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Abstract
Taking into consideration how easy it is to move within the European Union for all Union citizens, this
paper will examine to what extent voting behaviour is impacted by perception of immigrants as well as
identity/ sense of belonging. The two EU countries that have been examined to study the extent of this
were The Netherlands and Germany. ESS and CBS data from the year 2014 was used to collect data on
the following variables; voting behaviour, perception of immigrants and identity/ sense of belonging. A
multiple linear regression was then performed, with voting behaviour as dependent variable, and the
results for The Netherlands and Germany were separately analysed. Statistics show a significant
relationship between voting behaviour and perception of immigrants for both The Netherlands and
Germany. Where in both countries, the less accepting the citizens were of immigrants, the closer they felt
to right-wing political parties. Only in Germany did the variable of identity/ sense of belonging play a role
in one’s voting behaviour, where the less close citizens felt to their country the closer they felt to left-wing
political parties. Although these results only give possible answers for these two chosen countries, rough
ideas can be made for other countries within the EU. Ultimately, this research can help with policy
making in the area of citizens voting behaviour by using this research as a guide.
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Introduction
After World War 2 had come to an end, the catastrophic social and physical destruction of war brought
about strong notions of peace and prosperity for most European countries. This resulted in multiple
treaties being signed between various European countries. What first started as an aim for economic
integration between these various countries later turned into something more complex. Evolving into a
larger group of countries concerning a broader range of topics, such as climate, security, environment,
migration, etc (European Commission, 2022). Today, this large group of European countries is now called
the EU and consists of 27 countries, referred to as member states, with around 446 million citizens (2022)
(Eurostat, 2023) all with their own identities and a shared EU citizenship.

Being a citizen of the EU means that certain freedoms are offered to you, the free movement of goods,
capital, workers and to establish and/or provide services (European Parliament, 2019). These freedoms for
citizens are backed up by European law, “[...] Member States shall grant Union citizens leave to enter
their territory with a valid identity card or passport and shall grant family members who are not nationals
of a Member State leave to enter their territory with a valid passport.” (TFEU, 2011, Article 5: Right of
Entry) and “Every citizen of the Union has the right to move and reside freely within the territory of the
Member States.” (EU charter, 2000, Article 45: Freedom of movement and residence). These laws
provide evidence showing just how easy the EU has made it for the citizens to immigrate to other member
states. Taking this into consideration, it could be assumed that due to what is offered, immigration rates
have the possibility to drastically increase within the 27 member states.

May 1st 2004 marks the EU’s largest enlargement in people and countries, with a growth of roughly 74
million new citizens (European Council, 2024). The 10 new countries that were added were all located in
the Eastern hemisphere of Europe, 8 of which being former communist countries. Before the enlargement,
“Western Europeans were uneasy about extending Europe’s Eastern border” due to the possible
“politicization of immigration” (Jeannet, 2020, p. 2). With this enlargement “The number of Eastern and
Central Europeans living in Western Europe grew more quickly than the overall foreign population”
(Jeannet, 2020, p. 2). This enlargement allowed inter-EU immigration from East to West to grow, with
Jeannet (2020) pointing out that in Germany and the UK (before Brexit) the proportion of immigrants
from the East outgrew the number of immigrants from the ‘older’ member states. With new immigrants
comes new customs and ways of life “that are often perceived to be very different from (and inconsistent
with) those of the native population.” (McLaren, 2015). With these new immigrants, and new customs
and ways of life, possible tensions may arise between the newcomers and the native population. Such
tensions may be seen through the voting behaviour of the natives, as McLaren (2015, p. 1) further
mentions “public concern about immigration has fairly clear electoral and policy implications”.

