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Introduction

The European Foundations Surveyas commissioned bythe European Foundation CentrdEFC) in
anticipation of the inaugural Foundation Week,due totake place in Brusseldrom 31 May to 4 June,
2010. The surveywas conducted by Gallup inFebruary-March 2010.

The European Foundations &vey was an online survey targeted at Members of the European
Parliament (MEPs) The OO O OB A B O1 T wadité Widy&©akknowledge gap onhow foundations

were seen by MEPsAl OET OCE /& 61 AAOEI 1 0 AOA AT CACAA ET AOAC
OEAOA EO 1 EOOI A AT AOI AT OAOGEIT 11 Eix OEAEO xI OE
politicians.

The goal of the survey was, #refore, to gain a better idea oMEPSperception, knowledge and
actual contact with foundations and the sector as a whole. The survey also aimed to collect their
views on potential EU legislative action in the field, notably on potential regulation conogng a
European Foundation Statute.

All MEPs were invited to participatein order to help foundations gain a better understanding of

their opinions and thus enable the sector to enhance its engagement with Europe and its citizehs.

encourage MEPs tacontribute their views, the EBE AT A ' Al 1 Op BI AACAA O A
Belgian Consortium Haiti Lavi 1212, created following the earthquake of January 12, 2010for each

of the first 50 completed questionnaires.

In total, 92 MEPscompleted the surveylt is important to remember that although the response rate
averaged 13%, the MEPs who replied to the survewere not necessarily representative of the
European Parliament(EP) as a wholeIndeed, me could reasonably assume thathe MEPs who took
the time to participate probably had a keener interest in foundations andwvould be more likely to
have existing connectionswith the sector.

1 We would like to acknowledge the participation of the following MEPs who were among the first 50 to
respond to the survey:Fiorello Provera; Andreas Molzer; Markus Ferber; Kinga Goncz; Nigel Farage;
Rainer Wieland; Michael Gabhler; loannis A. Tsoukalas; Roger Helmer; Godfrey Bloom; Madaan
Marinescu; Santiago Fisas Ayxela; Estelle Grelier; Pascale Gruny; Sergio Paolo Francesco Silvestris;
Charles Goerens; Antigoni Papadopoulou; Marig#hérése Sancheschmid; Tanja Fajon; Nikolaos
Salavrakos; Nadia Hirsch; Monica Luisa Macovei; Stanimir licheMichail Tremopoulos; HansGert
Péttering; Jacek Wlosowicz; Emil Stoyanov
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This chapter focugs on the characteristics ofparticipating MEPsin terms of gender, age, political

group affiliation andthe country in which they were elected

As shown from the description below, the characteristics ofrespondentswere quite similar to those

of MEPsin general

Male-female distribution

100 - -

80 s 35 —
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Female

40 -
m Male

20 +

All respondents EP as a whole

Q19: Could you please indicate your gender? Results in %
Base left-side: all responding MEPs (92), base right-side: all MEPs (736)

Age

The age profile of respondentsvas also o
very similar to that of MEPs as a whole: ~Age distribution

Gender

Among the 92 MEPs who
answered the surveyover a third
(36%, 33 respondenty were
female and around two-thirds
(64%, 59 respondenty were
male.

The gender distribution among
respondents was the sameasthat
of the European Parliamentin
total: 35% women, 66% men.

a third (34%, 31 respondenty were 50
under 50 compared to 37%of all MEPs,

while two-thirds (66%, 61 respondent3 40
were aged 50 or above (63% of all
MEPS).

<40 years
old

30

The similarity extended to sub-age
groups with the age bracket 5659 20
representing the largest single group
41% of respondents and37% of MEPs 10 |
in total.

40-49 years
old

m 50-59 years
old

m>=60 years
old

. . _ 0
Likewise, one respondentin four (25%) All respondents EP as a whole

was aged 60 or above (compared to

Q20: Could you please indicate your age? Results in %

26% among all M EPF and one inseven Base left-side: all responding MEPs (92), base right-side: all MEPs (736)

(14%) was below 40 (vs.13%).
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In terms of political affiliation, nearly half of respondents (47% 43 participants) were from the
%O0O0T BAAT O0AT PI AGO 0AOOU jofMERsS aAtole(@HOAA O 1T OAO A

