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THE EUROPEANS AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT IN 1986

"THE GENERAL PICTURE

1. Foun yeans agten the §irnst swwey on the Aubjecz Eunopeanb as a whole
remain very alent to environmental issues. They show thein concern in’
many ways.,

The §inst point to note is that concern over today'$ national and
worldwide environmental problems is sERL very Likely and is even growing
on such points as WUL pollution, ain pollution, the extinction of animal
and plant species and the prospect of climatic disnuption by the green-
house effect. 'This deterionation in public perception of the state of the
- envinonment 448 particulanly ma/dzéd in 1taly and Denmark. Concern about
the envinonment is also running high in Spain and Portugal, where the :
poll was conducted forn the §inst time.

- Centain expeciazxonA and att&tudeb LikeuuAe neflect this awareness of
the environment. Fon one thing, there is a genuine demand for eqb&ﬂy_
obtainable day-to-day ingormation on such environmental problLems as the

~ potential hazards posed by chemicals on the market or how to dispose of

‘ centain, types 05 waste, Forn another, Eunopeanb seem Lo some extent
uulﬁ&ng to take action themselves to protect and Amprove the&n environ-
ment. Most of the nespondents had done something atready, though fon the
most part in ways not requiring much commitment. Finally, there seems 2o
‘be an abundant resenve of goodwill, but Aomé'unccatainiy about what
should be done to protect the enuiaonmeht. B |
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2, EuiopeanA' concern about envinronmental issues seem Lo stem from a new
awareness of the importance of the problLems, '

Nowadays the case of protecting the environment {8 virntually undisputed,
with only one person in Zen &dnk&ng envirnonmental pnotéction below econo-
mic development in importance. Instead, the divide seems to be between
those wholﬂeel that these two obfectives sometimes  clash and those who
believe that each is necessany to the other and that the two must advance
togethen, »

The Europeans, attaching meoatance to the env.inonment as they do,
expect more effective government action than they are witnessing at the
moment. This cniticism comes through clearly: fewer than one person in
five feels that the authorities are doing anything to protect the envinon-
 ment on‘doihg_it'pAOpenzy. However, this verdict may just express a
general opinion on the government, rathen than a considered assessment of
its envinonment policy. g

3. The broad agreement in Ewrope on the Amportance attached to environ-
mental issues and the internest shown in them cannot mask the fact that
not all Europeans see the problems the Aame‘way. There are two major
divides. '

Firnst, the nespondents el into two groups when questioned about
thein thinking on damage to the envinonment. Some were primarnily
concerned with the immediate maternial effects of pollution on people,
othens more with the bafance of nature and Zong-tenm consequences.
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” Thevéecénd division wasvovea<the‘main neasons for a hegion to Lnvest
heaviﬁy in envinonmental pﬁotection' Hene too, the "people” peképectLUQ
'étood opposite the eco£094ca£ and economic view. Most neépondenté gave

' peopze -based neaAonA duch as proteciting the heaﬂrh 05 those Living in the
'>’negLon oh making it a more pzeabanz anea to Live in. Very few opted fon _.1
socio-economic rneasons Auch as ai;t)zac,tcng buA«U’leAéeA uuto the )Legwn oh
encouﬂag&ng Lournism, '

4. There are many nea40n4 fon thaAe d&ﬁée&enceé in LndLuLduaL att&tudeA
to enu&ﬂonmeniaﬂ issues. But two wunaant_pant&cu£a¢ attention: cqgn&t&qe
grasp and nat&onaﬁ&tgi o ‘ s .

Cognitive gndép, whethen'meaéuned in tenms of Level of education on _
Level of penééption: shows thndugh in the degnee of concenn or inferest ..
in enu&konmenia[ pnobﬂemA and -in the. pneﬂenence for the peopﬂe based oa o
the QCOZOchaﬂ approach, In e&then case, the outcome depends Eangeﬂy on :
the nespondents' ab&ﬁ&tg Zo0 take a campaehenb&ve u&ew o4 env&honmenzul '
problems and of . natunre' s baianceé and LniekkeﬂaILonéhipé and o v&Aua£Lze
'how they m&ght deveﬂop in the long term.

A Nationaiity tbo i an impoﬂiﬁnz diﬂﬁehéntiating ﬁaczoﬁ An attitudes =

- and opinions -on the. enu&nonment Sevena£~pointA Zhbw’a divide between

_ Southern Eunope pEuA Tredand on the one hand and the nest. 0f Nonthean
Europe on the other. This dLULdQ appears o miror economic deueﬁopment

the more advanced the countny, the mone ﬂenixle the gnound fon env¢ﬂon-

mentalist arguments as a &eacxxon to economic development.



PART ONE

PUBLIC PERCEPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT
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" CHAPTER 1

* EUROPEANS' VIEW -OF THEIR ENVIRONMENT
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The first thing to do in order to learn more about Europeans' per-
ception of the environment in.genera? is to study what they think of
their own environment. This can be done by measuring their awareness of

‘a series of specific points covering a broad range of concerns.

As in the 1982 poll, ihe_approéch taken was first to discefn what
members of the public perceivéd as a thfeat to the‘énVironment in their
own neighbourhood and then to ascertain their wider concern about the
national and world environment. ' .

Several questions from the previous survey were repeated with a view

to detecting any changes in public mood.



1.1. LOCAL ENVIRONMENT
First the members of the public interviewed were asked about seven
specific aspects of their local, everyday environment.

Question: Where you Live now, do you have reasons to complain about the
following things: a great deal, a fair amount, not very much,

or not at a££
: A great A fair Not = Not  Don't Total Index? %982 index )
E deal amount ver at now - (for the Ten
COMMUNITY - Cmuch  all

Damage done to the landscape 12 20 19 -46 3 100 .98 .88

Afr pollution ..o.cevens.... 9 16 23 51 1 100 .83 .79
NOTSE «vevenannennnen SO 8 15 22 54 1 100 .76 .83
Loss of good farmland ...... 8 14 17 53 8 100 .75 .75
The way rubb1sh is d1sposed : |
........................ 9 14 17 58 2 100 .74 . - _

The an11ty of the drinking o

water ....i.ieiiiiiieieinenns 8 13 17 61 1 100 .68 .60
Lack of access to open space ‘ . ' -
and countryside .......... . 7 10 15 66 2 100 .58 .62

The vast majority of the responders replied that they had no comp1aints
at all about any of these problems in their neighbourhood. The 1ndex on
the right of the table meaeutes the respondents' overall awareness of each .
of these aspects of their local environment.

% Not asked in the 1982 survey.

3 Worded "drinking water Eur1tx" in 1982, ,
The index is calculated applying. a weighting of 3 to "a great deal”,
2 to "a fair amount", 1 to "not very much" and 0 to "not at all"
("don't knows" are om1tted)



.0n the whole; Commun1ty citizens are not part1cu1ar1y conSC1ous of
'poT]ut1on,1n their own area, more or Tess asv1n the 1982 poll.’ On a]]

" seven points, the index- remained be]owwl 00, the value indicating that on -

."average the respondents found not .very much to comp1a1n about in their
Tocal env1ronment ' '

Ana]ys1s of the answers po1nt by po1nt however, shows that a number
_ of th1ngs have changed over the 1ast four years

Damage to ‘the 1andscape cont1nues to ra1se "the most comp1a1nts.-;The
.awareness’ 1ndex even rose by 0.10 on th1s po1nt -

The drinking'water index a]so’rose sTight]y, though it is impossib]e
to say how much this was due to the rewording of this question’ between
the. two surveys n part. the d1fference can be put down to the two new
Community Member States - Spain and Portuga] two of the European
:countries where concern about dr1nk1ng water qua11ty is runn1ng h1ghest.

.. One other noteworthy change is that a1r p011ut1on has- risen to second
, p]ace beh1nd _damage to ‘the landscape, on the 1ist of complaints about
: the local env1ronment

Noise has fallen back to third. It is the only aspect of the immediate,.

‘.everyday env1ronment to have recorded a decrease 1n the awareness 1ndex,
however sma]] '

Lack of access to open space and countryside ra1sed the fewest
comp1a1nts from Europeans as. a whole this time. The only reason why the
‘awareness 1ndex held steady on this point’ 11es in the accession of Spa1n
and}Portuga] two countries where this problem is more acute than in-the _'
'rest ot-Europe ~ In the Ten, . the awareness 1ndex fell back from .62 1n B

1982 to .53.in 1986. . - ‘ . o o



DIFFERENCES FROM COUNTRY TO COUNTRY

Although awareness of local environmental issues 1s‘generaliy Tow
throughout the Community, this masks big differences from one country to
another (see page 7).

Just as in 1982, Denmark is the country with fewest complaints and
with the lowest awareness index in Europe on all seven counts. It is
followed by Ire]and,'then the United Kingdom, France and the Netherlands.

At the other end of the scale, Italy had the largest percentage of
respondents who voiced complaints about their local environment (six out
of every seven, giving Italy the highest index in the Community)..

Next most disgruntled with the environment came Greece and Spain,
followed by Portugal and Germany, where there was slightly less ankiety.

Two countries come in the middle: Belgium and Luxembourg.

Not only the level of dissatisfaction with the local environment
(which, it must be remembered, is still low in the Community as a whole)
differs from one country to another but also the ranking of the causes of
concern. |
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CAUSES OF CONCERN ABOUT THE LOCAL ENVIRONMENT

Damage to the landscape
Air pollution

Noise '

Loss of farmland

- The way rubbish is d1posed of

Drinking water quality

. Lack of access to open space

Damage to the landscape

- Afr pollution

Noise
Loss of farmland

. The way rubbish is diposed of

Drinking water quality
Lack of access to open space

Damage to the landscape

- Air pollution

Noise

. Loss of fafm1and

The way rubbish is diposed of
Drinking water qualfty

~Lack of access to open space

Démage to the landscape

- Afr pollution

Noise
Loss of farmland

The way rubbish is diposed of.

Drinking water quality
Lack of access to open space

- Damage to the 1andscape'
_Air pollution

Noise

- Loss of farmland

The way rubbish is diposed of
Drinking water quality.

. Lack of access to open space.

Damage to the landscape

Air pollution

Noise -~ .

Loss of farmland

The way rubbish is diposed of
Drinking water quality

Lack of access to open space
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Air pollution is the chief cause of concern in Belgium and Germany
(ahead of damage to the landscape) and in Denmark (followed by noise).

But "the way rubbish is disposed of" produced the widest differences
of opinion between the Member States (from .17 in Denmark to 1.21 in
Italy). Although this issue ranked only fifth in the Commdnity averages,
it was the top complaint about the environment in Ireland, Portugal and
Greece,. the three Member States with the lowest standard of living.
Ireland is a particularly.striking case since its awareness index is well
below the Community average on every other point.

The last finding to note is that complaints about lack of access to -
open space and countryside were commonest in the four southern Member
States. )

CHANGES IN THE AWARENESS OF THE LOCAL ENVIRONMENT IN THE INDIVIDUAL
COUNTRIES o

The findings on six of the seven local environmental issues in ten
Member States can be compared with the results of the 1982 poll.

On thé whole, the reblies remained largely unchanged throughout the
Community. There has been no significant movement on any of the six
points for which compariéons could be made in the three Benelux
countries. | o



MOVEMENT IN THE AWARENESS INDEX (0-3)
IN THE TEN BETWEEN 1982 AND 1986

S 8 KD F ORI L W UK G g
Where you. 1ive now, do you have
reasons to complain about ..

'~ . . '..> = . - . . ] i i .‘ . - -. 60
The quality of .56 |.13} .88 .51 .47].85] .21 .27 .28 |.51}.
; . lthe .56 1274 .77 .59 .e0Q.00f .37 .31 .37 |.68] .65

drinking water™

.87 .39)1.16] .70 {.53 .87 .78 .63 ].65] .78 [.83 )

Noise -~~~ -~ . . - .87 .36} .92} .61 |.37] .99 .81 .54 }.52] .87 .75

.87 w216 .67 .sof.79] e .67 .54 -.83 .79
.92 .42 1.06 .65 .4911.09] .99 .64 .47 .93 .81

Air pollution

The way rubbish is disposed - == - - - - - .- =T
Of . . ' : .60 .17 .60 .53 .95 1.21 .5’0 -79 .60 1-09 73
. Lack of access to open space. - 69 .i3 [.71|[.53] .36 .90 .19 .32 .38 o1 [.e2]
- and countryside - .58 .15 |.ss)].36) .27 .86 .26 .38 .36 .93 ].s3)

.79 .15 .76 .82 .38 .95 .52 .68. .53 .86 .75

toss of good farmland .80 .19 .75 .70 .36 1.03 .67 .66 .5¢ .83 .74 -

"Damage done to the landscape - .86 .26 .88 .91. .53f1.11] .94 .89 ].65]1.15 |88

.90 .36 .99 .82 .59]1.30f1.17 .97 |.82]1.06 |.97

Number of downward \ 0 p 2 1 ' T o0 o 0 10 2
+ movements e - A : M . :

= Number'of upward ‘ . T ,
. movements » 0 .1 0 ¢ o 3' 0:. 0 .1 -l 1

Net movement " ¢ o 2 -l -1 43 0 05 0+ -1

' fThe boxes 1nd1cate the 1ndexes which have deed significantly'between
1982 and 1986. S Y

Quest1qn worded slightly differently in 1982, °
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In four other countries (Denmark, Greece, France and Ireland) the index
moved on just one of'these six points. In Denmark and Greece, there were
more complaints abbut drinking water quality (though in Denmark the index
‘remained the lowest in Europe, a sign that the subject was causing only
very limited concern). In France and Ireland one index fell (lack of
access to open space and countryside in France and noise in Ireland) but
all the other five held steady. .

In thé United Kingdom, there were fewer complaints about noise in 1986
but more people felt that the countryside was being damaged.

Germany was the only Member State where there was generally a distinct,
albeit modest, decline in concern about the local environment. For
instance, the noise index fell from 1.16, by far the highest in Europe,
 in 1982, to .92 in 1986. Similarly, the number of respondents complaining
~ about lack of access to open space and the countryside fell too. There
was no significant movement in public bpinion about any of the other
aspects of the local environment in Germany.

In all, Germany has fallen behind Italy and Greece, from the, Member
State most concerned about the local environment in 1982 to slightly
above the Community average today.

In Ita]y’concern about the environment in which the respondents 1lived
grew sharply. .From a position amongst the most concerned Member States -
in 1982, Italy has advanced to take its index well above the Community
average on each of the questions put today. In particular, there was a
marked increase in concern about drinking water quality, damage to the
landscape and, above all, air pollution. |



— 11 =

CUMULATIVE DISSATISFACTION. SCORES ON THE LOCAL ENVIRONMENT.

-So far the various local enVironmenta1 issues have been analysed point
by point. To comp]efe the picture of the respondents’ perceptidn of their -
- Tocal environment, the,respondentsvcan be classified by the number of
questions on which théy expressed dissatisfactionl, out of the seven put ‘
to them. '

The chart below shows the percentage distrfbution_of the dissatis-
faction scores for all the respondents interviewed in the European

Community. -

COMMUNITY

3
50 4

39

30 1

204 ?

10
10 1

.3 {out of 7)

o 3 2 Number of causes
o T~ of dissatisfaction
4 5 6

‘1.Anyone who had "a great deal" or "a fair amount" to complain about was
classified as-"dissatisfied",
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" A large proportion (39%) of the Europeans said that they had no
complaints at all about any of the seven aspects of their local environ-
ment. Only a small minority (10%) had a great deal or a fair amount to
complain about on five or more points. The general distribution is-

broadly the same as in the 1982 poll. However, the two polls are not
‘direct]y éomparab]e since the respondents were not asked to consider the
same number of points in both. ‘ '

ANALYSIS OF THE‘VARIABLES INFLUENCING AWARENESS OFVTHE LOCAL ENVIRONMENT .

AS in the 1982 poll, close analysis of some of the variables deter-
mining opinion on the Tocal environment-brings out the influence of
factors such as size of locality or type of housing. '

Measuring overall awareness of the local environment by the cumulative
scores for dissatisfaction (i.e. "a great deal" or "a fair amount" to
complain about) on the seven points put reveals big differences.

~ PERCEPTION OF THE LOCAL ENVIRONMENT
- BY SIZE OF LOCALITY AND TYPE OF HOUSING

Ndmbér'of causes of
dissatisfaction out
of the seven points

o put.
SIZE OF LOCALITY *
. Rural areas or village ..... e eeeteneeeennaraanns 3 . 1.04
. Small or middle-sized town ............ veesaes . 1.70
. Big town oOr City civeeeerrenrereencecscsnconscnenns 2.28
TYPE OF HOUSING |
. Farmhouse or country cottage ....... Ceeeteeneeees . - 0.83
. Detached house ............ Seeseesecseescssansanas 1.09
.- Semi-detached house .......... teesssescranaa cesaae . 1.22
. Terraced house ........ eessnenae eeesesesas ceeses 1.69
. Maisonette ....cviiiiiiiiiiiiiininen, cesersatanane 2.08
. Flat in block of up to ten apartments ............ 2.08
. Flat in a block of 11-50 apartments .............. 2.54
. Flat in a block of over 50 apartments ............ 2.34
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- On- average, b1g town and city dwe11ers comp1a1ned about tw1ce as many

points as country dwellers. And res1dents in medium-sized apartment

 blocks’ comp1a1ned about three times as many po1nts as peop]e 11v1ng in
'farm houses or country cottages ) )

Réaders‘interested in studying the effect of these two variables on

“, the replies on each 1nd1v1dua1 ‘aspect of the env1ronment con51dered shou]d
-‘.refer to. the ful] table set out: in the Annex.. On the who]e, d1ssat1s-

‘fact1on with ‘the Tlocal: environment increases with populat1on dens1ty,

' ~ whatever spec1f1c aspect of the environment  is cons1dered ‘with the sole A

except1on of dr1nk1ng water qua11ty, on wh1ch populat1on density has no
_effect. o

Social and demographic factors exerted much the same influence on
1pub11c perception of - the 1oca1 environment as in 19821 On the whole,
" the sex of the respondent made no- difference. S1m11ar1y, there was very
'-11tt1e to choose between the different age groups However, the higher
_the 1eve1 of" educat10n the greater the awareness, part1cu1ar1y of damage'_
“to the 1andscape Converse]y, Tow -income. groups are 1ess concerned about
‘ env1ronmenta1 1ssues '

A ser1es of cogn1t1ve and 1deo1og1ca1 var1ab1es a]so -influenced the
"respondents ‘awareness of the Tocal env1ronment, which increases with
‘uleadersh1p abﬂity2 and decreases w1th increasing sat1sfact1on w1th 11fe
- Adherence to post-materia]ists.va]ues in'turn.heightens awareness of
" the local environment People-on the’1eft,'and even more'so'0n the
'extreme ]eft, 'of the pol1t1ca1 spectrum are Nikewise more Tiable to
':comp1a1n o ) '

But despite the effect'of these'variables on ‘the wholeé public percep-
tion of the 1oca1 env1ronment seems to depend primarily on the size of
' 1oca11ty, type of hous1ng and nat1ona11ty of the respondent

1

"The Europeans and- their envfronment", 1982, page 28.
2,3 '

See annexes Bl and B2 for:definjtions.
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1.2. NATIONAL AND WORLD ENVIRONMENT

Europeans' view of their national and world environment was assessed
from their replies to seven questions, four on specific aspects of the
environment and their own country and three on world issues.

With the exception of air pollution, the issues were very different
from the ones touched on in the questions on the local environment.
Moreover, a awareness of local environment issues reflects the respon-

- dents' personal experience, whereas awareness, concern or worry about the
national or world situation concerns issues further away from the respon-
dent's familiar surroundings. Consequently, there is only very limited
scope for comparison between public perception of the local environment
and of the environment further afield.
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‘Question: Now, about this country as a whole, T would Like to §ind out

how wosried on concerned you anre about a number of problems 1
am going %o ment&on. :

Finally, mone generally, how concenned on wvan&ed are you
about the following?

" A great A fair Not . . Not Don't Total Index3 1982 1ndex
deal = amount very at know . {for the Ter

‘ much  all :

. Disposal of industrial waste1 47 32 12 6 3 100 2.23 2.18

. Damage Eaused to sea’ T1fe and . ' A , ) -
‘beaches” ...eiiivieriicacnnas 45 37 11 5 2 100 2.23 2.21

. Pollution of water, of rivers S . : '
and Takes ...oiviieniiinnnnns 43 38 12 6 1 100 2.20 2.02

. The extinction in the world N . o .
of plants or animal species . 42 37 14 5 2 100 2.19 2.01

. Air pollution ........ e 41 3 14 7 2 100 2.13 1.9

. The possible atmospheric
damage affecting the world's
weather brought about by the
gas {carbon dioxide) emitted: _
from burning coal and o1l v o
products Ceereetiettienanaas 38 33 16 8 5 100 2.06 1.86

. The loss of 5atura1 resources : o
1n the world” ....coeeveenee. 35 ’ 37 18 -7 3 100 2.04 2.02

2

1 Worded “d1sposa1 of 1ndustr1a1 chem1ca1 waste" in 1982.

Worded "damage caused to sea 11fe and beaches by sp111age or d1scharges
from o1l tankers" in 1982.

3 Worded "dep]et1on ‘of the wor]d s forest resources" in 1982

Caution is ca]]ed for wgen compar1ng the f1nd1ngs of . the 1986 and 1982
surveys on 1tems 1 and



A very large majority (72-79%) of the respondents worried "a great
deélﬁ or "a fair amount" about all seven environmental issues broachedin
the interview. Only a very small mihority (5-8%) were "not at all”
worried. | ‘

The awareness index constructed'in'exactly the same way as the local
environment index revealed that concern was running high on every point
" covered. The index varied very little from one question to another,
ranging from 2.04 to 2.23 (2.00 indicates that, on average, the population
worries "a fair amount” abbut the national and world environment).

