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Introduction 

 This report is intended as a summary of the first phase of a research programme carried 

out by Szonda Ipsos Media, Public Opinion and Market Research Institute under the aegis of 

the Social Conflicts Research Center, later Institute of Sociology, Hungarian Academy of 

Sciences, and sponsored by CEU and the National Scientific Research Fund. 

 The main objective of the research programme itself was to assess the influence of 

fundamentalistic developments and the presence in Hungary of fundamentalistic mind-sets 

which emerge in every semi-peripheral country in a state of transition. In the first phase of the 

project a national representative sample of 1000 respondents was surveyed,  the focus being 

on the nature of political identities, the assessment of the current everyday situation, career 

alternatives, expectations for a remedy, the extent to which interactive problem solving 

strategies seem to be feasible, the structure and role of the constituents of national identity, and 

finally the main features of ethnic/racial prejudice in Hungary. For a detailed discussion of the 

novelty of both the objectives and the content of the project the reader is referred to the 

Introduction of the original application for the scholarship, while for a description of the 

survey method employed in the research the Interim Report should be consulted, which also 

includes the required bibliography. 

(1) Internal and external identity (questions 2 and 5) 

 For the purposes of our research identity is considered in two senses, namely as 

national and political identity, and studied by two different methods, according as it is 

manifested internally or externally. National and political identification is assessed by indirect 

examination of political alternatives open to the nation on a time-scale extending into the 

known past and the foreseeable future, while its internal and external manifestation is analysed 

in terms of attitudes related to different sets of phenomena.  
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 To assess internal identity, we used a list of statements which consisted of 16 items. 

Our findings indicate the existence of five distinct attitude groups as follows: 

national liberal        14 % 
"home-grown" socialist        28 % 
radical liberal       12 % 
disoriented        30 % 
isolated/backward       16 % 

Extreme attitudes, whether nationalistic or communist, were not found. The liberal disposition 

is divided into a nationalistic and a westernized attitude, while the socialistic orientation is 

middle-of-the-road, neither modernist in the Western sense, nor traditional; it seeks, instead, to 

harmonize the two opposing trends in a specifically Hungarian solution. The lower socio-

economic groups are isolated; disorientation is also widespread, especially among young 

middle-aged people with non-convertible skills, who come from families with children at 

urban housing estates. They are the potential losers of the next generation. The moulding of 

their political-national identity will take place during the next parliamentary cycle.  

 External identification was investigated by means of a questionnaire in which the 

respondent was asked to assess the validity or invalidity of cliches about Budapest. This type 

of task entails identification on the part of the respondent with a poorly informed foreigner for 

whom Budapest represents the country as a whole.  

 The respondents were offered 24 cliches. Again, the analysis of the responses revealed 

five distinct attitude groups. 

intermediary role between East and West     26 % 
satellite role - enclave of the West   30 % 
traditional standing in the world    12 % 
unilateral, all-out dependence on the West   8 % 
disoriented, naive       24 % 

Putting Budapest, the capital as a symbol of the whole country, in an international-universal 

context is a task the lower, disoriented segments of the population are utterly unable to 

perform. Total dependence is assumed and strongly regretted by a thin layer, whereas a 

somewhat thicker stratum simply pushes the modern world outside their horizons. A classic 

semi-peripheral satellite function is attributed to the country by one third of the population. A 
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somewhat smaller proportion consider Hungary an integral part of the world system, even 

though she is currently in a state of transition. 

 

(2) Situation (questions 9, 6 and 8) 

 The general mood of the population, the way people evaluate the situation, is of 

primary importance for the investigation of societies in transition. The fact that only a small 

minority feel alienated from the surrounding milieu perceived as intolerable provides, at least 

in this respect, an encouraging sign for Hungary's transition process.  

 To evaluate their immediate milieu, respondents were asked to rate 16 judgments along 

a 7-grade scale. Statistical analysis of the responses distinguished the following categories of 

evaluation: 

traditional milieu, positive 
in terms of human ecology     37 % 
suburban, positive milieu     17 % 
traditional, disoriented milieu     17 % 
transitional, disoriented milieu    18 % 
urban, anomic milieu      11 % 

Favourable evaluation of the suburban milieu fits in with the higher socio-economic status of 

those living in such environments, just as traditional, in human ecology terms positive 

judgement is indicative of the presence of relatively affluent provincial middle classes. 

 The two disoriented groups are normally found in transitional areas in the country, in 

milieus lacking in both traditions and perspectives, while the presence of the urban anomic 

group is to be observed in highly dehumanized areas of the capital, in densely built-up 

neighborhoods or at housing developments. The neutral, dispassionate outlook, in the face of 

transitional processes, of groups living in transitional-disoriented milieus is to be regarded as 

an auspicious development. 

 The actors controlling the transition situation in Hungary should bear it in mind that the 

majority of the population are averse to crowded metropolitan life as well as the ideals of an 

"effective" and "rapid" way of living. In the course of our survey, the respondents were 

offered several alternative images with no restriction as to what number of them they should 
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choose. The analysis of our soundings barely revealed any groups disposed to associate an 

intensive and rapid modernization process with the type of population growth and 

uncontrolled urbanism known to be characteristic of peripheries. With regard to what situation 

each of them considered to be desirable, the groupings turned up by the survey fell into the 

following categories:  

postmodern-elite environment    11 % 
traditional urban-suburban      6 % 
modern rural-suburban     25 % 
antiurban, close to nature, passive    39 % 
dominantly face-to-face environment   19 % 

The postmodern group is of an unambiguously elite character, on the way to leave the phase of 

urbanism "upwards", and participating in the modernization process without reservations. The 

antiurban-traditionalist group seems to offer stiff resistance to the by-products of 

modernization upsetting traditional ways of life; it is composed of outgoing generations. The 

two suburban groups show preference to small-scale urban or modern rural milieus aptest to 

transition, and are composed of the potent upper and lower middle classes. 

 Important is the face-to-face group, which arises in practically every layer and milieu; 

this group is of anti-anomic orientation, and its high percentage is a portent of the large 

number of people who would, in the event of a hasty modernization programme, turn against 

transition. 

 

(3) Alternatives (questions 3 and 4) 

 The preference for the autonomic or the fundamentalistic option can be described fairly 

well in terms of the disposition to opt, on the one hand, for steps backwards in time to 

tradition, or, on the other, for steps forward in time towards modernity. Of course, modernity 

itself does not breed autonomy, neither does tradition alone engender fundamentalism, but it is 

undeniable that autonomy and traditionalism pair off just as rarely as fundamentalism and 

autonomy do, even though such combinations may now and then occur. What has been said so 

far is a statement of necessary, albeit insufficient conditions. Sufficient conditions of 

autonomy are mutual communication and a grid-like cooperation network, whereas 
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fundamentalism supposes one-way communication and a hierarchic  structure of cooperation, 

as we shall see below under point (5). 

