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fåíêçÇìÅíáçå=

The aim of the QoG Social Policy Dataset is to promote cross-national comparative 
research on social policy output and its correlates, with a special focus on the connection 
between social policy and quality of government (QoG). To accomplish this we have 
compiled a number of freely available data sources, including aggregated public opinion 
data. The data comes in three versions: one cross-sectional dataset with global coverage 
pertaining to the year 2002 (or the closest year available), and two cross-sectional time-
series datasets for a selection of 40 countries. The first time-series dataset (long) has country 
year as its unit of observation, spanning the time period 1946-2009. The other time-series 
dataset (wide), which is specifically tailored for the analysis of public opinion data over 
time, instead uses country as its unit of observation, and one variable for every 5th year 
from 1970-2005 (or, one per module of each public opinion data source). 
 
The data contains six types of variables, each provided under its own heading in this code 
book: 
 
▪ Social policy variables, such as welfare spending and replacement rates in the social 
security system. 
 
▪ Tax system variables, such as tax rates and government income from different types of 
taxes. 
 
▪ Indicators on the structural conditions for social policy, a broad category 
encompassing things like economic inequality, GDP, unemployment, educational levels, 
health conditions, trade openness and foreign direct investment. 
 
▪ Public opinion data, including attitudes to social policy, taxes and the government in 
general, but also more general orientations such as left-right placement and interpersonal 
trust. In this category we have aggregated individual-level public opinion data from five 
cross-national comparative survey projects with over-time coverage: The Comparative 
Study of Electoral Systems; The Eurobarometer (including the Central and Eastern 
Eurobarometer and single Candidate Countries Eurobarometers); The European Social 
Survey; The International Social Survey Program; and the World Value Surveys. 
 
▪ Political indicators, including election results and policy positions of governments and 
parliaments, as well as political institutions such as forms of government and electoral 
systems.  
 
▪ Quality of government variables, pertaining to the core areas of QoG (such as 
corruption, bureaucratic quality, and democracy). 
 
This dataset was created as part of a research project titled “Quality of Government and 
the Conditions for Sustainable Social Policy” financed by the Swedish Council for 
Working Life and Social Research (project # 2005:0493). The aim of the project is to 
investigate the relation between, on the one hand, trustworthy, reliable, predictable, 
impartial, uncorrupted and competent government institutions, and, on the other hand, the 
possibilities to establish encompassing and universal social policies. 
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`çìåíêó=~åÇ=qáãÉ=`çîÉê~ÖÉ=

In the cross-sectional dataset we include all countries in the world recognized by the 
United Nations as of the year 2002, plus Serbia, Montenegro (as separate states) and 
Taiwan; in total 194 nations. We have thus included Serbia and Montenegro both as a unit 
and as two separate states. Although they were a unit in 2002 (they split in 2006), several 
sources have data for them as separate units. We have decided to leave these data sources 
as they are and from that follows that we have included Serbia and Montenegro as separate 
states in the cross-sectional dataset. 
 
Regarding the year from which we have picked the data in the cross-sectional dataset, our 
first choice has been 2002. The reason for this is that there is a lot less data available for 
later years. If data for 2002 is not available, then data for 2003 is used. If 2003 is not 
available, we use data for 2001, and if 2001 is missing, 2004 is used and so forth. As a 
general rule, we do not include observations from earlier than 1995 in the cross-sectional 
dataset. 
 
In the cross-sectional time-series datasets (long and wide versions) we only include a 
sample of 40 countries,1 selected according to two criteria. The first criterion is relative 
data density, that is, the extent to which there is valid information on a country averaged 
across all variables in the dataset over time. Close scrutiny of the rank ordering of 
countries in terms of this criterion suggest that after 30 countries, the marginal gain in 
valid information from adding another country decreases substantively. This set of 30 
countries is comprised of all OECD countries minus the Czech and Slovak Republics, 
but plus Israel. The second criterion, however, adds to this another dimension concerned 
with a particular historical process, assumed to be of relevance in the field of social 
policy, namely European integration. A country is thus selected to the time-series dataset 
if it (a) is among the 30 most data-rich countries in the global sample, or (b) is a current 
member of the European Union (adding another 10 countries).2 Together these criteria 
imply the selection of the following 40 countries: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, 
Canada, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, 
Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, 
Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, 
Slovenia, South Korea, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom, United 
States and West Germany. 
  
We thus treat West Germany and Germany after unification as distinct cases. Our data 
sources however vary in this regard, some treating unified Germany as a direct 
continuation of West Germany. As a consequence, we have moved the data from 
Germany to West Germany for these data sources, in order to be consistent with our 
criteria. However, if a data source provides information for West and East Germany 
together as one single case even before the merger, we have not moved the data (from the 
German case). To determine where to put the data for the year of the merger/split, we 
have relied on the “July 1st-principle” (see the Quality of Government Dataset codebook, 

                                                 
1 We are however happy to provide the time-series cross-sectional dataset with global coverage upon 
request, although we do not take on any responsibility for keeping this version updated in the future. 
2 Another way of arriving at the same set of countries is to add all EU27 countries with the rest of the 
OECD countries plus Israel. 
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version 17June09, p. 20). If Germany in a data source is treated as a continuation of West 
Germany, we thus place data until and including 1990 on West Germany and leave 
Germany blank until and including 1990, since the unification of Germany occurred in 
October, after July 1st, 1990. 
 
Finally, regarding Cyprus, we let this denote the Greek part of the island. Most sources 
probably do the same with the data that they refer to “Cyprus”, but the documentation of 
the original data rarely specifies this. Users are urged to double check this with the original 
sources whenever this is possible. 
 
 
For each variable or set of variables we specify the period (or year) covered as well as the 
following statistics: 
n: Number of country-year observations 
N: Number of countries covered (at any time) 
N : Mean number of countries per year 
T : Mean number of years per country. 
 
Note that the long  time-series dataset does not contain any purely cross-sectional variables 
(with the exception of very few public opinion variables), whereas the wide time-series 
dataset does. 
 
 
 

`çìåíêó=~åÇ=`~ëÉ=fÇÉåíáÑáÉê=`çÇÉë=

ÅÅçÇÉ= `çìåíêó=`çÇÉ=kìãÉêáÅ=
http://www.iso.org/iso/en/prods-services/iso3166ma/02iso-3166-code-lists/index.html 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISO_3166-1 
 
Numeric country code (ISO-3166-1 numeric).  

ÅÅçÇÉ~äé= PJäÉííÉê=`çìåíêó=`çÇÉ==
http://www.iso.org/iso/en/prods-services/iso3166ma/02iso-3166-code-lists/index.html 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISO_3166-1  
 
3-letter country code (ISO-3166-1 alpha3). 
 
The alpha code (ccodealp) does not uniquely identify all countries, since Germany and 
West Germany have identical alpha codes. All the numeric country codes (ccode) are 
however unique and this is thus the variable best suitable to use when merging files. 

Åå~ãÉ= `çìåíêó=k~ãÉ=
 
ccode  ccodealp cname 
4 AFG Afghanistan 
8 ALB Albania 
12 DZA Algeria 
20 AND Andorra 

24 AGO Angola 
28 ATG Antigua and Barbuda 
32 ARG Argentina 
51 ARM Armenia 
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36 AUS Australia 
40 AUT Austria 
31 AZE Azerbaijan 
44 BHS Bahamas 
48 BHR Bahrain 
50 BGD Bangladesh 
52 BRB Barbados 
112 BLR Belarus 
56 BEL Belgium 
84 BLZ Belize 
204 BEN Benin 
64 BTN Bhutan 
68 BOL Bolivia 
70 BIH Bosnia and Herzegovina 
72 BWA Botswana 
76 BRA Brazil 
96 BRN Brunei 
100 BGR Bulgaria 
854 BFA Burkina Faso 
108 BDI Burundi 
116 KHM Cambodia 
120 CMR Cameroon 
124 CAN Canada 
132 CPV Cape Verde 
140 CAF Central African Republic 
148 TCD Chad 
152 CHL Chile 
156 CHN China 
170 COL Colombia 
174 COM Comoros 
178 COG Congo 
180 COD Congo, Democratic Republic 
188 CRI Costa Rica 
384 CIV Cote d’Ivoire 
191 HRV Croatia 
192 CUB Cuba 
196 CYP Cyprus 
200 CSK Czechoslovakia 
203 CZE Czech Republic 
208 DNK Denmark 
262 DJI Djibouti 
212 DMA Dominica 
214 DOM Dominican Republic 
218 ECU Ecuador 
818 EGY Egypt 
222 SLV El Salvador 
226 GNQ Equatorial Guinea 
232 ERI Eritrea 
233 EST Estonia 
230 ETH Ethiopia (-1992) 
231 ETH Ethiopia (1993-) 
242 FJI Fiji 
246 FIN Finland 
250 FRA France 
266 GAB Gabon 
270 GMB Gambia 
268 GEO Georgia 
276 DEU Germany 
278 DDR Germany, East 
280 DEU Germany, West 
288 GHA Ghana 
300 GRC Greece 

308 GRD Grenada 
320 GTM Guatemala 
324 GIN Guinea 
624 GNB Guinea-Bissau 
328 GUY Guyana 
332 HTI Haiti 
340 HND Honduras 
348 HUN Hungary 
352 ISL Iceland 
356 IND India 
360 IDN Indonesia 
364 IRN Iran 
368 IRQ Iraq 
372 IRL Ireland 
376 ISR Israel 
380 ITA Italy 
388 JAM Jamaica 
392 JPN Japan 
400 JOR Jordan 
398 KAZ Kazakhstan 
404 KEN Kenya 
296 KIR Kiribati 
408 PRK Korea, North 
410 KOR Korea, South 
414 KWT Kuwait 
417 KGZ Kyrgyzstan 
418 LAO Laos 
428 LVA Latvia 
422 LBN Lebanon 
426 LSO Lesotho 
430 LBR Liberia 
434 LBY Libya 
438 LIE Liechtenstein 
440 LTU Lithuania 
442 LUX Luxembourg 
807 MKD Macedonia 
450 MDG Madagascar 
454 MWI Malawi 
458 MYS Malaysia 
462 MDV Maldives 
466 MLI Mali 
470 MLT Malta 
584 MHL Marshall Islands 
478 MRT Mauritania 
480 MUS Mauritius 
484 MEX Mexico 
583 FSM Micronesia 
498 MDA Moldova 
492 MCO Monaco 
496 MNG Mongolia 
499 MNE Montenegro 
504 MAR Morocco 
508 MOZ Mozambique 
104 MMR Myanmar 
516 NAM Namibia 
520 NRU Nauru 
524 NPL Nepal 
528 NLD Netherlands 
554 NZL New Zealand 
558 NIC Nicaragua 
562 NER Niger 
566 NGA Nigeria 
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578 NOR Norway 
512 OMN Oman 
997 PAK Pakistan (-1971) 
586 PAK Pakistan (1972-) 
585 PLW Palau 
591 PAN Panama 
598 PNG Papua New Guinea 
600 PRY Paraguay 
604 PER Peru 
608 PHL Philippines 
616 POL Poland 
620 PRT Portugal 
634 QAT Qatar 
642 ROU Romania 
643 RUS Russia 
646 RWA Rwanda 
882 WSM Samoa 
674 SMR San Marino 
678 STP Sao Tome and Principe 
682 SAU Saudi Arabia 
686 SEN Senegal 
688 SRB Serbia 
891 SCG Serbia and Montenegro 
690 SYC Seychelles 
694 SLE Sierra Leone 
702 SGP Singapore 
703 SVK Slovakia 
705 SVN Slovenia 
90 SLB Solomon Islands 
706 SOM Somalia 
710 ZAF South Africa 
724 ESP Spain 
144 LKA Sri Lanka 
659 KNA St Kitts and Nevis 
662 LCA St Lucia 
670 VCT St Vincent and the Grenadines 
736 SDN Sudan 
740 SUR Suriname 

748 SWZ Swaziland 
752 SWE Sweden 
756 CHE Switzerland 
760 SYR Syria 
158 TWN Taiwan 
762 TJK Tajikistan 
834 TZA Tanzania 
764 THA Thailand 
994 XTI Tibet 
626 TLS Timor-Leste 
768 TGO Togo 
776 TON Tonga 
780 TTO Trinidad and Tobago 
788 TUN Tunisia 
792 TUR Turkey 
795 TKM Turkmenistan 
798 TUV Tuvalu 
800 UGA Uganda 
804 UKR Ukraine 
784 ARE United Arab Emirates 
826 GBR United Kingdom 
840 USA United States 
858 URY Uruguay 
810 SUN USSR 
860 UZB Uzbekistan 
548 VUT Vanuatu 
862 VEN Venezuela 
704 VNM Vietnam 
998 VNM Vietnam, North 
999 VDR Vietnam, South  
887 YEM Yemen 
886 YEM Yemen, North 
720 YMD Yemen, South 
890 YUG Yugoslavia 
995 EAZ Zanzibar 
894 ZMB Zambia 
716 ZWE Zimbabwe 

 

óÉ~ê= vÉ~ê=

ÅÅçÇÉïÄ= `çìåíêó=`çÇÉ=tçêäÇ=_~åâ=

ÅÅçÇÉÅçï= `çìåíêó=`çÇÉ=`çêêÉä~íÉë=çÑ=t~ê=

Åå~ãÉ|óÉ~ê= `çìåíêó=k~ãÉ=~åÇ=vÉ~ê=

ÅÅçÇÉ~äé|óÉ~ê= =PJäÉííÉê=`çìåíêó=`çÇÉ=~åÇ=vÉ~ê=

çÉÅÇ= lb`a=ãÉãÄÉê=
Equals 1 if country is a member of the OECD, and 0 otherwise. 

ÉìOT= brOT=ãÉãÄÉê=
Equals 1 if country is a member of the EU27, and 0 otherwise. 

ÉìNR= brNR=ãÉãÄÉê=
Equals 1 if country is a member of the EU15, and 0 otherwise. 
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ÉÉ~= bìêçéÉ~å=bÅçåçãáÅ=^êÉ~=
Equals 1 if country is a member of the European Economic Area, and 0 otherwise. 

Üí|êÉÖáçå= qÜÉ=oÉÖáçå=çÑ=íÜÉ=`çìåíêó=
(Teorell and Hadenius 2005) 
 
This is a tenfold politico-geographic classification of world regions, based on a mixture of 
two considerations: geographical proximity (with the partial exception of category 5 below) 
and demarcation by area specialists having contributed to a regional understanding of 
democratization. The categories are as follow: 
 
(1) Eastern Europe and post Soviet Union (including Central Asia) 
(2) Latin America (including Cuba, Haiti & the Dominican Republic) 
(3) North Africa & the Middle East (including Israel, Turkey & Cyprus) 
(4) Sub-Saharan Africa 
(5) Western Europe and North America (including Australia & New Zeeland) 
(6) East Asia (including Japan & Mongolia) 
(7) South-East Asia 
(8) South Asia 
(9) The Pacific (excluding Australia & New Zeeland) 
(10) The Caribbean (including Belize, Guyana & Suriname, but excluding Cuba, Haiti & 

the Dominican Republic) 

Üí|êÉÖáçåO= qÜÉ=oÉÖáçå=çÑ=íÜÉ=`çìåíêó=E~äíÉêå~íáîÉF=
(Teorell and Hadenius 2005) 
 
To flag some of the most contested cases, we have in the alternative variable, ht_region2, 
coded Cyprus (considering the Greek majority of their population) as belonging to 
category (5), Haiti (considering their non-Spanish colonial legacy and membership in 
Caricom) as belonging to category (10), and Mongolia (considering their post-communist 
legacy) as belonging to category (1). 
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pçÅá~ä=mçäáÅó=

Here we present data on public and private welfare spending (both in total and divided 
into different sectors), replacement rates and coverage of social security systems, and also 
data that in some sense measures the quality of social service, like e.g. density of 
physicians and pupil-teacher ratios. 

^êãáåÖÉçå=Éí=~ä=Ó=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=mçäáíáÅ~ä=a~í~ëÉí=f=C=ff=
http://www.ipw.unibe.ch/content/team/klaus_armingeon/comparative_political_data_se
ts/index_ger.html 
(Armingeon et al 2008; Armingeon & Careja 2006) 

~ê|ëçìêÅÉ= ^êãáåÖÉçå=ëçìêÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1698, N: 36, N : 27, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 53) 
 
There are three different versions of the Comparative Political Dataset (CPDS), and this 
variable denotes from which of these each observation comes. There are observations 
from 23 OECD countries from CPDS I, 28 post-communist countries from CPDS II, and 
data for Cyprus and Malta from CPDS III. 

~ê|ëëí= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=íê~åëÑÉêë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 886, N: 24, N : 22, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 
 
Social security transfers as a percentage of GDP. Includes social assistance grants and 
welfare benefits paid by the general government (benefits for sickness, old-age, family 
allowances etc.). 
 

_çíÉêçI= aà~åâçîI= i~= mçêí~I= iμéÉòJÇÉJpáä~åÉë= C= pÜäÉáÑÉê= Ó= oÉÖìä~íáçå= çÑ=
i~Äçê=
(Cross-Section: covers the 1997-2002 period, N: 84, except where noted) 
http://mba.tuck.dartmouth.edu/pages/faculty/rafael.laporta/working_papers/Regulation
%20of%20Labor-All/Regulation%20of%20Labor.xls 
(Botero et al 2004) 

ÄÇääë|Çäé= a~óë=çÑ=~ååì~ä=äÉ~îÉ=ïáíÜ=é~ó=áå=ã~åìÑ~ÅíìêáåÖ=
Measures the length of the annual paid leave in manufacturing after twenty years of 
employment. If annual leave entails less than full pay, the number of days are discounted 
proportionally.  
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ÄÇääë|ãéÜ= j~åÇ~íçêó=é~áÇ=ÜçäáÇ~óë=
Measures the number of mandatory paid holidays in a year. If only half a day is granted for 
particular holidays, we count each as 0.5 days and round off to the nearest whole. 

ÄÇääë|çíï= j~ñáãìã=çîÉêíáãÉ=Üçìêë=EéÉê=ïÉÉâF=
(N: 38) 
 
Measures the maximum number of overtime hours that can be worked in a week. 
Restrictions on overtime are coded in countries’ laws with different time frames as 
reference (e.g. daily, weekly, monthly and yearly). If restrictions are coded with reference 
shorter than a week we adjust proportionally to frame the restriction as the maximum 
number of overtime hours that can be worked per week. If the restrictions are coded with 
reference to a time period longer than a week, we adjust proportionally and code it as a 
yearly restriction. If there are no weekly restrictions to overtime the variable is coded as 
missing. 

ÄÇääë|çíó= j~ñáãìã=çîÉêíáãÉ=Üçìêë=EéÉê=óÉ~êF=
(N: 30) 
 
Measures the maximum number of overtime hours that can be worked in a year. If there 
are no yearly restrictions to overtime we code this variable as missing. (See also bdlls_otw.) 

ÄÇääë|êïï= j~ñáãìã=Çìê~íáçå=çÑ=êÉÖìä~ê=ïçêâ=ïÉÉâ=EÜçìêëF=
Measures the maximum duration of the regular work week (excluding overtime). 

ÄÇääë|Çïéï= j~ñáãìã=Ç~óë=çÑ=ïçêâ=éÉê=ïÉÉâ=
Measures the maximum number of work days per week. Legal limits may be defined either 
as a number of mandatory rest days per week or as a mandatory minimum of consecutive 
hours of rest. If nothing is specified, it is assumed that the maximum is seven days. For 
limits expressed as a number of consecutive hours of rest, we code 36 or more as 2 days 
off, less than 36 hours but more than 12 as 1 day off and less than 12 hours as 0 days off. 

ÄÇääë|Üïéï= j~ñáãìã=Üçìêë=çÑ=ïçêâ=éÉê=ïÉÉâ=
Measures the maximum duration of the regular work week (excluding overtime). 

ÄÇääë|ÜïéÇ= j~ñáãìã=Üçìêë=çÑ=ïçêâ=éÉê=Ç~ó=
Measures the maximum number of hours of work per day. Legal limits may be defined 
either as a mandatory maximum regular and overtime working hours per day or as 
mandatory minimum rest hours per day. If nothing is specified in the law, we use 24 hours. 
If restrictions are expressed as a number of consecutive hours of rest, we subtract this 
number from 24 hours. The highest observation in the sample is 24 hours and the lowest 
is 10 hours. 

ÄÇääë|ïïó= tÉÉâë=ïçêâÉÇ=áå=~=óÉ~ê=
This variable measures the number of weeks worked in a year. It is calculated as 52 minus 
the number of weeks off, where the latter is calculated as the sum of bdlls_dlp and 
bdlls_mph divided by bdlls_dwpw. 
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ÄÇääë|ãÜÄç= j~ñáãìã=Üçìêë=çÑ=ïçêâ=áå=~=óÉ~ê=ÄÉÑçêÉ=çîÉêíáãÉ=
The maximum number of regular (no overtime) hours of work allowed over the course of 
a year. It is calculated as bdlls_hwpw multiplied by bdlls_wwy. 

b~ëíÉêäó=
http://go.worldbank.org/ZSQKYFU6J0 
(Easterly 2001a; Easterly 2001b) 
 
Easterly’s data on government revenue and expenditure comes from IMF Government 
Finance Statistics. The classification of the data is described in IMF (1986; 2001). 
 
WARNING: We have found some dubious figures in these data, particularly in the 
Democratic Republic of Congo in 1982-1995, but decided to leave the original data as is. 

dçîÉêåãÉåí=bñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

É~|íÖÉ= qçí~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 805, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 89) 
  
Total government expenditure as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|ÖÉÉ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 707, N: 38, N : 25, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 76) 
 
Government expenditure on education as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|ÖÉÜ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 706, N: 38, N : 25, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 76) 
 
Government expenditure on health as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|ÖÉëï= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ëçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=~åÇ=ïÉäÑ~êÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 707, N: 38, N : 25, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 70) 
 
Government expenditure on social security and welfare as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|ÖÉÜÅ~= dçîÉêåãÉåí= ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ= çå= ÜçìëáåÖ= ~åÇ= Åçããìåáíó= ~ãÉåáíáÉë= EB= çÑ=
damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 691, N: 38, N : 25, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 73) 
 
Government expenditure on housing and community amenities as a percentage of GDP. 
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É~|ÖÉï= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ï~ÖÉëI=ë~ä~êáÉë=~åÇ=ÉãéäçóÉê=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=EB=
çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 748, N: 37, N : 27, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 83) 
 
Government expenditure on wages, salaries and employer contributions as a percentage of 
GDP. 

É~|ÖÉÉÅ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÉãéäçóÉê=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 184, N: 15, N : 7, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 30) 
 
Government expenditure on employer contributions as a percentage of GDP. 

bìêçëí~í=
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat 
(Eurostat 2007) 

Éì|éÜ~= mÜóëáÅá~åë=E~ÄëçäìíÉ=î~äìÉF=

(Time-series: 1970-2006, n: 454, N: 26, N : 12, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2002 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
Number of practicing physicians or doctors.  

Éì|éÜÇ= mÜóëáÅá~åëLÇçÅíçêë=EÇÉåëáíó=éÉê=NMMIMMM=éçéìä~íáçåF=

(Time-series: 1970-2005, n: 438, N: 26, N : 12, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2003 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
Density of practicing physicians or doctors per 100,000 population. 

Éì|ÇÉ~= aÉåíáëíë=E~ÄëçäìíÉ=î~äìÉF=

(Time-series: 1970-2006, n: 426, N: 25, N : 12, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2002 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
Number of practicing dentists.  

Éì|ÇÉÇ= aÉåíáëíë=EÇÉåëáíó=éÉê=NMMIMMM=éçéìä~íáçåF=

(Time-series: 1970-2006, n: 424, N: 25, N : 12, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2003 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
Density of practicing dentists per 100,000 population. 
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cê~åòÉëÉ=Ó=m~êíáÅáé~íáçåI=fåÉèì~äáíó=~åÇ=qê~åëÑÉêë=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=
http://www-personal.umich.edu/~franzese/T&T_FullDataSet.XLS 
(Franzese 1998; 2002) 

Ñê|ëë= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÄÉåÉÑáíëI=Öê~åíë=~åÇ=ïÉäÑ~êÉ=

(Time-series: 1950-1993, n: 840, N: 21 N : 19, T : 40) 
 
Social security benefits, grants and welfare as a percentage of GDP. 

eìÄÉê=Éí=~ä=Ó=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=tÉäÑ~êÉ=pí~íÉë=a~í~=pÉí=
http://www.lisproject.org/publications/welfaredata/cws%20lis.xls 
(Huber et al 2004) 

Üì|ëï= pçÅá~ä=ï~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1961-1995, n: 324, N: 18, N : 9, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
The social wage is the percentage of former income that a median-income worker would 
receive if he or she stopped working. Sources of this income include unemployment 
compensation, general public assistance and related programs. Data from Kenworthy 
(1999) and OECD.  

Üì|ëçÅñ= dêçëë=éìÄäáÅ=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1980-1999, n: 332, N: 19, N : 17, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1998-1999 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Gross public social expenditure as a percentage of current GDP. 

Üì|ëëí= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=íê~åëÑÉêë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 714, N: 19, N : 17, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2000 (varies by country), N: 17) 
 
Social security transfers as a percentage of GDP. Consists of benefits for sickness, old-age, 
family allowances, etc., as well as social assistance grants. 

Üì|ëëÉ= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 536, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Total social security expenditure (benefits plus administrative expenses and 
transfers to other schemes), in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|ëëÄÉ= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 536, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
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Total social security benefit expenditure, in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|ëÑÄÉ= pçÅá~ä=áåëìê~åÅÉ=~åÇ=Ñ~ãáäó=~ääçï~åÅÉ=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ= =

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 535, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Total benefit expenditure relating to “Social Insurance and Assimilated Schemes” 
and “Family Allowance” programs, in millions of national currency units. This includes 
benefit expenditure on sickness and maternity, employment injuries, pensions, 
unemployment and family allowances. Excluded are special schemes, like benefits for war 
victims, public employees etc. 

Üì|ëãÄÉ= páÅâåÉëë=~åÇ=ã~íÉêåáíó=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 535, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Benefit expenditure on sickness and maternity (including medical care and cash benefits) as 
a percentage of total social insurance benefit expenditure (hu_sfbe). 

Üì|ÉáÄÉ= bãéäçóãÉåí=áåàìêáÉë=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 498, N: 18, N : 17, T : 28) 
 
Benefit expenditure on employment injuries (including medical care and cash benefits) as a 
percentage of total social insurance benefit expenditure (hu_sfbe). 

Üì|éÄÉ= mÉåëáçåë=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 535, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Benefit expenditure on pensions as a percentage of total social insurance benefit 
expenditure (hu_sfbe). 

Üì|Ñ~ÄÉ= c~ãáäó=~ääçï~åÅÉë=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 494, N: 17, N : 16, T : 29) 
 
Benefit expenditure on family allowances as a percentage of total social insurance benefit 
expenditure (hu_sfbe). 

Üì|ìÉÄÉ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 535, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Benefit expenditure on unemployment as a percentage of total social insurance benefit 
expenditure (hu_sfbe). 

Üì|íÉÜ= qçí~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 729, N: 19, N : 18, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
 
Total expenditure on health in millions of national currency units. 
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Üì|éÉÜ= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 730, N: 19, N : 18, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
 
Public expenditure on health in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|éÉÜé= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=íçí~ä=ÜÉ~äíÜ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 551, N: 19, N : 13, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
 
Public expenditure on health as a percentage of total expenditure on health (hu_peh / 
hu_teh * 100). 

Üì|ÅéÉÜ= `ìêêÉåí=éìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 610, N: 19, N : 15, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 17) 
 
Current public expenditure on health in millions of national currency units. This variable 
excludes investments in medical facilities, and it is thus different from hu_peh. 

Üì|éÉéåÅ= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=éÉåëáçåë=Eå~íáçå~ä=ÅìêêÉåÅóF=

(Time-series: 1960-1985, n: 451, N: 18, N : 17, T : 25) 
 
Public expenditure on age, disability and survivors pensions in national currency units 
(millions for all countries except Italy and Japan which are in billions). 

Üì|éÉéÖá= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=éÉåëáçåë=EB=çÑ=dkfF=

(Time-series: 1960-1985, n: 449, N: 18, N : 17, T : 25) 
 
Public expenditure on age, disability and survivors pensions as a percentage of national 
income. 

Üì|éÉéÖé= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=éÉåëáçåë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-1985, n: 451, N: 18, N : 17, T : 25) 
 
Public expenditure on age, disability and survivors pensions as a percentage of GDP. 

Üì|çÅÄÉ= läÇ=~ÖÉ=Å~ëÜ=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1980-1999, n: 332, N: 19, N : 17, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 1998-1999 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Old age cash benefits as a percentage of current GDP. 

Üì|íÉáÅ= qçí~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=áåJé~íáÉåí=Å~êÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 568, N: 18, N : 14, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 14) 
 
Total expenditure on in-patient care in millions of national currency units. 
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Üì|éÉáÅ= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=áåJé~íáÉåí=Å~êÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 645, N: 19, N : 16, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2000 (varies by country), N: 16) 
 
Public expenditure on in-patient care in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|íÉ~Å= qçí~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=~ãÄìä~íçêó=Å~êÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1997, n: 451, N: 16, N : 12, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1997 (varies by country), N: 11) 
 
Total expenditure on ambulatory care in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|éÉ~Å= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=~ãÄìä~íçêó=Å~êÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1997, n: 561, N: 19, N : 15, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1997 (varies by country), N: 12) 
 
Public expenditure on ambulatory care in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|ëíãÅ= pÜ~êÉ=ïáíÜ=íçí~ä=ãÉÇáÅ~ä=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 732, N: 19, N : 18, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2000 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Share of population with total medical coverage. 

Üì|ë~ÅÅ= pÜ~êÉ=ïáíÜ=~ãÄìä~íçêó=Å~êÉ=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1997, n: 668, N: 19, N : 18, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1997 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Share of population with ambulatory care coverage. 

Üì|ëáéÅ= pÜ~êÉ=ïáíÜ=áåJé~íáÉåí=ëÉêîáÅÉë=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-200, n: 735, N: 19, N : 18, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2000 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Share of population in-patient services care coverage. 

Üì|íéÉ= qçí~ä=éìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 683, N: 19, N : 17, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Total public expenditure in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|ëëê= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=êÉÅÉáéíë=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 536, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Total social security receipts (contributions, taxes, general state revenues, other state 
participation, capital income), in millions of national currency units. 
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Üì|ëÑÄê= pçÅá~ä=áåëìê~åÅÉ=~åÇ=Ñ~ãáäó=~ääçï~åÅÉ=êÉÅÉáéíë=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 536, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Total receipts relating to “Social Insurance and Assimilated Schemes” and “Family 
Allowance” programs, including transfers from other programs. 

Üì|ïÅê= tçêâÉêëÛ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=êÉîÉåìÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 509, N: 18, N : 17, T : 28) 
 
Revenue from workers’ contributions as a percentage of total social insurance revenue 
(hu_sfbr). 

Üì|ÉÅê= bãéäçóÉêëÛ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=êÉîÉåìÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 533, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Revenue from employers’ contributions as a percentage of total social insurance revenue 
(hu_sfbr). 

Üì|ëíëë= péÉÅá~ä=í~ñÉë=~ääçÅ~íÉÇ=íç=ëçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 123, N: 9, N : 4 T : 14) 
 
Revenue from special taxes allocated to social security as a percentage of total social 
insurance revenue (hu_sfbr). 

Üì|Ñ~Åê= pí~íÉ=ÑìåÇë=~åÇ=çíÜÉê=~ìíÜçêáíáÉëÛ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=êÉîÉåìÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 536, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
 
Revenue from state funds, plus contributions from other public authorities, as a 
percentage of total social insurance revenue (hu_sfbr). 

Üì|êÅëë= oÉîÉåìÉ=Ñêçã=Å~éáí~ä=áåÅçãÉ=íç=ëçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=

(Time-series: 1960-1989, n: 503, N: 18, N : 17, T : 28) 
 
Revenue from income from capital as a percentage of total social insurance revenue 
(hu_sfbr). 

Üì|íéê= qçí~ä=éìÄäáÅ=êÉîÉåìÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 684, N: 18, N : 17, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 17) 
 
Total public revenue in millions of national currency units. 

Üì|ÖÖÇ= dÉåÉê~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ÇÉÑáÅáí=

(Time-series: 1960-1997, n: 609, N: 19, N : 16, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1997 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
General government deficit in millions of national currency units. 
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fîÉêëÉå=C=`ìë~Åâ=
http://www.people.fas.harvard.edu/~iversen/data/deindustrialization.htm 
(Iversen & Cusack 2000) 

áÅ|Öí= dçîÉêåãÉåí=íê~åëÑÉêë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-1995, n: 572, N: 17, N : 16, T : 334) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 13) 
 
All government payments to the civilian household sector as a percentage of GDP, 
including social security transfers, government grants, public employee pensions, and 
transfers to non-profit institutions serving the household sector. 

áÅ|Öçí= dÉåÉêçëáíó=çÑ=íê~åëÑÉêë=

(Time-series: 1960-1991, n: 512, N: 17, N : 16, T : 30) 
  
The percentage share of transfers in GDP (ic_gt) relative to the percentage share of the 
non-working population in the total population. 

fîÉêëÉå=C=pçëâáÅÉ=
http://www.people.fas.harvard.edu/~iversen/index_files/page0009.htm 
(Iversen & Soskice 2006) 

áë|êÖ= oÉÇáëíêáÄìíáçå=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=dáåáF=

(Time-series: 1967-1997, n: 61, N: 15, N : 2, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1997 (varies by country), N: 6) 
 
Redistribution measured as the percentage reduction in the Gini coefficient from before 
to after taxes and transfers, that is: (Gini before taxes and transfers - Gini after taxes and 
transfers) / Gini before taxes and transfers. 

áë|êé= oÉÇáëíêáÄìíáçå=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=éçîÉêíóF=

(Time-series: 1967-1997, n: 61, N: 15, N : 2, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1997 (varies by country), N: 6) 
 
Redistribution measured as the percentage reduction in relative poverty rate from before 
to after taxes and transfers, that is: (poverty before taxes and transfers – poverty after taxes 
and transfers) / poverty before taxes and transfers. The relative poverty rate is defined as 
the percentage of households below 50 % of the median income. 
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lb`a=Ó=_ÉåÉÑáíë=~åÇ=t~ÖÉë=
http://www.oecd.org/document/0/0,3343,en_2825_497118_34053248_1_1_1_1,00.html 
 
(OECD 2006c) 

Äï|ìÉÖê= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Öêçëë=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=

(Time-series: 1961-2003, n: 462, N: 22, N : 11, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 2003, N: 21) 
 
This is a summary measure defined as the average of the gross unemployment benefit 
replacement rates for two earnings levels, three family situations and three durations of 
unemployment. 

lb`a=Ó=c~ãáäó=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=
http://www.oecd.org/els/social/family/database 
(2009b) 

ÑÇ|ÅÑ= `ÜáäÇÅ~êÉ=ÑÉÉë=EB=çÑ=~îÉê~ÖÉ=ï~ÖÉF=
(Cross-section: 2004, N: 31) 
 
Childcare fees per two-year old attending accredited early-years care and education services 
as a percentage of an average wage. 

ÑÇ|éä= m~êÉåí~ä=äÉ~îÉ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 22) 
 
Weeks of employment-protected leave of absence for employed parents, which are 
individual and not reserved for either the mother or the father. This includes both paid 
and unpaid leave. 

ÑÇ|ÑíÉéä= cqb=é~áÇ=é~êÉåí~ä=äÉ~îÉ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 21) 
 
The full-time equivalent (FTE) of the proportion of the duration of paid parental leave if it 
were paid at 100 % of last earnings. That is, (duration of leave in weeks) * (payment as a 
percentage of earnings). The calculations are based on an average production worker wage. 

ÑÇ|ìéä= råé~áÇ=é~êÉåí~ä=äÉ~îÉ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 10) 
 
Weeks of unpaid, employment-protected, leave of absence for employed parents, which 
are individual and not reserved for neither the mother nor the father. 

ÑÇ|é~íä= m~íÉêåáíó=äÉ~îÉ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 21) 
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Weeks of employment-protected leave of absence for employed men at the time of 
childbirth. This includes both paid and unpaid leave. 

ÑÇ|ÑíÉé= cqb=é~áÇ=é~íÉêåáíó=äÉ~îÉ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 21) 
 
The full-time equivalent (FTE) of the proportion of the duration of paid paternity leave if 
it were paid at 100 % of last earnings (see fd_ftepl). 

ÑÇ|ãä= j~íÉêåáíó=äÉ~îÉ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 37) 
 
Weeks of employment-protected leave of absence for employed women at around the time 
of childbirth, or adoption in some countries. This includes both paid and unpaid leave. 

ÑÇ|ÑíÉã= cqb=é~áÇ=ã~íÉêåáíó=äÉ~îÉ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 37) 
 
The full-time equivalent (FTE) of the proportion of the duration of paid maternity leave if 
it were paid at 100 % of last earnings (see fd_ftepl). 

lb`a=Ó=mìÄäáÅ=pÉÅíçê=m~ó=~åÇ=bãéäçóãÉåí=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=
ÜííéWLLïïïKçÉÅÇKçêÖLÇçÅìãÉåíLNLMIOPQMIÉå|OSQV|PTQRT|OQMUTSV|N|N|N|PTQRTIMMKÜí
ãä 
(OECD 2007a) 

éëé|íéÉ= qçí~ä=éìÄäáÅ=ÉãéäçóãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1985-2000, n: 61, N: 13, N : 4, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2000 (varies by country), N: 12) 
 
Total public employment. 

éëé|éÉë= mìÄäáÅ=ÉãéäçóãÉåí=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=íçí~ä=ÉãéäçóãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1985-1999, n: 65, N: 19, N : 4, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1997-1999 (varies by country), N: 16) 
 
Public employment as a percentage of total employment. 

éëé|éëÅ= qçí~ä=éìÄäáÅ=ëÉÅíçê=ÅçãéÉåë~íáçå=Åçëíë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1985-2000, n: 97, N: 20, N : 6, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 17) 
 
Total public sector compensation costs as a percentage of GDP. 
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lb`a=Ó=qÜÉ=pçÅá~ä=bñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=Epl`u=OMMTF=
http://stats.oecd.org/wbos/default.aspx?datasetcode=SOCX_AGG 
(OECD 2007b; 2007c) 
 
Note: All SOCX variables are listed as a percentage of GDP. 
 
The Social Expenditure Database contains detailed statistics on expenditure in the social 
domain. The data is categorized according to branch (old age, health etc.), expenditure’s 
type of source (public expenditure, mandatory private expenditure and voluntary private 
expenditure) and expenditure’s type (cash benefits and benefits in kind/social services), 
and we have labeled the variables accordingly. E.g. “old age expenditure, mandatory 
private, cash”, which means that the branch is old age, the source of the expenditure is 
mandatory private and that it is cash benefit. If the label was “old age expenditure, 
mandatory private, total” it would mean the sum of the in kind and cash expenditure for 
the mandatory private old age sector. 
 
Please note that the “in kind” expenditure type basically means social service. This can be 
expenditure on home-help services, in-patient care, child care etc. 
 
The distinction between public and private social protection is made on the basis of 
whoever controls the relevant financial flows: public institutions or private bodies. For 
example, sickness benefits financed by compulsory employer and employee contributions 
(receipts) to social insurance funds are by convention considered public. All social benefits 
not provided by general government are considered private. 
 
Mandatory private social expenditure is social support stipulated by legislation but 
operated through the private sector, e.g. direct sickness payments by employers to their 
absent employees as legislated by public authorities, or benefits accruing from mandatory 
contributions to private insurance funds. 
 
Voluntary private social expenditure is benefits accruing from privately operated programs 
that involve the redistribution of resources across households and include benefits 
provided by NGOs, and benefit accruing from tax advantaged individual plans and 
collective (often employment-related) support arrangements, such as for example, 
pensions, childcare support, and, in the US, employment-related health plans. 
 
SOCX includes data on the magnitude of private social spending across the OECD, but 
this data is nevertheless deemed of lesser quality than information on budgetary allocations 
for social support. 
 
SOCX generally excludes administration costs, i.e. the costs incurred with the provision of 
benefits, as these expenditures do not go directly to the beneficiary. However, regarding 
the provision of services such as under Active Labor Market Programs and public 
expenditure on health, the administration costs are included in the totals. The inclusion of 
these costs in the expenditures is justified as they are part of the service being provided to 
beneficiaries, such as job-seeker reception and counseling, or patient reception and 
hospital services. 

qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
The total expenditure of all branches. 
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ëçÅñ|íéìí= qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N 26:, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|íéìÅ= qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 687, N: 31, N 26:, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|íéìâ= qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 687, N: 31, N 26:, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|íãéí= qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 391, N: 21, N : 15, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 20) 

ëçÅñ|íãéÅ= qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 380, N: 20, N : 15, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 19) 

ëçÅñ|íãéâ= qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 84, N: 6, N : 3, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 6) 

ëçÅñ|íîéí= qçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=îçäìåí~êó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 602, N: 30, N : 23, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 29) 

kÉí=qçí~ä=pçÅá~ä=bñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
Net social expenditure is expenditure minus direct and indirect taxes. Expenditure includes 
both cash and in kind expenditure. 

ëçÅñ|åí= kÉí=íçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
(Cross-section: 2005, N: 26) 
 
Total social expenditure from both private and public sources, minus taxes. (Note: This 
variable is not always the simple sum of public, mandatory private and voluntary private 
net social spending. This is because there are tax breaks for social purposes that are 
included in several of these variables for the same observation. As a consequence, the 
simple sum of them would then result in double counting the tax breaks.) 

ëçÅñ|åíé= kÉí=íçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅ=
(Cross-section: 2005, N: 26) 
 
Total public social expenditure minus taxes. 

ëçÅñ|åíãé= kÉí=íçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉ=
(Cross-section: 2005, N: 26) 
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Total mandatory private social expenditure minus taxes. 

ëçÅñ|åíîé= kÉí=íçí~ä=ëçÅá~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=îçäìåí~êó=éêáî~íÉ=
(Cross-section: 2005, N: 26) 
 
Total voluntary private social expenditure minus taxes. 

läÇJ~ÖÉ=
This category includes old-age pensions, early retirement pensions and home-help and 
residential services for elderly. Excluded are programs concerning early retirement for 
labor market reasons which are classified under unemployment. 

ëçÅñ|çéìí= läÇ=~ÖÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N : 26, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|çéìÅ= läÇ=~ÖÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N : 26, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|çéìâ= läÇ=~ÖÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 619, N: 30, N : 24, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 29) 

ëçÅñ|çãéí= läÇ=~ÖÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä==

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 194, N: 11, N : 7, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 11) 

ëçÅñ|çãéÅ= läÇ=~ÖÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 183, N: 10, N : 7, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 10) 

ëçÅñ|çãéâ= läÇ=~ÖÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 42, N: 4 N : 3, T : 11) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 4) 

ëçÅñ|çîéí= läÇ=~ÖÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=îçäìåí~êó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä= =

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 469, N: 24, N : 18, T : 120) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 

pìêîáîçêë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
This category includes expenditure on programs which prived the spouse or dependent of 
a deceased person with a benefit, for example pensions or funeral payments. 

ëçÅñ|ëéìí= pìêîáîçêë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N : 26, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 
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ëçÅñ|ëéìÅ= pìêîáîçêë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N : 26, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|ëéìâ= pìêîáîçêë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 501, N: 26, N : 19, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2005 (varies by country), N: 25) 

ëçÅñ|ëãéí= pìêîáîçêë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 149, N: 9, N : 6, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 9) 

ëçÅñ|ëãéÅ= pìêîáîçêë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=Å~ëÜ= =

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 138, N: 8, N : 5, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 8) 

ëçÅñ|ëãéâ= pìêîáîçêë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 43, N: 3 N : 3, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 3) 
 

fåÅ~é~ÅáíóJêÉä~íÉÇ=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
Cash benefits in this category comprise of cash payments on account of complete or 
partial inability to participate gainfully in the labor market due to disability. This includes 
paid sick leave, special allowances and disability related payments such as pensions, if they 
are related to prescribed occupational injuries and diseases. Sickness cash benefits related 
to loss of earning because of the temporary inability to work due to illness are also 
recorded. 
 
Exclude are leave related to sickness or injury of a dependent child which is recorded 
under family cash benefits. Expenditure regarding the public provision of health care is 
recorded under health. 
 
Benefits in kind in this category encompasses services for disabled people, such as day care 
and rehabilitation services, home-help services etc. 

ëçÅñ|áéìí= fåÅ~é~Åáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N : 26, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|áéìÅ= fåÅ~é~Åáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N : 26, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|áéìâ= fåÅ~é~Åáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 626, N: 29, N : 24, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 28) 
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ëçÅñ|áãéí= fåÅ~é~Åáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 380, N: 21, N : 15, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 20) 

ëçÅñ|áãéÅ= fåÅ~é~Åáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 369, N: 20, N : 14, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 19) 

ëçÅñ|áãéâ= fåÅ~é~Åáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 38, N: 3, N : 2, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 3) 

ëçÅñ|áîéí= fåÅ~é~Åáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=îçäìåí~êó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 352, N: 20, N : 14, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 

eÉ~äíÜ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
Expenditure in this category encompasses, among other things, expenditure on in-patient 
care, ambulatory medical services and pharmaceutical goods. 
 
Individual health expenditure, insofar as it is not reimbursed by a public institution, is not 
included. As already noted, cash benefits related to sickness are recorded under incapacity-
related benefits. 
 
Voluntary private social health expenditure are estimates on the benefits to recipients that 
derive from private health plans which contain an element of redistribution (such private 
health insurance plans are often employment-based and/or tax-advantaged). 

ëçÅñ|Üéìí= eÉ~äíÜ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 695, N: 31, N : 27, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|Üéìâ= eÉ~äíÜ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 699, N: 31, N : 27, T : 23) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|Üãéí= eÉ~äíÜ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 26, N: 1, N :1, T : 26) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 1) 

ëçÅñ|Üãéâ= eÉ~äíÜ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 26, N: 1, N : 1, T : 26) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 1) 

ëçÅñ|Üîéí= eÉ~äíÜ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=îçäìåí~êó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 486, N: 27, N : 19, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 26) 
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c~ãáäó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
Includes expenditure which supports families (i.e. excluding one-person households). This 
expenditure is often related to the costs associated with raising children or with the 
support of other dependants. Expenditure related to maternity and parental leave is 
grouped under the family cash benefits sub-category. 

ëçÅñ|Ñéìí= c~ãáäó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 681, N: 31, N : 26, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|ÑéìÅ= c~ãáäó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 671, N: 31, N : 26, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|Ñéìâ= c~ãáäó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 647, N: 31, N : 25, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|Ñãéí= c~ãáäó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 112, N: 8, N : 4, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 7) 

ëçÅñ|ÑãéÅ= c~ãáäó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 89, N: 7, N : 4, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 6) 

ëçÅñ|Ñãéâ= c~ãáäó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 38, N: 3, N : 2, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 3) 

^ÅíáîÉ=ä~Äçê=ã~êâÉí=éêçÖê~ãë=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
Contains all social expenditure (other than education) which is aimed at the improvement 
of the beneficiaries’ prospect of finding gainful employment or to otherwise increase their 
earnings capacity. This category includes spending on public employment services and 
administration, labor market training, special programs for youth when in transition from 
school to work, labor market programs to provide or promote employment for 
unemployed and other persons (excluding young and disabled persons) and special 
programs for the disabled. 

