MUSLIM IMMIGRATION CONTINUES TO DIVIDE EUROPE:
A QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS OF EUROPEAN SOCIAL SURVEY DATA
By Arno Tausch*
This article assesses the backlash surrounding German Chancellor Angela Merkel’s “culture of
welcome,” a policy of welcoming large numbers of refugees from the Middle East, North Africa and
West Asia. Although this policy gained momentum in the summer of 2015, a strong backlash has
ensued in 2016, culminating, all across Europe, in the election, one after the other, of far-right
“populist” anti-immigration and right-wing parties and movements. This article employs data from
European Social Survey (ESS) and the World Values Survey (WVS) to create an accurate diagnostic
image of the major storm gathering on the European horizon.
OBJECTIVES
In the novel Submission by the French
writer Michel Houellebecq, the weakened
political left in France teams up with the local
branch of the Muslim Brotherhood to prevent
the far-right Front National from winning the
French Presidential election in 2022. The net
result of this is the triumph of Islamism in the
country
of
freedom,
equality
and
brotherhood.1 Ironic and even cynical as the
novel is, it could well portray the future
trajectory of European politics, as judged from
a thorough data analysis of European Social
Survey (ESS) data.2 These data seem to
suggest that there is at least a grain of truth in
the social logic described in Houellebecq’s
novel: a weakened European social
democracy, losing out its electorate to the far
right, while depending more and more on the
Muslim vote to win elections.
This article will assess significant European
opinion structures in the context of German
Chancellor Angela Merkel’s policy of
welcoming large numbers of refugees from the
Middle East, North Africa and West Asia, a
policy which gained momentum in the
summer of 2015, and which has not met her
promised objective of integrating these
hundreds of thousands of newcomers into the
climate and culture of the countries which
have taken them in. This policy has caused a

strong backlash, culminating, all across
Europe, in the election success, one after the
other, of far-right “populist” anti-immigration
and Euro-skeptical parties and movements.3 In
order to assess the underlying destructive
dynamics of these events,4 which might even
destroy the very trajectory of European
integration, we employ advanced statistical
data analysis from the publicly-accessible
European Social Survey (ESS) project
(interview waves of 2014), augmented by
some global comparative data from the World
Values Survey (WVS).5 Data from the ESS
interview wave in 2016 has not yet been made
available to the public as of this writing, so
this preliminary data analysis constitutes, so to
speak, photographs of the clouds of this very
strong storm gathering on the European
horizon in 2014—an early “X-ray” of the
developing crisis.
BACKGROUND
The current European far-right wing
electoral tendencies seem to contradict the
results of a May 2016 poll commissioned by
the human rights NGO Amnesty International
suggesting that large majorities in many
countries, including European countries,
continue to welcome asylum-seekers.6
As of August 2016, all indicators were that
the number of refugees would increase
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dramatically again in the final months of 2016
after the likely failure of the European Union
and Turkey to reach an agreement on
regulating refugee inflow into the EU.7 The
anticipated breakdown of this agreement will
mean revisiting the scenarios of summer and
fall 2015, when hundreds of thousands of
asylum-seekers entered Europe, often without
proper security checks and identity controls.
During that period, voices warning about the
political and even security risks involved in
the context of the violently anti-Semitic global
Islamist ideology were little heeded in several
European countries, which continue to put into
practice Chancellor Merkel’s “culture of
welcome.”8
First, to realistically highlight the grave
security risks involved with the current
situation, stemming from rising Islamist
ideology, both “imported” and “homegrown,”
in the context of hundreds of thousands of
newly-arrived
individuals
from
Arab
countries, the Middle East and North Africa,9
we evaluate some well-known surveys from
the Arab Center for Research and Policy
Studies (ACRPS) in Doha, Qatar10, as well as
of the Pew Institute in Washington, D.C., on
opinion structures in the countries of origin of
the current refugee wave to Europe.11 By
2014, it had already become clear that largescale Muslim immigration from the Middle
East, North Africa and West Asia would
greatly polarize the European political
systems, and that, in reality, no easy solution
was available.12
Opinion surveys in Arab and Muslim
countries suggest a support rate of 13 percent
(classified as “strong/some” support) for ISIL
terrorism among Syrian refugees scattered
over the entire Middle East and among 11
percent of the broader Arab population in
eight Arab countries and territories, raising the
specter of a considerable influx of hard-core
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Islamist terrorists into Europe among the
masses of refugees now entering the continent.