 In the first phase we examined traditionalism versus modernity in terms of preference 

for rural or urban options. The respondents were asked to compare the rural and the urban 

worlds in 22 dimensions. Our findings reveal considerable tension between the two world-

segments.  

tension for those living in rural areas 
between rural humanity and 
 urban perspectives       16 % 
tension for those living in urban areas 
 between rural humanity and  
 urban pragmatism/efficiency     23 % 
tendency among the urban population 
 to emigrate to rural humanity    11 % 
disorientation in decision for those living 
 in transitionary areas (provincial towns)   28 % 
tension for those living in transitionary areas  
between rural face-to-face relations  
 and urban modernity      22 % 
 

61 per cent perceive some sort of tension between the modern and the traditional world-

segments, 28 per cent are disoriented, and 11 per cent are disposed to escape from the 

immediate consequences of transition characteristic of semi-peripheral urbanity. Large masses 

living in transitionary zones are unable to decide; they are either disoriented, or only perceive 

the termination of immediate face-to-face relations (these two groups account for 50 % of all 

responses).  

 Alternative solutions to relieve tensions were examined by means of evaluating the 

responses to 16 statements. Our soundings reveal the following types of solution: 

moderately urbanizing ruralist solution  15 % 
separation of the urban (metropolitan) enclave 30 % 
radical "home-grown" solution (non-attached) 24 % 
disorientation in transitionary areas   19 % 
radically isolationist rural traditionalism  12 % 

Nearly half of the solutions may be considered radical (30 per cent opt for radically urban 

enclave development, while 12 per cent want radical re-conservation). 15 per cent of the 
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population are for slowing down and moderation, 24 per cent would like to see a home-grown 

combination of tradition and modernity. 19 per cent are disoriented. The above break-down 

suggests that 39 per cent are able to cope with the transitionary processes in one or another 

quasi-autonomous way; about the same percentage seek fundamentalist or, to put it more 

exactly, impatiently radical solutions. This, to say the least, is not a very bad result considering 

the proportions.  

 

(4) Perspectives (questions 1 and 26) 

 We have just seen that modernism and traditionalism are issues immediately connected 

with urbanity/rurality on the one hand, and autonomy/fundamentalism on the other. In the 

region defined by the above-mentioned two dimensions, different socio-economic groups in 

different locations and milieus locate themselves in different ways. In our analysis the 

following types are distinguished:  

socialist modernizing     28 % 
satellite-yuppie      19 % 
national liberal/home-grown (non-attached)  25 % 
disoriented        15 % 
isolationist traditional     13 % 

The result of our classification suggests that apart from the radically westernized yuppie-

minded group in satellite position (19 %) and the radically isolationist traditional group (13 

%), the majority are somewhere between the two extremes. Both the socialist modernizing 

group (28 %) and the home-grown national liberals (25 %), together comprising 53 % relative 

majority, are looking for some sort of moderate, temporary solution, and, indeed, define 

themselves as of such disposition. (The one tends to be situated between socialist and 

modernizing, the other between liberal and traditionalist dichotomies.) The rate of the 

disoriented is decidedly low in this respect. 

 Bound up with the above self-definitions is the question of what options people 

perceive regarding perspectives. We regard perspectives not simply as future options, but as 

paths coming from the known past and leading to the foreseeable future.  
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 Perspectives typical of contemporary Hungary were classified by analyzing the 

reactions to statements aimed at investigating this topic. Paths leading from the known past to 

the foreseeable future are perceived as follows: 

perspectives of the investment boom  20 % 
perspectives of home-grown socialism  10 % 
perspectives of deprivation   32 % 
disorientedness, lack of perspectives  28 % 
isolation, seclusion from past and future  11 % 

It is rather disquieting that nearly one third of the population see no perspectives, whilst 

another segment of comparable size perceive only negative perspectives (deprivation). The 

lowest, isolated segment (11 %) remains passive. However, we find only 30 per cent with 

positive perspectives (entrepreneurial or socialist) as opposed to the nearly two thirds bulk 

with negative or no perspectives. Cautious modernization at moderate speed may induce those 

on the way to increasing deprivation to become neutral and may impel the disoriented to turn 

towards a positive orientation; while a crude  and hurried modernization programme, an 

enclave-specific intervention alien to the particular natures of both the territory and the 

society, would engender a third world-like dependence with extremely destructive 

orientations. We are at a crossroads.  

 

(5) Natural national identity (question 24)  
 

 National identity is normally characterized by its natural and spontaneous nature, 

which also means that emotional constituents play the most important role in perceiving, 

storing and constructing the kind of information which is recognized as national. National 

identity has a pyramidal structure with affective viewpoints at its base, upon which cognitive 

elements are built. 

 The components of natural national identity enable the individual to perceive his 

national affiliation as a self-evident, emotively positive experience. Parallel to ingroup-related 

auto-stereotypes, outgroup-related hetero-stereotypes are also built up.  In part, stereotypes 
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fulfill descriptive-cognitive functions, but they also play an important role in making value-

judgements, which fosters ethnocentric tendencies.  

 The aim of our survey was to explore auto- and hetero-stereotypes current in Hungary. 

We offered respondents a list of 24 qualities and asked them to decide which items on the list 

apply to Hungarians, Gypsies, Jews, Romanians, Germans and Slovaks respectively. Our 

method in what follows will be to describe the most frequently mentioned qualities regarding 

each ethnic group in turn; then we shall go on to set forth, as the result of multi-variable 

factorial analysis, the mind-frames most representative of contemporary Hungarian society. 

 

 1. Hungarians  

 Respondents viewed their own nationality in a rather favourable light; hospitality is the 

quality regarded most characteristic of Hungarians (77 %). In addition, at least half of the 

respondents accept the national stereotypes of Hungarians being hard-working, cheerful, 

generous, proud and peaceful. Avarice was the only negative term mentioned by the majority. 

