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The proportion of respondents with anti-Roma and an ti-Jewish
attitudes in population of voting age (%)

—— Does not like the Jews / since 2007: has aversions against the Jews —— Has aversions against the Roma
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¢ Median: Mirror, mirror - a survey on prejudicehd results of a representative survey conductea wit

guestionnaires involving 1200 people in October20@p://www.median.hu/object.ad137cad-29f5-4fd8-8a3a
b28531f9d8d7.ivy




Rating of the minority groups in Hungary (means on a 100-point scale, 1:
absolutely antipathetic , 100: absolutely sympathet  ic
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See, for example Kovacs, A. (2005he foreigner at hand?olgArt Kiadd, Budapest., Zsolt Enyedi —
Zoltan Fabian — Endre Sik : Is prejudice growingdungary? (electronic version, made in 2006)



Kovécs, A. (2005)The foreigner at hand?olgArt Kiadd, Budapest.
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Mizsei, K. (2006). Development opportunities fote Roma in Central and Eastern Europe —
Impediments and Challengé&Somparative Economic Studjex006/48, p. 1-5.
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8 Maria Székelyi - Antal Orkény - Gyorgy Csepeld(@): The image of the Roma in the Hungarian

society.Szociolégiai Szeml@001/3. page 19-46
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Enyedi, Zs.; Fabian, Z.; Sik, E. (2006). Is prejedigrowing in Hungary? (electronic version,
http://www.personal.ceu.hu/departs/personal/Zsalyedi/magyar/hu8.pdf)
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The connection between anti-roma sentiments

and inflation
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Proportion of respondents agreeing with the assertion that homosexuals and lesbians should be given the

opportunity to live their lives as they wish
European Social Survey - 2006, 2004, 2002
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The social perception and judgment of homosexuals
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To what extent do you agree with the assertion that homosexuals and lesbians should be given the

opportunity to live their lives the way they wish?
European Social Survey - 2006

do not know; 11,3%

fully agree; 17,3%

totally disagree; 11,0%

disagree; 14,0% agree; 24,6%

agree as much as disagree;
21,9%

To what extent do you agree with the assertion that gay marriages

should be allowed in the entire Europe?
Eurobarometer 66.1 - 2006.09-10

do not know; 6,3%  fully agree; 4,5%

somewhat agree; 12,7%

somewhat disagree; 16,9%

totally disagree; 59,6%
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Xenophobia and welfare chauvinism in European count ries

| O Allow none immigrants of same race/ethnic group to
45,0 1 come and live here (%)
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B “Immigration has a good impact on the countrygeremy”, “Our country has become a better place

by having immigrants settled down here”, “Immigisnbntribute to the cultural diversity and richnegsur
country” The scale was made by taking the non-weijlaverage of the three questions.
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Tolerance-index in European countries
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Massey, D. S. — Arango, J. — Hugo, G. — Kouaddck Pellegrino, A.- Taylor, E. (2001): The thexsi
of international migration. in: E. Sik (ed.): Thectology of migration, Budapest, page 9-41
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Pipes, D. (2007)onspiracyHow the Paranoid Style Flourishes and Where It GomremBudapest,
Agave
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http://zoom.hu/belfold/%E2%80%9Eciganybunozes%E2%8D-nem-tudomanyos-kifejezes
See, for example Lipovszki, J. (1973): A few clutesdistic features of Roma crime. (Jozsef Vigh:
Professional Criminology. Handouts for the studerfithe Police Academy. Chapter XllI., page: 153-178
Budapest)
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Ferenc M. Laszl6: “Radical patterns of behaviang gaining popularity” (Kalman Gabor, youth
culture researcheNlagyar NarancsXVIIl. Issue 47. 23. November 2006
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The media appearances of the dominant figuresofth e extreme right
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8 The survey focused on the media appearanceg andist significant radicals — Tomcat, Gyorgy

Budahazy, Laszl6 Toroczkai, Laszlo Gonda, Karolgdfg Gabor Vona ,Jézsef Tibor Biber, Istvan Csurka
six daily papers (Népszabadsag, Magyar Nemzet, Bladirlap, Népszava, Napi Gazdasag, Vildggazdeasidy)
six TV channels (Hir Tv, Echo Tv, M1, TV2, RTL Klubuna Tv).



E .
I I 5 I I
I I #9$
* #8
" ) I +
#
n ! I
I I I #9$
| | ! ' | -
! &! (
! !
+ #
$ I | I
#0 !
I -
I #, .
! + 5
I I # I
$@ + L#
HH | -
I !
#H |
!
#
0 ! "
' #9$
n l ?
Yott# | )
#8 !
I + #0 I
# Chy
" 5 |
+ & ( #
0 ! - ! N
" ! $@
GF

In a giant poster campaign to encourage peoppatiicipate in the elections of 2002, people afouzs
social status representing different stages oflifeertised the importance of taking part in pcéitielections.
One of these giant posters featured a Roma fantilglwcaused indignation in the right-wing mediaiagheir
opinion, this advertising campaign encouraged thm#&to attend the elections and vote against thiergment.
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