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Appendices	  

Appendix	  1a	  –	  The	  Search	  Strings	  used	  in	  this	  Dissertation	  

 

The Netherlands: 

 

Immigrants : 

(discrim! or (haat w/5 aanzet) or (scholing! or (cursus! or les! or onderwijs or oprot!) w/10 (migrant! 

or immi! or alloch! or asiel! or buitenl!)) or (cursus w/1 Nederlands) or taalcur! or taalles! or 

taalonderw! or gezinsherenig! or schijnhuw! or nephuw! or uithuw! or immig! or alloch! or 

vreemdeling! or migran! or moslim! or islam! or asiel! or illegalen or uitgezet! or verblijfs! or 

multicult! or (massa w/1 regularis!) or regularis! or importbruid or (bruid! w/5 buitenland) or 

(inkomenseis w/20 trouw!) or pluriform! or asielzoeker! or vluchteling! or (generaal pardon) or 

hoofddoek! or kopvod!) 

 

EU: 

(Europese Unie) OR ALLCAPS(EU) OR (Europese Gemeenschap) OR ALLCAPS(EG) OR (Europees 

Parlement) OR (Europese Commissie) OR ((Europees Hof) w/5 Justitie)  

 

Flanders:  

 

Immigration LexisNexis: 

(discrim! or (haat w/5 aanzet) or (scholing! or (cursus! or les! or onderwijs or oprot!) w/10 (migrant! 

or immi! or alloch! or asiel! or buitenl!)) or (cursus w/1 Nederlands) or taalcur! or taalles! or 

taalonderw! or gezinsherenig! or schijnhuw! or nephuw! or uithuw! or immig! or alloch! or 

vreemdeling! or migran! or moslim! or islam! or asiel! or illegalen or uitgezet! or verblijfs! or 

multicult! or (massa w/1 regularis!) or regularis! or importbruid or (bruid! w/5 buitenland) or 

(inkomenseis w/20 trouw!) or pluriform! or asielzoeker! or vluchteling! or (generaal pardon) or 

hoofddoek!) 

 

Immigration in Lucene: 

discrim* OR migrant* OR immi* OR alloch* OR asiel* OR buitenl* OR taalcur* OR taalles* OR 

taalonderw* OR gezinsherenig* OR schijnhuw* OR nephuw* OR uithuw* OR immig* OR alloch* 

OR vreemdeling* OR migran* OR moslim* OR islam* OR asiel* OR illegalen OR uitgezet* OR 

verblijfs* OR multicult* OR regularis* OR importbruid OR pluriform* OR asielzoeker* OR 

vluchteling* OR hoofddoek* OR “cursus Nederlands” OR “generaal pardon” OR “massa regularis*” 

OR “aanzet tot haat” OR “inkomenseis trouw*~20” “buitenland bruid*~5” 

 

EU in Lucene: 

"Europese Unie~1" OR ALLCAPS(EU) OR "Europese Gemeenschap~1" OR ALLCAPS(EG) OR 

"Europees Parlement~1" OR "Europese Commissie~1" OR "Europees Hof  Justitie~5" 
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Wallonia: 

 

Immigration in LexisNexis: 

discrimination! or discrimine! or (incitation w/5 haine) or étrange! or immigr! or migran! or alloch! or 

réfugié! or d’asile! or islam! or musulm! or (cours! w/2 français!) or (cours! w/2 langue!) or (réunifi! de 

famili!) or (marriage w/3 complais! or forcé!) or (marier sans w/3 consentem!) or (épous! w/2 import!) 

or multicultur! or (permi! w/2 séjour) or (exigence! w/3 revenus!) or pluriform! or (pardon général!) 

or (voile! w/5 tête)  or bourka! or burka! 

 

EU in Lucene: 

(Union européenne) OR ALLCAPS(UE) OR (Communauté européenne) OR (Parlement européenne) 

OR (Commission européenne) OR ((cour de justice) w/5 (l’union européenne)) 

 

Denmark: 

 

Immigration in LexisNexis: 

(diskrim! or integr! or islam! or muhamedaner! or indvandr! or asyl! or udlænding! or 

fremmedarbejder! or flygtning! or Muslim! or (arabisk! and Kultur!) or hovedbeklædning! or tørklæde! 

or burka or sprogkur! or sprogundervisn! or Familiesammenfør! or tvangsægteskab! or æresdrab! or 

Bekvemmelighedsflygtning! or starthjælp! or (300 and timers and reg!)) 

 

Immigration in Infomedia: 

Diskrim* <or> integr* <or> islam* <or> muhamedaner* <or> indvandr* <or> asyl* <or> 

udlænding* <or> fremmedarbejder* <or> flygtning* <or> Muslim* <or> arabisk* <and> Kultur* 

<or> hovedbeklædning* <or> tørklæde* <or> “burka” <or> sprogkur* <or> sprogundervisn* 

<or> Familiesammenfør* <or> tvangsægteskab* <or> æresdrab* <or> 

Bekvemmelighedsflygtning* <or> starthjælp* <or> “300” <near/5> “timers” <near/5> reg* 

 

 

EU in LexisNexis: 

(Europæisk Union) or ALLCAPS(EU) or (Europæiske Fællesskab) or ALLCAPPS(EF) or (Europa-

Parlamentet) or (Europa w/1 Kommissionen) or (Europæiske råd) or (Rådet for Den Europæiske 

Union) or ((Europees Hof) w/5 Justitie) 

 

EU in Infomedia: 

europæisk union <or> europæiske fællesskab <or> europa-parlamentet <or> europa kommissionen 

<or> europæiske råd <or> <case> EU <or> <case> EF 

 

Sweden: 

 

Immigration in LexisNexis: 

(diskrim! or (svenska för invandrare) or språkkurs! or språkundervisn! or anhöriginvandring! or 
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skenäktenskap! or utlänn! or flykting! or gästarbetare! or asylsök! or invandr! or (illegala flyktingar) 

or utvis! or Uppehållstillstånd! or Mångkult! or  tvångsgiftermål! or tvångsäktenskap! or (brud! w/5 

utland) or (försörjningskrav w/20 äktenskap!) or asyl! or Flyktingamnesti! or Huvudduk! or slöja! or 

burka!) 