It must be added that the indexes are lower on two of the questioné
about the world environment (possible climcatic changes and loss of
.natural resources) than on the other five points. .

‘Comparison with the 1982 findings shows that concern has risen, parti-
cularly on the four qUestioné worded identically on both surveys. The
indexes for the other three held steady in so far as comparison is still
possible despite the above-mentioned differences. '

. The three biggest changes were in attitudes to pollution of water of
rivers and lakes, air pollution and the extinction of plants or animal
species. ' '

One noteworthy point is that concern about air pollution had risen at
~national level but remained the same as in 1982 at local level. '

\
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CHANGES IN EUROPEANS VIEN OF THEIR ENVIRONMENT

BETNEEN 1982 AND 1986

Local env1ronment

. Damage to the 1andscape

. Airﬂpol]Ution»

. Noise
. Loss of farmland

. The way rubb1sh 1s
' d1sposed of )

: . The qua11ty‘of1thé
drinking water .

. Lack of access to open
space

NationaT'énvironment

. Disposal of 1ndustr1a1
waste 1 o

" . Damage causid to sea 11fe’

and beaches

. Po11ut10n’of:water, of
“rivers and lakes

. Air pol1utioh’

WOr1d env1ronment

. Ext1nct1on of p]ants or }
- an1ma1 spec1es '

. Possnb]e c11mat1c changes -
caused by carbon dioxide

.. Loss of natural resources
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The shaded areas indicate the 1986 index, the blank ones the’ 1982 1indexes

for the same questions ‘in the then ten member Comunfty

Quest'lons,reworded since 1982,
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Subject to the reservations expressed, genera]]y'there is a clear
difference in the level of awareness of the local environment on the one
hand and of the national or world environment on the other, just as in
1982. While the local environment indexes have remained static, on the
whole, after four yearé, the national and world environment indexes have
risen, thus further widening the gap between the two sets (see p. 17).

DIFFERENCES FROM COUNTRY TO COUNTRY

Generally, nationality made far less difference to respondents' aware-
ness of the national and world environment than seen at local level.

What is more, just.as at Community level, the spread between the
different awareness indexes for the individual national and world
environment issues is relatively narrow in each country.

Even so, it is still possible to rank the coqntries in order of
concern. '

Belgians are least worried about the national and world environment,
even though their perception of the local environment was about average
for the Community. Belgium also had the narrowest gap between the local
and general indexes. The other Community countries relatively unconcerned
were Ireland and Greece, fo]]bwed,‘some way behind, by France and the
United Kingdom.



1)

Four other countries (Germany, Luxembourg; Portugal and Denmark) were
close to the Community avérage as regards lévels'ochoncern on the
national and world envifonment; The gap between public perception of the
local environment and of the environment further afield was widest in
Denmark. | "

~Italy showed by far the greatest concern, not only on the 10c§1
environment but in particular on the national environmental issues. ~ The
Italian public was slightly less alarmed by world environmental problems.

The Netherlands and Spain came some way behind Italy as the countries

where concern was running highest' In the Nether?ands as in Ita]y,

-concern about world issues was 511ght1y 10wer.

CHANGES OF ANARENESS OF THE NATIONAL AND WORLD ENVIRONMENT IN THE
INDIVIDUAL COUNTRIES.

Compar1son with the f1nd1ngs of the 1982 polls br1ngs out a number of .
changes
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MOVEMENT IN THE AWARENESS INDEX (0-3)
- ON THE NATIONAL AND WORLD ENVIRONMENT
IN THE TEN BETWEEN 1982 AND 1986

IRL I L ML UK GR EC

B8 OK D °F
10
Now, about this country as a
whole, I would like to find out
how worried or concerned you
are about ... .

. S p 1.7041.95]2.20 {1.97] 1.85[2.17f]1.86)2.25.1.76]1.86 }2.02
Pollution of water, of rivers 1.75 |2.24| 2.18 J2.11] 1.94 J2.46][2.25] 2.29 |2.06]1.92 [2.18
and lakes \ . .

' . ' 1.81]2.17)2.25 2.24 1.91f2.2112.13 2.38 2.19 2.20 2.21
Damage gaused to sea life and 1.76]2.30] 2.17. 2.18 1.95 [2.48] 2.21 2,372,186 2.13 2.22
beaches . . :
Air o11ufion 1.78(1.83]2.15]1.87] 1.67]2.19{1.992.11}01.59|2.19 |1.96}
P v 1.83)2.11]2.16 J2.01] 1.802.45}2.19]2.33(|1.86] 2.08 J2.12
Disbosa] of industrial waste1 1.88]2.11}2. 16 1.95]2.15[2.03 2.45 2.16 J2.33}2.18
_ 1.7912.37}2.17 2.08 2.05{2.50}2.16 2.43 2.2211.9512.23
Finally; more geherally, how
concerned or worried are you
about ... ’
The extinction in the world ©1.7612.0502.18]11.92] 1.60]1.98)2.23 2.12 2.01)1.81 §2.01
of p1_ants or animal species 1.78]2.17)2.21]2.15} 1.63]2.28]2.37]2.25)f2.18] 1.79}2.17

.95 2.03 1.94 2.02

. . 1.9
The loss of natural resources :
in the world 1.7312.11 1.93 1.85 1.71 2.2111.95{1.95 2.12 1.86 2.00

The possible atmospheric damage 1.64 |2.03{2.06{1.67) |1.67][2.03{}1.81 1.69 1.74]]1.83}|1.86

affecting the world's weather 1.682.15
brought about by carbon dioxide

Number of downward 1 0 0 0
movements : ‘

Number of upward 0 6 0 4. 1
movements )

'Net movement -1 6. 0 4 +1 +6 4] +3 +4 0 4

The boxes‘indicéte the indexes which have moved significantly between '
1982 and 1986. ‘

1 Question worded slightly differently in 1982.
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In f1ve Commun1ty countr1es the 1eve1 of concern changed s1gn1f1cant1y

on very few aspects of the envwronment Germany (where none of the 1ndexes-'

" moved s1gn1f1cant1y over the period), Be]g1um (where one fel1), Ire]and
{where one rose) Greece and Luxembourg ' S '

A1l five recorded far 1ess change in the level of concern than the
Commun1ty as a who]e, where four of the. seven 1ndexes rose substant1a11y
'Th1s combination of relat1ve1y stat1c public awareness 1ndexes in Germany
- between 11982 .and 1986 and rising 1ndexes in several other Commun1ty
countr1es over the same per1od relegated Germany from a pos1t1on as one

| of the countries where concern was running h1ghest in 1982 to a more ”
middle-of-the- table pos1t1on today ‘
- Three countries fo]]Owed more or less the same pattern as the Community
| average over the. 1ast four years:. the United Kingdom, France ‘and the : '
. o Netherlands In the Un1ted K1ngdom and France in particular the public
awareness 1ndexes rose on the same. four po1nts as. the Commun1ty 1ndexes

:In Italy anduDenmarkxconcern.was higher on six‘ofAthe‘seuen points
. _than in 1982, with the overall iricrease greater than the increase for the
Community as a whole In Ita]y this phenomenon is matched however, by a
high level of concern about the local environment. But in Denmark the.gap
between concern with the local env1ronment and concern about nat1ona1
orob]ems has w1dened even. more s1nce 1982
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CUMULATIVE DISSATISFACTION SCORES ON THE NATIONAL AND WORLD ENVIRONMENT

The count of the number of aspects of the world and national énviron-
ment on which each df the respondents expressed‘dissatisfaction (i.e.
answered "a great deal" or "a fair amount") breaks down as follows for
the Community as a whole:

COMMUNITY

%

504 : ' - 47

40 4

30 4

_ - 10
10 4 6 8
3 4 :
0 I T T I | Number of
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 causes of

dissatisfaction
(out of 7)

This population distribution by number of causes of dissatisfaction
shows that almost one European out of every two (47%) is worried about
all seven aspects mentioned. In addition to pfoviding further evidence
of the high level of concern observed earlier, this underlines the broad

agreement on the national and world environment amongst a large proportion
of the sample interviewed.
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ANALYSIS OF THE VARIABLES INFLUENCING AWARENESS OF THE NATIONAL AND WORLD
ENVIRONMENT ~ | |

The main difference between public opinion on national or world
environmental issues on the one hand and on the local everyday environ-
ment on the other Ties not only in the higher level of awareness but ‘also
in the factors influencing pub11c op1n1on1

Level of education had a far greateh'impact on views on the national
and world environment. Later 1eavers showed greater concern. Higher
earners too were more worried. But size of locality (village, small or-
middle-sized towh_or large town or city);had very_11tt1e influence on -
views on the national situation, and even less on opinions on the world
situation, although it had a big say in views on the local environment. .

The correletioh_between type of housing and opinidns was less marked .
in the national environment than on the local environment.

Mov1ng on to socio-political factors, strong leaders adherlng to post-‘

 materialist values are generally more aware of env1ronmenta1 issues.

Although these two factors also colour views of the local environment,
they have a much greater fmpact at national or world level. Political
1eft-w1ngers seem to be more’ aware of both the national and 10ca1
environmental 1ssues than people further to the right.

1 The figures on which these conc1usions_are based are set out in Annex B.



Satisfaction with 1ife, however, has no real influence on perception
of large-scale environmental problems. '

As observed in the 1982 poll, on the whole the respondents' perception
of the environment in their country or in the world as a whole seems to
be shaped more by their values and political allegiance than by objective
quality of 11fe factors.




CCHAPTER 2.

IMPORTANCE ATTACHED TO ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS
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After probing Europeans' awareness of selected local, national and
“world environmental issues, the next stage is to ihvestigaté the urgency
‘attached to environmental protection by the respondents, the forms of
damage which they cohsidered the most serious and the reasons for their
choice. The priority given to the environment by the respondents and the
~order of importance in which they rank different types of pollution and
~arguments gives the fullest possible picture of how public perception of
the environment in the Eurdpean Community works.

2.1. URGENCY OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Question: Many people are concerned about the protection of the env.iron-
‘ ment and the struggle against pollution. Would you say that,
in yourn opinion, this i& an urgent and immediate probLem, more
a problem for the future, on not really a problem at atl?

COMMUNITY
%
. Urgent, immediate problem .....cevveieennanes 72
. Problem for the future ............. cesenecas 22
. Not really a problem at all ................. 3
B T A 1T _3
' TOTAL 100

The replies revealed a strong sense of urgency about environmental
protection throughout the Community. Only a very small minority (3%)
considered the issue no problem at all.

In Ité1y, Greece, Luxembourg and Germany four out of every five inter-
viewees described pollution control as an urgent, immediate problem (see
Table 2.1.1.). But in France, Ireland and the Netherlands a relatively.
high proportion (30%-38%) of the sample thought it was a problem for the
future. '



URGENCY OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION .
BROKEN DOWN BY THE KEY VARIABLES

COMMUNITY  ......... cees

COUNTRY:
Belgium covveenreenee ceean
Denmark ...ovcenencecoanss
Germany ....cceeevncvans oo
France ..oieveeieveerecneds
“Ireland .. ciiiiiiineeea,
Ttaly veveeerennennnncnens
Luxembourg ...ceceeveannss
Netherlands ......cccv0uuus
" United Kingdom .....cc00u0s
Greece voivacececsnasns cese
Spain ....... ceewsesans ‘s
Portugal ......ceveceveane
. SEX: : ,
Male civvvencrnns cesrreraa '
"Female ..oveenennas ceesena
AGE: .
15-28 . .iiiiireiiiannes con

: 25-39 ...'4..’.‘...-;......

40-54 ....veuen.. e .

65 and over ..... ceceense

" LEVEL OF EDUCATION:

LOW .ivvnns teeoreescese .o
. Medium ......... Ceeevesnes

High ..ceeeiiennanns cevans

"INCOME BRACKET:

++’.-.l. ...... L2 B BECRE Y I B ] ;..

™ seesersescsressecsrenee

" eserssreresescser s

S easssssecesseersanense

VALUES: oo

" Materialist ...eveiveeeens .
Mixed ......... csecssensana
Post-materialist .........

POLITICAL ALLEGIANCE: -

Extreme left ........ ceeas
Lleft v.everevenennes ceenns
Centre ........ [
- Right .. iieiiiererarienen
- Extreme right ...........

~
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TABLE 2.1.1.

Protection of the environment is ...
An urgent More a

and fmme-
diate
problem

72

62
77
80
56
56
85
83’
63
.67
84
72
o

73
71

70
757
75
68

69
72
80 .

78
72

s 71

65

81
76
72

- 61

68 -
73
81

. 75
76
73
70
70

26

problem
for the

. future

22

- 26

15
15
38
31
11
17
30

26

10 -
17
15

21

22

25

21 .

18
22

22

23

17

18
23
23

53

15

20

22

23
.22
16

20
20
21
24
22

Not really
a problem .
at all

3

PW—RNOHONWE A

W MW 4 w £

TN W

W WM

W W,

XYY

NnEpwWPW

CONWNOWNN~N0

—

Don't
know

N W - RO AN
{

00 W e

PN

W wWwM N

TOTAL

100

100
100
100
100

- 100

100
100
100

-.100

100

-100

100

100

100

100
100
100
100

100

100

100 -

100 .
100.

100
100

100
100
100

100 -

100
100
100

100

-100
-. 100

100
100
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J

Gehera]]y, better-educated, high-earning respondents displaying strong
1eadersh1p ability and advocating post-materialist values attach greater
urgency to the prob]em The respondents' sex, age and p011t1ca1 . -
allegiance make little d1fference to the replies, however.

On the whole, the same factors influence both public percéptfon of the
urgency of environmental protection and public awareness of the national
~and world environment (see Chapter 1), with a few minor differences.
There. is a very strong correlation between the urgency attached to
antiepqllution measures and the number of points of dissatisfaction with
* the national and world environment. »

TABLE 2.1.2.

URGENCY OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AND ITS CORRELATION WITH DISSATISFACTION
WITH THE NATIONAL AND WORLD ENVIRONMENT

Protection of the environment is ... v
An urgent More a Not really Don't TOTAL

and imme- problem a problem know
diate for the at all
problem future
Number of causes of
dissatisfaction with. o
the national and world : . . : L
X env1ronment .
ZEFO inneieinnieiinnes 21 38 14 27 100
L - 39 45 8 8 100 \ :
e 71 25 2 2 100 !
2 87 11 1 o1 100
TOTAL: wevvreneennnnnnnns 72 22 3 3 |

100

-~ Almost none out of every ten respondents dissatisfied on all seven . ‘ .
points considered énvironménta] protection an urgent,- immediate problem.

At the other end of the scale, only-two out of every ten people satisfied
with all seven aspects, of the world and national environment viewed the
issue as urgent. : ' : s
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2.2.- MOST SERIOUS DAMAGE

Almost all (94%) of the Europeans considered environmental protection
‘a‘short-term or long-term-problem. The importance they attached to the _
issue depended part]y on how ser1ous1y they regarded certa1n forms of
,po11ut1on

| Questhn When we Zalk about pOééLbﬂe damage Zo. the enU4nonment whar
- do you think of above all? “Would you.please choose 6nom th&b

- Rist the three things Zhat come immediately to mind?.

COMMUNITY :(%) -

n;‘Factor1es that dlscharge dangerous chem1ca1 products - o
into the air. or water ..;.,.,..,.,..,... ....... crenaae .. B9 -

;'Rubb1sh on the streets, roads, open spaces and beaches ,-_‘ 37

. 0veruse, in agr1cu1ture of weed k111ers, 1nsect1c1des ‘
- and fert111zers ceiesececiesnancaes EETECETER PP RRPRRPRpS 35

. Industrial waste wh1ch is left abandoned wherever is

convenient ......... B PR F R

. 0i1 po]lut1on in the sea and on the shore .L.;.,.;.,.,;,A' .h .33

”'.“Veh1c1es that po11ute the a1r RIS ,...;I..;L,..;.Q:..— - 23
;'Ac1d rain which attacks woods and forests eeeaen ,,Q;Q;t .: o 29'”

.‘Unauthor1zed bu11d1ng which spo11s the countrys1de ..:..‘ 1 12

.}The waste of rare natura] resources’ such as m1nerals,_" : ‘
01], etC ....... .o»vo-c---....--l --------- Pe s e e OO R SES -Olifl?. 11 h

.. The noise createdlby some'1ndustria1 activities such as

construction; roads w1th heavy traff1c, a1rports etc. 9
. Eros1on of farmland ..;.} ..... ;..,;..b ...... eveeereneenes » 6
‘.Don 't know ...... T H feideeresrenae cereeeen ', 3
‘"tTorAL:‘.;.;.;..f.‘ L7 '(*) -

'( *) Total h1gher than 100 becasue of each person 1nterv1ewed gave
severa] answers. .
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These answers bring out the order of impdrtante of the individual
problems more clearly than the questions on awareness of the local,
national and world environment.

The public voted factories discharging dangerous chemical products
into the air or water the biggest threat. Almost six Europeans in ten
mentioned it.

Chemical pollution, in general, was rated extremely serious by the
samp1e interviewed. It claimed third place too in the guise of overuse,
in agriculture, of weed-killers, insecticides and fertilizers, Just
behind another more widespread, everyday form of pollution - rubbish on
streets, roads, open spaces and beaches - and just ahead of industrial
waste and oil pollution at sea and on shore. -

Yet a series of issués which generated a fair amount of concern at
local, national and world level, such as noise and loss of rare natural
resources, were rated serious by just a small minority of the sample, on
a par with unauthorized building and erosion.

DIFFERENCES FROM COUNTRY TO COUNTRY

The order of seriousness varied considerably from one Member State to
another on several points (see Table 2.2.1.).




FORMS OF DAMAGE CONSIDERED SERIOUS BY COUNTRY

TOTAL

| TABLE.2.2{1.

13

(*) Total higher than 100 because each pérson interviewed gave several answers.

*) () ") ™™ ()

_ - EC 12 B DK D F CIRL T L NL UK GR SP P

Factories that dischargé dangerous |

- chemical products into the air or
water ....iiiiiiceiiiiiiiiieniienae 59% 52 75 69 62 . 57 46 74 70 59 55 53 53
Rubbish on the streeis,'roads, open o _ ‘ o '
‘spaces and beaches ................ . 37% 27 13 17 40 57 - 54 30 19 37 50 44 56

. Overuse, in agriculture, of weed- ' o _ . :
killers, insectizides and fertilizers 35% 25 42 40 38 45 44 48 44 36 8 17 20
‘Industrial waste which is left EE | o |
abandoned wherever is convenient .. -33% 3¢ 32 34 33 33 34 29 33 38 24 29 21
0i1 pollution in the sea and on the ’ S '
shore ...... teeecesasassas cereecien - 33% 25 48 31 33 27 29 23 29 39 33 37 24
Vehicles that pollute the air ..... =~ 23% 26 7 29 17 20 24 25 22 15. 32 30 27
Acid rain which attacks woods and : i o T . ,
forests .......... cesasescsssssaae . 20% 27 28 26 24 10 10 29 50 23 3 8
‘Unauthorized building whichAspoi1sr : ’ o .
the countryside ............... cees - 12% 12 5 8 -16 12 19 8 2 9 12 13 13
The waste of rare natural resources 4 | : o S
such as minerals, oil, etc. ....... 11% 14 1 13 10 12 7 5 8 14 6 10 8
The ﬁoise created by some inddstria]
activities such as construction, roads ' ' KX
with heavy traffic, airports, etc. . = 9% 13 5 8 11 11 8 11 4 9 12 10

. Erosion of farmland ......iccceveee. 6% 7 10 10-4 7 4 5 5 7 8 6 4
DON't KNOW . werenennennnns evees 3% 5 3 3 1 3 1 2 2 1 8 10 11

(*) () () () (*) () (%)
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" Ten Member States voted factories that discharge dangerous chemical
'produéts into_the air or water the most serious problem. This item
attracted a particularly high number of votes in Denmark, Luxembourg, the
Netherlands and Germany. At the opposite end of the scale, the number of
respondents mentioning this item fell below the Cqmmunity average in
Belgium and in the four southern Europeah Member States. In Ita]y and
~Portugal discharges of dangerous chemicals from factories came second to
rubbish in public places.

The degree of seriousness attached to litter varies_sharp1y,'depending
on natfoha]ity, from high in Italy, Portugal, Ireland and Greece to very
Tow in Denmark, where this item came sixth, or in Germany and the Nether-
-lands, where it was p1aéed seventh, '

bveruse 6f chemicals in agriculture was considered one of the most
serious forms of polldtion in most Member States. There wefe only four
exceptions: Belgium, Portuga1, Spain and, most of aTl, Greece, where a
mere 8% of the respondents mentioned it. -

There was little bétween the Member States on uncontrolled dumping of
industrial waste, though this was less of a prob]ém in Greece and Portugal.

Danes and Britons voted oil pollution at sea and on shore the second
most serious form of pollution. Land-locked Luxembourg (the only Member
State without a coastline) recorded the lowest score on this item.

