The British Representation Study, 1997
Frequency Distribution
QA Party
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Conservative 1 295 29.5 29.5 29.5
Labour 2 333 33.3 33.3 62.9
Li b- Dem 3 285 28.5 28.5 91.4
SNP 4 41 4.1 4.1 95.5
Plaid Cynru 5 22 2.2 2.2 97.7
G een 6 23 2.3 2.3 100.0
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 999 M ssing cases 0
QAL Menmber of Parliament?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 821 82.2 82.2 82.2
Yes 1 178 17.8 17.8 100.0
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 999 M ssing cases 0
Q@B1 Prospecti ve candi date?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 152 15.2 15.3 15.3
Yes 1 844 84.5 84.7 100.0
9 3 .3 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 996 M ssing cases 3
QC1 Seeki ng adoption by a seat?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 993 99.4 99.7 99.7
Yes 1 3 .3 .3 100.0
9 3 .3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 996 M ssing cases 3



Q@D Retiring from Parliament?

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 997 99.8 100.0 100.0
9 2 .2 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 997 M ssing cases 2
@A Ever stood for Parlianent?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Never before 0 538 53.9 54.6 54.6
Once 1 240 24.0 24.3 78.9
Twi ce 2 89 8.9 9.0 87.9
Three tines 3 43 4.3 4.4 92.3
Four tines 4 32 3.2 3.2 95.5
Five or nore 5 44 4.4 4.5 100.0
8 1 .1 M ssing
9 12 1.2 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 986 M ssing cases 13
@B Ever been el ected an MP?
Val i d Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Never before 0 809 81.0 82.2 82.2
Once 1 53 5.3 5.4 87.6
Twi ce 2 45 4.5 4.6 92.2
Three tines 3 35 3.5 3.6 95.7
Four tines 4 17 1.7 1.7 97.5
Five or nore 5 25 2.5 2.5 100.0
8 1 .1 M ssing
9 14 1.4 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 984 M ssing cases 15
Q4A Hel d | ocal party office?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 84 8.4 8.4 8.4
Yes 1 913 91.4 91.6 100.0
9 2 .2 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 997 M ssing cases 2



(0712] Hel d regi ona

Val ue Labe

Yes

Val id cases

C Hel d nationa

Val ue Labe

Yes

Val id cases

D Candi date for

998

998

party office?

Val ue Frequency Percent
0 655 65. 6
1 343 34.3
9 1 1
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssi ng cases 1

party office?

Val ue Frequency Percent
0 817 81.8
1 181 18.1
9 1 1
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 1

| ocal governnent?

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
No 0 181 18.1
Yes 1 816 81.7
9 2 2
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 997 M ssing cases 2
Q4E El ected to | ocal governnent?
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
No 0 405 40.5
Yes 1 592 59.3
9 2 .2
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 997 M ssing cases 2

AAF Candi date for

Eur opean parlianent ?

Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
65. 6 65.6
34.4 100.0
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
81.9 81.9
18.1 100.0
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
18.2 18.2
81.8 100.0
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
40. 6 40. 6
59.4 100.0
M ssing
100.0

Val i d Cum



Val ue

Yes

Valid

Val ue

Yes

Valid

Val ue

Yes

Valid

Val ue

Yes

Valid

(07/N]

Val ue

Yes

Label Val ue Frequency Percent

0 929 93.0
1 69 6.9
9 1 .1
Tot al 999 100.0
cases 998 M ssi ng cases
El ected to European parliament?
Label Val ue Frequency Percent
0 993 99.4
1 5 .5
9 1 .1
Tot al 999 100.0
cases 998 M ssing cases
Served on | ocal public body?
Label Val ue Frequency Percent
0 451 45.1
1 547 54.8
9 1 .1
Tot al 999 100.0
cases 998 M ssing cases
Served on national public body?
Label Val ue Frequency Percent
0 881 88.2
1 117 11.7
9 1 .1
Tot al 999 100.0
cases 998 M ssing cases
Hel d | ocal pressure group office?
Label Val ue Frequency Percent
0 591 59.2
1 407 40.7
9 1 .1
Tot al 999 100.0

Per cent

93.1

Val i d
Per cent

99.5

Val i d
Per cent

45.2

Val i d
Per cen

88.3

Valid
Per cent

59.2

100.0

Per cent

93.1
100.0

Cum
Per cent

99.5
100.0

Cum
Per cent

45.2
100.0

Cum
Per cent

88.3
100.0

Cum
Per cent

59.2
100.0



Valid

Val ue

Yes

Valid

Val ue

Yes

Valid

Val ue

Yes

Valid

Val ue

Yes

Valid

cases

Hel d nationa

Label

cases 998
Hel d ot her

Label

cases 998

998

M ssing cases

Val ue Frequency Percent

Val ue Frequency Percent

comuni ty-group office?

Hel d prof essi onal-group office?

Label

cases

997

Val ue Frequency Percent

Hel d trade union office?

Label

cases

998

Val ue Frequency Percent

780
217

709
289

pressure-group office?

Val i d
Per cent

81.8

Val i d
Per cent

52.0

Val i d
Per cent

78.2
21.8
M ssi ng
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

71.0

Cum
Per cent

81.8
100.0

Cum
Per cent

52.0
100.0

Cum
Per cent

78. 2
100.0

Cum
Per cent

71.0
100.0



40 Hel d womans organi sation office?

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 942 94.3 94. 4 94. 4
Yes 1 56 5.6 5.6 100.0
9 1 1 Mssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 998 M ssing cases 1
Q4P Ever enpl oyed by party office?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 927 92.8 92.9 92.9
Yes 1 71 7.1 7.1 100.0
9 1 1 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 998 M ssing cases 1
&BA Mbst i nportant reason for candi dacy
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
To support ny party 1 223 22.3 22.7 22.7
Asked to stand 2 49 4.9 5.0 27.7
Serve ny country 3 234 23. 4 23.8 51.5
To represent this pa 4 120 12.0 12.2 63.7
To hel p peopl e 5 280 28.0 28.5 92.3
Q her 6 75 7.5 7.6 99.9
53 1 .1 .1 100.0
88 2 .2 M ssing
99 15 1.5 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 982 M ssing cases 17
&B Next npst inportant reason for candi dacy
Val i d Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
To support ny party 1 269 26.9 28.8 28.8
Asked to stand 2 68 6.8 7.3 36.1
Serve ny country 3 137 13.7 14.7 50.8
To represent this pa 4 131 13.1 14.0 64.8
To hel p people 5 258 25.8 27.7 92.5
G her 6 69 6.9 74 100.0
88 1 .1 M ssing
99 66 6.5 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 933 M ssing cases 66



Q7A Spouse/ partner/fam |y support

Val ue Label

Very positive
Positive
Neut r al

Negati ve

Very negative
Not applicable

Val id cases 980

Val ue Frequency Percent

1 460 46.0
2 355 35.5
3 125 12.5
4 34 3.4
5 6 6
8 2 2
9 17 1.7
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 19

Q7B Wonens groups support

Val ue Label

Val ue Frequency Percent

Very positive 1 85 8.5
Positive 2 123 12.3
Neut r al 3 296 29.6
Negati ve 4 8 .8
Very negative 5 4 .4
. 1 .1
Not applicable 8 20 2.0
9 462 46. 2
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 516 M ssing cases 483
QrC Comuni ty groups support

Val ue Label

Val ue Frequency Percent

Very positive 1 99 9.9
Positive 2 296 29.6
Neut r al 3 256 25.6
Not applicable 8 15 1.5
9 333 33.3
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 651 M ssing cases 348
Q7D Busi ness associ ates support

Val ue Label

Very positive
Positive
Neut r al

Negati ve

Val ue Frequency Percent

1 119 11.9
2 366 36.6
3 250 25.0
4 38 3.8

Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
46. 9 46.9
36.2 83.2
12.8 95.9
3.5 99.4
.6 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
16.5 16.5
23.8 40. 3
57.4 97.7
1.6 99. 2
.8 100.0
M ssing
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
15.2 15.2
45.5 60.7
39.3 100.0
M ssing
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
15.3 15.3
47. 2 62.5
32.2 94.7
4.9 99. 6



