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About the project

The data described in this report were collected for the DIPAC-project:
Decreased ldeological Polarisation and Conflict in Western Europe?
DIPAC is funded by the Swedish Research Council and the Crafoord
Foundation. The project’s aim is to study the proposed crisis of
representative democracy in Western Europe during the last decades. The
implications of this are that the links between parties and citizens are
broken, the policies of the dominant parties have become increasingly
alike, and party systems have fragmented because of new political
conflicts. However, as Western European party systems have not only
survived but also flourished during this permanent crisis, the question
arises as to whether this crisis of representative democracy is a crisis for
parties or for democratic ideals. The vitality of democracy stands and falls
on the parties’ ability to function as democratic channels, although the
vigour of parties as organizations may not depend on this. The main aim of
DIPAC is to relate to five theoretical themes of the development of
representative democracy in Western Europe by answering the following
two questions: First, are the ideologies and enacted policies of political
parties converging or diverging in Western European party systems?
Second, are the changes in party ideologies and enacted policies initiated
by the parties themselves aligned with voter demand or forced by
globalization?

One of our main goals was to collect and analyze data on parties, governments,
parliaments and citizens in a systematic and comparable manner for the time-
period from the mid-1970s to the mid-2010s. This resulted in five unique
datasets.

- Election manifestos data

- Government declarations data
- Parliamentary conflict data

- Citizen data

- Policy making data

This report describes DIPAC Citizen data set.

The first part of this report gives information on the project as a whole, including
discussions of case selection and core concepts. Following this, there are a
technical report the DIPAC citizen data set.



The cases

The nine cases in focus in the project are Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany?,
Ireland, the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and the United Kingdom. Note that
the selection of party systems means that the study focuses on established,
historically persistent, economically well-developed, and wealthy representative
democracies. However, the cases also include varying electoral and party systems
in both federal and unitary states, as well as both consensus- and conflict-oriented
party systems. Given these differences, our study represents a most-different-
system design.?

The long time-period covered means that year-by-year data is not feasible.
Instead the aim has been to collect all types of data as close as possible to the
middle of each decade, i.e. 1975, 1985, 1995, 2005 and 2015, with an extra
collection point around 2010. Since neither election manifestos nor government
declarations are typically available for each year, we have centered the data
collection around the election closest prior to the mid-point of each decade. A
complete list of election years covered are available in Appendix I.

About ideology

One of the core concepts underlying this study is ideology. Ideologies provide
guidelines for the voters about where the parties would like to go. Thus, they are
visions, frames or worldviews that ‘provide road maps that increase actors’
clarity about goals or ends-means relationships’ (Goldstein and Keohane 1993:
3). They can be defined as ‘verbal image[s] of the good society and of the chief
means of constructing such a society’ (Downs 1957: 102). To map these visions
and images is different from what is done in the range of studies that provide
valuable data about differences and similarities regarding political parties’
concrete issue positions, pledges and policy proposals (e.g. Abney et al. 2007,
Bornschier 2010; Stoll 2010; Bakker et al. 2015). These other aspects are
important features of a party’s messages to the voters. Yet, these are not the same
as explicit reasoning about visionary ideas as such; not the same as ideological
goals and visions.

1 Until German reunification we study the Federal Republic of Germany (West Germany/
the Bonn Republic). After reunification we study the entire country.

2 Given that the focus is on Western European countries that have been stable
democracies, there are a few other possible countries that we could have opted to study,
for example Austria, Finland and Italy. These would not have added any substantial
variation in terms of the political or party system criteria we have used. We thus
prioritized covering a longer period rather than adding more countries.



A common complaint in much research on parties and party systems is that
parties are becoming less ideologically distinct and/or that parties’ ideological
positions are converging (Katz and Mair 1995, 2009, 2018; Kitschelt 2000, 2007;
for an early example see Clayton Thomas, 1975). Both these scenarios would
leave voters with fewer meaningful choices at election time, with all the negative
democratic consequences this might entail. We have thus collected data about
parties’ ideologies with this specific question in mind, is the ideological space
shrinking or not.

The exact operationalization of ideology will naturally vary between the different
data sources we use. We do, however, consistently work from a common
understanding of the central areas of ideology. We regard Western European
party systems as bi-dimensional (Inglehart and Flanagan 1987; Kitschelt 1994;
Hooghe et al. 2002; Bornschier 2010; cf. Kriesi et al. 2008, 2012), the economic
Left-Right dimension and the GAL-TAN dimension. Each of these dimensions
encompass several what we call sub-dimensions.

Based on previous research (Lipset and Rokkan 1967; Stoll 2010; Bornschier
2010) we have identified the following sub-dimensions (see Table 1).

Table 1. Ideological dimensions and sub-dimensions

Left-Right GAL-TAN

State-Market Environment — Economic growth
Public-Private welfare provision | Civil liberties — Law and order

High — Low redistribution Individual liberty — Social authoritarianism

Multiculturalism — National unity
Cosmopolitanism - Nationalism
EU positive — EU negative

Together we argue that these sub-dimensions capture relevant ideological areas
that parties can and do contest. One advantage of working with broader
ideological categories rather than issues is that we can track changes over time
and compare between countries, even if the specific content of the sub-
dimensions vary between the contexts. Conversely, the same issue can also be a
part of several sub-dimensions at once, depending on the ideological statements
made about the issue.

We describe the operationalization of each sub-dimension in five separate dataset
reports.



Citizen data

The DIPAC citizen data set includes public opinion from citizens in nine political
systems (Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany?, Ireland, the Netherlands,
Norway, Sweden, and the United Kingdom). We study citizen opinion using data
from a variety of national surveys conducted in Western Europe from the 1970s
onwards. Largely, the data comes from comparative collaborations (EVS, EES
and ISSP). We also supplement these studies with other surveys, mainly National
Election Studies. To study change over time, we collected these data in the mid-
1970s, -1980s, -1990s, -2000s, and -2010s.

The citizen data concerns two areas. Firstly, we collect survey data of citizens’
position on the ideological dimension of economic Left-Right and GAL-TAN.
These data are stored on two files depending of unit of analysis: one file with the
mean ideological position of citizens in a country as a whole, and one file with
mean ideological position among citizens with the same party preference. The
purpose is to make it possible to compare the ideological position of parties and
government with the ideological position of citizens in each county as well as the
ideological position of the sympathizers of each party. Secondly, we also collect
survey data to determine the percentage of party members in each country.

To determine the ideological positions of citizens, our approach, as far as
possible, corresponds to the coding of party manifestos and government
declarations (see Blombéck et al. 2019). We do so to increase the possibility of
comparing the position of parties and government with the ideological positions
of citizens. We regard Western European party systems as bi-dimensional
(Inglehart and Flanagan 1987; Inglehart 1997; Flanagan and Lie 2003): the
economic Left-Right and the cultural GAL-TAN dimension. We collected citizen
data that relate to the three sub-dimensions of the economic left-right dimension,
and to the five sub-dimensions of the GAL-TAN dimension (see Table 1).

State — market focuses on citizens’ views on the state’s role in the economy and
to what degree the government (the state) should regulate or deregulate the free
market, enterprises, and, businesses, be engage in economic stimuli packages as
well as to what degree the government (the state) should privatize or socialize
industries and companies.

Public — private welfare provision focuses on who should provide welfare. Do
citizens prefer private or public provision of, for instance, health care and

3 Until German reunification we study the Federal Republic of Germany (West Germany/
the Bonn Republic). After reunification we study the entire country.



education? Is it the responsibility of the state or the individual/family to provide
for welfare?

High — low redistribution asks how much government redistribution there should
be between rich and poor.

Environment — economic growth does not only ask if citizens believe that
protecting the environment is good, but also how citizens prioritize between the
environment and the economy. Is environmental protection only possible or
desirable as long as it does not damage the economy and the standard of living, or
should we be willing to make financial sacrifices in order to safeguard nature?

Civil rights — law and order focuses on the tension between the individual’s
rights against intervention from the state and the state’s mandate to ensure
collective safety. Do citizens prioritize civil liberties/citizen rights or security? Is
crime best dealt with by prevention or a focus on law enforcement? How much
government surveillance is acceptable?

Individual liberty — social authoritarianism focuses on the relationship between
the individual and the societal collective. Do citizens support the individual’s
right to choose how to live their life or the importance of traditional values and
social cohesion? Should the government’s role be to protect minorities, promote
non-traditional lifestyles, traditional ways of life or not interfere in issues of
family formation, religion etc.?

Multiculturalism — national unity deals with the relationship between the
state/nation and minority groups. Do citizens support migration or not? Should it
be possible or even encouraged for individuals and groups to use different
languages and have different beliefs, or are all such differences a threat to the
national unity? Should minority groups be allowed to make some decisions for
themselves, or is it more important that all citizens are treated exactly the same?

Cosmopolitanism — Nationalism focuses on the country’s relationship to the
surrounding world. Do citizens have nationalistic attitudes, view contact and
collaboration with other countries as beneficial or threatening? Is national
sovereignty or international co-operation most important? Is national security and
well-being best ensured by diplomacy and free trade or a strong military?

EU positive — EU negative, finally, asks about the opinion of citizens on
European integration. Should the country remain in/join the EU and push for
further integration, or should it leave the EU? Do citizens trust or mistrust the
EU?

In order to determine the citizens’ ideological positions we have used different
survey data containing items corresponding to each sub-dimension. As is
common in citizen surveys, especially in country comparative surveys, the items



are mostly general statements of semi-ideological character, not related to
specific policies on the election campaign agenda. Since our intention is to
determine the ideological position of citizens (and compare these with the
corresponding position of parties and governments), items mainly tapping in to
the values of citizens is a suitable level for our purpose. The specific survey items
used to indicate each sub-dimension sometimes vary both between countries and
over time. However, primarily and as much as possible, we base our coding on
similar items from the European Values Study (EVS 2019).

The coding is quantitative. If possible, we have prioritized similar items across
countries and years. Our empirical indicators of citizens’ positions on sub-
dimensions have sometimes been single survey items, sometimes indexes based
on several items from one survey and sometimes two or more surveys. We
aggregate the individual positions for survey responders to party level, by using
the party preference of responders, as well as to country level. If needed, we
summarize the aggregated positions for each sub-dimension, on party level and
country level, respectively. Based upon this, for each sub-dimension, we create a
5-point scale from 0 (Left/GAL) to 1 (Right/TAN) with 0.25, 0.50 (indicating a
neutral mid-point), and 0.75 as intermediate variable values. If appropriate, and a
neutral mid-point is not available among the original response options, we use the
“don’t know”-option as a neutral mid-point (variable value 0.50). To create the
Left-Right dimension scale from 0 (Left) to 1 (Right), we summarize the sub-
dimensions scales of state-market, public-private welfare provision, and high-low
redistribution and divide the sum with the number of sub-dimension in use. In the
case of missing data for a sub-dimension, we base the Left-Right dimension scale
on the sub-dimensions with available data. To create the GAL-TAN dimension
scale from 0 (GAL) to 1 (TAN), we summarize the sub-dimensions scales of
environment — economic growth, civil liberties — law & order, individual liberty —
social authoritarianism, multiculturalism — national unity, cosmopolitanism —
nationalism, and EU-positive — EU-negative and divide the sum with the number
of sub-dimension in use. In the case of missing data for a sub-dimension, we base
the GAL-TAN dimension scale on the sub-dimensions with available data.

The next sections present the sources of the original citizen data and show our
recoding of the original data variables and variable values to the variables we use
to measure Left-Right and GAL-TAN dimensions and their sub-dimensions
among citizens from the 1970s to 2010s. We also present original variables for
party preference and country (if appropriate). If (and only then) we substantially
recode this data, we also present their original variable values and how they are
recoded to party preference and country.



Objective Left-Right Index
The objective Left-Right index is calculated by the sum of available indicators of

sub-dimensions variable values (V) divided by the number (N) of available sub-
dimensions: YV of available sub-dimensions / N of available sub-dimensions. If
all three indicators of sub-dimensions are available, the objective Left-Right
index is calculated as follows: (state-market + public-private welfare provision +
low-high redistribution) / 3.

Regarding the economic Left-Right index, DIPAC uses two data sets based on
citizen data. One data set uses country as unit of analysis, the other uses party as
unit of analysis. The data set with countries as the unit of analysis contains data
on the citizens’ average value on the economic Left-Right dimension. The data
set with party as the unit of analysis contains information about the mean value of
each party’s voters on the economic Left-Right dimension. Table 3 presents
variable names, labels and values in this data set.

Objective Economic Left-Right dimension

Table 2. Variable values for objective economic Left-Right dimension.

0 Left

1.00 Right

State-market

1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, UK
Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:
v76 Government should play a greater role in the management of economy

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 0.00=pro state

2 Agree 0.25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Disagree strongly 1.00=pro market

Other original variables:
Country: v8


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.10866

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?

Cases: Norway
Source: Norwegian Election Survey 1977 (NSD0062, "Valgundersgkelsen 1977".

Data samlet av Statistisk sentralbyra, Oslo. Andre NSD utgave, Bergen 2010,
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

V053 Could you for each statement, state the response written on the card that
best describes your opinion. The suggestion on reducing state control on private
business?

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
1 Very important to carry out 1.00=pro market

2 Fairly important to carry out 0.75

3 Not very preoccupied of quest. 0.50

4 Fairly important not to carry out 0.25

5 Not to carry out 0.00=pro state

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for?

Cases: Sweden

Source: Swedish National Election Study 1976 (SND-ID: SND 0008, Olof
Petersson, Statistics Sweden. Uppsala University, Department of Government
(1984). Swedish election study 1976. Swedish National Data Service. Version
1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/002505)

Original variable:
V57 Reduce government control over private enterprises.

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
1 Good proposal: very important to 1.00=pro market

implement

2 Good proposal: fairly importantto | 0.75

implement

3 Does note really matter 0.50

4 Bad proposal: fairly important to 0.25
not implement

5 Bad proposal: very important to not | 0.00=pro state

implement
8 DK/NA Missing
9 Missing Missing

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I):
V228 Which party did you vote for in the Parliamentary election?

