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Introduction

This Fl ash Eur obTahreo nRitgeht ss udZidktgtuestedChyithbirdoboraté N
General for Juste, Freedom and Security is part of a trend survey. The results of the previous wave were
published in 2008 Flash Eurobarometer survé§f235. The currenteport presents comparative data
between the two waves.

The objectives of the survey were unchanged. det ai |l , t he survey examine

knowledge about their specific rights

opinions to how those rights were protected

experiences in asking for help

opinions about the main areas of legislation that affected them

ideas about national and Eurep@&le actions to be taken

opinions about the easiest ways of finding out more information about their rights.

E I ]

The surveyos fieldwor k23arsd81" May 2009 Gver 100000t randomly we e n
selectedyoung people (148 years oldvere inerviewed across the EU. The survey was carried out

by telephone, with WebCATI (webased computer assisted telephone interviewihg)correct for

sampling disparities, a pestratification weighting of the results was implemented, based on key
socicdenographic variables. More details on the survey methodology are included in the Annex of
this report.

Please note that due to rounding, the percentages shown in the charts and tables do not always add up
exactly to the totals mentioned in the text.
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Main f indings

TheFl ash Eur dhar kingthé¢ s isfpdrt ofta tremd seyhd resdlts of the previous
wave were published in 2008\ comparison, between 2008 and 2009 results, concerning young

p e o pKnaviedge and opinions about thights d under 18 yeablds, showed very few significant
differences

Knowledge and information about the Rights of the Child

Awareness of the Rights of the Child

1 Almost twothirds of young people (158 yearsold) from the 27 EU Member States were
aware that people under 18 enjoy specific rights compared to adults.

1 The Netherlands, Hungary and Denmark were the only countries where more than half of
interviewees were unaware of the specific rights of under 18oy@a1(61%, 60% and 53%,
respectively).

Knowledge about the Rights of the Child

1 Young people across the EU were a lot more likely to know that video games specify the
appropriate age group, i.e. they have a label arranking (82%), than to know that the
decision on childrenés custody and access ri
one of them goes to another Member State (25%).

1 The percentage of young people that correctly thought that video gammaes radabel and a
rankingi specifying the appropriate age groum all EU countries ranged from 63% in the
Czech Republic to 89% in Austria, the UK and lItaly.

T I'n terms of knowing that t he decision on chi
if parents are divorced and one of them goes to another Member State, the proportion of
correct answers ranged from 15% in Belgium to 37% in Bulgaria.

Information channels

1 Roughly threegquarters (74%pf young EU citizens considered the Internet tatee easiest
information channel to be used in order that they become more aware of their rights.
Compared to 2008, this was an increase of four percentage points (70%).

1 Cyprus, Spain, France and Portugal were lagging behind other EU Member States of terms
the Internet being a popular information chan(igétween 3% and 65% selected this
information channel).

T Other information channels were selected by smaller proportions of respondents: 19% selected
TV programmes and 6% mentioned material availabtherschool or city library.

Protection of the Rights of the Child

Perceived level of protection of the Rights of the Child

1 Overall, roughly threguarters of young people in the EU considered the specific rights of
under18s to be well protected in theountry, while slightly more than a fifth believed that
they are insufficiently protected.

1 Young people in Denmark and the Netherlands were the most likely to answer that the Rights
of the Child are very well protesd in their country (38% and 36%, respectively). Portuguese
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and Romanian young people, on the other hand, were the most sceptical about the protection
of these rights in their country.

Looking for help when the rights of a child had been violated

1 Roughly 8 in 10 young EU citizens said that neither they nor anyone they know (under 18)
had ever tried to seek help when they thought their rights had been violated.

1 The proportion of interviewees who said that they, or someone else in their ongrpae,
had tried to seek help when they thought that their rights had been violated ranged from 11%
in Sloveniato 32% in Luxembourg and Greece.

Problems likely to be encountered when help is needed to defend the rights of a child

T When asked which prédms might be encountered by people under 18 trying to defend their
rights, the most commonly mentioned problems were that they would not know how to defend
their rights and whom to contact (80%) and that they would simply not be aware of their rights
(78%).

1 Young people whaaid theywere aware of the Rights of the Child and thagm said the
oppositei i.e. that theywere not awareof these rights did not differ in their opinion about
the likelihood that others in their age group woundd be aware dheir rights (79% and 78%,
respectively)

T Not only the abowenentioned problems, but also those related to procedures being too
lengthy or too complicated to enable young people to defend their rights were considered to be
potential difficulties by a majdy in all Member States (e.g. ranging from 52% in
Luxembourg to 86% in Portugal for fitoo | engt!

1 The problem of authorities not responding was perceived as being the least likely to occur
when people under 18 would look for help to deferdrthights (ranging from 33% to 78%).

1 The current survey shows that young people in Porgagienerally more likely than others
to think that someone in their age group might encounter each of the problems listed in the
survey when needing help to dedetheir rights. In the 2008 wave, however, it was young
Italians who expected most problems.

Policy areas of interest regarding the Rights of the Child

Policy areas thought to be of particular interest regarding the Rights of the Child

1 When askedn which areas governments or public administrations should most take the
particular interests of children into account, education came top (77% selected this area). The
second most frequently mentioned topic was security (44%), followed by health and social
affairs (42%).

1 Although the country breakdowns for the policy area of secwtiywed thatthe same
countries appeared at the higher and lower ends of the 2008 and 2009 distritib#ons
countries at both ends of the distribution in 2009 saw increast iproportion of young
people selectinthis policy area compared to 2008

1 The environment, immigration and the media were selectdddsythan onghird of young
citizens in all EU Member States
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Problems impeting children that should receive priority at a national level

9 Violence against children was considered to be the problem that should be given (the first or
second) priority in their country by 45% wbung EU citizensRoughly 4 in 10 young people
alsoindicated that sexual exploitation of children should be addressed nationally atiirdne
mentioned the problem of drugs.

9 Violence against, or the sexual exploitation of, children was the most commonly mentioned
problem in more than half of the Membetsss, while drugs or alcohol abuse and nicotine
addiction proved to be the main problem in nine Member States.

Priority of actions to promote and protect the Rights of the Child to be taken at a European level

1 An overwhelming majority of yaug EU citizens accepted all actions to promote and protect
the Rights of the Child as listed in the survéy as a priority at a European level.

T Looking at the proposed actions to promote
Portugal, the UK ath Ireland were more likely than others to support theélthough young
peoplein the UK andlrelandwerealsoamong thestrong supporters of these priority actions
in 2008, young people in Portugal were midkely to consider the action aspaiority to be
tackled at EU level in 2009 than in 2008.

1 Young people in the Netherlands and Finland were among the leastihikbly EU to attach
high priority toeach of themact i ons t o promote and protect ¢
surveyi both in 2008 an@009.

'!W)developing a fAmissing childreno (8)gieingtmors suspbrettn oper a
organi sations working in the fi33praidingfmore infeemajon ot ect i o1
children about theirights and where to enquire about thg@) involving children morein the definition of

policies that concern thertb) promoting the rights of children in countries outsileope
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1. Awareness of the Rights of the Child

Almost twethirds of youngpeople (1518 yearsold) from the 27 EU Member States
were aware that people under 18 enjoy specific rights compared to adults.

The Netherlands, Hungary and Denmark were the coiyntries where more than
half of interviewees were unaware of the specific rights of under 180j@=s(61%,
60% and 53%, respectively).

Almost twothirds (65%) of young people  Awareness of the Rights of the Child
(15-18) from the 27 EU Member Stateere
aware that people under 18 @yjspecific
rights compared to adults, while roughly en H

mYes, aware No, not aware O DK/NA

third (34%) were not aware of this. Thes 05/2009 &
results are similar to those from the previo

wave of the survey: in 2008, 67% of your 02/2008 32 H
people were aware of the Rights of the Chilc

Q1. Are you aware that people under 18 enjoy

Country variations specific rights compared to adults?

Base: all respondents, % EU27
More than 8 in 10 Romanian intervieweesre aware of the specific rights of people unde(833%;
18 percentage points above the EU average of 65%). Other countries with a high level of awareness of
the Rights of the Child were Slovenia, Bulgaria and Rblaim these countries at least thigearters
of interviewees thought thatinder 18 yeaolds enjoy specific rights (79%, 77% and 75%,
respectively)

At the other end of the distributignwhere respondents were less likely to be aware of the Rights of
the Childi it was noted that Dutch and Hungarian respondents were the least informed (39% and
40%, respectively). In fact, Dutch and Hungarian interviewees were almost twice as likely as young
citizens on average to be unaware of the specific rights opl@eunder 18 (61% and 60%,
respectivelyi compared to the EU average of 34%). Denmark was close to Hungary and the
Netherlands, with 53% of young people who were unawaaed only 46% who were awarethat

under 18 yeaolds enjoy specific rights.

Awareness of the Rights of the Child

mYes, aware No, not aware
100 +

80 -
60
40
20

0

16 21 23 24 25 25 26 28 28 29 30 31 30 32 31 32 32 33

-20 | 33 34 35 40 42 41 46 oy

60 61
.40 -
.60 -
-80 -
P Qaub3TWEEoEdE22F5EO0RAEDE S22

[Ever]

Q1. Are you aware that people under 18 enjoy specific rights compared to adults?
Base: all respondents, % by country
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Between 2008 and the current survey, the individual country results mostly showed small differences
bet ween young peopleds awareness abdhete warehei r S
however, a few exceptions. For exdejpthe 2008 results showed that roughly 6 in 10 Dutch
respondents were aware of the Rights of the CHi®%; eight percentage points below the EU

average of 67%); in 2009, however, fewer Dutch respondexueessed such awareness (39%; 26
percentage pats below the EU average of 65%).

Sociodemographic considerations

There were no m_ajor diﬁerenf?e Awareness about the Rights of the Child
according to sociglemographic

groups in terms of awarenest HYes, aware " No, notaware CDK/NA
the specific rights of people Too [
under 18 Gender
Male 34 H

It appears that the awarene: Female ﬁ 33 |
levels of the Rigts of the Child Age
were slightly higher for 148 1516 62 37 |
yearolds, metropolitan city 1718 3t |
dwellers and respondents livin Full-time student
in a household where the mai Yes 34 |
financial contributor wasself- No 34 H
employed omot—working. Subjective urbanisation

Metropolitan zone 30 |
For example, while 70% of Other town 34 [
respondents living in Rural zone 35 l
metropolitan areas said they Occupation of main contributor
were aware that individuals e amaloved - I
under 18 had specific right: Employees PE 2 H
co_mpared to adults, roug_h_ly tw_o Manual workers = == H
thirds of respondents Ilvmg in Not working o a1 |
urban or rural areas said th
same (650/0 and 64% Q1. Are you aware that people under 18 enjoy specific rights

. compared to adults?

reSpeC“Ver) . Base: all respondents, % by sociedemographics

2 Both in 2008 and in the current survey, 400 young people were intedsziewmost EU countries. When comparing
individual country results between waves, the maximum margin of sampling error is +7 percentagi ipaititer words,

we need to find a difference of more than seven percentage points between the results 8fahd 2009 wavin order to

be ableto talk about a statistically meaningful difference. (More details on calculating the margin of error for a difference in
proportions between two independent samples are included in the Annex of thig.report
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2. Perceived levels of protection of the Rights of

across the EU

the Child

Overall, roughly threequarters of young people in the EU considered the specific
rights of underl8s to be well protected in their country, while slightly more than a
fifth believed that they are insufficiently protected.

Yourg people in Denmark and the Netherlands were the most likely to answer that the
Rights of the Child are very well protected in their country (38% and 36%,
respectively). Portuguese and Romanian young people, on the other hand, were the
most sceptical abouhe protection of these rights in their country.

Roughly threequarters (76%) of young
people across the EU considered the Rig
of the Child to bevery well or fairly well
protected in their country. This wa
unchanged compared to 2008.

Perceived levels of protection of the Rights of
the Child across the EU

m Very well protected
Incompletely protected
ODK/NA

Fairly well protected
m Not protected

05/2009

62 19
59 19 3

Q2. Do you think that the specific rights of
children are in [YOUR COUNTRY]..?
Base: all respondents, % EU27

The dominat opinion was that the specific
rights of underl8s arefairly well protected
(62%), while only 14% thought they ar
very well protected Furthermore, almost
onefifth of interviewees (19%) thought tha
the specific rights of the undé&Bs are
incompletey protectedin their country and
2% believed that they armt protectedat all.