 

Immigration in Retriever: 

diskrim* OR “svenska för invandrare” OR språkkurs* OR språkundervisn* OR anhöriginvandr* OR 

skenäktenskap* OR utlänn* OR flykting* OR gästarbetar* OR asylsök* OR invandr* OR utvis* OR 

uppehållstillstånd* OR mångkult* OR  tvångsgiftermål* OR tvångsäktenskap* OR försörjningskrav 

NEAR/20 äktenskap* OR asyl* OR flyktingamnesti* OR huvudduk* OR slöja* OR burka* OR 

illegal* NEAR/1 flykting* 

 

EU in LexisNexis: 

(Europeiska unionen) or allcaps(EU) or (Europeiska gemenskap!) or allcaps(EG) 

(Europaparlamentet) or (EU-partlamentet) or (Europeiska kommissionen) or (EU-kommissionen) or 

((Europeiska unionens) w/5 domstol) 

 

EU in Retriever: 

“Europeiska Unionen” OR ALLUPPER: EU OR Europeiska NEAR/1 gemenskap* OR 

ALLUPPER:EG OR Europaparlament* OR EU-parlament* OR Europeiska NEAR/1 kommissionen 

OR “EU-kommission*” OR “Europeiska unionens” NEAR/6 domstol* 
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Appendix	  1b	  –	  Codebook	  of	  Media	  Data	  

 

Codebook NWO conflict project: Political conflicts in five systems, the role of citizens, 

media and parties in the politicization of immigration and European integration by Claes de 

Vreese, Catherine de Vries, Daphne van der Pas, Hajo Boomgaarden, Marijn van Klingeren, 

Rens Vliegenthart, Sarah de Lange and Wouter van der Brug. 

  

Content analysis 

The content analysis of media coverage and parliamentary documents is conducted in five 

political systems, namely Denmark, Flanders, Sweden, the Netherlands and Wallonia. From 

each of these countries we selected a number of newspapers that are available through 

digital databases. Furthermore, contributions to the parliamentary debate, parliamentary 

motions and parliamentary questions were selected from each of these countries from 

different digital archives. These country specific peculiarities are taken into consideration 

for the collection and analysis of the material.  

 

Definition of the material to be coded 

Media 

1) News stories  

Definition of a news story, pictures are not included, etc. 

The unit of coding is an article in a newspaper as being extracted from the various digital 

archives we use. Letters to the editor are excluded. 

 

Politics  

1) Contribution to a parliamentary debate 

A contribution to a parliamentary debate is the verbatim text spoken by a member of 

parliament in a parliamentary debate. A parliamentary debate can be subdivided into 

multiple contributions of members of parliament. A contribution of a member of parliament 

to a parliamentary debate is coded taking into account the contributions that directly 

preceded and followed that contribution that is to be coded. We only code the first terms of 

each party in the debate. 

2) Parliamentary motions 

A parliamentary motion is a formal proposal submitted by one or more parliamentarians to 

parliament. Of the parliamentary motions only the substantive content is coded and 

reoccurring procedural elements such as “en gaat over tot de orde van de dag” are left aside. 

3) Parliamentary questions 

A parliamentary question is a written question submitted to one or more ministers or junior 

ministers by a parliamentarian or group of parliamentarians. A set of written questions 
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submitted to one minister or junior minister by the same parliamentarian or group of 

parliamentarians is coded as one question.  

Selection criteria for material to be coded 

 

Media 

1) Selection of newspapers 

Newspapers are selected on the basis of their availability in digital archives likes LexisNexis, 

Infomedia and the M2P archive at the University of Antwerp.  

- Aftonbladet Stockholm (SW) 

- Berlingske Tidende (DK) 

- Dagens Nyheter Stockholm (SW) 

- De Standaard (FL) 

- Jyllands-Posten (DK) 

- Le Soir (WA) 

- NRC (NL) 

- Politiken (DK) 

- Svenska Dagbladet Stockholm (SW) 

- Telegraaf (NL) 

- Volkskrant (NL) 

2) Selection of editions of newspapers 

For reasons of comparability, we exclude Sunday newspapers 

3) Selection of information in newspapers (news stories) 

 

A random sample of all articles from all sections is coded (note that for the Belgian 

newspapers, we only have the front page (broadsheets) or the first three pages to our 

disposal). Articles are selected based on a search string. To ensure that European 

integration or immigration is the main topic of the article and not only mentioned in 

bypassing, only articles that contain the search words multiple times and at least once in 

headline or lead are selected.  

 

Politics 

1) Selection of type of parliamentary documents 

In each country a random sample of a variety of parliamentary documents is selected.  

- contributions to parliamentary debates 

- motions 

- written questions 

2) Selection of contributions to parliamentary debates, motions, and questions 
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3) Selection of information to be coded in contributions to parliamentary debates, motions, 

and questions 

For parliamentary debates only the first term of each party is coded. For questions, both 

question and answer are coded. 

 

Code sheet 

Coders note: begin by reading the entire article, contribution to parliamentary debate, 

motion, or written question. 

 

A Starting questions  

 

A1 Coder ID 

A2 Document number in national filing system 

A3 Filter question: Is the material about one of the following themes? 

 

Note: The theme is the main topic of the material if key words included in the search string 

is mentioned at least twice. 

– EU/EC/ European integration [if text was retrieved with EU searchstring] 

– Immigration, integration of immigrant or ethnic minorities [if text was retrieved 

with immigration/integration searchstring] 

– No [Coding of the article stops] 

 

A4 Filter question: Are the country of origin and/or the country of arrival/residence 

mentioned in the material? 

– Yes 

– No 

A5 What are the geographical regions of the country of origin and the country of 

arrival/residence? 

Country of origin: 

-  Belgium, Denmark, Netherlands, Sweden [coding of the material stops] 

-  Other European country 

-  Non-European country 

-  Not mentioned 

Country of arrival/residence: 

-  Belgium, Denmark, Netherlands, Sweden 

-  Other European country 

-  Non-European country [coding of the material stops] 

-  Not mentioned 
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B  Material identification: 

 

B1 Country material comes from 

– Denmark 

– Flanders 

– Netherlands 

– Sweden 

– Wallonia 

B2 Type of material 

– Media  

– News 

– Opinion 

– Politics  

– Contribution to parliamentary debate 

– Motion 

– Written question 

B3 Total number of interruptions [only if B4 = contribution to parliamentary 

 debate] Note the number of interruptions the debate of which the contribution is part 

comprises 

B4a  Name speaker/submitter Note the name of the parliamentarian that is speaking or 

submitted the motion or question 

B4b Party speaker/submitter Note the party of the parliamentarian that is speaking or 

submitted the motion or question 

B5a  Name co-submitter [only if B4 = motion or question] Note the names of the 

parliamentarians who co-submitted the motion or question 

B5b  Party co-submitter [only if B4 = motion or question] Note the parties of the 

parliamentarians that co-submitted the motion or question 

B6  Addressee of question [only if B4= question] Note the minister or junior minister to 

whom the question is addressed 

B7 References in question 

Does the parliamentary document refer to a publication (e.g. newspaper story, official 

report)? 

- Yes, to media, namely …. 