10


https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html
https://doi.org/10.5878/002505

1980s

Early 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands (no parties),
Norway, Sweden (no parties), and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EV'S 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

CO060 There is a lot of discussion about how business and industry should be
managed. Which of these four statements comes closest to your opinion? (Mark
only one)

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
1 The owners should run their 0.75=pro market

business or appoint the managers

2 The owners and the employees 0.25=pro state

should participate in the selection of

managers

3 The State should be the owner and 0.25=pro state
appoint the managers

4 The employees should own the 0.25=pro state
business and should elect the

managers

-1 Don't know 0.50

-2 NA Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

-4 Not asked in survey Missing

-5 Missing; unknown Missing

Other original variables:
Year: Year (1981): SO02EVS

Country: S003
Party preference: No data on party preference available.

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

11


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.12253
http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.12253

Original variable:
e036 Now I’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Private ownership of business and 1.00=pro market
industry should be increased

2 1.00=pro market
3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro state
10 Government ownership of business and | 0.00=pro state
industry should be increased

Other original variables:
Year (1990): S002EVS

Country: S003 (only West-Germany variable SO03A)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

1990s

Cases: France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, and UK

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EV'S 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

12


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.12253

Original variable:
€036 Now I’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Private ownership of business and 1.00=pro market
industry should be increased

2 1.00=pro market
3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro state
10 Government ownership of business and | 0.00=pro state
industry should be increased

Other original variables:
Year: Year (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179.
Which political party would you vote for [if there were a general election
tomorrow]?

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, and Sweden.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

13


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.12253

Original variable:
e042 Now I’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
—5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
-3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 The state should give more freedom to 1.00=pro market
firms

2 1.00=pro market
3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro state
10 The state should control firms more 0.00=pro state
effectively

Other original variables:
Year (1999): S002EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Cases: Norway.
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)

14


http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp

Original variable:
e036 Now I’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Private ownership of business and 1.00=pro market
industry should be increased

2 1.00=pro market
3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro state
10 Government ownership of business and | 0.00=pro state
industry should be increased

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S002

Country: S003 (only Norway in Dipac-study)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS.
Which political party would you vote for [if there were a general election
tomorrow]?

2000s

Cases: France, Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, UK, Netherlands,
Norway, and Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, do0i:10.4232/1.12253)

15


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.12253

Original variable:
e036 Now I’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Private ownership of business and 1.00=pro market
industry should be increased

2 1.00=pro market
3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro state
10 Government ownership of business and | 0.00=pro state
industry should be increased

Other original variables:
Year: Year (2008): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 [If
there was a general election tomorrow, can you tell me if you would vote?]
Which party would you vote for?

2010s

Cases: France, Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)

16
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Original variable:
V107 On this card you see a number of opposite views on various issues. How
would you place your views on this scale??

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Private ownership of business and 1.00=pro market
industry should be increased

2 1.00=pro market
3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro state
10 Government ownership of business and | 0.00=pro state
industry should be increased

Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174 cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12628).

17
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Original variable:

Qppl7_1 Now I would like you to tell me your views on various issues. For each
issue, we will present you with two opposite statements and we will ask your
opinion about these two statements. We would like to ask you to position yourself
on a scale from 0 to 10, where '0' means that you "fully agree with the statement
at the top" and '10' means that you "fully agree with the statement at the bottom".
Then if your views are somewhere in between, you can choose any number that
describes your position best.

Original variable values: State-market variable values:
-9. DK Missing

-8. Refusal Missing

-7. System missing Missing

1. 0 You are fully in favour of state 0.00=pro state
intervention in the economy

2.1 0.00=pro state
3.2 0.00

4.3 0.25

5.4 0.25

6.5 0.50

7.6 0.75

8.7 0.75

9.8 0.75

10.9 1.00=pro market
11. 10 You are fully opposed to state 1.00=pro market
intervention in the economy

Other original variables:
Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): qpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Public-private welfare provision

1970s

Cases: Germany

Source: ZA0823: Election Study 1976 (Panel: Initial Investigation, May - June
1976, August - September 1976; Follow-Up Survey, October - November 1976)
(Berger, Manfred; Gibowski, Wolfgang G.; Gruber, Edelgard; Roth, Dieter;
Schulte, Wolfgang; Kaase, Max; Klingemann, Hans-Dieter; Schleth, Uwe (2015):
Election Study 1976 (Panel: Initial Investigation, May - June 1976, August -
September 1976; Follow-Up Survey, October - November 1976). GESIS Data
Archive, Cologne. ZA0823 Data file Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.11982).
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Original variable:
V505 Do you think that there should be less welfare benefits in the future, should
they be kept the way they are today, or should they be expanded further?

Original variable values: Public private welfare provision
redistribution values:

0 No W3 interview Missing

1 Everybody has to take care of himself 1.00=pro private

2public expenditures are necessarily 1.00=pro private

required, even if they are increased

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.75

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.25

10 0.00=pro public

11 The state has to see to it 0.00=pro public

99 NA Missing

Other original variable:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v437
[German ballot] You have two votes... here 1 vote for the election of a country list
(party) (second vote).

Cases: Norway
Source: Norwegian Election Survey 1977 (NSD0062, "Valgundersgkelsen 1977".

Data samlet av Statistisk sentralbyra, Oslo. Andre NSD utgave, Bergen 2010,
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

v036 Do you think that there should be less welfare benefits in the future, should
they be kept the way they are today, or should they be expanded further?

Original variable values: Public-private welfare provisions
variable values:

1 Should be done less 0,75=pro private

2 Should stay the way it is 0.25=pro public

3 Expand further 0.50

4 Other Missing

8 Do not know Missing

9 lo not relevant Missing

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for?

Other country cases: no data.
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1980s

Early 1980s
No data.

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,

Sweden, and UK

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file

Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

€037 Now I'd like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you

place your views on this scale?

Original variable values:

Public-private welfare provision
variable values:

—5 Missing; unknown Missing
—4 Not asked in survey Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Individuals should take more
responsibility for providing for themselves

1.00=pro private

2

1.00=pro private

0.75

0.75

0.50

0.50

0.25

O N A~W

0.25

9

0.00=pro public

10 The state should take more
responsibility to ensure that everybody is
provided for

0.00=pro public

Other original variables:
Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (only West-Germany variable SO03A)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?
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1990s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and
UK

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
€037 Now I'd like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: Public-private welfare provision
variable values:

—5 Missing; unknown Missing

—4 Not asked in survey Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Individuals should take more 1.00=pro private

responsibility for providing for themselves

2 1.00=pro private

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro public

10 The state should take more 0.00=pro public

responsibility to ensure that everybody is

provided for

Other original variables:
Year: Year (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Cases: Norway.
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)
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Original variable:

e036 Now [’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you

place your views on this scale?

Original variable values:

Public-private welfare provision
variable values:

-5 Missing; unknown Missing
—4 Not asked in survey Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Individuals should take more
responsibility for providing for themselves

1.00=pro private

1.00=pro private

0.75

0.75

0.50

0.50

0.25

O NO|O1 DWW IN

0.25

9

0.00=pro public

10 The state should take more
responsibility to ensure that everybody is
provided for

0.00=pro public

Other original variables:
Year: Year (1996): S002

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179
Which political party would you vote for [if there were a general election

tomorrow]?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,

Sweden, and UK

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file

Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:

e037 Now I'd like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you

place your views on this scale?

Original variable values:

Public-private welfare provision
variable values:

-5 Missing; unknown Missing
—4 Not asked in survey Missing
-3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Individuals should take more
responsibility for providing for themselves

1.00=pro private

2

1.00=pro private

0.75

0.75

0.50

0.50

0.25

O N~ W

0.25

9

0.00=pro public

10 The state should take more
responsibility to ensure that everybody is
provided for

0.00=pro public

Other original variables:
Year: Year (2008): S002EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix 1): e179 [If
there was a general election tomorrow, can you tell me if you would vote?]

Which party would you vote for?

2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.

Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)
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Original variable:
V103 On this card you see a number of opposite views on various issues. How
would you place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: Public-private welfare provision
variable values:

-5 Missing; unknown Missing

—4 Not asked in survey Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Individuals should take more 1.00=pro private

responsibility for providing for themselves

2 1.00=pro private

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro public

10 The state should take more 0.00=pro public

responsibility to ensure that everybody is

provided for

Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174_cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12628).

Original variable:

Qpp17_3 Now I would like you to tell me your views on various issues. For each
issue, we will present you with two opposite statements and we will ask your
opinion about these two statements. We would like to ask you to position yourself
on a scale from 0 to 10, where '0" means that you "fully agree with the statement
at the top” and '10' means that you "fully agree with the statement at the bottom".
Then if your views are somewhere in between, you can choose any number that
describes your position best.
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Original variable values: Public-private welfare
provision variable values:

-9. DK Missing
-8. Refusal Missing
-7. System missing Missing

1. 0 Your are fully in favour of raising taxes | 0.00=pro public
to increase public services

2.1 0.00=pro public
3.2 0.25
4.3 0.25
5.4 0.25
6.5 0.50
7.6 0.75
8.7 0.75
9.8 0.75
10.9 1.00=pro private
11. 10 You are fully in favour of cutting 1.00=pro private

public services to cut taxes

Other original variables:
Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in DIPAC-study)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): qpp6_new
And if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

High-low redistribution

1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, UK
Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:
v73 Greater efforts should be made to reduce inequality of income?

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 0.00=pro low

2 Agre 0.25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Disagree strongly 1.00=pro high

Other original variables:
Country; v8

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?
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Cases: Norway
Source: Referendum on Norwegian Membership in EC 1972 / National Election

Survey 1973 (NSD0062, "Referendum on Norwegian Membership in EC 1972/
National Election Survey 1973". Data collected by Statistics Norway, Oslo. 2nd
NSD XML edition, Bergen 2012,
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

V140 Could you for each statement, state the response written on the card that
best describes your opinion. C. One should, in our country, work for more
equality when it comes to people's incomes.

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values

1 Completely agree 0.00=pro high

2 Agree more than disagree 0.25

3 Don’t know/no opinion. 0.50

4 Disagree more than agree 0.75

5 Completely disagree 1.00=pro low

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for? V260 If the parties on the joint list had
only made clean lists, which of the parties on the common list would you
have voted for? (sum of result for “ren liste” and “fellesliste™)

Cases: Sweden

Source: Swedish National Election Study 1976 (SND-1D: SND 0008, Olof
Petersson, Statistics Sweden. Uppsala University, Department of Government
(1984). Swedish election study 1976. Swedish National Data Service. Version
1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/002505)

Original variable:
V61 Increase equality concerning income and working conditions.

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

1. Good proposal: very importantto | 1.00=pro high

implement

2. Good proposal: fairly importantto | 0.25

implement

3. Does note really matter 0.50

4. Bad proposal: fairly important to 0.75
not implement

5. Bad proposal: very important to 1.00=pro low
not implement
8. DK/NA Missing

9. Missing Missing

26


https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html
https://doi.org/10.5878/002505

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): V228
Which party did you vote for in the Parliamentary election?

1980s

Early 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands (no parties),
Norway, Sweden (no parties), and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

€032 Which of these statements comes closest to your own opinion? A) | find that
both freedom and equality are important. But if | ware to make up my mind for
one or the other, |1 would consider personal freedom more important, that is,
everyone can live in freedom and develop without hindrance. B) Certainly both
freedom and equality are important. But if | were to make up my mind for one of
the two, | would consider equality more important, that is that nobody is
underprivileged and that social class differences are not so strong.

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

1 Agree with A 0.75=pro low

2 Agree with B 0.25=pro high

3 Neither 0.50

V Don’t know Missing

Other original variables:
Year: Year (1981): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference: No data on party preference available.
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Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
e035 Now [’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Income should be made more equal 0.00=pro high

2 0.00=pro high

3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=pro low

10 There should be greater incentives for | 1.00=pro low

individual effort

Other original variables:
Year: Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (only West-Germany variable SO03A)
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179

Which political party would you vote for [if there were a general election
tomorrow]?
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1990s

Cases: France, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EV'S 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
e035 Now [’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
lace your views on this scale?

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Income should be made more equal 0.00=pro high

2 0.00=pro high

3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=pro low

10 There should be greater incentives for | 1.00=pro low

individual effort

Other original variables:
Year: (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If

there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?
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Cases: Denmark

Source: ZA3785: EVS European Values Study 1999 - Denmark (EVS (2012):
EVS - European Values Study 1999 - Denmark. GESIS Data Archive, Cologne.
ZA3785 Data file Version 3.0.1, d0i:10.4232/1.11530)

Original variable:

v260 Now I’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you

lace your views on this scale?

Original variable values:

High-low redistribution variable
values:

individual effort

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Income should be made more equal 0.00=pro high
2 0.25

3 0.50

4 0.75

5 There should be greater incentives for 1.00=pro low

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v256 If
there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?
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Cases: Germany, Norway, and Sweden.

Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile
Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)

Original variable:
e035 Now [’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Income should be made more equal 0.00=pro high

2 0.00=pro high

3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=pro low

10 There should be greater incentives for | 1.00=pro low

individual effort

Other original variables:
Year (1996, 1997): S002

Country: S003 (only Germany, Norway and Sweden in Dipac-study), (Germany
with weight-variable S017).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS.

If there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?
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2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Ireland, UK, Netherlands, Norway, and
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
e035 Now [’d like you to tell me your views on various issues. How would you
place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Income should be made more equal 0.00=pro high

2 0.00=pro high

3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=pro low

10 There should be greater incentives for | 1.00=pro low

individual effort

Other original variables:
Year: Year (2008): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?
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2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.
Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)

Original variable:
V106 On this card you see a number of opposite views on various issues. How
would you place your views on this scale?

Original variable values: High-low redistribution variable
values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Income should be made more equal 0.00=pro high

2 0.00=pro high

3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=pro low

10 There should be greater incentives for | 1.00=pro low

individual effort

Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174_cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

33


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.13314

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12628).

Original variable:

Qppl7_2 Now I would like you to tell me your views on various issues. For each
issue, we will present you with two opposite statements and we will ask your
opinion about these two statements. We would like to ask you to position yourself
on a scale from 0 to 10, where '0' means that you "fully agree with the statement
at the top" and '10' means that you "fully agree with the statement at the bottom".
Then if your views are somewhere in between, you can choose any number that
describes your position best.