02/2008

Country variations

The highest percentage of young people who believed that the specific rights of thé8mdevery

well or fairly well protected in their country wdsund in the Netherlands (97%; 21 percentage points
above the EU average of 76%). Finland, Denmark, the UK and Ireland were close to the Netherlands
with more than 90% of interviewees saying that the Rights of the Childeayewellor fairly well
proteced in their country (between 93% and 95%). Young people in the Netherlands and Denmark
were also the most likely to say that the Rights of the Childrang well protectedin their country

(36% and 38%, respectivelyIn the other abovenentioned countrig however, young people were
somewhat less likely to select this response (between 24% and 28%).

The | owest proportions of r espondnewellosfairlyivell t houg
protected in their country were found in Portugal (42%J Romania (44%). Furthermore, these two
countries were the only Member States where a majority of young people had a negative opinion on
this issue: 56% of Portuguese respondents and 54% of Romanian respondents said that the Rights of
the Child werenotat all orincompletelyprotected in their country.
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Perceived levels of protection of the Rights of the Child across the EU

m Very well protected = Fairly well protected Incompletely protected = Not protected ODK/NA

:2:=1=;,2;é=.5.;3;ﬁméﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁié‘ﬁf}ﬁﬂﬁ'ﬂﬁmaﬁﬁ

4 13 11 12 44

100 4

19 24 53 53 29

80 - 25 24 30

27 3 59 37 35

45

60 -
40 4

20 - 38
36

11 9

5
4 oI ¥ X = W oo w o ow w > N 4 0 X = —
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w
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Q2. Do you think that the specific rights of children are in [YOUR COUNTRY]..?
Base: all respondents, % by country

Examining the country breakdown in 2009 compared to 2008, it was noted that the ranking of
countries remained more or less the same between the two surveys. For exainpile, 2008 and

2009t he hi ghest proportions of youngverpwelopfdirly who t
well protected in their country were found in the Netherlands and Finland. Moreover, as in 2008, it can

be concluded that Romanian ygupeople were not only the most aware of the Rights of the Child

(see previous chapter), but they were also among the most sceptical about the protection of these rights
in their country.

Sociodemographic considerations

The sociedemographic analysisdli n ot reveal any great di ffereni
opinions about the level of protection of the specific rights of people under 18oyeays.

The largest differences were se¢ Perceived levels of protection of the Rights of the Child
when comparing opinions base acrossthe EU

on the main householc = Very well protected = Fairly well protected Incompletely protected
contributodb s occupat % Not protected - DKINA
while 78% of respondents from | Tol [ 1
household where the mail Gender
contributor was an employet Male = 18
believed that the Rights of the Female 20 F3
Child werevery wellor fairly well Age
protected in their country, this 151GE 17
proportion was five percentag 1718 21 B
points lower fo respondents in Full-time student
households were the mail Yes 19 F3
((:;JSn:/:)l)l?utor was a manual worke N | .No 19
Subjective urbanisation

. Metropolitan zone 20 @
Logklng.only at the pgrcentage Other town 20
of interviewees who said that th Rural zone TG
specific rights of undet8s are Occupation of main contributor
very well protected in their to the household income
country, it can be seen that your Selremployed -
men were kghtly more likely Employees -
than young women to select thi Manual workers e
response (16% vs. 11%). Not working 21

Q2. Do you think that the specific rights of children are in [YOUR COUNTRY]..?
Base: all respondents, % by sociedemographics
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3. Looking for help when the rights of a child had been violated

Roughly 8 in 10 young EU citizens said that neither they nor anyone they know (under
18) had ever tried to sedlelp when they thought their rights had been violated.

The proportion of interviewees who said that they, or someone else in their own peer
group, had tried to seek help when they thought that their rights had been violated
ranged from 11% irsloveniato 32% in both Luxembourg and Greece.

As in the previous wave of this tren Likelihood of seeking for help when the rights
survey, a large majority of responden of achild had been violated

(81%) said that neither they, nor anyor m Yes, yourself Yes, someone you know
else in their own peer group, had ever tri Both you and other(s) ®No
to seek help when they thought that the S DKINA

rights hadbeen violated.
05/2009 12 2 81

Only 7% of respondents said that they h
personally looked for help in such a cas 02/2008 10

2 82 ‘
5% had sought help themselves and 2% s
that bOth they and Others had IOOked f Q3. Did you, yourself ever try to seek help in a matter when
help Fina”y, 12% stated that they kno' yohthough{yourrightswereviolated,ordidsomeongelse
someone who had tried to lodir help e e O O eamondonte. o E27
when they thought that their rights had becn
violated.
Country variations
Summing all the fiyeso answers (Ayes, yourselfo,

T see second chart on the next page) and examining the resulting doeatgiown, it was noted that
Luxembourgish and Greek respondents were the most likely to say that they, or someone else that they
know of a similar age, had tried to seek help when they thought that their rights had been violated
(both 32%; 13 percentagpoints above the EU average of 19%). In Slovenia, Portugal, the
Netherlands, Lithuania and Slovakia, on the other hand, just over 1 in 10 young people said that they,
or someone in their own peer group, had tried to seek help in such circumstances (bh&#vesmd

13%).

Looking only at the proportion of respondents who had tried to seek help themselves when they
thought their rights had been violated (dgum of
see third chart on the next page), it waged that young Greek interviewees were also the most likely

to have sought help themselves (14%; 7 percentage points above the EU average of 7%), followed by
young Cypriot and Austrian interviewees (both 12%). In almost all other Member States, however,
less than 1 in 10 young people said that they had sought help themselves when they thought their
rights had been violated (between 3% and 9%).
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Likelihood of seeking for help when the rights of a child had been violated

m Yes, yourself Both you and other(s) W Yes, someone you know mNo ODK/NA

100
80
60 8188188233083 M830s4ss 3506 86 86§ ss s ss o0
40

20

mYes No Yes =fiYes yourself oand fiyes someone youknow 0and fBoth you and other(s)o

_20<
68 68 72
40 - 73 75 77 79 79 79 80 81 81 81 82 83 83 83 84 85 85 86 85 86 86 88 88 88 90
_60<
.80<
-100 -
> T @ 2]
adg:éogﬂgc—g%gum3§tEE§%B‘%52‘Em
w
20

m"Yes, yourself" and "Both you and other(s)"

o O uw
O oo ow
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>
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> = w
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T 505z aono0oYEzag o

[
=

Euz7 |

Q3. Did you, yourself ever try to seek help in a matter when you thought your rights were violated, or did someone else
below 18 years of age you know tried that?
Base: all respondents, % by country

A comparison, bete en 2008 and 2009 r es ukxpeiencesio askingfoni ng vy
helpwhen they thought that their rights had been violatiéainot show any significant trend since the

likelihood that young people said that they anyone else in their ewpeer group, had tried to seek

help in such circumstancegas low in all countries in 2008 (between 12% and 32%) and in 2009
(between 11% and 32%).
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Sociodemographic considerations

Looking at the socialemographic
groups, hardly any difference:
were bund, once again, in the
responses on this topic in th
various groups.

Respondents from a household |
which  the main financial
contributor was not working,
nevertheless, appeared to
somewhat more likely than theil
counterparts in, for example
fienmpyleed househc
they, or someone else in their ow
peer group, had tried to seek he
when they thought that their right:
had been violated &6 vs. 19%).

A similarly minor difference can
be seen when comparing youn
men and women: while 219%f
young women said that they, o
someone else that they know of
similar age, had tried to seek hel
when they thought that their right:
had been violated, this proportiol
fell to 18% for young men.
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Likelihood of seeking for help when the rights of a child
had been violated

Both you and other(s) ® Yes, someone you knows No 0 DK/NA

Torn [T

m Yes, yourself

Gender
Male

Female 2 79
Age
1516 §)2 81
1718 P2 81

Full-time student
Yes

No

Subjective urbanisation
Metropolitan zone
Other town

Rural zone

Occupation of main contributor
to the household income
Self-employed

Employees
Manual workers

Not working

Q3. Did you, yourself ever try to seek help in a matter when you thought your rights
were violated, or did someone else below 18 years of age you know tried that?
Base: all respondents, % by sociedemographics
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4. Problems likely to be encountered when help is needed to
defend the rights of a child

When asked which problems might be encountered by people under 18 trying to
defend their rights, the most commonly mentioned problems were that they would not
know how to defend their rights and whom to contact §&@9d that they would
simply not be aware of their rights (78%).

Young people who said they were aware of the Rights of the Child and those who said
the opposité i.e. that they were not awadd these right§ did not differ in their
opinion about theikelihood that others in their age group wouldt be aware of
their rights (79% and 78%, respectively)

Not only the abovenentioned problems, but also those related to procedures being
too lengthy or too complicated to enable young people to defemdities were
considered to be potential difficulties by a majority in all Member States (e.g. ranging
from 52% in Luxembourg to 86% in Portugal

The problem of authorities not responding was perceived as being the lelgsblike
occur when people under 18 yearfsage need help to defend their rights (ranging
from 33% to 78%).

The current survey shows that young people in Portagagienerally more likely

than others to think that someone in their age group might encoeextérof the

problems listed in the survey when needing help to defend their rights. In the 2008
wave, however, it was young Italians who expected most problems.

The next step was to ask young EU citizens about the probletriheitaage group might encounter
when they need to defend their rights. As in 2008, young EU citizens were in agreement that their
peers would not knovihow to go about (defending their rights) and whom to contac(80%) or

simply that they wouldhot be aware of their rights (78%).

Problems likely to be encountered when under 18 year -
olds need help to defend their rights

05/2009 02/2008
They do not know how to go about 80
it and whom to contact 79

78
76

68
67

65
65

They are not aware of their rights

The procedures are too lengthy

The procedures are too complicated

50

The authorities do not respond 9

9

h
Other 8

Q4. What are the problems you think people under 18 years -of -age
might encounter when they need help to defend their rights?
Base: all respondents %of mentions EU27

Young people were, once again, less likely to expect problems defending their rights due to
procedures: 68% of interviewees thought that people under 18afeage might encounter problems
becaus procedures are too lengthyand 65% thought thgrocedures are too complicated
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Finally, young EU citizens were the least likely to think that the problem would bauttairities
(e.g. the city council or an ombudsman) do not respongthen people undet8 yearsof-age need
help to defend their rights: only 50% mentioned this probiethis result is also similar to that
recorded in the previous wave of the survey (49%).

Country variations

In a majority of all EU Member States, the most likely proldémbe metvere thought to bbow to

go about (defendi ng onedsandailaghdf awarenassado owh o no nte®d s
rights. The proportion of respondents selecting the former problem ranged from 70% in Malta to 91%

in Greece, while the propawh selecting the latter ranged from 64% in Malta to 86% in France.

At the EU level, almost no difference was observed between 2008 and 2009 in the proportion of
respondents who thought that people under 18 woaoidknow how to defend their rights andhem

to contact (79% vs. 80%) or that unddés would not be aware of their rights (76% vs. 78%).
Similarly, in most Member States, a very small (insignificant) increase or decrease was observed in
the 2008 and 2009 resuliBherewere, however, a few exdapns; for examplepoth Finland and the
Netherlands saw an increase of more than 10 percentage points from 2008 to 2009 in the proportions
of intervieweeswvho thought that undet8s needing help to defend their rightgyht encountethese
problems

Problems likely to be encountered when people under 18 years -of -age need help to
defend their rights

They do not know how to go about it and whom to contact

100 4 91

7
87 86 84 84 83 83 g g2 g2 81 81

80 80 79 79 78 78 77 77

80 -

60 -

40 -

20

EL
PT
EE
PL

UK
FR
IE
RO
cy
HU
SE
BE
sl
=
DK
SK
LV
LT
LU
IT
NL
DE
FI
BG
cz
ES
AT
MT

They are not aware of their rights
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Q4. What are the problems you think people under 18 years -of -age might encounter when they need help
to defend their rights?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country
When | ooking at the relationship between responi

and their perceptions abotite problems that their age group might encounter when they need to
defend their rightsour analysis shows thatlthough relatively few respondern{®4%) said they were
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unaware of the specific rights of people underri8re than threquartersdid think this would be a
problem faced by other people in their age groupthiéumore respondents who were unaware and
those who were aware of the Rights of the Child did not differ in their opinion about the likelihood

that others in their age grommuld not be aware of their rights (79% and 78%, respectively)

Not only the abve-mentioned problems, but also those relategrazedures being too lengthy or

too complicatedt o def end oneds rights were consi

der ed

young people in all Member States. In comparison, in 2008, there were cmweainies where a
minority of interviewees thought that unde8s needing help to defend their rights would be

confronted with procedures that are too lengthy or too complicated.

