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Abstract 

Diploma thesis Analysis of Negative Political and Security Impacts of Asylum 

Seekers Hosting in the European Union Member States reflects upon the increasing 

numbers of asylum seekers arriving at the shores of the European Union and therewith 

associated potential negative political and security impact of their hosting. The aim of the 

thesis is to assess whether any negative impact of asylum seekers hosting can be observed 

within three areas of concern identified as a) crime rate, b) terrorism rate and c) political 

tension between the host states and whether higher hosting performance of the member 

states produces a more negative impact. In order to fulfil the aim of the thesis, a 

quantitative ordinary least squares linear regression analysis followed by a qualitative 

approach is conducted. The analysis processes data on the number of asylum seekers 

arriving in each member state available via United Nations High Commissioner for 

Refugees database, the crime rate data available via Eurostat and the terrorism rate data 

available via Global Terrorism Database administered by University of Maryland. Two 

levels of analysis are present, a generalized level focusing on four categories of member 

states based on their per capita hosting performance and an individual level of analysis 

focusing on individual member states.  

The results suggest no negative impact of asylum seekers hosting on the total 

crime and terrorism rate in any of the studied member states with the only exception of 

the United Kingdom regarding the terrorism rate. By far, the most significantly negative 

impact can be observed in the third area of concern. Political tensions across the European 

Union hosting states occur due to deficiencies in the burden-sharing mechanism and the 

principle of solidarity that fail to distribute the burden of asylum seekers more fairly. 



 

 

Abstrakt 

 Diplomová práce Analýza negativních politicko-bezpečnostních dopadů 

hostování žadatelů o azyl v zemích Evropské unie reflektuje problematiku zvyšujícího se 

počtu žadatelů o azyl, kteří přicházejí k „břehům“ Evropské unie a s tím souvisejících 

potenciálně negativních politicko-bezpečnostní dopadů jejich hostování. Cílem práce je 

posoudit, zda jakýkoli negativní dopad hostování žadatelů o azyl možno pozorovat ve 

třech vytýčených oblastech výzkumu: a) míra kriminality, b) míra terorizmu a c) politické 

rozepře mezi hostujícími zeměmi a jestli vyšší míra hostování žadatelů o azyl produkuje 

negativnější dopady. Za cílem naplnění vytýčeného cíle práce byla metodou nejmenších 

čtverců provedena kvantitativní lineární regresivní analýza následovaná kvalitativním 

přístupem. Analýza pracuje s daty početnosti žadatelů o azyl, která jsou dostupná 

prostřednictvím databáze Úřadu Vysokého komisaře OSN pro uprchlíky, dále s daty 

ohledně míry kriminality, která poskytuje Eurostat a v neposlední řadě s daty ohledně 

míry terorizmu, která jsou dostupná prostřednictvím Global Terrorism Database na 

Univerzitě v Marylandu. Pro potřeby výzkumu jsou vytvořeny dvě hladiny analýzy, 

všeobecná hladina tvořena na základě míry hostování čtyřmi kategoriemi členských států 

a individuální hladina zaměřující se na jednotlivé členské státy.  

Výsledky analýz neprokázaly zásadní negativní dopad hostování žadatelů o azyl 

na celkovou míru kriminality a terorizmu v žádné z hostujících zemí Evropské Unie, 

s jedinou výjimkou Velké Británie v druhé oblasti výzkumu. Negativní dopad se 

nejvýrazněji projevil ve třetí oblasti výzkumu. Politické rozepře mezi hostujícími zeměmi 

Evropské Unie propukly v důsledku neschopnosti mechanizmu sdílené zátěže a principu 

solidarity rovnoměrně distribuovat zátěž hostování žadatelů o azyl. 
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Introduction 

The refugee crises currently occurring in the international arena are one of the 

greatest in recent history. While the number of refugees did not reach 6 million in 1980, 

in 2017, the threshold of 25.4 million was exceeded (UNHCR 2018a). Thus the number 

of refugees is significantly rising. The highest number of refugee population originates 

from Syria (6.3 million), followed by Afghanistan (2.6 million) and South Sudan (2.4 

million). The top three source countries are responsible for 57% of the overall 

international refugee population. On the other end of the refugee flows are the host 

countries, in other words countries responsible for protection and hosting of the 

endangered population. The highest number of refugees is hosted by Turkey (3.5 million), 

followed by Uganda and Pakistan with 1.4 million each. The fourth place belongs to 

Lebanon with the refugee population of 1 million, closely followed by Iran with slightly 

less than 1 million refugee population (UNHCR 2018a).  

Although the figures confirm the long-term trend of developing countries as far 

more prone to be not only the source but also the host countries of refugee population 

(Gomes et al. 2010), the situation is becoming more difficult for the developed world as 

well. In 2014, OECD reported the highest amount of asylum applicants in 20 years. The 

number of asylum seekers skyrocketed in the European Union in 2015, reaching 

significantly over the 1 million threshold. The unprecedented flow of migrants seeking 

protection towards the shores of the European Union escalated into the “refugee crisis” 

as described by the media and further stressed by the political representatives and the 

European Union institutions (Berry et al. 2015).  Although the number of asylum seekers 

reached its peak in 2015 and a slow decrease could be observed in 2016 and 2017 

(Eurostat 2018a), the European Union member states struggle to find a common solution 

to asylum seekers hosting ever since.   

Furthermore, the predictions of future trends suggest the asylum seekers inflows 

will become a steady phenomenon on the European continent. The situation is further 

complicated by the extensive heterogeneity of migrants (including asylum seekers) that 

continue to flow towards the shores of the European Union (Mitchell et al. 2011). The 

refugee crises and the issue of asylum seekers hosting is thus becoming of high 

importance not only for the developing countries, but also for the developed world, the 

European Union especially (Kouni 2018). So far, the developed countries represented a 

desired final destination that was reached only by very limited number of asylum seeker 
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(Li 2008). However, the growing number of asylum seekers created an unprecedented 

challenge for the European Union member states as the hosting is associated with both 

positive and negative impacts of the refugee population including asylum seekers on the 

hosting state. 

Although a substantial part of the scientific research was focused on the forced 

migrants (refugees in particular), rather than on the hosting states affected by their inflows 

(Jacobsen 1996), the development of the scientific research on the topic produced 

multiple studies regarding the status of the host states. Nevertheless, these studies are 

conducted predominantly in the developing countries. Even though, such analytical focus 

is understandable as the majority of the forcefully displaced population is hosted by the 

developing countries, there is a need to research the impact of the forcefully displaced 

migrants on the developed world as well, especially under current circumstances that are 

challenging not only limited number of European states, but also the whole stability of 

the European Union itself. 

Therefore, the aim of the thesis is to analyse a potentially negative political and 

security impact of the asylum seekers inflows hosting in the European Union member 

states. As the asylum claims are often accompanied by words such as fraud and threat and 

the images of refugee tidal waves are presented as a potential danger for the host country 

that can become easily overwhelmed (Whitaker 1998), the thesis will assess the current 

security environment in the European Union and uncover whether such negative rhetoric 

is by any means legitimate. Asylum seekers inflows understood in terms of “people who 

flee their country en masse” or in other words “within a relatively short period (a few 

years), large numbers (thousands) of people flee their places of residence for the asylum 

country” (Jacobsen 1996: 657) will represent the main focus of the research. In order to 

assess the possibly negative impact of asylum seekers hosting, the thesis will be working 

predominantly with the concept of an asylum seeker defined as “a person who seeks 

safety from prosecution or serious harm in a country other than his or her own and awaits 

a decision on the application for refugee status under relevant international and national 

instruments” (IOM 2011: 12). Although, it is not possible to predict how many of the 

asylum claims will be recognized as legitimate, the hosting states need to host all the 

claimants until the responsible bodies rule otherwise. The statistics regarding the numbers 

of asylum seekers (including refugee determination), thus provide the most detailed 
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picture of how many potential refugees and asylum holders are taken into each European 

Union member state every month and how extensive the hosting performance actually is. 

The aim of the thesis will be fulfilled within five chapters of the research. The first 

chapter will introduce the necessary theoretical framework of the analysis. Three areas of 

concern will be identified as the research framework for the potentially negative political 

and security impact of the asylum seekers inflows on the hosting states. Crime rate, 

terrorism rate and political tensions among the host states will represent three areas of 

analysis. The following chapter will define the methods used for the analysis. In the first 

two areas of concern, an ordinary least squares method will be deployed in order to 

determine any significant correlational relationships between the crime and terrorism rate 

on one side and the number of asylum seekers on the other side. Due to difficult 

quantification of the third area of concern, a qualitative analysis will follow. The third 

chapter will serve as a contextual introduction to the problematic of the asylum policy 

within the European Union member states and the European Union as a whole. The 

contextual introduction to the topic will facilitate better understanding of the quantitative 

and qualitative analysis results that will be presented in the fourth chapter.  

Ordinary least squares linear regression analysis will provide results for the first 

two areas of concern. The results will be analysed within two levels of analysis, a more 

generalized level of analysis consisting of four categories of member states based on their 

hosting performance and an individual level of analysis providing member state-specific 

results that can unveil any individual specific deviations within the member states 

categories. The third area of concern, the political tension among the host states, will be 

analysed qualitatively by testing the efficiency of the burden-sharing mechanism and the 

solidarity principle encoded in the European Union membership in practice. The 

theoretical presumption- if the burden-sharing mechanism and solidarity principle 

regarding fair distribution of asylum seekers across the European Union is not fulfilled in 

practice, political tensions arise, will be tested by the empirical evidence. The results will 

be presented and critically assessed within the fourth chapter in order to determine the 

political and security impact of the number of asylum seekers on the European Union 

member states. The final recapitulation of results and an overall critical assessment of the 

research will be provided in the fifth and final chapter of the analysis, while possibilities 

of future research will be outlined. 
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Finally, it is necessary to stress that the thesis is slightly differing from the proposal 

due to enhanced specification of the centre of the analysis and better reflection of the 

studied and processed data regarding asylum seekers and their subsequent hosting in the 

European Union member states. 
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1. Theoretical and Conceptual Background 

The first chapter will introduce basic concepts and definitions in the centre of the 

analysis. It is necessary to stress that the thesis acknowledges a broader understanding of 

security as defined by Buzan et al. (1998). The referent objects of security might vary 

from an individual, a society to the main referent object in form of a state. Five distinct 

sectors of security might include issues varying from military, political, societal, 

economic and ecological nature.  

The referent object of the analysis will be the state level as the member states of the 

European Union are in the centre of scrutiny. Migration, specifically the involuntary type 

of migration, will be the subject of the analysis as it represents a security threat to the 

referential object due to its potentially negative further defined “political and security” 

impact.   

1.1 Migration 

Migration can be defined as a “permanent or semi-permanent change of residence” 

(Lee 1966: 49), or as a “process by which individuals, families, or groups move from one 

country of residence to work or settle in another” (Parry 2007: 565). People migrate due 

to various reasons. They want to enhance their access to education, labour, business 

opportunities. They can migrate in order to reunite their families or to seek protection 

from domestic environment. The reasons behind migration vary and oftentimes migrants 

have multiple reasons to move (Castles 2000). For example in the upcoming years, 

massive forced displacements of population can be expected due to global warming and 

changing climate conditions (Türk et al. 2015). 

There are many different categorizations of migration based either on the reasons 

motivating people to migrate or on its spatial and temporal character. That means, people 

can migrate domestically, they can move from the countryside to the cities to seek better 

living and working conditions but they can move internationally to do so as well. People 

can migrate temporarily, for short periods of time, or their migration can be of permanent 

nature. The movement can be either voluntary or involuntary in case the migrants are 

forced to leave their homes in face of conflict or war. Furthermore, the conflicts and wars 

can motivate economic migration as well, however, the voluntary label on any type of 

economic migration regardless of the security conditions prevails (King 2012). The main 
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focus of the thesis will be aimed at the involuntary or in other words forced type of 

migration that will be further specified in the following section. 

1.1.1 Involuntary Migration, Asylum Seeking and Refugeeism 

The second half of the 20th century gave momentum to internal conflicts that in 

many cases targeted civilian population. Specifically, certain groups within the 

population such as ethnic groups or minorities. Such conflicts provoked a massive flows 

of civilians across the borders. The number of internally displaced persons rose rapidly 

as well (Pilch 2000). As the thesis is concentrating on the international form of forced 

migration, internally displaced population will not be further discussed. Instead the 

internationally forced population, in other words asylum seekers will represent the main 

focus of the study. 

The modern nation-states has encountered the phenomenon of asylum seeking and 

refugeeism ever since their establishment (Teitelbaum 1984). However, asylum seekers 

and refugee claimants were regarded solely as people migrating due to various reasons, 

be it prosecution based on their religious or political beliefs. No voluntary or involuntary 

nature of migration was officially recognized. Nevertheless, the World War I made it 

necessary to label the involuntary form of migration to grasp the continuous phenomenon. 

The rising flows of asylum seekers and refugee population produced by the Russian 

revolution and the dissolution of Ottoman and Austro-Hungarian Empire provided 

necessary momentum to do so. In 1921, the High Commissioner for Refugees as the first 

international organization overseeing international forcefully displaced population was 

founded (Yoo, Koo 2014: 2). The World War II provoked further flows of forceful 

migration, followed by many more in the Cold War era, therefore, the United Nations 

High Commissioner for Refugees was established in 1950. 

In general, the international law was reflecting predominantly the phenomenon of 

refugeeism, not asylum seeking per se. However, the international law regarding refugees 

directly influences the asylum seeking as well. The asylum seekers in most of the cases 

include refugee claimants whose claims awaits the approval, however a more varied 

forcefully displaced population is included as well. The concept of asylum seeking is thus 

more universal than the concept of refugee claimants and reflects the extensiveness of 

hosting of forcefully displaced population more precisely. The international prioritization 

of the concept of refugeeism is also reflected by the 1951 Convention that defined the 
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concept of refugeeism on the international level due to massive population relocations 

taking place after the World War II. A refugee was defined as a person who “owing to a 

well-founded fear of being persecuted for reasons of race, religion, nationality, 

membership of a particular social group or political opinion, is outside the country of his 

nationality and is unable or, owing to such fear, is unwilling to avail himself of the 

protection of that country or to return to it” (UNHCR 2010: 14). The 1967 Protocol 

further broadened the definition of a refugee. It had removed the time and geographical 

limitations and created a more universal international concept as the 1951 Convention 

regarded people as refugees only within the European continent and prior to 1951 

(OHCHR 1967). The concept was further redefined in regional settings. For example, 

The Organization of African Unity Convention (1969) for the first time included the 

principle of voluntary repatriation. However, the 1951 Convention and the 1967 Protocol 

represent until this day the universally most accepted conceptualizations of refugeeism. 

The 1951 Convention on Refugees and the following 1967 Protocol bind the 

signatories to provide refugee population with the same minimum living standards 

available for the domestic population. The national settings however work within a more 

universal framework of forced migration, the asylum seeking. A person forcefully fleeing 

respective source country has to claim asylum in the respective host country and their 

claim needs to succeed in order to determine refugee status or different source of 

protection that needs to be provided to every asylum seeker by the host state. The thesis 

will thus concentrate on the asylum seeking that is directly associated with the issue of 

refugeeism. An asylum seeker is defined as “a person who seeks safety from prosecution 

or serious harm in a country other than his or her own and awaits a decision on the 

application for refugee status under relevant international and national instruments” 

(IOM 2011: 12). The number of asylum seekers thus reflects the extensiveness of asylum 

seekers inflows (including refugee claimants) arriving in each host state. Nevertheless, it 

is necessary to stress that not all asylum seekers will be granted “refugee status, 

subsidiary or temporary protection” (OECD 2016: 7) that are necessary to prove the 

forced nature of their migration. However, until their claims are dismissed, the hosting 

states on which territory the forcefully displaced population permanently or temporarily 

seek protection from the domestic environment, are internationally and domestically 

obliged to provide security to the hosted population within their borders (Pilch 2000: 25). 
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Special attention will be dedicated to the asylum seekers inflows that will be 

defined as “people who flee their country en masse” that means “within a relatively short 

period (a few years), large numbers (thousands) of people flee their places of residence 

for the asylum country” (Jacobsen 1996: 657). On one end of such asylum seekers inflows 

are the source states, the states that give birth to extensive population on forceful 

international move, while on the other end are the host states, the states receiving such 

forcefully displaced population. The asylum seekers inflows thus represent a significant 

challenge to the hosting capabilities of the respective host states. 