If we take the responses as a whole and use factorial analysis to interpret them, we can 

distinguish four characteristic groups of opinion about Hungarians.  

 a) individual and collective positives  

 This bunch of opinions characteristically includes bravery, peacefulness, diligence, 

cheerfulness, generosity and hospitality. 

 b) weakness of character  

 This array takes in weaknesses, such as hypocrisy, conceit, selfishness and lack of 

unity, regarded to be characteristic of Hungarians. 

 c) deficiencies, behaviour problems  

 This batch includes negative judgements expressing deficiencies regarded characteristic 

of Hungarians: unintelligence, laziness, unreliability, superficiality.  

 d) material and behavioral positives 

 In fact, this aggregate joins two qualities: conscientiousness and wealth. 
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 2. Gypsies 

 Most people have basically negative stereotypes about Gypsies, who are branded as 

dirty (71 %), aggressive and lazy (70 %). They are also viewed by the majority as 

"unreliable", and the only positive applied to them is the view that they are "loyal to the tribe". 

 

 a) outright antipathy  

 This bunch of views includes nearly all negative items on the list: Gypsies are 

unintelligent, aggressive, parasitical, lazy, unreliable.  

 b) moderate antipathy  

 This bunch of views does not include the most negative notions; Gypsies are viewed 

"only" as conceited, selfish and avaricious. This overall negative picture is somewhat 

attenuated by a neutral judgement, namely that Gypsies are proud.  

 c) collective criticism 

 Basically, this factor includes only one item: Gypsies lack unity. 

 d) emotional features 

 In actual fact, this batch pairs off two opinions about Gypsies: they are cheerful and 

hospitable.  

 e) individual positives  

 This bundle of views puts Gypsies in a basically favourable light, in which four 

qualities are stressed: conscientiousness, generosity, intelligence and diligence.  

 

 3. Jews 

 The majority of the population expressed an essentially positive attitude to Jews, whom 

more than half of the respondents said to be intelligent (60 %), rich (59 %), loyal to the tribe 

(58 %) and hard-working (53 %). The only element in the majority view (55 %) with a 

negative connotation is the opinion that Jews are avaricious. 
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 a) success combined with avarice  

 Part of this bunch are qualities, such as  avarice and affluence,  of which money is the 

common element. Besides avarice intelligence and diligence are included as dominant 

characteristics. The whole array constitutes a "creed" of success with positive connotations.  

 b) collective positives  

 This batch comprises collective qualities. Jews are regarded as generous, hospitable and 

cheerful at the same time.  

 c) weakness of character    

 This system of views is of negative content, branding Jews as parasitical, hypocritical 

and unreliable.  

 d) moderate antipathy  

 In this bundle of opinions Jews are seen as conceited and selfish, with the addition of 

the feature of proudness. 

 

4. Romanians 

 The picture formed of Romanians is slightly negative in Hungarian public opinion. 

There is not one single trait which at least four tenths of the respondents would unanimously 

apply to Romanians. The most often mentioned properties are uncleanliness, aggressiveness, 

unreliability (36-36 %) and laziness (35 %).  

Romanians are viewed similarly to Gypsies in two respects. The most conspicuous traits are 

identical, and the opinions are similarly structured as well. There is a difference, however, as 

far as the negative picture of Romanians is less marked than that of Gypsies.  

 

 a) outright antipathy  

 This bunch of views includes a series of negative items: Romanians are unintelligent, 

aggressive, parasitical, hypocritical, lazy, unreliable and dirty.  

 b) moderateness  

 This mind-set pictures Romanians as peaceful, modest, generous and hard-working.  
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 c) emotional traits 

 In essence, this batch pairs off two opinions about Romanians: they are cheerful and 

hospitable.  

 d) ambivalence  

 This bundle of views includes three traits; conscientiousness (positive), avarice 

(negative) and pride (neutral). 

  

 5. Germans 

 Hungarian society on the whole has a positive view of Germans; they are seen as a 

successful people. According to the most frequently mentioned stereotypes, they are 

conscientious and hard-working (57-57 %). The majority also regards them rich (52 %), proud 

(51 %) and intelligent (50 %). Avarice was the most often mentioned negative trait (48%). 

  

 a) ambivalence towards ambition  

 This mind-set associates Germans with success, emphasizing the negative, rather than 

the positive, aspects of the ways of attaining it. On the on hand, Germans are branded as 

avaricious, aggressive, conceited and selfish. On the other hand, they are held to be 

conscientious, rich and proud.  

 b) individual and collective positives  

 This bundle of opinions includes individual positives attributed to Germans (they are 

peaceful, intelligent, hard-working, cheerful) as well as their collective positive traits (they are 

hospitable, generous).  

 

 6. Slovaks  

 There is no marked picture of Slovaks in Hungarian public opinion. Only 10 to 20 per 

cent of our respondents agreed on one or other of the attributes on the list to be characteristic 

of Slovaks. The highest percentage of agreements voiced the opinion of Slovaks being loyal to 

the tribe (21 %), but nearly just as many (18 %) think them to be a hospitable, hard-working, 

proud people.  
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 a) individual and collective positives  

 In this batch of views Slovaks appear to be peaceful, intelligent, hard-working, cheerful 

and modest. In addition, there is an emphasis on openness towards others, since they are also 

seen as friendly and generous.  

 b) unpleasant behaviour  

 This batch includes three negative traits: Slovaks are a conceited, selfish, aggressive 

people.  

 c) unpleasant bents  

 Here we find such negative stereotypes as lack of intelligence and laziness.  

 

(6) Ideological national identity (question 25)  
 

 Spontaneous national identity is the basis whereupon various patterns of national 

ideology are built. Natural national identity is systemized and structured by ideological 

elements, whereby it loses its spontaneity and functions as a pattern of conscious belonging. 

The deep inner structure of ideological national identity was explored by means of a list of 40 

words. The items on the list were selected with a view to including the key topics necessary 

for the ideological formulation of national identity (economy, culture, politics, psychology, 

history, society). Respondents were asked to link up the words on the list with the adjective 

"Hungarian" and then, first of all, single out the phrases they find to be unintelligible 

utterances devoid of content. The second stage was to select the phrases they assumed to be 

crucial for the future of the country.  
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Semantic value and field of relevance of the adjective "Hungarian" (percentages) 
            intelligible    intelligible     unintelligible  
    and important   but unimportant   
constitution      73              27             0       
state             66              34             0       
fatherland        63              36             1       
independence      61              35             4       
freedom           60              36             4       
democracy         58              37             5       
trade (commerce)  57              40             3       
science           57              40             3       
art               54              45             1       
soil              51              48             1       
industry          50              48             2       
education         49              46             5       
goods             47              51             2       
money             47              49             4       
intelligentsia    45              53             2       
peasant           40              56             4       
worker            40              55             5       
truth (justice)   35      52     13 
spirit     32              59             9       
work              31              49            18       
past              31              66             3       
citizen(bourgeois)30              65             5       
interest          28              57            15       
destiny           27              61            12       
humour (wit)      26              65             9       
community         25              63            12       
middle class      23              67            10       
life              22              58            20       
Christianity      22              65            13       
way of thinking   19              65            16       
taste             19              68            13       
patience          19              47            34       
blood             18              59            21       
hero              14              67            19       
socialism         13              68            19       
mission           10              47            43                                
steel             11              62            27           
Jewry              8              77            15       
Gypsies     7          79            14       
face               6              43            51       

------------------------------------------------------------ 
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 Judgements relating to each word about semantics and relevance are shown conjointly. 