Looking at the individual country results for problems related to procetluces d e f e n d

was noted that Portuguese and Slovak respondents scored the highest: more than 8 in 10 young people

oneods

in these countries thought that people under 18 needing help to defend their rights would face
procedures that are too lengtt86% and 81%, respectively) and a similar proportion expected the

procedures to be too complicated (81% and 82%, respectively).

In sharp contrast, in Luxembourg, Austria, Bulgaria, Romania and Latvia, less than 6 in 10
respondents thought that young p@&opeeding help to defend their rights might encounter problems
with too lengthy procedures (between 52% and 59%) and only a slim majority thought that they would

be too complicated (54%5%).
Problems likely to be encountered when people under 18 years -of -age need help to
defend their rights
The procedures are too lengthy
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The procedures are too complicated
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Q4. What are the problems you think people under 18 years -of -age might encounter when they need help
to defend their rights?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country
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Finally, in all EU Member States (with the exception of Greece), the problesmitbbrities (i.e.
public administrations such as city councils or ombudsman) not respondingas perceived as the
least likely to occur when people under 18 looked for helgterd their rights.

Greecei and Portugal stood out from the pack, somewhat, with around toreseters of young

people who thought that the problem of responsive authorities is very likely to occur (78% and
75%, respectively). In Finland, Malta dubuxembourg, on the other hand, only @hed of young

people expected this outcome (17 percentage points below the EU average of 50%). Other countries
where less than 4 in 10 young people thought that authorities would not respond were France (34%),
the Netherlands (37%) and Bulgaria (38%).

Problems likely to be encountered when people under 18 years -of -age need help to
defend their rights

The authorities (public administrations as, for instance, city councils, ombudsman) do not respond
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Q4. What are the problems you think people under 18 years -of -age might encounter when they need help
to defend their rights?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country

Based on the individual country resultsboth in 2008 and 2009 regardingy oung EU <ci t i
opinions about the problems that their age group might encounter when they need tothdsfend
rights a few conclusions can be drawn:

1 The current survey shows that young people in Portaigabjenerally more likely than others to
think that someone in their age group might encounter each of the problems listed in the survey
when needing hplto defend their rights. In the 2008 wave, however, it was young lItalians who
expected most problems.

9 Differences are also seen at the bottom of the country rankings: while inC2d@8&, and Finnish
respondents were each time the least likely to thidk someone in their age group would
encounter a specific probleirin 2009 there is no clear pattern

Sociodemographic considerations

The sociedemographic analysis showed that the different groups agreed about the order of importance
of the problemghat people under 18 might encounter when needing help to defend their rights; for
example, not knowing how to go about defending their rights and a lack of awareness were each time
selected by the largest proportions of respondents, while the problaonoésponsive authorities

was each time selected by the lowest proportion.

Furthermore, some differences were seen in the perceived likelihood that some of the problems
mentioned in the survey might be encountered:

pagel8

Z



Analytical report Flash EB N° 27371 The Rights of the Child

1 respondents aged between 17 and 18 those not in fultime education generally tended to
expect that young people would encounter more problems than respondents aged between 15 and
16 and fulltime students

1 young women expected problems defending their rights because of the procadhtiysnsbre
often than young men (72% vs. 64% foo lengthy proceduresind 69% vs. 61% fdpbo complex
procedure¥

1 similarly, respondents where the head of the householchataworkingwere the most likely to
expect problems relating to procedures,ilevithose where the main breadwinner wsdf
employed were the least liketo do so (2% vs. 67% fortoo lengthy proceduresand &% vs.
62% fortoo complex procedurgs

1 respondents living in rural or urban areas were more likely than those in metmomunes to
mention that the authorities would not respond when people under 18&feays looked for help
(50%-51% vs. 46%).

Problems likely to be encountered when under 18 year -olds need help to defend their rights
They do not
know how to The The
go aboutit They are not procedures procedures The
and whom to aware of their are too are too authorities do
contact rights lengthy complicated not respond Other

Total 80 78 68 65 50 9
Gender
Male 79 77 64 61 48 9
Female 80 79 72 69 52 10
Age
1516 77 75 65 62 48 8
17-18 82 80 71 67 51 10
Full -time student
Yes 80 78 68 64 49 9
No 82 79 75 71 55 12
Subjective urbanisation
Metropolitan zone 82 75 67 63 46 8
Other town 79 79 68 64 51 10
Rural zone 79 77 68 66 50 9
Occupation mai  n contributor to the household income
Self-employed 79 79 67 62 51 9
Employee 80 77 67 65 50 10
Manual worker 80 78 70 66 49 9
Not working 80 79 72 66 48 8

Q4. What are the problems you think people under 18 yearsof-age might encounter when they neel
help to defend their rights?
Base: all respondents, % of mentions by socio-demographics
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5. Policy areas thought to be of particular interest regarding
the Rights of the Child

When asketh which areas governments or public administrations should take

the particular interests of children into account, education came top §€lé6ted

this area). The second most frequently mentioned topic was security (44%), followed
by health and social affairs (42%).

Although the country breakdowns for the pplarea of securitghowed thathe same
countries appeared at the higher and lower ends of the 2008 and 2009 distriputions
the countries at both ends of the distribution in 2009 saw increases in the proportion

of young people selectinlgis policy area ompared to 2008

The environment, immigration and the media were selectézsbyhan onghird of
young citizens in all EU Member States

Young people participating in this survey were also asked again in which areas they thought that the
governmenbr public administration should take the particular interest of children into account when
adopting legislation or taking decisions. A list with different topics was presented and respondents
were asked to make three choices.

Education was, ly far, the most selected policy area where the government or public administration
should take the particular interests of children into account; it was selected by slightly more than three
quartersof respondents (77% vs. 74% in 2008).

Areas where the government or public administration should
take the particular interests of children into account

05/2009 02/2008
. 7
Education 74
Security (for instance, being protected against 44
violence) 43
Health and social affairs (for instance, access to 42
hospital care or public transport) 40
. 32
Sport and leisure o8
Justice (for example, family affairs and youth 28
justice sector) 30
The environment (for instance, the 23
environmental protection of children facilities) 21
Immigration (for example, the conditions 16
under which a family can be reunited) 16
. 12
The media 12

0

Other 1

1

DK/NA D)

Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration
should particularly take the interests of children into account when adopting

legislation or taking decisions?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions EU27

The ranking of thepolicy areas listed in the survegmained the same between the two waves of the
survey. The second most frequently mentioned topic seasrity (e.g. protection against violence),
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followed by health and social #airs (e.g. access to hospital care or public transpolipth areas
were selected by slightly more than 4 out of 10 respondents (44% and 42%, respéctively
corresponding proportions in 2008 were 43% and 40%, respectively).

Roughly onethird of repondents considered that the government or public administration should take
childrends interests into account when smrsopting
and leisure (32% vs. 28% in 2008)nd a similar proportion (28% vs. 30%)esedjustice (e.g.

family affairs and youth justice sectofhe environment (e.g. the environmental protection of young
peopl eds f aimmidratiani(egs the canditohs, under which a family can be reunited,

16%) andhe media(12%) were selged by the lowest proportions of respondents.

Country variations

In all countries, at least twihirds of interviewees (between 67% and 94%) menti@uaation as
one of the areas where the government or public administration should take the pantierdars of
children into account.

More than 9 in 10 Greek and Portuguese respondents (94% and 91%, respectively)eshieatét)

followed by Latvians, Poles and Estonians with 86% respondents mentioning this policy area.
Lithuania, Denmark, Francand Sweden, on the other hand, were found at the lower end of the
distribution, with less than 7 in 10 young people who selected this area as one where the government

or public administration should payampé®d.al att e

Areas where the government or public administration should take the particular
interests of children into account

Education
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Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the
interests of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country

In comparison with the other policy areas named in the survey, the individual country results for
educationshowed the least variation. The proportion of young people mentioning this policy area
ranged from 67%n Lithuania and Denmark to 94% in Greece (a difference of 27 percentage points).

In comparison, the proportion of young people selediiregarea oEecurity, e.g. protection against

violence, as a field where the government or public administrationcdshotla k e chi | dr ends i
accountanged from 27% in Ireland to 67% in Portugal (a difference of 40 percentage points).

Respondents from Portugal and Poland were the most likely to think that that the government or public
administration should t&kthe particular interests of children into account when adopting legislation or
taking decisions in the field of security (67% and 62%, respectively), while those from Ireland,
Sweden, Greece and Denmark were the least likely to share this opinion (b2&eand 32%).

Although the country breakdowns for the policy area of secshiywed thathe same countries

appeared at the higher and lower ends of the 2008 and 2009 distriptit®nsuntries at both ends of
the distribution in 2009 saw increasesthe proportion of young people selectitigs policy area
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compared to 2008-or example, in 2008, 53% of Portuguese and 18% of Swedes selected asaurity
field where the government or public adtpntheni str at
corresponding proportions in 2009 were 67% for Portugal (up 14 percentage points) and 30% for
Sweden (up 12 percentage points).

Areas where the government or public administration should take the particular
interests of children into account

Security (e.g. being protected against violence)
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Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the
interests of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: all respondents % of mentions by country

The proportion of respondents who thought that the government or public administratitoh tslke

the particular interests of children into account in the ardeealth and social affairs(e.g. access to
hospital care or public transport) ranged from just 26% in Italy and 32% in both Belgium and Poland
to 69% in Portugal.

Other countries were a higher percentage of respondents thought that the government or public
administration should take the particular interests of children into account when adopting legislation or
taking decisions in the field of health and social affairs were Slov&tvenia and Latvia (61%

62%). In these Member States, the proportion of respondents mentioning this policy area increased by
at least seven percentage points compared to 2008.

Areas where the government or public administration should take the particular
interests of children into account
Health and social affairs (e.g. access to hospital care or public transport)
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Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the
interests of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: all respondents % of mentions by country

In 2008, twice as many Estonian and Slovemni@spondents as the EU average menticped: and
leisure as an area in which the interests of children should be given special attention by policymakers
T in 2009, both countries were again found at the top of the country ranking (60% and 49%,
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respectiely, selected this category). Other countries where young people were more likely to mention
this policy area were Germany (49%) and Bulgaria (46%).

Portugal and the UK, on the other hand, were the only Member States where less {fiin ohe
respondets selected the policy area of sport and leisure (14% and 19%, respedétibveti)countries
were also found at the bottom of the country ranking in the previous wave of the survey.

Areas where the government or public administration should take the particular
interests of children into account
Sport and leisure
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Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the
interests of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: all respondents % of mentions by country

In an overwhelming majority of Member Stat(24 of 27), not more than etterd of respondents

said that the government or public administration should take particular interests of children into
account in the area gfistice (e.g. family affairs and the youth justice sector). The proportion of
respondents who selected this policy area ranged from just over 1 in 10 young people in Sweden,
Slovenia and Denmark (12%8%) to just over a third in Italy and France (38%%) and more than

40% in Spain (43%).

Areas where the government or public administration should take the particular
interests of children into account

Justice (e.g. family affairs and youth justice sector)
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Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the
interests of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: all respondents % of mentions by country

Theenvironment( e . g . the environment al protection of <ch
30% of respondents in almost all Member States as an area where the government or public
administration should pay special attention to the interests of childrenhighest percentages of

young people mentioning the environment were recorded in Greece (34%), Hungary and the UK (both
30%), while the lowest proportion was found in Portugal (9%).

Similarly, in all Member States, less than 3 in 10 young people amosigration (e.g. the conditions

under which a family could be reunited) as an area where the government or public administration
should take the particular interests of children into account when adopting legislation or making
decisions. In Denmark, Spain,aly and Luxembourg, approximately a quarter (2268%) of
interviewees selected this policy area out of the ones listed in the survey.
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Finally, the proportion of young people who thought that the government or public administration
should take the particatt interests of children into account in the arethefmediaranged from 3% in
Portugal and Latvia to 21% in Ireland. In addition to Ireland, Cyprus, Belgium and Germany were the
only countries where more than esigth of respondents selected the mealaan area of special
interest (between 18% and 20%).

