





























Risks and safety on the internet: The perspective of European children

Details of main fieldwork, by country

Country

Austria (AT)
Belgium (BE)
Bulgaria (BG)

Cyprus (CY)

Czech
Republic (Cz)

Denmark (DE)
Estonia (EE)
Finland (FI)
France (FR)
Germany (DE)
Greece (EL)
Hungary (HU)
Italy (IT)
Ireland (IE)

Lithuania (LT)

Netherlands
(NL)

Norway (NO)
Poland (PL)
Portugal (PT)
Romania (RO)
Slovenia (SI)
Spain (ES)
Sweden (SE)

Turkey (TR)

United
Kingdom (UK)
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Children in
population

9-16 years®

739,722
974,461
554,032
82,059
809,443
558,236
105,460
501,387
6,005,850
6,419,300
862,481
854,406
4,516,646
458,260
320,821
1,582,903
503,160
3,490,271
871,444
1,821,471
154,063
3,401,338
861,183
10,297,791

5,861,598

Estimated
children
online®

86%
78%
92%
68%
90%
97%
96%
98%
87%
86%
59%
93%
55%
93%
96%
96%
98%
97%
78%
78%
95%
80%
98%
89%

96%

Number of
interviews

Interview
methodology

PAPI
PAPI
PAPI
PAPI
PAPI
CAPI
CAPI
CAPI
PAPI
CAPI
PAPI
PAPI
CAPI
CAPI
PAPI
PAPI
CAPI
PAPI
PAPI
PAPI
CAPI
CAPI
CAPI
CAPI

PAPI

Method of address
selection

Random Walk

Random Walk

Random Walk

Random Walk

Pre-selected households -
telephone recruitment

Pre-selected households -
telephone recruitment

Random Walk

Random Walk

Random Walk

Random Walk

Random Walk

Pre-selected households with
children aged 9-16

Random Walk

Random Walk

Random Walk

Pre-selected households -
telephone recruitment

Pre-selected households -
telephone recruitment

Pre-selected households

Random Walk

Random Walk

Random Walk and Pre-selected
households with children aged

Random Walk

Pre-selected households with
children 9-16 - telephone

Random Walk

Random Walk

Fieldwork
dates 2010

24 April - 25 July

6 May — 14 July

6 May — 24 June

17 May - TBC

21 May — 2 July

30 April — 14 June

10 May - 14 July

28 April — 2 July

6 May — 3 July

20 May — 7 July

10 May — 2 July

10 May — 15 June

28 April — 3 July
5 May — 24 July
23 April — 6 July

3 May — 5 August

21 May — TBC

6 May — 26 July

29 April — 30 July

16 May — 25 June

3 May - TBC

10 May - 15 July

27 May — TBC

3 May — 17 June

1 May — 21 June
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™ In other words, the measure is the percentage of children in each country who have encountered one or more of online pornography,
bullying, receipt of sexual messages, contact with those not known face to face, offline meetings with online contacts, potentially harmful
user-generated content, personal data misuse. In effect, this is to treat the seven factors as a risk index, though it must be acknowledged
that the decision about which risks are included in this index may affect the results.

™ Correlation on a country level, r=0,77 and on an individual level, r=0,29; both are statistically significant, p<0,001.
" Correlation on a country level, r=0,78 and on an individual level, r= 0,28; both are statistically significant, p<0,001.
" Correlation on a country level, r=0,66 and on an individual level, r= 0,49; both are statistically significant, p<0,001.
" Correlation on a country level, r=0,67 and on an individual level, r= 0,44; both are statistically significant, p<0,001.
™ Lenhart, A. (2009) op cit.

¥ Ofcom (2006) Media Literacy Audit: Report on Children's Media Literacy. London: Office of Communications.

# Klinke, A., & Renn, O. (2001) Precautionary principle and discursive strategies: classifying and managing risks. Journal of Risk
Research, 4(2), 159-174. See also Livingstone, S. (2010) op cit.

¥ As noted above, Finnish participation was funded by Finnish Ministry of Education and Culture and of Transport and Communications.
% population figures taken from Eurostat.

# Figures for internet penetration are estimated from a combination of data from the Eurobarometer (% children using the internet in
2008) and Eurostat (change in internet penetration, as measured among 16-24s 2008-2009). Internet penetration for 2010 was estimated
by taking the actual penetration in 2008 and extrapolating the rate of growth in internet use measured by Eurostat across 2009-2010. As
2009 data were unavailable for the UK and Belgium, estimates for UK and Belgium are based on 2008 data, scaled up by the average
population change across the countries where 2009 data are available. Eurostat gives figures for the changing proportion of 16-24 year
olds who have used the internet in the past year, and those who have ever used the internet. The change in internet penetration was
estimated at being between these two figures. Where data on the change in internet penetration among 16-24s were unavailable, the
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® Fieldwork is ongoing: the total number of interviews will increase in the final dataset.

# Data processing is ongoing: the total number of interviews will increase in the final dataset.
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