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Abstrakt 
Téma této práce se zabývá dopadem ekonomické krize na migrační politiku Velké 

Británie.  Z počátku jsou uvedena teoretická východiska. Dále se práce zabývá historií 

britské migrační politiky a její kulminace do současné situace. Zároveň se práce 

soustředí na integrační politiku Velké Británie. Následuje rozbor současné 

přistěhovalecké komunity v Británii spolu s porovnáním s jinými zeměmi Evropské 

Unie. Nedílnou součástí práce je také analýza veřejného mínění britské populace. 

Hlavní část práce sleduje vývoj anti-imigrační rétoriky v průběhu ekonomické krize let 

2008-2009. Práce se zaměřuje na sledování dvou tradičních britských stran, Labouristů 

a Konzervativců, spolu se stranou UKIP, jenž je nechvalně proslulá svými xenofobními 

výstupy. Výstup práce je zhodnocení efektu ekonomické krize jak na anti-imigrační 

rétoriku, tak na realpolitik. Práce potvrzuje, že ekonomická krize v určitých případech 

může zesílit proti-imigrační nálady, neboť vytváří vhodné podmínky pro rozvoj anti-

imigrační rétoriky. Tohoto faktu dobře využila strana UKIP, která díky ‚opuštěnému‘ 

voličstvu dokázala vytěžit z krize maximum. Reálné změny v imigrační politice Velké 

Británie jsou zejména omezování vstupu na britský pracovní trh a redukce přístupu k 

sociálnímu zabezpečení.  

 

Abstract 
This thesis explores the impact of economic crisis on immigration policy in Great 

Britain. This thesis will start with the theoretical framework.  Historical overview of 

British immigration policy will follow, together with its culmination into the current 

situation. At the same time, this thesis will focus on integration policy in Great Britain. 

Afterwards, this thesis will examine the current composition of the immigrant 

population living in Great Britain, also compared to other countries of the European 

Union. Chapter on public opinion will be included as well. The main body of this thesis 

follows the evolution of anti-immigrant rhetoric in times of the 2008-2009 financial 



   

crisis. Two traditional political parties of Britain will be observed, Labour and 

Conservatives, together with UKIP, infamous for its xenophobic statements. The result 

of this thesis is an evaluation of the effects of economic crisis on anti-immigration 

rhetoric as well as on realpolitik. This thesis confirms that in certain cases, economic 

crisis can intensify anti-immigration sentiments by creating conditions suitable for 

development of anti-immigration rhetoric. UKIP shrewdly took advantage of this fact 

and managed to attract significant portion of the ‘left-behind’ electorate. The real 

changes in British immigration policy are largely of restrictive character, limiting the 

access to British labour market and curbing welfare.   
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Název: Dopady ekonomické krize na migrační politiku: Případ Velké Británie 

Úvod 
V posledních letech se v Evropě stáváme svědky stále sílících nacionálních tendencí. Ať 

už hledíme na xenofobní výroky některých předních evropských politiků či na stále 

stoupající anti-imigrační nálady v jejich zemích, zdá se, že líbánková éra 

multikulturalismu je zřejmě u konce. Co za tím stojí? Současný výzkum ukazuje, že 

hlavní příčinou je ekonomická krize, jež sužuje Evropu již od roku 2008 a z níž se 

mnoho zemí jen pomalu vzpamatovává. Je příznačné, že v případech ekonomických 

těžkostí a sociální nejistoty se lidé často upnou na určitou skupinu obyvatelstva jako na 

“obětního beránka”, kterého můžou vinit ze současné situace – v našem případě 

imigranty. Takový případ můžeme pozorovat mimo jiné v současné Velké Británii, kdy 

radikálně-pravicová anti-imigrační strana UKIP („United Kingdom Independence 

Party“) dokázala svoji útočnou, ba až nenávistnou kampaní vůči přistěhovalcům 

dosáhnout rekordního výsledku ve volbách do Evropského parlamentu. Jako člověk, 

jenž věří v evropské hodnoty včetně hesla “Jednoty v rozmanitosti”, jsem se proto 

rozhodla zpracovat téma dopadu ekonomické krize na migrační politiku ve Velké 

Británii.  Úspěch UKIPu je znepokojujícím důkazem o současném stavu tolerance v 

naší společnosti. Je tedy nezbytné podat přehledný a ucelený náhled o situaci, aby bylo 

možné identifikovat příčiny, procesy a dopady ekonomické krize na postoje k imigraci a 

imigrantům.  

 

Cíle 
Cílem této bakalářské práce je v prvé řadě pochopit propojení mezi ekonomickým 

vývojem a následky, jež plynou pro imigrační politiku v různých zemích. V první části 

práce bych tedy vymezila teoretický rámec včetně historie imigrace a současné teorie 

imigrace. Dále bych zhodnotila různé imigrační politiky, jež existují v historii 

evropského přijímání přistěhovalců, včetně politického a právního kontextu Evropské 

unie. V další části bych se podívala na současné nastavení imigrační politiky ve Velké 

Británii před a po zasáhnutí ekonomickou krizí, s pozorností upnutou na stranu UKIP. V 

této části zanalyzuji volební manifesty většiny zúčastněných stran ve všeobecných 

volbách do parlamentu v letech 2005, 2010 a volbách do Evropského Parlamentu v roce 
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2009 a naposledy v roce 2014. Zvýšeno pozornost budu věnovat zmínkám o 

přistěhovalectví, imigrantech, pracovních místech a otevřenosti hranic. Tyto data 

srovnám se skutečným ekonomickým vývojem země a následným volebním výsledkem.  

 

 

Metodologie a literatura 
Z hlediska metodologie chci vzhledem k charakteru zkoumané problematiky využívat 

komparativní metodu a metodu case study. Budu analyzovat prohlášení a vystupování 

představitelů strany UKIP, dále obsah jejich časopisů, manifestů a veřejných prohlášení. 

Nedílnou součástí bude taktéž analýza volební kampaně. Zároveň budu využívat 

komparativní metody při srovnávání vývoje kampaní z let 2005, 2009, 2010 a 2014. 

Co se literatury týče, pro první část týkající se samotné koncepce teorie imigrační 

politiky budu využívat primární zdroje převážně zahraniční produkce, sekundární zdroje 

budou tvořeny elektronickými seriály a dalšími zdroji, jež se váží k tématu.  

 Pro samotnou případovou studii v souvislosti s britskými politickými stranami (s 

obzvláštním přihlédnutím k UKIPu) budu využívat jako primární literaturu stanovy 

stran, jejich manifesty, prohlášení  a jakékoliv materiály a tiskoviny, jež strany vydávají. 

Dále volební programy, volební hesla a další materiály spojené s volební kampaní, nebo 

návrhy zákonů, které byly v souvislosti s imigrační politikou navrhovány. Důležitým 

zdrojem budou i statistické zdroje, které mapují stranickou oblíbenost v různých 

regionech Velké Británie a zejména ekonomické ukazatele sledující stav země, jako je 

celkový ekonomický růst, nezaměstnanost, počet lidí vyžadující sociální bydlení apod. 

V neposlední řadě předpokládám využívání rovněž řady odborných článků, zpráv a 

komentářů jak od odborníků, tak od organizací spojených s tématem.  

 

Výzkumné otázky 

V rámci této bakalářské práce budu pracovat na zodpovězení těchto výzkumných 

otázek:  

− Je zhoršená ekonomická  situace přímo související s výskytem proti-imigračních 

nálad?  

− Jak jsou anti-imigrační opatření přijímána voliči? Slouží nacionalistická rétorika 

jako úspěšná volební strategie pro volební strany?  

− Pokud ano, funguje tato strategie lépe v době zhoršené ekonomické situace?  



   

− Jaká je předpokládaná budoucnost politického prostředí ve Velké Británii 

ohledně přistěhovaleckých otázek?  
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Introduction 
Posters that read: “Is life here hard? Going home is simple” appeared in United Kingdom 

Border Agencies’ offices in 2013 in Glasgow. This campaign, aimed at immigrants 

struggling with their new life in the UK, has caused controversy among both politicians 

and general public, having been called  “shameful and deeply offensive”. (UK Border 

Agency posters branded 'racist', 2013). The initiator of this campaign was none other that 

the Home Office, an official department of the UK’s government responsible for 

immigration and security. It seems that nowadays, almost everyone in the United 

Kingdom wants the immigration to stop. Facing the recent refugee crisis, the issue of 

immigration is more relevant than ever. Public criticises government for its failure to keep 

immigration under control and blame immigrants from welfare drain as well as taking 

British jobs. What is causing such hostile attitudes in Britain?  

It seems that the recent economic recession experienced on the global market between 

2008-2009 could be the culprit. According to de Bromhead (de Bromhead et al., 2012, p. 

1), there is undisputedly a connection between public support of political extremism and 

economic hardships. The rise of Nazis to power in 1930s Germany, rule of the Arrow 

Cross party in Hungary or the Fascist regime in Italy can be shown as prime examples of 

the effects caused by Great Depression. More recent cases of extremist parties on the rise 

are Front National in France, Jobbik in Hungary, Vlaams Belang in Belgium or UKIP 

(United Kingdom’s Independence Party) in Great Britain. 

 It is UKIP, specifically, that I would like to focus on. UKIP is generally characterised as 

a populist right-wing party, and while it is questionable whether they are actually 

extremist in their policies, it can be agreed that UKIP has more aggressive, more anti-

immigrant and more xenophobic agenda than any major British party of today. UKIP’s 

rise in the recent years has been quite spectacular, having expanded from a small, 

ridiculed party to the conquest of the national round of European Elections only couple of 

years later, securing more than 4 million of votes. Is there a link between UKIP’s success 

and economic hardships? 

In summary, in this bachelor thesis I would like to explore the connection between 

economic crisis and the attitudes towards immigration policy, using anti-immigration 

rhetoric as an electoral strategy. The British immigration policy will be in centre of my 

attention, with focus to the presence of the United Kingdom’s Independence Party.  
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Methodology: 

This thesis is composed of roughly three parts. First three chapters introduce the context 

of immigration, including theoretical framework, historical evaluation, present-day 

policies and several figures characterising immigration in Britain. The intermezzo consists 

of chapter on public opinion, identifying the current salient issues of immigration, which 

are then used by political parties as part of their campaign. And finally, the last two 

chapters deal with the link of economic recession and (anti-)immigration proposals in the 

British political system. For purposes of this thesis, I split the 2005 - 2014 timescale into 

several periods, according to the individual elections (General Election to the UK’s 

parliament in 2005, European Parliamentary election of 2009, General Election of 2010 

and finally, European Parliamentary election of 2014). Each chapter will start with brief 

evaluation of the UK economy, followed by summary of the policy suggestions in parties’ 

manifestos and closed with the elections results.  

This thesis aims to find connection between the economic downturn and anti-immigration 

rhetoric. Moreover, I would like to explore whether it can be used as a successful political 

strategy. Finally, I will be interested in British attitudes towards immigration and whether 

there could be other factors influencing the public opinion. 

  

Because immigration is an incredibly complex area of research, it was not in my powers to 

encompass all aspects of this phenomenon. Therefore, some changes from my original 

project were necessary. The main difference is curbing the thesis to more manageable 

scope. I have also refrained from making any judgements on migration, as my thesis does 

not evaluate the effects of migration by itself, but its public perception instead. Lastly, the 

extent of this thesis also did not allow including the recent development of the refugee 

crisis in 2015. Regardless, this thesis can hopefully provide interesting insight into the past 

and present of British immigration policy and the implications for its future. 
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1. Migration Theories 
In 2015, it is estimated that the number of people displaced from their country of origin – 

both by force and by their own will - will surpass 250 million (3,42% of the overall 

human population). (World Bank, 2015, p.3) That may be the highest number in the 

human history yet. How do we explain this behaviour? 

 

1.1. Definition of Terms 

Firstly, I will define the terms. Who is an immigrant? The definitions of this term are 

abundant and unclear. Broadly speaking, immigrant may be anyone who moves abroad 

for undefined time period. As this thesis examines immigration in a more prolonged 

scope, I would like to focus on a long-term migration. Using the United Nations 

definition, by long-term immigrant we mean “a person who moves to a country other than 

that of his or her usual residence for a period of at least a year (12 months).” (United 

Nations Statistics Division, 2013) This definition is widely used in the scientific literature 

and also by the British Office for National Statistics, which I largely source in this thesis.  

