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SUMARIO: 1- EL CONCEPTO DE SEGURIDAD. 2- LOS VALORES DE
LIBERTAD, IGUALDAD ¥ SEGURIDAD. 3.- LA PERCEPCION DE SEGURIDAD. 4.-
LA SEGURIDAD Y LA GUARDIA CIVIL.

RESUMEN: La seguridud e ha convertido en el valor mas importante de las sociedades
actunles, Datos recientes sobre mas de un eentenar de paises en el mundo demuesiran que
la mayor parte de la poblacén mundial considera mas importante la segundad que la
libertad, aungue kay excepeiones importantes Cuando se diferencian tres niveles de
seguridad, personal, comunitarin y nacional, en general Ja mayoria de la gente percibe mis
seguridad en el lngar en quae vive, menos en lo personal, y menos aun en lo que respecta a
la seguridad de su pais. La Guardia Civil, como una de las Fuerzas de Seguridad en
Fapana, ha recibido habitualmente una valoracion superior a los & puntos en ung escala de
02 10 puntos, junto a fa Corona, la Policia Nacional v las Fuerzas Armadas. Este articulo
deseribe ln valoracitin de Ta Guardia Civil a lo largo de estas (ftimas décadas, en los
difereénites seclores de la sociedad espafiola, e intenta explicar las principales vanables que
explicun esa valoracian.

PALABRRAS CLAVE: Guardia Civil, seguridad, intermacional, indices, encoastas,

1. EL CONCEPTO DE SEGURIDAD

Todas las comumdades humanas, desde las mds primativas (incluso las ndmadas) a las mis
dessmolladas, se han dotado de dos formas de organizacidn socdal absolutamente
necesarias para sobrevivir una organizacién econdmica, que se ocupa de senalar qué
recursos s necesitan, como se obtienen, v como se distribuyen a todos los miembros de la
comunidad, ¥ uns organizacion politica, que se ocupa de establecer normas, premios y
sanciones, para los que cumplen o meumplen los objetivos sefialados por la organizacion
econdmica. Las formas de prganizagidn econdmica y politica han sido muy variadas a lo
largo de la historia de la Humanidad, tanto en el tiempo como en el espacio, dependiendo
principalmente del volumen de la poblacion de cada comunidad humana, de los recursos
disponibles, v de la tecnologia disponible. Poblacion, medio ambiente, tecmologia ¥
organizacion  social son los cuatro elememtos del ecosistemn social que levan
interaccionando y cambiando desde los grigenes de la Humamidad, v que eh cada momento
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¥ lugar producen un equilibrio, siempre ingstable, que de cuando en cuando se rompe pura
dar lugar a oo nueve equilibrio ignalmente inestable (Hawley 1950, 1966; Diez-Nicolds
2018).

Pero 1a organizacion politics siempre hi penerado ofra arganizacion igualmente
presente en cualquier comunidad humana para implementar sus normas, sus premios v
sanciones: una arganizacion que proporcione la segundad de su cumplimiento, v que
generalmente se ocupe lambidn de proteger a la comunidad de wmenazas interiores ¥
exteniores. Las soviedades tradicionales generalmente han dispuesto de um grupo social que
s¢ ha ocupado simultinesments de la segundad intemor vy exterior. A medida que las
sociedades se han hecho més complejas, a partir de la Baja Edad Media (siglos XIV y XV)
la mayoria de las sociedades mas desarrolladas fueron estobleciendo organizaciones
separadas que se ocuparon de la seguridad intenior (policia o equivalente), y de la
seguridad exterior (gjércitos, fuerzas armadas, con ese u otro nombre) (Alkire 2003; Carro
1989). Curipsamente, muy recienlemante se estd observando que la distincién entre
segundad interior y seguridad exterior es muy dificil de establecer, ya que la mayor parte
de las amenazas 2 la seguridad mtenor tienen implicaciones para la seguridad exteror, v
viceversa (Bigo 2000, Brimmer 2008 Fuentes 2011, Hoerpfer v Wallace 1977 Ihe 2012:
Medina 2003, Diez Nicolds 2011b), Casi todos los estados actuales, sin embargo, siguen
diferenciando entre ambos tipos de seguridad, pues la inereia de las politicas piblicas sigue
diferenciando ambas, pere conscientes de su interaccion, proliferan los centros en que
participan micmbros dz las fuerzas de seguridud con miembras de ejéreitos ¢ incluso de los
servicios de inleligencia,

Puede afirmarse que durante muchos siglos, la mayor parte de la pablacian de todos
los paises, incluso en los paises que se han desarrollado antes, ha estado viviendo en
situaciones de inseguridad, tanlo personal como econdmica. Insegunidad econdmica porgue
solo una pequedia parte de la poblacidn tenia ingresos, incluso discontinuos, solo una parte
temia tierras que cultivar (y aun asi los que las tenian estaban siempre en peligro di obtener
cosechas a causa del clima), por lo que la mayor parte de la poblacion era consciente de
que sy problema principal era comer cada dia y tener un refugio cada noche. Inseguridad
personal tanto en los caminos (por los bandoleros), como en los pueblos o ciudades (por la
insegundad econdmica general), udemds de otras fuentes de insceuridad, como la
enfermedad, el hambre y la puerta (Inglehart, 1977, 1990, 1997 Dicz-Nicolas 201 1a).

Incluso en nuestras mas desarrollados sociedades occidontales ha habido que
esperar al final de Ja 11 Guerra Mundial para observar cdmo, poco a peco, la mayor parte
de la poblucién de estas sociedades han logrado unos niveles de segundad econdmica v
personitl nunca hasta entonces alcanzades, Tl periodo de 1945 a 1989, incluso hasta finales
del siglo XX, ha sido el perindo de la historia en que, al menos en Occidente, ha habido un
crecimiento hasta entonces nunca conocido de clases medias y de generalizacion del
Fstado de Bienestar, que han garantizado la scguridad econfnmca y la personal en una
medida nunca conocida. El paso de las sociedades tradicionales 2 las sociedades
industriales ¥ pestindustriales se ha realizado en esos 50 afios, sunque parece que desde ¢l
final del mundo bipolar no solo estd reduciéndose el Estado de Bienestar v estin perdiendo
peso las clases medins, sino que estd aumentando la mseguridad, tanto Ta econdmica
(aumento del paro, incremento de las desigualdades ceonomicas y sociales, reduceion de la
movilidad social ascendente, cte.), como ka personal (incremento de la delincuencin. del
coimen organizade, del terrorismo, de los conflictos dentro de cada pais v entre paises,
etc). Las sociedades son cada vez mas conscientes del aumento de ln inseguridad, de
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manera que la sensacion de seguridad ha sido un logro que parcce haber durado solo
alrededar de 50 afios =n Ia historia de 1o Humanidad (Newman 2010; Pasen 2006; Rowley
y Weldes 2011; Tang 2009}

Coma seftuld ¢l Informe sobre Desarrollo Humano de Naciones Unidas ya en 1994,
el concepto de sepuridad ha hecho referencia mis a los estados nacionales que a los
cindadanos, micntras que para la-mayoria de las personas el concepto de seguridad humana
significa verse libre de o amenaza del hambre, de la enfermedad, del desempleo, de la
detincuencia, de los conflictos sociales, de la represion politica y de las catistrofes
medicambientales (Naciones Unidas 1994). El concepto de seguridad se ha desplazado por
tanto de estar centrado en las amenazas 4 los territorios & centrarse en las amenazas a las
personas. El conceplo de seguridad se ha ampliado por tanto & la seguridad economica,
alimenticia, sanitaria, medioambiental, personal, comunitaria, politica, e incluso afectiva,
segun algunos,

2, LOS VALORES DE LIL!ERTAD. IGUALDAD Y SEGURITYAD

Estos tres vonceptos han cdstado en la base de gran parte de las doctrinas politicas,
ideclogias y movimisntos sociales 2 lo largo de toda la histonia de la Humanidad. En lu
ultima oleads de los estudios de valores (Estudio Euwropeo de Valores-EVS, y Encuesta
Mundial de Valores-WVS™) realizada entre 2017 ¥ 2022 en casi un centenar de paises se
ha preguntado a los entrevistados qué es para ellos mds importante, la liberiad o la
igualdad, v despuss, qué =8 mis importante, |a libertad o la seguridad. Aungue no se ha
podido disponer de dalos para muchos paises, entre ellos Espafia, se dispone de datos para
la mayor parte de los paises, y especialmente los mas importantes del mundo, v suficiontes
pars tener una vision global de cudl e« la opinion de la mayor parte de Jas culturas y
regiones del mundo, V7

¥ B Ratudio Furopea de Valores (EVE) ax ¢l proyecto Inlermacional comparndis que infeid el esiudio de 1o
ol Sociales v culurales en |987 en los paises suropeos: S cmbarge, slpunos poises m cwopeos
tarabién realizamon 1o ensuedty, como Argenting, o los Estados Unidos, entre olros, A partic dee Ta oleada de
1990 &l EVE v el WVS (Encuesta Mundinl de Valores) hun levado o cabo encuskias diferentes pero han
conperndo entre sf, compurtiendo gran porke del cosstionnrio ¥ fmoilitando la comparneidn de sus datos,
incluso colaborando pare products un fichero agregade de datos ¥ un libro de cddigos combn. Bl responzable
de la agregicitn y distribucidn de los datos conjuntos de los proyectos EVS y WVE ha sida el Archivo de
Dales del WVS, hajo la direccion de Joime Dhiez Medmno y su msptuto IDSurvey, en Modnd  Hoste
mediados de 2022 se han realizedo siste oleadas entre 1981 y 2022, con 117 puisey purticipantes, ¥ un fotal
de s de 650,000 entrevistas persanales en el hogar del entrevistade (www. worldvalnessurvey.ong)

¥ Mo todas los paises hin renlizido esss pregunims, o 2l caso del EVS porque su direccidn deoadit no inclur
£sas preguitas on ¢sios paises, ¥ on el caso del WV porque algunos palses no pudieron partivipar en et
oleada, bien por falty de Anoncleion, biea por la pandemia o por pmbis ciwegs, o explics que, anngue
Espafia perticipe. can equpas diferentes, en wmbos proyecios, no se dispongn de datos sobre esths pregunias,
por mazones dististosen coda caso, Nooobstento, existen datos pars pare de Bspmifia, woncretumends
Andalucin, comi parte de uim investigaeion realizada o onles de 2021, Fstos datis indican que un 53% de
log andolices prefisran fa libertad frente & un 43% gque preficrs lo izuldad; m 55% prefiere 1a segundad
frente & un #2% que prefiere fa fiberiad; y un 55% preficre ln segunded frenle & un 4% que prefiere la
vgualdad (Pefia Ramos, [Hoz-Nigolds v 1lers Ramo, 2022),
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Tubla |. Preferencine entre Libertad e lguaidad, Yentre Libertad y Séguridad, Munido y paisss
dgrupados en regiones geo-culturales. EVS-WYS 201 7-2022

| Preferencins _ ) ['referencine N
i Libertnd | Ialdsd | W= Libernd | Sepwridad N=

TOTAL MUNDO 55,4% 446 (79.585) | 293% 0.7 (79.901)
Anglossjones TN | 363 (9.355) | 56,1% 439 (9070)
Unidn Europea 71,1% 280 | (5850) | 39.1% 61,9 (5,882
Erapa del Este y Balcaoes 62 0% 38,0 (5.039) | 3p 0%, 19,1 {5.18%)
Medio Oriente y Nore de Aliice | 40,9% 54,1 (2738 | 21.2% B8 | (97Rm
Islmicos no MENA 5335, 41,7 {(BE71B) | 253% 74,7 [3.74K)
Octane [ndice T4 D% 26,00 {1.193) 27.5% 2.4 [1.19%)

[ sia Pacifico 49.3% 50,7 (197847 | 2318 77,6 (19.591)
Américn Lating 50,2% 49.8 (129900 | 75.6% 744 (L5027
in Sub Saharina | 70,0% 22,1 (4.9201) 39.8% 70,2 {4 015y

Fuente: EVS WVE TimeSeries InternalUse spss v3 0

Algo mas de la mitad de 108 entrevistados en varias deconss de pajses de toda ol
mundo parscen preferir la libertad 4 la igualdad, sunque una proporcion solo algo mas baja
prefiere la igualdad a la libertad, Cuando se aprupan los paises en regiones geo-culturales,
s¢ comprucba que los paises Anglosajones, los de la Union Furopea, los del Océzng
indico, y los del Africa Subsahsrians, se mn; fiestan muy mayoritariamente por 1z libertad,
algo menos también los da |y Europa del Este y Balcanes. Los ciudadanos de palses
islimicos no incluidos en Oriente Medio y Norte de Africa (MENA) v los de América
Latina estim muy divididos en sus preferencias, pero se decantan levemente por la libertad,
mientras que los de Asin Pacifico lo hacen tambign muy levemente por la igualdad. Solo
los entrevistados en Oriente Medio v Norte de Africa manifiestan una preferencia algo mas
clara, pero tampoco rotunda, por I igualdad,

En cusnto a las preferencias por lu libertad o la seguridad, es muy clam en ol
conjunto del mundo la preferencia por la seguridad, si bien los paises Anglosajones,
aunque dividides en sus preferencias, parecen preferir la hibertad, puede que porque
piensen que tienen bastante sarantizada su segunidad. Debe subrayarse que Jos
entrevistados manifiestan en alguna mayor medids sus preferencias en el cuso de la
comparacion entre liberind v seguridad que ontre |jbertad ¢ 1gualdad, To que sugiere que
fenen mis clam su opein en el primer caso que en el segunda.