Add to this the considerable ISIL support in
other Muslim majority states which play a key
figure in the unfolding current events either as
countries of refugee origin or – in the case of
Turkey – as a key European partner. Turkey
increasingly follows its own Neo-Ottoman and
global Islamist agenda under President
Erdogan’s leadership.13 A 2013 Pew Poll even
revealed that a staggering 49 percent of Turks
regard the United States – the key country of
the Western military NATO alliance to which
Turkey has belonged since 1952 – as an
enemy.14
Table 1 briefly presents the existing
opinion survey figures with regard to support
of terrorism among the Arab population.
Whatever stance one takes in the debate about
the visa-free access of Turkish citizens to
European Union territory, which has been
added to the agenda in light of the EU-Turkey
refugee deal, it is clear that the presence
among the adult Turkish population of fully
8% who claim they are supporters of ISIL
represents a huge security risk for the entire
West, not only for Europe. This figure
represents not only hundreds of thousands of
Turkish supporters of hard-core Islamist terror,
but also millions who now might travel
without any restrictions in the entire Schengen
accord area of the EU, from Honningsvåg in
Northern Norway to Limassol in Cyprus, if the
proposed deal between Turkey and the EU
becomes reality.15 In this context, it is also
important to face with complete honesty the
fact that up to a third of the Syrian refugee
population in the Middle East, according to the
ACRPS survey, does not even want a
democratic, but rather, a theocratic state. The
problems of integrating these masses into the
workings of Western European democracies
represent an enormous future task.16
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Table 1: ISIL terror support rates (in ascending order) in key Middle East and Muslim countries,
in percentage of the total adult population. Data from ACPSR and PEW.
ACPSR 2014 ACPSR 2015 PEW 2015
ISIL terror support
rates (Average)
Israel17
1%
1.00%
Lebanon
1%
1%
1.00%
Indonesia
4%
4.00%
Iraq
6%
2%
4.00%
Jordan
9%
2%
3%
4.67%
Kuweit
5%
5.00%
Saudi Arabia
10%
2%
6.00%
Tunisia
13%
2%
7.50%
Burkina Faso
8%
8.00%
Morocco
8%
8.00%
Turkey
8%
8.00%
Algeria
9%
9.00%
Pakistan
9%
9.00%
Egypt
10%
9%
9.50%
Malaysia
11%
11.00%
Senegal
11%
11.00%
Sudan
11%
11.00%
Palestinian Territories
24%
6%
6%
12.00%
Syrian refugees
13%
13.00%
Mauritania
20%
20.00%
Facing this seemingly endless influx of
asylum seekers from the most unstable and
also potentially the most radical political
regions of the world, it is also important to
consider that in 2015, Germany alone already
received almost 500,000 asylum applications.
This gives some idea of the magnitude of the
security risks involved with such numbers,
particularly given the background of the
opinion structures in the countries of origin, as
documented in Table 1.18 Of the almost 1.3
million asylum applications filed with
authorities in the EU-28 by citizens from
countries outside the EU in 2015, almost
360,000 were from Syria, almost 180,000
were from Afghanistan, and over 120,000
from Iraq. During this period, Germany
received 38 percent of the total applications
for asylum in the EU Member States, followed
by Sweden, with 21 percent, Austria, with 7
percent and Italy and France, with 6 percent
each.

For the security analysis community of
Western countries, including Israel, this
situation creates the urgent need for a more
detached and serious look at the available
European international opinion data to assess
the real “opinion landscape” of the current
migration crisis in Europe and the policy
options which these data seem to suggest. It is
entirely conceivable that the old structure of
the European political party systems,
dominated for decades by Christian
democratic, social democratic, liberal, and
green parties, has ultimately been transformed
into a structure dominated by a sharp
polarization between pro- and antiimmigration parties.
