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APPENDIX A
CHAPTERI

Measures and Models in Homogamy and Mixed marriage Research’

Mixed marriage can be calculated for the stock of marriages at a given point in
time (prevalence measures) or for people who marry in a given period of time (incidence
measures).

Incidence measures are generally preferable, in particular if one analyses trends.
If the stock of marriages is used (prevalence measures), one can analyse characteristics
at the time of survey or characteristics at the time of marriage.

The latter measures are more suitable than the former because some characteristics
change after marriage. Because partners may become more alike during marriage- they
may switch faith, for example, or influence each other's occupational career- current
measures of homogamy tend to be biased upwardly.

To describe mixed marriage, various measures have been used. To explain these, it is
helpful to consider the following marriage table.

MEASURES
The most general measure is the percentage of couples mixed married:

([C.sub.BAJ+[C.sub.AB])
N
When calculating group-specific measures, it makes a difference if one considers couples
or individuals. The percentage of A-type couple mixed married is
([C.sub.BAJ+[C.sub.AB]) , While the percentage of A-type married
([C.sub.BAJ+[C.sub.AB]+[C.sub.AA])

persons mixed married is CAB , formales and [C.sub.BA] for females.
[M.sub.A] [F.sub.A]

While percentages are simple and informative measures to describe mixed marriage, they
provide little information about the strength of endogamy because they lack a reference
point. If 40% of a group marries endogamously, is this evidence for a preference to marry
within rather than outside the group? Percentages are also less useful for comparing
groups because when selection is random, small groups are less likely to marry within
their group than large groups.

FEMALES
Group A Group B Total married
MALES Group A [C.sub.AA] [C.sub.AB] [M.sub.A]
Group B [C.sub.BA] [C.sub.BB] [M.sub.B]
Total married [F.sub.A] [F.sub.B] N

These problems are overcome by a more recent measure, the odds ratio.

' The sources are Matthijs Kalmijn’s article “Intermarriage and homogamy: causes, patterns, trends’, Annual Review of
Sociology, 1998, v24, p395(27) and Lee, Sharon; Fernandez,M * article “Trends in Asian American racial/ethnic
intermarriage: a comparison of 1980 and 1990 census data”, Sociological Perspectives, 1998,v41, n2, p.323(20).
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The odds ratio is defined as the odds that an A-type male marries an A-type female
(rather than a B-type female), divided by the odds that a B-type male marries an A-type
female, i.e.

([C.sub.AA]/ [C.sub.BA]) .

([C.sub.AB]/ [C.sub.BB]

If there are more than two groups in the marriage table, one can calculate odds ratios for
each group separately. If [C.sub.AX] and [C.sub.XA] are marriages of A-type males and
females with all other groups, and [C.sub.XX] are marriages that do not involve A-type
males or females, the odds ratio can be defined as

([C.sub.AA]/ [C.sub.AX]) .

([C.sub.XA)/ [C.sub.XX])
Odds ratios have two important advantages.
First, they provide a reference point: Odds ratios greater than one indicate that there is
more endogamy than one would expect, and the larger the ratio, the greater the degree of
endogamy.
Second, odds ratios are useful for comparing endogamy across groups because they are
independent of the relative sizes of the groups in the marriage table.

A disadvantage of the measures discussed above is that they are based on the
married or marrying population. A measure of mixed marriage that takes into account that
not everyone marries is the mixed marriage index Z, which is based on so-called
harmonic mean models developed by Schoen (1988).

If [M.sub.P] and [F.sub.P] refer to the total number of males and females in the respective
groups (married and unmarried), Z is defined as

( [C.sub.AB] +[C.sub.BA] + [Csub.BA] + [C.sub.AB] )
[M.sub.PA] _[F.sub.PA] _[M.sub.PB] _[F.subPB]

( [M.sub.A] + [M.sub.B] +[F.sub.A] +[F.sub.B] )
[M.subPA] [M.sub.PB] [F.sub.PA] [F.sub.PB]

This mixed marriage index ranges from zero for minimum mixed marriage to one for
maximum mixed marriage. When selection is random, the index takes the value of 0.5
(Schoen 1988).

Percentage, odds ratios, and mixed marriage index can be applied to both ordered
and nonordered characteristics. For ordered characteristics, another common measure is
the Pearsonian correlation between spouses’ traits. A positive correlation means that
high-status men marry higher-status women than low-status men; it does not necessarily
mean that people marry within their group. The correlation between the ages of husband
and wife, for example, is strongly positive, even though most men marry somewhat
younger women.

Index of Mixed marriage Distance

Conventional sociological theory assumes that mixed marriage between members
of two different groups signals the breakdown of social distance between the two groups.
The concept of social distance can be applied to census data and approximated by the
Index of Mixed marriage Distance (Gurak and Fitzpatrick 1992; Lee and Yamanaka 1990;
Leon 1975; Parkman and Sawyer 1967).

The index, Q, is based on pair-analysis, that is, it measures the relative distance (or
proximity) between a given pair of groups. The index is calculated using marriages as the
unit of analysis, as follows:

Q=10 x [log.sub.10] [[N.sub.A] x [N.sub.B]/ 1/ 2 [(N.sub.AB] + [N.sub.BA]).sup.2]]
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Where [N.sub.A] refers to all marriages between members of Group A and NB refers to all
marriages between members of Group B (thus, [N.sub.A] and [N.sub.B] measure the
number of endogamous marriages in each group);

[N.sub.AB] is the number of marriages where the husband is from Group A and the wife
from Group B, and

[N.sub.BA] is the number of marriages where the husband is from Group B and the wife
from Group A.

Multiplying the result by 10 (which removes the decimals) and taking its log (which
compress the range of values) yields Q. The index controls for the well-known effect of
group size by making its value equal 0 for any group with itself. As Q moves from the
baseline value of 0, mixed marriage distance increases (that is, mixed marriage is less
frequent).

MODELS

Second to measures of mixed marriage, loglinear models have been used describe
patterns of marriage selection. These models assume that the expected counts in the
marriage table are a multiplicative function of sample size, the number of males in a
group, the number of females in a group, and an interaction parameter, which measures
marriage selection independent of the marginal row and column distributions.

Many ways to model the interaction parameter exist, but many authors present
parameters for the tendency to marry within the group (endogamy) and parameters for the
tendency to avoid intermarrying when controlling for the tendency to marry within the
group (mixed marriage). The latter parameters are often equivalent to odds ratios and
have described by the metaphors of distances or boundaries between groups (Mare 1991;
Kalmijn 1991b).

When characteristics are ordered, loglinear models also provide single measures of
association that are comparable to correlations but independent of marginal distributions,
i.e. uniform association models (Hout 1982).

When characteristics are not ordered, special types of loglinear models exist that provide
measures of the distances between groups as revealed by the marriage frequencies in the
table, i.e. logmultiplicative models (Johnson 1980; Kalmijn 1993a).
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Table 2.1. Total Marriage in Cyprus by Year and Type

Year Type of marriage
Total Ecclesiastical (%) Civil (%)

1989 5.597 4.858 87 739 13
1990 5.577 4.623 83 954 17
1991 6.177 5.196 84 981 16
1992 4.857 3.422 70 1.435 30
1993 5.999 4.401 73 1.598 27
1994 6.097 4.040 66 2.057 34
1995 6.669 4.073 61 2.596 39
1996 5.761 3.000 52 2.761 48
1997 7.187 4.145 58 3.042 42
1998 7.738 3.647 47 4.091 53
1999 9.080 3.932 43 5.148 57
2000 9.282 3.272 35 6.010 65
2001 10.574 3.684 35 6.890 65
2002 10.284 3.620 35 6.664 65
2003 10.810 3.898 36 6.912 64
2004 10.931 3.359 31 7.572 69
Total | 122.620 63.170 52 59.450 48

Data calculated from: POPULATION STATISTICS, Reports No. 27-42, Statistical Service,

Republic of Cyprus

Table 2.2 Percentage of marriages by Type and Nationality of partners for all
marriages in Cyprus by Year

Marriages Marriages Marriages
Total number Ecclesiastical Civil between two between with both
Year of marriages marriages marriages Cypriot one Cypriot partners of
in Cyprus % % partners partner and one foreign

% of foreign nationality

nationality %
%

1989 5.597 87 13 74 16 10
1990 5.577 83 17 71 16 13
1991 6.177 84 16 75 13 12
1992 4.857 70 30 61 14 25
1993 5.999 73 27 63 15 22
1994 6.097 66 34 54 16 30
1995 6.669 61 39 53 15 32
1996 5.761 52 48 44 16 40
1997 7.187 58 42 49 17 34
1998 7.738 47 53 40 16 44
1999 9.080 43 57 35 16 49
2000 9.282 35 65 30 16 54
2001 10.574 35 65 28 16 56
2002 10.284 35 65 27 17 56
2003 10.810 36 64 28 18 54
2004 10.931 31 69 24 19 57
Average 7.663 52 48 43 16 41

Data calculated from: POPULATION STATISTICS, Demographic Reports No.27- 42, Statistical Service,
Republic of Cyprus, Table 2.1 and Table 2.2a.
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Table 2.2a. All Marriages and Mixed Marriages involving Cypriots by Year and Sex

All Marriages involving All Mixed Marriages All Intra and Mixed Marriages
Year Cypriots involving Cypriots by sex | involving Cypriots by sex
Intra (1) | Mixed(2) | Total (3) Females | Males (6) | Females (7) Males (8)

(5+6) (1+2) (5) (1+5) (1+6)

1989 4.127 874 5.001 371 503 4.498 4.630
1990 3.948 867 4.815 325 542 4.273 4.490
1991 4.615 776 5.391 346 430 4.961 5.045
1992 2.950 689 3.639 262 427 3.212 3.377
1993 3.769 920 4.689 324 596 4.093 4.365
1994 3.304 971 4.275 328 643 3.635 3.947
1995 3.493 1.017 4.510 297 720 3.790 4.213
1996 2.532 935 3.467 254 681 2.786 3.213
1997 3.540 1.188 4.728 318 870 3.858 4.410
1998 3.107 1.200 4.307 296 904 3.403 4.011
1999 3.138 1.495 4.633 348 1.147 3.486 4.285
2000 2.643 1.475 4.118 334 1.141 2.977 3.784
2001 2.966 1.715 4.681 365 1.350 3.331 4.316
2002 2.789 1.785 4.574 408 1.377 3.197 4.166
2003 2.999 1.896 4.895 476 1.420 3.475 4.419
2004 2.646 2.029 4.675 573 1.456 3.219 4.102
Total 52.566 19.832 72.398 5.625 14.207 58.191 66.773
Average 3.285 1.236 4.522 351 887 3.636 4.173

Source: Calculated from data in Tables 2.3a, 2.3b. and 2.4a, 2.4b.

Table 2.2b. Percentage of IN- and OUT- (mixed) marriage for all marriages involving

Cypriots by Sex and Year

All marriages involving All marriages involving All marriages involving
Year Cypriots Cypriot females Cypriot males
In-(1/3%) Out- In- (1/7%) Out- In- (1/8%) Out-
(2/13%) (5/7%) (6/8%)
1989 82 18 92 8 89 11
1990 82 18 93 7 88 12
1991 86 14 93 7 92 8
1992 81 19 92 8 87 13
1993 80 20 92 8 86 14
1994 77 23 91 9 84 16
1995 77 23 92 8 83 17
1996 73 27 91 9 79 21
1997 75 25 92 8 80 20
1998 72 28 92 8 77 23
1999 68 32 90 10 73 27
2000 65 36 89 11 70 30
2001 63 37 89 11 69 31
2002 61 39 87 13 67 33
2003 61 39 86 14 69 31
2004 57 43 82 18 65 35
Average 73 27 90 10 79 21

Source: Data calculated from Table 2.2a.
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Table 2.3a. Marriages and Mixed Marriages By Type and Nationality when Groom is Cypriot

Nationality of

Nationality of Groom: Cypriot

Bride
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Marriages-
Total 4.630 | 4.490 | 5.045 3.377 | 4.365 3.949 | 4213 | 3.213 | 4410 | 4.011 | 4.285 | 3.784 | 4.316
Cypriot 4127 | 3.948 | 4.615 2.950 | 3.769 3.304 | 3.493 | 2532 | 3.540 | 3.107 | 3.138 | 2.643 2.966
Greek 49 62 58 35 63 54 58 41 59 55 54 57 70
British 175 164 89 96 113 121 141 87 95 104 143 77 68
Israeli 0 1 0 1 2 3 0 2 2 0 1 2 2
American 46 36 21 20 20 26 30 15 22 19 21 20 21
Lebanese 8 19 13 7 16 10 12 13 6 6 4 9 6
Other 225 260 249 268 382 429 479 523 686 720 924 976 1.183
Ecclesiastical
- Total 4478 | 4.315 | 4.885 3.196 | 4.120 | 3.670 3.814 | 2.738 | 3.850 3.357 | 3.541 2.973 | 3.287
Cypriot 4113 | 3.947 | 4.614 2.949 | 3.768 | 3.303 3.406 | 2419 | 3.431 2.973 | 3.035 | 2.527 | 2.843
Greek 49 62 57 33 63 54 49 37 51 46 43 50 59
British 135 123 51 45 65 67 81 43 55 49 103 33 34
Israeli 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
American 39 24 15 15 17 17 24 11 15 15 17 13 12
Lebanese 4 9 7 3 10 8 7 11 3 3 2 6 3
Other 138 150 141 151 196 221 247 217 295 271 341 308 336
Civil -

Total 152 175 160 181 245 279 399 475 560 654 744 847 1.029
Cypriot 14 1 1 1 1 0 87 113 109 134 103 116 123
Greek 0 0 1 2 0 0 9 4 8 9 11 7 11
British 40 41 38 51 48 55 60 44 40 55 40 44 34
Israeli 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 2 2 0 1 2 2
American 7 12 6 5 3 7 6 4 7 4 4 7 9
Lebanese 4 10 6 4 6 2 5 2 3 3 2 3 3

Other 87 110 108 117 186 213 232 306 391 449 583 668 847

Data from: POPULATION STATISTICS, Reports No. 27-42, Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus
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Table 2.3a. Marriages and Mixed Marriages by Type and Nationality when groom is Cypriot (continued)

Nationality of Nationality of Groom: Cypriot
Bride
2002 2003 2004 Total Average
Marriages-
Total 4.166 4.419 4.102 66.775 4173
Cypriot 2.789 2.999 2.646 52.566 3.285
Greek 72 94 66 947 59
British 58 68 65 1.664 104
Israeli 1 0 0 17 1
American 22 20 ... 359 24
Lebanese 5 4 8 148 9
Other 1.219 1.234 1.317 11.074 692
Ecclesiastical-
Total 3.143 3.376 2.895 57.602 3.600
Cypriot 2.687 2.928 2.459 51.402 3.212
Greek 56 78 56 843 53
British 31 43 41 999 62
Israeli 0 0 1 0,06
American 14 13 261 17
Lebanese 1 1 78 5
Other 354 313 331 4.010 250
Civil -
Total 1.023 1.043 1.207 9.173 573
Cypriot 102 71 187 1.163 73
Greek 16 16 10 104 7
British 27 25 24 666 42
Israeli 1 0 15 1
American 8 7 96 6
Lebanese 4 3 60 4
Other 865 921 986 7.069 442

Data from: POPULATION STATISTICS, Reports No. 27-42, Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus

*The symbol ‘..." indicates that data are not available.
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Table 2.4a. Marriages and Mixed Marriages by Type and Nationality when Bride is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Bride: Cypriot
of Groom
1989 [ 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Marriages-
Total 4.498 | 4.273 | 4.961 3.212 | 4.093 3.632 3.790 2.786 3.858 3.403 3.486 2.977 3.331
Cypriot 4.127 3.948 | 4615 | 2.950 | 3.769 3.304 3.493 2.532 3.540 3.107 3.138 2.643 2.966
Greek 161 137 143 107 123 125 110 97 127 128 139 123 140
British 75 54 51 33 42 55 35 29 40 33 61 30 41
Israeli 0 2 0 2 2 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 5
American 10 9 12 7 11 7 11 10 9 15 15 15 11
Lebanese 10 28 18 18 23 19 17 14 23 12 6 17 13
Other 115 95 122 95 123 122 123 102 119 108 127 148 155
Ecclesiastical-
Total 4434 | 4.204 | 4.881 3.145 | 4.016 3.570 3.618 2.596 3.643 3.182 3.276 2.721 3.042
Cypriot 4.113 3.947 | 4614 | 2.949 | 3.768 3.303 3.406 2.419 3.431 2.973 3.035 2.527 2.843
Greek 161 136 140 105 120 124 106 91 117 113 123 108 125
British 62 38 28 16 33 a7 22 15 25 23 41 17 23
Israeli 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
American 7 6 9 4 9 7 10 7 7 11 11 10 4
Lebanese 6 17 11 9 12 9 9 10 12 8 3 6 1
Other 85 59 79 60 73 80 65 53 51 54 63 53 46
Civil -
Total 64 69 80 67 77 62 172 190 215 221 210 256 289
Cypriot 14 1 1 1 1 1 87 113 109 134 103 116 123
Greek 0 1 3 2 3 1 4 6 10 15 16 15 15
British 13 16 23 17 9 8 13 14 15 10 20 13 18
Israeli 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 5
American 3 3 3 3 2 0 1 3 2 4 4 5 7
Lebanese 4 11 7 9 11 10 8 4 11 4 3 11 12
Other 30 36 43 35 50 42 58 49 68 54 64 95 109

Data from: POPULATION STATISTICS , Reports No.

27-41 Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus
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Table 2.4a. Marriages and Mixed Marriages by Type and Nationality when Bride is Cypriot (continued)

Nationality Nationality of Bride: Cypriot
of Groom
2002 2003 2004 Total Average
Marriages-
Total 3.197 | 3.475 3.219 58.188 3.636
Cypriot 2.789 | 2.999 2.646 52.566 3.285
Greek 134 174 161 2.129 133
British 41 43 47 710 44
Israeli 0 1 3 17 1
American 19 10 15 186 12
Lebanese 15 25 24 282 17
Other 199 223 323 2.299 143

Ecclesiastical-

Total 2.925 | 3.190 2.727 55.167 3.447
Cypriot 2.687 2.928 2.459 51.402 3.212
Greek 120 157 138 1.984 124
British 27 33 33 483 30
Israeli 0 1 6 0,3
American 8 5 115 7
Lebanese 6 8 3 130 8
Other 77 58 76 1.032 65
Civil -
Total 272 285 492 3.021 189
Cypriot 102 71 187 1.164 73
Greek 14 17 23 145 9
British 14 10 14 227 14
Israeli 0 0 10 0,6
American 11 5 ... 56 4
Lebanese 9 17 21 152 10

Other 122 165 247 1.267 79
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Data from: POPULATION STATISTICS, Reports No. 27-42, Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus

Table 2.3b. Mixed Marriages By Type and Nationality when Groom is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Groom: Cypriot
of Bride
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Mixed
marriages- 503 542 430 427 596 643 720 681 870 904 1147 1141 1350
Total
Greek 49 62 58 35 63 54 58 41 59 55 54 57 70
British 175 164 89 96 113 121 141 87 95 104 143 77 68
Israeli 0 1 0 1 2 3 0 2 2 0 1 2 2
American 46 36 21 20 20 26 30 15 22 19 21 20 21
Lebanese 8 19 13 7 16 10 12 13 6 6 4 9 6
Other 225 260 249 268 382 429 479 523 686 720 924 976 1183
Ecclesiastical-
Total 365 368 271 247 352 367 408 319 419 384 506 410 444
Greek 49 62 57 33 63 54 49 37 51 46 43 50 59
British 135 123 51 45 65 67 81 43 55 49 103 33 34
Israeli 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
American 39 24 15 15 17 17 24 11 15 15 17 13 12
Lebanese 4 9 7 3 10 8 7 11 3 3 2 6 3
Other 138 150 141 151 196 221 247 217 295 271 341 308 336
Civil -
Total 138 174 159 180 244 276 312 362 451 520 641 731 906
Greek 0 0 1 2 0 0 9 4 8 9 11 7 11
British 40 41 38 51 48 54 60 44 40 55 40 44 34
Israeli 0 1 0 1 1 3 0 2 2 0 1 2 2
American 7 12 6 5 3 9 6 4 7 4 4 7 9
Lebanese 4 10 6 4 6 2 5 2 3 3 2 3 3
Other 87 110 108 117 186 208 232 306 391 449 583 668 847

Source: Calculated from data in Table 2.3a.
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Table 2.3b. Mixed Marriages By Type and Nationality when Groom is Cypriot (continued)

Nationality Nationality of Groom: Cypriot
of Bride
2002 2003 2004 Total Average
Mixed
marriages- 1.377 | 1.420 1.456 14.207 887
Total
Greek 72 94 66 947 59
British 58 68 65 1.664 104
Israeli 1 0 0 17 1
American 22 20 ... 359 22
Lebanese 5 4 8 146 9
Other 1.219 1.234 1.317 11.074 692
Ecclesiastical-
Total 456 448 428 6.192 387
Greek 56 78 56 843 53
British 31 43 41 999 62
Israeli 0 0 1 0,06
American 14 13 261 16
Lebanese 1 1 78 5
Other 354 313 331 4.010 250
Civil -
Total 921 972 1.028 8.015 500
Greek 16 16 10 104 7
British 27 25 24 665 42
Israeli 1 0 16 1
American 8 7 98 6
Lebanese 4 3 8 68 4
Other 865 921 986 7.064 442

Source: Calculated from data in Table 2.3a.
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Note: For the year 2004, data for civil marriage are registered only for residents of Cyprus, by nationality of groom and bride. No data for ecclesiastical marriages are
registered.