Air pollution by motor vehicle exhaust emissions was a. thorny issue in
Greece, Spain and Germany. In Denmark, however, only a very small
. minority worried about it. '
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VieWs’onfacid-rain damage to woods and forests.variedVWide1y from one
part ofithe Communtty to another.. .In the Netherlands, every other citiZen;
counted this one of the most ser1ous forms of env1ronmental po]]ut1on,
Acompared with a Commun1ty -average of on]y ‘one in f1ve Very few peop]e
in Ire]and and 1n the four southern Member States perce1ve ac1d rain as a .
maJor threat. ' ’

A]] the other forms of env1ronmenta1 p011ut10n are cons1dered ser1ous L
by Just a sma11 m1nor1ty in each-Member State, with a few minor var1at1ons.
N However, it is worth noting the anx1ety aroused in Ita]y and France by

- unauthorized bu11d1ng devastat1ng the countrys1de ’

The Member'States ta11’into three distinct groups in accordance with
the 'seriousness which they attach to the d1fferent forms of po]]ut1on
ment1oned in the po11 ' ' ‘

1. Countries concerned pr1mar11y about chem1ca1 and ‘industrial’ po]]ut1on,f
© i.e. Germany, Denmark ‘the Nether]ands and, to a 1esser extent,
Luxembourg and Be]g1um. _*v-» ol

2. Countr1es ‘where concern about chem1ca1 and 1ndustr1a1 po]]ut1on 1s
" high, but still below Commun1ty average, -and where po]lut1on by
'consumers, as opposed to by product1on processes, is h1gh1y placed.
" For -example, many of the Portuguese, Ita11an, Irish, Greek and-
tSpan1sh respondents put the’ emphas1s on the serious litter prob]em
- The three 1atest recru1ts to the Commun1ty a]so frequent]y ment1oned
air po]1ut1on. ' ' ‘

3. Lastly, France‘and.thelUnited;Kingdom-occupy the middle ground
betweEn the southern'European‘countries and'IreTand on-the one hand
and the rest of northern Europe on.the other. ' In both, the order of

- importance_for'the~Vartous‘forms'of pollution more or less matches:
-~ the order for the Community as"a whole. : '
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FACTORS INFLUENCING THE CHOICE OF FORMS OF POLLUTION REGARDED AS SERIOQUS

It is striking that the factors influencing Eufopeans” choice of the
forms of pollution rated serious are broadly the ones which influenced
their level of concern about the environment in their country and world-
wide and their view of the urgency of measures to combat pollution (see
~Table 2.2.2.), i.e. level of education, income bracket, leadership ability
and va]uesf(materialisf or post-materialist). The influence of these -
factors on the replies produces several different categories of environ-
mental pollution and paints a profile of the type of person likely to
give one answer rather than another.

For instance, one category of pollution is more 1ikely to be voted for
by well-educated, high-earning respondents displaying strong leadership
ability and advocating post-materialist values. It includes acid rain,
industrial wasté, discharges of dangerous chemicals from factories,
overuse of weed-killers, insecticides and fertilizers and, to a lesser
extent, wastage of natural resources. One thing these have in common is
that they are all forms of chemical or industrial pollution.

The same factors also make a big difference to individuals' view of
the seriousness of litter and air pollution by motor vehicles. This time,
however, the opposite is true. Both these are mentioned more often by
lTow-earning early school-leavers with 1ittle leadership ability and
materialist values. Both are easily grasped since they are far more
likely to appear in the individuals' day-to-day environment than the ‘
others and are generally quick acting.




TABLE 2.2.2.

FORMS OF DAMAGE CONSIDERED SERIOUS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATION,
- INCOME BRACKET, LEADERSHIP ABILITY AND VALUES

Age of finishing Income Leadership ~ Values

. full-time studies bracket . . - Mat. Mixed Post-
TOTAL  15- 16-19 20+ -- - + 4+ - - + ++ : mat.

. Factories that discharge dangerous _ : ' '
chemical products into air or water 59% 53 64 65 52 58 61 61 515962 63 54 61 68

. Rubbish on the streets, roads, open - / ) : - » :
spaces and beaches ....... .. iil.l. 37% 42 33 28. 4138 3632 433832 31 47 36 21

. Overuse, in agriculture, of weed- ' - o .
killers, insecticides and fertilizers - 35% - "33 36 40 33 34 3938 283737 39 32 37 41

. Industrial waste which is left aban-"

doned wherever is convenient ...... 33% 30 . 36 38 2932 3635 29 3335 37 28 36 40
. 011 pollution in the sea and on the , - o : ,- o | . I
£ 10 o 33% - 31 35 34 28 33 33 37 32 34 34 31 31 35 32 b
X

. Vehicles that pollute the air ..... ' 23% 26 20 © 18 2524 22 21 24 24 23 19 28 22 . 17

. Acid rain which attacks woods and ‘ ‘ o ‘ \ : .
forests ...uccievinensvcnanes eeeees : 206 16 -23 27 1919 19 24" 16 18 23 23 .14 22 28
. Unauthorized building which spoils . - ] : ' |
, ‘the Cantryside ................... S 12% 12 12 14 - 11 10. 13 13 11 1112 17 12 12 13

. The waste 6f—raré natural resources : : _ 4
such as minerals, o0il, etc.- ....... - 11% 9 12- 10 810 1112 91012 11 9 11 12

. The noise created by some industrial
activities such as construction, roads

with heavy traffic, airports, etc. » 9% 10 8 9 10 9. 9 9 910 8 8 10 8 9
. Erosion of farmiand ...... eeieee. 6% 6 6 7 56 66 56 7 6 4 7 8
L DON'E KNOW +eveeeaitneenennasnnans 3% 5 2 1 64 11 831 2 4 1 1

() () () () () () (O (R () () ()

(*) Total higher than 100 because each person interviewed'gave several answers,
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Sociofdemographic and socid—po]itica] factors make very little differ-
ence to public opinion on 0il pollution at sea and on shore, unauthorized _
building, noisy industrial activities and soil erosion. A1l of these, ' T
~apart from oil pollution, were considered notlvery important by all the
citizens intervfewed. 0il po]]utidn, however, was placed fdurth_in Europe
and higher still in the higher income brackets.

2.3. WHY THE DAMAGE IS CONSIDERED SERIOUS

Beyond analysing the socio-demographic and cognitive variables. which
influence the.respondents' choice of the most serious forms of pollution, ‘
it is 1ntéresting to study the main reasons given by the respondents. for .

" their choice.

Question: In what way does damdge to the environment appedanr serious to

you? . o
COMMUNITY (%)
' . |
. It menaces the health of people ... i.iiiiiiiverecnncnnnns 43
. Any specific pollution of water, air or the land puts at
risk our whole natural background or environment ........ 40 i
. Damage already inflicted on the environment risks having 1
consequences for future generations ........ seseseescns .. 36 ‘ /
. It Towers the quality of Tife .uoveveernernenrnennnns teeen -34 . {
. When.the_environmént is damaged somewhere this will be
liable to spread to other regions or to other countries 16
. The measures needed for repaiﬁﬁng would be expensive .... 9 . |
. Don't know ....... S . _6
TOTAL wevevnennnnn. (*)

“(*) Total higher than 100 becaﬁse each person.interviewed gave several
answers. o 3 : '
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The pub11c health threat 1s the most frequent reason given by the '
sample interviewed. This view of the acuteness of the danger 1s coloured
‘ pr1mar11y by the r1sk of phy51ca1 1nJury

Besides- this, four out of every ten-people,interviewed stressed .that

'~v1poT1Utionf in one area puts at'riskfa11 the-rest of the environment. _They

are concerned with the environment as a whole. Selection of this argument
indicates a truly "ecological" perception of environmental problems.

The third commeriest reason.for regarding certain tyoes of pollution as
serious-is the‘potential‘impact on future generations.  Like- the previous -
one, this points to a certain degree of ab111ty to visualize the abstract,
1ong term 1mp11cat1ons ' ' L

" Around,one third of thefpeop}e questionedianSWered thet’the‘phenomena'-
were serious because they 1owered the‘qua]ity of 1ife. Like the pub11c .
" health argument this way of th1nk1ng too is. 1mp11c1t1y based on peop]e

-..and their qua11ty of . 11fe

. The last two reasons’krisk of;pollution spreading to other regions and
the economics of repa1r1ng the damage caused) are ment1oned by far fewer
respondents than the other four.’ '
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Each respondent was allowed to choose two reasons for regarding pollu-
tion as serious. It is illuminating to analyse1 the pairs of answers to
see whether certain arguments are coupled together more often than might
be expected. The results show a strong correlation between "it menaces
. the health of people" and "it Towers the quality of life". A similar link
emerged between "damage already inflicted on the environment risks having
consequences for future generations" and "any specific pollution puts at
risk our whole natural environment", which is also closely linked to the
argument about the risk of pollution spreading to other regions or -
countries. Conversely, there is an inverse correlation between that

argument and "it lowers the quality of life".

In the final ana1ysfs, the six reasons fall into two categories:

- The first (public health, quality of 1ife and cost of repair) are
commonest amongst respondents with materialist values (see Table
2.3.1.).-

- The second (future consequences of today's pollution, threat to the
rest of the natural environment and the risk of pollution spreading to

- other regions or countries) are more 1ikely to be given by highly-
educated people having "post-matefialist values".

1 For full details of this analysis, see Annex D.
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TABLE 2.3.1.
WHY ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION IS-CONSIDERED SERIOUS

_'_ \65 _

CTOTAL - Age of f1n1sh1ng o Values
- ~ full-time studies. Mat. . Mixed Post--
| ‘ - 156- 16-19 20+ o - -mat,
. It menaces the health of people a3 45 42 6 . 47 43 37
« Any specific pollution of water, | ‘
air or the land puts at risk our
whole natural background or ‘ : -
environment .......eieiiiiennn, vos 40 3% - . 4 49 35 42 50
. Damage already inflicted on the ' | |
environment risks having consequences _ : : : .
for future generat1ons ceeseiesaes | 36 b , 31 39 48 .30 39 47
. It lowers the qua11ty of Tife cone 34 | . 34. 33 34 - 35 35 281
. When the environment is damaged - -
somewhere this will be Tibale to _
spread to other regions or to other - o
countr1es ..... cerseresetatinenas 16 14- 17 16 - 14 17 18
. The measures for repairing would be . _ S _ ‘ _
expensive ......... terecnesavens .. 9 A o -~ 9 7 11 9 .7
Anyth1ng else .ivvvinnnns aeaaees - - - - - 1
. DON't KNOW +enennnnnn. e .. 6 9 § 1 | o |
TOTAL . - o () (™) (*) (*) (*)

(*) Total higher than 100 because each person interviewed gave several answers.
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DIFFERENCES FROM COUNTRY TO COUNTRY

On the whole, there is less difference between the_indiv{dual Member
States on the importance attached to the various arguments than in the
various forms of po]]ution (see Table 2. 3.2.). To within a few percentage
po1nts, virtually the same proportion of respondents stressed the public
health risk of pollution in every Member State, with thé sole exception
of Ireland, where the problem was mentioned by over six out of eVery ten.

There were wider differences on the threat which speeific isolated
pollution incidents pose to the rest of the natural environment. In
Greece, Portugal, Spain and Ireiand, the four countries with the 10West
per capita GDP in the Community, this reason was cited less often than in
the other countries.

Similarly, fewer people in these four countries and Belgium felt that
today's pollution could have an imbact on future generations. Against -
this, over half the Danes and almost half the'LuxembOUrg and Dutch
respondents felt that it could.

"It Towers the quality of 1ife" was heard most commonly in Ireland
Portugal and Italy, and rarest in Denmark, the Netherlands and the Un1ted
Kingdom. '

The German sample was most aware of the risk of pollution spreading to

other regions or countries.

- The cost of the c]ean—np measures received fewest votes throughout the
Community, though twice as many respondents mentioned it in Belgium as in
Germany. ' T

Note also the re]at1ve1y h1gh “don t know" rate in Spain, Portuga1 and
Greece.
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~ (*) Total higher than 100-be¢au§e each person inteerewéq gave

s
.

several answers.

)y

TABLE 2.3. 2. . : '
© WHY ENVIRONMENTAL- POLLUTION IS CONSIDERED SERIOUS
TR . BY: COUNTRY
CoTOTAL R R ST
~EC1l2 B DK D | F IRL T L N UK GR SP P
. It menaces the hea]fh of people .. - 43% 46 40 42 41 61 45 45 40 45 41 41 43
. Any spec1f1c po]]ut1on of water, | | |
air, or the land puts at risk our _ '
"~ whole natural background or : B o B . , T , - :
‘ env1ronment R EEE T PR .. -40% 33 34 40 43 28 . 44 44 42 45 25 28 26 -
. Damage a1ready inflicted on the | | - |
environment risks having consequences I R ' S S .
for future generations. ARREERRCRE 36% 28 56 34 43 - 29 33 48 52 40 24 32 22
. It Towers the quality of Tife ... ~ 3% . 35 .17 .33 35 49 40 31 20 28 "33 37
. When. the gnv1ronment is damaged | | | |
- somewhere this will be liable to _ _
spread to other regions or to other L L Lo e .
countries «......ieieaaan, redeenn . 6% 17 18 24 13 13 --13-12 11 -13 17  14.
.:The measures for repair{ng‘wguidAbe' , ; :, : - T ‘ ) ) ,
EXPENSTVE tuiiiertiiiiinnnsnnennan. - 9% - 16~ 7 .8 13 7 10 8 .9 7 13 8 11
DANYEhING €1Se viueiieiiieiieineees 5 = = e oo 1 L1 1 1 .- 1 -
. DOR't KMOW «evvyurnreninesnanasaeas 6% 6 8 5 2 6§ 4 3 3 4 11 15 14
' - . TOTAL ) ) () () () () () (%) (%) (x) (%) (%)

— Iy - g
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REASONS GIVEN BY THE RESPONDENTS FOR CONSIDERING THE INDIVIDUAL FORMS OF
‘POLLUTION SERIOUS

So far, the reasons given by the respondents for tréating certain
issues seriously have been studied without any reference to their selec-
tions as the most important forms of pollution. Since each person inter-
viewed was allowed to choose up to three forms of pollution and two
reasons, without indicating any order of preference, it is not possible
to pair any single argument with any particular type of pollution.

Caution is therefore advised when interpreting Tab]e 2.3.3., even if,
as demonstrated earlier, some reasons are closely, not to say logically,
related to specific types of poliution.

The public health threat was most 1ikely to be mentioned by people who
regarded acid rain, dumping of industrial wastes, oil bo]lution at sea
and airvpollution by motor vehicles as serious. But it was less popular
amongst those who regarded erosion, unauthorized building and wastage of
natural resources as the severest forms of pollution.

The poténtia]}threat posed by isolated pollution incidents to all the
rest of the natural environment was mentioned more often by people con-
cerned about the overuse of weed-killers, insecticides and fertilizers iﬁ
agriculture or about the wastage of rare natural resources (it was the
first reason given in both these cases) and by people worried about acid
rain and by oil pollution at sea and on shore. By contrast, the reason
was rarely given by people regarding noise, litter and unauthorized
building as the biggest threats. '




TABLE 2.3. 3

REASONS GIVEN BY THE RESPONDENTS FOR CONSIDERING THE
INDIVIDUAL FORMS OF POLLUTION SERIOUS -

Noise Chemicals

TOTAL

*(*) Total higher than 100 because each person interviewed gave several. answers.

(*).

Rubbish "Un- Eacto; Erosion Veh1c1es Waste of- 0i1, Indus- Acid _
autho- ries . resources in agri- pollu- trial rain
rized culture tion waste
building .at sea
. It menaces the health of :
_people ...... ;............;,. 45 .36 44 30 46 - 37 45 42 - 46 46 47 43
. Any specific po]]utidn of |
water, air, or the land puts
‘at risk our whole natural ' L L
background or environment .... 35 36 43 38 38 45 . 34 47 44 43 . 44 40
. Damage already inflicted on |
the environment risks having &
consequences for future _ : i , - -I
generations .....evesecesseee. 310 33 - 40 38 33 44 33 42 38 41 45 36
. It Towers the quality of 1ife 42 42 33 40 39 31 39 33 34 32 31 34
. When the environment is damaged . .
‘'somewhere this will be liable
to spread to other regions or : : : S - .
"to other countries ........... 16 20 17 .26 16 . 21 18 16 15 15 13 16
. The measures needed for _ : _ ‘ _ : . .
‘repairing would be expensive 11 16 9 14 10 10 - 12 7 8 9 7 9
. DON't KNOW «vvveinrrinnaennns 5 4 3 3 3 2 6 -2 3 2 2 -6
TOTAL (*) . (%) (%) () ) )R () () ()
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Anxiety about the impact of -today's pollution on future generations
too is likely to be higher amongst people concerned about these forms of
pollution. |

| People who regard ruBbiSh, unauthorized building, erosjon, air pollu-
tion by motor vehicles and noisy industrial activities as the greatest
'nuisanées are more Tikely to offer "it lowers the quality of 1ife" as
their main reason. “

It is harder to interpret the correlation between the types of pollu-
tion regarded as serious by persons quofing the risk of pollution Spréad-
ing and the high cost of the clean-up measures as their main reasons,
since far fewer people chose’these two arguments. Paradoxically, twice
as many of the respondents concerned at the risk of poliution spreading
to other regions.or countries mentioned erosfon as a major issue as of
those who regarded acid rain as the greatest.problem. ’

However, on the whole the results of this comparison of the types of
po]]utioﬁ rated serious and the reasons for the choice fit in well with
the observations made throughout this Chapter. - '

Very often the people quoting the ecological reasons defined on page,37
rated industrial pollution most serious. On the other hénd, the respon- -
dents more concerned by every-day problems with an-immediate impact, like
rubbish and noise, were more Tiable to argue, for example, that it lowers
the quality of life. ’ '
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This chapter ana]yses what individuals are prepared to do to protect
the environment, a question which gives a clearer indication of their
genuine commitment to the environment, beyond simple expressions of
‘concern. To cast further 1ight on the action which individuals are pre-
pared to take, two further aspects will be étudied; concern about what
will happen in the future.and information needs. )

3.1. "CONCERN FOR THE DISTANT FUTURE

Question: WOuZd you say that what uull happen in the workd 4in the. future,

by which T mean in a hundred year's time, 4is something zhat
concerns you a Lok, a Little on not at all?

COMMUNITY (%)

A JOt tiririinetieennronsasseaossssesncanenss 33
A Tittle ..ovvuvenn. Coeceenesctnssanaonannnns 38
Not at all .. .eeriinnennennvenconne Ceeerenans 26
Don't know ..veevenencnnnee cerreeeee eeevenses 3

TOTAL ....... 100

Europeans' concern about the distant future seems relatively lukewarm.
One third were concerned a lot, almost four in ten a little and one
quarter not at all. This lack of foresight has an effect on what indivi-
duals are prepared to do to protect the environment: respondents showing
concern for the future seem to be more concerned about the national and
~ world environment today too (see Table 3.1.1.). This relatively close
1 seems to be attributable to the fect that a fair capacity to

_look ahead is needed in order to imagine the long-term impact of pollution.

Concern about the national or world env1ronment too reveals Just the
capac1ty to take a general view of problems which underlies concern for
the future. '

1 The correlation was .227.

. .
et e e e N A -




~ Concern fonfthe‘distant future also mirrors the urgency attached to
environmental protection. ~ The greater the concern for the future, the

* . . more 1mmed1ate and urgent env1ronmenta1 protection is generaT]y cons1dered
, (see Table 3. 1 1 ). However, the correlat1on between these two op1n1ons
T ' is not as strong ( 154) as the previous one. This could s1gn1fy that the

- link depends not so much on ‘the level of concern _about the env1ronment as
on the 1nd1v1dua] 's perceptlon of the probTems o ) -

TABLE 3.1.1.

- o ' S ‘ PERCEPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS o
; e . : AS\A,FUNCTION OF CONCERN FOR THE -DISTANT FUTURE_

: Concerned about what will. happen
LT - in a hundred years' time

A lot A little Not atall Total

‘Number of causes of concern about
the national and world environment

‘ NOME 4evienrnrnrnnenn. 2 5 6

; One cviveninnnnennnin, 2 3 5 3
i TWO tivevennnennaboeess 2 4 6 - 4
) Three ...oiveeeeenannns 3. 6 1 - 5

: FOur coooveeineeninanas 6 . 8 '8 . 8

§ Y S S T § 10 - 10
§ STX tevieeivnnninnnnns . 19 7 14 - 17
S - Seven Liieeueisesiiens. 57 46 . .38 &7
(. TOTALw.ieseeeee..n . 100000 71000 01000 100
? | | "Average,}..;. 598 5.42 474 5.40
\ Urgency of env1ronmenta1 protect1on

’ : o Urgent and ‘immediate .. 80 . 72 . 62 72
3 o “ " For the future ........ 17 22 26 © 21~
| ; ‘Not a problem at all .. 2 3 . .6 -3
Lo . Don't know ............ ~_1-~ 3 ~ _6 . _4

; Index counting the number of points_onvwhieh=the're$pbndent was worried
'a great deal or a fair amount. See'page 22.for-an accountpof this index..
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The level of concern about the distant future varies a little from one
country to another. It is running particularly high in the Netherlands,
Luxembourg and Denmark but is fairly, or even very, low in Belgium, Ire-
land, Italy and Portugal, all, apart from Italy, countries which showed
very little concern about the national or world environment (see Table
3.1.2.). .

In essence, concern over the distant future seems'to be bound up with
cognitive factors. It clearly rises with level of education and cognitive
grasp; this seems to confirm the theory that it reflects intellectual
capacity to visualize the future and to consider the problems as a whole
(see Table 3.1.2.). By contrast, the correlation with age and political
allegiance is less clear-cut. Lastly, the sex of the respondent makes
virtually no difference to concern at what might happen in the world in a
century's time. ' ‘

LNt
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TABLE 3.1.2.

- ; CONCERN ABOUT THE DISTANT FUTURE
- AS A FUNCTION OF THE MAIN VARIABLES APPLIED IN THE ANALYSIS

Is concerned ‘about what will happen |
in the world 1n one ‘hundred years ....

S

A lot A 1ittle Not at | Don t ~ TOTAL.

