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NECATUNETHE HOBOTO BEKA: EBnoneicKoe
CounannHoe Uccneposanue (ESS)



“EBponerickoe coliaabHOe
rccaeaoBaHe» - akadeMUIecKnm
CpaBHUTEABHBIN IIPOEKT B 001aCTU
COLIMaAbHBIX HayK B EBpoIle rmocaesnero
AECSITUAETUSL.

Bagauen ECC saBasercs nmoayyenme
cuCTeMaTU4YeCcKNX I MaKCIMaAbHO
CpaBHMMBIX C METOAO0AOTMYECKOI I
cogep>KaTeAbHOV TOYKI 3PeHNs 4aHHBIX
O B3rasA4aX, eHHOCTSIX M yCTaHOBKaxX
eBpoIIeiIeB 110 OCHOBHBIM cepaM
JKU3HU — CeMbsI, ITIOAUTUKA, PEAUTHS,
coliaabHas CTPyKTypa U coliiiaAbHOe
HepaBeHCTBO, Ka4eCTBO JKU3HU U T.II.

Y aannsix ESS — 0o0aee 15 ToIcsty
roab3oBareaen u3 152 crpan mupa —
y4eHble, CTYACHTbI, [IOAUTYKI,
AHAAUTYIKY, XYPHAAVCTBL U AD.

* European Social Survey is academically-
driven comparative survey in social
science in Europe of the last decade.

The major aims of ESS are :

* to gather data about changing values,
attitudes, attributes and behavior patterns
within European polities.

e Toimprove the quality of comparative
quantitative measurement in Europe and
beyond

e To establish robust attitudinal indicators to
stand alongside existing behavioral and
factual indicators of national well-being

Users of ESS data are more than 15 thousand
scientists, students, politicians, analyst,
journalists and other from 152 countries
(data of ESS web-resource)
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ccnenoBaHne npoBoAUTCS Kaxable ABa
roga ¢ 2002 roga. B Poccuu ¢ 2006 roaa.
[lo HacTosALWEero BpeMeHn NnpoBeaeHsb! 3
BOJIHbI

ccnegoBaHne BO BCex cTpaHax NoCTPOEHO
Ha NpuHUMNax MakcumMmaribHOW
CPaBHMMOCTM, B TOM 4uncre B obnacTu
nepeBodoB MHCTPYMEHTapusa Ha bornee 15
S13bIKOB, NOCTPOEHUSI BbIBOPKN, METOO0B
onpoca, npoueayp KOHTPOnsa KadecTBa,
0b6paboTkm 1 NpeacTaBneHnsa gaHHbIX

Bo Bcex cTpaHax uccnegoBsaHue
NPOBOOUTCA METOLOM JIMYHOIO UHTEPBLIO
Ha JOMY Y peCrnoHOEHTOB (MHTEPBbLIO OKOMO
60 MMHYT) NO criydanHON BEPOSTHOCTHOM
BblOOpKe HaceneHna 15 net u ctapuie

O6bem BbIbopkKn B Poccum - 2500 yenosek
(B pasHbIx cTpaHax 800-3000 yenosek)

Biennial survey since 2002. First time
in Russia — in 2006, 3 waves till
moment

Maximization of comparability on all
stages of the project — from
guestionnaire design, translation into
15 languages, sample design, data
collection, quality control and data
representation

Data collection method — personal
interview at respondent's home
(about 60 minutes in length) based on
probability random sample on
population 15 years old and over

Sample size in Russia is 2500
interviews. In different countries —
from 800 to 3000 interview depending
on sample design method.
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Monutnyeckmne ycTtaHOBKM U NoBeaeHNE:
[oBepve NONMUTUYECKUM N FOCYAapCTBEHHbIM
MHCTUTYTaM; y4acTue rpaxaaH B NOMUTUKE U
ynpaBneHun; counanbHO-NonuTuyeckme
LIEHHOCTHU

CouwnanbHbI KanuTan u coumarnbHoe noBepue
MopanbHble 1 counanbHble LEHHOCTHU
CounanbHas BKMHOYEHHOCTb U AUCKPUMUMHALNSA