Estos datos ponen de manifiesto que no hay todavia un sistema de valores comin
para toda la Humanidad v que, por el contrario, la diversidad cultural, manifestada en los
sistemas de valores, twdavia es la regle yno la excepeion (Diez-Nicolas 2020).
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Tabla 2. Preferencias entre Liberiad e Igualdad, y entre Libertiad v Sezuridad. Munde v algunos
palses seleceionadoy. EVS-WYS 2017-2022°

Liberiad | Tgamaldad N= Liberted | Sejurudacd N
TOTAL PAISES | 554% | 446% | (21.219) | 194% Jig% | 2LIT)
| Argentina 61.9% | 38.1% | (L.000) | 33,8% B6,2% (098] |
Australio T33% | 267% | (1.799) | 32.4% 47 6% (1770)_|
[R BI0% | 360% | (4008 | 49.1% 50,9% (A.018) |
Cliin W% | 658% | (3.019) T 1% o3 oL, (3.028)
Taiwin £27% [ 373% | (1212 | 37% Bh 0 (1.216) |
Alemania 674% | 326% | (14500 | 447% 55.3% (1476}
Nuevi Zelinda 735% | 265% (985} 53,0% 47.0% (944)
Rusia €519 [ 449% | (1.653) | 24.6% 73 4% (1.729) |
Turuin 423% [ S7T7% | (2.352) | 3990 [T 12171)
Ugrana 69.8% | 30.2% 1178 | 30,9% 891 % {1.229)
Futudis Unidas T85% | 215% | 251 | 7L1% 25,9 (2538) |

Fuente: EVS WVE TimeSeries Internallise_spss +3 0

Se han seleccionado 11 paises que en cierto modo representan al conjunto mundial,
pues como se puede comprobar, las preferencias para el conjunto de paises scleceionados
sun priclicamente idénficas a lay del conjunio mundial. Pero las diferencias entre paises
son mucho mads importantes que entre regiones. En efecto, en la comparacion entre libertad
¢ igualdad predomina también la preferencia por la libertad, de manera mucho mas rotunds
en Australia, Nueva Zelanda y Estados Unides (paises Anglosajones), v algo menos en
Ucrinia, Alemania, Canada, Taiwdn, y Argentina, y muy levemente en Rusia, que parees
mostrar una preferencia muy equilibrads entre Jos dos valores. Pero China y algo menos
Turquia se decantan claramente en suy preferencias por la igualdad.

En relacién con la opeion entre libertud y seguridad estd muy clara también la
preferencia por la seguridad en ¢l conjunto de estos pafses, pero la mayoria es shmmadara
en el caso de China y Taiwédn, lo que sugiere que esas sociedades temen posibles
eonflictos, aungue no necesariamente enfre &f en los dos paises. Curiosumente, teniende en
cuents la fecha de las entrevistas, lambién Rusia manifiesta una muy alta preferencia por la
seguridad, seguida por Ucrania, Argenting, Turquia, Alemania, y Canadd. Fste tiltimo pais,
anglosajon  mayoritanamente, muestra ung opmien casi (otalmente dividida en sus
preferencias por la seguridad v la libertad, posiblemente por su doble identidad
anglosajana v eurgpea.

El resto de los paises anglosajones, encabezados por los Estados Unidos, v seguido
por Nueva Zelanda y Australia, prefieren muy claramente la libertad a la seguridad,
posiblemente, eomo antes se ha sugerido, porque confian en que tienen bastante asggurada
su segunidad. Fis también evidente que los entrovistados contestan en mayor proporeion
cuando se les pregunta por la preferencia entre libertad v sepuridad, posiblements porgue
licnen mis clara su propia opinion que cuando se les pide que elijan entre libertad ¢

igualdad,
3. LA PERCEPCION DE SEGURIDAD

Las percepeiones son siempro subjetivas, cada individuo percibe lo realidad desde sus
propias experiencias, sus propiss evaluaciones. sus valores. Diversas Imvestigacionss en
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Espaiia y en los estudios de valores han demostrado, mediante andlisis de componentes
principales con varias decenas de items, que los individuos en cualguier parte del mundo
pareeen pereibir tres niveles de seguridad, la petsonal, que les afecta a ellos directamente o
a sus familias, la comunitaria, que les afecta en ¢l lugar donde viven (e barrio de Ima gran
ciudad, el pueblo), v la nacional, que les afecta coma pais, como nacion, comi estado,

Estos tres indives se han incluido en [os estudios de valores yu citados an las dos
ultimas oleadas, la de 2010-2015 ¥ 1a de 2017-22 (Diez Nicolis 2011k, 2015, 2016),

Fabla 3. Percepeitn de seguridad en fros niveles y total (cscalis de 0= mingungd segundad 12 =
Hxima seguridad) EVS-WVE, Olendas 2010-2015. v 2017-2022

[ | INDICE DE INDICEDE | INDICEDE | INDICE DE
| SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD
OLEADA PERSONAL | COMUNITARIA | NACIONAL TOTAL

- Medin 750 b4 5,44 ]
QOI0-2014 [ N RE4TT 7 76.078 B2 118 67.068

_ Dresw, vip: 3,65 241 315 203

| Media .16 9.19 637 7,54
pOI7-2020 | N 70582 73.701 75420 63258
8 | Desv. tip, 1,63 240 | 304 2.08

| Medin 735 932 ’ b1 7,67
TOTAL N - 156.059 149,779 157.538 132,326
[ Diosy, tip. | 3,65 | 2,40 . 1,00 2,06

Fuente: EVS WV§ TimeSeries_InternallUse_spss v3_0

Teniendo en cuenta Ia escasa diferencia en los resultados de ambas oleadas, ¥ gue
hay paises que han participado en ung u otra oleads o en las dos (la mayorin), se ha
preferido utilizar los datos agregados de las dos oleadas, lo que permite ohtener unas
percepeiones promedio para cada oleads. Se observa ung ligera disminucién de la
percepeion de seguridad en la 4ltima oleada por comparacian con la de 2010, en los cuatro
indices, 1o que puede atribuirse a las consecuencius de la erisis Ananciera de 2008, CUvis
consecuencias han llegado hasta ol inicio de la epidemia del Covid-19 v sobre todo af
meremento de tension en las relaciones tniernacionales por la emetgencia de China como
poder mundial.

Y en las dos oleadas se comprueba que se percibe algo mds de seguridad o la
comunidad de residencia, algo menos en la personal, y menos todavis en In nacional, pera
an todos los casos por encima de los 6 buntos, que seria el punto medio de las escalas de ()
a 12 puntos, Todos los datos son muy similares en las dos oleadas, tanto en las medias
antmeticas, como en las desviaciones tipicas & metuso en el nimero de personas gue han
sido entrevistadas en cada oleads ¥ las que han contestado g las preguntas que se han
utilizado en la construceion de los indices Debe advertirse que ¢l mimero de casos es
diferente en cada una de las mediciones debido a que cada indice estd construido por las
TESPUestas & variss preguntas del cuestionarin, ¥ 1o todos los entrevistado contestaron a
todas las pregunias, como es habirual.
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Tablad Percepeidn de seguridad on tres nivelss Yrotal [medin ariim&ics en escalns de ) = ninguna
seguriidad 12 = nvixima seguridad), por regiones goo-culturales EVS-WYS 2010-2015, v 2017-

2022
(i INDICEDE [ INDICEDE | INDICEDE | INDICEDE
SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD
| REGIONES GEO-CULTURALES PERSONAL | COMUNITARIA | NACTONL TOTAL |
TOTAL MIINDO Tas _ 932 6.1 6T |
| AlisTosaimes TS| 64p R B
Unidn Fyrapen 845 10,34 BIR 9,06
Europa del Este v Rulcanes [ 47 4,77 545 THE |
Driente Medio y Nonte de Africa 1 R 6 i 0,55 5.8 792 |
Islimicos no OMNA. 6.80 10,17 542 748
Occano Indien 629 | 8.82 66 | 720 |
Aisin Pacifico ) = 64 485 6,71 TR
|América Lanna 3 . RSl 182 593 6.74 |
[ Aftica Sub Sahariana 7.16 A28 535 I

Fuente: VS WVS TimeSeries Intornalll 58 spas v3

Cuundo se analizan los dutos por regiones geo-cullivales se comprueba que en la
mayaria de las regiones se confirma que la maxima seguridad se percibe en la comumidad
de residencia, y en segundo lugar en la seguridad personal, con dos excopeiones, los paises
Anglosajones y los del Océano Indico (India y Bangiadesh), en los que se percibe mayor
seguridad nacional que personal. En el caso de los pafses Anglosajones la explicacién
parece ser I yu citada, sus ciudadanos confian en que su segunidad nacional estd muy
garantizada, pero no en la misma medida, segin estos datos, su seguridad personal. Fn ef
caso de los palses del Ocdano Indico parece mas plausible interpretar que, debido & su
mivel econdmico y sus grandes desigualdades sociales ¥ econbmucas, la explicacion sc debe
mas a ung baja seguridad personal que a una alta seguridad nacional. i se compiran los
indices mds altas y bajos en cada uno de los fres mdices, s¢ confirman estas
interpretaciones, pues cfechvamente los paises Anglosajones tienen el indice mas alto de
seguridad nacional percibida, mientas que 103 del Océana Indico tiensn la percepeidn mis
baja de su sepuridad personal,

Resulta en cierto modo sorprendante que los ciudadanos de la region Medio Oriente
y Norte de Africa sean los que perciben la seguridad personal mis alta, cunndo se toma en
consideracion los conflictos en esos puises dutante la Gltima década. Los de I3 Unidn
Europes son los segundos en esa pereepeion de seguridad personal, también los segundos
en percepeion de segundad nacional, ¥ los primeros en percepuion de seguridad
comunitaria.

Los otms paises islimicos son los segundos en percepeion de seguridad
comunitaria, pero son también los segundos en mébs baja sepuridad nacional, Los paises de
América Latina tienen una baj percepcion de su seguridad personal (después de los del
Océuno Indico), y a mas baja percepcion de seguridad comunitarie. Y los paises del Africa
Subsaharians son los sepundos con mas baja seguridad comunitaria v los de miis buja
segunidad nacional. Seglin ¢ indice Tolul de Seguridad percibida el “ranking” de mayor a
menor seguridad es el siguicnte: Unibn Europes, Anglosajones, Oriente Medio v Nore de
Aftica, Asia Pucifico, Europy del Fste y Balcanes, otros paises Islamicos, Océano indico,
Afvica Subsahariana y América Latina,
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Tabla 5. Percepeion de seguridind en tres niveles v total (media aritmetica en escalas de () = mimguna
seguridad 12 = maxima sepuridad), por paises selcecionados EVS-WVE 20102015, y 201 #2002

[ INDICE DE | INDICEDE | INDICE BE | TNDICE DE |
PAISES SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD | SEGURIDAD
SELECCIONADDS PERSONAL | COMUNITARIA| NACIONL | TOTAL

| TOTAL PAISES 7,52 0,68 737 829
Argenting |  In 793 ' 852 792
| Aambrlin | k31 4] .42 B2

| Canudd | 126 IR 8,03 540
| China T 11,11 1 7.2 1 &14
 Taiwin ) 10,74 L 63l 7,98
Alemzania 856 1043 E.73 933
Mueva Zelanda 847 9,62 537 9,25
Rusin = 6,91 §.92 5,01 7,33
Esgrana 10,07 10,00 | 129 9,18

[ Turquiz £50 9,93 | A0 B.36
 Uerama 6,13 934 547 6,93

| Estados Unidos [ 707 9,52 7.26 7,56

Fuente: EV3 WVS TimeSenes_InternalUse spss v3 0

El andlisis por paises s mucho mis interesante™ aunque es evidente que el andlisis
por regiones geo-culturales proporciona una informacion muy valiosa y sugerente de
hipatesis que no podremos abordar aqui. Lo primero que debe subrayarse es que en el
conjunio de estos paisss la percepeion mis alta de seguridad os Ia comunitaria, v la mds
baja la nacional, al igual que en el comunto de paises antes examinado, Pern hay mucha
mas diversidad al comparar estos doce paises que cuando se compararon las nueve
regiones. En diez de los doce paises la valotacion mas alta corrgsponde a la comunitara
pero en Espania la percepeion de més alta seguridad es la personal, ¥ oen Arpentina es la
nacional. Por otra parte, de los diez paises cuya mayor seguridad percibida es la
comunitaria, en seis la segundz es la seguridad nacional (Australia, Cranada, China,
Alemania, Nueva Zelands y Estados Umidos), confirmando la alia seguridad nacional
percibida en los paises Anglosajones méas China ¥ Alemania. Los cuatro paises restantes,
que afirman percibir mayor seguridad personal que nacional, son Taiwdn, Rusis. Turquia y
Uerania (dos de ellos implicados dirsctamente en la acrual guerra de Ucrania y los ofros
dos en escenarios preocupantes por cstar uno amenazado da posible invasion, y el oo en
un escenario canflictivo como es of Oriente Medio), Y los dos paises que no perciben
mayor seguridad comunitana, Espafin v Argenting, coinciden sin embargo en que su
segunda mas alta percepeion de seguridad es 14 comunitaria.

Pero cuando s buscan los paises que perciben més y menos seguridad en enda uno
de los tres niveles, hay algin que otro hallazgo sorprendente, aungue la mavoria podrian
considerarse como esperables. Hspafia y Turquia son los dos paises con mayor seguridad
personal pereibida, algo que no es sorprendente puesto que Espafia estd reconocida como
uno de los paises con menor delincuencia y con mayor seguridad, Otros paises con allos
indices de seguridad personal son Alemania, Australia v Nueva Zelanda, Pero los de mis

™ En cste caso i hay dutos prra Espaiis, porque of equipo que roalizo of WVS porticipo en ln oleada 2010-
2013, y el del EVS participd en In de 2017-22 ¢ incluyd esta baterin de prepunias, aungue no meluyo las
relativas o libertad, ypwsldid y sepuridad, como se ha indicado snteriofmente
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baju sepuridad personal percibida son China v Ueranta, ¥ en menor medida Taiwan y
Rusia.