Original variable values: High-low redistribution
variable values:

-9. DK Missing

-8. Refusal Missing

-7. System missing Missing

1. 0 You are fully in favour of the 0.00=pro high

redistribution of wealth from the rich to the
poor in (OUR COUNTRY)

2.1 0.00=pro high
3.2 0.25
4.3 0.25
5.4 0.25
6.5 0.50
7.6 0.75
8.7 0.75
9.8 0.75
10.9 1.00=pro low
11. 10 You are fully opposed to the 1.00=pro low

redistribution of wealth from the rich to the
poor in (OUR COUNTRY)

Other original variables:
Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): gpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?
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Objective Economic Left-Right Index

The objective economic Left-Right index is calculated by the sum of available
indicators of sub-dimensions variable values (V) divided by the number (N) of
available sub-dimensions: YV of available sub-dimensions / N of available sub-
dimensions. If all three indicators of sub-dimensions are available, the objective
economic Left-Right index is calculated as follows: (state-market + public-
private welfare provision + low-high redistribution) / 3

Regarding the objective economic Left-Right index, DIPAC uses two data sets
based on citizen data. One data set uses country as unit of analysis, the other uses
party as unit of analysis. The data set with countries as the unit of analysis
contains data on the citizens' average value the objective economic Left-Right
dimension. The data set with party as the unit of analysis contains information
about the mean value of each party's voters on the obejctive economic Left-Right
dimension. Table 3 presents variable names, labels and values in this data set.

Table 3. Variable values for the objective economic Left-Right dimension.

among voters 2010s

Variable name Label Values
Party _name Name of party [name of party]
Country Party system 1=Belgium
2=Denmark
3=France
4=Germany
5=Ireland
6=Netherlands
7=Norway
8=Sweden
9=United Kingdom
Party Party code 1-142
LRvoter_1970s Left-Right dimension O=Left, 1=Right
among voters 1970s
LRvoter_1980sE Left-Right dimension O=Left, 1=Right
among voters early 1980s
LRvoter_1980sL Left-Right dimension O=Left, 1=Right
among voters late 1980s
LRvoter_1990s Left-Right dimension O=Left, 1=Right
among voters 1990s
LRvoter_2000s Left-Right dimension O=Left, 1=Right
among voters 2000s
LRvoter_2010s Left-Right dimension O=Left, 1=Right
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Objective GAL/TAN dimension

Table 4. Variable values for objective economic Left-Right dimension.

0 GAL

1.00 TAN

Environment - Economic growth

1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, and UK
Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:

V81 We’d like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me wehter you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Stronger measures should be taken to protect the
environment against pollution.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 0.00

2 Agree 0.25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Disagree strongly 1.00
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V67 There is a lot of talk these days about what the aims of this country should
be for the next 10 years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority. Would you please say which of these you,
yourself, consider the most important?

Original variable values: Economic growth variable
values, step 1:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining a high level of economic 1

growth

2 Making sure that this country has strong | 2
defense forces

3 Seeing that people have more say about | 2
how things are done at their jobs and their
communities

4 Trying to make our cities and 2
countryside beautiful

V68 And which would be the next most important?

Original variable values: Economic growth, step 1:
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining a high level of economic 1

growth

2 Making sure that this country has strong | 2
defense forces

3 Seeing that people have more say about | 2
how things are done at their jobs and their
communities

4 Trying to make our cities and 2
countryside beautiful
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Economic growth index (step 2: variable values in boxes)

V68 (second choice)

0 1 2
0 Missing 0.75 0.50
V67 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.5

Economic growth variable

Variable values
Anti economic growth 0.00
0.50
0.75
Pro economic growth 1.00

Environment — economic growth index
(Economic growth index+V81)/2

Other original variables:
Country; v8 (only France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland,
UK in Dipac study)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?

Case: Denmark

Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:

V81 We’d like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me wehter you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Stronger measures should be taken to protect the
environment against pollution.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 0.00

2 Agree 0.25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Disagree strongly 1.00
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Original variable:
V69 There is a lot of talk these days about what the aims of this country should
be for the next 10 years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority. Would you please say which of these you,

ourself, consider the most important?

Original variable values: Economic growth, step 1:
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining law and order

2 More say in government decisions

3 Fighting rising prices

NIFRININ

4 Freedom of expression

V70 And which would be the next most important?

Original variable values: Economic growth, step 1:
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining law and order

2 More say in government decisions

3 Fighting rising prices

NI ININ

4 Freedom of expression

Economic growth index (step2, variable values in boxes)

V68 (second choice)

0 1 2
0 Missing 0.75 0.50
V67 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.5

Economic growth variable

Variable values
Anti economic growth 0.00
0.50
0.75
Pro economic growth 1.00

Environment — economic growth index
(Economic growth index+V81)/2
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Other original variables:
Country; v8 (Only Denmark in the Dipac study)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?

Cases: Norway
Source: Norwegian Election Survey 1977 (NSD0062, "Valgundersgkelsen 1977".

Data samlet av Statistisk sentralbyra, Oslo. Andre NSD utgave, Bergen 2010,
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

V188 We have put together some opinions about politics that one sometimes
hear. Here is a card which shows four options: completely agree, somewhat
agree, somewhat disagree, completely disagree. Would you please state which
answer you would give for each of the options | read. To secure economic
growth, we need to keep up the expansion of industry, even though this might
conflict with nature conservation interests.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

1 Completely agree 1.00=pro economic growth

2 Somewhat agree 0.75

3 Both 0.50

4 Somewhat disagree 0.25

5 Completely disagree 0.00=pro environment

9 Do not know Missing

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for?

Case: Sweden

Source: Swedish Opinion 1979 (Gunnar Boalt, Gunnar Ekman, Sten Hultgren,
Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser. Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser (1984). Svensk
opinion 1979. Svensk nationell datatjanst. Version

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/001123).
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V12 How important are the following changes for your personal situation right
now? Better economy.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

1 Very important 0.00

2 Somewhat important 0.25

3 Not so important 0.50

4 Not important at all (good now) 0.75

5 Rather the opposite 1.00

6 Irresolute 0.50

9 No answer Missing

V295 The following concerns many or most Swedes. How important are they for
you personally? Make a vigorous effort against destruction of the natural
environment.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

1 Very important 0.00

2 Somewhat important 0.25

3 Not so important 0.50

4 Not important at all (good now) 0.75

5 Rather the opposite 1.00

6 Irresolute 0.50

9 No answer Missing

Environment — economic growth index
(V12+V295)/2

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v724 If
there were a parliamentary election today, which party do you think you would
support? (Pa vilket parti tror Ni att Ni skulle rosta om det var riksdagsval idag?)

1980s

Early 1980s
No data.

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:

b001 I am now going to read out some statements about the environment. For
each one read out, can you tell me whether you agree strongly, agree, disagree or
strongly disagree? | would give a part of my income if | were certain that the
money would be used to prevent environmental pollution.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

—5 Missing; unknown Missing

—4 Not asked in survey Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Strongly agree 0.00=pro environment

2 Agree 0,25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Strongly disagree 1.00=pro economic growth

Other original variables:
Year: Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): E179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

1990s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:

b001 I am now going to read out some statements about the environment. For
each one read out, can you tell me whether you agree strongly, agree, disagree or
strongly disagree? | would give a part of my income if | were certain that the
money would be used to prevent environmental pollution.

Original variable values:

Environment — economic growth
variable values:

—5 Missing; unknown Missing

—4 Not asked in survey Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Strongly agree 0.00=pro environment
2 Agree 0,25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Strongly disagree

1.00=pro economic growth

Other original variables:

Year: Year (1999): S002EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Case: Norway.

Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile Version
1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K. Kizilova, J.
Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al. (eds.). 2018.
World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile. Verson:
http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD

Systems Institute.)

43


http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp

Original variable:

e003 Here are two statements people sometimes make when discussing the
environment and economic growth. Which of them comes closer to your own
point of view?

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Protecting the environment should 0.25
be given priority, even if it causes
slower economic growth and some
loss of jobs.

2 Economic growth and creating jobs | 0.75
should be the top priority, even if the
environment suffers to some extent

3 Other answer (volunteered) 0.50

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S003

Country: S003 (only Norway used in Dipac study)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:

b001 I am now going to read out some statements about the environment. For
each one read out, can you tell me whether you agree strongly, agree, disagree or
strongly disagree? | would give a part of my income if | were certain that the
money would be used to prevent environmental pollution.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

—5 Missing; unknown Missing

—4 Not asked in survey Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Strongly agree 0.00=pro environment

2 Agree 0,25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Strongly disagree 1.00=pro economic growth

Other original variables:
Year: Year (2008): S002EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.
Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.13314)

V199 How much do you agree or disagree with each of these statements? ? |
would give a part of my income if | were certain that the money would be used to
revent environmental pollution.

Original variable values: Environment — economic growth
variable values:

—5 Missing; unknown Missing

—4 Not asked in survey Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Strongly agree 0.00=pro environment

2 Agree 0.25

3 Neither agree nor disagree 0.50

4 Disagree 0.75

5 Strongly disagree 1.00=pro economic growth
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Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174_cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12628).

Original variable:

Qppl7_8 Now I would like you to tell me your views on various issues. For each
issue, we will present you with two opposite statements and we will ask your
opinion about these two statements. We would like to ask you to position yourself
on a scale from 0 to 10, where '0" means that you "fully agree with the statement
at the top" and '10' means that you "fully agree with the statement at the bottom".
Then if your views are somewhere in between, you can choose any number that
describes your position best.

Original variable values: Environment — economic
growth variable values:

-9. DK Missing

-8. Refusal Missing

-7. System missing Missing

1. 0 Environmental protection should always | 0.00=pro environment
take priority even at the cost of economic

growth

2.1 0.00=pro environment

3.2 0.25

4.3 0.25

5.4 0.25

6.5 0.50

7.6 0.75

8.7 0.75

9.8 0.75

10.9 1.00=pro economic growth

11. 10 Economic growth should always take | 1.00=pro economic growth
priority even at the cost of environmental
protection

Other original variables:
Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): qpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Civil liberties — law and order

1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, UK
Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:

V74 We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? More severe penalties should be introduced for acts of
terrorism?

Original variable values: Civil liberties—Ilaw and order variable
values:

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 1.00=pro law and order

2 Agree 0.75

3 Disagree 0.25

4 Disagree strongly 0.00=pro civil liberties

v82 We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Stronger measures should be taken to protect the rights of
individuals to express their own political views?

Original variable values: Civil liberties—Ilaw and order variable
values::

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 0.00=pro civil liberties

2 Agree 0.25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Disagree strongly 1.00=pro law and order

Civil liberties — law and order-index
(V74+v82)/2

Other original variables:
Country; v8

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?
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Case: Sweden

Source: Swedish Opinion 1979 (Gunnar Boalt, Gunnar Ekman, Sten Hultgren,
Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser. Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser (1984). Svensk
opinion 1979. Svensk nationell datatjanst. VVersion

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/001123).

Original variable:
V793 One should have the right to propagate for all political opinions (Man skall
ha ratt att propagera for vilka politiska asikter som helst)

Original variable values: Civil liberties—Ilaw and order
variable values:

1 Yes, absolutely 0.00=pro civil liberties

2 Yes 0.25

3 Irresolute, don’t know 0.50

3 No 0.75

4 No, absolutely not 1.00=pro law and order

9 No answer Missing

V803 It is better to allow some minor material offenses than the state controls
everything we do (Det &r béttre att tillata nagra mindre vésentliga lagévertradelser
an att staten kontrollerar allt vi gor)

Original variable values: Civil liberties—Ilaw and order
variable values:

1 Yes, absolutely 1.00= pro law and order

2 Yes 0.75

3 Irresolute, don’t know 0.50

3 No 0.25

4 No, absolutely not 0.00=pro civil liberties

9 No answer Missing

Civil liberties — law and order-index
(V793+V803)/2

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v724 If
there were a parliamentary election today, which party do you think you would
support? (Pa vilket parti tror Ni att Ni skulle rosta om det var riksdagsval idag?)

1980s

Early 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands (no parties),
Norway, Sweden (no parties), and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:
e003 There is a lot of talk these days about what the aim of this country should be
for the next years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority. Would you please say which of these you,

ourself, consider important? And which would be the nest most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 4

e004 And which would be the next most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 3

Civil liberty — law and order index (variable values in boxes)

€004 (second choice)

0 1 2 3
0 Missing 1.00 0.50 0.00
e003 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.50
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.50 0.25
3 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00
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Variable Civil liberty — law and order

Variable values

Pro civil liberty 0.00
0.25
0.50
0.75
Pro law and order 1.00

Other original variables:

Year (1981): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference: No data on party preference available.

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

e003 There is a lot of talk these days about what the aim of this country should be
for the next years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority. Would you please say which of these you,
yourself, consider important? And which would be the nest most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 4
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€004 And which would be the next most important?
Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:
-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know 0
1 Maintaining order in the nation 1
2 Giving people more say in important 2
government decision
3 Fighting rising prices 2
4 Protecting freedom of speech 3

Civil liberty — law and order index (variable values in boxes)

€004 (second choice)
0 1 2 3
0 Missing 1.00 0.50 0.00
e003 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.50
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.50 0.25
3 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00

Variable Civil liberty — law and order

Variable value

S

Pro civil liberty 0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

Pro law and order 1.00

Other original variables:
Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (only West-Germany variable SO03A)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding o

there were a general election tomorrow,

preference vote to?

f party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
which party would you give first
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1990s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and

UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file

Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

e003 There is a lot of talk these days about what the aim of this country should be
for the next years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority. Would you please say which of these you,

ourself, consider important? And which would be the nest most important?

Original variable values:

Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2
government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 4

e004 And which would be the next most important?

