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Abstract

The paper explores attitudes to chronic poverty in a cross-section of developed and devel-
oping countries based on data from the World Values Survey Wave Three (1994-1998). The
analysis finds a consistent belief among a majority of respondents that poverty is chronic.
This paper also explores the factors that influence public attitudes to chronic poverty and
finds that interests, position, knowledge, and shared values relating to social justice are

important.
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Zusammenfassung
Einstellungen beziiglich chronischer Armut im ,,globalen Dorf”

In dem vorliegenden Arbeitspapier werden Haltungen zu chronischer Armut anhand von
Querschnittsdaten aus Entwicklungs- und Industrielandern auf der Basis der dritten Run-
de des World Values Survey (1994-1998) untersucht. Die Ergebnisse verdeutlichen, dass die
Mehrheit der Befragten Armut als chronisch ansieht. Die Untersuchung zeigt zudem die
jeweiligen Einflussfaktoren auf die offentliche Meinung zu chronischer Armut auf, von
denen insbesondere Interessen, Stellung, der Wissensstand als auch gemeinsame Werte

beziiglich sozialer Gerechtigkeit von Bedeutung sind.
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1 Introduction

The paper! characterises public attitudes to chronic poverty in a cross-section of countries we
denote as the “global village”. The motivation for this paper is to establish whether there are
shared public perceptions of poverty, and in particular chronic poverty. The Millennium De-
velopment Goals (MDGs) have been instrumental in encouraging a global perspective on
poverty, in part by defining the global target to halve extreme poverty? by 2015 (Hulme
2010). Increasing global economic interdependence makes the existence and distribution of
poverty in the world a global issue, as much as a country-specific one (Pogge 2002). It is
therefore important to explore the extent to which a global policy on poverty could be un-

derpinned by shared public attitudes.

1 We gratefully acknowledge financial support from the Chronic Poverty Research Centre (www. chronicpov-
erty.org). We thank Jann Lay, Hisako Nomura and an anonymous referee for their helpful comments; the er-
rors that remain are ours.

2 Extreme poverty refers to individuals and households living below the food poverty line.



6 Armando Barrientos/Daniel Neff: Attitudes to Chronic Poverty in the "Global Village"

The literature on attitudes to poverty is scarce. In developed countries, a related litera-
ture on public attitudes to redistribution has emerged, provoked by welfare state reforms in
the 1990s.2 There is also a small but important literature on attitudes to international aid, with
implications for attitudes towards poverty in developing countries on the part of developed
country populations.* There are studies focusing on attitudes to poverty in individual coun-
tries, and from different disciplinary perspectives.® However, to our knowledge, there are no
comparative studies on attitudes to poverty among developing countries. Similarly, there is
no literature available on attitudes to chronic poverty. This is not surprising, given that we
could only identify a single comparative dataset currently available to support such research.
This is regrettable in view of the fact that an estimated 1.4 billion people today live in extreme
poverty, and that addressing this global problem should therefore be an urgent priority.

This paper focuses specifically on public attitudes to chronic poverty, which is defined
as poverty that persists over an extended period of time. There is a wide consensus in the
poverty literature that chronic poverty merits especial attention (CPRC 2005). Chronic pov-
erty is associated with greater vulnerability and harm, especially as human and productive
assets and entitlements become more depleted the longer people are in poverty. Poverty per-
sistence can lead to poverty traps (Barrientos 2007). The Chronic Poverty Report 2004-05 es-
timated that as many as 40 per cent of people in poverty in developing countries are in
chronic poverty (CPRC 2005). Research conducted by the Chronic Poverty Research Centre
finds that chronic poverty can be tackled more effectively with multidimensional and sus-
tained interventions (CPRC 2008). Understanding public attitudes to chronic poverty is espe-
cially relevant to the process of identifying the range of policy options available to address
poverty and vulnerability.®

Our objective is to throw light on globally-shared attitudes to (chronic) poverty, as op-
posed to taking a narrower look at country-specific attitudes, or public attitudes in high-
income country populations to poverty in low income countries. This approach reflects the
emergence of a global perspective on poverty and chronic poverty. The empirical work

makes use of data from close to fifty countries contributing to the World Values Survey Wave

3 See recent reviews and summary of main findings in Gelissen (2000) and Jaeger (2006).

4 Chong and Gradstein review the literature on international aid and provide empirical findings (Chong and
Gradstein 2006). See also European surveys of public opinion on aid and poverty and exclusion (European
Commission 1999, 2007a, 2007b).

5 Some recent studies on attitudes to poverty are: Hopkins 2008 (sociology), Nasser 2007 (psychology), Mis-
turelli and Heffernan 2001 (anthropology), Gustafsson and Yue 2006 (economics).

¢ The Productive Safety Net Programme in Ethiopia allocated 75 per cent to programme expenditure to support
households in poverty but with work capacity; and 25 per cent to households in poverty without work capac-
ity. This reflects government concern to minimise the chances that support will generate dependency. Govern-
ments in low income countries that focus resources on supporting the moderately (or transient) poor as a
means to move closer to the MDGI poverty reduction target implicitly assume that public attitudes do not dis-

criminate between extreme/chronic and moderate/transient poverty.



Armando Barrientos/Daniel Neff: Attitudes to Chronic Poverty in the "Global Village" 7

Three dataset, providing partial coverage of developed and developing countries. While we
take care to acknowledge the limitations of the data, our analysis of the data can provide
powerful insights into shared global attitudes to chronic poverty. This paper will also iden-
tify the factors that influence public attitudes to chronic poverty.