While liberal immigration and asylum
policies are somewhat supported by the welleducated and rich elites, the political left,
which used to be supported by the industrial
working class, has progressively lost its
support to the European populist right-wing
political parties due to the pressures of
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demographic decline, global industrial
production relocation, growing inequalities,
globalization
and
large-scale
inward
19
immigration. ESS data from 2014 show20
that 79.3 percent of Muslims in Austria
support the Social Democrats; in Belgium,
13.6 percent support the Social Democrats in
the Flemish part of Belgium and 36.4 percent
within the French speaking part of the country;
in Switzerland, Muslim support for the Social
Democrats is 66.7 percent; in Germany, it is
49.2 percent; in Denmark, it is 31.6 percent;21
in France, it is 58.2 percent; and in Sweden, it
is 66.7 percent. Other more left-wing and
“green” political parties also did rather well in
receiving Muslim support.
EUROPE:
FACING
MIGRATION INFLUX

THE

BIG

The Austrian Johannes Hahn, European
commissioner for European Neighbourhood
Policy & Enlargement Negotiations, thus, the
commissioner responsible for relations with
Turkey, remarked on September 17, 2015 that
in the immediate neighborhood of Europe,
there are already 20 more million refugees
waiting for passage to Europe.22 Even for rich
Western European democracies such as
Austria, Germany, or Sweden, such numbers
will undoubtedly exceed their integration
capacities, and threaten to throw these nations
into chaos.
Sweden, which hitherto had the most
liberal and rapid integration policies in Europe
for newcomers of all sorts, has been praised in
the international social science literature as the
country offering the best practices when it
comes to integration of migrants.23 But since
2010, Sweden has seen an unprecedented
wave of hate crimes against Jews, which has
only magnified since then,24 and signs of other
strains on its once very liberal policy of
asylum and migration are mounting.25 Rifts in
these policies were already evident at the
beginning of the 2010s.26 One could add here
that there is a growing feeling among Jewish
communities in Europe that they are now
confronted with a new kind of “imported
antisemitism”,27 reflected in the staggering
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rates of antisemitism among Europe’s Muslim
communities,28 as evidenced in a recent ADL100 survey. An average of 55 percent of
Western European Muslims harbored antiSemitic attitudes.29 Barely noticed by the
adherents of the “culture of welcome” in other
European countries, especially Germany and
Austria, the Left/Green coalition government
in Sweden had to introduce very harsh influx
control measures in January 2016.30
EURABIA AROUND THE CORNER?
Given the growth of populistic parties all
over Europe, the question becomes whether
this growth is a result of not dealing with the
problems of integrating the newcomers into
their recipient societies.31 Another major
question at this juncture is the migration
pressure on European societies in the
immediate future, beyond those individuals
who are forced to seek asylum due to the war
and destruction currently devastating Syria,
Iraq, and Libya.
An ACRPS survey in Mauritania, Morocco,
Algeria, Tunisia, Libya, Egypt, Sudan,
Palestine, Lebanon, Jordan, Iraq, Saudi
Arabia, Yemen and Kuwait, which represent
90 percent of the total population of the Arab
League, provided additional useful data for
projecting the expected migration from the
Arab world (in millions of persons). The
ACRPS says that an astonishing percentage of
22 percent of the total Arab population would
like to emigrate.32 Even a conservative
estimate, applying World Bank population
figures and findings from a recent global
Gallup survey indicating that for every 100
global inhabitants saying that they intend to
emigrate, only 7.3 percent are indeed planning
to move and only 3 percent ultimately actually
have actually taken concrete steps towards
emigration,33 we arrive at the following
figures:
 Arabs currently intending to migrate:
82.95 million individuals
 Arabs currently planning migration:
6.32 million individuals
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Arabs who have undertaken concrete
steps to emigrate: 2.5 million
individuals
In an opinion piece in The New York
Times34 on Jan. 9, 2016, columnist Ross
Douthat stated that until recently, fears of a
“Eurabia,” and of mass “Islamization” were
hard to credit. Until the most recent wave of
asylum-related mass immigration beginning in
2015, Europe’s assimilation challenge looked
unpleasant but not insurmountable, and the
likelihood of Yugoslavian-style balkanization
relatively remote. But given the present
situation, Douthat correctly stated that
“…we’re in uncharted territory. The issue isn’t
just that immigrants are arriving in the
hundreds of thousands rather than the tens of
thousands. It’s that a huge proportion of them
are teenage and twentysomething men.” He
backs up this claim with statistics: in Sweden,
71 percent of all asylum applicants in 2015
were men.35 Sweden, a country of 9.6 million,
at the height of the European asylum crisis in
2015, absorbed 10,000 asylum seekers per
week. Swedish police, Douthat went on to say
in his New York Times article, have