A comparison between the 2008 and 2@b6portions of young people selectitige areas of the
environment immigrationand the media did not show any significant trend since the likelihood that
youngpeople selected each of these policy was low in all countries in both waves.

Areas where the government or public administration should take the particular
interests of children into account
The environment (e.g. the environmental protection of children facilities)
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Immigration (e.g. the conditions under which a family can be reunited)
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Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the
interests of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country

As respondents were asked to selgrto threepolicy areas wherthey thought thiathe government

or public administration should take the particular interests of children into account when adopting
legislation or taking decisionthe importance of different policy areas was difficult to compare across
countries. The table on the ngage shows the three most mentioned policy areas for each country.

A first glance at the table shows that respondentsniajarity of EU Member States (18 27) most
frequently selected the same policy areahication (in 1% position)i followed byhealth and social
affairs andsecurity.

Education also appeared in first position in all other MemStates; however, in these niteses,
eitherhealth and social affairsr securitydid not feature in the top three. In fivad these countries,

the polcy area ofsports and leisure appeared among the three most mentioned areas: Estonia,
Germany, Bulgaria, Belgiurand Ireland For example, 84% of young Bulgarians selected education
as an area where the government or public administration should pagl spseition to the interests

of children(in 1% position) followed by 50% who cited health and social affairs (thpdsition) and

46% who selected sports and leisure (fhp®sition).In Spain, Italy and Poland, on the other hand,
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both the policy ar@s of security anglistice appeared among the three most mentioned policy areas,
while Greece was the only country whéne environmentappeared among the three most mentioned
areas.

Areas where the government or public administration should take the pa rticular interests of
children into account
BE % BG % Cz %
Education 72 Education 84 Education 79
Sport and leisure 41 Health and social affairs 50 Health and social affairs 50
Security 37 Sport and leisure 46 Security 47
DK % DE % EE %
Education 67 Education 73 Education 86
Health and social affairs 40 Sport and leisure 49 Sport and leisure 60
Security 32 Health and social affairs 43 Health and social affairs 43
EL % ES % FR %
Education 94 Education 77 Education 68
Health and social affairs 58 Security 43 Health and social affairs 40
The environment 34 Justice 43 Security 37
IE % IT % CY %
Education 82 Education 83 Education 78
Health and social affairs 48 Security 40 Health and social affairs 40
Sport and leisure 38 Justice 34 Security 36
LV % LT % LU %
Education 86 Education 67 Education 73
Health and social affairs 61 Health and social affairs 49 Health and social affairs 48
Security 51 Security 48 Security 47
HU % MT % NL %
Education 73 Education 80 Education 73
Security 52 Health and social affairs 54 Security 49
Health and social affairs 38 Security 38 Health and social affairs 45
AT % PL % PT %
Education 72 Education 86 Education 91
Security 39 Security 62 Health and social affairs 69
Health and social affairs 39 Justice 33 Security 67
RO % Sl % SK %
Education 76 Education 72 Education 82
Health and social affairs 52 Health and social affairs 62 Health and social affairs 62
Security 37 Security 50 Security 47
FI % SE % UK %
Education 73 Education 69 Education 80
Health and social affairs 58 Health and social affairs 44 Health and social affairs 51
Security 55 Security 30 Seairity 50

Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the interests of childr en
into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: all respondents, % of mentions by country

Sociedemographic considerations
The sociedemographic analysis showed that young men were more likely to sptett and leisure

as an area where the government or public administration should take the particular interests of
children into account (39% vs. &4 of young women), while the latter were more likely to select
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security health and social affairandjustice For example, 48% of young women seledtedlth and
social affairs whereas only 37% of young men selected this policy area.

While 35% of 1516 yearolds selectedports and leisur@as an area where the government or public
administration should take the particular interests of children into account, only 30%il8fyEar
olds selected this response. However, while 79% of the latter setsiteation and 30% selected
justice the corresponding percentages forlBbyearolds were 75% and 26%. Not surprisingly, full
time students were also more likely to selegtication(78% vs. 70% of respondents not in ftithe
education).

In terms of subjetive urbanisation, city dwellers more often said tbdticationand security were

areas where the government or public administration should take into account the particular interests
of children when developing policies, while rural residents were mkeéy Ito selectsports and
leisureandthe mediaFor example, while 82% of metropolitan city dwellers selected education, only
74% of rural residents did so.

The largest differences in terms of the occupation of the main contributor to the housebid inc

were found for the policy areas eflucationandhealth and social affairswhile 81% of respondents

in fsnellfoyedodo households thought that the govern
particular interests of children into account in #rea ofeducation approximately threguarters of
respondents in other types of households selected this answering category (b8 vesard 777%).

However, while only 38% of respondents in the former type of household mentieakl and social

affairs, 4 in 100r morerespondents in other household types selected this policy area (bdien

and 45%).

Areas where the government or public administration should take the particular interests of
children into account

g S 5
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Total 77 44 42 32 28 23 16 12 0 1
Gender
Male 77 41 37 39 26 23 15 13 1 1
Female 77 47 48 24 29 24 16 12 0 1
Age
1516 75 45 42 35 26 25 15 11 0 1
1718 79 44 43 30 30 22 16 14 0 1
Full -time student
Yes 78 44 42 32 28 24 15 12 0 1
No 70 41 45 34 28 22 18 13 1 1
Subjective urbanisation
Metropolitan zone 82 45 43 30 29 25 16 10 0 1
Other town 78 46 43 32 28 23 15 12 0 1
Rural zone 74 41 41 34 27 23 16 14 0 1
Occupation of main contributor to the household income
Self-employed 81 45 38 31 29 23 16 14 0 1
Employee 77 44 45 31 28 23 16 13 0 1
Manual worker 73 44 40 35 26 25 14 10 1 1
Not working 74 45 42 32 27 24 17 11 0 1

Q5. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should particularly take the
interest of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?
Base: all respondents, % of mentions by socioc-demographics
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6. Knowledge about the Rights of the Chil d

Young people across the EU were a lot more likely to know that video games specify

the appropriate age group, i.e. they have a label and a ranking (82%), than to know

t hat the deci si on ocessrightd willdat ehangesfpastemts t ody and
are divorced and one of them goes to another Member State (25%).

The percentage of young people that correctly thought that video games receive a
label and a ranking specifying the appropriate age groupn all EU countries
ranged from 63% in the Czech Republic to 89% in Austria, the UK and lItaly.

I n terms of knowing that the decision on chi
change if parents are divorced and one of them goes to another Member State, the
proportion of correct answers ranged from 15% in Belgium to 37% in Bulgaria.

Roughly 7 in 10 (69%) interviewees thoughk  Knowledge about specific Rights of the Child
incorrectly, that the statement thiai f p
are divorced and one of the parents goes
another Member State. a hew decision @ If parents are divorced and one of the parents goes toanother

. N ! Member State, a new decision on the children's custody and
chil doés custody and access rights has to be taken be
t a k & right. Only a quarter of responden
correctly assumed that this statement

ERight Wrong O DK/NA

05/2009 69 25 B

wrong. Finally, 6% of respondents said the 02/2008 - 2
do not know if the statement is true or false.

In all EU countries, video games (consoles or online) receive a
Slightly more than 8 out ofl0 (82%) label and a ranking showing the appropriate age group
respondent_s ansyvered correctly tiiat n 05/2009 - "
EU countries, video games (consoles
online) receive a label and a rankin 0212008 - 03

showing the apptr Onyr
15% of respondents thought that th . ,

. . Q6. Are the following statements right or wrong?
statement is wrong, and 4% did not know Base: all respondents, % EU27
the g¢atement is true.

As in the previous wave of this survey, young people across the EU were a lot more likely to correctly
answer the question about a labelling system for video games than the question about decisions on
childds cust ody8ahdB82%wvs\25%iNnZD@Y i n 200

Country variations

In terms of knowing that the decisioneonhi | dr endés custody and access
parents are divorced and one of them goes to another Member Statde EU countries showing

the greatest levadf awareness were Bulgaria and Slovenia (35% and 37%, respectively), while the
lowest level of knowledge was recorded in Belgium (15%; 10 percentage points below the EU average
25%).

In 10 Member States, at least 7 in 10 young people provided an inamsseer to this question about
childrends custody and access rights if parents
State. The proportions of incorrect answers were the highest in Belgium (80%), the UK and Finland
(both 75%). Respondents kungary (18%), Bulgaria (15%), Estonia and Slovakia (both 13%) were

the most likely to answer that they did not know if the statement is true of false.
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If parents are divorced and one of the parents goes to another member state, a

new decision on the children's custody and access rights has to be taken
(Sorted in descending order by the correct answer: fivrongo)

Wrong ERight O DK/NA
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Q6. Are the following statements right or wrong?
Base: all respondents, % by country

The percentage of respondents that correctly thought that the statbateiti n

al |

EU counit
video games (consoles or online) receive a label and a ranking specifying the appropriate age
g r o uspdarrect ranged from 63% in the Czech Republic to 89% in Austria, the UK and Italy.

Other Member States at the higher efdhe distribution were Greece, Cyprus, Finland and Poland,

with 88% of respondents who were aware that video games received a label and a ranking specifying
the appropriate age group. Lithuania and Bulgaria (65% and 69%, respectively) joined the Czech

Republic at the lower end of the distribution.

Inall EU countries,v  ideo games (consoles or online) receive a label and a ranking
showing the appropriate age group
(Sorted in descending order by the correct answer: fright ©)
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Q6. Are the following statements right or wrong?
Base: all respondents, % by country

At the EU level, no difference was observed between 2008 and 2009 results in terms of young
t h afging theé d e o

peopl eds awareness about the fact
appropriate age group and about the

rul

27

e

t hat

not change if parents are divorced and one of them goes to another MembegiBiizady, in most
Member States, a very small (insignificamicrease or decrease was observed between the two

surveys.
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Sociecdemographic considerations

Young men and respondents from households where the main income provider was not working were
slightly more i kely to knotedyar access rightselinkedeta i s i or
divorced parents living in different Member States. For example, 27% of young men said the
statement about childrenés rights in such cases

The sociedemographic analysis showeédrdly any differenceacross groups the knowledge that
video games in all EU countries receive a label and a ranking\yspgdhe appropriate age group

If parents are divorced and one of the parents goes In all EU countries, v ideo games
to another member state, a new decision on the receive a label and a ranking
children's custody and access rights has to be taken showing the appropriate age group
Total 11725 69 6] TR s ©
Wrong Gender |
m Right Male | 27 83 14 3
CIDK/NA Female | 23 71 81 16
Age ]
1718 |25 83 143
Full-time student ]
Yes |25 82 15 3
No |1123 82 15 3
Subjective urbanisation
Metropolitan zone 2 70 6 83 15 E
Othertown | 26 83 14 3
- Ruralzone 24 81 16
Occupation of main contributor
to the household income |
Self-employed | 23 69 80 16
Employees |25 83 14 3
Manual workers | 25 80 16
Notworking | 28 66 6 81 17 2

Q6. Are the following statements right or wrong?
Base: all respondents, % by sociedemographics
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7. Problems impacting children that should receive priority at
a national level

Violence against children was considered to be the problem that should be given (the

first or second) priority in their country by 45%ydung EU citizensRoughly 4 in 10

young people also indicated that sexual exploitation of childnenld be addressed
nationally and onghird mentioned the problem of drugs.

Violence against, or the sexual exploitation of, children was the most commonly
mentioned problem in more than half of the Member States, while drugs or alcohol
abuse and nicotinaddiction proved to be the main problem in nine Member States.

When young EU citizens were asked which problem impacting children should be addseadedt

priority in their country, more than 4 in 10 chaosigherviolence against children(22%) o sexual
exploitation of children (21%). Onesixth of respondents (17%) indicated that the problemnirads

should be addressed at a national level. About one in seven respondents considered that
discrimination and racism should be addressed first (13%)dathe same proportion mentioned
poverty and social exclusion13%). Alcohol abuse and nicotine addictionandchild labour were

chosen by less than 10% of interviewees (9% and 4%, respectively). These results are, once again,
similar to those from the pvious wave of the survey.

Respondents were also asked which one of the above problems should be addressetond
priority in their country. Adding up the percentages of finet and secondselections the above
ranking of problems remained the saate¢he EU level. Fortfive percent of respondents considered
violence against children to be either the problem that should be given the first or second priority in
their country. Using the same logic, sexual exploitatbrchildrenwas considered to bihe main
problem by 39% of respondents, and 33% mentioned drugs. Other ratings were discrimination and
racism (27%), poverty and social exclusion (23%), alcohol abuse and nicotine addiction (22%), and
child labour(just 9%).

Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

05/2009 02/2008
m|n total First priority H n total First priority
Violence against children I_ 45 23 _

Sexual exploitation of children 1 39 20

|
H

Drugs 1 33 18

H
|

!

Discrimination and racism 13 27 14

i
"

Poverty and social exclusion 3 23 13

|

Alcohol abuse and nicotine addiction 22

Child labour

i

I I
° ﬁ
©

Other 0
DK/NA JI 1 ] 2

Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: all respondents, % EU27
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Country variations

In the following section, we look at variations by Member State, based dot#iegercentagesf
respondents who indicated that a certain topic should be addressed in their country adfiestiar
secondpriority.

Violence against children was selected as being the problem that should be giViest ar second
priority at a national level by at least a slim majority of young people in Denmark (64%), Finland
(56%), the Netherlands and the UK (both 54%).

Young people in Cyqus, Spain, Luxembourg and Estonia, on the other hand, were the least worried
aboutviolence against childrein their country: only approximately 3 in I0less than half of the
proportion in Denmark (64%) considered that out of the problems reviewethia survewiolence
against childrershould be tackled as a priority issue in their country (between 28% and 31%).

Examining the country sequence for the priority level of the problem of violence against children in
2009 and 2008, it was noted that theking of countries remained more or less the same between the
two surveys. For example, in both years, Denmark was at the top of the ranking, while Cyprus, Spain,
Luxembourg and Estonia were each time at the bottom of the ranking. In fact, the canikitrg was

not only relatively stable across the two waves for this topic, but also for all other problems impacting
children covered in the survey.

Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

Violence against children
100 -
HIn total First priority
80 -

64

60 - 54
51 51 51 50 49 49 47 46 4s 4

40 -
31 31 ,g ,g

20

:‘
x
[V

Y T 2 Xx W = 4 N - X = oW QN w & o
D'—'—z:,mﬁn.n_o_n':quomggm"’%g:
|

Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: allrespondents, % by country

As in 2008, more than twihirds of interviewees in Denmark indicatedxud exploitation of

children as a problem that should be addressed as a priotityfirst or second placé in their

country (68%; 29 percentage points above the EU average of 39%). Other countries at the higher end
of the distribution were the Czech Refial§54%), Sweden and the Netherlands (both 50%).

In six Member States, less than a quarter of respondents saigeituatl exploitation of children

should be tackled as a priority in their country: Latvia (18%), Luxembourg and Romania (both 19%),
Ireland(20%), Hungary (22%) and Lithuania (23%).
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Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

Sexual exploitation of children
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Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: allrespondents, % by country

Out of the topics presented, the problemdalfigs was placed irfirst or secondplace among the
problems to be tackled nationally by 64% of young Cypriots and 62% of young Bufgafiathe
opposite end of this ranking, it was noted that not more thadfifttm®f young people in the Nordic
countriesi Denmark (17%), Finland (19%) and Sweden (20%pnd the Netherlands (18%)
consideredirugsasthe problem to be tackled in their cury.

Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

Drugs
100 4
H In total m First priority

80

64 62

60

40

23 21 20
20 19 18 17
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Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: allrespondents, % by country

Compared to respondents in other Member States, those most worrieddioomtination and

racism were the French and Luxembourgish interviewees (48% and 45%, respectively). In all other
Member States, less than ardhof young people indicatediscrimination and racisras a problem

that should be addressed as a pridriiy first or second placiin their country

As in the previous wave of this survey, young people in Bulgaria, Latvia, Poland and Romania

appeard to be the least concerned abdigicrimination and racismin these countries, only between
11% and 17%hought that this problem should be tackled as a priority in their country.
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Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

Discrimination and racism
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Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: allrespondents, % by country

Roughly 3 in 10 young Portuguese (32%lpv8nes (31%), Hungarians (30%) and French (29%)
consideredpoverty and social exclusiornto be a problem that should be addressed as a priority in
their country. At the other end of the ranking, Member States where young people thought this should
be a majr issue included the Czech Republic (8%), Italy (13%), Denmark (15%) and Cyprus (17%).

Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

Poverty and social exclusion
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H In total i First priority
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Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: allrespondents, % by country

Alcohol abuse and nicotine addictiorwas the issue chosen to be tackled as a priority isfudirst
or second placé by almost halfof interviewees in Estonia (49%) and Ireland (47%) and by 44% in
Lithuania and Latvia.

Young people in Denmark, on the other hand, were the least worriedadtmhnl abuse and nicotine
addiction only 7% of Danes thought this problem should be adddess a priority nationally.
Between 13% and 17% of interviewees in Portugal, the Czech Republic, the UK, Sweden and the
Netherlands held the same opinion about this issue.
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Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

Alcohol abuse and nicotine addiction
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Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: allrespondents, % by country

Finally, the issue othild labour received a lowpriority across all EU Member States. Romanian and
Austrian respondents (19% and 16%, respectively) were the most likely to think that it should be
tackled as a first or second priority in their country. In a majority of Member States (17 of 27), less
than10% of young people thought that child labour was a problem that should be addressed first or
secondly in their country.

Which problems should be tackled as a priority?

Child labour
60 . L
M n total First priority
40
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Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: allrespondents, % by country
The table on the next page summarises the top three problems that should beeithekied a first
or second priorityat a nati onal l evel, according to each
showed no surprises when compared to those obtained in 2008.

Violence against childrenwas the most commonly mentioned problem in 14 Member Statesndrinla
(56%), the Netherlands and the UK (both 54%), Latvia, Portugal and Sweden (all 51%), Poland
(50%), Lithuania (49%), Italy (47%), Germany, Austria and Slovakia (all 46%), Belgium (43%) and
Slovenia (41%)Althoughsexual exploitation of childrenwas rate in second or third place as one of

the most pressing issugsmany of the abovenentioned Member States,was the most mentioned

issue in just two countries: 68% of respondents in Denmark and 54% in the Czech Republic chose this
topic as the one to lackled above all others.

Out of the topics presentedrugs proved to be the main problein seven Member States. It was
selected as a priority problem by over 40% of respondents in: Cyprus (64%), Bulgaria (62%), Greece
(54%), Spain and Roania (both %%), Hungary (50%) anialta (46%). In Estonia and Ireland, 42%

and 45%, respectively, of young people thought that the problem of drugs should be tackled as a
priority in their country; howevemlcohol abuse and nicotine addictiorwas themain issue intiese
countries:49% of Estonians and 47% of Irish young people chose this topic as the one to be tackled
above all others.
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In France and Luxembourdiscrimination and racism was the most commonly mentioned problem:
48% and 45%, respectively, of youngopée in these countries chose this topic as the one to be
tackled above all otherPoverty and social exclusiorwas only rated in second or third place as one
of the most pressing issues athild labour did not appear among the top three problems in any

country.

Which problems should receive priority?

BE % BG % Ccz %
Violence against children 43 Drugs 62 Sexual exploitation of children 54
Sexual exploitation of children 40 Violence against children 45 Violence against children 49
Alcohol abuse and nicotine
Drugs 32 addiction 28 Drugs 47
DK % DE % EE %
Sexual exploitation of children 68 Violence against children 46 ,:(Ij%?g(i)(ljgbuse and nicotine 49
Violence against children 64 Sexual exploitation of children 45 Drugs 42
Discrimination and racism 22 Discrimination and racism 26 Violence against children 31
EL % ES % FR %
Drugs 54 Drugs 51 Discrimination and racism 48
Sexual exploitation of children 41 Sexual exploitation of children 41 Violence against cildren 37
Violence against children 35 Discrimination and racism 31 Sexual exploitation of children 34
IE % IT % cY %
Alcohol abuse and nicotine a7 Violence against children 47 Drugs 64
addiction 9 9
Drugs 45 Drugs 40 Discrimination and r acism 32
Violence against children 35 Sexual exploitation of children 40 Sexual exploitation of children 30
LV % LT % LU %
Violence against children 51 Violence against children 49 Discrimination and racism 45
Alcohol abuse and nicotine Alcohol abuse and nicotine
addiction 44 addiction 44 Drugs 38
Alcohol abuse and nicotine
Drugs 37 Drugs 39 addiction 37
HU % MT % NL %
Drugs 50 Drugs 46 Violence against children 54
Violence against children 40 Violence against children 43 Sexual exploitation of children 50
Poverty and social exclusion 30 Alcth_)l abuse and nicotine 29 Discrimination and racism 26
addiction
AT % PL % PT %
Violence against children 46 Violence against children 50 Violence against children 51
Sexual exploitation of children 36 Sexual exploitation of children 45 Sexual exploitation of children 41
Discrimination and racism 28 Drugs 33 Poverty and social exclusion 32
RO % Sl % SK %
Drugs 51 Violence against children 41 Violence against children 46
Violence against children 39 Drugs 41 Drugs 45
Alcohol abuse and nicotine Alcohol abuse and nicotine o .
addiction 26 addiction 31 Sexual exploitation of children 30
FI % SE % UK %
Violence against children 56 Violence against children 51 Violence against children 54
Sexual exploitation of children 45 Sexual exploitation of children 50 Sexual exploitation of children 39
Alcohol abuse and nicotine 28 Discrimination and racism 27 Drugs 30

addiction

Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: all respondents, % of mentions by country
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Sociodemographic considerations

The following analysis describése variation of opinion$ of young people saying that certain issues
should be tackled as a first or second pridriby sociedemographic characteristics.

Gender

Out of the problems reviewed, young women were more likely to indidalience againsthildren
(50% vs. 39% of young men) arsgxual exploitation of childre(d4% vs. 35%) as problems that
should be tackled at a national level. Young men tended to be more concernedistyouination
and racism(29% vs. 25% of young women) and the proldarhdrugs(36% vs. 30%) and of alcohol
abuse and nicotine addiction (24% vs. 19%).

Age

Younger respondents (155 yearolds) were more likely to say that the problenmdafigs should be
tackled as a priority (36% vs. 30% of-18 yearolds). Younger rgmondents also tended to be more
concerned aboutliscrimination and racisn{29% vs. 25%).Violence against childremnd sexual
exploitation of childrenon the other hand, were perceived as being more serious by older respondents
(46% vs. 43%0f 15-16 yearoldsfor the former problem and 42% vs. 36% for the latter).

Full-time students

Full-time students were more or less in line with the average responses recorded. However,
respondents who were not in ftilne education were less likely to regatidcrimination and racism

asa problem that should be tackled in their country (20% vs. 28% dfirhgl students). Conversely,

they were much more concerned abaygloitation of childrer{51% vs. 38% of fultime students).

Occupation of the main contributar the household income

Considering the categories based on the occupation of the person who contributed most to the
household income, the following was noted:

T Respondentempromedidehbdusehol ds tendedcdexdalo be n
explotation of children(43% vs.37%-39% in other household typesnd alcohol abuse and
nicotine addiction(24% vs.21%-22%) than those in other types of households.

1 Drugs were considered to be the problem that should be tackled as a priority by a higher
proportion of respondents from households where the most important contributor was a manual
worker (38% vs31%-34%y).

T Respondents from +fwvemkli ag®eohoasehdhdos wer e mo

discrimination and racismas a problenthat should be attessednationally 9% and 30%,
respectively, vs23%-24%).
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Which problems should receive priority?

