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Abstract
Far-right parties have emerged in many countries, and many are advocates for limiting
future numbers and restricting the rights of immigrants and asylum seekers. This study puts
forward an explanation for the recent success of far-right parties across Europe. The
dependent variable is the percentage of far-right party votes in the legislative and executive
elections. The key independent variables include measures of migration such as asylum
applications, numbers of illegally present and unaccompanied minors’ applications, as well
as economic indicators such as GDP and unemployment. Countries are separated into
transit and host countries. The study uses Time-Series Cross-Sectional Data and conducts
Pearson’s correlations and multiple regression analysis. The findings show that the impact of
migration depends on whether the election is legislative or executive and whether the
country is a host or transit country. The Pearson’s correlations found that one of the most
important factors was unaccompanied minors’ applications which was the only common
variable in both election types. The multiple regression also supported this finding.
Differences between host and transit countries were found, and illustrated migration as
being a more important factor in far-right party success in host rather than transit countries.
In conclusion, it is suggested further research be conducted to understand the difference
between election types as well as the importance of unaccompanied minors’ applications.
The findings give a better understanding of the role migration plays in far-right party
success.
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Chapter I: Introduction
Far-right parties have emerged in many countries, and many are advocates for limiting
future numbers and restricting the rights of immigrants and asylum seekers. Natural
disasters and conflict forcibly displace around 65 million people today (UNHCR, 2016).
Around one million of these flee to the European Union (EU), making the dangerous sea
crossing across the Mediterranean Sea (European Commission, 2016; Jarvinen, 2015). The
presence of people migrating into Europe brings with it uncertainty to the nationals of the
receiving countries. There is doubt about the costs and benefits of permitting refugees into
a country, and this insecurity creates conflict while a subliminal link is made between
migration and security. Nail (2016) has even argued that the threat of terrorism is no longer
separate to the threat of migration, which causes a further source of concern as people can
no longer view these two in isolation. Many far-right party campaigns have an antiimmigration sentiment, while other research (E.g. Halla, Wagner & Zweimmuler, 2015) has
shown that the presence of migrants in a country can lead to increased support for far-right
parties.
Different elements encourage someone to vote for the far-right. Factors such as country
GDP, unemployment levels and migration are some of the known ones. In terms of
migration, it seems that many factors that influence far-right voting also influence the antiimmigrant sentiment seen today. Therefore, it is interesting to further understand the link
between these variables. The costs and benefits of allowing migrants access to into their
countries are unclear to a majority of people. Refugee flows are feared to present terrorists
abroad with a new mode of entry into the EU. The threat from Islamic State (IS) to flood
Europe with 500,000 refugees through Libya along with 4,000 jihadist fighters instilled fear
in many people (Funk & Parkes, 2016; Schmind, 2016). Furthermore, the Paris terrorist
attacks in November 2015 led to speculation that terrorists had successfully infiltrated
refugee flows across Europe (Funk & Parkes, 2016). A number of the attackers had
fingerprints and photos that matched those taken in a Greek refugee registration centre
(Funk & Parkes, 2016). When the Schengen border control system defacto broke down in
2015, Greece and Italy were unable to maintain an organised vetting system for those
arriving into the country. The result of such meant that many asylum seekers and migrants
along with others could proceed towards countries such as Austria, Germany and Sweden.
7

This created a further feeling of threat to people and stoked fear of refugees and Muslims
among European citizens. Far-right parties mobilise this fear, by adopting a signature
ideology that distinguishes them from mainstream competitors (Norris, 2005). They gain
support by working off people’s fear and need to protect themselves, their culture and
country.
In previous general elections from around the 1970s until the mid-1980s, the majority of farright parties gained less than five percent of the vote (Halla, Wagner & Zweimuller, 2015).
However, a striking post-Cold War feature of pre-millennium European politics was the
resurgence and emergence of far-right wing parties (Hainsworth, 2000). In some cases,
these parties have performed well and emerged as significant players in today's political
world (Hainsworth, 2000). Some modern day parties are cemented in history, for example,
the Freedom Party of Austria. Up until the 1980s, the FPO was a small party with little share
of the vote (Halla, Wager & Zweimuller, 2015). In 1986, Jorg Haider took on the position of
party leader which led to a clear anti-immigration stance instead of the parties’ previous
business-friendly liberation wing. Since this change in leadership, the party has held a strong
nationalistic and anti-immigration approach, and from 1986 onwards support for the FPO
has steadily increased resulting in it becoming the second largest party in Austria by the end
of the 1990s (Halla, Wager & Zweimmuler, 2015).
The progress that far-right parties have made in terms of popularity has, to some extent,
reawakened fear that governments may return to the past, but are very much a
consequence of modern day developments. In fact, contemporary far-right parties become
more successful when they distance themselves from previous forms of extremism such as
fascism and Nazism. Instead, they market themselves as a response to modern anxieties
(Hainsworth, 2000). Weinberg (1997: p.279) states that 'The sort of right-wing extremism
presently manifesting itself in the advanced industrial democracies of Western Europe is a
political force whose discourses are addressed to the present day concerns of many
citizens'. The rise in popularity of far-right parties causes concern, therefore, it is important
to understand what factors drive people to vote for the far-right.
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Chapter II: Literature Review
Within this literature review, I shall discuss the more prominent theories as to why people
vote for far-right parties in relation to migration and economic variables. Firstly I shall
examine the definition of a far-right party and what makes them successful. Variables that
affect support for the far-right party at an individual and macro level will then be examined.
Lastly, the gaps in previous research shall be highlighted.

2.1 What makes a far-right party?
During the process of defining a far right-wing party, it is difficult to provide neat and selfcontained models which encompass each candidate that is part of this political family.
Hainsworth (1992a) argued that the extreme right should not be seen as a uniformed term
which bears homogenous traits. Instead, the term can be viewed as a political family who
has certain things in common but can also be divided into subtypes. Such a view on the
phrase far-right parties makes sense when comparing political parties which fall into this
category but are not as extreme as others. For example the Scandinavian Progress Party
although a far-right party is less extreme when compared to more extremist movements in
Central Europe (Hainsworth, 2000). Linz (1980) however, suggests that the far-right in the
modern day to some extent overlaps and shares common values with the mainstream right.
In fact, Charles Pasqua a French veteran Gaullist politician declared to Front National voters
May 1988 that the mainstream right wing and extreme right Front National ultimately
shared the same values (Hainsworth, 1992b).
Despite Pasqua’s declaration, there is a marked difference between the mainstream rightwing and far-right (Hainsworth, 2000). Ignazi (1992) notes that there is an overlap between
traditional right and extreme right on issues such as immigration, law and order, and moral
traditionalism. However, it is the way in which these matters are dealt though xenophobia,
racism and radicalisation that distinguishes the two types of party. Mudde (1997) argues
that the term 'extreme right' depicts a distinct group which embraces similar core features.
Minkenberg (1997: pp.84-85) highlights when discussing the issues of new radical parties in
France and Germany that these parties are 'extreme not in terms of being against or outside
the existing constitutional order but in terms of being extreme within that order'.
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Recent research by Mudde (1996) examined 26 definitions of extreme right and specified 58
different features. While Mudde suggests there is significant scope for variation, he found
that several elements emerged as being central to the party such as nationalism,
xenophobia, racism, support for a strong state and anti-democratic. A strong emphasis on
security, ethnic identification and exclusion are part of the ideological personality of
extreme right parties.

2.2 What makes a far-right party successful?
There are a variety of factors that have been argued to have an impact on the success of farright parties in modern politics. One piece of research by Carter (2005) set out to test supply
side explanations which focus on the choices that far-right parties make as well as how the
political opportunity of which they act upon has influenced their success. Four sets of
variables were investigated; 1) party ideology 2) leadership and organisational structure 3)
party competition and 4) electoral systems. Carter (2005) found after conducting a multiple
regression analysis that only a few variables mattered, but most notably parties with a
xenophobic image or ideology had a greater chance of winning than more extreme parties
such as neo-Nazi or neo-fascist. Golder’s research (2003), backs this finding up as it reached
the same conclusion. However, the most important factor which explained around 50
percent of the variation in the success of far-right wing parties was found by Carter (2005)
to be the ideological convergence between the mainstream right and mainstream left
parties. This is down to the fact that mainstream convergence on economic policy increases
the voters’ weight on issues adopted by the far-right as it makes room for far right parties to
claim a percentage of the vote (Sahn, 2013).
The findings from Carter (2005) are in line not only with Golder (2003) but also Van der Brug
et al (2005), who analysed the electoral results of 22 elections across Europe between 1989
and 1999 covering 25 radical right-wing parties. They discovered that two supply side
variables could explain 83 percent of the variation in electoral success for far-right parties.
Firstly, the degree to which a party is seen as democratic and credible are of vital
importance. Secondly, the mainstream competitor’s ideology has a significant role. The first
variable is strongly related to Carter’s (2005) finding that the more a party is seen as a
regular democratic party, the more successful it is. An example of this would be the BNP in
the United Kingdom which remains marginalised at the edge of the political system with
10

