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2. Sex of Persons Aged 18 Years and Older

GSS 1976 GSS 1977 GSS 1980 GSS 1982 ALLBUS 1982

male

female

44.6

55.4

45.3

54.7

43.7

56.3

42.4

57.6

44.8

55.2

100.0

(N=1499)

100.0

(N=1530)

100.0

(N=1468)

100.0 

(N=1506)

100.0

(N=2994)

Comment

The sex d istr ibut ion  i s  p rac t ica l ly  identical in  the NORC samples and 

the ALLBUS sample. In the 1982 sample of the United States there are 

about 2.5% more females than in the German Sample.

In both samples, females are over-represented, re f lect ing  the actual 

sex d istr ibut ion .

male 47.5% 46.7%

female 52.52 53.4%

1) only persons aged 20 years and older
2) only persons aged 18 years and older

Source: S ta t is t isch e s  Jahrbuch 1981 für die Bundesrepublik Deutschland. 
Data from 1979.



4. Labor Force Status

GSS 1976 GSS 1977 GS5 1980 GSS 1982 ALLBUS 1982

Working fu ll  
ti me........... 41.3 50.7 46.8 46.1 41.9
Working part 
time........... 8.7 7.0 9.3 10.1 6.1
With a job, 
but not at 
work........... 1.9 2.6 2.4 2.6
Unemployed, 
la id  o f f ___ 4.2 2.4 2.7 4.4 2.1
Retired...... 11.7 9.9 10.2 11.5 20.9
In School... 3.1 2.5 2.7 2.2 5.6
Keepi ng 
house......... 28.5 23.5 24.3 21.0 19.5
work on the 
s i de........... ___ ___ »  _ ___ 1.8
m il ita ry  or 
conscientious 
objector se r­
v ice ........... .1
other......... .6 1.5 1.7 2.1 1,9

100.0 100.1 100.1 100.0 99.9
(N=1499) (N=1530) (N=1468) (N=1506) (N=299J

Comment

There are remarkable differences in the labor force status of American 

and German respondents. The percentage of persons working fu l l  time of 

part time is  c lea r ly  higher in the United States, but there are, a lso, 

about twice as many persons unemployed, la id  o ff,  and the l ik e ,  in  1982.

On the other s ide, the percentage of ret ired  persons i s  c lea r ly  higher 

in the German sample {reca ll the age d is t r ib u t ion ),  and there are more 

respondents in  school than in  the United States.

Remarkable seems the decline o f people keeping house in the United States 

from 1976 to 1982, as well as the decline of people working fu l l  time 

from 1977 to 1982. On the other hand, the percentage of people working 

part time i s  increasing from 1977 to 1982.
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1. Importance of Domains of L ife

GSS

mean

1982

rank

ALLBUS

mean

1982

rank

A) One's own family and children 6.85 1. 6.08 1.

B) Career and work 5.73 4. 5.39 3.

C) Free time and relaxation 5.55 5. 5.59 2.

D) Friends and acquaintances 5.79 3. 5.36 4.

E) Relatives 5.92 2. 4.57 5.

F) Re lig ion  and church 5.49 6. 3.98 7.

G) P o l it ic s  and public l i f e 4.02 7. 4.16 6.

1 = unimportant ......  7 = important

Comment

With respect to the importance attached to various l i f e  domains, the 

American sample d if fe rs  c lea rly  from the German sample.

Although, "one 's own family and ch ildren" is  in both the German ans the 

American sample the most important l i f e  domain, the mean for the Ameri­

can sample i s  nearly one scale point higher than the mean for the Ger­

man sample. Americans, a lso, value "carrer and work" and "fr iends and 

acquaintances" as more important than the Germans do, but most remarkable 

i s  the difference for the value attached to " re la t iv e s "  and " re l ig io n  

and church". These l i f e  aspects are much more important fo r  Americans 

than fo r  Germans.