ëçÅñ|äéìí= i~Äçê=éêçÖê~ã=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 613, N: 31, N : 24, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 

råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
Includes all cash expenditure to people compensating for unemployment. This includes 
redundancy payments out of public resources as well as pensions to beneficiaries before 
they reach the ‘standard’ pensionable age if these payments are made because they are out 
of work or otherwise for reasons of labor market policy 
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ëçÅñ|ìéìí= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 662, N: 30, N : 25, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 29) 

ëçÅñ|ìéìÅ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 662, N: 30, N : 25, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 29) 

ëçÅñ|ìãéí= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 16, N: 1, N : 1, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 1) 

ëçÅñ|ìãéÅ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 16, N: 1, N : 1, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 1) 

eçìëáåÖ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
Rent subsidies and other benefits to the individual to help with housing costs. This 
includes direct public subsidies to tenants (in some countries, e.g. Norway, homeowners 
living in their house) earmarked for support with the cost of housing. SOCX excludes 
mortgage relief (fiscal) and (capital-)subsidies towards the construction of housing. By 
convention, all housing benefits are classified as in-kind benefit as they are earmarked 
expenditures. 

ëçÅñ|Üçéìí= eçìëáåÖ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 695, N: 31, N : 27, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 27) 

ëçÅñ|Üçéìâ= eçìëáåÖ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 699, N: 31, N : 27, T : 23) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 27) 

líÜÉê=pçÅá~ä=mçäáÅó=^êÉ~ë=
Includes social expenditure for those people who for various reasons fall outside the scope 
of the relevant program covering a particular contingency, or if this other benefit is 
insufficient to meet their needs. Social expenditure related to immigrants/refugees and 
indigenous people are separately recorded in this category. Finally, any social expenditure 
which is not attributable to other categories is included in this category. 

ëçÅñ|çíéìí= líÜÉê=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 677, N: 31, N : 26, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ëçÅñ|çíéìÅ= líÜÉê=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 649, N: 31, N : 25, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 30) 
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ëçÅñ|çíéìâ= líÜÉê=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=éìÄäáÅI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 566, N: 29, N : 22, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 28) 

ëçÅñ|çíãéí= líÜÉê=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 37, N: 3, N : 2, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 3) 

ëçÅñ|çíãéÅ= líÜÉê=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=Å~ëÜ=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 26, N: 2, N : 2, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 2) 

ëçÅñ|çíãéâ= líÜÉê=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=ã~åÇ~íçêó=éêáî~íÉI=áå=âáåÇ=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 27, N: 2, N : 2, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 2) 

ëçÅñ|çíîéí= líÜÉê=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉI=îçäìåí~êó=éêáî~íÉI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1981-2005, n: 392, N: 24, N : 15, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 20) 

pÅêìÖÖë=Ó=tÉäÑ~êÉ=pí~íÉ=båíáíäÉãÉåíë=
http://sp.uconn.edu/~scruggs/cwed/cwedall12.zip 
(Scruggs 2006; Scruggs 2007; Scruggs and Allan 2006; Esping-Andersen 1990) 
 
The calculations in the Welfare State Entitlements Dataset are based on the wage of an 
average production worker (APW). The net replacement rates are calculated as the ratio of 
wage after taxes to benefits after taxes. 
 
Following OECD convention, replacement rates for sickness and unemployment benefits 
are computed by annualizing the benefit for a 6 months spell of illness or unemployment. 
That amount is annualized (multiplied by 2). When the benefits due to the APW are a 
fixed amount per day or week, then that amount is multiplied by the appropriate units. 
 
For pensions, the benefits are computed as if retirement commences on 1 January of the 
year. Thus, the last year of the wage history is the previous year’s APW. Wherever possible, 
the wage history is simulated for calculating the standard pension benefit, since the 
treatment of past earnings can have a large effect on the pension benefit. 

ëÅ|ÄÖá= _ÉåÉÑáí=ÖÉåÉêçëáíó=áåÇÉñ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 574, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Scruggs & Allan’s generosity index summarizes the generosity of three social insurance 
programs: sickness insurance, unemployment insurance and pensions. It is a revision of 
Esping-Andersen’s (1990) decommodification index based on Scruggs and Allan’s own 
data but with a somewhat different methodology. 
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Higher scores indicate a more generous social insurance system. It varies theoretically 
between 0 and 64. 
 
The index is constructed as follows: 
 
Each program is assigned a score based on its different characteristics and on its coverage 
of the population. The final benefit generosity score is computed as the sum of the score 
of each program. 
 
For pensions, the following six indicators are considered: minimum net replacement rate 
for singles, minimum net replacement rate for couples, standard net replacement rate for 
singles, standard net replacement rate for couples, years of contribution required to receive 
a standard pension (scored inversely), and the individual’s share of pension financing. Each 
of these six characteristics is then given a score of 0-4. This score is the standardized value, 
based on the mean value of the indicator in 1980. The upper and lower bounds of the 
scores are truncated to +/- 2, and then 2 is added to make the scale 0-4. Finally, the scores 
of the six indicators are summed and multiplied by the take-up rate (the population above 
the retirement age receiving a pension). 
 
For sickness and unemployment insurances, the following five indicators are considered: 
the standard net replacement rate for singles, the standard net replacement rate for a 
dependent family, the number of weeks of employment/insurance required prior to 
qualification (scored inversely), the number of waiting days before benefits are paid (scored 
inversely), and the number of weeks for which a benefit can be received. As for pensions, 
each indicator is given a score of 0-4 based on the standard deviation from the mean value 
of each indicator in 1980. The scores of the five indicators are summed and then 
multiplied with the share of the labor force covered by the insurance. 
 
Note that if a program is based on a means test, then they get the score 0 for contribution 
and the weight of 0.5 for population covered. 
 
For instance, the score for unemployment insurance is: 
[Single net replacement rate (0-4) + Family replacement rate (0-4) + Duration (0-4) + 
Waiting Days (0-4) + Qualifying period (0-4)] * Coverage 
 
The final benefit generosity score is computed as the sum of the score of each program. 
 

ëÅ|Çá= aÉÅçããçÇáÑáÅ~íáçå=áåÇÉñ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 576, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Scruggs & Allan’s replication of Esping-Andersen’s decommodification index based on 
their own data. Higher scores indicate a more generous social insurance system. 
 
The decommodification index is similar to the benefit generosity index described above 
(sc_bgi). However, it differs in two important aspects: 
 
First, the score for each indicator is not on a continuous 0-4 scale, but it is either 1, 2 or 3. 
The score 2 is given if the indicator is within one standard deviation of the mean value of 
1980. The score 1 is given if the indicator is more than one standard deviation below the 
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mean value of 1980, and the score 3 is given if the indicator is more than one standard 
deviation above the mean value of 1980. 
 
The second difference is that only the replacement rates for singles and not for 
couples/families is considered. Instead the replacement rate is multiplied by 2, since it is a 
very important characteristic of each program. For example, the score for unemployment 
insurance is: 
 
[{Single net replacement rate (1-3)} * 2 + Duration (1-3) + Waiting Days (1-3) + 
Qualifying period (1-3)] * Coverage 
 
The decommodification score is then the sum of the score of each program. 

mÉåëáçåë=

ëÅ|éÖ= mÉåëáçåë=ÖÉåÉêçëáíó=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 576, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
The generosity of pensions. It varies theoretically between 0 and 24, where higher scores 
indicate a more generous pensions system.See sc_bgi above for an explanation on how it is 
computed. 

ëÅ|éÇ= mÉåëáçåë=ÇÉÅçããçÇáÑáÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 576, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Decommodification score for pensions. Higher values indicate a more decommodifying 
(generous) pensions system. See sc_di above for explaination on how it is computed. 
 

ëÅ|ãéêêë= kÉí=ãáåáãìã=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 560, N: 19, N : 18, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of net public pension paid to a person with no work history at retirement 
(beginning of year) to the net wage of a single APW.  

ëÅ|ãéêêÅ= kÉí=ãáåáãìã=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÅçìéäÉ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 560, N: 19, N : 18, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
As for single person (see above), but this is the net rate paid to a married couple (no 
children) with no work history against the net wage of the family of four. 

ëÅ|ëéêêë= kÉí=ëí~åÇ~êÇ=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 564, N: 19, N : 18, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
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This is the ratio of net public pension paid to a person earning the APW wage during each 
year of their working career upon retirement.  

ëÅ|ëéêêÅ= kÉí=ëí~åÇ~êÇ=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÅçìéäÉ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 564, N: 18, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
As for standard pension for single person, but computed for a couple with a single earner 
(lifetime APW wage) against a family of four net wages (as described above). 

ëÅ|éèé= mÉåëáçå=èì~äáÑóáåÖ=éÉêáçÇ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 575, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Standard number of years of pension insurance to be considered fully covered. It is 
assumed that people work only to the age of 65 or the retirement age. Where ambiguous, 
such as during transition periods, it is the number of years of coverage assumed when 
computing the replacement rate. 

ëÅ|éÑìåÇ= mÉåëáçå=ÑìåÇáåÖ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 498, N: 19, N : 16, T : 26) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
The ratio of employees’ pension contributions to employer and employees’ pension 
contributions. This is computed as the ratio of the current pension insurance charge rates. 

ëÅ|éÅçî= mÉåëáçå=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉLí~âÉJìé=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 461, N: 19, N : 14, T : 24) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2002 (varies by country, N: 17) 
 
Portion of those above the official retirement age who are in receipt of a public pension.  

ëÅ|ãêÉí= j~äÉ=êÉíáêÉãÉåí=~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 560, N: 19, N : 18, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Official retirement age for men. 

ëÅ|ÑêÉí= cÉã~äÉ=êÉíáêÉãÉåí=~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 560, N: 19, N : 18, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Official retirement age for women. 

páÅâ=é~ó=

ëÅ|ëÖ= páÅâåÉëë=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ÖÉåÉêçëáíó=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 574, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
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The generosity of the sickness insurance. It varies theoretically between 0 and 20, where 
higher scores indicate a more generous sickness insurance. See sc_bgi above for an 
explanation on how it is computed. 

ëÅ|ëÇ= páÅâåÉëë=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ÇÉÅçããçÇáÑáÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 576, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Decommodification score for the sickness insurance. Higher values indicate a more 
decommodifying (generous) unemployment insurance. See sc_di above for explanation on 
how it is computed. 

ëÅ|ëêêë= kÉí=ëáÅâåÉëë=áåëìê~åÅÉ=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 562, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of net insurance benefit for general short-term illness (not workplace or 
occupational illness or injury) to net income for a single person earning the APW wage. 

ëÅ|ëêêÑ= kÉí=ëáÅâåÉëë=áåëìê~åÅÉ=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÇÉéÉåÇÉåí=Ñ~ãáäó=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 562, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
As for single person replacement rate, but this is the net rate paid to a household with an 
APW, dependent spouse, and two dependent children (aged 7 and 12) against the net 
income of such a household with one APW in work. 

ëÅ|ëèÅ= =páÅâ=é~ó=èì~äáÑóáåÖ=ÅçåÇáíáçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 544, N: 18, N : 17, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 17) 
 
Weeks of insurance needed to qualify for benefit. (Where ambiguous, the qualifying 
condition consistent with the coding for replacement rate and duration of benefit is used.) 

ëÅ|ëÇìê= =páÅâ=é~ó=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Çìê~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 543, N: 18, N : 17, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 17) 
 
Weeks of benefit entitlement. Periods of means-tested assistance or long-term 
disability/invalidity pension, where applicable, are excluded. NB: “no limit” is coded 
“999”. 

ëÅ|ëï~áí= páÅâ=é~ó=ï~áíáåÖ=éÉêáçÇ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 543, N: 18, N : 17, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 17) 
 
Days one must wait to start receiving benefit after falling ill. 
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ëÅ|ëÅçî= páÅâ=é~ó=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 513, N: 18, N : 16, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2002 (varies by country, N: 16) 
 
Percentage of the labor force with sick pay insurance. N.B: This is not the percentage of 
currently sick who are receiving sick pay benefits 

råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=

ëÅ|ìÉÖ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ÖÉåÉêçëáíó=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 576, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
The generosity of the unemployment insurance. It varies theoretically between 0 and 20, 
where higher scores indicate a more generous unemployment insurance. See sc_bgi for an 
explanation on how it is computed. 

ëÅ|ìÉÇ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ÇÉÅçããçÇáÑáÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 576, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Decommodification score for the unemployment insurance. Higher values indicate a more 
decommodifying (generous) unemployment insurance. See sc_di for an explanation on 
how it is computed. 
 

ëÅ|ìÉêêë= kÉí=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 555, N: 19, N : 17, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of net unemployment insurance benefit to net income for an unmarried 
single person earning the average production worker (APW) wage. 

ëÅ|ìÉêêÑ= kÉí=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÇÉéÉåÇÉåí=Ñ~ãáäó=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 555, N: 19, N : 17, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
As for single person replacement rate, but this is the net rate paid to a household with an 
unemployed APW, dependent spouse, and two dependent children (aged 7 and 12) against 
the net income of such a household with one APW employed. 

ëÅ|ìÉèÅ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=èì~äáÑóáåÖ=ÅçåÇáíáçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 574, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Weeks of insurance needed to qualify for benefit. (Where ambiguous, the qualifying 
condition consistent with the coding for replacement rate and duration of benefit is used.) 
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ëÅ|ìÉÇìê= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Çìê~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 574, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Weeks of benefit entitlement. This excludes periods of means-tested assistance. When this 
varies, we have assumed the worker is aged 40 years and has paid insurance for 20 years. 
NB: “no limit” is coded “999”. 

ëÅ|ìÉï~áí= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ï~áíáåÖ=éÉêáçÇ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 575, N: 19, N : 18, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 18) 
 
Days one must wait to start receiving benefit after becoming unemployed. 

ëÅ|ìÉÅçî= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1971-2002, n: 536, N: 19, N : 17, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country, N: 17) 
 
Percentage of the labor force insured for unemployment risk. NB: This is not the 
percentage of currently unemployed who are currently receiving benefits. 

qÜÉ=pçÅá~ä=`áíáòÉåëÜáé=fåÇáÅ~íçê=mêçÖê~ã=
https://dspace.it.su.se/dspace/handle/10102/7 
(Korpi & Palme 2008) 
 
The Social Citzienship Indicator Program (SCIP) is focused on citizens’ rights and duties 
legislated in social policy programs like old age pensions, sickness, unemployment and 
work accident benefits. 
 
The calculations in SCIP are based on an Average Prodcutions Worker’s (APW) wage. 
When calculating family benefits, the family is assumed to be a married couple with one 
full-time wage-earner and two children aged 2 and 7. 
 
Following the OECD convention, the replacement rates for sickness and unemployment 
benefits are computed by annualizing the benefit for a 6 month long (26 weeks) period of 
illness or unemployment. 
 
For pensions, the benefits are computed as if retirement commences on 1 January. Thus, 
the last year of the wage history is the previous year’s APW. Wherever possible, the wage 
history is simulated for calculating the standard pension benefit, since the treatment of past 
earnings can have a large effect on the size of the pension benefit. 
 
The data is given for the year 1947 and then every fifth year 1950-1995. (In the original 
data observations also exist for 1930, 1933 and 1939, but these years are not included in 
the QoG Social Policy Dataset.) 
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mÉåëáçåë=

ëÅáé|ãéêêë= kÉí=ãáåáãìã=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 198, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of the minimum net public pension to the net wage of a single APW. The 
miniumum benefit is calculated as the lowest pension possible within the major scheme 
that includes the standard worker. This includes means-tested benefits, but not public 
assistance. It is assumed that the person has no property or income from other sources. 

ëÅáé|ãéêêÅ= kÉí=ãáåáãìã=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÅçìéäÉ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 198, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
As for single pension (scip_mprrs), but this is the net rate paid to a married couple with 
two dependent children. 

ëÅáé|ëéêêë= kÉí=ëí~åÇ~êÇ=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 198, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of net public pension paid to a person earning the APW wage in each year 
of their working career until retirement.  

ëÅáé|ëéêêÅ= kÉí=ëí~åÇ~êÇ=éÉåëáçå=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÅçìéäÉ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 198, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
As for standard pension for a single person, but computed for a couple with a single 
earner (lifetime APW wage) against a family of four (as described above). 

ëÅáé|éèé= mÉåëáçå=èì~äáÑóáåÖ=éÉêáçÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Number of years of contribution required to qualify for benefit. 

ëÅáé|éÅçî= mÉåëáçå=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉLí~âÉJìé=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 198, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Coverage ratio for the population section aged 15-65 years. 

ëÅáé|éÑÉ= mÉåëáçå=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÉãéäçóÉê=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 192, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 17) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from employer contributions. 
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ëÅáé|éÑá= mÉåëáçå=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=áåëìêÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 196, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 17) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from contributions by the individuals 
insured. 

ëÅáé|éÑÖ= mÉåëáçå=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 196, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 17) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from state general revenue. 

ëÅáé|éÑç= mÉåëáçå=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=çíÜÉê=ëçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 101, N: 14, N : 2, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 4) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from other financing sources (e.g. 
municipalities, interest income accrued from fund reserves etc.). 

ëÅáé|éã= mÉåëáçå=ãÉ~åë=íÉëí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Dummy variable indicating whether individual and/or household means test is applied to 
determine male worker’s qualification for benefit. A value of 1 indicates means test and a 
value of 0 indicates no means test. 

páÅâ=é~ó=

ëÅáé|ëêêë= kÉí=ëáÅâ=é~ó=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of net insurance benefit for general illness (not work accident illness) to 
net income for a single person earning the APW wage. 

ëÅáé|ëêêÑ= kÉí=ëáÅâ=é~ó=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÇÉéÉåÇÉåí=Ñ~ãáäó=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
As for single person replacement rate, but this is the net rate paid to a household with an 
APW, dependent spouse, and two dependent children (aged 2 and 7) against the net 
income of such a household with one APW in work. 

ëÅáé|ëèÅ= =páÅâ=é~ó=èì~äáÑóáåÖ=ÅçåÇáíáçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
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Weeks of insurance needed to qualify for benefit. 

ëÅáé|ëÇìê= =páÅâ=é~ó=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Çìê~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Weeks of benefit entitlement. Unlimited duration is coded as 260 weeks. 

ëÅáé|ëï~áí= páÅâ=é~ó=ï~áíáåÖ=éÉêáçÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Days one must wait to start receiving benefit after falling ill. 

ëÅáé|ëÅçî= páÅâ=é~ó=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 17) 
 
Percentage of the labor force with sick pay insurance. N.B: This is not the percentage of 
currently sick who are receiving sick pay benefits 

ëÅáé|ëÑÉ= páÅâ=é~ó=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÉãéäçóÉê=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 195, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from employer contributions. 

ëÅáé|ëÑá= páÅâ=é~ó=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=áåëìêÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 195, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from contributions by the individuals 
insured. 

ëÅáé|ëÑÖ= páÅâ=é~ó=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 195, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from state general revenue. 

ëÅáé|ëÑç= páÅâ=é~ó=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=çíÜÉê=ëçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 107, N: 13, N : 2, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 4) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from other financing sources (e.g. 
municipalities, interest income accrued from fund reserves etc.). 
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ëÅáé|ëã= páÅâ=é~ó=ãÉ~åë=íÉëí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Dummy variable indicating whether individual and/or household means test is applied to 
determine male worker’s qualification for benefit. A value of 1 indicates means test and a 
value of 0 indicates no means test. 

råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=

ëÅáé|ìÉêêë= kÉí=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of net unemployment insurance benefit to net income for an unmarried 
single person earning the average production worker (APW) wage. 

ëÅáé|ìÉêêÑ= kÉí=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÇÉéÉåÇÉåí=Ñ~ãáäó=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
As for single person replacement rate, but this is the net rate paid to a household with an 
unemployed APW, dependent spouse, and two dependent children (aged 2 and7) against 
the net income of such a household with one APW employed. 

ëÅáé|ìÉèÅ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí==ÄÉåÉÑáí=èì~äáÑóáåÖ=ÅçåÇáíáçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Weeks of insurance needed to qualify for benefit. 

ëÅáé|ìÉÇìê= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Çìê~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Weeks of benefit entitlement. Unlimited duration is coded as 260 weeks. 

ëÅáé|ìÉï~áí= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ï~áíáåÖ=éÉêáçÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Days one must wait to start receiving benefit after becoming unemployed. 

ëÅáé|ìÉÅçî= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 198, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
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Percentage of the labor force insured for unemployment risk. NB: This is not the 
percentage of currently unemployed who are currently receiving benefits. 

ëÅáé|ìÉÑÉ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÉãéäçóÉê=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 196, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from employer contributions. 

ëÅáé|ìÉÑá= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=áåëìêÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 196, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from contributions by the individuals 
insured. 

ëÅáé|ìÉÑÖ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 196, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from state general revenue. 

ëÅáé|ìÉÑç= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=çíÜÉê=ëçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 80, N: 12, N : 2, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 2) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from other financing sources (e.g. 
municipalities, interest income accrued from fund reserves etc.). 

ëÅáé|ìÉã= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=ãÉ~åë=íÉëí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 195, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 17) 
 
Dummy variable indicating whether individual and/or household means test is applied to 
determine male worker’s qualification for benefit. A value of 1 indicates means test and a 
value of 0 indicates no means test. 

tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=

ëÅáé|ï~êêë= kÉí=ïçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ëáåÖäÉ=éÉêëçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
This is the ratio of net insurance benefit for work accident illness to net income for a 
single person earning the APW wage. 

ëÅáé|ï~êêÑ= kÉí=ïçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=êÉéä~ÅÉãÉåí=ê~íÉ=Ñçê=ÇÉéÉåÇÉåí=Ñ~ãáäó=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
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As for single person replacement rate, but this is the net rate paid to a household with an 
APW, dependent spouse, and two dependent children (aged 2 and 7) against the net 
income of such a household with one APW in work. 

ëÅáé|ï~èÅ= =tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=èì~äáÑóáåÖ=ÅçåÇáíáçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 195, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 17) 
 
Weeks of insurance needed to qualify for benefit. 

ëÅáé|ï~Çìê= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáí=Çìê~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Weeks of benefit entitlement. Unlimited duration is coded as 260 weeks. 

ëÅáé|ï~ï~áí= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ï~áíáåÖ=éÉêáçÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Days one must wait to start receiving benefit after becoming injured from a work accident. 

ëÅáé|ï~Åçî= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 198, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Percentage of the labor force with work accident insurance. N.B: This is not the percentage 
of currently sick who are receiving work accident insurance benefits 

ëÅáé|ï~ÑÉ= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÉãéäçóÉê=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from employer contributions. 

ëÅáé|ï~Ñá= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=áåëìêÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from contributions by the individuals 
insured. 

ëÅáé|ï~ÑÖ= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 197, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 18) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from state general revenue. 
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ëÅáé|ï~Ñç= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=Ñáå~åÅáåÖ=Äó=çíÜÉê=ëçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 54, N: 9, N : 1, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 2) 
 
Total proportion of insurance fund receipts derived from other financing sources (e.g. 
municipalities, interest income accrued from fund reserves etc.). 

ëÅáé|ï~ã= tçêâ=~ÅÅáÇÉåí=áåëìê~åÅÉ=ãÉ~åë=íÉëí=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 195, N: 19, N : 4, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 17) 
 
Dummy variable indicating whether individual and/or household means test is applied to 
determine male worker’s qualification for benefit. A value of 1 indicates means test and a 
value of 0 indicates no means test. 
 

rkbp`l=fåëíáíìíÉ=Ñçê=pí~íáëíáÅë=
http://stats.uis.unesco.org/unesco/TableViewer/document.aspx?ReportId=143&IF_Lan
guage=eng 
(UNESCO 2007) 

bñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=
The data on expenditure on education includes both expenditure on educational 
institutions and administration. 

ìåÉ|íçÉ= qçí~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 137, N: 36, N : 20, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2004 (varies by country), N: 78) 
Total expenditure on education as a percentage of GDP. Includes expenditure from 
public, private and international sources=

ìåÉ|éìíç= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÉÇìÅ~íáçåI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 198, N: 39, N : 28, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 146) 
 
Total public expenditure on education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éìéêÉ= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=éêÉJéêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 172, N: 38, N : 25, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 128) 
 
Public expenditure on pre-primary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éìé= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=éêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 185, N: 38, N : 25, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 143) 
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Public expenditure on primary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éìë= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 187, N: 38, N : 27, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 141) 
 
Public expenditure on secondary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éìíÉ= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=íÉêíá~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 197, N: 38, N : 28, T : 5 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 138) 
 
Public expenditure on tertiary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éìíÖ= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=EB=çÑ=íçí~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíF=

(Time-series: 1991-2004, n: 164, N: 36, N : 12, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 136) 
 
Public expenditure on tertiary education as a percentage of total government expenditure.=

ìåÉ|éêíç= mêáî~íÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÉÇìÅ~íáçåI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 137, N: 36, N : 20, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2004 (varies by country), N: 70) 
 
Total private expenditure on education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éêéêÉ= mêáî~íÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=éêÉJéêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 125, N: 32, N : 18, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 62) 
 
Private expenditure on pre-primary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éêé= mêáî~íÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=éêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 126, N: 31, N : 18, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2004 (varies by country), N: 62) 
 
Private expenditure on primary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éêë= mêáî~íÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 131, N: 32, N : 19, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2004 (varies by country), N: 63) 
 
Private expenditure on secondary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|éêíÉ= mêáî~íÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=íÉêíá~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 135, N: 34, N : 19, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 68) 
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Private expenditure on tertiary education as a percentage of GDP.=

ìåÉ|áíç= fåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÉÇìÅ~íáçåI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 91, N: 28, N : 13, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 72) 
 
Total expenditure on education financed by international sources, as percentage of GDP. 

ìåÉ|ééí= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=éÉê=éìéáäI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 181, N: 36, N : 26, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 122) 
 
Public expenditure per pupil as a percentage of GDP per capita. 

ìåÉ|ééé= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=éÉê=éìéáäI=éêáã~êó=

(Time-series: 1991-2005, n: 221, N: 38, N : 15, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 143) 
 
Public expenditure per pupil in primary school, as percentage of GDP per capita. 

ìåÉ|ééë= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=éÉê=éìéáäI=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 193, N: 38, N : 28, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 140) 
 
Public expenditure per pupil in secondary school, as percentage of GDP per capita. 

ìåÉ|ééíÉ= mìÄäáÅ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=éÉê=éìéáäI=íÉêíá~êó=

(Time-series: 1999-2005, n: 192, N: 37, N : 27, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 126) 
 
Public expenditure per pupil in tertiary school, as percentage of GDP per capita. 
 

mìéáäJíÉ~ÅÜÉê=ê~íáç=
Average number of pupils (students) per teacher at a specific level of education in a given 
school-year. 

ìåÉ|éíêéêÉ= mìéáäJíÉ~ÅÜÉê=ê~íáçI=éêÉJéêáã~êó=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 232, N: 37, N : 15, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 171) 

ìåÉ|éíêé= mìéáäJíÉ~ÅÜÉê=ê~íáçI=éêáã~êó=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 247, N: 39, N : 15, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 177) 

ìåÉ|éíêë= mìéáäJíÉ~ÅÜÉê=ê~íáçI=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 224, N: 38, N : 14, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 173) 
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telpfp=Ó=tel=pí~íáëíáÅ~ä=fåÑçêã~íáçå=póëíÉã=
http://www.who.int/whosis/en/  
(WHO 2006, 2009) 

eÉ~äíÜ=bñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=

ïÜç|íÉÜ= qçí~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
The sum of general government and private health expenditure as a percentage of GDP. It 
comprises the outlays earmarked for health maintenance, restoration or enhancement of 
the health status of the population, paid for in cash or in kind. 

ïÜç|íÉÜÅì= qçí~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=éÉê=Å~éáí~=ErpaF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
Total expenditure on health per capita in US dollars (annual average exchange rate). Note: 
In the original data, one of the observations had the value “<1.0”. We replaced this value 
with 0. 

ïÜç|íÉÜÅá= qçí~ä=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=éÉê=Å~éáí~=EáåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=Ççää~êëF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
Total expenditure on health per capita in international dollars. (International dollars are 
derived by dividing local currency units by an estimate of their purchasing power parity 
(PPP) compared with US dollars, i.e. the measure that minimizes the consequences of 
differences in prices between countries.) 

ïÜç|ÖÉÜÜ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=íçí~ä=ÜÉ~äíÜF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
Government expenditure on health care services and goods as a percentage of total 
expenditure on health (who_teh). Expenditures on health include final consumption, 
subsidies to producers, and transfers to households (chiefly reimbursements for medical 
and pharmaceutical bills). Besides domestic funds it also includes external resources 
(mainly as grants passing through the government or loans channeled through the national 
budget). 

ïÜç|ÖÉÜÅì= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=éÉê=Å~éáí~=ErpaF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2004 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
Government expenditure on health per capita in US dollars (annual average exchange 
rate). Note: In the original data, five of the observations had the value “<1.0”. We replaced 
these values with 0. 



The QoG Social Policy Dataset – Codebook 
 

65 
 

ïÜç|ÖÉÜÅá= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=éÉê=Å~éáí~=EáåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=Ççää~êëF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
Government expenditure on health per capita in international dollars (see who_tehci). 
Note: In the original data, two of the observations had the value “<1.0”. We replaced 
these values with 0. 

ïÜç|éÉÜ= mêáî~íÉ=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=íçí~ä=ÜÉ~äíÜF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
Private expenditure on health-care services and goods as a percantage of total expenditure 
on health (who_teh). 

ïÜç|ÖÉÜÖ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=íçí~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
Government expenditure on health-care services and goods as a percentage of total 
government expenditure. 

ïÜç|ÉêÜ= bñíÉêå~ä=êÉëçìêÅÉë=Ñçê=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=íçí~ä=ÜÉ~äíÜF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 446, N: 38, N : 37, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2004 (varies by country), N: 189) 
 
dê~åíë and loans for health goods and services, passing through governments or private 
entities, in cash or in kind, as a percentage of total expenditure on health (who_teh). 

ïÜç|ëëÜ= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ÜÉ~äíÜF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
Expenditure on health by schemes that are mandatory and controlled by government, as a 
percentage of total government expenditure on health (who_gehh). Such social-security 
schemes that apply only to a selected group of the population, such as public sector 
employees only, are also included here. 

ïÜç|ççé= lìíJçÑJéçÅâÉí=ÉñéÉåÇáíìêÉ=çå=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EB=çÑ=éêáî~íÉ=ÜÉ~äíÜF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 468, N: 39, N : 39, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 190) 
 
The direct outlays of households, including gratuities and in-kind payments made to health 
practitioners and to suppliers of pharmaceuticals, therapeutic appliances and other goods 
and services, as a percentage of total private expenditure on health (who_peh). This 
includes direct payments to both public and private providers.=
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ïÜç|ééé= mêáî~íÉ=éêÉé~áÇ=éä~åë=EB=çÑ=éêáî~íÉ=ÜÉ~äíÜF=

(Time-series: 1995-2006, n: 453, N: 39, N : 38, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2003 (varies by country), N: 168) 
 
Private insurance schemes and private social insurance schemes (with no government 
control over payment rates and participating providers but with broad guidelines from 
government), as a percentage of total private expenditure on health (who_peh). 

eÉ~äíÜ=pí~ÑÑ=

ïÜç|éÜ~= mÜóëáÅá~åë=E~ÄëçäìíÉ=î~äìÉF=
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 186) 
 
Number of physicians. Includes generalists and specialists. 

ïÜç|éÜÇ= mÜóëáÅá~åë=EÇÉåëáíó=éÉê=NMMM=éçéìä~íáçåF=
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 186) 
 
Density of physicians per 1000 population. 

ïÜç|åì~= kìêëÉë=E~ÄëçäìíÉ=î~äìÉF=
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 185) 
 
Number of nurses. Includes professional nurses, auxiliary nurses, enrolled nurses and 
other nurses, such as dental nurses and primary care nurses. 

ïÜç|åìÇ= kìêëÉë=EÇÉåëáíó=éÉê=NMMM=éçéìä~íáçåF=
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 185) 
 
Density of nurses per 1000 population. 

ïÜç|ÇÉ~= aÉåíáëíë=E~ÄëçäìíÉ=î~äìÉF=
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 183) 
 
kìãÄÉê=çÑ=ÇÉåíáëíëK=fncludes dentists, dental assistants and dental technicians.=

ïÜç|ÇÉÇ= aÉåíáëíë=EÇÉåëáíó=éÉê=NMMM=éçéìä~íáçåF=
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 183) 
 
Density of dentists per 1000 population. 



The QoG Social Policy Dataset – Codebook 
 

67 
 

q~ñÉë=~åÇ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=oÉîÉåìÉ=

This section includes data on tax rates and government income from different types of 
taxes. 

b~ëíÉêäó=
ÜííéWLLÖçKïçêäÇÄ~åâKçêÖLwpnhvcrSgM 
(Easterly 2001a; Easterly 2001b) 
 
Easterly’s data on government revenue and expenditure comes from the IMF Government 
Finance Statistics. The classification of the data is described in IMF (1986; 2001). 
 
WARNING: We have found some dubious figures in this data, particularly for the 
Democratic Republic of Congo in 1982-1995, but decided to leave the original data as is. 

dçîÉêåãÉåí=oÉîÉåìÉ=

É~|íÖêÖ= qçí~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉîÉåìÉ=~åÇ=Öê~åíë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 805, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 89) 
 
Total government revenue, including grants from foreign governments and international 
organizations, as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|íÖê= qçí~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉîÉåìÉ=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 805, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 89) 
 
Total government revenue, excluding grants, as a percentage of GDP (ea_tgrg - ea_g). 

É~|íáéÅ= q~ñÉë=çå=áåÅçãÉI=éêçÑáíë=~åÇ=Å~éáí~ä=Ö~áåë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 803, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 85) 
 
Taxes on income, profits and capital gains as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|ëëÅ= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 753, N: 36, N : 27, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 67) 
 
Government revenue from social security contributions as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|íéïÑ= q~ñÉë=çå=é~óêçää=çê=ïçêâ=ÑçêÅÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 339, N: 20 N : 12, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 25) 
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This category consists of taxes that are collected from employers or the self-employed and 
that are not earmarked for social security schemes. Payments earmarked for social security 
schemes are classified as social security contributions (ea_ssc). 

É~|íé= q~ñÉë=çå=éêçéÉêíó=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 731, N: 37, N : 26, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 77) 
 
Taxes on the use, ownership, or transfer of wealth as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|ÇíÖë= açãÉëíáÅ=í~ñÉë=çå=ÖççÇë=~åÇ=ëÉêîáÅÉë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 803, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 87) 
 
Domestic taxes on goods and services as a percentage of GDP. This includes VAT, 
excises, profits of fiscal monopoly etc. 

É~|ííí= q~ñÉë=çå=áåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=íê~ÇÉ=~åÇ=íê~åë~Åíáçåë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 724, N: 37, N : 26, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 81) 
 
Taxes on international trade and transactions as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|çí= líÜÉê=í~ñÉë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 598, N: 34, N : 21, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 68) 
 
Other taxes as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|íëëÖê= q~ñ=~åÇ=ëçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉîÉåìÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 814, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 89) 
 
Total government revenue from taxes and social security contributions as a percentage of 
GDP (ea_tipc + ea_ssc + ea_tpwf + ea_tp + ea_dtgs + ea_ttt + ea_ot). 

É~|ÖÅê= dçîÉêåãÉåí=Å~éáí~ä=êÉîÉåìÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 678, N: 37, N : 24, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 78) 
 
Revenue from government capital as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|Ö= dê~åíë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 630, N: 36, N : 23, T : 18) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 71) 
 
Noncompulsory current or capital transfers received from either another government or 
an international organization, as a percentage of GDP. 
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É~|çÖê= líÜÉê=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉîÉåìÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 805, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 89) 
 
Revenue other than that from taxes, social security contributions, grants and capital, as a 
percentage of GDP. Included here is e.g. entrepreneurial and property income and income 
from administrative fees and charges. 

É~|ÅìÖê= `ìêêÉåí=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉîÉåìÉ=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 805, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 89) 
 
Total government revenue excluding capital revenue and grants, as a percentage of GDP 
(ea_tgr - ea_gcr). 

cê~ëÉê=fåëíáíìíÉ=Ó=bÅçåçãáÅ=cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=íÜÉ=tçêäÇ=
ÜííéWLLïïïKÑêÉÉíÜÉïçêäÇKÅçãL=
(Gwartney and Lawson 2006) 
 
Note: In some cases the data from Fraser Institute gives the top marginal tax rate as an 
interval. In these cases we have recoded the variable to the highest figure in the interval. 
(If, e.g., the top marginal tax rate is given as 52-59, we have recoded it to 59.) 

Ñá|ãíá= qçé=ã~êÖáå~ä=í~ñ=ê~íÉ=EáåÇÉñF=

(Time-series: 1970-2004, n: 349, N: 40, N : 10, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2004 (varies by country), N: 114) 
 
The index ranges from 0-10, where higher marginal tax rates that take effect at lower 
income thresholds give a lower rating.  

Ñá|ãáíé= qçé=ã~êÖáå~ä=áåÅçãÉ=í~ñ=ê~íÉ=EéÉêÅÉåíF=

(Time-series: 1970-2004, n: 349, N: 40, N : 10, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 113) 
 
Top marginal income tax rate. 

Ñá|ãáíá= qçé=ã~êÖáå~ä=áåÅçãÉ=í~ñ=ê~íÉ=EáåÇÉñF=

(Time-series: 1970-2004, n: 349, N: 40, N : 10, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2004 (varies by country), N: 114) 
 
The index ranges from 0-10, where higher marginal income tax rates that take effect at 
lower income thresholds give a lower rating.  

Ñá|ãéíé= qçé=ã~êÖáå~ä=áåÅçãÉ=~åÇ=é~óêçää=í~ñ=ê~íÉ=EéÉêÅÉåíF=

(Time-series: 1990-2004, n: 257, N: 40, N : 17, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 104) 
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Top marginal income and payroll tax rate. 

Ñá|ãéíá= qçé=ã~êÖáå~ä=áåÅçãÉ=~åÇ=é~óêçää=í~ñ=ê~íÉ=EáåÇÉñF=

(Time-series: 1990-2004, n: 257, N: 40, N : 17, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 105) 
 
The index ranges from 0-10, where higher marginal income and payroll tax rates that take 
effect at lower income thresholds give a lower rating. 

lb`a=Ó=oÉîÉåìÉ=pí~íáëíáÅë=
http://caliban.sourceoecd.org/vl=1372044/cl=23/nw=1/rpsv/statistic/s19_about.htm?j
nlissn=16081099 
(OECD 2006b) 

êë|ííê= qçí~ä=í~ñ=êÉîÉåìÉ= =

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1118, N: 31, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Total tax revenue as a percentage of GDP. This includes social security contributions.  

q~ñÉë=çå=áåÅçãÉI=éêçÑáíë=~åÇ=Å~éáí~ä=Ö~áåë=

êë|áéÅí= fåÅçãÉI=éêçÑáíë=~åÇ=Å~éáí~ä=Ö~áåë=í~ñI=íçí~ä= =

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1118, N: 31, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Total (both individual and corporate) income, profits and capital gains tax revenue as a 
percentage of GDP. 

êë|áéÅá= fåÅçãÉI=éêçÑáíë=~åÇ=Å~éáí~ä=Ö~áåë=í~ñI=áåÇáîáÇì~äë= =

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1068, N: 30, N : 21, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 29) 
 
Income, profits and capital gains tax revenue from individuals as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|áéíá= fåÅçãÉ=~åÇ=éêçÑáíë=í~ñI=áåÇáîáÇì~äë=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1026, N: 30, N : 20, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
 
Income and profits tax revenue from individuals, as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|Åíá= `~éáí~ä=Ö~áåë=í~ñI=áåÇáîáÇì~äë= =

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1018, N: 29, N : 20, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
Capital gains tax revenue from individuals, as a percentage of GDP. 
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êë|éÅíÅ== mêçÑáíë=~åÇ=Å~éáí~ä=Ö~áåë=í~ñI=Åçêéçê~íÉ=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1068, N: 30, N : 21, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 29) 
 
Corporate profits and capital gains tax revenue, as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|áéÅíç== fåÅçãÉI=éêçÑáíë=~åÇ=Å~éáí~ä=Ö~áåë=í~ñI=çíÜÉê=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1118, N: 31, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Income, profits and capital gains tax, unallocable between individuals and corporate. 

pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=

êë|ëëí= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåëI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1116, N: 31, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Total social security contributions, as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|ëëÉÉ= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåëI=ÉãéäçóÉÉë=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1059, N: 29, N : 21, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
 
Social security contributions paid by employees, as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|ëëÉê= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåëI=ÉãéäçóÉêë=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1060, N: 29, N : 21, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
 
Social security contributions paid by employers, as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|ëëëå= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåëI=ëÉäÑJ=~åÇ=åçåJÉãéäçóÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1061, N: 29, N : 21, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
 
Social security contributions paid by the self- and non-employed, as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|ëëç= pçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåëI=çíÜÉê=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1103, N: 30, N : 22, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 29) 
 
Social security contributions unallocable between employees, employers and the self- and 
non-employed. 
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líÜÉê=í~ñÉë=

êë|íéï= q~ñÉë=çå=é~óêçää=~åÇ=ïçêâÑçêÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1117, N: 31, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
This includes special wage tax, general wage fees, child care fees, adult education fees etc. 
as a percentage of GDP. 

êë|íé= q~ñÉë=çå=éêçéÉêíó=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1118, N: 31, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Total taxes on property, as a percentage of GDP. Includes both individual and corporate 
taxes. 

êë|íÖë= q~ñÉë=çå=ÖççÇë=~åÇ=ëÉêîáÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1955-2005, n: 1118, N: 31, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Total taxes on goods and services, as a percentage of GDP. This includes VAT, excises, 
profits of fiscal monopoly, taxes on incomes and exports etc. 

lb`a=Ó=q~ñáåÖ=t~ÖÉë=pí~íáëíáÅë=
ÜííéWLLÅ~äáÄ~åKëçìêÅÉçÉÅÇKçêÖLîäZPUPNTQPLÅäZNPLåïZNLêéëîLëí~íáëíáÅLëOQ|~ÄçìíKÜíã\àåäáë
ëåZNSMUNNMO=
(OECD 2006a) 
 
The calculations in the Taxing Wages Statistics are based on the wage of an average 
production worker (APW). Please note that from 1991, data on wages has been revised to 
only include production workers (excluding employees). 

íï|~íë= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=áåÅçãÉ=í~ñI=ëáåÖäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1979-2004, n: 507, N: 31, N : 20, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Average personal income tax as a percentage of gross earnings, for a single person with no 
children, earning 100% of APW. 

íï|~íÅ= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=áåÅçãÉ=í~ñI=ÅçìéäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1979-2004, n: 507, N: 31, N : 20, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Average personal income tax as a percentage of gross earnings, for a married couple with 
two children, where the principal earner earns 100% of APW and the spouse 0% of APW. 
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íï|~íÅçë= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=í~ñ=~åÇ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåëI=ëáåÖäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Employees’ social security contributions and personal income tax as a percentage of gross 
earnings. Calculated for a single person with no children, earning 100% of APW. 

íï|~íÅçÅ= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=í~ñ=~åÇ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåëI=ÅçìéäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_atcos, but calculated for a married couple with two children, where the 
principal earner earns 100% of APW and the spouse 0% of APW. 

íï|~íÅäë= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=í~ñ=~åÇ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=äÉëë=íê~åëÑÉêëI=ëáåÖäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1979-2004, n: 507, N: 31, N : 20, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Total social security contributions and personal income tax, less transfer payments, as a 
percentage of gross wage earnings. Calculated for a single person with no children, earning 
100% of APW. 

íï|~íÅäÅ= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=í~ñ=~åÇ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=äÉëë=íê~åëÑÉêëI=ÅçìéäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1979-2004, n: 502, N: 31, N : 19, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_atcls, but calculated for a married couple with two children, where the 
principal earner earns 100% of APW and the spouse 0% of APW. 

íï|ãíÅäë= j~êÖáå~ä=í~ñ=~åÇ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=äÉëë=íê~åëÑÉêëI=ëáåÖäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_atcls, but marginal rate instead of average rate. 

íï|ãíÅäÅ= j~êÖáå~ä=í~ñ=~åÇ=ÅçåíêáÄìíáçåë=äÉëë=íê~åëÑÉêëI=ÅçìéäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_atclc, but marginal rate instead of average rate. Assumes a rise in gross 
earnings of the principal earner in the household. The outcome may differ if the wage of 
the spouse goes up, especially if partners are taxed individually. 

íï|~íïë= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=í~ñ=ïÉÇÖÉI=ëáåÖäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1979-2004, n: 499, N: 31, N : 19, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
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Average tax rate, covering employees’ and employers’ social security contributions and 
personal income tax, less transfer payments, as a percentage of gross labor costs (gross 
wage + employers’ social security contributions). Calculated for a single person with no 
children, earning 100% of APW. 

íï|~íïÅ= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=í~ñ=ïÉÇÖÉI=ÅçìéäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1979-2004, n: 495, N: 31, N : 19, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_atws, but calculated for a married couple with two children, where the 
principal earner earns 100% of APW and the spouse 0% of APW. 

íï|ãíïë= j~êÖáå~ä=í~ñ=ïÉÇÖÉI=ëáåÖäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_atws, but marginal rate instead of average rate. 

íï|ãíïÅ= j~êÖáå~ä=í~ñ=ïÉÇÖÉI=ÅçìéäÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_atwc, but marginal rate instead of average rate. Assumes a rise in gross 
earnings of the principal earner in the household. The outcome may differ if the wage of 
the spouse goes up, especially if partners are taxed individually. 

íï|Éïë= bä~ëíáÅáíó=çÑ=áåÅçãÉ=~ÑíÉê=í~ñI=Öêçëë=ï~ÖÉI=ëáåÖäÉ=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Measures the increase in net income after a 1 % increase in gross wage earnings. Net 
income is calculated as gross earnings minus employees’ social security contributions and 
personal income tax plus family benefits. 
 
The more progressive the tax system at these income levels, the lower is the elasticity. In a 
proportional tax system the elasticity would equal 1. 
 
Calculated for a single person with no children, earning 100% of APW. 

íï|ÉïÅ= bä~ëíáÅáíó=çÑ=áåÅçãÉ=~ÑíÉê=í~ñI=Öêçëë=ï~ÖÉI=ÅçìéäÉ=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_ews, but calculated for a married couple with two children, where the principal 
earner earns 100% of APW and the spouse 0% of APW. 

íï|Éäë= bä~ëíáÅáíó=çÑ=áåÅçãÉ=~ÑíÉê=í~ñI=Öêçëë=ä~Äçê=ÅçëíI=ëáåÖäÉ=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
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Same as tw_ews, but calculated for an increase in gross labor costs (gross wage + 
employers’ social security contributions). 

íï|ÉäÅ= bä~ëíáÅáíó=çÑ=áåÅçãÉ=~ÑíÉê=í~ñI=Öêçëë=ä~Äçê=ÅçëíI=ÅçìéäÉ=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 237, N: 30, N : 30, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Same as tw_ewc, but calculated for an increase in gross labor costs (gross wage + 
employers’ social security contributions). 
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pçÅá~ä=`çåÇáíáçåë=

This is a broad category where we have tried to include data that describe the structural 
conditions for social policy. The category encompasses things like economic inequality, 
GDP, unemployment, educational levels, health conditions, gender inequality, 
immigration, trade openness and foreign direct investments. 

^êãáåÖÉçå=Éí=~ä=Ó=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=mçäáíáÅ~ä=a~í~ëÉí=f=C=ff=
http://www.ipw.unibe.ch/content/team/klaus_armingeon/comparative_political_data_se
ts/index_ger.html 
(Armingeon et al 2008; Armingeon & Careja 2006) 

~ê|ëçìêÅÉ= ^êãáåÖÉçå=ëçìêÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1698, N: 36, N : 27, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 53) 
 
There are three different versions of the Comparative Political Dataset (CPDS), and this 
variable denotes from which of these each observation comes. There are observations 
from 23 OECD countries from CPDS I, 28 post-communist countries from CPDS II, and 
data for Cyprus and Malta from CPDS III. 

