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Abstract 
 
The goal of this paper is to analyze the opinions of Visegrad Four (V4) on immigrants and offer an 
overview of the basic information acquired from reliable data. According to Eurobarometer 88.2 (2017), 
immigrants are: people born outside of the European Union, who left their home country and currently 
legally reside in country. The research set consisted of: a) 1080 respondents from the  
Slovak Republic – 43.1% men and 56.9% women, aged 15 – 93 (M=49.45, SD=16.83);  
b) Czech Republic – 1027 respondents - 40.5% men and 59.5% women, aged 15 – 91 (M=47.08; 
SD=16.41); c) Hungary – 1038 respondents - 42.3% men and 57.7% women, aged 15 – 99 (M=51.69; 
SD=16.73); and d) Poland – 1037 respondents - 39.7% men and 60.3% women, aged 15 – 99 (M=48.94; 
SD=17.89). For these purposes we used data from module Integration of immigrants in the European 
Union Eurobarometer 88.2 (2017), which were newly introduced. Data collection took place in October 
2017 in the form of a face-to-face interview in the form of a multi-level probabilistic selection.  
We have used items from Eurobarometer 88.2 (2017) to measure the opinions. The items were subjected 
to principal axis factoring to assess the dimensionality of the data. We have named the first factor as 
“Immigrants as help“ (Cronbachs´alpha = 0.845) and the second factor as “Immigrants as a burden“ 
(Cronbachs´alpha = 0.762). We have found that the Slovak respondents, most of V4 (Slovakia, Czech 
Republic, Hungary and Poland) agree with the negative statements about immigrants and at the lowest 
rate (except Hungary) agree with the positive statements about immigrants. 
The contribution of the paper is an overview of the opinions of V4 on a representative sample, thanks to 
which it is easier to understand the mood in the countries on this always-topical topic. The paper offers 
space for reflections and research topics within V4. 
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1. Introduction 
 

Residents of European countries have different experiences with migration, leading to 
differences on country level. The comparability of the obtained data with the secondary data of other 
European countries (ESS, ISSP, IVO, young - Kucharczyk et al., 2017) will be beneficial, considering the 
effect of the country. Information about attitudes toward migrants among Slovak respondents are 
currently only partial (ESS, ISSP) – e.g., in terms of the limited number of migrants with admission to the 
country, the Swedes appear to be the most tolerant and the Czech Republic the least (Boelhouwer, 
Kraaykamp, & Stoop, 2016). As individual countries differ in migration (e.g. 2017 in the SR - 29 asylum 
seekers vs. Germany - 186,644), we are interested in where the Slovak is placed. In our research we 
focused on Visegrad Four countries (the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland and Slovakia), that are 
members of the European Union (EU) and NATO  

Slovakia is not one of the traditional final destinations for migrants. It is a culturally 
homogeneous country, which was not affected by the dramatic increase of migration during the twentieth 
century. Until recently, Slovakia was almost exclusively a country of emigrants, in other words,  
a country, whose residents used to emigrate abroad for various reasons (IOM, 2019). 
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According to the results of research on public attitudes towards migration of the International 
Organization for Migration (2019), the Slovak population has relatively little personal experience and 
knowledge of migrants. It typically creates its opinions based on media reports. Residents are afraid that 
Slovakia has a high number of migrants who take jobs, spread diseases, and are an economic burden for 
the budget (Vašečka, 2009). In 2019, out of 216 asylum seekers, nine were granted, eighteen were granted 
subsidiary protection and seven were granted citizenship. Prep comparison - in 2018 there were 178 
asylum seekers in Slovakia, 1690 in the Czech Republic, 4110 in Poland and 671 in Hungary (V4 report, 
2019). 

Scientists from different disciplines are keen to examine these anti-immigration attitudes. 
Research in this field demonstrates that attitudes towards migrants are partially group-specific and 
dependent on cultural similarity of the migrants (Ford, 2011), educational level and work skills (Helbling 
& Kriesi, 2014), language and skin color (Hopkins, 2015), national origin (Hainmueller & Hangartner, 
2013), religion and economic contribution (Bansak et al, 2016). The nature of migration also reflects in 
the willingness of the population to accept the migrants. If migration is perceived as voluntary, it is 
associated with a lower level of support and more anger, whereas for involuntary migration it is  
vice-versa (Verkuyten et al., 2018). In examining attitudes towards migrants, the most common 
explanatory socio-psychological constructs are the integrated threat theory (Nsom & Croucher, 2017),  
the theory of social dominance (Roccato & Ricolfi, 2005; Ho et al., 2015), social distance (Heath et al., 
2014) and the contact theory - direct contact between groups increases attractiveness because it makes it 
difficult for a group to accept typical negative stereotypes (Himmelroos & Leino, 2016). According to 
this theory, direct contact between groups eliminates the maintenance of typically negative stereotypes 
(Allport, 1954). Through contact, individuals are exposed to new information about another group.  
This information helps to understand the concerns and interests of the second group, while developing 
affective ties that reduce feelings of threat and refute negative stereotypes about members of the second 
group. Studies on the positive impact of contacts in relation to immigrants bring ambiguous results.  
While some of these assumptions were confirmed (Schlueter, & Scheepers, 2010; Ellison, Shin, & Leal, 
2011), others did not confirm the assumed relationship (Gravelle, 2016). Karreth, Singh and Stojek 
(2006) have found that contact with immigrants can lead to their perception as a cultural threat, which 
may ultimately support overall anti-immigration sentiment.  