Easily distinguished are those words which, when linked up with the adjective "Hungarian", 

the respondents regard both meaningful and important. Basically, these words belong to two 

types of thematisation; their content is either political or cultural. (Political: constitution, state, 

independence, freedom, democracy. Cultural: science, art, education.)  

 Higher figures in the second column of the table indicate words which are meaningful, 

but less important from the point of view of Hungary's future. Especially conspicuous is the 

high rate of reference to Jews and Gypsies, an indication of the fact that the majority of the 

population do not think the future of Hungary will be determined along ethnic delimitations. 

Among the semantically meaningful but otherwise secondary items there are those which used 

to be preeminent for national ideology (past, middle class, way of thinking, hero, socialism). It 

is to be assumed that such phrases ring hollow in today's Hungary and, therefore, have no 

power as rallying cries.  

 In the third column of the table "fiasco-words" receive the highest scores. Whether in 

personal or in ideological contexts, such words make absolutely no sense for the respondents. 

Such items may be old-fashioned, lack-lustre expressions of the traditional national ideology 

(face, mission), or notions with socialist connotations (steel).  

 In the course of the multi-variable factor analysis three opinion orientations emerged as 

crucial for ideological identity.  

 

 a) various status groups of society as meaningful and relevant dimensions of national 

identity  

 This bunch includes the words "worker", "farmer" and "bourgeois", complemented by 

the by no means unrelated notion of "Hungarian industry".  

 b) politics as a meaningful and relevant dimension of national identity 

 This batch of opinions includes political notions, regards as meaningful and essential 

the phrases "Hungarian constitution", "Hungarian state", "Hungarian independence" and 

"Hungarian freedom". 
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 c) ethnic minorities as meaningful and relevant dimensions of national identity 

 This bundle of views includes the notions "Hungarian Jewry" and "Hungarian Gypsies" 

as factors important for the country as a whole.   
 
 
 
(7) Results of a Bogardus scale adapted for Hungary (question 30)  
 

 The questionnaire contained a situative question formulated with the intention of 

adapting the Bogardus scale to Hungary in order to determine the distance of the majority of 

society from various minority groups.   
 
Suppose your son/daughter makes friends with an Arab. What would you say to your 
son/daughter? 
And what would you say if your son/daughter made friends with a/an... 
 
TEXT ON THE CARD: 
 3 - I don't want you to associate with such a person. 
 2 - You can be friends with him/her if you like, but please don't bring him/her to our 
house. 
 1 - It's all right if you are friends, and you can as well bring him/her round if you like. 
 9 - It's up to you who you make friends with. 
    3 2 1 9  doesnt know 
Arab?    38 10 22 22 8 
 
Hungarian citizen of  
German nationality?  7 8 48 31 7 
 
Hungarian citizen of  
Slovak nationality?  11 11 41 31 8 
 
Hungarian citizen of  
Serbo-Croat nationality? 15 12 35 30 9 
 
citizen of the former Yugoslavia? 17 14 32 29 9 
 
Romanian from Rumania? 33 14 21 25 8 
 
Hungarian from Rumania? 11 12 40 28 8 
 
citizen of the former SU? 2 14 26 30 9 
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Gypsy?   61 8 11 13 7 
 
Jew?    18 10 36 29 8 
 
Asian (Vietnamese, Chinese)?32 11 24 24 9 
 
Black?    40 10 21 21 9 
 
skinhead?   79 5 4 6 6 
 
ex-convict?   78 4 5 6 7 
 
homosexual?   84 2 3 5 6 
 
drug addict?   87 1 3 3 6 
 
child in care?   18 13 37 25 7 
 
foreigner employed in Hungary? 31 16 22 22 9 
 

refugee?   28 14 26 23 9 

 

It is deviant groups (drug addicts, homosexuals, skinheads, ex-convicts) from which members 

of Hungarian society distance themselves to the largest degree. We should hasten to add, 

however, that the way in which the question was formulated (viz. it referred to children) was 

likely to generate more serious prejudices against homosexuals than a question in an adult 

context would have done. Gypsies are the second distinct group from which the majority of 

the population feel themselves distanced. Next, in order of dislike, come coloured people 

followed by Romanians from Rumania, refugees, and foreigners employed in Hungary. 

Prejudices against domestic national and ethnic minorities or Hungarians from Rumania are 

relatively slight.  

With respect to interdependent responses, three typical bundles of opinion emerge regarding 

social distancing.  
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 a) prejudices against coloured people  

 This batch of opinions includes resentments against coloured people. This group 

includes Arabs, Asians, Blacks, but also comprises foreign people working in Hungary, 

refugees and Romanians from Rumania.  
 
 b) prejudices against national and ethnic minorities in Hungary   

 This system of views comprises prejudices against Germans, Slovaks, Serbo-Croats, 

people from former Yugoslavia, Jews and Hungarians from Rumania. 

 c) prejudices against deviant groups  

 This system of views comprises judgments about marginal groups. Here, besides 

skinheads, ex-convicts, drug addicts and homosexuals, the ethnic group of Gypsies also 

appears. Consequently, there is a mind-set in Hungary in which Gypsies are defined as a 

deviant group, rather than an ethnic minority.  

 

(8) Communication and cooperation (questions 17, 18 and 16)  

 One of the propositions of this research was the assumption that if the right to 

communication prevails, social transformation turns towards autonomy, whereas if this right is 

ignored in practice, transformation takes the opposite, negative direction towards fun-

damentalism. In the former case the visible universe opens up, whereas in the latter it closes 

on and, ultimately, leaves the realm of social existence to go into disintegration. 

 There is one-way communication if, basically, mass communication alone prevails in 

socially relevant issues; communication is mutual if there is mutual communication at team 

level and a grid-like structure prevails in cooperation.  