So what about refugees and asylum seekers? In the light of recent refugee crisis in 

Europe, all of these terms – immigrant, asylum seeker and refugee – are being used 

almost interchangeably in media across the whole world. In reality, the difference is 

crucial. Asylum seeker indicates a person who has applied for asylum, generally under the 

1951 Refugee Convention on the Status of Refugees. This is grounded by fear of 

immediate punishment and persecutions were he returned to his country of origin. He 

stays an asylum seeker as long as his application is being processed. Refugee is term for a 

person whose application has been successful or who fulfils the criteria to be granted an 

asylum. (Mitchell, 2006) The rest of immigrants could be therefore called economic 

migrants, even though that is simply a generic umbrella term for everyone moving to seek 

a better life, not a legal definition. In a broader sense, though, all three groups are 

migrants of one sort or another. 

 

1.2. Brief Overview of Migration Theories  

Now, we can introduce the theoretical framework of this thesis. Over the scope of 20th 

century, many theories explaining migration aroused. There is currently no single large-
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scale theory explaining migration, and many of the existing theories have been developed 

isolated from the pre-existing research. (Massey et al., 1993, p. 432) Let us introduce the 

most important ones that deal with economic reasons of migration.  

 

One of the oldest immigration theories is neoclassical economic theory, which focuses on 

the average wage differences between two physical locations. In a simplified example, 

person emigrates due to a lack of job supply to a country where he has a higher chance of 

finding employment or receiving higher salary. (Jenissen, 2007, p. 413)  

 

Dual labour theory, developed mainly by Michael Piore, provides more elaborated 

framework. This theory distinguishes two job sectors in developed countries: primary and 

secondary. Jobs in primary sector “ …require and develop stable working habits; … 

wages are relatively high; and job ladders exist”, whereas “secondary jobs do not require 

and often discourage stable working habits; wages are low; turnover is high; and job 

ladders are few.” (Reich et al., 1973, pp. 359-360). According to Piore, developed 

countries fail to allocate secondary sector jobs to local population and find solution in 

recruiting migrant workers. These migrants however only react to work incentives and do 

not intend to stay in the receiving country permanently. 

 

The new economics of labour migration recommends focusing on social entities rather 

than individual workers. This theory “…views migration as a household decision taken to 

minimize risks to family income.” (Massey et al, 1993, p. 432). The solution is sought in 

emigration one of the family members and sending remittances home.  

 

The key point of the relative deprivation theory is awareness of the economic inequality. 

Seeing that some families are improving their income by receiving remittances makes 

other families feel deprived, which in turn pushes more of them to migrate. This results in 

even deeper sense of depravity in poor areas. (Massey et al., 1993, p. 452) 

 

This list of existing theories explaining migration is not exhaustive but provides brief 

overview of the most significant concepts that have been developed in this area. Other 

theories worth mentioning is the network theory, international migration systems theory, 
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theory of cumulative causation, institutional theory, behavioural models and the world 

systems theory. (Massey at al, 1993, pp. 432-454). 

 

1.3. Theory of Push & Pull Factors 

All of the above-mentioned theories struggle to include various kinds of immigration and 

set excessive focus on its initiation, failing to explain why immigrants stay in the host 

country. Hoping to avoid these shortcomings, in this thesis I will use the model of Push 

and Pull factors. Defined by Ravenstein in 1885 (pp. 167-235), this theory attempted for 

the first time in history to present general immigration laws. Ravenstein sets a model of 

so-called push factors and pull factors. Push factors are those that ‘push’ people away 

from their country of origin. Such factors could be economic hardships, racial or ethnic 

discrimination, conflicts or extreme climate. Pull factors, on the other hand, are those 

realities that attract potential migrants. Pull factors could be lucrative opportunities in the 

destination area, diverse society, relative proximity and other positive traits. 

 

These laws have been examined and expanded by Everett S. Lee in 1966. (pp. 47-57)  Lee 

finds that one’s decision to move cannot be explained as simply as a calculus of positive 

and negative factors, otherwise people would be constantly on the move. Therefore, Lee 

adds a factor of ‘intervening obstacles’, which are elements deterring potential migration. 

That could be distance, physical barriers (e.g. the Berlin Wall), family ties or expected 

loss of status or property. Lee also takes in account individualism, stating that what is 

attractive for one (high-quality school system for family) might be irrelevant for another 

(for example for young job seeker). Furthermore, unrealistic expectations, emotions, 

accidents and disorders all play part in explaining some persons’ motives. The setback of 

this theory is certain simplicity and self-evidence. However, it is necessary to note that the 

push-pull framework dominated most of the migration debates and in some way, it is 

reflected in majority of the subsequent theories. (King, 2012, p. 13) Indeed, as current 

migration theory contains diverse theories with not one widely accepted, it seems that the 

flexibility of the push-pull basis still holds great value. To battle the deficiencies, I am 

going to add the stay and stay away factors, as used in a more elaborated model by 

Bodvarsson and Van den Berg: 
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Source  
Country 

Costs of Moving Destination 
Country 

“Push” Factors 
 

Transport costs 
Danger of the voyage 
Time of travel 
Lost income during move 

“Pull” factors 
 

famine��� 
poverty ��� 
low wages  
unemployment  
overpopulation ��� 
high taxes  
discrimination  
religious 
persecution  
civil war  
violence and crime  
forced military 
service  
social immobility  
 

  high wages  
employment  
property rights  
personal freedom  
economic freedom  
law and order  
peace  
religious freedom  
educational 
opportunity  
social mobility ��� 
low taxes ��� 
family reunion  
 

“Stay” factors 
 

Formal Exit  
Barriers 
 

Formal Entry 
Barriers 
 

“Stay away” 
factors 
 

family ties  
friendships ��� 
social status  
cultural familiarity  
employment 
property  
familiarity  
certainty  
political privileges  
 

Exit Visa 
Exit Tax 
Prohibition 
Imprisonment 
Penalties on Family 
 

Entry Visa 
Quota 
Prohibition 
Imprisonment 
Fines 
 

language barriers  
cultural barriers  
discrimination  
low social status  
unemployment  
low wages  
lack of political 
rights 
unfamiliarity 
uncertainty ���war  
crime  
 

Table 1: Push and pull factors model  (Source: Bodvarsson and Van den Berg, 2013, p. 6) 

 

This model succeeds in explaining why people emigrate, and also why they decide not to. 

The “stay” and “stay away” factors are in fact more developed version of Lee’s 

‘intervening obstacles’. Looking at Table 1 (Bodvarsson and Van den Berg, 2013, p. 6), 

we can determine several facts. Firstly, for receiving countries it nearly impossible to 

influence the push factors in immigrants’ decision-making (at least not directly – some 

initiatives, such as the disaster reliefs or the European Neighbourhood Policy, can work 

that way as a secondary effect). Therefore, the destination country is concentrating on 
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their own pull factors. Using this model, we can determine which factors make country 

attractive or unattractive to immigrants. Identification of the relevant factors can change 

country’s approach to immigration by either stimulating or hindering certain aspects of 

their policy. 

Let us now apply push & pull model to Great Britain. There are several significant pull 

factors to be recognized. Firstly, it is one of the wealthiest countries in the world. The 

comparatively high standard of living is undeniably appealing to vast majority of 

immigrants. That also relates to the stable and prosperous economy offering many job 

opportunities. Secondly, historic ties and the establishment of Commonwealth1 simplify 

the cultural barriers. Many of the countries of the previous British Empire now speak 

English as its official language and are therefore better accustomed to some of the British 

cultural elements. Besides, the pre-existing routes make immigration streams easier to 

facilitate. And finally, despite sporadic outbreaks, Britain is reasonably open and tolerant 

to other cultures and religions. In history, many of the unjustly prosecuted refugees and 

victims of violence found safe haven in Britain and Britain can rightfully pride itself as a 

successful multi-ethnic society. Let us hope that this will not change. 

 

2. Immigration Policies in the United Kingdom 
How do we study immigration policy? According to a now classic distinction by Hammar 

(1985, pp. 51-55), there are two basic parts to be distinguished. While the immigration 

policy aims at integration of the immigrants already residing in the country, the 

immigration regulation and border control is much more concentrated on the entrance 

conditions. In another words, the immigration policy deals with the immigrants once they 

are already residing in the country, whereas immigration regulation is trying to figure out 

which immigrants would be most suited to the respective immigration policy. For clearer 

distinction, I am going to call the immigration policy an integration policy, and the 

immigration regulation an immigration policy, as does Barša and Baršová (2005, p. 10). 

In a wider sense, asylum policy, tackling illegal immigration, visas, tourism and other 

programs are all part of the migration policy. (ibid, p. 11) Due to a limited scope of this 

                                   
1 Commonwealth, in full Commonwealth of Nations, is an international association 
consisting of the UK together with states that were previously part of the British Empire, 
and dependencies. 
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thesis, I will concentrate only on some these aspects. Let us begin with review of the 

British immigration policies throughout history. 

 

2.1. Historical Overview of British Immigration Policies 

In popular view, the flow of migrants in the UK has been mostly a chain of poor non-

white people coming from Africa and Asia, recently accompanied by Eastern Europeans 

that started to arrive after the fall of Iron Curtain. Upon closer inspection, we find this not 

to be entirely true. (Modood and Salt, 2011, p. 3)  

 

2.1.1 Restriction and Open Door: British Immigration Policies until 1962 
The first attempt to limit otherwise unrestricted immigration was the Aliens Act 1905, as a 

reaction on arrival of about 150 000 Russian and Polish Jews, escaping the harsh 

treatment of Tsarist Russia. This influx has resulted in public backlash and even stood 

behind the creation of xenophobic group named British Brothers’ League. The Aliens Act 

1905 introduced for the first time immigration control and immigrants’ registration. While 

not prohibiting the entry to Britain directly, the law created a category of ‘undesirable’ 

immigrants, which were not allowed into the country. ‘Undesirable’ element was for 

example mental illness, evidence of a criminal record or failure to prove sufficient funds 

for life in Britain. Therefore, poor immigrants were subjected to the immigration control, 

but affluent immigrants were not. (Miles, 1993, pp. 144-146)  

 

But Eastern European Jews were not the only ostracised group in pre-war Britain. 

According to Modood and Salt, it is in fact the Irish who comprised the vast majority of 

immigration from mid-nineteenth century to date. (2011, p. 3) The treatment and 

reputation the Irish received in Britain throughout the 19th century was unfair at best, and 

inhumane at worst. In general, the Irish were deemed as savage, barbaric alcoholics, 

polluting the ‘superior’ British culture. Some even went as far as to call the Great Famine 

a “much-deserved divine visitation” (Winder, 2004, p. 153). Winder argues that looking 

back, it is easy to understand that the dire conditions in which the Irish typically lived 

were largely caused by the hasty rise in overall population; in mere 40 years, the 

population in mainland Britain almost doubled, going from 10,5 million in 1801 to 18,1 

million in 1841. The infrastructure simply could not keep up. (ibid, p. 154). While Irish 



 

 11 
 

 

were not the first group of immigrants to be blamed as the root of all evil, they were 

perhaps the most typical example of an unjustly bullied community that suffered from the 

‘immigrant’ label. Nowadays, it is estimated that about 6 million people (approximately 

10% of the population) in the UK have Irish ancestry. (Bowcott, 2006)  

 

The history of immigration in Britain was not particularly eventful up until 1947. Post-

war Britain needed new labour migrants for reconstruction of the country, and thus the 

British Nationality Act 1948 came to be. This new bill guaranteed everyone the same 

status of "citizen of the United Kingdom and Colonies" (CUKC), which essentially 

installed an open-door policy to all Commonwealth citizens. In theory, it formalised equal 

status of citizens of all parts of the British Empire and granted them the same rights and 

privileges. Of course, in reality, Britain was watching its own interest. The aim of the 

aforementioned act was to mainly strengthen Commonwealth status as a successor of the 

British Empire and to recruit new temporary workers, preferably from the Old 

Dominions. 2 (Ho, 2015, p. 117).   

 

2.1.2 From Free to Foiled: Immigration Policies of the 60s and 70s 
In the meantime, new wave of immigration from the Global South was set in motion. It is 

estimated that between 1948 and 1962 about half a million of immigrants arrived at the 

mainland British shores. Britain has quickly become land of many diverse cultures and 

ethnicities. (Ho, 2015, p. 118). This was, however, not the desired effect. Racial 

disturbances in London and Nottingham during 1962 revealed the tension between the 

immigrant and local population. The Conservative governmental responded with the 

Commonwealth Immigration Act 1962, which basically sought to undermine ‘coloured’ 

immigration. Immigrants now had to acquire employment vouchers, limited and 

controlled by government, in order to settle in Britain.  This legislation received lot of 

criticism from the Labour opposition, which was distinctly more in favour of progressive 

and anti-discriminatory politics. After Labour came to power in 1964, several pieces of 

legislation were implemented to protect the immigrant population living in the UK. 