Original variable values:

Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
-3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2
government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 3
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Civil liberty — law and order index (variable values in boxes)

€004 (second choice)

0 1 2 3
0 Missing 1.00 0.50 0.00
e003 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.50
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.50 0.25
3 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00

Variable Civil liberty — law and order

Variable values
Pro civil liberty 0.00
0.25
0.50
0.75
Pro law and order 1.00

Other original variables:
Year (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Case: Norway.
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)
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Original variable:
e003 There is a lot of talk these days about what the aim of this country should be
for the next years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority. Would you please say which of these you,

ourself, consider important? And which would be the nest most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 4

e004 And which would be the next most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 3

Civil liberty — law and order index (variable values in boxes)

€004 (second choice)

0 1 2 3
0 Missing 1.00 0.50 0.00
e003 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.50
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.50 0.25
3 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00
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Variable Civil liberty — law and order

Variable values
Pro civil liberty 0.00
0.25
0.50
0.75
Pro law and order 1.00

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S002

Country: S003 (only Norway used in Dipac study)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
e003 There is a lot of talk these days about what the aim of this country should be
for the next years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority. Would you please say which of these you,

ourself, consider important? And which would be the nest most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 4
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e004 And which would be the next most

important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 3

Civil liberty — law and order index (variable values in boxes)

€004 (second choice)
0 1 2 3
0 Missing 1.00 0.50 0.00
e003 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.50
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.50 0.25
3 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00

Variable Civil liberty — law and order

Variable values

Pro civil liberty 0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

Pro law and order 1.00

Other original variables:
Year (2008): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding o
there was a general election tomorrow,
Which party would you vote for?

f party codes, see appendix I): e179 [If
can you tell me if you would vote?]
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2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.
Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)

V110 [People sometimes talk about what the aims of this country should be for
the next ten years. On this card are listed some of the goals which different
people would give top priority.] If you had to choose, which one of the things on
this card would you say is most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2

government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 4

V111 And which would be the next most important?

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know 0

1 Maintaining order in the nation 1

2 Giving people more say in important 2
government decision

3 Fighting rising prices 2

4 Protecting freedom of speech 3

Civil liberty — law and order index (variable values in boxes)

€004 (second choice)

0 1 2 3
0 Missing 1.00 0.50 0.00
e003 (first 1 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.50
choice) 2 0.50 0.75 0.50 0.25
3 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00
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Variable Civil liberty — law and order

Variable values
Pro civil liberty 0.00
0.25
0.50
0.75
Pro law and order 1.00

Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174 cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12628).
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Original variable:

Qppl7_8 Now I would like you to tell me your views on various issues. For each
issue, we will present you with two opposite statements and we will ask your
opinion about these two statements. We would like to ask you to position yourself
on a scale from 0 to 10, where '0' means that you "fully agree with the statement
at the top" and '10' means that you "fully agree with the statement at the bottom".
Then if your views are somewhere in between, you can choose any number that
describes your position best.

Original variable values: Civil liberty-law and order
variable values:

-9. DK Missing

-8. Refusal Missing

-7. System missing Missing

1. 0 You fully support privacy rights even if | 0.00=pro civil liberty
they hinder efforts to combat crime

2.

=

0.00=pro civil liberty

0.00

0.25

0.25

0.50

0.75

O N0~ W

0.75

0N |O1 DWW IN

9 0.75

10.9 1.00=pro law and order

11. 10 You are fully in favour of restricting 1.00=pro law and order
privacy rights in order to combat crime

Other original variables:
Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): qpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Individual liberty — Social authoritarianism

1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, and UK.
Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:

V78 We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Women should be free to decide for themselves in matters
concerning abortion?

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values
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0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 1.00=pro individual liberty

2 Agree 0.75

3 Disagree 0.25

4 Disagree strongly 0.00=pro social authoritarianism

Other original variables:
Country; v8

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?

Cases: Norway
Source: Norwegian Election Survey 1977 (NSD0062, "Valgundersgkelsen 1977,

Data samlet av Statistisk sentralbyra, Oslo. Andre NSD utgave, Bergen 2010,
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

v037 During the last years there has been some discussion on the access to
abortion. On this card we have gathered some of the standard points which are
claimed in this debate. Which of the statements on the card correspond the best
with your personal opinion?

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

1 Never be allowed 1.00=pro — social authoritarianism

2 Women’s life in danger 0.75

3 Private matters 0.25

4 Private decision 0.00=pro individual liberty

8 Do not know 0.50

9 lo not relevant Missing

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for?

Case: Sweden.

Source: Swedish Opinion 1979 (Gunnar Boalt, Gunnar Ekman, Sten Hultgren,
Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser. Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser (1984). Svensk
opinion 1979. Svensk nationell datatjanst. Version

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/001123).

V287 How important are the following changes for your personal situation right
now? Equality between sexes

Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

1 Very important 0.00 =pro individual liberty

2 Somewhat important 0.25

3 Not so important 0.50
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4 Not important at all (good now) 0.75

5 Rather the opposite 1.00=pro social authoritarianism
6 Irresolute 0.50

9 No answer Missing

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v724 If
there were a parliamentary election today, which party do you think you would
support?

1980s

Early 1980s
No data.

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

118 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.
Homosexuality.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

-1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro individual liberty

10 Always justified 0.00=pro individual liberty
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Original variable:

120 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Abortion.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro individual liberty

10 Always justified 0.00=pro individual liberty

CO001 Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? When job are
scare, men have more right to a job than woman.

Original variable values:

Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Agree 0.75=pro social authoritarianism
2 Disagree 0.25=pro individual liberty

3 Neither 0.50

Civil liberties — law and order-index

(f118+f120+c001)/3

Other original variables:
Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?




Case: Denmark.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

118 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.
Homosexuality.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro individual liberty

10 Always justified 0.00=pro individual liberty

Original variable:
a046 Do you approve or disapprove of abortion under the following
circumstances? When the mother’s health is at risk by the pregnancy.
Original variable values:
—5 Other missing

—4 Question not asked
—3 Not applicable

—2 No answer

—1 Don’t know

0 Disapprove

1 Approve
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a047 Do you approve or disapprove of abortion under the following
circumstances? Where it is likely that the child would be born physically

handicapped.

Original variable values:

—5 Other missing

—4 Question not asked

-3 Not applicable

—2 No answer

—1 Don’t know

0 Disapprove

1 Approve

a048 Do you approve or disapprove of abortion under the following
circumstances? When the woman is not married.

Original variable values:

-5 Other missing

—4 Question not asked

—3 Not applicable

—2 No answer

—1 Don’t know

0 Disapprove

1 Approve

a049 Do you approve or disapprove of abortion under the following
circumstances? When a married couple does not want to have more children.

Original variable values:

—5 Other missing

—4 Question not asked

-3 Not applicable

—2 No answer

—1 Don’t know

0 Disapprove

1 Approve

Abortion index=a46+a47+a48+a49

Abortion index values:

Abortion variable values:

0 1.00=pro social authoritarianism
1 0.75

2 0.50

3 0.25

4 0.00=pro individual liberty
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C001 Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? When job are
scare, men have more right to a job than woman.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Agree 0.75=pro social authoritarianism

2 Disagree 0.25=pro individual liberty

3 Neither 0.50

Civil liberties — law and order-index
(f118+abortion variable+c001)/3

Other original variables:
Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (only Denmark used in Dipac data).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

1990s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:

118 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Homosexuality.

Original variable values:

Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values

-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified

1.00=pro restrictions for
homosexuals

2

1.00=pro restrictions for
homosexuals

0.75

0.75

0.50

0.50

0.25

0.25

0.00=pro homosexual rights

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
1

0 Always justified

0.00=pro homosexual rights

Original variable:

120 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Abortion.

Original variable values:

Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values

-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified

1.00=pro restricted abortion

2

1.00=pro restricted abortion

0.75

0.75

0.50

0.50

0.25

0.25

0.00=pro free abortion

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
1

0 Always justified

0.00=pro free abortion
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CO001 Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? When job are
scare, men have more right to a job than woman.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Agree 0.75=pro gender unequality

2 Disagree 0.25=pro gender equality

3 Neither 0.50

Individual liberty — social authoritarianism index
(f118+f120+c001)/3

Other original variables:
Year (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Case: Norway
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)
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Original variable:

118 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Homosexuality.

Original variable values:

Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values

-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified

1.00=pro restrictions for
homosexuals

2

1.00=pro restrictions for
homosexuals

0.75

0.75

0.50

0.50

0.25

0.25

0.00=pro homosexual rights

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
1

0 Always justified

0.00=pro homosexual rights

Original variable:

120 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Abortion.

Original variable values:

Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values

-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified

1.00=pro restricted abortion

2

1.00=pro restricted abortion

0.75

0.75

0.50

0.50

0.25

0.25

0.00=pro free abortion

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
1

0 Always justified

0.00=pro free abortion
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C001 Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? When job are
scare, men have more right to a job than woman.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Agree 0.75=pro social authoritarianism

2 Disagree 0.25=pro individual liberty

3 Neither 0.50

Individual liberty — social authoritarianism index
(f118+f120+c001)/3

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S002

Country: S003 (only Norway used in Dipac data)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:

118 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Homosexuality.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro individual liberty

10 Always justified 0.00=pro individual liberty

Original variable:

120 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Abortion.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro individual liberty

10 Always justified 0.00=pro individual liberty
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C001 Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? When job are
scare, men have more right to a job than woman.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Agree 0.75=pro social authoritarianism

2 Disagree 0.25=pro individual liberty

3 Neither 0.50

Individual liberty — social authoritarianism index
(f118+f120+c001)/3

Other original variables:
Year (2008): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179. [If
there was a general election tomorrow, can you tell me if you would vote?]
Which party would you vote for?

2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.
Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)

Original variable:

V153 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can
always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.
Homosexuality.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50
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0.50

0.25

0.25

0.00=pro individual liberty

6
7
8
9
1

0 Always justified

0.00=pro individual liberty

Original variable:

V154 Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can

always be justified, never justified, or something in between, using this card.

Abortion.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Never justified 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.25

8 0.25

9 0.00=pro individual liberty

10 Always justified 0.00=pro individual liberty

V81 Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? When job are
scare, men have more right to a job than woman.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Agree strongly 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

2 Agree 0.75

3 Neither agree nor disagree 0.50

2 Disagree 0.25

3 Disagree strongly 0.00=pro individual liberty

Individual liberty — social authoritarianism index

(v153+v154+v81)/3
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Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174_cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12628).

Original variable:

Qppl7_8 Now I would like you to tell me your views on various issues. For each
issue, we will present you with two opposite statements and we will ask your
opinion about these two statements. We would like to ask you to position yourself
on a scale from 0 to 10, where '0" means that you "fully agree with the statement
at the top" and '10' means that you "fully agree with the statement at the bottom".
Then if your views are somewhere in between, you can choose any number that
describes your position best.

Original variable values: Individual liberty — social
authoritarianism variable
values:

-9. DK Missing

-8. Refusal Missing

-7. System missing Missing

1. 0 You are fully in favour of same-sex 0.00=pro individual liberty

marriage

2.1 0.00=pro individual liberty

3.2 0.00

4.3 0.25

5.4 0.25

6.5 0.50

7.6 0.75

8.7 0.75

9.8 0.75

10.9 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

11. 10 You are fully opposed to same-sex 1.00=pro social authoritarianism

marriage

Other original variables:
Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): gpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?
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Multiculturalism — National unity

1970s

Cases: Germany, Netherlands, and UK.

Source: ZAQ0765: Political Action | (An Eight Nation Study) (Allerbeck, Klaus
R.; Kaase, Max; Klingemann, Hans-Dieter; Rosenmayer, Leopold; Eder, Anselm;
Findl, Inga; Urbas, Elfriede; Stouthard, Philip C.; Heunks, Felix J.; De Graaf,
Cees; Abrams, Mark; Marsh, Alan; Barnes, Samuel H.; Inglehart, Ronald;
Jennings, M. Kent; Farah, Barbara G.; Pesonen, Pertti; Matheson, David K.;
Sankiaho, Risto; Satori, Giovanni; Marradi, Alberto; Sani, Giacomo; Kerr,
Henry H.; Handley, David; Roig, Charles; Sidjanski, Dusan (1976): Political
Action | (An Eight Nation Study). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA0765 Data
file Version 1.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.0765).

V57 How important is this problem in your view? Providing equal rights for
coloured immigrants [UK]/guest workers [Germany/Netherlands].

Original variable values: Multiculturalism — national unity
variable values:

1 Very important 0.00

2 Important 0.25

3 Not very important 0.75

4 Absolutely unimportant 1.00

8 DK 0.50

9 NA Missing

V118 Party ID summary [Which political party do you usually feel closest to?]

Case: Norway
Source: Referendum on Norwegian Membership in EC 1972 / National Election

Survey 1973 (NSD0062, “Referendum on Norwegian Membership in EC 1972/
National Election Survey 1973 ”. Data collected by Statistics Norway, Oslo. 2nd
NSD XML edition, Bergen 2012,
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html).

74


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.0765
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html

Original variables:

V77 If Norway becomes
a member of the EC, do
you think that
substantially more
foreigners will apply for
work in Norway than if
we do not become a
member, or do you
think Norwegian
membership will mean
little for how many
foreigners want to
apply for work in this
country?

v88 [The question is
asked to those who
believe that more
foreigners will apply
for work in Norway.]
How desirable do you
think such a
development will be?
Would you say very
desirable, something
desirable or not
desirable?

Original variable

Original variable

Multiculturalism —

values: values: national unity variable
values:
1 Many 1A lot 0.00=pro
multiculturalism
2 Some 0.50
3 Very little 0.75=pro national unity
9 Do not know Missing
2 Will mean little 0.25
9 Do not know Missing
Sysmiss Sysmiss Missing

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for? V260 If the parties on the joint list had
only made clean lists, which of the parties on the common list would you
have voted for? (sum of result for “ren liste” and “fellesliste™)

Case: Sweden

Source: Swedish Opinion 1979 (Gunnar Boalt, Gunnar Ekman, Sten Hultgren,
Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser. Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser (1984). Svensk

opinion 1979. Svensk nationell datatjanst. Version

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/001123).
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V301 This is also important for many. How important do you feel it is for you

personally? Reduced immigration.

Original variable values:

Multiculturalism — national unity
variable values:

1 Very important

1.00=pro national unity

2 Somewhat important 0.75

3 Not so important 0.50

4 Not important at all (good now) 0.25

5 Rather the opposite 0.00=pro multiculturalism
6 Irresolute 0.50

9 No answer Missing

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v724 If
there were a parliamentary election today, which party do you think you would
support? (Pa vilket parti tror Ni att Ni skulle rosta om det var riksdagsval idag?)