It has been noted that in recent times, a rise of populism and nationalism has emerged throughout Europe
(Pazzanese, 2017). This rise could be due to an influence of recent events in 2016, including Brexit and
Donald Trump winning the presidential elections, but another strong reason for this is a response to
immigration (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). An increase in immigration within Europe may create new
minorities due to the different ways of life mentioned earlier, and in turn a rise in popularity of right-wing
nationalistic parties (Haller et al, 2006). Rodríguez-Pose (2017) would call these minorities ‘the places
that don’t matter’, explaining that they often use their voting powers to take revenge. McLaren (2015, p.
6), mentions how with immigration, “the concern in the modern day is about threats to the job prospects
of one’s countrymen and women'', and seeing how ‘the places left behind’ are often left behind when it
comes to economic development, such places (‘minorities’) will use their voting powers to ‘take revenge’
to go against immigration due to the threats (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017).

This paper will try to uncover to what degree this ‘revenge’ by minorities/ ‘the places that don’t matter’ is
due to the fact that immigration for EU citizens has been made easy. This ‘revenge’ being populist
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nationalistic right-wing voting. Due to the fact that Rodríguez-Pose (2017) mentions these minorities are
often ones left behind, the factor of one's identity/ sense of belonging will also be analysed to find out to
what degree one's perceived identity plays a role in nationalistic voting. Countries in the western half of
the EU will be studied, these countries being The Netherlands and Germany, as they make good examples
when it comes to looking into citizens voting behaviour. The Netherlands, with a rising number of
immigrants from other EU countries (CBS) in combination with a rising popularity for right wing parties,
and Germany, having the amount of ‘new’ Eastern immigrants outnumbering the ‘old’, and with a rise of
right-wing attitudes, particularly with the rising popularity for a right-wing populist party AfD
(‘Alternative for Germany’) (Ulrich et al, 2022). These countries will be separately studied to help
uncover to what degree immigration and identity/ sense of belonging plays a role in this rise of populist
nationalist voting behaviour of EU citizens.

The research question then arises:

● “How do the perceptions of immigrants, and identity/ a sense of belonging impact voting
behaviour of citizens in member states within the EU”

Studying to what degree these factors influence each other, will give a deeper insight into what exactly
influences one’s voting behaviour. As a “rapid rise of populism represents a serious and real challenge to
the current economic and political systems.” (Rodríguez-Pose. A, 2017, page 34), studying to what degree
immigration and identity/ sense of belonging plays a role in the rise to populism will help in terms of
policy making. A statistical analysis will be performed on these variables, and in combination with
literature, possible explanations will be reached to answer this research question.

Theoretical Framework
“The rise of populism has massively grown since the 2016 Brexit vote and the election of Donald Trump
as president of the US” (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017, p. 17). Although there is no exact definition of what
populism is, in the article by Anastasiou (2019), populism is referred to as for “the people”, which is
closely associated with the ideology of nationalism, for “the nation’s” people. Therefore with this in mind,
when Rodríguez-Pose (2017) mentions ‘the rise of populism has massively grown’, this can also be linked
to a rise in nationalism, due to how similar the two concepts are. Pazzanese (2017) explains that these two
events proved to be ‘encouraging’ to other nationalist parties in Europe, that there is finally a shift away
from international cooperation to focussing on the specific countries at hand. This ‘international
cooperation’ can be linked with immigration, as part of this cooperation can be understood as other
internationals moving to other countries, and how a shift away from ‘international cooperation’ can thus
symbolise anti-immigration. Adding to this, Rodríguez-Pose (2017) explains that this rise in populism is a
reaction to immigration, in other words, ‘international cooperation’, and that “over the last 20 years,
sociologists have documented the rise of anti-immigrant sentiment in Europe'' (Jeannet, 2020, p. 1). Given
that populism is closely related to nationalism, and that this rise in populism is a reaction to immigration,
a link between a rise in nationalism and immigration can be made. Further supporting this link, McLaren
(2015, p. 7) explains how “In many European countries [...] some people who have concerns about
immigration have supported parties that explicitly take anti-immigration platforms [...]”, thus,
nationalistic parties, who are against immigration. Therefore, from the evidence stated above, it can be
assumed that this rise in populism and nationalism in Europe is due to citizens being against immigration
and being in favour of nationalistic parties who stand for anti-immigration.