Understanding attitudes to chronic poverty is essential for gauging the priority af-
forded to anti-poverty policy in national and international policy circles, and the likely pub-
lic support given to policies addressing chronic poverty and vulnerability. Many fear that the
present global crises will relegate global poverty policy further down the international com-
munity’s list of priorities. There is also concern that assistance to the growing number of poor
and vulnerable people in high-income countries will trump the importance of assisting the
poor and vulnerable in low-income countries. Changes in the global economic architecture
are bringing forward the time when the emerging economies of India, China, Brazil and oth-
ers will be expected to step up their international assistance to low-income countries. Previ-
ously aid recipients, these countries will become aid donors. Will their populations support
this new role? In many low-income countries, national governments have willingly dele-
gated the fight against poverty to international donors, perhaps because politicians in those
nations felt there were few votes to be gained from activism on poverty reduction. Is this
likely to change in the near future? To address these concerns, knowledge of global attitudes
to poverty is essential.

We find that survey respondents in our “global village” show a strong measure of con-
sistency in their understanding of chronic poverty. There appears to be a wide measure of
agreement on the perception that the opportunities to escape poverty are limited, and as a
consequence chronic poverty is viewed as the norm. We also find that epistemic factors and
shared values on justice are central to shaping public attitudes to poverty.

This paper is divided into three main sections, followed by a conclusion. The next sec-
tion (Section 2) describes the demographics of our “global village”. Section 3 reports on un-
conditional estimates of attitudes to chronic poverty. Section 4 explores associations between
attitudes to chronic poverty and particular values, processes, interest and issues. The conclu-

sion then clarifies our main findings.

2 Our “Global Village”: Notes on the Dataset

Our “global village” is not the world. It is essential to understand the characteristics of the
dataset we use, and the subsequent limitations it places on our findings. The data we use in
our empirical work is limited to countries included in Wave Three (1994-1998) of the World
Values Survey (WVS3) (World Values Survey 2000, see also Inglehart 2000). The World Val-
ues Survey is currently the largest non-profit survey research project supporting the analysis

of attitudes and cultural change on a global level. The project is funded by various scientific
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foundations, and data are publicly available online.” There are currently five waves available
and a sixth is in preparation. The WVS3 contains data from attitudinal surveys in 58 coun-
tries/regions and is the only wave containing information on attitudes to poverty. The analy-
sis below pools individual responses from 49 countries with information on the variables of

interest. Table 1 below indicates the participant countries by region.?

Table1 Countries included in Wave Three of the World Values Survey (1994-1998)

Western Europe Central Asia Sub-Saharan Africa South Asia | North America &
OECD
Czech Republic | Azerbaijan Nigeria Bangladesh | Australia
Croatia Armenia South Africa India New Zealand
Finland Ukraine Pakistan USA
Germany Georgia
Great Britain Romania
Hungary Russian Federation
Norway Estonia
Spain Belarus
Sw.eden Moldova East Asia South America
Switzerland
Bulgaria Chi A a
Czech Republic ,ma rge'n tha
. Taiwan Brazil
Serbia & .
Japan Chile

Montenegro . .

- Republic of | Colombia
Macedonia

. Korea El Salvador
Slovakia .
) Mexico

Slovenia b
Latvia Ueru
Turkey Vruguayl
Albania enezuela

Source: Own classification of countries sampled by World Value Survey (2000), Wave Three (1994-1998)

Looking at Table 1, it is clear that only a subset of countries is included in the sample. The
sample has a fairly comprehensive representation of high-income countries, a good represen-
tation of transition countries and Latin American countries, very limited representation of
Sub-Saharan Africa and of South and East Asia, and no representation of North Africa and
the Middle East. Therefore, our “global village” cannot be taken as representative of the
world population.

Our data are also unrepresentative of the world population in other important re-
spects— the samples for each of the countries in Table 1 should not be taken as fully repre-

sentative of their respective populations. The sampling at country level varies from country

7 See http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/.

8 We have adjusted the WVS3 by dropping Taiwan and Puerto Rico. We further combined samples for Serbia
and Montenegro, samples for Tambov and Russia; samples for Andalusia, Galicia, Valencia and the Basque
Country (Spain); samples for Republika Srpska and Bosnia; and finally samples for East and West Germany.

This leaves us with data for 49 countries.
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to country, with a generally stronger representation of urban residents. For example, the cov-
erage of the survey in China is limited to the central regions. Most importantly, the size of
each country’s sample does not correspond the ratio of the country’s population to the world
population. For example, Colombia’s sample size is almost five times that of Brazil’s size, and
four times that of China’s.

As part of the research for this paper, an exhaustive search of attitudinal data on pov-
erty, especially comparative data among different countries, was carried out. We found that
of all the currently available datasets, only the WVS3 surveyed developing countries and
contained direct questions on pover‘cy.9 The data contained in the WVS3 cover the period
1994-1998. It is possible that responses to questions on poverty could have been influenced
by the issues dominant in policy discussions at the time, particularly the 1997 East Asian fi-
nancial crisis. However, more recent data are not available. In the analysis below, we also ex-
plore the relative significance of possible influences on the formation of public attitudes.