The origin of the international involuntary movement of population thus differs 

from the movement of regular migrants. Regular migrants move voluntarily. On the other 

hand, asylum seekers claim their migration is involuntary and forced. The asylum seekers 

(including refugee claimants) do not belong to the same category as regular migrants. The 

host states thus follow different rules when dealing with regular voluntary population and 

asylum seekers and refugee claimants as the nature of their movement differs as well. The 

host states usually provide extra aid to the forced migrating population, for example in 

form of humanitarian subsidies. However, such population can be also greeted with not 

only a restriction of movement, but also prohibition of work (Kouni 2018: 79). 

Legal and technical definition of forced migrants and regular migrants differ. 

However, there have been attempts to redefine the concept to include economic grounds. 

Some authors such as Sirkeci and Cohen (2016) claim that the terms refugees and 

economic migrants should be interchangeable as both are different types of forced 

migrants that share the same needs. King (2012) as well as other authors critically assess 

the distinction of migration based on the voluntary versus forced nature of movement. 

Sales (2007) adds that automatic distinction between a refugee and an economic migrant 

is not possible as economic migrants can be also a by-product of internal conflicts within 

the source country. If such conflicts hinder the economy of the source country, the 

economic migrants are also forced to cross the borders in order to provide for themselves 

and their families. 1951 Convention thus fails to grasp such phenomenon. In many cases 

“economic and political reasons for emigration are strongly intertwined” (2007: 75) and 

the traditional perception and distinction of forced and voluntary migration is not fully 

reflective of the reality. 
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Efforts to redefine the traditional perception and distinction between the voluntary 

and involuntary migration have not been met with excitement among the host states. If 

the concept of involuntary migration would be defined both on political and economic 

grounds, the right of the host states to regulate immigration would be substantially 

limited. Despite the perseverance of the purely political definition of forced migration, 

the suspicion surrounding asylum seekers and refugee claimants has not disappeared over 

the years (Whitaker 1998: 417). 

1.2 Migration and Security 

There has been a long-term tradition of negative perception of all types of 

migration. Migrants in general have been presented as potential security threats for the 

host states as well as the source states for many years. Whenever a conflict occurred 

between two states, migrants from one state that were residing in the second state of the 

conflict were immediately analysed through prism of security (Whitaker 1998). Such 

negative perception preserved until this day.  

1.2.1 Migration and Security Nexus 

According to Ahmed (2017) the migration and security nexus can be dated to the 

end of the Cold War due to the substantial increase in interstate ethnic conflicts that 

provoked a large number of refugee claimants and economic migrants to flee their homes. 

Based on the traditional understanding of security, Weiner (1992: 91-126) as one of 

the first in the scientific field identified three categories of security issues that can be 

associated with immigration: 

a) Minorities and undesired dissidents can be forcefully moved from their countries 

by the governmental forces. 

b) Refugees could pose a threat to the country of origin as well as to the host country. 

As mentioned by Whitaker (1998), the host country can be misused as an 

operating base to destabilize or overthrow the regime in the country of origin. The 

host country itself can be destabilized by the refugees due to change of its ethnic 

balance, worsening of the economic and social issues and disruption of the 

established political and cultural identity. 

c) If the host state will regard the migration flows from certain source country 

especially threatening, an interstate conflict might occur in order to stop such 

undesired migration flows. 
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Doty (2007) points out that a consensus has been formed within the academic and 

policy-making arena that migration movements should be considered through a security 

lance even though globalisation made it inevitable for the states to seek skilled labour 

migrants. Migration has thus become a necessity for every state participating in the truly 

globalised world. Such participation is however counting only with the desired and 

controlled skilled migration flows. Uncontrolled and overwhelming migration flows are 

historically perceived as undesired security threats and in the era of complex 

interdependence represents a critical issue for peace and stability of the international 

system. 

Humphrey (2013) claims that especially after 9/11 attacks, migration has been tackled 

as a security problem in the West. Migration has been associated with security terms such 

as “defence of our borders, terrorism and social cohesion” and potential destabilizer of 

“population size, sustainability and economic growth” (2013: 178). Borders and the 

possibility of entry to the host countries have thus become a significant security issue as 

well. All sorts of migration, from voluntary to involuntary ones, have been scrutinized 

through prism of security. The perception of migration as a security threat can be also 

seen as a result of an effort to respond to newly emerged international security issues such 

as transnational crime and terrorism. Based on this logic, host states need to make 

cautious decision on who to allow on their territory and under what conditions. Only 

migrants and asylum seekers assessed as “desired” can be allowed access (Humphrey 

2013). 

1.2.2 Asylum Seeking/Refugeeism and Security Nexus  

The security oriented threat that asylum seekers and refugee claimants represent 

is hidden within the underlying principle of the both concepts. A refugee is a person with 

“well-founded fear of persecution for reasons of race, religion, nationality, membership 

in a particular social group or political opinion…” (UNHCR 2010: 14). Such fear is 

often associated with political conflicts that cannot be contained within the state 

boundaries of the source states. An asylum seeker is defined as “a person who seeks safety 

from prosecution or serious harm in a country other than his or her own…” (IOM 2011: 

12). Thus an unprecedented violence is present in the source country that cannot be 

handled within the domestic boundaries. Therefore, the asylum seekers, refugee claimants 

included, can be then considered as potential spreaders of such conflict within the host 
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countries. Such fear is further highlighted by the existence of international terrorism and 

global impacts of violent movements in the age of globalization (Whitaker 1998: 416). 

Governments view asylum seekers and refugee claimants in a different way than 

they view regular voluntary immigrants. Formally, there is no existing right of 

immigration. It is the basic right of the government to choose who and in what amount, 

if any at all, can immigrate. Immigration is thus a privilege, not a right (Whitaker 1998: 

415). Each state has the right to set up universal requirements that need to be fulfilled in 

order to accept regular immigrants. With involuntary movements, no such requirements 

exist. Asylum and refugee claims originate from the source country jurisdiction and the 

international law requires the host states to act accordingly. 145 states signed the United 

Nations 1951 Refugee Convention and thus created a legally binding obligation for 

themselves as host countries to host international population in need of asylum (UNHCR 

2015). The main downside for the host governments regarding the asylum seekers and 

refugee claimants is thus that it is not the states who select which involuntary migrant 

will be hosted on their territory, it is the asylum seeker and the refugee claimant who 

selects their host state. Therefore, it is much more difficult for the host states to regulate 

and control the number of asylum seekers fleeing to the host country. However, each host 

state is able to determine its own bureaucratic conditions which has to be met, otherwise 

the asylum claim will be dismissed. Although once the asylum or refugee status is 

officially recognized as legitimate, criteria necessary for other regular immigrants do not 

have to be met and therefore, the host state is accepting “undesired” immigrants (Ahmed 

2017). 

Jacobsen (1996: 655) claims that millions of asylum seekers and refugee claimants 

crossing their domestic borders had created problems for the countries of their asylum. 

Therefore, the responds of the host states vary on the spectrum, from generosity towards 

pure hostility. Fargues (2009) and Johnson (2011) also noticed that asylum seekers are 

oftentimes perceived as illegal migrants searching for labour opportunities rather than 

genuine refugees in need of protection. Integration efforts are thus becoming less and less 

popular over time because of the perception of asylum seekers as security threats is 

prevailing over the humanitarian needs. The security dimension thus affected the 

approach towards asylum seekers and refugee claimants in a negative way. Relatively 

warm approach towards refugee claimants in the Western world throughout 1940s until 

mid-1970s had ended with the dissolution of the Cold War dynamics. Refugee 
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movements produced by the unstable conditions within the developing world and the 

former Communist bloc had changed the discourse surrounding the acceptance of 

population in search of asylum. Asylum seekers and refugee claimants started to be 

considered as “importers of external political conflicts into the West” (Whitaker, 1998: 

413). The negative perception of asylum seekers and refugee claimants in the security 

arena is gradually being challenged and Ahmed (2017) proposes to reconsider the current 

state of the migration security nexus as migrants in general do not deserve to be perceived 

as the threatening side of the nexus, but rather as the threatened ones. And their basic 

human right for peaceful and prosperous life should not be forgotten and lost under the 

security discourse. The thesis will thus analyse whether there is any empirical reason for 

such negative perception of the asylum seekers and refugee claimants in the studied case.  

1.3 Impacts of Asylum Seekers and Refugee Hosting 

Once the political and security situation in the source country provokes extensive 

involuntary migration of the domestic population outside its borders, the host countries 

receiving such extensive flows of asylum seekers and refugee claimants are affected. The 

forcefully displaced population is in search of an asylum country that needs to provide 

them with physical security and assure decent living conditions until their claims are 

processed. The asylum seekers and refugee claimants thus puts extraordinary pressure on 

the host state and their hosting performance (World Bank 2012). If the hosting is 

successful, positive impact of the asylum and refugee population on the host country 

occur, if the hosting is not successful, negative impacts might occur.  

1.3.1 Positive Impacts of Asylum Seekers and Refugee Hosting 

In general, there is no denying that migrants can in fact have a very positive impact 

on the receiving countries. They can contribute especially to the economic development 

of the host states. Jacobsen (2002) stresses that there are many positive impacts of asylum 

seekers inflows for the host countries. Significant asylum seekers inflows can provide the 

host states with necessary human capital, foreign aid and new job opportunities created 

by the relief agencies. In return, they can produce a very positive impact on the economy 

of the host state.  However, these benefits are often put aside and overshadowed by the 

negative security concerns.  

Nail (2015) supports the idea that all migrants have a positive impact on security 

and are thus a benefit not a threat for the host state. As they are not in their home and their 

labour is the only source for their activity, they are capable of solidarity and cooperation. 
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Ahmed (2017) also stresses that the interconnection of migrants and security is rather 

populist and lacks any sort of empirical evidence. Koser (2011) supports the claims of 

Gebrewold (2008) and Swing (2013) that there is no clear evidence that migrants and 

asylum seekers and refugees in particular should be understood automatically as sources 

of criminality, terrorism or epidemic diseases in the host states. Koser (2011) also points 

out that such negative perspective on migrants and their effects on state security may 

cause hostility among the host state population. Thus labelling migrants as a security 

threat solely due to their migrant status does not mean they are an actual threat. Sufficient 

evidence needs to be provided to support such claims. Otherwise, the effect on security 

will be rather counterproductive. 

The studies of the positive impacts of migration flows are dealing predominantly 

with the economic dimension of migration. Furthermore, only few studies on the positive 

and negative effects of the migration flows on the economic security of the host nations 

had been conducted. Many fewer studies were dealing with the asylum seekers and 

refugee claimants effects per se (Baez 2011, Gomes et al. 2010, Kibreab 1985, Kreibaum 

2016). In the economic sphere, authors agree that forcefully displaced population 

produces both positive and negative effects on the host economies. Shellito (2016: 80) 

grasps the results by identifying four possibly positive effects of refugees on host 

economies, namely a) stimulation of long-term investment, b) boost of consumption and 

production, c) possibility to fill demographic gaps and thereby increasing labour supply 

and lastly d) increase of trade between host and source countries. The negative effects 

pointed out by Shellito include a) increase of public and private charges, b) potential 

overcrowding and c) potential increase in conflicts within the community (2016: 80). 

1.3.2 Negative Impacts of Asylum Seekers and Refugee Hosting  

According to Jacobsen and Wilkenson (1993), all sectors of security of the host 

states are potentially threatened by the asylum seekers and refugee claimants’ inflows. 

Such danger is present either due to creation of a new security threat in the host country 

or by deterioration of the security threat already present within the host country. It is 

necessary to point out that such threats can be real or only perceived as threats by the host 

countries. Black and Sesay (1997: 252) point to the fact that asylum seekers and refugee 

claimants do not necessarily count on staying in the respective host countries for extensive 

period of time. Therefore, they are not as careful regarding their behaviour on foreign 
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land. They can exploit benefits provided by the host state more easily and thereby 

negatively affect the domestic population in return. 

Executive Committee of the High Commissioner’s Programme Standing 

Committee (2003) concluded that the host countries are challenged by negative impacts 

of asylum seeking and refugee population in form of “degradation of the environment, 

increased pressure on natural resources and local services and security problems” 

(2003: 177). Nevertheless, the negative impacts such as conflict over domestic resources 

and socio-economic benefits, increase of criminality and heavy environmental impact are 

cited solely in cases of developing countries such as Tanzania, Pakistan, Côte d’Ivoire 

and Sudan. 

The most comprehensive conceptualization of negative impacts of asylum seekers 

and refugee claimants on the hosting states was created by Gomez et al. (2010). The 

research was focused on the impacts of refugee populations in the neighbouring countries. 

In case of the thesis, we will be working with the same premise. However, instead of 

working with the concept of neighbouring countries, the thesis will be dealing 

predominantly with the impacts of asylum seekers flowing from the neighbouring 

regions. Asylum seekers and refugee claimants’ routes leading to the European states are 

coming from the North African and Middle East region. Therefore, the asylum seekers 

inflows coming to the European states stems predominantly from these areas. 

Gomez et al. (2010) admitted that the host countries experience substantial 

impacts due to hosting of forced migrant flows. These impacts can be divided into four 

respective categories. The host states thus experience economic, social, political and 

security and lastly environmental impacts (2010: 1). As the Executive Committee of the 

High Commisioner’s Programme (2003) stated, the impact of asylum seekers and refugee 

hosting is both positive and negative. The same is claimed by Gomez et al. (2010). The 

focus of the thesis is however directed towards a more traditional political and security 

impact as the presumptions of the migration security nexus needs to be assessed. The 

political and security impact of asylum seekers and refugee hosting as defined by Gomez 

et al. (2010) will represent the main focus of the research. Gomez et al. (2010: 12) stress 

that “the presence of refugees does not have a significant negative impact on the political 

and security situation of the host states” in most of the studied cases. The aim of the 
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thesis is thus to determine, whether similar conclusions can be drawn in case of asylum 

seekers and respective refugee claimants in the European Union member states. 

1.4 Negative Political and Security Impact of Asylum Seekers Hosting 

The analysis of the potentially negative political and security impact of the asylum 

seekers inflows hosting will be divided into three complex areas of concern. These areas 

are inspired by and based on the Salehyan and Gleditsch’s (2006) research. Salehyan and 

Gleditsch (2006) determined three potentially negative impacts of the refugee inflows, 

for the purposes of this analysis the asylum seekers inflows, on the political and security 

stability of the host states: 

a) Diffusion of violence 

b) Transnational spreading of arms, combatants and ideologies prone to conflict 

c) Bilateral tensions 

1.4.1 Diffusion of Violence 

It will be necessary to reframe these areas of concern in accordance with the 

studied topic as Salehyan and Gleditsch’s (2006) research was focused on the developing 

world. It is obvious that the potential to destabilize the host states in the political and 

security realm is much higher in the host states that are developing and rather unstable at 

the moment of intensive asylum seekers inflows. As the European Union member states 

are significantly developed countries with relatively high economic and political stability, 

it is improbable that any sort of civil war will occur due to extensive asylum seekers 

inflows. Diffusion of violence thus cannot be understood in sense of all out civil war but 

rather in sense of increased criminal activities conducted by the asylum seekers 

population.  

There were multiple studies conducting on the relation between crime rates and 

immigration. Even though Bell and Machin’s (2013) analysis did not focus on the asylum 

claimants per se, useful conclusions had been drawn. The study proved that different 

labour opportunities of different migrant groups influence the final impact of migration 

on crime rates of the host states. “A 1% increase in the asylum seeker share of the local 

population” was associated “with a 1.1% rise in property crime” (2013: 2). If the analysis 
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was restricted purely to A8 countries1 immigrant population, the property crime rate 

decreased by 0.4%.  Furthermore, Jacobsen (2002) warns that refugee camps and asylum 

centres can easily turn into sources of crime due to hard conditions and restriction of work 

and mobility of the asylum seekers population. The inability of the host states to integrate 

asylum seekers and refugees due to their fear of possibly negative impacts can create even 

more significant negative impacts in the end. The frustration of asylum seekers and 

refugee claimants caused by the hostile approach of the host state, inability to access 

health care, education or labour opportunities create further matrix for potential 

radicalization and turn towards violence (Milton et al. 2013: 628). On the other hand, 

William Lacy Swing (2013), the director-general of the International Organisation for 

Migration (IOM) also stressed that so far there is no scientifically proven relation between 

migration and increase in violence in the receiving states. The tendency of the receiving 

states to label migrants as “criminals” is thus unjustified. Such claims will be empirically 

tested in the researched case as well. 