1980s

Early 1980s
No data.

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
Al124 02 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? People with different race.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1
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A124_05 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Muslims.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124 06 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Immigrants/foreign workers.

Original variable values:

Variable used in index

—5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing
0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124 10 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Jews.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

-1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Xenophobic index
(al24_02+al24 05+al24:06+al24_10)

Xenophobic index

Multiculturalism — national unity
variable values:

0.25=pro multiculturalism

0.75=pro national unity

0.75=pro national unity

0.75=pro national unity

AIWINRFLO

0.75=pro national unity
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Other original variables:
Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Only West-Germany with variable SO03A)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

1990s

Cases: Belgium, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and UK.
Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
Al124_02 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? People with different race.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124 05 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Muslims.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124 06 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Immigrants/foreign workers.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1
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Al124_10 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Jews.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Xenophobic index
(al24_02+al24 05+al24:06+al24_10)

Xenophobic index Multiculturalism — national unity
variable values:

0.25=pro multiculturalism

0.75=pro national unity

0.75=pro national unity

0.75=pro national unity

AIWINEFLO

0.75=pro national unity

Other original variables:
Year (1999): S002EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Cases: Norway.
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)
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Original variable:

Al124 02 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? People with different race.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124_05 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Muslims.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124 06 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Immigrants/foreign workers.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124 10 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Jews.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Xenophobic index
(al24_02+al24 05+al24:06)
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Xenophobic index

Multiculturalism — national unity
variable values:

0.25=pro multiculturalism

0.75=pro national unity

0.75=pro national unity

WIN|—O

0.75=pro national unity

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S002

Country: S003 (Only Norway used in Dipac study)

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file

Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

Al124 02 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out

any that you would not like to have as nei

hbours? People with different race.

Original variable values:

Variable used in index

-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing
0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

A124_05 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Muslims.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1
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Al124_06 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Immigrants/foreign workers.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Al124 10 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out
any that you would not like to have as neighbours? Jews.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

Xenophobic index
(a124_02+al24_05+al24:06+al24 10)

Xenophobic index Multiculturalism — national unity
variable values:

0.25=pro multiculturalism

0.75=pro national unity

0.75=pro national unity

0.75=pro national unity

AIWNIEFL O

0.75=pro national unity

Other original variables:
Year (2008): SO02EVS

Country: S003 (Germany with weight variable S017)
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 [If

there was a general election tomorrow, can you tell me if you would vote?]
Which party would you vote for?
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2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.

Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)

Original variable:

V22 On this list are various groups and people. Could you identify any that you
would not like to have as neighbours? People with different race.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

2 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

V28 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out any
that you would not like to have as neighbours? Muslims.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

2 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

V24 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out any
that you would not like to have as neighbours? Immigrants/foreign workers.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

2 Not mentioned 0

1 Mentioned 1

83



http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.13314

V29 On this list are various groups and people. Could you please sort out any
that you would not like to have as neighbours? Jews.

Original variable values: Variable used in index
-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing
2 Not mentioned 0
1 Mentioned 1
Xenophobic index
(V22+v24+v28+v29)
Xenophobic index Multiculturalism — national unity
variable values:
0 0.25=pro multiculturalism
1 0.75=pro national unity
2 0.75=pro national unity
3 0.75=pro national unity
4 0.75=pro national unity

Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174 _cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12628).
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Original variable:

Qppl7_6 Now I would like you to tell me your views on various issues. For each
issue, we will present you with two opposite statements and we will ask your
opinion about these two statements. We would like to ask you to position yourself
on a scale from 0 to 10, where '0' means that you "fully agree with the statement
at the top" and '10' means that you "fully agree with the statement at the bottom".
Then if your views are somewhere in between, you can choose any number that
describes your position best.

Original variable values: Multiculturalism — national
unity variable values:

-9. DK Missing

-8. Refusal Missing

-7. System missing Missing

1. 0 You are fully in favour of a restrictive | 0.00=pro multiculturalism
policy on immigration

2.1 0.00=pro multiculturalism

0.25

0.25

0.25

0.50

0.75

O N0~ W

0.75

0N |O DWW IN

9 0.75

10.9 1.00=pro national unity

11. 10 You are fully opposed to a restrictive | 1.00=pro national unity
policy on immigration

Other original variables:
Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): qpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?
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Cosmopolitanism—Nationalism

1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, and UK.

Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:

V77 We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Western Europe should make a stronger effort to provide
adequate military defense?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 1.00=pro nationalism

2 Agree 0.75

3 Disagree 0.25

4 Disagree strongly 0.00=pro cosmopolitanism

v80 We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Economic aid to third world countries should be increased?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Agree strongly 0.00=pro cosmopolitanism

2 Agree 0.25

3 Disagree 0.75

4 Disagree strongly 1.00=pro nationalism

v102 There has been some concern about the growing volume of imports from
non-European countries. Do you think our industries need protection against
import from countries outside the common market, or do you think that the
present common market restriction on non-European imports are sufficient?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

0 DK; NA 0.50

1 Need stronger protection 0.75=pro nationalism

2 Present restrictions are sufficient 0.25=pro cosmopolitanism

9 INAP Missing

Cosmopolitanism—Nationalism index
(V77+v80+v102)/3

Other original variables:
Country; v8
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?

Cases: Denmark, and Ireland.

Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:

V77 We’d like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Western Europe should make a stronger effort to provide

adequate military defense?

Original variable values:

Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

0 DK; NA 0.50
1 Agree strongly 1.00=pro nationalism
2 Agree 0.75
3 Disagree 0.25

4 Disagree strongly

0.00=pro cosmopolitanism

v80 We'd like to hear your views on some important political issues. Could you
tell me whether you agree or disagree with each of the following proposals? How
strongly do you feel? Economic aid to third world countries should be increased?

Original variable values:

Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

0 DK; NA 0.50
1 Agree strongly 0.00=pro cosmopolitanism
2 Agree 0.25
3 Disagree 0.75

4 Disagree strongly

1.00=pro nationalism

Cosmopolitanism—Nationalism index
(v77+v80)/2

Other original variables:
Country; v8

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?

Case: Norway

Source: Norwegian Election Survey 1977 (NSD0062, “Valgundersgkelsen
1977 7. Data samlet av Statistisk sentralbyrd, Oslo. Andre NSD utgave, Bergen
2010, https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html).

87



http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.10866
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html

Original variable:

v029 There are shared opinions on the aid the norwegian government sends to
poorer countries, the so called developing countries.] In your opinion, do you
think that the aid should cease completely, continue like before, or should it
continue in another way than the way it is currently distributed?

Original variable values:

Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Cease it 0.75

2 Continue like before 0.25=pro cosmopolitanism
3 Continue in another way 0.50

9 lo not relevant Missing

V064 1 will now read a list of cases which some think should be carried out in
Norway. For each of these suggestions would you say that it is: a good
suggestion: important that it is carried out, good suggestion: fairly important that
it is carried out, not to preoccupied with the question, bad suggestion: fairly
important that it is not carried out, bad suggestion: very important that it is not
carried out, do not know. Reduce the expenses on defense.

Original variable values:

Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Very important to carry out

0.00=pro cosmopolitanism

2 Fairly important to carry out 0.25

3 Not preoccupied with question 0.50

4 Fairly important not to carry out 0.75

5 Very important not to carry out 1.00=pro nationalism
9 Do not know Missing

Cosmopolitanism—Nationalism index
(v029+v064)/2

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258

Which party or list did you vote for?

Case: Sweden

Source: Swedish national election study 1979 (Séren Holmberg, Statistiska
centralbyran. Géteborgs universitet, Statsvetenskapliga institutionen
(1986). Svensk valundersokning 1979. Svensk nationell datatjanst. Version

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/002509).
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Original variable:
v142 [If you use one of the answers on this card, which is your opinion on]:
Reduce defense spending?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1. Good proposal: very important to | 0.00=pro cosmopolitanism
implement

2. Good proposal: fairly important 0.25
to implement

3. Does note really matter 0.50

4. Bad proposal: fairly importantto | 0.75
not implement

5. Bad proposal: very important to 1.00=pro nationalism
not implement

8. DK/NA Missing

9. Missing Missing

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v724
Which party did you vote for in the Parliamentary election?

Source: Swedish Opinion 1979 (Gunnar Boalt, Gunnar Ekman, Sten Hultgren,
Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser. Stiftelsen for Opinionsanalyser (1984). Svensk
opinion 1979. Svensk nationell datatjanst. Version

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/001123).

Original variable:
v307 This is also important for many. How important do feel it is for you
personally? More Swedish help to developing countries in distress.

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Very important 0.00=pro cosmopolitanism

2 Somewhat important 0.25

3 Not so important 0.50

4 Not important at all (good now) 0.75

5 Rather the opposite 1.00=pro natinoalism

6 Irresolute 0.50

9 No answer Missing

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v290
[Parliamenaty voting, summarized] Which party did you vote for in the
parliamentary election?

Cosmopolitanism—Nationalism index (not calculated on individual level, only

calculated on country and party levels, respectively):
(v142+v307)/2
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1980s

Early 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
g006 How proud are you to be [country] citizen?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Very proud 1.00

2 Quite proud 0.75

3 Not very proud 0.25

4 Not at all proud 0.00

Other original variables:

Year (1981): S002EVS

Country: S003

Party preference: No data on preference available.

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:
g006 How proud are you to be [country] citizen?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Very proud 1.00

2 Quite proud 0.75

3 Not very proud 0.25

4 Not at all proud 0.00

Other original variables:
Year (1990): S002EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

1990s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:
g006 How proud are you to be [country] citizen?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Very proud 1.00

2 Quite proud 0.75

3 Not very proud 0.25

4 Not at all proud 0.00

Other original variables:
Year (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

Case: Norway:
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)

Original variable:
g006 How proud are you to be [country] citizen?

Original variable values: Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 Very proud 1.00

2 Quite proud 0.75

3 Not very proud 0.25

4 Not at all proud 0.00

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S002

Country: S003 (only Norway in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:

g006 How proud are you to be [country] citizen?

Original variable values:

Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
-3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know 0.50
1 Very proud 1.00
2 Quite proud 0.75
3 Not very proud 0.25
4 Not at all proud 0.00

Other original variables:
Year (2008): S002EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS

If there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.

Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)

Original variable:

V170 How proud are you to be [country] citizen?

Original variable values:

Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

—5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know 0.50
1 Very proud 1.00
2 Quite proud 0.75
3 Not very proud 0.25
4 Not at all proud 0.00

Other original variables:

Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,

Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174_cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5950: International Social Survey Programme: National Identity 111 -
ISSP 2013 (ISSP Research Group (2015): International Social Survey
Programme: National Identity Il - ISSP 2013. GESIS Data Archive, Cologne.
ZA5950 Data file Version 2.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12312).

Original variables:

v35 Now we would like to ask a few questions about relations between
[COUNTRY] and other countries. How much do you agree or disagree with the
following statements? [COUNTRY] should limit the import of foreign products in
order to protect its national economy.

Original variable values Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Agree strongly 1.00=Pro nationalism

2 Agree 0.75

3 Neither agree or disagree 0.50

4 Disagree 0.25

5 Disagree strongly 0.00=Pro cosmopolitanism

8 Can’t choose Missing

9 No answer Missing

v36 Now we would like to ask a few questions about relations between
[COUNTRY] and other countries. How much do you agree or disagree with the
following statements? For certain problems, like environment pollution,

international bodies should have the right to enforce solutions.
Original variable values Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:
1 Agree strongly 0.00=Pro cosmopolitanism
2 Agree 0.25
3 Neither agree or disagree 0.50
4 Disagree 0.75
5 Disagree strongly 1.00=Pro nationalism
8 Can’t choose Missing
9 No answer Missing
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v37 Now we would like to ask a few questions about relations between
[COUNTRY] and other countries. How much do you agree or disagree with the
following statements [COUNTRY] should follow its own interests, even if this
leads to conflicts with other nations.

Original variable values Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Agree strongly 1.00=Pro nationalism

2 Agree 0.75

3 Neither agree or disagree 0.50

4 Disagree 0.25

5 Disagree strongly 0.00=Pro cosmopolitanism

8 Can’t choose Missing

9 No answer Missing

V40 Now we would like to ask a few questions about relations between
[COUNTRY] and other countries. How much do you agree or disagree with the
following statements. Large international companies are doing more and more
damage to local businesses in [COUNTRY].

Original variable values Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Agree strongly 1.00=Pro nationalism

2 Agree 0.75

3 Neither agree or disagree 0.50

4 Disagree 0.25

5 Disagree strongly 0.00=Pro cosmopolitanism

8 Can’t choose Missing

9 No answer Missing

V43 Now we would like to ask a few questions about relations between
[COUNTRY] and other countries. How much do you agree or disagree with the
following statements. International organizations are taking away too much
power from the [COUNTRY NATIONALITY] government.

Original variable values Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Agree strongly 1.00=Pro nationalism

2 Agree 0.75

3 Neither agree or disagree 0.50

4 Disagree 0.25

5 Disagree strongly 0.00=Pro cosmopolitanism

8 Can’t choose Missing

9 No answer Missing
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V44 Now we would like to ask a few questions about relations between
[COUNTRY] and other countries. How much do you agree or disagree with the
following statements. | feel more like a citizen of the world than of any country.

Original variable values Cosmopolitanism — nationalism
variable values:

1 Agree strongly 0.00=Pro cosmopolitanism

2 Agree 0.25

3 Neither agree or disagree 0.50

4 Disagree 0.75

5 Disagree strongly 1.00=Pro nationalism

8 Can’t choose Missing

9 No answer Missing

Cosmopolitanism — nationalism index:
(v35+v36+v37+v40+v43+v44)/6

Other original variables:
Country: V4 (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I):
BE_PRTY, IE_PRTY.

EU positive — EU negative

1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, and UK.
Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, d0i:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:
V94 Generally speaking, do you think [country’s] membership in the common
market is a good thing, a bad thing, or neither good or bad?