 The evidence from our study suggests that 66 per cent of Hungary's adult population is 

in a disoriented  transitional communication situation. As regards public affairs, this majority 

does not require more than the now available rather meagre chance to make use of either the 

mass media or of repeated public meetings (communal forums). A 13 per cent segment living 

in anomic, rather more modernized environments, would like to have more of the one-way 

communication through the mass media, while a 17 per cent group in face-to-face oriented, 
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more traditional environments would ask for more public meetings. A 4 per cent group, 

expressly representing a segment of the capital's population on the way to marginality, would 

like both information networks to be made more accessible. The choice of the communication 

network depends on the quality, traditional or modernized, of milieu and lifestyle. 

 It is an important conclusion that forms of cooperation are dependent on the 

individual's place in the socio-economic status hierarchy, rather than on milieu and lifestyle. 

Forms of cooperation of the lower 33 % transitional segment are based on the principles of 

hard game and individualization, practically with no significant cooperation; the central 

disoriented segment (19 %) already resort to softer, interim forms of competition and 

coalition, complemented with occasional cooperation; the upper segment of 48 % with a 

wider outlook in thought and action already attain organizational and team forms of a 

definitely cooperative type. 
 
communication and  ¦game and ¦competit. ¦organisat.¦ Row 
cooperation (%)    ¦inividual¦and coal. ¦and team  ¦ Total 
 ------------------+---------+----------+----------¦ 
no more media+publ.¦   24    ¦    12    ¦    32    ¦  67 
                   ¦---------+----------+----------¦ 
more publicity     ¦    5    ¦     4    ¦     8    ¦  17   
                   +---------+----------+----------¦ 
more mass media    ¦    4    ¦     3    ¦     7    ¦  13   
                   +---------+----------+----------¦ 
more media & public¦    1    ¦     0    ¦     2    ¦   3   
                   +-------------------------------+ 
      Column Total     33         19         48      100   

According to the above table, at least one third of the Hungarian adult population do not wish 

to increase the proportion of one-way mass communication in everyday opinion forming and 

decision management, but employ, on the other hand, cooperative patterns in conflict 

management and prevention. However, another one fourth choose wild and hard patterns of 

competition, rather than cooperation. The proportions relating to the mass media suggest that 

Hungarian society is saturated in this respect. Demand for one-way communication is 

minimal, which is a favourable fact.  
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Appendix: Questionnaire 

 
 
 
1. Here are some statements expressing different attitudes to entrepreneurship and private 

property. Please tell me how much you agree or disagree with each. Give each a score 
from 1 to 5, according to the system of marking in Hungarian schools. 5 means you 
fully agree with the statement, 1 means you strongly disagree. So do you agree or not 
with the statement that... 

 
1. entrepreneurs monopolize opportunities? 
2. the credit for Hungary's success will be due to investors from the West? 
3. in the public sector there are a lot of potentials unexplored and if we do nothing to exploit 
them the country will go into a decline?  
4. if business leaders were not paid good money the country would be nowhere? 
5. there are a lot of problems with supporting the old and the poor because now when 
everybody is allowed to set up their own business, people do not care about each other as 
much as they used to? 
6. if you want to succeed as an entrepreneur you'll not be able to lead a decent life because the 
rat race will knock you out sooner or later? 
7. if state employees, wage and salary earners are to survive, they should also have to set up 
their own businesses?  
8. the progress of the country is guaranteed if there is a wide range of opportunities for private 
enterprise? 
9. granted, you'll not starve to death if you are an employee, but you'll not make headway 
either? 
10. if Hungary was not that open towards private enterprise we should hardly see so many 
foreigners coming into the country? 
11. full employment is a must if Hungary is to become a truly European country? 
12. entrepreneurs should be more heavily taxed to provide for people made redundant with the 
closure of state owned companies? 
13. if you want to make a breakthrough you'd better go to the West? 
14. if the right to work is not guaranteed, Hungary will sink into atrophy?  
15. if you work in a large factory or in an agricultural co-operative, you'll never be able to 
break out of isolation? 
16. in a market-minded world people are either very rich or very poor? 
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2. Here are some statements. Please tell me whether you agree or disagree with them. So 
do you agree or not with the statement that...  

 
1. the way Hungarians live outside Hungary  
is vitally important for Hungarians within the country? 
2. honest work is the only solution for 
Hungary in her present predicament?                       
3. in order to succeed we should give top  
priority to developing the countryside?                               
4. we have rather ignored the promotion 
of our national culture recently?                         
5. first and foremost we should rely  
on eastern countries?                            
6. the reason why Hungary has survived is that  
we have always insisted on our primordial unity?        
7. the Hungarian nation has its own way to follow, 
and we should never stray from that? 
8. free market and certainty of existence 
are both important in equal measure?                                     
9. the trouble is there is a wide gap between 
town and country?                              
10. Hungarian culture is world famous?                       
11. Hungary doesn't need outside support  
in order to get along? 
12. this is a country where a lot of different 
patterns of thought may peacefully coexist?                      
13. the activity of Budapest intellectuals 
is vital for the future of Hungary?                                     
14. the country has no future without free enterprise?    
15. if we don't develop Budapest so that it becomes a metropolis, Hungary will go to ruin? 
16. we are still far from being a 
modern, civilized nation?                              
17. in general, we should follow the example  
of western countries?                                     
18. Hungary would have long ceased to exist  
if we had never absorbed new influences?            
 
 
3. Please look at this card. Here are some factors in which the capital and the country may 
differ. Please use the card to score the differences, and determine whether the situation is 
better/more tolerable in Budapest or in the country in general? 
 
Text on the card: 
1 - much better/much more tolerable in the country 
2 - somewhat better/more tolerable in the country 
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3 - no difference 
4 - somewhat better/more tolerable in Budapest 
5 - much better/much more tolerable in Budapest 
 
1. air pollution? 
2. public supply? 
3. public transport? 
4. entertainment opportunities? 
5. prospects and facilities for higher education? 
6. opportunities to secure a job? 
7. law and order? 
8. likelihood of enterprises to succeed? 
9. attention paid to old people? 
10. the situation of the young? 
11. relations between people? 
12. extent of satisfaction with local government? 
13. how well do people know their MPs? 
14. to what extent do they develop their city/town/village? 
15. commitment of politicians to their electors? 
16. how healthy are people? 
17. how about housing? 
18. how nice are the streets? 
19. how do people feel in general? 
20. how democratic is the atmosphere? 
21. how affluent are people? 
22. how clean and tidy are public areas? 
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4. Now I am going to cite some judgements which many people make regarding the 
capital. Please tell me how much you agree or disagree with each. Give each a score 
from 1 to 5, according to the system of marking in Hungarian schools. 5 means you 
fully agree with the statement, 1 means you strongly disagree. So do you agree or not 
with the statement that... 

