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A socio-demographic analysis shows the following: 

§ Respondents aged 55 and over are the most likely to believe that priority should be given to 
‘fight illegal immigration’ (48% vs. 36% among 15-24 year olds) and ‘impose strict limits 
on the arrival of new people’ (25% vs. 17%). On the contrary, respondents aged 15-24 
years old are more likely to mention ‘help to integrate migrants in the countries which 
are hosting them’ (31% vs. 23% for those aged 55 and over) and ‘welcome all people who 
need to come into Europe’ (15% vs. 8%); 

§ Respondents who completed education aged 20 and over are more likely to cite ‘develop a 
real common asylum policy’ (35%, for 18% among those who completed education aged 
15 or before), ‘reinforce collaboration between EU countries in managing migration’ 
(42% vs. 28%) and ‘help to integrate migrants in the countries which are hosting them’ 
(32% vs. 20%). On the contrary, those who completed education aged 15 or before are the 
most likely to mention ‘fight illegal immigration’ (54% vs. 37%); 

§ Managers are more likely to consider that to ‘improve the situation in the countries where 
migrants come from’ is a priority (53% vs. 41% among manual workers), as well as to 
‘develop a real common asylum policy’ (37% vs. 25%) and to ‘reinforce collaboration 
between EU countries’ (44% vs. 32%); 

§ Respondents who have never or almost never difficulties paying bills are more likely to see 
improving ‘the situation in the countries where migrants come from’ as a priority (48% 
vs. 36% among those who have most of the time such difficulties); 

§ Respondents who place themselves in the upper class are much more likely to mention 
‘improve the situation in the countries where migrants come from’ is a priority (55% 
vs. 41% of the working class), ‘develop a real common asylum policy’ (36% vs. 19%) and 
‘reinforce collaboration between EU countries’ (41% vs. 26%), and less likely to cite 
‘reinforce controls at European Union borders to make sure people arriving do not 
represent a threat’ (23% vs. 33%). 

§ Those who have a positive image of the EU are more likely than those who have a negative 
image to think ‘reinforce collaboration between EU countries in managing migration’ 
(40% vs. 25%), ‘develop a real common asylum policy’ (34% vs. 19%) and ‘help to 
integrate migrants in the countries which are hosting them’ (32% vs. 18%). The reverse 
is true for ‘fight illegal immigration’ (54% of those who have a negative image of the EU 
vs. 39% of those who have a positive image) and ‘impose strict limits on the arrival of 
new people’ (37% vs. 18%). 
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2 Environment 

To protect the environment, Europeans would give priority to preserving natural 
resources, further developing renewable energies and increasing recycling and waste 

sorting in Europe 

In order to determine Europeans’ priorities regarding the protection of the environment, respondents 
were asked to choose up to three values from a list of nine49:  

§ Slightly more than four in ten respondents believe that one of the European priorities to protect 
the environment should be to preserve natural resources (41%); 

§ Around four in ten consider that the European Union should give priority to further developing 
renewable energies (39%) and to increasing recycling and waste sorting (38%); 

§ One third of the respondents mention reduce food waste (33%) and nearly three in ten 
believe that priority should be given to setting stricter environmental norms for industry 
and to reducing energy consumption (both 28%); 

§ Around a quarter would give priority to investing in more environmentally-friendly forms 
of transport (public transport, bicycles, etc.) and to protecting biodiversity (e.g. protecting 
endangered species) (both 23%); 

§ Finally, over one in ten respondents mention deal with technological and electronic waste 
(e.g. mobile phones) (14%). 

 

	  

																																																								
49 QA4. From the following list, what should be given priority in Europe to protect the environment? (MAX. 3 ANSWERS) 
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A country analysis shows that the four most frequently-mentioned priorities at European level are 
the ones that also rank highest in each of the 28 EU Member States, although in a slightly different 
order. 

In third position at EU level, ‘increase recycling and waste sorting’ is the most frequently-
mentioned answer in nine countries, with the highest proportions observed in Finland (57%), Lithuania 
and Cyprus (both 56%). Respondents in Austria (30%), Portugal (31%) and France (33%) are the least 
likely to mention this. 

In seven EU Member States, most respondents say ‘preserve natural resources’ should be given 
priority to protect the environment. The highest scores can be found among respondents in Portugal 
(58%), Latvia (54%) and Czechia (53%), and the lowest in Sweden (21%), the Netherlands (23%) and 
Belgium (30%). 