Original variable values EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

0 DK, No reply

1 Good thing 0.25=Pro EU positive

2 Neither good nor bad 0.50

3 Bad thing 0.75=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?
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Case: Norway.
Source: Referendum on Norwegian Membership in EC 1972 / National Election

Survey 1973 (NSD0062, "Referendum on Norwegian Membership in EC 1972/
National Election Survey 1973". Data collected by Statistics Norway, Oslo. 2nd
NSD XML edition, Bergen 2012,
https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske_valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

V266 If a new referendum was held tomorrow on Norwegian membership in the

EC, similar to the one that was held in September last year, would you then vote
es or no to Norwegian membership?

Original variable values EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

1 Will vote yes 0.25=Pro EU positive

2 Will vote no 0.75=Pro EU negative

3 Don’t know 0.50

Sysmiss Missing

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for? V260 If the parties on the joint list had
only made clean lists, which of the parties on the common list would you
have voted for? (sum of result for “ren liste” and “fellesliste”)

Case: Sweden.

Source: Swedish election study 1973 (Olof Petersson, Bo Sarlvik, Statistiska
centralbyran. Géteborgs universitet, Statsvetenskapliga institutionen

(1984). Svensk valundersokning 1973. Svensk nationell datatjanst. Version
1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/002503)

V111 Sweden closed a deal with the European Community, or EEC, as it was
called earlier, just over a year ago. Some believe that we would be even closer to
the EC, some think that the agreement is good as it is, while others think that it
would be better if Sweden reduced its cooperation with the EC. Others again
have no definite opinion on the matter. What do you think about this issue?

Original variable values EU positive — EU negative variable
values:
0 The question is not applicable Missing

1 Sweden should be closer attached to | 0.25=Pro EU positive
the EC

3 The relationship between Sweden 0,50
and the EC is good as it is

5 Sweden should reduce its 0.75=Pro EU negative
cooperation with EC

7 Has no definite opinion on the 0.50

matter

8 Don't know/don't want to answer Missing

9 Data not available Missing
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v180
Which party did you vote for in the parliamentary election?

1980s

Early 1980s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, and UK.
Source: ZA1320: Eurobarometer 21 (Apr 1984) (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 21 (Apr 1984). Faits et Opinions, Paris.
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA1320 Data file Version

1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10878)

Original variable:
V189 Generally speaking, do you think [country’s] membership in the common
market is a good thing, a bad thing, or neither good or bad?

Original variable values EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

0 DK, No reply

1 Good thing 0.25=Pro EU positive

2 Neither good nor bad 0.50

3 Bad thing 0.75=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:
Party preference (not included in DIPAC data set): v235 If there were a general
election tomorrow which party would you support?

Case: Sweden.

Source: Swedish election study 1988 (Séren Holmberg, Mikael Gilljam,
Statistiska centralbyran. Goteborgs universitet, Statsvetenskapliga institutionen
(1991). Svensk valundersokning 1988. Svensk nationell datatjanst. VVersion

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/002512)

V128 Using one of the answers on this card, what is your opinion about the
following proposals: Apply for Swedish membership to the EC.

Original variable values EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

1 Very good proposal 0.00=Pro EU positive

2 Fairly good proposal 0.25

3 Neither good nor bad proposal 0.50

4 Fairly bad proposal 0.75

5 Very bad proposal 1.00=Pro EU negative

6 No data available Missing

8 Don’t know/do not want to answer | Missing

9 Missing Missing

Party preference (not included in DIPAC data set): v379 Which party did you vote
for in the parliamentary election?
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Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

e069 18 Please look at this card and tell me, for each item listed, how much
confidence you have in them, is it a great deal, quite a lot, not very much or none
at all? The European Union.

Original variable values: EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 A great deal 0.00=Pro EU positive

2 Quite a lot 0.25

3 Not very much 0.75

4 Not at all 1.00=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:
Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

1990s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

e069_18 Please look at this card and tell me, for each item listed, how much
confidence you have in them, is it a great deal, quite a lot, not very much or none
at all? The European Union.

Original variable values: EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

—5 Other missing Missing

99


http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.12253
http://dx.doi.org/10.4232/1.12253

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 A great deal 0.00=Pro EU positive
2 Quite a lot 0.25

3 Not very much 0.75

4 Not at all 1.00=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:
Year (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

Cases: Norway.
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentation\WWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)

Original variable:

e069 18 Please look at this card and tell me, for each item listed, how much
confidence you have in them, is it a great deal, quite a lot, not very much or none
at all? The European Union.

Original variable values: EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 A great deal 0.00=Pro EU positive

2 Quite a lot 0.25

3 Not very much 0.75

4 Not at all 1.00=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S002

Country: S003 (only Norway in Dipac study).
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

e069 18 Please look at this card and tell me, for each item listed, how much
confidence you have in them, is it a great deal, quite a lot, not very much or none
at all? The European Union.

Original variable values: EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 A great deal 0.00=Pro EU positive

2 Quite a lot 0.25

3 Not very much 0.75

4 Not at all 1.00=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:
Year (2008): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.
Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)
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Original variable:

V124 Please look at this card and tell me, for each item listed, how much
confidence you have in them, is it a great deal, quite a lot, not very much or none

at all? The European Union.

Original variable values: EU positive — EU negative variable
values:

-5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know 0.50

1 A great deal 0.00=Pro EU positive

2 Quite a lot 0.25

3 Not very much 0.75

4 Not at all 1.00=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:

Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174_cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First
Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann; Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;
Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12628).

Original variable:

Qpp6_2 For each of the following statements, please tell me to what extent it
corresponds or not to your attitude or opinion. You trust the institutions of the

EU.
Original variable values: EU positive — EU negative variable
values:
-9. DK 0.50
-8. Refusal Missing
-7. System missing Missing
1. Yes, totally 0.00=Pro EU positive
2. Yes, somewhat 0.25
3. No, not really 0.75
4. No, not at all 1.00=Pro EU negative

Other original variables:

Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): qpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

Objective GAL-TAN Index

The objective GAL-TAN index is calculated by the sum of available indicators of
sub-dimensions variable values (V) divided by the number (N) of available sub-
dimensions: Y’V of available sub-dimensions / N of available sub-dimensions. If
all six indicators of sub-dimensions are available, the objective GAL-TAN index
is calculated as follows: (civil liberties-law and order + environment-economic
growth + individual liberty-social authoritarianism + multiculturalism-national
unity + cosmopolitanism-nationalism + EU positive-EU negative) / 6.

Regarding the objective GAL-TAN index, DIPAC uses two data sets based on
citizen data. One data set uses country as unit of analysis, the other uses party as
unit of analysis. The data set with countries as the unit of analysis contains data
on the citizens’ mean value on the GAL-TAN dimension. The data set with party
as the unit of analysis contains information about the mean value of each party’s
voters on the economic GAL-TAN dimension. Table 5 presents variable names,
labels and values in this data set.

Table 5. Variable values for the objective GAL-TAN dimension.

Variable name Label Values
Party name Name of the party
Country Party system 1=Belgium
2=Denmark
3=France
4=Germany
5=Ireland
6=Netherlands
7=Norway
8=Sweden
9=United Kingdom
Party Party code 1-142
GTvoter_1970s GAL-TAN dimension |0=GAL, 1=TAN
among voters 1970s
GTvoter_1980sE GAL-TAN dimension  |0=GAL, 1=TAN
among voters early 1980s
GTvoter_1980sL GAL-TAN dimension |0=GAL, 1=TAN
among voters late 1980s
GTvoter_1990s GAL-TAN dimension  |0=GAL, 1=TAN
among voters 1990s
GTvoter_2000s GAL-TAN dimension  |0=GAL, 1=TAN
among voters 2000s
GTvoter_2010s GAL-TAN dimension |0=GAL, 1=TAN
among voters 2010s
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Subjective Left-Right scale

Table 6. Variable values for the subjective Left-Right scale.

Variable values
0 Left
1.00 Right
1970s
Early 1970s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, and UK.
Source: ZA0628: European Communities Study 1973 (Commission of the
European Communities (2011): European Communities Study 1973. GESIS Data
Archive, Cologne. ZA0628 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10853).

Original variable:
V100 In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would
you place your views on this scale?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 NA Missing

1 Left 0.00=Left
2 0.00=Left
3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00

10 Right 1.00

99 Refused Missing

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v102
[Generally speaking, do you feel closer to one of the [country’s] political
parties?] Which one?

Case: Sweden.

Sourse: Swedish Election Study 1973 (Olof Petersson, Bo Sérlvik, Statistiska
centralbyran. Géteborgs universitet, Statsvetenskapliga institutionen

(1984). Svensk valundersokning 1973. Svensk nationell datatjanst. Version
1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/002503)
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V171 [People usually think that the parties can arranged from left to right after
political attitude. This card has a kind of scale. | would like to ask you where you
think the party is You like best to have their place on the scale. If you think it is
far to the left you can choose a low figure. If you if it is far to the right you can
choose a high number.] Where do you think you want to place yourself on the

scale?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Far to the left 0.00=Left
1 0.00=Left
2 0.25

3 0.25

4 0.25

5 Neither to the left nor to the right 0.50

6 0.75

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00

10 Far to the right 1.00

999 Missing Missing

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v180
Which party did you vote for in the parliamentary election?

Late 1970s

Cases: France, Belgium, Netherlands, Germany, Denmark, Ireland, UK

Source: Eurobarometer 11, April 1979 (Commission of the European
Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 11 (Apr 1979). GESIS Data Archive,
Cologne. ZA1036 Data file Version 1.0.1, doi:10.4232/1.10866)

Original variable:

V115 In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would

ou place your views on this scale?

Original variable values

Subjective Left-Right variable values

0 Refused, Dk, NA

Missing

1 Left

0.00=Left

2

0.00=Left

0.25

0.25

0.50

0.50

0.75

0.75

1.00=Right

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
1

0 Right

1.00=Right

Other original variables:
Country: v8
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Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v119 If
there were a general election tomorrow which party would you support?

Case: Norway.
Source: Norwegian Election Survey 1977 (NSD0062, “Valgundersgkelsen

1977 ”. Data samlet av Statistisk sentralbyra, Oslo. Andre NSD utgave, Bergen
2010, https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

v168 There is much talk about radicalism and conservatism nowadays. | have a
scale. Let us assume that the those on the far left side on the radical side will have
the value 9, while those on the far right side on the conservative side will have the
vaule 1.

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Do not know Missing

1 Conservative 1.00=Right
2 1.00=Right
3 0.75

4 0.75

5 0.50

6 0.25

7 0.25

8 0.00=Left
9 Radical 0.00=Left

Other original variables:
Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v258
Which party or list did you vote for?

Case: Sweden.

Source: Swedish Election Study 1979 (Soren Holmberg, Statistiska centralbyran.
Goteborgs universitet, Statsvetenskapliga institutionen (1986). Svensk
valundersokning 1979. Svensk nationell datatjénst. Version

1.0. https://doi.org/10.5878/002509)
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v197 [People usually think that the parties can arranged from left to right after
political attitude. This card has a kind of scale. | would like to ask you where you
think the party is You like best to have their place on the scale. If you think it is
far to the left you can choose a low figure. If you if it is far to the right you can
choose a high number.] Where do you think you want to place yourself on the

scale?

Original variable values

Subjective Left-Right variable values

0 Far to the left

0.00=Left

1 0.00=Left
2 0.25

3 0.25

4 0.25

5 Neither to the left nor to the right 0.50

6 0.75

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00

10 Far to the right 1.00

88 Don’t know/refused Missing
96 NA Missing
99 Missing Missing

Other original variables:

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v207
Which party did you vote for in the parliamentary election?

1980s

Early 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands (no parties),

Norway, Sweden (no parties), and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file

Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:
e033 In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would
you place your views on this scale generally speaking?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Refused, Dk, NA Missing
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Left 0.00=Left
2 0.00=Left
3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=Right
10 Right 1.00=Right

Other original variables:
Year (1981): SO02EVS

Country: S003
Party preference: No data on party preference available

Late 1980s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:
e033 In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would
you place your views on this scale generally speaking?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Refused, Dk, NA Missing
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Left 0.00=Left
2 0.00=Left
3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=Right
10 Right 1.00=Right

Other original variables:
Year (1990): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

1990s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, and
UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:
€033 In political matters people talk of “the lefi” and “the right”. How would
you place your views on this scale generally speaking?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Refused, Dk, NA Missing
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Left 0.00=Left
2 0.00=Left
3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=Right
10 Right 1.00=Right

Other original variables:
Year (1999): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179 If
there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

Case: Norway:
Source: World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile

Version1981-2014 (Inglehart, R., C. Haerpfer, A. Moreno, C. Welzel, K.
Kizilova, J. Diez-Medrano, M. Lagos, P. Norris, E. Ponarin & B. Puranen et al.
(eds.). 2018. World Values Survey: All Rounds - Country-Pooled Datafile.
Verson:

http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp. Madrid: JD
Systems Institute.)
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Original variable:
e033 In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would
you place your views on this scale generally speaking?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Refused, Dk, NA Missing
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Left 0.00=Left
2 0.00=Left
3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=Right
10 Right 1.00=Right

Other original variables:
Year (1996): S002

Country: S003 (only Norway in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you give first
preference vote to?

2000s

Cases: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden, and UK.

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)
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Original variable:
e033 In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would
you place your views on this scale generally speaking?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Refused, Dk, NA Missing
—5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 Left 0.00=Left
2 0.00=Left
3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=Right
10 Right 1.00=Right

Other original variables:
Year (2008): SO02EVS

Country: S003

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): e179WVS
If there was a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?

2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.
Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)
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Original variable:

V102 In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would
you place your views on this scale generally speaking?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
0 Refused, Dk, NA Missing
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

-3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

1 The left 0.00=Left
2 0.00=Left
3 0.25

4 0.25

5 0.50

6 0.50

7 0.75

8 0.75

9 1.00=Right
10 The right 1.00=Right

Other original variables:
Country: cntry_y (only Denmark, France,
Sweden and UK used in DIPAC-study).

Germany, Netherlands, Norway,

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): v174_cs
Which (political) party appeals to you most?

Cases: Belgium and Ireland.