Labour MP Roy Jenkins in his famous speech from 1966 welcomed immigration as an 

enriching element that contributes socially and economically to Britain’s growth. (ibid, p. 
                                   
2 Old Dominions is a commonly used term to reference the former and predominantly 
white colonies of British Empire, such as: Australia, New Zealand, Canada, and South 
Africa. 
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159) Nonetheless, not everyone shared Jenkins’s view. One of the crucial moments in the 

British history of immigration was unquestionably the famous ‘River of Blood’ speech 

delivered in 1968 by the Conservative MP Enoch Powell. Seeing the improved conditions 

of minorities, Powell warned against the surge of migrants: “…We must be mad, literally 

mad, as a nation to be permitting the annual inflow of some 50,000 dependants, who are 

for the most part the material of the future growth of the immigrant-descended population. 

It is like watching a nation busily engaged in heaping up its own funeral pyre.”  

Another famous quote from this speech goes: “A week or two ago I fell into conversation 

with a constituent, a middle-aged, quite ordinary working man … After a sentence or two 

about the weather, he suddenly said: "If I had the money to go, I wouldn't stay in this 

country…. in 15 or 20 years' time the black man will have the whip hand over the white 

man." (Enoch Powell's 'Rivers of Blood' speech, 2007)  

I do spot some irony in the fact that Mr. Powell’s friend sees a solution from the horrific 

British predicament in emigration from the country. Powell was released from his office 

day after the speech and his political career was hereby ended. However, his words 

entered the British public ethos and many argue that his so openly anti-immigrant rhetoric 

heavily contributed to the Conservative victory in the 1970 election. (Burke, 2008) 

 

Despite the controversy stirred by the Rivers of Blood speech, fact remains that in 1968 

new era of strict regulation began. The hastily approved Commonwealth Immigrants Act 

1968 (it assed parliament in mere three days) principally hoped to regulate new upsurge 

of East African Asians flowing to the country, particularly from Kenya. The 1968 bill 

allowed dividing CUKC citizens into those who were ‘belonging’ citizens of Britain and 

those who were not. The ‘belonging’ citizens had to prove ancestry from the British Isles. 

Those who did not possess this relationship were denied entry. The law was defined 

vaguely on purpose and despite not mentioning race at all, it was obvious that the non-

white citizens could hardly fulfil these conditions. This law gathered a lot of critique and 

was titled as systematically racist. (Winder, 2004, p. 290) 

 

The 1971 Immigration Act, approved as a response to oil crisis, tightened the rules of 

entering the country again by abolishing the automatic right of Commonwealth citizens to 

remain in the UK. Commonwealth immigrants now had to face the same provisions as 

any other person coming to the UK. This bill was particularly tailored against arrivals of 
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black population, and as a result the immigration from Global South shrunk considerably.  

(Hussain, 2001, p. 24) Yet another example of the hostile policy of the 70s was the very 

much distasteful and offensive ‘virginity tests’, that applied to female immigrants arriving 

to marry their fiancées. This callous policy permitted a gynaecological examination to 

verify whether the subjected female immigrant is a virgin, which served as a proof of 

authenticity of the relationship. This policy was approved in 1968 but remained concealed 

until 1979, when public outcry prompted Home Secretary to stop this practice 

immediately. (p. 25) 

 

2.1.3 Citizenship and Asylum: Immigration Policies of the 80s and 90s 
In 1981, the British Nationality Act passed the parliament with the intention of finalising 

the problematic citizenship. It was decided to replace the existing structure by introducing 

new system of 3 different citizenships: British citizenship, citizenship of British dependant 

territories and British overseas citizenship. It was only the first two categories that could 

earn the right to live in the UK. The third category, which included majority of East 

African Asians, Indians, Chinese or people of Eurasian origin, had no right of abode in 

Britain. Women married to Britons now did not receive citizenship automatically and so 

did not the children of illegal immigrants. This effectively ended the centuries old 

principle of jus soli (“right of the soil”) and introduced jus sanguinis (“right of the blood”) 

instead, i.e. the national policy shifted from citizenship based on territory to citizenship 

based on ancestry. (p. 26-30)  

 

Apart from this, the era of 80s was not particularly occupied with immigration, as there 

were other issues on the table. (p. 46) The main law regarding immigration during the late 

80s was the 1988 Immigration Act, which included prohibition of additional wives in 

polygamous marriages and outlawing overstay in the UK, and less importantly the 1987 

Carriers’ Liability Act, which imposed fines to any human smugglers. (p. 34) 

 

The period in 1990s was mostly distinctive by the Eastern European influx. No longer 

blocked by Iron Curtain, thousands of Poles, Romanians, Lithuanians and many other 

nationals entered the country. This flow was nonetheless overshadowed3 by the sudden 

outbreak of war in Yugoslavia and consequently by the large stream of refugees escaping 
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the terrors of civil war. This has reflected significantly on an Asylum Policy, which has 

undergone several reforms during this time period. The main points of the 1993 and 1996 

Acts were restriction in asylum applications, reduction of benefits and prohibiting 

employment of anyone without the right to work.  

Year 1997 welcomed first Labour government after 21 years of ‘Thatcherism’ and 

Conservative rule. This era has been characteristic primarily by “selective openness” to 

immigration. (Somerville et al, 2009) Labour government has been mostly concentrating 

on tackling illegal immigration, securing borders (particularly after attacks of September 

11, 2001) but also on promoting economic migration. One of the most significant policy 

changes was the Nationality, Asylum and Immigration Act 2002, which allowed highly 

skilled migrants to arrive even without a specific job offer. On the other hand, it put 

emphasis on controlling asylum applications and quicker removal of the unsuccessful 

ones. Moreover, in order to obtain a UK citizenship, applicant must now pass ‘Life in the 

UK’ test as well as a test of English proficiency. The successful ones then have to 

undergo a ceremony, which includes a pledge of loyalty to the Queen.  

 

2.1.1 Deterring Migration: Immigration Policies From 2005 until today 
The Immigration, Asylum and Nationality Act 2006 puts in effect a 5-tier points based 

visa system which remains active to this day (more in chapter 2.2 British Immigration 

Policies in 2015). It also introduced the UK Border Agency as a new governmental body, 

which should provide unified border control over the British Isles (although this agency 

was short-lived and replaced by the UK Visa and Immigration in April 2013). 

 

The Immigration Act 2014 prevents illegal immigrants from accessing services such as 

housing, bank accounts or driving licences. It also makes it easier to remove immigrants 

from the country and it reduces the number of immigrants’ appeals from 17 to 4. 

Furthermore, it aims to tackle bogus marriages and puts in question the immigrants’ right 

to family life, presumably to limit immigrants’ family reunions. (Immigration Bill 

becomes law, 2014) This Act is already being built on.  

 

One of the proposed policies in the upcoming Immigration Bill 2015/16 is to tackle illegal 

immigration. This should be done not only by increasing penalties for the employers 

giving jobs to illegal migrants, but for the migrants themselves, too. Another main 
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proposal is to deter any economic migrants. To curb the demand for cheap labour from 

abroad, employing certain immigrant workers will be taxed by imposing an “immigration 

skills charge”. Moreover, the bill accentuates the need to make the entrance to Britain as 

difficult as possible, for the effects of immigration are “…making it harder for those 

already here to live and work in the UK”. (Immigration Bill 2015/16 Factsheet, 2015) 

This is an unapologetic accusation of all immigration causing ‘hardships’ for ‘those who 

are already here’, written in a clearly negative tone.  

 

This historical overview reveals several facts about the British immigration policy. British 

immigration policy reacted to particular events, such as sudden immigrant waves (as were 

the Eastern European Jews in the 1900s, Kenyan Asians in the 1960s or refugees from 

Yugoslavia in 1990s), racial disturbances, economic crisis or terrorist attacks. However, 

overall it was more of an evolutionary than revolutionary process. There were only two 

time periods when the immigration was officially endorsed (after the World War II and 

during the 1990s-early 2000s) in order to fill the job vacancies. In the rest of the time, the 

immigration laws were aimed to restrict immigration. The government response was 

dominated by focus on prevention, by installing “stay away” factors and formal entry 

barriers such as imposing quotas, work permits, tests, limiting citizenship or border 

securisation.  

Another noteworthy fact is the shift in the character of governments’ legislature.  

Immigration laws, especially in the 1960s and 1970s, were often discriminatory and 

targeted against the ‘coloured’ immigrants, particularly from the countries of New 

Commonwealth.4 This racial profiling was generally due to fear of loss of cultural 

identity, together with crime and public disturbances that are often associated with 

immigration. In more recent years, the government has abandoned ethnic bias and has 

focused more on illegal immigration and limiting work incentives for economic migrants. 

This could be ascribed to the recent upsurge of refugees entering Europe and the 

economic migrants, pushed by the global recession. Moreover, the most recent policy 

proposal pledges to drastically limit all immigration. This suggests that while modern 

Britain does not discriminate against races, it simply does not welcome immigration at all. 

                                   
4 New Commonwealth is a term usually describing the countries that has undergone 
decolonisation after the World War II, e.g. previous colonies in the Caribbean, India and 
Africa. 
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A particular trend we might observe in Figure 1 is the link between foreign-born UK 

population (red line) and immigration legislature passed by the UK parliament (blue dots).  

 

Figure 1: Foreign-born population and immigration laws5 (Source of data: A summary 
history of immigration to Britain, 2014; Hussain, 2001, p.48. Graph created by author) 
 

This obvious, but nonetheless interesting connection shows that the more immigrants 

arrive to the country, the more laws and policies are created in order to better adapt to its 

influx. This means that with all likelihood we can expect many more immigration laws to 

come.  

 

2.2. British Immigration Policy in 2015 

Britain immigrating policy largely deals with two types of immigration  - EU and non-

EU. Different policies apply for these groups. 

Regarding the EU immigration, in present there are virtually no limitations for immigrants 

coming from the EEA. As long as the United Kingdom remains in the EU, it essentially 

cannot regulate the inflow of immigration from within EU, as the EEA allows unrestricted 

                                   
5 Please note that there was no data available for 1941 due to the World War II outbreak, 
therefore this graph is slightly distorted in that area. This should not significantly affect 
the overall shape and result. 
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free movement of persons, goods, services and capital in between all EU member states 

and the European Free Trade Association states (EFTA).6 

There have been, however, attempts to reduce the perceived pull factors on the EU 

migration. Welfare, in form of housing and child benefits, is most often identified as 

culprits of the immigrants’ appeal. Currently, a working EU migrant has to take a test 

proving his affinity to the UK, duration of his stay, sufficient funds to support himself and 

more.  Only after passing this test can EU migrants access housing and council tax 

benefits in the same way as UK citizens. The amount of the said benefits would be 

measured the same way as for British natives. European Commission (EC) had considered 

this test as discriminatory against the EU migrants, who should not be subjected to any 

additional testing. (Q&A: What benefits can EU migrants get?, 2014) The European 

Court of Justice (ECJ) now examines this case and the result is anxiously anticipated. In a 

preliminary ruling, the general advocate decided that the UK is fully entitled for its claim. 

This would be significant victory for the current Conservative government, which plans 

on placing further constraints of benefit claims for EU migrants. Some of these policies 

were already outlined in 2015 General Election manifesto, where David Cameron 

promised to deny EU migrants in-work benefits to four years and repel child benefits 

requests for migrants’ children living overseas. Given the current EU law, these 

provisions would be considered as discriminatory. However, the ruling of the ECJ can set 

a precedence, which could reshape British approach to EU migrants for good. (Britain can 

discriminate against migrants…major boost for David Cameron, 2015) 

 

Non-EU immigrants must generally go through much more complicated process in order 

to enter Britain. Disregarding visitors visa, immigrants must obtain one of the work or 

student visas. The 5-tier points based system was introduced and installed by the Labour 

government between 2006 and 2010 and it aims to regulate the immigration from outside 

of the EEA. (Home Office, 2006) These Tiers are defined accordingly: 

 

Tier 1: Highly skilled individuals, entrepreneurs, investors 

Tier 2: Skilled workers holding a job offer from the UK employer 

Tier 3: Low-skilled workers helping out in times of labour shortages 

Tier 4: Students 

                                   
6 This refers to countries of Norway, Iceland, and Lichtenstein 
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Tier 5: Temporary workers with predominantly non-economic objectives 

(including charity workers and youth exchanges)  

 

Each Tier requires applicants to gain ‘points’ for specific ability or experience. For 

example, under Tier 2 points are awarded for having a valid Certificate of Sponsorship, 

holding an officially recognized Certificate of English, expecting to earn the appropriate 

salary and having access to at least £945 of available funds. (Points-based calculator, 

Home Office) Each Visa application under its respective Tier also comes with a hefty fee, 

which ranges from about £500 to £1000.   