‘Further develop renewable energies’ is the most-frequently cited in six EU Member States. 
Respondents in Sweden (62%), Denmark (52%), Finland and the Netherlands (both 50%) are the most 
likely to mention this, while those in Bulgaria (21%), Romania (23%) and Latvia (24%) are the least 
likely to do so. 

‘Increase recycling and waste sorting’ and ‘preserve natural resources’ share first place in 
Slovenia (46% for both priorities). Moreover, ‘preserve natural resources’ and ‘further develop 
renewable energies’ come in joint first position in Spain (44% for both items), Germany (42%) and 
Luxembourg (37%). 

‘Reduce food waste’ ranks highest among environmental priorities in two EU Member States: Austria 
and Poland (both 41%). It is also mentioned by more than four in ten respondents in Portugal (43%) 
and Estonia (41%); at the other end of the scale, less than a quarter say reducing food waste should 
be given priority in Bulgaria (21%), Sweden, Spain and Cyprus (all 23%) and Greece (24%). 

Lastly, ‘set stricter environmental norms for industry’ ranks highest in the Netherlands (46%) 
and Sweden (40%), and lowest in Malta (15%) and Slovenia (19%). 

 

QA4 From the following list, what should be given priority in Europe to protect the environment?
(MAX. 3 ANSWERS)
(% - THE MOST MENTIONED ANSWER BY COUNTRY)

58
54 53

49 47 46 46 44 44 42 41
37

44 42
37

62

52 50
46 46 4446

57 56 56
51

48 47
42 42

37
41 41

PT LV CZ BG FR SI HR ES IT DE EU28 LU SE DK NL EL HU BE FI CY LT SK UK EE IE MT RO AT PL

Preserve natural resources Further develop renewable energies Increase recycling and waste sorting Reduce food waste
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A socio-demographic analysis highlights the following: 

§ To protect the environment in Europe, women are more likely to say that priority should be 
given to reducing food waste (36% vs. 30% of men); 

§ 15-24 year olds are more likely to mention ‘further develop renewable energies’, 
particularly compared to those aged 55 and over (42% vs. 36%); 

§ Respondents who completed education aged 20 and over are more likely to cite ‘further 
develop renewable energies’ (44% vs. 32% among those who completed education aged 
15 or before) and ‘protect biodiversity (e.g. protecting endangered species)’ (26% vs. 18%). 
Those who completed education aged 15 or before are more likely to mention ‘reduce food 
waste’ (38% vs. 29% of those who completed education aged 20 or more); 

§ A higher proportion of managers also mention ‘further develop renewable energies’ (48% 
vs. 38% among manual workers); 

§ Finally, respondents who place themselves in the upper class are much more likely to cite 
‘further develop renewable energies’ (49% vs. 34% of the working class) and ‘invest in 
more environmentally-friendly forms of transport (public transport, bicycles, etc.)’ (34% 
vs. 20%). 
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3 Security and defence 

Two thirds of Europeans think that combatting terrorism and radicalisation should be the 
priority for the European Union to make life safer for its citizens 

Using a list of four priorities for the European Union, respondents were asked to choose up to two 
that would make life safer for EU citizens50:  

§ ‘Combatting terrorism and radicalisation’ is by far the main priority identified by 
respondents: a third mention it (66%); 

§ Around four in ten respondents consider that ‘better control of external borders’ (39%) 
would make their life safer, slightly ahead of ‘more cooperation between countries in 
defence policy’ (37%); 

§ Lastly, around three in ten respondents mention ‘tackling cyber crime’ (31%). 

 
 

A country analysis shows that ‘combatting terrorism and radicalisation’ is the most frequently-
mentioned priority in order to make life safer for EU citizens in 25 EU Member States and is mentioned 
by over half of respondents in 24 EU Member States, with its highest scores in Finland (80%), Sweden 
(78%), Belgium, France and the Netherlands (all 74%), and its lowest in Greece (46%), Romania 
(47%), Estonia and Slovenia (both 50%). 

‘Better control of external borders’ is the main priority in three countries: Greece (69%), Slovakia 
(57%) and Austria (56%). It is also cited by more than half in other six countries, most notably in 
Czechia (59%) and Bulgaria (58%). At the other end of the scale, the lowest proportions can be 
observed in the Netherlands (18%), Sweden (20%) and the UK (27%). 