Very negative
Not applicable

Val i d cases 776

5 3 3
8 8 8
9 215 21.5
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 223

Q/E Trade uni oni sts support

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very positive 1 122 12.2
Positive 2 148 14.8
Neut r al 3 257 25.7
Negati ve 4 14 1.4
Very negative 5 7 .7
. 1 .1
Not applicable 8 24 2.4
9 4% 42.6
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 548 M ssing cases 451
Q7F Party menmbers support
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very positive 1 632 63.3
Positive 2 309 30.9
Neut r al 3 21 2.1
Negati ve 4 1 .1
Not applicable 8 1 .1
9 35 3.5
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 963 M ssing cases 36
QG Party agents support
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very positive 1 421 42.1
Positive 2 259 25.9
Neut r al 3 123 12.3
Negati ve 4 6 .6
Very negative 5 3 .3
Not applicable 8 5 .5
9 182 18.2
Tot al 999 100.0

Val id cases 812

M ssing cases 187

.4
M ssi ng
M ssing

Val i d
Per cent

S
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M ssing
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

.1
M ssing
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent
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M ssi ng
M ssi ng

100.0

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent



Q7H Enpl oyer support

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very positive 1 101 10.1
Positive 2 230 23.0
Neut r al 3 332 33.2
Negati ve 4 48 4.8
Very negative 5 16 1.6
Not applicable 8 22 2.2
9 250 25.0
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 727 M ssing cases 272
@B3 No. wonmen on short-1i st
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
0 409 40.9
1 334 33.4
2 103 10.3
3 31 3.1
4 17 1.7
5 4 .4
6 4 .4
8 1 .1
9 1 .1
10 2 .2
DK 888 37 3.7
999 56 5.6
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 906 M ssing cases 93
@B5 No. minorities on short-Iist
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
0 773 77.4
1 98 9.8
2 11 1.1
3 2 .2
4 .1
7 2 .2
9 1 .1
10 1 .1
99 5 .5
DK 888 40 3.9
999 65 6.5
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 895 M ssing cases 104
QA Was process denocratic?

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent

Valid Cum
Percent Percent
13.9 13.9
31.6 45.5
45. 7 91.2
6.6 97.8
2.2 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Per @nt
45. 1 45,1
36.9 82.0
11. 4 93.4
3.4 96. 8
1.9 98.7
.4 99.1
.4 99.6
.1 99.7
.1 99.8
.2 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
86. 4 86. 4
10.9 97.3
1.2 98.5
2 98.8
.1 98.9
.2 99.1
.1 99.2
.1 99.3
.6 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum

Percent Percent



Very 1 673 67. 4
Quite 2 276 27.6
Not very 3 24 2.4
Not at all 4 4 .4
Not applicable 8 3 .3
9 19 1.9
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 977 M ssing cases 22
QB Was process efficient?
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very 1 489 48. 9
Quite 2 385 38.5
Not very 3 75 7.5
Not at all 4 6 .6
Not applicabl e 8 3 .3
9 41 4.1
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 955 M ssing cases 44
@C Was process conplicated?
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very 1 54 5.4
Quite 2 196 19.6
Not very 3 391 39.1
Not at all 4 277 27.7
Not applicable 8 3 .3
9 78 7.8
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 918 M ssing cases 81
Q@D Was process fair?
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very 1 595 59.6
Quite 2 323 32.3
Not very 3 20 2.0
Not at all 4 8 .8
Not applicable 8 3 .3
9 50 5.0
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 946 M ssing cases 53

QL0A Influence of national party |eaders

.4
M ssi ng
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

.6
M ssi ng
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

5.9
21. 4
42. 6
30.2

M ssi ng
M ssing

Val i d
Per cent

.8
M ssi ng
M ssi ng

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

5.9
27.2
69.8

100.0

Cum
Per cent



Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Far too little 1 21 2.1
Too little 2 92 9.2
About right 3 757 75.8
Too great 4 71 7.1
Far too great 5 17 1.7
88 1 .1
Not applicable 8 5 .5
9 35 3.5
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 959 M ssing cases 40
QLoB Influence of regional officers
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Far too little 1 7 .7
Too little 2 66 6.6
About right 3 772 77.3
Too great 4 101 10.1
Far too great 5 12 1.2
88 1 1
Not applicable 8 3 .3
9 37 3.7
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 959 M ssing cases 40
QiocC I nfluence of constituency officers
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Far too little 1 3 3
Too little 2 39 3.9
About right 3 806 80.7
Too great 4 109 10.9
Far too great 5 16 1.6
Not applicable 8 2 2
9 24 2.4
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 973 M ssing cases 26
QLoD Influence of local party officers
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Far too little 1 11 1.1
Too little 2 134 13.4
About right 3 780 78.1
Too great 4 37 3.7
Far too great 5 8 .8

Val i d
Per cent

Valid
Per cent
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Per cent

® P
. wowk
(YN

Cum
Per cent

Per cent

o)
© oo
©CoOr o~

100.0

Cum
Per cent

o © ®
CONA,
orNWW

Cum
Per cent



Not applicable 8 3 .3 M ssi ng

9 26 2.6 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 970 M ssing cases 29
QLOE I nfluence of trade unions
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Far too little 1 10 1.0 1.5 1.5
Too little 2 58 5.8 8.7 10.3
About ri ght 3 497 49.7 75.0 85.2
Too great 4 68 6.8 10.3 95.5
Far too great 5 30 3.0 4.5 100.0
Not applicable 8 48 4.8 M ssi ng
9 288 28.8 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 663 M ssing cases 336
QLOF I nfluence of womens organi zations
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Far too little 1 20 2.0 2.8 2.8
Too little 2 104 10.4 14.8 17.6
About ri ght 3 522 52.3 74.3 91.9
Too great 4 43 4.3 6.1 98.0
Far too great 5 14 1.4 2.0 100.0
Not applicable 8 33 3.3 M ssi ng
9 263 26.3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 703 M ssing cases 296
QL1A I nportance of living in constituency
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very inportant 1 388 38.8 44. 4 44. 4
Fairly inportant 2 97 9.7 11.1 55.5
Not very inportant 3 107 10.7 12.2 67.7
Not at all inportant 4 282 28.2 32.3 100.0
Not applicable 8 4 .4 M ssi ng
9 121 12.1 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 874 M ssing cases 125

QL1B I mportance of seats close to hone



Val ue Labe

Very inportant
Fairly inportant

Not very inportant
Not at all inportant
Not applicable

Val id cases 851

QLic

Val ue Labe

Very inportant
Fairly inportant

Not very inportant
Not at all inportant
Not applicable

Val id cases 806

QL1D

Val ue Labe

Very inportant
Fairly inportant

Not very inportant
Not at all inportant
Not applicable

Val i d cases 794

QL1E

Val ue Labe

Very inportant
Fairly inportant

Not very inportant
Not at all inportant
Not applicable

Val id cases 881

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 373 37.3
2 232 23.2
3 97 9.7
4 149 14.9
8 3 .3
9 145 14.5
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 148

I nportance of seats in region

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 309 30.9
2 222 22.2
3 103 10. 3
4 172 17.2
8 3 .3
9 190 19.0
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 193

Val ue

OCobhwNE

Tot a

I nportance of proximty to Westm nster

Frequency Percent

7
37
138 1
612 6

M ssing cases 205

Val ue

©CoOoWNPRF

Tot a

I mportance of knowi ng party nenbers

Frequency Percent

296 29.6
205 20.5
141 14.1
239 23.9

2 .2
116 11.6
999 100.0

M ssi ng cases 118

Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
43. 8 43.8
27.3 71.1
11. 4 82.5
17.5 100.0
M ssing
M ssing
1000
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
38.3 38.3
27.5 65.9
12.8 78.7
21.3 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
.9 .9
4.7 5.5
17.4 22.9
77. 1 100.0
M ssing
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
33.6 33.6
23.3 56.9
16.0 72.9
27.1 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100.0