China y Tuiwdn son los dos paises con més alta percepeion de seguridad
comunitaria, algo que contrasia con su baje percepeion de seguridad personal (gue incluye
la ccondmica, familiar, etc.). michiras que Argenting ¥ Rusia son los que tienen las
percepdiones mis bajas de segundad comunitaria. De todos modos, la percepcion de
sopuridad comunitaria es en general alta en todos los paises, superior a los 7 puntos en
tocddos ellos. Y en relacidn con la segunidad nacional, Nueva Zelanda'y Canada muestran la
percepeion mis alta, mientras que Ucrania, Turquis y Rusia son los tres paises con o mas
buju percepeion de seguridad nacional. Es significativo que dos de esos tres paises, Ucrania
v Rugi, sean log principales protagonistas directos de la aelual gaerra en suelo europeo, ¥
que Turguiz sen uno de los principales mediadores en ¢l conflicto, por su buena relacion
con ambas partes v su posicidn estrategica desde el punto de vista geopolitico. Debe
aclararse que todas las entrevistas fueron realizadas antes de que se iniciara la guerra en
Lierania, :

El ranking de paises segin su percepcidn total de segundad es el siguiente:
Alermanin, Nueva Zelanda, Espafia, Australia, Canada, Turquia, China, Tarw:m, Estados
Umidos, Argenting, Rusia, v Ucrania. La explicacion de estn clasificacion hay que buscarla
en dos factores dificiles de analizar agqui. En primer lugar, el contraste real en algunos
paises enfre estos tres niveles de seguridad, que habria que medir con indicadores objetivos
de segmridad. Y en segundo lugar, la distintn sensibilidad de los ciudadanos en los
diferentes paises para cvalugr subjetivamente si su segundad en cada uno de los fres
niveles =5 alty, mediima, o baju. Hay personas con tendencin a asignar valoraciongs més
altas o hajas. Fstag son cuestiones que merscen un andlisis mas profundo en otras
publicaciones.

4, LASECURIDAD ¥ LA GUARDIA CIVIL

El analisis de los datos precedentes proporciona dos elaves sobre Espafia. En primer lugar,
la preferencia de la segunidad <obre la igualdad v la libertad, si bien con matices como e
ha explicado, segun diferentes sectores ¥ grupos sociales, En segundo lugar, ve ha
comprobado de manern mis clars que los espafiales se sienfen especialmente seguros en b
personal (y (amiliar), significativamente mas que los ciudadanos de ofros once paises de
diferentes dreas geogralicas, v también bastante seguros en la comunidad 2n la que residen,
pero menos (en séptimo lugar entre doce paises) en lo que respecta a su seguridad nacional.
En conjunto, los espafioles son los terceros en el ranking de segundad tofal, <olo por
debajo de los ciudadanos de Nueva Zelanda y Canada, y por encima de los alemanes, los
australianos, los norteamericanos v los de otros cinco paises mis.

Fspafia cuenta gon dos cuerpos nacionales de segundad, la Guardia Civil y la
Policia Nacional, ademds de policias regionales en algunas Comunidades Autonomas, y las
policias munigipales en muchas ciudades prandes. Parece probable suponer que el
funcionamiento de estas Fuerzas de Seguridad (por una parte su eficacia en proteger a los
ciudadanos, ¥ por ofra su friato a estos mismos ciudadanos) debe tener algo que ver con
estos dos hallazgos antes comentados, su alla valorueion de la seguridad (sobre |n 1gualdad
e incluso la libertad), v su percepeion de une muy alts segundad personal y comunitaria.
De manera especial nos hemos centrado en la Guardia Crvil porque es 4 la vez parte de lag
Fuerzas de Seguridad Macional, ¥ también parte de las Fuerzas Armadas, por lo que
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depende de dos mimsterios diferentes; ¢l de Interior y el de Defensa, algo que no ocurre
con la Policia Nacional, que depende solo del Ministeria del Interior. No obstante, se
examinarin comparaciones entre ln Guardia Civil, la Policia Nacional, las Fuerzay
Armadas y varias otras instituciones polfticas espafiolas. Para ello se ha podide utilizar otra
gran fuente de datos de encoesta, las 248 encusstas nacionales realizadias mensualmente en
Espafia por ASEP entre 1986 y 2011, 25 afios con un cugstionario coh gran nimero de
preguntas repetidas mas a mes, 1o gue proporcionar una base de datos con muchas series
temporales dificiles de igualar por otros wrchivos de datos macionales o extranjeros
(hupe/Fwww ddsurvey netfjdsijdsurvey jsp), y un total de casi 300.000 entrevistas personales en
el hogar con muestras representativas de lu poblacion espafiola mayor de 18 afos,

Tabla 6. Vuloracion {media sritmética) de la Guardia Civil, 1987-2009, Espufia.

Afiomes | Media N Desv tip | Afiomes | Medis N Desv. tip. |
1987-Mar | 5,68 1038 3056 | 19980t | 538 1164 2038
1987-Jun 6,04 1014 2983 | 1999-May | 568 1158 2,605
1988-Feb | 6,59 1120 | 298 | 19990t | 643 1143 2,551
1989-Mar 6,53 1107 2,791 [2000-May | 655 1155 1463
1990-Abr 6,51 1036 2,640 | 2000-0cr | @51 1180 2461
1991-Abr 6,40 1io 2899 | 2001-May| 637 1159 2,576
1992-May 6,57 1148 2584 | M0l-Ocx | 6356 1171 2,331
1992-Dic 6,24 1127 2,560 |2002.May | 621 1177 2,350
1993.Enc .25 1128 20640 | 2002-0cr [ 6,09 L 187 2472 |
1993.Feb 599 | 108 | 2485 | 20030ct [ 597 | 116l 2,547
1993-Ulct iis | 1143 | 2890 | 3N4-Sep | 6,17 1120 2331
1994-Fch 6,05 1134 2,562 | 2004-0ct | 6,10 1177 2347
1 204-May 596 sa 2RTE 20{15-Sen 6,04 L181 2597
1994-Oct 6,18 1120 2701 | AMS-Oer | 579 | 1072 | 2,544
1995-May 6.60 119 2788 | 2006-0ct| £30 | 1164 T 1434
1395-Ox 6,17 1075 | 2670 [2007-Cet| 613 | 1155 | 21328
1946-May 6,14 152 2675 | 200%Mar | 638 | 1077 | 2357
1997-May 6,51 11535 2615 | 2009-ul | 6,38 1077 2557
19970t 6.6 1131 | 2464 :

1948-May 597 | iRl | 2837 | [

Fuente; ASEP, La Opimidn Publica de los Espafioles, Banco di Datoas ASEPIDS,
hitpsfwww ddsurvey netddsjdsurvey jsp

Fn esta investigacion necional mensual se he prepuntade por la imagen de la
Guardia Civil en 38 ocasiones. Como puede uhservarse, su valoracidn, en ung escala de 0 a
10 puntas, no ha vaniado significativamente entre 1987 y 2009, mas de 20 afios, y no se
conocen datos posteriores que estén depositados en algin archivo piblico de datos. La
vitloracion medin de estas 38 muestrus es de 6,25 puntos, con una desviacion tipica de 2,26
puntos, que indica poca disparidad entre los eontrevistados que asignan altas o bajas
viloraciones, v por tanto que hay cierto consenso en una buena valoracion, Fsta
persistencia en la valoracion sugiere gue ln imagen de la Guardia Civil estd muy asentada
en la poblacion espafiola, de maners que eventos puntuales posiblemente apenas la afscten
silvo en momentos concretos que no cambian a lo largo de periodos largos. Los valores
cambian muy lentamente, las actitudes alpo mas rapidamente, v las apimianes con mucha

mas frecuencia.

Ravizn Chontihe dul Centen Ui erstiirie - de B Cherdia Craf et | el




Revista Logos Guardia Civil Ao 2023 - febreso

Tabla Y. Valomeion (medip sritmética) de diversas instituciones polinicas v sociales; | 9872004,

Espulfia
248 mvestmoiones id In@ﬁuﬂmn:s '
o M= Medin | Desv. tip. N= Modin | Desv.tip, |
L CGiardin Civil 43027 | 6,25 2,63 43,027 623 282
La Corona 276724 | 6,88 2,84 41642 | 7,0 2.83
) Giobierne da Tn Nuoidn 276205 | 485 2,71 41600 | 492 -0 = TR
Las Fucrzes Armdng. G224 | 559 2,71 40367 6,00 2,67
El Tobunal Constitacional 41975 5,35 225 1.54] 3,36 241
La CEOE 10528 | 481 229 Y 510 239
Los Sindicatos 37234 | 4.3 2,50 1070 | 508 | 249
El Tribunal Suprema 41895 | 515 2,25 0
El Congreso de los Dipitados J3.1B3 4,949 234 | M0 4,89 158
El Serada 23085 4,84 238 f
i Policls Nacional 33628 | 631 2.4 13518 b1 237
Lo'lglesss Catdliea 34,578 4.91 98 | b
Los partidos politicas bdey | 400 242 | R38 392 298

Fuente: ASEP, La Opinion Pihlica de los Espaiioles, Banco de Datos ASEP/TDS.
hitp . jdsurvey et/ ded dsurvey jsp

En todas las invesfigaciones mensuales 3¢ preguntd por la imagen de las pringipales
mstrtuciones politicas y sociales de Espaiia, la mayoria de ellas todos los meses, v otras,
comao &s gl caso de la Guardia Civil, solo cada cierto tiempo, Por eso, se han seleccionado
log datos para las mismas 13 instituciones en las 248 investigaciones mensuales realizadas,
y solo para las 38 investigaciones en lus que s¢ preguntd por la Guardia Civil, Como us
lagico, los datos para |a Guardia Civil son iguales en ambos casos, pero difieren para el
resto de las instituciones, perque, como ocurre con el Tribunal Supremo, ¢l Senado y la
Tglesia Caldlica, no se preguntd por ellas en las 38 investigaciones en que se preguntd por
Ia Guardia Civil. De todos modos, parcee evidente que los datos de ambas series, para las
10 instituciones que estin incluidas en ambas, no difieren significativamente. Puede asi
comprobarse que La Corona ha sido siempre la mejor valorada, si bien su valoracion fue
algo inferior a la de las Fuerzas Armadas g partic de 2009 y hasta el 2011 en que se
interrumpid esta investigacion mensual, B evidente que, edemds de La Corona, la Policia
Nacional, Ia Guardia Civil v las Fuersas Armadas, reciben una valoracion superior a la de
las restantes instituciones polilicas v sociales, independientemente de las foerzas politicns
que en cada fecha fueran mayoritarias en los poderes del Estado. Los partidos politicos han
sido siempre log peor valorados por los espafioles, algo que es también habitual en mas de
un centenar de paises del mundo, segin las encuestas internacionales sobre valores™.

En el Anexo 1 se presentan los datos pormenarizados para cads una de estas dies
instituciones. Concrelamente se presentan, para cada una de las 38 encuesms, la media
aritmetica, la desviacion tipica y ¢l nimero de casos para cada una de las diez instituciones
citadis,

W Laz datos sobre ln imugen de 1as Fuerzsss Armudus, compirndes con los de orras instituciones, en 117
polses parmcipmtes ¢n las eocoestas sobre vitdores EVS-WVS se han anolizido con g detalle en Diews-
Micislus 2023, en prenso.
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Tabli' 8, Matriz de comelaciones antre lo vialoricion de eady msIucton v las demds, 19872000,

La seguridad v In Guardia Civil

Hspaitiu
| J [ I

= -

= = ] —= a 52 E

S § 48 g= B8E g g 15 48 52

o S s [ jj 5] S =3 ks
La Gardia Civil |1 445" [ 3187 | 686" | 171" | ai™ 9L | 2347 | e® | 5
L Corunn el I B T T Tl I 286 [ 4477 [ 31 |
El Gohierno de |a Nacian T Sl O 5 Il B T <80 | 5807 | 3eR | 472
Las Fuerzns Armadas EB67 | AmT [ 3ze T 697 | 3597 | 1817 | 311 | 6467 | 136
El Tribunal Constitucional AT 1R 333 [ 160™ | 3 & 0 T gt
La CEGE 3127 | 273" 5587 | 3507 | ® T A » N =
Loz Sindicatos AP {1707 | 2807 | IRIT | @ ¥ 1 M35 | F T asgT

El Congreso de los Diputades | 284" 2B | B0 | a1 » k] Aaz™ [ ¥ g
Ls Policia Nagonal 7497 | 4437 | 368" | 646" | 211 » . ¥ 2
Las partidos politicos A647 | J197 [ 4977 | 1367 | ¥ N F TS v ]

Fuente: ASEP, La Opinion Pabbica de Jos Esparioles, Banco de Datos ASEP/ DS
hitp-drwww jusurvay. netjdefdetirvey. jup

En la matriz de correlaciones entre 1a valoracion de eada institucion con la de todas
las demis se abserva que todos los coeficientes de correlacion (Pearson's = r) son positivos
¥ estadisticamente significativos, pero con distinte grado de intensidad. Las correlaciones
mas altas de la Guardia Civil son con la Policia Naucional v las Fuerzas Armadas, v las mis
bajas con el Tribunal Censtitucional, tos Partidas Polilicos y los Sindicatos.

Tabla V. Anilisis de comporentes prineipales, 19872000, Espafin

| Componente

I 2
& Guardia Civil I T
a Corona. | L] 234
| Gobiema de la Nacian 1 208 Jal
Las Pusrras Armadae B39 Bt ]
Tribunnl Censtitveiomal | 064 513
Palicia Nicionul | 862 | IR0

Fuente: ASEP, La Opinian Pablics de los Esparioles, Banco de Datos ASERIDS,
httpediwww. jdsurvey. net/jds/ jdsurvey.jsp
Método de extraccion: Andlisis de com ponentes principales:
Método de rotacidn: Normalizacisn Vanmax con Kaiser
i Larotaeidn ha convergido en 3 itemeianes.

Un andlisis de companentes principales produce un primer factor que engloba Tag
tres mstituciones que representan Ja seguridad, Guardia Civil, Policia Nacional v Fuerzas
Armadas, y tumbién La Corona, Aungque con un nivel de saturneion algo mis bujo pero de
todos modos alto, Los espafioles considernn obviamente que estas cuatro instituciones
forman parte del mismo consiructo, la misma “estructura latente”, en pulabras de
Lazarsfeld (1968). FI segundo companente incluye al Tribunal Constitucional ¥ al
Gobtemo de la Nacidn, como constructo o componente “politico”. Las oiras tres
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instituciones  fucton rechazadas por el modelo porque no comcidieron en suficientes
ocasiongs con las ofras en las mismas fechas, Parece quedar ¢laro que, para los espanoles,
las Fuerzas de Seguridad (Guardia Civil ¥ Policia Nacional), las Fuerzas Armmadas vy La
Corone constituyen una unidad, som las que les proporcionan segundad, diferenciada de la
palitica, que al parecer no les proporcionan la misma sensacion de segundad.