; _ o all know
COMMUNITY .......... ceesseas . 33 38 . 26 3 100
. COUNTRY _ : 3 -
Belgium cvvvivenneernnnnnnaes 17 - 38 - 41 4 100
Denmark ....ovevvnnennnass ~.. 40 42. . . 12 6 100
Germany ...c.cececceccnccnans 27 53 17 3 100
- - France ...iiiiiiieininnnenns .. 33 40 26 1 100
} Ireland ..... Cerenseanans ceess 21 36 39 - 4 "~ 100
) , Italy cocveennnn Cisetsasescns 30 37 31 2 - 100
S Luxembourg ....ciceveecees wess 50 31 .18 1 100
> Netherlands .....:c0v0uues s 69 28 - b 1 100
[' United Kingdom ......... ceeee 37 32 _ 29 2 100
) Greece ........ ceerareansasss 38 32 26 4 100
‘ R o7 1 33 32 30 5 100 -
t " Portugal ....... Weneesesseees 28 30 41 5 100
} SEX ,
Male «...vviuunns ceisees . 34 38 26 3 100
' Female ..... teesessanasenasis 32 39 26 3 100
b AGE ‘ _
E 15-24 ... iiiiereiiinnan 39 40 19 2 - 100
- - 25-39 ........ ceerecsassaans 39 . 39 20 . 2 - 100
b o 80-54 i iierieiienes .. 29 4] .26 4 100
) ' 55 Jahre and OVEr v.......... 26 34 36 4 . 100
g LEVEL OF EDUCATION ’
f LOW cvv trnevnonannncnncnnais 26 36 34 4 100
! Medium ......cci0evuvinns eee 37 41 20 2 100
' High ...... cesseesvsancsnssns 47 38 14 1 100
COGNITIVE GRASP S a :
L 1 cesesnnane .56 30 13 1 100
S Ceesecssranesensas . 40 41 17 2 100
= teteeessssessnereas ceesaes 29 - 41 27 3 "~ 100
S iesesesesessessssasnansaes 18 34 43 5 - 100
-t . POLITICAL ALLEGIANCE ' ‘ ’ ,
: Extreme left ....... esesesess 42 - 31 25 2 100
i =) P 7 -39 22 2 100
- Medium .........0... ceeseseas 31 40 ‘ 26 3 100
Right ........... eene teeeees 33 . 42 . 22 3. - 100
3 100

Extreme right ....... creenaes 35 37 25
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3.2. INFORMATION NEEDS

" Question:

be betten informed about?

. The risks involved in chemical products ava11ab1e on -

the market R R R R R RE R TR REER

. The right way to dispose of certain waste (pa1nts,.
- pharmaceutical products, sump oil, etc.) ...........

. How to behave in case of an industrial accident e

The laws (in your country) about the enVironment,...

. Who are theApedple responsible in your area for keeping

the public informed about the environment .......... .

. The effect on the environment of industrial develop-

ments, new projects, etC. ..ciiiieiientecencccnncnns

‘The steps that you can take at home to avoid pollution'-'

. To know more about the problems of the environment

where you 11ve Cedeeesheseesacsessstsaesesaasesanens

. Examples of companies or businesses which have been

successful in dealing with environmental problems ..

. Preventive measures taken by local industries handling

dangerous_materia]s ceciecanaes creeans EERTRRRRERIRYS
Other ..... ceeenns e eeaaeerans ceceescacseses
DON't KNOW +evvieenennenenneesensenineencsncanennans

toral .......

1

Thene is8 a Lot of discussion about the environment.
What sont of things would you personally Like to

COMMUNITY (%)
8
29
19
18
16

18
23

25
10

28
1
10

Total higher than 100 because each person interviewed géve several

‘answers.
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Europeans genu1ne1y hope to be kept better 1nformed about the environ-
ment: ‘nine out of every ten respondents ment1oned spec1f1c points about |
which they would like to know more. First came the risks: 1nvo1ved in
| chem1ca1‘products available on the market (ment1oned by one in two),,we11
* ahead of how to dispose of certain typeS'of waste and preventiye_measures
'taken by Tocal 1ndustr1es handling dangerous mater1a1s - This top three
suggests that above all the respondents want information” about the1r every—
day 1mmed1ate environment. .The respondents subsequent choices provided .
ifurther evidence of this under]ying trend one quarter wanted to know more
' about the environment in the1r ne1ghbourhood and about pollution preven-
t1on in, the home. F1na11y, only one or two' 1n “ten ment1oned the items . at
the bottom of the Tist (how to behave in case of an industrial ‘accident,
Taws about the: env1ronment the effect of industrial deve]opments, the
_people . respons1b1e for keep1ng the pub11c 1nformed about the env1ronment
and examp1es of successfu] compan1es or bus1nesses)

Informat1on needs vary substant1a11y from -one country to another. For;
instance, the hazards posed by chemical products cause greater: concern in
.France Italy and Luxembourg than in Belgium, Ire]and the Nether]ands
and Spain (see Tab]e 3.2.1. ). ~But the w1dest d1vergences between the
Member States are on demand for 1nformat1on on prevent1ve measures, wh1ch

" ranks almost equa] to the hazards posed by chem1ca1 products in Ire]and

and the Un1ted Kingdom and very . h1gh 1n Luxembourg too.

" Finadly, two items clearly depend on .the réSpondent's level of educa- -
tion, 1ncome and cognitive grasp:. 1ndustr1a1 deve]opment and preventive
.[ measures. taken by local industries hand11ng dangerous materials. .Both
"are forward- -looking and call for a greater awareness of the potent1a1

‘,,ﬂr1sks 1nherent in 1ndustr1a1 society.
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TABLE 3.2.1.
~ INFORMATION NEEDS

1. Risks involved in chemical products
2. The right way to dispose of waste
3. Behaviour in case of an industrial accident
4, Laws about the environment
5. People responsible for keeping the public informed
6. Effect on industrial developments
7. Pollution prevention in the home
_ 8. State of the local environment
9. Examples of successful companies
10. Preventive measures taken by industry
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
% % ) % % % % %
TOTAL .ivvenenss ceneas 48 29 19 18 16 18 23 25
COUNTRY
Belgium vevvecnens 43 27 22 22 19 18 21 23
Denmark ...ceceveenees 46 29 25. 17 11 19 19 19
Germany ...eecese cesee 45 37 18 19 14 19 30 22
France ..... checsennas 55 31 24 15 15 20 16 22
Ireland ..ovveennnnns 43 25 24 26 17 17 33 25
Italy veeeecenncncnnes 54 35 21 17 17 11 22 * 30
Luxembourg .....coe0ese 59 . 27 11 23 15 27 23 22
- Netherlands ...... ceee 43 31 26 19 9 22 24 17
United Kingdom ..... - 4 25 13 21 22 22 24 27
Greece .....eeeeecenens 50 13 15 21 12 19 21 17
SPaAIN teeererennnsonns 39 17 15 16 17 17 17 27
Portugal .....ccv0ee .. 48 20 22 17 20 16 ‘26 23
" SEX , :
Male ....... teesesnans 47 29 19 20 17 21 20 24
Female ..ccvveeenccesns 48 29 19 16 16 15 25 25
LEVEL OF EDUCATION '
LOW civivenennnensss . 46 27 17 15 18 12 22 24
Medium ..oovvvvennnnss 49 31 21 20 15 22 24 25
High coveeeesonencnnns 51 30 18 22 16 27 22 24
INCOME ‘
= tiesecees ceee 45 26 16 15 18 12 21 22
= teeeeses ceveerisan 48 28 21 19 17 18 21 25
2 50 33 20 17 16 21 25 26
R cees 49 30 20 21 16 23 25 25
. COGNITIVE GRASP
 mm teeescescsarascaes 49 27 20 24 16 24 22 23
= ttesescscascecnenn 50 33 20 20 17 22 24 26
e . 46 29 19 18 17 18 24 25
H iiieiirtraeresaces 45 26 17 13 15 11 19 23

-
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In addition to ranking the individual points on which more informatioh
is needed, information needs were also studied from the more general angle

~ of the number of points mentioned by each respondent. Each reSpondent'was

a]]owed a max1mum of three choices. However, many settled for fewer,

- apparent]y out of lack of 1nterest for the environment.

Number of points on which better 1nformation is desired

COMMUNITY

%

None :....... cesesesessecsssenersoctntotanes 10
One t.ieeriennnncncanae Ciesstseseansnseseas o 11
TWO v iveeeeeroacecnoassacasesonanneoscencans 16
Three L Y 3 * e 8 e ‘.'.o... o4 e B0 e0 BN EEES s e e 63
TOTAL ...... 100

This information-needs index seems te mirﬁor concern abeut the
environment. - It rises with the level of concern about the local and

" national environment and with the urgency attached to environmental

protection (see Table 3. 2 2. ) There is noth1ng surprising in this :

correlation: just as in so,many other fields, concern about an issue
~ generates desire for information about it.

Desp1te th1s, the countr1es with the heav1est demand for informat1on

~ are not always the ones where concern about the environment is runn1ng

1

highest™. The desire to be kept better informed -seems strongest in

~Ireland, Luxembourg-and-lte1y and weakest in Greece, Spain and Portugel

(see Table 3.2.3.).

: ; As so often, the correlation between individuals’ replies is not

necessarily matched”by a correlation between the national averages.
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©TABLE 3.2.2.
INFORMATION NEEDS AND CONCERN ABOUT THE ENVIRONMENT
Number of points on which better

- ; information is desired

None One = Two Three .TOTAL»

Number of complaints about the local

environment: :
. Three or 1SS viviveeeeeeeenn. 0 12 17 61 100
. Four or five tiiiiieeernnncnnns 7 8 13 72 100
. Six or seven ......ocieiiinenn 6 9 10 75 100
Number of cahses of concern about the
‘national and world environment: A
. Three or less ...... eveeneee.s 25 16 20 39 100
. Four or five ..cvieiiiinnennnn, 9 13 . 18 60 100
W SIX Or seven .......eiieieennns 6 9 15 70 100
>Urgency>of environmental protection:
. Urgent and immediate .......... 7 10 16 67 100
. For the future ........ ereesens 9 14 20 57 100

. Not a problem at all ........ .. 31 15 17~ 37  '100°

TOTAL ..... B S 10 11 16 - 63 100




COMMUNITY . ivvvnernsierenionens 100 11

" COUNTRY

P

.. Ireland

L SPATN seeetiiieeeiiiies 25 1
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TABLE 3.2.3.

~ INFORMATION NEEDS BY COU

NTRY

" Number_of points.on which better =
information is desired: ’

_{ - None | Oﬁe‘xw Two™ %hree- TOTAL ‘

—~

L Belgium veriariennann., 9 12

L DeNMArk iiviiieerneies. 1610
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.
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0

.lUnited Kingdom'.{...,;:... 5j7'. ‘11 
. Gréecé*.;.,,;.;L.;..,;.};“ 20~ 14~ ]

1

16

16
16

17
21

15

16
20
16

16

10
16

63

63
58 ;’
s
)
-.69 &;r
e
57 -
- 66
B 20
| ¥f54§
- 58 -

100

- 100 -
100
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100

100
100
100

100
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3.3. ACTION TO PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT

Question: Among the following things are there some that you have
already done younselq?

And ane the&e among them things that you are prepanred 2o
do on to do more ogten?

Things already Things that one

done ) could do

. Be careful about not throwing away

rubbish or papers on the ground ........ 79 - 7
. Not wasting tap Water vevuvennerene. ees 49‘ 14
. Be careful about not making too much

NOTSE teverennncasosssanaasnana cesesenna 51 9
. Equip your car with equipment to limit

the amount of carbon d1ox1de in -

exhaust JASES eseeescecossrcnscncnsocnee 7 . 18
. Contr1bute money'to efforts to protect '_-

‘the environment ........... cecanas cesess 11 : 14
.'Do what you can about recycling house—

hold products (glass, paper, .sump oil,

3 /o 39 17
. Get involved 1n'10ca1 action on

restoring the environment, for example

cleaning a beach ......covievienenrnennn 7 , 20
. Demonstrate against projects that might

damage the environment .......cocveeunn. : 6 15 -
. Get involved personally with an asso-

ciation concerned with protecting the

environment ........... ceterennecnaadane 6 17
. None of these ....cvvene. A 4 ) T

Dontknow. L B T IR A B BT Y I Y B I R I N RN N _3 ﬁ

TOTAL vvvvevnnnn (ry (1)

(1) Total higher than 100 because each person interviewed gave several
answers.
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The things already done to protect the environment fall into two cate--
gories: either very common, simple gestures or act1on requ1r1ng a greater
commitment and, therefore, much rarer. At least four, and in some cases
as many as eight, peop]e out of every ten care not to drop 11tter, not to
waste tap water, not to make too much noise and to recycle certain types
of waste whenever they can. BUt‘genera11y fewer than one person in ten
contributes money, fits a car exhaust filter, becomes_invo1ved in Tocal
campaigns to restore the environment or demonstrates or gets involved

- personally with an environmental protection association.

_ But the replies on what the respondents might be prepared.to do were -
more widely scattered. One'pr two peopIe out of every ten showed interest
in most of the forms of action on the 1ist. Involvement in 1oca1 resto-
ration schemes fitting cars with exhaust filters, recycling waste when-
ever poss1b1e_and patrpnage of env1ronmenta1 protect1on associations were - -
the most popular. The relatively widespread support for environmental
protection associations is something of a surprise since it. ca]]s for far =
greater soc1a1 and p011t1ca1 comm1tment than any of the other three

The frequency of the individua1'forms,of action‘already‘taken; or-which
respondents were'preparedsto take, varies sharply from one country to

. another Particu]ar attention has already been paid to avoiding litter_'

in France, Italy, the United Kingdom and Spain. Understandab]y, the
w1111ngness not to waste water is greatest in Spain and Portuga] The
French are more careful about not mak1ng‘too much noise. Germans are ‘
more likely to fit their cars with exhaust filters, while the Dutch are
more inclined to contribute money Waste recycling is most w1despread in

: Germany and the Netherlands F1na11y, all these, th1ngs, apart from
' fitting exhaust f11ters, are far more frequent in Luxembourg (see Tab]e

3.3.1.).
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The second question gives more idéas of the inclination to take action
to protect the environment, though these expressions of intent do not -
necessarily signé] a greater or lesser desire to protect the environment
properly. What is more, people are far less prepared to do these things
. in Germany, France and the United Kingdom than in Belgium, Denmark,
Ireland, Italy and Portugal (see Table 3.3.1.).




ACTION TO PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT BY COUNTRY

o %
'Thjngé a]réa@y done:. _ )
._Carefulihot'to drop litter r 69 !
. Not wasting .tap water ...:.... 54 21
‘é Not making too much noise .48 32
.jConverting.caT exhaust sfsfems 4 -8
. ContEibufing'moﬁey ,..Q.;.' ..... 13 'il
. Recyc11ng .;.5 ....... ;..};,... 54 40
..Inv01vement in local act1on .._. 5 - O
. Demonstrating ......5}1. ...... 5 7
. Personal 1nvolvement with an ' »
assoc1ation reeesessterssnsen ) 16_.
Things respoﬁdents were'ﬁrepareq to ﬁo:9
. CaEede not to drop Tthef e 9 .9,
. Not wast1ng tap water .;.{.:.A 14 - 20
. Not mak1ng too much noise vies 16~ 15
. Convert1ng car exhaust systems 25. :34
. Contribute money ............. .18 ‘26
. Recycling .iiiveieeineiio i 19 25
.'Iﬁvolvement in 10ca]uaétibnf;.; 23‘:A}é4
. Oémpnstrating B 21 23 o
..Personal involvement with an- - ,"-\"5-
. association .......i0uuenn. eeee 15 23

%
64 84
Y
36 61
15 5
13 6
63 45
12 s
407
2 6
10 6
17 8
,;6' .8
22 10
10 7
11 14
18 17
6 16.
9 1

TABLE 3.3. 1
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39
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29

100

86
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52 .
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11
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87
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11

19

12
10
18.
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23
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18
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40
40

9
41

37

EC 12
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49
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1

39

14

18
14
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20

15.
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Beyond discovering what specific measures_had been,qok might be, taken,
the chief objective of these two questions was to find out how tempted
Europeans were to do what they could to protect the environment. To ana-
lyse this willingness more effectively, an index was constructéd, based
on the things already done to protect the environment but allowing for
the fact that some forms of action are easier than others. For example,
it is easier to avoid dropping litter than to fit a car exhaust system
" with a device to 1imit carbon dioxide emissions. Accordingly, the answers .
were classified into two categories - major action and minor-actionl. This
index produced three groups of respondents:

COMMUNITY

%
Take no action to protect the environment ..... 7
Take only minor action ........... Ceesencrnne .. 67
Take minor action and major action ............ 24
Unclassified (exceptional cases who have taken
only major action) ............ Ceeeeerreaneenns _2

| | TOTAL 100

~

1 Minor action means that easiest, commonest measures, i.e. care not to

drop litter, not to waste water, not to make too much noise and to
recycTe whatever possible. All other forms of action were classified
'major".
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The index constructed in this Way reveals the respondent's willingness
to protect the environment (unwilling, not very willing or very willing).
This willingness depends on the respondent's level of>conéern about the
national environment and the distant future and,'tb[a:]esser extent, on
the urgency .attached to environmental protection (see Table 3.3.2.). Like
“inclination to protect the environment; it increases with level of educa-

. tion, income, cognitive grasp and adherence to post- matemahst1 values
(see Table 3. 3 2. )

The variations from one country to another are also remarkable on this
-po1nt The average citizen is least inclined to take action in Ireland,
Greece and Portugai and most inc]inéd‘in‘tuxembourg and the Netherlands.
In other words, willingness to take action to protect the environment
seems to increase with national prospérit} (see Figure 3. 1') poSsib]y
because pollution, and, hence, public reaction aga1nst 1t, is greatest in
the more econom1ca11y developed countrTes.

'1 See the Annex for a definition of "post-materialist” and of thefindex;



TABLE 3. 3 2
WILLINGNESS TO TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT

Unwill-

ing

Number of causes of concern
. about the national environment:

. Three or less ........ 16
". Four or five ......... .. 8
. Six.or seven .......... 5
Urgency of env1ronmenta1
. protection:
. Immed1ate and urgent ... 5
. For the future ......... 9

. Not a problem at all.... 23

Concern about the distant fﬁture:

B N ¢ X -5
. A Tittle ..... ceeeranes 7
. Not at all ............ .10

LOW tiivreiecncavoncnnns 7
Medium ....ivvvevneennns 9
High coveiienererecnnnne 4
Income3
S 8
" ieeteseensetraaeranenn 9
A 5
20 2T 5
Cognitive grasp
++ oooooooo ® 9 5 9 & 90000008 7 N
A 5
e ™ edecteesscenescesecnes 7
e it eseseeceareareanes 10
Post-materialism index:
. Materialist v.eeveeeeeee 7
. Mixed .oiiiiiiiiiiean 6
Post-materialist ....... 6
1
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Not
very
will-

ing

67

Very
will-
ing

24

Un-
classi-
~fied

— W W b N W = NN W BWN N =N

—NN

NN -

TOTAL

100

100
100 °

100

100

100
100

100
100
100

100
100
100

100
100
100

100

100°

100
100
100

100 -

100

100

—
.

b e b

fmd ek pmd b
N . . L

Index

1

.17

—t b et
. .

Index calculated by applying a we1ght1ng of 0 for unwilling, 1 for not

very willing and 2 for very w1111ng (the unclassified respondents are

omitted).
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o FIGURE 3.1.
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CHAPTER 4

ACTION BY THE AUTHORITIES
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4.1. GENERAL' PERCEPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Question: T would Like to give you centain opinions which
. -are often expneéaed about the problems of zhe
envinonment.: Which of these OPLHLOHA are you -
. most in agaaement with? . .

© “COMMUNITY -

%
{,Development of the economy shou1d take pr1or1ty over _
quest1ons of the environment ......... ,...,,..........* _ 9
. ‘Somet ires it is necessary to choose between economic o
'deve]opment or protect1on of the environment .......... 32
. Protect1ng the env1ronment and preservmg'natura]j .
resources are essential to economic development ...... 50
. Don't know ....-..D_II'.r..i.;..".vl;.fl'..,.f"..'.l..l‘ llllllll ' _—-2 B
. A. . - TOTAL- seesees e o 100

On- the whole, Europeans seem t6 have Tearnt how important'it'ts'to >
protect the environment Ha1f regard env1ronmenta1 protect10n as- essen-
tial to -economic ‘development. But one third st111 feel that it is ‘some-
t1mes necessary to choose between the two. However, fewer than one in
“ten wou]d give economic development pr1or1ty over env1ronmenta1 protect1on,;
" even in the’ m1dst of an econom1c crisis marked by very Tow or even zero -

growth,

_ .Of course, éuropeans percept1on of the problem varies from one counthy '
. to another. Everywhere however, only a m1nor1ty wou]d put. environmental o
protect1on second to deve]opment - 1ndeed onTy a tiny m1nor1ty in Denmark
Germany, Ita]y and Luxembourg (see Table 4 1.1.).. In some cases, however,
a large m1nor1ty, or even the 1argest individual group say ‘that a choice
must- be made- ‘between deve]opment and growth, as in Be1g1um, Germany and
the Nether]ands ' ' ’
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TABLE 4.4.1.