- Yes, to other publication, namely…. 

- No 

B8a  Motion supported by parties [only if B4 = motion] 

Which parties have supported the motion? 
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B8b  Motion not supported by parties [only if B4 = motion] 

Which parties have not supported the motion? 

 

C Topic coding 

 

C1 What is/are the main subtopic(s) discussed in the material? Note: Code three subtopics, 

unless fewer subtopics are mentioned 

[Appendix A: List of EU/EC/ European integration subtopic] [if C1 = EU] 

[Appendix B: List of immigration/integration subtopics] [if C1 =  immigration] 

C2 How would you say the main topic is discussed? Note: When coding the tone it is 

important to note that one aims to capture the way in which the topics European integration/EU or 

immigration/integration are being discussed. The tone is coded from the perspective of someone with 

a positive attitude towards European integration (a Europhile) or a positive attitude towards 

immigration (a multiculturalist). In other words, if the tone of the article is positive about a deepening 

or widening of the European Union, positive about the functioning of European institutions, positive 

about the influx of asylum seekers and immigrants, positive about diversity and multiculturalism, or is 

suggesting that immigrants can keep their own customs/practices/symbols/traditions/values the tone 

of the article is coded as positive. To determine the tone of the article pay close attention to the use of 

adjectives and verbs in the article, since adjectives and verbs often have positive or negative 

connotations and therefore will convey the tone of the article.   

For example, when the article or statement conveys the message that Turkish accession to the EU 

helps member states to deal with the problem of an ageing working population, the tone of the article 

or statement is positive (note that ‘help’ usually has a positive connotation). To take another example, 

when the article or statement highlights that an imam does not want to shake the hand of a female 

minister and thus does not comply with social norms the tone of the article or statement is negative 

about the integration of immigrants. When the article or statement has both negative and positive 

aspects, we look at the balance between the two. If the number of negative mentions outnumbers the 

positive ones the tone is negative and vice versa. When the positive and negative statements more or 

less balance each other out the tone is balanced. When the article fails to provide any clear positive or 

negative statements and is largely factual in nature the tone is coded as neutral. 

– In a negative way: negative statements about the topic outweigh positive statements 

– In a balanced way:  there is an equal number of positive and statements 

– In a positive way: positive statements about the topic outweigh negative statements 

– In a neutral way: no positive or negative statements are made 

Note: Only choose balanced if the division is 50 percent positive and 50 percent negative, only choose 

neutral if the material does not contain a clear tone (no positive or negative statements).  
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D Frames:  

 

Generic frames: [For all items: Yes/no] Note: When coding the generic framing of an article 

one codes the angle with which a journalist or party aims to present the topics of European 

integration/EU or immigration/integration. For the description of each generic frame, see the 

detailed outlines provided with D1-D6. Note that these frames are not mutually exclusive, that is to 

say an article or statement can have none, one or more generic frames. When the article includes more 

than one generic frames, code all frames that are present in the article. 

D1 Does the material contain an economic frame? 

This is the case whenever it discusses an event, issue, or problem in economic or financial 

terms and/or mentions economic or financial consequences for individuals, groups, 

organizations, or countries. This means the issue is presented in light of concerns dealing 

with budgets, deficits, euro, financial losses or gains, job/labor (-market), stock-market or 

unemployment, whenever discussed in relation to finances or economic consequences. 

D2 Does the material contain a social frame? 

This is the case whenever it discusses an event, issue, or problem in social terms and/or 

mentions social consequences for individuals, groups, organizations, or countries. This 

means the issue is presented in light of concerns dealing with the welfare state, social 

housing, health care, elderly care, or education.  

D3 Does the material contain a cultural frame? 

This is the case whenever it discusses an event, issue or problem in cultural terms and/or 

mentions cultural consequences for individual, groups, organizations, or countries. This 

means the issue is presented in light of concerns dealing with uni/ multi-culturalism, 

integration or assimilation; creating, maintaining or defending of own or other’s identity; 

creating, maintaining or defending one’s own or other’s nationality; use of religious 

symbols/ signs/ celebrations/ holidays or organizations. 

D4 Does the material contain a judicial/legal frame? 

This is the case whenever it discusses an event, issue, or problem in legal terms (or with 

references towards laws or regulations) and/or mentions legal consequences for individuals, 

groups, organizations, or countries. This means the issue is presented in light of concerns 

dealing with jurisdiction, (criminal) law, justice, discrimination or human rights.  

Note that issues that are presented in the light of concerns dealing with constitutional issues 

(including European treaties) fall under D6. 

D5  Does the material contain an international security frame? 

This is the case whenever it discusses an event, issue, or problem in the light of arguments 

dealing with security at an international level. This means the issue is presented in light of 

concerns dealing with the international balance of power between states, peace and war, 

security, defense, or geopolitics. 
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D6 Does the material contain a political frame? 

This is the case whenever it discusses an event, issue, or problem in the light of arguments 

dealing with political institutions, democratic politics or other political-institutional issues. 

This means the issue is presented in light of concerns dealing with either the idea/notion of 

democracy, constitutional affairs, the institutional framework, political institutions or 

political actors (such as political elites, political parties or bureaucrats). 

D7 Conflict framing 

Note: When coding the conflict framing of an article one codes whether the journalist or party presents 

the topics of European integration/EU or immigration/integration by means of mentioning conflict 

or disagreement between actors (note that the journalist or party can also be part of the conflict or 

disagreement). When the article mentions conflict of disagreement over the topic of European 

integration/EU or immigration/integration but provides no further details about the conflict or 

disagreement one only codes D7A. 

D7a Does the material show disagreement between countries / groups / individuals / 

parties? 

D7b If so, who are involved in the conflict? Code up to three actors [only if D7a=yes] 

Country [see list appendix D] 

Media [see list appendix D] 

Politics/State: 

EU in general   

Institution at international level (EU) [see list appendix D] 

Institution at international level (non-EU) [see list appendix D] 

Institution at national level 

Institution at subnational level (province or municipality) 

Politician or political party at EU level [see list appendix D] 

Politician or political party at national level [see list appendix D] 

Politician or political party at national level from other country 

Politician or political party at subnational level (province or municipality) 

Other, namely 

Society [see list appendix D] 

Juridical [see list appendix D] 

D7c Does one country / group / individual / party reproach another? 

Note: A country / group / individual / party reproaches another when it uses harsh language and/or 

severe criticism 

D7d Does the material give insight into two or more sides of the issue? 

