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Research questiol
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—  What are the economic determinants of Euroskepticism in the period 2006 to 201

~  Are there differences between Western and Post-Communist EU member states? Income Inequality

DATA AND DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS

Pooled cross-sectional data from the Eurobarometer (mi
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Similar patterns:
« Unemployment increases, GDP per capita decreases both EUS and NFE.
*  Lower education background or occupation status increases both EUS and NFE.

*  The fear of losing one’s own cultural identity increases EUS.

ROBUSTNESS o

*  EU net transfers decrease both NFE and EUS in Post-Communist countries.
m, Western EU countries, 2006-2011.
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