																																																								
50 QA5. What should be the priorities for the European Union to make life safer for its citizens? (MAX. 2 ANSWERS) 
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The highest proportions mentioning ‘more cooperation between countries in defence policy’ can 
be found in Cyprus (51%), Lithuania (50%) and Greece (48%), and its lowest in Slovakia (25%), 
Czechia (28%), Denmark and Ireland (both 29%). 

Respondents in the Netherlands (60%), Denmark (57%) and Ireland (46%) are most likely to mention 
‘tackling cyber crime’, with much higher proportions than the ones observed in Malta (13%), 
Bulgaria (15%) and Portugal (16%). 

 

 

QA5 What should be the priorities for the European Union to make life safer for its citizens? (MAX. 2 ANSWERS)
(% - THE MOST MENTIONED ANSWER BY COUNTRY)
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FI SE BE FR NL DE CZ LU PT UK DK HR EU28 IE ES PL MT BG IT CY HU LT LV EE SI RO EL SK AT

Combatting terrorism and radicalisation Better control of external borders
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A socio-demographic analysis highlights the following: 

§ ‘Combatting terrorism and radicalisation’ comes first in all socio-demographic categories; 

§ House persons (45%), respondents who completed education aged 15 or before (48%) and 
those who have most of the time (50%) and from time to time (45%) difficulties paying bills 
are the most likely to mention ‘better control of external borders’; 

§ Respondents who place themselves in the upper class are much more likely to cite ‘more 
cooperation between countries in defence policy’ (53% vs. 35% of the working class); 

§ Lastly, 15-24 year olds (37%), 
respondents who completed 
education aged 20 and over 
(37%), managers and students 
(both 40%) and respondents 
placing themselves in the 
upper middle class (39%) are 
the most likely to mention 
‘tackling cyber crime’. 
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4 Economic security 

Europeans consider that fighting corruption and providing jobs for everyone are the best 
strategies to provide European citizens with economic security 

In order to determine the expectations of Europeans in terms of economic security, respondents were 
requested to choose up to two strategies from a list of seven51: 

§ Nearly four in ten respondents believe that what should be done to provide European citizens 
with economic security is to ‘fight corruption’ (39%), slightly before to ‘provide jobs for 
everyone’ (37%); 

§ Around a third of respondents also consider that it would be good to ‘stimulate economic 
growth’ (32%); 

§ At least a fifth of respondents think that guaranteeing a fair level of state pensions (23%) 
and harmonising social rights (20%) would provide European citizens with economic 
security; 

§ The two last items are mentioned by less than a fifth of respondents: 18% cite ‘create a 
universal basic income’ and 16% ‘increase welfare benefits for those with financial 
difficulties’. 

 
 

	  

																																																								
51 QA7. What do you think should be done to provide European citizens with economic security? (MAX. 2 ANSWERS) 
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The country analysis reveals that the four most frequently-mentioned strategies at European level 
are the ones that also rank highest in each of the 28 EU Member States. 

In 14 EU Member States, respondents are most likely to say that fighting corruption would provide 
citizens with economic security. The highest proportions mentioning this measure can be observed in 
Spain (55%), Portugal (54%) and Denmark (53%), and the lowest in Austria (24%), Estonia (29%), 
Ireland and France (both 30%). 

‘Provide jobs for everyone’ is the most frequently-mentioned in nine EU Member States, with the 
highest proportions in Greece (56%), Cyprus (50%), Slovenia and Croatia (both 47%). At the other end 
of the scale, respondents in Belgium (23%), Czechia (24%) and Sweden (25%) are the least likely to 
mention this. 

‘Fight corruption’ and ‘provide jobs for everyone’ share the first place in the Netherlands (42% for 
both items). 

‘Stimulate economic growth’ ranks highest in two EU Member States: Lithuania (47%) and Italy 
(45%). Respondents in Malta (20%), Germany (21%) and Denmark (23%) are the least likely to 
mention this. 

‘Fight corruption’, ‘provide jobs for everyone’ and ‘stimulate economic growth’ are equal in first 
position in Bulgaria (37%). 

Lastly, to ‘guarantee a fair level of state pensions’ is ranked first in Estonia (38%). Relatively 
high proportions mentioning this can also be found in Austria, Czechia and Latvia (all 33%), while the 
lowest are in Denmark (11%), Croatia (15%), Portugal and Greece (both 16%). 