The aforementioned characteristics and level of coverage of the WVS3 data demon-
strate the need for careful consideration of which research questions to pursue, and which
empirical methods to employ. The data could provide only limited support for a fine-grained
analysis of country-specific differences in public attitudes to poverty. However, our analysis
demonstrates that the data can be appropriate, even invaluable, in supporting an analysis of
shared attitudes to poverty in the cross-section of countries sampled. If the analysis finds that
there is a good measure of consistency in attitudes to poverty across the countries involved,
it matters less that our sample has the imperfections noted above. That is to say, if a majority
of Colombians, a majority of Brazilians and a majority of Chinese in the sample share a spe-
cific perception of poverty, it matters less that Colombians are over-represented. Keeping the
limitations of the WVS3 data in mind, we are confident that our analysis below can throw

valuable light on attitudes to chronic poverty."

3 Attitudes to Chronic Poverty

The WVS3 dataset includes a set of questions specifically about individual perceptions of
poverty across a large number of countries. There are questions on whether respondents per-
ceive a change in poverty trends; on the proximate causes of poverty; on perceptions of gov-
ernment efforts in poverty reduction domestically and internationally; and a question on

whether, in the view of the respondents, poverty is persisten’t.11

® The European Union conducted a recent regional study of attitudes to poverty and exclusion (European
Commission 2007b). We examined regional attitudinal surveys, the Latinobarometer and Afrobarometer, but
the rounds currently available do not include direct questions on attitudes to poverty which could be ana-
lysed on a comparative basis.

10 As noted in the Introduction, to our knowledge, there is no available literature on attitudes to chronic poverty
in a cross-section of developed and developing countries.

11 See Annex 1 for a detailed description of the relevant questions.
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Reponses to this last question can provide information on perceptions of chronic poverty.

This question reads:

In your opinion, do most poor people in this country have a chance of escaping from
poverty, or is there very little chance of escaping?

1. They have a chance.
2. There is very little chance.

We interpret the responses to this question as follows: those who agree that there is a chance
for the poor to escape from poverty are likely to see poverty mainly as transient, or at least
they do not see poverty as chronic. On the other hand, our analysis is that those who believe
people in poverty in their country have little chance to escape are more likely to see poverty
as chronic. We have therefore used the responses to this question to gauge public attitudes to
chronic poverty.

Table 2 (below) shows the frequency of responses to this particular question. For the
pooled sample, a substantial majority perceive poverty as chronic, given the fact that 61.7 per
cent of respondents agree with the statement that there is little chance of escaping from pov-
erty. The sampled respondents believe that there is a distinction between transient poverty
and chronic poverty and, in the view of the majority, falling into poverty is a persistent state
for those affected. They perceive chronic poverty as the rule, given the limited chance to es-

cape from poverty.

Table 2 Attitudes to chronic poverty

Responses to the following question: In your opinion, do most poor people in this country
have a chance of escaping from poverty, or is there
very little chance of escaping?

“a chance” (%) | “little chance” (%) n

“Global village” 38.3 61.7 70473

Region “a chance” “little chance” n

Western Europe 449 55.1 15960

Eastern Europe 29.6 70.4 17310

Central Europe 25.6 74.4 13349

South Asia 53.0 47.0 3797

East Asia 81.4 18.6 3502

South America 38.5 61.5 12080

Sub-Saharan Africa 40.0 60.0 4475

Level of Development “a chance” “little chance” n

Low income 445 55.5 5561

Low middle income 37.1 62.9 25643

Upper middle income 31.6 68.4 21358

High income 46.2 53.8 17911

Source: Own classification of countries sampled by World Value Survey (2000), Wave Three (1994-1998)
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It is useful to explore whether attitudes to chronic poverty among sub-groups in the sample
differ from each other in significant ways. Although the nature of the sample makes this task
difficult, our concern here is with testing whether this finding that a majority perceive pov-
erty as chronic is simply a factor of aggregation, or whether there is a measure of consistency
in responses across sub-groups.

We first examine whether there are regional differences in attitudes to chronic poverty.
Table 2 provides the relevant information. In European countries, the majority of respon-
dents see poverty as chronic. This is particularly the case in Central and Eastern Europe. This
finding also carries over to the South American and Sub-Saharan African regions, where the
pattern of responses observed for the full sample applies. However, great care must be taken
to avoid extrapolating the responses for the whole of Sub-Saharan Africa, as the only Sub-
Saharan countries sampled were Nigeria and South Africa. In comparison, it appears as if at-
titudes to the persistence of poverty are markedly different in the sampled Asian regions. In
East Asia, respondents who believe that their societies provide escapes from poverty out-
number those who believe that poverty is chronic by three to one. However, the limited
range of countries involved (Japan, Taiwan and China only, as this question was not included
in the South Korea survey) requires that we must again exercise caution in extrapolating this
result to the region as a whole. In South Asia, respondents who believe that there is a chance
to escape from poverty also outnumber those who believe that poverty is chronic, but the
margin is much narrower. The majority in the sample perceive poverty in their societies to be
chronic, but those from Asia, and especially East Asia, have a view that differs substantially
from the majority view.

A different, more reliable perspective on potential differences in perceptions of chronic
poverty can be achieved by grouping countries according to their level of development, as
identified by the World Bank classification. The relevant figures in Table 2 suggest a remark-
able similarity in attitudes to chronic poverty across the different strata. Low-income coun-
tries and high-income countries show a smaller percentage of respondents who believe there
is little chance to escape from poverty, but the differences are not that pronounced. Inde-
pendently of the level of development in their own countries, respondents show a consistent
attitude to chronic poverty.