Table 2.4b. Mixed Marriages By Type and Nationality when Bride is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Bride: Cypriot
of Groom
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Mixed
marriages- 371 325 346 262 324 328 297 254 318 296 348 334 365
Total
Greek 161 137 143 107 123 125 110 97 127 128 139 123 140
British 75 54 51 33 42 55 35 29 40 33 61 30 41
Israeli 0 2 0 2 2 0 1 2 0 0 0 1 5
American 10 9 12 7 11 7 11 10 9 15 15 15 11
Lebanese 10 28 18 18 23 19 17 14 23 12 6 17 13
Other 115 95 122 95 123 122 123 102 119 108 127 148 155
Ecclesiastical-
Total 321 257 267 196 248 267 212 177 212 209 241 194 199
Greek 161 136 140 105 120 124 106 91 117 113 123 108 125
British 62 38 28 16 33 a7 22 15 25 23 41 17 23
Israeli 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
American 7 6 9 4 9 7 10 7 7 11 11 10 4
Lebanese 6 17 11 9 12 9 9 10 12 8 3 6 1
Other 85 59 79 60 73 80 65 53 51 54 63 53 46
Civil -
Total 50 68 79 66 76 61 85 77 106 87 107 140 166
Greek 0 1 3 2 3 1 4 6 10 15 16 15 15
British 13 16 23 17 9 8 13 14 15 10 20 13 18
Israeli 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 5
American 3 3 3 3 2 0 1 3 2 4 4 5 7
Lebanese 4 11 7 9 11 10 8 4 11 4 3 11 12
Other 30 36 43 35 50 42 58 49 68 54 64 95 109

Source: Calculated from data in Table 2.4a.
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Table 2.4b. Mixed Marriages by Type and Nationality when Bride is Cypriot (continued)

Nationality Nationality of Bride: Cypriot
of Groom
2002 2003 2004 Total Average
Mixed
marriages- 408 476 573 5.625 352
Total
Greek 134 174 161 2.129 133
British 41 43 47 710 44
Israeli 0 1 3 19 1
American 19 10 15 186 12
Lebanese 15 25 24 282 18
Other 199 223 323 2.299 144
Ecclesiastical-
Total 238 262 250 3.750 234
Greek 120 157 138 1.984 124
British 27 33 33 483 30
Israeli 0 1 6 0,3
American 8 5 115 7
Lebanese 6 8 3 130 8
Other 77 58 76 1.032 65
Civil -
Total 170 214 323 1.875 117
Greek 14 17 23 145 9
British 14 10 14 227 14
Israeli 0 0 3 13 0,6
American 11 5 15 71 4
Lebanese 9 17 21 152 10
Other 122 165 247 1.267 79

Source: Calculated from data in Table 2.4a.
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Table 2.5a. All Civil Marriages by Nationality of Groom and Bride when
Groom is Cypriot

Nationality of Nationality of Groom: Cypriot
Bride 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 2002 | 2003 | 2004
Cypriot 0 87 113 109 134 103 116 123 102 71 187
Greek 0 9 4 8 9 11 7 1M 16 16 10
British 55 60 44 40 55 40 44 34 8 25 24
Romanian 47 69 75 90 84 95 106 119 118 103 102
Bulgarian 32 25 42 70 63 77 79 89 90 106 90
Russian 12 26 51 63 85 127 148 159 155 181 179
American 7 6 4 7 4 4 7 9 27 7
German 4 7 5 9 4 5 6 6
Israeli 2 0 2 2 0 1 2 2 1 0
Iranian 1 0 2 1 1 2 1 2
Filipinos 31 19 26 41 32 26 30 47 50 43 58
Irish 2 4
Moldavian 100 122 125
Ukrainian 162 174 204
Lebanese 2 5 2 3 3 2 3 3 4 3
Belarusian 51
Sri Lankan 43
Yugoslavian 14
Chinese 32
Other 86 86 105 117 180 251 305 436 182 188 86
Total civil 279 399 475 560 654 744 854 1040 | 1017 | 1043 | 1205
marriages

Data from POPULATION STATISTICS, Reports No. 32-42, Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus

Table 2.5b. All Civil marriages by Nationality of Groom and Bride when
Bride is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Bride: Cypriot
of Groom 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
Cypriot 0 87 113 109 134 103 116 123 102 71 187
Greek 1 4 6 10 15 16 15 15 14 17 23
British 13 13 14 15 10 20 13 18 14 10 14
Romanian 4 5 3 7 6 5 19 11 8 20 10
Bulgarian 1 3 3 8 2 3 3 3 11 6
Russian 2 1 1 2 1 4 3 3 2 5 8
American 0 1 3 2 4 4 5 7 11 5
German 2 1 1 3 3 2 2 4
Lebanese 11 8 4 11 4 3 11 12 9 17 21
Iranian 1 3 0 0 1 3 4 11 9
Israeli 1 1 0 0 0 1 5 0 0
Filipinos 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0
Moldavian 1 1
Ukrainian 2 3
Irish 0 0
Syrian 74
Pakistani 30
Egyptian 22
Indian 12
Other 30 44 41 48 41 47 79 92 94 130 77
Total civil 65 172 190 215 221 210 256 304 272 285 487
marriages

Data from POPULATION STATISTICS, Reports No. 32-41, Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus




304

Table 2.6a. Civil mixed marriages * by Nationality of Groom and Bride when

Groom is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Groom : Cypriot
of Bride
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Greek 0 (54) 9 (49) 4 (37) 8 (51) 9 (46) 11(43) 7(50) 11(59)
British 55 (67) 60(81) 44 (43) 40 (55) 55 (49) 40 (103) 44(33) 34(34)
Romanian 47 69 75 90 84 95 106 119
Bulgarian 32 25 42 70 63 77 79 89
Russian 12 26 51 63 85 127 148 159
American 7(17) 6 (24) 4 (11) 7 (15) 4 (15) 4 (17) 7(13) 9(12)
German 4 7 5 9 4 5 6 6
Lebanese 2(8) 5(7) 2(11) 3(3) 3(3) 2(2) 3(6) 3(3)
Iranian 1 0 2 1 1 2 1 2
Israeli 2 0 2 2 0 1 2 2
Irish -—- - -
Moldavian -—- -—- -—- -—
Ukrainian -—- -— -—
Filipinos 31 19 26 41 32 26 30 47
Other 86(221) | 86(247) | 105(217) | 117(295) | 180(271) | 251(341) | 305(308 | 436(336)
)
Total 279 312 362 451 520 641 738 917
(continued)
Nationality of Nationality of Groom: Cypriot
Bride 2002 2003 2004 Total Average
Greek 16(56) 16(78) 10(56) 101(579) 6(36)
British 8(31) 25(43) 24(41) 429(580) 27(36)
Romanian 118 103 102 1008 63
Bulgarian 90 106 90 763 48
Russian 155 181 179 1186 74
American 27(14) 7(13) 82(151) 5(9)
German | @ --—- -— 46 3
Lebanese 4(1) 3(1) 30(45) 2(3)
Iranian | = --——- - 10 0,6
Israeli 1(0) 0 12 0,7
Irish 2 4 6 0,3
Moldavian 100 122 125 347 22
Ukrainian 162 174 204 540 34
Filipinos 50 43 58 403 25
Belarusian 51 51 3
Sri Lankan 43 43 3
Yugoslavian 14 14 0,8
Chinese 32 32 2
Other 182(345) 188(313) 86(331) 2022(3225) | 126(202)
Total 915 972 1018(428) | 7125(4580) | 445(286)

* The brackets contain the existing tabulated data for ecclesiastical marriages
Source: Calculated from data in Table 2.5a.
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Table 2.6b. Civil Mixed Marriages * by Nationality of Groom and Bride when
Bride is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Bride : Cypriot
of Groom
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Greek 1(24) | 4(106) | 6(91) 10(117) | 15(113) | 16(113) | 15(108) 15(125)
British 13(47) | 13(22) | 14(15) 15(25) 10(23) 20(41) 13(17) 18(23)
Romanian 4 5 3 7 6 5 19 11
Bulgarian 1 3 3 8 2 3 3 3
Russian 2 1 1 2 1 4 3 3
American 0(7) 1(10) 3(7) 2(7) 4(11) 4(11) 5(10) 7(4)
German 2 1 1 3 3 2 2 4
Lebanese 11(9) 8(9) 4(10) 11(12) 4(8) 3(3) 11(6) 12(1)
Iranian 1 3 0 0 1 3 4 11
Israeli 0 1 1(1) 0 0 0 0 5(0)
Filipinos 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irish - -——- -——-
Moldavian - --- -—-- -——-
Ukrainian --- -——-
Other 30(80) | 44(65) | 41(53) | 48(51) 41(54) 47(63) 79(53) 92(46)
Total 65 85 77 106 87 107 154 181

(continued)

Nationality Nationality of bride: Cypriot
of Groom 2002 2003 2004 Total Average
Greek 14(120) 17(157) 23(138) 136(1212) 9(76)
British 14(27) 10(33) 14(33) 154(306) 10(19)
Romanian 8 20 10 98 6
Bulgarian 11 6 43 3
Russian 2 5 8 32 2
American 11(8) 5(5) " 42(80) 3(5)
German o - 18 1
Lebanese 9(6) 17(8) 21(3) 111(75) 7(5)
Iranian --- 9 32 1,4
Israeli 0(0) 0(1) 7(2) 0,4(0,1)
Filipinos 4 0 5 0,3
Irish 0 0
Moldavian 1 1 2 0,1
Ukrainian 2 3 5 0,3
Syrian 74 74 5
Pakistani 30 30 1,8
Egyptian ... 22 22 1,3
Indian 12 12 0,7
Other 94(77) 130(58) 77(76) 723(676) 45(42)
Total 170 214 300(250) | 1.546(2351) | 97(147)

* The brackets contain the existing tabulated data for ecclesiastical marriages
Source: calculated from data in Table 2.5b.
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Table 2.7a. Percentage of Civil marriages * by Nationality of Groom and Bride when
Groom is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Groom : Cypriot (%)
of Bride
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Greek 0(15) 3(12) 1(12) 2(2) 2(12) 2(9) 1(12) 1(13)
British 20(18) 19(20) 12(14) 9(13) 11(13) 6(20) 6(8) 4(8)
Romanian 17 22 21 20 16 15 14 13
Bulgarian 12 8 12 16 12 12 11 10
Russian 4 8 14 14 16 20 20 17
American 3(5) 2(6) 1(3) 2(4) 1(4) 1(3) 1(3) 1(3)
German 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 0,6
Lebanese 1(2) 2(2) 1(3) 1(1) 1(1) 0,3(0,4) 0,4(1) 0,3(1)
Iranian 0,4 0 1 0,2 0,2 0,3 0,1 0,2
Israeli 1 0 1 0,4 0 0,2 0,3 0,2
Filipinos 11 6 7 9 6 4 4 5
Irish
Moldavian ..
Ukrainian
Other 31(60) 28(61) 29(68) 26(70) 35(71) 39(67) 41(75) 48(76)

(continued)

Nationality Nationality of Groom : Cypriot (%)
of Bride
2002 2003 2004 Total
Greek 2(12) 2(18) 1(13) 1,4(13)
British 0,9(7) 3(10) 2(10) 6(13)
Romanian 13 11 10 14
Bulgarian 10 11 9 11
Russian 17 19 18 17
American 3(3) 1(3) 1,1(3,2)
German 0,6
Lebanese 0,4(0,2) 0,3(0,2) 0,4(1)
Iranian 0,1
Israeli 0,1 0,1
Filipinos 5 4 6 6
Irish 0,2 0,4 0,08
Moldavian 11 13 12 5
Ukrainian 18 18 20 6
Belarusian 5 0,7
Sri Lankan 4 0,6
Yugoslavian 1 0,1
Chinese 3 0,4
Other 20(78) 19(70) 8(77) 28(70)

* The brackets contain the existing tabulated data for ecclesiastical marriages
Source: Percentage calculated from data in Table 2.6a.
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Table 2.7b. Percentage of Civil Mixed Marriages * by Nationality of Groom and

Bride when Bride is Cypriot

Nationality Nationality of Bride : Cypriot (%)
of Groom
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Greek 2(46) 5(50) 8(51) 9(55) 17(54) 15(49) 10(56) 8(63)
British 20(18) 15(10) 18(9) 14(12) 12(11) 19(18) 8(9) 10(12)
Romanian 6 6 4 7 7 5 12 6
Bulgarian 2 4 4 8 2 3 2 2
Russian 3 1 1 2 1 4 2 2
American 0(3) 1(5) 4(4) 2(3) 5(5) 4(5) 3(5) 4(2)
German 3 1 1 3 3 2 2 2
Lebanese 17(3) 9(4) 5(6) 10(6) 5(4) 3(1) 7(2) 7(0,5)
Iranian 2 4 0 0 1 3 6 6
Israeli 0 1 1(1) 0 0 0 0 3
Filipinos 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Irish
Moldavian
Ukrainian
Other 46(30) 52(31) 53(30) 45(24) 47(26) 44(27) 51(27) 51(23)
(continued)
Nationality Nationality of Bride : Cypriot (%)
of Groom
2002 2003 2004 Total
Greek 8(50) 8(60) 8(55) 9(52)
British 8(11) 5(16) 5(13) 10(13)
Romanian 5 9 3 6
Bulgarian 6 3 3
Russian 1 2 3 2
American 6(3) 2(2) 3(3)
German -——- - ... 1
Lebanese 5(3) 8 7(1,2) 7(3)
Iranian - - 3 2
Israeli 0 0(0,4) 0,4
Filipinos 2 0 0,3
Irish 0 0
Moldavian 0,6 0,5 0,08
Ukrainian 1 1 0,3
Syrian 25 5
Pakistani 10 2
Egyptian 7 1,4
Indian 4 0,8
Other 55(32) 61(22) 26(30) 47(29)

* The brackets contain the existing tabulated data for ecclesiastical marriages

Source: calculated from data in Table 2.6b.
Note: Tables 2.7a, 2.7b show the percentage of tabulated data on mixed marriage between foreign
nationalities and Cypriot women and men, by year.




308

Table 2.8. Percentage of Mixed marriage by Group of Nationalities for Cypriot
women and men (1994-2004)

Group of Nationalities

Mixed marriage involving

Mixed marriage involving

Cypriot men Cypriot women
A Euro-American group | 9% (29%) 664 (1.310) | 23% (70%) 350(1598)
B East-European group 55% 3909 11% 173
C Asian group 7,4% (1%) | 530 (45) 19% (3%) 293(77)

(7]

ecclesiastical marriage.

Table 2.9. Inmigrants in Cyprus by Sex, 1986-1990 and 1997-2004

ource: Calculated from data in Table 2.7a, 2.7b and Table 2.6a, 2.6b. The brackets contain data for

Year Short-term immigrants Long-term immigrants

Total Males Females Not stated Total Males Females Not

stated
1986 9.195 6.516 2.679 0 354 176 178 0
1987 9.457 7.867 1.590 0 454 232 222 0
1988 10.156 8.373 1.783 0 383 187 196 0
1989 16.556 12.007 4.549 0 321 145 176 0
1990 20.673 13.825 6.848 0 629 305 324 0
1997 13.234 6.006 7.117 111 6.149 3.012 3.052 84
June-Dec

1998 21.206 9.360 11.577 269 8.801 4.255 4.491 55
1999 15.812 7.138 8.538 136 8.524 3.978 4.482 64
2000 22.187 10.543 11.643 0 12.764 6.298 6.456 0
2001 8.641 3.435 5.206 0 17.485 9.563 7.922 0
2002 8.364 3.319 5.045 0 14.370 6.682 7.688 0
2003 10.353 7.761 5.592 0 16.779 8.815 7.964 0
2004 17.791 9.721 8.070 0 22.003 10.502 11.501 0

Source: Demographic Report No. 29 and No.42 Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus.

Table 2.10. Sex ratio for long-term immigrants 1986-1990 and 1997-2004

Year Total Males (1) Females (2) | Not stated Sex ratio
72
1986 354 176 178 0 0,98
1987 454 232 222 0 1.04
1998 383 187 196 0 0,95
1989 321 145 176 0 0,82
1990 629 305 324 0 0,94
1997 6.149 3.012 3.052 84 0,98
Jun-Dec
1998 8.801 4.255 4.491 55 0,94
1999 8.524 3.978 4.482 64 0,88
2000 12.764 6.298 6.456 0 0,97
2001 17.485 9.563 7.922 0 1,20
2002 14.370 6.682 7.688 0 0,86
2003 16.779 8.815 7.964 0 1,10
2004 22.003 10.502 11.501 0 0,91

Source: Calculated from data in Table 2.9
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Table 2.11. Long-term immigrants by Age and Sex, 1986-1988 and 1997-2004

Age Sex 1986 | 1987 | 1988 | 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 | 2004

Jun-Dec

Total 354 | 454 | 383 | 6.149 | 8.801 8.524 | 12.763 | 17.485 | 14.370 | 16.779 | 22.003

Males 176 | 232 | 187 | 3.012 | 4.255 | 3.978 | 6.298 | 9.563 | 6.682 | 8.815 | 10.502

Females | 178 | 222 196 | 3.052 | 4.491 | 4.482 | 6.465 | 7.922 | 7.688 | 7.964 | 11.501

N.S. 0 0 0 84 55 64 0 0 0 0 0
0-14 Total 94 103 103 300 192 230 374 291 143 131 107
Males 54 56 50 97 104 106 119 64 11 70 25
Females | 40 47 53 202 88 124 255 227 132 61 82
N.S. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15-19 | Total 16 18 306 387 544 928 1.095 694 1.074 | 1.138
Males 6 4 193 165 207 555 444 262 421 501
Females | 10 14 112 213 337 373 651 432 653 637
N.S. 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0
20-24 | Total 11 21 771 1.274 | 1.329 | 2.567 | 3.160 | 2.385 | 2.435 | 4.026
Males 2 7 398 585 736 1429 | 1.640 | 1.235 | 1.343 | 1.826
Females 9 14 363 689 573 1.138 | 1.520 | 1.150 [ 1.092 | 2.200
N.S. 0 0 9 0 20 0 0 0 0 0

25-29 | Total 26 30 1.062 | 1912 | 1.572 | 2.205 | 3.868 | 2.828 | 3.125 | 4.431

Males 13 15 401 880 591 1.060 | 2.117 | 1.467 | 1.640 | 2.164

Females 13 15 611 1.024 961 1.145 [ 1.751 1.361 1.485 | 2.267
N.S. 0 0 39 8 20 0 0 0 0 0
30-34 | Total 30 40 787 1427 | 1324 | 1.698 | 2990 | 1.822 | 2.753 | 3.215

Males 8 20 306 684 566 620 1.694 775 1.606 | 1.769

Females | 22 20 473 781 754 1.078 | 1.296 | 1.047 [ 1.147 | 1.446

N w —_ N —_ —_
OC»OOAOAOOMOO'IN\JOO-PAO

N.S. 0 0 7 6 4 0 0 0 0 0
35-39 | Total 38 33 32 921 1.222 849 1.232 | 1.310 | 1.510 [ 2.142 | 2.509
Males 20 18 15 547 532 434 577 710 805 955 1.166
Females | 18 15 17 373 683 415 655 600 705 1.187 | 1.343
N.S. 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0
40-44 | Total 31 21 33 770 753 694 966 1.670 | 1.132 | 1.881 | 2.035
Males 15 10 19 523 430 313 446 966 520 1.043 974
Females | 16 11 14 233 323 381 520 704 612 838 1.061
N.S. 0 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
45-49 | Total 21 24 22 346 537 507 785 880 880 865 1.432
Males 9 12 13 148 282 264 356 541 243 332 634
Females | 12 12 9 197 242 233 429 339 637 533 798
N.S. 0 0 0 0 12 10 0 0 0 0 0
50-54 | Total 12 37 24 305 371 342 494 743 827 823 1.219
Males 7 20 15 177 230 177 328 450 355 474 546
Females 5 17 9 128 141 165 166 293 472 349 673
N.S. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55-59 | Total 20 35 34 255 237 325 733 457 582 582 751
Males 11 19 19 104 137 136 304 263 183 346 287
Females 9 16 15 150 100 182 429 194 399 236 464
N.S. 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0
60-64 | Total 50 80 54 271 408 547 713 959 781 398 535
Males 28 48 33 85 212 317 450 674 378 231 254
Females | 22 32 21 171 183 227 263 285 403 167 281
N.S. 0 0 0 13 13 3 0 0 0 0 0
65+ Total 50 80 54 271 408 547 713 959 614 426 386
Males 28 48 33 85 212 317 450 674 331 312 226
Females | 22 32 21 171 183 227 263 285 283 114 160
N.S. 0 0 0 13 13 3 0 0 0 0 0
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Age Sex 1986 | 1987 | 1988 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 | 2004
Jun-Dec
N.S. Total 5 12 4 57 25 261 59 62 172 114 219
Males 3 3 1 26 7 131 48 0 117 42 130
Females 2 9 3 31 18 130 10 62 55 102 89

Source: Data from TOURISM, MIGRATION AND TRAVEL STATISTICS, Reports No.27 and No.32

Statistical Service, Republic of Cyprus, 1999 and 2004
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y Country of residence and Sex, 1989-1990 and 1997-2003

Country of 1989 1990 1997 June-Dec. 1998 1999
residence
Total | Males | Females | Total | Males | Females | Total Males | Female | Total | Males | Female | Total | Males | Female
All Countrie | 314 140 174 575 282 293 6021 2994 3027 8730 | 4247 4483 8444 | 3970 4474
Europe 4032 2087 1945 5650 | 2899 2751 5688 | 2594 3094
E.U. Countr. 2208 1317 891 4113 | 2447 1666 3751 | 1953 1798
Austria 113 97 16 69 61 8 57 39 18
Belgium 6 6 0 25 0 25 18 10 8
France 32 20 12 94 36 58 51 31 20
Germany 53 46 7 84 43 41 190 97 93
Denmark 0 0 0 24 0 24 17 17 0
Greece 10 6 4 24 9 15 922 549 373 2199 | 1324 875 1919 | 1019 900
Un. Kingdom | 218 96 122 351 178 173 885 477 408 1493 | 935 558 1285 | 654 631
Ireland 16 0 16 18 8 10 35 0 35
Spain 115 100 15 0 0 0 0 0 0
Italy 33 9 24 25 0 25 0 0 0
Netherlands 14 0 14 8 8 0 67 44 23
Portugal 0 0 0 17 17 0 0 0 0
Sweden 19 13 6 36 8 28 60 23 37
Finland 0 0 0 21 7 14 52 19 33
Oth. Eur.Co. 1823 770 1053 1537 | 452 1085 1937 | 641 1296
Bulgaria 177 36 141 259 87 172 195 32 163
Belarus 0 0 0 43 17 26 30 0 30
Hungary 24 12 12 33 16 17 44 18 26
Ukraine 58 32 26 167 24 143 226 46 180
Poland 14 0 14 20 0 20 71 51 20
Romania 60 6 54 172 56 116 207 55 151
Russia 1336 606 730 657 147 510 680 237 443
R Yugoslavia 70 56 14 12 7 5 199 108 91
Czech 27 9 18 55 34 21 25 20 5
Republic
Moldova 15 0 15 18 0 18 114 5 97
Other 42 13 29 90 58 32 159 69 90
AFRICA 133 66 67 359 244 115 512 256 256
Egypt 45 31 14 161 127 34 181 140 41
S. Africa 8 4 4 12 4 8 58 30 28 132 64 68 251 86 165
Other 30 5 25 64 52 12 80 30 50
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APPENDIX D (Chapter Ill)

Questionnaire about Cypriots’ opinions, perceptions and attitudes towards
mixed marriages

Dear Sir/Mme,

| am a doctoral student at the Department of Sociology and Political Sciences,
University of Cyprus. | am carrying out research into marriage. This is the first study of its
kind in Cyprus. The data collected will be anonymous and will only be used for statistical
analysis.