1.4.2 Transnational Spreading of Arms, Combatants and Ideologies Prone to 

Conflict 

The same can be applied to the second area of concern. Transnational spreading 

of arms, combatants and ideologies that are prone to conflict can be understood, with 

regard to the developed host European Union member states, in terms of spreading of 

transnational terrorist activities. Since 9/11 attacks, transnational terrorism has become 

one of the key security issues in the agenda of the developed Western states. It is the 

transnational Islamist terrorism that represents a significant challenge to these states. With 

the phenomenon of foreign fighters and the rise of the Islamic state, the Western states 

have to absorb such threats.  

Asylum seekers and refugee claimants flowing from the war torn areas with 

extensive terrorist presence are immediately suspected of potential terrorist allegiance. If 

the country of origin is somewhat associated with terrorism, the acceptability of the 

asylum seeker is at stake. There are plenty security implications for the host country to 

consider. The refugee that can be linked to terrorism in the country of origin might 

contribute to creating a terrorist safe haven within the host country. Such actions represent 

                                                 
1 A8 is a label for 8 member states of the European Union joining in 2004 (excluding Cyprus and Malta 

that also became part of the European Union in 2004) that due to their lower GDP were expected to unleash 

an immigration wave towards the wealthier Western member states. 
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a security threat for the source country as well as the host country. If such refugee threat 

is not recognized, it can potentially lead to terrorist activity followed by attacks on the 

host country soil, or even on the soil of the allies of the host country. The host states fear 

that asylum seekers and refugee claimants’ inflows can be easily misused by the terrorist 

organizations to smuggle their members into the countries they are trying to target. With 

accomplices on the ground, they can further utilize the conditions within the refugee 

camps, provoke radicalization of the asylum seekers and refugee claimants and cooperate 

with the domestic cells in order to conduct terrorist attacks on the ground of the host states 

and their allies. Therefore, the security risks associated with asylum seekers and refugee 

claimants are rather high (Whitaker 1998: 422) and the will of the host country to accept 

them is weakening 

Furthermore, solely the harsh conditions of the refugee camps can provoke 

radicalization that can possibly lead to terrorism as well (Jacobsen 2002). Milton et al. 

(2013) conducted a research on how refugee claimants’ inflows affect the terrorist rates 

in the host countries. Previous studies linked substantial refugee inflows to the increase 

of interstate and civil wars (Salehyan 2008; Salehyna, Gleditsch 2006). Milton et al. 

(2013) built their research on the assumption that inappropriate conditions in refugee 

camps contribute to the radicalization of refugee claimants and thereby increase the 

international terrorist rates. Milton et al. (2013) concluded that there is a clear relation 

between refugee inflows and increasing number of terrorist attacks conducted on the 

territory of the host states. Thus, it will be interesting to assess whether same empirical 

evidence can be observed in the researched case. On the other hand, Ahmed (2017) 

pointed out that the claims that especially migrants originating from the North Africa are 

quite often linked to the increase in terrorism rate in the hosting countries is not based on 

substantial empirical research. Gebrewold (2008) also backed the opposing stance 

claiming that relationship between the increase in terrorist rates and asylum seekers is 

rather a subjective concern than a reality. The thesis will thus assess which claim seems 

to be prevailing in the researched case. 

1.4.3 Bilateral Tensions 

The third area of concern, namely bilateral tensions, is working with the premise 

of deterioration of bilateral relations between the source country and the host country. 

The European Union serves predominantly as a donor for the source countries with the 

highest asylum seekers and refugee claimants’ inflows. As it is in the interest of the 
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European host countries to minimize the asylum seekers inflows and thereby the 

potentially negative political and security impact of their hosting, the relations with the 

source countries can be assessed as rather supporting than tensed (European Commission 

2018a, European Commission 2018b). Taking into account this empirical evidence and 

the extensive amount of the studied European member states and even more varied 

number of the source countries, the thesis will be not focusing on such relations. 

However, more significant relations that will become the focus of the analysis are 

the relations between the host states themselves. These states are part of a bigger entity, 

the European Union and such membership obliges them to mutual solidarity and burden-

sharing regarding the issue of asylum. As the intensive asylum seekers inflows are 

associated with potentially negative security impact represented by the first two areas of 

concern, such obligation is put to the test. Thus the main focus of the analysis and the 

third area of concern will be the potential political tensions within the European Union 

hosting bloc that can occur due to the intensive asylum seekers and refugee claimants’ 

inflows. The logic behind such tensions is based on the position of certain border-member 

states that serve as the crossing point of the migrants to the European Union. Angeloni 

and Spano (2018) point out that the current migration flows from the North Africa and 

the Middle East put extensive pressure on limited number of member states. Thousands 

of people are fleeing to these regions in order to avoid wars, authoritarian regimes and 

poverty. Based on the geographical position of certain member states such as Italy, Malta 

and Greece, the burden of hosting is much bigger in these areas. Therefore, the security 

threats should be higher as well. 

Based on the state sovereignty principle, each state has the right to form its stance 

towards asylum seekers accordingly. Considering its own unique security interests, the 

decision to accept or decline asylum seekers is part of the state sovereignty execution. 

However, the asylum seekers movements exceed the nation borders of state sovereignty, 

therefore, to contain and control such movements, there is a need to create supranational 

or international cooperation among the host countries (Whitaker 1998: 414). The 

membership in the European Union already provides European Union member states with 

a substantial transnational platform of cooperation. Executive Committee of the High 

Commissioner’s Programme Standing Committee (2003) claims that burden-sharing and 

substantial support from bilateral and multilateral donors is crucial for mitigation of 

negative effects of asylum seekers and refugee population on the host countries. It is the 
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burden-sharing mechanism and the solidarity principle that play crucial role in the 

establishment of the European Union and all of its policies as well. Therefore, the ability 

of all member states to share the burden of asylum seekers population is crucial in order 

to tackle the issue and stand for the principles of their integration. The principle of mutual 

solidarity and burden-sharing mechanism thus should be invoked by the heavily affected 

hosting states and subsequently implemented by their allies in order to mitigate any 

negative impact and stand to their obligations. If these principles are withheld in practice, 

tensions occur. 

1.4.4 Reframing Negative Political and Security Impact of Asylum Seekers 

Hosting 

Based on the above argument, it is necessary to reframe Salehyan and Gledistch’s 

(2006) categorization of the potentially negative political and security impact of the 

asylum seekers inflows on the host states, in order to facilitate a clearer application in the 

European context of developed hosting states. Based on the contextualization of the 

security situation within the European Union, three areas of concern for the political and 

security impact of the extensive asylum seekers inflows will be reframed as follows: 

a) “Crime rate” will represent the source of diffusion of violence as understood by 

Salehyan and Gleditsch (2006). 

b) “Terrorism rate” will represent the transnational spreading of arms, combatants 

and ideologies prone to conflict as understood by Salehyan and Gleditsch (2006) 

due to transnational nature of terrorism, the potential radical ideology at its core, 

the proneness to conflict and the members of terrorist groups fighting in order to 

achieve their goal within the source states as well as the host states. 

c) “Political tensions among the host states” will supply the bilateral tensions as 

stated by Salehyan and Gleditsch (2006) as the host states are part of a bigger 

entity – the European Union, which serves predominantly as a financial donor for 

the source states. The principle of solidarity and the burden-sharing mechanism 

binding the host states should serve in favour of the heavily affected border-states 

in order to mitigate the negative political and security impact of the asylum 

seekers inflows. If solidarity and burden-sharing does not occur in practice, 

tensions arise. 
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2.  Methodology 

World Bank (2012) report is trying to pave the way for the research of the impact of 

asylum seekers and refugee claimants’ inflows on the host countries. The authors stress 

that it is necessary to conduct such research despite potential difficulties with obtaining 

enough reliable data. If any useful data are at the disposal, comprehensive analysis should 

follow. Such analysis can either target concrete demographic or social groups within the 

host population or analyse rather bigger - national or regional level, of the impact of 

asylum seekers and refugee inflows (2012: 37). Although substantial part of the research 

should be dedicated to the quantitative data, a qualitative take has to follow in order to 

provide a fuller picture of the situation.  

The thesis will thus follow the main recommendations of the report. It will combine 

quantitative analysis with a qualitative approach in form of a statistical analysis of the 

data available. The analysis will be focusing on a bigger picture. Therefore, the national 

and regional level of the negative impacts of the refugee flows will be analysed. These 

impacts will be studied within the three areas of concern as stated by Salehyan and 

Gleditsch (2006) and further reframed for the purposes of the researched case in the 

previous chapter. 

2.1 Research Question 

The research aim is to analyse potentially negative political and security impact of 

the asylum seekers inflows on the hosting states within the European Union. In order to 

do so, following research question needs to be answered:  

How does hosting of the asylum seekers inflows affect the security of the European Union 

member states? 

In order to better grasp the complexity of the research question, 3 research sub-questions 

need to be answered. Based on the previous categorization of three areas of concern, 

following sub-questions needs to be answered: 

1. How does hosting of the asylum seekers inflows affect the crime rate of the 

European Union member states? 

2. How does hosting of the asylum seekers inflows affect the terrorism rate the 

European Union member states? 

3. How does hosting of the asylum seekers inflows affect the political relations 

among the European Union member states? 
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2.2 Methods and Data Analysis 

The thesis will focus on the analysis of the data available from 2006, as the year 

2006 represented the most significant drop in asylum applications within the European 

Union. 192 300 asylum seekers requested asylum in the member states. Lower numbers 

were observed only in 1985-1987 within then 15 member states of the European Union. 

The peak of asylum seekers was reached in 1992 with 672 385 requests (Juchno 2007: 3). 

The year 2006 thus represents a substantial starting point with the most available data for 

all the member states and historically the most significant drop in the asylum applications 

within the extended European Union. 

In order to answer the first and the second sub-question, quantitative analysis will 

be conducted. The method of the least squares will serve the purposes of the analysis. The 

linear least squares in other words ordinary least squares (hereinafter OLS) is a method 

used in mathematical statistics. It facilitates the estimation of unknown parameters in a 

linear regression model. OLS mitigates the issues associated with the variable 

relationships in social sciences, such as political science and economics. The nature of 

the theories and hypotheses in social sciences is rather probabilistic, therefore, the 

relationships between studied variables are not exact. Regression analysis conducted via 

OLS allows social scientists to find relationships between variables that might not be 

obvious at first sight. If there is any relationship between the studied variables, OLS 

regression model facilitates the researcher to discover bivariate or multivariate 

relationship between the studied variables, if such relationship exists (Troeger 2018). 

OLS model analyses the linear relationship between the dependent and independent 

variables. Such relationship can be expressed in form of a simple equation: 

 

Equation 2-1 

𝑦𝑖 = 𝛼 + 𝛽 ∗ 𝑥𝑖 + 𝜀𝑖 

 

The element “y” represents a dependent variable, whereas the element “x” 

represents an independent, or in other words explanatory, variable. As the relationship 

between the dependent and independent variable includes a random component due the 

above mentioned shortcomings of the social science, the element epsilon “ε” incorporates 

such random component within the equation. The first part of the equation “𝛼 + 𝛽 ∗ 𝑥𝑖” 

represents the opposite of the random component. It is the non-random or in other words 
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“structural component” of the equation. While “x” is the independent variable explaining 

the dependent variable, α and β represent the parameters of the linear regression model. 

The parameters α and β represent fixed entities that indicate the explanatory value of the 

independent variable “x”. While the parameter α is a constant that enables the 

measurement of a value where the regression line crosses the y-axis, the parameter β 

represents a coefficient or a slope which enables the measurement of how steep the 

regression line actually is. The purpose of OLS regression is then “to minimize the sum 

of all squared deviations from the line”, thus to minimize all “the squared residuals” 

(Troeger 2018: 5). This calculation is executed by the chosen statistical program. For the 

purposes of the thesis, a multi-paradigm numerical computing program MATLAB is 

used. 

2.2.1 Crime Rate Analysis 

Firstly, it is necessary to import the values of the dependent and independent 

variables into the program. The more detailed the data is at disposal, the more accurate 

results can be produced. In order to answer the first research sub-question and determine 

how the hosting of asylum seekers inflows affect the crime rate of the hosting states within 

the European Union, crime rate data is analysed. In this area of concern, the number of 

arriving asylum seekers will thus represent an independent variable “y” in the linear 

regression equation. The crime rate data of each member state of the European Union will 

represent the dependent variable “x”. Based on the potentially negative impact of the 

asylum seekers inflows, the higher the amount of asylum seekers in the hosting country, 

the higher the criminal rate should become.  

The data regarding the number of asylum seekers arriving in the European Union 

will be accessible via official database of the United Nations High Commissioner for 

Refugees (UNHCR 2018b). Such data is relatively detailed with a monthly periodicity 

and up to date. The data regarding the crime rates of the European Union member state 

will be acquired via Eurostat statistical office of the European Union (Eurostat 2014, 

Eurostat 2018b). In contrast with the data on the number of asylum seekers, the data 

regarding crime rates in the European Union are very limited in their time span and are 

available solely in per annum form. Therefore, the results produced will be not as accurate 

as desired. The data regarding the total crime rate are available for all the member states 

for the period of 2006-2016. The data regarding specific types of crimes are available 

solely for the period of 2008-2016 as the categorization and processing of the data via 
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Eurostat has changed after 2008. The data cannot be completed and updated with the 

newer data available on the national level as only few member states have published their 

crime reports for 2017. Furthermore, the data available via Eurostat differs from the data 

available on the national level as the methodology and processing of the data is also 

differing on the national and European Union level. Therefore it is not desirable to mix 

differently processed data. 

2.2.2 Terrorism Rate Analysis 

In order to establish how the hosting of asylum seekers inflows affect the terrorism 

rate in the European Union member states, the same OLS method will be applied. In this 

case, the independent variable “y” (representing the number of asylum seekers) stays 

intact. The dependent variable “x” changes into the terrorism rate consisting of the 

terrorist attacks conducted in the host states. Repeatedly, based on the potentially negative 

impact of asylum seekers inflows hosting, the higher the number of asylum seekers, the 

higher the multiplicity of terrorist attacks (thus the higher the terrorism rate). The data 

regarding terrorist attacks will be acquired via Global Terrorism Database (2018) created 

and updated by the University of Maryland. The data available is very detailed with a 

daily periodicity. However the time span ends in 2016. In any case, the results acquired 

via such data can be considered more accurate and reliable. 

A cycle of the OLS regression analysis for the terrorism rate is shown in Figure 1. 

The cycle runs through all the member states and calculates the coefficient of correlation 

between the studied variables, in this case the number of asylum seekers and the terrorism 

rate. Afterwards, a model of liner regression analysis is conducted. The model provides 

further necessary statistical data that are used by the researcher to assess the statistical 

significance of the results. 

 

Figure 1: Example of One Cycle in MATLAB regarding Terrorism Rate OLS Analysis. Data Source: 

Global Terrorism Database (2018), UNHCR (2018b), United Nations Population Division (2017). 

If the last semicolon sign is erased, the results of the linear regression model will 

be displayed in the Command Window (Figure 2). These results are necessary for further 

assessment of the significance of any correlational relationships occurring between the 

studied variables. The coefficient of correlation, the adjusted coefficient of determination 
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(adjusted R-Squared) and the p-value will represent the most significant indicators of the 

relationship between the studied variables.  

 

Figure 2: OLS Model Regarding Terrorism Rate and Number of Asylum Seekers in the United Kingdom. 

Data Source: Global Terrorism Database (2018), UNHCR (2018b), United Nations Population Division 

(2017). 