‘GENERAL PERCEPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
BY COUNTRY

..Develop- A choice Protect- Don't | TOTAL
ment of must be  ing the . know
the econo- made be- environ- :
my should tween the ment is

take prio- ‘two essential
~rity
COMMUNITY ............. 9 32 50 .9 - 100
. Belgium ............; 8 49 35 8 100
. Denmark ............. 3 30 55 12 100
. Gefmany ............. 3 41 50 6 100.
. France .....ccviuunnn 11 29 56 4 | 100.‘
. Ireland ....oeenenn. 23 26 .40 11 100
. Italy cresrereetiinns 6 32 55 7 100
. Luxembourg e 6 28 65 1 IDOV
. Netherlands ......... .9 40 45 6 100
. United Kingdom ...... 11 32 48 - 9 100
. Greece .............. 12 23 47 18 100
. SPATN Viuirinininnen. 12 .17 47 24 100
. Portugal ............ 11 33 38 18 100

Public perception of environmental problems, and of the need to protect
the environment, varies from one sector of the population to another. The
idea that environmental protection is essential to economic development
seems to depend on level of education, on adherence to post-materialist
values and on the respondent's degree of concern about the local environment
and the urgency attached to environmental problems (see Table 4.1.2.). By
contrast,'the feeling that it is sometimes necessary to choose between eco-
nomic development and environmental protection clearly varies with income
levels. Finally, political allegiance influences both these replies.
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GENERAL PERCEPTION OF -THE ENVIRONMENT -~

NUMBER OF CAUSES’ OF CONCERN

Three or 1SS vveececeesss 15
Four or five ,...c.v... e 8
Six or seven ...... crrenes 7

URGENCY OF ENVIRONMENTAL
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TABLE 4.1.

lop- A choice

1d tween the

of must . be
omy

two
rity

made be-

- 32

Deve
ment-
econ
shou
take
prio
TOTAL vveevnninenecnnennns 9
LEVEL OF EDUCATION
LOW v.n.. R Ceeneeens 11
Medium covveenniinnenennns 7
High ciiiieeenenns cevennes 5
INCOME: ,
Low == ourieerrvannnes wee 11
‘ m eretesrecanearene 9
R 8
High + ...ieeienenenaannn -7
COGNITIVE GRASP o E
Leaders S 2 9
S 7
R S 9
Non-]eaders e hbeesesacas 11
POST-MATERIALISM INDEX:
Materialist ............ .. 10
Mixed ..... eeeesas ceveens 9
Post- Mater1a11st certeneas :5
POLITICAL ALLEGIANCE
Extreme left ............. 10
Left .ocevvenenns B
Centre <. .covvivennnn PP - .8
Right ........ S 1
Extreme right ............ 11

‘»ABOUT THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENT )

PROTECTION:

Urgent and immediate ...... 7.
For the future .......... 12
Not a prob]em at a]] ..... 21

2.

" Protect-

ing the

‘environ-

ment is.
essential

50

Don't

know

o
W w

OO

—_—
BN

(Yoo, NS N YN

. Boroom

TOTAL

100

- 100

100
100

100
100 -
100
100

100
100
100
100

100
100
100

100
1100
100
100
100

100

100 -
~ 100

100
100
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- 4,2. REASONS FOR INVESTING IN ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Question: 1In some parts of the countrny, thene is a Lot of
‘ Anvestment in projects to protect the environment.
What reason would you have yourself for fustifying
, Auch an L{nvestment? And the next9

COMMUNITY

First. Second Total
, (1+2)
% % %
To preserve the natural resources of~the region 15 11 26
To make the region more p]easant.to,1ine in 1} 16 33
.. To attract more business enterprises into : ,
the region ...... Checeeercateratsattarenas ' 5 -6 . 11
. To fight against the 1ower1ng of cond1t1ons . ‘
of 11fe teeestesessasasescsanseseaesionans ' 14 15 - 29
To encourage the development of the reg1on |
for tOUrism (.iveireneeasecncsconcncncnnns 4 7 11
To protect the hea]th of the peop]e who ‘ ' :
live there B eesesanas - 28 22 50
To help employment by deve]op1ng regional '
businesses working for the environment ... 11 14 25
Another reason .....cceveeens e PN - - -
Don't KNOW ovvvinnnnnnnnnnnss ‘ ceereeaes . _ 6 _9 _ 6
' ' ~ UTOTAL vivvnnnnn 100 100 (1)

Pub11c health and living conditions are the main reasons advanced by
Europeans for investing heav11y in environmental protect1on One out of '
every two respondents rated pub11c health a cons1derat1on one in three
- quality of life and almost as many the fight.against the 1ower1ng‘of
living conditions, Against this background, support for environmental
protection takes on a highly people-based Took. Maintaining citizens'
qua1ity of 1ife is the top reason for investing in environmental protection.

1 Tota1 over 100 because the f1rst and- second cho1ces have been added

together
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By compar1son, economic reasons such as attract1ng new businesses or.

:'develop1ng tour1sm seemed to have 11tt1e 1mpact ‘on: public op1n1on No

more than one person or so out of every ten ment1ons them, apart from the -
poss1b1]1ty that environmental protect1on could he]p create .jobs (one 1n"

-four) But- then th1s too has a bearing on c1t1zens' 11v1ng cond1t1ons

' F1na11y, a quarter of the peop]e 1nterv1ewed ment1oned preservat1on of
natural resources. o ' '

. The .reasons given for 1nvest1ng in env1ronmenta1 protect1on vary

\1f'apprec1ab1y from one country to another Denmark Ita1y and Greece put
- the, emphas1s on preservat1on of’ natura] resources © But . in Germany and .

'Portugal greater 1mportance is attached to mak1ng the reg1on more p1easant :‘
‘;‘to lTive in. The desire to attract more bus1nesses into the reg1on takes
precedence in Ireland, the Un1ted K1ngdom, France and Be1g1um In the
B Nether1ands, Germany and Luxembourg the fight against the lower1ng of
-11v1ng conditions and public- ‘health emerge as the most compe111ng reasons
Pure]y economic. reasons such as encouraging tourism and job creat1on find
strongest support 1n Ita]y and, to a ]esser extent France and Ireland '
(see’ Table 4.2.1. ) '

Other cr1ter1a also co]our respondents " reasons for investing  Two o

.' f1nd1ngs are part1cu1ar1y s1gn1f1cant F1rst cogn1t1ve and social
_factors such as- leve] of: educat1on, cognitive grasp and 1ncome seem to .

determine awareness of the need to preserve natural resources * Second,

the 1mportance attached to combating the deter1orat1on of 1iving ° ’
_conditions is bound up ‘with the degree of support for post-materialist

- values and with the respondent s. p011t1ca1 a]]eg1ance ‘fhese'two

| d1fferent sets.of determ1nants one cognitive, the other ideological,

suggest that there are .two main dr1v1ng forces - know1edge of . the 1ssues

- or po]1t1ca1 1ean1ngs (see Table 4.2.1.).
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TABLE 4.2.1.

REASONS FOR INVESTING IN'ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
(First and second choices)

’ Fight
Make the against

region the
more 1ower-
Preserve pleasant Attract ing of Encour- Protect
natural  to live busines- condi- age public Create
resources in ses tions tourismhealth jobs
‘ % % % % % % %
COUNTRY : :
Belgium c.vvverennrannencens 18 32 16 -~ 30 8 53 26
Denmark ...veeeencecenccenns 47 33 8 24 8 57 21
Germany ....ciiceccnccacces - 13 44 5 37 4 64 18
FranCe ....ceceveeecsesnsses 30 36 17 28 15 42 27
Ireland .c.ovivenneneanennes 14 33 28 24 17 51 27
% 33 20 6 28 22 46 35
Luxembourg ...covveeencennne 24 30 - 8 37 7 56 33
Netherlands ............ eees 21 29 8 44 4 65 22
United Kingdom ......c.ccvee. 29 32 15 25 5 53 28
Greece ...cvevreeiactnennas 33 31 11 = 20 15 45 14

B o - T 1 ¢ 29 29 12 21 14 36 23
Portugal .....coiivevnnnnnns 28 38 . 9 29 11 45 14
LEVEL OF EDUCATION:

LOW tiireiieeoervesncnnnnns 23 31 11 25 11 50 27
Medium c.vveveeinreceaneannn 27 35 11 30 11 52 24
High ......... tiesessacaanas 35 31 8 40 11 47 24
INCOME:
LOW == it ieieeeseenasceoans 21 28 11 27 10 51 28
C m hessesessscsassanses 24 32 12 30 12 46 26
F iiiieiccetrcicncocns 29 34 12 28 12 53 26
High ++ .. iiiiieiercnncans 31 35 9 32 11 52 23
COGNITIVE GRASP:
i iiieeiiereen et 32 33 11 33 12 45 24
F i iiiieecccctcacccscaaann 28 32 10 33 11 51 26
m i iieecesrecceenesaaennens 25 35 10 26 12 52 27
Sm iieserccccereasecnensasan 22 30 13 25 11 49 23
POST-MATERIALISM INDEX:

- Materialist .......... T 24 - 33 12 24 13 52 25
Mixed .o iiieniiiieneenennes 28 33 11 30 11 52 26
Post-materialist ...ccvevene 28 34 8 38 -9 50 25
POLITICAL ALLEGIANCE:

Extreme 1eft .iveeeeeeenenns 28 25 - 12 34 14 46 30
= i 27 .33 8 32 11 52. 27
Centre ..c.veeeereeceneanes .. 25 33 11 28 11 53 26
Right ...iiiieereneenceeecns 27 36 12 31 10 52 23
Extreme right ....cccvevenne 23 37 13 27 11 48 21

© COMMUNITY .......... e 26 33 11 29 11 50 25
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. 4.3. VERDICT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION MEASURES TAKEN BY THE
AUTHORITIES

- Question: Do you know if (in your country) the nesponsible
authonities are concerned with the protection of -
the environment? (14 yes) do you think the authorities
are dOLng an effective job on not?

COMMUNITY
' %
.- They are'conterned about it and it is effective ......... 19
.. They are concerned about ‘it but -it is not effective ..... - 47
. They are not concerned about it ....... Wieesesnas eseseese 16
. Don't know .............. ceceenaes cesesvensasoaes S |
. ’ TOTAL vvveevnnnnns 100

ATthough almost two thirds (66%) acknowledged that the authorities are
. concerned enough to take action to protect the env1ronment, many are st111
.relat1ve1y d1sappo1nted about the 1neffect1veness ‘of the ‘steps taken

In'othef words, in the eyes of the public the aétion seems more a token -
gesture than a serious effort to protect the environment. There are
d1fferent shades of opinion in different countries. In Denmark, Germany .
vnd the Netherlands the public yerd1ct,1s more favourable, even though-
the majerity still feel that the authorities have not been doing an
effective. job. In Ireland, Spain and PortugaT public opinion is openly
‘host11e with a very large minority cons1der1ng the authorities uncon-”
cerned about protect1ng the environment (see Table 4.3.1.).

Cognitive factors {such asITeveT-of:edutation) and adherente.to post-

- materialist values make 1ittle difference to views on the effectiveness
of the ‘environmental measures taken-byIthe authorities. The opposite is
true, however, of socio- p011t1ca1 a11eg1ance, sat1sfact1on with democracy
and satisfaction. with 1ife, all of which make a ‘big difference. The fact
that these are the ch1ef determ1nants suggests that above all environ-
mental protection is a means of taking certain types of polwtlcaT action
~and of express1ng certa1n p011t1ca1 views (see TabTe 4.3.1.).
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One final piece of evidence which seems to substantiate this part of
. the analysis is the fact that public opinion.on the action taken by the
authorities to protect the environment bears Tittle relation to the level
'~ of public concern about the environment, as if public perception of the
environment were not the issue. On the other hand, the level of concern
about the local environment does make a difference to public opinion on
the action taken. by ‘the.authorities. This is understandable insofar as
central government action tends to take the form of national schemes (see
‘Table 4.3.2.). | ' |
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- TABLE 4.3. 1.

'r VERDICT ON' THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION MEASURES

TAKEN BY THE "AUTHORITIES

: Concerned Concerned Not

1

E om1tt1ng the "don't knows"

‘Don't
o o and but not concerned know
: . effective effective
COUNTRY: . - . . . Lo
‘Belgium ..vuevivenennnns veee 14 - 5 16 - 14
Denmark ...evvevineennienees 38 0 44 5 13
GErmany «..icoeeeseccecsccses .30 51. . 13 .
France ...vevivenns veewissss 23 49 . 7 21
Treland .......... P 9 48" .28 - 15
B £ - 1 R ) 54 - 18. 22
 Luxembourg ....i.ieeleneesee 160 063 6 15
- Netherlands ....... eeereese 29 55 4 12
-United Kingdom ........ aaees 15 . 42 23 | 20
- BreeCe . tiivitvnsrnansaonnns .23 - 42 10 - 25
] 1 7- B 1 I R 15 32 29 - 24
.j':Portugal ........... eseiene -.12 36 - 28- - .24
LEVEL OF EDUCATION ' ‘
LOW ittt ce e iaees 19 4] 17 23
Medium ....iviiieiennvennnns 19 50 16 15
High ciieiiiiiiiiiniinanens 17 58 16 -9
VALUES: : ‘ R _ o
Materialist ........ Weeewaes o 019 4] (15 - 25
Mixed ........ sieeseeneaia - 20 50 16 14
Post- mater1a11st ........ wee .. 14 56 22 8
POLITICAL ALLEGIANCE T . .
Extreme left ............... | 52. 23 147
Left virerreinenensnnssines 17 51 19 . 13
" Ceritre ..... A 19 - 48 16 17
Right - ... ..., iideesaas e 25 47 - 13 15
Extreme r1ght ....,.,;.;.,;.7“'-. 27 43 16 14
'SATISFACTION WITH LIFE ‘ S o o
Very satisfied «ivouvuivvnn. .. 24 44 16 - .16
. .Quite satisfied ............" 19 50 - 14 17
"~ Not very satisfied N I T - 24 20
- Dissatisfied Pedesneesienade 150 37 28 | -20 -
VSATISFACTION WITH DEMOCRACY : .- Ny -
Very satisfied ........... e 32 43 11 14
Quite satisfied ........ ;...-' 24 - 49 - 11 16
Not very satisfied ......... - 13 49 - 20 . 18
D1ssat1sf1ed cererreineneane -8 45 33 14
' COMMUNITY ....... Ceeesensees - 19 47 7 16

ST

Total .

100
100
100-

100

100 -

100

100 -
100
100

100
..100

100

100
100
a';.1oo .

1100

100

100

100

100

2100

[N Y Y Y Y CY Y XY
. L] » ) L] e - e '. -

Index}’ -

SN0 O RN =00~ N WD
WR O W W W o oW

2,03

Index ca]cu1ated by award1ng three po1nts to "concerned and. effect1ve“,'
two to "concerned and not effect1ve“ and one to- "not concerned“ and
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. TABLE 4.3.2.

VERDICT ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION MEASURES TAKEN BY THE AUTHORITIES
AS A FUNCTION OF THE NUMBER OF CAUSES OF CONCERN ABOUT THE ENVIRONMENT

Coﬁcerned " Concerned Not Don't Total Index1

and but not concerned  know
effective effective
Number of causes of .

concern about the local

- environment:
Three or less ........ 21 46 14 19 100 2.08
Four or five ...cvvus. 10 52 25 13 100 1.83
Six or seven ......... 8 52 29 11 100 1.77
Number of causes of
concern about the national
and world environment:
Three or 1€ss ........ 23 34 13 .30 100 2.14
Four or five ..oceuvee 23 45 14 18 100 2.11
Six or seven TPPREREY 17 51 18 14 100 1.98
Urgency of environmental
protection:
Immediate and urgent 18 50 18 14 | 100 2.01
For the future ....... 22 43 14 21 100 2.11
Not a problem at all 21 - 29 22 28 100 1.98
COMMUNITY ......... cee 19 47 16 18 100 2.03

1 See page 73 for details of the method of calculating this index.
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_e— . ANNEXA

"BELGIUM

A great A fair Not Not 2 Total - Indexll‘
deal amount very at ' I ’
' ““much all. . o
%g % $ % % %
Where you live now, do you have.
reasons to comp1a1n about
. The qua11ty of the dr1nk1ng : S - ’ ’
R\ 1 -] R P 6 9 16 65 =~ 4 100 . .54
. NOTSE tevierinrneroernasnne P 8 18 .24 47 3 100 . ~.87
< Air pollution ... coviiennns 10 16 26 44 4 - 100 .92
. The way rubb1sh is d1sposed ; T S S o T
) S T S 5. 11 21 60 -3 :100 .60 -
. Lack of access to open space I C B
. and countryside (...c0i0ennn 6 10 18 .. 62. - 4 100 . .58
. Loss of good farm]and teeees - 8 -14 - 21 49 - 8 100 . .80 . .
. Damage done to the 1andscape 10017 22 46 5 100 . 290
Now; about th1s country as a who]e, -
how worried or concerned are you '
about
. Po]lut1on of water, or r1vers ‘ S o - S
and Takes ....veervinevsneses 30 29 22 "~ 16 3 *100~ . 1.75 .
- . Damage caused to sea ]1fe EEE R R o
- " and beaches ...... cedecscecia . 28 28 - 27 12 5 100. 1.76
. Air pollution ....ovevvnneens - 32 29 23 13 3 100 1.83
. D1sposa1 of 1ndustr1a1 waste 38 - 25 21- 17 3 . 100 1.79
FinaTTy,-mOre generally, how*con-
~cerned or worried are you about ...
. The extinction in the world. ° e : e c
~of plants or animal species ~ 28 °~ 32 22 13 ) 100 = 1.78
.- The loss of natural resources - o S . . S
in the world ...:covvveeeeees 27 29 2 13 - 5 100 - 1.73
. The possible atmospheric, oL - ‘ T o
- damage -affecting the world's - -
weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) em1tted
- from burning coa] and oil . o L S o
products ....... heeresensaens 28~ 26 26 16 5 100.- - 1.68

The index is ca1cu1ated'by app1y1ng a- we1vht1ng'of 3 to "a great dea]" and SO f-
on down to O "not at all" ("don't knows(7 " are omitted).



Where you Tive now, do you have
reasons to complain about:

. The quality of the drinking
Water .iiiceiicncecenennnnns
. Noise toviiiinineniiennnnans
. Air pollution coveveennnnnns
. The way rubbish is disposed
OF iviiitnncecnonsensencnns
. Lack of access to open space
and countryside .....cc000.e
. Loss of good farmland ......
. Damage done to the landscape
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DENMARK,.

A great A fair Not

deal
%

S NN N Hww

Now, about this country as a whole,

how worried or concerned are you

about ...

. Pollution of water, or rivers
and 1akesS ...cveeivvenecnnnns
. Damage caused to sea life
and beaches ...c.iivveeennnnen
. Air pollution ....ccvvuvunnee

. Disposal of industrial waste -

Finally, more generally, how con-
cerned or worried are you about ...

. The extinction in the world
of plants or animal species

. The loss of natural resources

“in the world ...covvviiiannes

. The possible atmospheric
damage affecting the world's
weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil
products ....cciiiiennencacan

47
44

amount very

g

VLN w o0~

26
27

23 -

26
.27

28

The index is calculated by applying a wei

on down to 0 "not at all" ("don't knows(?

much
%

[T -

(oo 20 &, ] Lo o B o

16
14

12

19
18

17

Not
at
all

82
71

88
' 89
74 -

o (8]

W N

Total

%

100
100
100
100
100

100
100

100
100
100

100
100

100

NN [aN]

hting of 3 to "a great deal" and so
" are omitted).

- Index

.27
.42
.17
.15
.34

.24
.30
.37

.17
1

.15

1
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GERMANY

A great A fair Not °
' dea] , amount very

% %
Where you live now, do you have
reasons. to complain about:
. The quality of the dr1nk1ng
water ...iiiiieiiiniicennnes 4 18
. NOiSE tivrevinincinenencanas 6 19
. Air po]]ut1on Cieterserseren -8 20
. The way rubbish 15 disposed
0 3 11
. Lack of access to open space ' .
.and countryside ....ce0000en 4 10
. Loss of good farmland ...... g %5
1

. Damage done to the landscape

Now, about this country as a whole,
how worried or concerned’are you .

-about
. Pollution of water, or rivers T
and 1akes ..eeeeieetecencnenns . 34 - 50
. Damage caused to sea life - =
and beaches ......ce0vee PR - 38 43
. Air pollution .icvieeeennnnes 36 46

. Disposal of industrial waste 39 - 38

Finally, more generally, how con-
' cerned or worried are you about ...

. The ext1nct1on in the world

of plants or animal species . 38 ~ 45 .
. The loss of natural resources ‘
~in the world ..........uaes, 26 44

. The possible atmospheric
damage affecting the world's
~ weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil ' _
products A V4 41

much

- %

13
14
17

15
24

19

Not
at

all

49

29

58

62
38

Www N

U1 O

W= N -

- Total

- 100

100

100
100

100
100

- 100

100

100"

100
100

~ 100

100

100 .

Index

- 2.18

2.17
2.16
2.17

1

2.21.

1.93

2.03

The index is calculated. by applying a we1ght1ng of 3 to "a great dea]" and so

on down to 0 "not at all" (“don t knows(?

" are omvtted)
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FRANCE

. A great A fair Not Not. ? Total Index
’ - deal amount very at :

much all :
% % p4 ¥ % % .
Where: you live now, do you have
reasons to complain about:
. The quality of the drinking’ '
Water ...iiiiiincenertannenas 7 12 14 67 - 100 .59
. Noise ciiiiiiiiieiiiinnenen 8 . 9 19 64 - 100 - .61
. Air pollution .............. 8 11 18 62- 1 100 .65
. The way rubbish is disposed - a , -
Of tevierienaans Cetesecaanas 8 9 12 70 1 100 - .53
. Lack of access to open space . ' '
. and countryside ...iceeeennes 5 5 9 80 1 100 .36
. Loss of good farmland ...... 10 12 13 59 6 100 - 70
. Damage done to the landscape 12 13 19 55 1 100 - . .82
“Now, about this country as a whole,
how worried or concerned are you
about ... :
. Pollution of water, or rivers o
and 1akesS ...iieiiiiciinennne 41 35 15 . 8 1 100 - 2.11
.- Damage caused to sea 1ife _ ' _
and beaches ......ivvevenenne 45 34 - 10 9 . 2 100 2.18
. Air pollution .....ovvvunnnn. 38 34 16 10 2 100 . 2.01
. Disposal of industrial waste 44 28 13 . 11 4 100 2.08
Finally, more generally, how con-
cerned or worried are you about ...
. The extinction in the world : :
-of plants or animal species .. 42 = 34 16 6 2 100 2.15
. The loss of natural resources o :
in theworld ...iiveveennnnnn 30 34 22 11 3 100 . 1.85
: The possible atmospheric o -
damage affecting the world's
weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
“from burning coal and oil : : ~
products ........ccvvvevenan.. - 36 29 19 12 4 100 1.92

The index is calculated by applyfng'a weighting of 3 to "a great deal" and so
on down to O "not at all" ("don't knows(??" are omitted).