This questionnaire asks for your opinion about marriage between a Cypriot born
national and a foreigner. This type of marriage is called ‘mixed marriage’. For the purpose
of this study “foreigner” is a person who entered Cyprus with the intention to settle down,
or to stay for one year or more. Please answer the following questions by circling the
number in parenthesis next to your choice.

Thank you!
1) | estimate the number of foreigners in Cyprus to be:

Extremely large (1) Large (2) Neither large, nor small (3)
Small (4) Too small (5) Don’t know (0)

2) Given the size of the Greek-Cypriot community, | would say that this
(i.e. my estimated number of foreigners in Cyprus) is:

Very good (1) Good (2) Neither good, nor bad (3)
Bad (4) Very bad (5) Don’t know (0)

3) | estimate the number of foreign workers in Cyprus to be:

Extremely large (1) Large (2) Neither large, nor small (3)
Small (4) Too small (5) Don’t know (0)

4) Given the size and the needs of the Greek-Cypriot economy (for foreign workers in
some of its areas) , | would say that this (i.e. the estimated number of foreign workers in
Cyprus) is:

Very good (1) Good (2) Neither good, nor bad (3)
Bad (4) Very bad (5) Don’t know (0)

5) What is your attitude in the following possible cases? Please answer the questions
from (a) to (g) in terms of your first feeling reactions by circling one response for each
row, where numbers from 1 to 5 have the meaning given below :

Strongly agree (1) Agree (2) Neither agree, nor disagree (3)
Disagree (4) Strongly disagree (5)
a) | would be willing to marry a foreigner 112|345
b) | would accept a foreigner to my family as relative 112|345
c) | would accept a foreigner as neighbor 112]13]4|5
d) | would accept a foreigner as work colleague 11234 |5
e) | would accept a foreigner to citizenship in my country 112(3[4]|5
f) | would accept a foreigner to Cyprus as visitor only 112](3]4|5
g) | would exclude some foreigners from Cyprus 112131415
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6) Have you ever lived in foreign country/countries? Yes (1) No (2)

7) If Yes, a) In how many countries have you lived? One (1) Two (2) Three (3)
b) For how long have you lived abroad, totally?

For a few months (1) Less than 1 year (2) 1-3 years (3)
3-5 years (4) 5-10 years (5) More than 10 years (6)

8) In what capacity have you lived abroad?

As a student (1) As an employee (2) As a citizen (3)
Other (4) ..
9) Has anyone in your family married a foreigner? Yes (1) No (2)

10) If Yes, please indicate who in your family married a foreigner?

Parents (1) Son/Daughter (2) Sister/Brother (3) Grandparents (4)
Aunt/ Uncle (5) Cousin (6) Others (7) Not applicable (9)

11) What is your opinion about their marriage?

Very successful (1) Successful (2) Neither successful, nor unsuccessful (3)
Not very successful (4) Unsuccessful (5)

12) Mixed marriage is the marriage between a Cypriot and a foreigner.Would you
estimate the number of these marriages in Cyprus to be:

Extremely large (1) Large (2) Neither large, nor small (3)
Small (4) Too small (5) Don’t know (0)

13) Given the size of the Greek-Cypriot community, | would say that this
(i.e. my estimation about the number of mixed marriages in Cyprus) is:

Very good (1) Good (2) Neither good, nor bad (3)
Bad (4) Very bad (5) Don’t know (0)

14) Which of your relatives would you be willing to accept marrying a foreigner?

My parent (1) My children (2) My siblings (3) My aunt/uncle (4)
My cousin (6) My friend (6) None of my relatives or friends (7)

15) Generally speaking, would you agree with the idea of a marriage between
a Cypriot and a foreigner?

Yes(1) No (2) Don’t Know (0)

16) Why would you agree/ or disagree with a Cypriot marrying a foreigner?

17) How important to you is the nationality of the foreigner who marries a Cypriot?

Very important (1) Important (2)
Not very important (3) Not important (4)



323

18) Usually, we don’t show the same preference for all the foreigners: we like some more
than others, according to their nationality. How much do you like the following foreign
nationalities living in Cyprus :

Nationality Very Like Neutral Don’t Don't like Don’t

much like at all know
Greek 1 2 3 4 5 6
British 1 2 3 4 5 6
Romanian 1 2 3 4 5 6
Bulgarian 1 2 3 4 5 6
Russian 1 2 3 4 5 6
American 1 2 3 4 5 6
German 1 2 3 4 5 6
Lebanese 1 2 3 4 5 6
Iranian 1 2 3 4 5 6
Israeli 1 2 3 4 5 6
Filipinos 1 2 3 4 5 6

19) Which of the following nationalities living in Cyprus have you met and
how well do you know them?

Nationality Very well Well Little Don’t know
at all

Greek 1 2 3 4
British 1 2 3 4
Romanian 1 2 3 4
Bulgarian 1 2 3 4
Russian 1 2 3 4
American 1 2 3 4
German 1 2 3 4
Lebanese 1 2 3 4
Iranian 1 2 3 4
Israeli 1 2 3 4
Filipinos 1 2 3 4

20) If it could be possible for you, would you marry someone from the
following nationalities?

Nationality Y
Greek
British

Romanian

Bulgarian

Russian

American

German

Lebanese
Iranian
Israeli

Filipinos

(2]

I\)I\)NI\)NI\)NI\)I\)I\)I\)CZ)

AA_\AAA—\AAAA(‘D

21) Do you think that a foreigner’s nationality influences Cypriots’ marriage decision?

Yes (1) No(2) Don’t Know(3)
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22) How do you think a foreigner’s nationality influences his/her marriage to a Cypriot?

Anonymous demographical characteristics:
23) Gender: Male (1) Female (2)

24) How old are you : 15-24 (1) 25-34 (2) 35-44 (3) 55-64 (5)
65 and more (6)

25) Marital Status:

Single (1) Engaged (2) Married (3) Widowed (4)
Divorced or separated (5) Cohabitation (6)

26) Highest Education Achieved:
Without education (1) Elementary school (2)  Secondary school (3)
High School(4) College (5) University Degree (6)
Master Degree (7) PhD Degree (8)

27) Main occupation:

Please INAICAte. ...

28) Approximate Annual Income:

Less than CYP600O (1) CYP6000- CYP10000 (2)
CYP10000-CYP20000 (3) CYP20000-CYP30000 (4)
CYP30000-CYP40000 (5) More than CYP40000 (6)

28) Area of Residence:

Urban Nicosia (1) Urban Limassol (3) Urban Larnaca (5)
Rural Nicosia (2) Rural Limassol (4) Rural Larnaca (6)

Urban Paphos (8)
Rural Famagusta (7) Rural Paphos (9)
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EPQTHMATOAOrIIO
OXETIKO UE TIG YVWHEG, AVTIAQYEIG KAl CUUTTEPIPOPEG TwV Kutrpiwv
ATTEVAVTI OTO MIKTO YAMO.

Ayatrnté Kuplig, Kupia,

gipal petarrruyiakn @oIthTpIa (Tolpdlw di1dakTopikh diaTpIfr)) oTo Tunua Koivwvikwy Kal
MoAImkwyv Emotnuwyv tou MavemoTtnuiou Kutrpou. H épeuvd pou €TTIKEVTPWVETAI OTO B€ua Tou
MIKTOU y@uou Kal gival n TpwTn autou Tou TUTTou aTtnv Kutrpo. O1 TAnpogopieg TTou Ba ouAAéyouv
Ba gival avwvupeg kal Ba xpnoigotroinBolv pévo yia oTaTIoTIKR avaAuon.

Me 10 epwTNUATOAGYIO TTOU OKOAOUBEI {NTEiTAlI N YVWHN OAG OXETIKA PE TO YAUO WETAEU
evog Kutrpiou / piag Kutrpiag kai piag €€vng / evog Evou. 'Evag TETOI0G YANOG OVOUAZeTal PIKTOG
yauog. MNa Ttoug okotmoUg auThAg TNG MEAETNG «§évog/n» KaAgital éva TTpOCwWTITO TToU €1I0HAOE
otnv Kitrpo peg okotrd va eykaraoTadei | va peivel TePIocoTepo atmrod éva Xpovo. MNMapakaiw,
ATTavTACOTE TIG EPWTACEIS TTOU akoAouBoUv Bdalovtag o€ KUKAO Tov aplOud tou BpiokeTalr o€
TapévBeon SitTTAa atmd Tnv €mMAoyr 0ag.

20G EUXapIoTW.

1) TioTebw 611 0 APIBPOG TWV EEvwv aTnv KUTrpo eivai:

YtrepBoAikd peyahog (1) Meydahog (2) Ourte peydAog, oute PIKpOG (3)
Mikpég (4) MoAU PIKpOG (5) Agv Epw (0)

2) MNa tnv Kovwvia Tng Kutrpou, Ba éAeya 611 auTd (0 apIBPOS Twy EEvwv) gival:

MoAU kaAod (1) Kaho (2) Oute kKaAod, ouTe Kako (3)
Kaké (4) MoAU kako (5) Aev Eépw (0)

3) MoTedw om0 apiBudG Twv EEvwy epyaTwyv atnyv KuTrpo eivai:

Y1repBoAikd peydhog (1) Meydahog (2) Oure peydAlog, oute PIKpOG (3)
Mikpég (4) MoAU pIkpOG (5) Aev Eépw (0)

4) AaupBavovtag utroyiv TIG AVAYKEG TNG OIKOVOiag TNG KuTrpou (yia géva xépla o€
OpIoPEVOUG TOUEIG) , Ba €Aeya 0TI auTod (0 apIBudG Twv EEVwv epyaTwv) givat:

MoAU ka6 (1) Kaho (2) Oure kKaAd, ouTe Kakod (3)
Kaké (4) MoAU kako (5) Aev Eépw (0)

5) MapakaAw va ava@épete Toia Ba ATAV N OTACN OAG OTIG O KATW TTOAvOTNTEG.
2NUEIOTE PE KUKAO éva atrd Toug apliBuoug atrd 1 uéxpl 5 avaloya Pe Tnv amravrnon 1rou
EMAEYETE OTNV KABE TTEPITITWON;:

OmrwodATmo | Nai | “Etorkal | “Oxi OmrwodnTo
1¢ Nai €101 1€ ‘OxiI

A) ©a Aquouv diatebelpévog/n va 1 2 3 4 5
TTOVTPEUTW UE €vn/o
B)©a Tov/Tnv dexduouv oTnv 1 2 3 4 5
OIKOYEVEIA UOU WG OUYYEVH
N Oa Tov/iinv O&exOUOUV WG 1 2 3 4 5
yeiTova
A) Oa Tov/TnV OEXOUOUV WG 1 2 3 4 5
OUVAdEAPO 0T DOUAEIA ou
E) ©a Tov/tnv &exduouv wg 1 2 3 4 5
TTOAITN oTnVv KUTTpo




326

Omrwodnmo | Nai | ‘Etol kai ‘Oxi OmrwodnTo
1€ Nai €10l Te ‘OxI
2) Oa Tov/Tnv OEeXOUOUV WG 1 2 3 4 5
emMOoKETTTN oTnv KUTtrpo
H) ©a tov/tnv amékAeila  atmd 1 2 3 4 5
TNV KO1rpo
6) ‘Exete TTOTE o€l O€ ¢Evn/eg XWPA/XWPEG; Nai (1) Oxi (2)

7) Av Nai, a) oe méoeg Eéveg XWPES Mia (1) Avo (2) Tpeig kal dvw (3)

B) yia TG00 KaIpd GUVOAIKA;
MNa pepikoug pnveg (1) NAIyoTepO atrd £va Xpovo (2) ‘Eva ue Tpia xpoévia (3) Tpia
Me TTévTe Xpovia (4) Mévte pe Oéka xpodvia (5) Mapatrdvw atrd déka xpodvia (6)

8) Mg troid/ég 1816TNTO/eG £XETE CAOEI O€E EEVN/EG XWPO/EG;

®oirntAg/Tpia (1)  Epyalouévog/n (2) ATTASGG/A kdToikog (3)
AAANOD (4). T1 e

9) ‘Exel Kaveig oTnv oikoyéveld oag TmavipeuTei ye Eévo;  Nai (1) Oxi (2)

10) Av Nai, 11016 JEAOG TNG OIKOYEVEIAG GAG (ETITPETTOVTAI TTEPICOOTEPES ATTO Wik
ATTAVTHOEIG):

Matépag/Mntépa (1) Ti6g/Kopn (2)  AdeA@OSG/AdEAQN (3) Matmroug/Tiayid (4)
O¢iog/O¢ia (5) ZadeA@oc/=adéAgn (6) AMN\ol (7)

11) Moia gival N yvwun 0og yia To yaPo Toug;

MoAU emituxnuévog (1) Emtuxnuévog (2) ‘ETo1 kai €101 (3)
Oy oAU emmiTuxnpévog (4) KaBdAou emmituxnuévog (5)

12) MIKTOG yapog gival 0 yauog heTagu evog Kutrpiou/piag Kutrpiag kai pidg/evog
&évng/ou. Moia gival n arrown oag yia Tov apIBPo auTtwy Twv Yapwy otn KOTrpo;

Y1repBoAika peyadhog (1) Meyahog (2) Oure peydAog, oute PIKPOS (3)
Mikpdg (4) MoAU pikpdg (5) Aev Eépw (0)

13) MNa tnv Kovwvia NG Kutrpou, Ba éAeya o611 auTtd (0 apiBPOS MIKTWY YEPWY) givai:

MoAU kahAod (1) Kaho (2) Oure kKaAb, oute kKakd (3)
Kako (4) MoAU kako (5) Aev gEpw (0)

14) 8a RoaoTav diatebeipuévog/n va dexBeite Tov yapo evog ouyyevr] 1 @ihou/ng cag
ME EEvo/n (ETITPETTOVTAI TTEPICOOTEPEG ATTO Wid ATTAVTACEIS) :

MNa Tov marépa/ 1N untépa pou (1) MNa 1a maidid pou (2)

MNa Ta adéAgia pou (3) MNa 10 B¢io / TN B¢ia pou (4)
MNa 10 EASEAQO pou / Tn EadEA@I pou (5) MNa iAo pou/ @iAn pou (6)
MNa kavéva atrd Toug ouyyeveig Kal QiAoug pou (7)

15) evikd&, CUPQWVEITE PE TNV 1I0€a TOU YAapou peTagl evog Kutrpiou / piag Kutrpiag
Kal piag &évng / evog EEvou;
Nai (1) Oxi (2) Aev EEpw (3)
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16) MNari; NapakaAw BonBeioTe divovTag Toug Adyoug Oag.

17) N6c0 onuavTikn €ival yia cag n €BviIKOTATA £vOG évou / piag ¢évng o oTtroiog/n
otroia TravtpeveTal yia Kutrpla / évav Kutrpio;

MoAU onuavtikA (1) ZnuavTikn (2) Oxi moAu onuavTikn (3) KaBdAou onuavTikn (4)
18) ZuvnBwg dev deixvouue Tnv idia cuuTTaBela o€ OAOUG TOUG EEVOUG: HEPIKOUG TOUG

oupTTaBoupe TTeEPIoTOTEPO aTTd AANOUG, KAl JEPIKOUG KaBOAou, avaloya Pe TNV
€BVIKOTNTA TOUG. lNoieg eival o1 BIkEG 0ag CUUTTABEIEG;

EBvikoTnTa Zupmmabw | Zupmabw | “ETol kai Agv Agv Agv
TTOAU £101 oupTTabw | oupTrabw | E€pw
KaBoAou

EAANVIKA 1 2 3 4 5 6
BpeTavikn 1 2 3 4 5 6
Poupuaviki 1 2 3 4 5 6
BouAyapikn) 1 2 3 4 5 6
Pwaolkn 1 2 3 4 5 6
AUEPIKAVIKN 1 2 3 4 5 6
eppaviki 1 2 3 4 5 6
NAiIBavikn 1 2 3 4 5 6
Ipaviki 1 2 3 4 5 6
lopanAivi 1 2 3 4 5 6
PINTTTIVECIKN 1 2 3 4 5 6

19) ‘Atopa atd TToieg aTTd TIG AKOAOUBEG £BVIKOTNTEG TTOU Couv OTNnV KUTTPO £XETE
YVWpIioEl, Kal TTOCO KAAJ;

EBvikoTnTa MoAU Apketd | Aiyo | KaBdAou
KOAG

EAMNVIKA 1 2 3 4
BpeTavikn 1 2 3 4
Pouuaviki 1 2 3 4
BouAyapikn) 1 2 3 4
Pwoikn 1 2 3 4
AUEPIKAVIKN 1 2 3 4
epuavikn 1 2 3 4
Aiavikn 1 2 3 4
Ipavikn 1 2 3 4
lopanAivn 1 2 3 4
PINTTTIVECIKN 1 2 3 4

20) Av uttfjpxe n duvatoTnTa / av dsv AoaoTav TTavTpePEVos/n Ba noaoTtav
o1ateBeIyévog/n va TTAVTPEUTEITE TIPOCWTTO ATTO AUTEG TIG €BVIKOTNTEG

EBvikoéTnTa Nai Oxi
‘EAANnvag/ida 1 2
Bpetavog/n 1 2
Poupdavoc/a 1 2
BoUAyapog/dpa 1 2
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Pwoog/ida 1 2
Apepikavog/ida 1 2
eppavoc/ida 1 2
AiBdaviog/ia 1 2
Ipavég/n 1 2
lopanAivég/n 1 2
OINTTmIvéCog/a 1 2

21) Motevete 611 évag Kutrplog / pia KUTrpia yia va atro@acioel va TTavTpeUTEi
gévn/Eévo Ba AdRel uttdwn Kai TNV €BVIKOTNTA TNG EEvng / Tou EEvou e Tnv oTToiav/
TOV OTT0ioV Ba TTAVTPEUTEI;

Nai (1) Oxi (2) Aev Eépw (3)

22) lNari; NapakaAw BonBeioTte divovtag Toug Adyoug Gag.

Avwvupa Anuoypa@ikd ZTolxeia:

23) ®ulo: ‘Avipag (1)  Tuvaika (2)

24) Noéowv xpovwy gioTe: 15-24 (1) 25-34 (2) 35-44 (3) 45-54(4) 55-64 (5)
65 kai avw (6)

25) OIkoyevelokA KaTdoTaon:

EAelBepog/n (1) AppaBwviacpévog/n (2)  Mavrpepévog/n (3) Xnpog/a (4)
Alaleuypévog/n ) o didoTtaon (5) 2ulWw Me Tov/TNV CUVTPOYO Hou (6)

26) Avwtepo MopoewTiké ETritredo:

Xwpic oxoAikAq uépewaon (1)  Anuotiké (2)  TpiraEio Nuuvaaoio (3) E¢ardéio
lupvaaoio/Aukeio (4) Avwrtepn Extaideuon (KoAAEyio) (5)

Avwrtarn  Ekmaideuon  (MavemoTtiuio)  (6) Metamrruxioké  («MdoTtep»)  (7)
A1daKTOPIKO (8)

27 ) ETTAYYE A O oo

28) EtAoio €1060nua (katd TTpoatyyion):

Niyétepo ato £6 000 (1) £ 6000 -£10 000 (2) £10 000 - £20 000 (3)

£20 000 - £30 000 (4) £30 000 - £40 000 (5) Avw Twv £40 000 (6)
29) Tét0G dIAPOVAG:

Neukwaia oAn (1) NePEOOG TTOAN (3) Nd&pvaka TTOAn (5)

Aeukwaoia uTTaIBpog (2) NePeoog UTTaIBpog (4) Ndpvaka UTTaiBpog (6)

Magog T6AN (8)
APPOXwOoTOG UTTaIBpOog (7) Méagog uTTaIBpog (9)
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APPENDIX E (Chapter lll)
Standardized Open-ended Interview Schedule

The present survey aims to identify the reasons why some people choose to marry
foreigners. Here are a few questions addressed to you, one of those people who felt
attracted and then married to a partner from another world.

Thank you.

Exposure to Foreign Influence Questions

1) How do you feel about people from other lands or about other ethnic groups within your
own country?
Possible follow-up questions:

How much contact with foreigners have you had (in your country and abroad)?

Had you lived, worked, or traveled outside your own country?

Had everyone in your family (grandparents, aunts, uncles etc) married someone from
other

ethnic, racial or religious background?

If yes, how were their marriages seen by their families?

