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Abstract 
Using opinion poll data collected for the United States Information Agency, European Commission and various media organisations, this article analyses British public opinion towards German reunification in 1989 and 1990. Contrasting the public’s views with Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher’s hostile approach towards German unity, it demonstrates that the British public were largely supportive of the principle of German reunification. Nevertheless, there was uncertainty about reunification’s consequences. Furthermore, significant generational differences existed, with Britons who experienced life during periods of war in the first half of the twentieth century expressing greater concern about the prospect of a united Germany. 
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Introduction 
The opening of the Berlin Wall on 9 November 1989 was a transformational moment in post-war European history. The most symbolic event of the Cold War endgame, it was the catalyst for the reunification of Germany less than a year later, on 3 October 1990. However, while German reunification brought together a divided country – and continent – it was not without controversy. Coinciding with democratisation processes across the eastern bloc and significant upheaval within the Soviet Union, there were fears that German reunification could unsettle these. Questions about the power of a united Germany – twice an instigator of war during the first half of the twentieth century – resurfaced too. The prospect of reunification also raised doubts about a united Germany’s future alliance membership – a feature complicated by the Federal Republic of Germany’s membership of the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) and the German Democratic Republic belonging to the Warsaw Pact. Furthermore, with significant steps being made towards deepening European integration, German reunification served as both a potential distraction and critical inflection point for the European Community (EC). These were all matters which the United Kingdom – twice at war with Germany earlier in the century, a founding member of NATO and, by 1989, an established EC member – had to contend with as a consequence of the processes the Berlin Wall’s opening unleashed. Britain was not alone in having to confront these issues. But Britain’s status as one of four occupying powers in Germany following the Second World War meant it held a privileged position and was a party to the Two Plus Four negotiations, which culminated in the Treaty on the Final Settlement with Respect to Germany, enabling reunification to take place. 
The availability of government documents and the reflections of those involved in and observing events has meant the British response to the fall of the Berlin Wall has generated rich discussion in a range of literature.[footnoteRef:1] One overarching theme is Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher’s hostile attitude towards German unity. And this has led to significant criticism of the then-Prime Minister. This is most evident in the memoirs and post-hoc remarks of officials and witnesses to the diplomatic efforts that led to reunification. Key German and US officials reveal their frustrations with the Prime Minister.[footnoteRef:2] Thatcher’s colleagues in government and the Conservative Party, FCO officials, and even her political advisers also offer criticism that ranges from regret through to condemnation.[footnoteRef:3] Combining analysis of this material with a wider body of evidence, historical literature and biographies weigh in with criticism of Thatcher too. Diplomatic histories of reunification and broader literature analysing British foreign and European policy emphasise how Thatcher’s stance led to her cutting an isolated figure on the international stage and that her failed diplomacy damaged Anglo-German (and Anglo-American) relations.[footnoteRef:4] Biographies of the Prime Minister, meanwhile, stress how Thatcher’s response revealed her character and anti-German prejudices.[footnoteRef:5]  [1:  Coinciding with the 20th anniversary of the Berlin Wall’s opening, the Foreign and Commonwealth Office (FCO) released a selection of diplomatic documents as part of their Documents on British Policy Overseas (DBPO) series. See Patrick Salmon, Keith Hamilton and Stephen Twigge (eds.), German Unification 1989-90: Documents on British Policy Overseas, Series III, Volume VII (Oxfordshire: Routledge, 2010). Prime Minister’s Office records are also available – and, alongside FCO documents, interviews with key participants and published and unpublished diaries, Charles Moore consults these in his authorized biography of Margaret Thatcher. See Charles Moore, Margaret Thatcher: The Authorized Biography. Volume Three: Herself Alone (London: Allen Lane, 2019), chs. 15-6.]  [2:  For the perspective of key German actors, see Helmut Kohl, Ich wollte Deutschlands Einheit (Berlin: Propyläen, 1996), pp. 196 and 306; Hans-Dietrich Genscher, Errinerungen (Berlin: Siedler, 1995), pp. 676 and 692; and Horst Teltschik, 329 Tage: Innenansichten der Einigung (Berlin: Siedler, 1991), pp. 115-6. For US officials see Philip Zelikow and Condoleezza Rice, Germany United and Europe Transformed: A Study in Statecraft, second edition (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Press, 1997), pp. 116-7, 165, 171 and 216-7; and George Bush and Brent Scowcroft, A World Transformed (New York: Knopf, 1998), pp. 216-7. .]  [3:  For Thatcher’s fellow ministers, see Douglas Hurd, Memoirs (London: Blackwell Publishing, 2003), pp. 381-9; John Major, The autobiography (London: Harper Collins, 1999), p. 175; and Alan Clark, Diaries (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1993), pp. 275-7. For criticism from Conservative Members of Parliament see in particular Edward Heath, The course of my life (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1998), pp. 712-3. For the reflections of FCO officials, as well as government ministers, see Gillian Staerck and Michael Kandiah (eds.), ‘Anglo-German Relations and German Reunification’, witness seminar held 18 October 2000 (Institute of Contemporary British History, 2003); and ‘Berlin in the Cold War, 1948-1990, German Unification, 1989-1990’, witness seminar held 16 October 2009 (Foreign and Commonwealth Office). For Thatcher’s advisers see Percy Cradock, In pursuit of British interests: reflections on foreign policy under Margaret Thatcher and John Major (London: John Murray, 1997), pp. 108-13; George Urban, Diplomacy and disillusion at the court of Margaret Thatcher: an insider’s view (London: I B Tauris, 1996), pp. chs.7-9; and Charles Powell in ‘Berlin in the Cold War, 1948-1990, German Unification, 1989-1990’, witness seminar held 16 October 2009 (Foreign and Commonwealth Office), p. 77.]  [4:  See, for example, Norbert Himmler, ‘Discord over German Unification: Margaret Thatcher and Helmut Kohl’ in Manfred Görtemaker (ed.), Britain and Germany in the Twentieth Century (Oxford: Berg, 2006), pp. 197-212; Sabine Lee, Victory in Europe? Britain and Germany since 1945 (Harlow: Longman, 2001), p.198; Jacques Lévesque, ‘In the name of Europe’s future: Soviet, French and British qualms about Kohl’s rush to German unification’ in Frédéric Bozo, Marie-Pierre Rey, N. Piers Ludlow and Leopoldo Nuti (eds.), Europe and the end of the Cold War: a reappraisal (London: Routledge, 2008), p. 95; Patrick Salmon, ‘The United Kingdom: Divided counsels, global concerns’ in Frédéric Bozo, Andreas Rödder, and Mary Elise Sarotte (eds.), German Reunification: A Multinational History (Abingdon, Oxfordshire: Routledge, 2017), pp. 153-4; Hugo Young, This Blessed Plot: Britain and Europe from Churchill to Blair (London: Papermac, 1999), p. 359; Lothar Kettenacker, ‘Britain and German Unification, 1989/90’ in Klaus Larres (ed.), Uneasy Allies: British-German Relations and European Integration Since 1945 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), p. 123; Philip Stephens, Britain Alone: The path from Suez to Brexit (London: Faber and Faber, 2021), pp. 232-3; and Stephen Wall, A Stranger in Europe: Britain and the European Union from Thatcher to Blair (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008), p. 89. ]  [5:  See especially John Campbell, Margaret Thatcher, volume two (London: Cape, 2000), p. 640. Charles Moore, her authorized biographer, is more magnanimous in his concluding remarks about Thatcher’s attitude. See Moore (2019), p. 554. Nonetheless, his account is not uncritical of her actions during this period. See Moore (2019), chs. 15-6.] 

While perhaps less valuable as historical sources given the extent to which the authors’ subjectivities influence these personal accounts, biographies are further notable for offering explanations for Thatcher’s response. Specifically, they argue that generational factors – namely Thatcher’s formative years coinciding with the Second World War – informed her hostility towards German reunification.[footnoteRef:6] This claim offers significant inspiration for this article, which assesses whether Thatcher’s attitudes reflected those of others in her generation and of her party's supporters, while also placing her concerns about reunification in a wider context. It does so by evaluating British public opinion towards German reunification.  The British public’s views towards German unity have heretofore received little attention, with existing literature either analysing secondary reporting of opinion polling or providing vague references to public opinion.[footnoteRef:7] The recent digitisation of individual-level data from historical Gallup opinion polls conducted in Britain means a thorough analysis of public opinion is now possible though.[footnoteRef:8] Within this extensive collection, held at the Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, are two polls from November 1989 and February 1990 featuring question series related to reunification. Assessed together with respondent-level data from two Eurobarometer surveys and multiple polls conducted for the United States Information Agency (USIA), as well as aggregated tables and reports from six other opinion polls, this article offers a comprehensive analysis of British public opinion towards German reunification.  [6:  See; Campbell (2000), pp. 633-4 and Moore (2019), p. 471. While not contained in a biography, journalist Hugo Young also argues this. See H. Young (1999), pp. 357-9 Thatcher’s foreign policy advisor Charles Powell also attributes Thatcher’s response to generational factors. See Charles Powell in ‘Berlin in the Cold War, 1948-1990, German Unification, 1989-1990’, witness seminar held 16 October 2009 (Foreign and Commonwealth Office), p. 75]  [7:  For the former, see Klaus Rainer Jackisch, Eisern gegen die Einheit: Margaret Thatcher und die deutsche Wiedervereinigung (Frankfurt am Main: Societäts-Verlag, 2004), pp. 297-8. For the latter, see Salmon (2017), p. 161 and Lee(2001), pp. 200-1. 
In contrast, detailed analysis of French public opinion exists. See Marie-Noëlle Brand Crémieux, Les Français face à la reunification allemande: automne 1989 – automne 1990 (Paris: L’Harmattan, 2004), pp. 33-49. 
Public opinion at an overall population level in Britain, France and other European countries is also briefly discussed elsewhere. See Pekka Kalevi Hämäläinen, Uniting Germany: actions and reactions (Brookfield, Vermont: Dartmouth, 1994), p. 196.  ]  [8:  Will Jennings, John Kenny, Andra Roescu, Stuart Smedley, Nick Or, Kathleen J. Weldon, Peter K. Enns, Kelsie E. Norek and Jessica R. Riggs, UK Gallup Poll collection, 1956-1991 (Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 2022).] 

The article demonstrates how, when viewed from an overall population level, Thatcher’s hostile approach towards German unity seemed out of line with the views of the British public, who – as has been recognised – largely approved of reunification.[footnoteRef:9] Her approach also seemed out of step with Conservative voters. However, like Thatcher, a significant segment of the British public was anxious about reunification’s potential consequences. Particularly after the Berlin Wall fell, many saw a united Germany as a potential economic threat, while the public were divided over whether reunification necessitated deeper European integration. Most notably, concern about German unity was concentrated among those aged 55 and over. This cohort – to which Thatcher belonged and referred to in this article as the ‘war generation’ – boasted lived experience of conflict with Germany. For all, the Second World War will have affected them, be it through participating in conflict, suffering loss or shaping their childhood and formative years. Older members, meanwhile, will have been alive for two wars Britain fought against Germany. These experiences appeared to contribute towards the ‘war generation’ expressing greater opposition towards the principle of reunification and increased concern about the threat a united Germany would pose. Not only were they likelier to foresee Germany as an economic threat, but this cohort were split over whether a united Germany would be a risk to European peace and represent a military threat. Considering these findings, Thatcher’s concerns about reunification were thus more representative of a body of public opinion than previously recognised.[footnoteRef:10]  [9:  See Jackisch (2004), pp. 297-8, 314.]  [10:  Patrick Salmon, for example, argues ‘Thatcher’s hostility did not reflect any deeper antagonism towards Germany on the part of the British population’. See Salmon (2017), p. 161.] 

Altogether, the article makes a unique contribution to literature on British and international reactions to German reunification. It also adds to works on popular views of Germany in post-war Britain.[footnoteRef:11] Finally, it contributes to the limited literature focusing on British public opinion towards post-war foreign and defence policy.[footnoteRef:12] The article has seven sections. The first summarises Margaret Thatcher’s attitudes towards German reunification. Next, the materials section introduces the surveys from which the polling data analysed in this article have been taken. The subsequent five sections analyse data on various topics related to German reunification, namely: the principle of German reunification; its timing; its potential consequences; whether a united Germany should be a member of NATO; and reunification’s consequences for European integration. The conclusion then considers the broader significance of the article’s findings. [11:  See John Ramsden, Don’t Mention the War: the British and Germans since 1890 (London: Little, Brown, 2006); and Alexander Heinz, “Oh, German! I thought there was something wrong with you.”: West Germany in British Perceptions, 1969-1975 (Augsburg: Wißner-Verlag, 2013), pp. 96-154.]  [12:  See Ben Clements, British Public Opinion on Foreign and Defence Policy, 1945-2017 (Abingdon, Oxfordshire: Routledge, 2019); and Anthony King and Robert Wybrow (eds.), British Public Opinion, 1937-2000: The Gallup Polls (London: Politico, 2001), chs. 15 and 17. ] 


Margaret Thatcher and German reunification
Dispute exists regarding the extent of Margaret Thatcher’s hostility towards Germany reunification and whether she sought to prevent it from taking place.[footnoteRef:13] Beyond doubt, however, is that she wanted to slow the rush to reunification and was concerned about its consequences. Her anxiety about the speed of reunification stemmed from concerns about undermining the fragile position of Soviet Union General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev and the process of democratisation occurring across central and eastern Europe. Thatcher was also apprehensive about a united Germany’s potential economic power, the potentially destabilising effect reunification would have on Europe’s security architecture, and outstanding issues related to Germany’s borders. Additionally, she worried that Britain’s EC partners would end up seeing deeper European integration – which Thatcher opposed – as necessary to counteract the prospect of there being more Germany.  [13:  Thatcher’s official biographer Charles Moore is among those who argue she strongly opposed reunification. See Moore (2019), p. 483. Going further, Hugo Young claims Thatcher sought to stop reunification from taking place. See Young (1999), p. 359. Other accounts offer greater nuance; these recognise Thatcher’s concerns but claim that she primarily was determined to slow the process down. See Salmon (2017), p.153; and Lévesque (2008), p. 89.] 

Thatcher was certainly not alone in holding fears about reunification. Although strongly supportive of German unity, US President George H W Bush was insistent that reunification should not lead to German neutrality.[footnoteRef:14] Mikhail Gorbachev and French President François both worried about reunification’s consequences for their governments’ respective interests in Europe’s security architecture and European integration.[footnoteRef:15] Meanwhile, other European leaders had reservations too.[footnoteRef:16]   [14:  See Robert L. Hutchings, ‘The United States, German unification and European integration’ in Bozo et al. (2008), pp. 119-32; and Mary Elise Sarotte, Not One Inch: America, Russia and the Making of Post-Cold War Stalemate (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2021), chs. 1-3.]  [15:  Jacques Lévesque, ‘In the name of Europe’s future: Soviet, French and British qualms about Kohl’s rush to German unification’ in Bozo et al. (2008), pp. 95-106; Frédéric Bozo, Mitterrand, the end of the Cold War and German Unification (Oxford: Berghahn, 2009); and Vladislav Zubok, ‘Gorbachev, German reunification and Soviet demise’ in Bozo et al. (2017), pp. 88-108.]  [16:  Leopoldo Nuti, ‘Italy, German unification and the end of the Cold War’ in Bozo et al. (2008), pp. 191-203; and Gregory F. Domber, ‘Pivots in Poland’s response to German unification’ in Bozo et al. (2017), pp. 179-201.] 