Taking a closer look into Europe, Jeannet (2020) explains how a rise in anti-immigration has risen over
the last 20 years and the fact that the EU was created with border free travel in the years 1990-1999
(European Union, 2024), a further link between immigration within the European Union specifically and
nationalism can be made. In other words, does the Union play a role in the rise of nationalism in Europe
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due to the immigration possibilities for Union citizens. A factor making immigration within the EU very
easy is that all citizens can enjoy the benefits of free movement offered to them, “all EU citizens have the
right and freedom to choose in which EU country they want to study, work, or retire” with help from the
“the abolition of border controls between most EU countries, people can travel freely throughout most of
the continent” (Directorate-General for Communication, 2022, p. 7). Although free travel for all citizens
is very beneficial, all good things have consequences, as “a massive labour immigration led to the
emergence of sizable new minorities in many of the rich West and North European countries. The rise of
new right-wing parties in many European countries is partly a reaction to this immigration.” (Haller, et al,
2006, page 3). Although labour immigration is the most popular reason explaining why people immigrate
within the EU, work reasons having the highest percentage of 36% in the year 2022 (European
Commission, 2024), the definition of ‘work’ has been slowly expanding, meaning this labour immigration
encompasses other reasons than just work. “The rulings of the court [...] have gradually shifted policy
from protecting primarily free movement of workers to the free movement of persons.” (Koikkalainen,
2011, para. 3/13). For this reason, this research paper includes all types of immigration, and will not
solely focus on labour immigration. Koikkalainen (2023) mentions that due to many unregistered border
crossings by EU citizens to other member states, the statistics on the total number of immigrants are not
accurate, therefore to combat this issue, perceptions of immigrants from locals will be studied instead of
whole numbers.

Rodríguez-Pose (2017) explains how these places with high amounts of populism are “attacking the very
factors on which recent economic growth has been based: open markets, migration, economic integration,
and globalization” (p. 33). Rodríguez-Pose also brings about the notion of ‘the places that don’t matter’,
describing that these places are often ones that are left behind in regards to economic growth. With what
McLaren (2015) mentions, how the modern day concern about immigration is the threat it poses to job
prospects to locals, and what Rodríguez-Pose (2017) mentions about being left behind due to economic
growth, the places that don’t matter can be linked with minorities due to the economic insecurities.
Rodríguez-Pose (2017) further mentions how these places “have increasingly used the ballot box [...] to
rebel against the feeling of being left behind”, in other words voting more nationalistic. So if this term
‘populism’ is connected to nationalism, and how citizens rebel against being left behind by voting more
nationalistic, the concept of national identity and an individual's sense of belonging comes into play
through the notion of ‘being left out’. McLaren (2015) makes clear in their literature about immigration in
Europe, that identities are very meaningful to individuals in a complex world that we now live in. It is
then further explained by McLaren (2015) that “immigrants pose clear threats to these identities by
bringing with them seemingly different values and ways of life.” (page 8) and is further explained that
“many people feel immigration has negative effects on society as a whole - particularly on social cohesion
[...] “ (page 14). Therefore, with this in mind, it is of importance to study identities and a sense of
belonging as well as immigration when looking into what impacts people voting choices and behaviour.

Therefore, in relation to what has been touched upon in the literature, the following expectations and
assumptions about the voting behaviour in The Netherlands and Germany in relation to immigration and
identity/ sense of belonging have been made:

1.) The more negative the perception and less allowing citizens are of immigrants, the more right
wing and nationalistic the voting behaviour will be of these citizens, and vice versa.

2.) The more a citizen identifies and has a sense of belonging within their country, the more right
wing and nationalistic the voting behaviour will be of these citizens, and vice versa.