Preference for Resources in a Partner Questions

2) What was it that attracted you to your partner in the first place?

Possible follow-up questions:
What was the most appealing characteristic about your partner (which was perhaps
different from people you had known or dated in your own culture)?

3) What was it that appealed to you in the idea of marrying a foreigner?

4) How would you describe yourself in appearance, education, social status, economic
stability, personality and self-image at the time of marriage?
How did these compare with your partner’s?

Third parties Influence on Mixed marriage Partner Choice Questions

5) What kind of relationship did you have at home: with parents, siblings, and peers?
What was your home life like?

6) How does your family see your marriage?
Which members of your family have accepted your marriage?
Has your family accepted your husband/wife?
What about your spouse’s family? Have they accepted you?
If not, how do they show their resentment?

7) Was there anything in your pre-marriage life (relational, political, social, economic or
religious) you wanted to get away from or already felt distanced or alienated from?

8) Did you have a religious wedding celebration or a civil one?
How would you describe the experience regarding the paperwork/ procedures you had
to go through?

9) Are you patriotic or sceptical of feelings of national pride?
Did you apply for official residence in Cyprus immediately after marriage and for
citizenship status later?
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How would you describe the contacts you have had with the Cypriot Immigration
authorities?

Contact Opportunities on Marriage Market Questions

10) What was going on in your life at the time you met your future spouse: what events,
situations, or changes?
At that time, did you have the intention to get married?
How and where did you meet each other?
Was your relationship with your partner your first with someone from another culture/
nationality?

11) What were your expectations regarding life with the man/woman you married, your
goals for the relationship? Did you discuss them before marriage?
How long had you known one another before you got married?

Children of Mixed Couples Questions

12) Do you have children from your marriage with......... ?
If yes, how do your children feel about coming from a mixed marriage?
Are they bilingual?
How do they get treated at school: as children from a mixed marriage?
Do they get called racist nicknames?

13) Do you and/or your children socialize with people from your country?
Which is the dominant language at home?

14) Do you regret marrying a foreigner?

Background/ demographic Questions:

In order to gather identifying information that is to link respondents to their responses you
are kindly requested to provide some personal data. | assure you about their
confidentiality and limited use for specific research purpose only.

Thank you.

. Surname and name.

. Date of birth

. Educational level

. Profession

. Occupation

. Father’s occupation

. Mother’s occupation

. Spouse’s occupation and income
. Annual income

10. Number of sisters/ brothers
11. Age at marriage

12. Marital status

13. Occupation prior to marriage
14. Income prior to marriage

O©COoONOOTPRAWN-=-
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ATUTIN ouvévTeudn

ApkeToi dvBpwTrol TTavTpevovTal Je Eévoug. H TTapoloa £peuva €xel OKOTTO va
EVTOTTIOEI TOUG AGYOUG YIO TOUG OTTOIOUG KATTOI0I AvBPWTTOI ETTIAEYOUV VA TTAVTPEUTOUV JE
&évouc. MapouaidfovTal €dw PEPIKES EPWTAOEIG.

A) ‘EkBeon o€ &Eveg eTIdpAOEIS.

1. Mwg a108daveoTe OXETIKA PE TOUG EEVOUG TTOU COUV OTN XWPA OAgG;

MBavég ocuvakoAouBeg epwTHOEIG:

1.1 Moo oTevn AN €iXaTe/éxeTe Ye EEVOUG;

1.2 'Exete {Aoel, epyacBei ) Tagidéwel EEw atrd Tn Xwpa oag;

1.3 "Exel kaveig atod tnv oikoyévela oag (TTatmmmoudeg, yiayiddeg, Bgioug, Beieg,KATT.)
TTavTpeuTei KATTOIOV OTTO AAAN €BVIKOTNTA, QUAN ] BpnokKeia;

1.4 Av val, TTwG AVTIMETWTTIOTNKAV Ol YAUOI TOUG aTTd TIG OIKOYEVEIEG TOUG;

B) NMpoTipRoeig

2. Ti ATav auté TTou, KATA TTPWTOV, 0AG EKAUE VA VOIWOETE OTI 0OG EAKUEI O GUVTPOPOG
oag;

MBavr ocuvakéAoubn epwtnon:

2.1 lNoio ATav 10 MO EAKUCTIKG XAPAKTNPIOTIKO TOU CUVTPOPOU 0ag (TTou TTBavév va ATav
O1aQoPETIKO aTTd avBpWITTOUG TTOU £iXATE YVWPIoEel oToV OIKG 0AG TTOAITIONO);

3. Ti ATav autd TToUu 0a¢ TPARNEE OTNV 16€a VA TTAVTPEUTEITE évav EEVO;

4. Mwg Ba TTEPIYPAPATE TNV EUPAVIOH 0OG, TN HOPPWOT GAG, TNV KOIVWVIKA oag B€on, TNV
OIKOVOUIKA 00G 0TaBepdTNTA, TNV TTPOCWTTIKOTNTA 00G KATA TNV TTEPiIodO Tou yauou odag;
Mw¢ ouykpivovTal auTd PE EKEIVA TOU CUVTPOPOU CAG;

N Emdpadocig TpiTwv oTnVv €mAoyn Tou {Evou ouvTpoPou
5. Ti €idoug oxéaon cixare oTo OTIITI JE TOUG YOVEIG 0ag; MNwg RTav n {wr 0ag oTo OTTITI;

6. Nwg BAETTEI N OIKOYEVEId OOG TO YAUO OAG;
e [loia péAn TnG oikoyéveldg oag £Xouv aTTOOEKTE TO YAUO OOG;
o Exel amodekTei n oikoyéveld oag Tn/To oUCUyo Oag;
e g éxouv atmodeKTEi 01 yoveig Tng/Tou gulUyou 0ag;
e Av Ox1, TTwg deixvouv Tnv avTiBeon Toug;

7. YTApEe KATI oTNV TTPO Tou yauou {wh oag ( TTOMITIKG, KOIVWVIKO, OIKOVOUIKO,
BpnoKeuTIKO) TToU Ba BEAaTe va atraAAayeite atrd auTo 1) TTou gixaTte AdN voIwoEl EEvog N
QTTOPOKPUOUEVOG OTTO aUTO;

8. ‘Exete TravipeuTei e OpnokeuTikG 1 TTONITIKG yapo; MNMwg Ba TTepypd@aTe TNV EPTTEIPIQ
00aG 0€ oX€on HE TIG YPOPEIOKPATIKES DIABIKATCIEG TTOU XPEIACTNKE VA TTEPACETE;

9. EioTe TATPIOTNG ) OKETTTIKIOTAG O€ OX£ON WE TA AIGOAPATA 0ag TTATPIWTIKAG
UTTEPNPAVEIQG;
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e AmroTeBnKkaTe yia Yoviun Trapapovr) otn KOTrpo apéowg JETA TO YAUO Kal yid
uTTNKOOTNTA ApPYOTEPQ;
o [lwg Ba Teprypdgarte TIG euTTEIpiEG 0ag e TIG KuTTpiakég ApXEG;

A) Eukaipieg ETrTapwyv

10. Ti ouvéBaive otn Cwn 0ag TN OTIYUNA TTOU yvwpiocate Tov HEAAovTa /Tnv JEAAOUCQ
oUCuyo oag; Ti yeyovoTta, KaTaoTdoelg 1 aAAayEg;
o Ekeivn Tnv emoxn cixarte Tnv TpOOECN VA TTAVTPEUTEITE;
e [lou kal TTwG yvwpioaTte o évag Tov AAAC;
e ’'Hrav n oxéon oag Pe Tov oUVTpo®d 000G N TTPWTN KE KATToIOV atTd AAAO TTONITIONO
r €6vIKOTNTQ;

11. Moieg ATAv o1 TTPOCDOKIEG 0aG avaPopIKd e Tn wr] 0ag PE ToV avdpa / Tn yuvaika
TTOU TTAVTPEUTAKATE, Ol OKOTTOI 0O¢ yIa T oX€on oag; Ta oudnTAoaTte autd TIpIV TO YAUO;
Méoo kaipd yvwpi{docaoTav TTPIV VO TTAVTPEUTEITE;

E) NMaudid amréd pikToug yapoug.

12. 'Exete TaudId a1 10 YAPO GAG HE...oooeeeeeeeeeeeeennn. r
e Av val, TTwg voliwbouyv Ta TTaIdId 0ag TTOU TTPOEPXOVTAI OTTO HIKTO YAUO;
o Eival diyhAwooaq;
o [lwg Ta petaxelpiCovral 0To OX0AEi0, KATT — wg TTaIdId atrd PIKTO yauo; Ta
PWVACouv Pe paToloTIKA ovouaTa;

13. 'EXETE KOIVWVIKEG ETTOQPEG, €0EIC KAl T TTAIBIA OOG, HE AVOPWITOUG ATTO TN XWpEa Oag;
Moia gival n emKpaTtolca yAwooa 0TO OTIiTI;

14. ExeTe pETAVIWAEI TTOU TTAVTPEUTAKATE EEVO/ EEvn;
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Appendix F  (CHAPTER IV)

Tables sets 4.1- 4.23 Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency
Summary Tables and Chi-Square tests for questions sets Q1-Q29

Table 4.1. Summary Frequencies Table for Questions set Q23-Q29
Demographic Characteristics of Questionnaire Survey Respondents

Tables set 4.2.- 4.5. for Question set Q1-Q4 about the Opinions and
Estimations of the Number of Foreigners and Number of Foreign Workers in Cyprus:
Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency Summary Tables and Chi-square Tests
Table 4.2. Estimation of foreigners’ number in Cyprus
Table 4.3. Opinion about the estimated number of foreigners in Cyprus
Table 4.4. Estimation of foreign workers number in Cyprus
Table 4.5. Opinion about the estimated number of foreign workers in Cyprus

Tables set 4.6. For Q5: Foreigners-Cypriots social distance scale index of questions:
Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency Summary Tables and Chi-Square Tests
Table 4.6.a. Respondent’s attitude towards own marriage to a foreigner
Table 4.6.b. Attitude towards foreigners as relatives
Table 4.6.c Attitude towards foreigners as neighbors
Table 4.6.d Attitude towards foreigners as work colleagues
Table 4.6.e Attitude towards foreigners as citizens in Cyprus
Table 4.6.f Attitude towards foreigners as visitors in Cyprus
Table 4.6.g Attitude towards the exclusion of some foreigners from Cyprus

Tables set 4.7- 4.12 for Question set Q6-Q11: Foreign influence Exposure.
Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency Summary Table and Chi-square tests
Table 4.7. Q6) Respondents who lived or not in foreign country/countries
Table 4.8.a. Q7) A) Number of foreign countries where respondents lived
Table 4.8.b. Q7) B) Number of years the respondents lived abroad
Table 4.9. Q8) In what capacity have the respondents lived abroad?
Table 4.10. Q9) How many respondents have or not relatives married to
foreigners?
Table 4.11 Q10) Respondents’ relative(s) married to foreigner(s)
Table 4.12 Q11) Opinion about relatives who married foreigners

Tables set 4.13 — 4.18 for Questions set Q12-Q17: Opinions/Attitudes towards mixed
marriage in Cyprus, at societal and individual levels. Frequencies, Pie Charts,

Contingency Summary Table and Chi-square tests
Table 4.13 for Q12) Respondents estimate the number of mixed marriages in Cyprus

Table 4.14 for Q13) Opinion about the foregoing estimated number of mixed

marriages in Cyprus
Table 4.15 for Q14) Respondents willing to accept/or not their relatives marrying

foreigners
Table 4.16 for Q15) Agree/not agree with the idea of marriage between a Cypriot and

a foreigner
Table 4.17 for Q16) Reasons to agree, disagree or don’t know to agree/disagree

with mixed marriage
Table 4.18 for Q17) Respondents’ opinions about the importance of foreigner’s

nationality in mixed marriage
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Tables set 4.19 — 4.20 for Questions set Q18-Q19: Contacts with different nationalities
living in Cyprus. Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency Summary Table and
Chi-square tests

Table 4.19 for Q18) Respondents’ preferences for different foreign nationalities living
in Cyprus

Table 4.20 for Q19) How well do the respondents know foreign nationals living in
Cyprus

Tables set 4.21 — 4.23 for Questions set Q20-Q22: Nationality and mixed marriage:
preferences for foreign spouses. Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency
Summary Table and Chi-square tests

Table 4.21 for Q20) Respondents would/would not marry foreign nationals living in
Cyprus

Table 4.22 for Q21) Foreigners’ nationalities influence/ do not influence Cypriots’
marriage decision

Table 4.23 for Q22) Foreigners’ nationality influences/ or not Cypriots’ marriage
decision: reasons for the answers given to the foregoing question

Table 4.24 Valid values for Chi-square tests, p<.05

Tables sets 4.25-4.27 Frequencies Summary Tables for the questions sets Q1-Q4,
Q6-Q8 and Q5.
Table 4.25 Frequencies summary table for Questions set Q1-Q4 about the Opinions
and estimations of the numbers of foreigners and foreign workers in Cyprus
Table 4.26 A) Frequencies summary table for Questions set Q6-Q8 about the
respondents who lived in foreign countries (Number of years lived abroad and
Number of foreign countries)
Table 4.26 B) Frequencies summary table for Questions set Q6-Q8 about the
respondents who lived in foreign countries (Number of years lived abroad and
Purpose of living abroad)
Table 4.27 Frequencies summary table for question Q5 — Foreigners-Cypriots social
distance scale
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Table 4.1. Summary Frequencies Table for Questions set Q23-Q29: Demographic Characteristics of Questionnaire Survey Respondents

Cyprus districts/Sample strata Nicosia Famagusta Larnaca Limassol Paphos All districts
Demographical Categories Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample
Characteristics Numbers % Numbes | % Numbers % Numbers % Numbers % Total %

Sex Male 80 49,4% 10 50% 34 51,5% 57 50% 20 52,6% 201 50,2%
Female 82 50,6% 10 50% 32 48,5% 57 50% 18 47,4% 199 49,8%
Total 162 100% 20 100% 66 100% 114 100% 38 100% 400 100%
Age Young (15-34) 60 37% 8 40% 26 39,4% 41 36% 13 34,2% 148 37%
Middle Aged (35-54) 58 35,8% 8 40% 23 34,8% 41 36% 12 31,6% 142 35,5%
Old (55+) 44 27,2% 4 20% 17 25,8% 32 28% 13 34,2% 110 27,5%
Total 162 100% 20 100% 66 100% 114 100% 38 100% 400 100%
Education Primary (element.& second. 24 14,8% 3 15% 13 19,7% 21 18,4% 7 18,4% 68 17%
school
High S)chool 58 35,8% 9 45% 30 45,5% 40 35,1% 19 50% 156 39%
Tertiary 80 49,4% 8 40% 23 34,8% 53 46,5% 12 31,6% 176 44%
college,univ.,MA,PhD
Total ( : : 162 100% 20 100% 66 100% 114 100% 38 100% 400 100%
Occupation Public Servant 42 25,9% 7 35% 15 22,7% 15 13,1% 16 42.1% 95 23,7%
Private sector employee 40 24,6% 1 5% 21 31,8% 33 28,9% 6 15,7% 101 25,2%
Self-employed 8 4,9% 2 10% 5 7.5% 10 8,7% 1 2,6% 26 6,5%
Worker/constructor/farmer 1 0,6% - - 3 4,5% 9 7,8% 3 7,8% 16 4%
Intellectual/Artist 17 10,4% 2 10% 4 6% 19 16,7% 2 5,2% 44 11%
Housewife 13 8% 5 25% 8 12,1% 9 7,8% 1 2,6% 36 9%
Pensioner 18 11,1% - - 4 6% 6 5,2% 4 10,5% 32 8%
Student 15 9,2% 2 10% 5 7,5% 7 6,1% 2 5,2% 31 7.7%
Not stated 8 4,9% 1 5% 1 1,5% 6 5,2% 3 7,8% 19 4,7%
Total 162 100% 20 100% 66 100% 114 100% 38 100% 400 100%
Marital Married 109 67,3% 17 85% 48 72,7% 79 69,3% 28 73,7% 281 70,2%
Status /engaged/cohabitation
Single 43 26,5% 3 15% 17 25,8% 25 21,9% 7 18,4% 95 23,7%
Divorced/ 9 5,6% -—- 1 1,5% 9 7,9% 3 7,9% 22 5,5%
/separated/widowed
Not stated 1 0,6% - 1 0,9% -—- 2 0,5%
Total 162 100% 20 100% 66 100% 114 100% 38 100% 400 100%
Residence Urban 118 72,8% -—- 40 60,6% 90 78,9% 24 63,2% 272 68%
Rural 44 27.2% 20 100% 26 39,4% 24 21,1% 14 36,8% 128 32%
Total 162 100% 20 100% 66 100% 114 100% 38 100% 400 100%
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Cyprus districts/Sample strata Nicosia Famagusta Larnaca Limassol Paphos All districts
Demographical Categories Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample Sample
Characteristics Numbers % Numbes | % Numbers % Numbers % Numbers % Total %
|ncome/yr_ <6000CYP 36 25,7% 1 5% 19 28,8% 25 21,9% 4 10,5% 85 21,3%

6000-20000 CYP 89 63,6% 11 55% 31 47% 62 54,4% 22 57,9% 215 53,8%
20000-40000 CYP 15 10,7 - - 7 10,6% 7 6,1% 4 10,5% 33 8,3%
> 40000 CYP - - - - - - 2 1,8% - - 2 0,5%
Not stated 22 13,6% 8 40% 9 13,6% 18 15,8% 8 21,1% 65 16,3%
Total 162 100% 20 100% 66 100% 114 100% 38 100% 400 100%
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Table 4.2. Q1) Estimation of foreigners’ number in Cyprus

Frequency Table and Pie chart- Respondents estimate the number of foreigners in Cyprus

Frequency Percent Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent
Valid DN, NA 6 1,5 1,5 1,5
Extremely large 344 86,0 86,0 87,5
and large
Neither large, 41 10,3 10,3 97,8
nor small
Small and too 9 2,3 2,3 100,0
small
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Nr of frgs recoded
Small and too small
Neither large, nor s DN, NA
xtremely large and
Q1) Contingency table- Estimation of foreigners’ number in Cyprus
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Extremely large 84% males 88% for 90% for primary 84% urban
and large 88% females | middle aged education 93% rural
(35-54)

Neither large, 12% males 12% for 13% tertiary 14% urban
nor small 9% females | young (15-34) education 4% rural
Small and 3% males 4% for old 4% for primary 2% urban
too small 2% females (over 55) education 3%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Number of foreigners recoded’ and ‘Respondents’ residence’

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 8,524 2 ,014
Likelihood Ratio 9,814 2 ,007
Linear-by-Linear Association 2,209 1 137
N of Valid Cases 394

1 cell (16, 7%) has expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2,86.
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Table 4.3. Opinion about the estimated number of foreigners in Cyprus

Q2) Which is the opinion about the foregoing estimated number of foreigners in Cyprus,
compared to the size of Greek-Cypriot society?

Frequency Table and Pie chart - Opinion about the estimated number of foreigners

Frequency| Percent Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid| Not stated 22 55 55 55
Very good and 69 17,3 17,3 22.8
good
Neutral 79 19,8 19,8 42,5
Very bad and 230 57,5 57,5 100,0
bad
Total 400 100,0 100,0

Opinion about the estimated

number of foreigners in Cyprus

not stated

good and good

neutral

Q2) Contingency Tables- Opinion about the estimated number of foreigners in Cyprus

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Very good and 23% males 20% forold | 21% for high | 20% urban
good 12% females school 13% rural

graduates

Neither good, 17% males 24% for 23% for 20% urban
nor bad 22% females young tertiares 20% rural
Bad and very bad 56% males 62% for 59% for 58% urban
59% females middle age tertiares 57% rural
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Chi-Square Tests for ‘Opinion about the estimated number of foreigners’ and the following

variables:
Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex * 8,68 2 ,013
Respondents’residence 2,12 2 ,346
Respondents’ age 4,80 4 ,308
Respondents education 5,05 4 ,282

*Valid Chi-square values are displayed in italic bolds.

Table 4.4. Estimation of foreign workers number in Cyprus
Q3) How do Cypriots estimate the number of foreign workers in Cyprus?

Frequency Table and Pie chart - Number of foreign workers recoded

Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent
Valid NA 3 8 .8 8
Extremely large and] 365 91,3 91,3 92,0
Large
Neutral 20 5,0 5,0 97,0
Too small and small 8 2,0 2,0 99,0
DN 4 1,0 1,0 100,0
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Nr of frg workers recoded
DN
too small & small
neutral na
extremely large & la
Contingency Table — Estimated number of foreign workers in Cyprus
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Extremely large 92% males 93% for 94% for high school 90% urban
and large 91% females 15-34 graduates 94% rural
Neither large, 6% males 6% for old 7% for tertiary 6% urban
nor small 5% females education 2% rural
Small and 2% males 3% for 3% for elementary 2% urban
too small 2% females middle-aged school 2%rural




340

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Estimated number of foreign workers’ and ‘Respondents’ residence’

variables:
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2,968 2 227
Likelihood Ratio 3,351 2 ,187
Linear-by-Linear Association 1,870 1 71
N of Valid Cases 393

1 cells (16,7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.

Table 4.5. Opinion about the estimated number of foreign workers in Cyprus

Q4) Which is Cypriots’ opinion about the foregoing estimated high amount of foreign

workers, given the size and needs of the Greek-Cypriot economy?