 

Overall, this scheme has replaced more than 80 existing routes into this unified system of 

only 5 levels. (Koehler, 2010, p. 197) Even though the general framework remains the 

same, several changes have been made during its implementation, usually as a response to 

the financial crisis. For example, due to high supply of Eastern European workers filling 

out the gaps in the UK labour market, Tier 3 never came into effect. Another way of 

limiting work incentives is the removal of several occupations from the labour shortage 

lists in Tier 2 or raised minimum qualifications for Tier 1. (p. 198) 

In 2011, a cap has been introduced to limit the immigration coming under the Tier 2 visa. 

This cap is currently set on 20 700 posts a year and in 2015, the threshold has been 

reached in June. (Casciani, 2015) Even then, attaining Tier 2 visa is considered as “too 

easy” (ibid), and further plans to restrict skilled immigration are in work. This can be also 

demonstrated on the newly-formed Immigration Taskforce group, which should help fulfil 

Cameron’s election pledge to reduce the net migration below 100 000. (Dathan, 2015) 

 

2.3  Historical Overview of British Integration Policy 
By definition, integration is  “1.1 The intermixing of people who were previously 

segregated” (Concise Oxford English Dictionary, 2011, p. 738). Policy is a “1. A course 

or principle of action adopted or proposed by an organization or individual” (p. 1110). In 

politics, by integration policy we usually understand set of laws and political approaches 

aimed at immigrants that are supposed to help them integrate in the receiving society.  

According to Barša and Baršová we can recognize 3 main nation-models of integration 

approaches in Western Europe, each with their respective unique patterns. (2005, p. 34), 

The French model seeks to assimilate immigrants into homogenous union with the 
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receiving society. On the contrary, the ethno-exclusive model of Germany only viewed 

immigrants as a temporary labour source and did not fully engage in integration policies, 

as it was expected that immigrants would eventually leave. In the multicultural model of 

Great Britain, immigrants are, unlike in the French model, given the liberty of keeping 

their own culture and differences. Indeed, the immigrants in the UK are considered as 

communities that are supposed to live side by side in harmony together with the 

mainstream society. “If in France the main unit of integration is individual, in Great 

Britain it is on the same level – and perhaps even a bigger one – a community” (p. 36).  

According to this model, the British society is relatively open and tolerant towards 

immigrants’ cultures. The fact that migrants could keep their culture could be sensed as an 

attractive feature, i.e. a pull factor, in the immigrant’s decision-making process.  

 
Not all authors fully agree with the traditional concept of these nation-models in regards 

to integration policies. According to Bertosii, (2011, pp. 1561-1571), some of the research 

is trying to use these models in order to explain differences between countries and their 

policies. This would be clearly false, because nation-models are not a genuine framework 

and should not be used as a normative approach. Bartossi does not bar from using the 

nation-model concept. He only urges researches to use them as rather convenient, yet 

imperfect framework in comparative research.  It is therefore necessary to bear in mind 

that these 3 models present ideals models and they are rarely – if ever – found in reality. 

Barša and Baršová admit that: “From the end of 1990s, the sharp lines between the 

nation-models of integration are beginning to blur” (Barša and Baršová, 2005, p. 36).  

To see the shortcomings of the nation-models, one can look at the British society today. 

The multicultural approach, which has been in fact utilised by the New Labour 

government in the 1990s, has been recently publicly denounced. The England riots in 

2001 suggest that the lack of social cohesion is to blame. Comments by British Prime 

Minister David Cameron in 2011 confirm this shift from multicultural policy to ‘shared 

values’, criticizing multiculturalism for causing segregation and separation of 

communities from the rest of society. (Howarth, 2012, pp. 1-2) 

 

2.4  British Integration Policy in 2015 

It is interesting to note that whereas new laws regarding immigration are being made 

almost every year, there is in fact no formal, clearly defined British integration policy. 
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Instead, the UK government uses piecemeal policies from various areas (education, 

housing…) that are used in its place. The only exception makes the group of refugees, at 

which aims the document Full and Equal Citizens — A Strategy for the Integration of 

Refugees into the United Kingdom, released in 2000 by the Home Office. (Saggar and 

Somerville, p.12). Despite few attempts on structured integration policy, at least 6 various 

policies are currently being used: refugee integration policy, community cohesion policy, 

emphasis on equality and human rights, mainstream policies with some specifications 

directed at immigrants, counterterrorism policy and citizenship policy. (pp. 12-16) 

One of the attempts for more organised approach was the Migration Impact Fund 

established by Labour government in 2009. The fund was financed by collecting a tax of 

£50 for each non-EU visa application. This money was then transferred to local councils 

in order to help migrants better integrate in their communities and alleviate the pressure 

on public services. (Wintour, 2010) However, this fund was quietly aborted year later 

after Conservatives took power.  The levy is still being collected, but used for “…the cost 

of the visa and will mitigate increases that we would otherwise have had to make” 

(Parliament UK, 2010). 

 

I dare to say that this is a significant indication of the current British debate over 

immigration. Whereas the issue of the entry to the country seems to penetrate most of the 

debates in the current political scene, there is, in fact, only little effort being made on the 

integration of the immigrants already residing in the UK, or its results are uncoordinated, 

fractionalized and discontinuous.  

 

2.5   Influence of the European Union 

It is also necessary to mention European Integration, the process of drawing European 

countries closer together through common policies and organisations. Many of the EU 

legislation concentrate around securing equal and anti-discriminatory treatment to all of 

its citizens. Some of the EU policies that UK has adopted are the Racial Equality 

Directive (2000/43/EC) or Employment Equality Directive (2000/78/EC), which ban 

discrimination based on racial or ethnic origin and provides protection in employment, 

education and social security, among others. (Legislation, date unknown) This would 

mean that migrants within the EU should have the same access to job opportunities and 

services as natives. 
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However, Falkner (2005, p. 225) suggests that there is in fact a lot of negligence in 

adopting the EU directives. Moreover, Britain is a very special case for being ‘the 

naughty child’ of the EU. This can be demonstrated by the highest number of opt-outs 

from some of the common EU policy areas. Currently, the UK has four clauses – opt-out 

from the European Monetary Union (EMU), opt-out from the borderless Schengen area, 

no signature under the Fundamental Charter of Human Rights and finally, flexible opt-out 

from the justice and home affairs legislation. (Briggs, 2015)  Therefore, Britain is not 

obliged to accept European JHA laws regarding immigration or asylum policies unless it 

wishes to opt-in. For example, UK participates in measures tackling human trafficking. 

 

As we can see, the relationship between the EU and United Kingdom is complicated. On 

one hand, the single market guaranteeing free movements of persons, goods, services and 

capital is without a doubt one of the most ambitious and admittedly beneficial projects 

ever conducted. However, this also brings basically unrestricted EU migration, which is 

generally accepted as problematic. The UK seems reluctant to participate in any 

provisions regarding immigration, asylum policy, visa systems or border control. While 

Britain accepts the economic benefits, it does not in fact seek almost any further 

integration. On the contrary, the British still regard itself as removed from the European 

matters and see Europe as ‘the Other’. (Flood, 2009, pp. 915-916) The general 

Euroscepticism reached such height that the British Prime Minister promised referendum 

on EU in 2017 and Britain will be therefore the first member state to decide the fate of its 

membership. (David Cameron promises in/out referendum on EU, 2013) This would 

suggest that any EU attempts for further integration are going to be met with objections, 

regardless of its intention.  Further evidence on this can be seen in the following chapters. 

 

In summary, the multiculturalist model may have been once the model prototype of 

integration in the UK. Due to higher number of immigrants, global pressure on providing 

equal opportunities and the EU influence, the British integration now shifted towards 

more civic approach; a policy of social cohesion. The multiculturalist model seems to 

have challenged the issue of national identity, which seems redefine ‘British values’ and 

‘Britishness’ in general. Furthermore, Britain does not see itself as part of Europe and 

prefer to leave most of the policy areas – and especially those dealing with immigration 

and asylum – to the national level. 
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3 Facts about Immigration in the United Kingdom 
In this chapter I would like to deliver a concise overview of the current situation in the 

UK immigration system. I am going to shortly describe the number and composition of 

the present-day immigrants residing in the UK and the demographic trends regarding 

immigration. The main source for this chapter is the Office for National Statistics (ONS), 

an official governmental agency of the UK, and Eurostat, statistical office for the 

European Union. 

 

3.1 Number and Composition of Immigrants in the United Kingdom 
In 2014, the estimated population of the United Kingdom was 66,3 million of people. Out 

of them, 91,6% were British nationals; 4,6% came from the EU27 countries; and 3,8% 

were from outside of the EU (Hawkins, 2015, p. 16) 

 

According to the ONS, 641 000 people immigrated to the United Kingdom in 2014. 
(Statistical bulletin, 2015) The net migration is estimated to be a gain of 318 000 people. 

284 000 people, 44% of all immigrants, stated work as their reason of moving. Another 

193 000 people, 30% of the overall number, came to study. This means that the largest 

proportion of all immigrants intend to seek employment in the UK or to undergo formal 

study. The rest is coming to join other family members or for undisclosed reasons.  

 

Let us now look at the sources areas of immigration. Statistical records of ONS on 

international long-term immigration report three types of immigration origin: immigrant 

nationality, country of birth and country of last residence. Country of last residence only 

finds where are immigrants coming from and is mostly surveyed to identify migration 

streams. Measuring immigration by country of birth is more relevant for our purposes, 

however, the setback of this approach is the fact that is includes foreign-born British 

nationals. Therefore, in this paragraph I will use the notion of nationality. 

As we can see in Table 2 (Hawkins 2015, p. 12), despite government attempts to curb 

non-EU immigration, this group are still the largest one crossing British borders. 

Migration from EU is the second highest, but it is interesting to note that more immigrants 
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are arriving from the ‘old EU countries’ (EU 15)7 than from the accession countries (EU 

A8) that joined EU in 20048. Remaining 5% came from other EU countries9.  

 

Table 2: Composition of new immigrants arriving to Britain in 2013 (Source: Hawkins, 
2015, p. 12) 
 

Table 3 (Migration and migrant population statistics, 2015) offers insight into the current 

composition of all foreigners living in the UK.  This statistic finds that the most common 

citizenship of foreign-born immigrants in the UK is Polish, but the most common place of 

birth was India. Looking back at the previous chapters, we can easily see why. In the past, 

Indians were one of the major immigration groups - especially during the 50s and 60s, 

when it was particularly easy to Commonwealth citizens to move to Britain. Historical 

ties with Britain, pre-existing migration streams and established communities all 

accounted for the large inflow of Indians settling in Britain. Polish started to arrive after 

the Fall of Berlin Wall, but the major boost was not until the Polish accession to European 

Union, which allowed Polish jobseekers to easily work abroad. The relative geographic 

proximity and welcoming British job market stimulated the Polish influx. Due to the 

change of legislature on citizenship in 1981, Polish children born in the UK do not 

automatically become British citizen (unlike Indian children before 1981). 

Simultaneously, Poles as EU citizens usually do not bother with applying for citizenship, 

as they already have the right to live and work in the UK. 

                                   
7 EU15 is a common term used for countries that were part of the European Union before 
2004, that is: France, Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, Luxembourg, Italy, Spain, 
Portugal, Greece, Austria, Finland, Sweden, Denmark, the UK and Ireland 
8 These are Poland, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, 
Slovenia, Cyprus and Malta  
9 In this case that is Romania and Bulgaria 

United Kingdom, new arrivals 2013  

British Nationals 14,5%  

EU nationals 38,3% 

EU 15 19,8% 

EU A8 13,3% 

EU other 5,1% 

Non-EU nationals 47,2% 
 

Total 100% 
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United Kingdom  

Citizens of: (thous.) (%) Born in: (thous.) (%) 

Poland 748.2 14.8 India 772.2 9.6 

India 347.7 6.9 Poland 699.4 8.7 

Ireland 336.6 6.7 Pakistan 524.0 6.5 

Pakistan 196.6 3.9 Ireland 384.3 4.8 

Lithuania 163.2 3.2 Germany 302.2 3.8 

Other 3 255.5 64.5 Other 5 353.6 66.6 

Table 3: Composition of foreigners living in Britain (Source: Eurostat, 2015) 

 

3.2  Comparison with the rest of the European Union 
It is clear that Britain is subject to an increasing immigration. It is not, however, the most 

sought-after state. In Europe, the number one in receiving immigrants is Germany, with 

Britain staying second. In 2013, Germany received nearly double amount of the net 

immigration than Britain. (Eurostat, 2014). The ranking is the same in the total number of 

foreign-national population living within the receiving country, with Germany hosting 7 

million of non-nationals, followed by Britain with 5 million non-nationals (ibid). 