little votes compared to UKIP which has become more significant political actor. Parties that
were classified by Carter (2005) as neo-Nazi or neo-fascist are typically not viewed as
‘normal’ or democratic. The second variable is of interest as it indicates that the further
right the ideology of a mainstream right-wing competing parties the less likely people are to
vote for a far right-wing party.
Voter’s behaviour also changes overtime. The floating voter is a term used to describe an
individual who floats between voting for different parties. Himmelweit et al (1981) argues
they are often shown little attention in research but have the power to swing an election to
the right or left. Studying the change in voting behaviour across fifteen years in six elections,
Himmelweit et al (1981) found that variability in voting behaviour was the norm instead of
consistency. In another longitudinal study (Butler and Stokes, 1974) less than half the
participants made the same voting decision in each of the four elections they studied from
1959 to 1970. It is the floating voters that far-right parties hope to mobilise to increase their
success.
The relationships between factors associated with far-right party success can be illustrated
in a funnel of causality (Lubbers, Gijsberts & Scheepers, 2002) (See Figure 1). At an
individual level social structure and public opinion affects the individual's attitudes to far
right voting. Whereas variations between countries can be explained by looking not only at
the individual level but also at the aggregate or contextual level. Once these have been
controlled for between countries, then variation in levels of far right voting between
countries will be smaller. The model in figure 1 integrates both micro and macro
explanations for extreme right wing voting.
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Figure 1: Integrated model illustrating cross-national differences in far-right voting (Lubbers, Gijsberts &
Scheepers, 2002)

2.3 Individual Level Factors
Certain socio-demographic factors indicate whether people are more likely to vote for farright parties. Significant gender gaps in those supporting far-right parties can be reported,
while males are more likely to vote for far-right wing parties than women (Betz, 1994;
Lubbers et al, 2002). Similarly, age has an effect too with Arzheimer & Carter (2006) arguing
that older and younger voters are more likely to support far-right parties than those in the
middle age groups. Explanations for this age gap are proposed by Arzheimer & Carter (2006)
as due to a decline in social ties of which the younger and older generation are likely to lack.
Weaker social integration leads to lower election participation and a likelihood of more
extreme voting. The access to welfare support of both the younger and older generation is
more likely to cause these age groups to view the factor of immigration as competition for
access to these resources.
Often it is thought that people with lower education levels exhibit greater support for farright parties than those with a higher standard of education. In support of this argument, an
interest-based economic debate can be brought forward. Voters with lower education levels
tend to be less skilled and therefore more likely to suffer from market competition. Far-right
parties pledge to fight for their economic interests by limiting rights of asylum seekers and
immigrants who are perceived as threats to jobs, housing and social services and therefore
gain their votes (Arzheimer & Carter, 2006). Other arguments state that the longer people
are in education, the more exposure to liberal values people experience and therefore they
are more likely to embrace these values (Arzheimer & Carter, 2006; Warwick, 1998;
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Weakliem, 2002). Similar arguments by Weil (1985) states that cognitive style effects can
explain a link between voting for far-right parties and the level of education. Class also has
an effect with Arzheimer & Carter (2006) arguing that those who are self-employed and
among the over representation of the working-class are more likely to be far right party
voters.

2.4 Macro Level Factors
2.4.1 Electoral System Design
Duverger (1959) argued that there are two mechanisms that influence electoral outcome.
Psychological effects, which are the way the electoral system influences the voter and
mechanical effects that are to do with the properties of how votes are translated into seats.
It can be debated that the more proportional the electoral system is, the greater the
incentive for political entrepreneurs to be part of the political system and to allow voters to
support a smaller or new party. Proportional representation also allows far-right parties to
gain seats by adopting strategies that emphasise the ‘signature’ ideology which has
distinguished them from the mainstream competitors (Norris, 2005). This is because minor
parties can gain seats even if their appeals are focused exclusively on one issue such as
cultural protectionism, or anti-refugee and immigrant policies. The extremeness of such
policies means that they are rejected by the majority of the electorate but still obtain
support. The consequence of this is that rational mainstream parties are expected to adjust
their perceptions in subsequent elections to keep within the range of policy deemed
acceptable to public opinion also known as the Zone of Acquiescence (See figure 2)
(Akkerman, 2015; Norris, 2005).
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Figure 2: Graph illustrating the zone of acquiescence (Norris, 2005)

In contrast, a less proportional system works to discourage new or small parties from
standing in the political race as they have little chance of gaining any meaningful
representation (Arzheimer & Carter, 2006; Blais & Carty, 1991). Therefore, unless they are a
party of considerable size or have the chance of attracting a sizable amount of people they
are likely to receive little electoral results in a disproportional electoral system. A
consequence of this type of electoral system requires a far-right party to expand their
policies and ideology to encompass a broader range of issues which appeal to people not
just in the minority. Advocating purely for cultural protectionism is no longer an effective
strategy to gain votes.
As small parties have more chance of winning a seat in a proportional system and gaining
political influence, there may be more motivation for far-right parties to run in legislative
elections than executive elections. Legislative elections encourage individuals to vote for
local leaders, who will represent that constituency and therefore it downplays the role of
the political party (Birch, 1998). Therefore, constituency level factors when a constituency
system is used, have a greater influence than country-wide factors. Halla, Wagner &
Zweimmuler, (2015), who researched the presence of immigrants in a neighbourhood,
found a higher amount of far-right party support in those constituencies than those that had
relatively low numbers of immigrants. In contrast, Lobo & Curtice (2014) argue that the role
of the leader is more powerful in executive elections. Evaluating someone who can
represent the country as a figure of the state, is thought to be more important. The
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president is elected independently to the legislature, and although they actively engage in
the political process the extent of their power is more down to whether the legislature
supports or opposes their position. In the present study it is thought there will be a
difference between the results for legislative and executive elections.

