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The importance of regional policy

Available budget of EU Cohesion Policy 

2021-2027 EUR 392 billion.
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1bn

Which regions should we support?

?
?

?
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Growth and Decline West 

German regions: 

Job growth rates from

1978 to 2014 

(Dauth & Südekum, 2016)
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Theory: the level of benefits is more guided by self-

interest than the access to benefits (Van Hootegem et al. 2023)
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Level of regional transfers (how 

much)

 I expect regional self-interest

 Level of transfers emphasizes that some 

receive more and others have to pay more

 H1: Residents from declining regions do 

more agree to increase the level of existing 

regional transfers than residents from 

growing regions

Access to regional transfers (who)

 I expect less regional self-interest

 Insurance motive: even when distribution is 

restricted to poorer groups, the possibility 

of future exposure to risk remains for all

 H2: Residents from declining and growing 

regions do not differ in their policy 

preferences for recipient regions (access to 

regional transfers) 
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Operationalization
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Level of regional transfers (how 

much)

 Single Item question in the questionnaire

 “There are measures in Germany that 

redistribute funds between richer and 

poorer areas. What do you think? Should 

the support for financially poor areas” 

 be cut

 stay the same as before

 be increased

 Don’t know

Access to regional support (who)

 Factorial survey experiment with a 

hypothetical funding program and varying 

fictitious regions

 “How fair would it be if this region gets 

support from a new program?”

 1 very unfair to 9 very fair 
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Access to support: the hypothetical funding programme
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 Imagine the German government was launching a new 1 

billion EUR  regional funding program

 In total, more than 200 regions can be considered

The question of how many and which regions will 

ultimately be funded and in what amounts is still open. 

Respondents don’t get information about whether their 

home region might be among the recipients, but it is also 

not ruled out. 

1bn

? ?
?
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Eligible recipient regions (243 vignettes)
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H2: Residents from declining

and growing regions do not 

differ in their policy preferences 

for recipient regions 
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Alternative hypotheses
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Need could be more important in 

declining regions

Efforts or returns could be more

important for growing regions
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The online survey (n=1557)
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Population West German population aged 18 and above 

(data for other regions also available) 

Subsamples From decline (n=777) and growth regions (n=780)

Period August to September 2018

Quotas Federal states, age, sex

Vignettes 5 Vignettes per respondents

Cooperation Norstat (incentivized respondents)

Survey Housing situation, mobility, attitudes towards regional 

redistribution, political orientation, use and assessment of 

infrastructure

Regiodata Merged with INKAR data on Landkreis (county) level
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Agreement to level of transfers is guided by self-interest
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Financial transfers from richer to poorer regions should be... 

from decline regions (n=777)

from growth regions (n=780)

 Statistically significant in a 

logistic regression with 

increased transfers (0/1)

 Further controls: age, edu, 

sex, income, rurality, part-

fulltime

∆ ***

∆ *
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Further regions: agreement to the level of transfers is still guided 

by self-interest
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Financial transfers from richer to poorer regions should be... 

from decline regions (n=777)

from growth regions (n=780)

from featureless regions (n=650)

from East (n=398)

East Germany

Featureless regions
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 Respondents from decline and 

growth regions have quite 

similar policy preferences

 Exception: only in growth 

regions, little economic growth 

potentials lead to less 

agreement

Access to support: how fair do you think it would be if this region 

gets support from the new program? (multilevel random intercept) 

1 very unfair to 9 very fair 
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 Respondents from 

„featureless“ and East German 

regions also have quite similar 

preferences

Access to support: how fair do you think it would be if this region 

gets support from the new program? (multilevel random intercept) 

1 very unfair to 9 very fair 
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Agreement to level of transfers is more guided 

by regional self-interest than access to transfers 

Residents from Growth regions also want 

protection against economic shocks

Residents from Decline regions also value 

growth potentials, especially in lagging regions

Conclusion
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Highlight WHAT policies do instead of HOW MUCH

Potentials: identify strengths and 

increase confidence in weaker 

regions (e.g., regional branding)
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Protection: clarify how the policy 

protects all regions from events like 

development traps (e.g., financial 

equalization schemes)
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Thank you very much!

Perceived fairness of government 

support for different regions: 
A survey experiment in German decline and growth 

regions

jan.gniza@fau.de | @JGniza
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