 

 

 



APPENDICES	  

 |	  137	  

APPENDIX A 

 

Subtopic list for EC / EU / 
European integration 
EU general 
1. European Union 
2. European 
integration 
EU institutions 
3. European 
Commission 
4. European Council 
5. European Parliament 
6. European Committee 
of Regions 
7. European Central 
Bank 
8. European Court of 
Justice 
Accession EU 
9. Accession of country 
[see list appendix C] 
EU Policy-making 
10. EU policies 
11. Directives 
12. Open method of 
coordination 
13. Structural funds 
EU Treaties 
14. Specific mention of 
EU Treaty 
15. Specific mention of 
referendum for EU treaty 
ratification 
16. Euro referendum 
EU Presidency 

17. Presidency of 
European Council 
EU summits 
18. Specific mention of 
summit of national 
government leaders or EU 
leaders 
EU Democratic deficit 
19. EU democratic 
deficit 
EU citizenship/identity 
20. Specific mention of 
EU or national citizenship or 
identity 
Euroskepticism 
21. Mention of 
Euroskepticism among public 
22. Mention of 
Euroskepticism among elites 
European elections 
23. Campaigns 
24. European elections 
general 
25. Results 
26. Voter turnout 
27. Voting preferences 
Economy 
28. Budgetary politics, 
fiscal policy, fiscal stability 
29. European Monetary 
Union 
30. Euro crisis / 
financial aid to member states 
Foreign policy and security 

31. Foreign policy, 
diplomacy, aid 
32. Defense, geopolitics 
33. Human rights 
Social policy 
34. Unemployment 
35. Social welfare 
36. Urban or rural 
planning 
Crime 
37. Crime 
Environment 
38. Environment 
Agriculture 
39. Agriculture and CAP 
Immigration 
40. Asylum, border 
protection, immigration policy 
Democracy 
41. Democracy 
42. Local government 
Education 
43. Education 
44. (Information) 
technology and science 
Arts 
45. Arts, culture and 
media 
Moral issues 
46. Abortion, euthanasia, 
other moral issues 
Transfer of power 
47. Transfer of national 
powers to EU level 
48. Other, n 

 
APPENDIX B 
 
Subtopic list for immigration/integration 
 
Immigration 
1. Dual citizenship 
1. Number of immigrants  
2. Border control 
3. Immigration and naturalization process 
4. Immigration policy  
5. Illegal immigration/ human trafficking 
6. Asylum seekers/ Refugees 
7. Second/third generation immigrants 
8. Immigrant birth rates 
9. Repatriation of immigrants 
10. Family reunification 
11. Deportation 
12. Other immigration 
Housing/ education/ health 
13. Council/ social housing 
14. Immigrant neighbourhoods/ segregation 
15. Immigrants cause of housing shortage 
16. Immigrants overcrowd schools/ ‘black 
schools’ 
17. Education performance of immigrant 
children 
18. Overseas students 
19. Strain on hospital and health service 
provision 
20. Psychological problems of immigrants 

 
21. Other housing/ education/ health 
Economy, labour market, welfare system in general 
22. Immigrants employment/ unemployment  
23. Immigrants qualification 
24. Immigrant poverty 
25. Immigrants and welfare system 
dependency (social benefits) 
26. Immigration and economic 
benefits/shortage of workforce 
27. Ethnic entrepreneurship 
28. Other economy 
Discrimination 
29. Negative discrimination against 
immigrants 
30. Positive discrimination against 
immigrants 
31. Discrimination by immigrants 
32. Violence towards immigrants 
33. Crime towards immigrants 
34. Verbal hostility towards immigrants 
35. Protest/demonstration against 
immigrants 
36. Acts of solidarity/ Assistance for 
immigrants 
37. Extreme right parties 
38. Racism 
39. Other discrimination 
Integration 
40. Assimilation (vs. emancipation) 
41. Adapt to norms and values of host society 
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42. Learning language and culture 
(“inburgeringscursus”) 
43. Criticism on multicultural society 
44. Description of eating habits, religion, 
dress, etc./ ethnic clothing 
45. Language differences 
46. Special cultural provision for immigrants 
47. Immigrant religion (radicalisering) 
48. Other integration 
Crime by immigrants 
49. Involvement in terrorism/ immigrant 
terror suspect 

50. Vandalism and trouble (in Dutch = 
overlast) 
51. Violence against a person/ robbery 
52. Terror prevention 
53. Organized crime 
54. Expulsion due to criminal behaviour 
55. Other immigrant crime 
Other immigration-related issue 
56. Etnicity and nationalism 
57. Supression 
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APPENDIX C 

 

List of accession countries:  
Albania 
Andorra 
Armenia 
Austria 
Azerbaijan 
Belarus 
Belgium 
Bosnia & Herzegovina 
Bulgaria 
Croatia 
Cyprus 
Czech Republic 
Denmark 
Estonia 
Finland 
France 
Georgia 
Germany 
Greece 
Hungary 
Iceland 
Ireland 
Italy 
Kosovo 
Latvia 
Liechtenstein 
Lithuania 
Luxembourg 
Macedonia 
Malta 
Moldova 
Monaco 
Montenegro 
The Netherlands 
Norway 
Poland 
Portugal 
Romania 
Russia 
San Marino 
Serbia 
Slovakia 
Slovenia 
Spain 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Turkey 
Ukraine 
United Kingdom 
Vatican City 
 
APPENDIX D  
 
Lists of actors 
Country list 
Afghanistan 
Aland Islands 
Albania 
Algeria 
American Samoa 
Andorra 
Angola 
Anguilla 
Antarctica 
Antigua And Barbuda 

Argentina 
Armenia 
Aruba 
Australia 
Austria 
Azerbaijan 
Bahamas 
Bahrain 
Bangladesh 
Barbados 
Belarus 
Belgium 
Belize 
Benin 
Bermuda 
Bhutan 
Bolivia 
Bosnia And Herzegovina 
Botswana 
Bouvet Island 
Brazil 
British Indian Ocean Territory 
Brunei Darussalam 
Bulgaria 
Burkina Faso 
Burundi 
Cambodia 
Cameroon 
Canada 
Cape Verde 
Cayman Islands 
Central African Republic 
Chad 
Chile 
China 
Christmas Island 
Cocos (Keeling) Islands 
Colombia 
Comoros 
Congo 
Congo, The Democratic 
Republic Of The 
Cook Islands 
Costa Rica 
Cote D'Ivoire 
Croatia 
Cuba 
Cyprus 
Czech Republic 
Denmark 
Djibouti 
Dominica 
Dominican Republic 
Ecuador 
Egypt 
El Salvador 
Equatorial Guinea 
Eritrea 
Estonia 
Ethiopia 
Falkland Islands (Malvinas) 
Faroe Islands 
Fiji 
Finland 
France 