Within her own country, Thatcher was not entirely alone in her thinking about Germany either. Various examples of backbench politicians from across the political divide expressing similar concerns to Thatcher can be found in records of parliamentary debates. In a debate on developments in Eastern Europe less than a month after the Berlin Wall’s opening, MPs expressed the need to avoid a rush to reunification, while eurosceptic Labour MP Peter Shore raised his concerns about reunification potentially leading to a deepening of European integration.[footnoteRef:17] In January 1990 a question from Conservative MP Jim Pawsey to Thatcher demonstrated unease about reunification’s ‘political and economic implications’.[footnoteRef:18] In February, Conservative MP John Maples cautioned about the threat of a neutral Germany.[footnoteRef:19] A month later, Labour MP Bob Wareing bemoaned Helmut Kohl’s ‘irresponsible antics’ over the Polish border.[footnoteRef:20] Then in April, Conservative MP Robert Banks invoked memory of the two world wars when suggesting it was appropriate to limit the size and capabilities of a united Germany’s armed forces.[footnoteRef:21] Although supportive of the principle, the British press also focused on issues around German economic power and its dominant position in the EC.[footnoteRef:22] More stringent anti-German sentiment made its way into the public arena too. Most notably, Secretary of State for Trade and Industry Nicholas Ridley resigned from government in July 1990 after making controversial remarks in an interview with The Spectator.[footnoteRef:23] Similar perspectives can be found in the tone of the memorandum that Charles Powell, Thatcher’s Private Secretary for Foreign Affairs, produced to summarise the March 1990 Chequers summit, which the Prime Minister attended alongside Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd and six historians.[footnoteRef:24] Meanwhile, within the British media columnist Conor Cruise O’Brien was noted for his extreme opinion articles invoking the notion of a ‘Fourth Reich’.[footnoteRef:25]  [17:  Hansard HC Deb, 1 December 1989, volume 162, columns 943-1007.]  [18:  Hansard HC Deb, 25 January 1990, volume 165, columns 1047-8.]  [19:  Hansard HC Deb, 22 February 1990, volume 167, columns 1140-2.]  [20:  Hansard HC Deb, volume 168,7 March 1990, column 862.]  [21:  Hansard HC Deb, 4 April 1990, volume 170, column 1189.]  [22:  Lee (2001), pp. 201-2.]  [23:  Dominic Lawson, ‘Saying the Unsayable about the Germans’, The Spectator, 14 July 1990, pp. 8-10. ]  [24:  ‘Seminar on Germany: Summary Record’, enclosure contained within Letter from Mr Powell (No 10) to Mr Wall, 25 March 1990, reproduced in DBPO, series III, volume VII, pp. 504-8. This was leaked to The Independent on Sunday newspaper and Der Spiegel magazine in July. See Neal Ascherson, ‘Be nice to German bullies, PM told’, The Independent on Sunday, 15 July 1990, p. 1.]  [25:  Conor Cruise O’Brien, ‘Beware, the Reich Is Reviving’, The Times, 31 October 1989, reproduced in Harold James and Marla Stone (eds.), When the Wall Came Down: reactions to German unification (London: Routledge, 1992), pp. 221-3. ] 

Nevertheless, concerns about German unity as deeply held as Thatcher’s were not widely shared among elite opinion either at home or abroad. And her concerns about German power and advancing European integration as a means of constraining a united Germany set the Prime Minister against others within her government as well as her international counterparts. The airing of her concerns – and the manner in which she expressed them in public and private – did not help either and led to Thatcher cutting an isolated figure in the diplomacy that resulted in German reunification as well as being the subject of the significant contemporary and post-hoc criticism outlined in the introduction.[footnoteRef:26]  [26:  For Thatcher’s controversial public outbursts see Robert Keatley, Glynn Mapes and Barbara Toman, ‘Thatcher Sees East European Progress As More Urgent Than Germans’ Unity’, Wall Street Journal, 26 January 1990, p. A12; and Hans Hielscher and Leonie Wild, ‘»Alle gegen Deutschland – nein!«’, Der Spiegel, number 13, 25 March 1990, available at: https://www.spiegel.de/politik/alle-gegen-deutschland-nein-a-76f7132f-0002-0001-0000-000013507157?context=issue (accessed 14 June 2022).
.] 

This criticism persisted thanks to the ‘unrepentant’ way that Thatcher discussed her approach to the question of German unity in her 1993 memoir, The Downing Street Years.[footnoteRef:27] Thatcher’s reflections emphasise, first, her views regarding the wider ‘German problem’ and Germany’s ‘national character’.[footnoteRef:28] Thatcher also outlines what she perceived to be Germany’s historical desire for expansionism – though she qualifies this by emphasising that ‘economic expansion rather than territorial aggression’ was ‘the modern manifestation of this tendency’.[footnoteRef:29] She then moves on to discuss the diplomacy during this period and outlines her dislike of how this was handled while criticising the actions of, Bush, Mitterrand and West German Chancellor Helmut Kohl, her fellow western leaders.[footnoteRef:30]  [27:  Campbell (2000), p.640.]  [28:  Margaret Thatcher, The Downing Street Years (London: Harper Collins, 1993), p. 791.]  [29:  Thatcher (1993), p. 791.]  [30:  Thatcher (1993), pp. 795-9.] 

 These controversial reflections no doubt have contributed to Thatcher’s attitudes towards German unity receiving the level of historical interest previously outlined. The remainder of the article adds to this – albeit in a unique manner by assessing the extent to which British public opinion reflected the Prime Minister’s views. 
	
Materials and Methods
To assess British public opinion, this article primarily draws upon respondent-level polling data available via the Roper Center for Public Opinion Research. Data from multiple surveys held at this archive have recently been converted from their antiquated column binary formats into those compatible with modern data analysis software. Surveys from Roper’s collection comprise of two Gallup omnibus surveys conducted in November 1989 and February 1990, as well as six surveys – undertaken in October 1989 (prior to the fall of the Berlin Wall), December 1989, December 1989/January 1990, February 1990, April 1990 and June 1990 – carried out for the United States Information Agency (USIA) by the Gallup, National Opinion Polls Limited (NOP) and ICM research organisations.[footnoteRef:31] Additionally, the paper analyses respondent-level data from the spring and autumn 1990 Eurobarometer surveys; aggregated data tables from three Market and Opinion Research International (MORI) opinion polls conducted in November 1989, January 1990 and July 1990; research reports containing data from two NOP polls conducted in February and July 1990; as well as newspaper reporting of a further Gallup poll carried out in July 1990.[footnoteRef:32] Online Appendix Table 1.1 provides technical details about the surveys, and the formats in which the data are available.  [31:  For commercial Gallup surveys see: Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, British Gallup Poll:  CQ946, Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1989), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31075419; and British Gallup Poll:  CQ008A, Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1990), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31075699. Aspects of the data from survey CQ946 were reported in the Daily Telegraph. See Clare Hargreaves, ‘Poll backs reunification’, Daily Telegraph, 25 November 1989, p. 10.
A third Gallup commercial survey, conducted in November 1989, contained two questions eliciting opinion towards people leaving East Germany for West Germany following the opening of the Berlin Wall. These data have not been analysed here. See: British Gallup Poll:  CQ947, Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1989), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31071993
For the USIA surveys see: USIA Poll # 1989-I89069: German Reunification, Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1989), DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31083925; USIA Poll # 1989-I89087: Post Bush/Gorbachev Summit, Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1989), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31083927;, USIA Poll # 1990-I90013: Winter 1989 Security, Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1989), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31083928; USIA Poll # 1990-I90023: NATO/UNIF Rider, ICM, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1990), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31083929; USIA Poll # 1990-I90035: Pre-Washington Summit Telephone Survey, NOP, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1990), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31083930; and SIA Poll # 1990-I90053: Post Washington Summit, NOP, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1990), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31083932.
A seventh USIA survey, conducted in November 1989, contained questions on developments in East Germany – namely opinions of newly-installed SED General Secretary Egon Krenz and whether the East German leadership would permit promised free elections to take place. However, these data have not been analysed here. See: USIA Poll # 1989-I89076: Pre-Bush/Gorbachev Summit, Social Surveys (Gallup Poll) Limited, (Cornell University, Ithaca, NY: Roper Center for Public Opinion Research, 1989), Dataset, DOI: https://doi.roper.center/?doi=10.25940/ROPER-31083926.]  [32:  For respondent-level Eurobarometer data see Commission of the European Communities (2012): Eurobarometer 33 (Spring 1990). INRA, Brussels. GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA1753 Data file Version 1.1.0, https://doi.org/10.4232/1.10891; and Eurobarometer 34.0 (Oct-Nov 1990). INRA, Brussels. GESIS Data Archive, Cologne. ZA1960 Data file Version 1.0.1, https://doi.org/10.4232/1.10892.
A Flash Eurobarometer poll conducted in November 1989 also contained questions related to German reunification. However, data from this are not analysed in this article. For a report containing this data, see: Commission of the European Communities, Eurobarometer: Nr. 32 Early Release: Flash November 1989 Release (14 December 1989), pp. 6-8, available at: https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/ebsm/api/public/deliverable/download?doc=true&deliverableId=41934 (accessed 16 June 2022).   
Ipsos UK kindly provided data tables, stored in their private archive, for the three MORI polls. MORI data can also be found at the Archive of Market and Social Research (AMSR). See MORI, British Public Opinion, Issue 11.10 (December 1989/January 1990), p.4, AMSR, BP 11.10; MORI, British Public Opinion, Issue 12.01 (February 1990), p. 11, AMSR, BP 12.01; and MORI, British Public Opinion, Issue 13.07 (August 1990), p.9, AMSR, BP 13.07. Data were also reported in media publications. See ‘They like it and they fear it’, The Economist, 27 January 1990, pp. 49-50; and David Smith, ‘Voters feel Ridley’s theme is legacy of a past age’, Sunday Times, 15 July 1990, p. 14.
For NOP reports, see NOP Political, Social, Economic Review, Issue no. 80 (March 1990), p. 30, AMSR, NOR80; and NOP Political, Social, Economic Review, Issue no. 82 (July 1990), pp. 10-2, AMSR, NOR82. 
For reporting of the additional Gallup poll see Anthony King, ‘Germans trusted by most Britons’, Sunday Telegraph, 15 July 1990, p. 3.] 

With fieldwork for all surveys conducted among nationally representative samples of the British population, robust estimates of the public’s views can be inferred from the data.[footnoteRef:33] The availability of respondent-level data and aggregated tables also means that comparisons can be made between population sub-groups. To understand the extent to which public opinion reflected Thatcher’s attitudes, there is a focus on exploring differences according to generation and partisanship, with bivariate analysis carried out according to these variables. Generation is defined using variables capturing a respondent’s age. In particular, this article highlights the views of those belonging to the ‘war generation’. Comprised of adults aged 55 and over, those belonging to this cohort will have been born in 1935 or earlier and will have been at least ten years of age when the Second World War concluded.[footnoteRef:34] Partisanship, meanwhile, is inferred from variables ascertaining voting intentions.[footnoteRef:35]  [33:  Data cover Great Britain only. Data for Northern Ireland are available via Eurobarometer. However, these have not been analysed because the other surveys analysed here did not include Northern Ireland as part of their samples.]  [34:  This definition is not perfect. However, it has been influenced by the availability of age-related variables in the relevant datasets and to ensure consistency of analysis.]  [35:  Given their general importance in shaping political attitudes, online appendix tables also contain, where available, bivariate analysis according to gender, social grade and education level. Where relevant, bivariate analysis has additionally been carried out according to subject-specific attitudinal measures (such as attitudes towards NATO and European integration). ] 

The questions then chosen for analysis assess public opinion regarding: the principle of German reunification; the timing of German reunification; whether a united Germany would represent a threat; whether a united Germany should be a member of NATO; and the impact of German reunification on European integration. These have been selected for three reasons. First, these were topics of high salience in the German reunification debate and represent areas of concern expressed by or attributed to Margaret Thatcher. Second, a significant volume of data regarding these topics are available. Third, space constraints mean that not all topics included in the various surveys can be covered. 

A nation divided? The principle of German reunification 
The British government had long supported the goal of achieving German unity by peaceful means, with this foreign policy aim accepted by both Conservative and Labour-led administrations.[footnoteRef:36] While this did not seem a realistic prospect, the events of 9 November 1989 changed that and quickly transformed reunification into a strong possibility and, soon enough, an inevitability. After the Berlin Wall fell, Margaret Thatcher may not have attempted to prevent reunification. But her concerns certainly illustrate how uncomfortable she felt about the prospect of a united Germany. This stood in contrast to the leaders of Britain’s two main opposition parties. West German foreign minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher reports that Labour Party leader Neil Kinnock reacted positively to the idea of reunification in a private conversation as early as 30 November 1989.[footnoteRef:37] Meanwhile, Liberal Democrat leader Paddy Ashdown was frequently critical of Thatcher’s attitude towards Germany during this period.[footnoteRef:38]  [36:  See Patrick Salmon, ‘Preface’ in Salmon, Hamilton and Twigge (eds.) (2010), pp. ix-xiii. ]  [37:  Genscher (1995), p. 676. Meanwhile, Liberal Democrat leader Paddy Ashdown was frequently critical of Thatcher’s approach during this period. See Paddy Ashdown, The Ashdown Diaries, volume one, 1988-1997 (London: Penguin, 2000), pp.83-4, and quotes attributed to Ashdown in George Jones, ‘Thatcher warns Bonn against rush to unity’, Daily Telegraph, 19 February 1990, p. 1.]  [38:  See Paddy Ashdown, The Ashdown Diaries, volume one, 1988-1997 (London: Penguin, 2000), pp.83-4, and quotes attributed to Ashdown in George Jones, ‘Thatcher warns Bonn against rush to unity’, Daily Telegraph, 19 February 1990, p. 1.] 