2.4.2 Economic Conditions
At an aggregate level, it is important to understand the role of economic indicators and why
migration could cause an increase in far-right voting. Lubbers, Gijsberts & Scheepers (2002)
argue that surrounding economic interest should be explored to figure out why bad
economic circumstances are important in explaining far-right voting theories. In recent
years the far-right parties’ messages have been heavily dominated by immigration and
refugee issues especially within Europe, and it is this message that has been argued to
attract voters (Bustikova, 2017; Hainsworth, 2000; Rydgren, 2017). It is thought this is down
to a need for cultural protectionism. A macro-level study on the effect of asylum seekers on
the far-right support conducted by Swank and Betz (2003) empirically analysed 83 elections
in 16 countries in West Europe between 1981 and 1998. The found that the number of
asylum seekers was positively related to far-right party success. Therefore it is important to
understand the role of economic conditions and negative perceptions of migration.
The economic status of a country is something that is often taken into account to explain
the varying support for far-right parties between countries (e.g. Anderson, 1996; Knigge,
1998; Quillian 1995). Knigge (1998) observes that voters prefer low unemployment rates
and stable prices and if these are met then the electorate will reward a mainstream party.
However if economic conditions decline such as increased unemployment rates then this
may be associated with increased support for the far-right. As we can observe from far-right
parties, they are mostly distinguished by their anti-immigration policies and hostility to
foreign workers’. Therefore unemployment has been closely linked to far-right party success
(Jackman & Volpert, 1996). Results from such studies have found different outcomes in
regards to economic conditions, using factors such as unemployment and ethnic
composition. Some, for example, found that unemployment had a positive effect on farright votes (Baimbridge et al., 1995; Jackman & Volpert, 1996). Whereas some have found
negative effects on far-right votes (Arzheimer & Carter, 2006; Knigge, 1998; Lubbers,
Gijsberts & Scheepers, 2002).
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Jackman and Volpert (1996) conducted a large-scale quantitative comparative analysis of
the support for the far-right looking at macro level variables in legislative elections. They
found that high levels of unemployment benefit the far-right. However, there were issues
with the study such as the country and party selection. Some parties that were included,
such as the Alianza Popular which has become a major established party in Spain, would not
fit the classification of a far-right party (Arzheimer, 2009; Ignazi, 2003). In a different study
by Knigge (1998), who measured six countries using a Times-Series Cross-Sectional analysis,
it was found that the effect of unemployment was negative, although few countries were
included in this research. This is further supported by a larger study by Lubbers, Gisberts &
Scheepers (2002), who merged surveys from 16 countries looking at various aggregate
variables covering a range of election types. From different multi-level models, they
discovered that unemployment levels tended to have a negative effect on far-right voting
and argued this could be down to the fact that people do not want to lose what they have
gained during economic prosperity. They further argue that this could explain why people in
richer regions within countries are more likely to vote far right. Golder (2003), however,
builds on these studies covering 19 Western European countries including ones with no farright parties, as well as 165 legislative elections between 1970 and 2000. Golder (2003)
concludes that the far-right does, in fact, benefit from high levels of unemployment as well
as high levels of immigration and he also finds that there is a positive interaction between
immigration and unemployment. Arzheimer and Carter (2006) aimed to overcome the
limitations normally experienced from merging the data from 24 national election surveys
using various aggregate level data. Like the research by Knigge (1998), they discovered that
unemployment did not affect far-right voting.
It is thought that in the present study, economic conditions will have different impacts
depending on election type. Previous literature that studied legislative elections (e.g.
Jackman & Volpert, 1996) has shown that high levels of unemployment benefit the far-right.
Therefore, it is thought that results from legislative elections will positively correlate with
economic indicators. In contrast, the literature suggests a negative outcome for other types
of elections (e.g. Lubbers, Gijsberts & Scheepers, 2002). It is thought the present study will
find that economic indicators will have a negative effect on far-right voting in executive
elections.
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2.4.3 Anti-immigrant sentiment
Economic misery is often associated with the rise of xenophobic beliefs among the majority
populations. It can be argued that unfavourable attitudes towards immigrants is due to
experiencing threat both culturally and economically (Lubbers & Guveli, 2007). This
argument has re-emerged recently to try and explain the rise in anti-immigrant sentiment
among those who are native-born to countries not only in Europe but across the world
(Cochrae & Nevitte, 2014; Golder, 2003; Semyonov et al., 2006). There are varying results
from studies into the effect of ethnic composition. Knigge (1998) observed strong effects
when the higher proportion of immigrants the more far-right party voting, whereas Kitschelt
& McGann (1995) found little association. Sometimes when economic conditions worsen
the political party in power are not always blamed or do not receive the full blame. Instead
it is passed onto the vulnerable, marginalised social groups. It is the far-right parties that
frequently point the finger at these groups, and this mobilises further support (Knigge,
1998).
Some analysts see the connection between anti-immigrant sentiment and economic
insecurity as an individual phenomenon while some view it at a group-level. The ‘ethnic
competition hypothesis’ can be used to explain anti-immigrant sentiment at an individual
level. It argues that vulnerable groups of those that are native born feel that immigrants are
competing for scarce resources and therefore turn against them (Cochrae & Nevitte, 2014;
Lubbers, Gijsberts & Scheepers, 2002). In comparison at a group level, the ‘group-threat’
hypothesis argues that native-born populations perceive immigrants as a threat to the wellmeaning members of their group and therefore in bad economic times turn against them.
Lubbers and Scheepers (2000, p.66) comment that ‘in circumstances of scarcity an extreme
right-wing party may become a more attractive voting option’. Most research now indicates
an interaction between both these group-level and individual factors in generating an antiimmigrant sentiment (Lubbers, Gijsberts & Scheepers, 2002; Semyonov et al, 2006; Rink,
Phalet & Swyngedouw, 2009).
Cochrae & Nevitte (2014) argue that the connection proposed between economic misery
and anti-immigrant sentiment is one that is intriguing due to the fact there does not appear
to be a clear negative empirical relationship between economic performance and
immigration levels. In fact generally speaking they argue there are more immigrants in
17

regions that are economically prosperous than in those that are not. Evidence also suggests
that immigrants are more likely to arrive within a country when the economy is growing
than contracting (Golder, 2003; Semyonov et al, 2006). However as Cochrae & Nevitte
(2014) state (p.2) ‘reality is one thing, perception quite another.’ While Golder (2003, p.43)
highlights that ‘it is hard to see why people would vote for extreme right parties or rigidities
in the labour market. However, it is less difficult to understand why they might do this if
they think that immigration is the cause of unemployment’. Far-right political parties
actively engage in public opinion. They mobalise the perceived connection that the nativeborn population have forged between immigrants and threat.
Unaccompanied minors also prompt a feeling of threat, as many are 16 or 17-year-old boys
(EUC, 2016; Steel, 2016). Not only does it cost more to process and accommodate their
applications (OECD, 2017), but there is a culture of disbelief in the EU and people fear that
because minors get special treatment, people lie about their age in order to classify as a
minor under the age of 18 (Thevissen et al, 2012). Through a system of family reunification
it is thought that people may be worried that by accepting a minor into the country, they
open the gates for the child to bring their family into the country too. Far-right parties
actively link immigrants with a variety of domestic economic and social issues such as
unemployment in a bid to shape public opinion (Cochrae & Nevitte, 2014; Knigge, 1998;
Golder, 2003; Carter, 2005; Hainsworth, 2008). People are primed by far-right parties to
blame immigrants for domestic issues such as unemployment, much the same as people
who are primed to associate immigrants with terrorism by such far-right parties. It is
therefore thought that in the present study that the more migration, the more far-right
party votes.
The link between migration and security issues is one that has arisen due to the changing
nature of migration and the current thinking and beliefs surrounding it (Huysmans & Squire,
2009). Montalvo (2011) argued that terrorist attacks are not always random but can
correspond with strategic political conditions. Research has shown that terrorism has a
significant effect on voting behaviour (e.g Getansky & Zeitzoff, 2014; Oates, Kaid & Berry,
2009). Since the primary function of terrorism is to instil fear and anxiety into the target
population (Huddy et al, 2007), fear becomes an important part of the political campaigns.
Oates, Kaid & Berry, (2009) observed that fear was an important part of George W. Bush’s
18

campaign in the 2004 presidential election. Bush portrayed himself as a ‘strong leader’ who
could keep people safe in troubled times. Therefore if a far-right party were to present itself
with solutions to what people fear such as migration or terrorism, they would be more likely
to successful gain votes.
Furthermore, Nail (2016), argues that attacks such as the Paris attacks in November 2015
have worked to strengthen an association between migrants and terrorism. The image of a
migrant in the West is now of a potential terrorist, and the refugee crisis that Europe is
facing can now no longer be seen in insolation (Nail, 2016). Every refugee or migrant can
now be viewed as a potential terrorist hiding among others and migration as a whole can be
regarded as a form of warfare against Europe. Many far-right parties have strong antiimmigration policies reflecting this link made between those migrating and terrorism. In the
case of the Paris attacks the perpetrators were European citizens (Funk & Parkes, 2016), yet
migrant ‘flooding’ and weak borders are blamed for the attacks. It can be argued that nation
states are seen as having failed to neutralise the threat faced by these terrorist
organisations causing this anxiety to be at the forefront of people’s minds.

2.5 Gaps in Previous Research
The previous literature has looked at the role migration has in increasing far-right voting in
single country studies (Halla, Wagner & Zweimuler, 2014; Lewis-Beck & Mitchell, 1993;
Martin, 1996). For example, Halla, Wagner & Zweimuler (2014) investigated the case of
Austria as to whether the presence of immigrants in one’s neighbourhood affected voting
for a far right-wing party. Problems with studies relating to just one country mean they
suffer from potential selection bias and make sweeping claims about factors influencing farright voting. Instead each country is different regarding factors which affect voting
behaviour. This can lead to a risk of overestimating factors that supposedly increase farright voting. However cross-national empirical research is scarce and those that have been
done are relatively dated with limited countries and do not take into account the recent rise
in migration rates.
Other research of a similar style includes Golder (2003), who sought to examine the
variation in the success of far right-wing parties, by conducting a statistical analysis across
Western Europe. The effect of unemployment, immigration, and electoral institutions on
the success of such parties were reviewed. Although this research is similar, it is dated,
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especially considering the rapid increase in migration across Europe recently. Furthermore,
empirical studies that have sought merely to investigate the success of far-right parties have
often produced inconsistent results (Golder, 2003). Some studies found that immigration
matters in voters’ choice of these parties (Anderson, 1996; Knigge, 1998), while some have
found immigration only matters in some countries (Givens, 2002). Many studies have looked
simply at immigration scepticism and not actual immigration numbers (e.g Lubbers &
Scheepers, 2000; Lubbers, Gijsberts & Scheepers, 2002; Norris, 2005; Rydgren, 2008).
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Chapter III: Research Questions and Methodology
This chapter shall firstly outline the research question, then describe the different variables
and research methods used in the present study.

3.1 Research Question
The research proposes an investigation into whether migration rates in 30 European
countries causes an increase in far-right party success. Golder (2003) observes that most
literature on far-right parties uses qualitative studies and while this type of research is
helpful in producing hypothesis it is harder to draw valid conclusions. Therefore, a
quantitative approach was used for this study in order to conduct a statistical analysis.
The following research questions will act as a guide throughout this research:


Do migration variables correlate and predict far-right party votes?



Is there a difference between legislative and executive far right party voting?