~ê|ìÉ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ê~íÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1153, N: 34, N : 25, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2002 (varies by country), N: 49) 
 
Unemployment rate in percent. Source for the OECD countries (ar_source = 1) is OECD, 
Employment and Labour Market Statistics. Source for the post-communist countries 
(ar_source = 2) is mainly Kolodko (2000). 

_~êêç=C=iÉÉ=
http://go.worldbank.org/MDJHSKYEB0 
(Barro & Lee 2000) 

Ää|éëÅíOR= mêáã~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eíçí~ä=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|ëëÅíOR= pÉÅçåÇ~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eíçí~ä=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 
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Ää|ÜëÅíOR= eáÖÜÉê=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eíçí~ä=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|éëÅÑOR= mêáã~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=EÑÉã~äÉ=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|ëëÅÑOR= pÉÅçåÇ~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=EÑÉã~äÉ=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|ÜëÅÑOR= eáÖÜÉê=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=EÑÉã~äÉ=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|éëÅãOR= mêáã~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eã~äÉ=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|ëëÅãOR= pÉÅçåÇ~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eã~äÉ=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|ÜëÅãOR= eáÖÜÉê=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eã~äÉ=ORHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 

Ää|éëÅíNR= mêáã~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eíçí~ä=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|ëëÅíNR= pÉÅçåÇ~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eíçí~ä=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|ÜëÅíNR= eáÖÜÉê=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eíçí~ä=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|éëÅÑNR= mêáã~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=EÑÉã~äÉ=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|ëëÅÑNR= pÉÅçåÇ~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=EÑÉã~äÉ=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 
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Ää|ÜëÅÑNR= eáÖÜÉê=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=EÑÉã~äÉ=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|éëÅãNR= mêáã~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eã~äÉ=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|ëëÅãNR= pÉÅçåÇ~êó=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eã~äÉ=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|ÜëÅãNR= eáÖÜÉê=ëÅÜççä=ÅçãéäÉíÉ=Eã~äÉ=NRHF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 

Ää|~ëóÑNR= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=ëÅÜççäáåÖ=óÉ~êë=EÑÉã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 
 
Average schooling years in the female population aged 15 and over. 

Ää|~ëóÑOR= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=ëÅÜççäáåÖ=óÉ~êë=EÑÉã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 
 
Average schooling years in the female population aged 25 and over. 

Ää|~ëóãNR= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=ëÅÜççäáåÖ=óÉ~êë=Eã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 
 
Average schooling years in the male population aged 15 and over. 

Ää|~ëóãOR= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=ëÅÜççäáåÖ=óÉ~êë=Eã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 
 
Average schooling years in the male population aged 25 and over. 

Ää|~ëóíNR= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=ëÅÜççäáåÖ=óÉ~êë=Eíçí~äF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 261, N: 30, N : 6, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 104) 
 
Average schooling years in the total population aged 15 and over. 
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Ää|~ëóíOR= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=ëÅÜççäáåÖ=óÉ~êë=Eíçí~äF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 270, N: 31, N : 7, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 103) 
 
Average schooling years in the total population aged 25 and over. 

aÉáåáåÖÉê=C=pèìáêÉ=
ÜííéWLLÉÅçåKïçêäÇÄ~åâKçêÖLt_pfqbLbuqbok^iLbuqab`Lbuqobpb^o`eLMIIÅçåíÉå
íjahWOMSVVMTMúé~ÖÉmhWSQONQUORúéámhWSQONQVQPúíÜÉpáíÉmhWQSVPUOIMMKÜíãä 
(Deininger & Squire 1996) 

Çë|Öáåá= dáåá=fåÇÉñ=

(Time-series: 1947-1995, n: 342, N: 33, N : 7, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 1968-1996 (varies by country), N: 108) 
 
The variable measures the Gini index of income inequality from observations with the 
highest data quality (where the quality has been rated as “accept”) in the original Deininger 
& Squire (1996) dataset (higher values indicating more inequality). The Gini coefficient 
varies theoretically from 0 (perfectly equal distribution of income) to 100 (the society’s 
total income accrues to only one person/household unit). 
 
Note: Both within- and cross-country comparisons are to be handled with care since these 
Gini coefficients are based on varying sources of information: income or expenditure, 
gross or net of taxes, and using individual or household recipient units. 

Çë|óçã= vÉ~ê=çÑ=ãÉ~ëìêÉãÉåí=
The latest year available for each country of the ds_gini measurement in the cross-sectional 
dataset. 

aêÉÜÉê=Ó=hlc=fåÇÉñ=çÑ=däçÄ~äáò~íáçå=
http://globalization.kof.ethz.ch/ 
(Dreher 2006; Dreher et al 2008) 
 
All indexes below range between 0 and 100, where higher values indicate a higher degree 
of globalization. 

Çê|áÖ= fåÇÉñ=çÑ=däçÄ~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1970-2006, n: 1313, N: 40, N : 35, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 155) 
 
The overall index of globalization is the weighted average of the following variables: 
economic globalization, social globalization and political globalization (dr_eg, dr_sg and 
dr_pg). Most weight has been given to economic followed by social globalization. 
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Çê|ÉÖ= bÅçåçãáÅ=däçÄ~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1970-2006, n: 1313, N: 40, N : 35, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 139) 
 
Economic globalization is here defined as the long distance flows of goods, capital and 
services as well as information and perceptions that accompany market exchanges. It is 
measured by actual flows of trade and investments, and by restrictions on trade and capital 
such as tariff rates. 

Çê|éÖ= mçäáíáÅ~ä=däçÄ~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1970-2006, n: 1313, N: 40, N : 35, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 189) 
 
Political globalization is measured by the number of embassies and high commissions in a 
country, the number of international organizations of which the country is a member, the 
number of UN peace missions the country has participated in, and the number of 
international treaties that the country has signed since 1945. 

Çê|ëÖ= pçÅá~ä=däçÄ~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1970-2006, n: 1313, N: 40, N : 35, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 157) 
 
Social globalization is measured by three categories of indicators. The first is personal 
contacts, such as telephone traffic and tourism. The second is information flows, e.g. 
number of Internet users. The third is cultural proximity, e.g. trade in books and number 
of Ikea warehouses per capita. 

b~ëíÉêäó=
ÜííéWLLÖçKïçêäÇÄ~åâKçêÖLwpnhvcrSgM 
(Easterly 2001a; Easterly 2001b) 
 
The sources of these data are, except when noted, Global Development Finance and the 
World Development Indicators (World Bank). 
 
t^RNING: We have found some dubious figures in this data, particularly for the 
Democratic Republic of Congo in 1982-1995, but decided to leave the original data as is.=

É~|ÖÄÇë= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÄìÇÖÉí=ÇÉÑáÅáíLëìêéäìë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1972-1999, n: 800, N: 38, N : 29, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 88) 
 
Government budget deficit or surplus as a percentage of GDP. Source: IMF Government 
Finance Statistics. 

É~|ÉÇ= bñíÉêå~ä=ÇÉÄí=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1971-1999, n: 212, N: 13, N : 7, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 134) 
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External debt as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|Éñé= bñéçêíë=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-1999, n: 1234, N: 40, N : 31, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 159) 
 
Exports of goods and services as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|ÑÇá= cçêÉáÖå=ÇáêÉÅí=áåîÉëíãÉåí=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1970-1999, n: 865, N: 38, N : 29, T : 23) 
(Cross-section: 1996-1999 (varies by country), N: 162) 
 
Foreign Direct Investment as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|Öêç= dam=ÖêçïíÜ=E~ååì~ä=BF=

(Time-series: 1961-1999, n: 1305, N: 40, N : 33, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
GDP growth, annual percent. 

É~|ÖÇé= damI=mmm=EÅìêêÉåí=áåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=rpaF=

(Time-series: 1975-1999, n: 869, N: 39, N : 35, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 1996-1999 (varies by country), N: 165) 
 
GDP at purchasing power parity (current international dollars).  

É~|áãé= fãéçêíë=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-1999, n: 1234, N: 40, N : 31, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 159) 
 
Imports of goods and services as a percentage of GDP. 

É~|áåÑä= fåÑä~íáçåI=ÅçåëìãÉê=éêáÅÉë=E~ååì~ä=BF=

(Time-series: 1961-1999, n: 1248, N: 40, N : 32, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 158) 
 
Increase in consumer prices (percent). 

É~|éêá= mêáî~íÉ=áåîÉëíãÉåí=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1970-1998, n: 170, N: 9, N : 6, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 1997-1998 (varies by country), N: 50) 
 
Private investment as a percentage of GDP. 
 
Sources: Global Development Finance and World Development Indicators (for gross 
domestic investment); Pfefferman et al (1999) (for public investment and private 
investment). 
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É~|éìá= mìÄäáÅ=áåîÉëíãÉåí=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1970-1998, n: 201, N: 9, N : 7, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 1997-1998 (varies by country), N: 50) 
 
Public investment as a percentage of GDP. 
 
Sources: Pfefferman et al (1999); Easterly et al 1994; Bruno and Easterly 1998. 

É~|êáê= oÉ~ä=áåíÉêÉëí=ê~íÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1961-1999, n: 748, N: 37, N : 19, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 139) 
 
Real interest rate, percent. 
 
Sources: Global Development Finance; World Development Indicators, Easterly et al 
1994. 

É~|íê= qçí~ä=íê~ÇÉ=EáãéçêíëHÉñéçêíëF=EB=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-1999, n: 1234, N: 40, N : 31, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 162) 
 
Total trade (imports plus exports) as a percentage of GDP.  

É~|íçí= qÉêãë=çÑ=íê~ÇÉ=EÖççÇë=~åÇ=ëÉêîáÅÉëI=NVVRZNMMF=

(Time-series: 1960-1999, n: 1078, N: 37, N : 27, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 150) 
 
Terms of trade (goods and services, 1995 = 100)  

bìêçëí~í=
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat 
(Eurostat 2007) 

bÅçåçãáÅ=áåÇáÅ~íçêë=
When calculating the inequality indicators, the total disposable income of a household is 
calculated by adding together the personal income received by all of household members 
plus income received at household level, once corrected by within-household non-
response inflation factor to compensate for non-response in individual questionnaires. 

Éì|Öáåá= dáåá=áåÇÉñ=

(Time-series: 1995-2005, n: 191, N: 30, N : 17, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
The Gini coefficient varies theoretically from 0 (perfectly equal distribution of income) to 
100 (the society’s total income accrues to only one household unit). 
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Éì|UMOM= UMLOM=áåÅçãÉ=èìáåíáäÉ=ëÜ~êÉ=ê~íáç=

(Time-series: 1995-2005, n: 198, N: 30, N : 18, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
The ratio of the share of income of the lowest and the highest quintile. 

Éì|ÖêÖÇé= dêçïíÜ=çÑ=êÉ~ä=dam=EBF=

(Time-series: 1946-2006, n: 841, N: 33, N : 14, T : 25) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 35) 
 
Growth of GDP (constant prices). N.B. this is not growth of GDP per capita! 

råÉãéäçóãÉåí=~åÇ=~Åíáîáíó=ê~íÉë=
The source of this data is the EU Labour Force Survey (LFS). Note that the age span 
when calculating the rates differs (15-74 years of age for unemployment rates, and 15-64 
years for activity and employment rates). 

Éì|ìÉ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ê~íÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1983-2006, n: 513, N: 31, N : 21, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 32) 
 
The share of unemployed persons (between 15 and 74 years of age) in the total number of 
active persons in the labor market. Active persons are those who are either employed or 
actively seeking work. 

Éì|äìÉ= içåÖ=íÉêã=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=E[NO=ãçåíÜëF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 371, N: 32, N : 25, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 33) 
 
The long term unemployment rate is the share of unemployed persons (15-74 years) since 
12 months or more in the total number of active persons in the labor market. Active 
persons are those who are either employed or actively seeking work. 

Éì|îäìÉ= sÉêó=äçåÖ=íÉêã=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=E[OQ=ãçåíÜëF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 330, N: 30, N : 22, T : 11) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
Very long term unemployment rate is the share of the unemployed persons since 24 
months or more in the total number of active persons in the labor market. Active persons 
are those who are either employed or actively seeking work. 

Éì|äÑ= i~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 358, N: 31, N : 24, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
The percentage of the population aged 15-64, who constitutes the supply of the labor 
market irrespective of current labor status (either employed or actively seeking work). 
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Éì|ÑäÑ= cÉã~äÉ=ä~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 358, N: 31, N : 24, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Same as eu_lf, but for the female population aged 15-64. 

Éì|Éê= bãéäçóãÉåí=ê~íÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 388, N: 33, N : 26, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 34) 
 
Employment rates represent employed persons as a percentage of same age total 
population (15 to 64 years). 

Éì|ÑÉê= cÉã~äÉ=ÉãéäçóãÉåí=ê~íÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 388, N: 33, N : 26, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 34) 
 
Same as eu_er, but for the female population. 

bÇìÅ~íáçå=

Éì|ìëÉ= rééÉê=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÅçãéäÉíÉÇ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 343, N: 30, N : 23, T : 11) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 31) 
 
Percentage of the population aged 25 to 64 having completed at least upper secondary 
education. 

Éì|ìëÉï= rééÉê=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÅçãéäÉíÉÇI=ïçãÉå=EBF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 343, N: 30, N : 23, T : 11) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 31) 
 
Percentage of the female population aged 25 to 64 having completed at least upper 
secondary education. 

Éì|ìëÉã= rééÉê=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÅçãéäÉíÉÇI=ãÉå=EBF=

(Time-series: 1992-2006, n: 343, N: 30, N : 23, T : 11) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 31) 
 
Percentage of the male population aged 25 to 64 having completed at least upper 
secondary education. 

mçéìä~íáçå=~åÇ=áããáÖê~íáçå=

Éì|éçé= mçéìä~íáçå=çå=g~åì~êó=N=

(Time-series: 1950-2006, n: 1574, N: 32, N : 28, T : 49) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2004 (varies by country), N: 46) 
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The inhabitants on 1 January of the year in question (or, in some cases, on 31 December 
of the previous year). Includes foreign citizens. 

Éì|áá= fåÑäçï=çÑ=áããáÖê~åíë=

(Time-series: 2004-2006, n: 66, N: 26, N : 22, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2004-2006 (varies by country), N: 37) 
 
Inflow of immigrants. 

Éì|åãÅ= kÉí=ãáÖê~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1950-2006, n: 1432, N: 32, N : 25, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 47) 
 
Immigration minus emigration (including corrections) 

Éì|ÅêåãÅ= `êìÇÉ=ê~íÉ=çÑ=åÉí=ãáÖê~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1950-2006, n: 1432, N: 32, N : 25, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 47) 
 
Net migration per 1000 inhabitants. That is: net migration / (population * 1000). 

Éì|~ë= ^ëóäìã=ëÉÉâÉêë=

(Time-series: 1991-2000, n: 236, N: 30, N : 24, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 29) 
 
Number of asylum applications. 

Éì|é~Ç= mçëáíáîÉ=~ëóäìã=ÇÉÅáëáçåë=

(Time-series: 1999-2006, n: 157, N: 29, N : 20, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
Number of positive asylum decisions. Includes: Geneva Convention status granted; 
humanitarian status and all other types of subsidiary protection equivalent to asylum; other 
positive decisions. 

Éì|ÑÅ= cçêÉáÖå=ÅáíáòÉåë=

(Time-series: 1985-2006, n: 374, N: 31, N : 17, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2003 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Number of foreign citizens. 

Éì|äÑÉì= i~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉI=ÑçêÉáÖå=br=ÅáíáòÉåë=

(Time-series: 1985-2001, n: 95, N: 22, N : 6, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2001 (varies by country), N: 17) 
 
Number of foreigners that are EU citizens and part of the active population. The active 
population is people aged 15-64, who constitute the supply of the labor market irrespective 
of current labor status (either employed or actively seeking work). 
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Éì|ÉÉì= bãéäçóÉÇ=ÑçêÉáÖå=br=ÅáíáòÉåë=

(Time-series: 1985-2001, n: 98, N: 22, N : 6, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2001 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Number of employed persons that are foreigners and EU citizens. 

Éì|ìÉÉì= råÉãéäçóÉÇ=ÑçêÉáÖå=br=ÅáíáòÉåë=

(Time-series: 1997-2001, n: 32, N: 17, N : 6, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2001 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Number of unemployed persons (between 15 and 74 years of age) that are foreigners and 
EU citizens. 

Éì|äÑå= i~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉI=ÑçêÉáÖå=åçå=br=ÅáíáòÉåë=

(Time-series: 1985-2001, n: 94, N: 22, N : 6, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2001 (varies by country), N: 17) 
 
Same as eu_lfeu, but for foreign non EU citizens. 

Éì|Éå= bãéäçóÉÇ=ÑçêÉáÖå=åçå=br=ÅáíáòÉåë=

(Time-series: 1985-2001, n: 97, N: 22, N : 6, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2001 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Same as eu_eeu, but for foreign non EU citizens. 

Éì|ìÉå= råÉãéäçóÉÇ=ÑçêÉáÖå=åçå=br=ÅáíáòÉåë=

(Time-series: 1997-2001, n: 29, N: 17, N : 6, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2001 (varies by country), N: 417) 
 
Same as eu_ueeu, but for foreign non EU citizens. 

eÉ~äíÜ=

Éì|ÜäóÑ= eÉ~äíÜó=äáÑÉ=óÉ~êë=~í=ÄáêíÜ=EÑÉã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1995-2003, n: 68, N: 19, N : 8, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2003 (varies by country), N: 19) 
 
Measures the number of remaining years that a person is expected to live in a healthy 
condition. A healthy condition is defined by the absence of limitations in 
functioning/disability. For more information see  
http://ec.europa.eu/health/ph_information/indicators/lifeyears_en.htm.  

Éì|Üäóã= eÉ~äíÜó=äáÑÉ=óÉ~êë=~í=ÄáêíÜ=Eã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1995-2003, n: 92, N: 20, N : 10, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2003 (varies by country), N: 20) 
 
Same as eu_hlyf, but for men. 
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eÉëíçåI=pìããÉêë=C=^íÉå=Ó=mÉåå=tçêäÇ=q~ÄäÉ=
ÜííéWLLéïíKÉÅçåKìéÉååKÉÇìLéÜé|ëáíÉLéïí|áåÇÉñKéÜé==
(Heston et al 2006) 

éïí|êÖÇéÅÜ= oÉ~ä=dam=éÉê=Å~éáí~=EÅçåëí~åí=éêáÅÉëW=ÅÜ~áå=ëÉêáÉëF=

(Time-series: 1950-2004, n: 1746, N: , N : 31, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2002 (varies by country), N: 183) 
 
Real GDP per capita (Chain) is a chain index obtained by first applying the component 
growth rates between each pair of consecutive years, t-l and t (t=1951 to 2000), to the 
current price component shares in year t-1 to obtain the DA growth rate for each year. 
This DA growth rate for each year t is then applied backwards and forwards from 1996, 
and summed to the constant price net foreign balance to obtain the Chain GDP series. 

éïí|ÖêÖÇéÅÜ= dêçïíÜ=ê~íÉ=çÑ=êÉ~ä=dam=éÉê=Å~éáí~=EÅçåëí~åí=éêáÅÉëW=ÅÜ~áå=ëÉêáÉëF=

(Time-series: 1951-2004, n: 1533, N: 39, N : 32, T : 44) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2002 (varies by country), N: 179) 
 
Growth rate of real GDP per capita. 

éïí|çéÉåâ= léÉååÉëë=íç=íê~ÇÉ=

(Time-series: 1950-2000, n: 1756, N: 39, N : 32, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2002 (varies by country), N: 183) 
 
Exports plus imports as a percentage of GDP. Constant prices, reference year 1996. GDP 
is obtained by adding up consumption, investment, government and exports, and 
subtracting imports in any given year. 

cê~åòÉëÉ=Ó=m~êíáÅáé~íáçåI=fåÉèì~äáíó=~åÇ=qê~åëÑÉêë=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=
ÜííéWLLïïïJéÉêëçå~äKìãáÅÜKÉÇìLúÑê~åòÉëÉLqCq|cìääa~í~pÉíKuip 
(Franzese 1998; 2002) 

Ñê|ìÇ= råáçå=ÇÉåëáíó=

(Time-series: 1947-1996, n: 1006, N: 22, N : 20, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 1996, N: 21) 
 
Union membership as a percentage of labor force. 

eìÄÉê=Éí=~ä=Ó=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=tÉäÑ~êÉ=pí~íÉë=a~í~=pÉí=
ÜííéWLLïïïKäáëéêçàÉÅíKçêÖLéìÄäáÅ~íáçåëLïÉäÑ~êÉÇ~í~LÅïëBOMäáëKñäë 
(Huber et al 2004) 
 
The sum of the three variables below (with a range from 0-14), is the measure of 
(international) financial openness used by Quinn (1997). The higher the value, the higher 
the openness of the country. For more information see Quinn (1997). 
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Üì|äÅì= iáÄÉê~äáò~íáçå=çÑ=ÅìêêÉåí=íê~åë~Åíáçåë=

(Time-series: 1960-1999, n: 718, N: 19, N : 18, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 1997-1999 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Liberalization of inward and outward current account transactions. It ranges from 
0-8. 

Üì|äÅ~= iáÄÉê~äáò~íáçå=çÑ=Å~éáí~ä=íê~åë~Åíáçåë=

(Time-series: 1960-1999, n: 718, N: 19, N : 18, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 1997-1999 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Liberalization of inward and outward capital account transactions. It ranges from 0-4. 

Üì|~~íê= ^ÖêÉÉãÉåíë=~Ö~áåëí=íê~åë~Åíáçå=êÉëíêáÅíáçåë=

(Time-series: 1960-1999, n: 718, N: 19, N : 18, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 1997-1999 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
Accession to international legal agreements, such as OECD, IMF, EU, and so on, 
that constrain a nation’s ability to restrict exchange and capital flows. It ranges 
from 0-2. 

Üì|ïëÅ= t~ÖÉ=ëÉííáåÖ=ÅççêÇáå~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 738, N: 19, N : 18, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
 
Wage Setting Coordination Scores. Source: Kenworthy (2001). 
 
(1) Fragmented wage bargaining, confined largely to individual firms or plants. 
(2) Bargaining mainly at industry-level with little or no pattern-setting. 
(3)  Industry-level bargaining with reasonably strong pattern-setting but only moderate 
union concentration. 
(4)  Centralized bargaining by confederation(s) or government imposition of wage 
schedule/freeze – without a peace obligation, high degree of union concentration and 
extensive, regularized pattern-setting, tacit coordination of bargaining by employer 
organizations with extensive pattern-setting. 
(5) Centralized bargaining by confederation(s) or government imposition of wage 
schedule/freeze – with a peace obligation, extremely high degree of union concentration 
and coordination of industry bargaining by confederation, extensive coordination of 
bargaining by employer organizations with extensive pattern-setting. 

Üì|ìã= råáçå=ãÉãÄÉêë=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1960-1998, n: 658, N: 19, N : 17, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 12) 
 
Total reported union members, in thousands.  

Üì|~ìã= ^ÅíáîÉ=ìåáçå=ãÉãÄÉêëÜáé=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1960-1998, n: 390, N: 12, N : 10, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 10) 
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Active union membership, in thousands. (Gross minus retired members.) 

Üì|åìã= kÉí=ìåáçå=ãÉãÄÉêëÜáé=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1960-1998, n: 629, N: 19, N : 16, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 4) 
 
Net union membership, in thousands. (Gross minus retired and unemployed 
members.) 

fjc=Ó=tçêäÇ=bÅçåçãáÅ=lìíäççâ=
http://imf.org/external/ns/cs.aspx?id=28 
(IMF 2007)==
=

ïÉç|ÖÇé= dam=éÉê=Å~éáí~=EmmmI=ÅìêêÉåí=áåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=Ççää~êëF=

(Time-series: 1980-2008, n: 1058, N: 39, N : 36, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2004 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
Gross domestic product based on purchasing-power-parity (PPP) per capita, measured in 
current international dollars. 

ïÉç|ÖÄÇë= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ÄìÇÖÉí=ÇÉÑáÅáíLëìêéäìë=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1980-2008, n: 853, N: 30, N : 29, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 32) 
 
Government budget deficit or surplus as a percentage of GDP. 

ïÉç|áåÑä= fåÑä~íáçå=EBF=

(Time-series: 1980-2008, n: 1063, N: 39, N : 37, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 178) 
 
Inflation as annual percentage change in consumer prices. 

ïÉç|ìÉ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=EBF=

(Time-series: 1980-2008, n: 854, N: 30, N : 29, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 32) 
 
Unemployment as percent of total labor force. 
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gÉëìáí=C=j~ÜäÉê=Ó=cáëÅ~ä=oÉÇáëíêáÄìíáçå=a~í~ëÉí=

(Time-series: 1979-2004, n: 68, N: 15, N : 3, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2004 (varies by country), N: 12) 
http://www.lisproject.org/publications/fiscalredistdata/fiscred.htm 
(Jesuit & Mahler 2004, 2008; Mahler & Jesuit 2006) 
 
The Jesuit & Mahler data is based on micro-level data from the Luxembourg Income 
Study (2007). 

àã|ÖÄ= dáåá=ÄÉÑçêÉ=í~ñÉë=~åÇ=íê~åëÑÉêë=
This is what would have been the value of the Gini coefficient, had not the system of 
government taxes and transfers existed. It is based on the pre-government incomes of 
households, i.e. wages and salaries, income from property, pensions, alimony, child 
support and other private sources of income. 
 
The Gini coefficient varies theoretically from 0 (perfectly equal distribution of income) to 
1 (the society’s total income accrues to only one household unit). 

àã|Ö~= dáåá=~ÑíÉê=í~ñÉë=~åÇ=íê~åëÑÉêë=
Gini based on true disposable income, i.e. after government taxes and transfers. 
 
The Gini coefficient varies theoretically from 0 (perfectly equal distribution of income) to 
1 (the society’s total income accrues to only one household unit). 

àã|~ê= ^ÄëçäìíÉ=êÉÇáëíêáÄìíáçå=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=dáåáF=
The absolute change in Gini resulting from taxes and transfers. That is jm_gb - jm_ga. 

àã|êê= oÉä~íáîÉ=êÉÇáëíêáìÄíáçå=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=dáåáF=
The percentage change in Gini resulting from taxes and transfers. That is (jm_gb – jm_ga) 
/ jm_gb * 100. 

àã|~êíê= ^ÄëçäìíÉ=êÉÇáëíêáÄíáçå=Ñêçã=íê~åëÑÉêë=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=dáåáF=
The absolute change in Gini resulting from transfers. That is jm_gb minus Gini after 
transfers but before taxes. The variable does not take into account the effect of taxes on 
transfers (since the underlying data does not permit this), which means that the 
redistributive effect of transfers is overstated in those countries where transfers are taxed. 

àã|êêíê= oÉä~íáîÉ=êÉÇáëíêáìÄíáçå=Ñêçã=íê~åëÑÉêë=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=dáåáF=
Same as jm_artr, but reflecting the percentage change in Gini resulting from transfers 
rather than absolute change. 

àã|~êí~= ^ÄëçäìíÉ=êÉÇáëíêáìÄíáçå=Ñêçã=í~ñÉë=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=dáåáF=
The absolute change in Gini resulting from taxes. As noted above, taxes on transfers are 
not taken into account and neither are indirect taxes. This means that the redistributive 
effect of taxes is understated. 
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àã|êêí~= oÉä~íáîÉ=êÉÇáëíêáìÄíáçå=Ñêçã=í~ñÉë=EÅÜ~åÖÉ=áå=dáåáF=
Same as jm_arta, but reflecting the percentage change in Gini resulting from taxes rather 
than absolute change. 

àã|ëêíê= pÜ~êÉ=çÑ=êÉÇáëíêáÄìíáçå=Ñêçã=íê~åëÑÉêë=EBF=
Percentage share of total redistribution resulting from transfers. That is jm_artr / jm_ar * 
100. 

àã|ëêí~= pÜ~êÉ=çÑ=êÉÇáëíêáÄìíáçå=Ñêçã=í~ñÉë=EBF=
Percentage share of total redistribution resulting from taxes. That is jm_arta / jm_ar * 100. 

àã|êéêÄ= oÉä~íáîÉ=éçîÉêíó=ê~íÉ=ÄÉÑçêÉ=í~ñÉë=~åÇ=íê~åëÑÉêë=EBF=
Relative poverty rate based on income before government taxes and transfers. The relative 
poverty rate is here defined as the percentage of the population earning less than 50% of 
the median income. The variable is based on the pre-government incomes of households, 
i.e. wages and salaries, income from property, pensions, alimony, child support and other 
private sources of income. 

àã|êéê~= oÉä~íáîÉ=éçîÉêíó=ê~íÉ=~ÑíÉê=í~ñÉë=~åÇ=íê~åëÑÉêë=EBF=
Relative poverty rate based on true disposable income, i.e. after government taxes and 
transfers. The relative poverty rate is here defined as the percentage of the population 
earning less than 50% of the median income. 

iìñÉãÄçìêÖ=fåÅçãÉ=píìÇó=EifpF=

(Time-series: 1967-2005, n: 148, N: 29, N : 4, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2006 (varies by country), N: 35) 
http://www.lisproject.org/ 
(Luxembourg Income Study 2007) 
 
Note: All figures from the Luxembourg Income Study are based on disposable household 
income, i.e. income after taxes and transfers. 

äáë|Öáåá= dáåá=áåÇÉñ=
The Gini coefficient varies theoretically from 0 (perfectly equal distribution of income) to 
1 (the society’s total income accrues to only one household unit). 

äáë|~íâR= ^íâáåëçå=áåÇÉñ=EÉéëáäçåZMKRF=
The Atkinson index is an alternative measure of economic inequality. Like the Gini index, 
the higher the value, the more unequal the income distribution. 
 
The distinguishing feature of the Atkinson index is its ability to gauge movements in 
different segments of the income distribution. The Atkinson index becomes more sensitive 
to changes at the lower end of the income distribution as epsilon approaches 1. 
Conversely, as the level of inequality aversion falls (that is, as epsilon approaches 0) the 
Atkinson becomes more sensitive to changes in the upper end of the income distribution. 
 
The Atkinson index is defined as: 
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where yi is individual income (i = 1, 2, ..., N) and μ is the mean income (Wikipedia 2008).  

äáë|~íâN= ^íâáåëçå=áåÇÉñ=EÉéëáäçåZNF=
See lis_atk5. 

äáë|VMNM= VMLNM=áåÅçãÉ=éÉêÅÉåíáäÉ=ê~íáç=
The ratio of the income of the 90th percentile to the income of the 10th percentile. 

äáë|VMRM= VMLRM=áåÅçãÉ=éÉêÅÉåíáäÉ=ê~íáç=
The ratio of the income of the 90th percentile to the income of the 50th percentile. 

äáë|UMOM= UMLOM=áåÅçãÉ=éÉêÅÉåíáäÉ=ê~íáç=
The ratio of the income of the 80th percentile to the income of the 20th percentile. 

äáë|êéêQM= oÉä~íáîÉ=éçîÉêíó=ê~íÉ=EQMBF=
Percentage of the population earning less than 40 percent of the median income. 

äáë|êéêRM= oÉä~íáîÉ=éçîÉêíó=ê~íÉ=ERMBF=
Percentage of the population earning less than 50 percent of the median income. 

äáë|êéêSM= oÉä~íáîÉ=éçîÉêíó=ê~íÉ=ESMBF=
Percentage of the population earning less than 60 percent of the median income. 

lb`a=Ó=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=çå=fããáÖê~åíë=áå=lb`a=`çìåíêáÉë=Eafl`F=
(Cross-section: 1998-2002 (varies by country), N: 28)  
http://stats.oecd.org 
(OECD 2009g) 
 
Note: Similar statistics are in included in the OECD International Migration Statistics 
below. However, the DIOC data concerns the foreign born population, while the 
International Migration Statistics data primarily concerns those in the population that are 
foreigners. 

ÇáçÅ|ÑÄÉ= cçêÉáÖå=Äçêå=ÉãéäçóÉÇ=
Number of employed persons that are foreign born. 

ÇáçÅ|ÑÄìÉ= cçêÉáÖå=Äçêå=ìåÉãéäçóÉÇ=
Number of unemployed persons that are foreigners. 
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ÇáçÅ|ÑÄá= cçêÉáÖå=Äçêå=áå~ÅíáîÉ=
Total number of foreign born persons that are neither employed nor actively seeking any 
work. 

ÇáçÅ|íÉ= qçí~ä=ÉãéäçóãÉåí=
Total number of unemployed persons. 

ÇáçÅ|íìÉ= qçí~ä=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=
Total number of unemployed persons. 

ÇáçÅ|íá= qçí~ä=áå~ÅíáîÉ=éçéìä~íáçå=
Total number of persons that are neither employed nor actively seeking any work. 

lb`a=Ó=bÅçåçãáÅ=lìíäççâ=
http://www.oecd.org/department/0,3355,en_2649_34109_1_1_1_1_1,00.html 
(OECD 2007f) 

çÉç|ÖêÖÇé= dêçïíÜ=çÑ=êÉ~ä=dam=

(Time-series: 1994-2006, n: 390, N: 30, N : 30, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
N.B! This is not growth of GDP per capita. 

lb`a=Ó=qÜÉ=dÉåÇÉêI=fåëíáíìíáçåë=~åÇ=aÉîÉäçéãÉåí=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=
(http://stats.oecd.org 
OECD 2009d) 
 
The OECD Gender, Institutions and Development Database contains comparative data 
on gender equality. It has been compiled from secondary sources as well as from in-depth 
reviews of country case studies. The sources are the UNDP Human Development Report, 
World Bank Gender Stats, ILO Key Indicators of the Labour Market and CIA World 
Factbook. 

ÖáÇ|Ñ~ê= cÉã~äÉ=^Åíáîáíó=o~íÉ=EBF=
(Cross-section: 2004, N:151) 
 
The percentage of the female population aged 15 and above who supply, or are available to 
supply, labor for the production of goods and services. (Source: UNDP Human 
Development Report 2006.) 

ÖáÇ|Ñ~êéã= cÉã~äÉ=^Åíáîáíó=o~íÉ=~ë=mÉêÅÉåí=çÑ=j~äÉ=
(Cross-section: 2004, N:151) 
 
Same as gid_far, but measured as percentage of male activity rate. (Source: UNDP Human 
Development Report 2006.) 
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ÖáÇ|Ñéíï= cÉã~äÉ=mêçÑÉëëáçå~ä=~åÇ=qÉÅÜåáÅ~ä=tçêâÉêë=EBF=
(Cross-section: 1992-2004 (varies by country), N: 74) 
 
Women’s share of positions defined according to the International Standard Classification 
of Occupations (ISCO-88) which includes physical, mathematical and engineering science 
professionals (and associate professionals), life science and health professionals (and 
associate professionals), teaching professionals (and associate professionals) and other 
professionals and associate professionals. (Source: UNDP Human Development Report 
2006.) 

ÖáÇ|ÑïÉ= cÉã~äÉ=t~ÖÉ=bãéäçóãÉåí=EBF=
(Cross-section: 2006, N:112) 
 
The share of women in wage employment in the non-agricultural sector as a percentage 
of the total non-agricultural sector employment. (Source: UN Millennium Development 
Goal Indicators.) 

ÖáÇ|êÑãá= o~íáç=çÑ=cÉã~äÉ=íç=j~äÉ=fåÅçãÉ=
(Cross-section: 1991-2004 (varies by country), N: 146) 
 
The ratio of the estimated female to male earned income. (Source: UNDP Human 
Development Report 2006.) 

ÖáÇ|ÑÖã= cÉã~äÉ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=jáåáëíÉêë=EBF=
(Cross-section: 1992-2004 (varies by country), N: 151) 
 
The percentage of women in government at ministerial level. Includes vice prime ministers 
and ministers. Prime ministers are only included if they hold ministerial portfolios. Vice-
presidents and heads of ministerial-level departments or agencies were also included when 
exercising a ministerial function within the government structure. (Source: UNDP Human 
Development Report 2006.) 

ÖáÇ|ïÜé= tçãÉå=áå=eáÖÜ=mçëáíáçåë=EBF=
(Cross-section: 1992-2004 (varies by country), N: 73) 
 
The share of women’s positions defined according to the International Standard 
Classification of Occupations (ISCO-88), which includes legislators, senior government 
officials, traditional chiefs and heads of villages, senior officials of special-interest 
organizations, corporate managers, directors and chief executives, production and 
operations department managers and other department and general managers. (Source: 
UNDP Human Development Report 2006.) 

ÖáÇ|ïáé= tçãÉå=áå=m~êäá~ãÉåí=EBF=
(Cross-section: 2006, N:154) 
 
The percentage of women in parliament. The data refers to single house, or the weighted 
average of both upper and lower house, where relevant. (Source: UNDP Human 
Develoment Report.) 
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ÖáÇ|óïî= vÉ~ê=tçãÉå=oÉÅÉáîÉÇ=oáÖÜí=íç=sçíÉ=
(Cross-section, N: 153) 
 
The year women received the right to vote. (Source: Inter-Parliamentary Union.) 

ÖáÇ|óïëÉ= vÉ~ê=tçãÉå=oÉÅÉáîÉÇ=oáÖÜí=íç=pí~åÇ=Ñçê=bäÉÅíáçå=
(Cross-section, N: 153) 
 
The year women received the right to stand for election. (Source: Inter-Parliamentary 
Union.) 

ÖáÇ|óÑïé= vÉ~ê=çÑ=cáêëí=tçã~å=áå=m~êäá~ãÉåí=
(Cross-section, N: 153) 
 
The year the first woman was appointed or elected to parliament. (Source: Inter-
Parliamentary Union.) 
 

lb`a=Ó=eÉ~äíÜ=a~í~=OMMT=
http://www.oecd.org/document/16/0,3343,en_2825_495642_2085200_1_1_1_1,00.html 
(OECD 2007g) 
 
Life expectancy at birth and age 65 is the average number of years that a person at that age 
can be expected to live, assuming that age-specific mortality levels remain constant. 

ÜÇ|äÉÄ= iáÑÉ=ÉñéÉÅí~åÅó=~í=ÄáêíÜ=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1201, N: 31, N : 26, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 

ÜÇ|äÉSRÑ= iáÑÉ=ÉñéÉÅí~åÅó=~í=SR=EÑÉã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1125, N: 31, N : 24, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2003 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ÜÇ|äÉSRã= iáÑÉ=ÉñéÉÅí~åÅó=~í=SR=Eã~äÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1130, N: 31, N : 24, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2003 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ÜÇ|áãçêí= fåÑ~åí=ãçêí~äáíó=ê~íÉ=EéÉê=NMMM=äáîÉ=ÄáêíÜëF=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1332, N: 31, N : 28, T : 43) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
The number of deaths of children under one year of age that occurred in a given year, 
expressed per 1000 live births. 
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lb`a=Ó=fåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=jáÖê~íáçå=pí~íáëíáÅë=
http://www.sourceoecd.org 
http://www.oecd.org/statisticsdata/0,3381,en_2649_37415_1_119656_1_1_37415,00.htm
l 
(OECD 2001, 2007h, 2009e) 
 
There are two versions of the OECD International Migration Statistics that cover different 
time-series that overlap slightly. For some of the variables the values can, for unknown 
reasons, differ somewhat even for the same country and year. In these few cases we have 
replaced these observations with the mean of the values from the two different versions. 
This concerns the following variables: ims_as, ims_flf, ims_n, ims_of, ims_sf and ims_sfb. 

áãë|áÑ= fåÑäçï=çÑ=ÑçêÉáÖåÉêë=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 490, N: 30, N : 19, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2002 (varies by country), N: 29) 

áãë|çÑ= lìíÑäçï=çÑ=ÑçêÉáÖåÉêë=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 336, N: 21, N : 13, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 20) 

áãë|ëÑ= píçÅâ=çÑ=ÑçêÉáÖåÉêë=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 427, N: 25, N : 16, T : 17) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 23) 

áãë|ëÑÄ= píçÅâ=çÑ=ÑçêÉáÖåJÄçêå=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 137, N: 23, N : 5, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 23) 

áãë|~ë= ^ëóäìã=ëÉÉâÉêë=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1980-2005, n: 546, N: 29, N : 21, T : 19) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 

áãë|å= k~íìê~äáò~íáçåë=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1985-2005, n: 380, N: 26, N : 18, T : 15) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
Number of foreigners gaining citizenship. 

áãë|áÑï= fåÑäçï=çÑ=ÑçêÉáÖå=ïçêâÉêë=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1998-2007, n: 234, N: 25, N : 23, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 25) 

áãë|ÑäÑ= cçêÉáÖåÉêë=áå=ä~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉ=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1995-2005, n: 223, N: 22, N : 20, T : 10) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 22) 
 
Number of foreigners that are either employed or actively seeking work. 
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áãë|ÑÉ= cçêÉáÖåÉêë=ÉãéäçóÉÇ=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 15)  
 
Number of employed persons that are foreigners. 

áãë|ÑìÉ= cçêÉáÖåÉêë=ìåÉãéäçóÉÇ=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 14)  
 
Number of unemployed persons that are foreigners. 

áãë|íäÑ= qçí~ä=ä~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉ=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 15) 
 
Total number of persons that are either employed or actively seeking work. 

áãë|íÉ= qçí~ä=ÉãéäçóãÉåí=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 15) 
 
Total number of unemployed persons. 

áãë|íìÉ= qçí~ä=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 15) 
 
Total number of unemployed persons. 

lb`a=Ó=j~áå=bÅçåçãáÅ=fåÇáÅ~íçêë=
ÜííéWLLïïïKçÉÅÇKçêÖLëíÇLãÉá 
(OECD 2009c) 

ãÉá|áåÑä= fåÑä~íáçå=EBF=

(Time-series: 1946-2008, n: 1492, N: 34, N : 24, T : 44) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 40) 
 
Percentage change in consumer prices (all items) compared to the previous year. 

lb`a=Ó=k~íáçå~ä=^ÅÅçìåíë=
http://www.oecd.org/std/national-accounts 
(OECD 2009a) 

å~|ÖÇé= oÉ~ä=dam=EmmmI=rpaF=

(Time-series: 1955-2008, n: 1174, N: 33, N : 22, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 35) 
 
N.B! This is not GDP per capita. In million US dollars. Constant prices, OECD standard 
base year 2000. Expenditure approach. 
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å~|ÖÇéÅ= oÉ~ä=dam=éÉê=Å~éáí~=EmmmI=rpaF=

(Time-series: 1959-2008, n: 1132, N: 33, N : 23, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 35) 
 
GDP per capita in US dollars. Constant prices, OECD standard base year 2000. 
Expenditure approach. 
 

lb`a=Ó=mçéìä~íáçå=~åÇ=i~Äçê=cçêÅÉ=pí~íáëíáÅë=
http://www.oecd.org/std/labour 
(OECD 2006d) 

éäÑ|ìÉ= råÉãéäçóãÉåí=ê~íÉ=EB=çÑ=Åáîáäá~å=ä~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1139, N: 31, N : 25, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 35) 
 
Unemployment as a percentage of the civilian labor force. 

éäÑ|äìÉ= içåÖ=íÉêã=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=EB=çÑ=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåíF=

(Time-series: 1968-2005, n: 655, N: 31, N : 17, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Percentage of those unemployed that have been unemployed for more than a year. 

éäÑ|ÑäÑ= cÉã~äÉ=ä~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉ=EB=~ÖÉë=NRJSQF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1055, N: 31, N : 23, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 30) 
 
Percentage of women aged 15-64 that are either employed or unemployed (actively seeking 
work). 

éäÑ|ãäÑ= j~äÉ=ä~Äçê=ÑçêÅÉ=EB=~ÖÉë=NRJSQF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1055, N: 31, N : 23, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 30) 
 
Same as plf_mlf, but for men. 

éäÑ|ÅÉê= `áîáäá~å=ÉãéäçóãÉåí=ê~íÉ=EB=~ÖÉë=NRJSQF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1183, N: 31, N : 26, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 30) 
 
Employment rates represent employed persons as a percentage of same age total 
population (15 to 64 years). 
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lb`a=bãéäçóãÉåí=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=
(OECD 2009f) 
http://www.oecd.org/document/34/0,3343,en_2649_33927_40917154_1_1_1_1,00.ht
ml 

ÉÇ|åìã= kÉí=ìåáçå=ãÉãÄÉêëÜáé=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1960-2007, n: 1096, N: 31, N : 23, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2003 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
Total number of union members minus union members outside the employed labor 
force (retired, unemployed etc.). 

ÉÇ|åìÇ= kÉí=ìåáçå=ÇÉåëáíó=EBF=

(Time-series: 1960-2007, n: 981, N: 30, N : 20, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 31) 
 
Net union membership as a percentage of total wage earners in employment. 

qêÉáëã~å=
http://www.sscnet.ucla.edu/polisci/faculty/treisman/  
(Treisman 2007) 

í|óçí= vÉ~ê=léÉåÉÇ=íç=qê~ÇÉ=
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 134) 
 
The year a country opened for trade according to Sachs and Warner (1995). Coded as the 
two last digits of the year in question (e.g. 1950 coded as 50). If the country had not 
opened in 1994, it is coded as 100. 
 
A country is defined as having an open trade policy if none of the following five 
conditions apply: 
 
“1. Nontariff barriers (NTBs) covering 40 percent or more of trade. 
2. Average tariff rates of 40 percent or more. 
3. A black market exchange rate that is depreciated by 20 percent or 
more relative to the official exchange rate, on average, during the 1970s 
or 1980s. 
4. A socialist economic system (as defined by Kornai). 
5. A state monopoly on major exports.” 
 
(Sachs and Warner 1995, p. 22-23) 
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rkam=J=eìã~å=aÉîÉäçéãÉåí=oÉéçêí=
http://hdr.undp.org/ 
(UNDP 2004) 

ìåÇé|Öáåá= dáåá=fåÇÉñ=EáåÉèì~äáíó=ãÉ~ëìêÉF=
(Cross-section: 1983-2002 (varies by country), N: 126) 
 
Measures the extent to which the distribution of income (or consumption) among 
individuals or households within a country deviates from a perfectly equal distribution. A 
Lorenz curve plots the cumulative percentages of total income received against the 
cumulative number of recipients, starting with the poorest individual or household. The 
Gini index measures the area between the Lorenz curve and a hypothetical line of absolute 
equality, expressed as a percentage of the maximum area under the line. A value of 0 
represents perfect equality, a value of 100 perfect inequality. 

ìåÇé|éçíÉ= mççêÉëí=NMB=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=áåÅçãÉLÅçåëìãéíáçå==
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 113) 
 
The percentage of total income/consumption of the poorest 10 percent. 

ìåÇé|éçíï= mççêÉëí=OMB=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=áåÅçãÉLÅçåëìãéíáçå==
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 113) 
 
The percentage of total income/consumption of the poorest 20 percent. 

ìåÇé|êáíÉ= oáÅÜÉëí=NMB=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=áåÅçãÉLÅçåëìãéíáçå==
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 113) 
 
The percentage of total income/consumption of the richest 10 percent. 