IRELAND
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- A great A fair - Not

deal
_.%J
Where you live now, do you have
reasons to complain abOut‘
. The quality of the dr1nk1ng
owWater Ll i iiieciienaeeannes
. Noise .v.ivieeininnnnn v;.....; -~ 2 .
. Air pollution .....oviveenns .3
. The-way rubbish is d1sposed A 4
1 11
. Lack of access to open space .-
and countryside ......... ... 2
. Loss of good farmland ...... - .3
5

- Damage done to the ‘landscape -

Now, about this country as a whole,

how worried or concerned are you
..about ...’ .

.\Po]]utlon of water, or. r1vers

and 1akes ...cciiicriennananas 35

. Damage caused to sea Tife
. and beaches ....... cereesnsins 37
2 Air poTlution vevvveviesennss © 32

. Disposal of ‘industrial waste 42. .

'Fina11y,'more generally, how con-
cerned or worried.are you about ...

. The extinction %n‘thé wor1d'

of plants or animal species 217

;_The loss of natural resources

in the world ...........00.. .22

. The possible atmospher1c
. damage affecting the world's
~ weather brought- about by the
- gas (carbon dioxide) emitted -
from burning coal -and 011

Products .....oeeeeee.en deens 30

. amount-

Sy

M.~

22

R NN

36
33

30
29

34
- 38

.34

very

much

Zf%

15

15
16
10
12 :

28 .
C 25

21

Not

at
all

12

13
12

14
12

. 12 ‘4,

" are om1tted)

= N

T~ M

Total

- 100

100-

100

100
100

- ~100

100
100
100

100

100

100

.40

.95 -
27

59

1.95
1.80

'~'_Index_1

- a9

L

2.05

© 1.63
L7

»The 1ndex is ca]cu]ated by app1y1ng a wei ht1ng of 3 to."a great dea]" and so
-on down to -0 "not at a11“ ("don t knows(7§

- 1.84



Where you live now, do you have
reasons to complain about:

. The quality of the drinking
Water L .iiiiaennnransnsennns
« NOiSe tiiiiiirenennnnnnannes
. Air pollution ......cc00veee
. The way rubbish is disposed
0
. Lack of access to open space
and countryside ...cvcevennn
. Loss of good farmland ......
. Damage done to the landscape
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ITALY

A great A fair Not

deal
4

16
13
13

18

12
12
20

Now, about this country as a whole,

how worried or concerned are you

about ...

. Pollution of water, or rivers
and TakeS ..ovevevccncncanane
. Damage caused to sea 1life
and beaches: ....ceveeiennecne
. Air pollution ...cviveneenenn.
. Disposal of industrial waste

59

Finally, more generally, how con-
cerned or worried are you about ...

. The extinction in the world
of plants or animal species

. The loss of natural resources
in the world ...ccvvevinennns

. The possible atmospheric
damage affecting the world's
weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil
products ...cccieiescrcnncans

45

40

amount very

.%‘

17
22
22
16
25

35
34
30

40
40

33

18 .

A4 O (=,

much
4

22
19
18

19

11

13

12

- Not

at

all

50

44

41
38

53
34

[ASEOSE N w

" are omitted).

‘W N = =

N OV

QW N =

Total

100
100
100
100
100

100
100

100
100

100
100

100
100

100

Index

1.00

1.09

1.21

.86
1.03

1.30

2.46
2.48
2.50

2.28
2.21

2.29

The index is calculated by applying a weighting of 3 to "a great deal" and so
on down to 0 "not at all" ("don't knows(?g

1
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LUXEMBOURG

A great A fair Not Not
amount very at

deal
%
Where you live now, do you have
reasons to complain about:
. The quality of the drinking
Water ....iveviinerenanas e
. NOiSe tivievrerinnianenenanns 1
« Air polTution coiveeennnnnns 15
. The way rubb1sh 1s disposed -
0 e 9
. Lack of access to-open space
~and countryside ............ 3
. Loss of good farmland ...... .10

. Damage done to the landscape 22

Now, about this country as a whole,

how worr1ed or concerned’are you
about

. Pollution of water, or rivers

and lakes ...... eresssessenns 52
. Damage caused to sea life

and beaches ...coviivvnnnnn. 48
. Air pollution (.cevieeennss . 50

. Disposal of industrial waste 47

Finally,. more generally, how .con-

cerned or worried are you about ..

. The extinction in the world -

. The possible atmospheric
damage affecting the world's

- weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and 011

of plants or animal species 58
" .. The loss of natural resources '
“in the worid .......ccevvun.. 36

pY'OdUCtS u---i-oo-_.oo-ob ....... 48

%

22

. 28

25

The index is calculated by app1y1ng a we1g

on down to 0 "not at al1" ("don't knows(?

. much all
% %
- 8 75
27 51
26 44
15 61
7 83
14 58
18 - 42
13 )
12 8
14 9
15 9
13 5
20 10
14 9

WO n W=

BEEENTAY - S X

_ Total

100
100
100
100

100
100
100

100

100
100

100

100

100

100 -

RN N
i) !
—
)

Index

2.17

hting of 3 to "a great deal" and S0 .
" are omitted).

1



NETHERLANDS

A great A fair Not

deal
%
Where you live now, do you have
reasons to complain about:
. The quality of the drinking.
water .....icieeeeiiiiinanans -3
. NoiSe tiviiiiierennncnnnanns -4
. Air pollution .........unees 4
. The way rubbish is disposed
5. H A 8
. Lack of access to open space
and countryside ....c.ccvnen 3
. Loss of good farmland ...... 4
. Damage done to the landscape 9

Now, about this country as a who]e}

_how worried or concerned are you
about ...

. Pollution of water, or rivers

and 1akeS ...cciiinennncnnann 47
. Damage caused to sea life
"~ and beaches ..iveviiieniennns - 49
. Air pollution covevevnvenenn. 51

.4D1sposa1 of industrial waste 5

Finally, more genera]]y,-how.con-
cerned.or worried are you about ...

. The extinction in the world

4 -

of plants or animal species 47

. The loss of natural resources

in the world ...... eeeseaces ;33

. The possible atmospheric
damage affecting the world's
weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil

products .........oennn eeees 28

amount very

g

10
12

16

14
22

38
35
32

34
34

33

much
%

"12

28

o 21

13

21

10

11

11

13
23

23

Not

at”
all

79
55

54

75

44

w W Lol

- 10 .

" are omitted).

w1 N

Total

100

100

100
. 100

100
100.

. 100

100
100
100

100
100

100

“Index

2.29
2.33

2.33
2.43

2.25
1.95

1.84

The index is calculated by applying a weighting of 3 to "a great deal" and sb
on down to 0 "not at all" ("don't knows(?g

1



UNITE

A great A fair Not -
' amount very-

- Now, about this country as a whole,
- how worried or concerned are you
about

. PoT]ut1on of water, or r1vers

and Takes ....civeiinennannn. 36

. Damage caused to sea. life o
and beaches ........cvu... .. 41

~. Air pollution’ }....;;..; ..... 30

. D1sposa1 of 1ndustr1a1 waste ' 49

" Finally, more generally, -how con-
cerned or worried are you about ...

. The extinction in the world -

of plants or animal species - 43

. .The 1oss of nafural resources

in the world ....cvovviiiniann . 40

. The possible atmospher1c :
damage affecting the world's

~ weather-brought about by the -
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted

. from burning coal and oil - .
products A eees -3

1

D .

deal -
%
Where you live now, do you have .
reasons to comp1a1n about '
. The qua11ty of the dr1nk1ng R
water .....iii00nnen erevicas 4
. Noise ...eoeniiinniannn, .o 5 -
. Air - pollution .......:. ceean 4
+ The way rubb1sh is d1sposed
B ¢ R e 7
. Lack of access to open space .
. and countryside ......000... 4
. Loss of -good farmland ....... b6
. Damage done to the 1andscape .9

1% :

40
50
31

37

33

1

36

KINGDOM

much
%

15~
13

11

10

13

15
12

14
- .

Co17

.78

68

Not
at’

: a]]

71

78°
I

are om1tted)

NN -

— N

TotaiA'

°100.

100

100
100
100

. 100

1100 -

100
100

100

100

100 .
100

100 -

B

- 47

Index

.37

.60

.36

1

g2

.. '2.06 :

2.16.

1.86
2.2

2.12

The 1ndex is ca]cu]ated by app1y1ng a wei ht1ng of 3 to "a great dea]“ and so
on down to 0 "not at a11“ ("don t knows( ?

2,18

2.01




GREECE

A great A fair Not

deal
%
Where you live now, do you have
reasons to complain about:
. The quality of the-drinking
water (.iiiiiiiiiiiiiiianans 11
c NOISE s iiininnieninnnnncnns 17
« Air pollution sevevenvennens 20
. The way rubbish is disposed
Of tiiiiiiiiieesonnssnannens 22
. Lack of access to open space
and countryside ......c000.e 16
. Loss of good farmland ...... 11

. Damage done to the landscape 18

Now, about this country as a whole,
how worried or concerned are you
about ...

. Pollution of water, or rivers

and 1akes ...iveecnncoccansnns 39
. Damage caused to sea life

and beaches ..c.iiviincenvsnnn 48
. Air pollution ..cvvvvvevnee.. 46

. Disposal of industrial waste 40

Finally, more generally, how con-
cerned or worried are you about ...

. The extinction in the world

of plants or animal species 35

. The loss of natural resources

in the world «c.eveieeeeneenns 33

. The possible atmospheric
damage affecting the world's
weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil

products ...... eieceecareenne 38

amount very.

%

26
25
23

22
24

21

much
%

16
14

15

17
15

15

Not
at
all

15
10
15

19

15

13

_The index is calculated by app1ying a weighting of 3 to "a
on down to 0 "not at all1" ("don't knows(?)" are omitted).

[ = V)

13

13

~NBw E )

Total

100
100
100
100

100

100

100

100
100

100
100

100
100

- 100

Index

—

.13

= NN
.
o
=]

.95

1.96

great deal" and so

1

.92
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SPAIN

. A-great'A fair Not

deal
%9 %

Where you live now, do you have
reasons to complain about:
. The quality of the drinking o

Water ...eeinenennnsnsnees . 14 - 13
. Noise ...evnnenn.. eeeeanaees 10 17
. Air pollution ........0uins C13 16
. The way rubbish is d1sposed '

Of teeereeeenoecnccncnnsasns "9 15
. Lack of access to open space

and countryside ...ivevecon. - 13 . 17
. Loss of good farmland ...... - 11 13

. Damage done to the landscape 16 20

Now, about this country as a whole,

“how worried or concerned are you

about
. Pollution of water, or r1vers :
and TakeS ...vevecenencnannes 51 35
. Damage caused to sea life :
-and beaches ..vvvviecvnnes ee. &7 36
. . Air pollution ..... ereseaeane 46 36
. Disposal of industrial waste 45 35

Finally, more generally, how con-

ST T T e T e

cerned or worried are you about ...

. The extinction in the world

of plants or animal species 51 35

. The loss of natural resources

“in the world ...ovvivinnnennn - 46 37

. The possible atmospheric _
damage affecting the worid's -
weather brought about by the
gas {(carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil

products EEER R R T PR PR PP OPT 43 33 ‘

amount very

much

%

19
. 20
-15
,15.

14 .

VWO o

11

Not

at

Al

52

48
57

52
45

S o

-on down to 0 ."not at all" ("don t knows(7 " are om1tted)

B3 I O S Y

B OWNN

o w

 Total

100
100
100
100

100°
100

100

100
100
100

100
. 100

100

\Index

.88

.94
.76
.90

N N

.32

2.21

The index is calculated by app1y1ng a_wei ht1ng of 3 to."a great deal" and so

1

.39




PORTUGAL
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A great A fair Not

deal
3
Where you live now, do you have
reasons to comp]ain_about:
. The quality of the drinking
Water ...ceieriiiiinrcencanas 8
. Noise L.oeivvnninniinnnnne, 12 -
. Air pollution ...ccvveveenn. -1
. The way rubbish is disposed
Of tiiiiiiiiiiiinitienerans 14 .
. Lack of access to open space
and countryside .......c0u... 9
. Loss of good. farmland ...... 8

. ‘Damage done to the landscape’ 10

Now, about this: country as a whole,
~'how worried or concerned are you
about .o ,

. Pollution of water, or rivers

and 1akes tiveeeveeieennanns 44
. Damage caused to sea life

and beaches ...ivciienvennnens 43
. Air pollution .....ceevunvnn.. 40

. Disposal of industrial waste 44

Finally, more generally, how con-
. cerned or worried are you-about ...

. The extinction in the world

of plants or animal species 40

. The loss of natural resources

in the world ....coivenvnenens 37

. The possible atmospheric

" damage affecting the world's
weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil

B o) o/ ¢ Lol of - J 42

The index is ca]cu1ated by app1y1ng a wei
on down to 0 "not at al1" ("don' t knows( ?

amount very

- %

31

30
29

33
32

29

much
%

11
11

11

10

13

Not
at
all

58

51

45
60
50

[~ RV QY] w

ONE N WNN

11

13

Total.

100
100
100

100 -

100
100
100

100

100

100

100
100

100

. Index

.18

2.22

hting of 3 to "a great deal" and so
“are omitted).

1

.15
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e — " ANNEX B
'INFLUENCE OF SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS

SEX . AgE

- TOTAL - M. F. = 15 24  25-39 40 -54 55 and
= : . C over
- Where you live now, do you have -
. reasons to complaTn’about:
_. The quality of the drinking =~ -~ E T
CWALEY iiiiiiecseienenans ... .68 -~ .68  ..67 .61 - .76- .70 . .63 -
. NOiSE tiieieeenncnans feeeans 76 - .75 .78 .72 .80 .79 73
. Air pollution .......ie..... - .83~ .83 .83 -85 ..85. .88 .75
. The way rubb1sh is d1sposed o S o : S
T 1 3 AP - .74 - 075 0 U713 .79 .82 79 - .61
. Lack of access to open space L PR } ‘ : e
and countryside ........%... .58 .58 .57 . .65 .64 ° .60 .45
. Loss of good farmland ...... Js5 7170 .73 .70 76 . .81 73

. Damage done to the. 1andscape .98 1.01 ° .95 .97 1.08 .99 .87

Now, about this country as a
- whole, how worried or concerned
are you about .. '

.'Po11ut1on of water, or R
rivers and lakes ........... 2.20 2,22 2.18

2.18 2. 2
. Damage caused to sea.life : : : S . ' S
and beaches . ......... eeseen 2,23 2.24 2,23 2.23 -2.32. 2.27 -2.12
. Air pollution-.....iveeuiv..- 2.13 2,14 2,13 2,13 :2.23 2.19 2.01 .
2,24 2,22 2.21° 2.34 2.27 2.10

;VD1sposa1 of 1ndustr1a1 waste 2 23 »f

' F1na11y, more genera]lx, how -
concerned or worr1ed are you
about '

. The extinction in the world - - - o
_of plants or animal species - 2.19 -2.21-. 2.19 = 2,19 2.27 2.23. 2.11
. The loss of -natural : ‘ g : R . -
- resources  in the world..... 2.04 2.05 2.04 2,02 -2.11 2.09 1.96
. The possible. atmospheric _f - : ' e
damage affecting the world's - -
weather brought about by
“the gas (carbon dioxide) -
emitted from burning: coal, e I T
and 0il products .......... 2.06 - 2.04 - 2.07-. 2.03 -2.10 2.13° 1.97




Where you live now, do you have
reasons to complain about:

. The quality of the drinking water
cNOISE iiiiiiiiiii it et ieieeas
. Air pollution covevivencennnnnnns
. The way rubbish is disposed of ..
. Lack of access to open space and
countryside ...eceiinercicinnenns
. Loss of good farmiand ........... '
. Damage done to the landscape ....

Now, about this country as a whole,
how worried or concerned are you
about ...

. Pollution of water, or rivers and
1aKeS tiverienoennsenncocansenans
. Damage caused to sea life and
beaches ..........unn eeceesacans
. Air pollution ...... esssassesans
. Disposal of industrial waste ....

Finally, more generally, how concerned

or worried are you about ...

. The extinction in the world of
plants or animal species .........

. The loss of natural resources in
the world ...iviiiniiiiiincennnns

. The possible atmospheric damage

~ affecting the world's weather
brought about by the gas (carbon
dioxide) emitted from burning coal
and 011 products ..oeeveeneennnnes

INFLUENCE OF SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS

[aS NS NS N
s s e . .

AGE OF FINISHING

FULL-TIME STUDIES
15 or 16-19 20 or
under

.13
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»
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.69
.06
.29
.98
.94

.95
.31

.28
.34
.31

.24
.09

.10
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 INFLUENCE OF SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS

Where you Tive now, do you have

reasons to comp]a1n about:

. The qua11ty of the dr1nk1ng
water ....iiiiiiiiiiieinans
. Noise .civinnnnnn ceeaces e
. Air potlution ....cvvvvnne.
. The way rubblsh is d1posed
0
. Lack.of access to open
space and countryside .....

. Loss of good farmland ..... _

. -Damage done to the land-.
SCAPE wesasscsacnasssssonns

‘Now, about this coUntnyvas a

whole, how worried or

concerned are you about ..

. Pollution of water, or
rivers and lakes ..........
. Damage caused to sea life
and-beaches ............. e
« Air pollution ......e00ene '
. Disposal of industrial

 waste ...... o eeeeareenaenas

| Finally, more generally, how -

~ concerned or worried are you
‘about ...

. The extinction in the world = .

of plants or animal species
. The loss of natural

resources in the world ....
. The possible atmospheric

damage affecting the world's

weather brought about by the
gas (carbon dioxide) emitted
from burning coal and oil

Products ......cecevueienennn

.30
.34

.54
.15

1.90

1,90
1.77.

1.91

2.04
1.76

"TYPE

2

.61
.54
.57

.55

.30

.72

2.11

2.15
2.07

2.15

2.15
1.99

2.03

55

3

.53
.57
.57

.58

.38 -,
.61

.80

2.16
2.22
2.02
2.24

2.18

2.07

2.04

0F
4

.63

.74
.97

2.19

2.20

2.11
2.23

2.16

2.03

2.02

5

.79
1. 02

.97

.93

1,17

2.34

j2.38
2.25

2.31

2.33.
2.14

2.14

"HOUSIN
6

.79
1.07

1.19
.79

.96

1.21

-2.31

2.35
2.30

2,30

2.2¢
2.07

2.15

.96
1.13

1.27
1.08
" 1.04

1.10
1.41

2.34
2.37

2.31

2.30

2.28
"2.16

2.20

.83
.98
1.14

1.14 -

TR
1.43

2.29

2.35

2.26
2.42

2.17

2.04

- 2.01




" Where you live now, do you have

INFLUENCE OF SOCIO-POLITICAL FACTORS

reasons to complain about ...

. The qﬁa]ity of the drinking
water c..iiieens '

. Noise

oooooooooo

. Air pollution ...

. The way rubb1sh is d1sposed

O0f ciennnevennnne

. Lack of access to open
space and countryside .....
. Loss of good farmland .....

. Damage done to the landscape

Now, about this country as a

. whole, how worried or concerned

are you about ...

. Pollution of water; of‘

rivers and lakes

. Damage caused to sea life

and beaches .....
. Air pollution ..

oooooooooooo

TOTAL

. D1sposa1 of industrial- waste 2

Finally, more generally, how

~concerned or worried are you

' about .o

. The extinction in the world
_ of plants or animal spec1es
. The loss of natural

resources in the world .....
. The possible atmospheric

damage affecting the world's

weather brought about by
the gas (carbon dioxide)
emitted from burning coal

and -0i1 products

2.

.04

.06
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[AS RS AN N

~ VALUES
Mat. Mixed
.65 .67
.76 .75
.78 .81
73 .72
.52 .57
gL .74
.85 .97
.09 2.24
A1 2.27
.06 2.15
12 2.26
.09  2.23
.97 2,07
.00 2.09

Post-

mat.

~n NN ~N

.74

.84
.00
.84
g2 -

.85
.28

.43
.47
47

.42
.22

.21

* & e

- LEADERSHIP

.64
.71
.70
.63
.47

.60
.76

.99
.85

.87

.07

- +
.67 .67 .
.75 .78
81 .89
.72 .80
57 .61
.74 .81
.94 1.09

2.20 2.28

2.23 2.33
2.15 2.22
2.23 2.33
2.20 2.27
2.03 2.12
2 2.13

.20

PN N
. .

++

77
.94
.87
.71

.36
.44
.40

.36
.24

.18

e .