This paper relies on the connections drawn between the EU, in regards to making it easy for EU citizens
to immigrate within the Union, how this impacts one's identity and sense of belonging, and ultimately
how this impacts one's voting behaviour. Concluding that one's voting behaviour is impacted by
immigration and one's identity and sense of belonging.
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Methodology
For this research, the use of secondary data will be used to give possible answers to the research question:
“How do the perceptions of immigrants, and identity/ a sense of belonging impact voting behaviour of
citizens in member states within the EU”. Due to the fact that this research deals with sensitive data, such
as political views, collecting primary data through interviews may not be successful as people may not
wish to share their opinions on such matters, and if asked may be considered unethical. Therefore, to keep
this research ethical and ensure results of the same scale, only secondary data will be collected, remaining
anonymous. Collecting secondary data for such research may also prove to be much more useful, as
asking people questions about their identity may differ from person to person as the definition is different
for everyone, therefore by collecting numerical data on this subject will make it possible to successfully
analyse. Seeing as all the data that will be collected is free for public viewing and anyone can access all
the data, there will be no issues about the storage or again ethical considerations. The secondary
numerical data will be used in a statistical analysis to test the relationship between the variables and prove
or disprove the expectations mentioned earlier.

The statistical test chosen to test this relationship will be a multiple linear regression, due to the fact that
there are multiple independent variables being tested against a dependent variable. The variables include a
dependent variable of voting behaviour (party affiliation) and independent variables; immigration
(perception of immigrants), identity/ sense of belonging, age and gender. All these variables are and will
be collected from the ESS - European Social Survey for both The Netherlands and Germany, in
combination with CBS data about immigration rates for the Netherlands. The Chapel Hill Expert Survey
will be used to collect data surrounding the political parties for both The Netherlands and Germany. Data
will be collected from ESS round 7 (2014) due to the presence of the chosen variables.

The proxy “which party do you feel closer to” will be used for the dependent variable voting behaviour.
The data will be collected from ESS for both The Netherlands and Germany, then the political parties will
be organised into categories ‘left-wing’ and ‘right-wing’. To organise these political parties, the Chapel
Hill Expert Survey will be used, where they have data on all political parties. The trend file 1999-2019
will be looked at where data on the chosen year 2014 is present.

Political Party Results Position

VVD 7.9 right

PvdA 3.7 left

PVV 9.3 right

SP 1 left

CDA 6.8 right

D66 5.6 center

CU 5.4 center

GL 2.3 left

SGP 8.1 right

PvdD 2.9 left
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Political Party Results Position

50PLUS 5.3 center

Table 1 [Political parties for The Netherlands]

Political Party Results Position

CDU & CSU (5.9 & 7.2) ≈ 6.6 right

SPD 3.8 left

Die Linke 1.2 left

GRUNEN 3.6 left

FDP 6.5 right

AFD 8.9 right

Piraten 3.3 left

NPD 10 right

Table 2: [Political parties for Germany]

The Chapel Hill Expert Survey organises each political party with a rating from 1-10 on each party's
ideological stance. 1 being ‘extreme left’, 5 being ‘center’ and 10 being ‘extreme right’. For this paper,
the chosen categories will go as follows, parties with a score falling between 1 and 4 will be categorised
at ‘left’, 5 will be categorised as ‘center’ and 6 to 10 will be categorised as ‘right’. The categories are
visible in tables 1 & 2. Due to the fact that this paper only concerns ‘left-’ and ‘right-wing’ voting
patterns, the political parties falling under the category ‘center’ will be coded as missing variables. In the
statistical program SPSS, ‘left’ will be coded as 0 and ‘right’ will be coded as 1.

The proxy “is it better for a country if almost everyone shares customs and traditions” will be used for the
independent variable ‘perception of immigrants’. McLaren (2015) explains how new immigrants bring
customs and ways of life that are very different from those of the native people, thus if the native citizens
believe the country is better if almost everyone shares the same customs and traditions, this can be seen as
being less accepting of immigrants, and vice versa. The scale of this proxy goes from 1 being ‘agree
strongly’ to 5 being ‘disagree strongly’, and will be kept the same in SPSS.