Born in October 1925, Thatcher was a decade and a half older than her rival leaders. This meant the Second World War coincided with her late teenage years and, seemingly, helped shape her views of Germany. The idea that these memories influenced Thatcher’s response to reunification not only later seeped into historical discussion, but they also can be found in contemporary media criticism – and mockery – of the Prime Minister. The latter was on display in a cartoon published in the government-supporting Daily Mail in February 1990, which depicts Thatcher walking out of the back door of 10 Downing Street at night towards an air-raid shelter built at the bottom of the garden. Her husband Denis is behind her, carrying a crate of gin while asking: ‘Don’t you think you’re being just a shade over-pessimistic about German reunification, Maggie dear?’.[footnoteRef:39]  [39:  Daily Mail, 20 February 1990, p. 9. ] 

Light-hearted and mocking as it is, the cartoon does hold some truth. Indeed, among others within the ‘war generation’, Thatcher was not alone in her unease about German reunification, as polling data show. At an overall population level, however, British public opinion largely seemed to accept the idea of German unity, with evidence showing that acceptance grew as reunification became increasingly inevitable. 
The five measures from surveys carried out on behalf of the USIA demonstrate this, with that undertaken prior to the opening of the Berlin Wall adding a further twist (see Table 1 and Online Appendix Table 2.1).[footnoteRef:40] In October 1989, 70% of Britons somewhat or strongly believed East and West Germany should be united with just 16% of the view they should remain separate. At this time, views differed little according to generation. Two months later, however, opinion had shifted and significant age divides had emerged. At an overall population level, as many believed the two states should remain separate (47%) as felt they should be united (48%). Meanwhile, 60% of those aged 55 and over felt they should remain separate, with just a third (34%) in favour of them uniting. Nevertheless, this would be the only survey that did not show an overall majority of Britons expressing a preference for a united Germany, with support increasing to 54% in December/January, 62% in February and 68% in April. In contrast, the proportions favouring separate states stood at just over a third (35%) in December/January before declining to a quarter (26%) for the two subsequent measures. The ‘war generation’ were still likelier to prefer they remain separate states – and to hold this view ‘strongly’. But this generation did warm to the idea of the two Germanys uniting. Other demographic factors appeared to play little role in shaping opinion though. Where such data is available, there were no major differences according to voting intention with the views of Conservative and Labour voters strikingly similar. The only obvious difference was that Labour voters were typically more inclined to ‘strongly’ favour a united Germany, while Conservative voters – perhaps taking cues from their party’s leader – offered greater qualified support.  [40:  Respondents were asked: ‘Some people say that East and West Germany should be united to form a single state, others say that East and West Germany should remain separate states. Which view is closer to your own? Do you feel that way strongly or somewhat?’. ] 


[INSERT TABLE 1 HERE]

These trends were replicated in other surveys. Demonstrating that there was some level of concern about reunification, Gallup’s commercial polling found the proportions arguing that a united Germany would be better from the point of view of ‘Europe as a whole’ were lower than those selecting this answer option when asked about the perspective of ‘the Germans’ (see Table 2 and Online Appendix Table 2.2).[footnoteRef:41] Nonetheless, for both statements majorities felt that it would be better if Germany was united. Age divides were also evident as those aged 55 and over were likelier to say that it would be better if Germany remained divided at both question iterations. Nevertheless, ‘united’ was still the most popular response option among the ‘war generation’.  [41:  Respondents were asked: ‘From the point of view of the Germans/Europe as a whole, is it better for Germany to be divided or united?’..] 


[INSERT TABLE 2 HERE]
	
	Although their trend series are limited to two measurements, MORI (see Online Appendix Tables 2.3 and 2.4) and Eurobarometer (see Online Appendix Table 2.5) data also show increases in support for the principle of reunification over time, as well as weaker support among the ‘war generation’.[footnoteRef:42] Asking whether respondents favoured or opposed ‘the formation of one nation by the unification of East and West Germany’, MORI recorded an increase in the proportion stating they were in favour from 45% in January 1990 to 59% in July.[footnoteRef:43] Meanwhile, opposition declined from 30 to 23% and the percentage answering neither fell from 19 to 13%.[footnoteRef:44] Conducting their first fieldwork wave in March 1990, Eurobarometer found 64% of Britons in favour of the unification of the two German states and 18% opposed.[footnoteRef:45] Then in October, the proportion in favour increased to 72% with opposition stable (17%).[footnoteRef:46] Across MORI and Eurobarometer surveys, the ‘war generation’ were more inclined to express opposition, while partisan differences were minimal. Eurobarometer data also reveal greater opposition to German reunification among Britons who saw EC membership as a bad thing – a sign that anti-EC sentiment and anti-German prejudice were linked.  [42:  An NOP poll from February 1990 also provides evidence of the latter. According to this survey, 22% disapproved of German reunification, with this increasing to 48% among those aged 55 and over. See NOP Political, Social, Economic Review, Issue no. 80 (March 1990), p. 30, AMSR, NOR80. The exact question wording NOP used is unclear, while no detailed data tables are available in NOP’s report. ]  [43:  The exact question wording was: ‘Do you personally favour or oppose the formation of one nation by the unification of East and West Germany?’. 
This question differed to that MORI asked in November 1989. This asked: ‘Do you think it would be a good idea for the two Germanys to be re-united or not’? Unlike that in January 1990 and July 1990 which included a neutral mid-point response, only binary answer options were available for this question, with 67% answering ‘Yes’ and 27% ‘No’. ]  [44:  6% answered ‘Don’t know’ in January compared to 5% in July.
The proportion of Britons in favour of German reunification was significantly lower than in France and the USA, with opposition twice as strong. British support was most similar to that in Poland, although Polish opposition was stronger. For comparisons with opinion in France, Poland and the USA see Online Appendix Table 2.4.]  [45:  Respondents were asked: ‘Are you personally in favour of, or opposed to, the unification of the two German states?’.]  [46:  There was a decline in the proportion answering ‘Don’t know’ from 17 to 12%. For comparisons with opinion in other member states see Online Appendix Table 2.5.] 


A speedy reunion? The timing of German reunification 
The speed with which the reunification of Germany occurred surprised all actors involved and witness to events. And for Margaret Thatcher, attempting to slow the pace of reunification was seen as vital so as not to destabilise either Gorbachev’s position or the process of democratisation in central and eastern Europe. Unfortunately, it is not possible to directly ascertain whether the British public were concerned about the speed of reunification. But measures are available gauging when the public felt reunification was likely to take place. From these, there is clear evidence that events shifted perspectives. However, while the public came to see that reunification was going to occur sooner than many initially felt likely, there still existed a sense that it would take years, not months. A more drawn-out process – in line with what the Prime Minister wanted – was therefore something that the British public expected.  
Conducted before the Berlin Wall was opened, the October 1989 USIA survey asked respondents: ‘How likely is it that German reunification will occur within the next ten years?’. Opinion in Britain was split about something that, at this point, was only a theoretical prospect (see Table 3 and Online Appendix Table 3.1). Gallup’s commercial surveys conducted in November 1989 and February 1990 then included a similar question, albeit asking about the likelihood of reunification occurring within five years’ time (see Table 3 and Online Appendix Table 3.2).[footnoteRef:47] The USIA and Gallup data are not directly comparable. However, the opening of the Berlin Wall did appear to make the British public feel a united Germany was a more immediate prospect. In November, a quarter (24%) replied that it was very likely Germany would be united within five years, a third saw it as being fairly likely, 23% saw it as not very likely and 12% as not at all likely. When this question was repeated in late February, another clear shift was recorded. By then, a majority (56%) believed that reunification was very likely to occur within five years, with a further three in ten (29%) seeing it as fairly likely. Demonstrating that the British public considered the prospect of a united Germany to be a foregone conclusion, fewer than one in ten felt it was now unlikely. The pace of change was picked up by some within British society more than others too. By February, the ‘war generation’ were more inclined to feel that Germany would very likely be united within five years – a feature that suggests their greater opposition to the principle of reunification generated concern about its speed. [47:  The question asked: ‘How likely do you think it is that Germany will be united within the next 5 years: very likely, fairly likely, not very likely or not at all likely?’. All but those answering ‘very likely’ were asked a subsequent question about the likelihood of reunification occurring within the next ten years, with another question – following the same logic – asking about reunification taking place within the next twenty years. Data presented here only relate to the first iteration of this question.] 


[INSERT TABLE 3 HERE]


The British public therefore increasingly viewed German reunification as an inevitability. Yet, the prospect of this occurring in 1990 seemed far off. From a historian’s perspective, it is frustrating that, rather than a time-period occurring sooner, Gallup’s two commercial surveys also asked about the probability of reunification taking place in ten- and twenty-years’ time. Fortunately, however, a USIA survey spanning from mid-December 1989 to January 1990 included a different question, asking respondents whether they thought reunification would most likely within one year, three years, ten years or never (see Online Appendix Table 3.3). This again confirms that British the public foresaw a drawn-out process. In response, only 5% felt reunification would likely occur within one year, a third (32%) selected within three years and 44% within ten. Meanwhile, 8% felt it would never occur – with this answer, unsurprisingly, being more popular among Britons who preferred to see East and West Germany remain as separate states (15%).[footnoteRef:48]  [48:  The availability of this answer option potentially influenced opponents of German unity to respond with their general preference regarding reunification in mind, as opposed to their prediction of when it would likely occur.] 


A threat? The spectre of German power
As well as upending the post-war settlement in Europe, German reunification raised questions about the future power of a united Germany. Like the Prime Minister and many within her Cabinet, a significant proportion of the British population will have had personal memories of their country being at war with Germany, while those not old enough to have lived through conflict will have been children or grandchildren of those who did. Linked to this, that the Federal Republic of Germany had not officially recognised the Oder-Neisse line as demarcating German territory from that of Poland was also cause for concern at an elite level. It was therefore little surprise that with reunification moving onto the agenda, opinion polls included questions about whether a united Germany would again pose a military threat. While the spectre of Germany’s aggressive past was revived, there was also much discussion – at a time when the EC was taking initial concrete steps towards establishing economic and monetary union (EMU) – about the economic threat a united Germany would pose. Although a more benign threat, German economic dominance was a real concern – and lay at the heart of Nicholas Ridley’s comments to The Spectator, which forced his resignation from Cabinet. Questions about this form of power were therefore also frequently asked. Suggesting that contemporary discourses about Germany power were stronger than historical ones, the British public were more likely to view a united Germany as a potential economic than military threat. However, the ‘war generation’ were split over the potential for the latter.  
	USIA surveys conducted in October 1989 and February 1990 gauged whether the British public thought it was likely that a united Germany would pose an economic and military threat to Britain (see Table 4 and Online Appendix Table 4.1).[footnoteRef:49] The fall of the Berlin Wall clearly sharpened focus on these issues as threat perceptions increased significantly. Still, at both points in time greater proportions felt that a united Germany would likely pose an economic compared to military threat. Indeed, it is striking that in February 1990 the proportion thinking a united Germany would very likely be an economic threat (25%) was significantly greater than the proportion who felt this was not at all likely (14%). In contrast, these figures were reversed for the perception of a united Germany representing a military threat.  [49:  The questions asked: ‘In your opinion, how likely is it that a reunified Germany would present an economic/military threat to Britain – is it very likely, somewhat likely, not very likely or not likely at all?’. The February 1990 survey referenced ‘to the UK’ rather than ‘to Britain’.] 

The ‘war generation’ were likelier to foresee a united Germany as both an economic and military threat. But, suggesting the importance of their earlier lived experiences, differences in opinion compared to younger age groups were more pronounced for the prospect of Germany being a military threat. Attitudes towards reunification were an unsurprising dividing line too, with threat perceptions significantly more prevalent among those preferring that East and West Germany remain as separate states. Among this cohort, in February 1990 the proportions seeing a united Germany as a likely military and economic threat outweighed the proportions who felt these were unlikely. In comparison, supporters of reunification were split as to whether a united Germany would pose an economic threat, with this belief clearly not being something that deterred a large number of people from supporting reunification. However, supporters of reunification clearly rejected the idea that Germany would pose a military threat. 

[INSERT TABLE 4 HERE]

Similar trends played out in other data. Gallup’s two commercial polls found opinion split as to whether a united Germany would pose an economic threat to western Europe (see Table 5 and Online Appendix Table 4.2).[footnoteRef:50] In contrast, at both points in time around half felt a united Germany would not pose a military threat, with around a third of the view that it would. Differences in the balance of opinion between the ‘war generation’ and younger cohorts were again apparent: the elder generation were more inclined to feel a united Germany would pose an economic threat, while they were divided on the question of Germany posing a military threat.  [50:  The questions asked: ‘Do you think that a united Germany would or would not pose an economic threat to western Europe?’, and ‘Do you think that a united Germany would or would not pose a military threat?’.] 


[INSERT TABLE 5 HERE]
	
Assessing this subject using a different approach, MORI polls conducted in January and July 1990 found around half of Britons would be worried if ‘a reunified Germany would become the dominant power in Europe’, with just over a third saying they would not be (see Table 6 and Online Appendix Table 4.3).[footnoteRef:51] At a sub-group level, in addition to the ‘war generation’, Conservative voters were somewhat more inclined to be worried, with Labour supporters’ concern around the population average. MORI then used a subsequent question to ascertain reasons for respondents’ worry.[footnoteRef:52] This elicited slightly greater concern about a return of Nazism than a united Germany’s economic strength (see Table 6 and Online Appendix Table 4.4).[footnoteRef:53] In both waves around half of worried Britons felt a reunified Germany may lead to the return of Nazism, while between two-fifths and a half were worried because Germany’s economy may become too strong. In January, 28% were concerned Germany might try to expand its territory, with this rising to 41% in July.[footnoteRef:54] Worried members of the ‘war generation’ were likelier to fear a return of Nazism. Meanwhile, a partisan divide appeared to exist, with worried Labour voters likelier to mention a revival of Nazism and worried Conservatives more concerned about Germany’s economic potential. Where these differences stemmed from is uncertain, though the general higher salience of economic matters among Conservative supporters can perhaps be linked to this.  [51:  This asked: ‘Some people have said that a reunified Germany would become the dominant power in Europe. If this were to happen, would you be worried, or not?’. 
In January British opinion was in line with that in France. In contrast, more than two-thirds of Polish respondents (69%) expressed that German dominance in Europe would worry them. For comparisons with opinion in France, Poland and the USA see Online Appendix Tables 4.3.]  [52:  This asked: ‘Would you say you are worried because Germany may try to expand its territory again, or because the German economy may become too strong, or because it may lead to a revival of Nazism, or for some other reason?’.]  [53:  Framing the question around Germany becoming ‘the dominant power in Europe’, as well as the fact the response options were prompted, potentially helps explain this.]  [54:  Responses to this question in Britain in January differed markedly to those in France, where a majority (55%) felt Germany’s economy may become too strong. In Poland, concerns about territorial expansion (54%) were as prevalent as worries about the possible return of Nazism (53%). For comparisons with opinion in France, Poland and the USA in January 1990 see Online Appendix Tables 4.4. ] 


[INSERT TABLE 6 HERE] 

Further questions tested whether Germany would threaten peace in Europe, with age a clear driver of opinion on this. MORI’s July survey after the Ridley affair found 30% agreed and 62% disagreed that ‘a united Germany will pose a serious threat to peace in Europe in the future’ (see Online Appendix Table 4.5). The ‘war generation’ were divided over this question, with younger cohorts overwhelmingly disagreeing. Age divides were also apparent in NOP’s survey carried out after Ridley’s provocative comments (see Online Appendix Table 4.6). When asked: ‘Do you think that a united Germany could pose a threat to European peace?’, 29% said yes and 62% said no; among those aged 55 and over 37% said yes and 53% said no.[footnoteRef:55]  [55:  NOP Political, Social, Economic Review, Issue no. 82 (July 1990), p. 12, AMSR, NOR82. ] 


A united Germany and NATO 
The most delicate aspect of the Two plus Four negotiations centred around a united Germany’s alliance membership. The primary source of difficulty stemmed from the Soviet Union, which sought to forestall NATO’s eastward expansion and preserve the Warsaw Pact. However, in line with the stance of the US, for Thatcher and the British government there was a steadfast view that a united Germany must be a NATO member. Indeed, it was British insistence that the Two plus Four Treaty specified measures regarding the stationing of NATO forces in the Länder that comprised East Germany which threatened to delay its signing.[footnoteRef:56]  [56:  Sarotte (2021), pp. 102-4.] 

