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Introduction

The Hellenic Foundation for European and Foreign Policy (ELIAdMIERissioned the

' YADBSNREA (& PRublic @dinlorSRegeyrdh UAIGIRY) to implementthe surveyon
public attitudestowardsthe name disputeand the brmer Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia
(hereafter fYROM)Thisisa re-run a research projecfand an opinion poffirst implemented

in 20162 This project is one of the very firstgearch studies explicitipcusing on the name
dispute and exploringoeliefs and attitudesl 6 2 dzi  DrEl&iIGhOWItD dhe former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonide poll analysed in th@resent reportwas fielded on 23

25 Jamary 2018 This was right after the Thessaloniki rally, which took place on Sunday 21
January 2018, and before the Athens rally of 4 February 2018.

The political context of the previous ELIAMBEPRU poll was quite different from the
present one.The name disputevasnot on the daily political agenda and was not considered
asa political priority of the governmenbf the time. In 2016, Greece was recovering from
the political upheavalof 2015 during whichtwo elections (January 2015 and September
2015) and one refemdum (July 2015) took placén 2016 the governmendf PM Alexis
Tsipras;leading a coalition of leftving SYRIZA with right widdNEE had just completedhis
first cand very turbulentyear in office, having been+aectedafter snap elections

In contrast, our2018 poll was run in a period whethe name issue wasamong the top
governmental prioritiesn the two countries. For that reason the name issue and all the
relevant developmentsnjoyed wide media coverage Greece Also, as a result of the
devdopments in the name dispute, this is a period riw political alignments andde-
alignments The governing coalition hde deal with a serious internal disagreement, based
largely on the name dite, with junior partner ANEEKercely opposing the planef its
coalition leading partnerSYRIZA to reach a compromise solution on the name dispute
majority by agreeing on a composite naméhe main opposition party (NPalthough
reluctant at the beginning, also seems to be distancing itself from the plans #r
compromise solution and calls for postponing the settlement for the futlifee rest of the
Greek parties seem to behesitantly or confidently aligning with the pre and antt
compromise camps.

The 2016 political landscape waaso radicallydifferent in fYROM.Two years ago, the
government under PM5ruevskcontinued to pursue itsiationalistic agendamplementing

the policy of secalled antiquization while having to weather serious challenges such as
political scandals, massive agtvernment mobilisation by opposition SDSM and the civil
society and the lack of serious international suppdnt.2018 the political environments
radically different. After the serious political turmoil that brought the downfall of the
Gruevski governmenthe country has a new leadership under PM Zaev who from the outset
pursued a fiercely praVestern policyand a confident rapprochement with neighbouring
Bulgaria andsreece.

3The poll was fielded between 29 February and 3 March 2016. The research report of the poll was published in September

Hamc® C2NJ Y2NB RSGFAfa &SSY aDNBS| LWzotAO 2LAYAZY YR FGGAG
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Methodology and questionnaire design

The pollwas fielded between Tuesd&8 January2018 and Thursday Zanuary 2018, on
sample of 1071 respondents, with nationwide coveragel multistage stratified sampling.
Respondents were interviewdaly CATimore (Computer Assisted Telephone Intervievasy
the data were weighted to match population characteristics according to gerad age
(postsurvey adjustments)The margin of error i8%on a confidence interval &5%.

The questionnaire was designgdintly by PORU and ELIAMBERd includedjuestions about
attitudes and beliefsknowledge questions and electoral behavipuesions Part of the
guestiomaire reproduced the Februariarch 2016poll. This provided the opportunity to
compare and contrast the two polls and draw conclusions abgignificant differences
between the two.

The questionnaire is composed by the followpayts;

 PartA attempts to examie general attitudesi 2 6  NRa F2 NS A Jpgsitiadz £ A Oe >
in the internationalsystemandforeign threatperceptiors.

1 Part Bfocusal on the bilateral relationsbetween Greece andthe Former Yugoslav
Republic ofMacedonia It examinesthe salience ofthe name issue, the perceived
importance ofan imminent settlement of the dispute andpreferences as to potential
solutiors. Part B alsaneasures the extent to which Gregsublic opinionperceivethe
useof the named a I O S Ru¥ tfid forrher Yugoslav Republic of Macedamsaa source
of a potential futureterritorial threat or a a falsification of Greek historyvioreover,
this part of the pollevaluatesthe role and theperceivedstance of foreign governments
and organizatiosin the efforts towardsa settlementof the dispute It also focuses on
electoral behavior in order to evaluatghether the namessue could influence a future
electoral choice.