acknowledged that they have lost the ability to
monitor the whereabouts of foreign nationals
within the country.36
PREVIOUS EMPIRICAL STUDIES
Having sketched the background and
specific concerns behind this article’s
empirical analysis, it is worthwhile to look
into the international peer-reviewed journals
of social science to analyze earlier studies on
the subject, using ESS data on migration and
its effects on populations’ attitudes within
Europe. In one prominent 2015 study,
employing the same data and methodology as
the present article, Daniel Stockemer revealed
that through its targeting of immigrants as a
threat to employment, security and cultural
cohesion, the radical right averaged 10 percent
of the vote in European elections from 2009 to
2013. What drives this vote? Stockemer
combined ESS data on individual perceptions
of immigrants for more than 25,000
individuals with macro-level data on the actual

percentage of foreign-born citizens across 200
European regions. This study highlights the
fact that only the individual perceptions of
immigration indicator is positively correlated
to higher support for radical right-wing
parties, and not the actual number of foreignborn citizens.37 Nagayoshi and Hjerm in their
study determined that labor market policies in
the form of activation policies affect attitudes
toward immigration. They also show that the
effects vary across different types of labor
market policies and depend on individual
levels of socioeconomic vulnerability.38
Schmidt-Catran and Spies argued that over the
period between 1994 to 2010, the native-born
population in Germany became increasingly
more reluctant to support welfare programs
when the proportion of foreigners at the
regional level increases. This effect is further
moderated by the economic context: the higher
the unemployment rate, the more negative the
effect of foreigners on natives’ attitude toward
providing welfare programs.39
METHODS AND DATA
In this study, we use multivariate analysis40
applied to publicly-available survey results
from the ESS41 and WVS42 to measure what
the European population really thinks about
mass migration and why it holds these beliefs.
The chosen methodology for this study was
the promax factor analysis, based on the
Standard Statistical Package SPSS, 23.43 In
comparison to several other factor analytical
models, this offers a good model to calculate
correlations between the factors, which are the
underlying dimensions of an empirical
research project, based on the matrix of bivariate correlations between the variables.
Representative data for 2014 are available
from Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany,
Ireland, Netherlands, Norway, Poland,
Slovenia, Sweden, and Switzerland, and are
based on more than 28.000 representative
interviews in these countries. Earlier data also
include such countries as the Ukraine and
Israel.
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We decided to run three factor analytical
models. The first was aimed at measuring
support for the “culture of welcome” and its
dynamics. The variables were also used to
classify the European countries by their
average support rates for Chancellor Merkel’s
“culture of welcome.” The second analysis
dealt with the overall patterns of xenophobia
and extremism in Europe. The factors
extracted from these variables were used to
classify how radicalism or moderate the mood
was of supporters and voters in Europe. The
last factor analytical attempt was directed at
analyzing the “class background” of opinions
on asylum and migration policy.
RESULTS
In order to accommodate space limitations
here, all these tables, containing the SPSS
empirical results from the ESS freely available
on the Internet.44 So this article will focus on
presenting the results in a verbal, nonstatistical fashion for the larger readership of
this journal.
Support for Angela Merkel’s refugee policy
is spread unevenly across Europe
Far from supporting the generalized
optimism of the Amnesty International survey,
mentioned briefly at the beginning of this
article, which claims that a majority of
Europeans continue to welcome asylumseekers, comparative opinion surveys from the
WSS and ESS squarely contradict these
findings.
Data analysis relied on original interview
data from Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany,
Ireland, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, and
Sweden reveal that on a 4-point scale about
Muslim migration to Europe, ranging from
“Allow many to come and live here” (1.0);
“Allow some” (2.0); “Allow a few” (3.0); to
“Allow none” (4.0); only 15.5 percent of
Europeans supported the view that European
governments should admit many Muslims.
40.7 percent of Europeans think that some
Muslims should be admitted; 26.8 percent are
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in favor of admitting only a few, while 16.9
percent are in favor of a total ban on Muslim
immigration.
This study’s electronic annex tables,
available from our team’s website45 Tables 1
and 2a and 2b, show that even in poorer
developing countries, attitudes against mass
migration have hardened in recent years, and
that even among the majority of European
Muslims, there is now increased skepticism
towards
further
newcomers,
severely
questioning the “culture of welcome” so
prominent among the European political left.