Does far-right party voting differ between host and transit countries?

3.2 Dependent Variable
The two dependent variables were the percentage of votes for far-right parties in legislative
and executive elections. To classify and identify a far-right party both their political ideology
and attitude towards the political system as reflected by the party manifesto was reviewed
(Ignazi, 1992; Knigge, 1998). Ignazi (1992) highlights that far-right parties are a distinct party
family, they either openly or more subtly endorse an authoritarian and hierarchical
governmental structure. Frequently, they adopt an ethnocentric, racist outlook while being
aggressively nationalistic (Ignazi, 1992; Knigge, 1998). Mention of the party shall also be
reviewed in papers or books had previously listed them as a far-right party (e.g. Akkerman,
de Lange & Rooduijn, 2016). Data for elections was firstly downloaded from the Global
Elections database (Brancati, 2017) as a starting point for the analysis. All left-wing parties
were removed. Then each right-wing party was researched to allow those that were centreright to be cut out gradually. Any data not included in the Global Elections Data base was
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taken from the European Election Database1. Although some data from recent elections had
to be collected from separate sources2.
Election data from 1998- 2016 was recorded for each county and where a country did not
have a far-right party participating a zero was placed. All EU countries and those in the EEA
area are included in the study, and it was important to include countries that presented no
far-right party. Golder (2003) points out that in many previous studies suffer from selection
bias as countries with no far-right party are excluded from the research. The problem with
such is that this leads to biased and inconsistent results because factors which may
discourage far-right voting are not represented in the study. The countries that have no farright party included in the present study are; Ireland, Luxembourg and Malta (although one
has recently developed). Some parties had evolved into parties of a different name over
time but still kept the same ideology; these are therefore kept labelled as one continuous
party and the evolution of such is highlighted in the codebook (appendix 1).

3.3 Independent Variables
Migration data was taken from Eurostat (See table 1) and it is thought these variables gave a
broad basis to measure migration into a country.

The data are collected from original sources, prepared and made available by the NSD - Norwegian Centre for Research
Data (NSD) (Budge et al, 2001; Colomer, 2008; Klingeman et al, 2006; Rose and Munroe 2009)
2
The election data taken from other sources was; Austria 2013 (BMI, 2013), Austria 2016 (BMI, 2016), Belgium 2014 (IBZ,
2014), Bulgaria 2016 (CEC, 2016), Cyprus 2016 (MOI, 2016), Denmark 2015 (DST, 2015), Greece 2015 (MoI, 2015), Hungary
2014 (NEO, 2014), Romania (BEC, 2014), Slovenia (BEC, 2014), Sweden 2014 (Val, 2014), Switzerland 2015 (Switzerland
statistics, 2015).
1
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Migration
Variable Name

Classification

Asylum
applications3

A person having submitted an application for international
protection or having been included in such application as a
family member during the reference period. Or a person
having submitted an application for international protection
for the first time. Applications submitted by persons
subsequently found to be subject for a Dublin procedure are
included in this data.4
Third country nationals6, detected by Member States’
authorities and have been determined to be illegally present
under national laws relating to immigration.7
Third country nationals, formally refused permission to enter
the territory of a member state. The external border is defined
as in the Schengen Borders Code or the international border.4
All applications for international protection who are
considered by the national authority to be unaccompanied
minors.2
Third country nationals found to be illegally present who are
subject to an administrative or judicial decision or act stating
that their stay is illegal and imposing an obligation to leave the
territory of the Member State. This does not include persons
who are transferred from one Member states to another
under the Dublin Regulation. 4
Total number of long-term immigrants arriving into the
reporting country during the reference year.11
Data from Eurostat referring to the population on 31st
December of individuals from a foreign country. 13
Constructed from the total population and foreign born
population (ES) data.6
Covers all people who have ever migrated from their country
of birth to their current country of residence. Measured as a
percentage of population.15

Illegally present5
Refused entry8
Unaccompanied
minor
applications9
Ordered to
leave10

Immigration10
Foreign born
population (ES) 12
Percentage
foreign born
Foreign born
population
(OECD)14

Year of
data
available
1998-2016

2008-2016
2008-2016
2008-2016
2008-2016

2006-2015
2008-2016
2008-2016
1998-2013

Table 1: Independent variables for migration, along with definitions.

3

Data from (Eurostat, 2017a)
Classification taken from (Eurostat, 2016a)
5
Data from (Eurostat, 2017c)
6
Third country national - Any person who is not a citizen of the Union within the meaning of Article 17 (1) of
the Treaty, including stateless persons (Eurostat, 2016b)
7
Classification taken from (Eurostat 2016b)
8
Data from (Eurostat, 2017c)
9
Data from (Eurostat, 2017b)
10
Data from (Eurostat, 2017e)
11
Classification and data from (Eurostat, 2016c)
12
Data from (Eurostat, 2017e)
13
Classification taken from (Eurostat, 2016d)
14
Data from (OECD, 2016b)
15
Classification taken from (OECD, 2016b)
4
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Economic variables consisted of the GDP per capita in US dollars which was taken from the
World Bank (2016), this measured from 1998 – 2016. GDP change was also calculated
between years. Unemployment rate measured as a percentage of the active population of
each country from OECD (2016a) was measured (2007-2015). Data from OECD (2015), was
also taken for native unemployment rate (2000 – 2016). A percentage change variable was
made of the change in native unemployment rate. Total population (2007- 2016) from
Eurostat (2016) was also used. Economic variables are included to determine the relative
impact of the migration variables compared to economic variables that have been found to
be associated with votes for far-right parties.
Table 2 shows summary statistics for all the variables included in the analysis.
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Variable
Percentage of far-right
votes for legislative
elections
Percentage of far-right
votes for executive
elections
Illegally Present
Asylum applications
Minors applications
Ordered to leave
Refused entry
Withdrawn
applications
Immigration
Immigration change
Immigration as
percentage
GDP
GDP change
Unemployment (%) of
active population
Unemployment (%) of
active population
change
Total population (WB)
Foreign born (OECD)
Native unemployment
Native unemployment
change
Total population (ES)
Foreign Born (ES)
Percentage foreign
born of total
population

N
155

Mean
7.115

Std. Deviation
Minimum
7.803
0.00

Maximum
32.15

55

5.577

9.739

0.00

46.27

94
205
86
93
93
94

25217.290
11095.090
556.860
15019.520
16019.350
1319.520

95494.734
17991.634
1094.432
25414.198
62403.157
2698.255

10
15
5
30
5
5

911470
126705
7050
126140
510010
18150

111
75
113

100,295.590
29.811
0.836

143073.752
123.470
.754

3709
-72.18
.00

692713
934.55
4.03

210
195
114

27462.602
15.548
9.248

20486.775
44.890
4.590

1668.16
-96.28
2.30

113751.80
247.15
24.90

101

-1.723

5.592

-24.92

14.9

210
114
136
129

14552252.770
10.729
7.963
.780

19583987.960
7.307
4.560
4.175

277381
.00
2.20
-14

82488495
43.75
24.40
24

106
93
93

14914615.920 20145030.820 315459
1496384.960 2496384.960 34550
10.775
1496384.96
.91

82002356
9548865
42.35

Table 2: Summary of statistics for variables included in the analysis.

25

3.4 Host and transit country variables
Two independent variables were construed to measure transit; old host, new host and
emerging host countries. Strik (2015), highlights seven transit (Spain, Italy, Malta, Greece,
Bulgaria, Hungary and Poland) verses other countries. This variable shall be referred to as
the PACE variable throughout the results and discussion. Secondly, the Clandestino Project
(Triandafyllidou, 2009) breaks up countries into old countries deemed to have received
significant numbers of immigrants before 1989 (Austria, Netherlands, UK, Germany and
France), new host countries (Greece, Italy and Spain) and emerging host countries (Hungary,
Czech Republic and Poland). This variable shall be referred to as the Cland variable
throughout the results and discussion.