9 Part Cincludesevaluation qeestionson the current stae of bilateral relationsthe state
of economic relationsand asksrespondents to offera prediction for the future
development ohilateralrelations,

1 Part D apart from demographics anelectoral behavior questionsittemptsto expore
the degree in which Greek publigpinion is well informedabout D NB S off®igl &
position on the name disputeand the demographics of fYROMnNd alsoexplores
attitudes towardsWa I O S Raflig&Xhat were organizedboth in the 1990s and in
recent months

This report presentthe surve) findings, bothas anoverallpicture andalsg whendata are
available,in comparativeperspective to the 2016 pollThe mainanalyticalsubgroups are
defined demographicallge.g. gender, @e group, educabn level,area of residence- but
also according toelectoral behavioror left-right selfplacement. Regarding thelatter,
respondents were asked tidentify/place themsales in one of the following option&ar
right, Right, Centrdight, Center, Centdreft, Left, Fad_eft; while a 2 y Khaw (DK)answer
and a nomapplicable optionwere also offered as a possibility for those not identifying with
any of the axipositions As is usually the casa,significant portiorof the respondents posit
themselves intdhe center (19.5%), which is slightly lower than those that claim that they do
not fit into any of these categories (21.5%he axis seems balanced though; the kfte
(cumulativeFL, L and CL)lxted 28%,while the cumulative for theight was24%.

The sample is also balanced the populationresidential density. Results are presentied
the NUTS configuration, cenprisingAttica (35.5% of the sample), Northern Greece (32.5%
of the sample), Central Greece2f®) and Aegean Islands and Crete (10€4)yasexpected




that the regional variation would holdniportant divergence as the issue is predominantly
presentand likely more emotionally chargedWorthern Greece.

Left-right axis placement
40
30
20
10
o
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Graph 1¢ Leftright axis placement




Greece 6s i nternational standing

How is Greec® aurrent international status perceived by the public opiniow2 posed
three relevant questionswhichwere the sameasin the 2016 pollThe firstquestion asked

the respondents toidentify whether D NBE S uSedtiposition is stronger, the same or
weaker than the onea year before.The majority of the respondents (45.5%) consider that
the O2dzy  NE QA LRAAGAZ2Y Aad GKS alyS la Ad gla 2y
weaker, anda mere 15.5% believes that it is strongédthough these findingpresentthe
public opinion asrather disappointed with Greed@ a a4 G| yifeA igteinatidngl
environment,the figures are still better than thosgom two years agoln the 2016 poll,
72%o0f respondentsconsideredthe O 2 dzy’ (i NB Qaswolsk thakttiak & the preceding
year. It is important to remind here that 2015 was in Greece a year of significant political
turmoil, with two elections and a referendum taking place in less than twelve months and
several months of uncertainty over the economic and political future of the tgun

In comparison to one year before, today, Greece's position into the international environment is. ..

23-25 Jan 2018 29Feb-3Mar 2016

DK/DA DK/DA

Stronger

Stronger The same

The same

455

Weaker Weaker
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Graph2cLy O2Y LI NRhazy G2 2yS @SIFNJI 6STF2NBX DNBSOSQa LRaAiAlAzy

CdzZNIKSNJ Ay SEI YAYAY3 interfafiohal stzR@ng, the gp@ldagkedDNBE SOS Q.
NBalLlR2yRSyGa (2 LidsBiohin@hé folioving 120v®uths ThalBafordty of

the respondents(44%)believed K & DNBSOSQa LIRaArAdGAzy gAff NBY!
believes that it will weaken and 17% that it will become strongecomparison to the 2016

L2ff> GKA& &SI NiuahledsRasinisye Bacy in 2016516 NdBjority of
respondents $2.5% SELISOG SR (KI i DNBSOSQa Ay(®me | GaAzzyl ¢
only 25% predicted that things would remain the same



And In the next twelve months, Greece's position into the international environment will be...