	The idea that it was important for a future united Germany to be a member of NATO was also shared by strong majorities of the British public in 1989-90 – a feature that reflects the strong importance the British public attached to the alliance.[footnoteRef:57] Five measures from USIA surveys, whose fieldwork spanned from October 1989 through to June 1990, demonstrate this.[footnoteRef:58] No fewer than two-thirds of Britons felt German NATO membership to be very or somewhat important (see Table 7 and Online Appendix Table 5.1). The proportion identifying this as unimportant was greater in all measures recorded after the opening of the Berlin Wall compared to that taken in October 1989 (9%). However, this grew to no more than a quarter, with the increased incidence of this opinion a likely consequence of a change in how the question was framed. At a sub-group level, the importance attached to a united Germany’s NATO membership differed most according to views of NATO – and it was this that seemingly drove younger adults’ greater inclination to feel German NATO membership was not important.[footnoteRef:59] It was the case, however, that among those of the view that NATO was no longer essential to Britain’s security or who opposed Britain’s membership, opinion was split regarding the importance of a united Germany being a member. [57:  Across the post-war period, polling had found a consistent strong majority of Britons of the view that NATO was essential for the country’s security Clements (2019), pp. 74-6.]  [58:  In October 1989 the question wording was: ‘In your opinion, how important is it to our country’s security that Germany remain within NATO, that is the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation of Western Europe, the US and Canada – is it very important, somewhat important, not very important or not at all important?’. Subsequently, the first part of the question was altered to: ‘In your opinion, how important is it to our country’s security that a united Germany be a member of NATO?’.]  [59:  Frustratingly, there is no common measure of views regarding NATO. Three different measures have therefore been used – see Online Appendix Table 5.1.] 


[INSERT TABLE 7 HERE]

The strong belief that a united Germany should be a NATO member is also confirmed by MORI’s January 1990 poll, in which 61% said they would prefer to see a reunified Germany as part of NATO, with 22% stating a preference for a neutral Germany (see Online Appendix Table 5.2).[footnoteRef:60] With this question also fielded in France and the USA (as well as Poland), British opinion can be compared with that elsewhere. And of the three NATO members in which the survey took place, the British were the strongest supporters of a united Germany being part of the organisation. This is perhaps unsurprising given that France remained outside of NATO’s military command. But it is striking that the preference for German NATO membership was greater among the British than the American public, even though both nations’ governments were unequivocal in their insistence that a united Germany should be a member of the alliance.[footnoteRef:61]  [60:  This asked: ‘On balance, would you prefer to see a reunified Germany as part of NATO, or outside NATO as a neutral country?’.]  [61:  For comparisons with opinion in France, Poland and the USA see Online Appendix Table 5.2. ] 

This strong preference co-existed with a perception that a united Germany might not ally with the west though. In November 1989 and February 1990 Gallup asked who the public thought a united Germany would ally with (see Table 8 and Online Appendix Table 5.3).[footnoteRef:62] Although not explicitly linked to security matters, it is likely that most answered this question with NATO in mind. Opinion was similar across both measures. A united Germany allied with Eastern Europe was clearly out of the question. Yet the proportion foreseeing a neutral Germany was similar to the figure who thought Germany would ally with western Europe – a sign that there was some public concern about Germany’s future intentions. [62:  The exact question wording was: ‘Assuming that West and East Germany were to be united and thinking of the long run, do you think that the United Germany would ally themselves with Western Europe, with Eastern Europe and Russia, or be neutral?’.] 


[INSERT TABLE 8 HERE]

German reunification and European integration
The fall of the Berlin Wall also came at a time of important developments in the process of European integration. The 1986 Single European Act had initiated the liberalisation of the internal European market – a goal which Margaret Thatcher and her government strongly supported.[footnoteRef:63] But Thatcher opposed the prospect of integration in the realm of social policy as well as moves towards establishing political union and EMU. Furthermore, by the point at which reunification came onto the agenda, she had become openly critical of the aims of the entire European integration project.[footnoteRef:64] The push to establish EMU gained momentum more or less concurrently with the drive to German reunification though, with the Delors Report published in April 1989 and a majority of member states – not including Britain – voting to convene an intergovernmental conference on EMU at the December 1989 Strasbourg European Council.[footnoteRef:65] The reunification process also coincided with renewed Cabinet tensions over British participation in the Exchange Rate Mechanism (ERM) – a more limited form of monetary cooperation. Disputes over this contributed towards Thatcher demoting Geoffrey Howe from Foreign Secretary to Leader of the House of Commons and Deputy Prime Minister in July 1989, as well as Chancellor of the Exchequer Nigel Lawson’s resignation in October 1989. By April 1990, however, Lawson’s successor John Major had persuaded Thatcher to reverse her opposition towards ERM entry and Britain joined on 8 October 1990 – five days after German reunification took place.[footnoteRef:66] [63:  See Stephen Wall, ‘Margaret Thatcher and the Single Market’, Global Policy, volume 13, issue S2 (2022), pp. 30-8.]  [64:  Thatcher’s scepticism about specific proposals for deeper integration was generally in line with public opinion. But her outspoken general criticism of the integration project was not. Indeed, by the turn of the decade around half of the British public were of the view that the country’s EC membership was a good thing – a record level during Britain’s period of membership. See Clements (2020), pp.92-3, 101-3; Richard S. Flickinger, ‘British Political Parties and Public Attitudes towards the European Community: Leading, Following or Getting Out the Way?’ in David Broughton, David M. Farrell, David Denver and Colin Rallings (eds.), British Elections and Parties Yearbook 1994 (London: Routledge, 1995), pp. 197-214; and Jorgen Rasmussen, ‘’What kind of vision is that?’ British public attitudes towards the European Community during the Thatcher era’, British Journal of Political Science, volume 27, number 1 (1997), pp. 111-55.]  [65:  Germany’s decision to accept an IGC on EMU is seen as a quid-pro-quo for securing French backing for reunification. See, for example, Hans Stark, ‘Helmut Kohl and the Maastricht process’ in Bozo et al. (2008), p. 251.]  [66:  For the relationship between Britain’s ERM membership and German reunification, see Helen Thompson ‘The UK and the Exchange Rate Mechanism, 1978-90’ in Brian Brivati and Harriet Jones (eds.), From Reconstruction to Integration: Britain and Europe since 1945 (London: Leicester University Press, 1993), pp. 227-40; and William Keegan, David Marsh and Richard Roberts, Six Days in September: Black Wednesday, Brexit and the making of Europe (London: OMFIF, 2017). ] 

Albeit largely a consequence of her general antagonism towards deeper European integration, Thatcher thus strongly opposed the notion that more Europe was required to counteract there being more Germany. Based on data from MORI’s January poll though, the British public were split over this matter, with 39% saying the prospect of a united Germany made it more acceptable for the EC to become a closer political union and 45% answering that German reunification made no difference (see Online Appendix Table 6.1).[footnoteRef:67] At a time when public attitudes towards European integration differed little according to party support, this split in opinion was replicated across partisan divides.[footnoteRef:68] There were minimal age differences too – again reflecting general attitudes towards integration at the time – although it was the case that younger Britons (52%) were more inclined to believe German reunification made no difference, while the ‘war generation’ (43%) and 35-54 year olds (41%) were slightly likelier to feel that reunification made political union more acceptable. [67:  Respondents were asked: ‘In your view does the prospect of a united Germany make it more or less acceptable for the European Community to become a closer political union, or does it make no difference?’ 
One in ten (10%) felt it made the EC becoming a closer political union less acceptable, and 7% said they did not know. For comparisons with opinion in France, Poland and the USA see Online Appendix Tables 6.1. ]  [68:  Flickinger (1995). ] 

Views on the broader implications of German reunification for European integration are also available from the spring 1990 Eurobarometer. Of the questions included, two stand out for their value. In response to the first, 35% of Britons felt that ‘a unified Germany can be integrated into the EC without any problem’, while 28% believed ‘German unification will interfere with the process of European integration’ (see Online Appendix Table 6.2).[footnoteRef:69] Responses differed little across age and partisan divides. However, attitudes towards reunification impacted the public’s views. Reflective of their pessimism about the prospect of a united Germany, around two-thirds who opposed reunification (63%) felt it would interfere with the integration process. In contrast, half of those in favour (49%) thought a united Germany could be integrated into the EC without any problem. Attitudes towards EC membership also guided opinions. A plurality who saw Britain’s EC membership as a bad thing (41%) said that reunification would interfere with European integration. Meanwhile, 42% who considered EC membership to be a good thing believed that a united Germany could be integrated into the EC without issue.  [69:  This asked: ‘Thinking of the possible effects of political developments in Germany on European integration, which of the following statements come closest to your own personal opinion?’. 
28% replied that they had not thought about the matter, with 9% responding ‘don’t know’. For comparisons with opinion in other member states see Online Appendix Table 6.2. ] 

The second question asked respondents: ‘Thinking of urgent political objectives, which of these is more important to you: the unification of the two German states or the completion of the Single European Market by the beginning of 1993?’. Around half (47%) said completing the Single Market while three in ten (31%) selected German reunification (see Online Appendix Tables 6.3).[footnoteRef:70] A two-thirds majority (67%) who opposed reunification answered that the completion of the Single Market was more important, while opinion was split among those in favour. Meanwhile, those seeing EC membership as a good (54%) and bad thing (41%) were both likelier to believe completing the Single Market was of greater importance, albeit to different degrees. [70:  One in ten were undecided, with 12% answering ‘don’t know’. For comparisons with opinion in other member states see Online Appendix Table 6.3. ] 

Surveys covering the Ridley affair then dealt with the links Nicholas Ridley made between EMU and German reunification. MORI, NOP and Gallup all included questions asking whether the public agreed or disagreed with Ridley’s remark that moves towards EMU were ‘all a German racket designed to take over the whole of Europe’.[footnoteRef:71] The balance of opinion for all three questions was similar, with between a quarter and a third agreeing, and more than half disagreeing (see Table 9, and Online Appendix Tables 6.4 and 6.5). All three surveys revealed an age divide, with MORI and Gallup finding greater levels of agreement among the ‘war generation’ and NOP reporting weaker disagreement among older adults.[footnoteRef:72] MORI and Gallup found partisan divides too, with Conservative voters seeming to rally behind the views of a minister belonging to the party they supported.  [71:  MORI’s question asked: ‘Nicholas Ridley, the Secretary of State for Trade and Industry in Mrs. Thatcher’s Government, has said about the joint European Monetary Policy: “This is all a German racket designed to take over the whole of Europe. It has to be thwarted.” Do you agree or disagree with Mr. Ridley?’. 
Gallup asked whether respondents agreed or disagreed that: ‘Proposals for European monetary union [are] “all a German racket to take over Europe”’. See Anthony King, Germans trusted by most Britons’, Sunday Telegraph, 15 July 1990, p. 3. The exact NOP question wording is unclear. See NOP Political, Social, Economic Review, Issue no. 82 (July 1990), pp. 10-2, AMSR, NOP82.  ]  [72:  See NOP Political, Social, Economic Review, Issue no. 82 (July 1990), pp. 10-2, AMSR, NOP82. No detailed data tables are available, with the analysis contained in the NOP report focusing on the fact disagreement was strongest among 18-34 year olds.] 


[INSERT TABLE 9]

MORI and Gallup also tested attitudes towards Ridley’s statement that ‘being bossed by a German – it would cause absolute mayhem in this country’.[footnoteRef:73] According to MORI, a third said Ridley was right to say this, with three-fifths (61%) of the view he was wrong (see Online Appendix Table 6.6). Gallup found 36% agreeing and 52% disagreeing that EC efforts – led by Germany – to impose ‘tight financial discipline’ would cause mayhem in Britain (see Online Appendix Table 6.7).[footnoteRef:74] Both surveys again found greater agreement among the ‘war generation’ and Conservative voters.  [73:  MORI’s question tested this statement in more general terms, asking: ‘Nicholas Ridley has also said: “Being bossed by a German … would cause mayhem in this country”. Do you think Mr. Ridley was right or wrong to make such a statement?’. In comparison, Gallup’s question framed this statement more around EMU, by asking whether respondents agreed with the statement: ‘If [the European] Community led by Germany imposed tight financial discipline on Britain, “it would cause absolute mayhem” in Britain’. ]  [74:  See Anthony King, Germans trusted by most Britons’, Sunday Telegraph, 15 July 1990, p. 3.] 


Conclusion
By analysing attitudes towards German unity beyond just the elite level, this article makes a novel contribution to the literature on the British response to German reunification. In particular, the article has shown that hostility towards German unity of the type Margaret Thatcher expressed was not the dominant view among the overall British public. Aside from one USIA survey conducted in November 1989 and one MORI poll from January 1990, majorities of Britons held a favourable opinion of reunification.[footnoteRef:75] This was the case across the partisan divide too – reflecting the general political consensus in Britain in support of the principle of reunification. This therefore supports the view that, in addition to being out of step at this time with the public mood on European integration – as Jorgen Rasmussen has previously argued, the British Prime Minister was out of step with public opinion towards reunification.[footnoteRef:76] Further to this, Thatcher was out of step with the views of her own party’s voters.  [75:  This favourability broadly reflected that in France. See Brand Crémieux (2004), pp. 36-9.]  [76:  See Jorgen Rasmussen, ‘’What kind of vision is that?’ British public attitudes towards the European Community during the Thatcher era’, British Journal of Political Science, volume 27, number 1 (1997), pp. 111-55.] 

Despite this, however, various concerns about reunification’s consequences were held by a sizeable segment of the British public. Like the Prime Minister (and, within her Cabinet, Nicholas Ridley) many Britons perceived that a united Germany would represent a significant economic threat. The public also agreed that it was important for a united Germany to be a NATO member, and many felt that reunification did not necessitate deeper European integration. Going beyond the concerns Thatcher held, a notable minority foresaw Germany being a military threat and a danger to European peace. The article has also shown that opposition to the principle of reunification and concerns about its consequences were significantly stronger among the ‘war generation’ in Britain – a cohort to which the Prime Minister belonged. As a consequence, the article adds significant weight to arguments that Thatcher’s approach to reunification – as widely criticised as it has been – was generational in its nature. 
Through highlighting these generational differences – and, more broadly, through providing a comprehensive analysis of multiple sources of public opinion data on German reunification, the article additionally contributes towards understanding of popular views of Germany in post-war Britain. In work focusing on the period from 1969 to 1975, Alexander Heinz has shown that ‘Germany’s martial past’ remained a concern for a sizeable, distinct minority of Britons.[footnoteRef:77] The age divides apparent in attitudes towards reunification suggest that was still the case in 1989-90, with historical memory seeming to play an important role in shaping public views towards Germany more than four decades after the end of the Second World War.[footnoteRef:78]  This feature was not unique to Britain, with suspicions and concerns about reunification stronger among older adults in France.[footnoteRef:79] Nevertheless, the existence and extent of these generational divides is intriguing in the British context given how Germany was often represented in popular culture. In his cultural history of Anglo-German relations since 1890, John Ramsden argues that, in the post-war years: ‘The more the Second World War was served up in novels, films and television programmes, the more it reinforced inherited assumptions. Sheer familiarity through repeated exposure thus carried deeper into the national mentality, and into generations, unborn in 1945, the idea that Britain and Germany are natural enemies’.[footnoteRef:80] This idea may still have existed among a minority. But counter to the argument that Ramsden presents, it was significantly less prevalent among those unborn in 1945 when compared to their elders.  [77:  Concern was also concentrated among older generations. See Heinz (2013), pp. 107-8, 113.]  [78:  Heinz (2013), p. 113.]  [79:  Brand Crémieux (2004), p. 48.]  [80:  Ramsden (2006), p. 366.] 