HauuoHanbHas, penurmosHas,
rocyaapCTBeHHast NOEHTUYHOCTb; OTHOLLEHUE K
MUrpaHTam

CybbekTmBHOe bnaronony4vne, 6€30nacHoOCTb,
Ka4yeCTBO XWU3HU

Hdemorpaduyeckas CTpykTypa, npobnemsl
ceMbu 1 Bpaka, CTpyKTypa CceMbM

Ob6pasoBaHune 1 coumanbHo-
npodpeccmoHarnbHbI COCTaB HaceneHus,
couymanbHasg MOOUIbHOCTb

drHaHCcoBOE NONoXeHune

Political attitudes and behavior: trust to
political and government institutions,
citizen involvement and democracy

Social capital and social trust
Moral and social values

Social exclusion and discrimination

National, ethnic and religious identities;
attitudes toward immigration and asylum

Family and working life

Personal and social well-being, safety,
quality of life

Demographic structure, family and
marriage issues, household
circumstance

Education and profession, social
structure, social mobility

Financial circumstances
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B kaxxgown BonHe nuccrnegoBaHus packpbiBaroTcs 2
[OMNONHUTErNbHbIE TEMbI:

BonHa 1. Npobnembl uMMurpaumm n yyactue rpaxgaH
B A€MOKpaTMyecKkoM npouecce

BonHa 2. 1) lNpobnembl cembu, paboTsl n
Br1arococTosiHUS; 2) 9KOHOMUYecKasa Mmoparib,
300pPOBbE M NOMOLLb HETPYAOCNOCOOHbLIM

BonHa 3. [NokasaTtenu kayecTBa X1U3Hu; 2)
CYyObEKTUBHOE BOCNPUATME XKUIHEHHOIO LMKNa,
oLlyLLIEHNE BPEMEHM.

BonHa 4. 1) Npobnembl BoO3pacTa, B3pOCHeHNd u
ctapenus; 2) MNpobnembl counanbHOro
obecneyeHns U coumanbHON NOAAEPKKN FpaXKaaH.

BonHa 5. OTHOLWeHWe HaceneHus K 3aKoHy, OCHOBHbIM
IOPUANYECKNM MHCTUTYTaM (Cydam, MUNULMA) U
lOPUANYECKON NpakTuKe, BoCnpusitne
cnpaseanueocTtu; PaboTta, cembs 1
bnarococtosiHue (noBTopeHne moaynsa BonHbl 2)

BonHa 6 (bygywas). CybbektuBHOe bnaronony4yve
(noBTOpEeHMe moaynsa BonHel 3) u NoHMMaHue u
YCTaHOBKM MO OTHOLLEHUIO K [leMokpaTum

;

;

;

;

2 rotating modules each wave:

Round 1. 1) Immigration — lan Preston, University College

London, UK; 2) Citizenship, involvement and

Democracy — Ken Newton, University of Southampton,

UK

Round 2. 1) Family, Work and Well-being — Robert
Erikson, SOFI, SW; 2) Health and Care-seeking-
Sjoerd Kooiker, SCPO, NL

Round 3. 1) The Timing of Life - Francesco Billari,
Universita Bocconi, IT ; 2) Personal and Social Well-
being - Felicia Hupert, University of Cambridge, UK.

Round 4. 1) Experiences and Expressions of Ageism
- Dominic Abrams, University of Kent, UK ; 2) Welfare
Attitudes- Stefan Svallfors, Umea University, SW

Round 5. 1) Family, Work and Well-being — the
Implication of economic recession (repeat module in
Round - Duncan Gallie, Nuffield College, Oxford, UK 2);
2) Trust in criminal justice- Jonathan Jackson, London
School of Economics, UK

Round 6 (future). Personal and social well-being
(repeat of module in Round 3) — Felicia Hupert; 2)

Understandings and Evaluations of Democracy
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KpaCHI)IM ITOMEYE€HbI CTPaHbl, KOTOPbIE IIPMTHNMAaAN y49acCTle B 3 BoAHe nccaea0BaHIsI

OpaH>I(eBbIM — T€, KOTOpPbIE€ IIPMHNIMAAN YIaCTVi€ B HEKOTOPBIX BOAHaX
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[aHHble ESS: cBOOGOAHLIM OOCTYN BCEX
nccneposarenen cpasy nocne arana cbopa
AaHHbIX Yepes ANeKTPOHHbIN CauT B
Hopeexckom Apxuee JaHHbix CounanbHbIX
Hayk (http://ess.nsd.uib.no).