Next we explore the extent to which populations in Asian countries in the sample have
attitudes to poverty that are distinct from the rest of the sample. This can be achieved by

grouping responses to the question on the proximate causes of poverty. The question reads:

Why, in your opinion, are there people in this country who live in need? Here are two

opinions: Which comes closest to your view?
1. They are poor because of laziness and lack of will power

2. They are poor because society treats them unfairly
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Table 3 (below) provides the frequency of responses grouped by region and level of develop-
ment. As the table shows, a majority of respondents believe that people are in poverty primar-
ily because society treats them unfairly. When disaggregated by region, sample countries in
East Asia show responses that contradict those of other regions. In East Asia, 67.5 per cent of
respondents attribute poverty primarily to personal failings on the part of the poor. Interest-
ingly, respondents from South Asia tend to follow the majority view on this issue that people
are in poverty because of unfair treatment by society. When countries are grouped by level of
development, as in Table 2, there is overall consistency in the responses. Only in the sampled

countries from East Asia do attitudes to poverty appear to diverge from the majority view.

Table 3 Attitudes to the proximate cause of poverty

Responses to the following question: Why, in your opinion, are there people in this country who
live in need? Here are two opinions: which comes closest to
your view?
“lazy” (%) “unfair society” (%) n
Western Europe 29.5 70.5 13529
Eastern Europe 23.5 76.5 15993
Central Europe 17.4 82.6 12821
South Asia 38.8 58.6 3648
East Asia 57.5 425 4396
South America 27.7 70.1 12627
Sub-Saharan Africa 28.1 71.3 4337
“lazy” (%) “unfair society” (%) n
Low income 30.8 67.5 5455
Low middle income 249 74 25690
Upper middle income 26.3 73.5 19755
High income 32.5 67.5 16451

Source: Own classification of countries sampled by World Value Survey (2000), Wave Three (1994-1998).
Due to missing observations, percentages may not add to 100%.

4 What Factors Influence Attitudes to Chronic Poverty?

The main objective of this section is to explore what factors influence attitudes to poverty. We
begin with a brief review of the literature on attitudes to poverty, and of theories on the fac-
tors that influence attitudes to poverty. The review helps identify possible influences on atti-
tudes to poverty. We then tests for the extent to which these influences on attitudes to pov-
erty can be observed in the WVS3 dataset.

The earliest literature on attitudes to poverty comes from social psychological studies
in the USA. Feagin surveyed 1,017 Americans regarding their perceptions of the causes of
poverty and identified individualistic, structural and fatalistic explanations of the causes of

poverty. Responses varied by ethnicity, region, age, income and level of formal education
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(Feagin 1972). Another strand in the literature has studied attitudes to poverty in public opin-
ion polling. As early as 1964, the Gallup organization asked a sample of white Americans their
opinions on the causes of poverty. The respondents were evenly distributed across three
groups: those blaming poverty on lack of effort on the part of the poor; another third empha-
sising the role of societal circumstances; and another group pointing to a combination of these
two factors (Alston & Dean 1972). This literature has been reviewed by Kreidl (2000).12

Two distinct strands have emerged within development studies regarding attitudes to
poverty. First, and most prominent, there has been a trend within poverty research to focus
on perceptions of poverty by elite classes, especially by elite classes in developing countries
(e.g. Reis and Moore 2005). Broadly speaking, the assumption has been that elites hold
power, hence their attitudes to poverty are much more valid to understanding relevant poli-
cies than the attitudes of the lower classes. In part as a response to the focus on elites, a sec-
ond strand shifts the focus from elites to “the poor” (e.g. Narayan et al. 2000, Misturelli and
Heffernan 2001, Shek 2003). On the whole, these studies are more concerned with exploring
the causes of poverty and the impact of poverty on people’s lives, and less attention is paid to
the attitudes of the poor towards poverty. However, to our knowledge, cross-country compara-
tive studies on attitudes to poverty in developing countries are scarce (Carr et al. 1998, Paxton
and Knack 2008).

More recently, attention has been focused on attitudes to poverty in developing coun-
tries by respondents from developed countries. The EU, as well as several non-EU Western
countries, regularly conducts similar opinion polls on domestic perceptions of poverty and
attitudes towards international aid (CEC 1977, EC 2007a, EC 2007b, AusAID 2005).

A related literature considers public attitudes to redistribution in developed countries.
This literature could also provide some pointers as to the factors shaping public attitudes to
poverty and public attitudes to poverty reduction policy.13 The literature aims to identify
underlying notions of justice and solidarity, which are shown to inform attitudes to poverty
and poverty policy. While egalitarian and poverty concerns often go together, their distinct-
iveness also needs to be kept in mind. In terms of the actual processes and institutions un-
derpinning redistribution, for example, the notions could look quite different when they are
motivated primarily by a concern with equality as opposed to a concern with povertyM. In
particular, poverty policy is concerned with achieving a basic or minimum social standard.
As a consequence, attitudes to poverty could be said to have perhaps a greater urgency and

definition than attitudes relating to gradual progress towards greater equality.

12 Many studies have challenged the emphasis on single-cause explanations of poverty; see Verkuyten and Hunt
cited in Harper (2001).

13 See Taylor-Gooby (1985) for a review of the literature and Gelissen (2000) for an update. Oorschot (1999) re-
views the sociological literature on attitudes to solidarity.

14 In a cross-cultural study Alesina and Angeletos (2005) compared the attitudes of US citizens to those of West-
ern European citizens, using the World Values Survey. The authors conclude that the vast majority of the
Americans (71 per cent) but only 40 per cent of the Europeans agreed with the proposition “The poor could

become rich if they worked hard enough”.
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Factors that May Shape Attitudes to Chronic Poverty

In the following analysis, we test the joint effects of several factors that may shape attitudes
to poverty. They are described below, along with an indication of the variables that could
capture their influence on attitudes to poverty.