-
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INFLUENCEIOFASOCIQ-POLITfCAL:FACTORS ,

'POSITION ON LEFT/ . . -
RIGHT SCALE - SATISFACTION WITH LIFE

- 1/2 3/4 5/6 7/8 9/10 - ++ + -
Where you live now, do you-
"have reasons to compTaTn - L
about ...~ . - S S
. The. qua11ty of the dr1nk1ng - o y - . o :
Swater L.o..eee.... P .83 .73 .66 .62 .65 - .55 .67 .82 .90. -
. Noise ...... ceeenes ;.;..;.. - . -.92 .8 .72 70 .74 .62 .77 .91 .98
. Air pollution ..........es. '1.00 .93 .80 .73 .82 3: .69 .84 .90 1.10
. The way rubbish is d1sposed ‘ o L ' a LT
Of tviieeenencnoesenrnsio, .94- .80 .70 .65 .68 - .63 .73 ..93 .96
. Lack of access- to open space o T o I
and countryside ...v.i..... .85 .67 .54 .45 .47 W43 .57 .73 .94
. Loss of good farmland ..... .93 .79 .74 .69 .72 .65 .73 .87 1.07

- . Damage done to the ‘landscape 1.21 1.09 .96 .89 .84 .85 97_1.10i1.29

Now, about this country as a S
- whole, how worried or concerned. ' o :
are you about ...

. Pollution of water, or _ - S L . .,
~ rivers-and lakes ........ . 2.38 2.29°2.20 2.12 2.12  2.18.2.19 2.24 2.28
. Damage caused to’ sea 11fe o l o -
and beaches ......coivuvnes 2.41°2.34 2:21 2:17 2,20 ' 2.20 2.23 2.28 2.31
. Air pollution ........v.uus 2,30 2,23 2.12 2.06 2.09  2.052.15 2.17 2.23
. Disposal of 1ndustr1a1 e - R oo : :
2.38 2

"waste ereidaeivencsnaeses .

i

.35 2.23 2.13 2.13 - 2.20 2.23 2.25 2,26

~ Finally, more generally, how -
concerned or worr1ed are you

- about

. The ext1nct1on in the world = . - . Lo ' o ‘
of ‘plants or animal- spec1es © 2,35 2.28'2.16 2.16 2.19  2.21 2.18 2.21 2.24

. The loss of natural - . S S . = _
resources in the world .... 2.18 2.11 2.02 1.99.2.07.. -2.08 2.02 2.06 2.11

. The possible atmospheric - - T - SRR
damage affecting -the world's -
weather:brought about by the
gas- (carbon dioxide) emitted :
from-burning coa1 and 011 R S L
products eieasis S N - 2,17 2.13:2.05:1.99°2.04 - 1.98.2.06 2.13 2.17 -



ANNEX C — 9=

SOCIO-POLITICAL CLASSIFICATIONS
USED IN EUROBAROMETER SURVEYS

A. POLITICAL POSITION

Quesfion: "In political matters, people talk of the 'left' and the
'right'. How would you place your views on this scale? (The
interviewer shows a scale from 1 (left) to 10 (right)."

The question makes it possible to classify interviewees in one of
several sections:

- extreme left 1+2
- left 3+4
- centre 5+ 6
- right 7+8
- extreme right 9 + 10

The scale also makes it possib]é to calculate the average score for
any section of the population.

B. SATISFACTION WITH LIFE AND THE WAY DEMOCRACY WORKS

Question: "On the whole, are you satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very
. .satisfied or not at all satisfied with the life you lead?"

Question: "On the whole, are you satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very
- satisfied or not at all satisfied with the way democracy works
(in your country)?"

The answers to these two questions provide useful indicators of (a)
private mood and (b) attitude to political matters.




==

C. LEVEL OF EDUCATION

Given the great diversity of school and university systems in the .
twelve Member States, and the fact that the school systems experienced by
older people were different from current ones, information on the level
of education of peop]e interviewed in European surveys is gathered as

- follows:

- Question: "How o1d were you when you finished yoﬁr fu]l-time studies?"

Interviewees were a]Tocated to one of three 1eve1s (depend1ng on the
length of study): : . .

- Tow: . f1n1shed at 15 or befere,‘

- medium: finished at 16, 17, 18 or 19;.
= high: ~ finished at 20 or after. .

D. LEVEL OF INCOME .

Question: "We would like to analyse the survey results according to the
' income of persons interviewed. Here is a scale of incomes and

we would like to know in what group you would put. your family,

counting a11 wages, salaries and pensions -and any dther.iﬁcome“,

Each country uses a scale compr1s1ng 8 to- 12 categor1es, correspond1ng,
to nat1ona1 norms (notab]y monthly or annual income).

In the ana]ySTS stage, the distribution of answers in. each countny is
studied (log-normal distribution) and four quartiles are established. On
a Community basis, the highest quartiles of each country are considered
together, then the next highest, and so on. Finally, the results are
- classified in four groups, plus another group for those who refused to

reply. .

 Lowest quarti]e "~ R--
- ) L ' R- -

. - R
Highest quartile R++
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E. THE COGNITIVE PERCEPTION (LEADERSHIP) INDEX

What is an opinion leader? It is someone who, in carrying out certain
social functions, generally exerts on the opinions of others more
influence than the others exert on him. If all the members of a social
group were equivalent and interchangeable in the formation of the opinions,
attitudes. and behaviour in the group, the group would continue to function
in some way even if a certain-member disappeared. The leader is the
person who changes things: he influences the others more than he is him-
self influenced by them, and not only occasionally but in a re]at1ve1y
-constant and foreseeable fash1on )

One of the aims of market research opinion polls and more general]y
research on social psychology is to p1npo1nt leaders. Only three ways of
doing this are known:

1. The sociometric study of the respective 1nf1uences in a given group,
but this method is really only practicable in a laboratory or in small
groups. .

2. . The interrogation of.informants who identify those who, in their
opinion, are leaders in a given group. This method has the same
limitation as the previous one and in addition may pinpoint "persons
of distinction", i.e. people occupy1ng a social situation regarded as -
important, rather than "leaders" genuinely involved in the life of
the group. ' : '

3. Automatic selection of leaders by means of a survey; this method
- consists of defining leaders as individuals having certain character-
istics giving them what is generally accepted to be an attitude of
1eadersh1p interest in certain problems, scope and intensity of
act1v1ty in the life of the group.

The last method was adopted because it appeared -the only one practical
in opinion polls on representat1ve samples of numerous and diverse popu-
1at1ons

The analysis of the results gathered in previous polls showed that it
was statistically s1gn1f1cant to construct a leadership index on the
basis
of the rep11es given by all those 1nterv1ewed to two questions concerning
their inclination to discuss politics with friends and their tendency to
persuade others of an opinion that they hold strongly themselves:. -To
avoid any confusion w1th the concept of "public leader” often used in
other polls, the term "cognitive perception" index has been preferred
here. ' '
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This - 1ndex was constructed w1th four degrees, the h1ghest degree _
corresponding to those whom we regard as being opinion Teaders (approx1-,
) - mately 12% of. the European population), and the lowest-degree correspond-
. . _ing to non-leaders (approximately 25%); the two intermediate degrees '
: -+ - correspond to -individuals who have slightly more and slightly less
leadership qualities than the average member of the general public.

The fo]lowﬁhg table.shows"how-the ]eédership jndex‘wasrconstructed:u -
— . . . Co- t - ’ : " ) /

T : Persuade others ... : _
often somet1mes " rarely never. .don't know

Discuss politics ... N T L
- often - - ++ 4+ B + +

sometimes o 4+ N
“never : e - . - R Cmm L ee
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F. POST-MATERIALISM INDICATOR -

(Based on the work 04 Ronald Inglehart, in particular "The Silent
Revolution: Changing Values and PoLitical Styles among Western
Publics”", Princeton Univernsity Press, 1977).

The post-materialism indicator, designed to measure the attachment of
each interviewee to post-materialist or, by contrast, materialist va]ues,
is constructed from responses to the following question:

“There is a lot of talk these days about what (this country's) goals
should be for the next ten or fifteen years. On this card are listed
some of the goals that different people say should be given top priority.
Would you p1ease say which one of them you yourself consider the most
important in the Tong run?" (SHOW CARD - ONE ANSWER ONLY).

"And what would be your second choice?"

1st  2nd
1 1 Maintaining order in the nation
2 2 Giving the peop]e more say in important government decisions
3 3 Fighting rising prices
4 4 - Protecting freedom of speech
0 0 Don't know

The interviewee, confronted with a forced choice, expresses a prefer-

ence either for materialist ideas ("maintaining order", "fighting r1s1ng(

prices"), or for post-materialist ones ("giving the people more say",
"protecting freedom of speech"). As he has two choices, there are three
possible combinations: two post-materialist answers; one post-materialist

answer and one materialist; two materialist answers. Those not expressing

" either a first or a second choice, or both, are not classified. With the
aid of the following tables, individuals can be divided into four groups.

1st answer

Maintain- Giving 'Fighting Protect- Don't
ing order people rising ing free- know

more prices dom of
say speech
Maintaining order - Mixed Mat. Mixed *
Giving people more say Mixed - Mixed Post-mat. *
Fighting rising prices Mat.” = Mixed - Mixed *
Protecting freedom of ‘
speech Mixed Post-mat. Mixed - *

Don't know - * * o *

* Unclassified.
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ANALYSIS OF THE CORRELATION BETWEEN THE DIFFERENT REASONS GIVEN FOR
: CONSIDERING THE INDIVIDUAL FORMS OF POLLUTION SERIOUS

Each respondent was allowed to choose two reasons for cons1der1ng the
individual forms of poTlut1on serious.

The table set out below shows which first and second cho1ces were -
paired by every 100 people answer1ng

Out of evéry 100 people-mentioning ces

High Risk of Lowers The - Conse- The

cost of pollu- the " threat quences public
repair tion quality to the for heaith Average
: spread- of life whole  future threat
ing i environ- genera-
ment tions
- H1gh cost of repair 'i - 5 6 5 4 6 5
-4R1sk of pol]ut1on spread1ng. 9 - 6 12n 11 . 7 9
- - Lowers the quality of life 21 14 .- 18 21 31 22
- = The threat to the who]e o . -
env1ronment 4 23 32 21 - - 34 26 27
- Consequences for future - g
generations B 16 26 23 31 - 22 25
- The public health threat’ 27 20 39 28 26 - 29
CTOTAL (%) () (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

(*) Total lower than 100 since not everyone gave two reasons.

- {**) Total higher than 100 since this is only the theoretica] average.

®)
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Tﬁe right-hand column shows the average percentage of the sample giving
any chosen pair of reasons. It brings out any positive or inverse corre-
lations between reason X and reason Y, i.e. it reveals whether there is
any particular correlation between the two reasons. To produce meaningful
findings, the'corre1ation between the two reasons must be checked both

ways.

The most significant correlations to emerge were:

Positive correlations: _ - -
- "it menaces the health of people" and " it lowers the quality of life";

- "any specific pollution ... puts at risk our whole natural background
or environment" and "damage already inflicted on the environment risks '
having .consequences for future generations";

- - "any specific po]]utioh ... puts at risk our who]e'natura1'background
or environment" and "when the environment is damaged somewhere this
will be liable to spread to other regions or countries".

Inverse correlations:

- "it 1owersAthe dua]ity of Tife" and "any specific pol]utidh «.. puts at
risk our whole natural background or environment"; -

- "it Towers the quality of 1ife" and "when the environment is ‘damaged
somewhere this will be'liab1e to spread to other regions or to other
countries".
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ANNEXE E

IISTIIUIS CHARGES Dy SOIDAEE ETY SPECIALISIES RESPOISABL(S .I -

IISTITUIES WHICH CARRIED OUI THE SURVEY AND EXPERIS N CHARGE (‘)

BELGIQUE/BELGIE

1]

DANNARK

DEUTSCHLAND
_* ELLAS

ESPANA
. FRANCE

IRELAND S

©LTALIN
'LUXENBOURG

NEDERLAND.

~ PORTUGAL -

UNITED KINGDON (*+)

~ DINARSO N [ - ‘
“rue des Colonies, 54, B 1000 Bruxclles

T61.: 02/219.24.08
GALLUP. NARKEDSANALYSE A/S

. Gammel Vartov Vej 6, DK-2900 Hellerup
Tél.: 0!/29 88 00 .

" EMNID-INSTITUT GabH . =
" Bodelschwinghstrafle, 23-25a

D-4800 Bielefeld 1

- Tél.: 0521/260.010

I1CAP NELLAS S.A. .
Vas. Sophias, 64, GR- Athxnal 615

. Télu: 01/7225.651.

Instituto de Investigaczon GALLUP
Calle Fortuny, 14, 4°C, E- -Nadrid 28010
Tél.: 1/410.43.45 - :

" INSTITUT DE SONDAGES. LAVIALLE
_6-8, -rue du & Septembre '

F-92130 Issy-les-Moulineaux

. T6).: 1/45.54:87.11 ‘ )
"IRISH NARKETING SURVEYS Ltd

19-20 Upper Pembroke Street
IRL-Dublin 2

- Tél.: 1/76 11.96
. ISIITUTO PER LE RICERCHE STATISTICHE E

LYANALISI DELL'OPINIONE PUBBLICA (DD*A)
Galleria San Carlo, 6 :

I-20122 Milano -

Tél.. 02/790.871 -

INSTITUY LUXEMBOURGED]S DF RECHERCHES
SOCIALES (ILRES)

6, rue du Narché_auu—ﬂerbas
6D-Luxembourg "z . - -

Tél.: 0352/#7 50 21

;,NEDERL&NDS INSTITUUT VOOR. DE PUBLIEKE o
© OPINIE (KIPO) B, V. ’
"Barentzplein, 7

“NL-1013 NJ A-storda-x
T61.: 020/24. sa m

NORMA - Socisdade de Estudos para o
Desenvolvimento de Empresas,

"Avenida 5 de Outubro, 122-8°
£-1000 Lisboa ’

Tél.: 1/76.76.04

SOCIAL SURVEYS (GALLUP POLL) - )
202 Finchley Road, UK-LONDON NW3 GBL

T6l.: 01/796.060.61

SARL.

Norman WEBB

Nicols JAMAR .

~ Rolf RANDRUP
Poul WELLER

© Walter TACKE
Klaus-Peter SCHOEPPNER

Heidrun -BODE

Anthony ‘LYKIARDOPOULOS .
Illelabhas DIB .

"Jorga d. HIOUEL CALAIAYUD :
'Luts PAHBL!NCO

AiEert_LAVIALLE;
Florence FABRE

Charles COYLE

Ennio SALAMON

Alfonso del RE

Louis MEVIS
Ednée MEVIS

Arnold WEIJTLANDT -

" Martin JONKER

" J.A. VIDAL de OLIVEIRA

Robert WYBROW
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2° Choix des personnes interrogées

Les personnes interrogées sont toujours diffé-
rentes d'une enquéte 3 1'autre. L'échantillon-
maftre aléatoire évoqué ci-dessus indique le
nombre de personnes 3 interroger 3 chaque point
d'enquéte, Au stade suivant, les personnes 3 in-
terroger sont désignées:

- soit par un tirage au sort sur liste dans les
pays ol on peut avoir accds A des listes ex-
haustives d'individus ou de foyers: Danemark,
Luxembourg, Pays-Bas;

- soit par échantillonnage stratifié sur la ba-
se des statistiques de recensement, 1'échan-
tillon étant construit 3 partir des critdres
de sexe, 3ge et profession: Belgique, France,
Italie, Royaume-Uni, Irlande;

- soit par une méthode combinant les deux précé-

20 Choice of respondents

For each ‘survey different individuals are in-
terviewed in the saster sasple of sampling
point described above. Within these sampling
points the individuals to be interviewed are
chosen:

- either at randos from the population or elec-

toral lists in those countries where access
to suitable lists of individuals or house-

holds is ‘possible: Denmark, Luxembourg, Ne-
“therlands.
- or by quota sampling. In these cases the

quotas are established by sex, age and occu-
pation on the basis of census data: this sys-
tea is used in Belgium, France, Italy. United
Kingdom, Ireland;

- or by a method combining the two precedent

dentes (cheminement systématique): Allemagne, ones ("random route"): Germany, Greece,
Gridce, Espagne, Portugal. Spain, Portugal;
' | Population (1) [
I ' [ Echantillons/ N
| [Milliers|] % X Samples (2) | Dates
| | /Thou- |CE/EC 10|CE/EC 12| (Euro-Baromdtre n® 25) | (Euro-Baromdtre n°® 25)
| | sands |
| B | 7 924 | 3.64 3.12 1 008 28/111-14/111/1986
| oK | 4133] 1.90 1.62 | 1 043 20-30/111
| o | st 466 | 23.62 | 20.26 | 987 | 24/111-30/1v
| GR | 7718 ] 3.5 | 3.04 1000 | 21/111-12/1v
| F | 42 851 | 19.67 | 16.87 1 003 31/111-25/1V
| 1AL | 2455 | 1.13 07 | 1 002 27/111-11/1v
I | 44 438 | 20.39 | 17.49 1 106 20/111-11/1V
L | 300 | VR B ¥ - 299 28/111-21/1V |
| N | 11 400 | 5.23 4,49 1 001 26/111-4/1V
UK | 4 207 | 20.75 | 17.19 1 383 20/111-11/1v
CEJEC 10 ‘217 segl 100.00 [ 85.77 9 832 | 20/111-30/1V
€ ‘ 28 854 - 11.36 1 008 | 19/111-6/1v |
P | 7 314 - 2.08 1000 - | 21/111-14/1V |
CE/EC 12 '254 057 - 100.00 11 840 ' 19/111-30/1V

11 est rappelé que les résultats obtenus par
sondage sont des estimations dont le degré de
certitude et de précision dépend, toutes choses
égales d'ailleurs, du nombre des individus cons-
tituant l'échantillon. Avec des échantillons de
ltordre de 1 000, on admet généralement qu'une

différence inférieure 3 cing pour cent entre deux

pourcentages est au-dessous du niveau acceptable
de confiance,

(1) 15 ans et plus. / 15 years and over.
(2) Nombre d'interviews. / Number of interviews.

Readers are reminded that sample survey results
are estimations, the degree of certainty and
precision of which, everything being kept e-
qual, rests upon the number of cases. With
samples of about 1 000, it is generally adeit-
ted that ‘a percentage difference of less than
five per cent is below the acceptable level of
confidence.
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I Coordination internationale /
"Héléne RIFFAULT.
_ "Faits et Opinions®
25, rue Cambon
T€l.: 1/4296.41,.65

International co-ordination:

" F-75001 Paris -

Toutes les données relatives_ah: Euro-Barométres

-All:Euro—Baronetr& data are stored at the Bel-

~ sont déposées aux "Belgian Archives for the So-

cial Sciences", {1 Place Montesquieu, B-1348
Louvain-la-Neuve). £lles sont tenues 3 la dispo-
sition des organismes membres du European Con- -
sortium for Political Research (Essex), du In-
ter-University Consortium for Political and So-
cial Research (Michigan) et des chercheurs jus-
tifiant d'un intérdt de recherche.

Montesquieu, B-1348 Louvain-la-Neuve).

gian Archives for the Social Sciences (1, Place
They are

at the disposal of all institutes members of
the European Consortium for Political ‘Research

- {Essex), of the Inter- Unxversxty Consortium for

Political and Social Reseach (Wichigan) and all
those interested in social science research.

i Pour tous renseignements sur les études d'opi-

inion publique Faites 3 1'initiative de la Com-

~imission des Communautés européennes. dcrire 3
|J -R. RABIER, Conseiller spécial,

200, rue de
la Loi, B-1049 Brukelles.

- For all

information regarding opinion surveys
carried out for the Commission of the furopean
Communities, please write to J.-R. RABIER, Spe-
cial Counsellor,. 200 rue de la Loi, B-1049
Brussels. B :

(*)
OMNIBUS SURVEY,
STAPEL" (NIPO,

Les douze instituts actuellement chargés de ces sondages ont formé entre eux THE EUROPEAN
“dont le comité de direction comprend: -Robert GIJS (DIMARSQ, Bruxelles), Jan

Amsterdan) .et Norman WEBB (SOCIAL SURVEYS,

London). / The twelve institutes

which carried out these surveys have formed amongst themselves THE EUROPEAN OMNIBUS SURVEY

of which the Managesent Cosmittee comprises:

Rubert'GIJS-(DIHARSO.~Bru§sels), Jan STAPEL

(NIPO, Aasterdam) and Norman WEBB (SOCIAL SURVEYS, London).

(**)
Social Surveys (Gallup Poll).
Marketing Surveys and Social Surveys (Gallup

Le sondage en MNortuern Ireland est fait en collaboration par Irish Marketing surveys et
/ The Nortliern- Ireland survey is conducted Joxntly by Irish

Poll);

ECHAIIILLOIIAGE 1 SAHPLIIG

L'obJectnf de la néthode d'échantlllonnage est

de couvrir de fagon représentative la totalité

de la population 3gée de 15 ans et plus, des dou-

ze pays de la Comaunauté élargie. L'échantillon-

_ nage de chaque pays est constitué 3 deux niveaux:

10 Rigions et localités d'énquite

‘L'enquite a lieu sur 1tensemble du territoire

des douze pays, soit 138 régxons (Voir liste

Cci- Joxnte p. A4).

7

,

Chaque ‘pays a constitué aléatoirement un échan-
tillon-saitre de localités d'enqudte, -de teile

sorte que toutes les catégories d'habitat soient
représentées proportionnellement 2 leurs popula-

" tions respectives.

Au total ‘les 1nterv1eus ont lieu dans envi-
ron 1 350 points dtenquite.

The
- twelve countries i e.
ched list p, A &),

The sample has been designed to be representa-
tive of the total population aged 15 years and
over of the twelve countries of the enlarged
Co-nunlty. In. each country a two stage salplxng
method is used:

10 Geographlcal dnstrxbutnon

the whole territory of the
138 regions. (See atta-

survey .covers

In each country a random selection of seapling
points is made in such a way that all types of
area (urban, rural, etc.) are represented in

“proportion to their populatiens.

f!he interviews are dxstr:buted in more or less

1350 sampllng poxnts
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Mercredi 12 Mars 1986

- QUESTIONNAIRE EURO 25 -2-

130. Dirfez-vous que ce qui se passera dans le monde dans
1'avenir, par exemple dans cent ans, c'est quelque chose qui
vous intéresse beaucoup, un peu ou pas du tout 7

1 Beaucoup
2. Un peu

3. Pas du tout
0. ?

| Murcrudi 12 Nars 2986

QUESTIONNAIRE MURO 25 . -2 -

130. Would you say that what will happen in the world in the
future, by which I mean in-a hundred years time, Is samethin.
that concerns you a lot, a little or not al all ?