Bca gokyMmeHTauus uccnegoBaHusi no BCEM
cTpaHaMm Takke pasmelleHa B cBOOOQHOM
AOCTyrne Ha WWWw.europeansocialsurvey.org

Nudopmaunto 06 ECC B Poccnmn MoxxHO
nony4nTtb Ha www.cessi.ru. C gekabps 2008
roga byoet pabotaTb PyCCKOA3bIYHbIN CanT
ECC www.ess-russia.ru

HononHnTenbHblE PECYPChI: ANEKTPOHHbIE
obyvatome nporpamMmmbl MO UCNOSIbL30BaHMIO
AaHHbIX ECC (ESS EduNet).

Free access to data for any researcher
right after the data collection and data
processing stage (http://ess.nsd.uib.no).

All documentation of the study including
the questions design and pretesting and
other document are available at
WWW.europeansocialsurvey.org

Information about ESS in Russia can be
obtained in Russian web-site www.ess-
ru.ru

Additional resource is educational program
ESS EduNet
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Ref%ardless of integration process in Europe in recent decades, the
differences in attitudes and behavior Eattem in different parts of

Europe is still very large and the gap between nations does not
diminish in recent 10 years by very many parameters

The strong division line between “Western” and ‘Eastern Europe’ is
still very visible especially in political attitudes and behavior, socio-
economic areas, social attitudes

The division line from South/ North is also present (especially in
demographic and family behavior patterns, religious views)

Russia develops in line with many European trends

After turbulent 90s the decade of 2000 were the time of relative
stabilization in Europe in respect of political attitudes and relation of
1Eeople with political system (especially in Eastern Europe),

ousehold composition and family relations, socio-economic and
profession position and attitudes.
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Social demographic characteristics

Population
» » Political Competence

Interest to politics/ political
apathy 7 —u /
Informed citizen
T

/
II Non-eléctoral participating, Electoral participation
3 ll' . protest
,' ,’ \\[rjstitutions, decisions, policies
N
1 Satisfaction with the performance of institutions/
‘\ I economy/ public services

' i

3 \‘ Trust to politicz::ll institutions

\\\ Satisfaction and §Iupport of political system
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e Only small differences in political media consumption

* Relatively stable Interest to politics and political competence
* Relatively stable structure of political participation
e Changesin Satisfaction with Economy, Government Performance.

e Rapid decline in the satisfaction with the state of economy. 41% of
European population were satisfied with the state of economy in
their countries in 2006 compared to only 27% in 2010.

e Slight decrease in the average satisfaction with the performance of
national governments (31% in 2006 and 25% in 2010).

cnavg 11
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Norway

% of satisfied with Switzerland
current state of national Sweden
economy (6-10 on 11-
point scale),
comparison with 2006 iy
ESS data

Net

Israel

Poland

RUSSIA

Czech Republic

Fra

Hungary

Croatia

Portug

Bolgar

Data of ESS 2010

Greece

Ukraine |

* The gap in the perception of national
economy is still huge ranging from
extremely satisfied countries (Nordic
countries and Northern Europe) to
extremely unsatisfied countries)

*Since the middle of 00s and after the
economic crisis, top satisfied country
show slight positive change. Some top
satisfied countries of Northern Europe
(Finland, Netherlands, Demark) —
large negative trend. Larger number of
countries with high dissatisfaction,
become even less disappointed.

Israel, Czech Republic, Greece,
Croatia — no data for 2006, no
comparison
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% of satisfied with
government
performance (6-10 on
11-point scale),
comparison with 2006
ESS data

Data of ESS 2010

Sweden

Switzerland

Norway

RUSSIA

Hungary
Israel

Poland

Germany
Czech Republic
Frg

Bulgal

Croatia

Portu

Ukraine -|

Greece

Israel, Czech Republic, Greece,
Croatia — no data for 2006, no
comparison
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Finland

% of satisfied with the -

state of education (6-10  seigium
on 11-point scale), N
comparison with 2006 """
ESS data