 
1. Budapest drains economic power                         
away from the rest of the country? 
2. the credit for Hungary's prosperity will be due to the Budapest intellectuals? 
3. in the country there are a lot of potentials unexplored, and if we do nothing to exploit them 
the country will go into a decline? 
4. without the economic power of Budapest 
the country would be nowhere? 
5. there are a lot of problems with supporting the  
old and the poor in Budapest because people in the capital care much less about each other 
than people in the country do? 
6. it is impossible to lead a decent life in Budapest because the city will knock everybody out 
sooner or later? 
7. if educated people from the provinces are to survive 
they will, sooner or later, have to move to Budapest?  
8. the progress of the country is guaranteed by 
the wide range of opportunities in Budapest? 
9. granted, you'll not starve to death in the country,                 
but you'll not make headway either? 
10. if Budapest was not as it is we should hardly see so many foreigners coming into the 
country? 
11. the middle classes in the provinces should follow their own way resolutely if Hungary is to 
become a truly European country? 
12. social facilities similar to those already in place in the capital should be established all over 
the country in order to provide for the disadvantaged and the unemployed in the provinces? 
13. if you want to make a breakthrough 
you'd better go to Budapest? 
14. it is the Hungary of the provinces that really guards 
the ancient traditions of the nation? 
15. you'll never be able to break out of isolation as long as you live in the country? 
16. people are either very rich or very poor in Budapest? 
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5. Have a look at these cards, please. On each card there is a cliche about Budapest, the 
type you can hear every day. Which SEVEN of them do you feel are more or less true? 
Pick out just seven cards, please. 
And now please pick out another SEVEN which you don't think are true. 
 
 1. Budapest is the heartbeat of the country. 
 2. Budapest is the Queen of the Danube. 
 3. Budapest is the city of baths. 
 4. Budapest is the city of revolutions. 
 5. Budapest is a surprisingly westernized city. 
 6. Budapest is a city of fairs. 
 7. Budapest is the last European city bordering on the East. 
 8. Budapest is the Paris of Eastern Europe. 
 9. Budapest is the capital city of the Carpathian Basin. 
10. Budapest is the bridge between East and West. 
11. Budapest is the city of real wit. 
12. Budapest is the brain of the country. 
13. Budapest is a wicked city.  
14. Budapest is the oversized head of a small country. 
15. Budapest is a poor edition of Vienna. 
16. Budapest is a city of extremes. 
17. Budapest is already the Balkans. 
18. Budapest is a city of shameless violence. 
19. Budapest has become a city full of Jews. 
20. Budapest has become a city full of Gypsies. 
21. Budapest is a disgrace to the country. 
22. Budapest is the last bridgehead of the Nazis. 
23. Budapest is a city of dissension. 
24. Budapest is a den of communists. 
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6. Now I'd like to ask you what sort of place you think would be the best for your 
children, the next generation, to live in. 
                                   SEVERAL ANSWERS ALLOWED! 
 01 - an exciting metropolis with a lot of tourists 
 02 - a modern industrial town  
 04 - a university town, a cultural centre  
 08 - a quiet, clean and tidy town with a lot of parks 
 16 - a small village, where everyone knows everyone 
 99 - a place just like the one where you are now living   
 
7.  And 
 
 3 - do you believe or 
 1 - not that this will come true in the life of today's youth? 
 2 - can't decide, partly, maybe it will, maybe it won't  
 
8. And what sort of environment would you like to live in? 
 
 01 - a town or city with historic traditions  
 02 - a town or city in the mountains or near water 
 04 - a lovely garden city 
 08 - a largish, neat, developing village  
 16 - an inner city area with no high rise buildings 
 99 - a place just like the one where you are now living   
 
 
9. Have a look at this card please. How would you describe the atmosphere of the environment 
you live in?  
 
       ABSOLUTELY   PARTLY   ABSOLUTELY 
     FALSE  TRUE   TRUE 
+----------------------------------------------------+ 
¦1. boring     ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
+----------------------+-----------------------------¦ 
¦2. peaceful           ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
+----------------------+-----------------------------¦ 
¦3. cheerful           ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
+----------------------+-----------------------------¦ 
¦4. depressing         ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
+----------------------+-----------------------------¦ 
¦5. sad                ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
+----------------------+-----------------------------¦  
¦6. tense              ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
+----------------------+-----------------------------¦ 
¦7. exciting           ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
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+----------------------+-----------------------------¦ 
¦8. warm and friendly  ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7  ¦ 
+----------------------------------------------------+ 
 
 
 
10. And could you tell me what your environment is like on closer inspection? 
 
       ABSOLUTELY   PARTLY   ABSOLUTELY 
     FALSE  TRUE   TRUE 
+---------------------------------------------------+ 
¦1. safe          ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+----------------------+----------------------------¦ 
¦2. urban              ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+----------------------+----------------------------¦ 
¦3. on a human scale   ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+----------------------+----------------------------¦ 
¦4. nice               ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+----------------------+----------------------------¦ 
¦5. crowded            ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+----------------------+----------------------------¦  
¦6. airy, spacious     ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+----------------------+----------------------------¦ 
¦7. busy, varied       ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+----------------------+----------------------------¦ 
¦8. dangerous          ¦  1   2   3   4   5   6   7 ¦ 
+---------------------------------------------------+ 
 
 
11. Do you 
  
 3 - often, 
 2 - rarely, or  
 1 - hardly ever talk to other residents, acquaintances,      neighbours, relatives about 
the problems of your 
         district/village/city? 
 
12. About how many people in the neighbourhood do you think would volunteer to agitate 
for some cause that affects the whole community?  
 
    ..................... (number of persons)    
 
13. If suddenly you found yourself facing some sort of serious problem (for instance, you 
had to obtain some rare, foreign medicine, or an official licence/permission very urgently), 
what would you do? 
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 4 - take the matter into your own hands?                       
 3 - have a word about it with an acquaintance "up there"? 
 2 - ask a neighbour, a friend or a relative for advice?                   
 1 - wouldn't know what to do? 
 
 
14. How many people in this neighborhood are known as "ombudsmen" who are usually 
able to give advice, sort out grievances etc?  
 
    ..................... (number of persons)    
 
 
15. What percentage of local residents participate in social activities (clubs, societies, 
parties etc)?           
 
               ................ (%)      
 
 
16. When people in this constituency are confronted by a problem which affects many 
people (for instance, issues concerning housing or the local school), what do they usually do? 
 