	Finally, the article adds to knowledge of British public opinion on foreign policy. Ben Clements’ recent monograph makes a significant contribution towards this field, providing a longitudinal analysis of public opinion on foreign and defence policy on six themes – foreign and defence policy as an issue area, the US and NATO, European integration, overseas aid, defence spending and nuclear weapons, and military intervention. By incorporating analysis of public opinion towards the implications of German reunification for NATO and European integration, the article reinforces Clements’ arguments on two of these matters.[footnoteRef:81] Through analysing public opinion towards a single foreign policy event, the article extends Clements’ work through filling a gap he identifies. While analysing broad topics, in his conclusion Clements reflects that ‘more in-depth analyses of British public opinion’ and ‘more thematically or temporally focused studies of particular case studies, issues or periods of government or prime ministerial tenure’ would offer ‘fruitful area[s] for future scholarly research’.[footnoteRef:82] With the attention generated by Margaret Thatcher’s response towards German unity – and with German reunification representing a crucial moment at the end of the Cold War – public opinion towards this subject represents an interesting case study too.  [81:  The desire to see a reunified Germany as part of NATO can be seen as consistent with the strong public support that NATO has received in Britain. Meanwhile, the division over whether German reunification necessitated more Europe reflected the general British coolness towards advancing integration. See Clements (2019), pp. 84 and 133-4.]  [82:  Clements (2019), pp. 256-7.] 

Now with a significant amount of respondent-level data from historical Gallup opinion polls conducted between 1955 and 1991 available to the research community, hopefully this article will encourage further interest in British public attitudes towards foreign and defence policy matters during the Cold War.
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Tables

Table 1 – strength of view regarding whether East and West Germany should unite to form a single state or remain separate states
	
	October 1989
	December 1989
	Dec 1989 –Jan 1990
	February 1990
	April 
1990

	Single state (Net) %
	70
	48
	54
	62
	68

	Strongly %
	43
	32
	32
	33
	31

	Somewhat %
	27
	15
	22
	28
	36

	Separate states (Net) %
	16
	47
	35
	26
	26

	Strongly %
	5
	30
	20
	13
	14

	Somewhat %
	10
	17
	15
	14
	12

	Don’t know %
	15
	6
	11
	12
	6


Source: author’s analysis of USIA data




Table 2 – better for Germany to be divided or united 
	
	From point of view of ‘the Germans’
	From point of view of ‘Europe as a whole’

	
	November 1989
	February 1990
	November 1989
	February 1990

	Divided %
	22
	15
	27
	26

	United %
	65
	74
	55
	60

	Don’t know %
	14
	11
	17
	15


Source: author’s analysis of Gallup data


Table 3 – likelihood of German reunification occurring in the next five/ten years 
	
	USIA 
October 1989
(Next ten years)
	Gallup 
November 1989
(Next five years)
	Gallup 
February 1990
(Next five years)

	Likely (Net) %
	44
	57
	85

	Very likely %
	20
	24
	56

	Fairly /somewhat likely %
	24
	33
	29

	Not likely (Net) %
	41
	34
	9

	Not very likely %
	28
	23
	7

	Not at all likely %
	13
	12
	2

	Don’t know %
	15
	8
	6


Source: author’s analysis of USIA and Gallup data


Table 4 – likelihood of a united Germany posing an economic/military threat to Britain 
	
	Economic threat
	Military threat

	
	October 1989
	February 1990
	October 1989
	February 1990

	Likely (Net) %
	36
	51
	16
	36

	Very likely %
	13
	25
	5
	14

	Somewhat likely %
	23
	27
	11
	22

	Not likely (Net) %
	48
	38
	70
	55

	Not very likely %
	27
	25
	33
	30

	Not at all likely %
	21
	14
	38
	25

	Don’t know %
	16
	11
	14
	10


Source: author’s analysis of USIA data


Table 5 – whether a united Germany would pose an economic/military threat to western Europe
	
	Economic threat
	Military threat

	
	November 1989
	February 1990
	November 1989
	February 1990

	Would %
	42
	44
	34
	31

	Would not %
	42
	41
	50
	54

	Don’t know %
	16
	14
	17
	15


Source: author’s analysis of Gallup data


Table 6 – would be worried if a reunified Germany would become the dominant power in Europe 
	
	January 1990
	July 1990

	Yes, would be worried? %
	50
	55

	No, would not be worried %
	37
	37

	Won’t happen %
	10 
	4

	Don’t know %
	3
	4

	Reason why (asked only to those who said they would be worried)

	
	January 1990
	July 1990

	May lead to return of Nazism %
	53
	49

	Economy may become too strong %
	41
	49

	Might try to expand territory %
	28
	41

	Other reason %
	4
	3

	Don’t know %
	3
	2


Source: MORI


Table 7 – importance of Germany being a NATO member 
	
	October 1989
	Dec 1989-Jan 1990
	February 1990
	April 
1990
	June 
1990

	Important (Net) %
	77
	69
	69
	75
	67

	Very important %
	51
	37
	43
	48
	34

	Somewhat important %
	25
	32
	26
	27
	32

	Not important (Net) %
	9
	19
	16
	17
	24

	Not very important %
	6
	12
	9
	12
	14

	Not at all important %
	3
	7
	7
	5
	10

	Don’t know %
	14
	12
	15
	8
	9


Source: author’s analysis of USIA data


Table 8 – who do you think a united German would ally with?
	
	November 1989
	February 1990

	Western Europe %
	36
	39

	Eastern Europe %
	6
	4

	Neutral %
	36
	36

	Don’t know %
	21
	21


Source: author’s analysis of Gallup data


Table 9 – agreement with Nicholas Ridley that EMU ‘a German racket to take over Europe? (July 1990)
	
	MORI
	Gallup
	NOP

	Agree %
	32
	24
	31

	Disagree %
	59
	68
	53

	Don’t know %
	9
	9
	16


Source: MORI, Gallup, NOP
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Online appendix tables: Margaret Thatcher, British public opinion and German reunification, 1989-90 

Table 1.1: Data availability and technical details
	Survey 
	Research for
	Fieldwork dates 
	Sample
	Sample size
	Weighted data
	Data format
	Data location / reported[footnoteRef:83] [83:  See online appendix bibliography for complete references.] 


	USIA Poll # 1989-I89069

	United States Information Agency (USIA) (fieldwork by Gallup)

	5 – 10 October 1989
	British adults aged 18+
	983
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	British Gallup Poll: CQ946

	Gallup
	17 – 22 November 1989
	British adults aged 16+
	1,030
	No
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]; Daily Telegraph report


	MORI Sunday Times Queen’s Speech Survey
	Sunday Times (fieldwork by MORI)
	23 – 24 November 1989
	British adults aged 18+
	1,068
	Yes
	Aggregate tables and topline data cited in report
	Ipsos UK Archive; AMSR [link]

	USIA Poll # 1989-I89087

	USIA (fieldwork by Gallup)
	6 – 8 December 1989
	British adults aged 17+
	506
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	USIA Poll # 1990-I90013


	USIA (fieldwork by Gallup)
	17 December 1989 – 20 January 1990
	British adults aged 15+
	1,003
	No
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	MORI Economist Survey
	The Economist (fieldwork by MORI)

	19 – 21 January 1990
	British adults aged 18+
	504
	Yes
	Aggregate tables and topline data cited in report
	Ipsos UK Archive; AMSR [link]; The Economist report


	NOP Newsnight Survey
	BBC Newsnight (fieldwork by NOP)

	February 1990 (exact dates uncertain)
	British adults aged 18+
	Uncertain
	Yes
	Data cited in report
	AMSR [link]

	USIA Poll # 1990-I90023
	USIA (fieldwork by ICM)

	23 – 24 February 1990
	British adults aged 18+
	1,424
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	British Gallup Poll: CQ008A
	Gallup
	22 – 28 February 1990
	British adults aged 16+
	981
	No
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	Eurobarometer 33 (Spring 1990)
	Eurobarometer (fieldwork by NOP)

	20 March – 16 April 1990
	British adults aged 15+
	1,055
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	GESIS Archive [link]

	USIA Poll # 1990-I90035

	USIA (fieldwork by NOP)
	27 – 28 April 1990
	British adults aged 18+
	507
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	USIA Poll # 1990-I90053

	USIA (fieldwork by NOP)
	8 – 9 June 1990
	British adults aged 18+
	504
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	Gallup Sunday Telegraph Nicholas Ridley Survey
	Sunday Telegraph (fieldwork by Gallup)

	12 – 13 July 1990
	British adults aged 16+
	514
	Yes
	Data tables included in newspaper report

	Daily Telegraph report

	MORI Sunday Times Nicholas Ridley Survey

	Sunday Times (fieldwork by MORI)
	13 July 1990
	British adults aged 18+
	612
	Yes
	Aggregate tables and topline data cited in report
	Ipsos UK Archive; AMSR [link]; Sunday Times report


	NOP Nicholas Ridley Survey

	NOP
	July 1990 (exact dates uncertain)
	British adults aged 18+
	c.500
	Yes
	Data cited in report
	AMSR [link]

	Eurobarometer 34.0.0 (Oct-Nov 1990)
	Eurobarometer (fieldwork by NOP)
	15 – 30 October 1990
	British adults aged 15+
	1,047
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	GESIS Archive [link]




Data from the following surveys has not been analysed within the article. However, these do contain questions related to German reunification:
	Survey 
	Research for
	Fieldwork dates 
	Sample
	Sample size
	Weighted data
	Data format
	Data location[footnoteRef:84] [84:  See online appendix bibliography for complete references.] 


	Flash Eurobarometer November 1989

	Eurobarometer (fieldwork by Gallup)
	10 – 14 November 1989
	British adults aged 15+
	501
	Yes
	Topline data tables within research report
	European Commission website [link]

	USIA Poll # 1989-I89076

	USIA (fieldwork by Gallup)
	15 – 17 November 1989
	British adults aged 18+
	502
	Yes
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]

	British Gallup Poll: CQ947

	Gallup
	22 – 28 November 1989
	British adults aged 16+
	1,064
	No
	Respondent-level
	Roper Center Archive [link]




Appendix tables: The principle of German reunification
Table 2.1: strength of view regarding whether East and West Germany should unite to form a single state or remain separate states (Source: USIA, author’s analysis) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Single state (net)
	70
	71
	69
	66
	76
	68
	68
	72
	69
	70
	71
	73
	61
	68
	72
	75

	Strongly
	43
	46
	40
	36
	48
	46
	39
	42
	41
	47
	46
	32
	37
	37
	45
	50

	Somewhat 
	27
	25
	29
	31
	28
	22
	29
	30
	28
	23
	25
	41
	24
	31
	27
	25

	Separate states (net)
	16
	18
	13
	18
	14
	15
	21
	17
	16
	12
	14
	17
	25
	17
	14
	15

	Strongly
	5
	7
	4
	5
	5
	7
	6
	7
	5
	5
	5
	6
	7
	6
	4
	4

	Somewhat
	10
	11
	9
	14
	9
	8
	14
	10
	11
	8
	9
	11
	18
	11
	10
	10

	DK
	15
	11
	18
	16
	11
	17
	11
	11
	16
	18
	16
	10
	14
	15
	15
	10

	December 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89087)

	Single state (net)
	48
	47
	48
	60
	51
	34
	46
	42
	50
	50*
	47
	51*
	45
	45
	52
	42*

	Strongly
	32
	33
	31
	42
	30
	26
	30
	28
	28
	40*
	33
	32*
	26
	26
	39
	28*

	Somewhat 
	15
	14
	17
	18
	21
	8
	16
	15
	22
	10*
	14
	20*
	19
	20
	13
	14*

	Separate states (net)
	47
	49
	45
	35
	44
	60
	49
	50
	45
	45*
	48
	39*
	52
	49
	43
	54*

	Strongly
	30
	34
	26
	18
	26
	43
	33
	31
	29
	27*
	31
	24*
	33
	34
	27
	25*

	Somewhat
	17
	15
	19
	17
	18
	17
	16
	20
	15
	18*
	17
	15*
	19
	16
	15
	29*

	DK
	6
	4
	7
	5
	5
	7
	5
	7
	5
	5*
	5
	10*
	4
	5
	5
	4*



	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	December 1989 – January 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90013)

	Single state (net)
	54
	56
	52
	58
	54
	50
	43
	55
	58
	57
	54
	61
	46
	54
	54
	55

	Strongly
	32
	34
	31
	32
	32
	33
	27
	31
	33
	36
	34
	31
	29
	29
	36
	30

	Somewhat 
	22
	22
	21
	25
	22
	17
	16
	24
	25
	21
	20
	30
	17
	25
	18
	25

	Separate states (net)
	35
	37
	33
	31
	34
	40
	48
	34
	32
	29
	34
	33
	41
	39
	34
	31

	Strongly
	20
	24
	17
	17
	20
	26
	30
	19
	20
	14
	20
	21
	24
	23
	18
	21

	Somewhat
	15
	13
	16
	15
	14
	14
	18
	15
	12
	15
	14
	12
	17
	16
	16
	10

	DK
	11
	8
	15
	11
	12
	10
	9
	12
	10
	14
	12
	7
	13
	7
	13
	14

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Single state (net)
	62
	63
	60
	69
	65
	51
	68
	62
	59
	61
	60
	65
	71
	
	
	

	Strongly
	33
	35
	32
	36
	36
	28
	33
	29
	34
	37
	34
	31
	32
	
	
	

	Somewhat 
	28
	29
	28
	33
	29
	23
	35
	33
	25
	24
	25
	35
	39
	
	
	

	Separate states (net)
	26
	28
	25
	19
	23
	36
	22
	28
	29
	24
	28
	25
	18
	
	
	

	Strongly
	13
	15
	11
	8
	12
	18
	8
	11
	17
	12
	14
	11
	7
	
	
	

	Somewhat
	14
	13
	14
	11
	11
	18
	14
	17
	12
	12
	14
	14
	10
	
	
	

	DK
	12
	9
	15
	12
	12
	13
	10
	10
	12
	15
	13
	10
	12
	
	
	




	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	April 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90035)

	Single state (net)
	68
	68
	68
	74
	66
	62
	75
	71
	70
	56
	63
	74*
	75*
	71
	65
	75

	Strongly
	31
	32
	31
	31
	29
	34
	37
	32
	28
	30
	30
	24*
	39*
	25
	37
	32

	Somewhat 
	36
	36
	37
	44
	37
	28
	38
	39
	43
	26
	33
	50*
	36*
	46
	28
	43

	Separate states (net)
	26
	27
	26
	17
	30
	31
	19
	23
	24
	37
	30
	18*
	22*
	22
	30
	19