ìåÇé|êáíï= oáÅÜÉëí=OMB=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=áåÅçãÉLÅçåëìãéíáçå=
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 113) 
 
The percentage of total income/consumption of the richest 20 percent. 

råáíÉÇ=k~íáçåë=pí~íáëíáÅë=aáîáëáçåë=Ó=k~íáçå~ä=^ÅÅçìåíë=
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/snaama/ 
 
Note: The UN Statistics Division treats Zanzibar and the Mainland of Tanzania as 
separate countries from the year 1990, while the QoG dataset treats them as one unit 
(Tanzania). The GDP variable (unna_gdp) was simply summed up for each pair of 
observations. The trade openness variables (unna_otco and unna_otcu) were also summed 
up, but weighted for the difference in population sizes. 
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ìåå~|ÖÇé= oÉ~ä=dam=

(Time-series: 1970-2007, n: 1362, N: 39, N : 36, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 191) 
 
GDP at constant 1990 prices in US dollars. 

ìåå~|ÖÇéÅ= oÉ~ä=dam=éÉê=`~éáí~=

(Time-series: 1970-2007, n: 1362, N: 39, N : 36, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 191) 
 
GDP per capita at constant 1990 prices in US dollars. This variable was not published by 
the UN Statistics Division, but we constructed it by simply dividing unna_gdp with the 
population variable provided by the UN Statistics Divison. 

ìåå~|ÖêÖÇé= dêçïíÜ=o~íÉ=çÑ=oÉ~ä=dam=EBF=

(Time-series: 1971-2007, n: 1323, N: 39, N : 36, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 191) 
 
The growth rate of GDP at constant prices, in percent. 
 

ìåå~|ÖêÖÇéÅ= dêçïíÜ=o~íÉ=çÑ=oÉ~ä=dam=éÉê=`~éáí~=EBF=

(Time-series: 1971-2007, n: 1323, N: 39, N : 36, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 191) 
 
The growth rate of GDP per capita at constant prices, in percent. 
 
This variable was not published by the UN Statistics Division, but we constructed it by 
dividing the difference in real GDP per capita compared to the last year with the real 
GDP per capita for the last year (and multiplying it by 100 to measure it in percent). That 
is: (unna_gdpct0 – unna_gdpct-1) / unna_gdpct-1 * 100. 

ìåå~|çíÅç= léÉååÉëë=íç=qê~ÇÉI=`çåëí~åí=mêáÅÉë=EBF=

(Time-series: 1970-2007, n: 1362, N: 39, N : 36, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 190) 
 
Exports plus imports as a percentage of GDP. Measured at constant 1990 prices. 

ìåå~|çíÅì= léÉååÉëë=íç=qê~ÇÉI=`ìêêÉåí=mêáÅÉë=EBF=

(Time-series: 1970-2007, n: 1362, N: 39, N : 36, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 191) 
 
Exports plus imports as a percentage of GDP. Measured at current prices. 
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rkbp`l=fåëíáíìíÉ=Ñçê=pí~íáëíáÅë=
http://stats.uis.unesco.org/unesco/TableViewer/document.aspx?ReportId=143&IF_Lan
guage=eng 
(UNESCO 2007) 

båêçääãÉåí=
Net enrollment rate is defined as the number of pupils of the theoretical school-age group 
for a given level of education, expressed as a percentage of the total population in that age-
group. For tertiary education, this indicator is not pertinent because of the difficulties in 
determining an appropriate age-group due to the wide variations in the duration of 
programs at this level of education. 
 
Gross enrollment rate (GER) is defined as the number of pupils enrolled in a given level 
of education, regardless of age, expressed as a percentage of the population in the 
theoretical age group for the same level of education. For the tertiary level, the population 
used is the five-year age group following on from the secondary school leaving age. Gross 
enrollment rate can be over 100% due to the inclusion of over-aged and under-aged 
pupils/students because of early or late entrants, and grade repetition. In this case, a 
rigorous interpretation of GER needs additional information to assess the extent of 
repetition, late entrants, etc. 

ìåÉ|éêÉÉí= kÉí=éêÉJéêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=íçí~ä=

(Time-series: 1999-2006, n: 228, N: 37, N : 29, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 148) 

ìåÉ|éêÉÉÑ= kÉí=éêÉJéêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ÑÉã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1999-2006, n: 216, N: 37, N : 27, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 144) 

ìåÉ|éêÉÉã= kÉí=éêÉJéêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1999-2006, n: 216, N: 37, N : 27, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 144) 

ìåÉ|éÉÑ= kÉí=éêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ÑÉã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 268, N: 39, N : 17, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 164) 

ìåÉ|éÉã= kÉí=éêáã~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 267, N: 39, N : 17, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 

ìåÉ|ëÉÑ= kÉí=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ÑÉã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 218, N: 34, N : 14, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 140) 
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ìåÉ|ëÉã= kÉí=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 218, N: 34, N : 14, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2006 (varies by country), N: 139) 

ìåÉ|íÉÑ= dêçëë=íÉêíá~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ÑÉã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 299, N: 38, N : 19, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2004 (varies by country), N: 162) 

ìåÉ|íÉã= dêçëë=íÉêíá~êó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ã~äÉ=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 299, N: 38, N : 19, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2004 (varies by country), N: 162) 

ìåÉ|ééÉéêÉ= mÉêÅÉåí=éêáî~íÉ=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=éêÉJéêáã~êó=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 276, N: 39, N : 17, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 160) 
 
Private pre-primary school enrollment, as a percentage of total enrolment. 

ìåÉ|ééÉé= mÉêÅÉåí=éêáî~íÉ=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=éêáã~êó=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 283, N: 39, N : 18, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 168) 
 
Private primary school enrollment, as a percentage of total enrolment. 

ìåÉ|ééÉë= mÉêÅÉåí=éêáî~íÉ=ÉåêçääãÉåíI=ëÉÅçåÇ~êó=

(Time-series: 1991-2006, n: 281, N: 39, N : 18, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 166) 
 
Private secondary school enrollment, as a percentage of total enrolment. 

aìê~íáçå=

ìåÉ|Çìê= aìê~íáçå=çÑ=Åçãéìäëçêó=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1999-2006, n: 309, N: 39, N : 39, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2006 (varies by country), N: 186) 
 
Duration of the compulsory education. 

rkrJtfabo=Ó=tçêäÇ=fåÅçãÉ=fåÉèì~äáíó=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=
(United Nations University 2008) 
ÜííéWLLïïïKïáÇÉêKìåìKÉÇìLêÉëÉ~êÅÜLa~í~Ä~ëÉLÉå|d_LÇ~í~Ä~ëÉL=

ìï|Öáåá= dáåá=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1946-2006, n: 2309, N: 154, N : 38, T : 15) 
(Cross-section: 1957-2005 (varies by country), N: 151) 
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This variable measures the Gini index of income inequality as reported by UNU-WIDER 
(version WIID2c). The Gini coefficient varies theoretically from 0 (perfectly equal 
distribution of income) to 100 (the society’s total income accrues to only one 
person/household unit). In case a country in the original data has multiple observations 
for a given year, we include the mean of the highest quality observations (as measured by 
uw_quality). Both within- and cross-country comparisons are to be handled with care since 
these Gini coefficients are based on varying sources of information and refer to a variety 
of income and population concepts, sample sizes and statistical methods. 

ìï|èì~äáíó= nì~äáíó=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1946-2006, n: 2309, N: 154, N : 38, T : 15) 
(Cross-section: 1957-2005 (varies by country), N: 151) 
 
UNU-WIDER apply the following quality ratings of their Gini-measures, a lower value 
indicating higher quality: 
(1) for observations a) where the underlying concepts are known, and b) where the 
quality of the income concept and the survey can be judged as sufficient; 
(2) for observations where the quality of either the income concept or the survey is 
problematic or unknown or we have not been able to verify the estimates; 
(3) for observations where both income concept and the survey are problematic or 
unknown; 
(4) for observations classified as memorandum items. 

ìï|åÖáåá= dáåá=EÅçìåíF=

(Time-series: 1946-2006, n: 2309, N: 154, N : 38, T : 15) 
(Cross-section: 1957-2005 (varies by country), N: 151) 
 
The number of separate Gini measures supplied each year in the original data (of which 
uw_gini provides the average). 

ìï|ëÇÖáåá= dáåá=Eëí~åÇ~êÇ=ÇÉîá~íáçåF=

(Time-series: 1946-2006, n: 964, N: 126, N : 16, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 1958-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
 
The standard deviation of those possibly separate Gini measures supplied each year in the 
original data (only computed for years of multiple measures). 

ìï|óçã= vÉ~ê=çÑ=jÉ~ëìêÉãÉåí=
(Cross-section: 1957-2006 (varies by country), N: 150) 
 
The latest year available for each country in the cross-sectional dataset of the uw_gini 
measurement. 
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rqfm=Ó=råáîÉêëáíó=çÑ=qÉñ~ë=fåÉèì~äáíó=mêçàÉÅí=
http://utip.gov.utexas.edu/data.html 
(Galbraith and Kum 2003; 2004; Galbraith 2009) 

ìíáé|ÉÜáá= bëíáã~íÉÇ=ÜçìëÉÜçäÇ=áåÅçãÉ=áåÉèì~äáíó=

(Time-series: 1963-2002, n: 1217, N: 37, N : 30, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 1972-2002 (varies by country), N: 146) 
 
In order to provide a more reliable and consistent measure of household income 
inequality, Galbraith and Kum (2004) estimate Gini coefficients through an equation 
whereby the Deininger and Squire (1996) high quality dataset (ds_gini) is regressed on: a 
measure of manufacturing pay inequality (utip_ipi); the ratio of manufacturing 
employment to population; and three dummies for data sources of the Deininger and 
Squire (1996) measures (income vs. expenditure, gross vs. net of taxes, household vs. 
personal unit of analysis). Apart from providing substantially enhanced coverage, 
Galbraith and Kum (2004) argue that this estimated income inequality measure produces 
better comparability both across countries and over time. 

ìíáé|ÉÜáá|óçã=vÉ~ê=çÑ=ãÉ~ëìêÉãÉåí=
(Cross-section: 1972-2002 (varies by country), N: 146) 
 
The latest year available for each country in the cross-sectional dataset of the utip_ehii 
measurement. 

ìíáé|áéá= fåÇìëíêá~ä=é~ó=áåÉèì~äáíó=

(Time-series: 1963-2002, n: 1160, N: 38, N : 29, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 1972-2002 (varies by country), N: 148) 
 
Based on data on pay across industrial categories in the manufacturing sector compiled 
by the United Nations International Development Organization (UNIDO), Galbraith 
and Kum (2003) compute this measure of pay inequality. The measure consists of the 
between-groups component of Theil’s T statistic, where groups are defined using a two 
or three digit code of the International Standard Industrial Classification (ISIC). Larger 
values indicate greater manufacturing pay inequality. 

ìíáé|áéá|óçã= vÉ~ê=çÑ=ãÉ~ëìêÉãÉåí=
(Cross-section: 1972-2002 (varies by country), N: 148) 
 
The latest year available for each country in the cross-sectional dataset of the utip_ipi 
measurement. 
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sáëëÉê= Ó= a~í~Ä~ëÉ= çå= fåëíáíìíáçå~ä= `Ü~ê~ÅíÉêáëíáÅë= çÑ= qê~ÇÉ= råáçåëI=W~ÖÉ=
pÉííáåÖI=Sí~íÉ=fåíÉêîÉåíáçå=~åÇ=SçÅá~ä=m~Åíë=Ef`qtppF=
http://www.uva-aias.net/207 
(Visser 2009) 
 

îá|ïëÅ= t~ÖÉ=ëÉííáåÖ=ÅççêÇáå~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1960-2008, n: 1156, N: 34, N : 24, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 33) 
 
Based on Kenworthy (2001) (as is hu_wsc), but with some differences. The main 
difference is that except in the case of direct imposition of wage settlements or in the case 
of a ban on contract renewals (= score 5), Visser does not assume that the scale for 
government intervention in wage bargaining parallels that of wage coordination. 
Government intervention is taken up in a separate variable. 
 
(5) Centralized bargaining by confederation(s) or government imposition of wage 

schedule/freeze – with a peace obligation, extremely high degree of union 
concentration and coordination of industry bargaining by confederation, extensive 
coordination of bargaining by employer organizations with extensive pattern-
setting. 

(4)  Centralized bargaining by confederation(s) or government imposition of wage 
schedule/freeze – without a peace obligation, high degree of union concentration 
and extensive, regularized pattern-setting, tacit coordination of bargaining by 
employer organizations with extensive pattern-setting. 

(3)  Industry-level bargaining with reasonably strong pattern-setting but only moderate 
union concentration. 

(2) Bargaining mainly at industry-level with little or no pattern-setting. 
(1) Fragmented wage bargaining, confined largely to individual firms or plants. 
 

îá|ÖáïÄ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=áåíÉêåîÉåíáçå=áå=ï~ÖÉ=Ä~êÖ~áåáåÖ=

(Time-series: 1960-2008, n: 1156, N: 34, N : 24, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 33) 
 
Based on Hassel (2006), but with some changes. 
 
(5) The government imposes private sector wage settlements, places a ceiling on 

bargaining outcomes or suspends bargaining. 
(4) The government participates directly in wage bargaining (tripartite bargaining, as 

in social pacts). 
(3) The government influences wage bargaining outcomes indirectly through price-

ceilings, indexation, tax measures, minimum wages, and/or public sector wages. 
(2) The government influences wage bargaining by providing an institutional 

framework of consultation and information exchanges, by a conditional 
agreement to extend private sector agreements, and/or by providing a conflict 
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resolution mechanism that links the settlement of disputes across the economy 
and/or allows the intervention of state arbitrators or Parliament. 

(1) None of the above. 

îá|äïÄ= iÉîÉä=çÑ=ï~ÖÉ=Ä~êÖ~áåáåÖ=

(Time-series: 1960-2008, n: 1156, N: 34, N : 24, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 33) 
 
The dominant level (or levels) at which wage bargaining takes place. 
 
(5) National or central level 
(4) National or central level, with additional sectoral / local or company bargaining 
(3) Sectoral or industry level 
(2) Sectoral or industry level, with additional local or company bargaining 
(1) Local or company bargaining 

îá|ÅìïÄ= `Éåíê~äáò~íáçå=çÑ=ìåáçå=ï~ÖÉ=Ä~êÖ~áåáåÖ=

(Time-series: 1960-2007, n: 919, N: 34, N : 19, T : 27) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 33) 
 
Summary measure of centralization and coordination of union wage bargaining, taking 
into account both union authority and union concentration at multiple levels. The 
variable weights the degree of authority or vertical coordination in the union movement 
with the degree of union concentration or horizontal coordination, taking into account 
the multiple levels at which bargaining can take place and assuming a non-zero division 
of union authority over different levels. For details on the construction of the variable, 
see the codebook available at http://www.uva-aias.net/207 
 
Varies theoretically between 0 and 1 where higher values indicate a higher centralization. 

îá|íìã= qçí~ä=ìåáçå=ãÉãÄÉêëÜáé=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1960-2007, n: 938, N: 34, N : 20, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2004 (varies by country), N: 33) 
 
Total number of union members (thousands). 

îá|åìã= kÉí=ìåáçå=ãÉãÄÉêëÜáé=EíÜçìë~åÇëF=

(Time-series: 1960-2007, n: 967, N: 34, N : 20, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 33) 
 
Total number of union members minus union members outside the active, dependent 
and employed labor force (i.e. retired workers, independent workers, students, 
unemployed). 

îá|åìÇ= kÉí=ìåáçå=ÇÉåëáíó=EBF=

(Time-series: 1960-2007, n: 956, N: 34, N : 20, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 33) 
 
Net union membership as a percentage of total wage earners in employment. 
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îá|~ÄÅ= ^ÇàìëíÉÇ=Ä~êÖ~áåáåÖ=ÅçîÉê~ÖÉ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1960-2007, n: 867, N: 32, N : 18, T : 27) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2006 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
Employees covered by wage bargaining agreements as a percentage of all wage and salary 
earners in employment with the right to bargaining, adjusted for the possibility that some 
sectors or occupations are excluded from the right to bargain (removing such groups 
from the employment count before dividing the number of covered employees over the 
total number of dependent workers in employment). 

tçêäÇ=_~åâ=Ó=ekmpí~íë=EeÉ~äíÜI=kìíêáíáçå=~åÇ=mçéìä~íáçå=Ç~í~F=
http://go.worldbank.org/N2N84RDV00 
(World Bank 2007)==

Üåé|äáÑÉñé= iáÑÉ=ÉñéÉÅí~åÅó=~í=ÄáêíÜ=EóÉ~êëF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1477, N: 40, N : 32, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2002 (varies by country), N: 183) 
 
Life expectancy at birth indicates the number of years a newborn infant would live if 
prevailing patterns of mortality at the time of its birth were to stay the same throughout its 
life. 
 
Source: World Bank staff estimates from various sources, including census reports, the 
United Nations Population Division’s World Population Prospects, national statistical 
offices, household surveys conducted by national agencies, and Macro International. 

Üåé|áãçêí= jçêí~äáíó=ê~íÉI=áåÑ~åí=EéÉê=NMMM=äáîÉ=ÄáêíÜëF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1267, N: 40, N : 28, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2002 (varies by country), N: 188) 
 
Infant mortality rate is the number of infants dying before reaching one year of age, per 
1,000 live births in a given year. 
 
Source: Harmonized estimates of the World Health Organization, UNICEF, and the 
World Bank, based mainly on household surveys, censuses, and vital registration, 
supplemented by World Bank estimates based on household surveys and vital registration. 

Üåé|Ñãçêí= jçêí~äáíó=ê~íÉI=ìåÇÉêJR=EéÉê=NMMMF=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 976, N: 40, N : 21, T : 24) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2002 (varies by country), N: 188) 
 
Under-5 mortality rate is the probability that a newborn baby will die before reaching age 
five, if subject to current age-specific mortality rates. The probability is expressed as a rate 
per 1,000. 
 
Source: Harmonized estimates of the World Health Organization, UNICEF, and the 
World Bank, based mainly on household surveys, censuses, and vital registration, 
supplemented by World Bank estimates based on household surveys and vital registration. 
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Üåé|éçé= mçéìä~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1833, N: 40, N : 39, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2004 (varies by country), N: 188) 
 
Total population is based on the de facto definition of population, which counts all 
residents regardless of legal status or citizenship – except for refugees not permanently 
settled in the country of asylum, who are generally considered part of the population of 
their country of origin. 
 
Source: World Bank staff estimates from various sources, including census reports, the 
United Nations Population Division’s World Population Prospects, national statistical 
offices, household surveys conducted by national agencies, and Macro International. 

Üåé|éçéNQ= mçéìä~íáçå=~ÖÉë=MJNQ=EB=çÑ=íçí~äF=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1833, N: 40, N : 39, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 176) 

Üåé|éçéSR= mçéìä~íáçå=~ÖÉë=SR=~åÇ=~ÄçîÉ=EB=çÑ=íçí~äF=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1833, N: 40, N : 39, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2002 (varies by country), N: 176) 

Üåé|éçéÇÉå= mçéìä~íáçå=ÇÉåëáíó=EéÉçéäÉ=éÉê=ëè=âãF=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1794, N: 40, N : 39, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2004 (varies by country), N: 188) 
 
Population density is midyear population divided by land area in square kilometers. 

tçêäÇ=aÉîÉäçéãÉåí=fåÇáÅ~íçêë=
http://go.worldbank.org/U0FSM7AQ40 

ïÇá|ÑÇá= cçêÉáÖå=aáêÉÅí=fåîÉëíãÉåíI=kÉí=fåÑäçïë=E`ìêêÉåí=rpaF=

(Time-series: 1961-2006, n: 1160, N: 39, N : 25, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 170) 
 
Foreign direct investment are the net inflows of investment to acquire a lasting 
management interest (10 percent or more of the voting stock) in an enterprise operating in 
an economy other than that of the investor. This series shows the net inflows in the 
reporting economy. Data are in current US dollars. Sources: International Monetary Fund, 
International Financial Statistics and Balance of Payments databases, and World Bank, 
Global Development Finance. 

ïÇá|Öåá= dkfI=^íä~ë=jÉíÜçÇ=E`ìêêÉåí=rpaF=

(Time-series: 1962-2007, n: 1377, N: 39, N : 30, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 180) 
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ïÇá|ÖåáéÅ= dkf=éÉê=`~éáí~I=^íä~ë=jÉíÜçÇ=E`ìêêÉåí=rpaF=

(Time-series: 1962-2007, n: 1377, N: 39, N : 30, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 179) 
 
The Atlas Method is the World Bank’s official estimate of the size of economies. Data are 
in current US dollars converted from countries’ respective national currencies using the 
Atlas method, which uses a three-year average of exchange rates to smooth effects of 
transitory exchange rate fluctuations. 

ïÇá|Öêç= dam=dêçïíÜ=EBF=

(Time-series: 1961-2007, n: 1584, N: 39, N : 34, T : 41) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2003 (varies by country), N: 184) 
 
Annual percentage growth rate of GDP at market prices based on constant local 
currency. Sources: World Bank national accounts data, and OECD National Accounts 
data files. 

ïÇá|áåÑä= fåÑä~íáçå=EBF=

(Time-series: 1961-2007, n: 1583, N: 39, N : 34, T : 41) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2003 (varies by country), N: 184) 
 
Inflation as measured by the annual growth rate of the GDP implicit deflator shows the 
rate of price change in the economy as a whole. The GDP implicit deflator is the ratio of 
GDP in current local currency to GDP in constant local currency. 

ïÇá|áëOM= fåÅçãÉ=pÜ~êÉ=Ñçê=içïÉëí=OMB=

(Time-series: 1984-2005, n: 113, N: 36, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2005 (varies by country), N: 123) 
 
Percentage share of income of the 20% of the population with the lowest income. The 
World Bank estimates are based on primary household survey data obtained from 
government statistical agencies and World Bank country departments. Data for high-
income economies are from the Luxembourg Income Study database. 

ïÇá|éçî= mçéìä~íáçå=ÄÉäçï=å~íáçå~ä=éçîÉêíó=äáåÉ=EBF= =

(Time-series: 1993-2004, n: 16, N: 8, N : 1, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 80) 
 
Percentage of the population living below the national poverty line. National estimates 
are based on population-weighted subgroup estimates from household surveys. The 
World Bank estimates are based on the World Bank’s country poverty assessments. 

ïÇá|~ëÉ= ^ÖêáÅìäíìêÉÛë=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=ÉÅçåçãó=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-2008, n: 1208, N: 36, N : 25, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2005 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
The share of the economy that comes from agricultural production, as a percentage of 
GDP. Agriculture includes forestry, hunting, fishing, cultivation of crops and livestock 
production. The variable is calculated as the net output of the sector after adding up all 
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outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. Sources are World Bank national accounts 
data and OECD National Accounts. 

ïÇá|áëÉ= fåÇìëíêóÛë=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=ÉÅçåçãó=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-2008, n: 1213, N: 36, N : 25, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2005 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
The share of the economy that comes from industrial production, as a percentage of 
GDP. Industry includes mining, manufacturing, construction, electricity, water, and gas. 
Value added is the net output of a sector after adding up all outputs and subtracting 
intermediate inputs. The variable is calculated as the net output of the sector after adding 
up all outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. Sources are World Bank national 
accounts data and OECD National Accounts. 

ïÇá|ëëÉ= pÉêîáÅÉëÛ=ëÜ~êÉ=çÑ=ÉÅçåçãó=EB=çÑ=damF=

(Time-series: 1960-2008, n: 1208, N: 36, N : 25, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2005 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
The share of the economy that comes from services, as a percentage of GDP. Services 
include wholesale and retail trade (including hotels and restaurants), transport, and 
government, financial, professional, and personal services such as education, health care, 
and real estate services. Also included are imputed bank service charges, import duties, 
and any statistical discrepancies noted by national compilers as well as discrepancies 
arising from rescaling. The variable is calculated as the net output of the sector after 
adding up all outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. Sources are World Bank 
national accounts data and OECD National Accounts. 
 

tçêäÇ=bÅçåçãáÅ=cçêìã=Ó=dÉåÇÉê=d~é=fåÇÉñ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 128) 
ÜííéWLLïïïKïÉÑçêìãKçêÖLÖÉåÇÉêÖ~é 
(World Economic Forum 2007) 
 
There are three basic concepts underlying the Gender Gap Index. First, it focuses on 
measuring gaps rather than levels. Second, it captures gaps in outcome variables rather 
than gaps in means or input variables. Third, it ranks countries according to gender 
equality rather than women’s empowerment. 
 
All of the index scores below are on a 0 to 1 scale (0.00= inequality, 1.00= equality) and 
can be roughly interpreted as the share of the gender gap that has been closed. 

ïÉÑ|ÖÉåÇ= dÉåÇÉê=Ö~é=áåÇÉñ=
The overall index is a weighted average of normalized versions of the subindexes below. 

ïÉÑ|ÉÅÖÖ= bÅçåçãáÅ=ÖÉåÇÉê=Ö~é=
The following indicators are included in the economic participation and opportunity index: 
the ratio of female over male labor force participation; the female over male wage ratio 
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(for similar work); the female over male ratio of legislators senior officials and managers; 
the female over male ratio of professional and technical workers. 

ïÉÑ|ÉÇÖÖ= bÇìÅ~íáçå~ä=ÖÉåÇÉê=Ö~é=
The following indicators are included in the educational attainment index: the female over 
male literacy rate; the female over male net primary education enrollment, the female over 
male net secondary education enrollment; the female over male gross tertiary education 
enrollment. 

ïÉÑ|ÜÖÖ= eÉ~äíÜ=ÖÉåÇÉê=Ö~é=
The following indicators are included in the health and survival index: the female over 
male healthy life expectancy; the female over male sex ratio at birth. 

ïÉÑ|éÉÖÖ= mçäáíáÅ~ä=ÉãéçïÉêãÉåí=ÖÉåÇÉê=Ö~é=
The following indicators are included in the political empowerment index: the female over 
male seats in parliament; the female over male number of ministers; the ratio of female 
over male years of head of state (last 50 years). 
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mìÄäáÅ=léáåáçå=

In this section we present data on public opinion on social policy issues, like e.g. attitudes 
towards economic redistribution, tax financing of social services etc. Included are also 
data on interpersonal trust, trust in politicians and government authorities, and 
satisfaction with democracy and the government. 
 
When choosing which variables to include, we have first of all prioritized those with 
good coverage of the countries of our primary interest (EU/OECD plus Israel). Second, 
we have prioritized those that were available for at least two points in time. 
 
Since all the data in this section originally is individual level data, each observation is the 
mean value of the response of the individuals for that country and year. 
 
In the wide version of the time-series dataset, the public opinion variables exist in one 
version for each module of the survey in question. A suffix denotes from which module 
the variable is taken. Example: cses_lr_2 means that the values of the variable are from 
the cses_lr variable in the second module of the CSES survey (see below). Please note 
however that the Eurobarometer data is exempt from this rule, due to the very large 
number of modules of this survey. Instead, the Eurobarometer data is provided for each 
year of available data. (Example: the eb_lr_1979 variable contains values for the eb_lr 
variable the year 1979.) For all the other, non public opinion data in the wide version of 
the dataset, there is one variable for every 5th year from 1970-2005. 

qÜÉ=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=píìÇó=çÑ=bäÉÅíçê~ä=póëíÉãë=E`pbpF=
http://www.cses.org/ 
(Sapiro et al 2003; The Comparative Study of Electoral Systems 2007) 
 
The Comparative Study of Electoral Systems (CSES) is a collaborative program of 
research among election study teams from around the world conducting post-election 
studies. So far two rounds of CSES have been published. 
  
Note: In a few cases the CSES survey was conducted the year after the election year. In 
these cases we have nevertheless placed the data on the year of the election that the survey 
is related to. For more information, see the CSES website (http://www.cses.org). 

ÅëÉë|ãçÇìäÉ= `pbp=ãçÇìäÉ=

(Time-series: 1996-2006, n: 56, N: 30, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 41) 
 
There are two CSES modules, and this variable denotes from which module each 
observation comes. Module 1 was conducted in the period 1996-2002, and module 2 in 
2001-2006.  
 
Note: For some countries there were two surveys in the same module. In these cases we 
have given the second survey of the module the value of 1.5 or 2.5. (In the wide version of 
the time-series cross-section dataset, the variables have the suffixes _1_5 and _2_5.) 
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In the case of Portugal 2002, CSES modules 1 and 2 were part of the same election study. 
We have (arbitrarily) chosen to treat this observation as belonging to module 1. 

ÅëÉë|äê= iÉÑíJêáÖÜí=ëÉäÑJéä~ÅÉãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1996-2006, n: 54, N: 29, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 39) 
 
In politics people sometimes talk of left and right. Where would you place yourself on a 
scale from 0 to 10 where 0 means the left and 10 means the right? 
 
Left         Right 
 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ÅëÉë|ëÇ= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÇÉãçÅê~Åó=

(Time-series: 1996-2006, n: 56, N: 30, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 41) 
 
On the whole, are you very satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very satisfied, or not at all satisfied 
with the way democracy works in [country]? 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Fairly satisfied 
(3) Not very satisfied 
(4) Not at all satisfied 

ÅëÉë|ÇÄÑÖ= aÉãçÅê~Åó=íÜÉ=ÄÉëí=Ñçêã=çÑ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 2001-2006, n: 30, N: 29, N : 5, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2006 (varies by country), N: 37) 
 
Please tell me how strongly you agree or disagree with the following statement: 
“Democracy may have problems but it’s better than any other form of government.” Do 
you agree strongly, agree, disagree, or disagree strongly with this statement? 
 
(1) Agree strongly 
(2) Agree 
(3) Disagree 
(4) Disagree strongly 

ÅëÉë|ëÖéÖ= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíLéêÉëáÇÉåíW=ÖÉåÉê~ä=

(Time-series: 2001-2006, n: 30, N: 29, N : 5, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2006 (varies by country), N: 36) 
 
Thinking about the performance of the government in [capital]/president in general, how 
good or bad a job do you think the government/president in [capital] has done over the 
past [number of years between the previous and the present election or change in 
government] years. Has it/he/she done a very good job? A good job? A bad job? A very 
bad job? 
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(1) Very good job 
(2) Good job 
(3) Bad job 
(4) Very bad job 

ÅëÉë|ëÖéãá= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíLéêÉëáÇÉåíW=ãçëí=áãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉ=

(Time-series: 2001-2006, n: 29, N: 28, N : 5, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2006 (varies by country), N: 36) 
 
Thinking about the most important issue facing [country] over the last [number of years 
that the last government was in office] years, how good or bad a job do you think the 
government/president in [capital] has done over the past [number of years between the 
previous and the present election OR change in government] years. Has it/he/she done a 
very good job? A good job? A bad job? A very bad job? 
 
(1) Very good job 
(2) Good job 
(3) Bad job 
(4) Very bad job 

ÅëÉë|äÉÑ= i~ëí=ÉäÉÅíáçå=ï~ë=Ñ~áê=

(Time-series: 1996-2002, n: 25, N: 23, N : 4, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2002 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
In some countries, people believe their elections are conducted fairly. In other countries, 
people believe that their elections are conducted unfairly. Thinking of the last election in 
[country], where would you place it on this scale of one to five where one means that the 
last election was conducted fairly and five means that the last election was conducted 
unfairly? 
 
(1) Last election was conducted fairly 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) Last election was conducted unfairly 

ÅëÉë|îãÇ= sçíáåÖ=ã~âÉë=~=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1996-2006, n: 55, N: 30, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 41) 
 
Some people say that no matter who people vote for, it won’t make any difference to what 
happens. Others say that who people vote for can make a difference to what happens. 
Using the scale on this card, (where one means that voting won’t make a difference to 
what happens and five means that voting can make a difference), where would you place 
yourself? 
 
(1) Who people vote for won’t make a difference 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
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(5) Who people vote for can make a difference 

ÅëÉë|Üïîîê= eçï=ïÉää=~êÉ=îçíÉêëÛ=îáÉïë=êÉéêÉëÉåíÉÇ=

(Time-series: 2001-2006, n: 28, N: 27, N : 5, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2006 (varies by country), N: 35) 
 
Thinking about how elections in [country] work in practice, how well do elections ensure 
that the views of voters are represented by Majority Parties: very well, quite well, not very 
well, or not well at all? 
 
(1) Very well 
(2) Quite well 
(3) Not very well 
(4) Not well at all 

ÅëÉë|ééÅéí= mçäáíáÅ~ä=é~êíáÉë=Å~êÉ=ïÜ~í=éÉçéäÉ=íÜáåâ=

(Time-series: 1996-2002, n: 27, N: 25, N : 4, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2002 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Some people say that political parties in [country] care what ordinary people think. Others 
say that political parties in [country] don’t care what ordinary people think. Using the scale 
on this card, (where one means that political parties care about what ordinary people think, 
and five means that they don’t care what ordinary people think), where would you place 
yourself? 
 
(1) Political parties in [country] care what ordinary people think 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) Political parties in [country] don’t care what ordinary people think 

ÅëÉë|ééå= mçäáíáÅ~ä=é~êíáÉë=~êÉ=åÉÅÉëë~êó=

(Time-series: 1996-2002, n: 27, N: 25, N : 4, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2002 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Some people say that political parties are necessary to make our political system work in 
[country]. Others think that political parties are not needed in [country]. Using the scale on 
this card, (where one means that political parties are necessary to make our political system 
work, and five means that political parties are not needed in [country]), where would you 
place yourself? 
 
(1) Political parties are necessary to make our political system work 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) Political parties are not needed in [country] 

ÅëÉë|éâéí= mçäáíáÅá~åë=âåçï=ïÜ~í=éÉçéäÉ=íÜáåâ=

(Time-series: 1996-2002, n: 27, N: 25, N : 4, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2002 (varies by country), N: 23) 
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Some people say that members of Congress/Parliament know what ordinary people think. 
Others say that members of Congress/Parliament don’t know much about what ordinary 
people think. Using the scale on this card, (where one means that the members of 
Congress/Parliament know what ordinary people think, and five means that the members 
of Congress/Parliament don’t know much about what ordinary people think), where 
would you place yourself? 
 
(1) Members of Congress/Parliament know what ordinary people think 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) Members of Congress/Parliament don’t know what ordinary people think 

ÅëÉë|Å~é= `çêêìéíáçå=~ãçåÖëí=éçäáíáÅá~åë=

(Time-series: 2001-2006, n: 30, N: 29, N : 5, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2006 (varies by country), N: 37) 
 
How widespread do you think corruption such as bribe taking is amongst politicians in 
[country]: very widespread, quite widespread, not very widespread, it hardly happens at all? 
 
(1) Very widespread 
(2) Quite widespread 
(3) Not very widespread 
(4) It hardly happens at all 

ÅëÉë|êáÑ= oÉëéÉÅí=Ñçê=áåÇáîáÇì~ä=ÑêÉÉÇçã=

(Time-series: 2001-2006, n: 29, N: 28, N : 5, T :1) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2006 (varies by country), N: 36) 
 
How much respect is there for individual freedom and human rights nowadays in 
[country]? Do you feel there is a lot of respect for individual freedom, some respect, not 
much respect, or no respect at all? 
 
(1) A lot of respect for individual freedom 
(2) Some respect 
(3) Not much respect 
(4) No respect at all 

bìêçÄ~êçãÉíÉê=
http://www.gesis.org/en/data_service/eurobarometer/index.htm 
http://www.gesis.org/en/data_service/eurobarometer/standard_eb_trend/Trend 
File.htm 
(Schmitt et al 2006) 
(Reif et al 1990-1997) 
 
The Eurobarometer has been conducted by the European Commission since 1973, and 
primarily covers the European Union member states (including member candidates). 
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The Eurobarometer data has been collected from several different sources. For available 
variables and countries we have aggregated data from the Mannheim Eurobarometer 
Trend File (Schmitt et al 2006). In addition to this we have used single Eurobarometers, 
the Central and Eastern Eurobarometer Trend File (Reif et al 1990-1997) and single 
Candidate Countries Eurobarometers. 
 

ÉÄ|ãçÇìäÉ= bìêçÄ~êçãÉíÉê=ãçÇìäÉ=

(Time-series: 1973-2005, n: 632, N: 30, N : 19, T :21) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2004 (varies by country), N: 39) 
 
As mentioned above, the Eurobarometer data comes from different sources. This variable 
denotes which source each observation comes from. In some cases there are observations 
from two different sources for the same country and year, depending on which variable 
the observation concerns. 
 
(1) Mannheim Trend File 
(2) Standard Eurobarometer 
(3) CCEB (Candidate Countries Eurobarometer) 
(4) CEEB (Central and Eastern Eurobarometer Trend File) 
(5) Mannheim Trend File and Standard Eurobarometer 
(6) Standard Eurobarometer and CCEB 
 

ÉÄ|äê= iÉÑíJêáÖÜí=ëÉäÑJéä~ÅÉãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1973-2004, n: 391, N: 30, N : 12, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2003 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
In political matters people talk of “the left” and “the right”. How would you place your 
views on this scale? 
 
Left         Right 
 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
 
(Sources: Mannheim Trend File, Candidate Countries Eurobarometer and Central and 
Eastern Eurobarometer.) 

qêìëí=áå=br=çêÖ~åë=

(Time-series: 1999-2004, n: 112, N: 28, N : 19, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
  
(The sources of the following eight variables are the Mannheim Eurobarometer Trend File 
and the Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 
 
Have you ever heard of (...)? ...and for each of them, please tell me if you tend to trust it or 
not to trust it. 
 
(1) Tend to trust 
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(2) Tend not to trust 

ÉÄ|íÅà= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=`çìêí=çÑ=gìëíáÅÉ=

ÉÄ|íÅã= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=br=`çìåÅáä=çÑ=jáåáëíÉêë==

ÉÄ|íÉÅ= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=`çããáëëáçå=

ÉÄ|íÉÅÄ= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=`Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=

ÉÄ|íÉÅ~= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=`çìêí=çÑ=^ìÇáíçêë=

ÉÄ|íÉç= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=lãÄìÇëã~å=

ÉÄ|íÉé= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=m~êäá~ãÉåí=

ÉÄ|íëÉÅ= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=br=pçÅá~ä=~åÇ=bÅçåçãáÅ=`çããáííÉÉ=

qêìëí=áå=å~íáçå~ä=çêÖ~åë=
(The sources of the following seven variables are the standard Eurobarometer and the 
Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 
 
I would like to ask you a question about how much trust you have in certain institutions. 
For each of the following institutions, please tell me if you tend to trust it or tend not to 
trust it? 
 
(1) Tend to trust 
(2) Tend not to trust 

ÉÄ|íäë= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=äÉÖ~ä=ëóëíÉã=

(Time-series: 1997-2005, n: 185, N: 28, N : 21, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 

ÉÄ|íé= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=éçäáÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 157, N: 28, N : 20, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 

ÉÄ|í~= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=~êãó=

(Time-series: 1997-2004, n: 157, N: 28, N : 20, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 

ÉÄ|íéé= qêìëí=áå=éçäáíáÅ~ä=é~êíáÉë=

(Time-series: 1997-2005, n: 185, N: 28, N : 21, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 

ÉÄ|íÅë= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=Åáîáä=ëÉêîáÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1997-2003, n: 114, N: 28, N : 16, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
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ÉÄ|íåÖ= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=å~íáçå~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1997-2005, n: 170, N: 28, N : 19, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 

ÉÄ|íåé= qêìëí=áå=å~íáçå~ä=é~êäá~ãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1997-2005, n: 185, N: 28, N : 21, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 

p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÇÉãçÅê~Åó=

ÉÄ|ëÇ= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÇÉãçÅê~Åó=áå=Åçìåíêó=

(Time-series: 1973-2004, n: 362, N: 30, N : 11, T : 12) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2002 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
On the whole, are you very satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very satisfied or not at all satisfied 
with the way democracy works in [our country]? 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Fairly satisfied 
(3) Not very satisfied 
(4) Not satisfied at all 
 
(Sources: The Mannheim Trend File, the Candidate Countries Eurobarometer and the 
Central and Eastern Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ëÇÇ= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÇÉãçÅê~Åó=ÇÉîÉäçéãÉåí=áå=Åçìåíêó=

(Time-series: 1990-1997, n: 74, N: 10, N : 9, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1996-1997 (varies by country), N: 20) 
 
On the whole, are you very satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very satisfied or not satisfied at all 
with the way democracy is developing in [our country]? 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Fairly satisfied 
(3) Not very satisfied 
(4) Not satisfied at all 
 
(Sources: The Central and Eastern Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ëÇÉì= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÇÉãçÅê~Åó=áå=íÜÉ=br=

(Time-series: 1993-2004, n: 145, N: 29, N : 12, T : 5) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
On the whole, are you very satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very satisfied or not at all satisfied 
with the way democracy works in the European Union? 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Fairly satisfied 
(3) Not very satisfied 
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(4) Not at all satisfied 
 
(Sources: The Mannheim Trend File and the Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 

fãéçêí~åí=éêçÄäÉãë=

(Time-series: 1989-1994, n: 24, N: 13, N : 4, T : 2) 
 
I would like to hear your views on some political issues and problems. Which issue or 
problem do you consider the most important? And which issue or problem do you 
consider the second most important? And finally, which issue or problem do you consider 
the third most important? 
 
(To this question there were 12 alternative problems to choose from in 1989 and 11 
alternative problems in 1994. However, we only include two of them here.) 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|áéìÉ|N= fãéçêí~åí=éêçÄäÉãW=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=
(0) Not mentioned as most important problem 
(1) Mentioned as most important problem 

ÉÄ|áéìÉ|O= fãéçêí~åí=éêçÄäÉãW=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=
(0) Not mentioned as second most important problem 
(1) Mentioned as second most important problem 

ÉÄ|áéìÉ|P= fãéçêí~åí=éêçÄäÉãW=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=
(0) Not mentioned as third most important problem 
(1) Mentioned as third most important problem 

ÉÄ|áéëé|N= fãéçêí~åí=éêçÄäÉãW=ëí~ÄäÉ=éêáÅÉë=
(0) Not mentioned as most important problem 
(1) Mentioned as most important problem 

ÉÄ|áéëé|O= fãéçêí~åí=éêçÄäÉãW=ëí~ÄäÉ=éêáÅÉë=
(0) Not mentioned as second most important problem 
(1) Mentioned as second most important problem 

ÉÄ|áéëé|P= fãéçêí~åí=éêçÄäÉãW=ëí~ÄäÉ=éêáÅÉë=
(0) Not mentioned as third most important problem 
(1) Mentioned as third most important problem 

qÜáåÖë=åÉÅÉëë~êó=íç=äáîÉ=éêçéÉêäó=

(Time-series: 1989-1993, n: 26, N: 15, N : 5, T : 2) 
 
This question was posed in slightly different ways in 1989 and 1993 (the 1989 version 
listed first): 
 
Not everybody has the same idea about what are the necessities of life. Among the 
following things which ones seem to you absolutely necessary to live properly today, and 
which ones don’t seem to you to be absolutely necessary? 
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Not everybody has the same idea about what the necessities of life are. For each of the 
following, please tell me if you think it absolutely necessary to live properly nowadays or 
not? 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ëï~å= pçÅá~ä=ïÉäÑ~êÉ=~ÄëçäìíÉäó=åÉÅÉëë~êó=
To be able to benefit from social welfare when needed, such as in the case of 
unemployment, sickness, handicap, old age. 
 
(0) Not mentioned 
(1) Mentioned 

ÉÄ|ÖÉ~å= dççÇ=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=~ÄëçäìíÉäó=åÉÅÉëë~êó=
Having a good education. 
 
(0) Not mentioned 
(1) Mentioned 

fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉë=

(Time-series: 2002-2004, n: 58, N: 28, N : 19, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
What do you think are the two most important issues facing [our country] at the moment? 
(Max 2 answers possible.) 
 
(0) Not mentioned 
(1) Mentioned 
(To this question there were 15 alternative issues to choose from. However, we only 
include seven of them here.) 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 
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ÉÄ|ááá= fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉW=áåÑä~íáçå=

ÉÄ|ááí= fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉW=í~ñ~íáçå=

ÉÄ|ááìÉ= fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉW=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=

ÉÄ|ááÜ= fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉW=ÜçìëáåÖ=

ÉÄ|ááÜÅ= fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉW=ÜÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=ëóëíÉã=

ÉÄ|ááÉ= fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉW=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå~ä=ëóëíÉã=

ÉÄ|ááé= fãéçêí~åí=áëëìÉW=éÉåëáçåë=

eÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=

ÉÄ|ÜÅë= eÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=ë~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=

(Time-series: 1996-2004, n: 86, N: 28, N : 10, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
 
Please tell me whether you are very satisfied, fairly satisfied, neither satisfied nor 
dissatisfied, not very satisfied or not at all satisfied with each of the following? [our 
country]’s health care system in general. 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Fairly satisfied 
(3) Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied 
(4) Not very satisfied 
(5) Not at all satisfied 
 
Note: The answer option (3) was not available 1999 and in the 2002 Candidate Countries 
Eurobarometer. 
 
(Sources: Standard Eurobarometer and Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ÜÅëíó= eÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=ë~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=áå=íïç=óÉ~êë=

(Time-series: 1999-2004, n: 56, N: 28, N : 9, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 28) 
 
And please tell me whether in two years time you think you will be more satisfied, less 
satisfied or will there be no change with …..? [our country]’s health care system in general. 
 
(1) More satisfied 
(2) No change 
(3) Less satisfied 
 
Note: In the 2002 standard Eurobarometer the alternatives were instead: more satisfied, as 
satisfied and less satisfied. 
 
(Sources: Standard Eurobarometer and Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 
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ÉÄ|ÜÅíÑì= eÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=íçç=ÑêÉèìÉåíäó=ìëÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1992-2004, n: 40, N: 28, N : 3, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2004 (varies by country), N: 28) 
 
I am going to read out a list of statements about health and health care. For each, I would 
like you to tell me if you agree strongly, agree slightly, disagree slightly or disagree strongly? 
 
People use health care facilities too frequently and therefore contribute to rising costs. 
 
(1) Agree strongly 
(2) Agree slightly 
(3) Uncertain/ Neither agree nor disagree (SPONTANEOUS) 
(4) Disagree slightly 
(5) Disagree strongly 
 
Note: In 2004 the question and reply options were instead: 
 
People use health care facilities too frequently. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Tend to agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Tend to disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 
 
(Sources: Standard Eurobarometer and Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ÜÅêï= eÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=êìåë=ïÉää=

(Time-series: 1996-2004, n: 43, N: 28, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 28) 
 
Now, I will read you four statements about the way health care runs in [our country]. 
Which one comes closest to your own point of view? 
 
(1) On the whole, the health care system in [our country] runs quite well. 
(2) There are some good things in the way health care in [our country] runs, and only 
minor changes would make it work better. 
(3) There are some good things in the way health care in [our country] runs, but only 
fundamental changes would make it work better. 
(4) Health care system in [our country] runs so badly that we need to rebuild it 
completely. 
 
(Sources: Standard Eurobarometer and Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|çÉÜÅÖ= låäó=ÉëëÉåíá~ä=ÜÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=Ñêçã=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1992-2004, n: 70, N: 28, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 28) 
 
The government should only provide everyone with essential services such as care for 
serious diseases and encourage people to provide for themselves in other respects. 
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(1) Agree strongly 
(2) Agree slightly 
(3) Uncertain/ Neither agree nor disagree (SPONTANEOUS) 
(4) Disagree slightly 
(5) Disagree strongly 
 
Note: There is some variation in the formulation of the question and the reply options. 
 
In 1992 the reply option (3) was not available. 
 
In 1998 the question was: The government and/or public health insurance [national 
equivalent] should provide everyone with essential services such as care for serious 
diseases and encourage people to provide for themselves in other respects. (Note that 
word “only” is left out here.) 
 
In 2002 the question was: The government or social insurance should only provide 
everyone with essential services, such as care for serious diseases, and encourage people to 
provide for themselves in other respects. 
 
In 2004 the question and reply options were: The government or social insurance should 
only provide everyone with essential services, such as care for serious diseases, and 
encourage people to provide for themselves in other respects. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Tend to agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Tend to disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 
 
(Sources: Standard Eurobarometer and Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ÜÅáÉ= eÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=áåÉÑÑáÅáÉåí=

(Time-series: 1992-1996, n: 27, N: 15, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996, N: 15) 
 
Health services available to the average citizen are inefficient and patients are not treated as 
well as they should be. 
 