1. A lot

2. A litele . :
3. Not at-all . . -
0. No response




Vendredi 7 Mars 1986
QUESTIOMMAIRE EURD 2_5 «5-

162/ L ol vous habitez, avez-vous des raisons de vous plaindre
168, des choses sufvantes : beaucoup, assez, peu, pas du tout ?
(St vous n'avez aucune raison de vous plaindre, n'hésitez
pas 1 le dire).

Pas
_Beaucoup Assez Peu du tout ?

. La qualité de 1'eau potable 1 2 3 4 0.
clebruftec.iiiiiiieneniies b 203 4 0
. La pollution de 1'atr...... 1 2 3 4 o0
. La manidre de se débarrasser

des déchets.......c.eeeuvee ) 1 2 3 ) 0
. Le manque d’accds aux espaces : ’

verts et 4 la cunpugne..... 1 2 3 4 0
. La disparition des bonnes ) . )

terres de culture.......... 1 2 3 4 0
- L'en]aidisséhent du paysage 1 2 3 4 0

TREND MODIFIE EURO 18-QUESTIONS 163 .A 168

169/ Maintenant, & propos de (votre s) d'une manidre générale,-
172, T otmerals savoir %ans queTTe mesure vous Btes 1nquie! ou

préoccupé au sujet d'un certain nombre de problemes que je
vals mentionner 7

’ Pas
Beaucoup Assex Peu du tout ?
"« La pollution 'de 1'eau des

rividres et des lacs....... 1 .2 3 4 0
. Les dosmages causés & la

faune marine et aux plages. 1 2 3 4 0
. La pollution de 1'air...... 1 2 3 4 0

+ La manidre de se deBarnsser
des déchets industriels..., 1 2 3 4 a

TREND WODIFIE EURO IB-QUESTIONS 169 A 172

173/ Finalement, dans quelle mesure dtes-vous inquiet ou
75. pr¥occupl par les choses suivantes ?

e Pas
Beaucoup Assez Peu du tout 7
. La disparition dans le mon-
- de de plantes ou d'espdces .
animales...cocoviacnenrones 1 2 3 4 0

L' éputsement ‘des ressources
naturelles mondiales....... 1 R 4 3 4 0

Les possibilités de change- -

ment du climat terrestre pro-

voqué nar le gaz carbonique

provenant de la combustion

du charbon et des produits .

[ 130 AT 1 ¢ S 1 2 3 4 - 0

TREND MODIFIE EURO 18-QUESTIONS 175 A 177

- 176. Beaucoup de personnes s'intéressent au probléme de 1a
protection de }'environnement et de la lutte contre la
pollution. A votre avis, est-ce que c'est surtout un
probléme urgent et 1mﬁd‘lat. ou surtout un probléme pour
1'avenir, ou bien n'est-ce pas tellement un probléme ?

1. Problime {mmédiat et urgent
2. Probldme pour 1‘avenir

3. Pas tellement un probléme
0.?

vendredi 7 Mars 1986 oL
QUESTIONWAIRE BURO 25 -5~

162/ Where you live now, do you have reasons to complain about

168. the following things : a great deal, a fair amount, not very
much, or not at all. If you have no reasan to complain,
please dan't hesitate to say ‘so.

mot .

N ‘Sat
- A great A fair Very at
deal amount much all 7
162. The quallity of the drinking - N
WBEOE coccrvcsocsrssssnsanss 1 2 3 4 [
163. Noise .....c... T & 2 3 4 0
164, Air pollution .......... cesrane 1 2 3 4 [
165, The way rubbish ig dispoged of 1 2 3 4 [
166, Lack of access to open space
and country 81d6 .....ee0000nes 1 2 3 L) 0
167. Loss of good farmland ....... oo 2 2 3 4 -0
168. pamage done to the landscape 1 2 | 4 ]

TREND BURO 18 - Q. 163 TO 168 NODIFIED

169/ Now, about _this count;'g as_a whole, I would like to find out
172. how worried or concernad you are about a number of problems I

am going to mention : a great deal, a fair munt, not very
much, or not at all ?

Sot oot
‘ A great A falr Very at
deal amount much all ?
169, Pollution of waters of rivers
and lakes .....c.vvennnennn . 1. 2 3 4 0
170. Dmge caused to sea life and
. DOACHOS ciierevcriiirtrianans 1 2 3 4 0
171. adr pollution .......cc0nunse 1 2 2 4 0
172, Disposal of industrial waste 1 2 3 - ¢. o0

TREND BURO 18 - Q. 169 T0O 172 MODIFIRD

17:/ un.ug, mOIe genauu! how concerned or worried are gou

.| 175. about the following i a great deal, a falr amount, ot very

much or not at all ?
: ot Not
A great A fair Very at
deal asount mach all 1 4

173, The extinction in the world of

plants or animal species ... 1 2 3 ¢ 0

174. The loss of natural ressources- .
© dn the world ..veveieernniin. 1 2 3 4 [

175. The possible atmosphere damagss
N affecting the world's weather
brought about by the gas (carb-
on dioxyde) emited frow burning
coal and oil products ...... . 1 2 2 4 ]

TREND BURO 18 - Q. 175 10 177 NODIFIED

176. Nany people are concerned about the protection of envircnment
and the struggle against pollution. Would you say that, in
your opinion, this is an urgent and immediate prodlem, more a
problem for the future, or not really a problem at all ?

1, An urgent and immediate problem
2. Nore a problem for the future
3. Not really a problem at all

0. ?
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Mercredi 12 Mars 1986

“MESTIMIREE“W!S ) -6 -

i?? Quand:on parle des at£e1ﬁtes gra#es 3 l'invirbnnement. i

N
-

quoi pensez-vous surtout ? Veulllez choisir dans cette 11iste
les trois choses qui vous viennent immédiatement & 1‘esprit.
(lllmﬂl LXSTE, TROIS RENIISES POSSIBLES). -

. Les détritus qui trafnent dens les rues, les espaces verts,

les plages
Les constructions ‘sauvages ‘qui détériorent les paysages
Les usines qui répandént des produ1ts chimiques dangereux :

" dans 1'atr ou dans 1'eau

L'érosfon des terres"
Les voitures qui polluent 1'air

.-Le gaspillage des ressources natureﬂes rnres (m1nera1s.

pétrole, etc...) . .

Le bruit occasionné par certaines activités (travaux. routes 3
fort traffic, abroports, etc...)

L'utilisation exagérée en agriculture des désherbants, - .
insecticides et engrais . -

Le mazout qui pollue 1a mer et.le littoral .
"Les dé&chets industriels qui sont abandonnés n'1mporte ol

. Les pluies acides qu1 détériorent les fuidts

?

|78 En quoi ces atte1ntes 3V environnemnt vous paraissent-

1.
2

w
.

§

6.

?
0.

" elles graves 7 (MOMTRER LISTE . DEUX REPMSES POSSIBL ES)

Les ‘mesures de réparation qu'il faut prendre coltent cher.

Quand 11 y a quelque part atteinte & 1'environnement, cela
risque de s‘&tendre & d'autres régions ou § autres pays -

Cela diminue 1a qualité de Ta vie ‘ : -

Une pollution particulidre de 1'eau, ou de l'air. ou du sol,
met-en danger ]'ensemble des milieux naturels

Les atteintes faites aujourd'hul & )'environnement risquent
d'avoir des conséquences pour les genérations futures

Cela menace la santé des populations
Au_tre (PRECISER) )

179/ Parmt les choses sufvantes, y en a-t- n que vous avez déJl

180, faites ? (MONTRER )
Et y en a-t-11 que vous seriez prét & faire ou i faire p1us )
1BLES) S

LISTE. PLUSIEURS REPONSES POSSIBLES).

souvent 7 (IDE 'LISTE. PLUSIEWRS IlEPMSES I’OSS

EER _ 179 : 180

: ‘Choses Choses qu'on
.. d&Jd faites pourrait faire

Faire attention 4 ne pas jeter de

~ papiers ou de déchets par terre.... - | B
Ne pas gaspiller 1'eau du robinet.. . 2 2
Yeiller & ne pas faire trop de bruit 3 . 3

-

.

Fafre installer sur votre voiture

un dispositif pour limiter la teneur

en gaz-carbonique, de votre pot d'é-
chappement ... .ceeeeereveasiansnnes « 4 4

Donnes’ de 1'argent pour des dctions -
de conservation de la nature....... 5 . .5

Faire attention au recyclage possi- .
ble de certains déchets ménagers
(verre usagé, vieux paplers, huile

de vidange, €tC)..iveuirniiraiaanas ] 6
Participer & une action locale de

restauration de 1'environnement,’

coume, par exemple, le nettoyage .
d‘umpuge........................ R 7
Manifester contre un projet pouvant ’ N B
nutre & 1'environnement............ - 8 8
Soutentr personnellement une associa-.

tion de protection de 1'environnement - 9 9
Rien de tout cela (SPONTANE)....... X X

' Mercrodi 12 Mars 1966

pax.srrc-nmlmzs - -6

‘177 When we ta.!k about possible dmge to th- environment, what

* do you think of above all 7 Would you plesss choosa from this
list, the three things.that come immediately eo aind 7 (awow
. LIST, NAKINUNY THREE m}.

. Rubbiah on the streets, roads, open spaces and beaches

Unauthorised building which spoils the country side

.'ractories that discharge dangerous chemical prod'uctl .f.neo the

ait or watar
I‘roaion of farmland

. Vehicles that pollute the air _
. The waste of :n;ruvnltun] resources such as minerals, oil, etc.’

The nolse created by same industrial activities such ax

. conattuction‘, roads. with heavy traffic, airports ete. .

- -

. mrun, in agriculture, of wecd-uuau, .lntoct.tcidu and

fertilizers
0il pollution in the sea.and on the lhota

Industrial waste which {a left abandoned wherever is conv-uam -

‘¥, -Acid rain which attac)u mda and foreats

9.
X.
¥
0.

No reply

1768. In what way does damageés ‘to the environment appoar serious tc

., you ? (SHOW LIST , TWO ASSWERS ONLY).

. The meam;ra: needed for repairing wouid be axpn’:tv'n
. When the environment is ncmewhore.dauge& this will be liable

. to spread to other regions or to other oountr.{n_ .

L}

. It lowers tha quality of life

Any specific pollution of water, air, or the und, puts at risk
our whole natural background or environment

. Damage already made to the enlean-ent risks havlng conse- '

" quences for future generations

6.
7.
0.

This menaces the health. of people
Anything else (SPECIFY) '
. ?

179/ a)Among the following things are thers some that you bave -
180, already dons youual! ? (SEON THR uar. MULYIFLE n

POSSTALE) .
b) And are thers among them ching- t.hat you are mrod to
do or to do more often P (SAMR LIST, MULTIFLES ARSMERE)

180
niny-am mmt-

. Be careful about not throwlng .
. away rubbish or papers on the

ground ..vecane PR crenbers ot 1 - N &
Not wasting  tap water ......... 2 . T 2

. Be careful about not making toc
* much nollc.... ............ veve 3 . 3

.

Bguip you car with eguipment to

_3imit the amount of carbon diox-

ide 1n exhaust gases .......s.s o4 R | y

Nake money c'ont.ribi{uan to ef- .
forts to protect environment, s . i L

Do what you can about re-cycl- .

ing of household products .

(glass, paper, sump oil, etc) . 6 ) t 6 -
Gat involved in local action ' ' '

restoring environment, for |
axanple cleaning a beach ,..... : 7 ) o7

.Damonstrate against projects

that might damage the environ~ - A
MOAL ieceovaarsnsestsssvananss . ‘8 . -8

. Get involved pé.rlcmuy ‘with

association concerned in prot= - )
ecting environment ...se.voaeer 9 ¢

. None of thess (VOLUNYEERED) ...



Vendred 7 Mars 1986
QUESTIONMAIRE EUROD 25 -7-

215/ Des sommes importantes sont investies dans certaines régions
216. pour protéfar 1'environnement. Quelle raison peut, selon

vous, Just fier de tels investissements ? Et ensuite ?
{MONTRER LA CARTE. UNE SEULE REPONSE PAR 215 216
En ler En 28me
. Préserver les ressources naturelles de la
reglon....cevivtanencscnroancensssacssoncs 1 1
. Rendre 1a région plus agrédable & vivre pour
ses habitants......coceevnnances esee 2 2
. Attirer de nouvelles entreprises.......... 3 3
. Lutter contre la dégradation des conditions
0 V1@ cocoeroscrcsasnasrancansssssesccnse 4 4
. -Favoriser le développement touristique de -
10 P8QION . esecsccscsscscasssannssncesens 5 5
. Pro 1a santé des habitants........... 6 6
. Contribuer & 1'emploi en développant les
entreprises regionales qui travaillent pour
1'environnement....ccccoonceecnrsnonsssence 7 7
. ;utre ratson (PRECISER)..........c00000ene 8 8
e P hesssrsnosennetsssscatcsnnenrassssoneses 0 0

217. Savez-vous si {dans votre pays) les pouvoirs publics
s'occupent de 1a protection de 1'environnement ? (SI OUI)
Est-ce que 1'action des pouvoirs publics en ce domaine vous
parait efficace ou pas ?

1. I1s s'en occupent et c'est efficdce
2. 11s s'en occupent et ce n'est pas efficace
3. Ils ne s'en occupent pas

0.

218. Je vats vous dire certaines opinions qui sont parfois
exprimbes au sujet des probldmes d'environnement, Avec
laquelle de ces trois opinfons &tes-vous le plus d'accord ?
( SEULE PRESSER

. IBLE, .

1. Le m.loprunt icononique doit passer avant la
préoccupation 1'environnement

2. I1 faut, parfois, accepter de mettre en balance le déve-
loppement &conomique et 1a protection de 1'environnement
. Protéger 1'environnement et préserver les ressources
naturelles sont des conditions nécessaifes pour assurer
le développement &conomique.

219. On parle de beaucoup de choses au sujet de 1'environnement.
Yous, personnellement, sur quo! aimeriez-vous &tre mieux
informé en ce qui concerne 1'snvironnement ? (MONTRER CARTE.
TROIS REPONSES POSSIBLES).

1. Les dangers des produits chimiques vendus sur le marché

2. Comment se débarrasser proprement de certains déchets
(peintures, produits pharmaceutiques, huiles de vidange...)

3. Le comportement A avoir en cas d'accident industriel

4, La Y&gislation (dans votre pays) en matidre d'environnement

5. Qui est res sable dans votre commune pour informer le
public sur 1'environnement

6. Les conséquenccs sur 1'environnement des projets indus-
triels, d'équipement ou autres

7. Les aménagements que vous pourriez faire chez vous pour
fviter de polluer

8. Comnattre la situation exacte de )‘environnement 13 od

. vous habitez

9. Des exemples d'entreprises ou d'actions qui ont réussi dans
le domaine de 1'environnement

X. Les mesures préventives prises dans les industries dange-
reuses de la régton

tY)' ?utre {PRECISER

220. Dans cette liste, qu’est-ce qui décrit le mieux votre
habiution ? (MONTRER CARTE).

1. Ferme ou maison isolée & la campagne

2. Maison indépendante .

3. Maison mitoyenne

4. Matson avec des maisons accolées 3 droite et 3 gauche

5. l.agaent 1nd£pendunt dans une maison qui compte plusieurs

6. Appartuant dans un 1neuble de 10 appartements ou moins
7. Appartement dans un fmmeudle de 11 4 50 appartements
8. Appartement dans un immeuble de plus de 50 appartements
9. Autre cas (PRECISER
0.1?

TREND EURO 18 - QUESTION 180

Vandredi 7 Mars 1986
OURSTIONNAIRE EURO 25 -7 -

215. In some parts of the country, there is a lot of investment in
216. projaect to protect the environment. Nhat reason would you,
have yourself for justifing swch an investment ? And the

next ? (SBON CARD, ONE REPLY PER COLIGN}. 215 216
st 2nd

. To preserve the natural resources of the region ..... 1 1
_« To make the region more pleasant to live In ......... 2 2
. To attract more business enterprises into the region 3
. To fight againast the lowering of conditions of life L] 4

. To encourage the development of the region for

COUZLIBE cuvivvnnenrsnssrvssnsssssosssvsesssossnssnnnne 5 5
. To protect the health of the people who live there [ [
« 70 help employment by developing regional dusinesses

working for the anvironment .,.....eesesesvsnsnsccces
. Another reason (SPECIFY) .....cecevvveencassarsssnsse & s
. No reply ...oeee tesestertasennns eessescsssrrrrnenns . ] [/]

217. Do you know if (in your country) the respoasible authoritiss
are concerned with the protection of the eanvironment ? (IP
YES), do you think the authorities are doing an effective job
or not ?

1. They are concerned about it and it‘s effective

2. They are concerned about it but it's not effective
3. They are not concerned about it

0. ?

218. I would like to give you some opinions which are aften
expressed about the problems of the environment. Mhich of
these opinions are you most in agreement with ? (8EON ﬂn,
ONE ANSWER ONLY, DONW °T RUSE RESPONDENT,)

1. Develop of the y should take priority over guastions
of the environment
2. Sometimes it is necessary to make & judg be £

development and protection of environment

3. Protecting the environment and preserving natural resources are

necessary conditions to assure economic development
0. ?

219. There is a lot of discussion about the anvironment. Mhat sort
of things would you perscnally like to be better inforwed
about ? (SEON CARD, TRREE ANSWERS FOSSIN.E).

1. The risks involved in chemical products available on the marbet

2. How one could properly get rid of certain waste (paints,
pharmaceutical products, sump oil, etc)

3. How to behave in case of an industrial accident
4. The laws (in your country) about eavironment

5. Mho are the people responsible in your area for keeping the
public informed about the environment .

6. The effect on the environment of industrial developments, new
projects stc.

7. The steps that you can take at home to avoid pollution

8. To know more about the problems of the snvironment here where
you live

9. Bxamples of companies or businesses who have Desn successful in
dealing with environmental problems

X. Praventive measures taken by local industries dealing with
dangerous materials

Y. Other (SPECIFY)
0. ?

220, Which of these besdt describes where you live ? (SEOW CARD).

1, Farm house or cottage in the country

2, Detached house

3. Semi-detached house

4. Terraced house

5. Naisonette

6. Flat in block of up to 10 apartments

?. Plat in a block of 11-50 apartments

8. rlat in a block of over 50 apartments

9., Other (SPECIFY)

0. ? TREND BURO 18 ~ Q. 180
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EURD. 25

Please ase coefunns 260,

261, 262 ...
- 73, Occugation of selfl:ywrice in Ano code)

CARD 2 -
60. Are you: (Read out) 1 Single
: ¢ Married
3 Living as marricd
4 Divorced
S Scparated
6 Widowed
61. How 010 were you when 1 Up to 14 years
you finished your full- '+ 2 15 ycars
time education? 3 6. "
: 4 172 "
s 18 -
6 19 -
720 "
g 21 *©
© 9 22 years or olocr
. X Still studying
62/ 1f there were a General
63, Election tomorrow (say SEE
if contact under 18:
and you had a vote;, LOCAL
which party would you
support? CODES
.64/65 BLANK.
66. Sex: } 17 Men
2 MWoman
67. Can you tell me your  Born:________________.
date of birth please?
(write indate of birth Age: ___ ..

AND age.)

69. How many persons live your home, including your-
self, 211 adults and children?

write in nunber

70. How. many children living at home:
{3) between 8 and 157

(b) under 8 years ?

72. We would like to analyse the survey results

according to the income of persons interviewed.

Show INCOME CARD: Here is a scale of incomes
and we wou ke to know in what group your
family is, counting al) wages, salaries,
pensfons and-any other income that comes in.

Just give me the number of the group your
household falls into before tax and other
deductions.

123445’67as‘xv-

I hereby attest that this is o true secosd of an’
interview, made strictly in accordance with your

requisements, with & person who is 3 scranger to’
me. This form was completed cntxrv!y at the tim:
of intervicw, :

Signed:

............ g g gy

~ Self employed:

I' Farmers, fishermen (skippers)

2 Professional - lawyers, accountants, ctc.

31 Business - owners of shops, craftsmen,
proprietors

“Employed:

Manuval worker

"MWHite collar - office worker
[xecutive, top management, director

Not_employed:

Retired

Housewife, not otherwise employed
Student, nililary service:
Unemoloyed

v

- OWwEw

74, 1f sei!-eqp]oued or employed: Others go to 0. #
How many people are working where you work .....
(Organisation company, shop, factory, etc. )

1 Less than S
-2 5-49

) 50 - 499

4 SO0 and over

75. Are you the head of the household?

1 Yes - go to 0. 78
‘2 Mo - ask 0. 76

76. Occupation of head of household: (Write sn AND coc

Self employed:

1 Farmers, fishermen (skippers)
2 Professional - lawyers, accountants, etc.
" 3 Business - owners of shops, craltsnen.
- . proprietors
Employed:

4 Manual worker

5 White collar - office worker

6 Executive, top management, director

~ Not employed:
‘7 Retired -

8 Housewife, not otherwise employed

9  Student, military service

0 Unemployed

77. Size of locality

Local codes L

78. Would you say you live in a:
! Rural area or village
2 Small or middle size town
] ﬂig Lown :

(Read wu)

79/ pegions
80.

Local codes

- Hame and acdrras of contacl. - please PRI
Nl
Mrsy
Mive

Address .
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