Tabla 10. Yaloracion de la Guardia Civil en diferentes grupos socieles 1957 -2009, Espana

Sexn Media | Hibitat de residencin | Media | Nivel edneativi M edin
Hambre 6,15 | Menosde 2 000 b4y | Bao 58

Mmer 6,34 | De 2001 8 5.000 636 | Medio f.01

Cohorte Media | Be 5,001 2 10.000 033 | Al 3,84

MNacidos enire 1907-11 T8 | D 100 8 50000 6,19 | 88E familiar Media
19221934 6,96 | e SO0 & 100000 2% Al Medio alto 115

1937-195] 6,59 | De 100.001 & 250,000 619 | Medio 521

1952-15966 5,96 | Masde 250.004 6,31 | Medio Bajo 6,54
| 1967-198] 5,67 2 Mudnd y Barcelony 614 | Bajo &,80

1982-1094 536 | Status ocupacional Media | Clase Social Subjetiva Media
Comunidad Autdnoma Medip | Al 6,09 | Alia 614

Andalucia 6,67 | Medio 6,03 | Muodin .24

Arupi .76 | Hajo 6,06 | Baje 6,28

ARfuring 630 | En paro 508 | Mivel de ingresos hogar Mecha
Baleares B2 | Amide cisy 03% | Bajoi 670

Catiludiy 541 | Jubilmdo 6,71 | Modiog fr,3d

Chenrine 647 | Estudiinle 588 [ Alos &8

Cantabrin 6,24 | Chros 730 | Pasiclon Bocial Media
Castilla-Leon 646 | Sector econimicn | Media | O Wuy ba 6,94

Castilla-La h‘[ll[il.-hl.l .01 _Nu activis &30 | 1. 6,75

Fn:_lgmnduru 5,71 | En puo 97 12 a.44

Galicia 5,79 | Sector Publico ENE 27

La Rioj 6,17 | Seot Priv cusnnjens | 5,96 |4 5.96

Madnd 648 EcL.L Triv, cogpin propin | 6,13 |5 017

Murwia G691 | ‘&znﬂml:ntn lutlulu.“l!;u Media | & 6,2

Navarm B 505 | Nacionalista | 542 17 [

Pais Vasco . 3,58 | Nacionulistafespanol L 640 |8 Moy alta 6,24

Commnidad Valenciana 6.5 | Espenol 6,66 | Pust materialismo Media
Exposicién a la Inl'nnn-:tﬁa \-'I:-:dl.l | Idenlogla | Medin | Miaterinlistas 56

0 f.r_..E Byt ivduiendn 3,87 | Postralerialistae 568

Alin i, 10 quﬂﬂu - 352 | Prdeticn religiosy Medm
Media 15 13 | Centro zguierdn ﬁ M | Bagn 592

Rinja f, 2'11 Centro 6,53 | Medin b B

Nitiguna 6,47 | Centro derecha 695 | Alw 74m

Derects 721
Exireina Durur.'-hn | T48

Fuente: ASEP, La Cpnldn Piblicn de los Espafioles, Banco de Dams ASEPITDS,
bt gdsurvey, net/jds/jdsurvey jsp

Los datos ponen de manifiesto que la valomeion de la Guardia Civil 25 mas alta

enire las mujeres, los de mayor edad, les jubnlados v los no activos, los que tienen una
orientacidn hacia los valores “moterialistas” (wadicionales, de escaser). Ademas, la
valoracién de la Guardia Civil 2s mids alta cuanto mas altos son: la exposicidn a la
mlrmacion, su sentrmiento de espanol, s orientacion ideoldgica hacia la derccha, su
prictied religiosa, y también es mas alta cosnto mas bajos son: ¢l tamaiio del habitat donde
residen, su mivel eduestive, su estatug socroecondmico familiar, su clase social subjetiva,

ey sE Daantifey del vennm: isrvers manm ds
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su mive! de ingresos en cl hogar, ¥ su posicion social (Galtung 1964, 1976: Diez Nicolas
2009,

En cuanto a su valoracién por regiones en Espafia, su valoracidn mds alta se
encucntra en Castilla-La Mancha, v también en Murcin, Aragén y Extremadura, y la mis
baja en el Pais Vaseo. v también en Navarrs, Galicia y Catalusia, regiones lodas ellas con
s alta identificacion nacionalista que con Espafia. En cualquier caso debe subrsyarse que
la valoraeion de la Guardia Civil es supenior a los 6 puntos en 76 grupos sociales, ysolo es
inferior a 6 pumtos pero igual ¢ superior a § puntos entre los nacidos después de 1967, los
residentes en Catalufia, Galicia y Navarra, los estudiantes, los que se consideran mds
naciomalistes que espafioles, los de alto nivel educativo, los orientados hacia valores post
matenialistas, y los de baja prictica réligiosa. Y solo es inferior 2 los 5 puntos en el Pais
Vasco y entre los que se auto posicionan ideolégicamente en la extrema 1zquierda.

Los datos parecen demostinir que la Guardia Civil tiene una mejor Imagen entre las
personas mayores, de baja condicidn socioeconémica v residente en zonas rurales y
pequenos pueblos, 1o cual confirma log objetives de esta institucidn, que estd onentady a
actuar siempre en defensa de log mis débiles ¥ necesitados, y sobre todo & proporcionar
sepuridad fuera de lss ciudades, que va lienen sus propias policiss locales o la Policia
Macional,

Para terminar, se ha construido un modelo de regresion para intentar explicar cuales
san las varinbles que més contribuyen a explicar Ia varianza en la valoracion de la Guardia
Civil. Para ello se han utilizado como variables explicativas las que. segin los datos
anteriores, parecen lener un mayor poder explicativo-predictivo, es decir. la edad, el
lamafo del habitat de residenciu, la situscién econdmica del hogar, los ingresos en el
hogar, el indice de pasicidn social, el fndice de post materialismo, e indice de Exposicion a
la informacion, ¢l auto posicionamiento ideolégico, el sentimiento espafiol-nacionalista, Ja
satisfaceion eon el Gobierno, ¥ la prdctica religiosa.

Tabla | 1. Modele de regresidn pars explicar I valomsicn de la Guardia Civil, [987-2009, Eipafia

Coelicientes

IR* corregida - 0,177 _ Coeficientes no sstandartzadon tipficados 1 Sig,

H Ermor tip, Heta -
Constanin) 102 S8 173 B63
L 031 04 221 5,302 08
| libitat de residencin 119 034 184 3,508 000 |
Situncitn Foondmica del Higar NE 83 029 1,243 214
Nivel de ingresos en ¢l hogor e ] 129 LS8 2,025 043
Indice de Pogicidn Soctal -, hH J4E o =516 J30
nidice de post muterinlismo =383 1319 =104 4,397 {00
Exposicion a la informacion D1 ORI =003 - 137 891
it posiciohamiento wealbgien 49 S5 90 6,039 Joo
SETETmieni 0 espiiol-nacionalists bl6 e A58 fr, 380 A0
sutiafaccion con ln demoeracia A15 64 158 B, 443 00
atistaecidn eon el Gobiema W93 M54 kb Ll | ege
Prictica religios 063 87 i T I )

fuente: ASEP, La Opiridon Piblica de los Espnfioles, Banco de Datos ASEP/IDS,

hitp S disurvey netide/jdsurvey jap
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El modelo explica un 18% de lu varianza en Ja valoracion de la Guardia Civil por los
cspanioles, y sole cineo de los dooe vanables mohudas en el modelo no porecen contribuir nada
adicional 4 lo que explican las otras siete viriables.™ Y de las siete vanables que s tienen uns
relacion estadisticamente significstiva, medida por ¢l eoeficiente beta, In edad parece ser In variable
que mis contribuve A dicha exphcacidn, en el sentido de que cuanto mids alta es In edad del
chtrevistade, mas alta es su valoracidn de la Guardin Civil Otras tres variahles contnbuyern
tmbién bostante o la explicacion do la varanzs, el auto posicionsmiento 1denldgieo, el sentumisnto
espatiolnncionalists v |a satisfaccion con la democracia, en ¢l sentido de gue lo valoracion de la
Guardin Civil es maés nlts cusnte mis a lo derechn se mulo posicions ideclégicamente el
entrevistade, euanty mis espaniol se siente, v cuatto mas satslecho esta con ¢l funcionomicnto de
ta democracia. Esto (ltimo es muy impartante, ¢ implica que los gue valotan a 1o Guaedia Clvil son
los: que estin satisféchos con ly demoeracia, y por tanty no gin partidanios de sistemas no
democriticos.

T Mo parece necesano explicar que eso B0 significs gue ests einco varables o fenpan ume relsoidn
clndisbeamente significunve con Lo viloraoibn de Te Goandin Civil. Sole significs gue no pisden nade g 1t
explicaciin que ya contribuyen lus otes varinbles en ¢l models, porque tienen wa relacidn foene con ollas

Lo s O leand i) o el Cleppal Ulrdv et e 1 Ol nl ek 8L apingy:
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ANEXO 1

Valoracion (medi antmética en escal de 04 10 puntos), nimiero de entievisiados que contestaron
ala pregunta (N) ¥ desiiacidn tipica de las valoracianes, de diez mstificicmes do sepunidad v
politicas o sociales en |as 38 investizaciones en las iue 50 pregunto por [ Guardia Civil. Espania
1957-2009

B Gobierno Tribuma) | Conprosa | Guarthe | Policia Parmidos
_|Corona | Nacisn | FAS | Censtitucicnal | Diputudss | CEOE | Oivil NMucional | Sindicatos | politicas
Media 703 | 482 | 600 5,36 4.89 510 | 625 | 636 5,08 392 1
Totst N 4164 [ 416080 [ 40367 | 1541 940 | 780 | 43027 | 22518 | 3979 MBS
, Desv. tip. | 2826 | 2727 | 2572 2,406 2363 (2387 263 | 237 | 2e&87 | 2967
Techa 129 539 489 | 368 523 392
1987-Mar [N 04 593 950 1038 ko1 g58 |
Desv tp. | 2003 | 2072 [ 3346 |_3.156 3on: | 2967 |
Media 749 5.61 508 576 | 604 b44 |
1987-Jun N 972 a3 90] 654 1o14 o84
Desv. tip. | 2867 | 20829 | 2973 2,683 24583 | Zea) |
Media 7,60 S A2 6,23 , 6,59 |
L988-Feh N 1071 | 1081 | 1061 I = 1120 1
Desv.tip. | 2816 | 2768 | 3.152 3 981 -
Medis 7,64 4,90 b4l 6,81 5.6
1IH9-Mar N 1054 | 1055 | 1048 B 1107 Ui _
Desv.vip. | 2695 [ 2640 | 2000 , 2,741 2.6l
Medin 7.18 3,56 6.01 | 547 | 631
L1900 Abr N | o8 941 | 9k2 892 TED
Desv tip. | 2046 | 32767 | 2054 2,565 2,840
Medin 7.31 554 619 563 6,400
199]-Abr N 1053 | 1063 | 1076 34 11a
Pesv tip | 2,883 | 2720 | 3034 2,612 2,599 |
Medm | 733 | S07 | 630 497 6,57 ]
1992-May N 1082 | 1098 | 1113 975 48
Desv tip. | 2729 | 2,555 | 2,708 7,648 2 574
. Media 7,00 4,39 B,17 510 | 624 ;
1992-Dic N | 1063 | TOR? | 1096 | | 780 | 1177
__Pesvtip | 2821 [ 2639 | zesd | 2287 | 3560
Media Tl 471 6,10 h,25 |
1993-Fpe [N 1071 | 1069 | 10%4 | 1128 ;
Desv.tip. | 2740 | 2690 | 3,683 7,640 I
ia 739 | 431 | 566 5,04
1993-Feb N 075 | 1084 | 1053 1118 ==
E;{ Hp. | 2603 | 2657 | 2470 2.4R% B |
Medin 7.51 430 | 623 6,15 6,35
|95 300t E%EEE"' |1z o7 1 oss 143 | 1124
| " bs v.iip. | 2733 | 2825 | 2,627 7600 | 2.54]
Media 7.l J.FE____i 6.15 6,04 |
1994-Feh [N 1080 | 1092 | 1087 1134
Desv.tip, | 2784 [ 2742 | 2,576 2,562
Media T3S 361 | 581 | 408 5,96 =
1994-May (N 1108 | 1129 | 1120 1029 | 1154 i
m._ﬂp. 2k53 | 3965 3502 2667 | 2878
Mediu 7.41 422 585 6,18 | 628
19940t |N 1070 | 1084 | 1077 130 | i
B Desv.tip, {2775 | 2832 | 2716 2721 | 21560 ]
Midia 7.52 407 532 430 660 | B
1DU5May N 1078 | Iisn ] 474 Hig
= Desy.tip. | 2714 | 2908 | 2.738 | 4,646 2788 i