Alcohol

Violence Sexual Poverty and abuse and

against exploitation of Discrimination social nicotine

children children Drugs and racism exclusion addiction Child labour Other DK/NA

S =z E 2 % 2z E®E 2z & 2 ¥ 2z =& =2 T = z

g @ 8 o g @ 8 2 S 2 8 @ & @ 2 @ 2

c [ c [ c (I c [ c [ c [ c (I c (I [
Total 45 22 39 21 33 17 27 13 23 13 22 9 9 4 0 0 0
Gender
Male 39 18 35 18 36 20 29 14 24 15 24 10 10 4 1 0 0
Female 50 26 44 24 30 14 25 12 22 12 19 8 8 4 0 0 1
Age
1516 43 21 36 19 36 19 29 14 22 13 22 9 10 4 0 0 1
17-18 46 22 42 23 30 15 25 13 24 14 21 9 9 4 1 0 0
Full -time student
Yes 45 22 38 21 33 17 28 14 23 13 22 9 9 4 0 0 1
No 46 21 51 29 31 16 20 9 21 12 20 10 9 4 1 1 0
Subjective urbanisation
Metropolitan zone 43 20 39 22 31 15 31 15 24 15 21 9 10 3 1 0 0
Other town/urban centre 45 22 39 21 35 19 26 13 23 12 23 10 8 3 0 0 1
Rural zone 45 22 39 21 32 15 28 13 23 14 21 9 10 5 1 0 0
Occupation of main contributor
to the household income
Self-employed 46 22 43 24 33 16 23 14 21 11 24 10 9 4 1 0 0
Employee 44 22 39 21 31 16 29 14 24 14 22 10 9 4 0 0 1
Manual worker 47 24 38 22 38 18 24 12 22 12 20 8 10 4 1 0 0
Not working 43 17 37 19 34 21 30 16 24 15 21 8 10 4 0 0 0

Q7a. In your opinion, which among the following problems should be tackled first [IN YOUR COUNTRY]?
Q7b. And which should be addressed secondly?
Base: all respondents, % of mentions by socio-demographics
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8. Priority of actions to promote and protect the Rights of the
Child to be taken at a European level

An overwhelming majority of young EU citizens acceptedctitbns to promote and
protect the Rights of the Childas listed in the survdyas a priority at a European level.

Looking at the proposed actions to promot e
people in Portugal, the UK and Ireland were more likélgn others to support them
Although young peopla the UK andIreland werealsoamong thestrong supporters

of these priority actions in 2008, young people in Portugal were likalg to

consider the action asriority to be tackled at EU level in B9 than in 2008

Young people in the Netherlands and Finland were among the least likely in the EU to
attach high priority to each of the actions
covered in the survdyboth in 2008 and 2009.

Towards the enadf the survey, respondents were asked which aciidiespromote and protect the
Rights of the Child should be taken as a priority at the European level.

A large majority of respondents supported all actions covieréde surveyi in fact, the level of

support for each action was somewhat higher in 2009 than in 2008. In the current survey, each of the
proposed actions to promote and protect chil dren
European level by at least thrqearters of respondents (between 77% and 93# 2008, the
corresponding proportions were between 73% and 88%).

The largest percentage of respondents said that it should be a pripribyitee more information to

children about their rights and where to enquire about them(93%). The action that came second

was givingmor e support to organisations working in t
rights; 91% of respondents considered this a priority to be tackled at the EU level. Almost 9 in 10
responeénts (87%) thought that it would be importanptomote the rights of children in countries

outside Europe and 86% mentioned the action of developmmg A mi ssing chil drenbo
operational throughout the EU. Finally, 77% of respondents across thé tBought it was important

to have greater involvement of children in the definition of policies that concern themfor

example, by organising a forum on these topics.

Priority of actions to promote and protect the rights of children to
be taken at a European level

05/2009 02/2008

Providing more information to children ]
P L 93
about their rights and where to inquire
about them | 88
Giving more support to organisations 91

working in the field of the protection of
children's rights | 86

Promote the children's rights in countries 87
outside Europe 83

Making a missing children alert system 1 86
operational throughout the European
Union 80

Involving children more in the definition of 1 77

policies that concern them, for instance by
organising a Forum on these topics ] 73

Q8. Which actions should be taken as a priority at the European level
to promote and protect the rights of children?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions EU27
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Country variations

In a majority of EU Member Statesl(df 27), at least 90% of respondents mentiaedprovision

of information to children about their rights and where to enquire about them(e.g. through
information campaigns, or via the creation of a websiteq priority action at the European level to
promote and protect the Rights of the Child. Furthermore, in only three countries did the proportion of
young people considering this a priority at EU level drop below 85%: the Czech Republic (80%),
Finland (81%) and the Netherlands (83%).

Priority of actions to promote and protect the rights of children to be taken at a
European level

Providing more information to children about their rights and where to inquire about them (for
instance, through information campaigns, or the creation of a website)
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Q8. Which actions should be taken as a priority at the European level to promote and protect the rights of children?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country

Givingmoresupport to organisations working in the fi
was also perceived as a priority action at the EU level by at leasigihaeters of interviewees in all

Member States: the proportion pit@ing this action ranged from 75% in Bulgaria to 98% in the UK

and Portugal. Other countries at the higher end of the country distribution were Ireland (96%), Spain

and Malta (both 95%). The Czech Republic, Finland and the Netherlands, on the othgoihadd,

Bulgaria at the lower end of the distribution with 88% of young people considering that giving

more support to organisations working in the fie
be tackled at EU level.

Priority of actions to promote and protect the rights of children to be taken at a
European level

Giving more support to organisations working in the field of the protection of children's rights

98 98
: 96 95
100 % 04 94 94 94 93 92 61 91 91 90 gy go g9 gg N
85 84 g1 g1 go

80 -
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Q8. Which actions should be taken as a priority at the European level to promote and protect the rights of children?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country

Young people in Ireland, Portugal and the UK were not only the most likely in the EU to attach high
priority to giving more support to organisation
rights, they were also among the mbileely to prioritisepr omot i ng chil drends rig
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outside Europe (96%, 94% and 92%, respectively). In this case, however, they were joined by
Germany, Spain and Luxembourg with 949%#6 of young people mentioning this action.

Similarly, Bulgafan and Czech interviewees were not only the least likely to prioritise more support
for childrenbds rights organisations, they were
childrends right outside Eur opeople if theNétheslands a8 %,
Slovenia were, nevertheless, even less likely to consider this to be a priority to be tackled at the EU
level (71% and 75%, respectively).

Priority of actions to promote and protect the rights of children to be taken at a
European level

Promote the children's rights in countries outside Europe
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Q8. Which actions should be taken as a priority at the European level to promote and protect the rights of children?
Base: allrespondents, % of mentions by country

The individual country results for the action to degela fimi ssing <childreno
operational throughout the EU showed more variation. The highest percentages of respondents who
selected this priority action were found in Portugal and France (both 97%), while the lowest ones
where found in Austria @%; 32 percentage points below Portugal and France) and Finland (52%; 45
percentage points below Portugal and France).

Priority of actions to promote and protect the rights of children to be taken at a
European level

Making a fimissing childreno alert system operatio
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Q8. Which actions should be taken as a priority at the European level to promote and protect the rights of children?
Base: all respondents % of mentions by country

For all actions discussed so far, at least 80% of young people in a majority of all Member States (at
least 20 out of 27) considered the action to be a priority to be tackled at EU level to promote and
protect the Rights of the Child. The individual country results for the actiohat® greater
involvement of children in the definition of policies that comern them (e.g.by organising a forum

on these topicshiowever, showed that the proportion prioritising this action was higher than 80% in
only five Member States: Ireland and Malta (both 91%), the UK (88%), Portugal and Italy (both 85%).
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Respondents inhe Netherlands, Finland, Slovenia and Latvia were the least likely to think that it
would be important to have greater involvement of children in the definition of policies that concern
them (64%65%).

Priority of actions to promote and protect the rights of children to be taken at a
European level

Involving children more in the definition of policies that concern them, for instance by  organising a
forum on these topics
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Q8. Which actions should be taken as a priority at the European level to promote and protect the rights of children?
Base: all respondents % of mentions by country

After looking at them di vi dual country results r epji@itydfi ng Vyol
actions to promote and protect the Rights of the Child to be taken at a EuropednHbettelin the
2008 and 2009 wavea few conclusions can be drawn:

1 The current survey shws that young people in Portugal, the UK and Ireland are more likely than
otherstosupport al | actions to promote and prot ec
Although young people in the UK and Ireland were also among the strong supportegseof th
priority actions in 2008, young people in Portugal were more likely to consider the action as a
priority to be tackled at EU level in 2009 than in 2008. The opposite tendency was observed when
looking at the results for Italy: young Italians were amsingng supporters in 2008, but appear to
be somewhat less likely to prioritise the proposed actions in the current survey.

1 Young people in the Netherlands and Finland were among the leastihikbly EU to attach high
priority to each of theactionsd pr omot e and protect chiilbditn ends r
in 2008 and 2009. While young people in Luxembourg and Spain were also among the least likely
to attach high priority teach of theactions to be taken #he EU level in 2008, thewppear to
attach more importance to thesmgtions in 2009. The opposite can be said for ydulgariansi
who now seem to give less priority to each of the actions.

Sociodemographic considerations

The sociedemographic analysis showed that the priorityeomf the proposed actions to be taken at a
European level to promote and protect the Rights of the Child was the same across all groups (e.qg.
providing more information to children about their riglaisdwhere to acquire themvere selected by

most responehts, whilehaving greater involvement of children in the definition of policies that
concerned therwas each time selected by the lowest proportion of respondents).

Young women, 1718 yearolds, those not in fullime education and those from househaoltiere the

main financial contributor was not working, generally selected more of the proposed actions to
promote and protect the Rights of the Child. For example, while 91% of those who were net a full
time student mentioned he pr omot i o mghtsarf counthes butsideetimeEahd 84% of

them mentionedhaving greater involvement of children in the definition of policies that concerned
them the corresponding percentages for-fitie students were, respectively, 87% and 76%.
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Priority of actions to promote and protect the rights of children to be taken at a European level

Providing more Giving more Promoting Making a Involving
information to support to c hi | dr e nmissing children children more in
children about  organisations in countries alert system  the definition of
their rights and  working in the  outside Europe operational policies that
where to inquire field of the throughout the  concern them
about them protection of EU
chidren 6s r
Total 93 91 87 86 77
Gender
Male 92 90 86 84 75
Female 94 91 89 88 78
Age
1516 92 90 86 85 74
17-18 94 91 89 87 79
Full -time student
Yes 93 91 87 86 76
No 96 93 91 83 84
Subjective urbanisation
Metropolitan zone 91 89 89 87 76
Other town/urban centre 94 91 87 86 78
Rural zone 93 91 88 85 76
Occupation of main contributor to the household income
Self-employed 93 91 87 86 78
Employee 93 91 88 86 77
Manual worker 94 91 85 86 77
Not working 93 93 91 88 77

Q8. Which actions should be taken as a priority at the European lewel to promote and protect the rights of children?
Base: all respondents, % of mentions by socio-demographics
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9. Information channels that seem to offer the easiest way for
young people to be more aware of their rights

Roughly threequarters(74%)of young EU citizens considered the Internet to be the
easiest information channel to be used in order that they become more aware of their
rights. Compared t®008§ this was an increase of four percentage points (70%).

Cyprus, Spain, France and Portugeere lagging behind other EU Member States in
terms of the Internet being a popular information charfhetween 3% and 65%
selected this information channel)

Other information channels were selected by smaller proportions of respondents:
19% selectedV programmes and 6% mentioned material available in the school or
city library.

Roughly threequarters of interviewees |nformation channels that people under 18
(74%) said the Internet seems to be t consider the easiest to find out about their rights

easiest way for them to find out abol

i . : B The Internet Material available in libraries
their rights as a child. Compared to tt TV programmes m Other
previous wae of this survey, this was ai 01 DK/NA
increase of four percentage points (70%)

05/2009 6 19 !

Other information channels were select |
by smaller proportions of respondent !
roughly one in five respondents (19% 02/2008 N = i
thought that TV programmes would be tt
easiest Way for them tanﬂ out about Q9. Which informationchannelseen:gﬁsgisiZ)brg/LiL;(;[Srurisgehts?
their rights, and only a minority of 6% Base: all respondents, % EU27
selected material available in the school ..
city library.

Country variations

In more than half of the EU Member States (15 of 27), at least 8 in 10 interviewees answered that the
Internet would be he easiest information channel for them to find out about their rights as a child,
with respondents in Estonia (90%), the Czech Republic, Bulgaria and Malta (all 88%) leading the way.
By comparison, in 2008, the proportion selecting the Internet had xecdeded 80% in eight Member
States.

The Internet was the least popular information channel in Cyprus, Spain, France and FParugal
these countries less than ttvords of young people said that this information channel would be the
easiest way for thm to find out about their rights as a child (betwe@&wsnd 65%); as in 2008, these
countries were lagging behind other EU Member States in terms of the Internet being a popular
information channel among young people. Although Italy was also found abatitem of the
distribution i with 66% of young people naming the Interriethis country saw an increase 15
percentage points since 2008 in terms of the popularity of the Internet for this purpose.