No other strategy to provide European citizens with economic security is mentioned by more than 
three in ten respondents in any country. 

 

 

QA7 What do you think should be done to provide European citizens with economic security? (MAX. 2 ANSWERS)
(% - THE MOST MENTIONED ANSWER BY COUNTRY)
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ES PT DK MT SE LV CZ LU NL SK DE FI RO EU28 BE BG UK EL CY SI HR IE AT HU PL FR LT IT EE

Fight corruption Provide jobs for everyone Stimulate economic growth Guarantee a fair level of state pensions



 

 

236 

  
Future of Europe 
 
 
October - November 2018 

 
 
 
 
 
Report 

 
Special Eurobarometer 479 

 
 

 

	  



 

 

237 

  
Future of Europe 
 
 
October - November 2018 

 
 
 
 
 
Report 

 
Special Eurobarometer 479 

A socio-demographic analysis highlights the following: 

§ Respondents aged 55 and over are more likely to mention ‘guarantee a fair level of state 
pensions’, particularly compared to 15-24 year olds (29% vs. 16%); 

§ Respondents who completed education aged 20 and over are more likely to cite ‘harmonise 
social rights’ (25%, for 13% among those who completed education aged 15 or before). 
Conversely, least educated respondents are more likely to mention ‘provide jobs for 
everyone’ (43% vs. 32%) and ‘guarantee a fair level of state pensions’ (30% vs. 19%); 

§ Managers are the least likely to mention ‘provide jobs for everyone’ (27%), particularly when 
compared with house persons and students (both 43%); 

§ Respondents who consider belonging to the upper class are much more likely to cite ‘stimulate 
economic growth’ (43% vs. 27% for those who place themselves in the working class). 
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 

Between the 24th of October and the 7th of November 2018, Kantar Public Brussels on behalf on 
Kantar Belgium carried out the wave 90.2 of the EUROBAROMETER survey, at the request of the 
European Commission, Directorate-General for Communication, “Media monitoring, media analysis 
and Eurobarometer” Unit.  

The wave 90.2 includes the SPECIAL EUROBAROMETER 479 and covers the population of the 
respective nationalities of the European Union Member States, resident in each of the 28 Member 
States and aged 15 years and over.  

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

N° POPULATION PROPORTION
INTERVIEWS 15+ EU28

BE Belgium Kantar Belgium (Kantar TNS) 1,034 25/10/2018 07/11/2018 9,693,779 2.25%
BG Bulgaria Kantar TNS BBSS 1,021 24/10/2018 04/11/2018 6,537,535 1.52%
CZ Czechia Kantar CZ 1,015 25/10/2018 06/11/2018 9,238,431 2.14%
DK Denmark Kantar Gallup 1,003 24/10/2018 07/11/2018 4,838,729 1.12%
DE Germany Kantar Deutschland 1,510 24/10/2018 06/11/2018 70,160,634 16.26%
EE Estonia Kantar Emor 1,017 24/10/2018 05/11/2018 1,160,064 0.27%
IE Ireland Behaviour & Attitudes 1,001 24/10/2018 06/11/2018 3,592,162 0.83%
EL Greece Taylor Nelson Sofres Market Research 1,004 24/10/2018 05/11/2018 9,937,810 2.30%
ES Spain TNS Investigación de Mercados y Opinión 1,011 24/10/2018 03/11/2018 39,445,245 9.14%
FR France Kantar Public France 1,013 24/10/2018 05/11/2018 54,097,255 12.54%
HR Croatia Hendal 1,017 25/10/2018 07/11/2018 3,796,476 0.88%
IT Italy Kantar Italia 1,015 24/10/2018 05/11/2018 52,334,536 12.13%
CY Rep. Of Cyprus CYMAR Market Research 506 24/10/2018 04/11/2018 741,308 0.17%
LV Latvia Kantar TNS Latvia 1,000 25/10/2018 06/11/2018 1,707,082 0.40%
LT Lithuania TNS LT 1,000 24/10/2018 05/11/2018 2,513,384 0.58%
LU Luxembourg ILReS 506 24/10/2018 07/11/2018 457,127 0.11%
HU Hungary Kantar Hoffmann 1,020 25/10/2018 05/11/2018 8,781,161 2.04%
MT Malta MISCO International 505 24/10/2018 06/11/2018 364,171 0.08%
NL Netherlands TNS NIPO 1,022 24/10/2018 05/11/2018 13,979,215 3.24%