B Ut e e
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I e | 708 | 38l | 592 | | | 617 | 615
1995-0ct [N ozt | _lo3a | 10i2 | 1075 | 1047 - ]
| Deay. tip. | 2,757 | 2873 [ 2704 2470 | 2535
Medi 759 | 52 .04 . 533 4,14 —i
1996-May tnr 1120 | Rl 111 990 1152 B
v tp, | 2717 | 2664 | 2797 7429 2,675
Medim | 752 | 484 | 610 452 6,31
109 TNt _F: 1117 100§ 1115 1032 (155 | =
Desw tp. | 2607 | 2604 | 2684 2447 2.615
Adedi 733 | 3530 ml6 | 5,66 6,71
199700 N 1088 | 1087 | 071 13l | 11
Deww o | L7l3 | 2665 | 2.667 2464 | 2,285 ==
T Medis | 7,20 522 5.60 5,12 597 445
1908-May N 1087 | 18D | 1076 1038 il 1048 )
. Doy tip. | 2,189 | 2,656 | 2,705 1,291 2637 2412
Tiledia 724 | s11 | 613 638 | 652 =
199800t N T3 [ i3z | 1143 1164 | 1151
sy tip | 2,768 | 2628 | 2,635 2638 | 2419
iF Medin 717 | 496 | 529 4,78 sS4k 4.3%
1999-May |’\ . 1139 | W37 | 1139 1071 1158 1076 =
[Desv.rip._| 2717 | 2857 | 2708 2301 2,665 2,486
| Bledia 718 | 838 6,13 6,43 6,41
1999-0Oct o4 | 1103 | 1106 i143 | 1128 |
cav. p | Z80a | 2810 | 2605 2551 | 137 ==
E}miiu | 720 | s71 | 611 hs | 642 =1}
2O00-May M | 1130 1134 1128 1155 | 114%
I Desv. fip. | 2698 | 23588 | 3,494 2463 | 2269 |
Nedia | T.20 ;538 | 68 681 | 6,61 |
MO0t BN 1156 | 1154 | 136 1180 11T |
Das tin | 2727 | 2640 | 2,343 3461 | 2306
Mdadin 6,86 537 | 503 637 | A4S
2001:May [N I - A U o 1150 | 1182 =
Dowv.tp, | 2854 | 2584 | 2,358 2576 | 2375 =
iedia 1 579 | a8 | 631l | 6.6 | 685
pinl-Oet N 1157 | 1is3 | 1143 | N7 | 1164 | ]
' mrgp_ 2638 | 2508 | 2459 7351 | 2.181 |
[ l:mm 609 | 503 | 588 hzl | 627
2002-May N TS0 [ 1158 | 1139 1177_| 1168 — 1
Desv.tip, | 2,732 | 2,592 | 337 2380 | 2253
Media 652 | 496 | 543 A AE
T2t N 1 1158 1155 1166 1187 | 1184 : |
[Desv vip. | 2644 | 2630 2,388 2472 | 2333
Vedil 636 | 455 | 568 597 | 602
2003-0et N 1141 | 115l 114] el | 1153 }
| Dewv fp. | 2756 | 2839 | 2494 2547 | 2360 =
Medin 6,29 540 6,17
(LS N 1096 1980 124
Tesv.tip, | 2813 | 2.300 3,33 |
_ Aledia fA0 | S0 | 563 510 | 631
EO04.Der N 159 | 1144 | 1160 1177 | 1T )
_Desv.uip. | 2554 2406 | 1383 347 | L1862
. Meddin 6AE | 51 583 fild 3
2005-Sep |£ 153 1162 | 1168 1181 |
Desv tip | 2865 | 2448 | 2572 2397
IMedis 662 | 510 3.6 — | 51 | 80l R
10050t | ir5] | 146 | 1147 _ 1172 | 1164
) Dees tp. | 2096 | 2319 | 2364 3544 | 2305
f6-Oct__ Medis 613 | 486 | 607 6,30 | 647 | =
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M 1134 1141 1127 CLie4 | 1150 |
Denv. tip. | 2,897 | 26350 | 2386 2434 | 2138 |
Medin f44 501 6.01 6.13 633 |
2007-Cice [N 1137 1142 1123 [ss: | 139 |
Plesw. tip. | 2,807 | 2587 | 2341 2306 | 2000 |
(Medin 5.85 442 b4 638 | &4 !
200%-Mor M 1057 | 1062 1048 1077 1057 |
Dosy. tip. | 2930 | 2681 | 2433 _ 2587 | 238 f
Wi 5,00 4,05 6,48 5,07 638 | £33
BONg-Jul [N 1057 1062 1048 887 1077 1057
Desv. pip. | 2934 | 2608 | 2420 2,133 2557 | ZA01

Fuente; ASEP, La Opmion Publica de |os Espafioles, Banco de Duos ASHRIDS,
hittp:www jdsurvey netds jdsurvey. jsp

ANERO N
Paises goe mtegran las regwnes geoseulinrales

Los paises mcluidos en cade regon son: |: Angle Szjones (Australia, Conadd, Gran
Bretafia, Nucva Zelanda, Estados Unidos); 2: Umon Europes (Andorra, Ausiria, Bélgica,
Bulgaria, Chipre (G), Chequia. Dinamarca, Estonia, Finlendia, Francia, Alemania, Grecia.
Hungria, Islandie, Irbands, ltalia, Cetomn, Lituania, Duxemburgo, Malia, Paises Hajos,
Irlanda del Norte, Noruega, Polonia, Portugal, Rumania, Eslovaquia, Eslovenia, Espafia,
Suecia, Suiza), 3: Furopa del Este & Balcanes (Albania, Armenia, Bielorrusia, Bosnia-
Herzegovina, Croacia, Georgla, Kosovo. Macedonia, Moldavia, Montenegro, Rusia,
Serbia, Ucrania); 4: MENA (Argelia, Bahréin, Egipto, Irdn, hak, Jordama, Kuwail, Libano,
Libia, Marruecos, Palestina, Catar. Arabia Saudi, Tinez, Turquia, Yemen); 5: Islamicos no
MENA  (Azerbaivin, Indonesa, Kaebstan, Kirmoestan,  Palkostin,  Tovikistn,
Uzbekistin); 6; Océano Indico (Bengladesh, Indiay; 7 Asie Pacifico (Ching, Hong Kong.
Japon, Macao, Malaysiz, Mongolia, Myunmar, Filipimas, Singapur. Corea del Sur, Taiwin,
Talandia, Vietnam}, %: Amerca Luting (Argenting, Bolivia, Brasil, Chile, Colomba, R.
Domimcany, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemnala, Haiti, Mexico. Nicarapua, Peri. Poero
Rico, Trmdad & Tobugo, Urupuay, Venezueln), 9 Africa Sub-Sahariana (Burkina Fuso.
Etiopia, Ghana, Kenmia, Mali, Nigena, Ruanda, Sud Africn, Tanzania. Vganda, Zambaa,
Zimbabue).
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SECURITY AND THE GUARDIA CIVIL

Juan Dieg Nicolis
Rayal Academy of Moral and Political Sciences
Camilo José Cela University

SUMMARY: |- THE CONCEPT OF SECURITY. 2.- THE VALUES OF FREEDOM,
EQUALITY AND SECURITY. 3.- THE PERCEPTION OF SECURITY. 4.- SECURITY
AND THE GUARDIA CTVIL.

ABSTRACT: Security has become the most important value in today's societies. Recent
data from over a hundred countries around the world show that most of the world's
population considers security more important than freedom, although there are imporunt
exceptions. When differentiating between three levels af security — personal, community
and national — in general, most people parceive more seeurity in the place where they live,
less in their personal security, and cven less in the security of their country. The Guardia
Civil as one of the Security Forced in Spain, has usually received a rating of more than 6
points on & seale of 0 to 10 points, along with the Crown Prosccution Service, the National
Police Service and the Armed Forces. This article describes how the Guardia Civil has
been assessed over the past few decades by different sectors of Spanish society, and
atternpts to explain the main variables behind this assessment.

KEYWORDS: Guardia Civil, security, mternational, indexes, surveys

1. THE CONCEPT OF SECURITY

All human communities, from the most primitive (even nomadic) to the most developedl,
have heen cndowed with twa forms of social organisation that are absolutely necessary for
qurvival: an economic organisation, which is responsible for determuining what resources
are needed, how they are obtained, and how they are distributed to all members af the
community, and a political orgamsation, which 18 responsible for establishing rulos,
rewards and sanctions for those who meet or fail to meet the objectives set by the
sconomic organisation. The forms of economic and political organisation have varied
greatly throughout human history, both in time and space, depending mainly on the size of
the population of each human community, the resources available, and the technology
available. Population, environment, technology and social organisation are the four
elaments of the social ecosystem that have been interacting and changing since the origing
of Humanity, and that, ot each time and place, produce an equilibrium, always unstable,
which from time to fime breaks down to give way to a new, equally unstable equilibrium
(Hawley 1950, 1966; Dicz-Nicolas 2018).

But political organisation has always gencrated another orgamisation equally
present in any human community to mmplement its rules, its rewards and sanctions: an
organisation that provides security for their enforcement, and which generzlly also takes
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care of protecting the community from internal and external threats. Tradinonal societies
have generally had a social group that has dealt simultaneously with internal and external
security. As sociaties have become more complex, from the late Middle Ages onwards
(18" gnd 15" centuries), most developed societies established separate organisations
denling with internal security (police or equivalent), and external security (armies, armed
forces, by that or any other name) (Alkire 2003; Carro 1989). Interestingly, very recently it
has been observed that the distinction between internal security and external security is
very difficult to establish, as mast threats to internal security have implications for external
sgeurity, and vice versa (Bigo 2000; Brimmer 2008; Fuentes 2011; Haerpfer and Wallace
1977 [lie 2012; Medina 2003, Digz Nicolis 2011h). Almost all states today, however,
continue 1o differentiate between the two types of security, as public policy inertia
cortinues o differentinte between the twho, but 18 aware of their interaction, centres
involving members of the security forces together with members of armies and even
intelligence services are proliterating.

It can be argued that, for many centurics, the majority of the population in all
countries, even in countries that have developed earlier, have been living in siluations of
insequrity, both personal and cconomic. Economic insecurity, because only a small part of
the population had meome, even discontinuous income, only a part had land to cultivale
{#nd even then those who had land were always at risk when il came to harvesting crops
becouse of the climate), so most of the population was aware that their main problem was
to cat every day and have shelter every night. Personal insecurity both on the roads (due to
bandits) and in towns or cities (due (o general economic nsecurity), as well as other
sources of insecurity, such as dissase, hunger and war (Inglehart, 1977, 1990, 1997, Diez-
Nicolas 2011a),

Even in our most developed Western socisties, we had to wait until the end of the
Sacond World War to see how, little by little, the majority of the population in these
socieries achieved previously unattained leveis of economic and personal security. The
period from 1943 10 1989, even up to the end of the 207 century. was the period in history
when, at least in the West, there was a previously unknown growth of the middle classes
and generalisation of the welfire state, which guarantesd economic and personal security
to an extent never known before, The transgition from traditional societies to industrinl and
past-industrial societies has taken place in these 50 years, although it seems that, since the
end of the bipolar world, not only is the Welfare State shrinking and the middle classes aro
losing weight, but also insecurity is increasing, both economic (rising unemployment,
increasing economic and social megualities, reduced upward social mobility, ete ) and
personal (increasing delinquency, organised crime, terronsm, conflicts within each country
and between countries, efc.), Societies are becoming more aware of mereasing insecunty,
so-a sense of security has been an achievement that seems to have only lasted around 50
years in human history (Mewman 2010; Posen 2006; Rowley and Weldes 2011 Tang
20093,

As the UN Human Development Report pointed outl s carly as 1994 that the
concept of sccurity has refetred more to nation states than to citizens, whereas for most
people, the concept of human security means freedom from the threat of hunger, disease,
unemployment, crime, social conflict, political repression and environmental catasirophes
(United Nations 1994). The concept of security has thus shifted from a focus on threats to
territories 10 @ focus on threats 1o people. The concept of security has therefore been
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extended to include economic, food, health, environmental, personal, commumity, political,
and even emotional security, according Lo some.

2. THE VALUES OF FREEDOM, EQUALITY AND SECURITY

Thes= three concepts have been the basis for many political doctrines, ideologies uncl social
movements throughout human history. In the latest wave of values surveys (European
Values Survey-EVS, and World Values Survey-WVS'™) conducted between 2017 and
2022 in almost a hundred countries, respondents were asked which is more important 1o
them, fieedom or equality, and then which is more important, freedom or securty.
Although data is not available for many coumtries, including Spain, data is available for
most countries, especially the major countries in the world, and is sufficient for providing a
global view of the opinion in most of the worlds cultures and regions. W

Tahle 1. Preferences between Freedom and Equality, and between Fresdon and Security. World
and countrizs manped into geo-cultural remens. EVS-WVS 201 7-21022

Preferences B Proferences !
Freedom | Eguality M= Freadmn | Security N=

TOTAL WORLD 354% 446 | (79.585). | 29.3% 0.7 | (79,901)
.-'mg]n—ﬁnxﬂm- T0.7% 5.3 (9.335). 56.1% 439 {9.270).
European Lmon T 189 {5,830} 3.0 [l (58831,
Fastcm Burope and the Balkans A2 0% ETL) (5,0%0) | 309% 691 {5,185).
Middie Bast and North Afiics 40 07, 531 (9.736) | 21.2% T8 | (9.789).
Non-MENA [slanic 52, 3% 47.7 (B, 718} 23.3% T4.T7 (&, 748
Indian Coeun T4 260 (1,193} 295% | Tas | (1.194)
Asin Pacific 458,534 a7 {19,784), 22 1% 779 (19.891). |
Latin Americs A0.2% 498 | (14.950) | 256% 744 | (15,027).
Siih-Saharan Alrica 70.9% 29.1 | (4.920). | 29.8% 02 | (4.215)

Source: EVS WVS TimeSeries |nternalllse spss v3_0

Just over hall of respondents n several dozen countries around the world seem to
prefer freedom (o equality, although a slightly lower proportion prefer eguality to freedom.