Personal characteristics. Indicators such as age, sex or marital status could influence
people’s attitudes to chronic poverty.

Interest and position. Personal interest could be a contributing factor too, which could be
influenced by people’s dependent status or own vulnerability to poverty. The model below
tests strength of personal interest and social position by identifying a class or group of peo-
ple likely to require support from others for long periods of time, such as students, retired
people and housewives. In studies of attitudes to redistribution this group is unhelpfully re-
ferred to as a “transfer class”. We also use a variable that measures, on an extended scale,
self-reported perceptions of life satisfaction. We use this as a means of capturing the influ-
ence of interest understood in a broader sense.

Poverty salience. People’s attitudes to poverty could also be shaped by the degree to
which poverty is regarded as an important social issue. In the model below we identify two
variables capable of capturing this dimension: respondents’ sense of changes in poverty in
the last ten years, and the level of development of the country in which they live. Chronic
poverty is likely to have stronger salience in low-income countries.

Epistemic. It is likely that attitudes to poverty and chronic poverty have been shaped by
epistemic processes. In fact, many of the dimensions identified here reflect, in some sense,
education about poverty, experiential or otherwise. Respondents who believe poverty is
caused by structural factors, for example, are more likely to perceive poverty as chronic. By
contrast, respondents who believe poverty is caused by personal misfortune or laziness are
more likely to see poverty as transitory. We aim to capture this dimension by testing for
whether the understanding of poverty as primarily explained by unfairness in society corre-
lates to reported attitudes to chronic poverty.

Values. It can be argued that attitudes to chronic poverty are linked to the strength of
the value of solidarity in the given society. Here we test the influence of this value in com-
parison with self-reported responses on political views. We also test for the influence of
views on inequality. The inequality variable captures whether respondents believe their so-
cieties would be improved by less or more inequality.

Process effectiveness. The literature on the attitudes of residents of high-income countries
to international aid has often noted the important role of perceptions of agent effectiveness in
shaping attitudes to aid. Studies show that respondents who believe governments and asso-
ciated agencies are effective in bringing about improvements in assisted countries are also
more likely to take a positive attitude to aid. Extending this finding in the context of attitudes
to poverty, it can be hypothesised that a respondent’s positive perception of the effectiveness

of public institutions is more likely to lead to the perception that it is possible to escape from
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poverty, and therefore that poverty is less likely to be chronic. We aim to capture this possi-
ble relationship by testing for the influence of “satisfaction with government” on attitudes to

chronic poverty.

Model and Variables

Table 4 reports on variable construction and provides descriptive statistics.

Table 4 Descriptive statistics

Variable name Variable description Variable Mean S.D. valid n.
type

Poverty exit 1=if little chance of exiting poverty | Binary 0.61 0.48 70471
O=otherwise

Age Age of respondent Continuous | 40.90 16.06 82783

Female 1=if male; 0=otherwise Binary 0.51 0.49 82934

Married 1=if marital status is married; Binary 0.57 0.49 82943
O=otherwise

Life satisfaction | Measured on a 10-point scale from | Ordinal 5.35 0.49 80141
low to high

Poverty change | 1=if poverty in country is perceived | Binary 0.70 0.45 73026

to have increased in last 10 years
0=otherwise

WB country 1=if low income Categorical 2.74 0.94 82943
classification 2=if lower middle income
3=if upper middle income
4=if high income

Poverty cause 1=if poverty is mainly due to un- Binary 0.71 0.45 67351
fairness in society
O=otherwise

Political Measured on a 10-point scale from | Ordinal 5.41 2.06 76383
position left to right
Inequality Measured on a 10-point scale from | Ordinal 5.75 2.98 77131

society could be improved by less
inequality to society needs more
inequality

Transfer class 1=if economic activity is reported Binary 0.34 0.47 79636
as student, pensioner or housewife
0=otherwise

Upper class 1=if social class is self-reported as Binary 0.17 0.37 82847
high/upper
O=otherwise

Working class 1=if social class is self-reported as Binary 0.41 0.49 82847

low income or working class;
0=otherwise

Satisfaction with | Measured on a 4-point scale, Ordinal 2.89 0.82 71398
government 1=if very satisfied; 2=if satisfied;
3=if dissatisfied;

4=if very dissatisfied

Source: Own classification of countries sampled by World Value Survey (2000), Wave Three (1994-1998)

We are now in a position to estimate the joint effects of the explanatory variables on the like-
lihood that respondents perceive poverty as chronic. The binary nature of the dependent
variable (the variable takes a value of 1 if the respondent perceives poverty as chronic, and 0

otherwise) suggests estimation with a limited dependent variable model. Table 5 reports on
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the parameters estimated with a probit model of the joint influence of the selected variables
on whether respondents believe there is very little chance to escape from poverty in their

country.

Table 5 Probit model estimates
(dependent variable is 1=if agrees that there is little chance of escaping
poverty; 0=otherwise).