23-25 Jan 2018 29Feb-3Mar 2016

DK/DA
Stronger

Stronger

The same The same

44

Weaker Weaker

0 EAIAMEN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

GraphLy GKS ySEG (6St0S Y2yiKas yIrNB SSYSIRINBLERYESWIIA 20yA EATY (628 X K

Subsequently, respondenisere asked to express their opini@bout whether there is a
F2NBAIAYy O2dzyiNE (KF (G OzaadrdeceabSut QoaityofINGISWB R | a |
responded positivelyi,e. that they do consider that there is a foreign country that is a threat

to Greece, whilel out of 3(33.5%)R 2y Qi 02y a A RS NJ thrgad THsSmdis@2 dzy i NB |
merely the same depiction as two years befo@ompared to 2016the share of those
respondents whaobelievedthere isa foreign threathas slightly dropped69% in 2016 vs

64.5% in 2018)Thisconfirms the broader picturdghat in the 2018 poll respondents are
Y2NB LRaAaAGAOS yR fSaa LISaaAYAadgAo o62dzi DN

&
w
O

Amongthose whobelievethat there is foreign country thamnaybe perceived as a threat, a
follow-up question was set, on aapenendedformat, asking them to indicate the country
they regard as a threatAmong the64.5% thatperceive the existence of a foreidhreat,
Turkey is by far the most popular choice (78%) and Germames a distant secondith

7.5% In 2016 Turkey received pretty the same share (76.5%), while Germany has now an
important decrease (11% in 2016).

10



Do you think that there is a foreign country that could be considered as a threat to Greece ?

23-25 Jan 2018 29Feb-3Mar 2016

0 EAIAMEN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph 4¢ Do you think there is a forign country that could be considered as a threat to Greece?

LT 6S AyOfdzRS |ff LIRaaAroftS lyagSNBRZI AyOfdzZRAy3
the same question, we find that one in three (33.5%) respondents do not believe that there

is a foeign threat to Greece; half of the respondents (50.5%) consider Turkey as a threat;

4.5% consider Germarmgcompared to 7.5% in the 2016 wawvend 2.5% regard fYROM as a

threat, which is very close to the 2% perceived threat that we found in the 2016Tjpaik,

SPSy G(K2dzAK GKS aylYS RA&LWzESE R2YAYylLFGSR GKS L
the 2018 poll was fielded, the spontaneous identification of a foreign threat by respondents

returned very few responses identifying fYROM as a threat.

Overall, perceived foreign threat remained largely similar between 2016 and 2018, with

¢dzN) S& NBOSAGAYy3a G(KS WYWiAzyQa akKFrNBQ 2F NBaLk
countries receiving the same ranking in both polls, Germany presenting in both polls very

low levels of threat, neighbouring FYROM and Albania even lower levels, and countries like

the US, Russia and Bulgaria having threat perception levels close to zero.

11



No, there isn't

I don't know if there is
Yes, it's Turkey

Yer, it's Germany

“Yas, it's Albania

Yes, it's fYRoM

Yes, it's Russia

Yes, it's USA

Yes, it's Bulgaria

Yes, [other|

Yas, but | DK/DA
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Yes, [other|
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Do you think that there is a foreign country that could be considered as a threat to Greece ?

29Feb-3Mar 2016
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Graph 5¢ Do you think that there is a foreign country that could be considered as a threat to Greece?
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Greek public opinion

Ly 2NRSNJ (2

and the name dispute

groups of questionga) theperceived importanceof the dispute, (b) thecore attitudeson a
potential solution for settlementand (c) future implications that could explain both the
importance and the core stance towards the solution efforts.

The salience of the name dispute

The salierce of the name dispute is measured Itwo questions The first evaluatesthe

perceived importanceas respondents provida replyl 2

0 KS HagSapartarg go &

you personally consider the nanfieA & LJddib&singifrom aange(scale)of response items

that included + SNE X G{2YSK2g¢ 3
about the negotiation processand more specifically
importance to the respondent.

a ! . THe %sdatandigGestionmsks:
if an immediate solution is of

Macedonia ?