8% The Furopean Values Study (EVS) is the internutiomal eomparative project: that initinted the stody of
saeial and eultural valugs in Europenn countries in 1941, However, seme non-Faropean counines alao
conducted the survey, such as Argenting, the United States and others From the 1090 wive onwards. the
EVS and the WVS (World Values Survey) have conducted different surveys bul have oooperaied with cach
pther, <horimg much af the questionnuite and focilinting the companson of their data, even collabomnting o
produce an sgeregatod daty (Tle and o common codehook. The WVS Data Archive, under the direction of
Jnime Diez Metruno and his TiSurvey mstiluic in Madrid, has been responsihle for aggregating and
distributing the joind data Trom the EVS and WVS projecs. Until mid-2022, seven waveg have been
conducted between |U8] and 2022, with 117 partioipating countries, and a total of sver £50,000 personal
interviews in the respondent's home (www worldvilusgaurey.orgl,

I Nt gll countries have asked these questions in the case of the EVS, becnuse the EVS management
decided not o include these questions o (hese countries, mad in the case of te WV, heeauge 4ome ¢otintries
wore unable to participate in this wave, erfher due 1o lack of funding the pandemic, or both, This expluins
why, although Spain parscipates; with different eams, i hoth projecis, datn on these questions are Nt
avmilable for difforent roasons m cnch onse. However, dala is availuble for part of Spain, specifically
Andnlusie, as pur of muesrch conduoted al the end of 2021, These data imetieate that 33% of Amdelusinns
prefer freedom versus 43% whe prefir equality, 33% prefar soounity versus 42% who prefer freedoo; and
55% prefer soourity versus 41% who prefir equality (Pefin Ramos, Diz-Micolis and Llera Rame, 20232}
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When the countries are grouped into geo-cultural regions, it can be seen that the Anglo-
Saxon countries, the countries of the European Union, the Indian Ocean and sub-Saharan
Africa are in the majority in favour of freedom, and these in Eastern Europe and the
Balkans are somewhat less so, Citizens of Islamic couniries outside the Middle East and
North Africa (MENA) and those in Latin America are very divided in their preferences,
but slightly in favour of freedom, while those in Asia Pacific are also very slightly in
favour of equality. Only respondents m the Middle East and North Africa expressed a
somewhat clearer, but not a strong preference for equality.

As for preferences for freedom or security, the preference for security is very clear
in the world as 4 whole, even though Anglo-Saxon countries, although divided in their
preferences, seem to prefer freedom, pethaps because they feel that their security is fairly
guaranteed. It should be emphasised that respondents cxpress somewhat stronger
preferences in the case of the companison between freedom and security than between
freedom and equality, suggesting that they are clearer about their choice in the former case
than in the latter. .

These data show that there is still po common value system for the whole of
Humanity and that, on the contrary, cultural diversity, a5 manifosted m value systems, is
still the rule rather than the exception (Dicz-Nicolas 2020),

Trble 2. Preferences between Freedom and Egquality, and between Freedom and Security, World
unid selected countnes. EVS-WVS 20172022

[ Freedom | Equality N= Freedom Secunty N=
TOTAL
COUNTRIES 55.4% d4.6% | (21.219). | 294% Th.6% (21.317).
| Argemting fil 9% 1% {1,000) 13 7% 662% | (D9 |
Australia T3 | 267% | [1,799) | S2A% 476% | (1,770
Canadn 13.9% In.1% (4018) 49, 1% 50.9% (4,018).
China 342% | 658% | (3019 | 7% 92.9% | (3,028).
Taiwmun (LT 3715 (1,212} 13.7% #.3% {1216
IRy 67.4% F 6% [ 1,450) il 7 35.3% (1. 476)
Mew Fealand T35 26.5% (905) 2300 47.0% (G443,
Russia 550% | M9 | (1.653) | 346% | 75A4% | (1,729).
Turkey 4230 | ST% | (2382) | 398% | 60.1% | (2370).
Ulcraine 698V | 302% | (1178) | 309% | 69.1% | (1,279)
Uniled Statcs TR | 215% | (A973) | T11% | 28.9% | (2,538).

Sourge: EVS WVS TimeSeries InternalUse spss v3 0

Eleven countries have been selected, which to a vertam extent represent the world
as a whole, since, as can be seen, the preferences for the selected countries as a whole are
practically identical to those of the world as o whole. But the differences between countries
are much more important than between regions. Indesd, m the comparison between
freedom and equahity, the prelerence for freedom also predominates. much more strongly
in Australin, New Zealand and the United States (Anglo-Saxon countries), and somewhal
less 5o Ukrame, Germany, Canada, Taiwan and Argentina, and very slightly in Russia;
which scems to show a very balanced preference between the two values. But China and
somewhnt less so Turkey are clearly in favour of equality mn their preferences.
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In relation to the choice hatween freedom and security, there is also a very clear preference
for security in these counries as a whole, bul the majority 1s overwhelming i the case of
China and Taiwan, suggesting that these societies fear potential conflict, though not
necessarily with each otker in the two countries. Interestingly, given the date of the
interviews, Russig also shows a very high preference for security, followed by Ukraine,
Argentina, Turkey, Germany and Canada. The latter couniry, mostly Anglo-Saxan, shows
an atmost totally divided opimion i its preferences for secunty and freedom, possibly
because ofits dial Anglo-Saxon and European identity.

The rest of the Anglo-Saxon countries, led by the United States, and followed by
New Zealand and Australia, very clearly prefer freedom to security, possibly, as suggested
above, because they are confident that they are fairly secure. It is also evident that
respondents are more likely to answer when asked to choose between freedomn and
security, possibly because they are clearer about their own opimon than when asked to
choose between freedom and equality.

3. THE PERCEPTION OF SECURITY

Perceplions are always subjective, each individual percerves reality based on their own
experiences, their own assessments and their own values. Research in Spain and in value
studlics has shown, through principal components analysis with several dozen items, that
individuals anywhere i the world seem to perceive three levels of security: personal
security, which affects them directly or their families, community security, which affects
them in the place where they live (a neighbourhood of a big city, & village), and national
security, which affects them as a country, as a nation, as a state.

These three indices have been included in the aforementionad value studies in the
last twa waves, 2010-2015 and 2017-22 (Dicz Nicalas 201 1h, 2015, 2016).

Table 3. Perception of security st thiee levels and overall (scales from 0 = no seeurity 12
maximm seeurity) EVSWYS, Waves 20102015, and 2017-2022

PERSONAL | COMMUNITY | NATIONAL | OVERALL
SAFETY | SAFETY TNDEX | SECURITY SAFETY
WAVE INDEX INDEX TNDEX
Avomgs 1) U dd 644 T-:-H{I
1010-2014 N= #5477 76,078 B2,118 67,068
| Stand. dev 365 241 315 203
Avarage 716 9.18 6.37 T.54
bO17-2020 | N- 70,582 73,701 75,420 65358
| Stand. dev 363 2.40 304 208
Avernge 7.38 9.32 bl 7.67
OVERALL N= 156,054 149,779 157,538 112326
Stand. dev. 1,65 2.40 109 | 2.06

Source: EVS WVS_TimeSerics Internullse spss v3 0

Given the small difference in the results of the two waves, and the fact that there
are countries that have participated in one or the other or both waves (the majority), it was
preferrable to use the aggregated data from the two waves, which makes it possible 10
obtain average perceptions for cach wave. A slight decrease in the perception ol security in
the latest wave compared ta 2010 is observed in all four indices, This can be attributed 1o
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the consequences of the financial enisis in 2008, the effects of which have reached the
begirming of the Covid-19 epidemic, and above all, 1o the increased tension in international
relations due to the emergence of China as & world power.

And in the two waves, it can be seen that security is perceived to be somewhat
higher in the community of residence, somewhat lower on the persongl level. and even
lower an the national level, but in all cases above 6 points, which would be the mid-point
for the 0 W 12 point scales. All the data are very similar in the two waves, both in terms of
arithmetic means, standard deviations and even the number of people interviewed in each
wave and those who answered the questions used m the construction of the indexes. It
should be noted that the number of cases is different for each of the Mmessurements, hecmuse
each index is constructed from the answers o several questions in the questionnaire, and
not all respondents answered all questions, as usual.

Table 4, Pereeption of security at three levels and overall (arithmetic averuge on scales of 1= fio
secunity 12 = maximum security ), by geo-coltural regions EVS-WYS 20102015, and 2017-2022

PERSONAL | COMMUNITY | NATIONAL | OVERALL

SAFETY SAFETY SEHCURITY SAFETY

GECQ-CLULTURAL REGIONS INDEX INDEX INDEX INDEX
TOTAL WORLD 735 9.32 641 767
Anglo-Saxons 7.59 Q.af 8,32 £43
Evropean Union Bas 1034 818 906
Enslern Furope aned the Balkans 747 877 545 T4
Middle East and North A frion 854 .58 568 i 7.92
Non-MEMA Tslimic (St 10,17 . 542 748
Indian Ceean = 6.2% | B.BZ 662 | 7.20
Asts Pueific .81 9.89 671 .78
Latin Americe .51 7.82 503 6,74
Sub-Soharan Afiica l. T.1h §.28 [ 5,45 .90

Source: EVS_ WV TimeSeries Internallse spss w3 0

When the data 1s analysed by geo-cultural region, it is found that, in mo&t regions, it
15 confirmed that the greatest securily 1s perceived in the community of residence, and
secondly in terms of personal secunity, with two exeeptions, the Anglo-Saxon countries
and the Indian Occan countries (India and Bangladesh), where national security is
perceived ta be greater than personal security. In the case of Anglo-Saxon countries, the
explanation seems to be the aforementioned; their citizens are confident that their national
security is highly guaranteed, but not to the same extent, according to these data, their
personal sceurity. [n the case of the Indian Ocean countries, it seems more plausible to
interpret thet, due to their economic level and high social and economic inequalities, the
explanation is due more to low personal security than o high national security. Comparing
the highest and lowest ratings on each of the three indexes confirms these mlerpretations,
as Anglo-Saxon countries indeed have the highest rating of perceived national security,
while Indian Ocean countries have the lowest perception of their personal security.

It 1s somewhat surprising that citizens in the Middle East and North Africa region
perceive personal security to be the highest, considering the conflicts in those eountries
aver the last decade. Countties in the Furepean Usion are second in this perception of

Hevistn Crentfica del Cenlno Tinlvers I 1o 0ot O el o'l peasind



Revista Logos Guardin Civil

Year 2023 - February

personil security, second in the perception of national secunty, and first in the perception
of community security.

The other Islamic countries are second in perceived community security, but they
are alsa the second lowest in national secarity. Latin American countries have the lowest
perception of personal security (after the Indian Ocean countries), snd the lowest
perception of community security, And Sub-Saharan African countries have the second
lowest community security and the lowest national security. According to the Overall
Perceived Safety Indes, the "ranking" from highest to lowest zafety 13 as follows: European
Union, Anglo-Saxon, Middle East and North Africa, Asia Pacific, Eastern Burope and
Balkans, other lslamic countries, Indian Ocean, Sub-Saharan Africa and Latin America.

Table 5. Parception of security at three levels and oversl| (arithmetic avernge on seales of 0 = no
geourity 12 = maximum seeurity), by selected coutries EVS-WVS 2010-2015, and 201 7-2002

PERSONAL | COMMUNITY | NATIONAL | OVERALL |
SAFETY SAFETY SECURITY | SAFETY
SELECTED COUNTRIES INDEX INDEX INDEX INDEX
TOTAL COUNTRIES 752 9.68 737 8.29
Argenting 7.23 7.93 | 852 792
Anstralia RA1 841 £43 B.72
Canada 7.26 9.18 203 £.49
China 5.91 11.11 742 514
| Taiwan £.80 10,74 631 . 748
Ciermany 556 10.63 873 9.33
New Fealand BAT .62 &% 835 |
Russia 692 h.92 551 733 |
Spumn 10.07 10,00 7.9 G.IR
Turkey gon 9.63 570 836
Ukraine 613 | 0.34 | 547 | 693
United States I 9.52 | 736 7.96

Source: VS, WVS. TimeSeries Internalllss spss v3 0

The analysis by country is much more interesting'™, although it is clear that the
analvsis by geo-cultural regions provides very valuable and hypothesis-suggestive
information that we will not be ghle 1o address here, The first thing te note is that, in these
countries as n whole, the kighest perception of security is that of the commumity, and the
lowest is that on the national level, s in the set of comtries examined above. But there is
much more diversity when comparing these twelve countries than when comparing the
nine regions. In ten out of the twelve countrics, the highest rating corresponds to
community security, but in Spain, the perception of the highest security is on & personal
level, and in Argentina, it is national security, On the other hand, of the ten countries
whose highest perceived security is community security, in six the second highest is
national security (Australin, Canada, China, Germany, New Zealand and the United
States), confirming the hugh perceived national security i Anglo-Saxen countries plus
China and Germany. The remaining four countries that report greater personal than

18 [y this cuse, there i3 dutis for Spain, becavse the WVS team participated in the 2010-2015 wave, and the
1:VS toam parficpated in the 2017-22 wave and ineluded this battery of questions, altheugh i did not melude
the guestions on frecdom, equality and seeunity, as mdicated above.
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national security are Taiwan, Russia, Turkey and Ukraine (two of them directly imvolved in
the current war in Ulkraine and the other two in worrying scenarios, one threatened by
possible invasion and the other in a conflict scenario, such as the Middle Fas). And the
two countries that do not perceive greater community security, Spain and Argentina, agree,
however, that their second highest perception of security is on the community level.

Bul when looking for the countries that perceive the most and least security at each
of the three levels, there are a few surprising findings, although most could be considered
to be expected. Spam and Turkey are the two countries with the highest perceived personal
security, which is not surprising given that Spain is recognised as one of the countries with
the lowesl crime and the highest security, Other countries with high personal security
ratings include Germany, Australia and New Zealand. But those with the Towest perceived
personal sceurity are China and Ulkraine, and to a lesser extent Taiwan and Russia,

China and Taiwan are the two countries with the highest perceptions of community
seourity, which contrasts with their low perceptions of persorial security (including
economic, family, etc.), while Argenting and Russia have the lowest pereeptions af
commumity security. However, the perception of community security is genernlly high in
all eountries, with this receiving above 7 poimts in all of them. And in relation to national
security, New Zealand and Canada show the highest perceptions, while Ukraine, Turkey
and Russia are the three countries with the lowest perceptions of national security. It is
significant that two of these three countries, Ukraine and Russia, are the main direct
protagonists of the current war on Buropean scil, and that Turkey is one of the mam
mediators in the conflict, due to s good relations with both sides and its strutegic
geopolitical position. 1t should be clarified that all interviews were conducted hefore the
outbreak of the war in Ukraine.

The ranking of countries according to their overall perception of security is as
follows; Germany, New Zealand, Spain, Australia, Canada, Turkey, China, Taiwan, the
United States, Argentina, Russia and Ukraing. The explanation for this classification is to
be found in two factors that are difficull to analvse here. Firstly, the resl contrast in some
countrics between these three levels of scourity, which should be measured by objective
security indicators. And, secondly, the different sensitivity of citizens in different countries
to subjectively assess whether their security at each of the three levels is high, medium or
low. Some people have a tendency o assign higher or lower ratings. These are issues that
ment further analysis in other publications.