French Guiana 
French Polynesia 
French Southern Territories 
Gabon 
Gambia 
Georgia 
Germany 
Ghana 
Gibraltar 
Greece 
Greenland 
Grenada 
Guadeloupe 
Guam 
Guatemala 
Guernsey 
Guinea 
Guinea-Bissau 
Guyana 
Haiti 
Heard Island And Mcdonald 
Islands 
Holy See (Vatican City State) 
Honduras 
Hong Kong 
Hungary 
Iceland 
India 
Indonesia 
Iran, Islamic Republic Of 
Iraq 
Ireland 
Isle Of Man 
Israel 
Italy 
Jamaica 
Japan 
Jersey 
Jordan 
Kazakhstan 
Kenya 
Kiribati 
Korea, Democratic People's 
Republic of 
Korea, Republic of 
Kuwait 
Kyrgyzstan 
Lao People's Democratic 
Republic 
Latvia 
Lebanon 
Lesotho 
Liberia 
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 
Liechtenstein 
Lithuania 
Luxembourg 
Macao 
Macedonia, The Former 
Yugoslav Republic of 
Madagascar 
Malawi 
Malaysia 
Maldives 
Mali 
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Malta 
Marshall Islands 
Martinique 
Mauritania 
Mauritius 
Mayotte 
Mexico 
Micronesia, Federated States 
of 
Moldova, Republic of 
Monaco 
Mongolia 
Montserrat 
Morocco 
Mozambique 
Myanmar 
Namibia 
Nauru 
Nepal 
Netherlands 
Netherlands Antilles 
New Caledonia 
New Zealand 
Nicaragua 
Niger 
Nigeria 
Niue 
Norfolk Island 
Northern Mariana Islands 
Norway 
Oman 
Pakistan 
Palau 
Palestinian Territory, 
Occupied 
Panama 
Papua New Guinea 
Paraguay 

Peru 
Philippines 
Pitcairn 
Poland 
Portugal 
Puerto Rico 
Qatar 
Reunion 
Romania 
Russian Federation 
Rwanda 
Saint Helena 
Saint Kitts And Nevis 
Saint Lucia 
Saint Pierre And Miquelon 
Saint Vincent And The 
Grenadines 
Samoa 
San Marino 
Sao Tome And Principe 
Saudi Arabia 
Senegal 
Serbia And Montenegro 
Seychelles 
Sierra Leone 
Singapore 
Slovakia 
Slovenia 
Solomon Islands 
Somalia 
South Africa 
South Georgia And The South 
Sandwich Islands 
Spain 
Sri Lanka 
Sudan 
Suriname 
Svalbard And Jan Mayen 

Swaziland 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Syrian Arab Republic 
Taiwan, Province of China 
Tajikistan 
Tanzania, United Republic of 
Thailand 
Timor-Leste 
Togo 
Tokelau 
Tonga 
Trinidad And Tobago 
Tunisia 
Turkey 
Turkmenistan 
Turks And Caicos Islands 
Tuvalu 
Uganda 
Ukraine 
United Arab Emirates  
United Kingdom 
United States 
United States Minor Outlying 
Islands 
Uruguay 
Uzbekistan 
Vanuatu 
Venezuela 
Viet Nam 
Virgin Islands, British 
Virgin Islands, U.S. 
Wallis And Futuna 
Western Sahara 
Yemen 
Zambia 
Zimbabwe 

 
Media:  
Newspaper  
Radio  
TV  
Web  
 
Juridical  
National court 
Public prosecutor 
Lawyer 
Judge 
The European Court of Justice  
 
 
European Court of human 
rights 
International Court of justice 
in The Hague  
 
Institution at international level 
(EU)  
The European Parliament 
(EP) 
The Council of the European 
Union 
The European Commission 
 
 

The European Court of 
Auditors (ECA) 
The European Economic and 
Social Committee 
(EESC/EcoSoc) 
The Committee of the Regions 
(CoR) 
The European Investment 
Bank (EIB) 
The European Central Bank 
(ECB) 
The European Ombudsman 
The European Data Protection 
Supervisor (EDPS) 
The Office for Official 
Publications of the European 
Communities (OOPEC) 
The European Personnel 
Selection Office (EPSO) 
The European Administrative 
School (EAS) 
The European Police Office 
(EUROPOL) 
The European Free Trade 
Association (EFTA) 
The European Investment 
Bank (EIB)  
Institution at international level 
(non-EU)  

United Nations (UN) 
The World Bank 
World Trade Organization 
(WTO) 
Organisation for Economic 
Cooperation and Development 
(OECD) 
North Atlantic Treaty 
Organisation (NATO) 
International Centre for 
Migration Policy Development 
(ICMPD) 
International Monetary Fund 
(IMF) 
International Organization for 
Migration (IOM) 
World Food Programme 
(WFP) 
The Council of Europe 
Development Bank (CEB)  
Politicians or political party at 
EU level President European 
commission 
Vice-president 
EU commissioners 
EU parliamentarians  
 

 
Political parties at national level  

Denmark: Centrum-Demokraterne 
  Dansk Folkeparti 
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  Det Konservative Folkeparti  
  Det Radikale Venstre 
  Enhedslisten 
  Fólkaflokkurin (Faroe Islands) 
  Fremskridtspartiet 
  Inuit Ataqatigiit (Greenland) 
  Kristeligt Folkeparti 
  Kristendemokraterne 
  Liberal Alliance / Ny Alliance 
  Sambandsflokkurin (Faroe 
Islands) 
  Siumut (Greenland) 
  Socialdemokraterne 
  Socialistisk Folkeparti 
  Tjóðveldisflokkurin (Faroe 
Islands) 
  Venstre 
Sweden: Centerpartiet 
  Folkpartiet 
  Folkpartiet 
  Kristdemokraterna 
  Miljöpartiet 
  Moderata samlingspartiet 
  Ny demokrati 
  Socialdemokraternas 
  Vänsterpartiet 
The Netherlands: AOV 

CD 
  CDA 
  ChristenUnie 
  D66 
  GPV 
  GroenLinks 
  Leefbaar Nederland 
  LPF 
  PvdA 
  PvdD 
  PVV 
  RPF 
  SGP 
  SP 
   

TON 
Unie 55+ 

  VVD 
Belgium: AGALEV/GROEN! 
  CD&V/CVP 
  ECOLO 
  FDF 
  FN 
  ID21 
  LDD 
  MCC 
  MR/PRL 
  N-VA 
  PS 
  PSC/CDH 
  Rossem 
  SP/SPA 
  SPIRIT/SPL  
  VB 
  VLD 
  VU 
 
Society  
Citizen(s)  
Minority group(s)  
NGO(s)  
Trade Union  

Business  
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Appendix	  1c	  –	  Questionnaire	  of	  Valence	  and	  Conflict	  Frame	  Experiment	  

 

A two-wave panel-design (June-July, 2011)1 

 

Background characteristics of sample: 

 

Sex (1 = man, 2 = woman) 

 Frequency Percentage 

Man 265 50.9 

Woman 256 49.1 

Total 521 100.0 

 

LFT (Age) 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean SD 

Age 521 18 91 49.06 17.64 

 

LFTK (Age in categories)   

 Frequency Percentage 

18-34 130 25.0 

35-54 193 37.0 

55+ 198 38.0 

Total 521 100.0 

 

POL2006 - Which party did you vote for on the 22 of November 2006?  