Table 1, based on WVS data, show that Spain
and Sweden are the only member countries of
the EU where the most liberal attitude towards
migration (“let anyone come”) is supported by
more than 10 percent of the population. This
table also implies that international efforts to
resettle Afghan, Iraqi, and Syrian refugees
would perhaps be supported by influential proimmigration minorities in other countries,
including China and Saudi Arabia, where
acceptancy of large-scale immigration is
currently higher than in Europe.
Positive
attitudes
towards
Muslim
migration in Europe (“allow many Muslims to
come”), as seen in Table 2a, are found only
among European minorities; in Sweden and
Germany this percentage is above 20 percent,
but nowhere it is a majority position. As
already mentioned, even European Muslims
(Table 2b) are skeptical about further mass
Muslim migration, and not a single European
Muslim community, as surveyed by the ESS,
takes a majority position (50% + 1) that many
Muslims should be allowed to come and live
in their community. In Table 2c, we document
the population-weighted results for all the ESS
samples of the 2014 survey. Taking into
account the different population sizes of
European countries, we get, as mentioned
briefly above, the combined results for the
entire European continent in Table 2c, which
clearly documents that only 15.5 percent of
Europeans surveyed are in favor of allowing
many Muslims to come and live in Europe.
Tables 3a, 3b, 3c, and 3d demonstrate the
results of our first factor analytical
investigation into the drivers of the current
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crisis. Our model explains 60.7 percent of the
total variance. It combines background
variables about education and religiosity or
secular life style with variables involving trust
and attitudes on migration. The trust
variables46 also contain items on European
integration and European institutions.
Table 3a shows the factor loadings after the
promax rotation of principal components,
which explain the underlying correlation
matrix between the variables, and shows how
we interpret the results in terms of the
processes “trust,” “xenophobia,” “secularism,”
and “European anti-racism.” We document the
correlation between these dimensions in Table
3b. While today, “secularism” does not play
any major role in determining trust,
xenophobia, and European anti-racism, mainly
because European churches and religious
denominations, just like overall society, are
deeply split on the issues under scrutiny here,
we can nonetheless show the overall relevance
of the trust-xenophobia and trust-anti-racism
dimensions.
Still more relevant for immediate policy
conclusions, we have combined three
factors—trust, absence of xenophobia, and
European anti-racism—into a factor analytical
measurement scale to demonstrate the broad
acceptance of the European “culture of
welcome.” The weighting of the three factors
corresponds to their statistical so-called
Eigenvalues. Table 3c shows the end result of
this statistical endeavor. The national
population support rates for the European
“culture of welcome” were still strongest in
Scandinavia (Sweden, Norway and Denmark),
followed by the Netherlands and Switzerland.
Finland and Germany still have positive
overall indicator values, while Belgium,
Austria and France actually show negative
overall indicator values. The group of
“unwilling partners” within the EU, at the very
bottom of the table, comprises Ireland,
Estonia, Slovenia, and Poland and the Czech
Republic. Table 3c shows just how divisive
the issue has become for European integration,
and underscores the impossibility of “burden
sharing,” distributing the refugee populations
among different EU member states. These

unwilling partners will simply not carry
through with European “burden sharing”
measures, because their electorates are so
highly opinionated against such policies.
Factor analytical classification of European
political parties: the crumbling middle
ground
Since the 1990s, comparative social science
research focused primarily on the growing
wave of anti-immigrant and xenophobic
parties in Europe. The French Front
National,47 the Austrian FPÖ,48 and several
other such parties49 were frequently
highlighted in such research.50 Some of the
earlier studies on these parties also made
extensive use of multivariate, advanced
statistical models like factor analysis to
attempt to answer the question of why such
parties were enjoying such success.51
Our own factor analytical model, based on
the ESS data, is precisely designed to analyze
the European electorates according to their
radicalism along such dimensions as antiimmigration, rejection of Jewish, Muslim or
Roma/Sinti immigration, other forms of
xenophobia, their personal closeness or
distance to migrant communities52 and their
general degree of “culturalism,” that is, their
belief that their own culture is unique and
superior in the global community.53 The
choice of variables used in our study was
greatly influenced by earlier studies on these
issues, 54 while drawing on the far superior and
more extensive data base of the ESS 2014.55
Our statistical comparisons are perhaps useful
in classifying the electorate of European
political parties according to their right-wing,
xenophobic extremism.56
Our study explains 59.4 percent of the total
variance of the variables of our model. Table
4a shows the factor analytical weights which
we used in the political party classification,
based on the Eigenvalues in our promax factor
analysis, while Table 4c shows the factor
loadings of our six factors whose Eigenvalues
are greater or equal to 1.0 and thus are being
interpreted according to the standard
conventions of factor analysis.