Netherlands

Estonia

Czech Republic

*Regardless of the N
crisis, the Poland
satisfaction with Fal EiEy
social provision
(health care and il
education) Croatia
increases in many
countries except

of the few e

Slovenia

Hungary

Germany
RUSSIA

*But not in Russia

Portugal

Israel, Czech Republic, Greece,

Bulgaria
Ukrd Croatia — no data for 2006, no
Greece comparison

Data of ESS 2010
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Belgium

% of satisfied with the Finiand
state of health care (6- suiveriand
10 on 11-point scale),  neteriands

comparison with 2006 Spain
ESS data DNMZ
enmarl
*Number of countries rate Great Britain
all aspects of functioning Sweden
of governing system F
badly (Greece, Ukraine, Estonia
Bulgaria, Portugal, Israel
Ireland, Slovakia and also SIOERE
France).
’ Croatia
*Some countries rate low .
Only economy and Czech Republic
government but not other Portugal
social services (Spain). Irand
« Russia in opposite rates R
its economy and Y
. Slovakia
g_o"herl;‘”:e”t :_e'alt"’e'y i 1A Israel, Czech Republic, Greece,
[ rti .
g tpal g ¢ A Croatia — no data for 2006, no
services very low. , ;
Bgis comparison
Data of ESS 2010 Sl
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Participation in new democracies in Europe in much lower
(around 25%) than in old democracies (over 50%).

This gap is not getting smaller for the last 10 years (according to
ESS data)

Non electoral participation in old democracies is relatively
stable. The participation in new democracies even declining.

In Russia 21% of surveyed population participated in any forms
of non-electoral activities (last 12 months) in round 3 (2006), 19%
in 2008 and 19% in 2010. For comparison 21% participation in
Ukraine, diminished from 39% to 31% in Slovakia, from 27% to
22% in Slovenia, round 20% in Hungary, in 34% in Czech
Republic, 18% in Bulgaria. The only country is increased
participation in this region is Estonia (from 18% to 29%).
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Norway
Sweden
Finland
Germany
France
Denmark

Spain
Switzerland
Netherlands
Belgium

United Kingdom
Irland

Czech Republic
Croatia
Slovakia
Cyprus

Greece

Estonia

Israel

Poland
Hungary
———  RUSSIA
Slovenia
Ukraine
Bulgaria

Data of ESS 2010

Portugal
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O Contacted a politician, government or local
government official

O Boycotted certain products

H Taken part in a lawful public demonstration

O Worn or displayed a campaign badge/sticker

O Worked in a political party or action group

O Worked in another organisation or association

M Signed a petition
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* Regardless of increased number of
news about mass demonstration in Bulgaria

-2%

Europe, this form of political RE———

participation does not mobilize more  czcrepusic
people in most European countries ="
than before. (More news but, no more e

rticipan Spein
participants) o
- : ] 0% France
» The mass participation in il
demonstrations is concentrated in Greece
few European countries — Spain, ol
-1%70Hunga|
France, ltaly, Ireland and Norway. 3%
And only in Ireland it increased RoRe
¥ Netherlands
substantially. e
_ -2%
In Russia about 4% of respondents  -19 s
reported that they participated in L

demonstrations for the last 12 months -1s.
and this number is almost unchanged3*
for the last 6 years.

n{

4%
1%
0%
1%

2%

3%

6%
3%

CpasHeHue gorHbl 5 (2010) ¢ camoli nepgoli
8osHoll 8 Kaxool cmpaHe (2001). UcknoyeHus: 8
Poccuu, boneapuu, 3cmoHus, Crogakus,
YkpauHa, Kunip ¢ 2006 2odom (gonHa 3). C 2008
200om (8onHa 4) - Yexus. peyus, UpnaHdus 1 u
4. Boobuwie Hem cpagHeHus no Aecmpuu (mosibKo
BonHa 1, 2), Mmanus (monkko 1)
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Europe Russia Western | Eastern
total meanon Europe Europe
11-point scale)
Very interested in Politics 522 3.41 5.58 3.99
Quite interested 5.14 3.78 5.59 413
Hardly interested 4.78 4.06 5.17 4.15
Not at all interested 4.07 4.01 4.24 3.76
Participated in any form of non electoral 026 3.41 5.54 421
activities
Did not participate at all 4.54 4.00 491 399

Interest to politics and participation in any forms of political activities
is positively related to the satisfaction with democracy in almost all
European countries, while in Russia this relation is negative and this
trend is stable.
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Denmark
Sweden
Netherlands
Norway
Finland
Switzerland
Belgium
Germany
Great Britain
Estonia
Cyprus
Irland

Spain
France
Hungary
Israel
Poland
Czech Republic
_> RUSSIA
Greece
Portugal
Slovenia
Slovakia
Croatia
Bulgaria
Ukraine
TOTAL
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-31%

-27%
-20%

Trend of 00s: decrease the level
of trust to democratic political
institutions in most European
countries

Changes occur in new
democracies more often than in
old democracies. But it also
maybe related to the impact of
economic crisis.