The value of the coefficient of correlation can range from 1 to -1 and it further 

explains the exact relationship between the variables. The closer the coefficient of 

correlation is to 1, the stronger the relationship between the variables. If the coefficient 

of correlation is higher than zero, the independent and dependent variable both grow. If 

the coefficient of correlation reaches minus values, one of the variables is growing 

whereas the other one is declining. The coefficient of determination represents a squared 

value of the coefficient of correlation. Its value ranges from 0-1. The higher the 

correlation between the variables, the higher the value of the coefficient of determination. 

The adjusted coefficient of determination explains the explanatory value of the 

independent variable. It suggest how well the independent variable reflects the variance 

in the dependent variable. Thus, the higher the coefficient of determination, the more 

important the explanatory value of the independent variable. Furthermore, the p-value 

determines whether the relationship between the studied variables can be considered as 

statistically significant (Disman 2000). The linear regression analysis works with the null-

hypothesis that there is no correlation between the studied variables. General presumption 

is, the lower the p-value, the higher the statistical significance of the relationship between 

the studied variables, thus the higher the possibility that the null-hypothesis can be 

dismissed and correlation between the studied variables can be concluded. While taking 

into account the current debate on the p-value necessary for statistically significant 



27 

 

relationship and dismissal of the null hypotheses, the necessary threshold of the p-value 

will be set to 0.005 (Ioanniddis 2018). Once the p-value reaches lower values than the set 

threshold, the relationship between the studied variables will be assessed as statistically 

significant and the null hypothesis will be dismissed. 

In order to detect, whether the relationship between the studied variables is 

statistically more significant in the more affected higher hosting European Union member 

states, the number of asylum seekers per 1 000 inhabitants will be calculated and the 

member states will be divided into four categories based on their hosting performance. 

The four categories will be created by four quadrants consisting of top 25% hosting 

member states, bottom 25% member states and 25% member states to the right and to the 

left from the mean of the overall hosting performance. Such categorization of member 

states will facilitate comparison of the impact in the member states based on their hosting 

performance. Based on the presumption that the higher the hosting performance, the 

higher the negative impact, the higher hosting member states should provide more 

affirmative correlational relationships between studied variables. The more generalized 

level of analysis will be followed by the individual member state level of analysis that 

will provide more accurate and narrow-oriented results.   

Furthermore, it is necessary to stress that however statistically significant the 

relationship between the studied variables will be, it will suggest only correlation between 

the studied variables, not a causality. Thus, even if the relationship will show significant 

correlation between the studied variables, it is not possible to fully exclude other variables 

affecting the final results, nor is it possible exclude the random component’s role (Disman 

2000). 

2.2.3 Political Tension among Hosting States Analysis 

In order to answer the third research sub-question, and determine how the hosting 

of extensive asylum seekers inflows affect the political relations among the European 

Union member states, a qualitative analysis will be conducted. As it is challenging to 

quantify data on the exact relations between the hosting countries in the European Union 

regarding the issue of asylum, a congruence method will be deployed to qualitatively 

analyse the third area of concern. The congruence method will not test multiple theories 

and their explanatory value in this case, rather the congruence of the theoretical 

expectation (the tensions are present once the severely affected hosting countries ask for 
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solidarity and burden-sharing from their partners and they refuse to do so) with the 

empirical information will be tested (Blatter, Haverland 2016: 4).  

Based on the theoretical framework, if a qualitative analysis of primary and 

secondary sources, available primarily via the European Union and its respective bodies 

and the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, will prove that such acts appear 

in practice, it will be possible to conclude that the political tensions in the European Union 

occur due to the extensive asylum seekers inflows and thus the theoretical expectations 

are in congruence with the available empirical information. 
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3. Contextual Introduction 

3.1 General Information 

The member states of the European Union, as well as most of the states in the 

international system, face the challenge in form of asylum seekers. Even though the 

highest concentration of the refugee population can be found in the developing world, the 

number of asylum applicants in the Union member states reached a historically 

unprecedented peak in 2015. The number of people requesting asylum within the 

European Union exceeded 1.3 million (Figure 1). Similar numbers were recorded in 2016. 

The issue of extensive refugee flows and their impacts on the member states and the 

Union itself has thus become a staple topic within the policy-making and academic arena. 

 

Figure 3: Asylum Application (non-EU) in the EU-28 Member States, 2006-2017. Source: (Eurostat 

2018a). 

The member states of the European Union stretch along a vast area of the 

European continent. Therefore, the border-states are crucial as it is their border that needs 

to be crossed by the asylum seekers to request asylum. Due to limited ways how to reach 

the European Union soil, the southern border of the Union plays a crucial role. Most of 

the sea migration flows are stemming from the countries in the North Africa and Middle 

East region, therefore, especially Greece, Italy and Spain are the first member states in 

row to absorb migrant flows (Figure 2). 
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Figure 4: Mediterranean Asylum Seekers Sea Arrivals from January- July 2018. Source (UNHCR 2018c). 

The geographical position of limited number of the member states thus determines 

the burden of asylum seekers to be allocated unevenly. The geographical position of 

limited number of member states, the importance of their border crossing and thus the 

uneven distribution of the asylum seekers is reflected in the development of the asylum 

policy on the level of the European Union. Furthermore, it is the European Union asylum 

policy that influences the legal status of asylum seekers in each member state and the 

invocation of solidarity and burden-sharing principles that should mitigate the uneven 

nature of the distribution of asylum seekers. 

3.2 Legal Development of the European Union Asylum Policy   

In the beginning, the asylum policies were part of the so called “Third Pillar” of the 

European Union affairs that represented the Justice and Home Affairs. It means that the 

starting point of the asylum policy within the European Union belonged between the 

autonomous competencies of each member state. The asylum policy was thus decided 

solely on the national level, the European Union had no direct influence in the beginning 

(Kaunert, Léonard 2011). 

3.2.1 Minimum Standards Phase 

All member states within the European Union are signatories of the 1951 

Convention as well as the 1967 Protocol (UNHCR 2015: 2-4). Therefore, all the states 

recognized the status of refugees and asylum seekers and their right of protection under 

international law. However, the national interpretation of these documents significantly 

differed. As the integration progressed, so did the harmonisation of the asylum policy on 

the Union level. Although the issue of asylum on the Union level was firstly mentioned 
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as part of the Schenghen Convention of 1990 (Schenghen acquis – Convention… 2000: 

10-18, 46), the truly first instrument of asylum policy on the Union level was represented 

by the Dublin Convention of 1990 (Convention Determining the State Responsibility… 

1997: 1-12). The Dublin Convention aimed at improving the efficiency of the asylum 

system within the European Union. It has established the principle of the state of first 

entry that should be responsible for the processing of asylum requests. Such setting made 

clear which member state is responsible for the asylum seeker and processing of their 

request. Refugees thus could no longer apply for asylum in multiple member states. 

The Amsterdam Treaty (Treaty of Amsterdam… 1997) of 1999 represented further 

progress for the coordination of asylum policy on the Union level because it moved the 

asylum policy into the “First Pillar” of communitarian policies. The Amsterdam treaty 

thus designated a five year deadline necessary to reach harmonisation of asylum policy 

within the European Union in four areas and thereby reach minimum standards of asylum 

protection (1997: 29): 

a) Responsibility of the member states on processing asylum requests from non-

Union member states 

b) Minimum standards regarding the reception of asylum seekers 

c) Minimum qualifying standards regarding asylum seekers 

d) Minimum standards regarding granting or rejecting the asylum claims 

3.2.2 Minimum Standards under Common Name 

Soon after the Amsterdam Treaty came into force, Tampere Meeting of the 

European Council took place in October 1999. The final remarks of the meeting requested 

creation of a common policy regarding asylum on the Union level. The framework of the 

Common European Asylum Policy (CEAS) was introduced. The aim was to create an 

inclusive interpretation of the Geneva Convention on the national levels of all member 

states and thus prevent the opportunistic treatment of asylum seekers. The right of people 

fleeing and requesting asylum should be fully respected by all member states. In the long 

run, the common asylum policy should produce a common standard for asylum request 

process and universally valid results (Tampere European Council… 1999).  

In 2003, The Council Directive was administered in order to define minimum 

standards that had to be provided to all asylum seekers in all the member states. Such 

standards included for example the right of residence, access to labour market, education, 
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healthcare and necessary information regarding their status interpreted in their own 

language (Council Directive 2003/9/EC… 2003). Further coordination of the common 

asylum policy was represented by the Council Regulation regarding the determination of 

the member state responsible for the processing of each asylum request. This Regulation 

is also known as Dublin II, although it has not changed much in terms of Dublin 

Conventions. The principle of the state of the first entry was preserved, so was the right 

to apply for asylum only in one of the member states (Council Regulation (EC) No 

343/2003… 2003). The Council Directive of 2004 was dealing with further 

institutionalization of the Geneva Convention, taking the definition of a refugee from the 

1951 Convention and officially incorporating it into the European Union law as the main 

precondition for assessing any asylum claims within the European Union. The Directive 

introduced a new form of protection as well for people who cannot be regarded as 

refugees, yet still “if returned to his or her country of origin, or in the case of a stateless 

person, to his or her country of former habitual residence, would face a real risk of 

suffering serious harm…” (Council Directive 2004/83/EC… 2004: 15). Such 

development was praised as a new and more inclusive approach to asylum. 

The following Council Directive, however, loosened the responsibility of the 

European Union member states when facing asylum seekers by introducing the concepts 

of “the first country of asylum”, “the safe country of origin” and “the safe third country” 

(Council Directive 2005/85/EC… 2005). Thus if the asylum seeker was already granted 

protection in a non-EU country, his or her source country was labelled as safe or the 

asylum seeker entered the territory of the European Union by crossing another safe 

country first, his or her claim could be returned to the non-Union safe countries for 

processing. 

3.2.3 Common Standards Progress 

The Hague Programme (The Hague Programme… 2005) outlined the goals for 

asylum policy of the European Union for the period 2005-2010. Further harmonization 

was expected, the main goal was set in form of a common asylum procedure and its 

universal validity within the Union states. Not much had been done since, however a 

European Asylum Support Office (EASO) was established in 2010 (Regulation (EU) No 

439/2010… 2010). EASO represented further institutionalization of the asylum policy 

and aimed at helping the member states with providing the proclaimed standards of 
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asylum. Once the principle of solidarity and burden-sharing among member states was 

highlighted.  

Lisbon Treaty of 2010 represented further strengthening of the position of the 

European Union in determining the asylum policy (Treaty of Lisbon… 2007). The 

concept of the Common European Asylum System was finally constitutionalized and 

further developed by the Council and the European parliament. Nevertheless, the new 

deadline for further integration of the asylum policy was postponed until 2012. Therefore, 

the Hague Programme was replaced by the Stockholm Programme (Council of the 

European Union 2009) that basically took over the previously stated goals for the asylum 

policy of the European Union. “Common area of protection and solidarity” represented 

the main goal for the asylum policy among the member states that could be reached via 

“a common asylum procedure and a uniform status for those granted international 

protection” until 2012 (2009: 69). Once again the principle of solidarity and effective 

burden-sharing was invoked. The principle should be implemented via voluntary and 

coordinated mechanisms of responsibility sharing that would be developed in the future 

(2009: 71). 

However until 2012, the member states were able to pass only the Directive “on 

standards for the qualification of third-country nationals or stateless persons as 

beneficiaries of international protection, for a uniform status for refugees or for persons 

eligible for subsidiary protection, and for the content of the protection granted” 

(Directive 2011/95/EU 2011: 9) which further harmonised the national settings. The 

proposals for further clarification and unification of standards regarding the reception of 

asylum seekers, responsibility for processing of their requests and common procedures 

for granting and refusing the protection were repeatedly postponed until 2013. 

By June 2013 the Council and the European Parliament were able to pass 

directives regarding the common standards of reception (Directive 2013/33/EU... 2013) 

and common procedures granting and withdrawing the international protection (Directive 

2013/32/EU… 2013). The Regulation regarding “the criteria and mechanisms for 

determining the Member State responsible for examining an application for international 

protection lodged in one of the Member States…” (Regulation (EU) No 604/2013… 

2013: 31) was also put in force. The Regulation is also known under the name Dublin III. 
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The following significant increase in number of asylum seekers put the Common 

European Asylum System into a practical test. The Commission concluded that further 

extensive reformation is necessary in order to increase the efficiency and the burden-

sharing in practice. In 2016 the Commission (European Commission 2016a) designated 

three areas that needed to be resolved, namely, the Dublin system and betterment of the 

determination of the member states responsible for application processing, reinforcement 

of the Eurodac system2 and establishment of a European Agency for Asylum. New 

directives and regulations should replace the older ones in order to once again create a 

genuinely common procedure, uniform standards for the recognition of persons in need 

of protection and further revision of the standards for reception (2016a: 3-4).  

The goal of the European Union was thus to create an asylum system more 

welcoming to the people in need while increasing the effectiveness of burden-sharing 

among the member states and thereby mitigate the negative impacts of the asylum burden 

in the border areas. Whether such development of the Common European Asylum System 

was and is effective both for the asylum seekers and for the member states predetermined 

to be more heavily affected by refugee flows will be critically assessed in the following 

chapter. 

  

                                                 
2 Eurodac system was created in 2003. The main purpose was to create a fingerprints database that would 

be shared among the member states in order to enhance clearer identification of asylum seekers and their 

movement within the European Union and thus determine the member state responsible for the application 

processing (European Commission 2018c). 
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4. Results 

4.1 Introductory Results 

In order to analyse the political and security impacts of refugee flows within the 

studied period of 2006-2016, the data on asylum seekers had to be processed. The data 

provided by UNHCR (2018b) were used in order to determine the number of asylum 

seekers present in each member state of the European Union. An average number of 

asylum seekers per 1 000 inhabitants in each member state was calculated (Figure 3). 

Such calculation has shown a significantly disproportionate distribution of asylum 

seekers across the European Union. Top three hosting countries within the European 

Union are Sweden, Cyprus and Malta with more than 23 asylum seekers per 1 000 

inhabitants. On the other end, the group of member states hosting less than 2 asylum 

seekers per 1 000 inhabitants is much larger. Slovakia, Poland and Slovenia reached the 

bar of 1 asylum seeker per 1 000 inhabitants, however, Czech Republic, Spain, Croatia, 

Lithuania, Latvia, Romania, Estonia and Portugal fall far behind. 

 

Figure 5: Number of Asylum Seekers per 1 000 Inhabitants in European Union Member States in 2006-

2016. Data Source: UNHCR (2018b).  

Although the number of asylum seekers arriving to the member states during 

2006-2016 illustrates the disproportionate burden allocation across the member states, it 

is also necessary to take into account the base of the asylum seekers already present and 

hosted in each member state. Based on the data from the United Nations Population 
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Division, Department of Economic and Social Affairs (2017), the number of asylum 

seekers arriving in each member state from 2006 was combined with the estimated 

number of refugees and asylum seekers already present within each member state. Based 

on such data, the ranking of member states based on the number of asylum seekers per 

1 000 inhabitants slightly differs (Figure 4). In any case, even if the asylum seekers base 

is taken into account, severe disproportionate burden allocation is observed across the 

member states. Top three hosting member states stay intact. Sweden hosts the highest 

number of asylum seekers, while Malta and Cyprus closely follow as the only member 

states hosting over 300 asylum seekers per 1 000 inhabitants. The bottom host member 

states are more or less the same. Slovakia, Poland, Croatia, Slovenia, Czech Republic 

exceed 10 asylum seekers per 1 000 inhabitants, while Spain, Lithuania, Romania and 

Latvia host less than 10 asylum seekers per 1 000 inhabitants. Estonia and Portugal host 

the lowest number of asylum seekers, less than 3 per 1 000 inhabitants.   

 

Figure 6: Number of Asylum Seekers per 1 000 Inhabitants Including Refugee Population and Successful 

Asylum Seekers Already Present in European Union Member States in 2006-2016. Data Source: UNHCR 

(2018b), United Nations Population Division (2017). 