4. SECURITY AND THE GUARDIA CIVIL

Analysis of the above data provides two key insights into Spain. Firstly, the preference for
security over equality and freedom, albeit with nuances, as explained above, according to
different sectors and social groups. Secondly, Spamards have been found to foel
particularly secure in their personal (and family) lives, significantly more so than citizens
of eleven other countries in different geographical areas, and also quite secure in the
community in which they live, bul less so (in seventh place out of twelve countries) in
terms of their national seeurity, Overall, Spaniards rank third in overall security, behind
only New Zealand and Canada, and ahead of Germany, Australia, the United States and
five other countries.
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Spain has two national security forces, the Guardia Civil and the Nutional Police, os
well as regional police forces n some Autonomeus Communities, and municipal palice
forces in many large cities. It secms likely to assume that the fanctioning of (hese security
forces (on the one hand their effectiveness in protecting eilizens, and on the other hand
iheir treatment of fhese same citizens) must have something to do with these two findings
discussad above, their high assessment of security (over equality and even freedom), and
their perception of very high personal and community safety. We have focused in
particular on the Guardia Civil, because it is both part of the National Security Forces, and
also part of the Armed Forces, and therefore reports to two different minisirics, the
Ministry of the lntenor and the Ministry of Defence, which is not the case with the
National Police, which only reports (o the Ministry of the Interior, However, compansons
between the Guardia Civil, the National Police, the Armed Forces and various other
Spanish political institutions will be examined. For this purpose, it has been possible to use
another great source of survey data, the 248 national surveys conducted monthly in Spam
by ASEP between 1986 and 2011, over 25 years, using a guestionnaire with a large
number of questions repeated month by manth, which provide a datnbase with many ome
serics  difficult to mawh by other nationsl or forsign daia archives
(hnp:fhvww.ldmny_nﬁ-jdsﬁjdsmey.]sp], and a total of almost 300,000 personal
houschold interviews with representaive samples of the Spanish population over 18 years
of age,

Table i Assessment (arithmelic avernge] of the Guardia Civil, 1572009, Spain,

Wear month | Average N Stand, dev. [Year month| Avempe | N |Siand. dev.|
1987-Mur 5.08 038 3186 | 1098-0ct | 638 1,164 2638
[(587-Jun 6,04 IIE] 19K | 1999-Mny | 5.8 1,158 1565
1988 Feb 5.59 1,120 | 2986 | 1999-Oct | 643 1,143 1551
1050 Mur 6.83 1,107 1791 | 2000-May| 655 1,155 2463
1990-Ap 6.51 1,036 TRA0 | 2000-0ct | 651 1,180 2 461
159 1-Apr 6.40 LiT0 7899 | 2000-May| 6.37 1,159 1876
1992 May 6.57 1,148 2564 | 2001-Oct | 6.56 1,171 2350
[1593-Dec 0.24 1,127 | 2560 | 002-May| 621 1,177 2350
1993-Jan 6.25 1,128 2640 | 2002-Oct | 609 1,187 21471 |
1903-Feb 504 1118 2485 | 2003-0et | 397 1161 2547 |
1993 Ot f15 1,143 | 2690 |30048ep| 617 1,120 2331
1094-Feb 6.05 134 2561 | 300d-Oct | 610 1LITT 2347
1994-Mny 5.96 1,154 2478 | 200%-Sep | 6.0 1,181 2597
19940t 618 | 1199 2721 | 2005-Oct | 579 1,172 254
[1595-May 660 1,119 3788 | 2006-0ct | 630 1164 2434 |
1995-Oet 617 1,075 2670 | 2007-Oct | 613 1,133 2.325
1996-May 614 1,152 3675 | 2000-Mar [ 6.38 1077 2.557
1997 -May 651 1155 2.615 | 2009-Jul | 638 1,077 FELI
1997 -Oct 6.66 1.131 2404 ]
1998 May 597 LIl | 2.637 | B

Source: ASER, Spaniards’ Public Cipimion, ASEPIDS Dote Base,
ity /e jdsurvey netl] ra/jdsurvay 1sp

In this monthly national survey, the image of the Guardia Civil was asked about 38
{imes. As can be seen, its rating, on a scale of O to 10 points, has not changed i gnificantly
hetween 1987 and 2009, in over 20 years, and no subsequent data are known to be stored
in any public dnta archive. The average rating of (hese 38 samples 15 6,25 pouts, with a
sandard deviation of 2.26 points, mdicating little disparity between respondents assigning
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high or low ratings, and therefore that there is some consensus on a good assessment, This
persistence in the assessmenl suggests that the image of the Guardia Civil is well
established in the Spanish population, so that one-off events may hardly affect it, except at
specilic moments that do not change over long periods of ime. Values change very slowly,
attitudes somewhal more quickly, and opinions much more frequently.,

Table 7. Assessment (arthmetic avérnge) of various politieal and social institutions, 108 T-200m,

Spain
248 investigations i 38 investipations ]
N= Averape |Stand. dev. W= | Avernge |Swmnd. dev.

The Guardin Civil _ | 43027 | 635 | 243 | 43037 | 635 2.63
The Crown Prosocution Service | 276724 | 6.88 284 4] 647 7.03 28
The Mabomal Govermment 276205 | 485 1.73 41,609 4493 73
Ihe Armed Forces 262241 | 559 271 40,367 .00 2.67
I'he Constitutional Court 41975 | 533 22¢ 1,541 536 2.41
I'he Spamish Confoderntion of IR 481 24 780 5,10 234
Busitess Urpanisations (CEQE) |
Trade Unicns 37234 | 493 259 3,979 508 2.69
The Supreme Court 21,895 | 528§ 2.8 [
The Lower Houso of Farliument | 32,183 | 4.99 1.34 8,940 430 2356
The Upper House of Parliamen: | 23985 | 484 | 228 0
The National Police Service | 33,628 | 631 148 22,518 6,36 237
The Catholie Church | 34578 | 409 208 ] | —
Folitival paries | 36.468 F.00 242 RER 392 | 288 |

Source; ASEP, Spanuards’ Public Opimion, ASEPADS Data Base,
bittped v, dsurvey net/jdajdsurvey.jsp

In all the monthly surveys, the image of Spain's main political and social
stitutions was asked about, most of them every month; and others, such as the Guardia
Civil, only from time to time, Therefore, data has been selected for the seme 13 institutions
i the 248 monthly investigations carried out, &nd only for the 38 investigations in which
the Guardia Civil was asked about. Logically, the data for the Guardia Civil are the same in
both cases, but differ for the rest of the institutions. bevause, s wilh the Supreme Court,
the Upper House of Parliament and the Catholic Church, they were not discussed in the 38
nvestigations in which the Guardiu Civil was asked about. In any case, il seems clear that
the data from both series, for the 10 institutions that are included in both, do not differ
significantly, 1t can thus be seen that the Crown Prosecution Service has always been the
most highly rated, although its rating was somewhat lower than that of the Amed Forces
from 2009 until 2011, when this monthly survey was discontinued. It is evidemt that, in
addition to the Crown Prosecution Service, the National Police, the Guardia Civil and the
Armed Forces are valued more highly than the other political and social institutians,
regardless of the political forces that had the majority in the powers of the State at any
given time. Political parties have always been the worst raled by Spamards, someathing that
15 also common in over a hundred countries around the world, according to international
surveys on values'®,

"™ Data on the image of the Armed Forces, sompared to that of other fistitutions, in 117 counirics
participating in the EVS-WVE values surveys huve been analysed m great detil in Dies-Nicolus 2022, in
TS,
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Detailed data for each of these ten institutions is provided in Annex [ Specifically,
for ench of the 38 surveys, the arithmetic average, the standard deviation and the number

of cases are presented for cach of the ten institutions menlioned.

Tuble 8 Matrix of correlations betwesn each mstitution's rating and others, 1987-2009, Spain
E =
3 &
2 BEE |3 E g2| E r
5 g =1 E g E E% 5 E s #E ~
& gz g |G 23| 3 5852 s (B3
o =) u g u E E 2 - % e = —
SF | BEfE &5 B2 | E5| E BcBEz 1S
The CGuardia Civil I 445 | 3187 | 686 | 171 | a2 | 491 | 284 | 749" | 4847
e Crown Proscculion Semace | 445 | 1| 344" | 483 | 203" | 272" | 170" 4 36T | 443 | 2197 |
[The Natonal Government aie | S | 1 |.3987 | 3337 | 278" | 280~ | 580 | J68" | 472
[The Armed Forces 686" | 4B37 [ 3287 | 1 160~ | 350 | 1817 | 3117 | 646 | 1367 |
Mhe Constitwiional Conrt 17" | a3t | 33T | s 1 I B3 olan® -
The Spanish Confedemtionof | 312 | 272" | 2787 | 3587 | " | » i -
Business Organisations (CEOE) |
Trge Unions 181 | .Ag0" | 80 | IRy | » y 1 [ 4957 | % | 484”
Tho Lower Hause of Parlinment | 284 | 286~ | SBO" el T WA 1 ; g
The Nafional Poliee Service 40 | A4y | 308 | 46T | 2017 b b 2 ] G
[Political partics 18 | 219" | 472 |36 | 0 W [ AmT | ¥ 3 1

Spurce: ASEP, Spaniards’ Public Opinion, ASEPJDS Data Base.
hittp:fwwew. dsurvey netjds/jdsurvey. sp

In the correlntion matrix between the assessment of each institution and that of all
the others, it can be seen that all the correlation coefficients (Pearson's = 1) are poesitive and
statistically significant, but with different degrees of intensity. The Guardia Cival's highest
correlations are with the Natianal Police and the Armed Forces, and the lowest are with the

Constitutional Court, Political Parties and Trade Unions,

Talile 9. Principal component annlysis, 1987-2009, Spain

Ca Tl
] 2 |

The Cuardia Civil ER3 075
MThe Crown Prosoution 653 L334
[Service

[The MNatenal Governmen 205 | 81

The Armed Fomees 350 h5
The Coastilutional Court 064 | 813
The National Police Sorviee | 862 | 189

Source: ASFP, Spaniards” Public Opinion, ASEPILS Dala Base,
bt weww dsurvey netjds dsurvey )sp
Method of extraction: Principal companent analysis
Method of rotation: Varimax normabisstion with Kaiser,
a The rotatien has converged in 3 iterations.

A principal ¢omponents analysis produces a first factor that encompasses the three
institutions representing security, Guardia Civil, National Police und Armed Forces, and
less high

also The Crown Prosecution Service, albeit with a somewhat lower but nongthe
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level of saturation. Spaniards obviously consider these four instit
same construct, the same “latent structure”, in the waords
component includes the Constitutional Court fnd the
constrct or component. The other three ingt
they did not coincide with each
that, for Spantards, the Secu
Forces and the Crown Progecution Service constitute Bl
as distinct from politics, which apparenly does nol

seCunty.

Table 10, Assessment of the Guardia Civil by different social

ity Forces (Guardia Civil

Security and the Guardia Civil

groups [987-200%, Spain

utions to be part of the
of Lazarsfeld (1968). The second
National Government, as a “political”
initions wore rejected by the model, because
other enpugh times on the same dates, It seems to be clear
and National Police), the Armed
nit, providing them with security,
provide them with the same sense of

Sex Avernge | Hubitat of residence Average | Educational level Averpas |
Male 615 | Less than 2,040 643 [Low fr, 58

| Female 634 | From 3,001 5,000 636 | Medium .01
Cohore Avernge | From 5,000 1w 10,000 633 |Hiph 584
Born betveeen 1907-21 T8 [ From 10,001 w0 50,000 6.19 | Pamily 55E Average |
10221635 696 150,001 w 100,000 633 | High, Modin high 6115
1937-195] G54 100,001 ta 250,000 612 | Medium 6.21
1252-19656 506 | Ower 250,000 B3l | Medium Low 6.54
1967-1981 567 | Mudnd and Barcelon 614 |Low 640
1062 [0 536 | Oceupations] stntuy Average | Subjective Socinl Cluss Average
Auntonomous Community | Avemge | High 6.09 | High 6.14
Andalisia 6.67 | Medium 601 | Avomge 6.24

| Aragon 676 |Low 606 | Low 6.28
Asiuring £.30 | Unemployed 398 | Household income level | Averape |
Baleario Tslands 632 | Housewife G35 | Low 6,70
Catulonis 581 | Relired 6.71 Ayerage .34
Canary [slands 647 | Student SRR High .08
Crntulia 6.24 | Other 7.39 | Sochal Posltion Avarage
Cutile and Lietn tidf | Keonomie sector Average | 0. Very low 6.04
Castile-La Mancho 101 | Mot setive & 70 1 6.75
Extremadur 6.71 | Unemploved 597 |2 1.4
Grlieia 57% | Public Secior 638 (3. 6.27
La Ripja 617 | Priv. Sec. employed 596 |4 5,96
Mudrid 649 Prv Sec self-emploged 611 |5 6.07
Murzia 691 | Nationallst sentiment Avérags |6 6.3
Mivairre 305 | Natiomalist n 542 |7 a47

tie Crmnibiy 184 Mationalist/Spanish G40 |8 Very hioh 24
| Valencian Comrunity 6.51 | Spunish f.66 | Post-materiplism A
Exposure to information | Averige | [deolopy Average | Materialists .58
i 6.2  |FarleRi IET | Postrmaterialists S.68
High 630 | Lef 352 | Religious practice A
Avcrage 6:13 | Contre loft 6.04 |Low 5.92
Low .29 | Centie 653 | Average .6
Nore 627 | Contre nght 695 |High 1.00
Right 731
Far right 748

Source: ASEP, Spaniarids” Public Opinion, ASEPADS Dass Base,
hitpeffwww jdsurvey net/jds/ dsurvey jsp

The dota show that the rating of the Guardia Civil is higher among women, the

elderly, the retired and the non-active, those with a “materialistic™
vilue orientation, In addition, the

R L ol Setitro Lneoersi

(tracitional, scarcity)
higher their exposure to information, their fecling of
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Spanishness, their right-wing ideological orientation, their religious practice, and the lower
the size of the habitat whete they live, their educational level, their family socio-economic
status, their subjective social class, their household ncome level, and their social position,
{he higher their assessment of the Guardia Civil (Galtung 1964, 1976; Diez Nicolds 2009).