	Strongly
	14
	15
	14
	9
	12
	21
	12
	16
	10
	19
	16
	11*
	11*
	14
	16
	10

	Somewhat
	12
	12
	12
	8
	18
	10
	8
	7
	14
	18
	14
	7*
	11*
	8
	15
	10

	DK
	6
	6
	7
	8
	4
	6
	6
	6
	6
	7
	7
	8*
	3*
	7
	5
	6



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 2.2: better for Germany to be divided or united (Source: Gallup, author’s analysis)
· From the point of view of ‘the Germans’
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Divided
	22
	28
	16
	14
	19
	34
	26
	20
	21
	22
	27
	18
	19
	29
	20
	15

	United
	65
	61
	68
	71
	71
	50
	63
	65
	68
	61
	59
	69
	66
	58
	66
	72

	DK 
	14
	11
	16
	15
	10
	16
	11
	15
	11
	17
	13
	13
	15
	13
	14
	14

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Divided
	15
	18
	13
	14
	11
	22
	13
	16
	16
	15
	18
	15
	12
	16
	15
	16

	United
	74
	76
	72
	78
	81
	60
	80
	73
	74
	69
	67
	77
	78
	74
	74
	75

	DK 
	11
	7
	15
	8
	7
	19
	8
	11
	10
	15
	15
	8
	10
	10
	12
	9





· From the point of view of ‘Europe as a whole’
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Divided
	27
	35
	20
	21
	26
	37
	35
	27
	24
	26
	29
	24
	30
	36
	24
	20

	United
	55
	53
	58
	60
	60
	45
	49
	56
	60
	54
	54
	58
	53
	48
	58
	62

	DK 
	17
	12
	22
	19
	15
	18
	16
	18
	16
	20
	16
	18
	17
	15
	18
	18

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Divided
	26
	30
	22
	24
	21
	33
	22
	33
	25
	21
	28
	24
	26
	28
	24
	27

	United
	60
	61
	59
	62
	67
	50
	63
	54
	61
	63
	57
	63
	58
	62
	59
	59

	DK 
	15
	10
	19
	15
	12
	17
	16
	13
	15
	17
	16
	13
	16
	10
	17
	14



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 2.3: whether good idea for the two Germanys to be re-united or not (Source: MORI)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Lib Dem/SDP
%

	November 1989 (MORI Queen’s Speech Survey)

	Yes
	61
	57
	65
	69
	61
	52
	53
	59
	61
	67
	58
	64
	62

	No
	27
	33
	21
	19
	28
	34
	36
	28
	26
	21
	29
	28
	29

	DK
	12
	10
	14
	12
	11
	14
	11
	13
	13
	12
	14
	8
	10



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50
Table 2.4: favour or oppose formation of one nation by unification of East and West Germany (Source: MORI)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Lib Dem
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	Favour
	45
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Oppose
	30
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Neither
	19
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DK
	6
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	July 1990 (MORI Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Favour
	59
	61
	57
	61
	70
	48
	70
	58
	57
	56
	54
	60
	63*

	Oppose
	23
	25
	21
	19
	14
	34
	18
	25
	23
	24
	26
	24
	24*

	Neither
	13
	10
	15
	17
	11
	11
	9
	13
	11
	16
	14
	11
	9*

	DK
	5
	4
	7
	2
	6
	8
	3
	4
	9
	4
	6
	6
	4*



	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France
%
	Poland
%
	USA
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	Favour
	45
	61
	41
	61

	Oppose
	30
	15
	44
	13

	Neither
	19
	19
	14
	9

	DK
	6
	5
	1
	17



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 2.5: in favour of or opposed to the unification of the two German states (Source: Eurobarometer, author’s analysis)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	Manager / Prof.
%
	Other white collar
%
	Self employed
%
	Manual worker
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-19
%
	20+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	Favour
	64
	67
	62
	70
	67
	56
	70
	63
	71*
	62
	59
	63
	75
	68
	67
	65

	Oppose
	18
	20
	17
	14
	15
	27
	16
	20
	14*
	21
	22
	18
	12
	19
	18
	18

	DK 
	17
	13
	22
	16
	19
	17
	14
	17
	15*
	18
	19
	19
	12
	13
	16
	17

	October 1990 (Eurobarometer 34.0.0)

	Favour
	72
	71
	73
	77
	75
	64
	81
	73
	72*
	70
	66
	74
	87
	73
	71
	76

	Oppose
	17
	18
	15
	10
	15
	26
	13
	13
	18*
	18
	24
	13
	4
	17
	19
	13

	DK 
	12
	10
	13
	14
	10
	10
	6
	14
	10*
	12
	11
	12
	9
	10
	11
	11





	
	
	See EC membership as

	
	Total %
	Good thing 
%
	Neither good nor bad %
	Bad thing 
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	Favour
	64
	69
	66
	53

	Oppose
	18
	16
	13
	34

	DK 
	17
	15
	21
	14

	October 1990 (Eurobarometer 34.0)

	Favour
	72
	82
	66
	53

	Oppose
	17
	11
	18
	35

	DK 
	12
	7
	16
	12



	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France 
%
	Belgium 
%
	Nether-lands %
	Germany 
%
	Italy
%
	Luxem-bourg %
	Denmark
%
	Ireland
%
	Greece
%
	Spain
%
	Portugal
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Favour
	64
	66
	61
	59
	77
	77
	52
	56
	75
	74
	81
	74

	Oppose
	18
	15
	19
	21
	11
	11
	25
	26
	8
	11
	5
	5

	DK 
	17
	19
	20
	20
	12
	12
	23
	18
	18
	15
	14
	21

	October 1990 (Eurobarometer 34.0)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Favour
	72
	73
	69
	70
	85
	80
	66
	69
	83
	78
	81
	85

	Oppose
	17
	13
	16
	16
	6
	9
	22
	18
	7
	9
	4
	3

	DK 
	12
	14
	15
	15
	9
	11
	12
	13
	11
	14
	16
	12



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50	

Appendix tables: The timing of German reunification
Table 3.1: likelihood of German reunification occurring in the next ten years (Source: USIA, author’s analysis) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Likely (net)
	44
	47
	41
	54
	46
	31
	50
	50
	45
	36
	39
	51
	62
	40
	45
	53

	Very 
	20
	23
	16
	20
	23
	16
	24
	18
	19
	19
	18
	21
	26
	17
	22
	18

	Somewhat 
	24
	24
	25
	33
	24
	15
	26
	32
	25
	17
	21
	30
	36
	23
	23
	35

	Not likely (net)
	41
	46
	36
	33
	45
	45
	42
	39
	42
	40
	43
	40
	31
	46
	37
	40

	Not very 
	28
	31
	25
	25
	30
	30
	32
	26
	29
	28
	29
	29
	21
	30
	27
	27

	Not at all 
	13
	14
	11
	7
	15
	16
	10
	13
	13
	13
	13
	11
	10
	16
	10
	13

	DK
	15
	7
	23
	14
	9
	24
	8
	11
	14
	24
	18
	9
	8
	14
	18
	7






	
	
	Attitude towards Germany uniting/remaining separate states

	
	Total %
	Single state 
(net) %
	Separate states (net) %
	Single state – strongly %
	Single state – somewhat %
	Separate states – strongly %
	Separate states – somewhat %

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Likely (net)
	44
	44
	60
	40
	51
	54*
	63

	Very 
	20
	19
	30
	18
	19
	26*
	32

	Somewhat 
	24
	26
	30
	22
	32
	27*
	31

	Not likely (net)
	41
	47
	30
	51
	41
	33*
	28

	Not very 
	28
	32
	22
	34
	30
	23*
	21

	Not at all 
	13
	15
	8
	17
	12
	10*
	7

	DK
	15
	8
	11
	9
	8
	13*
	9



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 3.2: likelihood of German reunification occurring in the next five years (Source: Gallup, author’s analysis) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Likely (net)
	57
	54
	61
	57
	58
	58
	57
	56
	56
	62
	63
	56
	49
	56
	58
	59

	Very 
	24
	25
	24
	22
	23
	28
	16
	22
	23
	32
	31
	21
	14
	22
	25
	24

	Fairly 
	33
	29
	37
	35
	35
	30
	41
	34
	33
	30
	32
	34
	34
	34
	33
	35

	Not likely (net)
	34
	41
	28
	34
	36
	32
	39
	37
	37
	26
	29
	35
	44
	37
	34
	32

	Not very 
	23
	25
	21
	24
	24
	20
	27
	23
	26
	17
	19
	23
	32
	22
	23
	27

	Not at all 
	12
	16
	8
	10
	12
	13
	13
	14
	12
	9
	10
	13
	12
	16
	11
	4

	DK
	8
	5
	11
	9
	6
	10
	4
	8
	7
	13
	8
	9
	8
	7
	8
	10

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Likely (net)
	85
	88
	81
	81
	89
	85
	90
	88
	83
	79
	83
	86
	86
	87
	84
	89

	Very 
	56
	68
	45
	44
	59
	67
	62
	59
	50
	54
	61
	52
	58
	57
	57
	54

	Fairly 
	29
	20
	36
	37
	29
	18
	28
	29
	33
	25
	22
	35
	28
	31
	26
	36

	Not likely (net)
	9
	9
	10
	13
	8
	6
	9
	9
	9
	10
	8
	9
	12
	7
	10
	8

	Not very 
	7
	6
	8
	10
	6
	5
	5
	8
	6
	8
	6
	7
	11
	5
	6
	8

	Not at all 
	2
	3
	2
	3
	2
	1
	3
	1
	3
	2
	2
	3
	1
	2
	3
	1

	DK
	6
	3
	9
	6
	4
	9
	1
	3
	8
	10
	10
	5
	1
	5
	7
	3





	
	
	From POV of Germans, better for Germany to be…
	From POV of Europe as whole, better for Germany to be…

	
	Total %
	Divided 
%
	United 
%
	Divided 
%
	United 
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Likely (net)
	57
	47
	65
	45
	67

	Very 
	24
	24
	26
	21
	29

	Fairly 
	33
	23
	39
	24
	38

	Not likely (net)
	34
	50
	29
	53
	28

	Not very 
	23
	29
	21
	32
	20

	Not at all 
	12
	21
	8
	20
	8

	DK
	8
	3
	6
	3
	5

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Likely (net)
	85
	78
	88
	85
	89

	Very 
	56
	58
	57
	64
	56

	Fairly 
	29
	20
	31
	22
	33

	Not likely (net)
	9
	18
	7
	12
	7

	Not very 
	7
	12
	6
	7
	6

	Not at all 
	2
	6
	2
	5
	1

	DK
	6
	4
	4
	3
	4



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 3.3: when reunification of two German states will most likely occur (Source: USIA, author’s analysis) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	December 1989 – January 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90013)

	1 year
	5
	5
	5
	6
	4
	5
	4
	4
	3
	9
	6
	4
	4
	2
	7
	4

	3 years
	32
	33
	32
	33
	31
	35
	24
	34
	37
	32
	35
	32
	24
	36
	32
	27

	10 years
	44
	46
	43
	44
	48
	41
	51
	47
	44
	37
	40
	51
	49
	46
	43
	48

	Never
	8
	9
	7
	8
	9
	7
	12
	5
	8
	7
	8
	5
	10
	9
	7
	8

	DK
	11
	8
	14
	11
	8
	13
	9
	10
	9
	15
	11
	8
	12
	7
	11
	13



	
	
	Attitude towards Germany uniting/remaining separate states

	
	Total %
	Single state (net)
%
	Separate states (net) %
	Single state – strongly %
	Single state – somewhat %
	Separate states – strongly %
	Separate states – somewhat %

	December 1989 – January 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90013)

	1 year
	5
	8
	1
	10
	4
	2*
	1

	3 years
	32
	39
	24
	42
	35
	25*
	23

	10 years
	44
	42
	49
	38
	49
	40*
	61

	Never
	8
	3
	15
	4
	3
	22*
	6

	DK
	11
	7
	10
	6
	9
	11*
	8



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Appendix tables: A united Germany’s economic and military power
Table 4.1: likelihood of united Germany posing an economic/military threat to Britain (Source: USIA, author’s analysis) 
· Economic threat
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Likely (net)
	36
	42
	30
	38
	33
	35
	40
	45
	30
	32
	32
	38
	54
	39
	32
	41

	Very 
	13
	18
	8
	12
	13
	14
	15
	19
	10
	10
	12
	12
	20
	14
	12
	15

	Somewhat 
	23
	24
	22
	27
	20
	22
	25
	26
	21
	22
	20
	27
	35
	26
	21
	26

	Not likely (net)
	48
	51
	45
	45
	55
	44
	54
	44
	52
	44
	49
	51
	38
	44
	51
	53

	Not very 
	27
	27
	28
	28
	30
	23
	36
	27
	28
	21
	27
	33
	22
	26
	27
	33

	Not at all 
	21
	25
	17
	17
	25
	21
	18
	17
	24
	23
	23
	18
	16
	18
	24
	20

	DK
	16
	7
	25
	17
	11
	20
	6
	11
	18
	24
	19
	11
	8
	16
	17
	6

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Likely (net)
	51
	58
	45
	44
	53
	56
	62
	61
	50
	40
	49
	51
	67
	
	
	

	Very 
	25
	31
	19
	20
	27
	27
	35
	31
	23
	17
	22
	26
	42
	
	
	

	Somewhat 
	27
	27
	26
	25
	26
	29
	27
	30
	27
	24
	27
	26
	25
	
	
	

	Not likely (net)
	38
	37
	40
	45
	40
	30
	34
	31
	40
	44
	39
	41
	30
	
	
	

	Not very 
	25
	24
	25
	28
	26
	19
	24
	23
	26
	25
	25
	30
	16
	
	
	

	Not at all 
	14
	13
	15
	17
	13
	10
	11
	8
	14
	19
	14
	12
	14
	
	
	

	DK
	11
	6
	15
	11
	7
	15
	4
	8
	10
	16
	13
	8
	4
	
	
	






	
	
	Attitude towards Germany uniting/remaining separate states

	
	Total %
	Single state 
(net) %
	Separate states (net) %
	Single state – strongly %
	Single state – somewhat %
	Separate states – strongly %
	Separate states – somewhat %

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Likely (net)
	36
	35
	53
	33
	39
	52*
	54

	Very 
	13
	12
	22
	13
	10
	33*
	17

	Somewhat 
	23
	24
	31
	20
	29
	19*
	37

	Not likely (net)
	48
	55
	36
	58
	50
	33*
	37

	Not very 
	27
	30
	22
	30
	31
	20*
	23

	Not at all 
	21
	25
	14
	28
	19
	13*
	15

	DK
	16
	10
	11
	9
	11
	15*
	9

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Likely (net)
	51
	45
	68
	42
	49
	75
	62

	Very 
	25
	21
	39
	21
	21
	49
	29

	Somewhat 
	27
	25
	30
	21
	28
	26
	33

	Not likely (net)
	38
	47
	26
	52
	41
	18
	32

	Not very 
	25
	28
	20
	28
	29
	13
	27

	Not at all 
	14
	19
	6
	24
	13
	5
	6

	DK
	11
	8
	6
	6
	10
	7
	6





· Military threat
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Likely (net)
	16
	13
	19
	13
	17
	19
	13
	20
	11
	19
	18
	13
	13
	18
	15
	14