100
5 70,5

25

How important do you consider the name dispute between Greece and the former Yugoslav Republic of

Per population subgroup - A comparison among those consider the issue as "Very important’

s 59 56,5 . - 5 61 61,5
50

Total Men Women 17-34 35-54 55+ HS Sec Uni Post Attica N Greece C Greece [sl&Crete
100 a5
75 63,5 65,5 A 62 61,5 e n 59,5 59,5
w0 42
25
0
Pub Priv Pens Self Hous Stud Unempl WV Bad Bad Mot good Good
100 84
. 71 " 65 71 75 o 72,5
50 40 b pu
25
0
FL L CL C CR R FR na DK SYRIZA MNA

EAIAMEN

Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit

Graph 6¢ How important do you consider the name dispute between Greece and the former Yugoslav

Republic of Macedonia?

With regards to the perceived importance of the name dispute, two thiodsthe
respondenty65%)consider the issue of great importancehile on the contrary the issue is
considered as not importartty only 9.5%of respondents Higherthan the average is the
perceived importance for women (70.5%), age group$8%and 55, and people located in
the Northern Greece (69%). Also, it is higferpeople that place themselves on the center

13 |
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and right of the leftright spectrum, as well for New Democracy (ND) votgrgontrast,the
perceived importance is lower than average among men (59%), holders of postgraduate
degree (52%). Also, SYRIZ/Aeko{60%) and people that place themseloesthe left side of

the LR continuunshow lower than the average rates.

How important is for you an immediate solution to this issue

23-25 Jan 2018 29Feb-3Mar 2016

Very Very
Somehow Somehow
Alittle bit 13 Alittle bit 10,5
Not at all .13 Not at all I10
DK/DA |2 DKDA | 2,5
0 25 50 75 100 0 25 50 75 100
EAIAMEN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph 7¢ How important is for you an immediate solution to this issue?

Turning to the question of the immediacy of a solution, a vemfostable majority consider

very (53%) and somewhat (19%) important to have an immediate solution to the name
dispute. In contrast, only 13% assign little importance and another 13% no importance to
the solution. When comparing with the findings of the BQdoll, we see that the results are
similar, but the importance of the immediate settlement is slightly reduced.

Overall, when combining questions aboutthe importance of the name disputeand
imminent character ofits settlement, we can draw the conclueidhat the perceived
salience is extremely higiiwo thirds 65%) of all respondentsconsider the issue to be of
very high importance, whilenore than half $3% consider an quick settlement of the
dispute as very importantesponded that it should be refved the soonest possible.

14



The name dispute: attitudes towards a potential solution

At this point we reach what can be considered the most important question of polls about

the name dispute, namely the solution that the Greek public opinion would accept in view of

a compromise between the two sides. A lamgejority of respondents rejecany reference

G2 GKS GSNY daal OSR2yAlFE¢ & | LINI 2F | ye 7Fdzidz
that they could accept a composite nanieK i g2 dzZf R Ay Of dzZRSThés&S G SN)Y
two options6 I O2YLIR aAGS yIYS O2yil Aykefeencétsi e 4§ SNY da
term) are the two opposing stances in both theublic discoursand the politicapositioning

for example,on theone hand theLJr NI A OA L) y (i & kalffes drfd Somé af th& SR2 Y A |
Greek partieslemandedthat no referenceto thetermé a  OSR2y Al ¢ A& YIRS Ay
that will result from the name issue negotiations; on the other hahe, Greek Ministry for

Foreign Affairs, the majogovernmenal partner SYRIZA, and in factk S O 2 affigial NBE Q &
positionsince the mid 2000s havel abnsidered a compromise that would include the term

