworking) .06 (.04) -03 (.04) 10 (.04)
Skilled worker (0 = nonworking) <-.01 (.03) .05 (.03) .02 (.03)
Unskilled worker (0 = nonworking) <.01 (.04) .04 (.03) .07  (.04)
Church attendance <.01 (.01) <-01 (.01) .01 (<.01)
Ideology .03*  (.01) .04*  (.01) .06* (<.01)
Constant 43*(.08) 64% (07)  26* (.08)
RZ/N .05/1,248 117/1,260 .20/1,252

*p < .05 (t-test)
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Figure A6.1 Attitudes toward labor market policies

SOURCE: European Social Survey 2008.



Standard deviations of coefficients (K)

4
e HU
® HR
3
® PI, ® DE
2 5 BG ® RO
< = . s%PT° UA
N ® FR o, ® CZ
NL
@9 S g?’c?NO
1 oFl 1V gES DK
: ® QBE' RU
® GR
® SE
0 T T T T
0 1 2 3
K age

Figure A6.2 Attitudes toward health and elderly support policies

SOURCE: European Social Survey 2008.
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Figure A6.3 Attitudes toward family support policies

SOURCE: European Social Survey 2008.
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Figure A6.4 Political program content and attitudes toward income
redistribution policies

SOURCE: European Social Survey 2008.
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Figure A6.5 Left-right polarization and attitudes toward labor market policies

SOURCE: European Social Survey 2008.
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Figure A7.1 Impacts of framing and economic evaluations: Strain, lazy, and
immigration

SOURCE: Survey of American Policy Attitudes 2009.
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Figure A7.2 Impacts of framing and economic evaluations: Poverty and cost

SOURCE: Survey of American Policy Attitudes 2009.