Approximately 3 in 10 respondents @yprus (32%), Spaili30%) and France (28%) said thBY

programmesseem to be the easiest way for them to find out about their rights. In Belgium, Italy and
Portugal, slightly more than a quarter selected this information channel (between 26% and 27%).
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Only in three couniesi Cyprus, Portugal and Luxembourglid 1 in 10 or more respondents say that
material available itibraries (e.g. in the school library or the library of an information centre) would
be the easiest information channel for them to learn more abautitjits as a child (109%1%).

Information channels that people under 18 consider the easiest to find out about

their rights
E The Internet = Material available in libraries TV programmes m Other O DK/NA
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Q9. Which information channel seems easiest for you to use to find out about your rights?
Base: all respondents, % by country

EU27

Sociedemographic considerations

Looking at the differences between respondents from a different-socaimmic background, the
largest differences were again found between respondeoms Ffouseholds where the main
breadwinner waself-employed or an employee compared to a-working head of the household.
While roughly threequarters of respondents in the former (76% and 75%, respectively) selected the
Internet as the easiest informatichannel for them to find out about their rights, 08840 in the

latter selected this informatior
channel. The correspondin Informatior'! channels that pgople under 18 consider the
proportion for respondents ir easiest to find out about their rights
Amanual wor ker o mThe Internet ™ Material available in libraries TV programmes ®Other CIDK/NA
12%. Total 19 |
Respondents where the head GeMn:: 8 |
the household was not working Female 20 |
were somewhat more likely to sa' Age
that the easiest informatior 1516 18 |
channel for them to find out abou 1718 56|
their rights would be material Full-time student
from, for example, the school o ves 1 |
city libraries (0% compared to
5% for responde o Mo Ea
and -@& mpl 6 y e d o h Subjective urbanisation

Metropolitan zone 19 |
Finally, respondents who were nc Other town 1 |
fu_”-time StUde_ntS were aI_S( Occupation of main (s)l:]rt:lai(t):re e I
slightly more likely than their to the household income
counterparts to mention the Self-employed 1 |
Internet as the easiest informatic Employees 19 |
source for them to find out abou Manual workers 20 |
their rights as a child (77% Not working 20 |

compared to 74% of fulime
students).
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Table 1a. Awareness ofthe Rights of the Child i by country

QUESTION: Q1. Are you aware that people under 18 enjoy specific rights compared to adults?

Total N % Yes, aware % No, not aware % DK/NA
EU27 10061 65.4 33.8 0.8
EU15 5854 63.3 36 0.7
NMS12 4207 71.9 27 1.1
COUNTRY
B0 Belgium 402 66.8 33 0.2
mm Bulgaria 400 76.6 22.6 0.8
b CzechRep. 400 65.7 33.3 1
E= Denmark 400 455 53.4 1.1
mm Germany 400 57.5 41.3 12
B Estonia 250 70.9 27.9 11
(=  Greece 400 68 31.8 0.2
I= Spain 400 58.2 41.8 0
gm France 400 68 314 0.6
g Ireland 400 74.2 24.6 11
il ay 400 69.2 29.9 0.9
Cyprus 250 69.1 30.9 0
= Latvia 401 73.6 26.2 0.2
ja Lithuania 400 74.1 24.6 13
== Luxembourg 250 68 32 0
== Hungary 401 39.6 59.9 0.5
B Malta 251 58.5 40.3 1.2
== Netherlands 401 38.9 61.1 0
== Austria 400 53.8 45.8 04
= Poland 404 74.7 24.2 11
B Portugal 401 68.1 30 1.9
B Romania 400 82.6 16 1.4
gam Slovenia 250 78.8 21 0.2
mm Slovakia 400 67.2 315 13
-  Finland 400 72.1 27.6 0.3
EE Sweden 400 63.4 35.2 1.4
B United Kingdom 400 70.8 28.7 0.5
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Table 1b. Awarenessof the Rights of the Child i by segment

QUESTION: Q1. Are you aware that people under 18 enjoy speaifirights compared to adults?

% No, not
Total N % Yes, aware aware % DK/NA
EU27 10061 65.4 33.8 0.8
1',.._ SEX
47 Male 5159 64.9 34.4 0.7
Female 4902 65.9 33.2 0.9
% AGE
' 1516 4736 62.4 36.6
17-18 5324 68.1 31.4 0.6
(745 FULL -TIME STUDENT
| Yes 9259 65.4 338 08
No 800 65.5 34 0.5
' 1L_URBANISATION
" Metropolitan 1382 69.7 30 03
Urban 4630 65.4 33.8 0.8
Rural 4021 64 35.1 0.9
OCCUPATION OF MAIN
' CONTRIBUTOR TO THE
HOUSEHOLD INCOME
Self-employed 1808 67.2 31.8 0.9
Employee 5350 65.1 34.2 0.7
Manual worker 1857 62.9 36.1 1
Not working 821 68.4 314 0.1

page49



Flash EB N° 2731 The Rights of the Child Annex
Table 2a.Perceived levelof protection of the Rights of the Child i by country
QUESTION: Q2. Do you think that the specific rights of children are in [YOUR COUNTRY]..?
% Fairly %
% Very well well Incompletely % Not
Total N protected protected protected protected % DK/NA

K EU27 10061 13.9 62.3 19 2.1 2.7
3 EU15 5854 15.8 64.7 15 1.7 2.7

NMS12 4207 8 54.8 31.3 3.4 25

COUNTRY
g1 Belgium 402 18.5 63.6 13.6 1.9 2.5
mm Bulgaria 400 9.1 48.1 31.2 7.5 4
hm CzechRep. 400 10.7 60.9 22.5 2.6 3.3
= Denmark 400 38.3 56.7 1.7 1.4 1.9
mm Germany 400 12.9 71.7 11.6 2 1.8
= Estonia 250 24.7 60.6 11 0.9 2.8
I= Greece 400 10.6 49.6 35.5 4.1 0.2
EI= Spain 400 13 55.7 25.1 4.5 1.6
gm France 400 12.3 73.2 12.6 0.5 1.5
B lreland 400 27.8 65 4.7 2.1 0.5
Il 'ty 400 4.2 55.4 29.3 1.8 9.2

Cyprus 250 19.7 53.1 24.4 22 0.7
== Latvia 401 4.3 55 36.7 2.1 1.8
s Lithuania 400 6.1 51.6 35.4 1.2 5.7
== Luxembourg 250 26.4 64.3 5.7 0.7 2.9
= Hungary 401 3.2 59 27.1 1.9 8.9

B Malta 251 21 50.2 22.6 2 4.1

== Netherlands 401 36 61.4 0.5 0.2 1.8
== Austria 400 20.4 68.5 6.4 0.6 4.1
- PoOland 404 8.5 61.4 28.5 1 0.6
I Portugal 401 10.9 31.4 51.2 4.8 1.7
Bl Romania 400 3.4 41.1 45.1 8.9 15
gmm Slovenia 250 4.6 63.2 29.5 1.3 1.4
mm Slovakia 400 19.7 49 23.8 23 5.3
<  Finland 400 26.4 68.9 35 0.6 0.6
EEm Sweden 400 30.4 57.8 4.2 0.9 6.7
B  United Kingdom 400 24.2 70.3 4.1 0.7 0.7
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Table 2b. Perceived levelof protection of the Rights of the Child T by segment

QUESTION: Q2. Do you think that the specific rights of children are ifYOUR COUNTRY]..?

S SEX

W, AGE

% Very % Fairly %
well well Incompletely % Not %
Total N protected protected protected protected DK/NA
EU27 10061 13.9 62.3 19 2.1 2.7
Male 5159 16.3 60.6 18.1 2.2 2.8
Female 4902 11.4 64 20 2 25
' 1516 4736 14.9 63.3 16.6 2 3.2
17-18 5324 13 61.4 211 2.3 2.2
FULL -TIME STUDENT
Yes 9259 14 62.3 19 2.1 2.7
No 800 12.9 62.6 19.4 2.4 2.8
‘1. URBANISATION
: Metropolitan 1382 15.2 61.3 19.7 11 2.7
Urban 4630 14.6 60.6 20.2 2.2 2.3
Rural 4021 12.6 64.5 17.4 24 3.1
OCCUPATION OF MAIN
' CONTRIBUTOR TO THE
HOUSEHOLD INCOME
Self-employed 1808 11.8 62.7 20.2 2.2 3.1
Employee 5350 15.1 63.2 17.5 2 2.2
Manual worker 1857 12.4 60.5 21.1 24 3.6
Not working 821 11.8 61.7 21.3 2.7 2.4
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Annex

Table 3a.Likelihood of seekinghelp when the rights of a child had been violated i by
country

QUESTION: Q3. Did you, yourself ever try to seek help in a matter when you thought your rights were violated, or

did someone else below 18 years of ageu know tried that?

=== i BHETE

BRTEF=EIINI=IIOEN
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% Yes, % Both you
% Yes, someone and
Total N yourself you know other(s) % No % DK/NA

EU27 10061 5.3 11.8 1.9 80.8 0.2
EU15 5854 5.6 11.8 1.8 80.7 0.1
NMS12 4207 4.2 12 2.4 81.1 0.3
COUNTRY

Belgium 402 4 13.4 1.3 81 0.2
Bulgaria 400 6.1 11 4.1 78.7 0.2
Czech Rep. 400 35 8.8 1.3 86.4 0
Denmark 400 4.1 19.1 1.8 74.6 0.3
Germany 400 7.9 17 3.2 71.8 0.2
Estonia 250 8 11.3 1.5 78.9 0.3
Greece 400 6.5 17.8 7.4 68.1 0.2
Spain 400 8 7.5 15 83 0
France 400 1.9 12.2 1 84.9 0
Ireland 400 3.3 10.4 1.2 85.2 0
Italy 400 8 7.9 0.2 83.9 0
Cyprus 250 9.9 10.6 2.1 77.4 0
Latvia 401 3.7 8.5 4.8 83.1 0
Lithuania 400 2.6 8.3 1.2 87.7 0.2
Luxembourg 250 6.1 21.2 4.9 67.8 0
Hungary 401 1.7 14.5 2.9 80.9 0
Malta 251 6.7 6 1.2 86.1 0
Netherlands 401 4.9 6.6 0.5 87.9 0
Austria 400 7.8 147 4.1 72.9 0.6
Poland 404 47 13.4 2.1 79.8 0
Portugal 401 25 8.4 0.8 88.2 0.1
Romania 400 4.4 13.1 3.1 78.6 0.9
Slovenia 250 2 7.6 0.9 89.5 0
Slovakia 400 3 7.4 2.3 86.3 1.1
Finland 400 2.7 14.1 0.9 82.2 0.2
Sweden 400 5.7 7.5 0.7 85 1
United Kingdom 400 4.5 10.5 2 82.8 0.2
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Table 3b. Likelihood of seeking help when the rights of a child had been violated i by
segment

QUESTION: Q3. Did you, yourself ever try to seek help in a matter when you thought your rights were violated, or
did someone else below 18 years of age you know tried that?

T SEX

"W, Ace

% Yes,
someone % Both
% Yes, you you and %
Total N yourself know other(s) % No DK/NA
EU27 10061 5.3 11.8 1.9 80.8 0.2
Male 5159 4.8 111 15 82.5 0
Female 4902 5.8 12.6 24 79 0.3
' 1516 4736 54 11.7 2.1 80.6 0.2
17-18 5324 5.2 12 1.8 80.9 0.1
FULL -TIME STUDENT
Yes 9259 5.2 11.7 1.9 81 0.2
No 800 6.2 13 1.9 78.7 0.1
1 [L_URBANISATION
" Metropolitan 1382 6.1 10.8 14 816 0.1
Urban 4630 5.1 125 1.8 80.4 0.2
Rural 4021 5.3 11.4 2.2 80.8 0.2
% OCCUPATION OF MAIN
¥ CONTRIBUTOR TO THE
HOUSEHOLD INCOME
Self-employed 1808 5.9 12.4 1.8 79.9 0.1
Employee 5350 4.6 11.7 1.8 81.8 0.1
Manual worker 1857 5.6 114 1.9 80.9 0.2
Not working 821 8.3 13.6 3.3 74.4 0.4

page53



Flash EB N° 2731 The Rights of the Child Annex

Table 4a. Problems likely to be encountered when people under 18 need help to
defend their rights 7 by country

QUESTION: Q4_A-F. What are the problems you think people under 18 yearsf-age might encounter when they
need help todefend their rights?