In Russia this trend is not
supported. In opposite the trust to
political institution strengthen,

although slightly and still very low.

Exceptions:

Austria, Ireland 2002-2006; Slovakia, Ukraine, Estonia
2004-2010; Bulgaria, Cyprus, Russia 2006-2010
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-16%

-15%

11%
-10%
-9%
-8%
%
%
-6%
-6%
4%

-3%
-2%
-2% Bu|

Czech Repop
Slovakia
Poland
Switzerland
Estonia
RUSSIA
Netherlands
Norway

Sweden

1%
2%
2%

4%
4%

5%

8%
8%



Sweden

In most Wes European Denmark
countries the Norway
distribution of Lefts and """
Rights are close to equal -—
reflecting the long battle

Czech Republic

Finland

of these two camps. .

e In countries with Buianizig
developing democracies ~ °***
countries one side of the Bef'“',n
dimension “right” L:::
prevails (Romania, L.
Latvia, Poland, Hungary, cemany
Bulgaria, Estonia, sy
Turkey). g
Romania

* In Russia and Ukraine 800
this political UK
identification life is still Bulgaria

not established. More Croatia
than one third of e

Estonia

respondents can not
allocate themselves on >
this scale. Siovenia

Turkey

Ukraine

RUSSIA
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*  The general European of
the recent years is the
slight switch to the
“right” of left-right
ideology scale. The more
“right” countries, move
even more “right”.

cnavg 23
U,eCCI/I-I/IHCTMTyT CpaBHUTEABHBIX COLVIaAbHBIX MCCAeA0BaHMIA

Sweden
Finland

Norway

Netherlands

Denmat
Czech Republic
Hungary
Nateus
Poland
Switzerland
Iceland
Romania
Bonrapus
Belgium
Estonia
Turkey
Franc€

PyMblHus

Slovakia
United Kingd4

Italy

Spain
Luxembourg
29 X
Austria

Germany]

RUSSIA

Slovenia




Portugal

Slovenia

188%

Turkey

187%

187%

Hungary

Bulgaria

186%

Ukraine

186%

Cyprus

Croatia

182%

Greece

181%

France

]180%

Spain

]180%

RUSSIA | 50

Latvia

179%

Israel

179%

Iceland

176%

Slovakia

176%

Ireland

] 76%

Finland

] 74%

Total

] 74%

Poland

1 74%

Estonia

] 73%

Romania

172%

]170%

Belgium

Switzerland

Germany

Sweden

162%

162%

Czech Republic

United Kingdom

159%

Netherlands

157%

cnanp 24

167%
]166%

185%

Je % agree that the
government should reduce
differences in income

ECC 2010. UckniroveHue —
Typuus u UcnaHdus,
OaHHble 2004
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25% 1

2% 2%

%P1 &
O 2B -

-10% -
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Denmark

* Changes are not dramatic, but
visible. Finend

Switzerland

*In Russia stable slow increase of s
subjective well-being (started from Sueden
the end of 90s). But the position of
Russia among other countries is still  wemtou

very low. -
» Countries on the top are Nordic

countries and Switzerland, iy
subjective well-being is extremely V.
high (90% and higher) and rather
stable. s
* Further positive change in Sovata
Belgium, Austria and Spain. Zd i
*Growth of subjective well-being in
some Eastern European countries
(Poland is the leader, Slovenia,

Slovakia, Czech Republic, Estonia,
Hungary, Ukraine). Russia is within LI
this tend.

» Small changes in continental and
Eu rope ) Bulgaria

RUSSIA
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Ukraine

38 ]
34 ]

Greece

Bulgaria
——)  RUSSIA
Hungary 40 ]
Irland a4 ]
Czech Republic 44 ]

43 ]

Slovenia a4 ]

Estonia 41 ]
Spain 37 ]
Croatia 31 ]

United Kingdom 37 ]

France 36 ]

Israel 34 ]
Poland 33 ]
Slovakia 34 ]
Cyprus [ 27 ]
Poland [ 24 ]
Finland [ 17 ]
Germany 27 ] @ Had to manager on lower household income

Belgium [ 22 ]
Switzerland [ 272 ]
Sweden [ 16 |

@ Had to draw on savings/ debt to cover ordinary
living expenses

0O Had to cut back on holidays or household
equipment

ESS 2010 A great deal (4-6 on 7 point scale)

Norway
Denmark

Netherlands
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Major division line: South and North.