Gal OSR2Yy Al ¢ AYy LINAYOALX S | OOSLIilofSo

Which of the following would you accept as a solution to the name dispute ?
23-25 Jan 2018 29Feb-3Mar 2016
Composite s | f Composite I
MName T i H Name
DK/DA 6 DK/DA 5
[s] 25 50 75 100 o 25 50 75 100
Comparative assassment per population subgroup
100 76 77
71,5 73 70,5 74 71 72 74
6 70 68 60,5 67,5 64,5
50
25 A 7 <z ez Sy —7
o 225 24 215 235 g5 24 %85 995 995 25 27 1921 245
Total Men Women 17-34 35-54 55+ HS Sec uni Post Attica N Greece C Greece |sl&Crete
100 78
70,5 74 49 72,5 72,5 66.5 72,5 73 69 69
N, C—
75 G e S—— s — A
50
25 V— — — = — — 7
26,5 o 25 2 T &0 Ny v 25,5 23,5
° ' 20 22 20 12.5 18 8 21 . ]
Pub Priv Pens self Hous Stud Unempl v Bad Bad Not good Good
100 85
81,5 84 81,5
Y — N 75 75 76
75 A e W —" - —Ae 64 ,‘A
53,5 52,5 ~——A
. A 455 C
E——— —7_
25 a0 46 2 e g N e
N N e 25 D 20 3 v
0 14 1 | 15 15
FL L cL c fe R R na DK SYRIZA ND
EAIAMERN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph 8¢ Which of the following would you accept as a solution to the name dispute?
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When comparing these findings with the 2016 poll we find thatréjectionist camp (i.e. no
NEFSNBYOS (2 GSNY¥Y dal OSR2yAlF£0 KF& KFR F &Kl NL
I aYlFtft SN YF22NARGe 2F pm: RAR y2d OOSLIG & NJ
part of It is On the previous wave, in 2016, the-compomising stance was supported by

57%, while thecomposite name was supported B$%.

It is worth noting here that while we adopted in this question we provideslightlyvaried

set of responsg between 2016 and 2018n the 2016 poll, respondents were offered the

following three response: (a) the approval of a composite hame, (b) the rejection of any
NEFSNBYOS (2 GKS GSNXY aakO%Reg#kticEna nam@n G KS | O
2018, we omit thethird response since witthe name issue gaining plentifmedia coverage

and political salience alear dichotomyd St ¢SSy G(KS ay2 NBEFSNBYyOS¢ |y
options has emergedSo, as the (c) choice ¥ (G KS Oz2yadAilddziazylft yIY
al OS R dsyhatlagart of the phlic discourse, any reference to this could have been

totally misleading Also, in 2018 we provideexplicit examples for each of the response

items.

At the research report ofthe 2016 poll we also commented that the methodology we

followed might have impéd that the phrasing of the question invites more moderate
FyasgSNARZ Ay GKS aSyasS GKIFG AG R2Sa yz2a4 ai ¥2N
about whether they would be ready to accept a certain solutiBo, with this approach,
respondents W2 g 2dzf R ISYSNIffe& LINBEFSNI y2 NBFSNByOS
willing to accept a compromise solution taking into account that realistically one cannot be
overoptimigic about optimal outcomes on the issu&Ve should repeat, for comparison

purposes the above comment also to this report. Of course, the elaboration on this

hypothesis is beyond the scope of this report

lRRAGAZ2y I ftex a ¢S Syvffidial pogitibndsRo tiyyo reachvac = D NB S (
compromise solution on the issue based@®¥ O 2 Y LJ2 & A (i Swillyinclydétiee tedink |-

d a I OS R Ag/thel offictal website of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Hellenic
Republicstatesd h dzNJ LJI2 aA A2y A& Of SFEN¥Y | O2YLRdzyR yI YS
0KS $2NR aal O38IReuged indehtion ti dvergonedga omney for all uses
R2YSaidarO | yR4Ghsgkigbvdimerts Bayel beeh degotiating on that hasis

mainly about the scope of the use of thegotiatedterm, i.e. whether it will have domestic

or only internaional use or whether such international use will be uniform byaout the

geographical qualifier to be used and othgrbsidiaryissues.The same comments apply to

the 2018 poll and demonstrate that a large majority of the public opinion in Greecamhs

continues to be opposed to the official position of the Greek diplomacy on the issue.

Within subgroups, the most compromising stance is reported by the left oriented (46%
compromising vs 45.5 necompromising), centeleft (42% compromising vs 52.5%m
compromising), SYRIZA voters (31% compromising vs 64%ongmomising)and people

who live in Attica (27% compromising vs 64.5% Hwompromising). The most rejectionist
outlook can be foundamong people that place themselves on the center and righthef
left-right axis,New Democracy voters (81.5% noompromising stance) and among the
residentsof the Northern Greece (77%).