3.5 Analysis
The present study consists of Time-Series Cross Sectional Data (TSCS) also referred to as
panel data. Using TSCS has many advantages over traditional methods of conducting
comparative research as it allows the modelling of time and space, which increases the
ability to show causation (Beck, 2008; Podestà, 2002). There are only country years included
in the data from when elections took place since 1998, this is due to a lack of data for
migration variables prior to this time.
To answer the research question a Pearson’s correlation analysis was conducted using SPSS.
This form of analysis highlights whether two variables are associated and correlate with
each other. If the two variables are related then changes in one variables should be met
with similar changes to the other variable. To run the multiple regression Stata was
employed, due to SPSS having little ability to analyse panel data (Park, 2009). Stata is able to
handle TSCS data in which standard errors must be corrected. The multiple regression uses
fixed effects which is used when the control of explanatory or dependent variables could be
affected by time-invariant individual characteristics (Torres-Reyna, 2007). A fixed effects
model allows the impact of variables of time while removing time-invariant factors.
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Chapter IV: Results
4.1 All EU countries
Table 3 presents the results from a Pearson’s correlation. In legislative elections, minors’
applications (r=.336, p=.008) illustrate a highly significant moderate correlation. This was
the same for executive elections (r=.555, p=.003) which shows a stronger correlation and
similar significance level. The positive correlation indicates that the more unaccompanied
minor applicants there are, the higher the amount of votes for far-right parties. Beyond this
common variable, however, different significant factors depend on election type. In
executive elections the numbers of people illegally present (r=.502, p=.009) and asylum
applications there are (r=.369 p=.006) play a significant role in votes for far-right parties. The
population of foreign born from the Eurostat data is also significant (r=.445, p=.026). The
results of these variables in legislative elections are vastly different. The role of illegally
present was not significant and had a weak negative correlation (r=-.009, p=.944) indicating
that as the numbers of illegally present increased, the number of far-right party votes
decreased. Similarly, the effect of asylum application on legislative elections was not
significant with a weak positive correlation (r=.125, p=.125). Furthermore, the population of
foreign-born according to Eurostat data was not significant (r=-.088, p= .473) and also
illustrated a negative correlation instead of a positive correlation meaning the more foreignborn there are, the less far-right votes. New variables also arise that impact on legislative
elections these are GDP (r=.211, p=.008) which illustrate that the higher GDP and more farright votes. As well as native unemployment rates (r=-.194, p=.047), the negative correlation
shows the higher native unemployment rate, the less likely people are to vote far right.
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Variable

Illegally Present
Asylum applications
Minors applications
Ordered to leave
Refused entry
Withdrawn applications
Immigration
Immigration change
Immigration as percentage
GDP
GDP change
Unemployment (%) of
active population
Unemployment (%) of
active population change
Total population (WB)
Foreign born (OECD)
Native unemployment
Native unemployment
change
Total population (ES)
Foreign Born (ES)
Percentage foreign born of
total population

Correlation Coefficient
Legislative
Executive
Election
Election
-.009
.502**
.125
.369**
.336**
.555*
-.036
.259
-.234
-.164
.218
.113
-.037
.167
.122
-.080
-.108
-.164
.211**
-.029
-.144

-.049
-.132
-.108

-.129

.105

.115
.108
.194*
.112

.270*
.199
.045
-.147

-.156
-.088
.040

.241
.445*
.156

Table 3: Pearson’s r correlation coefficients for all EU countries.
Note. Pearson’s correlation coefficients, *p <.05, **p<.01

Using scatterplots, it is easier to see the outliers and the difference between election types
for some variables. As minor applications was found to be important in both election types,
it is worth looking at this variable more closely. The outliers of Austria (AS) and Slovakia (SA)
show that far-right parties appear to do better in these countries than unaccompanied
minor applications suggest they should particularly in executive elections. In executive
elections (figure 4) Austria 2016 has the most minors’ applications and the second most farright party votes. Slovakia 2009, however, seems to contradict this as it has relatively low
numbers of minors’ applications but the highest executive party votes. In contrast, in
legislative elections the scatter plot (figure 3) shows that although they are both positive
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correlations, countries are affected differently depending on election type. Due to these
variations, it is interesting to observe the difference between a party which held both an
executive and a legislative election in the same year. Minor applications will remain the
same, and it becomes easier to see the difference between the two election types. For
example, France 2012, far right parties received 13.60% of the overall vote; in contrast, in
the executive election far-right parties won 18.00% of the vote.
The scatterplots for asylum applications (fig 5 &6), illustrate that in executive elections (fig
5) Slovakia 2009 appears again be an outlier. In legislative elections, Slovakia 2016 also
presents itself higher than the line of best fit. Austria 2016, is also a significant outlier as it
shows a higher success rate for far-right parties in executive elections (fig 5) than asylum
applications suggest. The trend of these two countries as outliers continues in the
scatterplots of illegally present as they appear to both have a higher success than the
numbers of illegally present suggest (fig 7 & 8). Greece (GR) interestingly presents itself as
very close to the line of best fit in asylum applications and illegally present scatterplots for
legislative elections (see figure 6 & 7). Although in illegally present Greece 2015 (fig 7), it is
actually an outlier due to its much higher numbers of illegally present compared to all other
countries. The countries Austria, Slovakia and Greece shall be discussed at greater length in
the discussion.
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Figure 3: Scatterplot illustrating the correlation between unaccompanied minors'
applications and percentage of far-right votes in legislative elections

Figure 4: Scatterplot illustrating the correlation between unaccompanied minors' applications and
percentage of far-right votes in executive elections
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Figure 5: Scatterplot illustrating the correlation between asylum applicants and percentage of far-right votes in executive
elections

Figure 6: Scatterplot illustrating the correlation between asylum applications and the percentage of far-right votes in
legislative elections
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Figure 7: Scatterplot illustrating the correlation between number of illegally present and the percentage of far-right votes in
legislative elections

Figure 8: Scatterplot illustrating the correlation between numbers of illegally present and the percentage of far-right votes
in executive election
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4.2 Transit countries
Using the PACE variable, transit countries (Spain, Italy, Malta, Greece, Bulgaria, Hungary and
Poland), can be seperated from other countries (Strik, 2015). It is imperative to do this as
Castles (2010) indicated the importance in distinguishing between transit and receiving
countries. The results of such can be illustrated in table 4.
Variable

Transit countries
Legislative Executive
Election Election
.088
.265
.312
-.023
.416
.963*
-.066
.264
-.433
-.744
.439
.462
-.256
-1.000**
.528
1.000**
-.372
-1.000**

Other Countries
Legislative
Executive
Elections
Election
.077
.514*
.097
.393**
.316*
.568**
.106
.264
-.094
-.080
.281*
.172
.063
.237
.058
-.031
-.113
-.179

GDP
GDP change
Unemployment (%) of active
population

-.278
.094
-.089

-.596
.311
-.326

.230*
-.060
-.106

.003
-.173
-.103

Unemployment (%) of active
population change
Total population (WB)
Foreign born (OECD)
Native unemployment
Native unemployment
change

-.133

.867

-.150

.093

-.087
-.456
.136
.227

-.532
0
.993
.855

-.089
.130
-.280*
.098

.340*
-.237
-.012
-.285

Total population (ES)
Foreign Born (ES)
Percentage foreign born of
total population

-.364
.519*
-.357

-.736
-.673
.464

-.055
.027
.048

.350
.483*
.197

Illegally Present
Asylum applications
Minors applications
Ordered to leave
Refused entry
Withdrawn applications
Immigration
Immigration change
Immigration as percentage

Table 4: Pearson’s r correlation coefficients for transit countries. Note. Pearson’s correlation coefficients, *p <.05, **p<.01

It is clear from the correlations that in transit countries nearly all migration variables are not
significant except for unaccompanied minor applications for executive elections (r=.963,
p=.037). Foreign-born (ES) is also negatively correlated with far-right votes in legislative
elections (r=-.519, p=.047). In comparison when selecting countries not considered transit
countries, migration variables have a much greater impact, particularly in executive
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elections. Asylum applications (r=.393, p=.006), illegally present numbers (r=.514, p=.014),
minors applications (r=.568, p=.006) all have a significant impact on far-right votes. In
contrast, these do not have significant results for legislative elections, with only
unaccompanied minors (r=.316, p=.039) and withdrawn applications (r=.281, p=.044) being
significant. GDP however still plays an important part in legislative elections (r=.230, p=.012)
but not in executive elections (r=.003, p=.983). The native unemployment levels appears to
be important in legislative elections (r=-.280, p=.012) but not in executive elections (r=-.012,
p=.951) when point of entry countries are considered. Similarly, the total of foreign-born
people in the population had a significant effect on executive elections (r=.483, p=.027) but
not in legislative elections (r=.027, p=.844).