Therefore, in absolute terms, the UK receives the second highest flow of immigration and 

also hosts the second highest total number of immigrants in the EU. However, Italy, Spain 

and France are nearing the same numbers as Britain.   

 

Despite the fact that Britain with 7,8% of non-national population may seem like a state 

with a high number of immigrants, in comparison with other EU states this is not so 

evident. Belgium, Germany, Estonia, Ireland, Spain, Italy, Cyprus, Latvia, Luxembourg 

and Austria all surpass the UK in their number of non-national migrants. (Hawkins, 2015, 

p. 20)10. That places UK on 11th place compared to the other EU28 countries. Therefore, 

in relative terms, the UK shares only the 11th highest percentage of non-nationals living in 

the country. This makes Britain surprisingly less ‘flooded with immigration’ than the 

media generally portrait.  

                                   
10 These are estimates of the size of each country’s migrant population on 1 Jan 2014. 
Therefore, the estimate given here for the UK differs slightly from that provided in 
section 3.1, which uses data from December 2014. 
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Nevertheless, we have to be always wary of what we quantify. Statistics can produce very 

different results depending upon the way of measuring. Considering immigration as the 

total number of foreign-born population, the number raises to 12,5%, which is the 9th 

highest proportion in the EU. While place of birth is stable and reliable assessment of 

one’s affinity to a country, this would include significant portion of people who are 

British by nationality, but were born elsewhere (for example, a child born to a parent in a 

military service). Therefore, we can conclude that there can be huge discrepancies when it 

comes to measuring immigration, as there are many ways of doing so.  Many political 

parties are deliberately tweaking statistics in a way that suits their needs. 

 

3.2 Population Increase, Density and Aging  
As I have mentioned previously, immigration is on the rise. In order to see the 

significance of the immigration increase, I will present a graph showing net immigration  

levels from 1994 to 2014.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Net Immigration to the UK between 1994-2014 (Source of data: Long-term 
Migration…1964-2014, 2015. Graph created by author) 
 

This undoubtedly contributes to the increasingly relentless debate about population 

growth, as immigration has been responsible for 56% of the population increase during 
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the last decade. (The impact of...change, 2015) England’s population density in 2012 was 

calculated to 411 people per square kilometre (more than 2,5 times higher than in Wales 

and 6 times higher than in Scotland). (Grice, 2014, p.16) This makes England the third 

most densely populated area of Europe. This has resulted in what can be described as an 

almost hysterical reaction from media, calling England “crowded” and using headings 

such as “England Feels the Squeeze”. (Slack, 2013) The public debate progressively veers 

towards feared pressure on public services, especially housing and welfare. Report on 

economic affairs ordered by the House of Lords in 2008 claims that “…if current rates of 

net immigration persist, 20 years hence house prices would be over 10% higher than what 

they would be if there were zero net immigration” (House of Lords, 2008, p. 49) or that 

“…English countryside is an…amenity of great value and a substantial rise in population, 

however caused, is likely to diminish it”. (p. 50) After all, the fear or population increase 

in not uncommon throughout the British history. For example, Winder attributes the 

negative perception of Irish population in 19th century to the inadequate infrastructure, 

which elevated the hostile attitudes towards Irish immigrants. (2004, p. 154) 

 

The awareness of the change in certain communities can be also partially caused by the 

fact that immigrants do not spread out evenly in the UK. London, being a vibrant 

multicultural capital, is an obvious choice for many of the incoming immigrants and 

currently hosts about 36% of all immigrants living in the UK. (Rienzo and Vargas-Silva, 

2014) Excluding London, most of immigrants concentrate in rest of England, where lives 

almost 56% of all the immigrant population. Counted together, England keeps about 92% 

of all the foreign-born population, despite occupying only 54% of the total land area of 

the United Kingdom. (Grice and Chappell, 2014, pp. 15-18) 

 

Nevertheless, there is one fact that many of the public speakers fail to mention – aging 

population. Despite immigration, it s predicted that by 2030, the working-age population 

will be down by 5,18%. The overall fertility rate (that is including both native and 

immigrant population) has been slightly under 2, meaning that British population is still 

dying out. (The World Bank, 2015, p. 273) To reject immigration outright seems thus 

short-sighted. Contrary to what is presented by the mainstream media, with the right 

policy, immigration could in fact help alleviate the effects of growing pressure on public 

service. (p. 26) 
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4. Public Opinion 

Few issues have recently stirred the British political scene as greatly as the matter of 

immigration. No debate can be led without mentioning it at least once and there is always 

an atmosphere of something tediously contentious about it. It was not, however, always 

the case. Immigration as an issue remained rather dormant until the turn of the 21st 

century. Since then, immigration has entered the public debate and remains among the top 

five most important issues. Economy has experienced even more dramatic raise of 

concern, climbing from 7% to 65% in just 6 month between January and June of 2007. 

However, while worries about economy are steadily settling down, immigration seems to 

stay. (Blinder, 2015) Let us now look at the Figure 3, which shows the salience of 

immigration in public debate during the past 20 years: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3: Percentage of British population naming race/immigration among the 5 most 
important issues (Source of data: Blinder, 2015. Graph created by author) 
 

Indeed, the frustration surrounding immigration is pronounced. In 2010, 70% of all Brits 

disapproved government’s handling of immigration. Another 63% considered it an issue 

that would affect their vote in the next election. (Transatlantic Trends: Immigration, 2010, 

pp. 5-7). Compared to its European counterparts, British attitudes are unusually negative 

and they repeatedly top the polls with their disagreement on immigration.  
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Is there a way of explaining these outstandingly pessimistic attitudes? Perhaps there is. 

Looking at Figure 3, it bears certain resemblance. What happens when we place Figure 3 

(salience of immigration) and the Figure 2 (net migration to the UK) on top of each other? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4: Salience of immigration correlated with immigration levels11 
(Source of data: Long-term…1964-2014, 2015; Blinder, 2015. Graph created by author) 
 

The correlation between immigration influx and salience of the immigration topic in the 

public domain is notable and supported by other scientists. (Duffy, 2014 p. 261) This 

could mean that perhaps not only the overall numbers, but also the pace and scale of 

immigration is fundamental.  

 

While we discuss the pace of immigration, it is important to include the much-discussed 

preconception of “overcrowding”. Majority of the British public believe that there are too 

many immigrants living in the country and over 75% of the population would like to see 

immigration reduced. (Blinder, 2015) On one hand, it is true that there has been large 

                                   
11 This graph was created to show correlation only. It compares two different datasets and 
therefore data on the y line are irrelevant. 
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influx of immigration in the recent years. 12 At the same time, British public grossly 

overestimates the number of immigrants living in the UK. Majority of Britons believe that 

foreign-born residents make up for 31% of the overall population, whereas in fact it is 

only 13%, less than half of the figure. (Duffy and Frere-Smith, 2014, p. 5). It is not 

unreasonable to assume that this perception is at least partially caused by the constant 

presence of immigration in the British mass media.  

 

Furthermore, surveys conducted by Transatlantic Trends confirm that personal economic 

situation of respondents strongly skews their view on immigration. (Transatlantic Trends: 

Immigration, 2010, p. 8) For example, while on average only 35% Europeans believed 

that immigrants take jobs from natives, the number raises to 43% among unemployed 

ones. The UK ranks even higher with 58% of the overall population believing that of that 

immigration negatively affects job prospects of the natives. (p.11) These numbers were 

higher than in the previous year (2009), which likely reflects the rising competition on the 

job market. Britons are also exceptionally harsh when it comes to illegal immigration. 

Only 21% would give illegal immigrants’ access to healthcare and mere 17% to state 

education. In general, majority of Britons think that immigrants use more public services 

than they contribute in taxes. (pp. 13-15)  

 

Additionally, British respondents also reject the idea of EU deciding on immigrants’ 

numbers – whole 85% is against this idea. (p. 18) This unenthusiastic relationship to the 

EU is also reflected in public attitudes to origin of the immigration, where EU and non-

EU immigration worry the British public almost equally. (pp. 5-7).  

 

From the overall findings, it is clear the immigration is highly salient matter, ranking 

among the most important issues in contemporary Britain.  The entrance of immigration 

to the public debate started around year 2000 and reached its peak in 2007. This could be 

partially explained by the unexpected large wave of immigrants, reacting at Labour open-

door policy implemented during the 90s and early 00s. The general opinion is that 

                                   
12 In the 2011 census, it was found that the total number of population in England and 
Wales was significantly higher than estimated. This has led the ONS commission to 
revise some of the figures and it concluded that between 2001 and 2011 the total net 
migration has been 346 000 higher than previously estimated. This has been attributed to 
the Eastern European immigration. (ONS, Methods used to revise the national population 
estimates for mid-2002 to mid-2010, 13 Dec 2012) 
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immigration brings higher costs than benefits, and its reduction is necessary. Immigrants’ 

in the eyes of British public should have reduced or no access to welfare, especially 

illegal immigrants. The idea that immigrants are harmful to the job market is particularly 

strong in unemployed population, and therefore supports the argument that economic 

hardships intensify negative attitudes against migrants. Also, the issue of “overcrowding” 

and pace of immigration seems to be the common denominator in variety of polls and 

media headlines. On the other hand, Britons are having misconceptions about the actual 

share of foreign-born population, indicating that the negative view is fuelled by other 

reasons than just the mere number of immigrants. Additionally, British public is not 

overly skewed against EU or non-EU immigration; both seem equally inexpedient.  

 

5. Immigration as an Electoral Strategy in Times of Economic 

Crisis 
In this chapter I would like to closer examine the relationship between economic situation 

and the immigration policy in the UK, especially with regards to anti-immigrants remarks 

in the main UK parties’ rhetoric.  

The economy will be measured firstly by GDP growth rate. Because by itself it is not 

always the most reliable indicator of economic condition, I have also included 

unemployment rate. Generally, rising unemployment creates anxiety in society and is 

often seen as a mean of justifying anti-immigrant measures. This is caused by the public 

perception that immigrants are ‘stealing their jobs’. 

By studying manifestos of the key British parties, I will try to find out how has the 2008-

2009 financial crisis influenced parties’ attitudes towards immigration. The traditional 

mainstream British parties I have observed were the Conservative Party, Labour Party and 

a new player in the political field – United Kingdom Independence Party13, a party 

surrounded by controversy, which has lately emerged as a stronghold of the general anti-

immigration platform.  

                                   
13 Both Liberal Democrats (LD) and Scottish National Party (SNP) received non-
negligible results in both General and European elections in the recent years. However, 
their political influence remains still relatively small compared Conservatives and Labour 
who have traditionally led the UK government. Moreover, SNP’s main issues are those of 
Scottish representation and eventual independence, while LD’s results in the 2014 and 
2015 were abysmal, sentencing LD to political fringe. Because none of these parties had a 
strong notion or influence on the British immigration policy, I am not including them in 
the manifestos’ analysis.  
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UKIP was founded in 1993 as a party with a single mission – to remove Britain from the 

EU. During the first ten years, the party was considered obscure and incompetent, 

averaging only 1.7% of the overall vote in all the elections they participated in. In 1997, 

UKIP was dismissed as “a kamikaze party doomed to spend their life on the fringes of 

politics”. (Ford and Goodwin, 2014a, p. 2). UKIP enjoyed its historically first success in 

1999, where they managed to win three seats in the European Parliament. (p. 34a). 