The number of asylum seekers per 1 000 inhabitants is crucial for determination 

of four categories of the European Union member states based on their hosting 

performance. The member states are divided into four categories according to four 

quadrants that represent top 25% hosting member states, bottom 25% hosting member 

states and 25% hosting member states to the right and to the left from the median point 
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(Figure 5). The four quadrants thus create four categories of the member states based on 

their hosting performance. The top 25% of the hosting member states create a category 

labelled as “the highest hosting”, the bottom 25% represent “the lowest hosting” member 

states. The 25% hosting member states to the right from the median point create “the high 

middle hosting” group of member states, while the 25% to the left from the median point 

represent “the low middle hosting” member states. 

 

Figure 7: Categorization of European Union Member States Based on Asylum Hosting Performance in 

2006-2016. Data Source: UNHCR (2018b), United Nations Populations Division (2017).  

As Figure 5 shows, “the lowest hosting” category of member states includes 

Portugal, Estonia, Latvia, Romania, Lithuania, Spain and Czech Republic. “The low 

middle hosting” category of member states consists of Slovenia, Croatia, Poland, 

Slovakia, Bulgaria, Italy and Ireland. France, Finland, the UK, Hungary, Greece, Belgium 

and the Netherlands create “the high middle hosting” category of member states, while 

Denmark, Luxembourg, Germany, Austria, Cyprus, Malta and Sweden represent “the 

highest hosting” category. Such categorization of member states facilitates the analysis 

of the political and security impacts of refugee inflows. It enables an easier comparison 

of the impacts of asylum hosting because it is possible to assess whether any negative 

impacts are more visible in the states hosting higher numbers of asylum seekers. Analysis 

of impacts of asylum seekers on the crime rate and terrorism rate will be conducted in the 

following sections, firstly on the more generalized level of categories of member states 
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based on their hosting performance, followed by the individual analysis of each member 

state. 

4.2 Crime Rate Results 

In order to analyse the relationship between the crime rate and the number of 

asylum seekers in the hosting member states, the data regarding the crime statistics in the 

European Union were put to the test (Eurostat 2014, Eurostat 2018b). The data on total 

crime rate was available for the whole researched period of 2006-2016, however the data 

regarding different types of crime was available solely for the period of 2008-2016 as the 

categorization of crimes and their availability on Eurostat transformed after 2008. The 

crime rate data is available solely in per annum form, therefore, the explanatory value of 

the results of the linear regression analysis has to be taken rather carefully. Overall, it is 

apparent that the crime rate is steadily decreasing across the European Union. However, 

there has been a slight increase in police-recorded sexual violence and police-recorded 

assault between 2015 and 2016 (Eurostat 2018b). 

4.2.1 Results for Categories of Member States Based on Hosting Performance 

When looking at the overall results for each category of member states, there is 

no clear pattern of increasing correlation with the increase in hosting performance (Table 

1). The coefficient of correlation for each category of member states based on their 

hosting performance reaches negative values. In other words, if the number of asylum 

seekers is increasing, the crime rate is decreasing and vice versa. The coefficient of 

determination reaches values from -0.5420 in the low hosting member states to -0.6814 

in the high middle hosting category. The adjusted coefficient of determination has not 

exceeded 43% in any of the studied category. Similarly, the p-value results has not proved 

statistically significant relationships between the studied variables in any of the studied 

categories, therefore the null hypothesis, meaning there is no correlation relationship 

between the number of asylum seekers and the crime rate in the hosting states, cannot be 

dismissed. Even if the correlation rates were significantly higher and the p-value 

significantly lower, the impact of the rising number of asylum seekers on the crime rate 

would be of positive nature (as indicated by the negative values of the coefficient of 

correlation). No negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the crime rate has 

been observed on the generalized level of four categories of member states. The crime 

thus seems to be unaffected by the number of asylum seekers in all four categories of 

member states regardless of their hosting performance. 
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Table 1: OLS Crime Rate Results for Categories of Member States Based on Hosting Performance. Data 

Source: Eurostat (2014), Eurostat (2018b), UNHCR (2018b), United Nations Population Division (2017). 

 

If the concentration is redirected towards separate types of crime, the same 

conclusions can be drawn (see Appendices 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19). Ten types of 

crime were analysed, namely assault offences, burglary, intentional homicide, 

kidnapping, offences of sexual violence, rape offences, robbery, sexual assault, theft and 

unlawful acts involving controlled drugs or precursors offences.  All of the researched 

crime types provided similar results. The coefficient of correlation reached negative 

values in most of the researched categories of member states in most of the crimes. Even 

if the coefficient of correlation was affirmative, its value was very low and insignificant. 

Furthermore, the adjusted coefficients of determination and the p-values respectively 

have proved no statistically significant relationships between the studied variables in any 

of the researched categories of member states in any type of crime. Despite the growing 

number of asylum seekers, the crime rates continue to drop and the long-term trend of 

decreasing criminality has shown no sign of abruption due to increasing hosting 

performance of the member states. Furthermore, there was no clear distinction between 

the four categories of the member states. The member states hosting higher numbers of 

asylum seekers do not provide stronger correlation rates suggesting negative impact of 

asylum seekers regarding any type of crime. Negative impact of the number of asylum 

seekers has not been observed, on the contrary if any impact of the increasing number of 

asylum seekers on the crime rates is assumed, then it is of positive nature. 

4.2.2 Results for Individual Member States 

On the level of individual member states, similar results can be observed (Table 

2). The coefficient of correlation reached affirmative value solely in one member state, 

Ireland. However, the adjusted coefficient of determination and p-value suggested no 

statistically significant relationship between the studied variables and the null-hypothesis 

could not be dismissed. Thus no negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the 

crime rate has been proved in any individual case. The p-values suggested statistically 

significant relationship between the studied variables in the lowest hosting Czech 

Republic, in the low middle hosting member states Slovenia, Slovakia, in the high middle 
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hosting member states Greece, Belgium, Netherlands and in the highest hosting member 

states Denmark and Cyprus. The distribution of statistically significant correlation 

relationships between the studied variables is rather random and do not suggest any trend 

of increasing correlation rates with increasing hosting performance of each member state. 

The overall long-term trend of decreasing crime rate seems to collide with the increasing 

number of asylum seekers, and therefore a positive impact of the number of asylum 

seekers on crime rate is suggested by the linear regression analysis results. Although 

certain security measures such as deployment of police and army forces regarding 

management of the refugee crisis can serve in favour of the crime rates, it is improbable 

that the rising number of asylum seekers would serve as the key explanatory variable of 

the decreasing crime rate in the mentioned member states, especially in the member states 

with significantly low number of asylum seekers population. The key finding thus stays 

intact and no negative impact of asylum seekers in any of the member state can be 

concluded based on the available results.  

Table 2: OLS Crime Rate Results for All Member States Ranked according to Hosting Performance. Data 

Source: Eurostat (2014), Eurostat (2018b), UNHCR (2018b), United Nations Population Division (2017). 

 

When looking at the results for individual member states in ten types of crimes, 

the results slightly differ (see Appendices 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20). While the 

analysis of assault offences, intentional homicide, robbery and theft further proves no 

negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the crime rate, the other types of 
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crime data suggested few correlation relationships between the studied variables 

regarding the negative impact. Data on kidnapping was not available for Malta and 

Sweden, therefore, no results could be observed, however the correlation rates suggested 

statistically significant relationship between the studied variables in France. The 

coefficient of determination reached 0.8917, the adjusted coefficient of determination is 

0.7660 while the p-value did not exceed 0.0012. France however represented rather an 

anomaly result within the studied sample because no negative relationship between the 

studied variables has been observed in any other case (see Appendix 8). The same 

scenario has been observed in case of burglary (see Appendix 4). The offences of sexual 

violence provided two statistically significant relationships, namely Poland and France 

(see Appendix 10). The p-value reached 0.0022 in case of Poland, while the coefficient 

of correlation and determination reached 0.8710 and 0.7242 respectively. Even more 

significant relationship was suggested in case of France with the coefficient of correlation 

reaching value of 0.9685 and adjusted coefficient of determination being 0.9292 with a 

substantially low p-value. By far, the most affirmative correlation relationships 

(representing potential negative impact of the independent variable) were suggested by 

the results for rape crimes (see Appendix 12). In Ireland, France, the United Kingdom 

and Hungary, significant affirmative correlation relationships between the studied 

variables has been observed suggesting negative impact of the number of asylum seekers 

on the rape rate. On the other hand, results from Netherlands and Greece suggested 

statistically significant negative correlation relationships between the studied variables, 

in other words, the number of asylum seekers seemed to have a rather positive impact in 

these member states. In case of unlawful acts involving drugs or precursors offences three 

statistically significant affirmative correlation relationships between the studied variables 

has been observed (see Appendix 20). Portugal, Czech Republic and France provided 

high correlation rates with low p-values, therefore suggested potentially negative impact 

of the independent variable in these three member states. 

When assessing the explanatory value of the separate types of crime results, it is 

necessary to stress that the researched period is shorter, data is also available only in per 

annum form, thus the accuracy of results is lower than in case of total crime analysis. 

Furthermore, the suggested correlation relationships do not prove any causality between 

the studied variables, but assess solely the possibility of correlation between the studied 

variables which can reach high values and possess zero explanatory value if further 
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research is conducted. Overall, the results suggested no negative impact of the number of 

asylum seekers in most of the member states in most of the crime types. Few exceptions 

has been observed and described above. France provided the most affirmative correlation 

relationships between the studied variables in the most types of crime. Therefore, a further 

complex analysis should be conducted to test the explanatory value of the number of 

asylum seekers regarding the increase in certain types of crime in France. Rape crime has 

produced the most affirmative correlation relationships between the studied variables in 

most of the member states (4 out of 28). However, no highest hosting member state 

proved any significant affirmative correlation relationships between the number of 

asylum seekers and rape statistics. Nor a clear pattern of increasing correlation between 

the variables in the higher hosting member states has been present. 

4.2.3 Summary       

It is necessary to stress that statistically speaking no significant negative impact 

of hosting has been proved in any of the researched category of member states. Any 

relationship between the studied variables that proved to be statistically more significant, 

has shown a rather positive impact of hosting on the crime rate when looking at the 

generalized results for four categories of member states regarding the total crime rate and 

the specific crime rates as well. Similar conclusion can be drawn on the level of individual 

member states regarding the total crime rate. If any statistically significant relationship 

has been observed, it was of positive nature. Slightly different and more negative results 

has been observed in separate types of crime in individual member states. However, there 

was no clear pattern observed in distribution of the statistically significant affirmative 

correlation relationships between the studied variables in any of the crime types across 

the member states hosting higher numbers of asylum seekers. France has provided the 

highest number of affirmative coefficients of correlation with the lowest p-values in the 

most researched crime types. Therefore, a true significance of such results needs to be 

evaluated further by a more complex and narrow-focused analysis. Otherwise, the 

negative and positive correlation rates were distributed randomly, with higher hosting 

member states showing positive impact while lower hosting member states suggesting 

negative impact of the number of asylum seekers. The crime rate regarding rape provided 

the highest number of significant affirmative correlation relationships between the studied 

variables (still in 4 member states out of 28), however, such correlation might be also 

explained by gradual toughening of rape laws and improvement of rape reporting across 
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the European Union. Furthermore, it is necessary to stress that Netherlands and Greece 

provided extremely contrary results, proving positive impact of the number of asylum 

seekers on the crime rate regarding rape. Therefore, a rather mixed results has been 

observed in this type of crime.  

In any case, the linear regression analysis proved no negative impact of asylum 

seekers on the total crime rate in any of the researched category of member states and in 

any of the individual member state. Even though, no negative impacts were observed in 

different types of crime rate on the level of four categories of member states, few 

exceptionally affirmative correlation relationships has been observed on the individual 

level in very limited number of member states. Overall, the negative correlation 

relationships suggesting a positive impact of asylum seekers on the crime rate 

outnumbered the affirmative ones on the individual level of analysis. And the steady trend 

of crime rate decrease has not been endangered in any of the studied category in any of 

the individual member state.   

4.3 Terrorism Rate Results 

In order to determine whether any negative impacts of hosting can be observed in 

the terrorism rate across the member states, data from the Global Terrorism Database 

(2018) administrated by University of Maryland was analysed. The data is available for 

the whole researched period of 2006-2016 in a daily format. The results of the linear 

regression analysis are thus more accurate and of a higher explanatory value than in the 

case of crime rate. 

4.3.1 Results for Categories of Member States Based on Hosting Performance 

When looking at the overall results, the coefficients of correlation and 

determination do not provide significant correlation values (Table 2). Neither one of them 

exceeds the threshold of 0.4, thus the correlation between the variables is closer to 0 than 

the desired 1. Based on the mean of p-values for every studied category of member states, 

the null hypothesis cannot be dismissed and there is thus no statistically significant 

relationship between the studied variables in any of the researched categories. However, 

what is more interesting, there is an increase in both the coefficient of correlation and the 

coefficient of determination in the higher hosting categories of the member states. The 

values of both coefficients are minimal in the lowest hosting member states category, 

however increase with the increase in the hosting performance of the member states. 



44 

 

Therefore, while the coefficient of correlation reaches negative value of -0.0216 and the 

coefficient of determination is no higher than 0.0754 in the lowest hosting member states, 

the relationship between the variables increases in the highest hosting category of member 

states that is reflected by the coefficient of correlation reaching the value of 0.3322 and 

the coefficient of determination stopping at 0.1608. Nevertheless, no gradual increase of 

correlation rates or p-values is present. The highest values of coefficient of correlation 

and determination and the lowest p-value are reached within the high middle hosting 

category, however the correlation rates are still very low to prove any significant 

correlation between the variables. The p-values also suggest and further prove no 

statistically significant relationship between the studied variables. 

Table 3: OLS Terrorism Rate Results for Categories of Member States Based on Hosting Performance. 

Data Source: Global Terrorism Database (2018), UNHCR (2018b), United Nations Population Division 

(2017). 

 

When looking at the generalized results for four categories of member states, no 

statistically significant relationship between the studied variables can be assumed. The 

correlation rates and the p-value reach unconvincing values, the null-hypothesis cannot 

be dismissed and therefore, no negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the 

terrorism rate has been observed in any of the studied category of member states. No 

gradual increase in the correlation or the statistical significance has been proved within 

the four categories based on their hosting performance. 

4.3.2 Results for Individual Member States 

In any case, it is necessary to stress that the correlation rates vary significantly 

within each category of the studied member states (Table 3). There is no visible pattern 

of correlation rates present when looking at separate results for each member state. For 

example, the coefficient of correlation for the Czech Republic as the lowest hosting 

member state reaches value of 0.3514 which is significantly higher than the negative 

coefficient of correlation (-0.0638) present in case of the high middle hosting member 

state Greece. Furthermore, the correlation rates are not available for three member states, 

namely Lithuania, Slovenia and Luxembourg, due to zero terrorist attacks conducted in 
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these countries. The results are thus imperfect and affect the final generalized correlation 

rates of the four categories of member states. 

Table 4: OLS Terrorism Rate Results for All Member States Ranked according to Hosting Performance. 

Data Source: Global Terrorism Database (2018), UNHCR (2018b), United Nations Population Division 

(2017). 

 

By far, the most significant results are observed in case of the United Kingdom. 

The terrorism rate in the United Kingdom is one the highest among the member states 

and the fitted curve is showing a rising tendency (Figure 6). There has been a terrorist 

attack every month in the United Kingdom since 2012. Although the terrorism death toll 

is not as high as in France, the terrorism rate of the United Kingdom is one of the highest 

within the European Union. When the terrorism rate fitted curve is compared to the fitted 

curve of the number of asylum seekers, there is a clear similarity at first sight. The 

similarity is further proved by the correlation rates. The coefficient of correlation reached 

0.7814 while the adjusted coefficient of determination is 0.6013. The independent 

variable (the number of asylum seekers per 1 000 inhabitants) thus explains the variance 

in the dependent variable (the terrorism rate) by 60% (Table 3). The p-value provided by 

the t-statistic further proved the statistical significance of the relationship between the 

variables. In case of the United Kingdom, the null-hypothesis can be dismissed and there 

is a certain correlation present between the studied variables. 
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Figure 8: Comparison of Fitted Curves of Number of Asylum Seekers per 1 000 Inhabitants and 

Terrorism Rate in the United Kingdom in 2006-2016. Data Source: Global Terrorism Database (2018, 

UNHCR (2018b). 