Frequency Table and Pie chart- Opinion about the estimated number of foreign workers in Cyprus

Frequency | Percent Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent
Valid NA 7 1,8 1,8 1,8
Very good and good 120 30,0 30,0 31,8
Neutral 78 19,5 19,5 51,3
Bad and very bad 174 43,5 43,5 94,8
DN 21 53 O 100,0
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Opinion about the estimated
number of foreigners in Cyprus
DN na

ry good &good

neutral
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Q4) Contingency table- Opinion about the estimated number of foreign workers in Cyprus

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Very good & good 34% males 35% for 32% for 29% urban
26% females | middle aged tertiares 32% rural
Neither good, 20% males 23% for 22% for 21% urban
nor bad 19% females | middle aged tertiares 16% rural
Bad and very bad 42% males 49% for 50% for high 44% urban
45% females young school 43%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Opinion about the estimated number of foreign workers’ and the following
variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 2,13 2 ,345
Respondents’ residence 1,15 2 ,562
Respondents’ age 8,11 4 ,088
Respondents’ education 2,81 4 ,589
Respondents’ income 20,28 8 ,009
Respondents’ occupation 19,60 14 ,143

Tables set 4.6. Q5) Foreigners-Cypriots social distance scale
Table 4.6.a. Respondent’s attitude towards own marriage to a foreigner

Frequency table and Pie Chart- R's attitude towards own marriage to a foreigner recoded

Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Valid NA 4 1,0 1,0 1,0
Strongly agree & 105 26,3 26,3 27,3
agree
Neutral 107 26,8 26,8 54,0
Disagree/ strongly 184 46,0 46,0 100,0
disagree
Total 400 100,0 100,0

Respondents' attitude towards

their own marriages to foreigners

disagree&strongly di

neutral
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Contingency Table —Respondents’ attitudes towards their own marriages to foreigners

recoded
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Strongly 35% males 32% for 31% for tertiary 30% urban
agree/Agree 17% females young education 18% rural
Neither agree, 29% males 29% for 30% for tertiary 27% urban
nor disagree 25% females young education 27% rural
Disagree/ strongly 35% males 58% for old 68% for primary 43% urban
disagree 57% females education 53%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ attitudes towards their own marriages to foreigners’ and the

variables:
Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)

Respondents’ sex 23,34 2 ,000

Respondents’ residence 7,03 2 ,030
Respondents’ age 12,70 4 ,013

Respondents education 18,29 4 ,001
Respondents’ annual income 24,21 8 ,002
Respondents’ occupation 52,76 14 ,000

Control for a third variable: ‘If Respondent has ever lived in foreign country’

R’s attitude towards

Respondents who lived abroad

Respondents who didn’t live abroad

own mixed marriage Male Female Male Female
Strongly agree &
agree 38% 26% 32% 11%
Neutral 30% 21% 28% 27%
Disagree & strongly 32% 53% 40% 62%
disagree

Control for a third variable: ‘Anyone in Respondent’s fa

mily married to a foreigner’

R’s attitude towards

Respondents who have relatives
married to foreigners

Respondents who don’t have
relatives married to foreigners

own mixed marriage Male Female Male Female
Strongly agree & 41% 21% 29% 13%
agree
Neutral 32% 30% 24% 20%
Disagree & strongly 27% 49% 47% 67%
disagree
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Table 4.6.b. Q5 B) Attitude towards foreigner as relative

Frequency Table and Pie Chart- Attitude towards foreigner as relative

Frequency | Percent |Valid Percent| Cumulative Percent
Valid NA 5 1,3 1,3 1,3
Strongly agree and 231 57,8 57,8 59,0
agree
Neutral 93 23,3 23,3 82,3
Disagree and 71 17,8 17,8 100,0
Strongly disagree
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Attitude towards foreigner as relative
na
disagree&strongly di
neutral ~ strongly agree.
Contingency Table- Attitude towards foreigners as relatives
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Strongly agree and 64% males | 62% for 15-34 | 63% for tertiary 61% urban
Agree 51% females education 52% rural
Neither agree, 20% males | 25% for 35-54 | 27% for high 25% urban
nor disagree 26% females school 21% rural
graduates
Disagree and 14% males 22% for older 27% for 14% urban
strongly disagree | 21% females | than 55 years | primary school 26%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ attitudes towards foreigners as relatives’ and the following

variables:
Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)

Respondents’ sex 6,81 2 ,033

Respondents’ residence 8,47 2 ,014
Respondents’ age 3,82 4 430

Respondents education 7,01 4 ,135
Respondents’ annual income 7,89 8 444
Respondents’ occupation 24,97 14 ,035
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Table 4.6.c Q5 C) Would Cypriots accept foreigners as neighbours?

Frequency Table and Pie Chart- Attitude towards foreigners as neighbors

Frequency| Percent| Valid Cumulative Percent
Percent
Valid NA 7 1,8 1,8 1,8
Agree and strongly 315 78,8 78,8 80,5
agree
Neutral 56 14,0 14,0 945
Disagree and 22 55 5,5 100,0
strongly disagree
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Attitude towards foreigner as neighbour
| disagree&strongly di}_\ H
agree&strongly agree
Contingency table — Attitude towards foreigners as neighbours
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Strongly agree and 79% males 83% for 55+ 82% for primary 81% urban
Agree 79% females education 75% rural
Neither agree, 12% males | 18% for 15-34 | 15% for high school 13% urban
nor disagree 16% females 17% rural
Disagree and 8% males 7% for 55+ 6% for tertiary 5% urban
Strongly disagree 3% females education 6%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ attitudes towards foreigners as neighbors’ and the
variables:

Variables Value | df |Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 5,66 2 ,059
Respondents’ residence 1,89 2 ,388
Respondents’ age 3,76 4 ,439




Table 4.6.d Q5 D) Would Cypriots accept foreigners as work colleagues?

345

Frequency table and Pie chart- Attitude towards foreigners as work colleagues

Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Valid NA 5 1,3 1,3 1,3
Agree and strongly 302 75,5 75,5 76,8
agree
Neutral 65 16,3 16,3 93,0
Disagree and strongly 28 7,0 7,0 100,0
disagree
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Attitude towards foreigner
as work colleague
| disagree&strongly di
neutral
agree&strongly agree
Contingency Table- Attitude towards foreigners as work colleagues
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Strongly agree and 80% males 78% for 55 75% for 78% urban
Agree 71% females and older primary and 70% rural
high school
Neither agree, 11% males | 21% for 15-34 | 18% for high 14% urban
nor disagree 22% females school degree 20% rural
Disagree and 9% males 7% for 15-34 | 9% for tertiary 6% urban
strongly disagree 6% females education 9%rural
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Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ attitudes towards foreigners as work colleagues’ and
the following variables:

Variables Value | df |Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 9,12 2 ,010
Respondents’residence 3,48 2 ,175
Respondents’ age 3,70 4 ,448
Respondents education 2,37 4 ,668

Table 4.6.e Q5 E) Would Cypriots accept foreigners as citizens in their country?

Frequency Table & Pie chart- Attitude towards foreigner as citizen in Cyprus

Frequency| Percent| Valid Cumulative Percent
Percent
Valid NA 3 ,8 8 8
Agree & strongly 222 55,5 55,5 56,3
agree
Neutral 103 25,8 25,8 82,0
Disagree & strongly 72 18,0 18,0 100,0
disagree
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Attitude towards foreigner
as citizen in Cyprus
na
disagree&strongly di

agree&strongly a

Contingency table- Attitude towards foreigners as citizens in Cyprus

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Strongly agree and 62% males 61% for old 65% for 58% urban
Agree 49% females ages (55+) primary 51% rural

education

Neither agree, 21% males 31% for 28% for high 25% urban
nor disagree 31% females | young (15-34) school 27% rural
Disagree and 16% males 19% for 22% for high 16% urban
strongly disagree 20% females young school 22%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ attitudes towards foreigners as citizens in Cyprus’

and the variables:
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Variables Value | df |Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 7,92 2 ,019
Respondents’ residence 2,37 2 ,305
Respondents’ age 5,13 4 273
Respondents education 6,37 4 73
Respondents’ annual income 12,26 8 ,140
Respondents’ occupation 24,30 | 14 ,042

Table 4.6.f Q5 F) How likely are the Cypriot respondents to accept foreigners in their
country as visitors?

Frequency table and Pie chart- Attitude towards foreigner as visitor in Cyprus

Frequency| Percent |Valid Percent| Cumulative Percent
Valid NA 9 2,3 2,3 2,3
Agree and strongly 343 85,8 85,8 88,0
agree
Neutral 17 4,3 4,3 92,3
Disagree and 31 7,8 7,8 100,0
strongly disagree
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Attitude towards foreigner as
visitor in Cyprus
disagree&strongly di
neutral
agree&strongly agree
Contingency Table- Attitude towards foreigners as visitors in Cyprus
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Strongly agree and | 84% males 90% for old | 90% for | 89% urban
Agree 88% females | ages primary 82% rural
education
Neither agree, 5% males 6% for middle | 6% for high | 4% urban
nor disagree 4% females ages school 5% rural
Disagree and | 9% males 1% for | 9% for high | 7% urban
strongly disagree 7% females middle ages school degree | 10%rural




348

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ attitudes towards foreigners as visitors in Cyprus’

and the following variables:

Variables Value | df |Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 1,006 | 2 ,605
Respondents’ residence 1,78 2 ,409
Respondents’ age 8,50 4 ,075
Respondents education 2,83 4 ,587

Table 4.6.g. Q5) G) Would Cypriot respondents exclude some foreigners from Cyprus?

Frequency table and Pie chart- Attitude towards foreigners' exclusion from Cyprus

Frequency | Percent| Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Valid NA 20 50 5,0
Agree & strongly 23 5,8 5,8 10,8
agree
Neutral 26 6,5 6,5 17,3
Disagree & strongly 331 82,8 82,8 100,0
disagree
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Attitude towards foreigners' exclusion
from Cyprus
na
/agree&strongly agree
disagree&strongly di
Contingency table- Attitude towards foreigners’ exclusion from Cyprus
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Strongly agree and 7% males 6% for 34-55 6% for high school 5% urban
Agree 5% females degree 9% rural
Neither agree, 6% males 8% for 15-34 9% for high school 6% urban
nor disagree 8% females 8% rural
Disagree and 84% males | 31% for 15-34 | 85% for primary and 85% urban
Strongly disagree | 82% females tertiary educations 78%rural
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Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ attitudes towards foreigners’ exclusion from Cyprus’ and the

following variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 1,04 2 ,594
Respondents’ residence 3,63 2 ,162
Respondents’ age 1,14 4 .,887

Tables set 4.7.-4.12 for Questions set Q6-Q11 Foreign Influence Exposure index of

questions

Table 4.7. for Q6) Respondents who lived or not in foreign country/countries

Frequency Table and Pie chart- If Respondents have ever lived in foreign country

Frequency | Percent| Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid Yes 171 42,8 44 1 44 1
No 217 54,3 55,9 100,0
Total 388 97,0 100,0
Missing NA 12 3,0
Total 400 100,0

If R has ever lived in foreign country

Yes

Contingency table- Respondents who lived or not in foreign countries

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’

for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence

Yes 46% males 53% for 35-54 | 68% for tertiary | 45% urban
42% females education 43% rural

No 54% males 62% for 15-34 | 76% for primary | 56% urban

58% females

education

57% rural
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Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents who lived in a foreign country’ and ‘Respondent’s education’ by

‘Respondents’ Sex’

Respondent's sex

Value df |Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided)
Male Pearson Chi-Square 48,806 2 ,000
N of Valid Cases 194
Female Pearson Chi-Square 20,704 2 ,000
N of Valid Cases 194

a 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 12,06.
b 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 15,03

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents who lived or not in foreign countries’ and the following

variables:
Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)

Respondents’ sex'’ ,669 1 413

Respondents’ residence? ,017 1 ,897
Respondents’ age 7,04 2 ,030

Respondents’ education 65,42 2 ,000
Respondents’ annual income 22,10 4 ,000
Respondents’ occupation 42,03 7 ,000

Table 4.8.a. Q7) A) Number of foreign countries where respondents lived.

Frequency table and Pie chart- Number of foreign countries where the respondents lived
Frequency| Percent |Valid Percent|Cumulative Percent
Valid One 110 27,5 66,3 66,3
Two 35 8,8 211 87,3
Three and 21 5,3 12,7 100,0
more
Total 166 41,5 100,0
Missing NA 16 4.0
Not applicable 218 54,5
Total 234 58,5
Total 400 100,0

Contingency Table- Number of foreign countries where respondents lived

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondent
for Cyprus Sex Age Education s’
Residence
One country 61% males | 72% for 35-54 77% for 68% urban
73% females primary 62% rural
education
Two countries 23% males 43% for 55+ | 24% for tertiary | 18% urban
19% females education 27% rural
Three countries 16% males | 16% for 15-34 | 14% for tertiary | 13% urban
9% females education 12%rural

' Continuity correction value for a 2x2 table
2 Continuity correction value for a 2x2 table
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Number of foreign countries

where respondents lived

Missing

Three and more

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Number of foreign countries ‘and the following variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 3,16 2 ,206
Respondents’ residence 1,55 2 ,460
Respondents’ age 3,15 4 ,533

Table 4.8.b. Q7) B) Respondents’ number of years lived abroad

Frequency table and Pie chart- Years Respondents lived abroad
Frequency | Percent |Valid Percent| Cumulative

Percent

Valid For a few months 37 9,3 22,0 22,0

Less than 1 year 20 5,0 11,9 33,9

1-3 years 25 6,3 14,9 48,8

3-5 years 50 12,5 29,8 78,6

5-10 years 14 3,5 8,3 86,9

More than 10 years 22 55 13,1 100,0

Total 168 42,0 100,0

Missing | Not applicable 216 54,0
NA 16 4,0
Total 232 58,0

Total 400 100,0
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Contingency Table- Respondents’ number of years lived abroad

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Less than 1 year 16% males 17% for 15-34 | 18% for tertiary | 15% urban
13% females education 13% rural
1-3 years 6% males 7% for 15-34 9% for tertiary | 6% urban
7% females 6% rural
3-5 years 13% males 19% for 35-54 | 26% for tertiary | 10% urban
12% females education 17%rural
More than 5 years | 8% males 15% for 35-54 | 13% for tertiary | 10% urban
10% females education 7% rural

Years R lived abroad

For a few months

Less than 1 year

1-3 years

-5 years
Missing

5-10 years

than 10 years

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Years lived abroad’ and the following variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 1,45 3 ,693
Respondents’ residence 4,42 3 ,219
Respondents’ age 13,41 6 ,013
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Table 4.9. for Q8) In what capacity have the respondents lived abroad?

Frequency table and Pie chart- Purpose of living abroad

Frequency| Percent |Valid Percent| Cumulative
Percent
Valid NA 12 3,0 6,6 6,6
As a student 83 20,8 45,6 52,2
As an employee 32 8,0 17,6 69,8
As a citizen 44 11,0 24,2 94,0
Other 11 2,8 6,0 100,0
Total 182 455 100,0
Missing 218 54,5
Total 400 100,0
Purpose of living abroad
I_na
As a student
Missing — As an em|
As a citizen
Other
Contingency Table- Purpose of living abroad
Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Student 43% males 51% for 35-54 | 65% for tertiary | 42% urban
49% females education 53% rural
Citizen 22% males 18% for 35-54 | 43% for high | 24% urban
27% females school 25% rural
Employee 20% males 31% for 55 |45% for primary | 18% urban
15% females | and older education 16%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Purpose of living abroad’ and the following variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 3,13 3 372
Respondents’ residence 3,53 3 ,316
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Table 4.10 for Q9) How many respondents have or not relatives married to foreigners?

Frequency Table and Pie chart- Respondents who have/not relatives married to foreigners

Frequency | Percent Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid Yes 217 54,3 55,2 55,2
No 176 44,0 448 100,0
Total 393 98,3 100,0
Missing NA 7 1,8
Total 400 100,0

Anyone in R's family married to a foreigner

W

Contingency Table- Respondents who have/not relatives married to foreigners

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’

for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
57% males 57% for 15-34 | 58% for tertiary | 56% urban

Yes 55% females education 53% rural

No 42% males 48% for 55+ 51% for primary | 44% urban
45% females education 47% rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents have/have not relatives married to foreigners’ and the following

variables:
Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)

Respondents’ sex® ,022 1 ,883

Respondents’ residence* ,(167 1 ,683
Respondents’ age ,733 2 ,693

Respondents’ education 1,55 2 ,461
Respondents’ annual income 4,80 4 ,308
Respondents’ occupation 6,98 7 ,431

3 Continuity correction for a 2x2 table
4 Continuity correction for a 2x2 table
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Table 4.11. for Q10) Respondents’ relative(s) married to foreigner(s)

Frequency Table- Respondents' relatives married to foreigners

R's parent married | R's son/daughter | R's sister/brother | R's grandparent R's aunt/uncle R's cousin married | Other R's relative
to a foreigner married to a married to a married to a married to a to a foreigner married to a
foreigner foreigner foreigner foreigner foreigner
Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count %
Yes 4 1,8% 13 5,9% 50 22,6% 3 1,4% 50 22,6% 100 45,2% 41 18,5%
No 218 98,2% 208 94,1% 171 77,4% 218 98,6% 171 77,4% 121 54,8% 181 81,5%
Total 222 100% 221 100% 221 100% 221 100% 221 100% 221 100% 222 100%
Contingency table- Respondents who have relatives married to foreigners
Highest percentage Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Respondent’s parent 2% males 4% for 15-34 3% for high 2% urban
married to foreigner 2% females school 2% rural
Respondent’s 5% males 23% for 55+ 31%for primary 7% urban
son/daughter married 6% females education 3% rural
to foreigner
Respondent’s 21% males 31% for 35-54 24%for high 24% urban
sister/brother married | 24% females school& tertiary 20% rural
to foreigner education
Respondent’s 2% males 4% for 15-34 2%for tertiary 2% urban
grandparent married 1% females education
to foreigner
Respondent’s 18% males 41% for 15-34 27%for high 22% urban
aunt/uncle married to | 27% females school 23% rural
foreigner
Respondent’s cousin 43% males 52% for 15-34 15%for tertiary 45% urban
married to foreigner 48% females education 46% rural
Respondent’s other 19% males 28% for 55+ 28%for primary 16% urban
relative married to 18% females education 24% rural
foreigner
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Chi-square tests for the variable ‘Respondents’ relatives married to foreigners’ and the following variables:

Respondents’ relatives
married to foreigners

Respondents’ children
married to foreigner

Respondents’ siblings
married to foreigner

Respondents’ aunt/uncle
married to foreigner

Respondents’ cousin
married to foreigner

Respondents’ other
relative

married to foreigner
Variables/Chi-square Value df | Asy.Sig. Value df Asy.Sig Value df Asy.Sig Value df Asy.Sig Value df Asy.Sig
values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex® ,014 1 ,906 173 1 ,678 1,90 1 ,167 ,318 1 973 ,008 1 ,928
Respondents’ -—-- -—-- -—-- ,181 1 670 | - — | e ,001 1 ,979 1,57 1 ,210
residence
Respondents’ age — — — 9,20 2 ,010 28,22 2 ,000 8,57 2 ,014 517 2 ,075
Respondents’ - - - 1,04 2 ,592 8,31 2 ,016 4,60 2 ,100 3,33 2 ,189
education
Respondents’ income — — S — l E e R il B ,830 4 938 | - meme | e

5 For the variables Respondents’ sex and Respondents’ residence (Respondents’ residence) instead of Chi-square value, continuity correction value is used (for 2x2 contingency table)
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Table 4.12 for Q11) Opinion about relatives who married foreigners
Frequency table and Pie chart: Opinion about relatives' mixed marriage recoded

Frequency | Percent Valid | Cumulative
Percent| Percent
Valid Successful & very 126 31,5 58,6 58,6
successful
Neutral 51 12,8 23,7 82,3
Not very successful & 38 9,5 17,7 100,0
unsuccessful
Total 215 53,8 100,0
Missing NAP 161 40,3
NA 24 6,0
Total 185 46,3
Total 400 100,0

Opinion about relatives' mixed

NAP

NA

marriages recoded

\— not very successful&

successful&very :

Contingency table- Respondents who appreciate their relatives’ marriages to foreigners

Highest percentage Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence

Very successful and 66% males | 62% for 15-34 | 63% for tertiary 58% urban

successful 58% 51% females education 61% rural
Neutral 24% 21% males | 26% for 35-54 | 36% for primary 25% urban
27% females education 21% rural
Not very successful 14% males 26% for 55+ 24% for primary 17% urban
and unsuccessful 18% | 22% females school 18%rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Respondents’ opinion about their relatives’ mixed marriages’ and

the following variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 4,63 2 ,099
Respondents’ residence ,332 2 ,847
Respondents’ age 4,18 4 ,382
Respondents’ education 6,45 4 ,168
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Tables set 4.13 — 4.18 for Question set Q12-Q17: Opinion/Attitude towards mixed
marriage in Cyprus. Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency Summary Table
and Chi-square tests

Table 4.13 for Q12) Respondents estimate the number of mixed marriages in Cyprus

Frequency table and Pie chart- Estimation of the number of mixed marriages in
Cyprus recoded

Frequency |Percent| Valid | Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid| Extremely large and 207 51,8 51,8 51,8
Large
Neutral 115 28,8 28,8 80,5
Small and too small 38 9,5 9,5 90,0
DN 33 8,3 8,3 98,3
NA 7 1,8 1,8 100,0
Total 400 100,0 | 100,0

Number of mixed marriages
in Cyprus recoded

NA

DN

Small&too smal

Extremely largeé

Neutral

Contingency table- The respondents estimate the number of mixed marriages in Cyprus

Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Extremely large 48%males 56%for 55+ 57% for primary 49% urban
and large 52% 55%females education 57% rural
Neither large, nor 31% males | 31% for 35-54 31% for tertiary 31% urban
small 29% 27% females 24% rural
Small and too small | 11% males | 11% for 15-34 10% for high 10% urban

10% 8% females school 8% rural
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Chi-Square Tests for ‘Estimation of the number of mixed marriages in Cyprus ‘and the variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 2,45 2 ,293
Respondents’ residence 2,92 2 ,232
Respondents’ age 2,30 4 ,679
Respondents’ education 1,39 4 ,846

Table 4.14 for Q13) Opinion about the foregoing estimated number of mixed marriages in
Cyprus

Frequency table and Pie chart- Opinion about the amount of mixed marriages in Cyprus

Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent | Cumulative
Percent
Valid | Very good and good 63 15,8 15,8 15,8
Neither good, nor bad 176 44,0 44,0 59,8
Very bad and bad 124 31,0 31,0 90,8
DN 32 8,0 8,0 98,8
NA 5 1,3 1,3 100,0
Total 400 100,0 100,0
Opinion about the amount of
mixed marriages in Cyprus
NA 1
DN
Very bad and bad
Very good&good

Neither good, nor ba
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Highest percentage | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Very good and 21%males 15%for 15-34 22% for primary 15% urban
good 16% 10%females and 55+ education 16% rural
Neutral 44% 43% males | 49% for 35-54 47% for tertiary 45% urban
44% females 41% rural
Bad and very bad 24% males 40% for 55+ 38% for primary 29% urban
31% 38% females school 35% rural

Chi-Square Tests for ‘Opinion about the amount of mixed marriages in Cyprus’ and the variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 14,71 2 ,001
Respondents’ residence 1,27 2 ,530
Respondents’ age 6,64 4 ,156
Respondents’ education 4,52 4 ,340
Respondents’ annual income 5,29 8 , 7125
Respondents’ occupation 18,57 14 ,182
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Table 4.15 for Q14) Respondents willing to accept/or not their relatives marrying foreigners
Frequency table- Respondents willing to accept their relatives marrying foreigners

Respondent willing to
accept his/her parents
to marry foreigners

Respondent willing to
accept his/her
children to marry

Respondent willing to
accept her/s siblings
to marry foreigners

Respondent willing to
accept his/r
aunt/uncle to marry

Respondent willing to
accept his/r cousin to
marry foreigners

Respondent willing to
accept his/r friend to
marry foreigners

Respondent doesn't
accept his/her
relatives/friends to

relatives/friends enters
mixed marriage 81%

6 “No answer” responses are tabu

lated as missing data

foreigners foreigners marry foreigners
Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count %
Yes 33 8,3% 115 28,8% 134 33,5% 137 34,3% 204 51,0% 251 62,8% 69 17,3%
No 336 84,0% 255 63,8% 236 59,0% 233 58,3% 166 41,5% 119 29,8% 301 75,3%
NA 31 7,8% 30 7,5% 30 7,5% 30 7,5% 30 7,5% 30 7,5% 30 7,5%
Total 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0%
Contingency table- How willing are the respondents to accept their relatives and friends to enter mixed marriages®
Highest percentage Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Respondents don’t accept 89%males 98% for 55+ 98% for primary 90% urban
parents to mixed 94%females education 94% rural
marriages 91%
Respondents don’t accept 64% males 76% for 55+ 75% for primary 67% urban
their children to mixed 74% females education 73% rural
marriages 69%
Respondents don’t accept 59% males 72% for 55+ 70% for primary 63% urban
their siblings to mixed 68% females school 66% rural
marriage 64%
Respondents don’t accept 63% males 74% for 55+ 67% for primary 58% urban
aunts/uncles to mixed 63% females school 74% rural
marriages 63%
Respondents accept their 57% males 62% for 59% for tertiary 59% urban
cousins to mixed 53% females 15-34 school 46% rural
marriages 55%
Respondents accept their 73% males 70% for 71% for high school 71% urban
friends to mixed marr 68% | 62% females 15-34 62% rural
Respondents do not 85% males 88% for 86% for tertiary 83% urban
accept that none of their 77% females 35-54 education 78% rural
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Chi-square tests for the variable ‘Respondents accept/don’t accept their relatives and friends to mixed marriage’ and the variables:

Respondents Accept/not parents to Accept/not children to Accept/not siblings to Accept/not aunt/uncle Accept/not cousin to
accept/don’t relatives marry foreigners marry foreigners marry foreigners to marry foreigners marry foreigners
to marry foreigners
Variables/Chi-square Value df | Asy.Sig. Value df | Asy.Sig Value df Asy.Sig Value df | Asy.Sig Value df | Asy.Sig
values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex’ 2,17 1 ,140 3,48 1 ,062 2,89 1 ,089 - --- — ,407 1 458
Respondents’ 1,27 1 ,259 1,21 1 ,270 0,343 ,558 8,35 1 ,004 5,55 ,018
residence
Respondents’ age 8,008 | 2 ,018 4,91 2 ,086 3,68 2 ,158 1397 | 2 ,001 6,89 2 ,032
Respondents’ 8,43 2 ,015 1,33 2 513 2,02 2 ,363 1,004 | 2 ,605 2,62 2 ,269
education
Respondents’ income ———- - -——- 10,64 4 ,031 6,65 4 ,155 3,83 4 ,429 2,59 4 ,627
Respondents’ - - - 8,44 7 ,295 5,19 7 ,636 1312 | 7 ,069 5,56 7 ,591
occupation

(continued)

Respondents Accept/not friends to Don’t accept foreigners or friend to
accept/don’t relatives to marry foreigners marry foreigners
marry foreigners

Variables/Chi-square Value df Asy.Sig. Value df Asy.Sig

values (2-sided) (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex® 4,64 1 ,031 3,30 1 ,069
Respondents’ residence 2,20 1 ,137 ,681 1 ,409
Respondents’ age 1,73 2 ,421 13,34 2 ,001
Respondents’ education 6,18 2 ,045 11,12 2 ,004
Respondents’ income 2,45 4 ,652 1,31 4 ,860
Respondents’ occupation | 3,83 7 ,798 4,91 7 ,670

7 For the variables Respondents’ sex and Respondents’ residence (Respondents’ residence) instead of Chi-square value, continuity correction value is used (for 2x2 contingency table)
8 For the variables Respondents’ sex and Respondents’ residence (Respondents’ residence) instead of Chi-square value, continuity correction value is used (for 2x2 contingency table)
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Table 4.16 for Q15) Would agree/ would not agree with the idea of marriage between a

Cypriot and a foreigner

Frequency Table and Pie chart- Respondent would/wouldn’t agree with the idea

of marriage to a foreigner

Frequency |Percent|Valid Percent| Cumulative
Percent
Valid Yes 166 41,5 41,6 41,6
No 126 31,5 31,6 73,2
Don't know 107 26,8 26,8 100,0
Total 399 99,8 100,0
Missing NA 1 3
Total 400 100,0

Respondent would/wouldn't agree with

the idea of marriage to a foreigner

Missing

Don't know

Yes

Contingency table- Respondents would agree or not with the idea of mixed marriage

Highest percentages | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Agree with mixed 52%males 47%for 15-34 | 47% for tertiary 45% urban
marriage 42% 31%females education 34% rural
Don’t agree with 25% males 38% for 55+ | 43% for primary | 28% urban
mixed marriage 31% | 39% females 40% rural
Don’t know 27% 24% males | 32% for 15-34 | 29% for primary | 27% urban
30% females school 26% rural

Chi-Square Tests for the variable ‘Would agree/not with the idea of mixed marriages ‘and the

variables:
Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)

Respondents’ sex 18,42 2 ,000

Respondents’ residence 6,51 2 ,038
Respondents’ age 14,52 4 ,006

Respondents’ education 8,66 4 ,070
Respondents’ annual income 14,87 8 ,062
Respondents’ occupation 31,61 14 ,005




Control for a third variable: If Respondent has ever lived in foreign country
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R. would agree/not
with the idea of

Respondents who lived abroad

Respondents who didn’t live abroad

mixed marriage Male Female Male Female
Yes 60% 43% 43% 21%
No 27% 33% 23% 42%
DN 13% 24% 34% 36%

Control for a third variable: Anyone in Respondent’s family married to a foreigner

R. would agree/not
with the idea of

Respondents who have relatives
married to foreigners

Respondents who don’t have
relatives married to foreigners

mixed marriage Male Female Male Female
Yes 61% 36% 42% 25%
No 18% 32% 32% 46%
DN 21% 32% 26% 29%

Table 4.17 for Q16) Reasons to agree, disagree or don’t know to agree/disagree with
mixed marriage

Frequency Table- Reasons to agree with mixed marriage recoded

Frequency | Percent |Valid Percent| Cumulative
Percent
Valid Free choice of marriage 29 7,3 25,4 25,4
partner
Love and understanding as 20 50 17,5 43,0
motivation of mixed marriage
We agree if couple is 3 , 8 2,6 45,6
Christian Orthodox
All that matters is a good 8 2,0 7,0 52,6
character spouse.
All humans are equal, 17 4,3 14,9 67,5
doesn't matter ethnicity or
religion.
Mixed marriage improves 8 2,0 7,0 74,6
interethnic relations.
Mixed marriage is an 4 1,0 3,5 78,1
"escape" from Cypriot
mentality.
If partners agree they match, 12 3,0 10,5 88,6
then nothing else matters.
Agree if in case of divorce, 1 . 3 , 9 89,5
children wd have parents in
Cy.
We agree because we are 8 2,0 7,0 96,5
not racist.
Mixed marriage means 4 1,0 3,5 100,0
genes’ mixture, that is good
for race.
Total 114 28,5 100,0
Missing NA 102 25,5
NAP 184 46,0
Total 286 71,5
Total 400 100,0
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Contingency Summary Table- Most frequent reasons to agree with mixed marriage

Reasons with highest percentages | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
Sex Age Education Residence
1) Free choice of marriage partner. 29%males 35%for 35-54 | 31% for high school | 27% urban
(25%) 19%females 23% rural

2) Love and understanding as

14% males

35% for 55+

23% for primary

17% urban

motivation for mixed marriage. (18%) | 24% females education and high 19% rural
school
3) All humans are equal, doesn’t 13% males 22% for 15-34 16% for tertiary 13% urban
matter their ethnicity or religion. 19% females education 19% rural
(15%)
4) If partners agree they match, then 13% males 13% for 35-54 15% for tertiary 8% urban
nothing else matters. (11%) 7% females education 16% rural
Frequency table-Reasons to disagree with mixed marriage recoded
Frequency | Percent| Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid Foreigners have different 30 7,5 29,4 29,4
cultures, languages, mentalities.
No to "blank" mixed marriages, 5 1,3 49 34,3
for material reasons.
There are more unsuccessful 14 3,5 13,7 48,0
mixed marriages, then successful
Foreigners miss their homelands 1 3 1,0 49,0
and live spouses alone.
Cy men favor foreign women and 3 8 29 52,0
neglect Cypriot women.
MM has negative results: 12 3,0 11,8 63,7
destroys Cy ethnicity, culture,
history.
Religious and ethical reasons. 7 1,8 6,9 70,6
MM means different mentalities, 6 1,5 5,9 76,5
then spouses must know well.
Different mentalities and opinions 16 4,0 15,7 92,2
bring conflict.
MNatToUTol atTo TO TOTTO CGOU KAl 3 8 2,9 95,1
av gival uTTaAAwPévo.
It depends on the reasons 3 ,8 2,9 98,0
leading to mixed marriage.
MM means mentality gap and is 2 5 2,0 100,0
hard for foreigners to get used.
Total 102 25,5 100,0
Missing NA 103 25,8
NAP 195 48,8
Total 298 74,5
Total 400 100,0
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Contingency Summary Table- Most frequent reasons to disagree with mixed marriage

Reasons with highest percentages Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
Sex Age Education Residence

1) The foreigners have different | 29%males 38%for 35-54 34% for tertiary | 30% urban

cultures, languages, mentalities. (29%) | 29%females education 39% rural

2) Different mentalities and opinions | 12% males 20% for 35-54 17% for primary | 23% urban
lead to conflict . (16%) 18% females education 22% rural
3) There are more unsuccessful mixed | 15% males 28% for 55+ 16% for high | 16% urban
marriages. (14%) 13% females school 10% rural
4) Mixed marriages have negative | 15% males 23% for 15-34 16% for high | 13% urban
results: destroy Cypriot ethnicity, | 10% females school 10% rural

culture, customs .

Frequency Table- Respondents who don't know to agree or not with mixed marriage

Frequency| Percent Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid If is "blank" mixed marriage, | do not 4 1,0 9,3 9,3
agree, if it is for love, | agree.
Mixed marriage means advantages and 7 1,8 16,3 25,6
disadvantages; the tendency is recent.
Mixed marriage depends on a lot of 13 3,3 30,2 55,8
factors & needs deep thought to decide.
Mixed marriage depends on ethnicity. 2 5 4.7 60,5
It depends on the spouses and their 8 2,0 18,6 79,1
reasons to enter mixed marriage.
Agree with MM, except when is the result 2 5 4.7 83,7
of a Cy divorce.
A marriage succeeds when parties are of 1 '3 2,3 86,0
the same nationality, upbringing and
customs.
Most mixed marriages end in divorce. 2 5 4.7 90,7
Our nation should stay pure, away from 2 5 4,7 95,3
mixture in order not to disappear.
MM means huge problems for children. 1 3 2,3 97,7
Usually foreign women spouses leave 1 3 2,3 100,0
their partners; | don't trust them.
Total 43 10,8 100,0
Missing NA 118 29,5
NAP 239 59,8
Total 357 89,3
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Table 4.18 for Q17) Respondents’ opinions about the importance of foreigner’s nationality
in mixed marriage

Frequency Table and Pie Chart- Importance of foreigners' nationality in mixed marriage
Frequency| Percent | Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
Valid | Very important and 275 68,8 68,8 68,8
important

Not very important 77 19,3 19,3 88,0

Not important 35 8,8 8,8 96,8

NA 13 3,3 3,3 100,0

Total 400 100,0 100,0

Importance of foreigners' nationality

in mixed marriage

NA

Not important

Not very important

Very important&impor

Contingency Table- Respondents’ opinion about the importance of foreigners’ nationality
in mixed marriage

Highest percentages | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’
for Cyprus Sex Age Education Residence
Very important and 64%males 77%for 55+ | 72% for primary 68% urban
important 69% 74%females education 70% rural
Not very important 23% males | 22% for 15-54 | 21% for tertiary 21% urban
19% 15% females 16% rural
Not important 9% 9% males 10% for 15-34 | 10% for primary 8% urban
9% females school 8% rural

Chi-Square Tests for the variable ‘Respondents’ opinion about the importance of foreigners’
nationality in mixed marriage’ and the following variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 5,77 3 ,123
Respondents’ residence 1,29 3 731
Respondents’ education 2,15 6 ,905
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Tables set 4.19 — 4.20 for Questions set Q18-Q19: Contacts with different nationalities living in Cyprus.
Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency Summary Table and Chi-square tests

Table 4.19 for Q18) Respondents’ preferences for different foreign nationalities living in Cyprus

Frequency Table- Preference for foreign nationalities living in Cyprus

Preference for Preference for Preference for Preference for Preference for Preference for Preference for
Greek nationals | British nationals |[Romanian nationals| Bulgarian nationals | Russian nationals | American nationals | German nationals
Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count %
Like very 348 87,0% 143 | 35,8% 93 23,3% 85 21,3% 132 33,0% 100 25,0% 101 25,3%
much and like
Neutral 30 7,5% 138 | 34,5% 141 35,3% 135 33,8% 131 32,8% 129 32,3% 130 32,5%
Don'tlikeand| 8 2,0% 79 19,8% 89 22,3% 97 24,3% 78 19,5% 109 27,3% 93 23,3%
don't like at all
Don't know 5 1,3% 12 3,0% 40 10,0% 41 10,3% 35 8,8% 24 6,0% 37 9,3%
NA 9 2,3% 28 7,0% 37 9,3% 42 10,5% 24 6,0% 38 9,5% 39 9,8%
Total 400 100,0% 400 | 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0%

Frequency tabl

e- Preference for foreign nationalities living in Cyprus (continued)

Preference for Preference for Iranian| Preference for Israeli| Preference for Filipino
Lebanese nationals nationals nationals nationals
Count % Count % Count % Count %
Like very 75 18,8% | 44 11,0% 43 10,8% 57 14,3%
much and like
Neutral 108 27,0% 85 21,3% 84 21,0% 123 30,8%
Don't like and 131 32,8% | 182 45,5% 193 48,3% 142 35,5%
don't like at all
Don't know 45 11,3% | 49 12,3% 41 10,3% 39 9,8%
NA 41 10,3% | 40 10,0% 39 9,8% 39 9,8%
Total 400 100,0% | 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0%




369

Contingency Table — Most preferred nationalities living in Cyprus

Highest percentages | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’

for “Like very much” Sex Age Education Residence
and “Like” answers

Greek nationals 87% 86%males 100%for 55+ 90% for primary 87% urban
89%females education 87% rural
British nationals 36% 36%males 48%for 55+ | 38% for high school 36% urban
35%females 35% rural
Russians nationals 46% males 36% for 55+ 35% for primary 35% urban
33% 20% females education 30% rural

Contingency table- “Neutral” to “ Like and like very much” attitude towards nationalities

living in Cyprus

Highest percentages for Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’

“Neutral” answers Sex Age Education Residence

German nationals 33% to 30%males 37%for 15-34 | 38% for tertiary 35% urban

25% for “like” and “like 35%females education 27% rural
very much”

Romanian nationals 35% 30%males 43%for 15-34 | 39% for tertiary 38% urban

to 23% for “like and “like 40%females 29% rural
very much”

Contingency table- “Neutral” to “ Don’t like and don’t like at all” attitude towards
nationalities living in Cyprus

Highest percentages for Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’

“Neutral” answers Sex Age Education Residence

Bulgarian nationals 34% to 21%males 39%for 15-34 35% for tertiary 35% urban

24% for “don’t like” and 28%females education 31% rural
“‘don't like at all”

American nationals 32% to 31%males 35%for 35-54 35% for tertiary 34% urban

27% for “don’t like” and 33%females 31% rural
“‘don’t like at all”

Contingency Table — Least preferred nationalities living in Cyprus
Highest percentages for Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’

“‘Don’t like” and “Don’t Sex Age Education Residence
like at all” answers

Israeli nationals 48% 48%males 51%for 15-34 50% for primary 50% urban

49%females education and high 45% rural

school

Iranian nationals 46% 40%males 47%for 55+ 54% for primary 47% urban

41%females education 41% rural

Filipino nationals 36% 31% males 39% for 15-34 40% for primary 36% urban

40% females education 34% rural

Lebanese nationals 33% 29% males 35% for 15-34 | 37% for high school | 33% urban

37% females 33% rural
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Summary Table- Preferences for nationalities living in Cyprus by Respondents’ sex

Like very much and like % Don't like & don't like at all
Nationals %
Total % | Male % | Female% | Total% | Male% | Female%
British 36 36 35 20 22 17
Romanian 23 34 13 22 18 27
Bulgarian 21 30 13 24 21 28
Russian 33 46 20 20 12 27
Greek 87 86 88 2 3 1
American 25 28 22 27 26 29
German 25 33 18 23 18 28
Lebanese 19 22 15 33 29 37
Israeli 1 13 9 48 48 49
Iranian 11 15 7 46 40 51
Filipino 14 19 10 36 31 40
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Chi-square tests for the variable’ Respondents’ preferences for different nationalities living in Cyprus’ and the following variables:

Respondents’ preferences Preference for British Preference for Preference for Preference for Russian Preference for

nationals Romanian nationals Bulgarian nationals nationals American nationals

Variables/Chi-square Value df | Asy.Sig. | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig

values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 3,43 2 79 25,54 2 ,000 19,41 2 ,000 35,70 2 ,000 1,69 2 ,429
Respondents’ residence 1,66 2 ,435 4,41 2 ,110 3,52 2 72 2,13 2 ,343 2,13 2 ,343
Respondents’ age 24,03 4 ,000 11,04 4 ,026 2,40 4 ,662 2,17 4 ,704 1,63 4 ,803
Respondents’ education 3,91 4 418 3,07 4 026 | - -—-- -—-- 2,24 4 ,691 3,41 4 ,492
Respondents’ income 11,06 | 8 ,198 1242 | 8 ,133 1342 | 8 ,098 8,77 8 ,362 4,75 8 , 784
Respondents’ occupation — e — o o — e — e — — —

(continued)
Respondents’ preferences | Preference for German Preference for Preference for Iranian Preference for Israeli Preference for Filipino
nationals Lebanese nationals nationals nationals nationals

Variables/Chi-square Value df | Asy.Sig. | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig

values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex 13,84 | 2 ,001 4,81 2 ,090 9,57 2 ,008 1,69 2 ,430 8,62 2 ,013
Respondents’ residence 2,42 2 ,297 2,49 2 287 | - - — 2,062 2 ,357 -— - -—
Respondents’ age — - — — - — 7,26 4 122 3,44 4 ,486 — - —
Respondents’ education 9,002 | 4 ,061 7,88 4 ,096 1411 | 4 ,007 2,70 4 ,609 1,67 4 ,795
Respondents’ income 13,40 8 ,099 11,72 8 ,164 —— - —— ———- ——| - ——— - ———
Respondents’ occupation | ----- B - el — - — — s — - —
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Table 4.20 for Q19) How well do the respondents know foreign nationals living in Cyprus

Frequency table- Percentages of respondents who met and know foreign nationals living in Cyprus

Respondents met | Respondents met | Respondents met | Respondents met | Respondents met | Respondents met Respondents met
and know Greek | and know British and know and know Bulgarian| and know Russian | and know American | and know German
nationals nationals Romanian nationals nationals nationals nationals nationals

Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count %

Very well | 349 87,3% 232 58,0% 97 24,3% 90 22,5% 116 29,0% 88 22,0% 56 14,0%
and well
Little 29 7,3% 83 20,8% 102 25,5% 99 24,8% 109 27,3% 86 21,5% 80 20,0%
Don't 6 1,5% 45 11,3% 142 35,5% 145 36,3% 122 30,5% 160 40,0% 195 48,8%
know at all

NA 16 4,0% 40 10,0% 59 14,8% 66 16,5% 53 13,3% 66 16,5% 69 17,3%
Total 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0%

Frequency table- Percentages of respondents who met and know foreign nationals living in Cyprus
(continued)

Respondents met and | Respondents met | Respondents met | Respondents met
know Lebanese and know Iranian | and know Israeli and know Filipino
nationals nationals nationals nationals