However, due to many internal quarrels UKIP was dwelling mostly on the political 

periphery, ridiculed as “party of fruitcakes, loonies and closet racists”. (Ross, 2006) 

Major development of UKIP started with appointing Nigel Farage in 2006 as a leader of 

the party. Farage raised UKIP from obscurity and turned it into a professional political 

party. (Ford, and Goodwin, 2014a, p. 72 ). Even though Farage resigned after the 2015 

General Election for failing to secure him Westminster seat, he was re-elected only four 

days later and thus remains UKIP’s most well-know figure. (Mason, 2015) 

The character of UKIP’s programme will be discussed in following chapters, but let us 

summarize the key points. According to Ford and Goodwin (2014b, p. 277-278), UKIP’s 

cleverly manoeuvres around three main motifs: ‘hard’ Euroscepticism including leaving 

EU; resistance to immigration; and certain anti-establishment that allows UKIP to accuse 

mainstream parties of mismanagement of current affairs, such as the 2008-2009 financial 

crisis or more recently the immigration crisis. Ford and Goodwin argue that one of the 

reasons of UKIP’s success is its ability to utilise a niche group of voters – older, usually 

poorly educated and working class, so-called ‘left-behind’. This group has failed to adapt 

to the changing face of modern British. Whilst younger, more educated voters adjust well 

to the new challenges of diverse, multi-ethnic society, ‘left-behind’ feel marginalised and 

yearn for the return of traditional values. UKIP takes advantage of this generation gap and 

appeals to the ‘left-behind’ voters by promoting ‘British values’, using clearly nativist 

rhetoric and by offering range of populist right-wing policies. (2014b, pp. 278-282) 

 

In the following chapters, I will focus on both General and European Elections. General 

Elections are largely considered as the most important elections in Britain, for the ruling 

party gets to pass the legislature through parliament, the most powerful body in the UK 

legal system. I have decided to also incorporate the European Elections. Firstly, European 

Elections use the proportional voting system, which results in truer representation of the 



 

 32 
 

 

votes given to each party. Secondly, European Elections are often claimed to be of 

“second-order” character (Reif and Schmitt, 1980, p. 9-10), meaning the public gives 

lesser weight to its run and results.  According to Hix and Marsh (2007, p. 506), voters 

use the European Election as a way to express satisfaction or dissatisfaction with the 

domestic parties, which often ends in better performance of small or more radical parties. 

UKIP fits these criteria perfectly. 

 

5.1  Characteristic of the British Political Environment: 2005 

5.1.1 Overview of the UK Economy 
The overall situation in 2005 can be characterised as a swan song of a stable economic 

growth and prosperity. The real GDP was scoring on average a growth of above 2,5% a 

year and this number has been relatively stable over the last decade. (Quarterly…, 2015) 

Good prospects were predicted for unemployment, too, which was falling steadily from 

10,1% in 1992 to 4,8% in 2004. (Labour Market Statistics, 2015)14 This concludes in a 

generally optimistic economic atmosphere.  In 2005, the UK economy was in one of the 

last stages of an economic “boom”, which is “…a period during which real GDP rises at a 

faster rate than assumed growth in productive capacity.” (Fyfe and Threadgould, 2015, p. 

1)  All of these marks of good economy could be considered as strong economic pull 

factors. 

 

5.1.2 General Election 2005: Analysis of the Manifestos 
In the UKIP manifesto for the 2005 General Election, its central point was ultimately to 

withdraw Britain from the EU membership. UKIP leader Roger Knapman admits: 

“People sometimes tell me that UKIP is a single-issue party. The point is that the single 

issue of freeing Britain from the EU over-rides all others…” (UK Independence Party 

Manifesto 2005, 2005, p. 3). While immigration is mentioned several times throughout 

the manifesto, it is principally in the EU context and seldom used as a key topic by itself. 

We can notice one sub-chapter on immigration under Home Affairs chapter, demanding 
                                   
14 To measure unemployment, I have used data from the Labour Force Survey (LFS). LFS 
is the official unemployment measure in the UK. The survey is being conducted by the 
Office for National Statistics (ONS), which monitors unemployment by counting „people 
without a job who have been actively seeking work within the last 4 weeks and are 
available to start work within the next 2 weeks”. This concerns only economically active 
population (aged 16-64). (Statistical bulletin: UK Labour Market, 2015) 
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zero-net immigration by imposing far stricter measurements on legal immigrants and 

terminating illegal immigration. UKIP wants to achieve this by imposing ‘points’ system 

identifying workers with specific skills that are currently lacking in the UK job market. 

(p. 11) The document itself is also rather short having mere 16 pages, which is uncommon 

among General Election manifestos. 

To avoid accusations of racism, UKIP states: “All British people, including our ethnic 

minorities, want immigration brought under control”. (p. 11) The “Brexit” would permit 

Britain to treat EU migrants in the same way as non-EU ones, and therefore allowing 

unified restrictions. The stance on immigration is so harsh that UKIP refuses immigrants 

even as a part of pension sustenance: “As our population ages, we shall have to save more 

or work longer, or both. Another suggestion is to accept more immigrants so that their 

taxes will help pay for our elderly. UKIP rejects this suggestion outright”. Interestingly, 

UKIP does not call for any sort of immigration quotas– the EU withdrawal and stricter 

entrance conditions should be adequate provisions.  

Overall, the UKIP manifesto can be summarised as having outright nativist rhetoric, using 

language in a way that emphasise British ‘values’ and ‘Britishness’. Immigration is 

largely mentioned, however the emphasis is put on the exit from EU. This manifesto feels 

very single-minded and does not offer properly developed policies from other areas. 

 

Let us now look at the Labour Party manifesto. Predictably, immigration is mentioned 

rarely and is generally fraught with positive connotations. Labour emphasises the 

economic benefits of immigration, improved efficiency of the asylum system and 

proposes better securisation of borders against illegal immigration. “Immigration has been 

good for Britain. We want to keep it that way.” (The Labour Party manifesto 2005, 2005, 

p. 51) Labour, too, wants to establish a points-based system for those seeking work in the 

UK. Again, the primary concern is to attract only workers with particular skills and 

aptitude. Out of 112 pages, only one page and a half address specifically to immigration, 

including counter-terrorism proposals. We can therefore conclude that it immigration was 

not salient in the Labour 2005 manifesto.  

 

The Conservative manifesto is a bit more cautious. Positioning itself somewhere in 

between the Labour and UKIP stance, the key point of Conservative manifesto is to 

establish “controlled immigration”. (Conservative Election Manifesto 2005, 2005, p. 1) 
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This document of 30 pages devotes one-page long chapter exclusively to immigration 

issues, beginning with the claim that: “It’s not racist to impose limits on immigration”. (p. 

18) Despite admitting that “Britain has benefited from immigration” (p. 18), 

Conservatives criticise its unsustainable high levels. One of the main condemnations in 

this chapter is aimed at illegal immigration and bogus refugees. Conservatives propose 

united control of British borders by creating British Border Control Police, introducing 

points-based system for work permits and capping the number of immigration to a fixed 

quota, which would be reviewed every year by parliament. They do not, however, give a 

specific number. In general, the Conservative manifesto intends to install rather tough 

measures against immigration, mainly designed against illegal immigrants and to hinder 

way of any newcomers.  

 

5.1.3 General Election 2005: Election Results 
Party Seats Net Seats Gain Votes %Votes %Net Votes Gain 

Labour 356 -47 9,566,618 35,3% -5,4% 

Conservative 198 +33 8,785,941 32,3% 0,6% 

LibDems 62 +11 5,985,414 22,1% 3,8% 

UKIP 0 0 695,973 2,2% 0,7% 

SNP 6 +2 412,267 1,5% -0,3% 

Table 4: General Election 2005, results (Source: Election 2005, 2005) 

 

Despite receiving weaker result than in previous election, the then-leader of Labour party 

Tony Blair could still celebrate. It was for the third time he led Labour into victory with 

his program “New Labour”, which attempted to refurbish the Labour structures in a 

modern, more appealing way. Under Blair’s leadership, Labour secured comfortable 

majority of 55% of all the seats in the parliament. UKIP did not score well, receiving 

mere 2,2% share of the total votes. According to Ford and Goodwin UKIP was at that 

time suffering from internal instability, which has projected in the election results. At this 

time, UKIP has still not developed a true set of policies, and concentrated solely on the 

EU topic. However, at General Elections that is mostly irrelevant. (2014a, s. 61-65), 

 

5.2 Characteristic of the British Political Environment: 2005-2009 
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5.2.1 Overview of the UK Economy 
While the period between 2005 and 2007 have continued in the economic growth, the 

years of 2008 and 2009 experienced the most turbulent economic shakedown of the past 

decades. Sometimes called the “Great Recession” (Three Top Economists Agree … Great 

Depression, 2009) or “Global Recession” (The Wall Street Journal Blogs, 2009), this 

worldwide economic downturn has been undeniably the most significant economic event 

in our time. Many leading economists do not hesitate to call it “the worst financial crisis 

since the Great Depression”. (Three Top Economists Agree … Great Depression, 2009)  

According to the International Monetary Fund (IMF) definition, it is “the fourth global 

recession since World War II, and deepest by a long shot”. (Davis, 2009) 

This has projected on the real GDP of Great Britain, experiencing significant decline 

between 2008 and 2009. After 63 quarters of positive economic growth, the UK economy 

entered recession, recording negative growth of -1.3% in the second quarter of 2008. The 

decline progressed until the third quarter of 2009. (Fyfe and Threadgould , 2015, p. 7; . 

Quarterly…, 2015) The impact of the crisis has resulted in rising joblessness, particularly 

for youth and those in long-term unemployment. The living standard of the average 

population has experienced fall, as the pressure to tighten the government budget policy 

increased. Overall unemployment rose suddenly from 5,8% in 2008 to astounding 7,8% 

only a year later, reaching its highest level since mid-90s. (Labour Market Statistics, 

2015) 

 

5.2.2 European Election 2009: Analysis of the Manifestos 
UKIP did not release a manifesto for the European Election of 2009; therefore I will 

concentrate on other features of their campaign, such as leaflets or media presence. In 

2006, Nigel Farage was put into the party leadership and UKIP began with its change into 

a professional political party. UKIP now started incorporating other policies into their 

agenda, including populist and anti-immigrant plans. With regards to the campaign 

materials, the generic UKIP leaflet depicted Winston Churchill with a peace sign and 

three main policy points: end of unlimited immigration, end of EU spending and finally, 

end of the EU control. (Election Leaflets, 2009) Occasionally, there were also billboards 

with similar design but only stating ‘Say No to unlimited immigration’. This shows that 

immigration was seminal in the UKIP’s campaign. Some of UKIP’s proposals leading to 

the 2009 Election included five-year freeze on all incoming immigration, ending 
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multiculturalism and repulsion of some of the human rights legislation. (Ford et al., 2012, 

p. 9) At the same time, UKIP has tried to get rid of the racist branding, which the party 

had been accused of. Nigel Farage, the then-leader of UKIP, stressed that the party is not 

“very right wing” and that there is ethnic diversity among their own members. (Farage: 

UKIP not just angry men, 2009) It is also important to mention that UKIP bans any 

previous member of the white-supremacist British National Party (BNP) from joining.  

 

The Labour manifesto for 2009 European Election deals with immigration in its 27-pages 

long manifesto on several occasions, especially in its chapter “Fair rules for all”. On one 

hand, Labour calls for further cooperation with the member states in protecting the 

common borders. On the other hand, they state that: “…these areas are ultimately a matter 

of national concern which is why we will retain control over our borders and insist on 

retaining our right to decide whether to participate in individual EU measures on 

immigration and asylum. “ (Winning the Fight for Britain's Future, 2009, p. 19) This is a 

clear disparity in the Labour proposals and quite vaguely worded, presumably on purpose. 

Compared to its 2005 manifesto, Labour now requests  “carefully controlled immigration” 

(p. 20), a wording that has not been used in their manifesto before. A whole one page has 

been reserved to illegal immigration, which was still recognized as one of the prime 

concerns, and due to the 2005 terroristic attacks on the London underground, much more 

attention is given to combating terrorism. Overall, we can observe a shift from entirely 

positive attitudes to more circumspect language. 

 

As expected, Conservatives manifesto outright rejects any further powers to the EU in the 

areas of asylum, visas or immigration. Conservatives would also use the right to opt-in in 

those areas, where they can. It is interesting to note that Conservatives fully support 

further enlargement of the EU, including possible accession of countries such as Ukraine, 

Belarus or Turkey, no matter how far away in the future. This is linked to their admittance 

of the EU economic merits, stating: “the economic benefits are…profound”. (Vote for 

Change, 2009, p. 24) Overall, very little attention is given to migration as such, being 

mentioned only twice in the 24-pages long document. In general, while supporting 

limitless EU enlargement and trade cooperation, Conservatives in fact do not want to be 

part of any other EU policy area.  
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5.2.3 European Election 2009: Election Results 
Party Seats Net Seats Gain Votes %Votes %Net Votes Gain 

Labour 13 -5 2,381,760 15,7% -6,9% 

Conservative 26 +1 4,198,394 27,7% +1% 

LibDems 11 +1 2,080,613 13,7% -1,2% 

UKIP 13 +1 2,498,226 16,5% +0,3% 

SNP 2 0 321,007 2,1% +0,7% 

Table 5: European Election 2009, results for the UK  (Source: Elections 2009, 2009) 

 

According to the Reif and Schmitt theory, the electorate used this election to express 

dissatisfaction with the governing politicians. Because of public frustration with Labour, 

surrounded by scandals and incapable of quick reaction to the commencing financial 

crisis, voters opted for parties in the government’s opposition. The overall winners of the 

2009 election were Conservatives, gaining almost double amount of all Labour votes. 