4.3 Old, new and emerging host countries
To further observe the differences not just between the election types, the Cland variable
(Triandafyllidou, 2009) was used as a way of separating out old (Austria, Netherlands, UK,
Germany and France), new (Greece, Italy and Spain) and emerging host countries (Hungary,
Czech Republic and Poland). It is hopeful that old host countries, may give a better insight
into how being a host country is affected by migration in the long term. Whereas new and
emerging host countries will be of interest compared to other countries to see how
migration has affected far-right voting within these countries compared to transit countries.
Interestingly, for old host countries (Austria, Netherlands, UK, Germany and France), there is
a difference between election types regarding migration variables. Although no migration
data was significant, negative variables were observed for those countries in legislative
elections but were a mixture of positive and negative as can be seen in table 5. Instead GDP
was a significant variable (r=.418, p=.047) for legislative elections but not for executive
(r=.432, p=.256). Percentage of foreign-born from both OECD (r=.521, p=.013) and Eurostat
(r=.797, p=.006) data was significant and highly correlated for legislative elections. In
contrast, in executive elections there was a negative correlation between the OECD data (r=.053, p=.921) and a strong but not significant correlation for the Eurostat data (r=.833,
p=.167). However when new host countries (Greece, Italy and Spain) are considered for
legislative elections, asylum applications were highly significant (r=.546, p=.029) alongside
refused entry (r=-.749, p=.020). The negative correlation means the fewer refused entry, the
more far-right votes. The total amount of foreign-born people within the population from
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the Eurostat data is also highly significant with a strong negative correlation (r=-.913,
p=.002). This means that the more foreign-born people there are, the less far-right votes.
There were no executive elections in any of these countries. For emerging host and transit
countries, there were no significant results except for native unemployment in legislative
elections (r=.478, p=.045). Finally, for all other countries not considered old, recent or
emerging host or transit countries under the Cland variable the number of asylum
applications was highly significant for legislative elections (r=.375, p=.000). This finding was
alongside unaccompanied minor applications which gave the following results for both
legislative (r=.384, p=.021) and executive elections (r=.761, p=.000). Furthermore, in
executive elections, the number of people ordered to leave (r=.569, p=.017) and the
number of withdrawn applications (r=.743, p=.001) also appear highly significant meaning
the higher the number of people ordered to leave and withdrawn applications the more farright party votes. GDP also appears important in both election types. However, legislative
elections illustrate a positive correlation (r=.221, p=.031) whereas executive elections
highlight a negative correlation meaning that as GDP decreases far-right votes increase (r=.365, p=.027). Lastly, in legislative elections, native unemployment had a negative
correlation (r=-.362, p=.009) alongside the number of foreign-born individuals in the
population (r=.361, p=.019).
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Variable

Illegally Present
Asylum applications
Minors applications
Ordered to leave
Refused entry
Withdrawn applications
Immigration
Immigration change
Immigration as
percentage
GDP
GDP change
Unemployment (%) of
active population
Unemployment (%) of
active population change
Total population (WB)
Foreign born (OECD)
Native unemployment
Native unemployment
change
Total population (ES)
Foreign Born (ES)
Percentage foreign born
of total population

Correlation Coefficient
Legislative elections
Old host
countries

Recent host
countries

-.671
-.340
-.361
-.278
-.338
.015
-.500
-.520
.565

Executive elections
Other
countries

Old host
countries

Recent host
countries

.326
.546*
.488
.433
-.748*
.449
-.361
.696
-.388

Emerging host
and transit
countries
.452
.277
.471
-.257
-.224
.353
-.404
.519
-.155

Other countries

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Emerging host
and transit
countries
-.290
-.315
-.338
-.375
-.286
-.230
-.442
-.174
-.424

.147
.375**
.384*
.039
-.126
.294
.330*
.056
-.204

.604
.533
.988
-.379
-.385
-1.000**
-.044
1.000**
.254

.418*
-.040
-.545

.255
-.017
-.105

-.091
-.076
.066

.221*
-.042
-.008

.432
-.552
-.280

0
0
0

.064
.097
.465

-.365*
-.183
-.267

.253

-.161

-.399

-.178

-.829

0

.493

.095

-.507*
.521*
-.215
.164

-.143
-.332
.016
.116

.030
-.197
.478*
.463

.191
.06
-.362**
.089

.118
-.053
.027
.019

0
0
0
0

-.123
-.729
.258
-.248

.470**
-.360
-.165
.045

-.795**
-.757*
.797**

-.353
-.913**
-.548

-.590
-.276
.655

.092
.361*
.007

-.582
-.547
.833

0
0
0

.590
.142
.317

.101
-.272
-.546*

Table 5: Pearson’s r correlation coefficients for Cland variable. Note. Pearson’s correlation coefficients, *p <.05, **p<.01
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.384
.176
.761**
.569*
-.153
.734**
.241
-.152
-.009

4.4 Regression Models
Models were generated on Stata, for executive elections and legislative elections, using a
multiple regression analysis designed for TSCS data As can be seen in table 6, the model that
was found to have the best fit for executive elections, had one significant result which was
unaccompanied minor applications with a coefficient of .005 and this model produced poor
results for legislative elections. The model of best fit for legislative elections (table 7)
produced poor results for executive elections, but again the only significant variable was
minor applications with a coefficient of .002.
Executive Elections
Explanatory
Variables
Minors
Applications
Unemployment (%)
of active
population
Foreign Born (ES)

Coefficient

P-value

Legislative
Elections
Coefficient

.005

.008

.002

.152

.728

.120

1.66e

.753

.001
N=21
R2 =.340
F(13,4) = 6.84

.395

.167
N=56
R2 =.000
F(29,23) = 4.12

.812

P-Value

Table 6: Model of best fit for executive elections from the multiple regression analysis.

Explanatory
Variables
Minors
Applications
Refused Entry
Native
Unemployment

Executive
Elections
Coefficient

Legislative Elections
P-value

Coefficient

P-Value

.002

.003

.009

.597

-.000
-.141

.686
.421

-.003
-11.817

.751
.646

N=44
R2 =.201
F(20,20) = 17.33

N=13
R2 =.153
F(8,1) = .019

Table 7: Model of best fit for legislative elections from multiple regression analysis.
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Chapter V: Discussion
The present study aimed to determine if migration has caused an increase in far-right party
voting across Europe. The findings illustrate that the impact of migration depends on the
type of election (legislative or executive) and whether the country is a host or transit
country. The number of applicants, particularly unaccompanied minor applicants, appears
to play a role in voting for far-right parties across both legislative and executive elections. In
executive elections, unaccompanied minor applications, numbers of illegally present and
asylum applications were signficiant. In contrast, the significant findings for legislative
elections were more concerned with economic indicators such as GDP and native
unemployment. The findings from the migration variables support previous research that
the higher number of migrants and asylum seekers, the more far-right party votes (e.g.
Anderson, 1996; Halla, Wagner & Zweimmuler, 2014; Knigge, 1998). The difference between
host and transit country supports (Castles, 2010), who stated there is a need for migration
research to distinguish between these two categories of countries.
Furthermore, between legislative and executive elections, there were vast differences. For
example in executive elections, a highly significant positive correlation was found between
numbers of illegally present and far-right voting. This is in complete contrast to the
insignificant negative correlation these two variables presented in legislative elections. This
supports Lobo & Curtice (2014), who argued that people vote differently in different
election types. The finding that there was such a difference between election categories is
one that has not been distinguished between in previous studies around far-right voting and
migration. However, this finding may explain some of the variable outcomes found where,
for example, unemployment and the far-right were studied but different elections types
were not distinguished between.
The variables used to differentiate between host and transit countries highlighted
interesting differences. Particularly the difference between those classified under the
variable constructed from the Cland project (Triandafyllidou, 2009). Old host countries
showed a vast difference in terms of correlation coefficients compared to new and
emerging host countries. In contrast with transit countries, where migration appeared to
play little role with only unaccompanied minor applications and the amount of foreign-born
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people within the population significant. In countries not classified as transit countries
under the PACE variable (Strik, 2015) migration appeared to have a more important role.
Therefore in this discussion, the migration variables in particular unaccompanied minor’s
applications will be examined as well as the economic indicator variables. I shall try to
explain the difference between legislative and executive election types, as well as the
different findings between host and transit countries.