% of fiMenti onedd shown

5 z 54, 8 8
) < £5288 o g
IS 2o . 2852 G @
g £885 ge28c 8 g
8 525 228% 373 2
c 0 € 3o S o2 a)
z $5 g8 =8ggz o8 S >
= > = -~ o £ T E S SO SRyt [sE= 5
g g5 g2 eEGEF £ 2P £
= F £ Fes= FRESY = 3 =0 e}
EU27 10061 77.8 79.7 49.8 64.8 68.1 9.2
EU15 5854 79.1 79.2 49.4 65.6 68.8 8
NMS12 4207 73.9 81 50.9 62.4 66.1 12.8
COUNTRY
g1 Belgium 402 82.1 81 48.4 66 64.3 12.1
mm Bulgaria 400 68.1 74.2 37.9 54.7 55.5 4.4
hw CzechRep. 400 73.9 74.2 58.8 66.5 71.4 14.1
E= Denmark 400 77.8 79 48.6 62.8 72.2 4.8
mm Germany 400 77.5 75.9 45 59.1 66.3 3.9
EE Estonia 250 77 86.2 52.6 67.6 64.4 8.2
[= Greece 400 81.9 91.1 77.6 67 66.8 3.4
I= Spain 400 65.7 71.7 60.7 64.1 66.7 14.9
gm France 400 86.4 83.3 34.1 68.4 68.4 5.4
g lreland 400 72.6 82.7 54.1 73.4 76.3 16.4
il lay 400 82.2 77.3 57.5 66.1 68 2.6
Cyprus 250 82 81.9 65.9 71.7 72.8 18.4
= |atvia 401 73.6 77.9 52.2 54.4 58.8 11.2
i Lithuania 400 74.3 77.7 63.5 71.4 72 20
== Luxembourg 250 72.1 77.4 33.4 53.6 52.2 9.5
== Hungary 401 85.3 81.8 453 64.6 68.6 13.4
B Malta 251 64 69.7 33.2 56.3 67.2 3.8
== Netherlands 401 76.1 76.5 36.7 62.9 57.4 10.5
== Austria 400 69 715 43.5 54 58.2 5.8
= Poland 404 73.9 83.9 47.1 62.1 68.4 5.4
[l Portugal 401 81.3 87.1 75.4 80.9 86.4 10.3
B 1 Romania 400 69.8 82.2 54 55.4 56 17.9
gmm Slovenia 250 72.7 80.2 50.7 67.7 81.2 7.7
mm Slovakia 400 77 78.6 66.2 81.9 81.4 50.5
<~ Finland 400 72.3 74.7 32,5 60.4 62.5 4.6
EE= Sweden 400 82.3 81.2 49.4 67.6 68.1 12.6
United
> ] Kingdom 400 80.3 83.8 57.2 71.9 78.6 15.9
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Table 4b. Problems likely to be encountered when people under 18 need help to
defend their rights 7 by segment

QUESTION: Q4_A-F. What are the problems you think people under 18 yearsf-age might encounter when they
need help to defend their rights?

%ofi Menti onedo shown

% o
= 2 e o o)
5 2 c L59 = =
o £ 90 24785 o o
S =5 8485¢ @ S
< =} ~ o 9 »n 0
] c T n N OT ) )
X C v < — = =
] = @ =9 2C S 5 =]
S 2% gg°g  Bg %
P 3 83y 52388°% S0 S >
= - 0 -2 & T E S SO [Shyt SIS =
§ g5 £c: 2EgEy gE 2P £
e 2 F®3 EFERBEsQ F 3 E O 5
EU27 10061 77.8 79.7 49.8 64.8 68.1 9.2
% SEX
Male 5159 77.2 78.9 48.2 61.4 64.4 8.9
Female 4902 78.5 80.4 515 68.5 72 9.5
% AGE
y 1516 4736 75 77.3 48.4 62.3 64.7 8.2
1718 5324 80.4 81.7 51 67.1 71.1 10.1
~ 2o FULL -TIME
STUDENT
Yes 9259 77.8 79.5 49.3 64.3 67.5 8.9
No 800 78.5 81.5 55.4 70.8 75.4 11.7
URBANISATION
. Metropolitan 1382 75.4 82.1 46 62.9 66.9 8.4
Urban 4630 78.8 79.2 50.9 63.9 68.2 9.8
Rural 4021 77.4 79.2 49.8 66.4 68.3 8.7
OCCUPATION OF
MAIN CONTRIBUTOR
TO THE HOUSEHOLD
INCOME
Self-employed 1808 78.8 79 50.7 61.9 67.3 9
Employee 5350 77.4 79.9 49.9 65.4 67.4 9.6
Manual worker 1857 78.4 79.7 49.1 65.9 69.6 8.8
Not working 821 78.5 80.2 47.8 65.6 71.9 7.8
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Flash EB N° 2731 The Rights of the Child

Annex

Table 5a. Areas where the government or public administration should take the

particular interests of children into account i by country

QUESTION: Q5_01-99. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should
particularly take the interests of children into account when adopting legislation or taking decisions?

% of AMentionedod shown
gz =2 25 < [
o8 _ E T8 &S~ c
588 €8 8 £38 _E .
Top 28 235 £S5 £59
©T 0 € c S 5 e o =232
o 0E ©= 0 c S > o 5 o g <
o8 o X 3 £ 3 e 0 0o %) g 0o
0 o= [CES - O c - © c [J) “6
- g2 = S ® S8 © = o=
c e ©S oz s 5 o5 § 2 - O+ c
2 T ¢ =g >80 ®8Z2= 3 E S uow
Z 8 <£25 8o €85 585%F € g 5§88 . <
s S g%‘i’ ‘ﬁ-%% §% .égg © g m%%% 2 é
P v T8 388 #58 E£s £ » E£a8 &6 0
EU27 10061 76.9 42.3 27.7 44.1 155 123 32 23.4 04 11
EU15 5854  75.6 419 28.3 42 175 128 318 24.1 04 12
NMS12 4207 80.9 435 26.1 50.5 9.1 108 327 21.2 0.3 0.8
COUNTRY
g1 Belgium 402 721 317 29.5 37.2 171 192 408 24.4 16 0
mm Bulgaria 400 837 49.8 27.3 37.9 8.6 47 463 218 2 11
b CzechRep. 400 789 50.2 18.8 47 7.6 8.4 319 18.1 07 0.9
E= Denmark 400 67 40 127 32.4 26 42 312 24.9 35 98
mm Germany 400 726 42,6 142 417 122 177 49 23.2 0 03
S Estonia 250 86.3 46.9 135 40 5.4 158 599 179 0.3 16
= Greece 400 935 57.8 30.2 314 9.9 124 246 34.1 05 03
= Spain 400 77 40.7 42.7 42.8 24.1 55 242 211 15 12
gm France 400  68.3 40 35.3 37.4 18.1 116 29.9 22.8 0 06
B lreland 400 822 475 27.9 27 138 205 376 27.2 0.3 0.6
] ltay 400 827 26.2 33.9 40.1 23.7 141 249 275 04 14
Cyprus 250 757 40.2 32.8 36 7.9 196 277 23.9 08 0
== Latvia 401 86.4 611 15 511 8.6 32 351 235 06 02
fu Llithuania 400 66.7 49.1 219 48.2 117 72 358 20.9 02 17
== Luxembourg 250 733 47.8 23 471 23.7 137 325 191
== Hungary 401 734 38.3 319 52.1 10.9 123 293 29.9
J Malta 251 80.4 54 23.6 38.2 16.1 173 293 187 0.9
== Netherlands 401 729 45 23.8 485 125 104 435 16.8 15 22
== Austria 400 721 38.8 152 39.2 212 106 343 24.9 02 06
= oland 404  86.4 321 33.4 62 12 9.7 318 20.3 0 02
W Portugal 401 905 69.1 325 67.4 6.5 3 143 9.1 0 04
B Romania 400 76.1 52.2 155 36.6 5.2 172 267 211 0 11
gmm Slovenia 250 72 62 127 49.5 8.5 105 494 23.1 12 12
mm Slovakia 400 817 62.4 29.6 47.2 3.4 55 378 16.6 03 0.2
-4 Finland 400 731 58.2 18 54.5 16 95 336 25.4 02 0.9
EE= Sweden 400  69.3 436 12 29.8 21 72 285 195 1 75
United
BR  Kingdom 400 797 50.5 327 50 177 148 192 29.8 0 09
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Annex

Flash EB N° 2737 The Rights of the Child

Table 5b. Areas where the government or public administration should take the

particular interests of children into account i by segment

QUESTION: Q5_01-99. In which areas do you think that the government or public administration should
particularly take the interests of children into accourt when adopting legislation or taking decisions?

% of fiMenti onedo shown
1S & ©
(2]
o = 8] £
I S > e
. 3 5 o g 8
SE > 25 =8 S5
i _ s IS
2% &5 £5 &2 25
8L 8 4o ES =B
® 9 %_ ] § = % é =3 % o
222 £8 22 53 S §2%
°c®s xB £ £ 2 E£BE
203 232 52 c5%5 © cE73
c T T c S = S un o o S ¢ &
Sg8 £= T = ce B 2 £ e<«
28 c O S =] >9 © 6 'c Q g 2 c ¢
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8 é g%% 3o §% gge o) g_ s 3 g é
2 oI TE£a A3 wa EZYE £ n® FoSs 6 o
EU27 10061 76.9 423 27.7 441 155 123 32 234 04 11
SEX
Male 5159 76.8 373 26.4 411 14,9 128 393 231 05 11
Female 4902 769 475 29.1 47.2 16.2 118 244 236 03 1
- AGE
1516 4736 748 416 25.6 44.5 154 107 347 251 04 14
17-18 5324 787 42.9 29.7 43.7 156 137 296 218 0.4 0.8
FULL -TIME
- STUDENT
Yes 9259 775 42.1 27.7 44.4 153 123 319 235 03 1
No 800 70 452 28.1 405 18 125 339 219 11 14
URBANISATION
Metropolit an 1382 816 43.2 28.8 44.7 158 97 297 249 03 08
Urban 4630 77.7 42.9 27.8 46.3 153 116 316 234 0.4
Rural 4021 742 411 27.4 412 156 142 335 229 04 12
OCCUPATION
' OF MAIN
CONTRIBUTOR
TO THE
HOUSEHOLD
INCOME
Self-employed 1808 80.7 37.9 28.7 453 156 144 305 226 0.2 0.9
Employee 5350 77.1 446 28.2 43.5 157 128 307 232 04 1
Manual worker 1857 73.4  40.4 26.4 44.2 144 102 353 247 07 14
Not working 821 74.4 41.8 27 45.1 174 114 321 237 01 1
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Flash EB N° 2731 The Rights of the Child Annex

Table 6a. Knowledge about specific Rights of the Child: If parents are divorced and
one of the parents goes to another member state, a new decision on the children's
custody and access rights has to be takerfi by country

QUESTION: Q6_A. Are the following statements right or wrong? - If parents are divorced and one of the parents
goes to another member state, a new decision on the children's custody and access rights has to be taken

Total N % Right % Wrong % DK/NA
EU27 10061 69.1 25 5.9
EU15 5854 69.9 24.4 5.8
NMS12 4207 66.7 26.8 6.4
COUNTRY
B§ Belgium 402 79.5 14.6 5.9
mm Bulgaria 400 48.6 36.7 14.6
hw CzechRep. 400 66.7 22.9 104
E= Denmark 400 71.2 20.9 7.9
mm Germany 400 65.2 31.3 35
B Estonia 250 61.3 25.3 134
=  Greece 400 71.2 24.3 4.5
= Spain 400 68.7 23.3 8
g France 400 75.5 20.2 4.3
il Ireland 400 66.6 30.9 25
Bl tay 400 66 23.7 10.2
Cyprus 250 66.3 29.5 4.2
== Latvia 401 62.6 29.1 8.3
ju Lithuania 400 72 23.6 4.4
== Luxembourg 250 70.4 25.7 4
== Hungary 401 58.3 22.4 19.3
B Malta 251 66.9 25.6 7.6
== Netherlands 401 68.1 30.4 15
== Austria 400 65.9 23.6 10.5
= Poland 404 72.4 27 0.6
I Portugal 401 70.2 221 7.7
1 Romania 400 66.5 27.8 5.7
imm Slovenia 250 61.7 35.1 3.2
mm Slovakia 400 64.2 23.1 12.7
-  Finland 400 74.7 20.2 5.1
EE Sweden 400 56.8 317 115
B United Kingdom 400 75.2 20 4.8
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