AT Austria Das Österreichische Gallup Institut 1,035 24/10/2018 04/11/2018 7,554,711 1.75%

PL Poland Kantar Polska 1,034 24/10/2018 06/11/2018 33,444,171 7.75%

PT Portugal
Marktest – Marketing, Organização e 

Formação
1,007 25/10/2018 05/11/2018 8,480,126 1.97%

RO Romania
Centrul Pentru Studierea Opiniei si Pietei 

(CSOP)
1,009 24/10/2018 06/11/2018 16,852,701 3.91%

SI Slovenia Mediana DOO 1,020 24/10/2018 04/11/2018 1,760,032 0.41%

SK Slovakia Kantar Slovakia 998 24/10/2018 07/11/2018 4,586,024 1.06%
FI Finland Kantar TNS Oy 1,003 24/10/2018 07/11/2018 4,747,810 1.10%
SE Sweden Kantar Sifo 1,011 24/10/2018 06/11/2018 7,998,763 1.85%
UK United Kingdom Kantar UK Limited 1,002 24/10/2018 05/11/2018 52,651,777 12.20%

27,339 24/10/2018 07/11/2018 431,452,219 100%*

COUNTRIES
FIELDWORK

DATES
INSTITUTES

* It should be noted that the total percentage shown in this table may exceed 100% due to rounding

TOTAL EU28
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The basic sample design applied in all states is a multi-stage, random (probability) one. In each 
country, a number of sampling points was drawn with probability proportional to population size (for 
a total coverage of the country) and to population density. 

In order to do so, the sampling points were drawn systematically from each of the "administrative 
regional units", after stratification by individual unit and type of area. They thus represent the whole 
territory of the countries surveyed according to the EUROSTAT NUTS II (or equivalent) and according 
to the distribution of the resident population of the respective nationalities in terms of metropolitan, 
urban and rural areas.  

In each of the selected sampling points, a starting address was drawn, at random. Further addresses 
(every Nth address) were selected by standard "random route" procedures, from the initial address. 
In each household, the respondent was drawn, at random (following the "closest birthday rule"). All 
interviews were conducted face-to-face in people's homes and in the appropriate national language. 
As far as the data capture is concerned, CAPI (Computer Assisted Personal Interview) was used in 
those countries where this technique was available. 

For each country a comparison between the sample and the universe was carried out. The Universe 
description was derived from Eurostat population data or from national statistics offices. For all 
countries surveyed, a national weighting procedure, using marginal and intercellular weighting, was 
carried out based on this Universe description. In all countries, gender, age, region and size of locality 
were introduced in the iteration procedure. For international weighting (i.e. EU averages), TNS opinion 
& social applies the official population figures as provided by EUROSTAT or national statistic offices. 
The total population figures for input in this post-weighting procedure are listed here. 

Readers are reminded that survey results are estimations, the accuracy of which, everything being 
equal, rests upon the sample size and upon the observed percentage.  With samples of about 1,000 
interviews, the real percentages vary within the following confidence limits: 

 

 

various sample sizes are in rows various observed results are in columns

5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%
95% 90% 85% 80% 75% 70% 65% 60% 55% 50%

N=50 6.0 8.3 9.9 11.1 12.0 12.7 13.2 13.6 13.8 13.9 N=50
N=500 1.9 2.6 3.1 3.5 3.8 4.0 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.4 N=500

N=1000   1.4 1.9 2.2 2.5 2.7 2.8 3.0 3.0 3.1 3.1 N=1000
N=1500 1.1 1.5 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.5 2.5 N=1500
N=2000 1.0 1.3 1.6 1.8 1.9 2.0 2.1 2.1 2.2 2.2 N=2000
N=3000 0.8 1.1 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.8 1.8 N=3000
N=4000 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 N=4000
N=5000 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.4 N=5000
N=6000 0.6 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.3 N=6000
N=7000 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.2 1.2 N=7000
N=7500 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 N=7500
N=8000 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.1 N=8000
N=9000 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 N=9000

N=10000 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.0 N=10000
N=11000 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 N=11000
N=12000 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 N=12000
N=13000 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.9 N=13000
N=14000 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 N=14000
N=15000 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 N=15000

5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%
95% 90% 85% 80% 75% 70% 65% 60% 55% 50%

Statistical Margins due to the sampling process
(at the 95% level of confidence)