Answer categories: CDA, PvdA, SP, VVD, PVV, Groenlinks, ChristenUnie, D66, PvdD, 

SGP, Did not vote/ Blank/ Invalid, Not allowed to vote, Don’t know 

 

POL2010 - Which party did you vote for on the 9th of June 2010? 

Answer categories: CDA, PvdA, SP, VVD, PVV, GroenLinks, ChristenUnie, D66, Partij 

voor de Dieren (PvdD), SGP, Trots op Nederland, Partij voor Mens and Spirit, 

Evangelische Partij van Nederland, Blank or invalid vote, Did not vote, Not allowed to vote 

 

                                                
1 The original questionnaire was in Dutch, the Dutch and English codebooks are available upon request. 
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Groep (Experimental conditions) 

 Frequency Percentage 

Control group 109 20.9 

A: Extreme conflict 97 18.6 

B: Mild conflict, mild positive and mild negative 105 20.2 

C: Mild conflict, mild negative and strong negative 109 20.9 

D: Mild conflict, mild positive and strong positive 101 19.4 

Total 521 100.0 

 

 

 

Questionnaire of the first wave (T1) 

 

 

T1_V20 - Political interest: Could you give an indication of how interested you are in 

politics? On a scale of 1 to 10; 1 = Not interested at all, 10 = very interested 

 

Could you indicate the extent to which you agree with the following propositions? [On a scale of 1 to 

10; 1 = Totally disagree, 10 = Totally agree; 99 = Don’t know/ no opinion; Random order] 

 

T1_v30_1 - The European parliament takes sufficient account of the interests of European 

citizens 

T1_v30_2 - Students who take longer than the set amount to time to finish their education 

should pay more tuition 

T1_v30_3 - All in all I think Dutch membership to be EU is a good thing 

T1_v30_4 - It is very important to me which political party has won the most seats in the 

European Parliament elections 

T1_v30_5 - I trust the institutions of the European Union 

T1_v30_6 - I like watching discussion programs on television 

T1_v30_7 - I do not express my disagreement with others quickly 

T1_v30_8 - Any European country should be free to choose whether an anti-smoking 

legislation is introduced or not 

T1_v30_9 - I avoid media in which discussion and conflict are central  

T1_v30_10 - I generally avoid discussions 

 

Could you indicate whether you think that the next propositions are correct or incorrect? 

[Asked in a random order]. 
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T1_v40_1 - There is European legislation allows migrants to obtain a permanent residence 

permit automatically if they have legally lived in the EU for five years or more in the EU 

[answer: correct] 

T1_v40_2 - People from EU candidate-member states do not need a visa to get into a EU 

country [Answer: Correct] 

T1_v40_3 - The EU is making rules for marriage migration less strict [Answer: Incorrect] 

T1_v40_4 - It is easier for high-educated migrants from outside of Europe and come to the 

EU to work to get a residence permit than for lower-educated migrants [Answer: Correct] 

T1_v40_5 (“The blue card” is created by the EU as an easy way to give cheap laborers from 

abroad a legal status in the EU countries where they already illegally work [Answer: 

Incorrect])  

 

How much attention should the EU give to the following policy areas [On a scale of 1 to 10;  1 = No 

attention whatsoever, 10 = much attention; random order] & Could you indicate how strong you feel 

about this opinion? [On a scale of 1 to 10; 1 = Very weak, 10 = Very strong]  

 

T1_IMP_ECON - Importance of economics, finances and taxes  

T1_ATT_STR_ECON - How strongly do you feel about this? 

T1_IMP_EDUC - Importance of education 

T1_ATT_STR_EDUC - How strongly do you feel about this? 

T1_IMP_HEALTH - Importance of health care 

T1_ATT_STR_HEALTH - How strongly do you feel about this? 

T1_IMP_TERROR - Importance of terrorism 

T1_ATT_STR_TERROR - How strongly do you feel about this? 

T1_IMP_IMMI - Importance of immigration 

T1_ATT_STR_IMMI - How strongly do you feel about this? 

 

Could you indicate to what extent you agree or disagree with the following propositions: 

[On a scale of 1 to 10; 1 = Totally disagree, 10 = Totally agree; 89 = Don’t know, 99 = no 

opinion] & Could you indicate how strong you feel about this? [On a scale of 1 to 10; 1 = Very weak, 

10 = Very strong] 
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T1_v80_1 - The European Union has not taken enough measures with regard to migration 

from outside toward the European Union 

T1_v90_1 - Strength of opinion 

T1_v80_2 - Large immigration flows to EU member states should always be regarded as 

the European Union’s responsibility 

T1_v90_2 - Strength of opinion 

T1_v80_3 - The EU is adequately dealing with the immigration issue 

T1_v90_3 - Strength of opinion 

T1_v80_4 - The European Union should be held accountable for the number of immigrants 

that enter the Netherlands 

T1_v90_4 - Strength of opinion 

 

Questionnaire of the second wave (T2) 

Could you indicate to what extent you agree or disagree with the following propositions:[On a scale of 

1 to 10; 1 = Totally disagree, 10 = Totally agree; 89 = Don’t know, 99 = no opinion] & Could you 

indicate how strong you feel about this? [On a scale of 1 to 10; 1 = Very weak, 10 = Very strong] 

 

T2_v80_1 - The European Union has not taken enough measures with regard to migration 

from outside toward the European Union 

T2_v90_1 - Strength of opinion 

T2_v80_2 - Large immigration flows to EU member states should always be regarded as 

the European Union’s responsibility 

T2_v90_2 - Strength of opinion 

T2_v80_3 - The EU is adequately dealing with the immigration issue 

T2_v90_3 - Strength of opinion 

T2_v80_4 - The European Union should be held accountable for the number of immigrants 

that enter the Netherlands 

T2_v90_4 Strength of opinion 

 

How much attention should the EU give to the following policy areas [On a scale of 1 to 10; 1 = No 

attention whatsoever, 10 = much attention; random order] & Could you indicate how strong you feel 

about this opinion? [On a scale of 1 to 10; 1 = Very weak, 10 = Very strong]  
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T2_IMP_ECON - Importance of economy, finances and taxes 

T2_ATT_STR_ECON - How strong is your opinion about this? 