Source: ZA5160: European Parliament Election Study 2014, Voter Study, First

Post-Election Survey (Schmitt, Hermann;

Hobolt, Sara B.; Popa, Sebastian A.;

Teperoglou, Eftichia; European Parliament, Directorate-General for
Communication, Public Monitoring Unit (2016): European Parliament Election
Study 2014, Voter Study, First Post-Election Survey. GESIS Data Archive,

Cologne. ZA5160 Data file Version 4.0.0,

doi:10.4232/1.12628).
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Original variable:

gppl3 In political matters people talk of "the left" and "the right". What is your
position? Please use a scale from 0 to 10, where '0' means "left" and '10" means
"right". Which number best describes your position?

Original variable values Subjective Left-Right variable values
-9. DK Missing
-8. Refusal Missing
-7. System missing Missing
1.0 Left 0.00=Left
2.1 0.00=Left
3.2 0.25

4.3 0.25

5.4 0.25

6.5 0.50

7.6 0.75

8.7 0.75

9.8 0.75
10.9 1.00

11. 10 Right 1.00

Other original variables:

Country: countrycode (only Belgium and Ireland used in Dipac study).

Party preference (for DIPAC recoding of party codes, see appendix I): qpp6 And
if there were a general election tomorrow, which party would you vote for?
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Subjective Left-Right scale

Regarding the subjective Left-Right scale, DIPAC uses two data sets based on
citizen data. One data set uses country as unit of analysis, the other uses party as
unit of analysis. The data set with countries as the unit of analysis contains data
on the citizens' average value the subjective Left-Right scale. The data set with
party as the unit of analysis contains information about the mean value of each
party's voters on the subjective Left-Right scale. Table 7 presents variable names,
labels and values in this data set.

Table 7. Variable values for the subjective Left-Right scale.

Variable name Label Values
Party name Name of the party
Country Party system 1=Belgium
2=Denmark
3=France
4=Germany
5=Ireland
6=Netherlands
7=Norway
8=Sweden
9=United Kingdom
Party Party code 1-142
Subj_LRvote_1970sE Subjective Left- O=Left, 1=Right
Right scale among
voters early 1970s
Subj_LRvoter 1970sL Subjective Left- O=Left, 1=Right
Right scale among
voters late 1970s
Subj_LRvoter 1980sE Subjective Left- O=Left, 1=Right
Right scale among
voters 1980s
Subj_LRvoter_1980sL Subjective Left- O=Left, 1=Right
Right scale among
voters 1980s
Subj_LRvoter_1990s Subjective Left- O=Left, 1=Right
Right scale among
voters 1990s
Subj_LRvoter_2000s Subjective Left- O=Left, 1=Right
Right scale among
voters 2000s
Subj_LRvoter_2010s Subjective Left- O=Left, 1=Right

Right scale among
voters 2010s
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Party membership

Unit of analysis: country case.
Variable values: percent party members of population.

1970s

Cases: Denmark, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and UK.

Anders Widfeldt (1997). Linking parties with people? Party Membership in
Sweden 1960-1994. Goteborg: Goteborg university, p 102 (Sweden 1976, SCB),
p 109 (Denmark 1979, Germany 1972, Netherlands 1977, Norway 1977, UK
1974).

1980s-2010s
Cases: see Table 8.

Table 8. Cases using European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-
2008 on party membership. X marks use of data set.
Early 1980s | Late 1980s 1990s 2000s

Belgium
Denmark
France
Germany
Ireland
Netherlands
Norway
Sweden

UK

XXX [X| X[ X

XXX XX XXX ([ X
XXX XX XXX ([ X
XXX XX XXX ([ X

X
X

Source: ZA4804: European Values Study Longitudinal Data File 1981-2008
(EVS 1981-2008) (EVS (2015): European Values Study Longitudinal Data File
1981-2008 (EVS 1981-2008). GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA4804 Data file
Version 3.0.0, doi:10.4232/1.12253)

Original variable:

a068 Please look carefully at the following list of voluntary organisations and

activities and say if any you belong to? (1981: Which, if any, of the following do
ou belong to?)

Original variable values: Variable used in index
—5 Other missing Missing

—4 Question not asked Missing

—3 Not applicable Missing

—2 No answer Missing

—1 Don’t know Missing

0 Not mentioned 0 No party member

1 Mentioned 1 Party member
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1990s
Cases: Norway.

Source: Norwegian Election Survey 1997 (NSD0393, “Valgundersokelsen
1997”. Data from Statistics Norway are documented and prepared, third NSD

edition, Bergen 2009,

https://nsd.no/nsddata/serier/norske valgundersokelser.html).

Original variable:

v046 Are you at present a dues-paying member of any political party?

Original variable values: Variable used in index
1Yes 1 Party member
2 No 0 No party member
3 Don’t know Missing
2010s

Cases: Denmark, France, Germany, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden and UK.

Source: ZA7500: European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017)
(EVS (2019): European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset (EVS 2017).
GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA7500 Data file Version

2.0.0, d0i:10.4232/1.13314)

Original variable:

v12 Please look carefully at the following list of voluntary organisations and

activities and say if any you belong to?

Original variable values:

Variable used in index

—10 Mulitiple answers Mail Missing
—9 No follow-up Missing
—8 Follow-up no response Missing
—7 Matrix not applied Missing
—6 NA (survey break-off) Missing
-5 Other missing Missing
—4 Question not asked Missing
—3 Not applicable Missing
—2 No answer Missing
—1 Don’t know Missing
1 Mentioned 1 Party member

2 Not mentioned

0 No party member
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Validity control: correlations over time

As a basic control on the quality of our coding, we have checked the internal
correlation for the objective economic Left-Right and GAL-TAN dimensions as
well as the subjective Left-Right scale over time. Figure 1 presents the results.
We find that there are significant correlations between the positions of the party
mean voter between the two closest in time, immediately consecutive, measure
points for the objective economic Left-Right and GAL-TAN dimensions as well
as the subjective Left-Right scale. The correlation is somewhat higher for the
subjective Left-Right scale compare to the objective economic Left-Right and
GAL-TAN dimensions. The consistently high correlations for the economic Left-
Right and GAL-TAN dimensions as well as the Left-Right scale are an indication
that the coding captures similar ideological content at different points in time,
despite any changes in issue focus, manifest length and so on in the long time
period covered by the data. The sharp stronger correlations for the subjective
Left-Right dimension compared to the objective economic Left-Right and GAL-
TAN dimensions may indicate the benefit of relatively consistent measurement of
the subjective Left-Right scale.

Figure 1. Correlations between the closest consecutive year of the same party
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Appendix |

Table 9. Notification for small n in DIPAC citizen data set (Excell-file).

n>29

19<n<30

9<n<19

n<10
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Table 10. DIPAC recoding of party codes.

Country: party system Party:| Norway | Sweden Sweden | Germany | Political Norway Sweden Sweden | EES 1979
Party_name: Name of the party party NES NES 1973 | NES 1976 | NES 1976 | action— An | NES 1977 | Swedish | NES 1979

code |1972/1973 eight nation opinion 1979

study 1976

Belgium
Christelijke Volkspartij (CVP), Christen- 1001 61
Democratisch en Vlaams (CD&V)
Partij voor Vrijheid en Vooruitgang (PVV), Vlaamse| 1002 41
Liberalen en Democraten (VLD), Open Vlaamse
Liberalen en Democraten (Open VLD)
Belgische Socialistische Partij (BSP, Socialistische | 1003 21
Partij (SP), Sociaal Progressief
Alternatief/Socialisten en Progressieven
Anders/Socialistische Partij Anders (SP.a)
Vlaamse Volkspartij (VVP), Vlaams Blok (VB), 1004 54
Vlaams Belang (VB)
Volksunie (VU), (VU&iD) Nieuw-VIaamse Alliantie| 1005 50
(N-VA)
Waardig Ouder Worden (WOW) 1006
Front Démocratique des Francophones/ Fédéralistes | 1007 52
Démocrates Francophones (FDF), Démocrate,
Fédéraliste, Indépendant (DéFI)
Partij van de Arbeid van Belgié-Parti du Travail de | 1008
Belgique (PVDA-PTB) (PVDS — AE), (PVDA+)
(PTB-GO!)
Vivant 1009
Party for a New Politics in Belgium (PNPb) 1010
Parti Socialiste belge (PSB), Parti Socialiste (PS) 1011 20
Parti Social Chrétien (PSC), Centre démocrate 1012 60
humaniste (cdH)
PLP, PRL, PRL — FDF — MCC fédération, 1013 40, 54
Moverment Réformateur (MR)
Ecologistes Confédérés pour 1’Organisation de 1014
Luttes Originales (Ecolo)
Front National 1015
Agir 1016
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Country: party system Party:| Norway | Sweden Sweden | Germany | Political Norway Sweden Sweden | EES 1979
Party_name: Name of the party party NES NES 1973 | NES 1976 | NES 1976 | action— An | NES 1977 | Swedish | NES 1979

code |1972/1973 eight nation opinion 1979

study 1976

Rassemblement wallon (RW) 1017 51
Agalev, Groen! 1018
Lijst Dedecker 1019
Sociaal Liberale Partij - SLP 1020
Libéral Démocrate - LiDé 1021
Parti populaire (PP) 1022
Kommunistische Partij van Belgié-arti Communiste | 1023 10
de Belgique (KPB-PCB)
Denmark
Socialdemokraterne (A) 2001 20
Det Radikale Venstre (B) 2002 41
Det Konservative Folkeparti (C) 2003 60
Socialistisk Folkeparti (F) 2004 15
Dansk Folkeparti (O) 2005
Fremskridtspartiet (Z) 2006 80
Nye Borgerlige (D) 2007
Venstre, Danmarks Liberale Parti (B) 2008 70
Liberal Alliance (1) 2009
Venstresocialisterne (VS), Enhedslisten — De Rgd- | 2010 5
Grgnne (D)
Alternativet (A) 2011
De Grgnne (MDG) 2012
Kristendemokraterne (K) 2013 61
Retsforbundet (E) 2014 51
Centrumdemokraterna (M) 2015 40
Danmarks Kommunistiske Parti (DKP) 2016 10
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Country: party system Party:| Norway | Sweden Sweden | Germany | Political Norway Sweden Sweden | EES 1979
Party_name: Name of the party party NES NES 1973 | NES 1976 | NES 1976 | action— An | NES 1977 | Swedish | NES 1979

code |1972/1973 eight nation opinion 1979

study 1976

France
Extre-gauche (PSU) 3001 5
Parti Communiste Francais (PCF) 3002 10
La France Insoumise 3003
Parti Socialiste (PS) 3004 20
Mouvement des Radiaux de Gauche(MRG) 3005 30
Centre des Democrates Sociaux (SDS), Nouveau 3006
Centre (C), Les Centristes (LC), Union of Democrats
and Independents (UDI)
Ecologists (Movement Ecologique) 1999- Les 3007 50
Vertes, Europe Ecologie Les Verts (ELVV)
Other green parties/Autres Ecologists 3008
Ressemblement pour la Republigue (RPR), Union 3009 60
pour un mouvement populaire (UMP), Les
Republicains (LR)
Union pour la Democratie Francaise (UDF), 3010 40, 42, 70
Mouvement démocrate (MoDem)
Front National 3011
Democratice Liberale 3012
Chasse, péche, nature et traditions (CPNT) 3013
Mouvement pour la France (MPF) 3014
Debout la République (DLR), Debout la France 3015
(DLF)
La République En Marche! (LaREM) 3016
Agir, la droite constructive 3017
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Country: party system Party:| Norway Sweden | Sweden | Germany | Political Norway Sweden Sweden | EES 1979
Party_name: Name of the party party NES NES 1973 | NES 1976 | NES 1976 | action — An | NES 1977 | Swedish | NES 1979

code | 1972/1973 eight nation opinion 1979

study 1976

Germany
Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutchlands (SPD) 4001 1 1 20
Freie Demokratische Partei (FDP) 4002 3 3 40
Die Griinen/Buendnis 90 4003
Christlich-Demokratische Union/Christlich-Soziale | 4004 2 2 60
Union (CDU/CSU)
National Democratic Party (NDP) 4005 4 4 80
Die Republikaner 4006
Partei des Demokratischen Sozialismus (PDS), Die | 4007
Linke
Alternative fur Deutschland (AfD) 4008
Ireland
Labour Party 5001 20
Fine Gael (Irish Family) 5002 30
Fianna Fail (Soldiers of Destiny) 5003 60
Sinn Fein (ourselves alone) 5004
Progressive Democrats 5005
Green Party 5006
Workers Party 5007
Socialist Party 5008

126 (136)