Count % Count % Count % Count %

Very well and 78 19,5% 13 3,3% 41 10,3% 76 19,0%
well

Little 71 17,8% 45 11,3% 50 12,5% 102 25,5%
Don't know at all 178 44.5% 266 66,5% 236 59,0% 157 39,3%
NA 73 18,3% 76 19,0% 73 18,3% 65 16,3%
Total 400 100,0% | 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0%
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Contingency table- How well do the respondents know foreign nationals living in Cyprus

Highest percentages for | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’ | Respondents’

“Very well” and “Well” Sex Age Education Residence
answers
1) Greek nationals 87% 88%males 89%for 15-34 | 94% for tertiary 89% urban
87%females education 84% rural
2) British nationals 58% 60%males 61%for 15-34 | 64% for tertiary 58% urban
56%females education 59% rural
3)Russian nationals 29% 32% males | 32% for 15-34 | 36% for tertiary 32% urban
26% females education 23% rural
4)Romanian nationals 29%males 26%for 15-34 | 28% for tertiary 23% urban
24% 19%females education 27% rural
5)Bulgarian nationals 25%males 28%for 15-34 | 26% for tertiary 24% urban
23% 20%females education 20% rural
6)American nationals 23% males | 27% for 15-34 | 26% for tertiary 24% urban
22% 21% females education 17% rural
7)Lebanese nationals 21%males 28%for 35-54 | 23% for tertiary 21% urban
20% 18%females education 16% rural
8) Filipino nationals 19% 17%males 24%for 15-34 | 28% for tertiary 20% urban
21%females education 16% rural
9)German nationals 14% 17% males | 20% for 15-34 | 19% for tertiary 15% urban
11% females education 12% rural
10)Iranian nationals 10% 5% males 5% for 15-34 | 6% for tertiary 3% urban
2% females education 3% rural

11) Israeli nationals 3% 12% males 14% for 15-34 | 13% for tertiary 9% urban
8% females education 13% rural

Summary Table- Respondents who met and know foreign nationals living in Cyprus

Very well and well % Little % Don’t know at all %
Nationals | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female | Total | Male | Female
British 58 60 56 21 22 19 11 3 1
Romanian | 24 29 19 26 25 26 36 30 41
Bulgarian | 23 25 20 25 26 24 36 33 39
Russian 29 32 26 27 28 26 31 26 35
Greek 87 88 87 7 6 9 2 7 16
American | 22 23 21 22 21 22 40 38 42
German 14 17 11 20 22 18 49 43 55
Lebanese | 20 21 18 18 20 16 46 39 50
Israeli 3 12 8 11 14 11 67 55 63
Iranian 10 5 2 13 12 11 59 64 69
Filipino 19 17 21 26 23 28 39 42 37




Chi-square tests for the variable ‘Respondents who met and know foreigners living in Cyprus’ and the variables:

374

Respondents met and know Greek nationals British nationals Romanian nationals Bulgarian nationals Russian nationals
foreign nationals
Variables/Chi-square Value df | Asy.Sig. | Value df Asy.Sig | Value df Asy.Sig | Value df Asy.Sig | Value df Asy.Sig
values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex® 1,21 1 ,271 7,44 2 ,024 7,95 2 ,019 2,15 2 ,341 3,99 2 ,136
Respondents’ residence 2,92 1 ,081 - - -—-- 1,09 2 ,580 - - - 2,92 2 ,232
Respondents’ age 1,40 2 ,495 — - — 1,33 4 ,855 4,24 4 374 6,85 4 144
Respondents’ education 8,56 2 ,014 9,50 4 ,050 5,02 4 ,284 9,58 4 ,048 16,32 4 ,003
Respondents’ income -—-- - —— — - -—-- 6,65 8 975 4,99 8 ,758 10,89 | 8 ,208
Respondents’ occupation — - -—-- — - -—-- — - - -—-- - — — — | e

(continued)

Variables American nationals German nationals Lebanese nationals Iranian nationals Israeli nationals Filipino nationals
Chi-square | Value df | Asy.Sig. | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sg | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value | df | Asy.Sig
values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Sex 701 | 2 ,030 418 | 2 | 124 | 2,36 2 307 | 377 | 2 151 | 244 | 2 | 294
Residence | 5,29 2 ,071 2,84 2 ,241 6,47 2 ,039 -— - -— 3,22 2 ,200 1,63 2 442
Age 3,80 4 434 4,73 4 ,316 10,43 | 4 ,034 -— - -— 7,41 4 ,116 8,68 4 ,069
Education | 11,06 | 4 026 1255 | 4 014 | 1035 | 4 | ,035 | 6,76 4 149 | 572 | 4 221 | 1898 | 4 | 001
Income 10,12 | 8 ,257 -— -—- -—— 8,72 8 , 366 | --—-- - -— -— -—- -— 8,94 8 347
Occupation | 16,58 | 14 279 2043 | 14 | 117 | —- 2269 | 14 | ,065

% For the variables Respondents’ Sex and Respondents’ Residence, the continuity correction values are used, due to 2x2 contingency tables for recoded variables
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Tables set 4.21 — 4.23 for Questions set Q20-Q22: Nationality and mixed marriage: preference for foreign spouses.
Frequencies, Pie Charts, Contingency Summary Table and Chi-square tests

Table 4.21 for Q20) Respondents would/would not marry foreign nationals

Respondents would|Respondents would|Respondents would{Respondents would|Respondents would|Respondents would|{Respondents would
marry Greek marry British marry Romanian marry Bulgarian marry Russian marry American marry German
nationals nationals nationals nationals nationals nationals nationals
Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count %
Yes 321 80,3% 121 30,3% 78 19,5% 71 17,8% 99 24,8% 106 26,5% 89 22,3%
No 67 16,8% 223 55,8% 265 66,3% 269 67,3% 243 60,8% 233 58,3% 246 61,5%
NA 12 3,0% 56 14,0% 57 14,3% 60 15,0% 58 14,5% 61 15,3% 65 16,3%
Total 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0%

(continued)

Respondents would | Respondents would | Respondents would | Respondents would

marry Lebanese marry Iranian marry Israeli nationals marry Filipino

national nationals nationals
Count % Count % Count % Count %
Yes 59 14,8% 19 4,8% 26 6,5% 22 5,5%

No 277 69,3% 316 79,0% 310 77,5% 313 78,3%
NA 64 16,0% 65 16,3% 64 16,0% 65 16,3%
Total 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0% 400 100,0%

Summary Table- Respondents by sex would/would not marry foreign nationals

Nationals/Ranks for YES % responses NO % responses
respondents’ choices Total Male Female | Total Male Female
British 2 30 31 30 56 54 57
Romanian 6 20 29 10 66 56 76
Bulgarian 7 18 26 9 67 56 78
Russian 4 25 40 10 61 45 77
Greek 1 80 80 80 17 15 19
American 3 27 27 26 58 56 69
German 5 22 30 15 62 52 71
Lebanese 8 15 21 9 69 61 78
Israeli 9 7 10 4 78 72 83
Iranian 11 5 9 1 79 73 85
Filipino 10 6 10 2 78 72 85
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Contingency Table- Q20) Respondents would/would not marry foreign nationals

Highest percentages for

Respondents’ Age

Respondents’ Education

Respondents’ Residence

“YES” and “NO” answers “Yes” “No” “Yes” “No” “Yes” “No”
1) Greek nationals 80% | 82%for 15-34 | 18% for 55+ | 87% for tertiary | 24% for primary 83% urban 14% urban
and 17% education education 74% rural 23% rural
2) British nationals 30% | 38%for 15-34 | 57% for 35-54 | 37% for tertiary 59% for high 34% urban 53% urban
and 56% education school 22% rural 63% rural
3) American nationals 39% for 15-34 | 67% for 55+ | 35% for tertiary | 67% for primary 31% urban 55% urban
27%and 58% education education 18% rural 66% rural
4) Russian nationals 30%for 15-34 | 64% for 15-34 | 27% for tertiary | 65% for primary | 28% urban 58% urban
25% and 61% education education 19% rural 66% rural
5) German nationals 51%for 15-34 | 66% for 55+ | 32% for tertiary | 68% for primary | 24% urban 60% urban
22% and 62% education education 19% rural 64% rural
6) Romanian nationals | 21% for 15-34 | 70% for 15-34 | 22% for tertiary | 69% for primary | 23% urban 64% urban
20% and 66% education education 13% rural 72% rural
7)Bulgarian nationals 21%for 35-54 | 72% for 15-34 | 21% for tertiary | 69% for primary | 20% urban 65% urban
18% and 67% education education 13% rural 73% rural
8) Lebanese nationals 22%for 15-34 | 72% for 55+ | 19% for tertiary | 74% for primary 17% urban 68% urban
15% and 69% education education 11% rural 73% rural
9) Israeli nationals 7% | 65% for 15-34 | 89% for 15-34 | 8% for tertiary 79% for tertiary 7% urban 77%urban
and 78% education education 5% rural 80% rural
10) Filipino nationals 6% | 6% for 15-34 | 87% for 15-34 | 6% for tertiary 81% for tertiary 5% urban 78% urban
and 78% education education 6% rural 77% rural
11)Iranian nationals 5% | 7% for 15-34 | 85% for 15-34 | 7% for tertiary 80% for tertiary 5% urban 79%urban
and 79% education education 4% urban 80% rural




Chi-square tests for the variable ‘Respondents would/ would not marry foreign nationals’ and the variables:
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Respondents Greek nationals British nationals Romanian nationals Bulgarian nationals Russian nationals
would/wouldn’t marry
foreign nationals
Variables/Chi-square Value df | Asy.Sig. | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig
values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex'? ,445 1 ,505 ,093 1 , 760 24,94 1 ,000 22,66 1 ,000 52,17 1 ,000
Respondents’ residence 4,16 1 ,041 5,32 1 ,021 4,99 1 ,025 2,43 1 ,119 3,25 1 ,071
Respondents’ age ,140 2 ,935 3,74 2 ,154 ,146 2 ,930 ,672 2 715 1,35 2 ,508
Respondents’ education 7,49 2 ,024 4,91 2 ,086 1,11 2 572 2,05 2 ,359 2,55 2 ,279
Respondents’ income 1,82 4 , 769 6,03 4 ,(197 13,78 | 4 ,008 12,16 | 4 ,016 11,79 | 4 ,019
Respondents’ occupation | 5,92 7 ,548 21,67 7 ,003 14,48 7 ,043 8,45 7 ,294 18,98 7 ,008

(continued)

Variables American nationals German nationals Lebanese nationals Iranian nationals Israeli nationals Filipino nationals
Chi-square | Value df | Asy.Sig. | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value df | Asy.Sig | Value | df | Asy.Sig | Value | df | Asy.Sig
values (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided) (2-sided)
Sex ,090 1 ,764 1553 | 1 ,000 1327 | 1 ,000 11,75 | 1 ,001 563 | 1 ,018 | 1183 | 1 ,001
Residence | 6,30 1 ,012 ,948 1 ,330 1,74 1 ,187 ,083 1 773 ,659 | 1 A17 ,050 1 823
Age 17,57 2 ,000 7,43 2 ,024 8,29 2 ,016 4,76 2 ,092 7,93 2 ,019 ,140 2 ,932
Education | 1487 | 2 ,001 1594 | 2 ,000 6,88 2 ,032 3,01 2 ,221 1,59 | 2 451 196 | 2 907
Income | 6,10 | 4 191 12,67 | 4 013 e —
Occupation | 2785 | 7 000 | 2621 | 7 ,000 11,99 | 7 101 I e

19 For the variables Respondents’ Sex and Respondents’ Residence, the continuity correction values are used, due to 2x2 contingency tables for recoded variables
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Table 4.22 for Q21) Foreigners’ nationalities influence/ do not influence Cypriots’ marriage
decision

Frequency table and Pie chart- Foreign nationality influences/or not Cypriot marriage
decision

Frequency | Percent Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid Yes 231 57,8 57,8 57,8
No 97 243 243 82,0
Don't know 67 16,8 16,8 98,8
NA 5 1,3 1,3 100,0
Total 400 100,0 100,0

Foreign nationality influences/or not

Cypriots' marriage decision

NA

Don't know

No Yes

Contingency Table- Foreign nationality influences or not Cypriots’ marriage decision

Highest Male | Female | Urban | Rural Age Highest
percentages % % % % category% education%
YES 57 58 57 59 59 for 55+ 65 for tertiary
education
NO 23 26 24 25 25 for 35-54 31 primary
education
Don’t know 18 15 17 16 18 for 15-34 21 high school

Chi-Square Tests for the variable ‘Foreign nationality influences or not Cypriots’ marriage
Decision’ and the following variables:

Variables Value df | Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Respondents’ sex'" ,730 1 ,788
Respondents’ residence ,000 1 1,00
Respondents’ education 3,27 2 ,195
Respondents’ income 9,50 4 ,050
Respondents’ age ,326 2 ,850
Respondents’ occupation 8,00 7 ,333

1 For the variables Respondents’ sex and Respondents’ residence continuity correction values for 2x2 contingency tables
are used
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Table 4.23 for Q22) Foreigners’ nationality influences/ or not Cypriots’ marriage decision-
reasons for the answers given to the question 21

Frequency Table- Reasons why foreigners' nationality influences Cypriots' marriage

decision
Frequency| Percent |Valid Percent| Cumulative
Percent
Valid Different culture, lifestyles and 56 14,0 33,1 33,1
religion.
Because of different religion. 54 13,5 32,0 65,1
Because we are proud of our 5 1,3 3,0 68,0
ethnicity and deep inside are racist.
Because Cypriots comment mixed 13 3,3 7,7 75,7
marriage due to their prejudices
about each nation.
Parents, relatives, friends wouldn't 2 5 1,2 76,9
agree, even if the couple is okay.
Common ethnical features are 28 7,0 16,6 93,5
advantages for mixed marriage and
the opposite.
Because of subjective preferences 6 1,5 3,6 97,0
for different nationalities.
It is not hard to decide when the 1 3 ,6 97,6
spouse is British or American.
Cypriot men don't take into account 2 5 1,2 98,8
ethnicity, but physical appearance.
Cypriots who marry foreigners 1 3 ,6 99,4
perhaps can't find Cypriot spouses.
Lots of foreign girls marry Cypriots 1 3 ,6 100,0
because of money, Cypriot
citizenship and residence rights.
Total 169 42,3 100,0
Missin NA 123 30,8
g
NAP 108 27,0
Total 231 57,8
Total 400 100,0




Contingency Table- The most frequent reasons why foreign nationality influences
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Cypriots’ marriage decision

Reasons with the highest Respondents’ | Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
percentage Sex Age Education Residence
1) Different cultures, mentalities 39%males | 38%for 15-34 | 37% for tertiary | 32% urban
and religions. (33%) 28%females education 36% rural
2) Because of different religion. 34% males | 42% for 55+ | 60% for primary | 35% urban
(32%) 30% 25% rural
females
3) Common ethnical features are 12% males | 21% for 35-54 | 18% for tertiary | 14% urban
advantages for mixed marriage and 21% education 23% rural
the opposite. (17%) females
4) Because Cypriots comment 7% males | 20% for 15-34 | 9% for tertiary 9% urban
mixed marriage due to their 8% females education 6% rural
prejudices about each nation.( 8%)

Foreigners' nationality influences

Cypriots' marriage decision
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Frequency Table- Reasons why foreigners' nationality does not influence Cypriots'
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marriage decision

Frequency | Percent [(Valid Percent| Cumulative
Percent
Valid If love exists, there are no ethnicities. 22 55 35,5 35,5
Ethnicity doesn't matter since the partner 12 3,0 19,4 54,8
is already a foreigner.
Because the Cypriots are superficial. 4 1,0 6,5 61,3
If the Cypriots marry foreigners, this is out 3 ,8 4.8 66,1
of love.
Most mixed marriages do not have as 2 5 3,2 69,4
purpose to establish families.
Free choice of marriage partner. 5 1,3 8,1 77,4
Because Cypriots entered marriages with 3 ,8 4.8 82,3
many nationalities.
Ethnicity is not important for men. 1 8 1,6 83,9
Because Cypriots who marry foreigners 1 3 1,6 85,5
can't find Cypriot spouses.
Nowadays many people search for good- 1 '3 1,6 87,1
looking spouses.
Because the most important is human's 8 2,0 12,9 100,0
character.
Total 62 15,5 100,0

Missing NA 129 32,3

NAP 209 52,3

Total 338 84,5

Total 400 100,0

Contingency Table- The most frequent reasons why foreign nationality doesn’t influence

Cypriots’ marriage decision

Reasons with the highest percentage Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’ Respondents’
Sex Age Education Residence

1) If there is love, there are no | 30%males 40%for 15-34 | 48% for high | 44% urban

ethnicities. (36%) 41%females school 22% rural

2) Ethnicity doesn’t matter since the | 24% males 25% for 15-34 | 35% for | 18% urban

partner is already foreigner. (19%) | 14% females tertiary 22% rural

3) Because the most important is a | 9% males 23% for 15-34 | 23% for | 15% urban

human’s character. (13%) 17% females primary 9% rural
education

4) Free choice of marriage partner. | 15% males 12% for 55+ 15% for | 8% urban

(8%) no females primary 9% rural

education




Frequency Table- Reasons why the respondents do not know if foreigners' nationality
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influences Cypriots’ marriage decision recoded

Frequency| Percent Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent
Valid Usually Cypriots are racist 1 3 8,3 8,3
If is out of love nationality plays no role; 4 1,0 33,3 41,7
if is marriage of convenience, it does.
It depends on Cypriots' status/social 1 3 8,3 50,0
position.
People think differently. 5 1,3 41,7 91,7
Religion should be the same for both 1 3 8,3 100,0
partners.
Total 12 3,0 100,0
Missing NA 137 34,3
NAP 251 62,8
Total 388 97,0
Total 400 100,0




Table 4.24 Valid values for Chi-square tests, p<0.05
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Variables significantly
associated in the population
of interest-chi-square
values

Question/variable

Respondents’ sex

Respondents’ age

Respondents’ education

Respondents’ residence

Respondents’
occupation

Respondents’ annual

income

Value

df

Asy.Sig.
(2-sided)

Value

df

Asy.Sig.
(2-sided)

Value df | Asy.Sig.
(2-sided)

Value

df

Asy.Sig.
(2-sided)

Value

df

Asy.Sig.

(2sided)

Value

df

Asy.Si

Q1) Nr. of foreigners in Cy

8,52

,014

Q2) Opinion about the
estimated number of
foreigners

8,68

,013

Q5 a) Attitudes towards
own marriage to a foreigner

23,34

,00005

12,70

,013

18,29 4 ,001

7,03

,030

52,76

,00005

24,21

,002

Q5 b) Attitudes towards
foreigners as relatives

6,81

,033

24,97

,035

Q5 d) Attitudes towards
foreigners as work
colleagues

9,12

,010

Q5 e) Attitudes towards
foreigners as citizens in
Cyprus

7,92

,019

24,30

0,42

Q6) Respondents who
lived/not in foreign
countries

7,04

,030

65,42 2 ,00005

42,03

,00005

22,10

,00005

Q10) Respondents’ siblings
married to foreigners

9,20

,010

Q10) Respondents’
aunts/uncles married to
foreigners

28,22

,00005

8,31 2 ,016

Q10) Respondents’ cousins
married to foreigners

8,57

,014

Q13) Opinion about the nr
of mixed marriage in Cy

14,71

,001

Q14) Respondents
accept/not parents to marry
foreigners

8,43 2 ,015

Q14) Respondents
accept/not children to marry
foreigners

10,64

,031

Q14) Respondents
accept/not aunt/uncle to
mixed marriage

13,97

,001

8,35

,004
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Variables significantly
associated in the
population of interest-
chi-square values
Question/variable

Respondents’ sex

Respondents’ age

Respondents’ education

Respondents’ residence

Respondents’
occupation

Value df | Asy.Sig.

(2-sided)

Value | df Asy.Sig.

(2-sided)

Value df Asy.Sig.

(2-sided)

Value | df Asy.Sig.

(2-sided)

Value

df

Asy.Sig.
(2-
sided)

Q14) Respondents
accept/not cousins to
marry foreigners

6,89 2 ,032

5,55 1 ,018

Q14) Respondents
accept/not friends to
marry foreigners

4,64 1 ,031

6,18 2 ,045

Q14) Respondents don’t
accept friends/ relatives
to mixed marriage

3,30 1 ,069

13,34 2 ,001

,004
11,12 2

Q15) Agree/not with
mixed marriage

18,42 2 ,00005

14,52 | 4 ,006

6,51 2 ,038

31,61

,005

Q18) Respondents’
preference for British na

24,03 4 ,00005

Q18) Respondents’
preference for
Romanian nationals

25,54 2 ,00005

11,04 4 ,026

Q18) Respondents’
preference for Bulgarian
nationals

19,41 2 ,00005

Q18) Respondents’
preference for Russian
nationals

35,70 2 ,00005

Q18) Respondents’
preference for German
nationals

13,84 2 ,001

Q18) Respondents’
preference for Iranian
nationals

9,57 2 ,008

14,11 4 ,007

Q18) Respondents’
preference for Filipino
nationals

8,62 2 ,013

Q19) Respondents
know Russian nationals

16,32 4 ,003

Q19) Respondents
know Greek nationals

8,56 2 ,014
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Variables significantly
associated in the
population of interest-chi-
square values
Question/variable

Respondents’ sex

Respondents’ age

Respondents’ education

Respondents’ residence

Respondents’
occupation

Respondents’ annual

income

Value | df | Asy.Sig.

(2sided)

Value df Asy.Sig.

(2-sided)

Value df

Asy.Sig.
(2sided)

Value df | Asy.Sig(2s

ided)

Value | df | Asy.Sig.

(2sided)

Value

df

Asy.Si
g.