(1) Agree strongly 
(2) Agree slightly 
(3) Uncertain/ Neither agree nor disagree (SPONTANEOUS) 
(4) Disagree slightly 
(5) Disagree strongly 
 
Note: In 1992 reply option (3) was not available. 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 
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oÉ~ëçå=íÜ~í=éÉçéäÉ=äáîÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1976-2002, n: 63, N: 30, N : 2, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 28) 
 
Why in your opinion are there people who live in need? Here are four opinions – which is 
closest to yours? 
 
Note: We did not create a variable for the “none of these” option, which is why the sum 
of the four variables sometimes is lower than 1. 

ÉÄ|éáåá= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=áåàìëíáÅÉ=
Proportion answering: Because there is much injustice in our society 

ÉÄ|éáåä= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=ä~òáåÉëë=
Proportion answering: Because of laziness and lack of willpower. 

ÉÄ|éáåé= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=é~êí=ãçÇÉêå=éêçÖêÉëë=
Proportion answering: It’s an inevitable part of modern progress. In 1993 this reply option 
was instead: It is an inevitable part of the way the modern world is going. 

ÉÄ|éáåì= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=ìåäìÅâó=
Proportion answering: Because they have been unlucky. 
 
(Sources: Standard Eurobarometer and Candidate Countries Eurobarometer.) 

mçîÉêíó=~åÇ=áåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=

ÉÄ|áÇíä= fåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=íçç=ä~êÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1999-2002, n: 43, N: 28, N : 11, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 28) 
 
The differences in income in [our country] are too wide. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Somewhat agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Somewhat disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ÖëêáÇ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ëÜçìäÇ=êÉÇìÅÉ=áåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë  

(Time-series: 1999-2002, n: 43, N: 28, N : 11, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 28) 
 
It is the responsibility of the government to reduce the differences in income between 
people with high incomes and those with low incomes. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Somewhat agree 
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(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Somewhat disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|êåêé= oÉÇìÅÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=êáÅÜ=~åÇ=éççê=

(Time-series: 1976-1991, n: 53, N: 14, N : 3, T : 4) 
 
Here is a list of problems the people of [country] are more or less interested in. Could you 
please tell me, for each problem, whether you personally consider it a very important 
problem, important, of little importance or not at all important? 
 
Try and reduce the number both of very rich people and of very poor people. 
 
(1) Very important 
(2) Important 
(3) Of little importance 
(4) Not at all important 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 
 

ÉÄ|ÅÉé= `Ü~åÅÉ=çÑ=ÉëÅ~éáåÖ=éçîÉêíó=

(Time-series: 1976-1993, n: 35, N: 15, N : 2, T : 2) 
 
In your opinion, do the people who are in deprived circumstances have a chance of 
escaping from them or have they virtually no chance of escaping? 
 
(1) They have a chance 
(2) Almost no chance 
 
In 1993 the question was instead: We are now going to talk again about people living in 
poverty or extreme poverty / social exclusion or total social exclusion. 
 
In your opinion, do the people who are in such deprived circumstances have a chance of 
escaping from them or have they virtually no chance of getting out? 
 
(1) A chance 
(2) Virtually no chance 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|ÅÉéÅ= `Ü~åÅÉ=çÑ=ÉëÅ~éáåÖ=éçîÉêíóI=ÅÜáäÇêÉå=

(Time-series: 1976-1993, n: 35, N: 15, N : 2, T : 2) 
 
(Follow-up question to eb_cep) 
 
And do their young children have any chance of escaping? 
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(1) They have a chance 
(2) Almost no chance 
 
In 1989 the reply options were instead: 
(1) Have an opportunity 
(2) Have scarcely any opportunity 
 
In 1993 the question was instead: And have the children of these people a chance of 
getting out of these circumstances? 
 
(1) A chance 
(2) Virtually no chance 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|é~Ñé= mìÄäáÅ=~ìíÜçêáíáÉë=ÑáÖÜíáåÖ=éçîÉêíó=

(Time-series: 1976-1993, n: 34, N: 14, N : 2, T : 2) 
 
Do you think that what the authorities are doing for people in poverty is about what they 
should do, too much, or too little? 
 
(1) Do too much 
(2) Do what they should 
(3) Do not do enough 
 
In 1976 the reply options were instead: 
 
(1) Too much 
(2) About what they should do 
(3) Too little 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|Ñéïë= cáÖÜíáåÖ=éçîÉêíó=ïçêíÜ=ë~ÅêáÑáÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1988-1990, n: 25, N: 13, N : 8, T : 2) 
 
In your opinion, in this list which are the great causes which nowadays are worth the 
trouble of taking risks and making sacrifices for? (Several answers possible.) 
 
Fight against poverty 
 
(0) Not mentioned 
(1) Mentioned 
 
Note: The documentation states that the coding “Not mentioned” is unclear for Norway 
in 1990. Nevertheless, we have chosen to include that data since the Norwegian data does 
not differ in any obvious way compared to the data of the other countries. 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 
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líÜÉê=

ÉÄ|ëìÑ= pçÅáÉíó=ìåÑ~áê=

(Time-series: 1976-1993, n: 35, N: 15, N : 2, T : 2) 
 
Taking everything into account do you yourself have the feeling that society is unfair to 
you? 
 
(1) Yes 
(2) That depends (volunteered) 
(3) No 
 
For the United Kingdom and Ireland in 1976 the question was instead: 
 
Taking everything into account, do you, yourself have the feeling that society as a whole is 
being fair or unfair to you? 
 
This means that the question as documented in the English language questionnaires asks 
for the alternative if “... society ... is being fair or unfair ...”, while all other language 
versions explicitly ask if “... society is being unfair ...”. The British questionnaire, in the 
version provided by the data producer, keeps the ambgiuous English language question 
wording ambiguous with the response options “yes” or “no”. Since data apparently do not 
show dubious patterns across countries, subsequent textual adaptations and/or data 
recoding probably have occurred. 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer) 

ÉÄ|ÑìÉ= cáÖÜí=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1976-1991, n: 53, N: 14, N : 3, T : 4) 
 
Here is a list of problems the people of [country] are more or less interested in. Could you 
please tell me for each problem, whether you personally consider it a very important 
problem, important, of little importance or not at all important? 
 
Fighting unemployment 
 
(1) Very important 
(2) Important 
(3) Of little importance 
(4) Not at all important 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|êÉ= oÉëéçåëáÄáäáíó=Ñçê=íÜÉ=ÉäÇÉêäó=

(Time-series: 1992-2001, n: 27, N: 15, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 2001, N: 15) 
 
For each of these statements about elderly people and pensions, I would like you to tell me 
if you agree strongly, agree slightly, disagree slightly, disagree strongly? 
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Those who are now working have a duty to ensure, through the contributions or taxes they 
pay, that elderly people have a decent standard of living. 
 
(1) Agree strongly 
(2) Agree slightly 
(3) Disagree slightly 
(4) Disagree strongly 
 
Note: In 2001 the alternatives were formulated somewhat differently: strongly agree, 
slightly agree, slightly disagree, strongly disagree. 
 
(Source: Standard Eurobarometer.) 

ÉÄ|äë= iáÑÉ=ë~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=

(Time-series: 1973-2002, n: 334, N: 17, N : 11, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 1995 & 2002 (varies by country), N: 16) 
 
On the whole, are you very satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very satsified, or not at all satisfied 
with the life you lead? Would you say you are ... 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Fairly satisfied 
(3) Not very satisfied 
(4) Not satisfied at all 
 
Note: In two cases the question was put somewhat differently. To make the data over time 
as comparable as possible, we excluded these two cases. (This concerns Eurobarometer 
52.1 and 56.1 in 1999 and 2001. There were additional Eurobarometers these years, where 
the question was put in the ordinary way, so for these years we aggregated data from these 
other Eurobarometers instead.) 

bìêçéÉ~å=pçÅá~ä=pìêîÉó=
http://ess.nsd.uib.no/ 
(Jowell et al 2003, 2005, 2007) 
 
The European Social Survey (ESS) is an academically-driven survey designed to chart and 
explain the interaction between Europe’s changing institutions and the attitudes, beliefs 
and behavior patterns of its populations. So far four rounds of the ESS have been 
published. 
 
Note: In aggregating the ESS data we have used design weights. However, for Latvia and 
Romania in round three and for Slovakia in round four, there does not yet exist any 
weights to use. We have nevertheless chosen to publish this data aggregated without 
weights. 

Éëë|ãçÇìäÉ= bpp=ãçÇìäÉ=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
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There exist four ESS rounds and this variable denotes from which round each 
observation comes. The first round of ESS was fielded in 2002-2003, the second in 2004-
2006, the third in 2006-2007 and the fourth in 2008-2009. 

Éëë|áí= fåíÉêéÉêëçå~ä=íêìëí=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted, or that you can’t be 
too careful in dealing with people? Please tell me on a score of 0 to 10, where 0 means you 
can’t be too careful and 10 means that most people can be trusted. 
 
You can’t be        Most people can 
too careful        be trusted 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Éëë|éÑ= jçëí=éÉçéäÉ=íêó=íç=ÄÉ=Ñ~áê=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Do you think that most people would try to take advantage of you if they got the chance, 
or would they try to be fair? 
 
Most people try to       Most people 
take advantage of me       try to be fair 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Éëë|éÜ= jçëí=éÉçéäÉ=íêó=íç=ÄÉ=ÜÉäéÑìä=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Would you say that most of the time people try to be helpful or that they are mostly 
looking out for themselves? 
 
People mostly look       People mostly try 
out for themselves       to be helpful 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Éëë|ëÖ= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 84, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Now thinking about the [country] government, how satisfied are you with the way it is 
doing its job? 
 
Extremely dissatisfied       Extremely satisfied 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
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Éëë|ëÇ= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÇÉãçÅê~Åó=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
And on the whole, how satisfied are you with the way democracy works in [country]? 
 
Extremely dissatisfied       Extremely satisfied 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Éëë|ëíÉ= pí~íÉ=çÑ=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Please say what you think overall about the state of education in [country] nowadays? 
 
Extremely bad        Extremely good 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Éëë|ëíÜë= pí~íÉ=çÑ=ÜÉ~äíÜ=ëÉêîáÅÉë=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Please say what you think overall about the state of health services in [country] nowadays? 
 
Extremely bad        Extremely good 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Éëë|ÖëêáÇ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ëÜçìäÇ=êÉÇìÅÉ=áåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Please say to what extent you agree or disagree with each of the following statements. 
 
The government should take measures to reduce differences in income levels. 
 
(1) Agree strongly  
(2) Agree  
(3) Neither agree nor disagree  
(4) Disagree  
(5) Disagree strongly 

Éëë|ãÇÖ= jÉãÄÉê=çÑ=ÇáëÅêáãáå~íÉÇ=Öêçìé=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 84, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Would you describe yourself as being a member of a group that is discriminated against in 
this country? 
 
(1) Yes  
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(2) No 

Éëë|áÉç= fãéçêí~åÅÉ=çÑ=Éèì~ä=çééçêíìåáíáÉë=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 83, N: 29, N : 10, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
Now I will briefly describe some people. Please listen to each description and tell me how 
much each person is or is not like you. She/he thinks it is important that every person in 
the world should be treated equally. She/he believes everyone should have equal 
opportunities in life. 
 
(1) Very much like me  
(2) Like me  
(3) Somewhat like me  
(4) A little like me  
(5) Not like me  
(6) Not like me at all 
 

Éëë|áÜé= fãéçêí~åÅÉ=çÑ=ÜÉäéáåÖ=éÉçéäÉ=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 83, N: 29, N : 10, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 31) 
 
Now I will briefly describe some people. Please listen to each description and tell me how 
much each person is or is not like you. It’s very important to her/him to help the people 
around her/him. She/he wants to care for their well-being. 
 
(1) Very much like me  
(2) Like me  
(3) Somewhat like me  
(4) A little like me  
(5) Not like me  
(6) Not like me at all 

qêìëí=áå=å~íáçå~ä=~åÇ=áåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=çêÖ~åë=

(Time-series: 2002-2009, n: 85, N: 30, N : 11, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Please tell me on a score of 0-10 how much you personally trust each of the institutions I 
read out. 0 means you do not trust an institution at all, and 10 means you have complete 
trust.  
 
No trust at all        Complete trust 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
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Éëë|íåé= qêìëí=áå=å~íáçå~ä=é~êäá~ãÉåí=

Éëë|íäë= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=äÉÖ~ä=ëóëíÉã=

Éëë|íé= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=éçäáÅÉ=

Éëë|íéäí= qêìëí=áå=éçäáíáÅá~åë=

Éëë|íÉé= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=m~êäá~ãÉåí=

Éëë|íìå= qêìëí=áå=íÜÉ=råáíÉÇ=k~íáçåë=

fåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=pçÅá~ä=pìêîÉó=mêçÖê~ã=EfppmF=
http://zacat.gesis.org/webview/index.jsp 
http://www.issp.org/ 
 
The International Social Survey Program (ISSP) is a continuing annual program of cross-
national collaboration on surveys covering topics relevant to social science research. 

áëëé|ãçÇìäÉ= fppm=ãçÇìäÉ=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 214, N: 32, N : 9, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2006 (varies by country), N: 41) 
 
There exist many different ISSP modules and this variable denotes from which module 
each observation comes. Note that the same module often was conducted in different 
years in different countries. 
 
(1) Role of Government I (1985-1986) 
(2) Social Inequality I (1987-1988) 
(3) Work Orientations I (1989) 
(4) Role of Government II (1990-1991) 
(5) Religion I (1990-1991) 
(6) Social Inequality II (1991-1993) 
(7) Environment I (1992-1994) 
(8) Role of Government III (1995-1998) 
(9) Religion II (1998-1999) 
(10) Social Inequality III (1998-2001) 
(11) Environment II (2000-2001) 
(12) Citizenship (2003-2006) 
(13) Role of Government IV (2005-2008) 
 
Please note these special cases: 
 
The modules Role of Government II and Religion I use the same sample for Israel 1991 
according to the ISSP documentation. We have chosen to treat this observation as 
belonging to the Role of Government II module (issp_module = 4). 
 
In the cases of Australia and Austria 1993, the variables issp_gsrdrp and issp_grjfa come 
from the Religion I module (5). Since the rest of the variables come from the Role of 
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Government II module, we have treated these observations as belonging to this module 
(issp_module = 6). 
 
In the cases of Chile, Germany and the United States 2000, there are two surveys made in 
the same year: Social Inequality III and Environment II. We have chosen to keep the 
observations from the former, since the Social Inequality III module contains more 
variables (issp_module = 10). 
 
In the case of Israel in 2005, the variables issp_lelf and issp_lelh come from Citizenship I 
and the rest of the variables from Role of Government IV. We have treated these 
observations as belonging to the latter module (issp_module = 13). 
 

fåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=~åÇ=áåÉèì~äáíó=

áëëé|ÖëêáÇ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ëÜçìäÇ=êÉÇìÅÉ=áåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1985-2001, n: 120, N: 30, N : 7, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2001 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
What is your opinion of the following statement: 
 
It is the responsibility of the government to reduce the differences in income between 
people with high incomes and those with low incomes. 
 
(1) Agree strongly 
(2) Agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Disagree 
(5) Disagree strongly 

áëëé|ÖëêÇêé= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ëÜçìäÇ=êÉÇìÅÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=ÄÉíïÉÉå=êáÅÜ=~åÇ=éççê=

(Time-series: 1985-1999, n: 74, N: 28, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1998-1999 (varies by country), N: 30) 
 
On the whole, do you think it should be or should not be the government’s responsibility 
to: 
 
Reduce income differences between the rich and poor. 
 
(1) Definitely should be 
(2) Probably should be 
(3) Probably should not be 
(4) Definitely should not be 

áëëé|áÇíä= fåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=íçç=ä~êÖÉ=

(Time-series: 1987-2001, n: 46, N: 26, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2001 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
Differences in income in [respondent’s country] are too large. 
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(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

áëëé|åçëãé= kç=çåÉ=ëíìÇáÉë=Ñçê=óÉ~êë=ìåäÉëë=ãçêÉ=é~ó=

(Time-series: 1987-2001, n: 46, N: 26, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2001 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
No one would study for years to become a lawyer or doctor unless they expected to earn a 
lot more than ordinary workers. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

áëëé|áÇåé= fåÅçãÉ=ÇáÑÑÉêÉåÅÉë=åÉÅÉëë~êó=Ñçê=éêçëéÉêáíó=

(Time-series: 1987-2001, n: 46, N: 26, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2001 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
Large differences in income are necessary for [respondent’s country] prosperity. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

áëëé|Åáäà~= `çåíáåìÉÇ=áåÉèì~äáíó=ÇìÉ=íç=ä~Åâ=çÑ=àçáåÉÇ=ìé=~Åíáçå=

(Time-series: 1987-2001, n: 46, N: 26, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2001 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
Inequality continues to exist because ordinary people don’t join together to get rid of it. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
(2) Agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

áëëé|áÉÄê= fåÉèì~äáíó=Éñáëíë=ÄÉÅ~ìëÉ=áí=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=íÜÉ=êáÅÜ=

(Time-series: 1987-2001, n: 46, N: 26, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2001 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
Inequality continues to exist because it benefits the rich and the powerful. 
 
(1) Strongly agree 
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(2) Agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Disagree 
(5) Strongly disagree 

dçîÉêåãÉåí=ãÉ~ëìêÉë=Ñçê=íÜÉ=ÉÅçåçãó=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 60, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 
 
Here are some things the government might do for the economy. Circle one number for 
each action to show whether you are in favor of it or against it. 
 
Cuts in government spending. 
Government financing of projects to create new jobs. 
Reducing the working week to create more jobs. 
 
(1) Strongly in favor of 
(2) In favor of 
(3) Neither in favor of nor against 
(4) Against 
(5) Strongly against 

áëëé|ÅÖë= `ìí=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ëéÉåÇáåÖ=

áëëé|ÖÑà= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ëÜçìäÇ=Ñáå~åÅÉ=åÉï=àçÄë=

áëëé|êïï= oÉÇìÅÉ=ïçêâ=ïÉÉâ=

fåÅêÉ~ëÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ëéÉåÇáåÖ=
Listed below are various areas of government spending. Please show whether you would 
like to see more or less government spending in each area. Remember that if you say 
“much more”, it might require a tax increase to pay for it. 
 
Health. 
Education. 
Old age pensions. 
Unemployment benefits. 
 
(1) Spend much more 
(2) Spend more 
(3) Spend the same as now 
(4) Spend less 
(5) Spend much less 

áëëé|áÖëÜ= fåÅêÉ~ëÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ëéÉåÇáåÖW=ÜÉ~äíÜ=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 60, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 

áëëé|áÖëÉ= fåÅêÉ~ëÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ëéÉåÇáåÖW=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 60, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
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(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 

áëëé|áÖëé= fåÅêÉ~ëÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ëéÉåÇáåÖW=éÉåëáçåë=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 60, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 

áëëé|áÖëìÄ= fåÅêÉ~ëÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ëéÉåÇáåÖW=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=

(Time-series: 1985-1998, n: 36, N: 24, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 34) 

dçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉëéçåëáÄáäáíó=
On the whole, do you think it should be or should not be the government’s responsibility 
to: 
 
Provide a job for everyone who wants one. 
Provide health care for the sick. 
Provide a decent standard of living for the old. 
Provide a decent standard of living for the unemployed. 
 
(1) Definitely should be 
(2) Probably should be 
(3) Probably should not be 
(4) Definitely should not be 

áëëé|ÖêàÑ~= dçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉëéçåëáÄáäáíóW=àçÄë=Ñçê=~ää=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 108, N: 30, N : 6, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2008 (varies by country), N: 38) 

áëëé|ÖêÜÅ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉëéçåëáÄáäáíóW=ÜÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 61, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 

áëëé|Öêç= dçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉëéçåëáÄáäáíóW=íÜÉ=çäÇ=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 61, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 

áëëé|ÖêìÉ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=êÉëéçåëáÄáäáíóW=íÜÉ=ìåÉãéäçóÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1985-2008, n: 71, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 

dÉííáåÖ=~ÜÉ~Ç=áå=äáÑÉ=

(Time-series: 1987-2001, n: 46, N: 26, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2001 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
We have some questions about opportunities for getting ahead. Please tick one box for 
each of these to show how important you think it is for getting ahead in life. 
 
First, how important is coming from a wealthy family? 
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Knowing the right people – how important is it? 
 
(1) Essential 
(2) Very important 
(3) Fairly important 
(4) Not very important 
(5) Not important at all 

áëëé|Ö~ïÑ= dÉííáåÖ=~ÜÉ~ÇW=ïÉ~äíÜó=Ñ~ãáäó=

áëëé|Ö~âêé= dÉííáåÖ=~ÜÉ~ÇW=âåçï=êáÖÜí=éÉçéäÉ=

q~ñÉë=

(Time-series: 1987-2008, n: 69, N: 29, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 36) 
 
Generally, how would you describe taxes in [respondent’s country] today? (We mean all 
taxes together, including national insurance, income tax, VAT and all the rest.) 
 
First, for those with high incomes, are taxes ... 
Next, for those with middle incomes, are taxes ... 
Lastly, for those with low incomes, are taxes ... 
 
(1) Much too high 
(2) Too high 
(3) About right 
(4) Too low 
(5) Much too low 

áëëé|íÑÜá= q~ñÉë=Ñçê=ÜáÖÜ=áåÅçãÉë=

áëëé|íÑãá= q~ñÉë=Ñçê=ãáÇÇäÉ=áåÅçãÉë=

áëëé|íÑäá= q~ñÉë=Ñçê=äçï=áåÅçãÉë=

áëëé|ÜäíÜá= eáÖÜÉê=çê=äçïÉê=í~ñÉë=Ñçê=ÜáÖÜ=áåÅçãÉë=

(Time-series: 1987-2001, n: 44, N: 26, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1998-2001 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
Do you think that people with high incomes should pay a larger share of their income in 
taxes than those with low incomes, the same share, or a smaller share? 
 
(1) Much larger share 
(2) Larger 
(3) The same share 
(4) Smaller 
(5) Much smaller share 
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líÜÉê=

áëëé|êéÄç= oáÅÜ=é~êÉåíë=ÄÉííÉê=çééçêíìåáíó=

(Time-series: 1985-1986, n: 6, N: 6, N : 3, T : 1) 
 
Please indicate whether you agree or disagree with each of the following statements. 
 
A person whose parents are rich has a better chance of earning a lot of money than a 
person whose parents are poor. 
 
(1) Agree strongly 
(2) Agree 
(3) Neither agree nor disagree 
(4) Disagree 
(5) Disagree strongly 

áëëé|áçì= fåÑä~íáçå=çê=ìåÉãéäçóãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1985-1998, n: 32, N: 21, N : 2, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 18) 
 
If the government had to choose between keeping down inflation or keeping down 
unemployment to which do you think it should give highest priority? 
 
(1) Keeping down inflation 
(2) Keeping down unemployment 

áëëé|Öíãé= dçîÉêåãÉåí=íçç=ãìÅÜ=éçïÉê=

(Time-series: 1985-1998, n: 37, N: 24, N : 3, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 24) 
 
And what about the government, does it have too much power or too little power? 
 
(In the US the question was instead: And what about the federal government, does it have 
too much power or too little power?) 
 
(1) Far too much power 
(2) Too much power 
(3) About the right amount of power 
(4) Too little power 
(5) Far too little power 

áëëé|äÉäÜ= i~ëí=ÉäÉÅíáçåW=äÉîÉä=çÑ=ÜçåÉëíó=
(Cross-section: 2003-2006 (varies by country), N: 38) 
 
Thinking of the last national election in [respondent’s country], how honest was it 
regarding the counting and reporting of the votes? 
 
(1) Very honest 
(2) Somewhat honest 
(3) Neither honest nor dishonest 
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(4) Somewhat dishonest 
(5) Very dishonest 
 
Note: In Brazil, there were only two possible answers: 
 
(2) Honest 
(4) Dishonest 

áëëé|äÉäÑ= i~ëí=ÉäÉÅíáçåW=äÉîÉä=çÑ=Ñ~áêåÉëë=
(Cross-section: 2003-2006 (varies by country), N: 38) 
 
Thinking of the last national election in [respondent’s country], how fair was it regarding 
the opportunities of the candidates and parties to campaign? 
 
(1) Very fair 
(2) Somewhat fair 
(3) Neither fair nor unfair 
(4) Somewhat unfair 
(5) Very unfair 
 
Note: In Brazil, there were only two possible answers: 
 
(2) Fair 
(4) Unfair 

sÉÉåÜçîÉå=Ó=tçêäÇ=a~í~Ä~ëÉ=çÑ=e~ééáåÉëë=
http://www2.eur.nl/fsw/research/veenhoven/ 

vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=e~ééóW=
Life expectancy at birth multiplied by average survey self-assessments of subjective 
happiness, where the latter is scaled to range from 0-1. 

ïÇÜ|óäÜUM|UP=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=e~ééó=ENVUMJNVUPF=
(Cross-section: 1980-1983, N: 20) 

ïÇÜ|óäÜVM|VN=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=e~ééó=ENVVMJNVVNF=
(Cross-section: 1990-1991, N: 48) 

ïÇÜ|óäÜVM|VR=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=e~ééó=ENVVMJNVVRF=
(Cross-section: 1990-1995, N: 45) 

ïÇÜ|óäÜVM|VU=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=e~ééó=ENVVMJNVVUF=
(Cross-section: 1990-1998, N: 61) 

vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=p~íáëÑáÉÇW=
Life expectancy at birth multiplied by average survey self-assessments of subjective life 
satisfaction, where the latter is scaled to range from 0-1. 
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ïÇÜ|óäëUM|UP=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=p~íáëÑáÉÇ=ENVUMJNVUPF=
(Cross-section: 1980-1983, N: 21) 

ïÇÜ|óäëVM|VN=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=p~íáëÑáÉÇ=ENVVMJNVVNF=
(Cross-section: 1990-1991, N: 42) 

ïÇÜ|óäëVM|VR=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=p~íáëÑáÉÇ=ENVVMJNVVRF=
(Cross-section: 1990-1995, N: 40) 

ïÇÜ|óäëVM|VU=vÉ~êë=iáîÉÇ=p~íáëÑáÉÇ=ENVVMJNVVUF=
(Cross-section: 1990-1998, N: 55) 

vÉ~êë=áå=dççÇ=jççÇW=
Life-expectancy at birth multiplied by average survey assessments of affect balance, 
where the latter is scaled to range from 0-1. 

ïÇÜ|óÖãUM|UP= vÉ~êë=áå=dççÇ=jççÇ=ENVUMJNVUPF=
(Cross-section: 1980-1983, N: 20) 

ïÇÜ|óÖãVM|VN= vÉ~êë=áå=dççÇ=jççÇ=ENVVMJNVVNF=
(Cross-section: 1990-1991, N: 39) 

jáñÉÇ=jÉ~ëìêÉW=
Life-expectancy at birth multiplied by average survey self-assessments of subjective life 
satisfaction (combined measure of a 10-step life satisfaction and an 11-step best-worst 
life), where the latter is scaled to range from 0-1. 

ïÇÜ|äëÄïVR|MR= iáÑÉ=p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ÅçãÄáåÉÇ=ïáíÜ=_ÉëíJtçêëí=iáÑÉ=
(Cross-section: 1995-2005, N: 94) 

tçêäÇ=s~äìÉë=pìêîÉó=
http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org 
(European and World Values Surveys 2006) 
 
The World Values Survey (WVS) is an ongoing project by social scientists to assess the 
state of sociocultural, moral, religious and political values of different cultures around the 
world. 

ïîë|ãçÇìäÉ= tsp=ãçÇìäÉ=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 110, N: 39, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 80) 
 
The variable denotes from which of the four WVS waves the observation comes. Wave 1 
was conducted 1981-1984, wave 2 1989-1993, wave 3 1995-1998 and wave 4 1999-2001. 

ïîë|~MMV= pí~íÉ=çÑ=ÜÉ~äíÜ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 80, N: 36, N : 4, T : 2) 
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(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 65) 
 
All in all, how would you describe your state of health these days? Would you say it is… 
 
(1) Very good 
(2) Good 
(3) Fair 
(4) Poor 
(5) Very poor 

ïîë|~NSU= aç=óçì=íÜáåâ=ãçëí=éÉçéäÉ=íêó=íç=í~âÉ=~Çî~åí~ÖÉ=çÑ=óçì=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 8, N: 8, N : 3, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2004 (varies by country), N: 38) 
 
Do you think most people would try to take advantage of you if they got a chance, or 
would they try to be fair? 
 
(1) Would take advantage 
(2) Try to be fair 

ïîë|ÉMPR= fåÅçãÉë=ãçêÉ=Éèì~ä=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n: 81, N: 38, N : 7, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 76) 
 
Incomes should be     We need larger income 
made more equal     differences as incentives 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉMPS= mêáî~íÉ=çïåÉêëÜáé=çÑ=ÄìëáåÉëë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n: 78, N: 36, N : 7, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 74) 
 
Private ownership of     Government ownership of 
business and industry      business and industry 
should be increased      should be increased 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉMPT= dçîÉêåãÉåí=ãçêÉ=êÉëéçåëáÄáäáíó=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n: 89, N: 39, N : 7, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 80) 
 
People should take more responsibility   The government should take more 
to provide for themselves    responsibility to ensure that 
       everyone is provided for  
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉMPV= `çãéÉíáíáçå=áë=ÖççÇ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n: 88, N: 38, N : 7, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 71) 
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Competition is good. It    Competition is harmful.  
stimulates people to work hard     It brings out the worst  
and develop new ideas      in people 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉMQM= e~êÇ=ïçêâ=ÇçÉëåÛí=ÄêáåÖ=ëìÅÅÉëë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-1998, n: 55, N: 36, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 50) 
 
In the long run,     Hard work doesn’t 
hard work usually     generally bring success – 
brings a better life     it’s more a matter of luck 
       and connections 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉMQP= qÜÉ=ëí~íÉ=ëÜçìäÇ=ÄÉ=êÉëéçåëáÄäÉ=Ñçê=ÉîÉêóçåÉÛë=éÉåëáçå=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 13, N: 13, N : 4, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 17) 
 
Individual responsibility    State responsibility 
for pension      for pension 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉMQQ= qÜÉ=ëí~íÉ=ëÜçìäÇ=ÄÉ=êÉëéçåëáÄäÉ=Ñçê=ÉîÉêóçåÉÛë=ÜçìëáåÖ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 9, N: 9, N : 3, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 12) 
 
Individual responsibility    State responsibility 
for housing      for housing 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉMSS= pçÅáÉíó=ëÜçìäÇ=ÄÉ=ÅçãéÉíáíáîÉ=ê~íÜÉê=íÜ~å=ÉÖ~äáí~êá~å=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 2000, n: 3, N: 3, N : 1, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2003 (varies by country), N: 14) 
 
Could you please tell me which type of society you think this country should aim to be in 
the future. For each pair of statements, would you prefer being closer to the first or to the 
second alternative? 
 
First statement: An egalitarian society where the gap between rich and poor is small, 
regardless of achievement. 
 
Second statement: A competitive society, where wealth is distributed according to ones’ 
achievement. 
 
(1) First 
(2) Somewhat closer to first 
(3) Can’t say 
(4) Somewhat closer to second 
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(5) Second 

ïîë|ÉMST= içï=í~ñÉë=ê~íÜÉê=íÜ~å=ÉñíÉåëáîÉ=ïÉäÑ~êÉ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 2000, n: 3, N: 3, N : 3, T :1) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2003 (varies by country), N: 14) 
 
Could you please tell me which type of society you think this country should aim to be in 
the future. For each pair of statements, would you prefer being closer to the first or to the 
second alternative? 
 
First statement: A society with extensive social welfare, but high taxes. 
 
Second statement: A society where taxes are low and individuals take responsibility for 
themselves. 
 
(1) First 
(2) Somewhat closer to first 
(3) Can’t say 
(4) Somewhat closer to second 
(5) Second 

ïîë|ÉNNN= eçï=ÖççÇ=áë=íÜÉ=ëóëíÉã=Ñçê=ÖçîÉêåáåÖ=íÜáë=Åçìåíêó=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-2001, n: 50, N: 35, N : 7, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 68) 
 
People have different views about the system for governing this country. Here is a scale 
for rating how well things are going: 1 means very bad; 10 means very good. Where on this 
scale would you put the political system as it is today? 
 
Bad        Very good 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÉNNT= e~îáåÖ=~=ÇÉãçÅê~íáÅ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=ëóëíÉã=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-2001, n: 55, N: 37, N : 8, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 78) 
 
I’m going to describe various types of political systems and ask what you think about each 
as a way of governing this country. For each one, would you say it is a very good, fairly 
good, fairly bad or very bad way of governing this country? 
 
Having a democratic political system. 
 
(1) Very good 
(2) Fairly good 
(3) Bad 
(4) Very bad 

ïîë|ÉNOR= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=íÜÉ=éÉçéäÉ=áå=å~íáçå~ä=çÑÑáÅÉ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-2001, n: 31, N: 24, N : 4, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 63) 
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How satisfied are you with the way the people now in national office are handling the 
country’s affairs? Would you say you are very satisfied, fairly satisfied, fairly dissatisfied or 
very dissatisfied? 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Fairly satisfied 
(3) Fairly dissatisfied 
(4) Very dissatisfied 

ïîë|ÉNPN= mÉçéäÉ=~êÉ=éççê=ÄÉÅ~ìëÉ=çÑ=~å=ìåÑ~áê=ëçÅáÉíó=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-1998, n: 22, N: 22, N : 6, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 50) 
 
Why, in your opinion, are there people in this country who live in need? Here are two 
opinions: Which comes closest to your view? 
 
(1) Poor because of laziness and lack of will power 
(2) Poor because of an unfair society 
 

ïîë|ÉNPO= qÜÉêÉ=áë=îÉêó=äáííäÉ=ÅÜ~åÅÉ=Ñçê=éÉçéäÉ=íç=ÉëÅ~éÉ=éçîÉêíó=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-1998, n: 21, N: 21, N : 5, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 48) 
 
In your opinion, do most poor people in this country have a chance of escaping from 
poverty, or is there very little of chance escaping? 
 
(1) They have a chance 
(2) There is very little chance 

ïîë|ÉNPP= qÜÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=áë=ÇçáåÖ=íçç=äáííäÉ=Ñçê=éÉçéäÉ=áå=éçîÉêíó=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-1998, n: 21, N: 21, N : 5, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 48) 
 
Do you think that what the government is doing for people in poverty in this country is 
about the right amount, too much, or too little? 
 
(1) Too much 
(2) About the right amount 
(3) Too little 

ïîë|ÉNVS= eçï=ïáÇÉëéêÉ~Ç=áë=Åçêêìéíáçå=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-1998, n: 23, N: 23, N : 6, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1999 (varies by country), N: 49) 
 
(1) Almost no public officials engaged in it 
(2) A few are 
(3) Most are 
(4) Almost all public officials are engaged in it 
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ïîë|áí= = fåíÉêéÉêëçå~ä=íêìëí=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 110, N: 39, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 80) 
 
Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted or that you need to be 
very careful in dealing with people? 
 
(1) Most people can be trusted 
(2) Can’t be too careful 

ïîë|äê= = iÉÑíJêáÖÜí=ëÉäÑJéä~ÅÉãÉåí=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 105, N: 39, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 75) 
 
In political matters, people talk of ‘the left’ and ‘the right’. How would you place your 
views on this scale, generally speaking? 
 
Left         Right 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ëÇÇ= p~íáëÑ~Åíáçå=ïáíÜ=ÇÉãçÅê~Åó=ÇÉîÉäçéãÉåí=áå=Åçìåíêó=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1996-2001, n: 37, N: 33, N : 6, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2003 (varies by country), N: 67) 
 
On the whole are you very satisfied, rather satisfied, not very satisfied or not at all satisfied 
with the way democracy is developing in our country? 
 
(1) Very satisfied 
(2) Rather satisfied 
(3) Not very satisfied 
(4) Not at all satisfied 

`çåÑáÇÉåÅÉ=
I am going to name a number of organizations. For each one, could you tell me how much 
confidence you have in them: is it a great deal of confidence, quite a lot of confidence, not 
very much confidence or none at all? 
 
(1) A great deal 
(2) Quite a lot 
(3) Not very much 
(4) None at all 

ïîë|ÉMTM= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=~êãÉÇ=ÑçêÅÉë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 105, N: 38, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 76) 

ïîë|ÉMTP= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=ä~Äçê=ìåáçåë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 107, N: 38, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 76) 
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ïîë|ÉMTQ= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=íÜÉ=éçäáÅÉ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 106, N: 38, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 76) 

ïîë|ÉMTR= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=é~êäá~ãÉåí=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 104, N: 38, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 76) 

ïîë|ÉMTS= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=íÜÉ=Åáîáä=ëÉêîáÅÉë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 104, N: 38, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 76) 

ïîë|ÉMTT= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=ëçÅá~ä=ëÉÅìêáíó=ëóëíÉã=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n:59, N: 35, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 32) 

ïîë|ÉMTV= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=íÜÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n:35, N: 24, N : 3, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 64) 

ïîë|ÉMUM= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=íÜÉ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=é~êíáÉë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n:34, N: 24, N : 3, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 63) 

ïîë|ÉMUQ= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=ÜÉ~äíÜ=Å~êÉ=ëóëíÉã=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 28, N: 28, N : 9, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 32) 

ïîë|ÉMUR= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=àìëíáÅÉ=ëóëíÉã=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 102, N: 38, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 63) 

ïîë|ÉMUS= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=íÜÉ=bìêçéÉ~å=råáçå=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n: 69, N: 32, N : 6, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2003 (varies by country), N: 46) 

ïîë|ÉMUT= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=k^ql=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n:51, N: 34, N : 4, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2003 (varies by country), N: 46) 

ïîë|ÉMUU= `çåÑáÇÉåÅÉW=íÜÉ=råáíÉÇ=k~íáçåë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1995-2001, n: 56, N: 37, N : 8, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 77) 

gìëíáÑá~ÄäÉ=
Please tell me for each of the following statements whether you think it can always be 
justified, never be justified, or something in between. 
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Never justifiable      Always justifiable 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

ïîë|ÑNNQ= gìëíáÑá~ÄäÉW=Åä~áãáåÖ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 105, N: 38, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 77) 

ïîë|ÑNNR= gìëíáÑá~ÄäÉW=~îçáÇáåÖ=~=Ñ~êÉ=çå=éìÄäáÅ=íê~åëéçêí=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 93, N: 38, N : 4, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 72) 

ïîë|ÑNNS= gìëíáÑá~ÄäÉW=ÅÜÉ~íáåÖ=çå=í~ñÉë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 106, N: 38, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 77) 

ïîë|ÑNNT= gìëíáÑá~ÄäÉW=ëçãÉçåÉ=~ÅÅÉéíáåÖ=~=ÄêáÄÉ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1981-2001, n: 108, N: 39, N : 5, T : 3) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2004 (varies by country), N: 80) 

ïîë|ÑNPN= gìëíáÑá~ÄäÉW=é~óáåÖ=Å~ëÜ=íç=~îçáÇ=í~ñÉë=EãÉ~åF=
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 32) 

gìëí=ëçÅáÉíó=
In order to be considered “just”, what should a society provide? Please tell me for each 
statement if it is important or unimportant to you. 1 means very important; 5 means not 
important at all. 
 
Eliminating big inequalities in income between citizens. 
Guaranteeing that basic needs are met for all, in terms of food, housing, clothes, 
education, health. 
Giving young people equal opportunity to pursue their education irrespective of family 
income. 
 
(1) Very important 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) Not at all important 

ïîë|ÉNQS= gìëí=ëçÅáÉíóW=Éäáãáå~íÉ=ÄáÖ=áåÅçãÉ=áåÉèì~äáíáÉë=EãÉ~åF=
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 31) 

ïîë|ÉNQT= gìëí=ëçÅáÉíóW=Öì~ê~åíÉÉ=íÜ~í=Ä~ëáÅ=åÉÉÇë=~êÉ=ãÉí=Ñçê=~ää=EãÉ~åF=
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 31) 

ïîë|ÉNQV= gìëí=ëçÅáÉíó=ÖáîÉW=óçìåÖ=éÉçéäÉ=Éèì~ä=ÉÇìÅ~íáçå=çééçêíìåáíáÉë=EãÉ~åF=
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 15) 
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oÉ~ëçå=íÜ~í=éÉçéäÉ=äáîÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=

(Time-series: 1990-2001, n: 59, N: 35, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2003 (varies by country), N: 32) 
 
Why are there people in this country who live in need? Here are four possible reasons. 
Which one reason do you consider to be most important? 

ïîë|éáåáN= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=J=áåàìëíáÅÉ=
Proportion answering “injustice in society” as their first choice. 

ïîë|éáåäN== mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=ä~òáåÉëë=
Proportion answering “laziness or lack of willpower” as their first choice. 

ïîë|éáåéN= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=J=é~êí=ãçÇÉêå=éêçÖêÉëë=
Proportion answering “part modern progress” as their first choice. 

ïîë|éáåìN= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=ìåäìÅâó=
Proportion answering “unlucky” as their first choice. 

ïîë|éáåáO= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=áåàìëíáÅÉ=
Proportion answering “injustice in society” as their second choice. 

ïîë|éáåéO= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=J=é~êí=ãçÇÉêå=éêçÖêÉëë=
Proportion answering “part modern progress” as their second choice. 

ïîë|éáåäO= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=ä~òáåÉëë=
Proportion answering “laziness or lack of willpower” as their second choice. 

ïîë|éáåìO= mÉçéäÉ=áå=åÉÉÇ=Ó=ìåäìÅâó=
Proportion answering “unlucky” as their second choice. 

eçï=ã~åó=çÑ=Åçãé~íêáçíë=Çç=íÜÉ=ÑçääçïáåÖ=
According to you, how many of your compatriots do the following? 
 
Claiming state benefits to which they are not entitled. 
Cheating on tax if they have the chance. 
Paying cash for services to avoid taxes. 
Accepting a bribe in the course of their duties. 
 
(1) Almost all 
(2) Many 
(3) Some 
(4) Almost none 

ïîë|ÑNQR= `çãé~íêáçíë=ÇçW=Åä~áãáåÖ=ëí~íÉ=ÄÉåÉÑáíë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 26, N: 26, N : 9, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 30) 
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ïîë|ÑNQS= `çãé~íêáçíë=ÇçW=ÅÜÉ~í=çå=í~ñÉë=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 26, N: 26, N : 9, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ïîë|ÑNQT= `çãé~íêáçíë=ÇçW=é~óáåÖ=áå=Å~ëÜ=íç=~îçáÇ=í~ñÉë=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 26, N: 26, N : 9, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 30) 

ïîë|ÑNRR= `çãé~íêáçíë=ÇçW=~ÅÅÉéíáåÖ=~=ÄêáÄÉ=EãÉ~åF=

(Time-series: 1999-2001, n: 11, N: 11, N : 4, T : 1) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2001 (varies by country), N: 15) 
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mçäáíáÅ~ä=fåÇáÅ~íçêë=

This section includes data on policy positions of governments and parliaments based on 
election results, expert judgments of party positions and the study of party manifestos. 
Included is also data on political institutions such as forms of government and electoral 
systems. 

^êãáåÖÉçå=Éí=~äÓ=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=mçäáíáÅ~ä=a~í~ëÉí=fI=ff=C=fff=
(Armingon et al 2007; Armingeon & Careja 2006; Armingeon et al 2008) 
http://www.ipw.unibe.ch/content/team/klaus_armingeon/comparative_political_data_se
ts/index_ger.html 

~ê|ëçìêÅÉ= ^êãáåÖÉçå=ëçìêÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1698, N: 36, N : 27, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 53) 
 
There are three different versions of the Comparative Political Dataset (CPDS), and this 
variable denotes from which of these each observation comes. There are observations 
from 23 OECD countries from CPDS I, 28 post-communist countries from CPDS II, and 
data for Cyprus and Malta from CPDS III. 
 
The definition of some variables varies slightly depending on the source. Such cases are 
noted in the codebook under each variable. 

~ê|îí= sçíÉê=íìêåçìí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1209, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 53) 
 
Voter turnout in election. 

~ê|ÉÇ= bäÉÅíáçå=Ç~íÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 315, N: 26, N : 7, T : 12) 
 
Date of election of national parliament. (If there were two elections in a year, the date of 
the second is given.) 

~ê|ÉÇO= bäÉÅíáçå=Ç~íÉ=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 99, N: 27, N : 6, T : 4) 
  
Same as ar_ed, except that the source is CPDS II (i.e., ar_source = 2). The reason we have 
entered this as a separate variable is that ar_ed2 is in string format, while ar_ed is in 
numerical format. 

bäÉÅíáçå=êÉëìäíë=
Percentage of votes gained for each group of parties in the last election. 
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Armingeon et al. follow Lane, McKay & Newton (1997) to a large extent and group parties 
into 11 different families. A few more groups have been added, including party coalition 
alliances. Only parties reaching at least 2 percent of the votes in an election are counted as 
a part of each respective group. Parties which got less then 2 percent of the votes are 
instead counted in the “others” category. 
 
The grouping of parties differs somewhat between CPDS I, II and III (ar_source = 1, 2 or 
3). When categories don’t apply to all three sources this is noted below. 

~ê|îë= sçíÉëW=ëçÅá~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îäë= sçíÉëW=äÉÑíJëçÅá~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îÅçã= sçíÉëW=Åçããìåáëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|î~= sçíÉëW=~Öê~êá~å=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îÅçå= sçíÉëW=ÅçåëÉêî~íáîÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îê= sçíÉëW=êÉäáÖáçìë=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îä= sçíÉëW=äáÄÉê~ä==

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îìê= sçíÉëW=ìäíê~JêáÖÜí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îé= sçíÉëW=éêçíÉëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îÖ= sçíÉëW=ÖêÉÉå=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
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(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îÉ= sçíÉëW=ÉíÜåáÅ=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|îç= sçíÉëW=çíÜÉêë=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 
 
Residual category for those parties which got less then 2 percent of the votes. 
 
The following three variables only apply to observations from CPDS I (ar_source = 1). 

~ê|îä~= sçíÉëW=äÉÑí=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1019, N: 24, N : 22, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 

~ê|îÅ~= sçíÉëW=ÅÉåíÉê=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1019, N: 24, N : 22, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 

~ê|îê~= sçíÉëW=êáÖÜí=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1019, N: 24, N : 22, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 
 
The following eleven variables only apply to observations from CPDS III (ar_source = 3). 

~ê|îéÅ= sçíÉëW=éçëíJÅçããìåáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|îå~= sçíÉëW=å~íáçå~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
Parties focusing their discourse or program on the notion of recovering the past greatness 
of the nation or of fighting for or maintaining independence from the former Soviet 
Union. 

~ê|îêÉÖ= sçíÉëW=êÉÖáçå~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|îÑÉ= sçíÉëW=ÑÉãáåáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
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~ê|îãç= sçíÉëW=ãçå~êÅÜáÅ=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|îéÉê= sçíÉëW=éÉêëçå~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
The personalist label designates parties created to support one candidate and cannot be 
assigned an ideological label. 

~ê|îáåÇ= sçíÉëW=áåÇÉéÉåÇÉåí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 147, N: 9, N : 9, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 19) 
 
Unaffiliated candidates. 

~ê|îéÉå= sçíÉëW=éÉåëáçåÉêë=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
Parties of pensioners and persons with special needs. 