	Very 
	5
	5
	5
	4
	3
	8
	3
	7
	3
	6
	5
	7
	1
	5
	6
	3

	Somewhat 
	11
	8
	14
	9
	14
	11
	10
	13
	9
	12
	12
	6
	12
	14
	10
	11

	Not likely (net)
	70
	82
	59
	74
	75
	62
	80
	80
	77
	60
	67
	78
	78
	68
	71
	80

	Not very 
	33
	32
	33
	34
	36
	28
	44
	32
	35
	25
	30
	38
	38
	34
	33
	29

	Not at all 
	38
	50
	27
	39
	40
	34
	36
	38
	42
	35
	37
	41
	40
	34
	38
	51

	DK
	14
	5
	22
	14
	8
	19
	7
	10
	12
	22
	16
	9
	10
	14
	13
	6

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Likely (net)
	36
	32
	39
	27
	35
	46
	31
	37
	38
	36
	39
	29
	21
	
	
	

	Very 
	14
	13
	15
	8
	13
	21
	8
	14
	17
	14
	16
	9
	6
	
	
	

	Somewhat 
	22
	19
	24
	19
	22
	25
	23
	23
	21
	22
	23
	21
	14
	
	
	

	Not likely (net)
	55
	62
	48
	64
	59
	42
	65
	56
	53
	50
	50
	64
	76
	
	
	

	Not very 
	30
	33
	27
	34
	33
	23
	29
	34
	32
	26
	28
	38
	33
	
	
	

	Not at all 
	25
	29
	21
	29
	26
	19
	36
	22
	22
	24
	22
	26
	43
	
	
	

	DK
	10
	6
	13
	10
	7
	12
	4
	8
	9
	14
	11
	7
	4
	
	
	





	
	
	Attitude towards Germany uniting/remaining separate states

	
	Total %
	Single state 
(net) %
	Separate states (net) %
	Single state – strongly %
	Single state – somewhat %
	Separate states – strongly %
	Separate states – somewhat %

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Likely (net)
	16
	12
	39
	8
	19
	51*
	33

	Very 
	5
	2
	22
	2
	3
	30*
	18

	Somewhat 
	11
	10
	17
	6
	16
	20*
	15

	Not likely (net)
	70
	81
	55
	85
	74
	40*
	63

	Not very 
	33
	35
	33
	35
	35
	17*
	42

	Not at all 
	38
	45
	22
	50
	39
	23*
	21

	DK
	14
	7
	6
	7
	7
	10*
	5

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Likely (net)
	36
	25
	69
	23
	26
	80
	59

	Very 
	14
	7
	35
	7
	7
	46
	25

	Somewhat 
	22
	18
	34
	16
	20
	34
	34

	Not likely (net)
	55
	69
	29
	71
	66
	17
	39

	Not very 
	30
	34
	22
	33
	35
	13
	31

	Not at all 
	25
	35
	7
	38
	31
	5
	8

	DK
	10
	7
	3
	6
	8
	3
	2



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 4.2: whether a united Germany would pose an economic/military threat to western Europe (Source: Gallup, author’s analysis) 
· Economic threat 

	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Would
	42
	45
	40
	39
	42
	47
	45
	43
	42
	41
	42
	40
	51
	46
	40
	42

	Would not
	42
	46
	38
	44
	46
	35
	42
	42
	45
	37
	39
	45
	39
	40
	43
	44

	DK
	16
	9
	22
	17
	12
	18
	12
	15
	14
	22
	19
	15
	10
	14
	17
	13

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Would
	44
	46
	43
	40
	47
	49
	52
	51
	39
	38
	45
	43
	49
	44
	44
	50

	Would not
	41
	45
	38
	44
	44
	34
	40
	38
	45
	41
	38
	43
	45
	46
	40
	37

	DK
	14
	8
	20
	16
	9
	17
	8
	11
	16
	20
	17
	15
	7
	10
	16
	13



	
	
	From POV of Germans, better for Germany to be…
	From POV of Europe as whole, better for Germany to be…

	
	Total %
	Divided 
%
	United 
%
	Divided 
%
	United 
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Would
	42
	63
	37
	67
	32

	Would not
	42
	29
	48
	25
	53

	DK
	16
	8
	16
	8
	15

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Would
	44
	69
	41
	74
	35

	Would not
	41
	20
	47
	20
	53

	DK
	14
	11
	12
	7
	12


· Military threat 

	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Would
	34
	32
	35
	30
	27
	44
	29
	29
	36
	39
	39
	32
	24
	34
	33
	33

	Would not
	50
	59
	42
	53
	57
	39
	55
	57
	46
	44
	44
	51
	61
	51
	49
	52

	DK
	17
	9
	23
	17
	16
	17
	17
	14
	18
	17
	17
	17
	15
	15
	18
	15

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Would
	31
	25
	36
	25
	29
	42
	29
	33
	30
	31
	39
	27
	22
	35
	29
	35

	Would not
	54
	65
	44
	60
	58
	42
	58
	57
	51
	50
	46
	57
	66
	55
	54
	52

	DK
	15
	10
	20
	16
	13
	17
	13
	10
	19
	19
	16
	16
	12
	10
	18
	14



	
	
	From POV of Germans, better for Germany to be…
	From POV of Europe as whole, better for Germany to be…

	
	Total %
	Divided 
%
	United 
%
	Divided 
%
	United 
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	Would
	34
	54
	28
	57
	23

	Would not
	50
	35
	58
	32
	64

	DK
	17
	11
	15
	11
	13

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	Would
	31
	60
	25
	56
	21

	Would not
	54
	28
	62
	35
	66

	DK
	15
	13
	14
	10
	13


* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50
Table 4.3: worried that a reunified Germany would become the dominant power in Europe (Source: MORI) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other / Lib Dem[footnoteRef:85] [85:  For January 1990 survey: other; for July 1990 survey: Liberal Democrat voters. ] 

%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	Yes, would be worried[footnoteRef:86] [86:  Sub-group figures calculated manually by author. These are based on the weighted base size for each sub-group included in data tables for the question on reasons why respondents would be worried, divided by the weighted base size for each sub-group reported in other questions included in this survey that were asked to the total sample.] 

	50
	42
	58
	34
	48
	71
	41
	41
	47
	66
	59
	54
	34**

	No, would not be worried
	37
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Won’t happen
	10
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DK
	3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	July 1990 (MORI Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Yes, would be worried
	55
	48
	61
	47
	51
	66
	61
	50
	58
	54
	66
	53
	49*

	No, would not be worried
	37
	43
	30
	46
	37
	26
	32
	43
	36
	34
	27
	38
	48*

	Won’t happen
	4
	5
	4
	2
	6
	4
	3
	4
	4
	5
	4
	4
	0*

	DK
	4
	4
	5
	5
	6
	3
	4
	4
	2
	7
	3
	5
	2*





	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France
%
	Poland
%
	USA
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	Yes, would be worried
	50
	50
	69
	29

	No, would not be worried
	37
	43
	25
	62

	Won’t happen
	10
	4
	6
	1

	DK
	3
	3
	0
	8



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50



Table 4.4: reason worried that a reunified Germany would become the dominant power in Europe (Source: MORI) 
Note: asked to all those saying they would be worried (see table 4.3)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Lib Dem
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	May lead to return of Nazism
	53
	42
	60
	36*
	53*
	62
	32**
	55*
	55*
	57*
	47
	59*
	43**

	Economy may become too strong
	41
	52
	34
	54*
	38*
	37
	59**
	51*
	38*
	33*
	50
	24*
	72**

	Might try to expand territory
	28
	25
	30
	42*
	23*
	23
	47**
	33*
	25*
	21*
	33
	28*
	15**

	Other
	4
	6
	3
	0*
	7*
	4
	4**
	3*
	5*
	3*
	2
	5*
	10**

	DK
	3
	4
	3
	5*
	1*
	4
	0**
	1*
	2*
	7*
	2
	4*
	0**

	July 1990 (MORI Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	May lead to return of Nazism
	49
	40
	56
	31*
	55*
	58
	42*
	50*
	52
	49*
	42
	59
	48**

	Economy may become too strong
	49
	55
	44
	58*
	43*
	47
	55*
	53*
	45
	46*
	60
	41
	46**

	Might try to expand territory
	41
	38
	44
	41*
	32*
	49
	33*
	39*
	42
	47*
	43
	42
	31**

	Other
	3
	4
	3
	3*
	2*
	4
	9*
	3*
	1
	3*
	2
	2
	3**

	DK
	2
	1
	2
	1*
	1*
	2
	1*
	2*
	1
	2*
	1
	1
	5**





	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France
%
	Poland
%
	USA
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	May lead to return of Nazism
	53
	38
	53
	37

	Economy may become too strong
	41
	55
	39
	26

	Might try to expand territory
	28
	15
	54
	26

	Other
	4
	3
	3
	2

	DK
	3
	4
	2
	8



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 4.5: agree or disagree that a united Germany will pose a serious threat to peace in Europe in the future (Source: MORI) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Lib Dem
%

	July 1990 (MORI Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Agree
	30
	25
	35
	23
	22
	44
	28
	25
	30
	35
	36
	30
	28*

	Disagree
	62
	69
	55
	70
	69
	47
	66
	68
	58
	57
	57
	60
	64*

	DK
	9
	6
	10
	7
	10
	9
	6
	8
	11
	8
	6
	10
	9*



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 4.6: think that a united Germany could pose a threat to European peace (Source: NOP)
 
	
	
	Age

	
	Total %
	Up to 34 
%
	35-54
%
	55+
%

	July 1990 (NOP Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Yes
	29
	20
	30
	37

	No
	62
	70
	62
	53

	DK
	9
	10
	8
	10




Appendix tables: A united Germany and NATO
Table 5.1: importance of a united Germany being a NATO member (Source: USIA, author’s analysis) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Important (net)
	77
	83
	71
	68
	85
	78
	82
	78
	75
	74
	75
	80
	81
	83
	76
	75

	Very 
	51
	57
	46
	40
	61
	54
	54
	54
	52
	47
	51
	48
	56
	62
	44
	56

	Somewhat 
	25
	26
	25
	28
	24
	24
	28
	24
	23
	27
	24
	31
	25
	21
	31
	20

	Not important (net)
	9
	11
	8
	17
	6
	4
	12
	11
	11
	5
	8
	12
	15
	5
	10
	17

	Not very 
	6
	8
	5
	11
	3
	4
	9
	8
	7
	4
	5
	8
	13
	4
	7
	11

	Not at all 
	3
	4
	2
	5
	3
	0
	2
	3
	4
	2
	3
	4
	3
	1
	3
	6

	DK
	14
	6
	22
	15
	9
	18
	6
	11
	14
	21
	18
	8
	4
	12
	15
	8

	December 1989 – January 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90013)

	Important (net)
	69
	71
	67
	67
	71
	71
	73
	71
	69
	63
	69
	72
	66
	75
	67
	68

	Very 
	37
	38
	36
	30
	38
	45
	41
	34
	37
	37
	39
	35
	34
	41
	34
	44

	Somewhat 
	32
	33
	32
	37
	32
	25
	32
	37
	33
	26
	30
	37
	32
	34
	33
	24

	Not important (net)
	19
	23
	15
	21
	20
	16
	19
	20
	20
	17
	17
	20
	27
	18
	20
	23

	Not very 
	12
	13
	11
	14
	11
	12
	11
	12
	14
	12
	12
	12
	14
	11
	13
	13

	Not at all 
	7
	10
	4
	7
	10
	4
	9
	8
	7
	5
	5
	8
	13
	7
	7
	10

	DK
	12
	6
	18
	12
	9
	14
	8
	9
	10
	20
	14
	9
	8
	8
	13
	9




	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Important (net)
	69
	70
	68
	63
	76
	68
	79
	75
	68
	61
	69
	68
	72
	
	
	

	Very 
	43
	45
	41
	34
	49
	46
	56
	44
	42
	36
	43
	42
	49
	
	
	

	Somewhat 
	26
	24
	28
	29
	27
	22
	23
	32
	25
	25
	26
	26
	24
	
	
	

	Not important (net)
	16
	20
	12
	22
	12
	13
	17
	13
	18
	16
	14
	19
	22
	
	
	

	Not very 
	9
	11
	8
	13
	6
	8
	8
	9
	10
	9
	9
	11
	9
	
	
	

	Not at all 
	7
	9
	4
	9
	6
	5
	9
	3
	7
	7
	5
	8
	13
	
	
	

	DK
	15
	10
	20
	16
	12
	18
	4
	12
	15
	23
	17
	13
	6
	
	
	

	April 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90035)

	Important (net)
	75
	75
	75
	68
	77
	80
	86
	74
	77
	65
	72
	82*
	79*
	83
	70
	80

	Very 
	48
	52
	46
	41
	44
	60
	62
	47
	49
	40
	47
	47*
	59*
	56
	47
	42

	Somewhat 
	27
	24
	29
	27
	33
	20
	24
	28
	28
	26
	25
	35*
	21*
	28
	24
	38

	Not important (net)
	17
	21
	14
	22
	18
	12
	11
	20
	16
	21
	18
	14*
	18*
	11
	22
	13

	Not very 
	12
	13
	11
	16
	15
	6
	8
	17
	10
	14
	13
	9*
	12*
	9
	14
	12

	Not at all 
	5
	7
	3
	7
	3
	5
	3
	4
	6
	7
	5
	5*
	6*
	2
	8
	1

	DK
	8
	4
	11
	10
	5
	9
	4
	5
	7
	14
	10
	5*
	3*
	6
	8
	7





	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 16 %
	17-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	June 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90053)

	Important (net)
	67
	64
	70
	60
	72
	68
	69
	73
	64
	63
	66
	79
	60*
	82
	58
	60*

	Very 
	34
	33
	36
	28
	36
	40
	36
	35
	37
	30
	32
	45
	34*
	44
	26
	39*

	Somewhat 
	32
	31
	34
	33
	36
	28
	33
	38
	27
	33
	34
	35
	26*
	37
	32
	21*

	Not important (net)
	24
	30
	19
	29
	20
	24
	27
	22
	27
	22
	24
	13
	34*
	13
	32
	31*

	Not very 
	14
	16
	13
	16
	13
	13
	15
	14
	16
	12
	16
	9
	16*
	10
	17
	21*

	Not at all 
	10
	15
	6
	13
	7
	10
	12
	7
	10
	10
	9
	4
	18*
	3
	15
	11*

	DK
	9
	7
	11
	11
	8
	9
	4
	5
	9
	15
	10
	8
	6*
	5
	11
	9*





	
	
	Attitude towards Germany uniting/remaining separate states

	
	Total %
	Single state 
(net) %
	Separate states (net) %
	Single state – strongly %
	Single state – somewhat %
	Separate states – strongly %
	Separate states – somewhat %

	October 1989 (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069)