5.1 Migration and the role of unaccompanied minors’ application
Interestingly the only common variable between the two different types of elections is that
of unaccompanied minors’ applications. Unaccompanied minors are a vulnerable group and
member states in the EU have to ensure representation of the unaccompanied minor.
Therefore a legal guardian or organisation must be responsible for their care. One
explanation for the strong effect unaccompanied minors applications has on far-right voting
could be the fact that often minors’ cannot prove their age, and therefore estimations are
made in order to classify them as a minor under the age of 18 (Thevissen et al, 2012). This
has led to a lot of negative perceptions that are related to the media having portrayed
unaccompanied minors as lying about their age and they are therefore seen as
untrustworthy. Because child refugees have special rights, some people identify themselves
as children under a false age to try to gain these benefits. In order to reduce the risk of
abuse of the system, many countries use age estimations when the age is in question.
Evidence suggests that many unaccompanied minors’ in the EU are 16 or 17-year-old boys
(EUC, 2016) although children of all ages under 18 are offered the same rights and
protection.
Another problem that may influence people’s fear of unaccompanied minors entering their
country is family reunification. There is a culture of disbelief in the EU that goes beyond the
identification process of a minor. There is a belief that the increase of unaccompanied
minors entering the EU is part of a conscious effort from the families to use the children as a
way of bringing themselves over through the family reunification process (EUC, 2016). This
further threatens people in the host country as they perhaps feel that an unaccompanied
minor applying for asylum is just the start of the process of large families coming over to
join the minor. Many people may also fear that accepting minors into a host country may
require more money and commitment. OECD (2017) stated that the cost of processing and
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accommodating asylum seekers is significantly higher for vulnerable groups such as
unaccompanied minors. Native born people in the country feel this would create more
competition for scarce resources and therefore turn against asylum seekers and immigrants
(Cochrae & Nevitte, 2014; Lubbers et al, 2002). This makes a vote for the far-right appear
more attractive, as scarcity of resources is a fear that parties mobilise.
There are also differing degrees of perceived vulnerability of minors’. Girls are seen to be
most vulnerable, however as the literature stated the majority tend to be teenage boys
around the age of 16-17 (EUC, 2016). Many people view this age group as containing
individuals who are more than capable of being self-sufficient and self-protective (EUC,
2016). One such media article that was critical of how people view child refugees argued
that children that looked like adults were not the ones people agreed to let in. Instead, they
expected ‘a cute four-year-old with a leg missing and a broken teddy’ (Steel, 2016).
Vulnerability to exploitation however is not something that changes with the age of a child
and this age group is one of the most vulnerable in places of conflict. This is because boys in
their late teens are prime targets for recruitment into fighting groups (Davis, 2016).
There are many real-world implications of the finding that the number of unaccompanied
minors’ applying for asylum in Europe is associated with an increase in far-right party voting.
Educating people about vulnerability for all children under the age of 18 and teaching them
what to expect of child refugees is vital as this would help to decrease fear. Greater
awareness about the impact of accepting unaccompanied minors’ into a host country is
needed.

5.2 The role of economic indicators
The results from economic indicators of GDP, unemployment rates as a percentage of the
active population, and native unemployment rates illustrate an interesting story. GDP
showed a highly significant and positive correlation for legislative elections yet the opposite
with a negative correlation and non-significant outcome was observed from the executive
elections. Similarly, native unemployment was significant for legislative but not for the
executive. This means that with higher GDP and higher native unemployment, people are
more likely to vote for far-right parties in legislative elections. Whereas, in executive
elections the lower the GDP and the higher the unemployment rate, the more far-right
party votes there will be. These findings highlight a difference between people’s voting
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behaviour in different elections. It may also explain some of the mixed findings in previous
research. Jackman and Volpert (1996) and Golder (2003), found that high levels of
unemployment benefited the far right, whereas Lubbers, Gisberts & Scheepers (2002) found
that unemployment levels had a negative effect. These differing findings could be down to
the type of elections studied. Jackson & Volpert (1996) and Golder (2003) studied legislative
elections which therefore explains how they got the same results. When unemployment
levels were high, there was more support for far-right parties. In contrast the Lubbers,
Gisberts & Scheepers (2002) study consisted of different types of elections, which could
explain the adverse effect unemployment had on far-right voting. Legislative elections seem
to be more concerned with economic conditions whereas executive elections are more
affected by migration concerns. Therefore, the difference between legislative and executive
elections is something that needs to be explored further.

5.3 Why election type might matter
The difference in results of the Pearson’s correlations and multiple regressions between two
elections types is something that needs to be explored further. Lobo & Curtice (2014)
suggest that the role a leader plays is more powerful in presidential elections than in
parliamentary elections. The evaluation that someone will be a good leader of the country
plays a much more vital role in presidential elections, and perhaps has more of an influence
than other factors such as migration in this case. In times where people are fearful, they
look for a powerful leader to take charge, for example in George W. Bush’s 2004 campaign
fear was an important part in portraying him as a strong leader (Oates, Kaid & Berry, 2009).
The president is elected independently of the legislature, and although presidents are active
participants in the political process, the extent of their power is influenced by the legislature
as to whether they support or oppose the position. Therefore, when people vote in
executive elections, they may believe they are voting for a figure of state, whereas a vote in
legislative elections may be influenced more by the political power that can be gained.
In executive elections, it is also harder to gain the winning vote, and therefore it tends only
to be the big parties that will win. In contrast, small parties have more chance of winning a
seat in legislative elections in a plurality electoral voting system. Only 19.4% of legislative
elections were run where there was no far-right party running, whereas 52.7% of executive
elections ran where there was no far-right party. This adds to the argument that perhaps
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far-right parties are put off running in a presidential election where they are less likely to
gain enough votes to become president, and therefore focus their attention on legislative
elections where they can gain more influence in parliament. Legislative elections have more
concern with economic conditions whereas executive elections seem to be more concerned
with migration.
Parliamentary elections encourage voters to choose well-known local leaders, and Birch
(1998) argues this downplays the role of the political party. For example in countries using
plurality voting such as the United Kingdom, there is an emphasis on strong constituencylevel organisational factors, which mobilises support at local levels. Therefore it is perhaps
down to constituency level factors that affect parliamentary voting more than countrywide
factors that influence presidential elections. One issue with such voting is that people
sometimes vote tactically, so instead of voting for whom they would want to vote for, they
vote for the most likely to remove someone out of a seat. Using the United Kingdom as an
example, an individual may want to vote for a far-right party such as UKIP, however their
constituency’s seat is held by a liberal democratic. They know that the UKIP candidate has
little chance of winning, so they would vote instead for the Conservative party candidate. A
more mainstream party but a party that is further to the right than liberal democrats and
more likely to win a seat in their constituency. This would, therefore, create a difference in
voting outcomes between two different election types.

5.4 Host & Transit Countries
Castles (2010) highlighted the need to realise the difference between transit and receiving
countries. It is therefore important to look at the results that were found in the present
study. Natives in host countries could believe that they will take more of the burden of
migrants and asylum seekers than transit countries, which are affected in the short term by
increased migration but will not necessarily feel the effects in the long term. Host countries
may also experience more of an anti-immigrant sentiment due to their fear of their national
identity being threatened. Therefore votes will increase for far-right parties that put cultural
protectionism at the forefront of their campaigns (Cochrae & Nevitte, 2014; Ellinas, 2010).
The results of the present study where correlation coefficients can be observed for transit,
old, new and emerging host countries, as well as countries deemed none of these, are of
great interest. Looking at the seven transit (Spain, Italy, Malta, Greece, Bulgaria, Hungary
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and Poland) under the PACE variable (Strik, 2015), the only migration variable that has a
significant relationship with far-right voting is unaccompanied minors’ applications. In
countries not considered transit, migration has a much higher effect, suggesting that voters
in these countries understand their role as transit countries, and therefore are more
concerned with the economic aspect of the country in regard to their voting choices.
However when looking at old, new and emerging host countries there were considerable
differences between legislative and executive election results in all scenarios, further
supporting the difference between election types. Firstly, looking at legislative elections, for
old host countries (Austria, Netherlands, UK, Germany and France), mostly negative
correlations were found meaning that the less migration, the more likely they were to
experience far-right voting. However, in recent host countries, this changes to a mostly
positive correlation; as the migration variables increase so do far-right votes. This is a
continuing pattern in emerging host countries. In executive elections, positive correlations
were found for old host countries, an explanation for this is that although old host countries
are classified as such they may in fact still process some of the largest amounts of asylum
applications. Old host countries are also all high GDP countries, which supports Lubbers,
Gijsberts & Scheepers (2002) who argued that people in richer regions of countries are more
likely to vote far-right. They further state that this is due to people’s fear of losing what they
have gained in economic prosperity. This explains the significant positive correlations of
GDP with far-right voting in old host countries. The classification of old host country
suggests they have prior experience of how migration has affected their country. Therefore
actual migration numbers may not affect far-right voting. Instead, it is the fear of migration
occurring in high numbers again that causes the far right voting.
In the new and emerging host and transit countries, these concerns are new, and the higher
numbers of migration could be reflected in the far-right votes. Therefore in this case
numbers do matter. This was illustrated in the migration variables results, that the higher
the number of asylum seekers and immigrants in the countries, the more far-right party
votes. Other countries not considered to be host or transit countries also become primed to
fear migration and follow suit like the other countries and it could be said that media plays
an important role in this. At an individual level, the media influences people’s perceptions to
what is happening in other countries causing them to react and fear it may happen to them.
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5.5 Countries of Interest
5.5.1 Greece
Greece is a popular transit country into Europe for refugees and migrants (Papadopoulou,
2004). In Greece, asylum applications appear to correlate closely to the line of best fit with
legislative elections, although Greece appears to have relatively low asylum applications
compared to other countries such as Germany. Perhaps this is because Greece is a transit,
whereas Germany is a host country. In contrast looking at the number of illegally present,
Greece has the highest quantity compared to other countries. This is due to the increase in
people entering Greece, as they migrate into the EU. With such a large recent increase this
could lead to a delayed effect, with consequences of this showing in a few years’ time.
Greece also experiences a steady decline in GDP from 2008 with the largest drop in 2015.
GDP shows a relationship with an increase in far-right party voting, and supports Cochrae &
Nevitte (2014), who highlighted a link between economic misery, anti-immigrant sentiment
and far-right voting.
The geographical position and lack of experience in combating illegal migration, is making
central and eastern European countries the perfect place for migrants to transit (Okolski,
2000). Greece is a new immigration country that displays the features described as well as
being appealing due to the Schengen area allowing free movement across their
international orders. This makes Greece a desirable potential entry and place of temporary
settlement in Europe (Papadopoulou, 2004). Greece has experienced drastic economic
changes during the past few years. The country’s debt crisis meant it received two bailouts,
which were linked to an austerity drive. Such austerity measures have caused the country to
be pushed into one of the worst post-war recessions. Rising violence against immigrants
alongside the economic crisis has left a gap for Golden Dawn, the far-right party in Greece,
to mobilise people’s concern. The ideology of the party stands against the Greek bailout as it
fully embraces the calling for a nationalist state as well as a radical transformation of society
(Ellinas, 2013). Many thought that supporters would stop voting for Golden Dawn after
having shown their frustrations, however the findings show its increase in popularity
(Ellinas, 2013). However, any account for the success of Golden Dawn must take into
account the vastly changing conditions of Greece during the past years. The findings suggest
that economic crisis further exacerbated the feeling of threat posed by migrant flows into
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the country and allowed Golden Dawn to politically mobilise frustrated voters, who felt
more robust immigration and asylum policies were needed.