T2_IMP_EDUC - Importance of education 

T2_ATT_STR_EDUC - How strong is your opinion about this? 

T2_IMP_HEALTH - Importance of health care 

T2_ATT_STR_HEALTH - How strong is your opinion about this? 

T2_IMP_TERROR - Importance of terrorism 

T2_ATT_STR_TERROR - How strong is your opinion about this? 

T2_IMP_IMMI - Importance of Immigration 

T2_ATT_STR_IMMI - How strong is your opinion about this? 

 

Please think about the article that you have just read. This article contained information about 

certain policy measures that the EU has taken. 

 

T2_Risk_EU - To what extent do you think that these measures have had negative 

consequences for Europe 

T2_Risk_NL - To what extent do you think that these measures have had negative 

consequences for the Netherlands 

T2_Check_toon - Did you get the idea that the tone in which the EU was discussed in the 

article was predominantly positive, negative, both positive and negative or neutral? 

T2_Check_Ztoon - Did the tone in the message concur with your opinion about the EU? 

 

You indicate that your opinion about the EU [1,2,3 doe not/4, 5,6 doe not completely/ 7,8 to a 

certain extent  /9, 10 Totally] concurs with the tone of the article. Can you indicate to what extent 

the following propositions apply to you?  [On a scale of 1 to 10; 1= Does not apply to me at all, 

10=Totally applies to me; random order] 

 

T2_cogn_choice - I now wonder whether I have made the right choice 

T2_cogn_annoy - I don’t like that my opinion did /did not concur with what is written in a 

newspaper 

T2_cogn_truth - After reading the newspaper article, I wondered whether what they wrote 

was factually correct 

T2_check_conf1 - Did you have the idea that the article showed conflicting opinions 

T2_check_conf2 (asked to those who replied ‘yes’ to previous question) - Did you feel like 

these conflicting opinions were very strongly present, a little present or barely present? 
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Appendix	  2	  –	  Descriptive	  Tables	  Chapter	  2	  

 

Table A2.1 Descriptive Statistics of Variables in the Multi-level Model 

1994 n Minimum Maximum M SD 

Dependent variable:           

Euroscepticism 7816 0.00 2.00 1.46 0.73 

Hard factors:           

Household finances 7816 0.00 2.00 1.05 0.68 

Country, economy 7816 0.00 2.00 1.11 0.81 

Country unemployment 7816 0.00 2.00 0.97 0.81 

GDP 12 1.04 1.13 1.07 0.02 

Soft factors:           

National pride 7816 0.00 3.00 2.15 0.83 

Exclusive national ID 7816 0.00 1.00 0.36 0.48 

Immigration increase 12 0.29 4.00 1.14 0.98 

Controls:           

Age 7816 16.00 90.00 45.39 16.08 

Gender 7816 0.00 1.00 0.47 0.50 

Education duration 7816 6.00 39.00 17.46 4.36 

Extreme ideology 7816 0.00 7.09 1.52 1.23 

Post-materialism 7816 0.00 1.00 0.13 0.34 

2005 n Minimum Maximum M SD 

Dependent variable:           

Euroscepticism 9603 0.00 2.00 1.37 0.77 

Hard factors:           

Household finances 9603 0.00 2.00 1.01 0.66 

Country, economy 9603 0.00 2.00 0.74 0.75 

Country, unemployment 9603 0.00 2.00 0.74 0.77 

GDP 12 1.01 1.10 1.05 0.02 

Soft factors:           

National pride 9603 0.00 3.00 2.36 0.72 

Exclusive national ID 9603 0.00 1.00 0.42 0.49 

Immigration increase 12 0.51 2.02 1.01 0.36 

Controls:           

Age 9603 16.00 98.00 49.63 16.48 

Gender 9603 0.00 1.00 0.53 0.50 

Education duration 9603 0.00 50.00 18.00 5.18 

Extreme ideology 9603 0.00 6.72 1.48 1.26 

Post-materialism 9603 0.00 1.00 0.11 0.32 
Note: Source: Eurobarometer (eb42 and eb64.2) 
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Table A2.2 Frequencies of Occupation Status (EGP) 

  1994 2005 

  n Percentage n Percentage 

Upper service class 607 7.77 689 7.17 

Lower service class 704 9.01 856 8.91 

Routine non-manual worker 1363 17.44 2007 20.90 

Manual worker 1368 17.50 1394 14.52 

Non (paid) worker 3309 42.34 4324 45.03 

Petty bourgeoisie 465 5.95 333 3.47 

Total 7816 100.00 9603 100.00 

Note: Source: Eurobarometer (eb42 and eb64.2)  
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Appendix	  3	  –	  Descriptive	  Tables	  Chapter	  3	  

 

Table A3.1 Regional Descriptive Statistics of All Relevant Variables, Unstandardized, 1997-

2008 

   Minimum Maximum M SD 
% Support for EU          
Flanders  45.11 77.99 63.30 10.00 
Wallonia  49.20 69.53 59.66 6.26 
The Netherlands  63.80 81.65 74.92 4.48 
Denmark  47.72 69.29 59.35 5.70 
Sweden  28.51 58.99 42.24 7.84 
% Euroscepticism          
Flanders  3.40 20.60 11.25 4.92 
Wallonia  6.50 30.00 13.34 6.74 
The Netherlands  4.70 16.00 9.03 3.44 
Denmark  11.40 28.70 19.51 3.98 
Sweden  19.80 46.50 30.92 6.91 
% Positive valence          
Flanders  0.00 70.00 40.63 15.34 
Wallonia  0.00 60.00 22.90 14.71 
The Netherlands  15.38 58.33 29.86 10.10 
Denmark  3.57 29.17 17.10 7.30 
Sweden  0.00 23.53 14.60 6.16 
% Negative valence         
Flanders  0.00 66.70 40.66 16.22 
Wallonia  0.00 52.20 18.59 14.86 
The Netherlands  19.40 52.90 33.70 7.44 
Denmark  21.40 57.10 36.95 9.51 
Sweden  22.90 64.70 40.33 9.90 
Unemployment rates         
Flanders  6.40 9.40 7.99 0.90 
Wallonia  6.40 9.40 7.99 0.90 
The Netherlands  2.55 5.70 3.96 0.96 
Denmark  3.25 5.55 4.63 0.68 
Sweden  5.30 10.30 6.92 1.22 
Immigration rates           
Flanders  0.04 0.27 0.10 0.06 
Wallonia  0.04 0.27 0.10 0.06 
The Netherlands  0.02 0.14 0.07 0.04 
Denmark  0.02 0.12 0.05 0.03 
Sweden  0.05 0.21 0.12 0.05 
Key-events          
Flanders  0.00 1.00 0.21 0.41 
Wallonia  0.00 1.00 0.21 0.41 
The Netherlands  0.00 1.00 0.29 0.46 
Denmark  0.00 1.00 0.17 0.38 
Sweden  0.00 1.00 0.17 0.38 
Note: Source of public opinion data: Eurobarometer. n per region = 24. 
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Appendix	  4	  –	  Additional	  Tables	  Chapter	  4	  