A 2 4 A x

TothosewhoNBE2SOG SR Fye NBFTSNBYyOS (énquesiéh ask&INY dal OS
was whether they wouldassess positivelgr negativelya solution thatwould satisfies the
their preferred option of no reference b yf @ F2 NJ DNE S O Svith fYROME | (G S NI €

4 See the official website of the Hellenic Mi#tp://www.mfa.gr/en/fyrom-name-issue/ accessed2July 2016.
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More than 8 out of 10 replied thathey would seedevelopmentnegatively Similarly, a
follow on questionwasasedto thosewho acceped a compositename;they were askedf

they would viewpositivdy or negativdy a solution whereby a composite hame wouléd
adopted for all international relations, while fYROM could maintains its current
constitutional name for dmestic use More than half of respondents thought that this
would be a negative developmenwhile 21% responded that this could be seen positively.

Future implications from a potential solution

One of the purposgof this part was to explore the roots of the rejectionist approadfe

FAa1 SR NBaLRyRSy(Ga [02dzi GKSANI 2LIAYAZ2vhe dZaAy I (¢
dzal 38 2F (KS bhSKROM implledditiRetgfritoriad threatand that it is a

falsification of Greek historyRespondents were asked tdeclare their agreement or
disagreementwith these argumentsWe found that the argument about fture territorial

threat is supported by 6 out of 10 responden{80.5%), while one in three respogiwts

(31%) disagreerThis is actually a similar depictiom the 2016poll, with a slight increase of

those that believethe future territorial threat argument The historical falsification

argument is supported by a wider majoriay 72.5%, while 2 out df0 respondentslisagree.

Some people believe that the use of the name "Macedonia” implies a future territorial dispute.
Do you agree or disagree with this statement.

23-25 Jan 2018 . 29Feb-3Mar 2016

Disagree Disagree

DK/DA

Neither agree nor DK/DA

disagree
Neither agree nor
Agree disagree Agree
0 EAIAMEN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph9¢{ 2YS LIS2LX S 0StASQOS (KU GKS dzaS 2F GKS ylYS dal OSR:
you agree or disagree with this statement?

And what is the impacof a delayin settling the dispute? Could it be harmfulto DNBE S OS Qa
interests?Interestingly, m this questionwe found noteworthy differencesfrom the 2016

poll. Back in2016 the vast majority of the respondentgl.5%)considered that any delay is

KFENYFdzZ G2 DNBSOSQa Aticeal8eNdBciieds®d, ad nggalthoughstill § K SNB A 2
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majority- the 56.5% agree with this statementOf course, this presents a major
inconsistency. While public opinion supports that the issue is of extreme importance and
should be resolved the soonest possible,l#odbelieves that any delay is not so harmful for
DNBESOSQa Ay (S NBrbé axplained\d® the obirfedt cirduihatance in the name
dispute. As the major governmental coalition party (SYRIE&vely promotes a solution

that will include the terma a I O S R and kjiveé theoverall rejectionist outlookof the
majority of the public opinionmany respondents probably felt that the sense of urgency in

(KS YFGGSNI Aa y2id Ay DNBSOSQa AyGSNBaid FyR

guestion

The delay of the solution harms our country

23-25 Jan 2018 29Feb-3Mar 2016

DK/DA DK/DA

,’? EAIAMEN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph 10¢ The delay of the solution harms our country?

Another question attempted to clarify the way people vigve implications from the delay

in the settlement of the name disput®espondentsvere askedo assess the probability for

a defacto recognitionof fYROM- & & w S LJdzo £ A Qin Ba3ehare ishs &etlgfment &

to the dispute even under a composite nandenong four options, that expressed certainty,
high probability, low probability and no probability at all, the first twooides cokcted
(cumulatively) 8.5%. More specifically, 20.5% asserted certainty and 43% high probability
that if a compromise solution, even under a composite hame, is not reached soon then
fYROM will be widely recognized as Republic of Macedtingone of the paradoxes of the
Greek public opinion attitudes thahat the distribution of these answers is pretty similar
amongboth those who reject any compromise solution and those velsgept a composite
name In both groups,small probabilitiesof such an outcome is supported by few
respondents (29% among those that accept a composite solution and 30% ahuzagthat
reject any referencél 2 (G KS (i S NI, Cértaity OrS&cB § develbpment is at 28.5%
for those who suppori composite solutin and at17.5% among the rejectionists.
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The role of i nternational actors