QL1F I nportance of being asked to apply

Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very inportant 1 291 29.1 33.7 33.7
Fairly inportant 2 179 17.9 20.7 54.4
Not very inportant 3 107 10.7 12. 4 66. 8
Not at all inportant 4 287 28.7 33.2 100.0
Not applicable 8 2 2 M ssing
9 133 13.3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 864 M ssing cases 135
QL1G I mportance of confidence of wi nning
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very inportant 1 354 35.4 39.1 39.1
Fairly inportant 2 210 21.0 23.2 62.3
Not very inportant 3 160 16.0 17.7 79.9
Not at all inportant 4 182 18.2 20.1 100.0
Not applicable 8 1 .1 M ssing
9 92 9.2 Mssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 906 M ssing cases 93
QL1H I nportance of gaining experience
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very inportant 1 269 26.9 31.9 31.9
Fairly inportant 2 272 27.2 32.2 64.1
Not very inportant 3 134 13.4 15.9 80.0
Not at all inportant 4 169 16.9 20.0 100.0
Not applicable 8 2 .2 M ssing
9 153 15.3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 844 M ssing cases 155
QL1 [ Labour] I nportance of choosing all-wone
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very inportant 1 5 5 2.9 2.9
Fairly inportant 2 12 1.2 6.9 9.8
Not very inportant 3 27 2.7 15.5 25.3
Not at all inportant 4 130 13.0 74.7 100.0
Not applicable 8 665 66. 6 M ssi ng
9 160 16.0 M ssi ng



Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 174 M ssing cases 825
Q1J [ Labour] I nportance of avoiding all-wone
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very inportant 1 43 4.3 22.2 22.2
Fairly inportant 2 4 .4 2.1 24.2
Not very inportant 3 20 2.0 10.3 34.5
Not at all inportant 4 127 12.7 65.5 100.0
Not applicable 8 665 66. 6 M ssi ng
9 140 14.0 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 194 M ssing cases 805
QL2A Fi ndi ng out about application process wa
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very easy 1 456 45. 6 46.5 46.5
Fairly easy 2 421 42.1 42.9 89.4
Fairly difficult 3 89 8.9 9.1 98.5
Very difficult 4 15 1.5 1.5 100.0
Not applicable 8 3 .3 M ssing
9 15 1.5 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 981 M ssing cases 18
QL2B Produci ng application formwas...
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very easy 1 324 32.4 33.4 33.4
Fairly easy 2 485 48. 5 50.0 83.4
Fairly difficult 3 143 14.3 14.7 98.1
Very difficult 4 18 1.8 1.9 100.0
Not applicable 8 6 .6 M ssing
9 23 2.3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 970 M ssing cases 29
QL2C Sel ecting seats was...
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Very easy 1 457 45.7 48.5 48.5

Fairly easy 2 397 39.7 42.1 90. 6



Fairly difficult
Very difficult
Not applicable

Val id cases 943

3 75 7.5
4 14 1.4
8 4 .4
9 52 5.2
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 56

Q12D Getting short-listed was. ..

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very easy 1 297 29.7
Fairly easy 2 444 44. 4
Fairly difficult 3 185 18.5
Very difficult 4 45 4.5
Not applicable 8 4 4
9 24 2.4
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 971 M ssing cases 28
QL2E Presenting nyself for interview was...
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very easy 1 324 32. 4
Fairly easy 2 478 47.8
Fairly difficult 3 147 14.7
Very difficult 4 16 1.6
Not applicable 8 4 .4
9 30 3.0
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 965 M ssing cases 34
QL2F Meeti ng expenses was. ..
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Very easy 1 385 38.5
Fairly easy 2 425 42.5
Fairly difficult 3 109 10.9
Very difficult 4 35 3.5
Not applicable 8 9 .9
9 36 3.6
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 954 M ssing cases 45

QL2G Finding tine for interviews was...

8.0 98.5
1.5 100.0
M ssing
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
30.6 30.6
45.7 76.3
19.1 95.4
4.6 100.0
M ssing
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
33.6 33.6
49.5 83.1
15.2 98.3
1.7 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
40. 4 40. 4
44.5 84.9
11. 4 96. 3
3.7 100.0
M ssi ng
M ssi ng
100.0



Val ue Labe

Very easy
Fairly easy

Fairly difficult

Very difficult

Not applicable

Val id cases

QL3A

Val ue Labe

Conservative
Labour

Li b- Dem

SNP

Plaid Cynmru
G een

Val id cases

QL3B

Val ue Labe

Conservative
Labour

Li b- Dem

SNP

Plaid Cynmru
G een

Val id cases

QL3c

Val ue Labe

Cl ose result
Wn easily
DK

961

Expect ed wi nner

970

951

Expect ed cl oseness of next election

Valid

Expect ed second pl ace in constituency

Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
1 345 34.5 35.9
2 442 44. 2 46.0
3 143 14.3 14.9
4 31 3.1 3.2
8 4 .4 M ssing
9 34 3.4 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
M ssing cases 38
in constituency
Valid
Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
1 375 37.5 38.7
2 453 45. 3 46. 7
3 121 12.1 12.5
4 16 1.6 1.6
5 4 .4 .4
6 1 .1 .1
8 1 .1 M ssing
9 28 2.8 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
M ssing cases 29
Valid
Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
0 1 .1 .1
1 436 43.6 45.8
2 268 26.8 28.2
3 190 19.0 20.0
4 41 4.1 4.3
5 14 1.4 1.5
6 1 .1 .1
8 1 .1 M ssi ng
9 47 4.7 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
M ssing cases 48
Valid
Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
1 522 52.3 53.3
2 400 40.0 40.9
3 57 5.7 5.8
9 20 2.0 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

53.3
94. 2
100.0



Valid cases 979 M ssing cases 20

QL4A Hrs/wk on casework of Westm nster

Valid cases 160 M ssing cases 839

QL4B Hrs/wk attending floor debates

Valid cases 158 M ssing cases 841

Q4cC Hrs/wk on sel ect-comrttee work

Valid cases 147 M ssing cases 852

Q14D Hrs/wk on standi ng-comittee work

Valid cases 146 M ssing cases 853

QL4E Hrs/wk on backbench party conmttee work

Valid cases 152 M ssing cases 847

QL4F Hrs/wk in neetings/other MPs

Valid cases 159 M ssing cases 840

Q4G Hrs/wk in neetings/lobbyists

Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
0 30 3.0 19. 4 19. 4
1 32 3.2 20.6 40.0
2 34 3.4 21.9 61.9
3 11 1.1 7.1 69.0
4 15 1.5 9.7 78.7
5 23 2.3 14.8 93.5
6 6 .6 3.9 97.4
9 1 .1 .6 98.1

10 3 .3 1.9 100.0

. 2 .2 M sd ng

Not applicable 88 586 58.7 M ssing

99 256 25.6 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 155 M ssing cases 844

QL4H Hrs/wk in neetings/group reps, del egates



Valid cases 153 M ssing cases 846

QL4l Hrs/wk on casework of constituency
Valid cases 156 M ssing cases 843
Q4 Hrs/wk hol di ng constituency surgeries
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
0 3 .3 1.9 1.9
1 13 1.3 8.3 10. 2
2 44 4.4 28.0 38.2
3 43 4.3 27.4 65.6
4 30 3.0 19.1 84.7
5 12 1.2 7.6 92.4
6 8 .8 5.1 97.5
7 2 .2 1.3 98.7
8 2 .2 1.3 100.0
. 1 .1 M ssing
Not applicable 88 586 58.7 M ssing
99 255 25.5 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 157 M ssing cases 842
QL4K Hrs/wk attending |ocal party neetings
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
0 4 .4 2.6 2.6
1 46 4.6 29.9 32.5
2 51 5.1 33.1 65. 6
3 19 1.9 12.3 77.9
4 16 1.6 10. 4 88.3
5 5 5 3.2 91.6
6 9 .9 5.8 97.4
7 2 .2 1.3 98.7
10 2 .2 1. 100.0
. 5 .5 M ssing
Not applicable 88 586 58.7 M ssing
99 254 25.4 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 154 M ssing cases 845
Q4L Hrs/wk attending other constituency func
Valid cases 158 M ssing cases 841
QL4aM Hrs/wk travel ling between Westm nster/co