* More than 30% self-employment in Turkey and Greece; around
20% in Cyprus, Spain, Italy, Portugal. In most of these countries
the % of self-employed decreased substantially in 00’s (Greece,
Italy, Portugal, Turkey — 6% in average)

* Medium percentage of self-employed (15-20%) in Switzerland,
Finland, UK, Ireland, Israel, Netherlands, Poland, Sweden,
Slovakia.

* The lowest percentage of self-employed in Europe is in
RUSSIA=6%. For the recent 6 years this percentage dropped 1%.

® During the time of economic recession (last 4 years) the increase
of self-employment we see only in few countries — Finland,
France, UK, Hungary, Netherlands, Sweden.
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« Structure of jobs in Russia
continues to be very different
than in other parts of Europe.
Only 15% work in small
business (less than 10
people) in Russia completed
the European average of
33%.

*During the time of economic
recession, only in few

d

Greece
Spain
Cyprus
Portugal
Switzerland
Irland
Estonia
Finland
Bulgaria
France
Belgium
Croatia
Netherlands
Poland
Israel
Sweden

Denmark

59%

47%
45%
44%
41%
40%
37%
37%
33%
33%
31%
31%
30%
30%
28%
28%
27%
26%

countries the employment e
switched to smaller business. e

Norway

United Kingdom
Slovakia
Hungary
Ukraine
Slovenia

Russian Federation

26%
26%
25%
24%
23%
22%
20%
15%

Data of ESS 2010, number of
employees in the
establishment, less than 10
people
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* The average number of weekly

Greece

working hours in Europe is 40,2.
Working ours are higher in few Poland
Southern economies and Eastern ..
Europe (including Russia) and the
lowest in Northern Europe. i
* The pan-European trend of 00’s i
was the steady shortening of
working hours in average on 1 .
hours. The percentage of labor
force working longer hours also ik
steadily decreased. ¥
* This process intensified during .
economic recession (recent 2 Seden
waves) — in half of surveyed b %
economics working hours was Dentil
shorted to 1 hour in average for -
the last 2 years only. Netherends

Norway

B Mean working hours a
week

M % 46 hours and more
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Bulgaria

* Economic recession influenced __| -
the labor market of European —>  elans

countries very differently. Serious —J "™
increase of unemployment in —  com
recession time was experiences by oo
Bulgaria, Spain, Ireland, Hungary, Uine
Greece L

Turkey
* The experience of o
unemployment was not changed Russia
in Russia for the last 6 years. Pty
Russia’s experience of 2
unemployment is European Gy
median. L&
*Some countries went through L
time of high unemployment L
before the recession (Poland, g

Finland, Slovakia, Estonia) or it 5T
fluctuated in middle of 00’s but oenbou

Norway

was quickly stabilized (Germany, Swizstand
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8%

27%
20%
20%
20%
19%
18%
17%
16%
16%
16%
15%
15%
14%
13%
13%

12%

12%
11%

% = Serious increase of

11%

Lo unemployment in
11% recession time
10%
10%
10%
9%
For the last 5 years
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Portugal

* Relying of people from state social Finland

Hungary

provision system is higher in most European i
countries than in Russia. Bulgaria

Estonia

* For the recent years the dependence of Belgium

15%

5%

1%

12%

3%

3%

4%
B % of HH with main

Russian population on state provision funds
did not change much (+1%) even in time of
economic recession

* In Europe the general trend of 00’s is the
increase of the dependence of population
on social security funds (larger than 25% of
households in average). The largest
increased was in Portugal (about 4% each 2
years in 00’s), Ireland (in 2010), Finland
(2010), Sweden and Switzerland. Few
countries managed to decrease such

dependence in 00’s —Czech Republic (2008-

UK
Slovenia
Greece
5 3°0
Sweden
Germargiy
Denmark
Slovakia
Spain
Cyprus
400
Italy
Netherlands
-9