The Proxies chosen for the next independent variable identity and sense of belonging are as follows: “how
close do you feel to your country”, “How often do you socially meet with friends, relatives or colleagues”
and “How many people with whom you can discuss intimate and personal matters”. These proxies are in
line with a study revolving around meaningful daily life participation where it is explained how
someone's sense of belonging is “[...] how she/he relates to others or a community, with an emphasis on
the relationship’s quality and the nature of mutual trust and reciprocity [...]” (Haim-Litevsky, et al, 2023,
page 2). In this study a sense of belonging was studied among other things, and further connections were
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made with one's identity: “The prevalent theoretical framework for a sense of community addresses four
core elements. ‘Membership’ (1) addresses feelings of belonging, emotional security, and identification”
(Haim-Litevsky, et al, 2023, page 2). Therefore the independent variable is called ‘identity and a sense of
belonging’. These variables will not be combined and instead used as 3 separate independent variables
due to the fact that identity/ a sense of belonging is not black and white, and there are many layers and
factors impacting them.

The bottom line of this research is to study whether citizens' perception of immigrants, identity and sense
of belonging impact one's voting behaviour, therefore the proxies chosen stayed very closely related to the
relevant literature to get the most reliable results. All the data collected was of great quality with little to
no missing values. Due to the fact that the answers were collected from a European wide survey, cases
reached over a thousand, giving more than enough cases to perform a successful statistical analysis of
great quality to give possible answers to the research question.

Figure 1: [Conceptual model]

Above, the conceptual model with the underlying themes and flow of the paper can be seen. Here, the
independent variables of identity and sense of belonging, perceptions of immigration, age and gender can
be seen on the left hand side. On the right hand side the dependent variable voting behaviour can be seen.
This model reiterates the research question showing how the paper will be testing if any of the
independent variables have an impact on the dependent variable. Results will then show to what extent
each independent variable will influence/ have effect on voting behaviour.

Results
The Netherlands and Germany are the EU countries chosen to find out to what extent, if any, perception
of immigrants and identity/ sense of belonging play a role in citizens voting behaviour. Both these
countries will be separately analysed.
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1.) The Netherlands
Before performing any statistical test on variables, it is important to study the different variables to make
sure no outliers or abnormalities are present. The dependent variable voting behaviour (left- or
right-wing) was compared against all the independent variables.

Figure 2 [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for perception of immigrants (“better for a
country if everyone shares customs and traditions”)]

Figure 2 displays if the citizens of The Netherlands feel closer to left- or right-wing political parties, in
comparison to what extent these citizens agree with the statement “it is better for a country if almost
everyone shares customs and traditions”. This independent variable being a proxy for the perception of
immigrants, the more they agree with this statement, the less allowing they are of immigrants. The
proportion for ‘agree strongly’ and ‘agree’ for citizens who feel closer to left-wing parties (20.48%) is
substantially lower than for citizens who feel closer to right-wing parties (42.26%). This being said, the
opposite is evident with citizens who ‘disagree strongly’ and ‘disagree’. The percentage for citizens who
feel closer to left-wing parties is 56.63% and for right-wing parties 34.13%. These findings fall in line
with assumption 1 of this paper: “The more negative the perception and less allowing citizens are of
immigrants, the more right wing and nationalistic the voting behaviour will be of these citizens, and vice
versa.”
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Figure 3: [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for identity/sense of belonging (“feel close to
country”)]

Figure 3 displays the voting behaviour of citizens in comparison to how close they feel to their country,
one of the proxies for independent variable identity and sense of belonging. At first glance, there seems to
be almost no difference between ‘very close’ and ‘close’ between citizens who feel closer to left- or
right-wing parties. Although close to nothing, a difference is present. For citizens who feel closer to
right-wing parties, there are 1.61% more citizens who feel ‘very close’ or ‘close’ to their country. The
same story goes for ‘not very close’ and 'not close at all’, for citizens who feel closer to left-wing parties,
there are 1.6% more citizens. Although, only for citizens who feel close to right-wing parties, there are
some citizens (0.99%) who feel ‘not close at all’ with their country. Even with this difference, these
findings still support assumption 2 of this paper: “The more a citizen identifies and has a sense of
belonging within their country, the more right wing and nationalistic the voting behaviour will be of these
citizens, and vice versa.”