Valid cases 156 M ssing cases 843



Q14N Hrs/wk other activities

Valid cases 144 M ssing cases 855
Q140 Hr s/ wk TOTAL
Valid cases 166 M ssing cases 833
QL5A How nmany letters/wk from constituents?
Valid cases 240 M ssing cases 759
QL5B How nmany letters/wk from ot hers?
Valid cases 232 M ssi ng cases 767
Q15C How nmany surgeries/np do you hol d?
Valid cases 229 M ssing cases 770
QL6A Mbst MPs have a high noral code
Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 » 7.5 8.2 8.2
Agr ee 2 554 55.5 60. 3 68.5
Di sagree 3 264 26. 4 28.8 97.3
Strongly di sagree 4 25 2.5 2.7 100.0

8 1 1 M ssing

9 80 8.0 M ssi ng

Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 918 M ssi ng cases 81
QL6B " Sl eaze" probl em over bl own
Valid Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 169 16.9 18.2 18.2
Agr ee 2 255 25.5 27.5 45.7
Di sagree 3 396 39.6 42.7 88. 4
Strongly di sagree 4 108 10.8 11.6 100.0

8 1 1 M ssi ng

9 70 7.0 M ssi ng

Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 928 M ssing cases 71



QL6C Most MPs will tell lies

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 1 55 5.5
Agr ee 2 425 42.5
Di sagree 3 400 40.0
Strongly di sagree 4 33 3.3
8 1 .1
9 85 8.5
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 913 M ssing cases 86
Q16D British public life relatively uncorrupt
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 1 255 25.5
Agr ee 2 461 46. 1
Di sagree 3 178 17.8
Strongly di sagree 4 25 2.5
8 1 .1
9 79 7.9
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 919 M ssing cases 80
QL6E Politicians noral standards declining
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 1 73 7.3
Agr ee 2 426 42.6
Di sagree 3 372 37.2
Strongly di sagree 4 45 4.5
8 3 3
9 80 8.0
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 916 M ssing cases 83
QL6F Mbst MPs nmke noney inproperly
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Strongly agree 1 24 2.4
Agr ee 2 97 9.7
Di sagree 3 548 54.9
Strongly di sagree 4 251 25.1
8 1 .1
9 78 7.8

Val i d
Per cent

6.0
46.5
43.8

3.6

M ssing
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

M ssing
M ssing

Val i d
Per cent

8.0
46.5
40. 6
4.9

M ssing

M ssing

Val i d
Per cent

2.6
10.5
59.6
27.3

M ssing
M ssing

Cum
Per cent

6.0
52.6
96. 4

100.0

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

8.0
54.5
95.1

100.0

Cum
Per cent

2.6
13.2
72.7

100.0



Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 920 M ssing cases 79
QL6G MPs shoul d have another paid job
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 98 9.8 10.7 10.7
Agr ee 2 172 17.2 18.7 29.4
Di sagree 3 349 34.9 38.0 67.4
Strongly di sagree 4 300 30.0 32.6 100.0
8 1 .1 M ssi ng
9 79 7.9 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 919 M ssing cases 80
QL6H Parties should be government funded
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 208 20.8 22.6 22.6
Agr ee 2 345 34.5 37.5 60.0
Di sagree 3 195 19.5 21.2 81.2
Strongly di sagree 4 173 17.3 18.8 100.0
8 1 .1 M ssi ng
9 77 7.7 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 921 M ssing cases 78
Q161 MPs shoul d be banned from outside intere
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 210 21.0 22.9 22.9
Agr ee 2 238 23.8 25.9 48.7
Di sagree 3 313 31.3 34.1 82.8
Strongly di sagree 4 158 15.8 17.2 100.0
8 1 .1 M ssi ng
9 79 7.9 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 919 M ssing cases 80
QL6J Donations to party should be kept privat
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

Strongly agree 1 161 16.1 17.6 17.6



Agr ee 2 232 B.2 25.3
Di sagree 3 317 31.7 34.6
Strongly di sagree 4 207 20.7 22.6
8 2 .2 M ssi ng
9 80 8.0 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 917 M ssing cases 82
QL6K MPs greatly under-rewarded
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 124 12. 4 13.5
Agr ee 2 398 39.8 43.3
Di sagree 3 357 35.7 38.8
Strongly di sagree 4 41 4.1 4.5
8 1 .1 M ssi ng
9 78 7.8 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 920 M ssing cases 79
QL6L Donations to party should be Ilimted
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 139 13.9 15.0
Agr ee 2 304 30.4 32.9
Di sagree 3 330 33.0 35.7
Strongly di sagree 4 152 15.2 16. 4
8 1 .1 M ssing
9 73 7.3 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 925 M ssing cases 74
QL6M Parliamentary careers increasingly unatt
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 92 9.2 10.0
Agr ee 2 420 42.0 45.5
Di sagree 3 359 35.9 38.9
Strongly di sagree 4 53 5.3 5.7
8 1 .1 M ssi ng
9 74 7.4 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 924 M ssing cases 75

MPs shoul d vote w party

regardl ess of c

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent



Val i d Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 15 1.5 1.6 1.6
Agr ee 2 95 9.5 10.3 11.9
Di sagree 3 552 55.3 59.9 71.9
Strongly di sagree 4 259 25.9 28.1 100.0
8 2 2 M ssi ng
9 76 7.6 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 921 M ssing cases 78
QL60 MPs shoul d vote w party, regardl ess of n
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percert Percent Percent
Strongly agree 1 11 1.1 1.2 1.2
Agr ee 2 60 6.0 6.6 7.9
Di sagree 3 490 49.0 54.2 62.1
Strongly di sagree 4 343 34.3 37.9 100.0
8 2 .2 M ssi ng
9 93 9.3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 904 M ssing cases 95
QL7A Shoul d MPs accept: free lunch?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Ri ght 1 624 62.5 67.3 67.3
Not ri ght 2 212 21.2 22.9 90.2
DK 3 91 9.1 9.8 100.0
9 72 7.2 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 927 M ssing cases 72
QL7B Shoul d MPs accept: paynent for asking fl
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Ri ght 1 4 .4 .4 .4
Not ri ght 2 928 92.9 99.3 99.7
DK 3 3 .3 .3 100.0
9 64 6.4 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 935 M ssing cases 64

QL7C Shoul d MPs accept: bottle of w ne/whisky



Val ue Labe
Ri ght

Not ri ght
DK

Val i d cases

QL7D

Val ue Labe
Ri ght

Not ri ght
DK

Val id cases

QL7E

Val ue Labe
Ri ght

Not ri ght
DK

Val id cases

QL7F

Val ue Labe
Ri ght

Not ri ght
DK

Val id cases

923

Shoul d MPs accept:

933

Shoul d MPs accept:

930

Shoul d MPs

925

Shoul d MPs accept:

Val ue
1 363
2 485
3 75
9 76
Tot al 999
M ssing cases 76

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 30 3.0
2 882 88.3
3 21 2.1
9 66 6.6
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 66
paynents for parliane

Val ue
1 192
2 682
3 56
9 69
Tot al 999
M ssing cases 69

Frequency Percent

free holiday abroad?