1 () 3) 4) )
Variable Coefficient Robust standard z Marginal effect
errors

Constant -0.756 0.042 -17.6
Age 0.003 0.000 8.1 0.001
Female 0.096 0.010 7.8 0.036
Married -0.005 0.010 -0.4 -0.001
Life satisfaction -0.055 0.002 -22.0 -0.020
Poverty change 0.319 0.013 23.5 0.121
WB country classification -0.035 0.006 -5.2 -0.013
Poverty cause 0.913 0.010 67.9 0.348
Political position -0.030 0.002 -10.4 -0.011
Inequality -0.005 0.002 -2.8 -0.002
Transfer class 0.039 0.013 2.8 0.014
Upper class -0.038 0.016 -2.2 -0.014
Working class 0.087 0.013 6.55 0.032
Satisfaction with government 0.197 0.007 26.5 0.073

N: 52965

LL(0): -35035.16

LL(1): -29895.21

Wald chi2(13): 9116.63

Prob>chi2: 0.0000

Pseudo R2: 0.146

Source: Own classification of countries sampled by World Value Survey (2000), Wave Three (1994-1998)

The model fit statistics suggest the probit model is reasonably well specified; the Wald test
confirms that the explanatory variables, aside from the constant, contribute to the explana-
tory power of the model. The model slightly over-predicts the share of respondents who be-
lieve that poverty is chronic (64 per cent relative to actual 62.5 per cent). We also ran the
model with an adjustment for potential clustering at country level, but this did not signifi-
cantly change the results reported above.

We also implemented some checks on the consistency of the results. We ran the same
model separately for different sub-groups, defined by the World Bank classification. In the
main, the results above are replicated for each of the sub-groups, and the few marginal
changes that occurred are unlikely to undermine the results reported. It might be useful
nonetheless to discuss them briefly: Personal characteristics, age and being female turned out
to be statistically insignificant when the model was estimated on low-income countries only.

This could suggest a stronger consistency in attitudes to chronic poverty in low-income
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countries throughout the span of an individual lifetime. The parameters on the influence of
inequality values are not significant at the sub-group level, except for lower-middle-income
countries. Similarly, the influence of membership of the “transfer class” turns out to be sig-
nificant only for high-income countries, perhaps reflecting the fact that extensive welfare
provisions are not available in most of the developing world. The only instance of a change
in the sign of the variable at the sub-group level estimation was a change in the sign of the
parameter “Upper class” in low-income countries from negative to positive. Again, this can
be interpreted as reflecting greater homogeneity in attitudes to chronic poverty in these

countries.

Main Findings

Overall, we find that the majority of the potential factors that could influence attitudes to
chronic poverty identified above are significant in the empirical analysis.

If anything, personal characteristics appear to be relatively less of an influence on atti-
tudes to chronic poverty than epistemic or social position. The estimates confirm that being
relatively older and/or being female increase the probability that respondents see very little
chance of escaping from poverty. However, there is no statistically significant association be-
tween being married and having a particular attitude to chronic poverty.

The personal interest and social position dimensions are also relevant to attitudes to
chronic poverty. A negative association exists between subjective life satisfaction and atti-
tudes to chronic poverty: The more satisfied people are with their lives, the less likely it is
that they will perceive poverty as chronic. Being a member of the “transfer class”, which in-
cludes individuals more likely to be in positions of economic dependence, raises the prob-
ability that respondents perceive poverty as chronic. As we expected, respondents self-
classified as belonging to the upper classes are less likely to perceive poverty as chronic,
while those self-classified as belonging to the working classes are more likely to see little
chance of escape from poverty.

Experiential factors are important. There is a strong association between the perception
that poverty increased in the previous decade and the perception that poverty is chronic. At
the same time, perceptions of poverty as chronic are more likely to be held by respondents in
lower-income countries. It seems that poverty salience in a respondent’s country influences
perceptions of chronic poverty.

Epistemic and value influences are important too. There is a very strong association be-
tween the perception that poverty is mainly due to unfairness in society and the perception
that poverty is chronic. Political values are a factor in perceptions of chronic poverty: Re-
spondents on the left of the political spectrum, as well as those who hold the view that soci-
ety needs greater equality, are more likely to perceive poverty as chronic. The findings on the

significance of epistemic and value influences are extremely important, as they suggest a
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possible foundation for the shared and fairly consistent understanding of poverty observed
in the sample.

The results suggest a positive association between dissatisfaction with government and
the perception that poverty is chronic. This provides some support for the argument that
process factors (i.e. effectiveness of actions) that have been observed to be influential in the
context of attitudes to aid could also be influential in the context of attitudes to poverty.

The estimates of marginal effects on the probability that respondents believe that there
is little chance of escaping from poverty provide some information on the relative size of the
effects for the relevant variables. Because of the limitations of the data, the estimates above
should be taken with a grain of salt. The marginal effects can be interpreted as the change in
the probability that respondents believe there is little chance in escaping poverty, associated
with a unit change in the independent variable. The marginal effects are estimated, for con-
tinuous variables, at the mean of the variables. Some information from the marginal effects
might be useful. The estimates suggest that a respondent who believes that poverty is mainly
due to unfairness in society would have a 34 per cent higher probability of believing poverty
to be mainly chronic. Respondents who believe poverty has increased in the last ten years are
12 per cent more likely to believe that poverty is chronic. Women have a three per cent

higher probability than men of believing that poverty is chronic.

5 Conclusions

The paper has attempted an examination of attitudes to chronic poverty in a cross-section of
countries contributing data to the World Values Survey Wave Three (1994-1998). A pooled
sample from these survey data was referred to as a “global village”, and the analysis focused
on identifying shared attitudes to chronic poverty. To our knowledge, this is the first time
that attitudes to chronic poverty have been studied in a cross-section of developed and de-
veloping countries.