Looking at the rank order, in both the samples "own family and ch ildren" 

is  the most important l i f e  domain, "re l ig io n  and church" (though with 

a high mean in  the American sample) and "p o l i t ic s  and public l i f e "  are 

the least important domains. Remarkable are the d iffe rent ranks of "free 

time and relaxation" (rank 2 in  Germany, rank 5 in  U.S.) and " re la t iv e s "  

(rank 5 in  Germany, rank 2 in U.S.).
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3. Educational Aims

I  ten 1
in  t

2
in  I

3
in  X

4
In  1

5
in  t

Total
N

1. that • ch ild  has good tanners
USA

FRG

4.51

3.77

21.93

18.60

53.38

56.81

17.42

17.64

2.77

3.27

976

1468

2 . that a c h ild  t r ie s  hard to USA 4.30 13.22 61.48 18.57 3.38 976
succeed FRG 3.10 11.32 61.86 20.08 3.64 14B4

3. that a ch ild  is  honest USA

FRG

36.58

30.44

28.69

32.46

33.50

36.30

.92

.67

.30

.13

976

1485

4. that a ch ild  is  neat end U5A .31 S . 74 54.92 24.90 14.14 976
clean FRG 2.97 14.98 62.89 15.92 3.24 1402

5. that a ch ild  has good sense USA 16.19 22.85 52.97 6.45 1.54 976
and sound judgement FRG 27.29 19.20 45.28 6.74 1.48 1484

6 . that a c h ild  has s e lf - U5A 2.77 11.58 73.16 10.66 1.84 976
control FRG 1.35 10.22 67.59 15.63 5.21 1478

7. that he acts lik e  a boy USA .41 2.77 30.23 22.13 44.47 976
or she acts lik e  a g ir l FRG .40 3.56 32.30 18.70 45.06 1487

8. that a ch ild  gets along USA 1.84 11.37 71.11 13.52 2.15 976
well with other children FRG 1.62 11.82 63.88 17.42 5.27 1481

9. that a ch ild  obeys h is  or USA 14.34 15.86 63.11 5.23 1.43 976
her parents wel 1 FRG 7.37 17.78 64.16 9.26 1.42 1479

10. that a c h ild  i s  responsib le USA

FRG

8.40

11.78

24.18

32.53

61.37

48.69

4.82

S .59

1.23

1.21

976

1485

11. that a ch ild  is  considerate USA 5.94 21 .B2 65.26 5.94 1.02 976
of others

FRG 2.56 14.37 72.33 8.97 1.75 1482

12. thal a ch ild  is  interested USA 3.48 14.34 45.49 24.59 12.09 976
in  how and why th ings happen

FRG 1.08 8.64 50.0 26.38 13.90 1482

13. that a ch ild  is  a good 
student

USA .61 5.23 59.32 28.18 6.66 976

FRG 1.35 5.4B 57.74 28.74 6.69 1479

General Social Survey 1980 

ALLBUS 1982

1 = one most desirable
2 = three most desirable
3 = not mentioned
4 = three least important
5 = least desirable



_ 14 -

4. Woman's Role

Item 1

in  X

2

In 1

3

In 1

4

in  I

T o ta l 

In  I

T o ta l

K

A n o r t in g  n t h e r  can e s ta b l is h

J u s t  i s  « a ra  and secu re  a r e l *- ISA 15.7 33.3 33.5 17.5 100.0 1505

t lo ix h ip  « 1 th  h e r c h ild r e n  » FRG 40 .9 25.8 24.1 9 .2 100.0 2922

a v t h e r  who does n o t w r i .

I t  1s a n  i^ o r t i n t  f o r  a w ife
USA 13.9 43.2 36.3 6 .6 100.0 1476

tfi h e lp  h e r  husband 's  ca ree r 

tiian to  have one h e r s e lf .
FRG 22.1 29.9 28 .9 19.1 100.0 2851

A p re schoo l c h i ld  is  l i k e l y  to USA 20. a 4 Í .  5 28.2 4 .5 100.0 1498
s u f f e r  i f  h is  o r  h e r B o the r 

w o rks .