Frequency Percent

Frequency Percent

100.0

accept: free tickets to sport

Val ue
1 296
2 552
3 77
9 74

Tot al 999

M ssing cases 74

money/gifts related t

Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
39.3 39.3
52.5 91.9
8.1 100.0
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
3.2 3.2
94.5 97.7
2.3 100.0
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
20.6 20.6
73.3 94.0
6.0 100.0
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
32.0 32.0
59.7 91.7
8.3 100.0
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum



Val ue Label Value Frequency Percent Percent

Ri ght 1 30 3.0 3.2
Not ri ght 2 872 87.3 94.0
DK 3 26 2.6 2.8
9 71 7.1 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 928 M ssing cases 71
QL7H Shoul d MPs accept: paynent to spouse for
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Ri ght 1 283 28.3 30.7
Not ri ght 2 561 56. 2 60. 8
DK 3 79 7.9 8.6
9 76 7.6 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 923 M ssing cases 76
QL8A Shoul d Parlianment have... wonen MPs?
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Many nore 1 664 66.5 74.0
A few nore 2 172 17.2 19.2
Same as now 3 52 5.2 5.8
A few | ess 4 2 2 .2
Many | ess 5 7 7 .8
8 4 4 M ssing
9 98 9.8 M ssi ng
Total 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 897 M ssing cases 102
QL8B Shoul d Parlianent have... workingclass
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Many nore 1 371 37.1 43.9
A few nore 2 245 24.5 29.0
Same as now 3 217 21.7 25.7
A few | ess 4 8 8 .9
Many | ess 5 5 .5 .6
8 4 .4 M ssi ng
9 149 14.9 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 846 M ssing cases 153

QL8C Shoul d Parliament have... ethnicninorit

Per cent

3.2
97.2
100.0

Cum
Per cent

30.7
91.4
100.0

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent



Val i d Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Many nore 1 470 47.0 53.1 53.1
A few nore 2 331 33.1 37.4 90.5
Same as now 3 81 8.1 9.2 99.7
A few | ess 4 1 1 .1 99.8
Many | ess 5 2 2 .2 100.0
8 3 3 M ssing
9 111 11.1 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 885 M ssing cases 114
QL8D Shoul d Parlianment have... Scottish MPs
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Many nore 1 42 4.2 4.8 4.8
A few nore 2 43 4.3 4.9 9.6
Same as now 3 368 36.8 41.8 51.4
A few | ess 4 283 28.3 32.1 83.5
Many | ess 5 145 14.5 16.5 100.0
8 6 6 M ssi ng
9 112 11.2 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 881 M ssing cases 118
QL9A Party training programes for wonen
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly approve 1 511 51.2 54.9 54.9
Approve 2 321 32.1 34.5 89.5
Di sapprove 3 78 7.8 8.4 97.8
Strongly di sapprove 4 20 2.0 2.2 100.0
9 69 6.9 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 930 M ssi ng cases 69
QL9B Al women short-lists
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly approve 1 77 7.7 8.3 8.3
Approve 2 116 11.6 12.5 20.8
Di sapprove 3 317 31.7 34.2 55.0
Strongly di sapprove 4 418 41.8 45.0 100.0
9 71 7.1 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 928 M ssing cases 71



QLec

Val ue Labe

Strongly approve

Approve
Di sapprove

Strongly di sapprove

Val id cases 923

QL9D Bett er

Val ue Labe

Strongly approve

Approve
Di sapprove

Strongly di sapprove

Val id cases 927

QLO9E

Val ue Labe

Strongly approve
Approve

Di sapprove

Strongly di sapprove

Val id cases 928

Fi nanci al

QLOF

Val ue Labe

Strongly approve
Approve

Di sapprove

Strongly di sapprove

Postive quotas/affirmative action for wo

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 122 12.2
2 277 27.7
3 246 24.6
4 278 27.8
8 1 .1
9 75 7.5
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 76

childcare facilities in Parlianen

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 514 51.5
2 309 30.9
3 62 6.2
4 42 4.2
9 72 7.2
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 72

Changi ng hours of parliamentay sittings

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 490 49.0
2 284 28.4
3 103 10.3
4 51 5.1
9 71 7.1
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 71

support for wonmen candi dates

Val ue

ODNWNER

Tot a

Frequency Percent

99 9.9
190 19.0
399 39.9
225 22.5

86 8.6
999 100.0

Val i d
Per cent

M ssing
M ssing

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent



Valid cases 913 M ssing cases 86

QL9G Reserved seats for wonen
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Strongly approve 1 39 3.9 4.2 4.2
Approve 2 49 4.9 5.3 9.5
Di sapprove 3 368 36.8 39.8 49. 4
Strongly di sapprove 4 467 46.7 50.5 99.9
5 1 1 .1 100.0
9 75 7.5 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 924 M ssing cases 75
Q0 VWhere would you nost like to be in 10 yr
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Perent Percent
Menber of Parlianment 1 316 31.6 33.8 33.8
Menber of govt 2 410 41.0 43.9 77.6
Menber of European p 3 41 4.1 4.4 82.0
Head of pvt conpany 4 11 1.1 1.2 83.2
I'n House of Lords 5 20 2.0 2.1 85.3
Retired from public 6 49 4.9 5.2 90. 6
C her 7 87 8.7 9.3 99.9
9 1 .1 .1 100.0
DK 88 7 .7 M ssing
99 57 5.7 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 935 M ssing cases 64
Q1A Ef fect of boundary changes on w nning pa
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Far harder 1 8 .8 .9 .9
Somewhat har der 2 57 5.7 6.4 7.4
No difference 3 734 73.5 83.0 90.4
Somewhat easi er 4 67 6.7 7.6 98.0
Far easier 5 18 1.8 2.0 100.0
Not applicable 8 28 2.8 M ssi ng
9 87 8.7 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 884 M ssing cases 115
Q1B Ef fect of boundary changes on raising nmo

Val i d Cum



Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Perent Percent Percent

Far harder 1 26 2.6 2.9 2.9
Somewhat har der 2 125 12.5 14.1 17.0
No difference 3 640 64.1 72.2 89. 2
Somewhat easi er 4 90 9.0 10.1 99.3
Far easier 5 6 .6 .7 100.0
Not applicable 8 26 2.6 M ssing
9 86 8.6 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 887 M ssing cases 112
Q1cC Ef fect of boundary changes on recruiting
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Far harder 1 28 2.8 3.2 3.2
Somewhat harder 2 152 15.2 17.1 20.3
No difference 3 571 57.2 64. 4 84.7
Somewhat easi er 4 130 13.0 14.7 99.3
Far easier 5 6 .6 .7 100.0
Not applicable 8 26 2.6 M ssing
9 86 8.6 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 887 M ssing cases 112
Q1D Ef fect of boundary changes on creating e
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Far harder 1 30 3.0 3.4 3.4
Somewhat har der 2 188 18.8 21.2 24.5
No difference 3 542 54.3 61.0 85.6
Somewhat easi er 4 115 11.5 13.0 98.5
Far easier 5 13 1.3 1.5 100.0
Not applicable 8 26 2.6 M ssi ng
9 85 8.5 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 888 M ssing cases 111
Q1E Ef fect of boundary changes on voter turn
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Far harder 1 28 2.8 3.2 3.2
Somewhat har der 2 162 16. 2 18.3 21.4
No difference 3 561 56. 2 63.3 84.8
Somewhat easi er 4 123 12.3 13.9 98.6
Far easier 5 12 1.2 1.4 100.0
Not applicable 8 26 2.6 M ssi ng
9 87 8.7 M ssi ng

Tot al 999 100.0 100.0



Valid cases 886 M ssing cases 113

Q2A1 1st npst inportant problem facing countr
Valid cases 131 M ssi ng cases 868
Q2A2 2nd nost inportant problem facing countr
Valid cases 127 M ssing cases 872
Q2A3 3rd nost inportant problemfacing countr
Valid cases 129 M ssing cases 870
Q2B1 1st legislative priority
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
6 1 1 33.3 33.3
90 1 1 33.3 66.7
402 1 .1 33.3 100.0
. 941 94.2 M ssing
888 1 .1 M ssing
999 54 5.4 M ssi gy
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 3 M ssing cases 996
Q2B2 2nd legislative priority
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
5 1 1 50.0 50.0
326 1 .1 50.0 100.0
. 939 94.0 M ssing
888 1 .1 M ssing
999 57 5.7 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 2 M ssing cases 997
Q2B3 3rd legislative priority
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
89 1 1 50.0 50.0
374 1 .1 50.0 100.0
. 936 93.7 M ssi ng
888 1 1 M ssi ng