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The six factors which can be interpreted in
a meaningful way according to the mentioned
Eigenvalues criteria were:
 Anti-immigration sentiment57
 Secularism
 Euro-multiculturalism
 Rejection of racism
 Lack of personal multicultural
experience
 Right-wing culturalism
Table 4c shows the correlations of the
promax factors, while Table 4d is the final
classification result of the electorates of over
90 political parties in Europe. Based on
criteria that include pro-immigration attitudes,
their absence of Euro-multiculturalism, their
racism, the lack of a personal multicultural
experience, and their right-wing culturalism, it
is fair to suggest that the following ten parties
are the ten most anti-liberal operating in
Europe:
1. France: FN (Front National)
2. Austria : FPÖ
3. Denmark: Dansk Folkeparti - Danish
People’s party
4. Netherlands: Party for Freedom
5. Finland: True Finns
6. Estonia: Eesti Keskerakond
7. Switzerland: Swiss People's Party
8. Norway: Progress Party (FRP)
9. Poland: Law and Justice (PiS)
10. Belgium: N-VA
Liberal asylum and migration policy is
supported mainly by the upper classes
Our last factor analysis about the class
support of the “culture of welcome” explains
58.4 percent of the total variance. Tables 5a,
5b, as well as Table 6 contain the most
important results in this respect. These tables
analyze the following five factors whose
Eigenvalues are greater or equal to 1.0:
 Anti-immigration sentiment 58
 Trust
 Civil society
 Upper classes
 Age
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Our correlation analysis between these
factors reveals the close interconnectedness
between the factors of trust, an active civil
society and belonging to the upper classes on
the one hand and the anti-immigration
sentiment, which is becoming part and parcel
of the “proletarian” political culture of Europe
in the twenty-first century, on the other hand.
No false complacency should exist about the
possible destructive nature of these
correlations: while globalization and the
European single market undoubtedly lead to
an ever more polarized income structure,59 and
trust and an active civil society are anchored
more or less increasingly among the well-todo segments of society, the proletarized and
marginalized
European
“masses”
are
becoming increasingly skeptical about
European integration and mass immigration.
In countries like Spain and Greece, voters turn
to left-wing populist movements. The
Northern European left-wing political parties
have not thus far questioned the “rules of the
game” of the neo-liberal European Union
policy consensus and have increasingly
become dependent on immigrant votes for
political support as they call for a liberal
immigration and asylum policy. The angry and
disillusioned under-class “native” voters start
to follow the siren calls of right-wing
populism. Table 6 shows some of the
consequences of these processes on a countryto-country level.
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS:
“SUBMISSION,” ALL OVER AGAIN?
For the policy planners and security
communities of other Western democracies,
and also in the State of Israel, the attitudes
revealed through this study of existing survey
data pose intricate foreign policy and security
questions. Supporters of many political parties
in Europe feel a growing unease about the
current intensive Muslim mass migration to
Europe. This seems to be the trigger which
determines the rise of a right-wing populist
party landscape. Graphs 1, 2a, 2b, and 3
highlight the supporters and sympathizers of
the French Front National and the Austrian
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FPÖ in a comparative perspective according to
the factor analytical criteria developed in this
article. In both countries, voter preferences
would suggest that the two respective major
Christian democratic parties, the UMP in
France and the ÖVP in Austria, are in fact
more and more similar to the Front National
and the FPÖ. Until 2016, this was less true for
Germany.
Graph 4 highlights the role of secularism in
this relationship. Since Christian Churches in
Europe are as deeply divided on the issues
examined here as the general population, there
are few real differences in the attitudes of
religiously active and secular Europeans on
the issues under scrutiny here.
Graph 5 and Tables 7a, 7b, and 7c start
from the interconnectedness between the
rejection of Jewish immigration and the
rejection of Muslim immigration to Europe.