Nevertheless, it is necessary to stress that the OLS linear regression analysis can 

unveil purely a correlation relationship, not a causal relationship, between the studied 

variables. The correlation relationship between the studied variables thus cannot be 

understood as causality. The main difference is that the proved correlation can be a result 

of coincidence and the independent variable do not necessarily possess the explanatory 

value suggested by the model. The results thus have to be assessed carefully and further 

analysis needs to be conducted in order to truly test the explanatory value of the 

independent variable in a more complex model. Such finding is thus potentially 

interesting to research further. 

Besides the United Kingdom, there are six other member states that, in terms of 

their p-values, prove statistically significant relationships between the studied variables. 

Their coefficients of correlation and determination however vary significantly. In case of 

Spain, one of the lowest hosting member states, a statistically significant relationship 

between the number of asylum seekers and the terrorism rate has been observed as the p-
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value suggests. The coefficient of correlation reached negative values, therefore, if there 

is a relationship between the studied variables, the impact of asylum seekers is rather 

positive. If the number of asylum seekers rises, the terrorism rate decreases in case of 

Spain. Nevertheless, the explanatory value of the independent variable is very limited 

with only 17% based on the adjusted coefficient of determination. Therefore, the 

correlation is rather low, however, as p-value suggests statistically significant. Similar 

results can be observed in cases of Ireland, Finland, the Netherlands, Germany and 

Sweden. On the other hand, the coefficient of correlation and adjusted coefficient of 

determination do not provide convincing results. Although, certain correlation 

relationship is present, the explanatory value of the independent variable cannot be 

assessed as sufficient. In case of Germany, the coefficient of determination is the highest 

(0.4190), however, still very low in order to prove sufficient explanatory value of the 

independent variable. 

4.3.3 Summary    

Overall, with the exception of the United Kingdom, no statistically significant 

correlation relationship between the independent (the number of asylum seekers per 1 000 

inhabitants) and the dependent (the terrorism rate) variable has been observed within the 

European Union member states. In all the member states and within all the studied 

categories, there has been no statistically significant relationship between the number of 

asylum seekers and the terrorism rate except for the United Kingdom. Although higher 

values of the coefficient of correlation and determination have been observed in the higher 

hosting categories of the member states, no convincing values of the coefficients has been 

reached in any of the studied category. Similar conclusions can be drawn from the 

individual results for each member state. No clear pattern has been observed in the four 

categories of member states, nor the level of individual states. There is not a convincingly 

higher correlation rate reached within the higher hosting member states, the correlation 

rates are randomly distributed and do not prove any significant negative impact of the 

asylum seekers on the terrorism rate across the European Union. 

The United Kingdom is the only member state where a statistically significant 

relationship has been observed. Both the coefficient of correlation and the coefficient of 

determination reached high values while the p-value reached significantly low value, 

therefore a correlation relationship between the number of asylum seekers and the 

terrorism rate can be assumed in this individual case. As argued above, in order to explain 
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such relationship further and rule out a possible matter of coincidence, it is necessary to 

conduct further complex analysis on the topic. Overall, excluding the case of the United 

Kingdom, no negative impact of the rising number of asylum seekers on the terrorism 

rate within the European Union can be concluded based on the available results. The 

negative impact of asylum seekers on the terrorism rate in the hosting countries thus, 

based on the used method of analysis, can be dismissed, however in case of the United 

Kingdom, the results significantly differ.  

4.4 Political Tensions among Host States 

The coordination of the asylum policy on the Union level took place due to critique 

of the national settings that were assessed as inefficient and too diverse. Although the 

harmonization and coordination of the asylum policy on the Union level should provide 

member states with a more even and efficient setting, it was also critiqued due to 

enhancement of the uneven sharing of responsibilities among the member states and 

deterioration of the status of asylum seekers.   

4.4.1 Political Situation during Steady Period 

Dublin II Regulation preserved the principle of the first state of entry being 

responsible for processing of asylum requests. However, if the asylum seeker crossed the 

border illegally and the state of his entrance remained unknown, the member state where 

he/she lodged the application afterwards was responsible for processing of such claim 

(Council Regulation (EC) 343... 2003: 5). All member states also had a right to take on 

the responsibility of processing any asylum request (2003: 3) based on their sovereign 

decision or due to humanitarian nature of the request, e.g. reunification of families within 

the member states (2003: 5). 

However, the principle of the first state of entry played a crucial role as the other 

member states had the right to transfer the asylum seekers into the member state of their 

first entry and thus return the responsibility to the designated state (2003: 4). The right to 

transfer the asylum seekers to the member states of their first entry had become one of 

the heated issue of hosting within the European Union. 

According to Bačić (2012) the burden-sharing, as defined by the Dublin system 

and preserved by the Dublin II Regulation, had proved to be ineffective and basically 

non-existent in practice. Due to the ineffectiveness of the burden-sharing, the treatment 

of the asylum seekers plummeted as well. The principle of the state of the first entry 
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further approved the unfair allocation of responsibility for asylum claimants. The 

southern and eastern border member states are crucial for the first entry of asylum seekers 

and thus become prone to over-burdening. With the right to transfer the asylum seekers 

to these countries, the burden is further highlighted. 

The member state responsibility to process asylum claims was thus determined by 

its geographical location and not by its ability to actually host such claims, be it 

financially or otherwise. UNHCR (2007: 38) reported that the main shortcoming of the 

Dublin II system is the inexistence of choice for the asylum-seeker regarding the state 

where he/she can lodge their application, thus the system is being circumvented illegally. 

The Dublin II is non-transparent and the allocation of responsibility is unfair in practice, 

as the border-states face much higher pressures. 

The situation in Greece, one of the border-states, significantly deteriorated due to 

high flows of asylum seekers and substantial numbers of returned asylum seekers from 

other member states that left the territory of Greece despite their obligation to lodge 

applications there. The economic crisis further limited the capacity of Greece to absorb 

such flows and assure fulfilment of the obligations associated with the Dublin II. UNHCR 

(2008: 1) had to react to the situation by publishing an official recommendation for the 

member states to immediately halt the transfers of asylum seekers to Greece and take on 

the responsibility for their asylum claims. The recommendation stressed the disparity in 

recognition rate of asylum claims between the member states. In 2007, the recognition 

rate of asylum claims at first stance reached 0.04% in Greece. The final appeal rate was 

no higher with 2.05%. In comparison, the Great Britain received comparable number of 

claims with recognition rate of 30% at first stance and 24% on final appeal (2008: 4). 

European Council on Refugees and Exiles (2008) further backed the UNHCR 

conclusions. Greece was described as an unsafe country for asylum seekers whose 

fundamental rights were substantially violated during their stay. The transfers of asylum 

seekers back to Greece were postponed by most of the countries. However, the whole 

situation escalated due to a story of an Afghan asylum seeker who fled Kabul in 2008 and 

entered the Union soil via Greece. He continued to Belgium where he lodged his 

application in 2009. Based on the Dublin II Regulation, Greece was responsible for the 

processing if his claim, therefore, Belgium decided to use the right of transfer and return 

the asylum seeker to the first state of his entry. In Greece, the asylum seeker faced 
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detention and potential expulsion despite his critical situation. The asylum seeker made 

an appeal to the European Court of Human Rights (2011) in Strasbourg known as MSS v 

Belgium and Greece. The Court made an unprecedented move and decided in favour of 

the asylum seeker’s appeal. Both member states, Greece and Belgium, were found guilty 

of violating the Dublin II Regulation (2011: 1). The disparity between the legal apparatus 

of the Union asylum policy and the actual practice was thus visible more than before.  

The ineffectiveness of the system and the inability of the border-state to handle 

the pressure was further highlighted by the decision of the Court of Justice of the 

European Union (2011). Multiple cases of asylum seekers were examined. The asylum 

seekers were of Algerian, Afghan and Iranian origin and they all entered the European 

Union via Greece in 2009. Nevertheless, they decided to lodge their application process 

once they reached the Great Britain or Ireland. Immediately after Greece was recognized 

as the first state of their entry, both the Great Britain and Ireland launched the transfer 

procedures and re-delegation of responsibility towards Greece took place. As mentioned 

multiple times before, the conditions for the reception of asylum seekers and their right 

for a fair claim procedure were not met in Greece, therefore the principle of the Dublin II 

Regulation was repeatedly violated. The non-border member states refused to take on the 

responsibility voluntarily in order to seek protection of the asylum claimants, they did the 

opposite. By returning the asylum seekers to the border member state with lower capacity 

to absorb the asylum seekers, not only was Greece burdened even further, so were the 

asylum seekers themselves. The Court thus ruled in 2011 that the approach of the Great 

Britain and Ireland was not correct and the allocation mechanism of the first state of entry 

should not be invoked if the protection of the asylum seekers is at stake (Court of Justice 

of the European Union 2011). 

4.4.2 Steady Period Summary 

The uneven burden-sharing has been legalised by the founding principle of the 

Dublin system which contributed to further deterioration of asylum seekers rights. The 

concept of the first state of entry made it basically impossible for the asylum seekers to 

seek asylum outside of the border countries. Therefore, this concept substantially 

contributed to the uneven distribution of asylum seekers among the member states and 

created a significant obstacle for a functional burden-sharing system. 
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Even the period of relatively low and steady flows of asylum seekers produced a 

significant imbalance among the hosting countries. The burden-sharing mechanism was 

bulldozed by the principle of the first state of entry that put extensive pressure on the 

border-states, especially Greece. Despite the difficult economic situation that Greece was 

battling in the first place, member states used the transfers of asylum seekers to follow 

the basic principle of the Dublin II system regardless of further overburdening of asylum 

capacities of Greece. The breaking point, in other words the legal recognition of wrongful 

treatment of Greece by its allies, was possible via decisions of the European Court of 

Human Rights followed and the Court of Justice of the European Union. The burden-

sharing mechanism and the solidarity among the member states regarding the issue of 

hosting asylum seekers thus proved to be substantially flawed in the relatively steady 

times. 

4.4.3 Political Situation during Dynamic Period     

Despite the apparent difficulties of the burden-sharing system during the relatively 

steady period of refugee flows, the 2013 Dublin III Regulation has preserved the principle 

of the first state of entry. In 2015 an unprecedented flow of asylum seekers hit the 

European Union borders and thereby created the most significant challenge to the 

common asylum policy of the member states (Eurostat 2018a). The border-states, 

predominantly Italy and Greece, were already struggling to receive substantially lower 

numbers of asylum seekers in the previous years. The highest inflow of asylum seekers 

in these border-states thus represented a test for the burden-sharing mechanism in the first 

place, as it was apparent that the capacity of the border-states was at its limit. 

Greece and Italy were calling for help due to the increasing costs of their hosting. 

The first member state to come to rescue was Germany. In August 2015, Germany 

decided to neglect the principle of the first state of entry and announced immediate halt 

of transfers of Syrian asylum seekers. Germany thus by its sovereign decision overtook 

the responsibility for the protection of asylum seekers that would be otherwise transferred 

back to Greece or Italy (Dernbach 2015). In the meantime, a heated debate surrounded 

the European Commission (2015a) Communication from May 2015 that proposed a 

possible solution of the burden-sharing shortcomings. The proposal introduced 

mechanism of relocation and resettlement that should enable a more effective 

responsibility sharing among the member states in case of large refugee inflows. Based 

on the proposal, an ad hoc relocation and resettlement mechanism should be created and 
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approved by the Council and thus bind all the member states to accept a fair share of 

asylum seekers from Greece and Italy. The fair share was represented by percentage of 

asylum seekers that should be relocated to each member state based on its size and wealth 

(European Commission 2015a). While the number of asylum seekers for relocation would 

be stated later, the resettlement scheme was already counting with 20 000 asylum seekers 

that should have been resettled among the member states (European Commission 2015b: 

3). In September 2015, the Council firstly approved relocation of 40 000 asylum seekers 

in need of protection with 75% of success rate. Secondly, due to intensification of refugee 

flows, allocation of further 120 000 asylum seekers across the member states was 

approved by the European Parliament (Council of the European Union 2015). The aim of 

the mechanisms was thus to mitigate the burden of the border-states and distribute the 

asylum seekers fairly among the member states, thus enhance the burden-sharing in 

practice. 

However, not all member states were willing to back such decision. Especially the 

Eastern member states, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania and Slovakia, represented 

the loud opposition (BBC 2015a). Their negative stance on the intake of asylum seekers 

was further supported by the temporary closure of the German-Austrian border in 

September 2015. Germany was forced to close the border and re-establish border controls 

due to overburdening of the border regions hosting substantial amount of asylum seekers 

(BBC 2015b). Such decision was considered as an agreement with the Eastern member 

state stance. The suspension of the Dublin system and Schengen agreement was 

immediately followed by other member states. Austria closed borders with Hungary, 

Hungary built a fence on the border with Serbia and Slovakia re-established border 

controls on the Austrian border as well. Similar scenario continued in other member states 

(Kingsley, Graham-Harrison 2015). 

Despite the deteriorating situation and border closing, the Council voted in favour 

of the relocation mechanism on September 14th (Harding 2015). As the consensus voting 

was no longer necessary on the issue of asylum, qualified majority led by Germany, 

France, Italy and Greece, as the main supporters of the relocation scheme, assured the 

mechanism to be binding for all member states. The member states voting against 

included the Czech Republic, Hungary, Slovakia and Romania, while Finland abstained 

from the vote (European Parliament 2015: 4). However, the opponents of the relocation 

did not concede. The opposition escalated its fight against relocation mechanism by filing 
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lawsuit against the Council decision to the Court of Justice of the European Union. 

Slovakia filed the lawsuit on December 2nd (Reuters 2015) followed by Hungary the next 

day (DW 2015). Both member states were requesting annulment of the relocation quotas 

as the decision was not reached by consensus and the solution was not considered right 

(Reuters 2015). 

In the meantime, Austria, a direct neighbour of highly affected member state Italy 

and a member state on the transit route from Greece, was further exacerbating the 

tensions. Firstly, Austria announced a daily limit for migrants and asylum seekers that 

can cross its borders. The number of migrants was set at 3 200 and the number of asylum 

seekers could not exceed 80. Such decision was not only criticized by Greece but also by 

the Commission. The Commission assessed such action as against the European Union 

law and the United Nations described it as a violation of the international law as well 

(Reuters 2016). Austria however refused to back down and further complicated its 

relations with Greece. A summit took place where Austria and the Balkan states tried to 

coordinate their asylum stance and find solution to the crisis, Greece was not invited. The 

tensions thus escalated further and the Greek ambassador was withdrawn from Vienna 

(BBC 2016a). 

Austria provoked further tensions with the other border state Italy by demanding 

the re-establishment of border controls at the Brenner Pass in the Alps on its borders with 

Italy. Austria feared this border crossing might had become the next hot spot for asylum 

seekers. Italian representatives severely disagreed with such action and presented the case 

on the Commission ground (Bell 2016, BBC 2016b). Even though the Commission 

approved exceptional prolonging of border controls in the most affected areas, the 

Brenner Pass controls were considered as unnecessary and described as a potential 

“political catastrophe” by Jean Claude Juncker, the head of the Commission (Gotev 

2016: 1). In the end, no border controls were introduced, as the Austrian representatives 

appreciated the effort of the Italian side to mitigate numbers of illegal crossings and the 

situation was evaluated as safe (Sherer, Di Giorgo 2016). 

The temporary relocation scheme caused further tensions among the member 

states and had not significantly contributed to the effectiveness of the burden-sharing. By 

April 2016, total number of 1145 asylum seekers was relocated from Greece and Italy 

from the expected 160 000. Only 615 asylum seekers were relocated from Greece and 
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530 asylum seekers ware relocated from Italy. Eight member states had not participated 

on the relocation from any border-member state. Austria, Croatia, Czech Republic, 

Denmark, Hungary, Poland, Slovenia and Slovakia did not participate on the burden-

sharing of the asylum seekers at all. Belgium, Spain and Sweden relocated only asylum 

seekers from Italy. On the other hand, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Estonia, Ireland, Latvia, 

Lithuania, Luxembourg and Romania relocated solely asylum seekers from Greece. The 

only member states participating on the relocation from both border-states were Finland, 

France, Germany, Malta, Netherlands and Portugal (European Commission 2016b). In 

any case, the will of the member states to relocate 1145 out of the desired 160 000 asylum 

seekers cannot be assessed as sufficient burden-sharing in practice. Italy and Greece 

continued to stress that they cannot be understood as the storing member states and the 

inactivity of their allies can be considered an unfriendly act in the least (Papadimas, 

Behrakis 2016). 