999 60 6.0 M ssi ng

Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 2 M ssing cases 997
Q3A Posi tion of respondent on left-right sca
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Left 1 23 2.3 2.4 2.4
2 77 7.7 8.1 10.5
3 239 23.9 25.1 35.6
4 200 20.0 21.0 56.7
5 115 11.5 12.1 68.8
6 56 5.6 5.9 74.7
7 78 7.8 8.2 82.9
8 116 11.6 12.2 95.1
9 32 3.2 3.4 98.4
Ri ght 10 15 1.5 1.6 100.0
99 48 4.8 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 951 M ssing cases 48
Q3B Posi tion of constituency party on left-r
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Left 1 6 .6 .6 .6
2 74 7.4 7.8 8.4
3 186 18.6 19.5 27.9
4 173 17.3 18.1 46.0
5 192 19.2 20.1 66. 1
6 60 6.0 6.3 72.4
7 79 7.9 8.3 80.7
8 108 10.8 11.3 92.0
9 66 6.6 6.9 99.0
Ri ght 10 10 1.0 1.0 100.0
88 1 .1 M ssing
99 44 4.4 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100. 0
Valid cases 954 M ssing cases 45
Q3C Position of parlianentary party on |eft-
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Left 1
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Ri ght 10 6 .6 .6 100.0
88 5 .5 M ssing
99 48 4.8 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 946 M ssing cases 53
Q3D Position of party |eader on left-right s
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Left 1 1 .1 .1 1
2 17 1.7 1.8 1.9
3 96 9.6 10. 2 12.2
4 233 23.3 24.9 37.0
5 228 22.8 24.3 61.4
6 149 14.9 15.9 77.3
7 125 12.5 13.3 90.6
8 62 6.2 6.6 97.2
9 15 1.5 1.6 98.8
Ri ght 10 11 1.1 1.2 100.0
88 10 1.0 M ssi ng
99 52 5.2 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100. 0 100.0
Valid cases 937 M ssing cases 62
Q3E Position of party voters on left-right s
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Left 1 1 .1 .1 .1
2 11 1.1 1.2 1.3
3 90 9.0 9.5 10.7
4 195 19.5 20.5 31.3
5 271 27.1 28.5 59.8
6 127 12.7 13. 4 73.2
7 114 11. 4 12.0 85.2
8 101 10.1 10. 6 95.8
9 33 3.3 3.5 99.3
Ri ght 10 7 .7 .7 100.0
88 1 .1 M ssing
99 48 4.8 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 950 M ssing cases 49
Q4A Posi ti on of respondent on governnents ec
Valid cases 913 M ssing cases 86
Q4B Posi tion of constituency party on govts

Valid cases 910 M ssing cases 89



Position of parlianentary party on govts

cases 901 M ssing cases 98

Position of party |eader on govts econom

cases 900 M ssing cases 99

Position of party voters on govts econom

cases 910 M ssing cases 89

Vi ews of respondent on taxes and spendin

cases 953 M ssing cases 46

Vi ews of constituency party on taxes and

cases 949 M ssing cases 50

Vi ews of parliamentary party on taxes an

cases 939 M ssing cases 60

Views of party |eader on taxes and spend

cases 936 M ssing cases 63

Views of party voters on taxes and spend

cases 946 M ssing cases 53

Vi ews of respondent on nationalising pri

cases 965 M ssing cases 34

Vi ews of constituency party on nationali

cases 958 M ssing cases 41

Vi ews of parlianentary party on national

cases 951 M ssing cases 48



Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

Vi ews

cases

of party |eader on nationalising p

945 M ssing cases 54

of party voters on nationalising p

955 M ssing cases 44
of respondent on EU
965 M ssing cases 34

of constituency party on EU

960 M ssing cases 39

of parliamentary party on EU

952 M ssing cases 47

of party |eader on EU

945 M ssing cases 54

of party voters on EU

954 M ssing cases 45

of respondent on womens rights
959 M ssing cases 40

of constituency party on wonens ri

955 M ssing cases 44

of parliamentary party on wonens r

947 M ssing cases 52

of party | eader on wonens rights



Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Wonren have an equal 1 485 48.5
2 133 13.3
3 84 8.4
4 63 6.3
5 42 4.2
6 74 7.4
7 41 4.1
8 11 1.1
9 6 .6
Wonens rol e should b 11 1 .1
88 9 .9
99 50 5.0
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 940 M ssing cases 59
Q8E Views of party voters on wonens rights
Valid cases 952 M ssi ng cases 47
Q9A Shoul d govt: fund political parties?
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely shoul d 1 365 36.5
Probably should 2 241 24.1
Doesnt matter 3 27 2.7
Probably should not 4 102 10. 2
Definitely should no 5 235 23.5
8 1 1
9 28 2.8
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 970 M ssing cases 29
Q9B Shoul d govt: establish a witten constit
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely shoul d 1 517 51.8
Probably shoul d 2 135 13.5
Doesnt matter 3 46 4.6
Probably should not 4 101 10.1
Definitely should no 5 174 17.4
9 26 2.6
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 973 M ssing cases 26

Q9C Shoul d govt: replace House of Lords w 2n

Val i d
Per cent
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24.2
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M ssi ng
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Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent



Val i d Cum

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percen Percent
Definitely should 1 536 53.7 55.1 55.1
Probably shoul d 2 132 13.2 13.6 68.7
Doesnt matter 3 24 2.4 2.5 71.1
Probably should not 4 68 6.8 7.0 78.1
Definitely should no 5 213 21.3 21.9 100.0
8 1 1 M ssing
9 25 2.5 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 973 M ssing cases 26
Q9D Shoul d govt: introduce proportional repr
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Definitely should 1 438 43.8 45.1 45.1
Probably shoul d 2 117 11.7 12.0 57.1
Doesnt matter 3 36 3.6 3.7 60. 8
Probably should not 4 87 8.7 9.0 69. 8
Definitely should no 5 294 29.4 30.2 100.0
9 27 2.7 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 972 M ssing cases 27
QR9E Shoul d govt: hold referendumon el ectora
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Definitely should 1 322 32.2 33.1 33.1
Probably shoul d 2 199 19.9 20.5 53.5
Doesnt matter 3 77 7.7 7.9 61.5
Probably should not 4 114 11. 4 11.7 73.2
Definitely should no 5 261 26.1 26.8 100.0
9 26 2.6 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 973 M ssing cases 26
Q9F Shoul d govt: get rid of private educatio
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Definitely should 1 133 13.3 13.8 13.8
Probably shoul d 2 155 15.5 16.0 29.8
Doesnt matter 3 167 16.7 17.3 47.1
Probably should not 4 158 15.8 16. 4 63.5
Definitely should no 5 353 35.3 36.5 100.0
9 33 3.3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 966 M ssing cases 33



Q9G Shoul d govt: put nore nopney into the NHS

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely should 1 478 47.8
Probably shoul d 2 314 31.4
Doesnt matter 3 57 5.7
Probably should not 4 85 8.5
Definitely should no 5 29 2.9
9 36 3.6
Tot al 999 100.0

Valid cases 963 M ssing cases 36

Q9H Shoul d govt: spend | ess on defence?
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely should 1 236 23.6
Probably shoul d 2 337 33.7
Doesnt matter 3 46 4.6
Probably should not 4 226 22.6
Definitely should no 5 123 12.3
1 .1
9 30 3.0
Tot al 999 100.0

Valid cases 968 M ssing cases 31

QoI Shoul d govt: nopve towards a single Europ

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely shoul d 1 259 25.9
Probably shoul d 2 344 34.4
Doesnt matter 3 33 3.3
Probably should not 4 98 9.8
Definitely should no 5 235 23.5
9 30 3.0
Tot al 999 100.0

Valid cases 969 M ssing cases 30

Q@9J Shoul d govt: hold referendum on EU nenbe

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely shoul d 1 157 15.7
Probably shoul d 2 212 21.2
Doesnt matter 3 70 7.0
Probably should not 4 243 24.3

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

12.7
M ssing
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent



Definitely should no 5 285 28.5

9 32 3.2
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 967 M ssing cases 32
Q9K Shoul d govt: bring back the death penalt
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely shoul d 1 102 10. 2
Probably should 2 84 8.4
Doesnt matter 3 18 1.8
Probably should not 4 69 6.9
Definitely should no 5 697 69.8
9 29 2.9
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 970 M ssing cases 29
Q9L Shoul d govt: boost regul ations on trade
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Definitely should 1 32 3.2
Probably should 2 110 11.0
Doesnt matter 3 149 14.9
Probably should not 4 283 28.3
Definitely should no 5 394 39.4
9 31 3.1
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 968 M ssing cases 31
@0A Attenpts to give equal opportunities to
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Gone nuch too far 1 23 2.3
Gone too far 2 60 6.0
About right 3 317 31.7
Not gone far enough 4 426 42. 6
Not gone nearly far 5 149 14.9
9 24 2.4
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 975 M ssing cases 24
Q0B Availability of abortion on the NHS