 

Table A4.1 Descriptive Statistics of all Variables per Country 

 The Netherlands 

 

Denmark 

  Min Max M SD Min Max M SD 

Individual variables                 

Immigration: most important 

problema 0 1 0.11 0.32 0 1 0.19 0.40 

Agea 15 97 48.55 16.88 15 98 49.22 18.07 

Gender (1 = women)a 0 1 0.50 0.50 0 1 0.48 0.50 

Educationa 1 10 6.22 2.85 1 10 7.57 2.53 

Left (1)-right (10) positiona 1 10 5.14 1.91 1 10 5.50 2.09 

                  

Contextual variables                 

% Of positively toned newsc 20 59.1 31.31 9.41 15 49.1 25.70 8.16 

% Of negatively toned newsc 18.2 53.3 37.60 9.50 17.5 53.3 39.71 9.89 

% Change in media attentionc -17.67 19.02 0.42 11.19 -40.34 59.58 -1.09 22.68 

% Immigrants populationb 9.77 10.76 10.33 0.38 4.65 6.55 5.09 0.71 

% Immigrant inflowsb -30.98 95.79 3.42 39.70 -22.00 24.38 0.89 14.35 

n1 13,236       15,123       

n2 14 (period 2003.01 to 2009.02)  16 (period 2003.01 to 2010.02)  

Note: Source: a Eurobarometer 59.1 to 74.2, b Eurostat, c NWO-conflict newspaper data 

 

 

Table A4.2 Correlations between RWDs and Media trends in The Netherlands and Denmark 

  The Netherlands 

 

Denmark 

  r p r p 

Immigration inflowsa*media salienceb -0.36 0.00 0.21 0.00 

Immigration inflowsa*negative mediab -0.05 0.00 -0.28 0.00 

Immigration inflowsa*positive mediab -0.17 0.00 0.11 0.00 

Immigrant populationa*mediab salience -0.22 0.00 -0.33 0.00 

Immigrant populationa*negativeb media -0.11 0.00 -0.13 0.00 

Immigrant populationa*positiveb media 0.52 0.00 -0.20 0.00 

Note: Source: a Eurostat, b NWO-conflict newspaper data 
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Appendix	  5a	  –	  Additional	  Table	  Chapter	  5	  

	  

Table A5.1 Background Characteristics According to Treatment Group 

 Gender (1 = men) Age  Education (1 to 8) Social class (1 to 5; 1 = high) n 

Control 1.53 51.93 5.04 2.54 101 

A 1.44 48.98 5.15 2.52 88 

B 1.48 49.06 5.16 2.53 100 

C 1.51 48.05 5.24 2.47 101 

D 1.55 46.89 5.24 2.56 91 

Total 1.51 49.02 5.16 2.52 481 
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Appendix	  5b	  –	  Stimulus	  Material	  

 

Figure A5.1 Example of a Condition in Original Language (Manipulated Areas are Marked). 

 
Figure A5.2 The Different Arguments and Levels of Conflict in the Four Conditions 
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Figure A5.3  Stimulus Material, English Translation of the Newspaper Articles used for the Experiment. 

Note that this is a Literal Translation; The Text is Written in a more Journalistic Style in its Original 

Language 

Results European migration policies made public next Saturday 
XXX – The European Commission will publish the long awaited results of the European migration 
policy research next Saturday. Specifically mentioned herein are the results of EU action on 
immigration enforcement. 
During the last years the EU has taken a new direction with regard to the legislation on immigration to 
Europe. They did so by implementing new European policies and move the border controls within Europe to 
the European borders. Abandoning systematic controls between European countries. Measures were 
implemented to prosecute traffickers more intensively. Agreements were made with neighboring countries in 
order to get more control over migratory flows towards the EU. 
[Manipulations:] 
P1 (Very negative; part of condition A and C):  P. Reijnders, professor at the political science department in at 
XXX completely disagrees with Dr. Lering ‘The EU measures are utterly counterproductive, a hard line 
approach will press illegal migration further underground and this creates a lot of new problems. Moreover, 
unlike Dr. Lering I do not believe that the EU is currently engaged in problem solving, but in problem 
displacement. By getting neighboring countries involved the EU pushes its responsibility to countries outside 
the EU and that is unacceptable.’ 
‘Besides,’ Reijnders says, ‘the EU has offered no solution to tackle illegal immigration in Europe. By not 
monitoring the country borders within Europe and neglecting to perform systematic checks the pressure on 
the European borders are rising.’ 
P2 (Mildly negative; part of condition B and C):  ‘The EU still has a long way to go,’ says Dr. F. Lering, former 
MEP. ‘The measures at European borders and a tougher approach to human trafficking will not change the 
situation. As long as there is money to be made, smugglers will continue their course.’ Lering also indicates 
that it is OK to cooperate with neighboring countries, provided that clear agreements are made. ‘The EU 
should not forget that neighboring countries do not feel the same responsibility towards Europe as the 
European countries do.’ 
P3 (Mildly positive; part of condition B and D):  P. Reijnders, professor at the political science department in at 
XXX tends to disagrees with Dr. Lering ‘The EU has taken on well the difficult task of creating an 
overarching European migration policy. Unlike Dr. Lering I think that the measure to tackle traffickers 
harder is very necessary and useful. This can prevent much suffering.’ The cooperation with neighboring 
countries in Europe Reijnders is also a smart move. ‘Together we are stronger. However, Europe still faces 
many issues regarding illegal immigration, and the EU should not lose sight of this.’ 
P4 (very positive; part of condition A and D):  ‘The EU has started some very good things in the field of 
immigration’ Dr. F. Lering says, former MEP. ‘The European measures are fitting if you ask me. By dealing 
with the problem at the European border, we face a lot less worries within Europe and therefore fewer 
problems in the later stages of the immigration process. By cooperating with neighboring countries, the 
European border is guarded from both sides. This gives traffickers an even smaller chance to succeed.’  
Nowadays a country like XXX barely has any borders to guard anymore. Only at the airport and in the 
harbors of XXX and XXX people enter the country from outside of Europe, so these are the only places 
where old-fashioned border controls still take place. The EU now compensates for the lack of border control 
in countries like XXX. 

 

 