Another aspect, also expladein a comparative approach with the 20ll, was the
assessment of the innaément of international actorshithe efforts for the settlement of the
dispute The advantage of this question is thabffers alsoinsightsabout the Greek public
2 LIA Y doeralQ attitude towards international organizations and countri€3n this
jdzSaGA2y> (GKS W52y Qi Yy2¢ | yaglaoks knowledgs

that is recognized by respondeniBhe most favorable attitudeare expressed for Russia, as

18%of respondentsconsider thatMoscow favours Greece, 20.5%at it favoursfYROM,

21.5% thait is impartial and 40% Dy Khéw. In contrast, the results are pretty damning for

lj dzA G S

traditional allies and partners of Greece. Only 5.5% consider that the EU favours Greece, and
the percentages for NATO, the US and Germany are at 7%, 5% and 5.5% respectively.

Instead, a third or more of rgmndents believe that EU, the &8d Germany favour fYROM

in the dispute. Overall, the Greek public opinion does not consider any of the measured
actors to bemore supportive of Greece; in contrast, for all actors measured, between 3 and
4 out of 10 considr that they are favour fYROM in the dispute. Interestingly, back in,2016

0KS 52yQi Yy26 ydzYoSNE 6SNBE KAIKSNI I a

6 SNB

international actors as favouring fYROM. The percentages of those seeing a favouring of

Greece wee equally low in 2016This is one addiinal indication of the introvertand

pessimistic moodhat the Greek public opiniotmolds when it expresses its feelings towards

international actors.

Some organizations and foreign governments have been involved in the effort to solve the name dispute. Do
you believe that the efforts of ...

23-25 Jan 2018 ‘ 29Feb-3Mar 2016 ‘
EU 38,5 - . EU 5 33.5_ 21
UsA 52? _ 30 UsA 5 626 255 |
Germany 2/%,5 : 36,5 Germany 2;6.5 ‘ 28,5

0 25 50 75 B favorls) Greece Common 25 50 75 100
M favor(s) fYROM [l DK/DA

£) SAME Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph11 ¢ Some organizations and feign governments have been involved in the effort to solve the name

RAALzISP 52 e2dz 6StASPS GKIFG GKS STFF2NIa 27X
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Bilateral relations between Greece and the Former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia

In this sectionwe attempted to evaluatattitudes onthe currentstate and future prospects
of relations between Greece and fYRORe@rding the current statethe majority of the
respondents (57%) consider them neither good, had. About 3 out of 10 assessations
as good, and only 1 out of 10 considers them bRadimilar picture arose when respondents
were asked to assess current relations in comparison to 12 months befiB%
consideedthat relations deteriorated, while 22.5% consider that they énédwmproved As for
the next 12 months, viewappear more diverseprobablyreflecting theunclear political
environment and potential implications on future developmenkdore than half of the
respondents either B y &ibw (22.5%) or consider thatelations will remain the same
(37%).Another 22% bdkve that relations will deteriorate, while only 18.5% believe that
they will improve.

Bilateral relations

In comparison to 12 months ago, And within 12 months they will

Today, bilateral relations are today they are ... get...

Good Better Better

22,6

o7 56,5
The same
Neither good, or The same
bad
EAIAMEN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph 12 Bilateral Relations
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Assessment of hilateral economic relations

Our poll also measured the attitudes ahe Greek public opinionabout the state of
economic cooperation between the two countrie&reece and fYROM maintain a long
lasting economic cooperation, since major Greek organizations lmasde significant
investmentin fYROM This question offers thepportunity to examine the beliefs Greek
society holds about the economic basis of relations with Ball@ighbors, especiallgfter
the mid-1990s

Regarding bilateral economic relations. do you believe that...
23-25 Jan 2018 29Feb-3Mar 2016
Only FYROM Only TYROM
"genemed 12 benefited 1 2'5
Only Greece Only Greece
f:eneiiled 0.5 benefited 05
fYROM benefited fYROM benefited £
more 33'5 more 39':
Greece benefited Greece benefited
more 3 '5 more 3
They were They were
mutually 38 mutually a3
benefited benefited
DK/DA 12,5 DK/DA 11,5
0 25 50 75 100 0 25 30 75 100
EAIAMEN Hellenic Foundation for European & Foreign Policy :: UoM Research Institute Public Opinion Research Unit II I