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent

29.5 100.0

M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
10.5 10.5
8.7 19.2
1.9 21.0
7.1 28.1
71.9 100.0
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Percent Percent
3.3 3.3
11. 4 14.7
15.4 30.1
29.2 59.3
40.7 100.0
M ssing
100.0
Val i d Cum
Rrcent Percent
2.4 2.4
6.2 8.5
32.5 41.0
43.7 84.7
15.3 100.0
M ssi ng
100.0
Val i d Cum

Percent Percent



Gone nuch too far 1 65 6.5

Gone too far 2 139 13.9

About right 3 609 61.0

Not gone far enough 4 124 12. 4

Not gone nearly far 5 32 3.2

8 1 1
9 29 2.9
Tot al 999 100.0

Valid cases 969 M ssing cases 30

@o0cC Attenpts to give equal opportunities to

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent

Gone nuch too far 1 29 2.9

Gone too far 2 59 5.9

About right 3 285 28.5

Not gone far enough 4 397 39.7

Not gone nearly far 5 203 20.3

9 26 2.6
Tot al 999 100.0

Valid cases 973 M ssing cases 26

@31 Opi ni on on nucl ear weapons

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent

Britain keep own nuc 1 310 31.0

Britain keep nucl ear 2 404 40. 4

Britain should have 3 250 25.0

8 1 1
9 34 3.4
Tot al 999 100.0

Valid cases 964 M ssing cases 35

@32 Long-term policy on the EU should be..

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
..to leave the EU 1 36 3.6
..to stay in the EU 2 298 29.8
..to leave things a 3 147 14.7
..to stay in the EU 4 322 32.2

.to work for a sin 5 123 12.3
9 73 7.3
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 926 M ssing cases 73

M ssing
M ssing

Val i d
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25.9
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Cum
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Cum
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@33 Views on a special parlianment for Scotla

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Scotl and... independ 1 10 1.0
Scotl and... independ 2 103 10.3
Scotland... remain i 3 568 56.9
No change from prese 4 286 28.6
9 32 3.2
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 967 M ssing cases 32
@B4A Ordinary people get fair share of nation
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 61 6.1
Agr ee 2 172 17.2
Nei t her 3 80 8.0
Di sagree 4 324 32.4
Di sagree strongly 5 341 34.1
8 1 1
9 20 2.0
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 978 M ssing cases 21
4B There is one law for rich, one for poor
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 278 27.8
Agr ee 2 341 34.1
Nei t her 3 76 7.6
Di sagree 4 166 16.6
Di sagree strongly 5 113 11.3
8 1 1
9 24 2.4
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 974 M ssing cases 25
@4C No need for strong trade unions to prote
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 49 4.9
Agr ee 2 136 13.6
Nei t her 3 117 11.7
Di sagree 4 341 A1
Di sagree strongly 5 334 33.4
8 2 .2
9 20 2.0

Val i d
Per cent

100.0

Val i d
Per cent

6.2
17.6
8.2
33.1
34.9
M ssing
M ssing

Val i d
Per cent

11. 6
M ssing
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

5.0

34.2
M ssi ng
M ssi ng

Cum
Per cent

1.0
11.7
70.4

100.0

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent



Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 977 M ssing cases 22
@4D Private enterprise is best way to solw
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree strongly 1 224 22. 4 22.9 22.9
Agr ee 2 225 22.5 23.0 45.9
Nei t her 3 231 23.1 23.6 69.5
Di sagree 4 204 20. 4 20.8 90.3
Di sagree strongly 5 95 9.5 9.7 100.0
9 20 2.0 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 979 M ssing cases 20
@4E Maj or public services/industries should
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree strongly 1 99 9.9 10.1 10.1
Agr ee 2 241 24.1 24. 6 34.7
Nei t her 3 203 20.3 20.7 55.4
Di sagree 4 219 21.9 22.3 77.8
Di sagree strongly 5 218 21.8 22.2 100.0
9 19 1.9 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 1000 100.0
Valid cases 980 M ssing cases 19
@B4F
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Agree strongly 1 60 6.0 6.1 6.1
Agr ee 2 220 22.0 22.5 28.6
Nei t her 3 185 18.5 18.9 47.5
Di sagree 4 310 31.0 31.7 79.2
Di sagree strongly 5 203 20.3 20.8 100.0
9 21 2.1 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 978 M ssing cases 21
@5A Young peopl e lack respect for traditiona
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

Agree strongly 1 85 8.5 8.7 8.7
Agr ee 2 284 28.4 29.2 38.0



Nei t her 3 280 28.0
Di sagree 4 286 28.6
Di sagree strongly 5 37 3.7
9 27 2.7
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 972 M ssing cases 27
@358 Censorshi p necessary to uphold noral sta
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 55 5.5
Agr ee 2 337 33.7
Nei t her 3 151 15.1
Di sagree 4 340 34.0
Di sagree strongly 5 90 9.0
9 26 2.6
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 973 M ssi ng cases 26
@5C Peopl e shoul d be allowed to organize pro
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 551 55.2
Agr ee 2 405 40. 5
Nei t her 3 11 1.1
Di sagree 4 10 1.0
Di sagree strongly 5 5 .5
9 17 1.7
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 982 M ssing cases 17
@35D Honpsexual relations are always w ong
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 33 3.3
Agr ee 2 55 5.5
Nei t her 3 115 11.5
Di sagree 4 321 32.1
Di sagree strongly 5 457 45.7
9 18 1.8
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 981 M ssing cases 18

@5E Peopl e shoul d be tol erant of unconventio

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

Valid
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

3.4
9.0
20.7
53.4
100.0



Val ue Labe

Agree strongly
Agr ee

Nei t her

Di sagree

Di sagree strongly

Val id cases

Q35F

Val ue Labe

Agree strongly
Agr ee

Nei t her

Di sagree

Di sagree strongly

Val id cases 970

Q6A

Val ue Labe

Agree strongly
Agr ee

Nei t her

Di sagree

Di sagree strongly

Val id cases 977

6B

Val ue Labe

Agree strongly
Agr ee

Nei t her

Di sagree

Di sagree strongly

Val id cases 979

975

Men better suited for

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 310 31.0
2 457 45.7
3 141 14.1
4 58 5.8
5 9 .9
8 1 .1
9 23 2.3
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 24

Anti-denocratic parties should be allowe

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 74 7.4
2 421 42.1
3 114 11. 4
4 192 19.2
5 169 16.9
9 29 2.9
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 29

Government shoul d ensure that wonen have

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 422 42.2
2 421 42.1
3 83 8.3
4 37 3.7
5 14 1.4
9 22 2.2
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 22

Val ue

OCOhWNPEF

Tot a

politics than wone

Frequency Percent
8 . 8

53 5.3

125 12.5

368 36.8

425 42.5

20 2.0

999 100.0

M ssing cases 20
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Per cent
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Cum
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Cum
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@6C Famly life suffers when wife has full-t

Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 23 2.3
Agr ee 2 198 19.8
Nei t her 3 180 18.0
Di sagree 4 374 37.4
Di sagree strongly 5 200 20.0
9 24 2.4
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 975 M ssing cases 24
@6D Being a housewife is just as fulfilling
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 65 6.5
Agr ee 2 277 27.7
Nei t her 3 310 31.0
Di sagree 4 216 21.6
Di sagree strongly 5 92 9.2
9 39 3.9
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 960 M ssing cases 39
@6E Husbands job is to earn nobney, wifes is
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Agree strongly 1 7 .7
Agr ee 2 48 4.8
Nei t her 3 106 10.6
Di sagree 4 292 29.2
Di sagree strongly 5 521 52.2
9 25 2.5
Tot al 999 100.0
Valid cases 974 M ssing cases 25
@7A Mbst i nmportant aimof country
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent
Mai nt ai ni ng order 1 266 26.6
G ving people nore s 2 473 47. 3
Fi ghting rising pric 3 75 7.5
Protecting freedomo 4 132 13.2
8 5 .5
9 48 4.8