Figure 4 [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for identity/sense of belonging (“how often do
you socially meet”)]
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Figure 4 displays the voting behaviour in comparison to how often the citizens socially meet, another
proxy for the independent variable identity and sense of belonging. The difference between how often
they meet and if the citizens feel closer to left- or right-wing parties is not that big. The biggest difference
being that citizens who feel closer to right-wing parties meet “several times a week” 5.53% more than
citizens who feel closer to left-wing parties. Although not the strongest argument, these results still
support assumption 2.

Figure 5 [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for identity/sense of belonging (“how many
people can you socially discuss issues with”)]

Figure 5 displays voting behaviour in comparison to how many people the citizens have to discuss
personal and intimate issues with, the third and last proxy for the independent variable identity and sense
of belonging. The results indicate that there are more citizens who have fewer people to discuss issues
with (1 or 2 people) who feel closer to right-wing parties, being 23.19%, whereas for citizens feeling
closer to left-wing parties the percentage is 18.65%. The percentage for citizens who have ‘10 or more’
people to communicate with is higher for citizens feeling close with left-wing parties (9.79%) than for
citizens feeling closer with right-wing parties (6.05%). Meaning that this is the only variable that goes
against the expectations of the paper, specifically expectation 2, as the expectation assumes that citizens
who feel closer to right-wing parties will have more people with whom they can communicate with,
meaning they have more identity and a sense of belonging associated with their country.
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Figure 6 [Test for normality, The Netherlands]

After all the different variables have been studied to check for abnormalities or outliers, a test for
normality needs to be performed before continuing to perform the multiple linear regression. This will
check if the different variables are normally distributed or not. Figure 6 displays the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov and Shapiro-Wilk normality tests done of the dependent variable, independent
variables and the two control variables age and gender. Due to the high number of cases, over a thousand,
the results from the Shaprio-Wilk test will be looked at, as this test deals best with large amounts of data.
The significance level for all variables is equal to 0.000 which is below the test value of 0.05, meaning
each variable is significant. This significance means that the H0 of this test, “all variables are not
normally distributed”, may be rejected and that it can be assumed with 95% confidence that these
variables are normally distributed.
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Figure 7 [Multiple linear regression for The Netherlands]

As well as checking if the variables are all normally distributed, the multicollinearity of the variables also
need to be tested. The VIF statistic, visible in Figure 7, shows the multicollinearity level for each variable.
This score ranges from 1-10, and the closer this score is to 1 the less multicollinearity this variable has.
Each of the variables in this regression is close to 1, therefore low multicollinearity can be assumed, and
that the variables are not highly correlated with each other which could impact the results.

Figure 7 displays the multiple linear regression testing the dependent variable of voting behaviour with all
independent variables, perception of immigrants and identity/ sense of belonging. The H0 for this
regression is “In the population, there is no linear relationship between the dependent variables and all the
independent variables”. Due to the fact that two of the independent variables have a Sig value below the
test value of 0.05, the H0 can be rejected, meaning there is a linear relationship between the dependent
variable and independent variables. The first significant independent variable is the proxy for the
perception of immigrants, “better for a country if almost everyone shares customs and traditions”. With a
B score of -0.109, this negative relationship shows that with every 1 unit increase with the independent
variable, means that there will be a -0.109 change in the dependent variable, voting behaviour. For the
perception of immigrants, with 1 signifying ‘agree strongly’ and 5 signifying ‘disagree strongly’, a 1 unit
increase means more allowing of immigrants. For voting behaviour, where 0 means ‘left’ and 1 means
‘right’, this 1 unit increase (more allowing) means a closer feeling to left wing political parties. This result
is in favour of assumption 1:“The more negative the perception and less allowing citizens are of
immigrants, the more right wing and nationalistic the voting behaviour will be of these citizens, and vice
versa.” The second significant variable is gender, with a B statistic of -0.081. Where 1 signifies male and
2 signifies female, a 1 unit increase (going to female) means that there will be a 0.081 decrease in voting
behaviour. What can be taken from this result is that more females feel closer to left wing parties. This
result does not align with any assumptions of the paper.