While the two variables have almost 4/5 of the
variance in common, and the rejection of
Jewish immigration explains almost 80
percent of the rejection of Muslim
immigration, it is noteworthy to analyze which
electorates harbor relatively stronger antiMuslim sentiments, and which harbor
relatively fewer anti-Muslim sentiments
(always statistically predicted by their
rejection of Jewish immigration).
Tables 7a and 7b depict the evolving
bifurcation of the European party systems
according to the opinions of the electorate
about Muslim mass immigration. The political
parties of the left (most notably green and
social democratic parties in Western Europe)
display a much more “liberal” attitude on
Muslim inward mass migration than on Jewish
immigration, while the populist protest parties
of the right in Western Europe increasingly
trade their old and historic anti-Jewish
sentiments for a “new” positioning against
Muslim mass immigration. Table 7c also
shows the classification of the political parties
in Eastern Europe according to these criteria.
While parties in the Czech Republic, Estonia
and Poland reflect a tendency towards a
stronger anti-Muslim migration sentiment at
given levels of rejection of Jewish
immigration and thus become similar to

Western European right-wing populism,
parties in Slovenia instead correspond to the
new pattern emerging among European leftwing parties.
As if to confirm Houellebecq's ironic and
dark prophecies, just one week after the
Austrian presidential elections, whose results
were by the way annulled by the Austrian
Constitutional Court for severe electoral
irregularities, and which now have to be
repeated in October 2016,60 the head of the
powerful Vienna Social Democrats, Michael
Häupl, whose mass mobilization in the capital
of Austria against the right-wing populist
candidate Norbert Hofer was decisive in the
May 22, 2016 election results, went to Iran on
a trip only days after this election. The goal of
the trip was to dramatically increase
cooperation between the city of Vienna and
the city of Tehran.61 Thus, Austria is perhaps
bidding farewell to the spirit of “civil society,”
mobilized against the imminent danger of a
right-wing populist election victory. Häupl
expressed no qualms about Iran’s nuclear
ambitions against the Jewish state, no qualms
about the violations of human rights in Iran,
and no qualms about the rights of the gay,
lesbian, bisexual and transgender community
in Iran.
The twenty parties whose supporters most
strongly reject Jewish immigration to Europe
today are:
1. Slovenia: DESUS - Demokraticna
stranka upokojencev Slovenije
2. Czech Republic: KSCM
3. Slovenia: SDS - Slovenska
demokratska stranka
4. Netherlands: Party for Freedom
5. Austria: FPÖ
6. Czech Republic: CSSD
7. Poland: Law and Justice
8. Poland: Polish Peasants Party
9. France: FN (Front National)
10. Czech Republic: ANO 2011
11. Finland: The Centre Party
12. Finland: True Finns
13. Switzerland: Swiss People's Party
14. Ireland: Fianna Fáil
15. Belgium: PS
16. Belgium: N-VA
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17. Denmark: Dansk Folkeparti - Danish
peoples party
18. Czech Republic: TOP 09
19. Ireland: Sinn Féin
20. Finland: Social Democratic Party
Among this group of the top 20 electorates
opposing Jewish immigration to Europe, one
finds not only right-wing parties, but also the
already-left-wing Belgian Socialists, the leftwing Irish Sinn Féin, and the Finnish Social
Democrats. And this, according to our
prognosis, is just a beginning.
For the security of the State of Israel, these
tendencies suggest a rather dire picture.
During the times of darkness of Fascism,
through post-war European reconstruction
from 1945 until the end of Communism in
1989, social democracy and later the green
parties represented a voice of reason and hope,
and their political ideology was clearly
structured around the ideas of moderate
reforms of capitalism and the Enlightenment.
Given the tendencies of recent years, as
seen in our study, a rather different picture of
European politics has begun to emerge: a
waning social democracy and to a certain
extent also a waning “green movement”,
whose mass bases of support dwindle as the
multifold pressures of globalization, mass
migration, and a neo-liberal project of
European integration more and more
undermine the basis of the social contract of
European successful development. European
right-wing populist parties are there to stay for
the foreseeable future.
*Arno Tausch is Professor of Economics at
Corvinus University Budapest, and Adjunct
Professor of Political Science at Innsbruck
University, Austria.
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