5.5.2 Slovakia
Slovakia is classified as neither a transit nor host country, yet the findings illustrate Slovakia
as an outlier due to its relatively high percentage of the vote, while interestingly the country
has a relatively low migration rate. Mesežnikov, (2009) argued that radical and extremist
groups have increased their activities in recent years. The amount of asylum applications
has actually declined since 2004, similarly immigration rates as a whole have decreased
since 2008 only really experiencing a small increase in 2015. The mainstream far-right party
within Slovakia is the Slovak National Party (SNS), a radical nationalist party that enjoys a
strong position mobilising xenophobic beliefs and anti-minority views (Mesežnikov, 2009).
The SNS views the modern Slovak Republic as a nation state of ethnic Slovaks, and
frequently encourages distrust of Hungarians in particular to mobilise voters. The executive
election of 2009 appears to be where SNS increased in popularity. This election consisted of
a coalition of parties which suggest this led to the increased vote share SNS experienced.
Slovakia is one of few countries where a far-right party has made it into government and is
still popular in terms of gaining votes (Mudde, 2007). After the communist regime in former
Czechoslovakia collapsed in 1989, favourable conditions were created for the
implementation of systemic changes within society. This included the reintroduction of
pluralistic democracy as well as the employment of civil liberties and fundamental human
rights. The newly restored socio-political dialogue allowed a stream of opinions with varying
degrees combined with xenophobia, anti-minority sentiment, ethnic nationalism and
isolationism (Mesežnikov, 2009). The social transformation caused by the fall from
communism caused displacements in society especially within the socio-economic structure
of the population. Nationalism much like Greece serves as a tool to mobilise support for farright parties.

5.5.3 Austria
Austria is an old host country and this is supported by the large amounts of asylum
applications in 2002. This is after a steady increase from 1998 which is as far back as the
data goes. However since 2010 there has been a stable increase following a decline and in
2015 asylum applications were at their all-time highest in Austria. The classification of ‘old
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host country’ is interesting as it could be that new and emerging host countries could mirror
the findings from Austria in the coming years. On the scatterplots, it is evident that Austria
demonstrates high support for far-right parties in legislative and executive elections.
However it has relatively low numbers of asylum applications compared to other countries
such as France or Germany. Perhaps as Austria is one of the first countries migrants enter
when travelling from transit countries into Western Europe, elections are more influenced
by numbers of people found illegally present. This can be seen as true for executive
elections as Austria displays one of the strongest correlations between high numbers of
illegally present and far-right voting. In legislative elections, however, the effect on voting
numbers of illegally present appear to be minimal.
As previous literature from Halla, Wagner & Zweimmuler (2014) found, the presence of
immigrants into a community resulted in an increased vote share for FPO the far-right party
in Austria. Interestingly, looking at data from just executive elections, an increased amount
of asylum applications correlated with an increase in far-right voting, although not
significantly. Whereas for legislative elections the fewer amount of asylum applications
correlated with increased far right voting, again not significantly. This not only further
supports the difference between legislative and executive elections, but also highlights the
large impact migration has on far-right voting in Austria. The FPO is also a party that has
established itself as one that can be viewed as a regular democratic party. Carter (2005)
observed that this is one of the most important factors in terms of making a far-right party
successful.

5.6 Future research
Unaccompanied minor applications were clearly a significant common factor in both
election types, therefore, it would be of interest to focus on this relationship further. One
such consideration is that of the family reunification process. A study could be conducted on
the countries which participate in family reunification by comparing them to countries that
do not. This would see if this factor is what drives people to vote for the far-right by
unaccompanied minors coming into the country. More research into why election type
matter is also required. The finding in the present study that it does is one that has rarely
been discussed in previous literature. Therefore in order to fully explain the difference
between election types and far-right party success, further research should be done.
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Chapter VI: Conclusion
In conclusion, the present study set out to determine if migration had caused an increase in
far-right party voting across Europe. The findings illustrate that some aspects of migration
such as numbers of illegally present, asylum applications, the percentage foreign-born and
unaccompanied minor application were significantly correlated with an increase in far-right
party votes in executive elections across Europe. In contrast, the significant findings for
legislative elections were more concerned with economic indicators such as GDP and native
unemployment. The impact of migration was very much dependent on the type of election
and whether the country was a host or transit country.
There were found to be vast differences between old, new and emerging host countries.
Migration did not have much significant influence on old host country correlations in
legislative elections, except for foreign-born numbers, and the percentage of the population
who are foreign-born. Within these legislative elections migration mostly displayed a
negative relationship with far-right voting, indicating that the less migration there is, the
more far-right votes. However, in new and emerging host countries, particularly in
legislative elections, migration played a much larger role by displaying significant positive
relationships. Observation of the results of transit countries, also demonstrates that
migration played less of a role when compared to host countries, suggesting people in
transit countries know they are a place of transit and have less fear of long-term effects
from migration. The multiple regression models further support the different variables that
can be used to predict far-right voting, while unaccompanied minors’ applications are again
the only common variable.
Further research could focus in on the role of unaccompanied minor applications and the
factors involved in this variable that causes an increase in support for the far-right. As well,
as additional studies on the effect different election types have on people’s voting
behaviour. As the far-right rises in popularity and causes concern too many individuals. The
findings of this research allow a better understanding of the role migration plays in far-right
party success.
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Appendix
Codebook
Austria
Party 1 – Freedom party of Austria (FPO)
Party 2 – Alliance for the future of Austria (BZO)
Belgium
Party 1 – Vlaams Belang
Bulgaria
Party 1 - ATTACK
Party 2- IMRO-Bulgarian national movement- united patriots
Croatia
Party 1 - Party of Rights
Party 2 – Croatian pure part of rights (coalition with party of rights Dr. Ante Starčević)
Cyprus
Party 1-ELAM
Czech Republic
Party 1- Coalition for Republic- Republic Party of Czechoslovakia - Republicans for Miroslav
Slade - National Party coalition - Coalition for republic - republic party or Czechoslovakia
Party 2 - DAWN
Denmark
Party 1 - Danish people's party
Party 2 - Progress party
Estonia
Party 1 - People's union of Estonia - conservative people's party of Estonia
Party 2- Estonian Independence Party
Finland
Party 1 - Finnish rural party - True Finns
France
Party 1 National front
Party 2 Movement for France
Germany
Party 1 – National Democratic Party of Germany
Party 2 – Alternative for Germany
Greece
Party 1- LaOS
Party 2 - Golden dawn
Hungary
Party 1 - Jobbik
Party 2 – Hungarian Justice and Life Party
Iceland
Party 1 – Icelandic National Front
Italy
Party 1 - Northern league
Party 2 - Tricolour
Latvia
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Party 1 - For fatherland and freedom/ All for Latvia - National alliance
Lithuania
Part 1- Order and justice
Netherlands
Party 1-Party for freedom
Norway
Party 1- Progress party
Poland
Party 1- Self-defence of the Republic of Poland
Party 2 league of polish families
Portugal
Party 1 – National Renovator Party
Slovakia
Party 1 - Slovak National Party
Party 2- Peoples Party
Slovenia
Party 1 - Slovenian National Party
Spain
Party 1 - VOX
Sweden
Party 1 - Sweden democrats
Switzerland
Party 1- Swiss people's party
UK
Party 1-UKIP
Party 2- BNP
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