 6 - the whole community comes together to decide what to do 
 5 - a few very active people sort the matter out on behalf of the others as well 
 4 - people come together, but they only talk about the problems, taking action is 
everybody's personal affair              
 3 - only old acquaintances seek to settle matters conjointly 
 2 - the more competent members of the community look after their own interests 
 1 - nobody knows what to do 
 
17. Please look at this card and select those THREE forms of information/communication 
which (in your opinion) would be the most effective for authorities/local government to keep 
in touch with residents so that the best possible decisions are made regarding local issues, 
bearing in mind the interests of local residents to the highest possible degree. 
  
1. handouts  
2. posters 
3. newspaper articles 
4. local TV and radio broadcasts 
5. mass mailings 
6. individual public meetings held at prearranged times 
7. local public opinion surveys 
8. probing public opinion through well-known, active 
   local figures  
9. local referendums 
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10. repeated community forums 
 
 
 

 28



18. And which of these forms of information/communication are actually used in this area? 
 
1. handouts  
2. posters 
3. newspaper articles 
4. local TV and radio broadcasts 
5. mass mailings 
6. individual public meetings held at prearranged times 
7. local public opinion surveys 
8. probing public opinion through well-known, active 
   local figures  
9. local referendums 
10. repeated community forums 
 
 
 
19. Do you know of any voluntary organization committed to defending/representing the 
interests of local residents?  
 
 
20. In your opinion what percentage of residents regularly contact in person the local 
government about administrative issues? 
 
           .................. % 
 
21. To what extent in your opinion can a local representative influence decisions? Please score 
again. 1 = no leverage at all, 5 = very significant leverage.  
 
  
22. And how would you score the leverage of residents? Please score as above. 
 
 
22. And to what extent does the local government interfere with people's lives? 
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24. On this card you can find some phrases which are often heard nowadays. Every one of 
them begins with the word "Hungarian". Some of them you will probably find important, but 
there may be some which you find unintelligible, utterances devoid of content.  
First of all, please select the ones you find unintelligible. 
WHEN THE SELECTION IS MADE: 
And now please select the ones which you think are crucial for the future of the country.  
 1. Hungarian steel       
 2. Hungarian constitution 
 3. Hungarian face 
 4. Hungarian goods 
 5. Hungarian state 
 6. Hungarian Gipsies 
 7. Hungarian democracy 
 8. Hungarian life 
 9. Hungarian interests 
10. Hungarian intelligentsia 
11. Hungarian way of thinking 
12. Hungarian soil 
13. Hungarian independence 
14. Hungarian fatherland 
15. Hungarian hero 
16. Hungarian humour (wit) 
17. Hungarian truth (justice) 
18. Hungarian industry 
19. Hungarian education 
20. Hungarian taste 
21. Hungarian trade (commerce) 
22. Hungarian Christianity 
23. Hungarian middle class 
24. Hungarian community 
25. Hungarian mission 
26. Hungarian work 
27. Hungarian worker 
28. Hungarian past 
29. Hungarian art 
30. Hungarian peasant 
31. Hungarian money 
32. Hungarian citizen (bourgeois) 
33. Hungarian destiny 
34. Hungarian freedom 
35. Hungarian spirit (intellect) 
36. Hungarian socialism 
37. Hungarian science 
38. Hungarian patience 
39. Hungarian blood 
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40. Hungarian Jewry 
 
 
25. On these cards you will find some qualities often attributed to individual ethnic groups. 
Please select the ones applicable to Hungarians first.   
ONCE THE SELECTION HAS BEEN MADE: 
Now, I would ask you to make your selections regarding other ethnic groups living in 
Hungary.  
First, which qualities do you think apply to Gipsies? 
ASK ABOUT JEWS, ROMANIANS, GERMANS, SLOVAKS IN THE SAME WAY. 
 
 1. conscientious 
 2. avaricious 
 3. brave  
 4. peaceful 
 5. unintelligent 
 6. proud  
 7. aggressive 
 8. parasitical 
 9. superficial   
10. rich  
11. hypocritical  
12. lazy  
13. unreliable   
14. intelligent 
15. conceited 
16. selfish  
17. loyal to the tribe 
18. dirty 
19. generous 
20. modest 
21. lacking unity 
22. hard-working 
23. hospitable 
24. cheerful 
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26. I am going to read out some statements you can often hear nowadays. Please tell me 
whether you agree with them or not. 
 
 
1. After the change of system the old Hungary of feudal lords seemed to be coming back. 
 
2. The last few years failed to bring real democracy. 
 
3. The church should not meddle in so many things. 
 
4. Hungary is very likely to regain her status of being the country of three million beggars. 
 
5. Nearly the whole country has been sold to the West. 
 
6. There is nobody to sort out all the mess in this country. 
 
7. If it goes on like this, the country will be flooded by 
   immigrants.  
 
8. The communists always get away with it and maintain their ground; even now it's them who 
are in the key positions. 
 
9. No government has ever managed to dispose of 
   those who thrive on corruption. 
 
10. It's increasingly difficult to find a place 
    where you don't bump into Gypsies. 
 
11. Hungarian foreign policy is far from doing its best to 
    avoid armed conflict with our neighbours. 
 
12. Major political forces are out to orientate the  
    nation toward nationalism and racism. 
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30. Suppose your son/daughter makes friends with an Arab. What would you say to your 
son/daughter? 
And what would you say if your son/daughter made friends with a/an... 
 
TEXT ON THE CARD: 
 3 - I don't want you to associate with such a person. 
 2 - You can be friends with him/her if you like, but please don't bring him/her to our 
house. 
 1 - It's all right if you are friends, and you can as well bring him/her round if you like. 
 9 - It's up to you who you make friends with. 
 
 1. Arab? 
 2. Hungarian citizen of German nationality? 
 3. Hungarian citizen of Slovak nationality? 
 4. Hungarian citizen of Serbo-Croat nationality? 
 5. citizen of the former Yugoslavia? 
 6. Romanian from Rumania? 
 7. Hungarian from Rumania? 
 8. citizen of the former Soviet Union? 
 9. Gypsy? 
10. Jew? 
11. Asian (Vietnamese, Chinese)? 
12. Black? 
13. skinhead? 
14. ex-convict? 
15. homosexual? 
16. drug addict? 
17. child in care? 
18. foreigner employed in Hungary? 
19. refugee? 
 