With this being said, for the independent variable identity and sense of belonging, no proxies proved to be
significant with regards to the dependent variable. Therefore it can be assumed, for the Netherlands, that
identity/ sense of belonging does not play a role in whether citizens feel closer to left- or right-wing
parties. Although, what has been made visible in figures 3, 4 and 5 about how the proxies do have an
influence on voting behaviour, statistically there is no evidence of this. Therefore assumption 2 is not true
for The Netherlands.
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2.) Germany
Once again, the variables will be studied separately first to make sure no outliers and abnormalities are
present. This will also give a first glimpse into what the outcomes might be.

Figure 8 [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for perception of immigrants (“better for a
country if everyone shares customs and traditions”)]

Figure 8 displays whether citizens of Germany feel closer to left- or right-wing parties in combination to
what extent they agree with the statement that it’s better for a country if almost everyone shares customs
and traditions, a proxy for perception of immigrants. Here it is visible that most of the citizens, whether
feeling closer to left- or right-wing parties, neither agree or disagree with this statement, a different
outcome than in The Netherlands. For the citizens that ‘agree’ and ‘agree strongly’, it is 33.79% for
citizens feeling closer to right-wing parties and only 20.37% for citizens feeling closer to left-wing
parties. With that being said, it is clear that citizens who are less accepting of immigrants feel closer to
right-wing parties than those who are more accepting. These results are in line with assumption 1.
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Figure 9 [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for identity/sense of belonging (“feel close to
country”)]

Figure 9 displays the voting behaviour in comparison to how close the citizens feel to their country, a
proxy for identity/ sense of belonging. What is clear from the clustered bar chart is that for the citizens
who feel closer to left-wing parties, 31.50% of them feel ‘very close’ to their country, while for
right-wing parties this is 50%. With this being said, these results support the second assumption of this
paper on how identity and a sense of belonging impact one’s voting behaviour.

Figure X [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for identity/sense of belonging (“how often do
you socially meet”)]

Figure X displays citizens' voting behaviour in combination with how often they socially meet with
friends, family and colleagues, another proxy for identity/ sense of belonging. From what is visible from
the figure, there are no main differences between the citizens who feel closer to left- or right-wing parties.
Therefore nothing strong can be said about how voting behaviour is impacted by this proxy for identity/
sense of belonging.
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Figure XI [Dependent variable (voting behaviour) & proxy for identity/sense of belonging (“how many
people can you socially discuss issues with”)]

Figure XI displays voting behaviour in combination with how many people they can discuss personal
issues with, the last proxy for identity/ sense of belonging. Once again, just like figure X, there are almost
no differences in how many people the citizens have to discuss intimate and personal issues with. Again,
nothing can be said about voting behaviour in Germany being impacted by how many people they can
discuss issues with.

Figure XII [Test for normality, Germany]

After looking at all the variables for Germany, before the multiple logistic regression can be performed,
the variables need to be normally distributed. Figure XII shows the statistics for the Kolmogorov-Smirnov
and Shapiro-Wilk tests. Once again, the Shapiro-Wilk test will be chosen due to the high number of cases.
All ‘Sig.’ statistics for all variables are below the test value of 0.05, therefore the H0, “all variables are
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not normally distributed”, may be rejected and it can be assumed with 95% confidence that these
variables are normally distributed. With enough cases and normal distribution for the variables, only
multicollinearity needs to be examined before looking at the regression results.

Figure XIII [Multiple linear regression for Germany]

The multicollinearity can be tested looking at the VIF statistics present in figure XIII, seeing as all these
statistics are closer to 1 than 10, low multicollinearity can be assumed for all variables. Meaning that all
variables for Germany are not correlated with each other, therefore the results of the regression will be
reliable.