However, the most satisfied party was undoubtedly UKIP. The European Election 2009 

was a major breakthrough for UKIP, beating Labour and positioning itself on the second 

place. With 16,5%, UKIP received highest share of votes in its history.  Indeed, it was 

perhaps too good of a result for a certain opposing party. In May 2009, one month before 

election, the predicted result was averaging mere 7% for UKIP. It was not until a scandal 

surrounding MPs parliamentary expenses has emerged, which vastly compromised 

candidates from the majority of all other British parties. (Ford and Goodwin, 2014a, pp. 

74- 76) Even then, we cannot omit the fact that UKIP managed to lead a successful 

campaign and the party under Farage leadership remarkably solidified.  

 

5.3 Characteristic of the British Political Environment: 2009 - 2010 
 

5.3.1 Overview of the UK Economy 
The beginning of 2009 carried with a certain bleakness, as the recession hit Britain hard. 

The first three months has brought the deepest recession of British economy since the 

Second World War. For 2009, the real GDP recorded abysmal negative growth of -4,2%. . 

(Quarterly…, 2015)  Fortunately, with each month passing the decline was mitigating. By 

2010, the economy has bounced back from the bottom and slow recovery has been 

initiated. Nevertheless, this did not solve the problem overnight - effects of the crisis were 
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severe and lasting. Unemployment continued to rise in 2010 with almost 28 750 000 

unemployed people (8% of the economically active population). (Labour Market 

Statistics, 2015) The government tried to battle this fact with putting more money into 

initiatives such as the job centre network. However, despite these efforts, unemployment 

continued to grow. 

 

5.3.2 General Election 2010: Analysis of the Manifestos 
In 2010 UKIP manifesto, it is clear that the party is desperately trying to shake off the  

“single-issue” label. The manifesto emphasises the broad scale of policies that UKIP 

offers right at its opening page: “While withdrawal from the European Union (EU) 

political superstate is central to UKIP’s message, the party has a full range of policies that 

have helped it grow to become Britain’s fourth largest political party”. (UKIP Manifesto 

April 2010, 2010, p.2) While still being relatively short with 15 pages of text, the 

manifesto now offers freely available full-length document on each chapter, putting 

together 486 pages on various policies. (Mason, 2014) 

With regards to immigration, we can notice the growing trend of welfare protection. 

UKIP pledges to to scrap benefits to non-British citizens or to those who have been living 

in the UK for at least 5 years, which would bar EU citizens from claiming welfare right 

after their arrival. They also accuse immigrants from taking up council housing and by 

cutting immigration, UKIP plans to protect the “British countryside”. (UKIP Manifesto 

April 2010, 2010, p.12) One whole chapter is given to Immigration & Asylum, where 

UKIP brings back the suggestion of immediate closure of borders for at least 5 years to all 

immigrants and then allowing only 50 000 people per year.  The clear anti-immigrant 

sentiment is especially strong within this chapter, when UKIP proposes all of the EU 

immigrants who came after 2004 to be treated as non-EU immigrants. This retrogressive 

policy is a clear attempt to corner immigrants from pre-dominantly Eastern European 

countries. UKIP also wishes to induce visa requirements for all travellers to Britain 

(except from countries having non-visa agreement with Britain), and no benefits for those 

living in the UK under “Leave to Remain”15. (p. 5-6) 

This manifesto resonates with nativism. This is for the first time fully acknowledged in 

chapter “Culture & Restoring Britishness”, where UKIP states that it “…believes in civic 

nationalism” and “promotes uniculturalism”.  (p. 13) This should be carried by measures 

                                   
15„Leave to Remain“ is a legal status allowing person to remain indefinitely in the UK 
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such as teaching ‘British contribution to world’ in schools, protecting the imperial 

measurements, listing important British companies, adhering to the “British values”, 

creating “Commonwealth Day” as a public holiday and many other proposals. Again, 

UKIP protects itself from the radical label by stating that it rejects ethnic nationalism and 

extremism. (p. 13) However, it has to be mentioned that UKIP has led the whole duration 

of its campaign in an Islamophobic spirit, for example by calling for a ban of wearing 

burka and niqab in public. (Ford and Goodwin, 2014a, pp. 82–84)  

Overall, this manifesto is much stricter and harsher on immigration than previous ones. 

The policies proposed call for an instant halt of immigration and the clearly nativist 

attitude places immense value on ‘Britishness’ and ‘British values’, which makes 

immigration, no matter what kind, an immediate threat. This manifesto was subjected to 

ridicule for presenting some debatable policies, such us mandatory uniforms for taxi 

drivers, reinstating ‘proper dress’ in theatres or painting trains in traditional colours. Four 

years later, Nigel Farage has renounced the manifesto, saying that the party “got it wrong” 

and declared that all of the UKIP policies have undergone rigorous review. (Mason, 2014) 

 

The Labour Manifesto of 2010 is traditionally a bit more positively inclined towards 

immigration compared to the other parties. But even here we can observe shift to a much 

more cautious proposals. Being the ruling party until now, Labour underlines the changes 

made in the immigration policy, assuring that the system is fair, firm and controlled. They 

also highlight the new points-based system that ensures Britain only gets the number of 

immigrants that the country needs. Nonetheless, for the first time in our observed scope, 

Labour promises tightening of the immigration system, aligned with “needs of the British 

economy and the values of British citizenship”. (The Labour Party Manifesto 2010, 2010, 

p. 5:6) Labour does not want to see “rising immigration” and “recognize….pressure on 

housing and public services”. (p. 5:2) Labour also proposes toughening of the English test 

for migrants, access to benefits or the right to settle. According to Labour, “…coming to 

Britain is a privilege, not a right”.  (p. 5:6) Nonetheless, Labour outright rejects 

immigration quotas, as proposed by Conservatives or UKIP. 

 

The Conservatives do not talk too much about immigration in their 2010 manifesto, 

dedicating it only one page out of 120. But what they say is quite clear. Conservatives for 

the first time identify immigration as being disadvantageous for British economy by 
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taking up places in the job market. Conservatives want immigration to be highly selective, 

and only attract “brightest and best to our country”. (Invitation to Join the Government of 

Great Britain, 2010, p. 21) Overall, Conservatives call for drastic reduction of 

immigration, curbing it from hundreds to tens of thousands by setting annual caps, and 

stricter integration policy for those who are allowed to come. As it is almost a tradition in 

the electoral manifestos, the document demands stronger and more focused border 

control. Conservatives restate their intention to create Border Police Force, which would 

tackle illegal immigration and human trafficking. Much more attention is given to bogus 

educational institutions, perhaps because students make up for the second biggest group 

of migrants, right after economic migrants. International students coming to Britain 

should now prove they have the means to support themselves and make them pay a bond 

to study at new or unregistered institutions. (p. 21) 

 

5.3.3 General Election 2010: Election Results 
Party Seats Net Seats Gain Votes %Votes %Net Votes Gain 

Labour 258 -91 8,609,527 29% -6,2% 

Conservative 307 100 10,726,614 36,1% +3,8% 

LibDems 57 -5 6,836,824 23% +1% 

UKIP 0 0 919,546 3,1% 0,9% 

SNP 6 0 491,386 1,7% +0,1% 

Table 6: General Election 2010, results (Source: Election 2010, 2010) 

 

As it was hinted by the EP elections in the previous year, Labour has lost its leading 

position and ceded the control over Westminster to Conservatives. This has effectively 

ended the Labour government, which has ruled Britain thirteen consecutive years since 

1997. The Conservative party then created a coalition with Liberal Democrats, third 

biggest party in the parliament.  

UKIP did not score particularly well, managing to attract mere 3,1% of all votes, which 

was below expectations. Nigel Farage has resigned from the leadership position shortly 

before the General Elections in September 2009 in order to focus on his candidacy to the 

Buckingham constituency, and was replaced by Lord Pearson. Nonetheless, Farage left 

the party in a relatively sturdy condition, well financed and with a stable membership 

base. (Ford and Goodwin, 2014a, p. 75-79) 



 

 41 
 

 

 

5.4  Characteristic of the British Political Environment: 2010 - 2014 
 

5.4.1 Overview of the UK Economy 
The period between 2010 and 2014 can be summarised as a period of slow recovery. To 

combat the effects of the crisis, the Conservative government has focused on austerity 

measures and closing the budget deficit, which has projected in lot of public backlash. 

“Austerity” was undeniably one of the most prominent words of these years. Whether 

austerity measures imposed by the Conservative-Liberal Democrat coalition helped or 

hindered Britain’s economic recovery remains unclear. Despite a slowdown around 2012, 

by 2014, the GDP had returned to its pre-crisis levels and the economy further grew, with 

GDP growth rate reaching almost 3%. Many economists agree that the UK is soon to 

outpace majority of other European economies. (Fyfe and Threadgould, 2015, p. 9) With 

austerity or without it, it appears that Britain in 2010 had overcome the immediate 

dangers of the crisis and looked forward brighter future. 

Employment followed the economic rebound much later. While the GDP started 

improving by the end of 2009, joblessness continued to escalate well into the later years. 

Overall unemployment peaked in 2011 with 8,1% of unemployment rate. The number has 

been decreasing since, getting back to relatively manageable rate of 6,3% in 2014.  

(Labour Market Statistics, 2015) 

 

5.4.2 European Election 2014: Analysis of the Manifestos 
UKIP’s manifesto for the 2014 European Election is rather simplistic, and contains mere 

8 pages with only 3 full text pages. Immigration permeates the document, being 

mentioned in almost every policy aspect with the exception of energy, fisheries and 

business areas. As usual, UKIP accuses EU from taking Britain’s sovereignty over 

immigration, among many other policy areas. UKIP directly blames immigration for 

youth unemployment, wage dumping and pressure on public services such as health 

service and schools, which cannot cope with the sudden population influx. From this 

Manifesto we can deduce that UKIP condemns the population increase caused by 

immigration and considers it a ‚welfare drain‘, causing additional burden on social 

services. (Create an earthquake, 2014, p. 4) UKIP’s campaign generally carried 
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derogative messages with regards to EU, blaming it for the rise of unemployment with 

their panic-stricken billboards claiming: “British workers are hit hard by unlimited cheap 

labour” or “26 million people in Europe are looking for work. And whose jobs are they 

after?”. (UKIP national billboard campaign) 

 

Labour 2014 manifesto underlines the (predominantly economic) benefits of EU 

membership, but denounces any further transfer of power to the EU. This 27-pages long 

document includes 3-pages chapter named “Immigration that works for Britain”, 

highlighting the economic contributions immigrants made during the past centuries and 

also pointing out the two million of Britons living elsewhere in the EU. (The Labour 

Party, 2014, p. 16) Nevertheless, Labour states that it has “learned the lessons” and their 

approach to immigration “has changed”. (p. 16) In order to prevent further recurrence, 

Labour wants to restrict economic migration from any new countries joining the EU, 

demands stricter border control and wants to stop the abuse of student visas. More space 

is also devoted to integration. Labour acknowledges the rushed change caused by 

immigration in certain communities and places now more emphasis on fair share of 

migrants’ responsibilities. That is for example their duty of English knowledge. Labour 

also proposes extending the waiting period before claiming benefits from three to six 

months. Labour also plans on scrapping the law entitling EU migrants to claim child 

benefits for children living abroad, even though it is not clear how they want to achieve 

this. Another issue that Labour addresses is wage dumping in low-skilled jobs, which is 

attributed to the easily available “cheap labour from abroad”. The solution Labour sees in 

firmer punishment for breaching the employment law and banning agencies recruiting 

workers solely from abroad. (p. 16-18) From this document we can conclude that Labour 

wants to alleviate the pressure on social service by limiting some previously available 

services to immigrants, however it is comparatively mild in its tone and demands.  