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

Val i d
Per cent

14.0
M ssi ng
M ssi ng

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

Per cent
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Val i d cases 946

@B7B Next nost

Val ue Labe

Mai nt ai ni ng order

G ving people nore s
Fi ghting rising pric
Protecting freedomo

Val id cases 928
@B8A Year of birth
Val id cases 987
8B Sex

Val ue Labe

Mal e

Femal e

Val id cases 993

@9 Marital status
Val ue Labe

Marri ed

W dowed/ di vor ced/ sep
Never married

O her

Val id cases 991

Nunber

999

Tot al 100.0

M ssing cases 53

i mportant aimof country

Val ue Frequency Percent
1 195 19.5
2 147 14.7
3 203 20.3
4 383 38.3
8 1 .1
9 70 7.0
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 71
M ssing cases 12
Val ue Frequency Percent
1 802 80.3
2 191 19.1
9 6 6
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssi ng cases 6
Val ue Frequency Percent
1 678 67.9
2 94 9.4
3 218 21.8
4 1 1
9 8 . 8
Tot al 999 100.0
M ssing cases 8

of children under 5

100.0

Val i d
Per cent

41. 3
M ssing
M ssi ng

Val i d
Per cent

80.8

Val i d
Per cent

68. 4

Valid

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

80.8
100.0

Cum
Per cent

Cum



Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent

None 0 804 80.5 82.6 82.6
One child 1 123 12.3 12.6 95.3
Two children 2 43 4.3 4.4 99.7
Three children 3 2 2 .2 99.9
More than three chil 4 1 1 .1 100.0
9 26 2.6 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 973 M ssing cases 26
Q0B Nunmber of children 515 yrs old
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
None 0 670 67.1 68.6 68.6
One child 1 129 12.9 13.2 81.9
Two children 2 129 12.9 13.2 95.1
Three children 3 41 4.1 4.2 99.3
More than three chil 4 6 .6 .6 99.9
5 1 .1 .1 100.0
9 23 2.3 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 976 M ssing cases 23
1 Age when finishing full-time education
Valid cases 981 M ssing cases 18
QU2A Educati on
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Primary school 1 3 3 .3 .3
Secondary school 2 168 6.8 17.0 17.3
O her higher educati 3 105 10.5 10.6 27.9
Uni versity or polyte 4 713 71. 4 72.1 100.0
9 10 1.0 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 989 M ssing cases 10
2B Oxford or Canbridge graduate?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
No 0 822 82.3 83.0 83.0
Yes 1 168 16.8 17.0 100.0
9 9 9 M ssing

Tot al 999 100.0 100.0



Valid cases 990 M ssi ng cases 9

43 Type of |ast school attended full-tinme
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
G ammar 1 324 32.4 32.8
| ndependent 2 286 28.6 29.0
Conpr ehensi ve 3 285 28.5 28.9
Secondary Modern or 4 92 9.2 9.3
9 12 1.2 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 987 M ssing cases 12
QU4A Menber of trade union or staff associati
Valid
Val ue Label Val e Frequency Percent Percent
No 0 531 53.2 54.1
Yes 1 451 45.1 45.9
9 17 1.7 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 982 M ssing cases 17
4B Are you a uni on-sponsored candi date?
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
No 0 895 89.6 93.1
Yes 1 66 6.6 6.9
9 38 3.8 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 961 M ssing cases 38
Q5 Year joined present political party
Valid cases 945 M ssing cases 54
Q6 Enpl oynment st at us
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
Full -ti me enpl oynent 1 825 82.6 83.0
Part-time enpl oynent 2 101 10.1 10.2
Unenpl oyed 3 15 1.5 1.5
Retired 4 22 2.2 2.2

Cum
Per cent

Cum
Per cent

54.1
100.0

Cum
Per cent

93.1
100.0

Cum
Per cent

83.0
93.2
94.7
96. 9



Ful I -tinme education 5 11 1.1 1.1 98.0
Looking after the ho 6 11 1.1 1.1 99.1
G her * * 7 9 .9 .9 100.0
99 5 .5 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 994 M ssing cases 5
7B Nunmber of people supervised
Valid cases 821 M ssing cases 178
Q7C Nunmber of people enployed by enpl oyer
Valid cases 808 M ssing cases 191
47D Enpl oyee or sel f-enpl oyed?
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
0 1 .1 .1 .1
Enpl oyee 1 621 62.2 70.6 70.8
Sel f - enpl oyed 2 255 25.5 29.0 99.8
99999 2 .2 .2 100.0
. 2 2 M ssi ng
8 2 2 M ssing
9 116 11.6 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 879 M ssing cases 120
8 Work in public or private sector?
Val i d Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Public sector 1 337 33.7 36.4 36.4
Private sector 2 581 58.2 62.8 99.2
Q her 3 6 .6 .6 99.9
5 1 .1 .1 100.0
. 2 .2 M ssing
8 2 .2 Mssi ng
9 70 7.0 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 925 M ssing cases 74
49 Cccupation

Valid cases 955 M ssing cases 44



(03]0] Soci al cl ass

Frequency Percent

Frequency Percent

Val ue Label Val ue
None 0 490
Upper 1 6
Upper mddle 2 31
M ddl e 3 320
Lower mi ddl e 4 12
Upper wor ki ng 5 6
Wor ki ng 6 112
10 1
. 1
8 3
9 17
Tot al 999
Valid cases 978 M ssing cases 21
b1 Omn or rent current accommodati on?
Val ue Label Val ue
Omn property outrigh 1 194
Omn property w nortg 2 692
Rent from pvt | andlo 3 83
Rent fromlocal auth 4 12
9 18
Tot al 999
Valid cases 981 M ssing cases 18

Frequency Percent

Frequency Percent

B2 Et hni c group
Val ue Label Val ue
0 1
White 1 969
Non-whi t e 2 18
4 1
9 10
Tot al 999
Valid cases 989 M ssing cases 10
B3 Rel i gi on
Val ue Label Val ue
Pr ot est ant 1 475
Cat holic 2 119
O her religion 3 66
None 4 326
8 1
9 12
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Cum
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Cum
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Cum
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.1
98.1
99.9

100.0

Cum
Per cent



Tot al 999 100.0 100.0

Valid cases 986 M ssing cases 13
B4 Rel i gi ous service attendance
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Once a week 1 150 15.0 15.2 15.2
Once a nonth 2 193 19.3 19.5 34.6
Once a year 3 342 34.2 34.5 69. 2
Less often 4 149 14.9 15.1 84.2
Never 5 156 15.6 15.8 100.0
9 9 .9 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 990 M ssing cases 9
B5A3 Region at 14 yrs old
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
. 998 99.9 M ssing
99 1 .1 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 0 M ssing cases 999
&B5B3 Current region
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
. 998 99.9 M ssing
99 1 .1 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 0 M ssing cases 999
66 Total househol d i ncone
Valid Cum
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent Percent
Less than 10, 000 1 38 3.8 3.9 3.9
10, 000 - 20, 000 2 112 11.2 11.5 15.4
20, 000 - 30, 000 3 189 18.9 19.4 34.9
30, 000 - 40, 000 4 171 17.1 17.6 52.5
40, 000 - 50, 000 5 158 15.8 16. 3 68.7
50, 000 - 60, 000 6 101 10.1 10. 4 79.1
60, 000 - 70, 000 7 47 4.7 4.8 84.0
70, 000 - 80, 000 8 45 4.5 4.6 88.6
80, 000 - 90, 000 9 14 1.4 1.4 90.0



More than 90, 000 10 97 9.7 10.0
99 27 2.7 M ssing
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 972 M ssing cases 27
&B7A WIlling to help project further?
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
No 0 265 26.5 26.7
Yes 1 726 72.7 73.3
9 8 8 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 991 M ssing cases 8
(0:1:] Interested in summary of results?
Valid
Val ue Label Val ue Frequency Percent Percent
No 0 73 7.3 7.3
Yes 1 921 92.2 92.7
1 .1 M ssing
9 4 .4 M ssi ng
Tot al 999 100.0 100.0
Valid cases 994 M ssing cases 5

100.0

Cum
Per cent

26.7
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