~ê|îåä= sçíÉëW=åçJä~ÄÉä=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|îáåá= sçíÉëW=áåáíá~íáîÉ=Öêçìéë=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|î~ä= sçíÉëW=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
Coalition between several parties or groupings. Most commonly such an alliance is formed 
to strengthen members’ chances of passing the threshold for a seat and obtaining a larger 
number of seats in parliament. 

iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íë=
Percentage of total parliamentary seats for each group of parties.  
 
Armingeon et al. follow Lane, McKay & Newton (1997) to a large extent and group parties 
into 11 different families. A few more groups have been added, including party coalition 
alliances. Only parties reaching at least 2 percent of the votes in an election are counted as 
a part of each respective group. Parties which got less then 2 percent of the votes are 
instead counted in the “others” category. 
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The grouping of parties differs somewhat between CPDS I & III (ar_source = 1 or 3) on 
the one hand, and CPDS II (ar_source = 2) on the other hand. When categories don’t 
apply to all three sources this is noted below. 

~ê|äë= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ëçÅá~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|ääë= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=äÉÑíJëçÅá~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|äÅçã= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=Åçããìåáëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|ä~= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=~Öê~êá~å=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|äÅçå= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅçåëÉêî~íáîÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|äê= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êÉäáÖáçìë=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|ää= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=äáÄÉê~ä==

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|äìê= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ìäíê~JêáÖÜí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|äé= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=éêçíÉëí=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|äÖ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÖêÉÉå=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 

~ê|äÉ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÉíÜåáÅ=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1211, N: 36, N : 26, T : 34) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 52) 
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~ê|äç= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=çíÜÉêë=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1173, N: 36, N : 25, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 52) 
 
Residual category for those parties which got less then 2 percent of the votes. Note: 38 
observations in the time-series data had a negative value. We replaced those observations 
with a missing value. 
 
The following three variables only apply to observations from CPDS I (ar_source = 1). 

~ê|ää~= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=äÉÑí=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1019, N: 24, N : 22, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 

~ê|äÅ~= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1019, N: 24, N : 22, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 

~ê|äê~= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1019, N: 24, N : 22, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 23) 
 
The following eleven variables only apply to observations from CPDS II (ar_source = 2). 

~ê|äéÅ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=éçëíJÅçããìåáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|äå~= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=å~íáçå~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
Parties focusing their discourse or program on the notion of recovering the past greatness 
of the nation or of fighting for or maintaining independence from the former Soviet 
Union. 

~ê|äêÉÖ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êÉÖáçå~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|äÑÉ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÑÉãáåáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|äãç= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ãçå~êÅÜáÅ=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
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~ê|äéÉê= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=éÉêëçå~äáëí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
The personalist label designates parties created to support one candidate and cannot be 
assigned an ideological label. 

~ê|ä~ä= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=~ääá~åÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
Coalition between several parties or groupings. Most commonly such an alliance is formed 
to strengthen members’ chances of passing the threshold for a seat and obtaining a larger 
number of seats in parliament. 

~ê|äáåÇ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=áåÇÉéÉåÇÉåí=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 19) 
 
Unaffiliated candidates. 

~ê|äéÉå= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=éÉåëáçåÉêë=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
Parties of pensioners and persons with special needs. 

~ê|äåä= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=åçJä~ÄÉä=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

~ê|äáåá= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=áåáíá~íáîÉ=Öêçìéë=

(Time-series: 1990-2006, n: 162, N: 10, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 

`~ÄáåÉíëW=lb`aI=j~äí~=~åÇ=`óéêìë=
The following six variables only have data from CPDS I and III (ar_source = 1 or 3). 

~ê|Åêï= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=êáÖÜíJïáåÖ=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1047, N: 26, N : 23, T : 40) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 25) 
 
Right party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of total cabinet posts, weighted by the days 
the government was in office in a given year. 

~ê|ÅÅÉ= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=ÅÉåíÉê=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1047, N: 26, N : 23, T : 40) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 25) 



The QoG Social Policy Dataset – Codebook 
 

159 
 

 
Center party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of total cabinet posts, weighted by the days 
the government was in office in a given year. 

~ê|ÅäÉ= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=äÉÑí=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1047, N: 26, N : 23, T : 40) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 25) 
 
Left party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of total cabinet posts, weighted by the days 
the government was in office in a given year. 

~ê|Åá= `~ÄáåÉí=áÇÉçäçÖó=

(Time-series: 1960-2006, n: 1046, N: 26, N : 10, T : 16) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 27) 
 
This variable is based on the proportion of left party cabinet portfolios (ar_cle): 
(1) Hegemony of right-wing parties (ar_cle = 0) 
(2) Dominance of right-wing and center parties (ar_cle < 33.3) 
(3) Standoff between left and right (33.33 < ar_cle < 66.6) 
(4) Dominance of social-democratic and other left parties (ar_cle > 66.6) 
(5) Hegemony of social-democratic and other left parties (ar_cle = 100) 
 
Note however these two exceptions, both due to many non-partisans in government: Italy 
1996 is coded as a stand-off between left and right (3), even though the percentage of left 
parties in government is less than 33 %. Portugal 2001 is coded as dominance of social-
democratic and other left parties (4), even though the percentage of left parties in 
government is less than 66 %. 

~ê|íÖ= qóéÉ=çÑ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 996, N: 26, N : 22, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 25) 
  
(1) Single party majority government 
(2) Minimum winning coalition 
(3) Surplus coalition 
(4) Single party minority government 
(5) Multi party minority government 
(6) Caretaker government 
 
The indicator refers to the type of government that was in office for the longest period 
each year. 

~ê|ÅÜÖ= `Ü~åÖÉë=áå=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1960-2005, n: 1047, N: 26, N : 23, T : 40) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 25) 
 
Number of changes in government per year, due to elections, resignation of the prime 
minister, dissension within government, lack of parliamentary support, or intervention by 
the head of state. 
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`~ÄáåÉíëW=mçëíJÅçããìåáëí=ÅçìåíêáÉë=

(Time-series: 1990-2005, n: 144, N: 10, N : 9, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 14) 
 
The following 17 variables only have data from 28 post-communist countries in CPDS II 
(ar_source = 2). 
 
The variables give the proportion of legislative seats for each group of parties in 
government, relative to the total parliamentary seats of all parties in government. The 
variables are also weighted for the number of days each government was in office. The 
formula is thus: 
 
(share of parliamentary seats of group * 100 * number of days in office) / (total share of 
seats for all parties in government * number of days in given year) 
 
Only parties which were part of the government are taken into consideration, and not 
parties that offered parliamentary support without governmental portfolios. 
 
For the first governments after independence or fall of communist rule the total weight 
does not amount to 100, since the governments did not commence their time in office at 
the beginning of the calendar year. 
 
Note: In the original data there were two different observations for Bulgaria 2005. We 
have therefore replaced Bulgaria 2005 as missing. 
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~ê|Åë= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=ëçÅá~äáëí=

~ê|Åäë= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=äÉÑíJëçÅá~äáëí=

~ê|ÅÅçã= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=Åçããìåáëí=

~ê|Å~= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=~Öê~êá~å=

~ê|ÅÅçå= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=ÅçåëÉêî~íáîÉ=

~ê|Åê= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=êÉäáÖáçìë=

~ê|Åäá= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=äáÄÉê~ä==

~ê|Åìê= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=ìäíê~JêáÖÜí=

~ê|Åé= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=éêçíÉëí=

~ê|ÅÖ= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=ÖêÉÉå=

~ê|ÅÉ= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=ÉíÜåáÅ=

~ê|ÅéÅ= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=éçëíJÅçããìåáëí=

~ê|Åå~= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=å~íáçå~äáëí=
Parties focusing their discourse or program on the notion of recovering the past greatness 
of the nation or of fighting for or maintaining independence from the former Soviet 
Union. 

~ê|ÅêÉÖ= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=êÉÖáçå~äáëí=

~ê|ÅéÉê= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=éÉêëçå~äáëí=
The personalist label designates parties created to support one candidate and cannot be 
assigned an ideological label. 

~ê|Å~ä= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=~ääá~åÅÉ=
Coalition between several parties or groupings. Most commonly such an alliance is formed 
to strengthen members’ chances of passing the threshold for a seat and obtaining a larger 
number of seats in parliament. 

~ê|ÅéÉå= `~ÄáåÉí=é~êíó=ÅçãéçëáíáçåW=éÉåëáçåÉêë=
Parties of pensioners and persons with special needs. 

iáàéÜ~êí=Ç~í~=çå=áåëíáíìíáçåë=

(Time-series: 1946-1996, n: 1124, N: 24, N : 22, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1996, N: 23) 
 
The following variables originally come from Lijphart (1999). The variables have two 
values for each country: one representing the period 1945-1970, and the other value 
representing the period 1971-1996. For some observations, two variables are exempt from 
this rule: ar_li_cr and ar_li_eld are calculated for each year for the 28 post-communist 
countries in CPDS II (i.e., when ar_source = 2). 
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~ê|äá|ÉéÇ= bñÉÅìíáîÉëJé~êíáÉë=ÇáãÉåëáçå=
Higher values indicate a democracy more towards the “consensus” model and lower values 
indicates a democracy more towards the “majoritarian” model in the executives-parties 
dimension (Lijphart 1999:5). The index is based on the following five variables. 

~ê|äá|Éåé= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=é~êíáÉë=
Effective number of parliamentary parties. 

~ê|äá|ãÅ= jáåáã~ä=ïáååáåÖI=çåÉJé~êíó=ã~àçêáíó=Å~ÄáåÉíë=EBF=
The mean of the percentage of cabinets that are one-party majority and the percentage of 
cabinets that are minimal winning coalitions. 

~ê|äá|ÉñÇ= bñÉÅìíáîÉ=Ççãáå~åÅÉ=
Index that measures the balance of power between the executive and the parliament. The 
higher the value the more executive dominance. 

~ê|äá|ÉäÇ= bäÉÅíçê~ä=Çáëéêçéçêíáçå~äáíó=EBF=
Gallagher’s index of disproportionality. The higher the value the more disproportionate 
the electoral system. The formula is: 

∑ −= 2)(
2
1

ii svG  

where v is vote percentages and s is seat percentages. See also Lijphart (1999:158). 

~ê|äá|áÖé== fåíÉêÉëí=Öêçìé=éäìê~äáëã=
Index of interest group pluralism. Lower values indicate corporatist systems and higher 
values pluralist systems. Based on Siaroff (1999). 

~ê|äá|ÑìÇ= cÉÇÉê~äJìåáí~êó=ÇáãÉåëáçå=
Higher values indicate a democracy more towards the “consensus” model and lower values 
indicates a democracy more towards the “majoritarian” model in the federal-unitary 
dimension (Lijphart 1999:5). The index is based on the following five variables. 

~ê|äá|Ñ= cÉÇÉê~äáëã=
Index of federalism and decentralization. Lower values indicate unitary and centralized 
states, and higher values federal and decentralized states. 

~ê|äá|Ä= _áÅ~ãÉê~äáëã=
Index of concentration/division of legislative power. Higher values indicate more division 
of legislative power. 

~ê|äá|Åê= `çåëíáíìíáçå~ä=êáÖáÇáíó=
Index of constitutional rigidity. Higher values indicate that the constitution is harder to 
amend. 

~ê|äá|àê= gìÇáÅá~ä=êÉîáÉï=
Index of judicial review. Higher values indicate stronger judicial review. 
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~ê|äá|ÅÄá= `Éåíê~ä=Ä~åâ=áåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=
Index of central bank independence. Higher values indicate a more independent central 
bank. 

mçäáíáÅ~ä=áåëíáíìíáçåëI=çíÜÉê=

~ê|áÉ= fåíÉÖê~íÉÇ=ÉÅçåçãó=

(Time-series: 1970-1995, n: 86, N: 24, N : 3, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1995, N: 23) 
 
Siaroff (1999) index of integrated economy, where 5 indicates greatest integration and 1 
the least integration. The Siaroff index can be considered as a proxy for corporatism. 

~ê|ÅÄá= `Éåíê~ä=Ä~åâ=áåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1998, n: 770, N: 22, N : 20, T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 1998, N: 21) 
 
Index of central bank independence constructed by Freitag (1999). The index ranges from 
1 to 3, where 1 indicates maximum central bank independence, and 3 maximum central 
bank dependence. 

qÜÉ=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=píìÇó=çÑ=bäÉÅíçê~ä=póëíÉãë=E`pbpF=
http://www.cses.org/ 
(Sapiro et al 2003; The Comparative Study of Electoral Systems 2007) 
 
The variables below on voter turnout and compulsory voting have been provided by the 
CSES research teams (unlike the CSES “Public Opinion” data above, which is aggregated 
individual level survey data). 
 
Note: In a few cases the CSES survey was conducted the year after the election year. In 
these cases we have nevertheless placed the data on the year of the election that the survey 
is related to. For more information, see the CSES documentation. 

ÅëÉë|îí= sçíÉê=íìêåçìí=

(Time-series: 1996-2006, n: 56, N: 30, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 41) 
 
Percentage of voting age population who cast ballots. 

ÅëÉë|Åî= `çãéìäëçêó=îçíáåÖ=

(Time-series: 1996-2006, n: 56, N: 30, N : 5, T : 2) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 39) 
  
(1) Compulsory voting with strictly enforced sanctions. 
(2) Compulsory voting with weakly enforced sanctions. 
(3) Compulsory voting with limited enforcement. 
(4) Compulsory voting without sanction for violation. 
(5) No compulsory voting. 
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`êçïÉ=~åÇ=jÉ~ÇÉ=Ó=`Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=dçîÉêå~åÅÉ=
http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/wp/2008/data/wp08119.zip 
(Crowe and Meade 2007, 2008; Cukierman et al 1992) 

Åã|ÅÄáUM|UV= `Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=fåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=NVUMJNVUV=
(Cross-section (1980-1989), N: 72) 
 
The index varies theoretically between 0 and 1, where higher values indicate greater central 
bank independence. 
 
The variable is based on central bank laws from the years 1980-1989. Sixteen legal 
characteristics are considered and they relate to the following areas: the central bank 
management’s insulation from political pressure by secure tenure and independent 
appointment for the head of the bank; the government’s ability to participate or overturn 
the bank’s policy decisions; the clarity of the defined objective for monetary policy 
specified in the central bank’s legal mandate; restrictions that limit lending to the 
government. 
 
Each legal characteristic was scored according to the authors’ numerical coding on a range 
from zero (least independent) to one (most independent). The characteristics were then  
weighted to obtain an overall independence measure. 
 
For more information, see Cukierman et al (1992). 

Åã|ÅÄáUM|UVì=̀ Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=fåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=NVUMJNVUVI=ìåïÉáÖÜíÉÇ=
(Cross-section (1980-1989), N: 72) 
 
Same as cm_cbi80_89, but the unweighted instead of the weighted average. 

Åã|ÅÄáMP= `Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=fåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=OMMP=
(Cross-section (2003), N: 96) 
 
The index varies theoretically between 0 and 1, where higher values indicate greater central 
bank independence. 
 
The variable is based on IMF data pertaining to the year 2003. It is a replication done by 
Crowe and Meade using the methodology from Cukierman et al (1992). See the description 
of cmi_cbi80_89. 

Åã|ÅÄáMPì= `Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=fåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=OMMPI=ìåïÉáÖÜíÉÇ=
(Cross-section (2003), N: 96) 
 
Same as cm_cbi03, but the unweighted instead of the weighted average. 

Åã|ÅÄíVU= `Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=qê~åëé~êÉåÅó=NVVU=
(Cross-section (1998), N: 87) 
 
The index varies theoretically between 0 and 1, where higher values indicate greater central 
bank transparency. 
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The variable is based on information from 1998. It is constructed as the unweighted 
average of ten indicators from five categories: the clarity of the central bank’s legal 
mandate; the publication of the data used by the central bank as basis for its decisions; the 
communication of the explicit policy strategy and information on the decision-making 
process; timely announcements on policy actions and indications of likely future actions; 
discussion of economic disturbances and policy errors. 

Åã|ÅÄíMS= `Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=qê~åëé~êÉåÅó=OMMS=
(Cross-section (2006), N: 39) 
 
Same as cm_cbt98, but based on data from 2006. 

Åã|ÅÄÖíUM|UV=̀ Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=dçîÉêåçê=qìêåçîÉê=NVUMJNVUV=
(Cross-section (1980-1989), N: 71) 
 
This is the average number of changes of the central bank’s governor per year from 1980 
to 1989. Higher values indicate lower independence of the central bank. 
 
The turnover rate is sometimes considered to be a better measure of the de facto bank 
independence than the legal measures above. “The reasoning is that with higher 
turnover, the central bank governor’s term in office would shorten relative to that of the 
executive making the governor more susceptible to political interference from the 
government and reducing the independence of the central bank.” (Crowe and Meade 
2008: 75). 

Åã|ÅÄÖíVR|MQ=̀ Éåíê~ä=_~åâ=dçîÉêåçê=qìêåçîÉê=NVVRJOMMQ=
(Cross-section (1995-2004), N: 114) 
 
Same as cm_cbgt80_89, but for the period 1995-2004. 

`ìë~Åâ=Ó=`ÉåíÉê=çÑ=mçäáíáÅ~ä=dê~îáíó=
http://www.wzb.eu/alt/ism/people/misc/cusack/d_sets.en.htm 
(Cusack 1997) 
 
Cusack’s center of political gravity measures are based on Gross & Sigelman’s (1984) 
index, using data on electoral results, legislative seat distribution, and cabinet seat 
distribution data (drawn from a variety of sources), as well as data on ideological position 
of parties based on Castles & Mair’s (1984) expert survey data. Each of the indexes range 
from 1 (far left) to 5 (far right). For an explanation of how the center of political gravity is 
computed, see under Cusack & Engelhardt below. 

Åì|äÅéÖ== iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=

(Time-series: 1950-1996, n: 873, N: 21, N : 19, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 1996, N: 17) 
 
Center of political gravity of the lower house. 
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Åì|ÅÅéÖ== `~ÄáåÉí=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=

(Time-series: 1950-1996, n: 861, N: 21, N : 18, T : 41) 
(Cross-section: 1996, N: 16) 
 
Center of political gravity of the cabinet. 

Åì|ÉÅéÖ== bäÉÅíçê~ä=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=

(Time-series: 1950-1996, n: 868, N: 21, N : 18, T : 41) 
(Cross-section: 1996, N: 16) 
 
Center of political gravity of the electorate at most recent election. 

Åì|Éó= bäÉÅíáçå=óÉ~ê=

(Time-series: 1950-1996, n: 940, N: 21, N : 20, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 1996, N: 20) 
 
Equals 1 if election year and 0 otherwise. (Refers to lower house elections, except for the 
United States where years of presidential elections are given.) 

`ìë~Åâ=C=båÖÉäÜ~êÇí=
http://www.wzb.eu/alt/ism/people/misc/cusack/d_sets.en.htm 
(Cusack & Engelhardt 2003) 
 
The basis for Cusack & Engelhardt’s (2003) data is the analysis of political manifestos 
from the Comparative Manifesto Project (CMP) and to some extent expert judgments of 
parties’ ideologies (see Klingemann et al 2006). By combining the CMP data and expert 
judgments with data on election results and government composition, Cusack & 
Engelhardt (2003) have produced data on, among other things, the ideological 
composition of cabinets and parliaments. 
 
Many of the indices in the Cusack & Engelhardt data are based on a concept called the 
center of political gravity. This index is a summation across all parties of each party’s 
ideological position weighted by its relative strength (see Gross & Sigelman 1984): 

∑
=

=
n

i
iiCTCPG

1

 

where: 
=iT party i’s decimal share of seats/votes 
=iC party i’s position on the ideological dimension 

 
The ideological variables all come in four versions, distinguished by the suffixes cmp, ce1, 
ce2 and ci. Three of these are different ways of aggregating the CMP data to overall 
ideological measurements on the left-right scale. The fourth is a composite index based on 
different expert judgments. The four versions are: 
 
cmp: CMPs own left-right index. It is constructed by counting 13 categories of pro-right 
and 13 categories of pro-left sentences in political manifestos, and then subtracting the 
percentage of pro-left sentences from the percentage of pro-right sentences. Thus, higher 
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values indicate ideological positions more to the right. It varies theoretically between -100 
and 100. For more information, see Cusack & Engelhardt (2003) or Budge et al (2001). 
 
ce1: Index constructed by Cusack & Engelhardt (2003). Higher values indicate ideological 
positions more to the right. It is constructed by counting sentences in political manifestos. 
Cusack & Engelhardt sum the percentage of sentences positive to free enterprise, 
economic orthodoxy and governmental and administrative efficiency, and from these 
subtract the percentage of sentences positive to market regulation, economic planning, 
controlled economy, social justice and welfare state expansion. 
 
The variable varies theoretically between -100 and 100. 
 
ce2: Index constructed by Cusack & Engelhardt (2003). Higher values indicate ideological 
positions more to the right. It is constructed by counting sentences in political manifestos. 
Cusack & Engelhardt first sum the percentage of sentences positive to free enterprise, 
economic orthodoxy and governmental and administrative efficiency, and from these 
subtract the percentage of sentences positive to market regulation, economic planning, 
Keynesian demand management, controlled economy, nationalization, social justice and 
welfare state expansion. They then divide this difference with the total sum of percentage 
of sentences counted, and finally multiply it with 100. 
 
The variable varies theoretically between -100 and +100. 
 
ci: Composite ideology index based on the expert surveys in Castles & Mair (1984), Huber 
& Inglehart (1995) and Laver & Hunt (1992). Where needed Cusack & Engelhardt (2003) 
have fitted values from the equation estimating ce1 (see below).  
 
The variable varies theoretically between -100 (far left) to 100 (far right). 

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖ|Åãé= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅãéF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖ|ÅÉN= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅÉNF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖ|ÅÉO= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅÉOF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖ|Åá= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅáF=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1110, N: 24, N : 20, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 22) 
 
The center of political gravity of the cabinet. 

ÅÉ|Åãä= `~ÄáåÉí=ã~àçêáíóI=äçïÉê=ÜçìëÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1120, N: 24, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
 
Describes whether the cabinet coalition has a minority (1), equal (2) or majority position 
(3) in the lower house. 

ÅÉ|Åãì= `~ÄáåÉí=ã~àçêáíóI=ìééÉê=ÜçìëÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 686, N: 17, N : 12, T : 40) 
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(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 14) 
 
Describes whether the cabinet coalition has a minority (1), equal (2) or majority position 
(3) in the upper house. 

ÅÉ|Åéëä= `~ÄáåÉíW=éÉêÅÉåí~ÖÉ=çÑ=ëÉ~íëI=äçïÉê=ÜçìëÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1120, N: 24, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
 
Percentage of seats in lower house held by the government. 

ÅÉ|Ååé= `~ÄáåÉíW=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=é~êíáÉë=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1120, N: 24, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
 
Number of parties in cabinet. 

ÅÉ|äÅéÖ|Åãé= içïÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅãéF=

ÅÉ|äÅéÖ|ÅÉN= içïÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅÉNF=

ÅÉ|äÅéÖ|ÅÉO= içïÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅÉOF=

ÅÉ|äÅéÖ|Åá= içïÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅáF=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1118, N: 24, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
 
The overall center of political gravity in the lower house. 

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖä|Åãé= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=äçïÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅãéF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖä|ÅÉN= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=äçïÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅÉNF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖä|ÅÉO= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=äçïÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅÉOF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖä|Åá= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=äçïÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅáF=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1111, N: 24, N : 20, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 22) 
 
The center of political gravity of the government parties in the lower house. 

ÅÉ|Åéëì= `~ÄáåÉíW=éÉêÅÉåí~ÖÉ=çÑ=ëÉ~íëI=ìééÉê=ÜçìëÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 686, N: 17, N : 12, T : 40) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
 
Percentage of seats in upper house held by the government. 
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ÅÉ|ìÅéÖ|Åãé= rééÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅãéF=

ÅÉ|ìÅéÖ|ÅÉN= rééÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅÉNF=

ÅÉ|ìÅéÖ|ÅÉO= rééÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅÉOF=

ÅÉ|ìÅéÖ|Åá= rééÉê=ÜçìëÉW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíó=EÅáF=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 684, N: 17, N : 12, T : 40) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 14) 
 
The overall center of political gravity in the upper house. 

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖì|Åãé=`~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=ìééÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅãéF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖì|ÅÉN= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=ìééÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅÉNF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖì|ÅÉO= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=ìééÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅÉOF=

ÅÉ|ÅÅéÖì|Åá= `~ÄáåÉíW=ÅÉåíÉê=çÑ=éçäáíáÅ~ä=Öê~îáíóI=ìééÉê=ÜçìëÉ=EÅáF=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 681 N: 17, N : 12, T : 40) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 13) 
 
The center of political gravity of the government parties in the upper house. 

ÅÉ|äÑ= içïÉê=ÜçìëÉW=Ñê~Åíáçå~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1120, N: 24, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
 
Fractionalization of lower house as a whole. 
 
The convention for splitting parties into two categories, left and right, used by Cusack & 
Engelhard (2003) is to treat a party as being on the left if its ideological score is less than 0, 
and to treat all other parties as being on the right, including those few ambiguous cases 
where the ideological score was exactly 0. 

ÅÉ|ìÑ= rééÉê=ÜçìëÉW=Ñê~Åíáçå~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 636, N: 15, N : 11, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 13) 
 
Fractionalization of upper house as a whole. See ce_lf for more information. 

ÅÉ|ÅÑ= `~ÄáåÉíW=Ñê~Åíáçå~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1120, N: 24, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
 
Fractionalization of the cabinet. See ce_lf for more information. 

ÅÉ|Åéî= `~ÄáåÉíW=éÉêÅÉåí~ÖÉ=çÑ=îçíÉë=áå=ÉäÉÅíáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2001, n: 1120, N: 24, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 23) 
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Government parties’ share of votes in election. 

a~í~Ä~ëÉ=çÑ=mçäáíáÅ~ä=fåëíáíìíáçåë=
http://go.worldbank.org/2EAGGLRZ40 
(Beck et al 2000; 2001; Keefer 2008) 
 
Note: The data from the DPI refers to January 1 of each year. 

Çéá|ëóëíÉã= oÉÖáãÉ=íóéÉ=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1146, N: 40, N : 36, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2003 (varies by country), N: 175) 
 
The variable captures whether countries are presidential, assembly-elected presidential, or 
parliamentary: 
(0) Direct presidential 
(1)  Strong president elected by assembly 
(2)  Parliamentary 

Çéá|ÖÑ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=Ñê~Åíáçå~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1116, N: 40, N : 35, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2005 (varies by country), N: 167) 
 
Government fractionalization measures the probability that two randomly chosen deputies 
from among the government parties will be of different parties. 

Çéá|Öë= kìãÄÉê=çÑ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=pÉ~íë=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1232, N: 40, N : 39, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 175) 
 
Number of seats in the legislature of the parties in government. 

Çéá|çéÑ= lééçëáíáçå=Ñê~Åíáçå~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1044, N: 40, N : 33, T : 26) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2006 (varies by country), N: 153) 
 
Opposition fractionalization measures the probability that two randomly chosen deputies 
belonging to the parties in the opposition will be of different parties. 

Çéá|åçë= kìãÄÉê=çÑ=lééçëáíáçå~ä=pÉ~íë=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1232, N: 40, N : 39, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 175) 
 
Number of seats in the legislature of the parties in opposition. 

Çéá|åìãìä= kìãÄÉê=çÑ=pÉ~íë=åçåJ~äáÖåÉÇL~ääÉÖá~åÅÉ=ìåâåçïå=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1232, N: 40, N : 39, T : 31) 
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(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 175) 
 
Number of seats in the legislature of parties that are non-aligned/allegiance unknown. 

Çéá|íÑ= qçí~ä=Ñê~Åíáçå~äáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1116, N: 40, N : 35, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2005 (varies by country), N: 167) 
 
Total fractionalization measures the probability that two randomly chosen deputies in the 
legislature belong to different parties. 

Çéá|äÉÖÉäÉÅ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ÉäÉÅíáçå=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1145, N: 40, N : 36, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if there is a legislative election held this year.  

Çéá|ÉñÉäÉÅ= bñÉÅìíáîÉ=ÉäÉÅíáçå=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1146, N: 40, N : 36, T : 29) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2002 (varies by country), N: 174) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if there is an executive election held this year. 

Çéá|ãÇãÜ= jÉ~å=ÇáëíêáÅí=ã~ÖåáíìÇÉ=EÜçìëÉF=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1023, N: 40, N : 32, T : 26) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 164) 

Çéá|ãÇãë= jÉ~å=ÇáëíêáÅí=ã~ÖåáíìÇÉ=EëÉå~íÉF=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 489, N: 18, N : 15, T : 27) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 50) 
 
The average number of representatives elected by each electoral district in a country. If 
information is available, the average is weighted by constituency size. 

Çéá|ëëÜ= oÉä~íáîÉ=ëáòÉ=çÑ=ëÉå~íÉ=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 575, N: 23, N : 18, T : 25) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2006 (varies by country), N: 73) 
 
Number of senate seats / (number of house seats + number of senate seats). 

Çéá|éäìê~äáíó= mäìê~äáíó=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1110, N: 40, N : 35, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 161) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if plurality is used as electoral rule to select any candidate in any house, 
or if there is competition for the seats in a one-party state (dpi_lipc=4). 
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Çéá|éê= mêçéçêíáçå~ä=êÉéêÉëÉåí~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1064, N: 40, N : 33, T : 27) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2005 (varies by country), N: 154) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if Proportional Representation (PR) is used as electoral rule to select 
any candidate in any house. 

Çéá|ÜçìëÉëóë= eçìëÉW=éäìê~äáíó=çê=éêçéçêíáçå~ä\=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1105, N: 40, N : 35, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1997-2006 (varies by country), N: 159) 
 
If both Plurality and Proportional Representation are used as electoral rules, which 
governs the majority/all of the House seats? Dummy variable, 1 if Plurality, 0.5 if 50% 
Plurality and 50% Proportional, and 0 if Proportional. 

Çéá|ëÉåëóë= pÉå~íÉW=éäìê~äáíó=çê=éêçéçêíáçå~ä\=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 272, N: 11, N : 9, T : 25) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2006 (varies by country), N: 28) 
 
If both Plurality and Proportional Representation are used as electoral rules, which 
governs the majority/all of the Senate seats? Dummy variable, 1 if Plurality, 0.5 if 50% 
Plurality and 50% Proportional, and 0 if Proportional. 

Çéá|íÜêÉëÜ= sçíÉ=íÜêÉëÜçäÇ=Ñçê=êÉéêÉëÉåí~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1975-2004, n: 761, N: 33, N : 25, T : 23) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2004 (varies by country), N: 86) 
 
Records the minimum vote share that a party must obtain in order to take at least one seat 
in PR systems, in percent. 

Çéá|ÇÜçåÇí= aÛeçåÇí=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 874, N: 36, N : 27, T : 24) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2006 (varies by country), N: 89) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if the D’Hondt rule is used to allocate seats in a PR system. 

Çéá|Åä= `äçëÉÇ=äáëíë=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 912, N: 36, N : 29, T : 25) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2006 (varies by country), N: 98) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 when PR is used (dpi_pr) and voters cannot express preferences for 
candidates within a party list. 

Çéá|~ìíçå= ^ìíçåçãçìë=êÉÖáçåë=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 1122, N: 40, N : 35, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 168) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if there are autonomous regions. 
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Çéá|ëí~íÉ= bäÉÅíáçå=çÑ=ëí~íÉLéêçîáåÅÉ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 922, N: 35, N : 29, T : 26) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 129) 
 
One dimension of information on sub-national governments is whether state/provincial 
governments are locally elected. Coded 0 if neither the local executive nor the local 
legislature are directly elected by the local population that they govern; 1 if either is directly 
elected and the other is indirectly elected (e.g., by councils at subsidiary levels of 
government) or appointed; and 2 if they are both directly and locally elected. If there are 
multiple levels of sub-national government, we consider the highest level as the 
“state/province” level.  

Çéá|ãìåá= bäÉÅíáçå=çÑ=ãìåáÅáé~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 624, N: 29, N : 20, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2001-2003 (varies by country), N: 95) 
 
Are the municipal governments locally elected? Coded the same as the state/provincial 
government, dpi_state above (0-2). If there are multiple levels of sub-national government, 
the lowest level is considered as the “municipal” level. 

Çéá|~ìíÜçê= ^ìíÜçêáíó=çÑ=ëìÄJå~íáçå~ä=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=

(Time-series: 1975-2006, n: 478, N: 19, N : 15, T : 25) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 66) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if sub-national governments have extensive taxing, spending or 
regulatory authority. 

cáëÜ=~åÇ=hêçÉåáÖ=Ó=qÜÉ=m~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=mçïÉêë=fåÇÉñ=
(Cross-section: 2007, N: 158) 
http://polisci.berkeley.edu/faculty/bio/permanent/Fish,M 
(Fish and Kroenig 2009) 

Ñâ|ééá= = m~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=mçïÉêë=fåÇÉñ=
The Parliamentary Powers Index assesses the strength of the national legislature. The 
index, based on 32 underlying dummy variables, gauges the legislature’s sway of the 
executive, its institutional autonomy, its authority in specific areas, and its institutional 
capacity. (For a complete list of the variables, see Fish and Kroenig 2009 or 
http://polisci.berkeley.edu/faculty/bio/permanent/Fish,M.) 
 
The data was generated by means of an international survey of experts, a study of 
secondary sources, and analyses of constitutions and other relevant documents. 
 
The variable ranges from 0 (least powerful) to 1 (most powerful). The score is calculated 
by summing up the number of powers that the national legislature possesses and dividing 
it by 32. For example, a country with a national legislature that possesses 16 of the 32 
parliamentary powers has a PPI of .50 
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dçäÇÉê=
http://homepages.nyu.edu/~mrg217/elections.html 
(Golder 2005) 
 
Golder’s data cover electoral institutions used in democratic legislative (lower chamber) 
and presidential elections, where democracy is defined according to gol_polreg below. 
Note that data (with the exception of gol_legel and gol_preel) for ‘non-democratic 
regimes’ is coded as ‘missing’. There are some countries that had two elections (legislative 
or presidential) in the same year: Argentina 1973, Bangladesh 1996, Denmark 1953, Greece 
1989, Iceland 1959, Ireland 1982, Saint Lucia 1987, Sri Lanka 1960, Thailand 1992, and 
United Kingdom 1974. As a result, it is not possible to provide data for both elections that 
occurred in the same year in the country-year data format. In those cases where there were 
two elections, data is from the second election. Those interested in data for the first 
elections should consult Golder’s original data. 

Öçä|~Çã= ^îÉê~ÖÉ=ÇáëíêáÅí=ã~ÖåáíìÇÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1431, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 112) 
 
Average district magnitude in the lowest electoral tier. This is calculated as the total 
number of seats allocated in the lowest tier divided by the total number of districts in that 
tier. For example, gol_adm=7.94 in Denmark after 1971 since there are 135 seats allocated 
in the lowest tier between 17 districts. 

Öçä|Çáëí= aáëíêáÅíë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1431, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 112) 
 
Number of electoral districts or constituencies in the lowest electoral tier for the lower 
house of the legislature. 

Öçä|ÉåÉé= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=ÉäÉÅíçê~ä=é~êíáÉë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1421, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2000 (varies by country), N: 103) 
 
Effective number of electoral parties based on formula from Laakso and Taagepera (1979). 

Öçä|ÉåÉéç= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=ÉäÉÅíçê~ä=é~êíáÉë=EçíÜÉêëF=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1420, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2000 (varies by country), N: 103) 
 
This is the percentage of the vote going to parties that are collectively known as ’others’ in 
official electoral results. 

Öçä|ÉåÉéN= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=ÉäÉÅíçê~ä=é~êíáÉëN=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1420, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2000 (varies by country), N: 103) 
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Effective number of electoral parties once the ‘other’ category has been corrected for by 
using the least component method of bounds suggested by Taagepera (1997). The method 
of bounds essentially requires, first, calculating the effective number of parties treating the 
‘other’ category as a single party; this estimate corresponds to the minimum effective 
number of parties. Second, the effective number of parties is recalculated as if every vote 
in the ‘other’ category belonged to different parties; this estimate corresponds to the 
maximum effective number of parties. Finally, one takes the mean of these minimum and 
maximum estimates.  

Öçä|Éåéé= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=é~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=çê=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=é~êíáÉë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1431, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 107) 
 
Effective number of parliamentary or legislative parties constructed using the formula 
from Laakso and Taagepera (1979).  

Öçä|Éåééç= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=é~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=çê=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=é~êíáÉë=EçíÜÉêëF=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1430, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 106) 
 
This is the percentage of the seats going to parties that are collectively known as ‘others’ in 
official electoral results.  

Öçä|ÉåééN= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=é~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=çê=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=é~êíáÉëN=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1430, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 106) 
 
Effective number of parliamentary or legislative parties once the ‘other’ category has been 
corrected for by using the least component method of bounds suggested by Taagepera 
(1997). 

Öçä|ÉåéêÉë= bÑÑÉÅíáîÉ=åìãÄÉê=çÑ=éêÉëáÇÉåíá~ä=Å~åÇáÇ~íÉë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1432, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 112) 
 
Effective number of presidential candidates based on the formula from Amorim Neto and 
Cox (1997). 

Öçä|Éëí= bäÉÅíçê~ä=ëóëíÉã=íóéÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1430, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 112) 
 
Variable indicating the type of electoral system used: 
(1) Majoritarian (employs plurality, absolute majority, qualified majority, limited vote, 
alternative vote, single non-transferable vote or modified Borda count in a single electoral 
tier) 
(2)  Proportional (employs party list or single transferable vote in a single electoral tier) 
(3)  Multi-tier (employs a single electoral formula, majoritarian or proportional, across 
multiple tiers) 
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(4)  Mixed (employs a mixture of majoritarian and proportional electoral rules in one or 
more electoral tiers) 

Öçä|ÉëíO= bäÉÅíçê~ä=ëóëíÉã=íóéÉ=O=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1430, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 112) 
 
Variable constructed by the authors of the QoG dataset indicating the type of electoral 
system used, where multi-tier systems are recoded as being majoritarian (only concerns 
Papua New Guinea and Mauritius) or proportional (concerns all others): 
(1) Majoritarian 
(2) Proportional 
(3) Mixed 

Öçä|áåëí= fåëíáíìíáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1831, N: 40, N : 33, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 189) 
 
Classification of political regimes in which democracies are distinguished by the type of 
executive as given below:  
(0) Dictatorship 
(1) Parliamentary Democracy 
(2) Mixed Democracy  
(3) Presidential Democracy 
 
Transition years are coded as the regime that emerges. On the criteria for determining 
whether a regime is a dictatorship, see Political Regimes (gol_polreg). A presidential regime 
is one in which the government serves under the elected president. The president may be 
directly elected or indirectly elected; the important feature is that the president selects and 
determines the survival of the government. A parliamentary system is one in which the 
government serves so long as it maintains the confidence of the legislature. A system in 
which the government must respond to both the legislative assembly and to an elected 
president is classified as mixed. Typically, these mixed systems are characterized by a 
president who is elected for a fixed term with some executive powers and a government 
that serves under the direction of the legislature. This classification scheme follows the 
recommendations of Przeworski et al. (2000). 

Öçä|äÉÖÉä= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ÉäÉÅíáçåë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1831, N: 40, N : 33, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 189) 
 
Indicates the number of elections for the national lower chamber of the legislature held in 
that year. Partial elections such as those taking place in Costa Rica 1946, Poland 1989, Laos 
1958, or Luxembourg 1948, 1951 are coded 0. This variable does not include elections to 
constituent assemblies such as those in Pakistan 1955, Nicaragua 1984, Sudan 1965, 1968, 
Italy 1946, or France 1946. It also excludes the 1960 election in Somalia, as this was only a 
legislative election for Somaliland (later to become the northern region of Somalia). 18 
democratic legislative elections occur in years where gol_polreg is coded as a dictatorship 
(Argentina 1962, Bolivia 1980, Chile 1973, Colombia 1949, Congo 1963, Costa Rica 1948, 
Guatemala 1982, Nigeria 1983, Pakistan 1977, Panama 1968, Peru 1962, 1990, Philippines 
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1965, Sierra Leone 1967, Somalia 1969, Sri Lanka 1977, Sudan 1958, Thailand 1976). This 
apparent anomaly arises because the classification of gol_polreg is based on the regime as 
of December 31st in the given year. The elections mentioned above occurred prior to the 
transition to dictatorship in these years and should be considered democratic. 

Öçä|äÉÖêç= oìåçÑÑ==

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1430, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 112) 
 
Dummy variable coded 0 if there is no legislative runoff; 1 if there is. 

Öçä|ã~à= j~àçêáí~êá~å=íóéÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 420, N: 10, N : 8, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2000 (varies by country), N: 45) 
 
Classification, constructed by the authors of the QoG dataset (but based on Golder’s 
underlying data), indicating the type of majoritarian electoral system used in legislative 
elections as given below: 
(1) Plurality 
(2) Absolute majority  
(3) Qualified majority 
(4) Limited vote 
(5) Alternative vote 
(6) Single Non-Transferable Vote (SNTV) 
(7) Modified Borda 

Öçä|ãÇã= jÉÇá~å=ÇáëíêáÅí=ã~ÖåáíìÇÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1205, N: 39, N : 22, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2000 (varies by country), N: 108) 
 
Median district magnitude in the lowest electoral tier. This is the district magnitude 
associated with the median legislator in the lowest tier. The median legislator is determined 
by finding the number of legislators elected in the lower tier and dividing this figure by 
two. For further details on this variable, see Amorim Neto and Cox (1997). 

Öçä|ãáñ= jáñÉÇ=íóéÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 285, N: 14, N : 5, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 29) 
 
Classification, constructed by the authors of the QoG dataset (but based on Golder’s 
underlying data), indicating the type of mixed electoral system used in legislative elections 
as given below: 
(1) Coexistence, independent 
(2) Superposition, independent 
(3) Fusion, independent 
(4) Correction, dependent 
(5) Conditional, dependent 
 
A dependent mixed system is one in which the application of one formula is dependent on 
the outcome produced by the other formula. There are three types of independent mixed 
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systems: coexistence (where some districts use a majoritarian, while others employ a 
proportional formula), superposition (where two different electoral formulas are applied 
nationwide), and fusion (where majoritarian and proportional formulas are used within a 
single district) systems. An independent mixed system is one in which the two electoral 
formulas are implemented independently of each other. There are two types of dependent 
mixed systems: correction (where seats distributed by proportional representation in one 
set of districts are used to correct for the distortions created by the majoritarian formula in 
another) and conditional (where the actual use or not of one formula depends on the 
outcome produced by the other) systems. 

Öçä|ãí= jìäíáJíáÉê=íóéÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 466, N: 17, N : 8, T : 27) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 25) 
 
Classification, constructed by the authors of the QoG dataset (but based on Golder’s 
underlying data), indicating the type of multi-tier electoral system used in legislative 
elections as given below:  
(1) Linked 
(2) Unlinked 
 
A multi-tier system is linked whenever unused votes from one electoral tier are used at 
another level, or if the allocation of seats in one tier is conditional on the seats received in 
another tier. 

Öçä|åçë= kìãÄÉê=çÑ=ëÉ~íë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1432, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 111) 
 
Total number of seats in the lower house of the legislature during the election year. 

Öçä|éÉëí= mêÉëáÇÉåíá~ä=ÉäÉÅíçê~ä=ëóëíÉã=íóéÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 91, N: 16, N : 2, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 56) 
 
Variable that indicates the type of electoral system used in presidential elections:  
(1)  Plurality 
(2)  Absolute majority 
(3)  Qualified majority 
(4)  Electoral College 
(5)  Single Transferable Vote (STV) 

Öçä|éçäêÉÖ= mçäáíáÅ~ä=êÉÖáãÉë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1831, N: 40, N : 33, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 189) 
 
Transition years are coded as the regime that exists (0 Democracy, 1 Dictatorship) as of 
December 31st in that year. A regime is considered a dictatorship if the chief executive is 
not elected, the legislature is not elected, there is no more than one party, or there has been 
no alternation in power (Przeworski et al. 2000). A regime is democratic if those who 
govern are selected through contested elections. 
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Öçä|éê= mo=íóéÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1009, N: 28, N : 18, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 56) 
 
Classification, constructed by the authors of the QoG dataset (but based on Golder’s 
underlying data), indicating the type of proportional formula used in legislative elections: 
 
(1) Hare 
(2) Droop 
(3) Imperiali 
(4) Reinforced Imperiali 
(5) Modified Hare 
(6) D’Hondt 
(7) Saint-Laguë 
(8) Modified Saint-Laguë 
(9) Single Transferable Vote (STV) 

Öçä|éêÉÉä= mêÉëáÇÉåíá~ä=ÉäÉÅíáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1831, N: 40, N : 33, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 2000 (varies by country), N: 188) 
 
Indicates the number of direct presidential elections held in that year. Note: This variable 
does not signify that the election chose either the nominal or effective head of 
government. For example, gol_preel=1 if there is an election for president in mixed 
systems, even though the nominal and effective head of government is the prime minister. 
This variable does not include plebiscites or referenda as have occurred in countries like 
Taiwan and the Maldives. 
 
18 democratic presidential elections occur in years where gol_polreg is coded as a 
dictatorship (Argentina 1962, Bolivia 1980, Chile 1973, Colombia 1949, Congo 1963, 
Costa Rica 1948, Guatemala 1982, Nigeria 1983, Pakistan 1977, Panama 1968, Peru 1962, 
1990, Philippines 1965, Sierra Leone 1967, Somalia 1969, Sri Lanka 1977, Sudan 1958, 
Thailand 1976). This apparent anomaly arises because the classification of gol_polreg is 
based on the regime as of December 31st in the given year. The elections mentioned 
above occurred prior to the transition to dictatorship in these years and should be 
considered democratic. 

Öçä|éêÉêç= mêÉëáÇÉåíá~ä=êìåçÑÑ=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1433, N: 40, N : 26, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 112) 
 
Dummy variable coded 0 if there is no presidential runoff; 1 if there is a presidential 
runoff. Presidential elections are coded as having runoff provisions if a successful 
candidate must win an absolute or qualified majority of the vote to become president. 

Öçä|ìéëÉ~í= rééÉê=ëÉ~íë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1308, N: 37, N : 24 T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 109) 
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The number of seats allocated in electoral districts or constituencies above the lowest tier. 
This variable may include seats allocated in several different upper tiers. 

Öçä|ìéíáÉê= rééÉê=íáÉê=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1308, N: 37, N : 24 T : 35) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 109) 
 
Percentage of seats allocated in electoral districts above the lowest tier. 

dÉêêáåÖI=qÜ~ÅâÉê=C=jçêÉåç=
http://www.bu.edu/sthacker/data.htm  
(Gerring et al 2005) 
 
Gerring, Thacker and Moreno only include country-years that obtain a score greater than 
zero on the Polity democracy indicator (p_polity2). (For details, see Gerring et al. 2005: 
p.572) 

Öíã|ÅÉåíêáé= `ÉåíêáéÉí~äáëã=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 1193, N: 40, N : 29, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2000 (varies by country), N: 132) 
 
Sum of Unitarism (gtm_unit), Parliamentarism (gtm_parl), and Proportional 
Representation (gtm_pr). 

Öíã|ÅÉåíêáéO= `ÉåíêáéÉí~äáëã=EïÉáÖÜíÉÇF=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 1193, N: 40, N : 29, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2000 (varies by country), N: 132) 
 
The variable is a moving weighted sum of Unitarism (gtm_unit), Parliamentarism 
(gtm_parl), and Proportional Representation (gtm_pr), beginning in 1901 and ending in 
2000. For details, see Gerring et al (2005). 