Figure XIII displays the results for the multiple linear regression for Germany. Due to the fact that two of
the variables turn out to be significant, the H0 of “In the population, there is no linear relationship
between the dependent variables and all the independent variables” can be rejected, therefore indicating a
relationship being present. The first significant independent variable being ‘better for a country if almost
everyone shares customs and tradition’, being the proxy for perception of immigrants. This significance
indicates that voting behaviour is indeed impacted and influenced by the perception of immigrants in
Germany. The B statistic for this variable is -0.084, this implies that the more accepting you are of
immigrants, the closer citizens feel to left-wing parties. These results support expectation 1 of this paper:
The more negative the perception and less allowing citizens are of immigrants, the more right wing and
nationalistic the voting behaviour will be of these citizens, and vice versa.” The second significant
independent variable is ‘feel close to country’, one of the three proxies for identity/ sense of belonging.
The B statistic for this variable being -0.119 with 1 indicating ‘very close’ and 4 ‘not very close at all’, a 1
unit increase (decreased feeling) signifies a closer feeling to left-wing parties. This result can be linked to
what is made evident in figure 9, where 50% of citizens who feel closer to right-wing parties feel ‘very
close’ to their country and where 31.5% of citizens who feel closer to left-wing parties feel ‘very close’ to
their country. This regression backs up figure 9 with significance. Although none of the other proxies for
identity/ sense of belonging turned out to be significant, it can be assumed to a certain extent that in
Germany, voting behaviour is impacted by a citizen's identity/ sense of belonging. This result supports to
some extent expectation 2 of this paper: “The more a citizen identifies and has a sense of belonging within
their country, the more right wing and nationalistic the voting behaviour will be of these citizens, and vice
versa.”
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Conclusion
What can be concluded from this research is that for the two chosen EU countries, voting behaviour was
impacted by different variables. In The Netherlands, out of all the variables, voting behaviour is impacted
to some degree by the citizens perception of immigrants and by their gender. The less accepting citizens
of The Netherlands are of immigrants, the closer they felt to right-wing political parties, and that females
felt closer to left-wing political parties. In Germany, out of all the variables, voting behaviour is somewhat
impacted by perception of immigrants and how close the citizens feel with their country. The less
accepting German citizens are of immigrants and the closer they feel to their country, the closer they feel
to right-wing political parties. Although both countries share similarities with voting behaviour and
perceptions of immigrants, other factors, such as identity and a sense of belonging, seem to differ. These
results fall in line with Jeannet’s (2020) findings on how anti-immigration is rising in Europe, and
McLaren (2015) stating that people who are concerned about immigration are now supporting
anti-immigration political parties. What is less evident in these results is Rodríguez-Pose’s (2017) theory
on the places that don't matter, and how they are taking revenge through the ballot boxes.
In regards to “How do the perceptions of immigrants and identity/ a sense of belonging impact voting
behaviour of citizens in member states within the EU”, it can be concluded that the two variables,
perceptions of immigrants and identity/ sense of belonging, do in fact play a role when it comes to one’s
voting behaviour. With this being said, these possible answers have been drawn from only two countries
situated within the European Union in the year 2014, being one of the short-comings of this paper.
Although both countries provide enough evidence to what exactly impacts citizens voting behaviour,
statistical claims cannot be made for all countries situated in the Union. However, even if no statistical
claims can be made for all countries situated within the Union, this paper does provide rough ideas as to
what could impact citizens voting behaviours in other member states. With this in mind, these results can
help future policy making in terms of what causes citizens to act a certain way when it comes to voting.
Although it's clear from the chosen countries, perceptions of immigrants play a role in voting behaviour,
identity/ sense of belonging does not have such a large impact. Suggestions for future research include
further research into what parts of one’s identity and sense of belonging plays a role in their voting
behaviour, if any at all.
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