 

Much stronger stance against immigration can be observed in the Conservatives 2014 

manifesto. In this 74-pages long document, immigration is mentioned more than 26 times, 

including chapter on economy. This indicates that immigration is now also part of the 

economic program. The Conservatives pride themselves on “taking action to fix our 

immigration system and limit migrants’ access to benefits” and promise a “crackdown on 
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benefit tourism”, term, which is repeated regularly in this manifesto (p. 3, 35, 36). 
(Conservative party…Manifesto 2014, 2014, p. 3) Conservatives also pledge to conduct 

an in-out referendum on the EU membership in 2017, which is a new part of their agenda. 

In fact, strong Euroscepticism resonates throughout the whole manifesto, calling for a 

‘reform’ of the European Union. (p. 8, 9, 19) This could be attributed to the rising support 

of UKIP, which has EU exit as their central theme. Additionally, UKIP is mentioned in 

this manifesto four times, which is three times more than in 2009. Labour even accused 

Conservatives of “running scared” of UKIP. (David Cameron…EU, 2013) With regards 

to immigration, Conservatives repeats their mantra of immigration causing burden on 

public services, reducing social cohesion and now also negatively affecting wages. The 

effect on local communities is according to Conservatives “huge”. (p. 7). Conservatives 

present a range of policies aiming to prevent this, such as refusal to pay migrants’ work 

benefits during the first three months, toughening the tests for benefit claim, withholding 

housing benefits for EU newcomers and end of all benefits for EU migrants after six 

months altogether. It is clear that these proposals will be difficult to pass due to European 

legislature and that Conservatives are aware of this, by stating “…we will defend this in 

the court against Brussels”. (p. 37) Moreover, Conservatives plan to deport all homeless 

migrants and bar them from entering the UK for 12 months, unless they prove that they 

are employed. Similar to Labour, Conservatives want to push up the fine for underpaying 

employees and eliminate child benefits for relatives living abroad. Conservatives also 

briefly touch the issue of radicalisation when it promises to prevent extremist and hate 

rhetoric. Conservatives also promise to use the UK’s opt-out whenever it can. This 

manifesto has devoted more attention to fairer welfare system than ever before. 

5.4.3 European Election 2014: Election Results 
Party Seats Net Seats Gain Votes %Votes %Net Votes Gain 

Labour 20 +7 4,020,646 25,4% +9,67% 

Conservative 19 -7 3,792,549 23,93% -3,8% 

LibDems 1 -10 1,255,573 6,87% -6,87% 

UKIP 24 +11 4,376,635 27,49% +10,99% 

SNP 2 0 389,503 2,46% +0,34% 

Table 7: European Election, results for the UK (Source: Vote 2014, 2014) 

The 2014 European Election ended as a triumph of UKIP, being the most successful party 
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securing over 4 million of votes. It was the first time in modern history when neither of 

the traditional parties (Labour or Conservatives) won the national election. Its success was 

all the more impressive given that they managed to get only 1% of all votes in their first 

European Election in 1994, only twenty years ago. (Ford a Goodwin, 2014a, s. 23-25) 

 

6.  Comparison of Economic Development, UKIP Support 

and Implications in Immigration Policies  
In the previous chapter I have analysed manifestos of three parties of the British political 

scene: Labour party, Conservative party and UKIP. All three of them have undergone 

significant change in their immigration attitudes throughout the 2005 - 2014 period.  

Labour, being always the most progressive party out of these three, made no negative 

comments regarding immigration in its 2005 manifesto. This has changed in the 2009 and 

especially 2010 manifesto, where Labour admits their previous mistakes of the open-door 

policy. By 2014, Labour pledges to stop immigration from any future new members of the 

EU and to relieve the negative effects of the rushed immigration increase.  

Conservatives undertook probably the most noticeable transformation. The character of 

their policies has shifted from ‘soft’ Euroscepticism in 2005 to ‘hard’ Euroscepticism in 

2014, including the promise of an in/out referendum. While Conservatives have always 

opposed unrestricted immigration, this approach intensified significantly in the 2010 

manifesto, where David Cameron promised to curb immigration under 100 000. By 2014, 

Conservatives introduce full range of policies aimed not only to deter any newcomers, but 

to also discommode the life of those immigrants who already reside in the country.  

UKIP, too, changed their immigration profiling. Under Farage’s leadership, UKIP 

managed to emancipate from the single-issue label and transform into the ‘dark horse’ of 

British party competition. From 2009 we can observe that immigration becomes a stand-

alone issue and becomes increasingly more prevalent. By fusing immigration with EU, 

UKIP manages to stay at least partially relevant in the 2010 General Election. While in 

general the 2010 manifesto can be considered as a misstep in UKIP’s otherwise successful 

political career, they still managed to improve their electoral result in each General and 

European election (see Figure 5). This proves that the formula of ‘immigration-national 

identity-anti-establishment’ connected by Euroscepticism works more than well for 

UKIP. (Ford and Goodwin, 2014b, p. 282) 
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Figure 5: UKIP election results in 2005, 2009, 2010 and 2014 (Source: BBC 2005; 2009; 
2010; 2014; . Quarterly…, 2015.Graph created by author) 
 

In order to see the relationship with UK economy, let us now explore the correlation of 

the UK economy between 2005 and 2014 with the UKIP electoral results. 16 

                                   
16 It is necessary to note that sole purpose of this chart is to show trends only. The groups 
in the chart do not measure the same data and therefore their total values cannot be 
considered. 
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Figure 6: The correlation of the UK Economy and UKIP election results (Source: BBC 
2005; 2009; 2010; 2014; Quarterly…,2015; Labour Market Statistics, 2015. Graph 
created by author.) 

 

Looking at Figure 6, we can easily notice that the first major UKIP breakthrough in the 

2009 European Elections came right after the economic crisis began in 2008. At the same 

time, both Labour and Conservatives started to toughen their stances against immigration 

around the 2009 period, too. This would suggest that economic decline indeed creates 

conditions in which thrive the radical, anti-establishment protest parties, such as UKIP. 

The mainstream parties, on the other hand, react at the economic challenges by adopting 

stricter anti-immigration measures that the voters seem to desire. However, Labour and 

Conservatives continued and indeed strengthened their ongoing critique of immigration 

even after the end of crisis. Similarly, UKIP scored best in the 2014 EP elections, years 

after the crisis passed by. Therefore, the economic crisis does not seem to be in direct 

proportion with the anti-immigrant attitudes. Rather, the results suggest that financial 

crisis helped to develop conditions in which the anti-immigration sentiment prospers. In 

case of UKIP, the success consisted in utilisation of a neglected voter base. The so-called 

‘left-behind’ voters were generally those, whose lives were affected by the financial crisis 

the most. UKIP used the momentum to emphasise the alleged negative economic impacts 

of immigration, which appealed to this particular group. Therefore, anti-immigration 

rhetoric can indeed in certain cases work as a successful electoral strategy. At the same 

time, UKIP adopted range of other populist right-wing policies, such as civic nationalism, 

authoritarianism and anti-elitism, which UKIP needs lest it wants to stay relevant outside 

of the European context. However, this strategy would not work in the same way for 

example at the generally young and progressive voters of Labour party or Liberal 

Democrats. Lastly, it is necessary to realise that while the economic crisis has officially 

‘ended’, its effects are still present. For example, the unemployment level has still not 

come back to its pre-crisis levels. (Labour Market Statistics, 2015)  

 

Changes in immigration policy that has UK implemented in the times of crisis were 

already discussed in the chapter 2.1.4 and 2.2. However, I would like to shortly highlight 

their key points with relation to the economical context. During the financial crisis, 

Britain has adopted mainly three groups of policy changes: changes to admission policy, 

policies addressing the migrant’s impact on public services and finally, border 
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management. (Koehler, 2010, p. 197) Some of these provisions are no longer active, such 

as the Migration Impact Fund.  

Because Britain lacks the power of curbing the EU migration, the government has 

concentrated on targeting non-EU immigration instead. Generally, it has become 

progressively more difficult to be eligible as non-EU migrant for the UK entry, especially 

for economic migrants. For example, the 2009 measure requires each job advertisement to 

be promoted locally before going to the international labour market. The main changes in 

admission policy from 2008 can be therefore characterised as ‘labour protection’. The 

amount of jobs on the shortage list has been consistently reduced and new penalties were 

introduced for those employing illegal migrants. (ibid, p.198)    

Border control is mostly aimed at tackling illegal immigration, and has undergone several 

structural changes throughout the last decade. Additionally, foreign national are now 

required to hold valid ID cards, whilst British nationals are not bound to posses them. 

(ibid, p. 200) By doing so, the government hopes to reduce the numbers of illegal 

immigrants.  

 

Conclusion 

In this thesis, I have attempted to provide a concise yet informative overview of the 

British immigration policy and its connection to the economic development. Due to 

extraordinary complexity of this issue, I set myself a difficult task. However, despite the 

obvious challenges of the scope and depth of this topic, I have managed to make several 

observations.  

 

Historically, the majority of the British immigration policy was trying to keep 

immigration controlled. The approach in the early immigration policies was selective, 

trying to undermine unwanted ‘coloured’ immigration. Regardless of these intentions, the 

stream of newcomers persisted and Britain soon became the diverse land of many cultures 

and ethnicities as we know it today. To integrate migrants into the mainstream society, 

Britain adopted its own specific model of multiculturalism. This allowed migrants to keep 

their own cultural identity. Recently, the efficiency of this model has been challenged by 
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majority of the world politicians. Following the England riots in 2001, multiculturalist 

model has been replaced in behalf of policy of social cohesion.  

The British immigration policy endorsed immigration only in two specific time periods – 

first after the World War II and second during the mid-90s. However, the open-door 

policy of the Labour government underestimated the magnitude of the new migration 

wave. The new arrivals coming predominantly from Eastern Europe (namely Poland) 

forced many of the local communities to prompt changes. Pressure on public services, 

language barriers, cultural differences or population increase were some of the new 

challenges that the British society had to deal with. This influx has contributed to the 

notion that Britain is ‘crowded’ and that immigration got out of control.  But it was not 

until the onset of the economic crisis when the voices criticising immigration became the 

new mainstream.  

 

While immigration has been only minor part of political agendas before 2005, this has 

changed rapidly with the beginning of the economic crisis. Between 2005 and 2014, both 

Labour and Conservatives drastically reviewed their immigration policies. Both parties 

put emphasis on restricting immigrants’ access to welfare, limiting any future arrivals 

from new EU members, border securisation and highlighting immigrants’ integration. It 

seems that the combination of sudden societal changes and economic hardships helped to 

develop environment, which supports anti-immigration rhetoric. UKIP, a party I have 

observed, managed to masterfully exploit this opportunity. By utilising a group of voters 

that feel marginalised by the mainstream parties, UKIP based its policies specifically on 

nativism, anti-establishment and anti-immigration, tied together by Euroscepticism.  By 

doing so, UKIP quickly gained public support and their electorate is growing with every 

consecutive election. This has worrisome implication for the future, as anti-immigration 

seem to become the new ordinary. 

 

An old-new element on the political scene is the public discontent with European Union. 

Despite acquiring many special clauses and exceptions, Britain realizes that migration 

from the EU cannot be really hindered. Therefore, it demands either a renegotiation of 

their relationship, or ‘Brexit’ may become a very real possibility.  
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Inside or outside of Europe, Britain has already embarked on many structural changes in 

its immigration policy. If in history the immigration regulation set focus on racial 

profiling, now it is based on competency. Only the ‘brightest and best’ should be allowed 

to the country, such as entrepreneurs, doctors and other highly skilled professionals. The 

Conservative government constantly tighten the entrance criteria and set up quota for the 

non-EU migrants. However, given the unrestricted EU migration, Cameron’s pledge to 

get immigration to tens of thousands does not seem realistic. For now, the government is 

at least trying to limit migrant’s access to benefits. Whether this will be successful at the 

European Court of Justice remains unclear, but it will certainly be a crucial moment in the 

UK-EU relationship. 

 

Therefore, my thesis confirms that whilst economic hardships are intensifying the anti-

immigration sentiments, it is not their sole cause. Other factors, such as pace of 

immigration, population increase, national identity, media presence and the EU influence 

play crucial role as well. In realpolitik, Britain has already incorporated several policies 

restricting immigration and this process does not seem to change anytime soon.  

In light of the current refugee crisis, immigration remains one of the most important 

issues of today and with it new challenges arise. It is vital that we do not succumb to the 

generic media portrait of refugees, feeding on emotions that accompany the recent crisis. 

European states should take this rather as an opportunity to prove that the motto ‘United 

in diversity’ is not just an empty slogan. The expected 2017 EU referendum will serve as 

a test of British society and its result will indicate which direction will Britain take in the 

future. Only time will show us whether Britain stays en route of further alienation or it 

will battle the challenges of the modern world.  
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