Graph 13 Bilateral Economic Relations

The majority of respondents consider that there is clear winner of this cooperation and this
is fYROM. 33.5uf respondentdelieve that fYROM gained more than Greece and 12% that
only fYROM benefited, leading to4&.5% in overall that believes that theittome of the
OAfFGSNYt SO2y 2 Y miual OehelitidSTRG siaterfeyit thatb@thycOuintries
mutual benefited is supported by 38% and only 4% consider that Greece was the main
winner of this cooperationThe ranking of the resultare quite sinilar to those of the
previous 2016 pallAlthough there is @ecreasdn the percentage of those regard fYROM as

a clear winner (45.5% in 2018 while it was 5292016, the distribution of the answers is
similar. The majority believethat fYROM was thergy beneficiary (33.5% in 2018 and 39.5%

in 2016), there is a small increase among those that believe that economic partnership
helped both countries (38% in 2018 while it was 33% in 2016), and in both waves only a
minor share regard Greece as the only ékcary (4% in 2018 vs 3.5% in 2016).
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How well informed is the Greek public ?

One of theissueswe aimedto explore was the degree of knowledge thhe public opinion
possesses about fYROMd the dispute So, v wanted to explore two maimpotential
misconceptions aboub NB S 2i§Hddur:how awarerespondentsare about the religious
composition off , w h poguationand alsoif respondents] y 24 ¢KI G A& DNBSOSQ:
position on thename dispute These two concepts represent the two differentesdon the
same coinOur poll found that respondents have a lack of knowledge about the population
of fYROM and the fact that its majority is Christiafhe question provided to the
respondents only two options, so they were asked to choifsthey believel that the
majority in fYROM i€hristiansor Muslims. The correct reply was given by the 24% of
respondents. In contrasB6% of respondents replied that theajority of fYROM population

is Muslim Among subgroupsnly postgraduate degree holders (35.5&)dyounger people

of age betweenl7-34 (33%)gave correct answersthat exceededthe averageAlso, if we
compare sukgroups according to the perceived importance of the issue and the
compromising or netompromising stance on the solutiowe notice thatonly those that

do not regard the issue as important differ significantly from the average of the correct
answers.

The majority of the people live in fYROM are...
Comparative assessment of the right answers - per population subgroup
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Graph 14¢ The majority of the people live in fYROM axe

2 A0K NB3IFNRa (2 DNBSOSQa LI2aAlABrsdayewdlKS A aadzS
aware ofthe conli NBE Q& 2 F T ReSpbridénts hieiakkédiaffiyhdhat a statement

giventhat RSAONA O SR DNBSOSQa 2FFAOAUAA LREMLINIRYA yAl Al
although the issuavashighlycovered bythe media and thé'hessalonikially washeldjust a

few days before thgoll was fieldedonly a marginal majorityf the public opinioncould

correctlyidentify the official Greekposition. About half ofrespondents, either did not know



or respondedincorrectly. Specifally, 34%repliedi KI & G KS 3IABSYy
official position was wrong, and 14.5%a notknow.
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The degree of knowledge is correlated with the educational level, as more educated people
have better knowledge of the issu€verall, holders of a posggraduate degree seem to
know better than other demographic categorit®e O2 dzy § NE Q& 2 FFA.Butl € L2 aA i
the best knowledge of the issue present amonghose that accept a compromisslution
(72.5%) andamongthose where the prceived importanceof the issueis low (72%).In
contrast the lowest rates i.e. the least knowledge of the official positiaguld be found
among those that reject any referende the term Macedonig44.5% of correct answers),
voters of the main oppadson party ND (44.5%and people that place themselves on the
right side of the lefright axis.Also, as the degree of knowledge is correlated with the
educational level, the less educated have worse knowledigthe issue tharthe better
educated ones.

Graph15¢¢ KS 2FFAOALFf O2dzy iNREQa LRaAlAzy
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