Country: party system Party:| Norway | Sweden Sweden | Germany | Political Norway Sweden Sweden | EES 1979
Party_name: Name of the party party NES NES 1973 | NES 1976 | NES 1976 | action— An | NES 1977 | Swedish | NES 1979

code |1972/1973 eight nation opinion 1979

study 1976

Netherlands
Communistische Partij Nederland (CPN) 6001 7 10
Pacifistisch Socialistische Partij (PSP) 6002 13 15
Politieke Partij Radikalen (PPR) 6003 6 16
Partij van de Arbeid (PvdA) 6004 1 20
Democraten ‘66 (D'66) 6005 8 22
Democratisch Socialisten '70 (DS'70) 6006 9 40
Christen-Democratisch Appél (CDA) 6007 2,4,5,39 63
Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en Democratie (VVD) 6008 3 70
Boerenpartij (BP) 6009 12 80
Staatkundig Gereformeerde Partij (SGP) 6010 10 81
Gereformeerd Politiek Verbond (GPV), 6011 11 82
ChristenUnie (CU) (GPV+RPF after 2000)
Reformatorische Politieke Federatie (RPF) 6012
Rooms-Katholieke Partij Nederland (RKPN) 6013 14
Groen Links 6014
Socialistische Partij 6015
Centrumpartij 6016
Centrumdemocraten 6017
De Groenen 6018
Partij voor de Vrijheid (PVV) 6019
Partij voor de Dieren (PvdD) 6020
Group Verdonk 6021
50Plus 6022
Denk 6023
Forum voor Democratie (FvD) 6024
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Country: party system Party:| Norway | Sweden Sweden | Germany | Political Norway Sweden Sweden | EES 1979
Party_name: Name of the party party NES NES 1973 | NES 1976 | NES 1976 | action— An | NES 1977 | Swedish | NES 1979
code |1972/1973 eight nation opinion 1979
study 1976
Norway
Det norske Arbeiderparti (DNA), 7001 1 10
Arbeiderpartiet (Ap)
Det Nye/Liberale Folkepartiet (DNF/DLF) 7002 2 11
Hoyre (H) 7003 3 13
Kristeligt Folkeparti (KrF) 7004 4 14
Norges Kommunistiske Parti (NKP) (NKP) 7005 7 15
Red Valgallianse (RV), Radt 7006 26
Senterpartiet (SP) 7007 5 17
Socialstisk Venstre (SV) 7008 8 18
Venstre 7009 6 19
Anders Langes Parti, Fremskrittspartiet (FrP) 7010 22 12
Miljgpartiet De Grgnne (MDG) 7011
Kystpartiet 7012
Pensjonistpartiet 7013
Sweden
Vansterpartiet kommunisterna (VPK), Vansterpartiet| 8014 11 11 6 11
V)
Socialdemokratiska arbetarepartiet, 8015 22 22 5 22
Socialdemokraterna (S)
Centerpartiet (C) 8016 33 33 3 33
Folkpartiet, Folkpartiet liberalerna (FP), Liberalerna | 8017 44 44 2 44
(L)
Moderata samlingspartiet, Moderaterna (M) 8018 55 55 1 55
Kristen demokratisk samling, Kristdemokratiska 8019 66 66 66
samhdllspartiet (KDS), Kristdemokraterna (KD)
Miljopartiet, Miljopartiet de grona (MP) 8020
Ny demokrati (NYD) 8021
Sverigedemokraterna (SD) 8022
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Country: party system Party:| Norway | Sweden Sweden | Germany | Political Norway Sweden Sweden | EES 1979
Party_name: Name of the party party NES NES 1973 | NES 1976 | NES 1976 | action— An | NES 1977 | Swedish | NES 1979

code |1972/1973 eight nation opinion 1979

study 1976

United Kingdom, UK
Labour Party 9001 2 20
Liberal Party, Social Democratic Party, LP/SDP 9002 3 40
Alliance, Liberal Democrats (LD)
SNP (also if "Nationalists" (Scottish, Welsh)) 9003 5 50
Conservative Party 9004 1 60
Green Party 9005
Plaid Cumry 9006 4
UK Independence Party (UKIP) 9007
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Country: party system Party:| Sweden |EVS1990| WVS |EVS1999| Denmark |EVS 2008 | ISSP 2013 | EES 2014 | EVS 2017
Party_name: Name of the party party | NES 1988 1996/1997 EVS 1999

code
Belgium
Christelijke Volkspartij (CVP), Christen- 1001 56002 56002 56028 1 1056521
Democratisch en VIaams (CD&V)
Partij voor Vrijheid en VVooruitgang (PVV), Vlaamse | 1002 56018 56003 56029 5 1056421
Liberalen en Democraten (VLD), Open Vlaamse
Liberalen en Democraten (Open VLD)
Belgische Socialistische Partij (BSP, Socialistische | 1003 56004 56004 56030 6 1056327
Partij (SP), Sociaal Progressief
Alternatief/Socialisten en Progressieven
Anders/Socialistische Partij Anders (SP.a)
Vlaamse Volkspartij (VVP), Vlaams Blok (VB), 1004 56005 56005 56031 7 1056711
Vlaams Belang (VB)
Volksunie (VU), (VU&iID) Nieuw-Vlaamse Alliantie| 1005 56006 56006 56034 4 1056913
(N-VA)
Waardig Ouder Worden (WOW) 1006 56007
Front Démocratique des Francophones/ Fédéralistes | 1007
Démocrates Francophones (FDF), Démocrate,
Fédéraliste, Indépendant (DéFI)
Partij van de Arbeid van Belgié-Parti du Travail de | 1008 56008, 56038 1056325,
Belgique (PVDA-PTB) (PVDS — AE), (PVDA+) 56017 1056335
(PTB-GO!)
Vivant 1009 56009
Party for a New Politics in Belgium (PNPb) 1010 56010
Parti Socialiste belge (PSB), Parti Socialiste (PS) 1011 56011 56011 56011 10 1056327
Parti Social Chrétien (PSC), Centre démocrate 1012 56012 56012 56037 9 1056522
humaniste (cdH)
PLP, PRL, PRL — FDF — MCC fédération, 1013 56013 56013 56036 11 1056427
Moverment Réformateur (MR)
Ecologistes Confédérés pour 1’Organisation de 1014 56014 56014 56014 8 1056111
Luttes Originales (Ecolo)
Front National 1015 56015 56015 1056710
Agir 1016 56016 56016
Rassemblement wallon (RW) 1017 56019
Agalev, Groen! 1018 56001 56001 56032 1 1056112
Lijst Dedecker 1019 56033 3
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Country: party system Party:| Sweden |EVS1990| WVS |EVS1999| Denmark |EVS 2008 | ISSP 2013 | EES 2014 | EVS 2017
Party_name: Name of the party party | NES 1988 1996/1997 EVS 1999

code
Sociaal Liberale Partij - SLP 1020 56035
Libéral Démocrate - LiDé 1021 56039
Parti populaire (PP) 1022 12 1056601
Kommunistische Partij van Belgié-arti Communiste | 1023
de Belgique (KPB-PCB)
Denmark
Socialdemokraterne (A) 2001 208001 208001 208001 208001 208001
Det Radikale Venstre (B) 2002 208002 208002 208002 208002 208002
Det Konservative Folkeparti (C) 2003 208003 208003 208003 208003 208003
Socialistisk Folkeparti (F) 2004 208005 208005 208005 208005 208004
Dansk Folkeparti (O) 2005 208006 208006 208006 208006 208005
Fremskridtspartiet (Z) 2006 208009 208009 208009
Nye Borgerlige (D) 2007 208006
Venstre, Danmarks Liberale Parti (B) 2008 208008 208008 208008 208008 208007
Liberal Alliance (1) 2009 208024 202024 208008
Venstresocialisterne (VS), Enhedslisten — De Rgd- | 2010 208017, 208010 208010 208010 208009
Grgnne (D) 208016
Alternativet (A) 2011 208010
De Grgnne (MDG) 2012 208012
Kristendemokraterne (K) 2013 208007 208007 208007 208023
Retsforbundet (E) 2014 208011
Centrumdemokraterna (M) 2015 208004 208004 208004
Danmarks Kommunistiske Parti (DKP) 2016 208015
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Country: party system Party:| Sweden |EVS1990| WVS |EVS1999| Denmark |EVS 2008 | ISSP 2013 | EES 2014 | EVS 2017
Party_name: Name of the party party | NES 1988 1996/1997 EVS 1999
code
France
Extre-gauche (PSU) 3001 250001 250001 250019 25001
Parti Communiste Francais (PCF) 3002 250002 250002 250002 25003
La France Insoumise 3003 25002
Parti Socialiste (PS) 3004 250003 250003 250003 25004
Mouvement des Radiaux de Gauche(MRG) 3005 250011 250020 25005
Centre des Democrates Sociaux (SDS), Nouveau 3006 250022 25010
Centre (C), Les Centristes (LC), Union of Democrats
and Independents (UDI)
Ecologists (Movement Ecologique) 1999- Les 3007 250018 250006 250006 25006
Vertes, Europe Ecologie Les Verts (ELVV)
Other green parties/Autres Ecologists 3008 250007
Ressemblement pour la Republique (RPR), Union 3009 250008 250008 250024 25012
pour un mouvement populaire (UMP), Les
Republicains (LR)
Union pour la Democratie Francaise (UDF), 3010 250004, 250004 250021 25009
Mouvement démocrate (MoDem) 250012,
250013

Front National 3011 250014 2500009, 250026 25014

250010
Democratice Liberale 3012 250005
Chasse, péche, nature et traditions (CPNT) 3013 250023
Mouvement pour la France (MPF) 3014 250025
Debout la République (DLR), Debout la France 3015 25013
(DLF)
La République En Marche! (LaREM) 3016 25008
Agir, la droite constructive 3017 25011
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Country: party system Party:| Sweden |EVS1990| WVS |EVS1999| Denmark |EVS 2008 | ISSP 2013 | EES 2014 | EVS2017
Party_name: Name of the party party | NES 1988 1996/1997 EVS 1999

code
Germany
Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutchlands (SPD) 4001 276002 276002 276002 276002 27602
Freie Demokratische Partei (FDP) 4002 276003 276003 276003 276003 27603
Die Griinen/Buendnis 90 4003 276004 276030 276004 276004 27604
Christlich-Demokratische Union/Christlich-Soziale | 4004 276001 276001 276001 276001 27601
Union (CDU/CSU)
National Democratic Party (NDP) 4005 276027
Die Republikaner 4006 276011 276011 276011 276011
Partei des Demokratischen Sozialismus (PDS), Die | 4007 276005 276005 276005 276005 27605
Linke
Alternative fir Deutschland (AfD) 4008 27606
Ireland
Labour Party 5001 372003 372003 372003 2 1372320
Fine Gael (Irish Family) 5002 372002 372002 372002 1 1372520
Fianna Fail (Soldiers of Destiny) 5003 372001 372001 372001 3 1372620
Sinn Fein (ourselves alone) 5004 372005 372005 372005 4 1372951
Progressive Democrats 5005 372004 372004 372004
Green Party 5006 372006 372006 372006 8 1372110
Workers Party 5007 372008
Socialist Party 5008 372009 5 1372220
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Country: party system Party:| Sweden |EVS1990| WVS |EVS1999| Denmark |EVS 2008 | ISSP 2013 | EES 2014 | EVS 2017
Party_name: Name of the party party | NES 1988 1996/1997 EVS 1999

code
Netherlands
Communistische Partij Nederland (CPN) 6001
Pacifistisch Socialistische Partij (PSP) 6002
Politieke Partij Radikalen (PPR) 6003
Partij van de Arbeid (PvdA) 6004 528001 528001 528001 52807
Democraten ‘66 (D'66) 6005 528004 528004 528004 52804
Democratisch Socialisten '70 (DS'70) 6006
Christen-Democratisch Appél (CDA) 6007 528002 528002 528002 52803
Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en Democratie (VVD) 6008 528003 528003 528003 52801
Boerenpartij (BP) 6009
Staatkundig Gereformeerde Partij (SGP) 6010 528006 528006 528006 52811
Gereformeerd Politiek Verbond (GPV), 6011 528007 528007 528014 52808
ChristenUnie (CU)
Reformatorische Politieke Federatie (RPF) 6012 528008 528008
Rooms-Katholieke Partij Nederland (RKPN) 6013
Groen Links 6014 528005 528005 528005 52805
Socialistische Partij 6015 528009 528009 528009 52806
Centrumpartij 6016 528011
Centrumdemocraten 6017 528012
De Groenen 6018 528010
Partij voor de Vrijheid (PVV) 6019 528013 52802
Partij voor de Dieren (PvdD) 6020 528015 52809
Group Verdonk 6021 528016
50Plus 6022 52810
Denk 6023 52812
Forum voor Democratie (FvD) 6024 52813
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Country: party system Party:| Sweden |EVS1990| WVS |EVS1999| Denmark |EVS 2008 | ISSP 2013 | EES 2014 | EVS 2017
Party_name: Name of the party party | NES 1988 1996/1997 EVS 1999

code
Norway
Det norske Arbeiderparti (DNA), 7001 578001 578001 578001 57801
Arbeiderpartiet (Ap)
Det Nye/Liberale Folkepartiet (DNF/DLF) 7002
Hoyre (H) 7003 578003 578003 578003 57804
Kristeligt Folkeparti (KrF) 7004 578004 578027 578004 57805
Norges Kommunistiske Parti (NKP) (NKP) 7005
Rgd Valgallianse (RV), Rgdt 7006 578010 578025 57810
Senterpartiet (SP) 7007 578007 578007 578007 57811
Socialstisk Venstre (SV) 7008 578008 578008 578008 57812
Venstre 7009 578009 578009 578009 57813
Anders Langes Parti, Fremskrittspartiet (FrP) 7010 578002 578002 578002 57803
Miljgpartiet De Grgnne (MDG) 7011 57807
Kystpartiet 7012 57806
Pensjonistpartiet 7013 57809
Sweden
Vansterpartiet kommunisterna (VPK), Vénsterpartiet| 8014 1 752007 752007 752007 752007 75206
V)
Socialdemokratiska arbetarepartiet, 8015 2 752006 752006 752006 752006 75201
Socialdemokraterna (S)
Centerpartiet (C) 8016 3 752001 752001 752001 752001 75204
Folkpartiet, Folkpartiet liberalerna (FP), Liberalerna | 8017 4 752002 752002 752002 752002 75205
(L)
Moderata samlingspartiet, Moderaterna (M) 8018 5 752005 752005 752005 752005 75202
Kristen demokratisk samling, Kristdemokratiska 8019 6 752003 752003 752003 752003 75208
samhdllspartiet (KDS), Kristdemokraterna (KD)
Miljopartiet, Miljopartiet de grona (MP) 8020 7 752004 752004 752004 752004 75207
Ny demokrati (NYD) 8021
Sverigedemokraterna (SD) 8022 75203
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Country: party system Party:| Sweden |EVS1990| WVS |EVS1999| Denmark |EVS 2008 | ISSP 2013 | EES 2014 | EVS 2017
Party_name: Name of the party party | NES 1988 1996/1997 EVS 1999

code
United Kingdom, UK
Labour Party 9001 826002 826002 826002 82602
Liberal Party, Social Democratic Party, LP/SDP 9002 826003, 826003 826003 82603
Alliance, Liberal Democrats (LD) 826004
SNP (also if "Nationalists" (Scottish, Welsh)) 9003 826010 826006 826015 82604
Conservative Party 9004 826001 826001 826001 82601
Green Party 9005 826009 826009 826009 82606
Plaid Cumry 9006 826005 826005 82605
UK Independence Party (UKIP) 9007 826008 826008 82607
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