The apparent collapse of the burden-sharing was reflected in the Commission’s 

proposal from May 2016. A new reform of the Dublin III was introduced. The 

unwillingness of the member states to fulfil the burden-sharing and solidarity principles 

regarding asylum seekers should be overridden by a new corrective allocation 

mechanism. This mechanism is supposed to assure a fair allocation of asylum seekers 

across the member states. Based on the member state’s size and wealth, a maximum 

threshold of asylum claims will be set. If such threshold is exceeded, the excess number 

of asylum seekers will be allocated across the European Union. In case any member state 

refuses to host his fair share of asylum seekers, a financial solidarity contribution to the 

host member states will be mandatory. Solidarity contribution per one asylum seeker 

refused by the allocation procedure should be 250 000 euros (European Commission 

2016c). 

The proposal of a mandatory and automatic allocation system that should boost 

the burden-sharing in practice has once again clashed with loud opposition voices. The 

Hungarian government described the system as a tool of blackmail that forces the member 

states to accept asylum seekers (BBC 2016c). The protest escalated into a consultative 

referendum taking place in Hungary in October 2016. The referendum was asking 

whether the population agrees with the European Union forceful allocation of asylum 

seekers from other countries on the Hungarian soil. Even though the referendum was not 

attended by sufficient number of voters. The turnout stopped at 44%, majority of the 
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voters refused such allocation system and supported the tough stance of the government 

(BBC 2016d). 

By the end of the year 2016, the relocation mechanism was not much more 

successful. Out of the 160 000 asylum seekers that should had been relocated by 

September 2017, in total only 8 162 asylum seekers were actually transferred from Greece 

and Italy. Even though, the number of relocated asylum seekers significantly rose 

compared to April 2016, it was still beyond the desired goal of 160 000. Greece was able 

to relocate 6 212 asylum seekers while Italy relocated 1 950 across the member states. 

Austria, Denmark, Hungary and Poland held their anti-relocation positions and did not 

contribute to any relocation efforts. Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Estonia, Ireland, Lithuania 

and Slovakia relocated only asylum seekers from Greece. Sweden relocated asylum 

seekers purely from Italy. The leader of relocation efforts was France with 2 091 asylum 

seekers relocated from Greece and 282 asylum seekers from Italy. On the other hand, 

Slovakia was able to relocate only 9 asylum seekers from Greece. The resettlement efforts 

were a bit more successful. The goal of 22 000 resettled asylum seekers was not reached, 

however, 13 887 were resettled by the end of 2016 (European Commission 2016d). 

By the final month (September 2017) that was set as the deadline for a successful 

relocation of 160 000 asylum seekers from Greece and Italy, 27 695 asylum seekers were 

successfully relocated. In total, 19 244 asylum seekers were relocated from Greece, while 

8 451 asylum seekers were relocated from Italy (European Commission 2017a). The goal 

was thus not reached in time and the effectiveness of burden-sharing in practice remained 

very low. The Commission identified particularly Poland, Hungary and the Czech 

Republic as the free riders of the relocation responsibility due to insufficient use of their 

capacity to absorb asylum seekers. The deadline of June 2017 was decided for the non-

cooperating member states to fulfil their obligation. These member states refused to 

follow the call, thus the situation escalated further. The European Commission decided 

to file a lawsuit against the Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland for “non-compliance 

with their legal obligations on relocation” (European Commission 2017b: 1) to the Court 

of Justice of the European Union in December 2017. 

4.4.4 Dynamic Period Summary 

The burden-sharing mechanism based on the principle of the first state of entry 

did not work in practice. Germany has shown the highest level of solidarity with the 
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overburdened border-states Greece and Italy by voluntarily overriding the principle and 

not transferring Syrian asylum seekers back to Italy and Greece. An effort to further boost 

the burden-sharing in practice in form of an ad hoc relocation mechanism that should had 

relocated 160 000 asylum seekers from Greece and Italy among the member states did 

not prove to be much more efficient. By the deadline, less than one fifth of the desired 

relocation took place with many member states relocating low numbers of asylum seekers 

to none. The disparity in recognition rates and thus the interpretation of common 

procedures preserved as well. While Greece’s recognition rates were the topic number 

one during the relatively steady phase of refugee inflows, other member states overtaken 

its negative role. Even though in 2016, the average recognition rate at first stance reached 

60% within the Union, Hungary with 8% and Poland with 12% recognition rate fell 

significantly short. The rates stayed almost intact even in the final appeal with 1% and 

5% (Eurostat 2017: 5). This time, it was especially the Eastern member states that took 

over the roles of anti-burden sharers. 

Furthermore, tensions were present on all levels. Austria angered its neighbours, 

both of the heavily impacted border-states Greece and Italy. Greece and Italy shared 

frustration towards its allies for not being able to share responsibility over the extensive 

amount of asylum seekers, its reception centres and islands were overflowing with people 

seeking asylum, while its allies argued who will take responsibility and how they will 

share it. The Visegrad group represented the loudest opposition against the relocation 

efforts and refused to take part in it. The whole argument escalated in court. Firstly, 

Slovakia and Hungary filed lawsuit against the European Union and the relocation quotas. 

Later on, the European Commission filed a lawsuit against Czech Republic, Hungary and 

Poland for not fulfilling its obligations of burden-sharing.  

The burden-sharing and solidarity was thus present in certain number of member 

states and in certain actions, such as Germany’s decision to withheld transfers, financial 

support that has been flowing towards Italy and Greece from the Union funds and 

successful vote for the establishment of an ad hoc relocation mechanism. On the other 

hand, free riding proved to be a steady phenomenon despite the legal effort at the Union 

level. Even though the number of member states taking part in the relocation of asylum 

seekers rose, their contribution remained very little in comparison to others. The overall 

numbers proved there was not enough will to share the burden of asylum seekers and 

rather defend the negative stance via court.  
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5. Discussion 

The analysis of the negative political and security impacts of the rising numbers of 

asylum seekers across the hosting European Union member states has shown interesting 

results. Quantitative and qualitative data available on the number of asylum seekers and 

refugee population in each member state has been processed and unveiled significant 

results.  

5.1 Summary of Results 

Overall, no negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the crime rate and 

terrorism rate has been observed in any of the studied categories of member states. The 

negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the total crime rate and terrorism rate 

has not been observed in any of the individual member states either, with the only 

exception of the United Kingdom regarding the terrorism rate. The results varied across 

the member states in case of different types of crime. However, the negative impact and 

thus significant affirmative correlation relationships between the studied variables were 

suggested in very limited number of member states in limited number of crime types. 

Results suggesting negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the crime rate 

were also balanced out by the results suggesting positive impact of the number of asylum 

seekers in other cases. In France, the most affirmative correlation relationships between 

the studied variables has been observed in five out of ten types of crime. Nevertheless, no 

clear pattern of increasing crime and terrorism rate has been observed with the growing 

hosting performance of the member states. If the correlation relationships were significant 

and suggested possible negative impact of the number of asylum seekers, in most of the 

cases the highest hosting member states were not included. Sweden as the leader of per 

capita hosting within the European Union has not provided any statistically significant 

affirmative correlation relationships between the studied variables that would suggest any 

negative impact of hosting in this case. 

Such conclusions are important especially regarding the rhetoric of the anti-

immigrant forces within the European member states that claim the crime rates are 

increasing with the growing number of asylum seekers and immigrants in general. 

Sweden as the highest hosting member state in the European Union was used as an 

example of a state where the increasing number of asylum seekers seems to be colliding 

with the increasing rate of sexual violence. The local anti-immigration party 
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Sverigedemokraterna (Sweden Democrats) pointed out to the mutual relationship (The 

Economist 2018). The claim was further exacerbated by Nigel Farage, a former Brexit 

campaign leader in the United Kingdom, who labelled Malmö, a Swedish city, as the 

“rape capital of Europe” and possibly of the whole world due to a significant number of 

asylum seekers hosted in the country (BBC 2017: 1). Sweden was also shown as an 

example of negative impacts of asylum seekers hosting by the US president Donald 

Trump (Rick Noack 2017). All the accusations of negative impacts of asylum seekers on 

the crime rates of Sweden were demented by the Swedish government. Swedish 

authorities stated there is no clear relationship between the sexual crime and the number 

of asylum seekers in the country. Government of Sweden also stressed that Sweden is a 

member state with one of the strictest laws regarding sexual violence, therefore its sexual 

crime rate is naturally higher in comparison to other member states (Government Offices 

of Sweden 2017). The conducted analysis proved such claims to be true. No statistically 

significant relationship between the two phenomena has been observed. Therefore, the 

number of asylum seekers seems to have no negative effect on the sexual crime rate of 

Sweden or the crime rate of Sweden in general. 

In any case, it is not possible to claim that hosting of asylum seekers is free of any 

negative criminal impacts within the European Union. One of the most serious and 

extensive criminal activities of the asylum seekers and immigrant population took place 

in Germany during the New Year’s celebrations across the country by the end of the year 

2015. Six cities reported hundreds of cases of sexual violence, robbery and theft that 

proved to be conducted partially by the asylum seekers population (DW 2016a). The 

result of such actions was further restriction of migrant laws (BBC 2016e) and laws 

regarding sexual violence and rape in Germany (DW 2016b). Therefore, it is not possible 

to omit individual incidents of criminal activities conducted by the asylum seekers 

population within their host states. Asylum seekers just like the domestic population of 

the host states are not fully immune from criminal behaviour. However, the evidence has 

shown that it is not possible to claim that the asylum seekers population is more prone 

towards criminal behaviour and thus significantly increases the criminality in the 

European Union hosting states. 

The results regarding the terrorism rate across the European Union were of higher 

explanatory value due to more accurate daily data and provided even more convincing 

conclusions in favour of the asylum seekers. Except for the United Kingdom, no negative 
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connection between the terrorism rate and the number of asylum seekers was suggested 

on any level of analysis. The fear of terrorism rate increase due to potential recruitment 

of refugees or their potential terrorist linkages to the source countries have not been 

confirmed by the available results. Only one member state, the United Kingdom, 

suggested statistically significant affirmative correlation relationship between the studied 

variables. Just like in case of France based on the similarly significant affirmative 

correlation relationship in five different types of crime, a further analysis should be 

conducted in order to test the explanatory value of the variable further in a more complex 

model. 

The analysis of the third area of concern, the political tensions among the host 

states, has proved significant shortcomings of the burden-sharing system and lack of 

solidarity across the member states regarding the hosting responsibilities. The 

inefficiency of the burden-sharing mechanism regarding the hosting of asylum seekers, 

has been apparent throughout the relatively steady period of refugee inflows. Although 

certain action for enhancement of the mechanism had been taken on the legislative level, 

no apparent enhancement could be observed in practice. Thus when the dynamic refugee 

inflows started, the burden-sharing mechanism and the solidarity principle were put to 

the test. Unfortunately, the border-states suffered from over-burdening of their capacities 

while their partners refused to take part. The burden-sharing mechanism has been 

insufficient and lacking in practice. Therefore, political tensions across the European 

Union occurred.  

The disparity in the hosting performance across the European Union is significant. 

The difference between the hosting performance in the top hosting and the lowest hosting 

member states is enormous. The political tensions that has been present due to the 

increasing number of asylum seekers and the inability of the member states to share their 

hosting responsibilities can be certainly assessed as a negative impact. In order to mitigate 

such negative impact, the burden-sharing mechanism and solidarity principle needs to be 

reformed in order to adopt to the changing environment and increasing numbers of asylum 

seekers without further occurrence of political tensions among the hosting member states. 

In conclusion, apparently negative impact of the number of asylum seekers could 

be observed in the third area of concern. The burden-sharing mechanism was put to the 

test and failed to be efficient enough to prevent political tensions among the host states. 
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In the first area of concern, no apparently negative impact of the number of asylum 

seekers on the total crime rate has been observed in any of the member states. The 

situation became less apparent when focusing on specific types of crime, however besides 

France, no negative impact in multiple crime types has been observed in any of the 

member states. On the contrary, the results suggesting positive impact of the number of 

asylum seekers outnumbered the negative ones. The same can be concluded in the second 

area of concern. No negative impact of the number of asylum seekers on the terrorism 

rate has been suggested in any of the member states, excluding solely the case of the 

United Kingdom. Overall, the third area of concern, the political tension among the host 

states, can be assessed as the most significantly affected by the number of asylum seekers 

in the European Union in a negative way. The crime rate and terrorism rate analysis has 

proved no universal negative impact of the asylum seekers population on their hosting 

states. 

5.2 Possible Shortcomings of Analysis   

There are certain limits of the analysis. The results are a product of the method used 

for their analysis, therefore different set of results could be provided by a different method 

of analysis. The main shortcoming of the ordinary least squares method is its inability to 

unveil dependency relationship between the studied variables. The results thus suggest 

purely correlational relationships between the studied variables that can be of purely 

coincidental nature. The conclusions drawn from such results cannot be regarded as 

definite but rather suggestive. On the other hand, the analysis is able to uncover 

potentially interesting correlational relationships that can be analysed and tested further 

within a more complex model.  

Furthermore, the results of any quantitative analysis are just as accurate as the 

researched data. A common issue of the quantitative analysis is thus the deficiency and 

unavailability of the data necessary for the analysis. The data used for the analysis is not 

perfect. The availability and reliability of the data is limited and therefore, the explanatory 

value of the results vary. All of the researched data can be more accurate. When looking 

at the data provided by the UNHCR on the number of asylum seekers arriving in each 

member states of the European Union, its availability is rather generous. However, there 

is no data available on the number of asylum seekers in Italy in 2006 and 2007. Therefore, 

the data provided by Instituto per lo Studio della Multietnicità in cooperation with the 

Ministry of the Interior of Italy has been used (Papavero 2015). However, the 
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methodology for processing of the data and the data prediction differs on the level of 

UNHCR and on the national level, therefore such data will never be exactly the same. 

Furthermore, certain numbers of asylum seekers are not public due to security reasons 

and protection of the asylum seekers. The number of deported asylum seekers is also not 

available and would substantially increase the explanatory value of the analysis. 

The data regarding terrorist attacks is rather reliable and complete. It is available in 

daily format for every European Union member state, however it is not up to date as the 

database stops at the end of 2016, therefore a more current development in terrorist attacks 

cannot be analysed. The database do not keep records of successfully prevented terrorist 

attacks that usually occur more often than the successfully conducted terrorist attacks. 

Such data would mirror the reality more accurately and further improve the explanatory 

value of the research on the topic. In any case, by far the least accurate and the most 

imperfect data is available on the crime rate in all the European Union member states. 

The data on crime rate is available solely in per annum form and the update of the database 

is very long-lasting. The data for the crime rates in 2016 were published in the second 

half of July 2018, therefore the analysis was also updated last minute to match the 

terrorism rate researched time span. The issue with the crime rates across the European 

Union member states lies in differing legislative in each member state regarding different 

types of crime. Different categorization of crimes is present on the national level and the 

member states are providing Eurostat with incomplete data available solely in per annum 

format, therefore the accuracy and explanatory value of the results is disturbed. Eurostat 

categorization of crime has changed as well. The “archive data” on crime rate prior to 

2008 categorized the crime types differently and therefore could not be used for the 

analysis of specific types of crimes. The researched period was thus shorter and the 

explanatory value of the results further decreased. 

The focus of the analysis was aimed at the national level of member states as the 

accessibility of the data is already imperfect and rather difficult on this level. The 

extensive data necessary for the analysis is currently not available on a regional level. 