Political group distribution

Group of the European People's Party
(Christian Democrats) (EPP)
Group of the Progressive Alliance of
Socialists and Democrats (S&D) 25
Group of the Alliance of Liberals and
Democrats for Europe (ALDE) 11
Group of the Greens/European Free H All respondents
Alliance 8 EP as a whole
European Conservatives and Reformists
Group 7
Confederal Group of the European United
Left - Nordic Green Left 5
Europe of Freedom and Democracy
Group 4

Non-attached member 4

Q22: Could you please indicate your political group in the European Pariliament? Results in %
Base upper-side: all responding MEPs (92), base lower-side: all MEPs (736)

The Group of the ProgressiveAlliance of Socialiss and Democrats (S&D) and the Gup of the
Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe (ALDEjvere represented in the survey in
proportions similar to their weight in the European Parliament as a whole: a fifth of participating
MEPs(21%, 19 respondentd were from the S&Dand a tenth (11%, 10 respondentd from ALDE
compared to 25% and 11%, respectivelyof all MEPs

MEPs from smaller politicalgroups made up the remaining fifth of respondents (19%) compared to
24% in the entire European Parliament.

At first sight, the overrepresentation of the EPPstands out A closer look at the profile of
respondents whoexplicitly refused to participate, however,revealed that in fact, it was MEPs from
ALDE and the Greens/EFA who were more likgto havedeclined to participate.

Country of election

MEPs from rearly all | £ OE Menfi& Stétesparticipated in the survey and in proportions
OEI EIl AO O OEAEO Anth® Eudopdad Farliamétd OA OAT OAQET 1

Onceagain, the distribution ofrespondents between old[EU1%) and new Member StategNMS12%)
was nearly the same as in the European Parliament as a whole: 7 in 10 (73856 respondentg were
from the EU15 and 3 in 10 (29%27 respondents were from the NMS12compared to 73% and
27%, respectively, of all MEPs.

2 EU15 refers to thenumber of Member States in the European Union prior to the accession of ten candidate
countries on 1 May 2004. The EU15 comprises the following 15 countries: Austria, Belgium, Denmark,
Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlandstial, Spain, Sweden and the
UK.

3 NMS12 refers to the 10 new Member States that joined the EU in May 2004 in addition to Bulgaria and
Romania, which joined the EU in January 2007.
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It was noteworthy that one
in five respondents were
German MEPs (19 in total);
this could possibly be related
to the strong visibility of the
German  foundations in
Brussels. Next in line were
other large European nations
with MEPs from France,
Poland, Italy, Spain and the
UK representing
approximately a third (35%)
of respondents.

Interestingly enough,
although MEPs from the UK

make up about a tenth of the European Parliament, only 1 in 3tarticipants (5%) were from the
UK. Onecould also mentionthe strong interest in the survey fromCypriot MEPs two-thirds of them
(that is, 4 MEPs)articipated. There were no respondents fromeither Malta or Slovakia.

Country distribution (%)

25

20

m All respondents

15

EP as a whole
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Base left-side: all responding MEPs (92), base right-side: all MEPs (736)
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Q21: Could you please indicate the country in which you were elected? Results in %
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Level of knowledge and contact with foundations among MEPs

Overall knowledge of foundations

About two-thirds of MEPs(68%) claimed to have a good overall knowledge of foundation®nein
10 (9%) felt that their knowledge was very poor.

Female respondents reported a slightly
better  knowledge of  foundations:
approximately three-quarters (73%) felt
that they were knowledgeable about
foundations compared to around two-
thirds of their male counterparts (64%).

It should be noted thatparticipating female
MEPsproved more likely to bein regular
contact with foundations than their male
peers(seefurth er in this report).

Participating MEPs across the main three
political groups stated an equally highlevel
of overall knowledge of foundations: at
least 7 in 10 saidthat they had agood
understanding, irrespective of whether they were affiliated to theEPP, S&D or ALDE 0%-74%).4

Overall knowledge of foundations by political group

80
60 65 B
63 60 o
40 Very poor
Fairly poor
30 Fairly good
20 24
21 m Very good
16
g 5 J 10 e 10
0 B 10 10
EPP S&D ALDE All
Q1. How would you rate youroverall knowledge of foundations? / respondents

Q22: Could you please indicate your political group in the European Parliament? Results in %, Base: all responding MEPs (92)

201 AAOA AR AxAOA OEAO OEA 1 ACAT A MEPAirom the® &réup bfthd Bréeds) 6
of the European Conservatives and Reformists, of the European United Left/Nordic Green Left and of Europe
of Freedom and Democracy as well as nesttached responding MEPs.
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