Our main finding is that a majority of respondents believe there is little chance for
those in poverty to escape from it. The majority view chronic poverty as the norm. This view
is consistent across the sample, and robust to disaggregation by the country’s level of eco-
nomic development as defined by the World Bank classification. When disaggregated by
geographical region, respondents from South and East Asia appear to hold a divergent view,
although the range of countries involved suggests we take considerable caution in interpret-
ing this finding. This point notwithstanding, and keeping in mind the limitations of the sam-
ple data, we find nonetheless strong consistency in attitudes to chronic poverty.

This paper also explored other influences that potentially shape attitudes to poverty.
These include personal characteristics; personal interest and social position; epistemic fac-
tors; political values; and policy processes. The findings suggest that a mix of different influ-

ences shape perceptions of poverty and chronic poverty. Older respondents and female re-
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spondents are more likely to believe poverty is chronic. Respondents from countries with a
high incidence of poverty (low-income countries), and/or where poverty has been on the rise,
are more likely to perceive poverty as chronic. Respondents who self-identify as being on the
left of the political spectrum, respondents with the view that society needs more equality,
and/or those who believe that they themselves belong to lower socio-economic classes, are
also more likely to perceive poverty as chronic. Respondents who believe that poverty is
more due to unfairness in society, as opposed to individual failings or luck, are also more
likely to uphold the majority view that poverty is chronic.

Data limitations preclude research into changes in public attitudes to poverty over
time. We have identified and documented the gap in attitudinal data covering attitudes to
poverty in developing countries.

What policy implications can we derive from these findings? It is encouraging to find a
strong measure of consistency in attitudes to chronic poverty in our “global village”. Other
things being equal, the findings suggest a strong basis of public understanding and support
for policies that tackle global chronic poverty. The study suggests that policy makers willing
to place a greater emphasis on chronic poverty, and willing to establish institutions to tackle
chronic poverty, should find a large measure of public support. This has been the experience
of Latin American countries and South Africa, where poverty reduction policies tackling
chronic poverty found large public support.

Upon analysing the influences on attitudes to poverty, we have identified two poten-
tially important practical ways to influence perceptions on poverty and poverty policy: epis-
temics and values. Research on poverty and shared views on justice are the keys to eradicat-

ing global poverty.
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Annex 1 Poverty questions in World Values Survey, Wave Three (1994-1998)

Now I'd like to ask you some questions about the problem of poverty, in this country
and in other countries.

V171. Would you say that today a larger share, about the same share, or a smaller share
of the people in this country are living in poverty than were ten years ago?

1. A larger share

2. About the same share

3. A smaller share

V172. Why, in your opinion, are there people in this country who live in need? Here are
two opinions: which comes closest to your view?
1. They are poor because of laziness and lack of willpower

2. They are poor because society treats them unfairly

V173. In your opinion, do most poor people in this country have a chance of escaping
from poverty, or is there very little chance of escaping?
1. They have a chance

2. There is very little chance

V174. Do you think that what the government is doing for people in poverty in this
country is about the right amount, too much, or too little?

1. Too much

2. About the right amount

3. Too little

V175. In some economically less developed countries, many people are living in pov-
erty. Do you think that what the other countries of the world are doing to help them is
about right, too much, or too little?

1. Too much

2. About the right amount

3. Too little

V176. Some people favor, and others are against, having this country provide economic
aid to poorer countries. Are you personally...

1. Very much for

2. For to some extent

3. Somewhat against

4. Very much against



Armando Barrientos/Daniel Neff: Attitudes to Chronic Poverty in the "Global Village" 21

References

Alesina, A., and G.-M. Angeletos (2005), Fairness and Redistribution, American Economic Re-
view, 95, 960-980.

Alston, J., and K. Dean (1972), Socioeconomic factors associated with attitudes toward welfare
recipients and the causes of poverty, Social Service Review, 46, 13-23.

AusAID (2005), Overseas Aid Study, Australian Aid, Canberra.

Barrientos, A. (2007), Does vulnerability create poverty traps? CPRC Working Paper, 76, Man-
chester: BWPI/Chronic Poverty Research Centre.

Carr, S. et al. (1998), Attributions for “Third World” Poverty: Contextual Factors in Australia
and Brazil, Psychology & Developing Societies, 10, 103-114.

Chong, A., and M. Gradstein (2006), Who's afraid of foreign aid? The donors’ perspective, Working
Paper, 1833, Washington DC: CESIFO.

CPRC (2005), The Chronic Poverty Report 2004-05, Manchester: Chronic Poverty Research Centre.

CPRC (2008), The Chronic Poverty Report 2008-09: Escaping poverty traps, Manchester: Chronic
Poverty Research Centre.

Commission of the European Communities (1977), The Perception of Poverty in Europe, EEC,
Brussels.

European Commission (1999), Europeans and Development Aid, Special Eurobarometer, 50, 1,
Report, Brussels.

European Commission (2007a), Europeans and Development Aid, Special Eurobarometer, Re-
port, Brussels.

European Commission (2007b), Poverty and Social Exclusion, Special Eurobarometer, Report,
Brussels.

Feagin, J. (1972), Poverty: we still believe that God helps those who help themselves, Psychol-
ogy Today, 6, 101-129.

Gelissen, J. (2000), Popular support for institutionalised solidarity: A comparison between
European welfare states, International Journal of Social Welfare, 9, 285-300.

Gustafsson, B., and X. Yue (2006), Rural People’s Perception of Poverty in China, [ZA Discus-
sion Paper Series, 2486, Bonn.