Öíã|ìåáí= råáí~êáëã==

(Time-series: 1960-2001, n: 1267, N: 40, N : 30, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 150) 
 
Average of Nonfederalism and Nonbicameralism: 
 
- Nonfederalism is coded as 0 = federal (elective regional legislatures plus conditional 
recognition of subnational authority), 1 = semifederal (where there are elective legislatures 
at the regional level but in which constitutional sovereignty is reserved to the national 
government), or 2 = nonfederal. 
 
- Nonbicameralism is coded as 0 = strong bicameral (upper house has some effective veto 
power; the two houses are incongruent), 1 = weak bicameral (upper house has some 
effective veto power, though not necessarily a formal veto; the two houses are congruent), 
or 2 = unicameral (no upper house or weak upper house). 
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Öíã|é~êä= m~êäá~ãÉåí~êáëã=

(Time-series: 1960-2001, n: 1267, N: 40, N : 30, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 150) 
 
The parliamentary/presidential distinction is conceptualized as a continuum with two 
dimensions: (a) the degree of separation (independence) between president and parliament 
(unity = parliamentary, separation = presidential) and, if there is any separation at all, (b) 
the relative power of the two players (the more power the president possesses, the more 
presidential is the resulting system). This complex reality is captured with a three-part 
coding scheme: 
(0) Presidential 
(1) Semi-presidential 
(2) Parliamentary 

Öíã|éê= mêçéçêíáçå~ä=oÉéêÉëÉåí~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1960-2001, n: 1267, N: 40, N : 30, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2001 (varies by country), N: 151) 
 
The centripetal theory of democratic governance emphasizes the following three features 
of an electoral system: (a) district magnitude (M), (b) seat allocation rules (majoritarian or 
proportional), and (c) candidate selection rules. The centripetal ideal type is defined by 
M>1, proportional seat allocation rules, and party-controlled candidate selection. This is 
the closed-list-PR electoral system. Other systems are ranked lower in this coding according 
to their deviation from this ideal type. Thus, the coding for the list-PR variable is as 
follows: 
(0) Majoritarian or Preferential-vote 
(1) Mixed-member majority or Block vote 
(2) Closed-list-PR 
 

eìÄÉê=Éí=~ä=Ó=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=tÉäÑ~êÉ=pí~íÉë=a~í~=pÉí=
ÜííéWLLïïïKäáëéêçàÉÅíKçêÖLéìÄäáÅ~íáçåëLïÉäÑ~êÉÇ~í~LÅïëBOMäáëKñäë 
(Huber et al 2004) 
 
Note: Huber et al (2004) code Christian parties which combine Catholic and Protestant 
forces (such as the Dutch Christian Democrats after the merger, or the German Christian 
Democrats) as either center or right “Christian”. 

Üì|îí= sçíÉê=íìêåçìí=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 733, N: 19, N : 18, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
 
Voter turnout in election (percentage of total electorate who cast a ballot). 

bäÉÅíáçå=êÉëìäíë=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 738, N: 19, N : 18, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
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Üì|îä= sçíÉëW=äÉÑí=
Percentage of total votes for left parties. 

Üì|îÅë= sçíÉëW=ÅÉåíÉê=ëÉÅìä~ê=
Percentage of total votes for center secular parties. 

Üì|îÅÅÜ= sçíÉëW=ÅÉåíÉê=`Üêáëíá~å=
Percentage of total votes for center Christian parties. 

Üì|îÅÅ~= sçíÉëW=ÅÉåíÉê=`~íÜçäáÅ=
Percentage of total votes for center Catholic parties. 

Üì|îêë= sçíÉëW=êáÖÜí=ëÉÅìä~ê=
Percentage of total votes for right secular parties. 

Üì|îêÅÜ= sçíÉëW=êáÖÜí=`Üêáëíá~å=é~êíáÉë=
Percentage of total votes for right Christian parties. 

Üì|îêÅ~= sçíÉëW=êáÖÜí=`~íÜçäáÅ=
Percentage of total votes for right Catholic parties. 

iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íë=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 738, N: 19, N : 18, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 

Üì|ää= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=äÉÑí=
Percentage of total seats in parliament for left parties. 

Üì|äÅë= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=ëÉÅìä~ê=
Percentage of total seats in parliament for center secular parties. 

Üì|äÅÅÜ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=`Üêáëíá~å=
Percentage of total seats in parliament for center Christian parties. 

Üì|äÅÅ~= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=`~íÜçäáÅ=
Percentage of total seats in parliament for center Catholic parties. 

Üì|äêë= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=ëÉÅìä~ê=
Percentage of total seats in parliament for right secular parties. 

Üì|äêÅÜ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=`Üêáëíá~å=é~êíáÉë=
Percentage of total seats in parliament for right Christian parties. 

Üì|äêÅ~= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=`~íÜçäáÅ=
Percentage of total seats in parliament for right Catholic parties. 

dçîÉêåãÉåíë=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 738, N: 19, N : 18, T : 39) 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
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For each group of parties there is one variable that shows the legislative seats of that group 
as a share of all seats held by all government parties, given that parties from this group are 
included in the government. There is also another variable (ending with _cum) which is the 
cumulative score from 1946 to the year of the observation. For example, the score of 
hu_gl_cum the year 1960 is the score of hu_gl of 1946 + hu_gl 1947 + hu_gl 1948 and so 
on until 1960. 

Üì|Öä= dçîÉêåãÉåí=é~êíáÉë=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=äÉÑí=

Üì|Öä|Åìã= iÉÑí=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=Åìãìä~íáîÉ=
 
Left seats as share of seats held by all government parties. 

Üì|ÖÅë= dçîÉêåãÉåí=é~êíáÉë=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=ëÉÅìä~ê=

Üì|ÖÅë|Åìã= `ÉåíÉê=ëÉÅìä~ê=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=Åìãìä~íáîÉ=
 
Center secular seats as share of seats held by all government parties. 

Üì|ÖÅÅÜ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=é~êíáÉë=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=`Üêáëíá~å=

Üì|ÖÅÅÜ|Åìã= `ÉåíÉê=`Üêáëíá~å=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=Åìãìä~íáîÉ=
 
Center Christian seats as share of seats held by all government parties. 

Üì|ÖÅÅ~= dçîÉêåãÉåí=é~êíáÉë=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=`~íÜçäáÅ=

Üì|ÖÅÅ~|Åìã= `ÉåíÉê=`~íÜçäáÅ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=Åìãìä~íáîÉ=
 
Center Catholic seats as share of seats held by all government parties. 

Üì|Öêë= dçîÉêåãÉåí=é~êíáÉë=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=ëÉÅìä~ê=

Üì|Öêë|Åìã= oáÖÜí=ëÉÅìä~ê=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=Åìãìä~íáîÉ=
 
Right secular seats as share of seats held by all government parties. 

Üì|ÖêÅÜ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=é~êíáÉë=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=`Üêáëíá~å=é~êíáÉë=

Üì|ÖêÅÜ|Åìã= oáÖÜí=`Üêáëíá~å=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=Åìãìä~íáîÉ=
 
Right Christian seats as share of seats held by all government parties. 

Üì|ÖêÅ~= dçîÉêåãÉåí=é~êíáÉë=äÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=`~íÜçäáÅ=

Üì|ÖêÅ~|Åìã= oáÖÜí=`~íÜçäáÅ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåíë=Åìãìä~íáîÉ=
 
Right Catholic seats as share of seats held by all government parties. 

mçäáíáÅ~ä=áåëíáíìíáçåë=

(Time-series: 1960-2000, n: 738, N: 19, N : 18, T : 39) 



The QoG Social Policy Dataset – Codebook 
 

184 
 

(Cross-section: 2000, N: 18) 
 
The following variables use Lijphart (1984) and Lijphart (1999) as a base for their coding. 

Üì|ÑÉÇÉê~ä= cÉÇÉê~äáëã=
(0) Not federal 
(1) Weak federalism 
(2) Strong federalism 

Üì|éêÉë= mêÉëáÇÉåíá~äáëã=
(0) Parliamentary system 
(1) President or collegial executive 

Üì|Éëí= bäÉÅíçê~ä=ëóëíÉã=íóéÉ=
(0) Proportional representation 
(1) Modified proportional representation 
(2) Single member, simple plurality systems 

Üì|ÄáÅ~ãÉê~ä= _áÅ~ãÉê~ä=ëóëíÉã=
(0) No second chamber or, second chamber with very weak powers 
(1) Weak bicameralism 
(2) Strong bicameralism 

Üì|ÑÑ= cêÉèìÉåí=êÉÑÉêÉåÇ~=
(0) None or infrequent referenda 
(1) Frequent referenda 

Üì|àê= gìÇáÅá~ä=êÉîáÉï=
(0) No judicial review 
(1) Judicial review 

fab^=EfåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=fåëíáíìíÉ=Ñçê=aÉãçÅê~Åó=~åÇ=bäÉÅíçê~ä=^ëëáëí~åÅÉF=
http://www.idea.int/vt/index.cfm 
 
The total number of registered voters (Registered Voters, RV) and voting age population 
(Voting Age Population, VAP) can both be used as indicators for electoral turnout. Data is 
only given for election years. 
 
Please note that we for the cross-sectional dataset for each country pick the observation of 
2002, and if 2002 is not available then 2003 is used, and if 2003 is not available then 2001 
is used and so forth. We do not include observations from elections held earlier than 1995 
in the cross-sectional dataset. 

áÇÉ~|é~êî~é= qìêåçìí=áå=m~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=bäÉÅíáçåë=Es^mF=

(Time-series: 1946-2008, n: 563, N: 40, N : 9, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 179) 
 

Kommentar [PO1]: Fundera 
på om det kan stå “for” eller “from” 
här istället.  
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Turnout in parliamentary elections measured as the total number of votes cast divided by 
the voting age population (VAP). 
 
Note: We have observed a dubious value of over 1000 percent. This concern the 
Democratic Republic of Congo in the cross-sectional version of our data. We have 
nevertheless chosen to leave the data as it is. 

áÇÉ~|é~êêî= qìêåçìí=áå=m~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=bäÉÅíáçåë=EosF=

(Time-series: 1946-2009 n: 552, N: 40, N : 9, T : 14) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 180) 
 
Turnout in parliamentary elections measured as the total number of votes cast divided by 
the number of registered voters (RV). 

áÇÉ~|éêÉëî~é= qìêåçìí=áå=mêÉëáÇÉåíá~ä=bäÉÅíáçåë=Es^mF=

(Time-series: 1946-2008, n: 104, N: 16, N : 2, T : 7) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 102) 
 
Turnout in presidential elections measured as the total number of votes cast divided by the 
voting age population (VAP). 
 
Note: We have observed a dubious value of nearly 1000 percent. This concerns the 
Democratic Republic of Congo in the cross-sectional version of our data. We have 
nevertheless chosen to leave the data as it is. 

áÇÉ~|éêÉëêî= qìêåçìí=áå=mêÉëáÇÉåíá~ä=bäÉÅíáçåë=EosF=

(Time-series: 1950-2009, n: 97, N: 16, N : 2, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2008 (varies by country), N: 102) 
 
Turnout in presidential elections measured as the total number of votes cast divided by the 
number of registered voters (RV). 

háã=C=cçêÇáåÖ=
http://heeminkimfsu.googlepages.com/datasetsandsolutionconceptsicreated 
(Kim & Fording 1998; 2002; 2003; 2008) 
 
The basis for Kim & Fording’s data is the analysis of political manifestos from the 
Comparative Manifesto Project (CMP, see e.g. Klingemann et al 2006). By combining the 
CMP data with data on election results and government composition, Kim & Fording have 
produced ideology scores on the left-right scale for parliaments and governments (as 
captured by parties’ vote shares). 
 
The first step is to compute the ideology score for each party in each election. Kim & 
Fording use 26 categories from the CMP data; 13 of the categories demonstrate pro-left 
tendencies in the manifestos analyzed and 13 demonstrate pro-right tendencies. (See Kim 
& Fording 2008, p. 3 for a list of these categories.) The score is computed by subtracting 
the number of rightist statements from the number of leftist statements, and then dividing 
by the total number of rightist and leftist statements. Thus: 
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∑ ∑
∑ ∑

+
=

statementsright   statementsleft 
statementsright  - statementsleft 

ideologyParty  

 
This results in a measure of party ideology ranging from -1 to 1, which is then transformed 
to take on a possible range of 0 to 100, where lower scores indicate right ideology, and 
higher scores left ideology. 

âÑ|ãîá= jÉÇá~å=îçíÉê=áÇÉçäçÖó=

(Time-series: 1946-2003, n: 1341, N: 26, N : 23, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 25) 
 
Median voter ideology on a 0 to 100 scale, where lower scores indicate right ideology and 
higher scores left ideology. 
 
To estimate the median ideological position within the electorate of each country at each 
election, Kim & Fording proceed in a series of three steps. First they obtain the ideology 
scores for each party in each election (see above) and place the parties on an ideological 
dimension by their scores. Second, they find an interval for each party where its supporters 
are located. This interval is found by calculating a midpoint between this party and the one 
immediately to the left of it and another midpoint between this party and the one 
immediately to the right of it. It is then assumed that those voting for this party fall into 
the interval between these two midpoints. Third, the percentage of the vote received by 
each party is used to transform the data into a grouped frequency distribution, estimating 
the median position by using the following formula: 
 
M = L + [(50 – C) / F] * W 
 
Where: 
M = Median voter position (ideological score). 
L = The lower end (ideological score) of the interval containing the median. 
C = The cumulative frequency (vote share) up to but not including the interval containing 
the median. 
F = The frequency (vote share) in the interval containing the median. 
W = The width of the interval containing the median. 
 
By using data on election dates, a monthly series of voter ideology scores was computed 
using linear interpolation. Finally, the yearly series of voter ideology scores is the average 
of the monthly scores each year. 

âÑ|éá= m~êäá~ãÉåí=áÇÉçäçÖó=

(Time-series: 1946-1998, n: 1159, N: 26, N : 22, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 1995-1998 (varies by country), N: 24) 
 
Parliament ideology on a 0 to 100 scale, where lower scores indicate right ideology and 
higher scores left ideology. 
 
For each election, parliament ideology is computed as a weighted average of the ideology 
of the parties in the parliament: 
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Seats)] Total / Seats(# *[Ideologyideology Parliament ii∑=  
 
Where: 
Ideologyi = the ideology of party i 
#Seatsi = the total number of parliamentary seats controlled by party i 
Total Seats = the total number of parliamentary seats. 
 
Based on the month of the election, Kim & Fording then interpolated the data across 
months within each country, and finally computed the average score for each year in each 
country. 
 
For the computation of party ideology, see above. 

âÑ|ÖáN= dçîÉêåãÉåí=áÇÉçäçÖó=N=

(Time-series: 1946-2002, n: 1166, N: 26, N : 20, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2002 (varies by country), N: 23) 

âÑ|ÖáO= dçîÉêåãÉåí=áÇÉçäçÖó=O=

(Time-series: 1946-2002, n: 1230, N: 26, N : 22, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2002 (varies by country), N: 25) 

âÑ|ÖáP= dçîÉêåãÉåí=áÇÉçäçÖó=P=

(Time-series: 1946-2002, n: 1230, N: 26, N : 22, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2002 (varies by country), N: 25) 
 
Government ideology on a 0 to 100 scale, where lower scores indicate right ideology and 
higher scores left ideology. 
 
The variable comes in three versions that differ in how they handle those cases in which 
there is no CMP data for one or more of the parties that were part of the government. 
One type of missing data is treated in the same way in all three versions: In those cases 
where a party never appears in the manifesto data, Kim & Fording estimated the missing 
scores by assuming that the ideology of these ministers were equal to the average ideology 
of all ministers for which they were able to observe ideology scores within that 
government. (Most of these missing values originate from non-partisan ministers.) 
 
Another type of missing data is when a party’s ideology was not coded for the most recent 
election, but they were coded for other elections in the CMP data. In these cases Kim & 
Fording used two different strategies. The first, resulting in the kf_gi2 variable, was to use 
the most recent (past) party score to estimate the missing scores. In case there was no data 
from earlier elections, Kim & Fording instead used the most proximate future score. The 
other strategy, resulting in the kf_gi3 variable, was to use the average party ideology score 
across all elections for which the party’s ideology was observed across the entire CMP 
dataset. 
 
Note: in a few cases Kim & Fording report data for several governments for the same year 
in the same country. In these cases we have only kept the data of the last government of 
that year. 
 
The variable is a weighted average of the ideology of the parties in government: 
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Posts)] Total / Posts(#*[Ideologyideology Government ii∑=  

 
Where: 
Ideologyi = the ideology of party i 
#Postsi = the total number of cabinet posts controlled by party i 
Total Posts = the total number of cabinet posts 
 
For the computation of party ideology, see above. 

mÉêëëçå=C=q~ÄÉääáåá=
http://www.igier.uni-bocconi.it/whos.php?vedi=1169&tbn=albero&id_folder=177 
(Persson & Tabellini 2003) 
 
Persson and Tabellini only include countries of democratic rule in their sample. To be 
included in the cross-section, an average of the Freedom House indexes for civil liberties 
and political rights (fh_cl and fh_pr) lower than an average of 5 for the 1990-1998 period 
is required. For the 1960-1998 panel data, Persson and Tabellini include country-years that 
obtain a score greater than zero on the Polity democracy indicator (p_polity2) (For details, 
see Persson and Tabellini 2003, 74-77.)  

éí|ÑÉÇÉê~ä= cÉÇÉê~ä=mçäáíáÅ~ä=píêìÅíìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1960-1998, n: 1060, N: 29, N : 60, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 60) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if the country has a federal political structure and 0 otherwise. 

éí|ã~Öå= fåîÉêëÉ=çÑ=aáëíêáÅí=j~ÖåáíìÇÉ=
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 84) 
 
Inverse of district magnitude, defined as districts (the number of electoral districts in a 
country, including the number of primary as well as secondary and tertiary districts if 
applicable) over the number of seats (pt_seats). 

éí|ã~à= j~àçêáí~êá~å=bäÉÅíçê~ä=póëíÉãë=

(Time-series: 1960-1998, n: 2179, N: 61, N : 56, T : 36) 
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 60) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 if the lower house is selected under plurality rule, 0 otherwise. Only 
legislative elections (lower house) are considered.  

éí|éáåÇ= _~ääçí=píêìÅíìêÉ=N=
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 85) 
 
Continuous measure of the ballot structure defined as the proportion of legislators elected 
by plurality rule via a vote on individuals (as opposed to party lists). Computed as 1 – 
list/pt_seats, where list is the number of lower-house legislators elected through party list 
systems. 
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éí|éáåÇç= _~ääçí=píêìÅíìêÉ=O=
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 85) 
 
Continuous measure of the ballot structure defined as the proportion of legislators in the 
lower house elected individually or on open lists. Computed as 1 – list/pt_seats*clist, 
where list is the number of lower-house legislators elected through party list systems and 
clist is a dummy variable for closed party lists. 

éí|éêÉë= cçêãë=çÑ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1960-1998, n: 1092, N: 29, N : 38, T : 38) 
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 60) 
 
Dummy variable, 1 for presidential regimes and 0 otherwise. Only regimes in which the 
confidence of the assembly is not necessary for the executive to stay in power (even if an 
elected president is not the chief executive, or if there is no elected president) are included 
among presidential regimes. Most semi-presidential and premier-presidential systems are 
classified as parliamentary. 

éí|ëÇã= tÉáÖÜíÉÇ=fåîÉêëÉ=aáëíêáÅí=j~ÖåáíìÇÉ=
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 77) 
 
Inverse of district magnitude, where the weight on each district is the share of legislators 
running in districts of that size. 

éí|ëÉ~íë= kìãÄÉê=çÑ=pÉ~íë=
(Cross-section: 1990-1998 (average values over the nine-year period), N: 85) 
 
The number of seats in lower or single chambers for the last legislature of each country. It 
is also related to the number of districts in which primary elections are held. 

pï~åâ=Ó=`çãé~ê~íáîÉ=m~êíáÉë=a~í~=pÉí=

(Time-series: 1950-2002, n: 1037, N: 22, N : 20, T : 47) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 21) 
http://www.marquette.edu/polisci/Swank.htm 
(Swank 2008a, b) 
 
Swank’s classification of parties for the most part corresponds with those of Castles & 
Mair (1984). See Swank (2008b) for exceptions. 

ëï|Éó= bäÉÅíáçå=óÉ~ê=
Dummy variable coded 1 for years in which lower house elections occurred, and 0 
otherwise. For the United States, both congressional and presidential election years are 
coded as 1, and for the French Fifth Republic both presidential and national assembly 
elections are coded as 1. 
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bäÉÅíáçå=êÉëìäíë=

ëï|îä= sçíÉëW=äÉÑí=
Left party votes as a percentage of total votes. 

ëï|îê= sçíÉëW=êáÖÜí=
Right party votes as a percentage of total votes. 

ëï|îÅÇ= sçíÉëW=`Üêáëíá~å=ÇÉãçÅê~íáÅ=
Total Christian democratic party votes as a percentage of total votes. 

ëï|îÅÅÇ= sçíÉëW=ÅÉåíêáëí=`Üêáëíá~å=ÇÉãçÅê~íáÅ=
Centrist Christian democratic party votes as a percentage of total votes. 

ëï|îÅÉ= sçíÉëW=`ÉåíÉê=
Center party votes as a percentage of total votes. 

ëï|îêïé= sçíÉëW=oáÖÜíJïáåÖ=éçéìäáëí=
Percentage of national vote for right-wing populist parties in elections to lower chamber. 

ëï|îää= sçíÉëW=iÉÑíJäáÄÉêí~êá~å=îçíÉë=
Percentage of national vote for left-libertarian parties in elections to lower chamber. 

iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íë=

ëï|ää= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=äÉÑí=
Left party legislative seats as a percentage of all legislative seats. (For the United States, 
non-southern Democratic seats are reported as left seats.) 

ëï|äê= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=êáÖÜí=
Right party legislative seats as a percentage of all legislative seats. 

ëï|äÅÇ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=`Üêáëíá~å=ÇÉãçÅê~íáÅ=
Total Christian democratic party legislative seats as a percentage of all legislative seats. 

ëï|äÅÅÇ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíêáëí=`Üêáëíá~å=ÇÉãçÅê~íáÅ=
Centrist Christian democratic party legislative seats as a percentage of all legislative seats. 

ëï|äÅÉ= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=ÅÉåíÉê=
Center party legislative seats as a percentage of all legislative seats. 

ëï|äêïé= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=oáÖÜíJïáåÖ=éçéìäáëí=
Percentage of seats in lower chamber of national parliament held by right-wing populist 
parties. 

ëï|äää= iÉÖáëä~íáîÉ=ëÉ~íëW=iÉÑíJäáÄÉêí~êá~å=
Percentage of seats in lower chamber of national parliament held by left-libertarian parties. 
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`~ÄáåÉíë=

ëï|Åä= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=äÉÑí=
Left party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of all cabinet portfolios. 

ëï|Åê= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=êáÖÜí=
Right party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of all cabinet portfolios. 

ëï|ÅÅÇ= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=`Üêáëíá~å=ÇÉãçÅê~íáÅ=
Total Christian democratic party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of all cabinet 
portfolios. 

ëï|ÅÅÅÇ= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=ÅÉåíêáëí=`Üêáëíá~å=ÇÉãçÅê~íáÅ=
Centrist Christian democratic party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of all cabinet 
portfolios. 

ëï|ÅÅÉ= `~ÄáåÉí=éçêíÑçäáçëW=ÅÉåíÉê=
Center party cabinet portfolios as a percentage of all cabinet portfolios. 

qëÉÄÉäáë=
http://sitemaker.umich.edu/tsebelis/veto_players_data 
(Tsebelis 1999; 2008) 

íë|ãÖ= jáåçêáíó=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 999, N: 21, N : 18, T : 48) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 20) 
 
Varies between 0 and 1. If there are two (or more) different governments the same year, 
the value is a weighted average of the two (hence the variable will sometimes be a decimal 
value). 

íë|ãïÅ= jáåáãìã=ïáååáåÖ=Åç~äáíáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 999, N: 21, N : 18, T : 48) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 20) 
 
Single party or multiple party minimum winning coalition. Varies between 0 and 1. If there 
are two (or more) different governments the same year, the value is a weighted average of 
the two (hence the variable will sometimes be a decimal value). 

íë|çÖ= lîÉêëáòÉÇ=ÖçîÉêåãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 999, N: 21, N : 18, T : 48) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 20) 
 
Government larger than minimum winning coalition.Varies between 0 and 1. If there are 
two (or more) different governments the same year, the value is a weighted average of the 
two (hence the variable will sometimes be a decimal value). 
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íë|îé= sÉíç=éä~óÉêë=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 1018, N: 22, N : 19, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 21) 
 
A veto player is an individual or collective actor whose agreement is necessary for a change 
of the status quo. In a parliamentary system, veto players are the parties in government as 
well as other actors endowed with veto powers. 
 
The only possible veto players other than government parties are the upper house and the 
head of state. However, these will only count as veto players under special circumstances. 
In the case of the upper house, it must have the power to veto legislation and be controlled 
by other parties than the government. In the case of the head of state, it must have veto 
power and not share the same political preferences as the parties in government. 
 
Tsebelis does not count parties outside government as veto players, even if the 
government is a minority government. He argues that they “are equipped with significant 
positional and institutional weapons that enable them (most of the time) to impose their 
will on parliament, just as majority governments do.” (Tsebelis 1999: 594) 

`~ÄáåÉí=áÇÉçäçÖó=
The following variables were constructed by Tsebelis through combining data from expert 
rankings of the ideology of parties with data on government participation. For the years 
when there is no new government, Tsebelis uses interpolation based on the value of the 
last new government and the next new government. 

íë|ÅáÅã= `~ÄáåÉí=áÇÉçäçÖóI=`~ëíäÉë=~åÇ=j~áê=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 775, N: 17, N : 14, T : 46) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 15) 
 
A left-right scale from 0-10, where higher values indicate governments more to the right. 
The variable is based on Castles & Mair’s (1995) expert survey.  

íë|ÅáÜá= `~ÄáåÉí=áÇÉçäçÖóI=eìÄÉê=~åÇ=fåÖäÉÜ~êí=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 839, N: 20 N : 15, T : 42) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 17) 
 
A left-right scale from 1-10, where higher values indicate governments more to the right. 
The variable is based on Huber & Inglehart’s (1995) expert survey. 
 
Note: There are some dubious figures in the data. This concerns Belgium 1978 and the 
Netherlands 1960-1964, 1968-1972, 1978-1981 and 1983-1989. In these cases the value is 
over 10, which shouldn’t be possible. 

íë|ÅáäÜN= `~ÄáåÉí=áÇÉçäçÖóI=i~îÉê=~åÇ=eìåí=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 947, N: 21, N : 17, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 19) 
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The scale is from 1-20, where 1 means “promote raising taxes to increase public service” 
and 20 means “promote cutting public services to cut taxes”. The variable is based on 
Laver & Hunt’s (1993) expert survey.  
 
Note: There is a dubious value in the data. Denmark 1993 has the value of 0, which 
shouldn’t be possible. 

íë|ÅáäÜO= `~ÄáåÉí=áÇÉçäçÖóI=i~îÉê=~åÇ=eìåí=

(Time-series: 1946-2000, n: 947, N: 21, N : 17, T : 45) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2000 (varies by country), N: 19) 
 
The scale is from 1-20, where 1 means “promote development of friendly relations with 
Soviet Union” and 20 means “oppose development of friendly relations with Soviet 
Union”. The variable is based on Laver & Hunt’s (1993) expert survey.  
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nì~äáíó=çÑ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=

In this section we include data on the core areas of the quality of government 
compound, such as corruption, bureaucratic quality, political and civil rights and 
democracy. 

_ìÉåç=ÇÉ=jÉëèìáí~I=pãáíÜI=páîÉêëçå=C=jçêêçï=
http://www.nyu.edu/gsas/dept/politics/data/bdm2s2/Logic.htm  
(Bueno de Mesquita et al 2003) 

ÄÇã|ë= pÉäÉÅíçê~íÉ=páòÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-1999, n: 7247, N: 196, N : 134, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 1999, N: 182) 
 
Selectorate is defined as the set of people whose endowments include the qualities or 
characteristics institutionally required to choose the government’s leadership and necessary 
for gaining access to private benefits doled out by the government’s leadership. This 
variable is measured through the breadth of the selectiveness of the members of each 
country’s legislature. A code of 0 means that there is no legislature, 0.5 that the legislature 
is chosen by heredity or ascription or is simply chosen by the effective executive, and 1 
that the members of the legislature are directly or indirectly selected by popular election. 
 
Original source is Banks (1996). 

ÄÇã|ï= táååáåÖ=`ç~äáíáçå=páòÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-1999, n: 9643, N: 199, N : 179, T : 48) 
(Cross-section: 1999, N: 187) 
 
The winning coalition is defined as a subset of the selectorate of sufficient size such that 
the subset’s support endows the leadership with political power over the remainder of the 
selectorate as well as over the disenfranchised members of the society. This variable is 
measured as a composite index based on whether the regime is civil or military, the 
openness and competition of executive recruitment, and the competitiveness of 
participation. The index varies from 0 (smallest) to 1 (largest winning coalition) 
 
Original sources are Banks (1996) and Polity IV (Marshall and Jaggers 2002). 

ÄÇã|ï|ë= táååáåÖ=`ç~äáíáçå=páòÉ=oÉä~íáîÉ=íç=pÉäÉÅíçê~íÉ=páòÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-1999, n: 7247, N: 196, N : 134, T : 37) 
(Cross-section: 1999, N: 182) 
 
The Winning Coalition size relative to Selectorate size. W/S is transformed to avoid 
division by zero: bdm_w/(log((bdm_s+1)*10)/3). 
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`ÜÉáÄìÄ=C=d~åÇÜá=

(Time-series: 1946-2002, n: 1909, N: 40, N : 33, T : 48) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 189) 
http://ksghome.harvard.edu/~pnorris/Data/Data.htm  
(Cheibub and Gandhi 2004) 

ÅÜÖ~|êÉÖáãÉ= qóéÉ=çÑ=oÉÖáãÉ=
Coded 0 if democracy; 1 if dictatorship. A regime is considered a dictatorship if the chief 
executive is not elected, the legislature is not elected, there is no more than one party, or 
there has been no alternation in power (Przeworski et al. 2000). Transition years are coded 
as the regime that emerges in that year. 

`áåÖê~åÉääá=C=oáÅÜ~êÇë=J=eìã~å=oáÖÜíë=a~í~ëÉí=

(Time-series: 1981-2004, n: 847, N: 40, N : 35, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
http://www.humanrightsdata.org (Dataset version: 2005.10.12) 

Åáêá|~ëëå= cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=^ëëÉãÄäó=~åÇ=^ëëçÅá~íáçå=
Citizens’ rights to freedom of assembly and association are: 
(0) Severely restricted or denied completely to all citizens 
(1) Limited for all citizens or severely restricted or denied for selected groups 
(2) Virtually unrestricted and freely enjoyed by practically all citizens 

Åáêá|Çáë~é= aáë~ééÉ~ê~åÅÉ=
 
Disappearances: 
(0) Have occurred frequently 
(1) Have occurred occasionally 
(2) Have not occurred 

Åáêá|Éãéáåñ= bãéçïÉêãÉåí=oáÖÜíë=fåÇÉñ=

(Time-series: 1981-2004, n: 840, N: 40, N : 35, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
This is an additive index constructed from the Freedom of Movement, Freedom of 
Speech, Worker’s Rights, Political Participation, and Freedom of Religion indicators. It 
ranges from 0 (no government respect for these five rights) to 10 (full government respect 
for these five rights). (Details on its construction and use can be found in Richards et al 
2001).  

Åáêá|âáää= bñíê~àìÇáÅá~ä=háääáåÖ=
Political or extrajudicial killings are: 
(0) Practiced frequently 
(1) Practiced occasionally 
(2) Have not occurred 
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Åáêá|ãçîÉ= cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=jçîÉãÉåí=
Domestic and foreign travel is: 
(0) Restricted 
(1) Generally unrestricted 

Åáêá|éÜóëáåí= mÜóëáÅ~ä=fåíÉÖêáíó=oáÖÜíë=fåÇÉñ=
This is an additive index constructed from the Torture (ciri_tort), Extrajudicial Killing 
(ciri_kill), Political Imprisonment (ciri_polpris), and Disappearance indicators (ciri_disap). 
It ranges from 0 (no government respect for these four rights) to 8 (full government 
respect for these four rights). (Details on its construction and use can be found in 
Cingranelli and Richards 1999).  

Åáêá|éçäé~ê= mçäáíáÅ~ä=m~êíáÅáé~íáçå=
Political Participation is: 
(0) Very limited 
(1) Moderately free and open 
(2) Very free and open 

Åáêá|éçäéêáë= mçäáíáÅ~ä=fãéêáëçåãÉåí=
Are there any people imprisoned because of their political, religious, or other beliefs? 
(0) Yes and many 
(1) Yes, but few 
(2) None 

Åáêá|êÉäÑêÉ= cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=oÉäáÖáçå=
Are there restrictions on some religious practices by the government? 
(0) Yes 
(1) No 

Åáêá|ëéÉÉÅÜ= cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=péÉÉÅÜ=
Government censorship and/or ownership of the media (including radio, TV, Internet, 
and domestic news agencies) is: 
(0) Complete 
(1) Some 
(2) None 

Åáêá|íçêí= qçêíìêÉ=
Torture is: 
(0) Practiced frequently 
(1) Practiced occasionally 
(2) Not practiced 

Åáêá|ïÉÅçå= tçãÉåDë=bÅçåçãáÅ=oáÖÜíë=

(Time-series: 1981-2004, n: 843, N: 40, N : 35, T : 21) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
In measuring women’s economic rights we are primarily interested in two things: one, the 
extensiveness of flaws pertaining to women’s economic rights; and two, government practices 
towards women or how effectively the government enforces the laws. 
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Regarding the economic equality of women: 
(0) There are no economic rights for women under law and systematic discrimination 
based on sex may be built into the law. The government tolerates a high level of 
discrimination against women. 
(1) There are some economic rights for women under law. However, in practice, the 
government DOES NOT enforce the laws effectively or enforcement of laws is weak. The 
government tolerates a moderate level of discrimination against women. 
(2) There are some economic rights for women under law. In practice, the 
government DOES enforce these laws effectively. However, the government still tolerates 
a low level of discrimination against women. 
(3) All or nearly all of women’s economic rights are guaranteed by law. In practice, the 
government fully and vigorously enforces these laws. The government tolerates none or 
almost no discrimination against women. 

Åáêá|ïçéçä= tçãÉåDë=mçäáíáÅ~ä=oáÖÜíë=
Regarding the political equality of women: 
(0) None of women’s political rights are guaranteed by law. There are laws that 
completely restrict the participation of women in the political process. 
(1) Political equality is guaranteed by law. However, there are significant limitations in 
practice. Women hold less than five percent of seats in the national legislature and in other 
high-ranking government positions. 
(2) Political equality is guaranteed by law. Women hold more than five percent but less 
than thirty percent of seats in the national legislature and/or in other high-ranking 
government positions. 
(3) Political equality is guaranteed by law and in practice. Women hold more than thirty 
percent of seats in the national legislature and/or in other high-ranking government 
positions. 

Åáêá|ïçêâÉê= tçêâÉêë=oáÖÜíë=
Workers’ rights are: 
(0) Severely restricted 
(1) Somewhat restricted 
(2) Fully protected 

Åáêá|ïçëçÅ= tçãÉåDë=pçÅá~ä=oáÖÜíë=

(Time-series: 1981-2004, n: 813, N: 40, N : 34, T : 20) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2004 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
In measuring women’s social rights we are primarily interested in two things: one, the 
extensiveness of laws pertaining to women’s social rights; and two, government practices 
towards women or how effectively the government enforces the law. 
 
Regarding the social equality of women: 
(0) There are no social rights for women under law and systematic discrimination 
based on sex may be built into the law. The government tolerates a high level of 
discrimination against women. 
(1) There are some social rights for women under law. However, in practice, the 
government DOES NOT enforce the laws effectively or enforcement of laws is weak. The 
government tolerates a moderate level of discrimination against women. 
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(2) There are some social rights for women under law. In practice, the government 
DOES enforce these laws effectively. However, the government still tolerates a low level of 
discrimination against women. 
(3) All or nearly all of women’s social rights are guaranteed by law. In practice, the 
government fully and vigorously enforces these laws. The government tolerates none or 
almost no discrimination against women. 

aà~åâçîI=i~=mçêí~I=iμéÉòJÇÉJpáä~åÉë=C=pÜäÉáÑÉê=Ó=oÉÖìä~íáçå=çÑ=båíêó=
(Cross-Section: 1999, N: 84) 
http://post.economics.harvard.edu/faculty/shleifer/Data/registration_new.dta 
(Djankov et al 2002) 

Çääë|éêçÅ= kìãÄÉê=çÑ=mêçÅÉÇìêÉë=
The number of different procedures that a start-up firm has to comply with in order to 
obtain a legal status, i.e. to start operating as a legal entity. 

Çääë|íáãÉ= qáãÉ=
The time it takes to obtain legal status to operate a firm, in business days. A week has five 
business days and a month has twenty-two. 

Çääë|Åçëí= `çëí=
(Cross-Section: 1999, N: 83) 
 
The cost to obtain legal status to operate a firm as a share of per capita GDP in 1999. 
Includes all identifiable official expenses (fees, costs of procedures and forms, 
photocopies, fiscal stamps, legal and notary charges, etc). The company is assumed to have 
a start-up capital of ten times per capita GDP in 1999. 

aà~åâçîI=i~=mçêí~I=iμéÉòJÇÉJpáä~åÉë=C=pÜäÉáÑÉê=Ó=`çìêíë=
(Cross-Section: the year varies, N: 101) 
http://post.economics.harvard.edu/faculty/shleifer/Data/courts_dataset_july06.xls 
(Djankov et al 2003) 

ÇääëN|ÑáÉ= cçêã~äáëã=fåÇÉñ=EbîáÅíáçåF=

ÇääëN|ÑáÅ= cçêã~äáëã=fåÇÉñ=E`ÜÉÅâF=
The index measures substantive and procedural statutory intervention in two forms of 
judicial cases at lower-level civil trial courts: the eviction of a residential tenant for 
nonpayment of rent, and the collection of a check returned for nonpayment. The index is 
formed by adding up separate indexes measuring: (1) whether the resolution of the case 
relies on the work of professional judges and attorneys, as opposed to other types of 
adjudicators and lay people; (2) the number of stages carried out mostly in written (as 
opposed to oral) form over the total number of applicable stages; (3) the level of legal 
justification (use of legal language) required in the process, (4) the level of statutory control 
or intervention of the administration, admissibility, evaluation, and recording of evidence; 
(5) the level of control or intervention of the appellate (superior) court’s review of the 
first-instance judgment; (6) the formalities required to engage someone in the procedure or 
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to hold him/her accountable of the judgment; and (7) the normalized number of 
independent procedural actions, i.e. steps of the procedure, mandated by law or court 
regulation, that demand interaction between the parties or between them and the judge or 
court officer. The index ranges from 0 to 7, where 7 means a higher level of control or 
intervention in the judicial process. 

ÇääëN|íÇÉ= qçí~ä=aìê~íáçå=EbîáÅíáçåF=

ÇääëN|íÇÅ= qçí~ä=aìê~íáçå=E`ÜÉÅâF=
The total estimated duration in calendar days of the procedure under the factual and 
procedural assumptions provided. The index equals the estimated duration, in calendar 
days, between the moment the plaintiff files the complaint until the moment the landlord 
repossesses the property (for the eviction case) or the creditor obtains payment (for the 
check collection case). 

bÅçåçãáëí=fåíÉääáÖÉåÅÉ=råáí=Ó=fåÇÉñ=çÑ=aÉãçÅê~Åó=
(Cross-section: 2006, N: 164) 
http://www.economist.com/media/pdf/DEMOCRACY_INDEX_2007_v3.pdf 
(Kekic 2007) 

Éáì|áçÇ= fåÇÉñ=çÑ=aÉãçÅê~Åó=
The index of democracy is based on the ratings of 60 indicators grouped into the following 
five categories. Each category has a rating on a 0 to 10 scale, and the overall index of 
democracy is the simple average of these variables: 

Éáì|Åä= `áîáä=iáÄÉêíáÉë=
Civil liberties include freedom of speech, expression and the press; freedom of religion; 
freedom of assembly and association; and the right to due judicial process.  

Éáì|ÇéÅ= aÉãçÅê~íáÅ=mçäáíáÅ~ä=`ìäíìêÉ=
The Democratic Political Culture index measures the extent to which there is a societal 
consensus supporting democratic principles. 

Éáì|Ééé= bäÉÅíçê~ä=mêçÅÉëë=~åÇ=mäìê~äáëã=
This category is based on indicators relating to the condition of having free and fair 
competitive elections, and satisfying related aspects of political freedom. 

Éáì|ÑçÖ= cìåÅíáçåáåÖ=çÑ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=
The Functioning of Government category is based on indicators relating to e.g. the extent 
to which control over government is exercised by elected representatives, the capabilities 
of the civil service to implement government policies, and the pervasiveness of corruption. 

Éáì|éé= mçäáíáÅ~ä=m~êíáÅáé~íáçå=
The Political Participation index measures among other things the adult literacy rate, the 
amount of women in parliament, and the extent to which citizens freely choose to elect 
representatives and join political parties. 
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cêÉÉÇçã=eçìëÉ=
http://www.freedomhouse.org  

cêÉÉÇçã=áå=íÜÉ=tçêäÇ=

(Time-series: 1972-2006, n: 1214, N: 40, N : 35, T : 30) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 194) 
 
Note: The 1982 edition of Freedom in the World covers the period Jan 1981- Aug 1982 
(=1981 in our dataset). The 1983-84 edition covers the period Aug 1982 – Nov 1983 
(=1983 in our dataset). This leaves 1982 empty.  
 
For 1972, South Africa was in the original data rated as “White” (fh_cl: 3, fh_pr: 2, 
fh_status: Free) and “Black” (fh_cl: 6, fh_pr: 5, fh_status: Not Free). We treat South 
Africa 1972 as missing. 

ÑÜ|Åä= `áîáä=iáÄÉêíáÉë=
Civil liberties allow for the freedoms of expression and belief, associational and 
organizational rights, rule of law, and personal autonomy without interference from the 
state. The more specific list of rights considered vary over the years. For the year 2006 
Freedom House has published the scores for the sub-categories (see below). Countries are 
graded between 1 (most free) and 7 (least free). 

ÑÜ|éê= mçäáíáÅ~ä=oáÖÜíë=
Political rights enable people to participate freely in the political process, including the 
right to vote freely for distinct alternatives in legitimate elections, compete for public 
office, join political parties and organizations, and elect representatives who have a decisive 
impact on public policies and are accountable to the electorate. The specific list of rights 
considered varies over the years. For the year 2006 Freedom House has published the 
scores for the sub-categories (see below). Countries are graded between 1 (most free) and 
7 (least free). 

ÑÜ|ëí~íìë= pí~íìë=
(1) Free 
(2) Partly Free 
(3) Not Free 
 
Until 2003, countries whose combined average ratings for Political Rights and Civil 
Liberties fell between 1.0 and 2.5 were designated “Free”; between 3.0 and 5.5 “Partly 
Free”, and between 5.5 and 7.0 “Not Free”. Since then, countries whose ratings average 
1.0 to 2.5 are considered “Free”, 3.0 to 5.0 “Partly Free”, and 5.5 to 7.0 “Not Free”. 

cêÉÉÇçã=áå=íÜÉ=tçêäÇ=pìÄJ`~íÉÖçêáÉëW=`áîáä=iáÄÉêíáÉë=
(Cross-section: 2005-2006 (varies by country), N: 194) 

ÑÜ|ÑÉÄ= cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=bñéêÉëëáçå=~åÇ=_ÉäáÉÑ=
The variable measures the freedom and independence of the media and other cultural 
expressions; the freedom of religious groups to practice their faith and express themselves; 
the academic freedom and freedom from extensive political indoctrination in the 
educational system; and the ability of the people to engage in private (political) discussions 
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without fear of harassment or arrest by the authorities. Countries are graded between 0 
(worst) and 16 (best). 

ÑÜ|~çê= ^ëëçÅá~íáçå~ä=~åÇ=lêÖ~åáò~íáçå~ä=oáÖÜíë=
The variable evaluates the freedom of assembly, demonstrations and open public 
discussion; the freedom for nongovernmental organizations; and the freedom for trade 
unions, peasant organizations and other professional and private organizations. Countries 
are graded between 0 (worst) and 12 (best). 

ÑÜ|êçä= oìäÉ=çÑ=i~ï=
The variable measures the independence of the judiciary; the extent to which rule of law 
prevails in civil and criminal matters; the existence of direct civil control over the police; 
the protection from political terror, unjustified imprisonment, exile and torture; absence of 
war and insurgencies; and the extent to which laws, policies and practices guarantee equal 
treatment of various segments of the population. Countries are graded between 0 (worst) 
and 16 (best). 

ÑÜ|é~áê= mÉêëçå~ä=^ìíçåçãó=~åÇ=fåÇáîáÇì~ä=oáÖÜíë=
The variable evaluates the extent of state control over travel, choice of residence, 
employment or institutions of higher education; the right of citizens to own property and 
establish private businesses; private businesses’ freedom from undue influence by 
government officials, security forces, political parties or organized crime; gender equality, 
freedom of choice of marriage partners and size of family; equality of opportunity and 
absence of economic exploitation. Countries are graded between 0 (worst) and 16 (best). 

cêÉÉÇçã=áå=íÜÉ=tçêäÇ=pìÄJ`~íÉÖçêáÉëW=mçäáíáÅ~ä=oáÖÜíë=
(Cross-section: 2005-2006 (varies by country), N: 194) 

ÑÜ|Éé= bäÉÅíçê~ä=mêçÅÉëë=
The variable measures the extent to which the national legislative representatives and the 
national chief authority are elected through free and fair elections. Countries are graded 
between 0 (worst) and 12 (best). 

ÑÜ|ééé= mçäáíáÅ~ä=mäìê~äáëã=~åÇ=m~êíáÅáé~íáçå=
This variable encompasses an examination of the right of the people to freely organize in 
political parties; the existence of an opposition with a realistic possibility to increase its 
support; the ability of the people to make political choices free from domination by the 
military, totalitarian parties or other powerful groups; and the existence of full political 
rights for all minorities. Countries are graded between 0 (worst) and 16 (best). 

ÑÜ|ÑçÖ= cìåÅíáçåáåÖ=çÑ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=
The variable examines the extent to which the freely elected head of government and 
national legislative representatives determine the policies of the government; if the 
government is free from pervasive corruption; and if the government is accountable to the 
electorate between elections and operates with openness and transparency. Countries are 
graded between 0 (worst) and 12 (best). 
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cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=íÜÉ=mêÉëë=

ÑÜ|éêÉëë= cêÉÉÇçã=çÑ=íÜÉ=éêÉëë=

(Time-series: 1994-2006, n: 507, N: 39, N : 39, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
All states, from the most democratic to the most authoritarian, are through the UN system 
(Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights) committed to universality of 
information freedom – a basic human right. Freedom House recognizes that cultural 
distinctions or economic underdevelopment may limit the volume of news flows within a 
country, but these and other arguments are not acceptable explanations for outright 
centralized control of the content of news and information. Some poor countries allow for 
the exchange of diverse views, while some developed countries restrict content diversity. 
Freedom House seeks to recognize press freedom wherever it exists, in poor and rich 
countries as well as in countries of various ethnic, religious, and cultural backgrounds. The 
press freedom index is computed by adding four (three) component ratings: Laws and 
regulations, Political pressures and controls, Economic Influences, and Repressive actions 
(the latter is since 2004 not assessed as a separate component, see below). The scale ranges 
from 0 (most free) to 100 (least free).  

