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Cross-national analysis of attitudes towards migration



RESEARCH QUESTION AND APPROACH

Which factors may explain the differences in

attitudes towards migration and migrants between
European countries?

Approach: to explore both macro (country level)
and micro level (individual) factors.
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MACRO-LEVEL RESULTS



Three facets of attitudes towards migration/ migrants 1.

Social distance (Bogardus): How much would you mind or not mind if someone of a
different racial group or ethnic background...

— Was appointed to be your boss?

— Married to a close relative?

10
.... would mind a lot A

... would not mind at all \/

SE NO NL ES DE DK CH SI GB FI FR |E PL PT BE EE IL LT HU CZ

o= APPOINTED AS YOUR BOSS MARRIED A CLOSE RELATIVE OF YOURS




Three facets of attitudes “Would you say that [country]’s cultural life is F EAR frO mm igra ntS/

. . generally undermined or enriched by people
towa rdS m |grat|0n/ coming to live here from other countries?”
migrants 2.

migration

Cultural

“Most people who come to live here
work and pay taxes. They also use
health and welfare services. On

“Do you think the religious beliefs
and practices in [country] are

generally u.nderm{'ned or enriched by Rel ig ious Welfare balance, do you think people who come
people coming to live here from other here take out more than they put in or
H ?II
countries: put in more than they take out?”
“Are [country]’s crime problems Labour Would you say that people who come

to live here generally take jobs away
market from workers in [country], or generally
help to create new jobs?”

made worse or better by people
coming to live here from other
countries?”
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Cultural threat

Hungary _ 5.1
United Kingdom _ 5.0
Austria _
Lithuania _ 48
Slovenia _ 47
France _ 46
Ireland _ 46
Estonia _ 4.5
Portugal _ 45
Israel _ 44
Belgium _ 43
Denmark _ 42
Norway _ 42
Poland _ 4.1
Spain _ 4.0
Switzerland _ 4.0
Netherlands _ 40
Germany _ 37
Finland _ 3
Sweden - 2.7
o 1 2 3 4 5

50 United Kingdom

Religious threat

——

Czech Republic

France

Austria
Belgium
Lithuania

Netherlands

Ireland
Norway
Isragl
Estonia
Slovenia

Denmark

Hungary
Portugal
Spain
Switzerland

ey |+

Poland

Sweden

Finland

Crime threat

e N

Norway

Czech Republic
Hungary
Portugal
Belgium

Spain
Netherlands
Germany
Finland
Switzerland
Denmark
United Kingdom
Sweden
Slovenia

Israel

Ireland
Lithuania

France

Poland

[=al
(=]

o
[=2]

[=al
i

I
I
I o
I
I
I
I
Estonia _ 5.7
B

=

1

2 3 4 5 6 7



COMPOSITE FEAR INDEX
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Three facets of attitudes towards migration / migrants 3.

Rejection: To what extent do you think [your country] should allow people from the poorer countries outside Europe?

(Share of ,,allow none” responses)

Hungary
Estonia

Czech Republic
Lithuania
United Kingdom
lreland

Portugal

Slovenia
France 18%
Austria 18%
Belgium 18%
Finland 15%
Spain 149%
Poland 13%
Metherlands 12%
Denmark 12%
Switzerland 2%
Germany 7%
Morway 3%
Sweden 2%
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ECONOMIC

GDP/ capita

Corruption index

Institutional trust

MACRO MODEL

SOCIAL/
EDUCATIONAL

Social Cohesion

Poverty and Material
Deprivation

Social inequalities
Media influence

Foreign language proficiency

Equity in education

MIGRANT
INCLUSION AND
POLICIES

MIPEX: Migrant Integration
Policy Index

Population share of TCN

migrants

Employment rate of TCN
migrants




CORRELATIONS OF MACRO FACTORS AND ATTITUDES

M Fear-Index (FI)  m Rejection Index (RI) ~ m Social Distance Index (SDI)

Corruption index

Employment gap

Social inclusion

Institutional trust

MIPEX

Material deprivation

Share of migrants in population

GDP/capita

Media influence
Equity in education
GINI

Risk of poverty

Foreign language

-0.65

|

-0.72
IR 069
-0.58
-0.70
L BN
-0.49
-0.70
055
-0.50
I— 0.37
-0.48
-0.49
IR 0.61
-0.47
-0.81
.65
-0.43
0.51
0.38
-0.66
___________________________________________________ U -
0.38
-0.74
I 0.52
-0.53
-0.27
I 021
0.03
0.25

-0.22 .

0.54
-0.34

0.56

-0.42  I———



THE RELATION BETWEEN PERCEIVED CORRUPTION INDEX AND ATTITUDES

TOWARDS MIGRATION
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TlI's Corruption Perception Index (CPl) (2016)
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MICRO-LEVEL RESULTS



Austria
Belgium

Czech Republic
Denmark
Estonia

Finland

France
Germany
Hungary

Ireland
Lithuania
Netherlands
Norway

Poland

Portugal
Slovenia

Spain

Sweden
Switzerland
United Kingdom

Contact with different
race/ethnicity

Tertiary education

Institutional trust
Interpersonal trust

Feeling of safety at dark

Happiness

Satisfaction with life

Location: big city

Gender

Belonging to religion

Victim of burglary or

assault

Age

Income difficulties

MATRIX OF RESULTS

The color intensity of the cells refer to the unstandardized regression
coefficients of separate country level models.
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(High level) of
interpersonal
trust

Tertiary

(High level) of education

institutional
trust

Contact with Feeling safe
different at dark

race/ethnicity

Greater
feeling of
happiness

Lack of
income

Gender difficulties

Age (female)
(younger)

Higher life
Location satisfaction
(big city vs.
rural)




MACRO-LEVEL

Country-level factors that tend to contribute to less fear
and acceptance of migrants

(Low) level
of material
deprivation

(High level) of
institutional

(Higher) Lrust (Larger)

level of share of

GDP/capita migrant
population

(High) level of (Low) level of
social corruption
inclusion

(Smaller) gap

between the Efficient

employment migrant

level of non- inclusion

migrant and policies
migrant (MIPEX)

population




Positive attitudes to immigration from outside EU

(source: Eurobarometer)

2014 2018
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