Harper, D. (2001), Poverty and discourse. Available from: http://www.uel.ac.uk/cnr/docu-
ments/Harper3.doc (accessed: 20.04.2009).

Hayati, D., and E. Karami (2005), Typology of causes of poverty: The perception of Iranian
farmers, Journal of Economic Psychology, 26, 884-901.

Hopkins, D. (2008), Partisan Reinforcement and the Poor: The Impact of Context on Attitudes toward
Poverty, Available at: http://people.iq.harvard.edu/~dhopkins/povpapdjh040608.pdf (acce-
sed: 29.02.2008).



22 Armando Barrientos/Daniel Neff: Attitudes to Chronic Poverty in the "Global Village"

Hulme, D. (2010), Global Poverty: How Global Governance is Failing the Poor, Routledge: London.

Inglehart, R. et al. (2000), World Values Surveys and European Values Surveys, Report ICPSR,
2790, Michigan: ICPSR.

Jaeger, M. M. (2006), Welfare regimes and attitudes towards redistribution: The regime hy-
pothesis revisited, European Sociological Review, 22, 157-170.

Kreidl, M. (2000). Perceptions of Poverty and Wealth in Western and Post-Communist Coun-
tries, Social Justice Research, 13, 151-176.

Misturelli, F., and C. Heffernan (2001), Perceptions of poverty among poor livestock keepers

in Kenya: A discourse analysis approach, Journal of International Development, 13, 863-875.

Narayan, D. et al. (2000), Voices of the Poor. Crying Out for Change, World Bank, Oxford, UK:

Oxford University Press.

Nasser, R. (2007), Does subjective class predict the causal attribution for poverty?, Journal of
Social Sciences, 3, 197-201.

Oorschot, W. v. (1999), The legitimacy of welfare. A sociological analysis of motives for contributing

to welfare states: De Toekomst Van De Sociale Zakerheid, Antwerp: Universiteit Antwerpen.

Paxton, P, and S. Knack (2008), Individual and Country-Level Factors Affecting Support for Foreign
Aid, Policy Research Working Paper, 4714, World Bank, Washington.

Reis, E., and Moore, M. (2005), Elite Perceptions of Poverty and Inequality, London: Zed Books.
Pogge, T. (2002), World Poverty and Human Rights, Cambridge: Polity Press.

Shek, D. (2003), Chinese People’s Explanations of Poverty: The Perceived Causes of Poverty
Scale, Research on Social Work Practice, 13, 622-640.

Taylor-Gooby, P. (1985), Attitudes to welfare, Review Article, Journal of Social Policy, 14, 73-81.

World Values Survey (2000), Official data file v. 3 World Values Survey Association, (www.world-
valuessurvey.org), (accessed: 02.05.2008), Aggregate File Producer: ASEP/]DS, Madrid.



G| G Avge
- - Papers

German [l Institute of Global and Area Studics

Laibniz-Institut far Globale und Regionale Studien

Recent Issues

No 133

No 132

No 131

No 130

No 129
No 128

No 127

No 126

No 125

No 124

No 123

No 122

No 121

No 120

Hannes Meissner: The Resource Curse and Rentier States in the Caspian Region: A Need
for Context Analysis, May 2010

Miriam Shabafrouz: Fuel for Conflict or Balm for Peace? Assessing the Effects of Hydro-
carbons on Peace Efforts in Algeria, April 2010

Thomas Richter: When Do Autocracies Start to Liberalize Foreign Trade? Evidence from
Four Cases in the Arab World, April 2010

Alexander de Juan and Johannes Viillers: Religious Peace Activism —The Rational Element
of Religious Elites’ Decision-making Processes, April 2010

Anika Moroff: Ethnic Party Bans in East Africa from a Comparative Perspective, April 2010

Soren Scholvin: Emerging Non-OECD Countries: Global Shifts in Power and Geopolitical
Regionalization, April 2010

Heike Holbig and Bruce Gilley: In Search of Legitimacy in Post-revolutionary China:
Bringing Ideology and Governance Back In, March 2010

Tim Wegenast: Inclusive Institutions and the Onset of Internal Conflict in Resource-rich
Countries, March 2010

Babette Never: Regional Power Shifts and Climate Knowledge Systems: South Africa as a
Climate Power?, March 2010

Nadine Godehardt und Oliver W. Lembcke: Regionale Ordnungen in politischen Raumen.
Ein Beitrag zur Theorie regionaler Ordnungen, February 2010

Dirk Kohnert: Democratization via Elections in an African “Narco-state”? The Case of
Guinea-Bissau, February 2010

David Shim: How Signifying Practices Constitute Food (In)security —The Case of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, February 2010

Daniel Flemes and Thorsten Wojczewski: Contested Leadership in International Relations:
Power Politics in South America, South Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa, February 2010

Annegret Mahler: Nigeria: A Prime Example of the Resource Curse? Revisiting the Oil-
Violence Link in the Niger Delta, January 2010

All GIGA Working Papers are available free of charge at www.giga-hamburg.de/workingpapers.
For any requests please contact: workingpapers@giga-hamburg.de.
Editor of the Working Paper Series: Bert Hoffmann

GIGA German Institute of Global and Area Studies — Leibniz-Institut fur Globale und Regionale Studien
Neuer Jungfernstieg 21 e 20354 Hamburg ¢ Germany
E-Mail: info@giga-hamburg.de e Website: www.giga-hamburg.de



	wp134-cover
	WP-134-BarrientosNeff-titelei
	wp134-BarrientosNeff-text
	wp134-issues


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