Q19) Respondents know
British nationals

7,44 2 ,024

9,50 4

,050

Q19) Respondents know
Romanian nationals

7,44 2 ,024

Q19) Respondents know
Bulgarian nationals

9,58 4

,048

Q19) Respondents know
American nationals

11,06 4

,026

Q19) Respondents know
German nationals

7,01 2 ,030

12,55 4

,014

Q19) Respondents know
Lebanese nationals

10,35 4

,035

,039

Q19) Respondents know
Filipino nationals

18,98 4

,001

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry Greek
nationals

7,49 2

,024

4,16 1 ,041

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry British

5,32 1 ,021

21,67 7 ,003

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry
Romanian nationals

,00005

4,99 1 ,025

14,48 7 ,043

13,78

,008

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry
Bulgarian nationals

,00005

12,16

,016

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry Russian
nationals

,00005

18,98 7 ,008

11,79

,019

Q20) Respondents would
marry/not American
nationals

17,57 2 ,00005

14,87 2

,001

27,85 7 ,00005

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry German
nationals

15,53 1 ,00005

7,43 2 ,024

15,94 2

,00005

26,21 7 ,00005

12,67

,013
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Variables significantly
associated in the
population of interest-chi-
square values
Question/variable

Respondents’ sex

Respondents’ age

Respondents’ education

Respondents’
residence

Respondents’
occupation

Respondents’ annual

income

Value df | Asy.Sig.
(2-

sided)

Value | df | Asy.Sig
.(2-

sided)

Value df
(2
sided)

Asy.Sig.

Value df

Asy.Sig
.(2-
sided)

Value

df

Asy.Sig.

Value

df

Asy.Sig.
(2-
sided)

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry
Lebanese respondents

13,27 | 1 | ,00005

829 | 2 ,016

6,88 2 ,032

Q20) respondents
would/not marry Iranian
nationals

11,75 | 1 ,001

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry Filipino
nationals

11,83 | 1 ,001

Q20) Respondents
would/not marry Israeli
nationals

5,63 1 ,018

793 | 2 ,019

Q4) Opinion about the
estimated number of
foreign workers in Cyprus

20,28

,009
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Table 4.25 Frequencies summary table for Questions set Q1-Q4 about the Opinions and estimations of the numbers of foreigners and

foreign workers in Cyprus

Estimated number of
foreigners in Cyprus

Opinion about the estimated
number of foreigners in Cyprus

Estimated number of
foreign workers in Cyprus

Opinion about the estimated
number of foreign workers in

Cyprus
Count % Count % Count % Count %

Extremely large and large/ 344 87,3% 69 18,3% 365 92,9% 120 32,3%
Very good and good

Neither large, nor small/ 41 10,4% 79 20,9% 20 5,1% 78 21,0%
Neither good, nor bad

Small and too small/ 9 2,3% 230 60,8% 8 2,0% 174 46,8%

Bad and very bad

Table 4.26 A) Frequencies summary table for Questions set Q6-Q8 about the respondents who lived in foreign countries
(Number of years lived abroad and Number of foreign countries)

Number of years lived abroad

Less than 1 year

1-3 years

3-5 years

More than 5 years

Number of foreign

Number of foreign

Number of foreign

Number of foreign

countries countries countries countries
Count % Count % Count % Count %
One 35 62,5% 17 70,8% 35 70,0% 21 63,6%
Two 11 19,6% 6 25,0% 11 22,0% 7 21,2%
Three 10 17,9% 1 4.2% 4 8,0% 5 15,2%
and more
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Table 4.26 B) Frequencies summary table for Questions set Q6-Q8 about the respondents who lived in foreign countries
(Number of years lived abroad and Purpose of living abroad)

Number of years lived abroad

Less than 1 year 1-3 years 3-5 years More than 5 years
Purpose of living abroad | Purpose of living abroad Purpose of living abroad Purpose of living abroad
Count % Count % Count % Count %
As a student 16 28,1% 15 60,0% 41 82,0% 11 31,4%
As an employee 8 14,0% 9 36,0% 3 6,0% 11 31,4%
As a citizen 22 38,6% 1 4,0% 6 12,0% 13 37,1%
Other 11 19,3%

Table 4.27 Frequencies summary table for question Q5 — Foreigners-Cypriots social distance scale

Respondent would
marry a foreigner

Respondent would
accept a foreigner in

Respondent would
accept a foreigner as

Respondent would
accept a foreigner as

Respondent would
accept a foreigner as

Respondent would
accept a foreigner as

Respondent
would exclude

his/r family as relative neighbor work colleague citizen in Cyprus visitor in Cyprus some foreigners
from Cyprus
Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count % Count %
Strongly agree and| 105 26,5% 231 58,5% 315 80,2% 302 76,5% 222 55,9% 343 87, 7% 23 6,1%
agree
Neutral 107 27,0% 93 23,5% 56 14,2% 65 16,5% 103 25,9% 17 4,3% 26 6,8%
Disagree and 184 46,5% 71 18,0% 22 5,6% 28 7,1% 72 18,1% 31 7,9% 331 |87,1%
strongly disagree




APPENDIX G (Chapter V)
Table 5.1. Demographic Characteristics of the Interviewees and their spouses at the Date of Interviews (continued)
(February 2004 — January 2005)
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Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouse’ Spouses’ Spouses Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’
pseudonyms | nationalities ages meeting Marriage Marital Educational | Occupations | Occupations Children | Children from
place Years+ Background | background before after marriage | together previous
courtship before marriage marriages
marriage
Lia Romanian 35 Restaurant 10+6 Single High school Employee Employee 2 none
Dimitris Cypriot 46 in Larnaca months Single Secondary | Co-owner of | Co-owner of
school restaurant restaurant
Natasha Cypriot 36 University in | 11+2yrs Single Master student Employee 2 none
Yaser Palestinian 37 Moscow engaged Single University student housewife
Ana Czech 33 University in | 11+3yrs Single University Owner of Employee none none
Michalis Cypriot 34 Czech Rep. | cohabitation Single University ad‘c’)‘:fritézmg Engineer
Student
Liana Romanian 32 Clinic in 8+4 Single College Nurse Nurse 2 none
Ares Cypriot 37 Larnaca months Single College Bank clerk Bank clerk
Lena Bulgarian 36 Bus station 3+2 Single University | Social worker Nurse one none
Marios Cypriot 43 in Bulgaria | cohabitation Single University | Civilsevant | Giyj| servant
Dana Romanian 23 Pub in 1+ 2 yrs Single High school Waitress Shop assist. none none
Kyriakos Cypriot 25 Larnaca Single College Student Accountant
Alex Palestinian 27 College in 3+3 yrs Single College student Employee none none
Maria Cypriot 24 Larnaca cohabitation Single college student student
Mayonee English 29 Wedding in 1+ 6 Single High school Nurse Housewife none none
Chris Cypriot 34 Larnaca months Single High school | Store-keeper | Store-keeper
Geta Romanian 32 Barin 8+ 2 yrs Single High school Waitress Waitress 1 none
Markos Cypriot 35 Larnaca Single High school | Civil servant | Civil servant
Gabriela Romanian 33 Beer shop 10+ 6 Single High school | Bar woman Housewife 1 none
Costas Cypriot 38 in Larnaca months Single secondary Beer shop Carpenter
owner
Ron English 27 Pub in 1+ 2 and Divorced College Sales Housework 1 3 (from
Christina Cypriot 43 London a half Single Master manager | Music teacher husbands’
degree Student previous

marriage)
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Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouse’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’ Spouses’
pseudonyms | nationalities ages meeting Marriage Marital Educational | Occupations | Occupations Children Children
place years Background background before after marriage together from
before marriage previous
marriage marriages
Jane English 42 Greek 12+7yrs Single University British tour Housewife 2 None
Giorgos Cypriot 43 Island Crete | cohabitation single college opeiglor Catering
Chef buss.owner
Olga Russian 45 Coffee shop | 1+ 1 year Divorced Secondary Cleaner Cleaner none 1 and 3-from
Giorgos Cypriot 55 in Limassol | cohabitation Divorced schools Driver Driver husband’s
previous two
marriages
Nadejda Ukrainian 35 Restaurant 2+ 3 Divorced College Waitress Waitress none 1+3 from
Chris Cypriot 40 in Paralimni | months Divorced High school driver driver hurset\’/?:::
raarriage
Valeria Russian 36 Beach in 3+1 year Divorced University | Opera singer | Music teacher none none
Giorgos Cypriot 48 Larnaca Single High school | Civil servant | Civil servant
Pita Australian 37 Pub in 8+3 Single College Swimming Swimming 1 None
Christakis Cypriot 42 Limassol months Single High school | teacher _teacher
Vinegar factory | Vinegar factory
owner owner
Youta Danish 40 Restaurant 16+4 Single College Civil servant Housewife 5 none
Zenon Cypriot 46 in Limassol years Single Secondary Waiter Welder
school
Genette Swedish 45 Barin 8+2 yrs Single University Waitress Waitress none none
Stelios Cypriot 35 Limassol Single University | Systemanalyst | System analyst
Evelina Bulgarian 33 Hotel in 9+ 2 Single University Interior Interior decorator none 2 from
Andreas Cypriot 53 Limassol months Divorced college decorator Responsible in husband's
Reception boat’s casino previous
manager marriage
Marian German 51 Germany 16+1 year Single College AMeF*itcalt Shop owner 2 none
Giorgos Cypriot 53 Single university Musician Musician
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APPENDIX H (Chapter VI)
Table 6.1. Main Findings (statistical, quantitative and qualitative) about Mixed Marriages between Greek Cypriots and Foreign Nationals in
the Republic of Cyprus

A) Main Findings resulting from the analysis of official statistical data on mixed marriage and immigration in Cyprus from
Demographic Reports (1989-2004)

1) The Cypriot-foreigner marital unions were on the rise for the period under study (1989-2004).The values for rank order correlation
coefficients showed that the number of immigrants to Cyprus is a good predictor of mixed marriage in Cyprus.
2) The statistical data analysis resulted in a typology of mixed marriages in Cyprus that accounted for:

(a) Gender differences/preferences in mate selection process: there are more unions registered for Cypriot man-foreign woman, than
unions for Cypriot woman-foreign man;

(b) A regional pattern in choosing foreign spouses: Cypriot women chose grooms from the Euro-American group of countries and Cypriot
men chose brides from the Eastern-European group of countries. The nationalities of foreign marriage partners are clustered according to
socio-economic, cultural, religious, geographical and racial characteristics into three groups: Euro-American, East-European and Asian-
African.

B) Main Quantitative Findings resulting from the analysis of the questionnaire survey data on Cypriots' perceptions, opinions and
attitudes towards mixed Marriage in Cyprus

1) The respondents estimated the numbers of foreigners and foreign workers in Cyprus as ‘large’ and ‘very large’ (the Cypriots living in rural
areas tend to share this opinion about foreigners); their attitude towards the number of foreign workers in Cyprus is more favourable than
towards the number of foreigners living in Cyprus.

2) The Cypriots who are/were exposed to maximum foreign influence are those who lived abroad as students, in one country, between one
and five years. Almost half of the respondents lived abroad (there are more men than women).

3) More than half of the respondents have relatives married to foreigners, and almost half of these have a cousin married to a foreigner (this
is the most frequent relative married to a foreigner). The Cypriots aged 15-54 years old are more likely to have an aunt/uncle, a cousin or a
sister/brother married to a foreigner. More than half of the Cypriot respondents who have relatives married to foreigners considered these
marriages as ‘successful’ and ‘very successful’.

4) The social distance Cypriots-foreigners in Cyprus increases from left to right: Foreigner as visitor/ Foreigner as neighbour/ Foreigner as
work colleague/ Foreigner as relative/ Foreigner as citizen/ Foreigner as spouse.

5) More than half of the Cypriot respondents estimated the number of mixed marriages in Cyprus as ‘extremely large’ and ‘large’. Both
Cypriot men and women tend to believe that this is ‘neither good, nor bad’ given the size of the Greek-Cypriot community.

6) The respondents are not so likely to accept their relatives to enter mixed marriages. They are willing to accept their cousins and friends
marrying foreigners and not accept parents, siblings, children and aunts/uncles.

7) The respondents are more likely to agree with the idea of marriage between a Cypriot and a foreigner. Also, there are more respondents
who gave reasons in favour for mixed marriage. The most frequent reasons emphasize: the free choice of marriage partner, love and mutual
understanding, the equality of human beings (irrespective of their ethnicity or religion) and the assortative matching of partners. The main
reasons against mixed marriage stress ‘difference’ that leads to conflict, it leads to divorce, the divorce means family dissolution and all these
factors have negative societal consequences: destroy Cypriot ethnicity, culture and tradition. Other reasons against emphasize: material
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motivation of foreign spouses, racist and xenophobic motivations.

8) Most respondents (a percentage of 70%) believed that the foreigner’s nationality is ‘very important’ and ‘important’ in mixed marriage.

9) According to the respondents’ preferences for eleven foreign nationalities living in Cyprus, there are four groups of nationalities: the most
preferred nationalities living in Cyprus: Greek, British and Russian; preferred nationalities: German and Romanian; less preferred
nationalities: Bulgarian and American; least preferred nationalities: Israeli, Iranian, Filipino and Lebanese.

10) Half of the respondents would not (even in a hypothetical situation) marry foreigners. Except for the Greek nationals, the percentages for
“yes to mixed marriage” responses for all the other nationalities are smaller than 30%; and also, those respondents who would marry
foreigners make 26 percents of all the respondents. The Cypriots are more likely to ‘disagree’, than to ‘agree’ with their hypothetical
marriages to foreigners. The Cypriot men prefer mostly Russian brides (less German and Romanian) and the Cypriot women living in urban
areas are more likely to prefer British and American grooms. The Cypriot women are more likely not to prefer Israeli, Iranian and Filipino
grooms. Young Cypriots would marry Lebanese and Israeli nationals.

11) More than half of the people questioned answered that the nationality of a foreigner influences the marriage decision taken by Cypriots.
Difference as disadvantage, commonality as advantage and prejudices about foreign nationalities are the most invoked reasons to support
the previous statement. Other reasons of this kind emphasize: personality characteristics, preferences for material resources, prejudice,
xenophobia and third parties’ influences. These reasons coincide with those given in order to show the disagreement with mixed marriage.
The categories of reasons supporting the opinion that foreigner’s nationality does not influence Cypriots’ marriage decision give emphasis to:
love, psychological traits and the free choice of marriage partner, the personal choice for difference and the high frequency of mixed
marriage in Cyprus.

12) Concluding finding: According to the existing prejudices and stereotypes (at the level of public opinion) about each nationality, the
Cypriots are more likely to perceive mixed-marriage foreign spouses other favourable or less favourable. The general criteria are: religion,
economic standing and racial characteristics such as skin colour. A nationality that has many similarities with the Cypriots on these markers
is most likely to be perceived as closer in terms of social distance and implicitly, acceptance.

B1) Main Quantitative Findings resulting from the analysis of the questionnaire survey data on Cypriots' perceptions, opinions and
attitudes towards mixed Marriage in Cyprus (for Cypriot men and Cypriot women)

-The Cypriot men are more likely to adopt a favourable attitude towards mixed marriages: their own hypothetical mixed marriage, their
relatives’ mixed marriages and the number of mixed marriages at a societal level. Instead, the Cypriot women tend to adopt the opposite
attitude towards mixed marriages at all the foregoing mentioned levels.

-The Cypriot men are more likely to accept a foreigner as citizen in Cyprus, to his family as a relative and as his work colleague.

-The Cypriot men who have relatives married to foreigners are more likely to agree with their hypothetical marriage to a foreigner and
generally, with the idea of mixed marriage per se.

-Cypriot women respondents gave more reasons against mixed marriage.

-The Cypriot men are more likely to prefer Russian, Romanian and Bulgarian nationals living in Cyprus; and the Cypriot women are more
likely to prefer British, German and American nationals living in Cyprus.

-The male respondents would marry: Russian (40%), British, German and Romanian women; the women respondents would marry: British,
American and German grooms. Therefore, the hypothetical marital choices of Cypriot respondents coincide with the existing statistical data
on mixed marriage between Cypriots and foreigners. In this sense, a significant finding is that the Cypriot men are more likely to marry
Eastern-European women while the Cypriot women are more likely to choose Euro-American grooms.
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C) Main Findings resulting from the analysis of the interviews data on Mate Selection in Cypriot-Foreigner mixed marriage

1) Socioeconomic resources: None of the respondents declared that they married their partners out of material interest or at least to secure
a better living, even if all the male Cypriot spouses have stable jobs with satisfactory earnings. The foreign spouses have a lower
socioeconomic status (compared to their Cypriot spouses’), translated into low paying jobs or unpaid jobs as childcare and housework. The
percentage of East-European working spouses in the sample is higher than that of Euro-American working spouses. In the first case, through
employment in Cyprus, the spouses’ socioeconomic status got improved compared to their previous economic status in their home countries.
Conversely, the sample spouses from the West-European group of countries who married Cypriot husbands left a better socioeconomic
standing in their home-countries, than they have succeeded in achieving in Cyprus.

2) Non-material resources. The respondents indicated the following psychological traits as a factor that influenced their partner choice and
marital relationship: flexibility, non-aggressiveness, faithfulness, generosity, sincerity, kindness, family-orientation, attachment, sympathy,
straightness, good-sense of humour, supportiveness. Another important finding was: firstly, the benefit of finding an ideal combination of
physical and psychological characteristics that undermines any perception of the marriage partner as foreigner; and secondly, psychological
resource exchanges which compensated for the foreign spouses’ family support when security for similar psychological resources was
provided by their Cypriot partner’s love. Also, physical attractiveness was very often invoked by the respondents as a main factor in spouse
selection. There were mentioned as ‘other non-material resources’ that have influenced mate selection, the following: Cyprus as a safe place
and Cyprus as a quiet place with sunny weather and a more relaxed way of life.

3) Foreign Influence Exposure: The foreign and Cypriot spouses who lived, worked, travelled abroad and had previous relationships with
foreigners are more likely to marry foreign partners. There is a tendency for the foreign partners to perceive the Cypriot spouses who lived
abroad prior to their marriage as different from other Cypriots who didn’t study or lived abroad. The attitudes of the East-European sample
respondents towards the foreigners in their home-countries are more favourable than those of their Euro-American counterparts. A factor
that was found as indicative for the tendency to marry foreigners (in the case of the Eastern-European spouses) concerned their contact with
co-nationals who married foreigners, experience that represented for them a marital behaviour pattern to follow.

4) Spouses’ Families Role in Mixed Marriage Mate Selection:

(a) There are no accounts of interfering in their children’s marriage decision for the foreign spouses’ parents. The respondents’ confessions
showed a very limited parental control over their children’s marriage decisions. In almost all the cases, the parents’ reasons to accept their
children’s marriage decisions were of a psychological nature: the wish to assure their children’s happiness and successful marriage. On the
other hand, their objections to mixed marriage were due to structural factors such as negative consequence of a life abroad for their children.
(b) There were identified three reasons as being characteristic for the Cypriot mother’'s-in-law disagreement with mixed marriages between
Cypriots and foreigners. At least one of these three reasons is expected to be encountered in any motivation of the mother’'s-in-law
disagreement with mixed marriage: the economic background of the foreign spouse, the moral reputation of the foreign spouse and the
necessity to prevent exogamy translated into the tradition “that a Cypriot man must marry a Cypriot woman”.

The Cypriot parents’ reactions to a mixed marriage vary according to the spouses’ nationalities and the prejudices about these existing in the
public conscience; and also vary according to the social and family background or psychological and demographical characteristics of the
foreign spouses. Their reticence and oppositions are expressed usually before the mixed couple’s marriage and take the form of dissuading
the son or daughter against marrying a foreigner. Once the marriage is contracted (many times without Cypriot parents’ agreement), the
oppositions are not so strongly expressed even if they still exist. Undisguised oppositions are rare and concern scepticism about a possible
success of the couple.
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5) The Cypriot Orthodox Church’s Influence on Mixed Marriage Partner Choice: Some of the conditions of mixed marriages between
Cypriots and foreigners who marry in the Orthodox Church were mentioned by the respondents: every foreigner must prove through a
certificate that they were baptized Christian in order to have a religious ceremony and that the mixed couple’s children will be baptized
Orthodox.

6) The Cypriot State’'s Influence on Mixed Marriage Partner Choice: All the sample nationals of the Euro-American group of countries

mentioned that they did not need any visas, residence permits or Cypriot citizenship in order to stay in Cyprus. On the other hand, all the
sample nationals of the East-European group of countries have applied for Cypriot citizenship which they must have in order to leave and
enter Cyprus without needing visas.
The behaviour of the immigration authorities’ employees towards the sample foreign nationals didn’t discriminate any groups of nationalities
from Eastern or Western Europe. The Cypriot legislation’s constraints on East-European nationals are very strong since they are pushed to
enter a marriage to a Cypriot spouse without having the opportunity, in many cases, to live in Cyprus together with a Cypriot partner, as an
accommodation period necessary prior to making a marriage decision.

7) Contact Opportunities in the Cypriot Marriage Market: The cases included in the present study revealed as the most frequent functional
setting or meeting place of Cypriots and foreigners into mixed unions: the pub, bar or restaurant. There is a specific particularity of the
Cypriot marriage market that concerns cabarets as meeting places for many mixed couples in Cyprus.

8) Marital Intention and Decision: the duration of dating and courtship period oscillated between two months and seven years. Usually, in
the cases of Eastern-European spouses this period was shorter than for their Euro-American counterparts: from two months to three years
and respectively, from three months to seven years. Many respondents declared that had no intention of getting married at the time they met
their future spouse. According to the respondents’ confessions, the marital intention and decision of foreign spouses was determined by: (a)
the Cypriot man’s marriage proposal that pushed the foreign woman to decide under the pressure of some material gifts; (b) a pregnancy; (c)
the expiration date of some Eastern-European spouses’ working contracts in Cyprus; (d) contextual factors such as, for example, less
opportunity for the foreign spouse to have a career in her/his country.

Mihaela Fulias-Souroulla , ‘Marriages between Foreign Nationals and Greek Cypriots in the Republic of Cyprus’, unpublished PhD,
University of Cyprus, May 20086.
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