I t  i t  M jch  b e t te r  f o r  everyone

FRG £ 1 .7 25.9 8 .6 3 .7 100.0 2934

Invo lved  i f  th e  man is  the ___ _

a ch ie v e r  o u t r id e  the  h o n  and
IB , J 47.5 28.1 6.1 100.0 1503

the H u n  takes ca re  o f  the 

hone and f a a i ly .

FRG 41 .0 29.3 19.5 10.3 100.0 2913

General Social Survey 1977 1 ■ strongly agree, 2 - agree, 3 ■ disagree, 4 - strongly disagree

ALLBUS 1982

Conment

Comparing the U.S.-sample to the FGR-sample, there is, in both samples, 

similar overall agreement (strongly agree, and agree) of 66%/70% with 

the traditional view of the division of labor between man and woman 

(fourth item); a difference of 57% (US) to 52% (FRG) in the importance 

of a wife helping her husband's carreer rather having one herself (se­

cond item); a difference of 67% (US) to 88% (FRG) in the belief of a 

like ly  (according to the German word "sicherlich") suffering of a pre­

school child i f  his or her mother works (third item), and of 49% to 

67% difference concerning the ab ility  of a working mother to establish 

as warm and secure a relationship with her children as a non-working 
mother ( f i r s t  item).

The results suggest that the U.S. responses show a consistent pattern 

favouring traditional aspects of woman's role. The german respondents 

show about the same tendency to favour the traditional division of 

labor; attach somewhat less 'importance to a wife helping her husband's 

carreer; and show a much stronger tendency to agree with the suffering 

of a preschool schild i f  her or his mother works. Yet by contrast they 

argue in about two thirds of the cases in favouring the ab ility  of a 

working mother to establish as warm and secure a relationship with her 
children as a non-working mother.
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6. Anomi a

ALLBUS 1982 (%) 6SS 1982/1976 ^  (X)

Item Agree Disagree Agree Disagree

In sp ite  of what some people say, 
the lo t  (s ituation/cond it ion ) of 
the average man i s  getting worse, 
not better

62,4 37,6 68,1 31,9

I t ' s  hardly f a i r  to bring a ch ild  
into the world with the way 
things look for the future

42,5 57,5 35,4 64,6

Most public o f f i c i a l s  (people in 
public o ff ice )  are not rea lly  
interested in the problems of 
the average man

73,4 26,6 68,3 31,7

Most people don 't re a l ly  care 
what happens to the next fellow 74,o 26,o 59,3 4o,7

1) la s t  Item was only asked in 1976

Comment

I f  these four items re a l ly  measure something l ik e  'anomia ', there i s  un­

doubtedly more anomia in the FRG than in the USA: three of four items 

show higher percentages of agreement in the German population.

The largest d ifference between samples i s  in the la s t  item: nearly 

three quarters of the German population consider most people not to 

take care of what happens to the next fellow, while only 59 % o f the 

GSS-sample support th is  statement

With respect to the rank order of items, there are even stronger d i f f e r ­

ences. In the FRG items three and four receive e spec ia lly  strong support, 

while in the U.S. the f i r s t  and the th ird  statements are preferred.

1) note that th is  is  the only GSS-item which was not asked in 1982 so 
th is  re su lt  should not be over-estimated
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7.B Job Orientations (Version Y: Seven-point-Scale)

Item Country

Numbers on 

1.2 3

scale

4
(*>

5 6,7

Job security FRG 6,7 2.4 3,8 8,1 79,o
USA 3,7 2,0 4,3 9.3 8o ,7

High income FRG 4.8 4,8 12,o 29,o 49,4
USA 3,6 1.8 8.2 25,2 61,2

Good opportunities fo r FRG 9,o 6,6 11,8 23,5 49,1
advancement USA 3.1 2,2 5,4 14,7 74,6

An occupation that is FRG 7.8 5.1 11.9 19.4 55,9
recognized and respected USA 3,1 2,6 9,7 17,5 67,1

An occupation that leaves FRG 8.4 7,2 17,7 27,1 39,6
one a lo t  of le isu re USA 14.2 12,3 19,3 26.2 28,0