	Important (net)
	77
	81
	82
	84
	77
	84*
	81

	Very 
	51
	56
	52
	60
	49
	54*
	50

	Somewhat 
	25
	25
	30
	24
	28
	30*
	31

	Not important (net)
	9
	10
	9
	7
	14
	7*
	10

	Not very 
	6
	7
	8
	5
	10
	6*
	9

	Not at all 
	3
	3
	1
	3
	4
	1*
	2

	DK
	14
	9
	9
	9
	10
	9*
	9

	December 1989 – January 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90013)

	Important (net)
	69
	71
	71
	74
	67
	69
	73

	Very 
	37
	37
	41
	43
	27
	44
	37

	Somewhat 
	32
	35
	30
	31
	40
	26
	37

	Not important (net)
	19
	18
	22
	16
	21
	24
	19

	Not very 
	12
	12
	12
	11
	15
	12
	13

	Not at all 
	7
	6
	9
	6
	6
	12
	6

	DK
	12
	11
	8
	10
	12
	7
	8





	
	
	Attitude towards Germany uniting/remaining separate states

	
	Total %
	Single state 
(net) %
	Separate states (net) %
	Single state – strongly %
	Single state – somewhat %
	Separate states – strongly %
	Separate states – somewhat %

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Important (net)
	69
	74
	67
	77
	71
	62
	72

	Very 
	43
	47
	41
	55
	38
	45
	38

	Somewhat 
	26
	27
	26
	22
	33
	17
	35

	Not important (net)
	16
	15
	20
	12
	17
	22
	19

	Not very 
	9
	9
	11
	6
	12
	9
	12

	Not at all 
	7
	6
	10
	6
	5
	13
	7

	DK
	15
	11
	12
	11
	12
	16
	9

	April 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90035)

	Important (net)
	75
	78
	69
	77
	79
	64*
	76*

	Very 
	48
	53
	42
	59
	48
	44*
	39*

	Somewhat 
	27
	25
	28
	18
	30
	20*
	37*

	Not important (net)
	17
	15
	26
	14
	15
	29*
	23*

	Not very 
	12
	12
	13
	12
	12
	9*
	19*

	Not at all 
	5
	3
	13
	2
	3
	20*
	5*

	DK
	8
	8
	5
	9
	7
	8*
	1*



Data for attitude towards German reunification not available for June 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90053) study


	
	
	NATO essential to our country’s security[footnoteRef:87] [87:  Taken from question: ‘Some people say that NATO is still essential to our country’s security. Others say that it is no longer essential. Which of these views is closer to your own?’.] 

	Support / oppose Britain’s NATO membership[footnoteRef:88] [88:  Taken from question: ‘As you may know, Britain is a member of NATO. Do you support our NATO membership or are you opposed to it? Do you hold that view strongly or not?’.] 

	Agree Britain should continue to be a NATO member[footnoteRef:89] [89:  Taken from question: ‘Please tell me how much you agree or disagree with each statement: Britain should continue to be a member of NATO, the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation’.] 


	
	Total %
	Essential 
%
	No longer essential %
	Support (Net) 
%
	Oppose (Net)
%
	Agree (Net)
%
	Disagree (Net)
%

	December 1989 – January 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90013)

	Important (net)
	69
	
	
	77
	48*
	73
	43*

	Very 
	37
	
	
	43
	20*
	40
	24*

	Somewhat 
	32
	
	
	34
	28*
	33
	20*

	Not important (net)
	19
	
	
	16
	41*
	17
	44*

	Not very 
	12
	
	
	11
	21*
	12
	21*

	Not at all 
	7
	
	
	6
	20*
	6
	22*

	DK
	12
	
	
	7
	11*
	10
	13*






	
	
	NATO essential to our country’s security
	Support / oppose Britain’s NATO membership
	Agree Britain should continue to be a NATO member

	
	Total %
	Essential 
%
	No longer essential %
	Support (Net) 
%
	Oppose (Net)
%
	Agree (Net)
%
	Disagree (Net)
%

	February 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90023)

	Important (net)
	69
	82
	52
	
	
	
	

	Very 
	43
	57
	23
	
	
	
	

	Somewhat 
	26
	25
	29
	
	
	
	

	Not important (net)
	16
	10
	35
	
	
	
	

	Not very 
	9
	6
	18
	
	
	
	

	Not at all 
	7
	3
	17
	
	
	
	

	DK
	15
	8
	13
	
	
	
	

	April 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90035)

	Important (net)
	75
	
	
	80
	41**
	
	

	Very 
	48
	
	
	54
	18**
	
	

	Somewhat 
	27
	
	
	26
	23**
	
	

	Not important (net)
	17
	
	
	15
	37**
	
	

	Not very 
	12
	
	
	11
	17**
	
	

	Not at all 
	5
	
	
	4
	20**
	
	

	DK
	8
	
	
	5
	22**
	
	




	
	
	NATO essential to our country’s security
	Support / oppose Britain’s NATO membership
	Agree Britain should continue to be a NATO member

	
	Total %
	Essential 
%
	No longer essential %
	Support (Net) 
%
	Oppose (Net)
%
	Agree (Net)
%
	Disagree (Net)
%

	June 1990 (USIA Poll # 1990-I90053)

	Important (net)
	67
	77
	41
	
	
	
	

	Very 
	34
	44
	14
	
	
	
	

	Somewhat 
	32
	33
	27
	
	
	
	

	Not important (net)
	24
	16
	51
	
	
	
	

	Not very 
	14
	9
	29
	
	
	
	

	Not at all 
	10
	7
	22
	
	
	
	

	DK
	9
	7
	8
	
	
	
	



Data for attitude towards NATO not available for October (USIA Poll # 1989-I89069) study

* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 5.2: whether would prefer to see a reunified Germany as part of NATO, or outside NATO as a neutral country (Source: MORI)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	Part of NATO
	61
	69
	53
	50
	65
	69
	64
	67
	60
	54
	66
	60
	53*

	Neutral Germany
	22
	20
	25
	29
	17
	19
	18
	20
	24
	25
	18
	23
	29*

	Other
	3
	4
	1
	2
	5
	2
	5
	3
	2
	2
	3
	2
	3*

	DK
	14
	7
	21
	19
	13
	11
	14
	10
	14
	19
	13
	15
	15*



	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France
%
	Poland
%
	USA
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	Part of NATO
	61
	43
	35
	50

	Neutral Germany
	22
	32
	54
	27

	Other
	3
	3
	6
	1

	DK
	14
	22
	5
	22



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 5.3: who do you think a united Germany would ally with? (Source: Gallup, author’s analysis) 

	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-18
%
	19+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	W Europe
	36
	40
	33
	36
	37
	36
	43
	43
	32
	30
	31
	38
	44
	37
	35
	41

	E Europe
	6
	6
	7
	4
	7
	9
	5
	5
	8
	7
	9
	5
	3
	7
	6
	6

	Neutral
	36
	41
	32
	39
	36
	32
	39
	32
	39
	34
	36
	37
	35
	37
	36
	33

	DK
	21
	13
	28
	21
	21
	22
	14
	20
	21
	29
	25
	20
	18
	19
	23
	21

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	W Europe
	39
	46
	34
	36
	46
	38
	50
	44
	33
	35
	33
	43
	43
	48
	37
	38

	E Europe
	4
	4
	5
	4
	3
	6
	3
	4
	3
	6
	5
	3
	6
	3
	5
	4

	Neutral
	36
	37
	35
	42
	33
	31
	29
	36
	39
	38
	39
	34
	37
	30
	37
	42

	DK
	21
	13
	27
	19
	18
	25
	18
	17
	25
	22
	23
	20
	14
	20
	21
	16





	
	
	From POV of Germans, better for Germany to be…
	From POV of Europe as whole, better for Germany to be…

	
	Total %
	Divided 
%
	United 
%
	Divided 
%
	United 
%

	November 1989 (British Gallup Poll: CQ946)

	W Europe
	36
	32
	40
	30
	42

	E Europe
	6
	13
	5
	11
	5

	Neutral
	36
	40
	36
	47
	34

	DK
	21
	15
	20
	12
	19

	February 1990 (British Gallup Poll: CQ008A)

	W Europe
	39
	34
	43
	40
	43

	E Europe
	4
	9
	3
	6
	3

	Neutral
	36
	44
	36
	39
	36

	DK
	21
	13
	18
	15
	18



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Appendix tables: The German and European questions
Table 6.1: whether prospect of a united Germany makes it more or less acceptable for the European Community to become a closer political union (Source: MORI)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	More acceptable
	39
	43
	35
	34
	41
	43
	45
	45
	36
	33
	39
	40
	41*

	Less acceptable
	10
	10
	9
	9
	9
	11
	13
	9
	8
	10
	12
	10
	7*

	No difference
	45
	43
	46
	52
	41
	38
	34
	42
	50
	48
	40
	44
	47*

	DK
	7
	4
	10
	4
	9
	8
	8
	4
	6
	9
	9
	6
	5*



	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France
%
	Poland
%
	USA
%

	January 1990 (MORI Economist Survey)

	More acceptable
	39
	57
	36
	36

	Less acceptable
	10
	7
	18
	4

	No difference
	45
	23
	39
	47

	DK
	7
	13
	7
	13



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50
Table 6.2: whether unified Germany can be integrated into EC without any problems or if German unification will interfere with process of European integration (Source: Eurobarometer, author’s analysis)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	Manager / Prof.
%
	Other white collar
%
	Self employed
%
	Manual worker
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-19
%
	20+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	Integrated w/out any problem
	35
	39
	32
	38
	33
	35
	41
	30
	52*
	34
	32
	37
	41
	39
	37
	40

	Will interfere w/ integration process
	28
	32
	25
	25
	33
	28
	38
	26
	24*
	27
	28
	25
	42
	30
	28
	28

	Not thought about matter
	28
	23
	33
	30
	26
	27
	15
	32
	16*
	33
	31
	31
	13
	24
	28
	23

	DK
	9
	6
	10
	7
	9
	10
	6
	13
	8*
	6
	9
	8
	5
	8
	7
	10





	
	
	Favour / oppose German reunification
	See EC membership as

	
	Total %
	Favour
%
	Oppose
%
	Good thing 
%
	Neither good nor bad %
	Bad thing 
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	Integrated w/out any problem
	35
	49
	10
	42
	31
	26

	Will interfere w/ integration process
	28
	18
	63
	28
	22
	41

	Not thought about matter
	28
	27
	19
	21
	41
	25

	DK
	9
	7
	7
	9
	6
	9



	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France 
%
	Belgium 
%
	Nether-lands %
	Ger-many %
	Italy
%
	Luxem-bourg %
	Den-mark %
	Ireland
%
	Greece
%
	Spain
%
	Portugal
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	Integrated w/out any problem
	35
	32
	32
	34
	50
	53
	29
	29
	31
	40
	53
	33

	Will interfere w/ integration process
	28
	31
	32
	33
	17
	20
	31
	38
	23
	25
	16
	20

	Not thought about matter
	28
	30
	26
	26
	26
	15
	27
	25
	31
	15
	19
	22

	DK
	9
	8
	10
	8
	7
	12
	12
	8
	16
	20
	13
	25


* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50
Table 6.3: which is most important to you personally: unification of two German states or the completion of the Single European Market (Source: Eurobarometer, author’s analysis)
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Terminal education age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	Manager / Prof.
%
	Other white collar
%
	Self employed
%
	Manual worker
%
	Up to 15 %
	16-19
%
	20+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Other
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	German unification
	31
	30
	31
	36
	29
	25
	29
	33
	32*
	29
	26
	32
	32
	37
	27
	36

	Completion of Single Market
	47
	54
	41
	38
	53
	52
	58
	39
	43*
	47
	49
	45
	51
	50
	48
	42

	Undecided
	10
	9
	12
	12
	7
	12
	8
	13
	10*
	10
	10
	9
	13
	6
	10
	12

	DK
	12
	8
	17
	14
	11
	12
	5
	15
	16*
	14
	15
	14
	4
	7
	14
	10





	
	
	Favour / oppose German reunification
	See EC membership as

	
	Total %
	Favour
%
	Oppose
%
	Good thing 
%
	Neither good nor bad %
	Bad thing 
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	German unification
	31
	43
	10
	29
	34
	33

	Completion of Single Market
	47
	40
	67
	54
	41
	41

	Undecided
	10
	8
	15
	10
	9
	13

	DK
	12
	10
	8
	8
	17
	13



	
	Country

	
	GB
%
	France 
%
	Belgium 
%
	Nether-lands %
	Ger-many %
	Italy
%
	Luxem-bourg %
	Den-mark %
	Ireland
%
	Greece
%
	Spain
%
	Portugal
%

	March 1990 (Eurobarometer 33)

	German unification
	31
	19
	18
	16
	53
	27
	17
	26
	24
	17
	33
	23

	Completion of Single Market
	47
	54
	61
	65
	20
	55
	62
	48
	49
	62
	40
	40

	Undecided
	10
	17
	10
	14
	13
	8
	12
	16
	10
	4
	11
	13

	DK
	12
	11
	11
	6
	14
	10
	8
	9
	16
	16
	16
	25



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50


Table 6.4: agree or disagree that “This (the joint European Monetary Policy) is all a German racket designed to take over the whole of Europe. It has to be thwarted.” (Source: MORI) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Lib Dem
%

	July 1990 (MORI Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Agree
	32
	28
	35
	24
	26
	44
	31
	28
	36
	31
	44
	30
	24*

	Disagree
	59
	63
	55
	67
	63
	47
	65
	65
	50
	58
	46
	61
	72*

	DK
	9
	9
	10
	9
	12
	8
	5
	6
	14
	10
	11
	9
	4*



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50

Table 6.5 agree or disagree that “Proposals for European monetary union [are] “all a German racket to take over Europe”.” (Source: Gallup) 
	
	
	Age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%

	July 1990 (Sunday Telegraph Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Agree
	24
	20
	18
	34
	31
	17

	Disagree
	68
	71
	73
	58
	62
	75

	DK
	9
	9
	9
	8
	7
	8



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50

Table 6.6: right or wrong for Nicholas Ridley to say that: “Being bossed by a German – it would cause absolute mayhem in this country.” (Source: MORI) 
	
	
	Gender
	Age
	Social grade
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Male
%
	Female %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	AB
%
	C1
%
	C2
%
	DE
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%
	Lib Dem
%

	July 1990 (MORI Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Right
	33
	24
	41
	24
	32
	42
	31
	25
	38
	35
	42
	32
	30*

	Wrong
	61
	68
	55
	70
	60
	53
	60
	66
	58
	61
	51
	64
	64*

	DK
	6
	8
	5
	6
	7
	5
	10
	9
	4
	3
	7
	5
	6*



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50

Table 6.7 agree or disagree that “If [European] Community led by Germany imposed tight financial discipline on Britain, “it would cause absolute mayhem” in Britain.” (Source: Gallup) 
	
	
	Age
	Voting intention

	
	Total %
	Up to 34 %
	35-54
%
	55+
%
	Cons
%
	Lab
%

	July 1990 (Sunday Telegraph Nicholas Ridley Survey)

	Agree
	36
	33
	32
	44
	40
	32

	Disagree
	52
	54
	56
	45
	49
	57

	DK
	12
	13
	12
	12
	11
	11



* indicates base size less than 100 for relevant analysis category; ** indicates base size less than 50
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