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Comparing the International Social Survey

Measuring Acquiescence

Acquiescence per Country and Dataset
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In this regard, we find out: Results

e the lower the status (measured in income)
and the educational level of respondents,
the stronger their acquiescence;

* people in more collectivistic countries
(Eastern Asia, Africa, Eastern Europe)
tend to agree more often than people
in individualistic countries (U.S., UK,
Canada, Netherlands, Sweden, Norway);

e countries with higher GDP per capita
tend to have a lower acquiescence.
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Estimating Environmental Concern, Acquiescence and weighted Concern
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*p < 0.05 %% p <0.01***" p < 0.001
(1) Relative income within a country. (2) Per capita GDP / purchasing power in 1,000 USD.

All dependent variables are in the range of [0, 100].
Data are estimated from the pooled dataset ISSP 2000, WVS 2000 and EVS 2000.

Random intercept multilevel model using stata.
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