 
 
PERSONAL DETAILS 
 
1. SEX OF RESPONDENT 
 
 1 - male 
 2 - female 
 
2. Year of birth?  
 
 ................ 
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3. What educational level have you attained? 
 
 .............................. 
-------------------------- 
 1 - never attended school 
 2 - basic education to 5th grade 
 3 - basic education to 7th grade 
 4 - basic education to 8th grade  
 5 - middle level vocational training 
 6 - secondary or high school 
 7 - college or technical school at higher level 
 8 - university degree 
 0 -  
 
 
4. Do you work or pursue any gainful activity? 
----------------------- 
 
01 - yes ---------------- 
   - no ---- is/lives on 02 - 3 years' maternity benefit 
     03 - pension 
     04 - disability pension 
     05 - unemployment benefit 
     06 - housewife 
     07 - student 
     08 - widow's pension 
     09 - other inactive income 
     10 - other dependant 
 
5. What is/was your (last) occupation? 
  
01 - smallholder 
02 - self-employed craftsman or retailer 
03 - entrepreneur, free-lancer with college/university degree 
04 - entrepreneur, free-lancer without college/university   degree 
05 - shopfloor manager 
06 - skilled worker 
07 - semi-skilled worker 
08 - unskilled worker 
09 - senior executive 
10 - line manager 
11 - junior executive 
12 - clerical with college/university degree 
13 - clerical with secondary school education 
14 - clerical with basic education 
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6. What sector do you/did you last work in? 
 
1 - industry 
2 - the construction industry 
3 - agriculture  
4 - transport/communication/water management 
5 - commerce 
6 - the service sector 
7 - health 
8 - culture/education 
9 - the civil service 
 
 
7. Type of employment 
 
1 - state owned company 
2 - public institution (eg. school, hospital, local  
 government) 
3 - co-operative 
4 - self-employed 
5 - private enterprise 
6 - other, please specify: 
 
8. What is your overall net monthly income? 
 
..............................forints 
 
9. How many persons, including you, does your household number? 
 
 
 
10. Please enumerate all members of your household, specifying the educational level attained 
by each, and their years of birth. 
 
11. What is the overall family income per month? Please include your income as well. 
 
16. Which of the following statements would you say best applies to you? 
------------------- 
1 - I'm religious, and follow the doctrines of my  
 denomination. 
2 - I'm religious in my own way. 
3 - I believe in God, but I'm not religious. 
4 - I'm not sure whether I'm religious or not. 
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5 - I'm not religious, I don't care about such stuff. 
6 - I'm not religious, because I'm convinced that religion  
 is untrue. 
7 - other, please specify:.............................. 
 
 
17. Which of the following statements would best apply/have best applied to your father? 
------------------- 
1 - I'm religious, and follow the doctrines of my  
 denomination. 
2 - I'm religious in my own way. 
3 - I believe in God, but I'm not religious. 
4 - I'm not sure whether I'm religious or not. 
5 - I'm not religious, I don't care about such stuff. 
6 - I'm not religious, because I'm convinced that religion  
 is untrue. 
7 - other, please specify:.............................. 
 
 
18. Which of the following statements would best apply/have best applied to your mother? 
------------------- 
1 - I'm religious, and follow the doctrines of my  
 denomination. 
2 - I'm religious in my own way. 
3 - I believe in God, but I'm not religious. 
4 - I'm not sure whether I'm religious or not. 
5 - I'm not religious, I don't care about such stuff. 
6 - I'm not religious, because I'm convinced that religion  
 is untrue. 
7 - other, please specify:.............................. 
 
 
 
19. Have a look at these cards, please. How would you describe the neighbourhood where you 
live? What sort of social group do most residents belong to? 
   -----------------                                                
 6 - upper class, well-to-do people in top positions         
 5 - people in well-paid jobs, entrepreneurs, people   
  with no financial problems  
 4 - people who work a lot and normally obtain  
  everything they need 
 3 - hard-working people who can make ends meet,  
  although not without problems  
 2 - people who eke out a rather meagre existence, and  
  can be regarded as living below the poverty line  
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 1 - poverty-stricken people living on odd jobs, down- 
  and-outs 
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20. Now think of yourself personally. Where would you choose to live if it was up to you?  
 
 
 1 - Rózsadomb, Castle District (elite zones) 
 2 - Buda Hills (well situated green belt) 
 3 - inner city districts  
 4 - green suburbs 
 5 - housing estate 
 6 - somewhere near the city 
   ----------------- 
 7 - a place where you can live decently, there is  
  quiet, cleanliness, green areas 
 8 - a place with good supply, transport, urban  
  lifestyle 
 9 - near my children, parents, workplace  
 10 - I'd rather stay where I'm living 
 11 - provincial town (would stay, not go to Budapest) 
 12 - village (would stay, not go to Budapest) 
 13 - it's all the same as long as I have somewhere to  
  live 
 
 
21. Do you expect anybody in your household to lose their job? 
   ----------------- 
 2 - yes                                       
 1 - no  
 9 - there is/are already unemployed people in the family 
 
22. Is there anybody in the family (including you) who participates in some sort of 
enterprise or business venture? 
 
 
 
23. What is it? 
 
 
24. How successful are your business ventures? 
                      THE MOST SUCCESSFUL IF THERE ARE MORE THAN ONE! 
 
 5 - it's successful even on the long term    
 4 - it's successful at the moment                  
 3 - we can just manage to stay afloat 
 2 - things aren't going very well, will switch  
         over to something else 
 1 - will probably have to give up the business 
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25. How many people out of 100 in this neighborhood do you think would need some sort 
of relief?  
 
                           ............. 
 
 
26. And how many applicants out of 100 do you think would be actually granted aid? 
 
                           ............. 
 
 
Type of house the respondent lives in: 
 
Rural area: 01 - temporary accommodation in a village 
   02 - farmhouse 
   03 - traditional peasant's house  
   04 - country house with garden 
   05 - villa 
   06 - building including several apartments (urban type) 
   07 - other: ................... 
 
Urban area: 08 - farmhouse 
   09 - house with one apartment and small yard  
   10 - house with more than one apartment and small yard  
   11 - temporary accommodation in a town, mews 
   12 - old building, originally tenement (now sold) 
   13 - "modern" tenement or owner-occupied  
         block, built after 1930 
   14 - modern housing estate, not prefabricated  
   15 - modern, prefabricated housing estate  
   16 - modern owner-occupied block with garden 
   17 - villa 
   18 - old villa divided into owner-occupied flats  
                                            or converted into small tenement  
   19 - town house with garden 

   20 - other: .................... 
 