An in te re sting  job FRG 4 , 0 2.3 5,7 15.4 72,6
USA 1.5 o,7 4,2 7,8 85,3

A job that allows one FRG 3.4 2.7 7,7 15,9 7o,3
to work independently USA 3,3 2,o 7,2 2o,9 66,6

Responsible job tasks FRG 4,2 6,1 lo ,7 2o,5 58,4
USA 1.7 1.8 4,5 14,4 77,6

A lo t  o f contact with FRG 5.2 6,o 12,o 21.7 55,1
other people USA 5,5 5 ,o 11.2 21,5 56,6

An occupation in  which FRG 7,o 9,2 17,o 21,7 45,2
one can help others USA 3,2 3.4 5,6 12,o 75,8

A job that is  useful FRG 6,5 8,9 15,2 23,4 46 ,o
to socie ty USA 3,8 3,5 7.4 14,9 7o,4

Gives a fee ling  of FRG 3,3 3,o 7.5 17,2 66,9
doing something meaningful USA 1.8 1.5 2,3 lo,o 84,4

Safe and healthful working FRG 4 , 0 1,9 5.4 12.1 76,6
conditions USA 1.5 1.5 3.5 8,6 84,9

Comment

I f  job o rientations are measured by a seven-point-scale, the resu lts  are 

nearly the same as when measured by rank ordering.

The data from both countries d i f fe r  considerably, showing the above mentioned 

trend towards more 'p o s t -m a te r ia l i s t ic '  orientations in  the U.S. and ' t r a d i ­

t io n a l '  orientations in the FRG, in two ways:

f i r s t ,  the most important job characte r ist ic  in the German sample i s  'Job 

se c u r it y ',  whereas American people seem to prefer 'an in te re st ing  jo b ';  

second, the GSS-sample and the German sample show the la rgest difference 

on items which re f le c t  the 'p o s t -m a te r ia l i s t ic '  o rientation , such as 'an 

occupation in which one can help o th e r s ',  'a  job that i s  useful to so c ie ty ' 

and so on.
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9. Fear Neighborhood

yes, a fra id  (%) no, not afra id  {%) Total (%)

ALLBUS 1982 38,5 61,5 loo,o

GSS 1982 46,9 53,1 loo,o

Comment

Questions l ike  th is  concerning an important aspect of the qua lity  of 

l i f e  have a longer trad it ion  in the USA than in the FRG: for a long 

time German p o l it ica l  in s t itu t io n s  and even socia l researchers did not 

find i t  worth while to ask fo r  th is  dimension of ‘p r iva te 1 safety.

As our data show, fear walking alone at night is  common in both coun­

t r ie s ;  the idea of people feeling threatened by crime only in the U.S., 

but not in Germany, i s  no longer true.

I t  i s  remarkable to f ind  between a th ird  to half of the population in 

the USA and the FRG fee ling  th is  way. A glance at crime s t a t i s t i c s  for  

both countries shows that, in fact, the chance of becoming a victim of 

criminal violence i s  much smaller in Germany than in the U.S.
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11. Government Spending

ALLBUS 1982 (%) GSS 198c (%)

S e lf  Governm. S e l f  Governm.

1 reduce spending 3 6 8 2
2 5 15 9 5
3 11 22 13 10
4 20 24 19 21
5 18 15 14 21
6 17 8 11 18
7 no reduction 20 4 18 17

8 haven 't thought much 6 6 8 5

Comment

Concerning the issue 'Government Spending1, d ifferences between the two 

countries are not as large as concerning the issue 'Defense Spend ing ',

but they are s t i l l  noticable.

In both samples there are re la t ive ly  more people w il l in g  to maintain 

government spending than to reduce i t ,  but the trend towards maintaining 

government spending i s  much stronger in the FRG.

The responses regarding the evaluation of the government's posit ion  about 

th is issue brings about another point: in the U.S. a majority (56 %) sees 

the government w i l l in g  to continue socia l spending and only 17 % see the 

opposite, while the German sample considers the govermient to be on i t s  

way towards reducing spending (43 % against 27 % saying the opposite).