In terms of their assessment by region in Spuin, their highest assessment is found in
Castile-La Mancha, and also in Mureia, Aragon and Exiremadura, and the lowest in tha
Basque Country, and also in Navarre, Galicia and Camlonia, all regions with a higher
nutionalist identification than with Spain. In any case, it should be stressed that the rating
of the Guardia Civil is higher than 6 points in 76 social groups, and is only lower than i
paints but equal to or higher than 5 points among those born after 1967, those living in
Catalonia, Galicia and Navarre, students, those who consider themselves more nationalist
than Spanish, those with a high level of education, those oriented towards posi-matenalist
values, and those with low religious practice. And it is only less than 5 poinfs in the
Basque Country and among those-who position themselves ideologically on the extremne
lefi

The data seem to show that the Guardia Civil has a better image among alder
paople, of low socio-economic status and residing in rural areas and small towns, which
confirms the objectives of this institution, which is oriented (o always acting in defence of
the weakest and neediest, and above all; to provide security outside the cities, which
already have their own local police or the National Police,

Finally, a regression model has been constructed to try to understand which
variables contribute most to explaining the variance in the assessment of the Guardia Civil.
Far this purpose, we have used as explanatory variables those which, according to the
previous data, seem Lo have greater explanatory-predictive power, i.e. Age, habitat of
residence size, houscheld economic situation, household incame, social position index,
post-materialism index, information exposure index, ideological self-positioning, Spanish-
aationalist sentiment, satisfaction with the government and religious practice.
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Table 11. Regression model (o explain the sssessment of the Guardia Civil, 1987-2009, Spain

Correelad RE= 0,177 Unstandardised coeMckenis Tupifizd t Sig,
caeflicients
B Typrcal ermor Fem ]
| Comgtant) _ .10 .SER 173 863
e 031 A 721 8302 000
Hahitar of residence A1 034 g 3 500 00
Heusehold Ecenemic Situntion R iE &3 129 1.243 214
Hevsehold imeoms level 262 29 D58 2025 043
Social Position Tndex - (HoR S - 052 -1.514 130
Post-aterialism index: =383 133 =104 -4.307 {ii]
Expomire to inlomation - 011 ik - 003 =137 A1
Idealagical self-positioning 344 S50 B 6.939 00
[Spanish-nationulist sentmen Bl 004 156 6.5%0 M)
sausfiooon with democracy 413 04 155 i 445 0ao
Satisfiction with the government - {91 054 0465 1701 (89
Relipious practice 63 M7 A 17 448

Source: ASEF, Spaniards® Public Opiuion, ASEP/IDS Data Base;
httpi/ i Jdsurvey et/ ds/jdsurvey jap

The model explaing 18% of the variance in Spaniards’ assessment of the Guardia
Civil, and only five of the twelve variables included in the modz! do not seem 1o contribute
anything additional to whal the other seven variables explain.'™ And of the seven variables
that do have a stustically significant relationship, as measured by the beta coefficient, age
seems (o be the variable that contributes most lo this explanation, in the sense that the
higher the age of the respondent, the higher their assessment of the Guardia Civil. Three
other vaniables also contribute significantly 10 the explanation of the variance, namely
ideclogical self-positioning, Spanish-nationalist sentiment and  satisfaction  with
democracy, in the sense that the more 1o the right the respondent's ideological self-
positioning, the more Spanish they feel and the more satisfied they are with the functioning
ol democracy, the higher fhe rating of the Guardia Civil. The latter is very important, and
imiplies that those who value the Guardia Civi] are those who are satisfied with democracy,
and therefore do not favour non-democratic systems.

"I does ot Seem necessary to axpluim that this does nol mean that these five varnbles do not have o
stntistically sigmificant relatpnship with the assessment of e Guardia Civil, Tt just means o they div nod
add saythitg to the explanation already contributed by the other varisbles in the model, because they have 1
stromg Telatonship with these.

Heviae Crgnimcmde] Centea Ty ersiics de Ty Groed Te CiviLin™ spoitiol



Revistn Logos Guardia Civil

Year 2023 « Fehary

ANNEXT

A sgessment (ariflimetic average on a seale of 0 to 10 points), sumber of respondznts who answered
the question (N} and smandard dev

institutions in the 38 mvestigetions i which

wation of the ratings, of len security and palitical or social
the Guardia Civil was asked about. Spaim 1987-2009

| Crown | | Lawar | |
rosscut Nahonal Huuse
ion  [Govemmen Comstituticnal of Chumrdia | Watiorial | Trade | Political
Service ) FAS Court Parlgment | CEOE | Ciwil | Police | umions | parhes
Avernge 703 | 493 .00 536 4.89 510 | 625 636 5.08 392
Total : 41647 | 41609 | 40367 1,541 40 | T80 | 43027 | 22518 | 3,979 284
Rtand. dev. | 1836 | 2727 | 2.672 2406 1562 | 2387 | 2631 | 2374 | 2687 | 2867
| Average 739 535 4,89 S 68 523 3.92
1987-Mar 956 [1E 050 1,038 | £91 He8
%ﬂ. dev. | 2803 | 2971 | 3346 3156 3002 2967
vera 7.49 5.61 S04 - 576 f.04 6.4
{1987-Tun E 972 965 501 634 1,014 984 |
Stand. dev. | 2.867 | 2929 | 2973 1683 2083 | 2921 ]
Averape | 760 3,42 622 6,59
1088 Feh [N LO71 | 1,081 | 1,061 1,120
Soand, dev. | 2816 | 2768 | 3152 | 2986
Wverage 7.l 400 £.31 6,83 | 486 —)
1080 Mar N LOSR | 1055 | 1,046 1,107 Uhd
[Stand. dev. | 2695 | 2640 | 2893 2.791 2660
Avemuge 718 5.5k 6.01 547 6,51 =
h990-Apr [N 958 00| e 592 1,036
Stand dev. | 2.046 | 2.767 | 2.834 2,565 2,340
, [Averuge 731 5,54 6.19 5.63 640
qa9l-Apr M 1083 | 1063 | 1076 034 Li10 ]
Stomd, dev. | 2083 | 2719 | 3.054 2612 2,809
Aversge | 733 507 | 630 497 .37
1992-May N (2| 1098 | 1113 975 1,148
and. dev, | 2729 | 1555 | 2708 2.648 2.584 =1
Averuge | 709 439 | 617 510 | 624 =
1992-Dec N 063 | 1082 | 1,096 780 | 1,137
Stend dev. | 2821 | 2639 | 2654 33§7 | 2.560
Averape 731 1 471 6 1] 635 |
19093 Jan N 101 | 069 | 1004 1,128
Stand_dev. | 2.740 | 2600 | 2683 2640
Ayerage 739 | 431 5.66 504
1593Feb N 115 ] lbes [1083 LI1§
Stnd_dev_| 2602 | 2657 | 2471 2485
Averige 751 430 | 623 g3 635
1993:0ct N [ 1402 | 1,107 | 1ORS 10343 | 1.124
Stand. dev, | 2733 | 2.835 | 2,627 1690 | 2541
Average 720 104 f.15 o.4k5
1004-Feb N [t | 1083 | 1,087 1,134
[Stand. dev. | 2784 | 2742 | 2.576 1,562
Avenge | 7.5 38 581 4ps 06 |
| 904 My N 008 | LI29 | 1,120 1,029 1,154 T
, Stand dev_ | 2853 | 2965 | 2902 2667 2878
| Average Tl 422 | 585 .18 028
TeUdOgr N To70 ] 104 | 1,877 | 1,120 | 1,104
Shmd. dev, | 2,775 | 2932 |16 2721 | 2560
[Averags 7.52 4.07 6.22 430 6.60 1
I N 078 | 1086 | 1,064 579 1119 ]
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Smnd dev. | 2714 | 20918 | 2738 1646 1788
Average | 738 381 592 6.17 | 615
1995-0at [N 021 | 1ed2 | 1z LOTs | 1,047
Sund dov. | 2757 | 2873 [ 2799 2670 | 2535
Average 759 526 | A4 3.33 .14
[906-May [N 1.130 441 1,11 9490 1,152
Stand. dev. | 2717 | 2664 | 2707 2439 2673
Wyomge | 742 484 610 4 57 651
1997 May N LUT | 1095 | 1,115 1032 1155
' Btand dev. | 2617 | 3604 | 2684 2447 2415
Average | 733 | 520 6.16 6 1566 6.71
1997-0ct N 1088 | 1,067 | 1,071 LIAT | 118
Stund. dev. | 2713 | 2665 | 2.667 2464 | 2285
Average 720 | 532 _5.60 512 597 485
1995-May N LOK7 | 1,080 | 1,078 1,038 LIT] 1,048
Sund. dev, | 2789 | 2656 | 2.705 2291 2.637 | 2413
Averppe 7.24 532 6.13 6.3% 6.52
1998-0ot [N 1,143 [ 13 [ 1ad L1648 | LI51
Stand. dev. | 2.768 | 2628 | 2#35 1638 | 2419
Average | 717 | 496 329 4.78 56k 438
1990 May N LI3Y | L1137 | 1139 1,071 1158 1L.076
Stand dev | 2717 | 2457 | 3908 2.321 2.665 2.486
Avernge | 718 528 6.13 643 641
1999-Oct [N LI04 | 1103 | 1,106 1143 | 1,128
Stand dev, | 3.802 | 2510 | 2605 25481 [ 237
Avernge | 720 877 | &1 .55 642
B000-May N 1L130 | 1034 | {128 1,155 | 1,145
Stund. dev. | 2698 | 2588 [ 2494 2463 | 2260
dovermgee | 720 538 615 .51 .61
D000-Oct [N LIss | 1,054 | 1156 1LI8D | 1,172
Suand dov. | 2727 | 2640 | 2543 2461 | 2306
Average | 6,86 5327 6.03 £137 645
2001-May [N LI19 | L1290 [ 1109 L159 | 1152
Stund, dev. | 2854 | 3584 | 2558 2876 | 2375
Avernge | 6.79 518 | 831 .56 6.55
2001-0ct N LIST | 1,153 | 1,143 L171 | 1,768
Stand. dev. | 2.638 | 2308 | 2.459 2351 | 2781
Averge | 6.00 503 | Sam 6.21 627
2002-May N 1,150 | 1%k | 1,139 L177 | 1,168
Stund dev. | 2732 | 2592 | 2378 2350 | 3353
Average | 652 | 476 | 583 6.00 | 618
20020t P LISS | 1155 | 1166 | LIRT | 1184
Stund. dev. | 2644 | 2630 | 3388 | 2472 | 2333
e 636 455 a6 5497 .02
2003-00t N 41 | LS [ L LI6I | 1,153
Stund. dev. | 2756 | 2839 [ 2494 | 2547 | 2360
Avempe 5.29 5.40 617
2004-Scp N 1096 | 1,090 1,130
Stand, dev. | 2813 | 2.500 2331 |
Avernge | 640 5.70 563 610 | 631
2004-0ct [N L1859 | Li44 | 116D LITT | 1i7
Stand. dev. | 2954 | 2406 | 2.385 2347 | 21
Averape | 648 | 523 593 6,04 |
2005-8sp N 1153 ] mae2 | 1,168 1,181
Staiid. dov. | 2865 | 24494 | 2572 2.597
Avers fi.62 510 | 586 £70 601
SOt N LIS | 1,046 | 14T 1,172 | 1,164
Stand- dev. | 2796 [ 230 | 2364 2544 1 2305 |
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verage | 613 486 6.07 6.30) .47
2006-0ct N L34 | 1,141 | 1127 Lisd | 1150
Srand. dev, | 2.897 2650 1380 2434 2,139
Average | b4 S0l il 6.13 (&L
P007-Cct [N L137 | 1142 | 1123 1,155 | 1,129
Stand. dev. | 2.807 | 2583 | 2341 2335 | 22m2
Averge | 585 44 | B4 _ 63K .46
2009 Mar [N 1,057 | 1062 | 104K 1077 | 1,057
Siand dev. | 2.930 | 2.681 [ 2.433 2357 | 2352
. Average | 5.90 405 648 .07 [T 6.33
2o09-Jul - N 1,057 | 1,062 | 1,048 787 1077 | 1,057
Giand dev. | 2934 | 2608 | 2420 2.133 2.557 | 2402

Source: ASEP, Spaninrds” Public Opimon, ASEP/JDS Data Base,
hirtpewww jdsurvey.netjdsdsurvey jsp

®

ANNEX 11
Countries that make up geo-culural regions

The countries included in ecach region are: 1@ Anglo-Saxons (Australia, Canada, Great
Britain, New Zealand, United States); 2. European Union (Andorra, Austria, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Cyprus (G), Czech Republic, Denmark, Estoma, Fmland, France, Germany,
Gresce, Hungary, lceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta,
Netherlands Northem Ireland, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia,
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland); 3: Eastern Furope & Balkans (Albania, Armenia, Belarus,
Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatin, Georgla, Kosove, Macedonia, Moldova, Montenegro,
Russia, Serbia, Ukraine), 4 MENA (Algeria, Bahrain, Egypt, Tran, Irag, Jordan, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Libya, Moroceo, Palesting, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Tunisia, Turkey, Yemea), 5.
Non-MENA Islamic {Azerbaijan, Indonesia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Pakistan, Tapkistan,
Usrbekistan); 6: Indian Occan (Bangladesh, India); 7. Asia Pacific (China, Hong Kong,
Japan, Macao, Malaysia, Mongolia, Myanmar, Philippines, Singapore, South Korea,
Taiwan, Thailand, Vietnam); 8 Latin America (Argenting, Bolivia, Brazil. Chile,
Colombia, Dominican R., Feundor, Bl Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Mexico, Nicaragua,
Peru, Puerto Rico, Trimidad & Tobagn, Uruguay, Venezuela), 9@ Sub-Saharan Alnca
(Burkina Faso, Ethiopia, Ghama, Kenya, Mali, Nigeria, Rwanda, South Africa, Tanzania,
Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe].
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