However analysis of the data from the regions within the member states that host 

extensive numbers of asylum seekers might provide more accurate results and thus further 

boost the explanatory value of the analysis.   
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On the other hand, whenever a more accurate and complete data is at disposal, be it 

on the national or regional level, the analysis can be easily and almost instantly replicated 

to reflect such data. Furthermore, it is possible to update the analysis with the newly 

available data in future years in order to observe and compare the changes in the results 

as proved in case of the last minute inclusion of the data from the Eurostat crime statistics 

update for the year 2016. The more long-term the observations, the more valuable results 

can be produced. Therefore, the time of the analysis should be extended in the future to 

provide a long-term results of higher explanatory value. The same can be applied on the 

qualitative research of the burden-sharing mechanism and solidarity principle in practice. 

The future developments has to be monitored in order to assess whether the burden-

sharing and solidarity among the member states improve or further exaggerate the 

political tensions across the European Union due to continued flow of asylum seekers. 
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Conclusion    
The involuntary (forced) migration flows towards the host states are not expected to 

end in the nearest future. The intrastate conflicts and violence forcing people to cross 

borders will not disappear overnight. The situation in the Middle East and the North 

Africa is very fragile and new and even more challenging causes of forced migration such 

as global warming and climate change are expected to arise in the future. Therefore, the 

issue of asylum seekers and refugee hosting and therewith associated negative impact on 

the hosting states will continue to be of high importance. As both the security of the host 

states and the asylum seekers needs to be assured, continuous research on the topic should 

facilitate such assurance.   

The aim of the thesis was to assess whether any negative political and security impact 

of asylum seekers hosting could be observed within the studied period in the European 

Union member states. The analysis of the three designated areas of concern, namely the 

crime rate, the terrorism rate and the political tensions among the host states, was 

conducted. The results proved to be differing on all levels of analysis and between all 

areas of concern. The total crime rate proved to be unaffected by the asylum seekers 

inflows on the generalized level of four categories of member states based on their hosting 

performance and on the level of individual member states as well. Once specific types of 

crime and their respective crime rates were tested, differing results were observed. On the 

generalized level, no abruption of crime rate could be observed due to rising numbers of 

asylum seekers in any of the studied categories of member states. On the individual level 

of member states, multiple correlational relationship (both positive and negative) could 

be observed between the number of asylum seekers and the crime rate in the respective 

types of crime. The most affirmative correlation relationships between the studied 

variables and thus the most obviously suggested negative impact of the asylum seekers 

was provided in case of France. Overall, no pattern suggesting significantly higher 

negative impact of asylum seekers in the higher hosting member states could be observed. 

Thus the extensive asylum seekers inflows did not seem to stop the trend of decreasing 

criminality across the European Union. 

The second area of concern, the terrorism rate produced much more accurate and 

clearer results. Within the researched period, no statistically significant negative impact 

of the asylum seekers hosting on the terrorism rate has been observed on the more 

generalized level of the four categories of member states or on the level of individual 
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member states, with the only exception of the United Kingdom. No pattern of increasing 

affirmative correlation between the studied variables could be observed, therefore the 

extensive hosting performance is not accompanied by deterioration of the terrorism rate. 

The case of the United Kingdom is rather a single deviation from the overall results and 

is highly suggested for a more complex and narrow focused research. Overall, except for 

the United Kingdom, no negative impact of asylum seekers hosting could be observed in 

the second area of concern. 

When looking at the third area of concern, the political tensions between the host 

states apparently occurred due to rising numbers of asylum seekers and their subsequent 

hosting. The burden-sharing mechanism and the solidarity principle were showing 

significant deficiencies in the relatively steady period of asylum seekers inflows. 

However, once the “refugee crises” occurred, the burden-sharing mechanism and the 

solidarity principle failed to assure fair distribution of the asylum seekers and thus the 

hosting burden and therefore extensive political tensions occurred across the European 

Union. The negative impact was thus the most obvious in the third area of concern. 

The aim of the thesis was fulfilled, the research question was answered by answers 

to the three sub-questions based on the three areas of concern. The total crime rate and 

the terrorism rate seemed to be unaffected by the asylum seekers hosting. However, two 

cases, France regarding the crime rate and the United Kingdom regarding the terrorism 

rate were recommended for further and more complex analysis based on their respective 

results. The most negative impact of the asylum seekers hosting was observed in the third 

area of concern. The political tensions arising among the European Union member states 

due to asylum seekers hosting had the most negative nature. As mentioned in the 

theoretical chapter, the negative perception of forced migration and its impact on security 

of the host state needs to be proved by necessary empirical evidence. In this case, no such 

general evidence could be provided. Therefore, the member states should reflect on such 

conclusion and potentially rethink the purely negative perception of asylum seekers 

hosting in order to mitigate the most negative impact currently occurring in the third area 

of concern due to lack of cooperation and solidarity. 
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Summary 

As the number of international forced migrating population is on the rise and the 

asylum seekers inflows hit record heights in the European Union, the security concerns 

associated with the asylum seeking and refugeeism for the host countries were universally 

revived. Thus, the aim of the thesis was to assess whether any negative political and 

security impact of the asylum seekers hosting can be observed within the European Union 

member states. 

Three areas of concern within which such negative impact of hosting can be observed 

were identified as a) crime rate, b) terrorism rate and c) political tension among the host 

states. An ordinary least squares linear regression analysis suggested no significantly 

negative impact of the asylum seekers hosting on the total crime and terrorism rates in 

the European Union member states. No patterns of increasing negative impact in the 

higher hosting member states could be observed. Furthermore, two cases of individual 

member states were identified as potentially interesting for further research. France 

produced significant correlational relationships in five specific types of crime that 

suggested potentially negative impact of the asylum seekers on the crime rate. In the 

terrorism rate area of concern, the United Kingdom represented the only deviation from 

the overall positive results. A qualitative analysis was conducted in the third area of 

concern. Significant negative impact was observed. The deficiencies of the burden-

sharing mechanism and the principle of solidarity in practice failed to assure a fair 

distribution of the asylum seekers across the member states and thus distribute the burden 

of hosting more evenly. The unwillingness of the member states hosting lower numbers 

of asylum seekers and the overburdening of the higher hosting border-states provided 

necessary matrix for a more universal political tensions across the European Union. 
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Topic Choice 

The number of refugees is on the rise. In 1980, the number of refugees did not 

exceed 6 million. However, the number reached 25.4 million in 2017 (UNHCR 2017a). 

The highest amount of refugees originates from Syria with 6.3 million, followed by 

Afghanistan with 2.6 million and South Sudan with 2.4 million. These three source 

countries are responsible for 57% of the overall international refugee population. 

Although the highest amount of refugees is hosted by the developing world, in 2014 

OECD (2015: 11) reported the highest amount of asylum applicants in 20 years. The 

number of asylum seekers continued to grow in the European Union as well, reaching its 

historic peak with 1.3 million asylum claimants in 2015, the highest number since the end 

of the World War II (Eurostat 2017a).   

Furthermore, the flows of migrants that continue to arrive at the shores of the 

European Union are especially difficult to predict as the heterogeneity of the migrants is 

very high. The overall predictions state that such flows will not end in the future but rather 

become a steady phenomenon of the European continent Mitchell et al. (2011). The peak 

reached in 2015 and closely followed by 2016 further deteriorated the situation within the 

European Union. The refugee crisis, as the whole phenomenon was labelled, has become 

a steady topic on the Union level and its solution has been associated with a general 

disagreement among the member states.  

Extensive inflows of refugees defined as “people who flee their country en masse” 

that means “within a relatively short period (a few years), large numbers (thousands) of 

people flee their places of residence for the asylum country” (Jacobsen 1996: 657) were 

proved to yield both positive and negative impacts on their host countries (Black, Sesay 

1997; Jacobsen 2002; Nail 2015; Shellito 2016). Due to a significantly rising number of 

asylum claimants in the European Union member states, the political security impacts of 

such flows need to be analysed in order to assess whether any negative impacts can be 

observed within the hosting countries. 

In order to do so, the political and security impacts as defined by Gomez et al. 

(2010) will be in the centre of the analysis. Three areas of concern within the negative 

political and security impacts will be analysed as defined by Salehyan and Gleditsch 

(2006) and reframed by the author in order to suit the impacts on developed countries 
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such as the members of the European Union. In order to determine whether any negative 

impacts of the refugee flows can be observed within the European Union, three areas of 

concern will be defined as a) crime rate, b) terrorist rate and c) political tensions among 

the host states. 

Research question 

The aim of the thesis is to analyse negative political and security impacts of the increasing 

number of asylum seekers in the member states of the European Union. It is necessary to 

determine whether any negative impacts can be observed and if so, what area of concern 

produces the most significant negative impacts. In order to do so, the main research 

question - How do refugee inflows affect the security of the hosting states within the 

European Union? needs to be answered. 

In order to answer the main research question, three research sub-questions has to be 

answered. Their formulation is reflecting three areas of concern of the negative political 

and security impacts of the refugee inflows. The following research sub-questions will be 

thus analysed: 

4. How do refugee flows affect the crime rate of the hosting states within the 

European Union? 

5. How do refugee flows affect the terrorist rate of the hosting states within the 

European Union? 

6. How do refugee flows affect the political relations among the hosting states within 

the European Union? 

Methodology 

In order to answer the research question and fulfil the aim of the thesis, a combination of 

quantitative and qualitative research methods will be deployed. As the World Bank 

(2012) recommends, the obstacles in form of missing or imperfect data should not 

discourage the researcher to proceed with the research. This recommendation will be 

followed and the data analysed will come from the time period of 2006-2016. 

The year 2006 represented a historically lowest number of asylum seekers present in the 

European Union since the 1980s. From 2006 data is available not only for the extended 

European Union but also for the future member states such as Bulgaria and Romania 

which joined in 2007 and Croatia that has been a member since 2013. The year 2006 thus 



96 

 

represents a starting point of the increasing numbers of asylum seekers that reached peak 

in 2014. 

First two areas of concern a) crime rate and b) terrorist rate will be analysed with 

quantitative method of least squares. Ordinary least squares regression analysis will be 

deployed in order to determine the correlation relationship between studied variables. The 

independent variable „y“ will represent the number of asylum seekers in each member 

states, while the dependent variable „x“ will represent the dependent variable. The 

dependent variable in the first area of concern will be the crime rate of the each member 

state of the European Union and the dependent variable in the second area of concern will 

be the terrorist rate present in each member state of the European Union. Based on the 

data available, the linear regression analysis will determine whether there is any 

relationship between the variables and whether we can observe deterioration of the 

security situation of the member states due to increasing number of asylum claimants. 

As the member states of the European Union host diverse numbers of asylum seekers, 

four categories of hosting member states will be created. Based on the number of asylum 

seekers per 1000 inhabitants, the member states will be divided into 4 quadrats, the upper 

25% will form the highest hosting member states category, the lowest 25% will form the 

lowest hosting member states category and the middle 50% will form a high middle 

hosting member states category consisting of the middle 25% above the median and a 

low middle hosting member states category consisting of the 25% lower than the median. 

The correlation rates will be compared between these categories in order to assess whether 

a more significant impact can be observed among the member states hosting a higher 

number of asylum seekers. 

The third area of concern c) political tensions among the host states will be analysed via 

qualitative method of congruence. The analysis of the third area is based on the theoretical 

presumption that tensions are present once the severely affected hosting countries ask for 

burden-sharing from their partners and they refuse to do so. The member states at the 

southern borders are crucial for the entrance of the asylum seekers on the European Union 

soil and thereby more vulnerable to the burden of asylum seekers. However, the asylum 

policy on the European Union level obliges all the member states to share the burden of 

asylum seekers in order to mitigate the negative impacts. Based on the qualitative analysis 

of primary and secondary sources available via UNHCR and the European Union, the 
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congruence of the empirical reality with the theoretical expectations (Blatter et al. 2016: 

4) will be assessed and thus the existence or non-existence of the negative impacts will 

be analysed.     

Preview of Content 

Introduction 

Theoretical and Conceptual Background 

1.1 Migration 

1.2 Migration and Security 

1.3 Negative Impacts of Migration 

1. Methodology 

1.1 Research Design 

1.2 Data and Methods 

2. Contextual Introduction 

2.1 General Information 

2.2 Development of European Union Asylum Policy 

3. Results 

3.1 General Findings 

3.2 Crime rate 

3.3 Terrorist rate 

3.4 Political Tensions among Host States 

4. Discussion 

Conclusion 

Preview of Bibliography 

Black, R., & Sesay, M. (1997). Forced Migration, Environmental Change and Woodfuel 

Issues in the Senegal River Valley. Environmental Conservatism, 24(3), p. 251–260. 

Blatter, J., Haverland, M., & Hulst, H. (2016). Qualitative Research in Political Science 

Introductions to the four volumes. In: Qualitative Research in Political Science. SAGE 

Library of Political Science. 2-27 p. ISBN 1473918960. 

Eurostat. (2014). Archive: Crime Statistics. [online]. Eurostat Statistics Explained. 

Available at: http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-

explained/index.php?title=Crime_statistics&oldid=182575 [Accessed 1. April 2017]. 

http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Crime_statistics&oldid=182575
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Crime_statistics&oldid=182575


98 

 

Eurostat. (2017a). Asylum Statistics. [online]. Eurostat Statistics Explained. Available at: 

http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Asylum_statistics [Accessed 

1. April 2017]. 

Eurostat. (2017b). Crime and Criminal Justice Statistics. [online]. Eurostat Statistics 

Explained. Available at: http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-

explained/index.php/Crime_and_criminal_justice_statistics [Accessed 1. May 2017]. 

Global Terrorism Database (GTD). (2016). Global Terrorism Database 2006-2016. 

[online]. University of Maryland. Available at: https://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/ [Accessed 

30. April 2017]. 

Gomez, M.P., Christensen, A., Araya, Y.Y., Harild, N.  (2010). The Impacts of Refugees 

on Neighboring Countries: A Development Challenge [online]. World Development 

Report Background Papers, World Bank. Available at: 

https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/9221/WDR2011_0028.p

df [Accessed 10. March 2017]. 

Jacobsen, K. (1996). Influencing the Policy Responses of Host Governments to Mass 

Refugee Influxes. The International Migration Review, 30(3), p. 655-678. 

Jacobsen, K. (2002) Can Refugees Benefit the State? Refugee Resources and African 

Statebuilding. Journal of Modern African Studies 40(4), p. 577–596. 

Mitchell, J., Pain, N., & Riley, R. (2011). The Drivers of International Migration to the 

UK: A Panel-Based Bayesian Model Averaging Approach. The Economic Journal, 

121(557), p. 1398–1444. 

Nail, T. (2015). Migrant Cosmopolitanism. Public Affairs Quarterly 29(2), p. 187-199. 

OECD. (2015). International Migration Outlook 2015. OECD. 376 p. ISBN 

9789264243453.  

Salehyan I., & Gleditsch, K.S. (2006) Refugees and the Spread of Civil War. International 

Organization, 60(2), p. 335–366. 

Shellito, K. (2016). The Economic Effect of Refugee Crises on Host Countries and 

Implications for the Lebanese Case. [online]. Wharton Research Scholars. Available at: 

https://repository.upenn.edu/joseph_wharton_scholars/3 [Accessed 10. March 2017]. 

http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Asylum_statistics
https://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/9221/WDR2011_0028.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/9221/WDR2011_0028.pdf
https://repository.upenn.edu/joseph_wharton_scholars/3


99 

 

UNHCR. (2017a). Figures at a Glance. [online]. UNHCR The UN Refugee Agency. 

Available at: http://www.unhcr.org/figures-at-a-glance.html [Accessed 15. April 2017]. 

UNHCR. (2017b). Population Statistics Asylum-Seekers (Monthly Data). [online]. 

UNHCR The UN Refugee Agency. Available at: 

http://popstats.unhcr.org/en/asylum_seekers_monthly [Accessed 15. May 2017]. 

World Bank. (2012). Guidelines for Assessing the Impacts and Costs of Forced 

Displacement. [online]. World Bank. Available at: 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTSOCIALDEVELOPMENT/Resources/244362-

1265299949041/6766328-1265299960363/SME338-Impac-Report_v8.pdf [Accessed 

10. May 2017]. 

 

http://www.unhcr.org/figures-at-a-glance.html
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTSOCIALDEVELOPMENT/Resources/244362-1265299949041/6766328-1265299960363/SME338-Impac-Report_v8.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTSOCIALDEVELOPMENT/Resources/244362-1265299949041/6766328-1265299960363/SME338-Impac-Report_v8.pdf