Norway

Czech A

Switzerland

Israel

1%

3%

19

5%

2%

3%

11%

2%

2%

Main sources of income

5%

income from state
social funds

B % of change since
first survey

2010), Poland (2008), Ukraine (2008). In ==
some countries it was decreased in the e
middle of 00’s but then return to previous pustia
level (Estonia, Spain, France, Slovakia). i

of the HH (% pension,
social benefits including
employment, maternity,
student’s grants, etc.)
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@ Single Household B Nuclear family without children

B Nuclear family with children B Single parent with child
@ Adult children with parents B Multi-generational HH
R . B Complex composition
diminishing B
19% 14%
I diminishing

8%
3%

25%

27%
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Group 1. Single households (more than
25%), multiple nuclear families (55-65

Finland
Sweden Decreasing

ingle HH
Denmark _ SIBE

Norway
1 _ Small chan%

Group 3. Medium nuclear families (30-
45%), large single HH (more than 25%)
and medium multi-generation (33-37%)

Hungary lgqulti—.gineration
Gl ol 1minis

Irland Decreasing multi-
Austria family and decreasing

in single HH
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Group 2. Nuclear families (45-55%), single
HHs (more than 25%), but also some multi-
generation

Germany

France

Switzerland

Netherland

UK

Estonia

Belgium
Group 4. Multi-generation, complex
composition families (more than 60%)

Bulgaria, Ukraine

Russia

Portugal

Slovenia, Slovakia, Poland
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«U XUmb mopornumcs u
yygcmeosamb
criewumy
(F'.A.Bsaszemckuu)

* Poccusane Ha gpone
APYIuX eBpOIIeniieB
CTPEeMSITCS IIOUTU
BCe COOBITISI B
SKMB3HU IIPUIIICATh
0o1ee MOA1040MY
BO3pacTry

e [lo MHeHUIO
>xuteaen Esporrsl,
SKEHITIVHBI
ABUTAIOTCSI TIO
JKIIBHEHHOMY IIyTI
npuMepHoO Ha 1 roa
ObICTpee, yeM
MY>KUVHBL.

EUROPE

RUSSIA

Become “adult”

Women: 19,2 years
Men: since c 21,5 years

Women: 19,5 years
Men: 20,6 years

Become ‘middle age’

Women: 41,5 years
Men: 42,3 years

Women: 38,2 years
Men: 39,2 years

Become “elder age’

Women: 66,2 years
Men: 67,2 years

63,1 years for women
and 65,3 years for men

Ideal age to start living | 22,3 years 20,3 years

with the partner without

marriage

Ideal age for getting 24,7 years (23,8 for 22,6 years (21,2 for

married women and 25,6 for women and 24,0 for
men) men) **

Ideal age to have a child | 25,8 years 23,9 years **

Ideal age for retirement

52,4 years for women
and 58,9 for men**
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Authors: Jonathan Jackson, London School of Economics; Mike Hough, Kings College London;
Stephen Farrall, Sheffield University; Kauko Aromaa, HEUNI, Jan de Kijser, Netherland Institute for the
study of Crime and Law Enforcement

Interaction between citizens and criminal justice system determines the legitimacy of the system, the
legitimacy shapes consent to the rule of law. Growing problem of crime and disorder. The possible
policies include repressive and inclusionary strategies.

Trust in the Justice system

Top-level trust in the range of criminal justice agencies

Trust in effectiveness of criminal justice system

Trust in the fairness of criminal justice system
Legitimacy, cooperation and compliance

Legitimacy, legality of police actions

Cooperation: police and courts

Compliance with the law

Instrumental model of compliance and cooperation (risk of being caught)

Police and courts are main the most important and visible agents of criminal justice in most European
jurisdictions.
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INDICATORS - FORMATIVE INDICATORS - REFLECTIVE
Trust in the police

Competing motives to comply with the law

Trust in police effectiveness Perceived risk of sanction
Trust in police distributive fairness Personal morality
Trust in police procedural fairness Compliance with the law
Trust in police priorities and shared values Cooperation with the police
Trust in the criminal courts Contact with the police

Trust in court distributive fairness
Trust in court procedural fairness
Trust in court priorities and shared values

Citizen-initiated positive experience
Citizen-initiated negative experience
Police-initiated positive experience

Perceived legitimacy of the police Police-initiated negative experience

Obligation to obey the police Perceived legality of police and court actions
Moral alignment with the police

Perceived legitimacy of the law and the criminal courts
Obligation to obey the law and criminal courts

Moral alignment with the courts
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