ÑÜ|ä~ï= i~ïë=~åÇ=êÉÖìä~íáçåë=íÜ~í=áåÑäìÉåÅÉ=ãÉÇá~=ÅçåíÉåí=

(Time-series: 1994-2006, n: 507, N: 39, N : 39, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
The variable encompasses an examination of both the laws and regulations that could 
influence media content and the government’s inclination to use these laws and legal 
institutions to restrict the media’s ability to operate. Freedom House assesses the positive 
impact of legal and constitutional guarantees for freedom of expression; the potentially 
negative aspects of security legislation, the penal code, and other criminal statutes; 
penalties for libel and defamation; the existence of and ability to use freedom of 
information legislation; the independence of the judiciary and of official media regulatory 
bodies; registration requirements for both media outlets and journalists; and the ability of 
journalists’ groups to operate freely. In 1994-1996 the scale varied from 0-20, in 1997-2006 
from 0-30. 0 indicates most freedom. 

ÑÜ|éçä= mçäáíáÅ~ä=éêÉëëìêÉë=~åÇ=Åçåíêçäë=çå=ãÉÇá~=ÅçåíÉåí=

(Time-series: 1994-2006, n: 507, N: 39, N : 39, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
The variable evaluates the degree of political control over the content of news media. 
Issues examined include the editorial independence of both state-owned and privately 
owned media; access to information and sources; official censorship and self-censorship; 
the vibrancy of the media; the ability of both foreign and local reporters to cover the news 
freely and without harassment; and the intimidation of journalists by the state or other 
actors, including arbitrary detention and imprisonment, violent assaults, and other threats. 
In 1994-1996 the scale varied from 0-20, in 1997-2001 from 0-30, and in 2002-2006 from 
0-40. 0 indicates most freedom. 

ÑÜ|ÉÅçå= bÅçåçãáÅ=áåÑäìÉåÅÉë=çîÉê=ãÉÇá~=ÅçåíÉåí=

(Time-series: 1994-2006, n: 507, N: 39, N : 39, T : 13) 
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(Cross-section: 2002-2003 (varies by country), N: 192) 
 
The third sub-category examines the economic environment for the media. This includes 
the structure of media ownership; transparency and concentration of ownership; the costs 
of establishing media as well as of production and distribution; the selective withholding of 
advertising or subsidies by the state or other actors; the impact of corruption and bribery 
on content; and the extent to which the economic situation in a country impacts the 
development of the media. In 1994-1996 the scale varied from 0-20, in 1997-2006 from 0-
30. 0 indicates most freedom. 

ÑÜ|êÉéêÉë= oÉéêÉëëáîÉ=~Åíáçåë=

(Time-series: 1994-2001, n: 312, N: 39, N : 39, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2001 (varies by country), N: 186) 
 
This variable reflects actual press-freedom violations (killing of journalists, physical 
violence against journalists or facilities, censorship, self-censorship, harassment, 
expulsions, etc). In 1994-1996 the scale varied from 0-40, in 1997-2001 from 0-10. Since 
2002 Freedom House includes such violations within the respective fh_pol and fh_econ 
categories as cases of actual political or economic pressures on the content of information. 
0 indicates most freedom. 
 

cêÉÉÇçã=eçìëÉLmçäáíó=

ÑÜ|éçäáíóO= aÉãçÅê~Åó=EcêÉÉÇçã=eçìëÉLmçäáíóF=

(Time-series: 1972-2007, n: 1148, N: 37, N : 32, T : 31) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2005 (varies by country), N: 160) 

ÑÜ|áéçäáíóO= aÉãçÅê~Åó=EcêÉÉÇçã=eçìëÉLfãéìíÉÇ=mçäáíóF=

(Time-series: 1972-2008, n: 1292, N: 40, N : 35, T : 32) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 194) 
 
Scale ranges from 0-10 where 0 is least democratic and 10 most democratic. The average 
of Freedom House (fh_pr and fh_cl) is transformed to a scale 0-10 and Polity (p_polity2) 
is transformed to a scale 0-10. These variables are averaged into fh_polity2. The imputed 
version has imputed values for countries where data on Polity is missing by regressing 
Polity on the average Freedom House measure. Hadenius & Teorell (2005) show that this 
average index performs better both in terms of validity and reliability than its constituent 
parts.  

dáÄåÉó=C=a~äíçå=
http://www.politicalterrorscale.org 
(Gibney et al 2009; Gibney and Dalton 1996) 

ÖÇ|éíë~= mçäáíáÅ~ä=qÉêêçê=pÅ~äÉ=Ó=^ãåÉëíó=fåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=

(Time-series: 1976-2007, n: 824, N: 39, N : 26, T : 21) 
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(Cross-section: 1995-2006 (varies by country), N: 170) 

ÖÇ|éíëë= mçäáíáÅ~ä=qÉêêçê=pÅ~äÉ=Ó=rp=pí~íÉ=aÉé~êíãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1976-2007, n: 1104, N: 40, N : 35, T : 28) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 177) 
 
Human rights score (1 to 5 scale): 
- Level 1: Countries under a secure rule of law, people are not imprisoned for their view, 
and torture is rare or exceptional. Political murders are extremely rare.  
- Level 2: There is a limited amount of imprisonment for nonviolent political activity. 
However, few persons are affected, torture and beatings are exceptional. Political murder is 
rare.  
- Level 3: There is extensive political imprisonment, or a recent history of such 
imprisonment. Execution or other political murders and brutality may be common. 
Unlimited detention, with or without a trial, for political views is accepted.  
- Level 4: The practices of level 3 are expanded to larger numbers. Murders, 
disappearances, and torture are a common part of life. In spite of its generality, on this 
level terror affects those who interest themselves in politics or ideas. 
- Level 5: The terrors of level 4 have been expanded to the whole population. The leaders 
of these societies place no limits on the means or thoroughness with which they pursue 
personal or ideological goals. 

fåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=`çìåíêó=oáëâ=dìáÇÉ=Ó=qÜÉ=mop=dêçìé=

(Time-series: 1984-2008, n: 893, N: 40, N : 36, T : 22) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 140) 
http://www.prsgroup.com/ICRG.aspx 
http://www.prsgroup.com/CountryData.aspx 

áÅêÖ|èçÖ= f`od=áåÇáÅ~íçê=çÑ=nì~äáíó=çÑ=dçîÉêåãÉåí=
The mean value of the ICRG variables “Corruption”, “Law and Order” and “Bureaucracy 
Quality”, scaled 0-1. Higher values indicate higher quality of government. 
 
 
Corruption (originally 6 points) 
This is an assessment of corruption within the political system. Such corruption is a threat 
to foreign investment for several reasons: it distorts the economic and financial 
environment; it reduces the efficiency of government and business by enabling people to 
assume positions of power through patronage rather than ability; and, last but not least, it 
introduces an inherent instability into the political process.  
 
The most common form of corruption met directly by business is financial corruption in 
the form of demands for special payments and bribes connected with import and export 
licenses, exchange controls, tax assessments, police protection, or loans. Such corruption 
can make it difficult to conduct business effectively, and in some cases my force the 
withdrawal or withholding of an investment. 
 
Although our measure takes such corruption into account, it is more concerned with actual 
or potential corruption in the form of excessive patronage, nepotism, job reservations, 
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‘favor-for-favors’, secret party funding, and suspiciously close ties between politics and 
business. In our view these insidious sorts of corruption are potentially of much greater 
risk to foreign business in that they can lead to popular discontent, unrealistic and 
inefficient controls on the state economy, and encourage the development of the black 
market. 
 
The greatest risk in such corruption is that at some time it will become so overweening, or 
some major scandal will be suddenly revealed, so as to provoke a popular backlash, 
resulting in a fall or overthrow of the government, a major reorganizing or restructuring of 
the country’s political institutions, or, at worst, a breakdown in law and order, rendering 
the country ungovernable. 
 
(Note: In the original data, the value for Iceland 1985 is “6.1667”. We have replaced this 
presumably incorrect value with the value “6”). 
 
Law and order (originally 6 points) 
Law and Order are assessed separately, with each sub-component comprising zero to three 
points. The Law sub-component is an assessment of the strength and impartiality of the 
legal system, while the Order sub-component is an assessment of popular observance of 
the law. Thus, a country can enjoy a high rating – 3 – in terms of its judicial system, but a 
low rating – 1 – if it suffers from a very high crime rate / if the law is routinely ignored 
without effective sanction (for example, widespread illegal strikes). 
 
Bureaucracy Quality (originally 4 points) 
The institutional strength and quality of the bureaucracy is another shock absorber that 
tends to minimize revisions of policy when governments change. Therefore, high points 
are given to countries where the bureaucracy has the strength and expertise to govern 
without drastic changes in policy or interruptions in government services. In these low-risk 
countries, the bureaucracy tends to be somewhat autonomous from political pressure and 
to have an established mechanism for recruitment and training. Countries that lack the 
cushioning effect of a strong bureaucracy receive low points because a change in 
government tends to be traumatic in terms of policy formulation and day-to-day 
administrative functions. 
 
The component variables can be purchased at http://www.countrydata.com  

fåíÉêJm~êäá~ãÉåí~êó=råáçå=
http://www.ipu.org/wmn-e/world-arc.htm 

áéì|ï|äçïÉê= tçãÉå=áå=å~íáçå~ä=é~êäá~ãÉåí=EäçïÉê=ÜçìëÉF=

(Time-series: 1997-2005 (December or latest available), n: 342, N: 39, N : 38, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2005 (varies by country), N: 188) 
 
Percentage of women in single house or lower house. (Also see m_wominpar below.)  

áéì|ï|ìééÉê= tçãÉå=áå=å~íáçå~ä=é~êäá~ãÉåí=EìééÉê=ÜçìëÉF=

(Time-series: 1997-2005 (December or latest available), n: 163, N: 20, N : 18, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2005 (varies by country), N: 83) 
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Percentage of women in upper house or senate. (Also see m_wominpar below.) 

hå~Åâ=C=hìÖäÉê=
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 180) 
http://www1.worldbank.org/publicsector/anticorrupt/FlagshipCourse2003/SecondGene
rationIndicators.pdf  
(Knack and Kugler 2002) 

ââ|ÖÖ= fåÇÉñ=çÑ=lÄàÉÅíáîÉ=fåÇáÅ~íçêë=çÑ=dççÇ=dçîÉêå~åÅÉ=
The Index is built on nine indicators: the regulation of entry, contract enforcement, 
contract intensive money, international trade tax revenue, budgetary volatility, revenue 
source volatility, telephone wait times, phone faults, and the percentage of revenues paid 
to public officials in bribes, as reported in surveys of business firms. The index is 
computed by first normalizing each indicator using the standard normal distribution, and 
then aggregating these scores through a percentile matching procedure. Larger numbers 
indicate better governance. 
 
(Note: In the original data Samoa is given two different values. We do not include any of 
the values in our dataset.) 

i~=mçêí~I=iμéÉòJÇÉJpáä~åÉëI=mçéJbäÉÅÜÉë=C=pÜäÉáÑÉêÓ=gìÇáÅá~ä=fåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=
http://post.economics.harvard.edu/faculty/shleifer/Data/jcb_data.xls 
(La Porta et al 2004) 

ääéë|íÉåëÅ= qÉåìêÉ=çÑ=pìéêÉãÉ=`çìêí=gìÇÖÉë=
(Cross-section: the year varies, N: 70) 
 
This variable measures the tenure of Supreme Court judges (highest court in any country). 
The variable takes three possible values:  
(0)  if tenure is less than six years  
(1)  if tenure is more than six years but not lifelong 
(2)  if tenure is lifelong 

ääéë|íÉå~Å= qÉåìêÉ=çÑ=^Çãáåáëíê~íáîÉ=`çìêí=gìÇÖÉë=
(Cross-section: the year varies, N: 70) 
 
This variable measures the tenure of the highest ranked judges ruling on administrative 
cases. The variable takes three possible values:  
(0) if tenure is less than six years  
(1) if tenure is more than six years but not lifelong 
(2) if tenure is lifelong. 

ääéë|Åä= `~ëÉ=i~ï=
(Cross-section: the year varies, N: 69) 
 
This variable is a dummy taking value:  
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(1) if judicial decisions in a given country are a source of law 
(0) otherwise. 

ääéë|àá= gìÇáÅá~ä=fåÇÉéÉåÇÉåÅÉ=
(Cross-section: the year varies, N: 69) 
 
Judicial independence is computed as the normalized sum of Tenure of Supreme Court 
Judges (llps_tensc), Tenure of the Administrative Court Judges (llps_tenac), and Case Law 
(llps_cl). 

ääéë|êçÅ= oáÖáÇáíó=çÑ=`çåëíáíìíáçå=
(Cross-section: the year varies, N: 71) 
 
This variable measures (on a scale from 1 to 4) how hard it is to change the constitution in 
a given country. One point each is given if the approval of the majority of the legislature, 
the chief of state and a referendum is necessary in order to change the constitution. An 
additional point is given for each of the following: if a supermajority in the legislature 
(more than 66% of votes) is needed, if the approval of both houses of the legislature is 
required, if the legislature has to approve the amendment in two consecutive legislative 
terms, or if the approval of a majority of state legislatures is required. 

ääéë|àê= gìÇáÅá~ä=oÉîáÉï=
(Cross-section: the year varies, N: 71) 
 
This variable measures the extent to which judges (either Supreme Court or Constitutional 
Court) have the power to review the constitutionality of laws in a given country. The 
variable takes three values: (0) if there is no review of constitutionality of laws, (1) if there 
is limited review of constitutionality of laws, and (2) if there is full review of 
constitutionality of laws. 

ääéë|Åê= `çåëíáíìíáçå~ä=oÉîáÉï=
(Cross-section: the year varies, N: 71) 
 
Constitutional review is computed as the normalized sum of Constitutional Review 
(llps_jr) and Rigidity of Constitution (llps_roc). 

jÉä~åÇÉê=
http://www.pcr.uu.se/personal/anstallda/melander.htm 
(Melander 2005) 

ã|ÑÉãäÉ~Ç= cÉã~äÉ=pí~íÉ=iÉ~ÇÉê=

(Time-series: 1965-2002, n: 1316, N: 40, N : 35, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 169) 
 
Dummy variable taking value: (1) Female leader (0) Male leader. Female leaders during the 
20th century defined as “the president, prime minister, or any other decision maker who is 
essentially the ‘decision maker of last resort’”. Original source: Caprioli & Boyer (2001), 
Melander has extended the data using the information available in Schemmel (2004). 
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ã|ïçãáåé~ê= tçãÉå=áå=m~êäá~ãÉåí=EéÉêÅÉåíF=

(Time-series: 1965-2002, n: 1304, N: 40, N : 34, T : 33) 
(Cross-section: 1996-2002 (varies by country), N: 162) 
 
Percentage of women holding seats in the legislature. Original source: Inter-Parliamentary 
Union (1995; 2005). Note: if the parliament is not unicameral the upper house is used. 

mçäáíó=fs==
http://www.cidcm.umd.edu/inscr/polity/index.htm 
(Marshall and Jaggers 2002) 
 
Missing codes: 
(-66) Interruption periods. 
(-77) Interregnum periods. 
(-88) Transition periods. 

é|ÇÉãçÅ= fåëíáíìíáçå~äáòÉÇ=aÉãçÅê~Åó=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1909, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2006 (varies by country), N: 161) 
 
Range = 0-10 (0 = low; 10 = high) 
 
Democracy is conceived as three essential, interdependent elements. One is the presence 
of institutions and procedures through which citizens can express effective preferences 
about alternative policies and leaders. Second is the existence of institutionalized 
constraints on the exercise of power by the executive. Third is the guarantee of civil 
liberties to all citizens in their daily lives and in acts of political participation. Other aspects 
of plural democracy, such as the rule of law, systems of checks and balances, freedom of 
the press, and so on are means to, or specific manifestations of, these general principles. 
We do not include coded data on civil liberties. 
 
The Democracy indicator is an additive eleven-point scale (0-10). The operational indicator 
of democracy is derived from coding of the competitiveness of political participation 
(p_parcomp), the openness and competitiveness of executive recruitment (p_xropen and 
p_xrcomp), and constraints on the chief executive (p_xconst) variables. 

é|~ìíçÅ= fåëíáíìíáçå~äáòÉÇ=^ìíçÅê~Åó=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1909, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2006 (varies by country), N: 161) 
 
Range = 0-10 (0 = low; 10 = high) 
 
“Authoritarian regime” in Western political discourse is a pejorative term for some very 
diverse kinds of political systems whose common properties are a lack of regularized 
political competition and concern for political freedoms. We use the more neutral term 
Autocracy and define it operationally in terms of the presence of a distinctive set of 
political characteristics. In mature form, autocracies sharply restrict or suppress 
competitive political participation. Their chief executives are chosen in a regularized 
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process of selection within the political elite, and once in office they exercise power with 
few institutional constraints. Most modern autocracies also exercise a high degree of 
directiveness over social and economic activity, but we regard this as a function of political 
ideology and choice, not a defining property of autocracy. Social democracies also exercise 
relatively high degrees of directiveness. We prefer to leave open for empirical investigation 
the question of how Autocracy, Democracy, and Directiveness (performance) have 
covaried over time. 
 
An eleven-point Autocracy scale is constructed additively. Our operational indicator of 
autocracy is derived from codings of the competitiveness of political participation 
(p_parcomp), the regulation of participation (p_parreg), the openness and competitiveness 
of executive recruitment (p_xropen and p_xrcomp), and constraints on the chief executive 
(p_xconst) variables. 

é|éçäáíó= `çãÄáåÉÇ=mçäáíó=pÅçêÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
 
The polity score is computed by subtracting the p_autoc score from the p_democ score; 
the resulting unified polity scale ranges from +10 (strongly democratic) to -10 (strongly 
autocratic). 

é|éçäáíóO= oÉîáëÉÇ=`çãÄáåÉÇ=mçäáíó=pÅçêÉ=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1931, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2000-2006 (varies by country), N: 162) 
 
The polity score is computed by subtracting the p_autoc score from the p_democ score; 
the resulting unified polity scale ranges from +10 (strongly democratic) to -10 (strongly 
autocratic). The revised version of the polity variable is designed to facilitate the use of the 
polity regime measure in time-series analyses. It modifies the combined annual polity score 
by applying a simple treatment, or ““fix,” to convert instances of “standardized authority 
scores” (i.e., -66, -77, and -88) to conventional polity scores (i.e., within the range, -10 to 
+10). The values have been converted according to the following rule set: 
(-66) Cases of foreign “interruption” are treated as “system missing.” 
(-77) Cases of “interregnum,” or anarchy, are converted to a “neutral” Polity score of “0.” 
(-88) Cases of “transition” are prorated across the span of the transition. 
 
For example, country X has a p_polity score of -7 in 1957, followed by three years of -88 
and, finally, a score of +5 in 1961. The change (+12) would be prorated over the 
intervening three years at a rate of per year, so that the converted scores would be as 
follow: 1957 -7; 1958 -4; 1959 -1; 1960 +2; and 1961 +5.  
Note: Ongoing (-88) transitions in the most recent year are converted to “system missing” 
values. Transitions (-88) following a year of independence, interruption (-66), or 
interregnum (-77) are prorated from the value “0”. 

é|é~êêÉÖ= oÉÖìä~íáçå=çÑ=m~êíáÅáé~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
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Participation is regulated to the extent that there are binding rules on when, whether, and 
how political preferences are expressed. One-party states and Western democracies both 
regulate participation but they do so in different ways; the former by channeling 
participation through a single party structure, with sharp limits on diversity of opinion, and 
the latter by allowing relatively stable and enduring groups to compete nonviolently for 
political influence. The polar opposite is unregulated participation, in which there are no 
enduring national political organizations and no effective regime controls on political 
activity. In such situations political competition is fluid and often characterized by 
recurring coercion among shifting coalitions of partisan groups. A five-category scale is 
used to code this dimension: 
 
(1) Unregulated: Political participation is fluid; there are no enduring national 
political organizations and no systematic regime controls on political activity. Political 
groupings tend to form around particular leaders, regional interests, religious or ethnic or 
clan groups, etc.; but the number and relative importance of such groups in national 
political life varies substantially over time. 
(2) Multiple Identities: There are relatively stable and enduring political groups 
which compete for political influence at the national level – parties, regional groups, or 
ethnic groups, not necessarily elected – but there are few recognized, overlapping 
(common) interests. 
(3) Sectarian: Political demands are characterized by incompatible interests and 
intransigent posturing among multiple identity groups and oscillate more or less regularly 
between intense factionalism and government favoritism, that is, when one identity group 
secures central power it favors group members in central allocations and restricts 
competing groups' political activities, until it is displaced in turn (i.e., active factionalism). 
Also coded here are polities in which political groups are based on restricted membership 
and significant portions of the population historically have been excluded from access to 
positions of power (latent factionalism, e.g., indigenous peoples in some South American 
countries). 
(4) Restricted: Some organized political participation is permitted without intense 
factionalism, but significant groups, issues, and/or types of conventional participation are 
regularly excluded from the political process. 
(5) Regulated: Relatively stable and enduring political groups regularly compete for 
political influence and positions with little use of coercion. No significant groups, issues, or 
types of conventional political action are regularly excluded from the political process. 

é|é~êÅçãé= qÜÉ=`çãéÉíáíáîÉåÉëë=çÑ=m~êíáÅáé~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
 
The competitiveness of participation refers to the extent to which alternative preferences 
for policy and leadership can be pursued in the political arena. Political competition 
implies a significant degree of civil interaction, so polities which are coded Unregulated 
(“1”) on Regulation of Participation are coded “0” (Not Applicable) for competitiveness. 
Competitiveness is coded on a five category scale: 
 
(0) Not Applicable: This is used for polities that are coded as Unregulated, or moving 
to/from that position, in Regulation of Political Participation (variable p_parreg). 
(1) Repressed: No significant oppositional activity is permitted outside the ranks of 
the regime and ruling party. Totalitarian party systems, authoritarian military dictatorships, 
and despotic monarchies are typically coded here. However, the mere existence of these 
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structures is not sufficient for a Repressed coding. The regime's institutional structure 
must also be matched by its demonstrated ability to repress oppositional competition. 
(2) Suppressed: Some organized, political competition occurs outside government, 
without serious factionalism; but the regime systematically and sharply limits its form, 
extent, or both in ways that exclude substantial groups (20% or more of the adult 
population) from participation. Suppressed competition is distinguished from Factional 
competition (below) by the systematic, persisting nature of the restrictions: large classes of 
people, groups, or types of peaceful political competition are continuously excluded from 
the political process. As an operational rule, the banning of a political party which received 
more than 10% of the vote in a recent national election is sufficient evidence that 
competition is ”suppressed.” However, other information is required to determine 
whether the appropriate coding is (2) Suppressed or (3) Factional competition. This 
category is also used to characterize transitions between Factional and Repressed 
competition. Examples of ”suppression” are: 
i. Prohibiting some kinds of political organizations, either by type or group of people 
involved (e.g., no national political parties or no ethnic political organizations).  
ii. Prohibiting some kinds of political action (e.g., Communist parties may organize but are 
prohibited from competing in elections). 
iii. Systematic harassment of political opposition (leaders killed, jailed, or sent into exile; 
candidates regularly ruled off ballots; opposition media banned, etc.). This is evidence for 
Factional, Suppressed, or Repressed, depending on the nature of the regime, the 
opposition, and the persistence of political groups. 
(3) Factional: Polities with parochial or ethnic-based political factions that regularly 
compete for political influence in order to promote particularistic agendas and favor group 
members to the detriment of common, secular, or cross-cutting agendas. 
(4) Transitional: Any transitional arrangement from Restricted or Factional patterns 
to fully competitive patterns, or vice versa. Transitional arrangements are accommodative 
of competing, parochial interests but have not fully linked parochial with broader, general 
interests. Sectarian and secular interest groups coexist. 
(5) Competitive: There are relatively stable and enduring, secular political groups 
which regularly compete for political influence at the national level; ruling groups and 
coalitions regularly, voluntarily transfer central power to competing groups. Competition 
among groups seldom involves coercion or disruption. Small parties or political groups 
may be restricted in the Competitive pattern. 

é|ñêêÉÖ= oÉÖìä~íáçå=çÑ=`ÜáÉÑ=bñÉÅìíáîÉ=oÉÅêìáíãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
 
In considering recruitment, we must first determine whether there are any established 
modes at all by which chief executives are selected. Regulation refers to the extent to 
which a polity has institutionalized procedures for transferring executive power. Three 
categories are used to differentiate the extent of institutionalization:  
 
(1) Unregulated: Changes in chief executive occur through forceful seizures of 
power. Such caesaristic transfers of power are sometimes legitimized after the fact in 
noncompetitive elections or by legislative enactment. Despite these ”legitimization” 
techniques, a polity remains unregulated until the de facto leader of the coup has been 
replaced as head of government either by designative or competitive modes of executive 
selection. However, unregulated recruitment does not include the occasional forceful 
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ouster of a chief executive if elections are called within a reasonable time and the previous 
pattern continues.  
(2) Designational/Transitional: Chief executives are chosen by designation within 
the political elite, without formal competition (i.e., one-party systems or ”rigged” 
multiparty elections). Also coded here are transitional arrangements intended to regularize 
future power transitions after an initial unregulated seizure of power (i.e., after 
constitutional legitimization of military rule or during periods when the leader of the coup 
steps down as head of state but retains unrivaled power within the political realm as head 
of the military). This category also includes polities in transition from designative to 
elective modes of executive selection (i.e., the period of ”guided democracy” often 
exhibited during the transition from military to civilian rule) or vice versa (i.e., regimes 
ensuring electoral victory through the intimidation of oppositional leaders or the 
promulgation of a ”state of emergency” before executive elections). 
(3) Regulated: Chief executives are determined by hereditary succession or in 
competitive elections. Ascriptive/designative and ascriptive/elective selections (i.e., an 
effective king and premier) are also coded as regulated. The fundamental difference 
between regulated selection and unregulated recruitment is that regulated structures require 
the existence of institutionalized modes of executive recruitment, either through 
constitutional decree or lineage. Moreover, in regulated competitive systems, unlike the 
designational/transitional mode, the method of future executive selection is not dependent 
on the particular party or regime currently holding power. 

é|ñêÅçãé= `çãéÉíáíáîÉåÉëë=çÑ=bñÉÅìíáîÉ=oÉÅêìáíãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country, N: 163) 
 
Competitiveness refers to “the extent that prevailing modes of advancement give 
subordinates equal opportunities to become superordinates (Gurr 1974, p.1483).” For 
example, selection of chief executives through popular elections involving two or more 
viable parties or candidates is regarded as competitive. If power transfers are coded 
Unregulated (“1”) in the Regulation of Executive Recruitment (variable p_xrreg), or 
involve a transition to/from unregulated, Competitiveness is coded “0” (Not Applicable). 
Four categories are used to measure this concept: 
 
(0) Not Applicable: This is used for polities that are coded as Unregulated, or moving 
to/from that position, in Regulation of Chief Executive Recruitment (variable p_xrreg). 
(1) Selection: Chief executives are determined by hereditary succession, designation, 
or by a combination of both, as in monarchies whose chief minister is chosen by king or 
court. Examples of pure designative selection are: rigged, unopposed elections; repeated 
replacement of presidents before their terms end; recurrent military selection of civilian 
executives; selection within an institutionalized single party; recurrent incumbent selection 
of successors; repeated election boycotts by the major opposition parties, etc.  
(2) Dual/Transitional: Dual executives in which one is chosen by hereditary 
succession, the other by competitive election. Also used for transitional arrangements 
between selection (ascription and/or designation) and competitive election.  
(3) Election: Chief executives are typically chosen in or through competitive elections 
involving two or more major parties or candidates. (Elections may be popular or by an 
elected assembly.) 
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é|ñêçéÉå= léÉååÉëë=çÑ=bñÉÅìíáîÉ=oÉÅêìáíãÉåí=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
 
Recruitment of the chief executive is ”open” to the extent that all the politically active 
population has an opportunity, in principle, to attain the position through a regularized 
process. If power transfers are coded Unregulated (1) in the Regulation of Executive 
Recruitment (p_xrreg), or involve a transition to/from Unregulated, Openness is coded 
“0” (Not Applicable). Five categories are used: 
 
(0) Not Applicable: This is used for polities that are coded as Unregulated, or moving 
to/from that position, in Regulation of Chief Executive Recruitment (variable p_xrreg). 
(1) Closed: Chief executives are determined by hereditary succession, e.g. kings, 
emperors, beys, emirs, etc., who assume executive powers by right of descent. An 
executive selected by other means may proclaim himself a monarch but the polity he 
governs is not coded ”closed” unless a relative actually succeeds him as ruler.  
(2) Dual Executive–Designation: Hereditary succession plus executive or court 
selection of an effective chief minister. 
(3) Dual Executive–Election: Hereditary succession plus electoral selection of an 
effective chief minister. 
(4) Open: Chief executives are chosen by elite designation, competitive election, or 
transitional arrangements between designation and election. 

é|ñÅçåëí= bñÉÅìíáîÉ=`çåëíê~áåíë=EaÉÅáëáçå=oìäÉëF=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
 
According to Eckstein and Gurr, decision rules are defined in the following manner: 
”Superordinate structures in action make decisions concerning the direction of social units. 
Making such decisions requires that supers and subs be able to recognize when decision-
processes have been concluded, especially ”properly” concluded. An indispensable 
ingredient of the processes, therefore, is the existence of Decision Rules that provide basic 
criteria under which decisions are considered to have been taken.” (Eckstein and Gurr 
1975, p.121) Operationally, this variable refers to the extent of institutionalized constraints 
on the decision-making powers of chief executives, whether individuals or collectivities. 
Such limitations may be imposed by any ”accountability groups”. In Western democracies 
these are usually legislatures. Other kinds of accountability groups are the ruling party in a 
one-party state; councils of nobles or powerful advisors in monarchies; the military in 
coup-prone polities; and in many states a strong, independent judiciary. The concern is 
therefore with the checks and balances between the various parts of the decision-making 
process. A seven-category scale is used. 
 
(1) Unlimited Authority: There are no regular limitations on the executive's actions 
(as distinct from irregular limitations such as the threat or actuality of coups and 
assassinations). Examples of evidence: 
i. Constitutional restrictions on executive action are ignored. 
ii. Constitution is frequently revised or suspended at the executive's initiative. 
iii. There is no legislative assembly, or there is one but it is called and dismissed at the 
executive's pleasure. 
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iv. The executive appoints a majority of members of any accountability group and can 
remove them at will. 
v. The legislature cannot initiate legislation or veto or suspend acts of the executive. 
vi. Rule by decree is repeatedly used. 
Note: If the executive is given limited or unlimited power by a legislature to cope with an 
emergency and relents this power after the emergency has passed, this is not a change to 
unlimited authority. 
(2) Intermediate Category 
(3) Slight to Moderate Limitation on Executive Authority: There are some real 
but limited restraints on the executive. Evidence: 
i. The legislature initiates some categories of legislation. 
ii. The legislature blocks implementation of executive acts and decrees. 
iii. Attempts by the executive to change some constitutional restrictions, such as 
prohibitions on succeeding himself, or extending his term, fail and are not adopted. 
iv. The ruling party initiates some legislation or takes some administrative action 
independently of the executive. 
v. The legislature or party approves some categories of appointments nominated by the 
executive. 
vi. There is an independent judiciary. 
vii. Situations in which there exists a civilian executive, but in which policy decisions, for 
all practical purposes, reflect the demands of the military. 
(4) Intermediate Category 
(5) Substantial Limitations on Executive Authority: The executive has more 
effective authority than any accountability group but is subject to substantial constraints by 
them. 
Examples: 
i. A legislature or party council often modifies or defeats executive proposals for action. 
ii. A council or legislature sometimes refuses funds to the executive. 
iii. The accountability group makes important appointments to administrative posts. 
iv. The legislature refuses the executive permission to leave the country. 
(6) Intermediate Category 
(7) Executive Parity or Subordination: Accountability groups have effective 
authority equal to or greater than the executive in most areas of activity. Examples of 
evidence: 
i. A legislature, ruling party, or council of nobles initiates much or most important 
legislation. 
ii. The executive (president, premier, king, cabinet, council) is chosen by the accountability 
group and is dependent on its continued support to remain in office (as in most 
parliamentary systems). 
iii. In multi-party democracies, there is chronic ”cabinet instability”. 

é|Çìê~ÄäÉ= oÉÖáãÉ=aìê~Äáäáíó=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
 
The number of years since the most recent regime change (defined by a three point change 
in the p_polity score over a period of three years or less) or the end of transition period 
defined by the lack of stable political institutions (denoted by a standardized authority 
score). In calculating the p_durable value, the first year during which a new (post-change) 
polity is established is coded as the baseline “year zero” (value = 0) and each subsequent 
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year adds one to the value of the p_durable variable consecutively until a new regime 
change or transition period occurs. 

é|Ñä~Ö= qÉåí~íáîÉ=`çÇáåÖ=

(Time-series: 1946-2007, n: 1941, N: 37, N : 31, T : 52) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006, N: 163) 
 
Trichotomous “flag” variable indicating confidence of codings (recent year codings only). 
 
(0) Confident: Reasonably confident coding of established authority patterns that 
have been “artificially smoothed” to present consistency over time between substantive 
polity changes. 
(1) Tentative: Reasonably confident coding of emerging authority patterns that have 
not been smoothed over time; these codes are “free floating,” that is, they are based on 
information available in the case-year and are not tied to prior year coding(s). Codes are 
considered tentative for up to five years following a substantive polity change. 
(2) Tenuous: Best judgment coding based on limited information and/or insufficient 
time span since a substantive polity change and the emergence of new authority patterns. 

é|Ñê~ÖãÉåí= mçäáíó=cê~ÖãÉåí~íáçå=

(Time-series: 2000-2007, n: 288, N: 36, N : 36, T : 8) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 163) 
 
This variable codes the operational existence of a separate polity, or polities, comprising 
substantial territory and population within the recognized borders of the state and over 
which the coded polity exercises no effective authority (effective authority may be 
participatory or coercive). Local autonomy arrangements voluntarily established and 
accepted by both central and local authorities are not considered fragmentation. A polity 
that cannot exercise effective authority over at least 50 percent of its established territory is 
necessarily considered to be in a condition of “state failure” (i.e., interruption or 
interregnum, see below, or civil war). Polity fragmentation may result from open warfare 
(active or latent) or foreign occupation and may continue in the absence of open warfare if 
a situation of de facto separation remains unresolved and unchallenged by the state.  
 
(0) No overt fragmentation 
(1) Slight fragmentation: Less than ten percent of the country’s territory is 
effectively under local authority and actively separated from the central authority of the 
regime. 
(2) Moderate fragmentation: Ten to twenty-five percent of the country’s territory is 
effectively ruled by local authority and actively separated from the central authority of the 
regime. 
(3) Serious fragmentation: Over twenty-five percent (and up to fifty percent) of the 
country’s territory is effectively ruled by local authority and actively separated from the 
central authority of the regime. 

é|ëÑ= pí~íÉ=c~áäìêÉ=

(Time-series: 1956-1968, n: 7, N: 2, N : 1, T : 4) 
(Cross-section: 1995-2003 (varies by country), N: 13) 
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Variable p_sf is a flag variable that designates (by code “1”) every year during which a 
Polity is considered to be in a condition of “complete collapse of central authority” or 
“state failure” (i.e., -77). The variable p_sf is also coded “1” for years when a state 
disintegrates and when a profound revolutionary change in political authority occurs 
(during which the authority of the previous Polity is assumed to have collapsed completely 
prior to the revolutionary seizure of power and subsequent restructuring of authority). 
Using the p_sf variable to select regime information will facilitate identification of periods 
of state failure. 

oÉéçêíÉêë=p~åë=cêçåíá≠êÉë=
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 134) 
http://www.rsf.org/article.php3?id_article=4116 

êëÑ|éÑá= mêÉëë=cêÉÉÇçã=fåÇÉñ=
The Press Freedom index measures the amount of freedom journalists and the media have 
in each country and the efforts made by governments to see that press freedom is 
respected. It does not take account of all human rights violations, only those that affect 
press freedom. Neither is it an indicator of the quality of a country’s media. The index 
ranges between 0 (total press freedom) and 100 (no press freedom). 

qê~åëé~êÉåÅó=fåíÉêå~íáçå~ä=
http://www.transparency.org/  

íá|Åéá= `çêêìéíáçå=mÉêÅÉéíáçåë=fåÇÉñ=

(Time-series: 1995-2008, n: 500, N: 39, N : 36, T : 13) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 180) 
 
The CPI focuses on corruption in the public sector and defines corruption as the abuse of 
public office for private gain. The surveys used in compiling the CPI tend to ask questions 
in line with the misuse of public power for private benefit, with a focus, for example, on 
bribe-taking by public officials in public procurement. The sources do not distinguish 
between administrative and political corruption. The CPI Score relates to perceptions of 
the degree of corruption as seen by business people, risk analysts and the general public 
and ranges between 10 (highly clean) and 0 (highly corrupt). 
 
WARNING: Year-to-year shifts in a country’s score can result not only from a changing 
perception of a country’s performance but also from a changing sample and methodology. 
With differing respondents and slightly differing methodologies, a change in a country's 
score may also relate to the fact that different viewpoints have been collected and different 
questions have been asked. For a more detailed discussion of comparability over time in 
the CPI, see Lambsdorff 2005. 

íá|Åéá|ã~ñ= `çêêìéíáçå=mÉêÅÉéíáçåë=fåÇÉñ=Ó=j~ñ=o~åÖÉ=

íá|Åéá|ãáå= `çêêìéíáçå=mÉêÅÉéíáçåë=fåÇÉñ=Ó=jáå=o~åÖÉ=

(Time-series: 2004-2008, n: 195, N: 39, N : 39, T : 5) 
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(Cross-section: 2004-2007 (varies by country), N: 180) 
 
The CPI score is accompanied by a 90 confidence range determined by a bootstrap (non-
parametric) methodology, which allows inferences to be drawn on the underlying precision 
of the results. A 90% confidence range is established, where there is a 5% probability that 
the value is below the minimum range (ti_cpi_min) and a 5% probability that the value is 
above the maximum range (ti_cpi_max). However, particularly when only a few sources 
are available, an unbiased estimate of the mean coverage probability is lower than the 
nominal value of 90%. 

íá|Åéá|ëÇ= `çêêìéíáçå=mÉêÅÉéíáçåë=fåÇÉñ=Ó=pí~åÇ~êÇ=aÉîá~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1998-2003, n: 221, N: 38, N : 37, T : 6) 
(Cross-section: 1999-2003 (varies by country), N: 133) 
 
This is the standard deviation of the values of the sources underlying the CPI: the greater 
the standard deviation, the greater the differences of perceptions of a country among the 
sources. 

qêÉáëã~å=
http://www.sscnet.ucla.edu/polisci/faculty/treisman/  
(Treisman 2007) 

í|ÄêáÄÉ= e~îÉ=é~áÇ=~=ÄêáÄÉ=áå=~åó=Ñçêã=
http://www.transparency.org/policy_research/surveys_indices/gcb/2005 
(Cross-section: 2005, N: 66) 
 
Percentage of the population who answered ”Yes” to the question: ”In the past 12 
months, have you or anyone living in your household paid a bribe in any form?” Original 
source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer (2005). 

í|Åçêê= `çããçå=íç=é~ó=áêêÉÖìä~ê=~ÇÇáíáçå~ä=é~óãÉåíë=
http://www.ifc.org/ifcext/economics.nsf/Content/ic-wbes 
(Cross-section: 2000, N: 79) 
 
Country averages of business representatives’ answers to the question: “It is common for 
firms in my line of business to have to pay some irregular ‘additional payments’ to get 
things done.” (ranges from 1 = always to 6 = never). Original source: World Business 
Environment Survey (2000). 

í|ìåáÅêá= _êáÄÉêó=íç=dçîÉêåãÉåí=lÑÑáÅá~äë=
http://www.bus.lsu.edu/mocan/publication.htm 
(Cross-section: 1991-1999, N: 49) 
 
Percentage of the population that had been asked by - or expected to pay a bribe to - 
government officials in the past year for the period of late 1990s (if more than one year 
available for late 1990s, averaged). Original source: Mocan (2007). 
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s~åÜ~åÉå=Ó=fåÇÉñ=çÑ=aÉãçÅê~íáò~íáçå=
http://www.fsd.uta.fi/english/data/catalogue/FSD1289/index.html  
(Vanhanen 2000; 2005) 

î~å|áåÇÉñ= fåÇÉñ=çÑ=aÉãçÅê~íáò~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2004, n: 1988, N: 40, N : 34, T : 50)  
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 186) 
 
This index combines two basic dimensions of democracy – competition and participation 
– measured as the percentage of votes not cast for the largest party (Competition) times 
the percentage of the population who actually voted in the election (Participation). This 
product is divided by 100 to form an index that in principle could vary from 0 (no 
democracy) to 100 (full democracy). (Empirically, however, the largest value is 49.) 

î~å|Åçãé= `çãéÉíáíáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2004, n: 1988, N: 40, N : 34, T : 50)  
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 186) 
 
The competition variable portrays the electoral success of smaller parties, that is, the 
percentage of votes gained by the smaller parties in parliamentary and/or presidential 
elections. The variable is calculated by subtracting from 100 the percentage of votes won 
by the largest party (the party which wins most votes) in parliamentary elections or by the 
party of the successful candidate in presidential elections. The variable thus theoretically 
ranges from 0 (only one party received 100 % of votes) to 100 (each voter cast a vote for a 
distinct party). 

î~å|é~êí= m~êíáÅáé~íáçå=

(Time-series: 1946-2004, n: 1988, N: 40, N : 34, T : 50)  
(Cross-section: 2002, N: 186) 
 
The percentage of the total population who actually voted in the election. 

tçêäÇ=_~åâ=Ó=dçîÉêå~åÅÉ=fåÇáÅ~íçêë=E~KâK~=hhwF=
http://www.govindicators.org 
(Kaufmann et al 2008) 
 
These indicators are based on several hundred individual variables measuring perceptions 
of governance, drawn from 31 separate data sources constructed by 25 different 
organizations. These individual measures of governance are assigned to categories 
capturing key dimensions of governance. An unobserved component model is used to 
construct six aggregate governance indicators. Point estimates of the dimensions of 
governance, the margins of error as well as the number of sources are presented for each 
country. 
 
The governance estimates are normally distributed with a mean of zero and a standard 
deviation of one each year of measurement. This implies that virtually all scores lie 
between –2.5 and 2.5, with higher scores corresponding to better outcomes. 
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Since the estimates are standardized (with a mean of zero and a standard deviation of one) 
each year of measurement, they are not directly suitable for over-time comparisons within 
countries. Kaufmann et al. (2006) however find no systematic time-trends in a selection of 
indicators that do allow for comparisons over time. As a consequence, even the 
standardized estimates, particularly when converted to country rank-orders, can be used as 
time-series data if interpreted with caution. 

ïÄÖá|î~É= sçáÅÉ=~åÇ=^ÅÅçìåí~Äáäáíó=Ó=bëíáã~íÉ=

ïÄÖá|î~ë= sçáÅÉ=~åÇ=^ÅÅçìåí~Äáäáíó=Ó=pí~åÇ~êÇ=bêêçêë=

ïÄÖá|î~å= sçáÅÉ=~åÇ=^ÅÅçìåí~Äáäáíó=Ó=kìãÄÉê=çÑ=pçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1996-2007, n: 351, N: 39, N : 29, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 194) 
  
“Voice and Accountability” includes a number of indicators measuring various aspects of 
the political process, civil liberties, and political rights. These indicators measure the extent 
to which citizens of a country are able to participate in the selection of governments. This 
category also includes indicators measuring the independence of the media, which serves 
an important role in monitoring those in authority and holding them accountable for their 
actions. 

ïÄÖá|éëÉ= mçäáíáÅ~ä=pí~Äáäáíó=Ó=bëíáã~íÉ=

ïÄÖá|éëë= mçäáíáÅ~ä=pí~Äáäáíó=Ó=pí~åÇ~êÇ=bêêçêë=

ïÄÖá|éëå= mçäáíáÅ~ä=pí~Äáäáíó=Ó=kìãÄÉê=çÑ=ëçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1996-2007, n: 351, N: 39, N : 29, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 194) 
 
“Political Stability” combines several indicators which measure perceptions of the 
likelihood that the government in power will be destabilized or overthrown by possibly 
unconstitutional and/or violent means, including domestic violence and terrorism.  

ïÄÖá|ÖÉÉ= dçîÉêåãÉåí=bÑÑÉÅíáîÉåÉëë=Ó=bëíáã~íÉ=

ïÄÖá|ÖÉë= dçîÉêåãÉåí=bÑÑÉÅíáîÉåÉëë=Ó=pí~åÇ~êÇ=bêêçêë=

ïÄÖá|ÖÉå= dçîÉêåãÉåí=bÑÑÉÅíáîÉåÉëë=Ó=kìãÄÉê=çÑ=pçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1996-2007, n: 351, N: 39, N : 29, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 194) 
 
“Government Effectiveness” combines into a single grouping responses on the quality of 
public service provision, the quality of the bureaucracy, the competence of civil servants, 
the independence of the civil service from political pressures, and the credibility of the 
government’s commitment to policies. The main focus of this index is on “inputs” 
required for the government to be able to produce and implement good policies and 
deliver public goods. 
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ïÄÖá|êèÉ= oÉÖìä~íçêó=nì~äáíó=Ó=bëíáã~íÉ=

ïÄÖá|êèë= oÉÖìä~íçêó=nì~äáíó=Ó=pí~åÇ~êÇ=bêêçêë=

ïÄÖá|êèå= oÉÖìä~íçêó=nì~äáíó=Ó=kìãÄÉê=çÑ=pçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1996-2007, n: 351, N: 39, N : 29, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
“Regulatory Quality” includes measures of the incidence of market-unfriendly policies 
such as price controls or inadequate bank supervision, as well as perceptions of the 
burdens imposed by excessive regulation in areas such as foreign trade and business 
development. 

ïÄÖá|êäÉ= oìäÉ=çÑ=i~ï=Ó=bëíáã~íÉ=

ïÄÖá|êäë= oìäÉ=çÑ=i~ï=Ó=pí~åÇ~êÇ=bêêçêë=

ïÄÖá|êäå= oìäÉ=çÑ=i~ï=Ó=kìãÄÉê=çÑ=pçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1996-2007, n: 351, N: 39, N : 29, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2006 (varies by country), N: 194) 
  
“Rule of Law” includes several indicators which measure the extent to which agents have 
confidence in and abide by the rules of society. These include perceptions of the incidence 
of crime, the effectiveness and predictability of the judiciary, and the enforceability of 
contracts. Together, these indicators measure the success of a society in developing an 
environment in which fair and predictable rules form the basis for economic and social 
interactions and the extent to which property rights are protected. 

ïÄÖá|ÅÅÉ= `çåíêçä=çÑ=`çêêìéíáçå=Ó=bëíáã~íÉ=

ïÄÖá|ÅÅë= `çåíêçä=çÑ=`çêêìéíáçå=Ó=pí~åÇ~êÇ=bêêçêë=

ïÄÖá|ÅÅå= `çåíêçä=çÑ=`çêêìéíáçå=Ó=kìãÄÉê=çÑ=pçìêÅÉë=

(Time-series: 1996-2007, n: 351, N: 39, N : 29, T : 9) 
(Cross-section: 2002-2007 (varies by country), N: 191) 
 
“Control of Corruption” measures perceptions of corruption, conventionally defined as 
the exercise of public power for private gain. The particular aspect of corruption measured 
by the various sources differs somewhat, ranging from the frequency of “additional 
payments to get things done”, to the effects of corruption on the business environment, to 
measuring “grand corruption” in the political arena or in the tendency of elite forms to 
engage in “state capture”. 
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