Since the migration issue has gained a lot of attention recently, it is inevitable to analyze public 
opinions. The findings by Heath and Richards (2016) suggest some shift in the society. They analyzed 
over 40 000 survey responses in the European Social Survey, which were obtained in 2002/2003 (ESS 
Round 1) and 2014/2015 (ESS Round 7). The results show that out of 19 countries that participated in the 
2002/2003 survey, only citizens from the Czech Republic and Austria expressed the opinion that 
migration makes their country a worse place to live. In both rounds, Swedes, Danes and Finns expressed 
the most positive attitudes towards migration and migrants, while the Czechs, Hungarians and Portuguese 
felt the most negative attitudes on this issue.  

From this short theoretical overview, it is clear that the opinions on immigrants are influenced by 
many factors. Comprehensive study of this issue is needed to understand the whole process. 
 
2. Goal of the survey 
 

The goal of this paper is to analyze the opinions of the Visegrad Four (V4) on immigrants and 
offer an overview of the basic information acquired from reliable data. According to Eurobarometer 88.2 
(2017), immigrants are: people born outside of the European Union, who left their home country and 
currently legally reside in country. 
 
3. Methods 
 
3.1. Study sample and procedure 

Eurobarometer surveys monitor the evolution of public opinion in all EU Member States.  
The aim is to assess EU citizens’ awareness of and support for the European Union's activities. For these 
purposes we used data from module Integration of immigrants in the European Union Eurobarometer 88.2 
(2017), which was newly introduced. The full text of the module is freely available on the pages of said 
survey. 

The first research set consisted of 1080 respondents (Eurobarometer 88.2, 2017) from the Slovak 
Republic – 43.1% men, aged 15 – 93 (M=49.45, SD=16.83), Czech Republic – 1027 respondents (40.5% 
men), aged 15 – 91 (M=47.08; SD=16.41), Hungary – 1038 respondents (42.3% men), aged 15 – 99 
(M=51.69; SD=16.73) and Poland – 1037 respondents (39.7% men), aged 15 – 99 (M=48.94; SD=17.89). 
Data collection took place in October 2017 in the form of a face-to-face interview as part of 
Eurobarometer 88.2 (2017) in the form of a multi-level probabilistic selection. 
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3.2. Measures 
We used items from Eurobarometer 88.2 (2017) to measure the opinions. The opinions of the 

migrants were measured using a 7 - item scale ranging from 1 - strongly agree - 4 - strongly disagree,  
we have reversed the polarity of the items for easier data interpretation - higher score = stronger approval 
with the statements. The items were subjected to principal axis factoring to assess the dimensionality of 
the data (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin = .834; Bartlett's Test of Sphericity X2= 8792,561; df = 21; p < .01).  
We have named the first factor as “Immigrants as help„ (Cronbachs´alpha = 0.845) and the second factor 
as “Immigrants as a burden” (Cronbachs´alpha = 0.762). 

 
Table 1. Rotated factor matrix - opinions of the immigrants.  

Impact of immigrants on society  Factor 
Immigrants as help Immigrants as burden 

- positive for national economy .762  
- burden on welfare system  .758 
- take jobs away from workers  .576 
- help to fill jobs .641  
- new ideas and innovation in (country) .787  
- enrich (national) cultural life .760  
- worsen crime problems in (country)   .713 
Extraction Method: Principal Axis Factoring.  
Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization. 

 
3.3. Statistical analysis 

The information collected in the course of the survey was processed using descriptive statistics 
available in the SPSS 21.0 program. 
 
4. Results 
 

First of all, we would like to point out the opinions on immigrants of the Slovak Republic in the 
context of the V4 countries (Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland). In the “Immigrants as help“ factor,  
the respondents could achieve the highest score of 16 and in the ”Immigrants as a burden“ factor the 
highest score was 12. We have used weighted data to compare the countries. 

 
Figure 1. Attitudes towards immigrants in V4 (burden, help)– mean scores. 

 

 
 
In Figure 1 we can see that in the V4 group, Slovakia agrees the most with statements denoting 

immigrants as a burden (M = 8.89; SD = 2.14). Poland has the lowest approval rate in this factor  
(M = 8.16; SD = 2.13) among the V4 countries. The one-way ANOVA analysis shows that there are 
statistically significant differences among the countries in their opinions on immigrants - “immigrants as 
a burden” - there was a significant effect for a country on the negative opinions on immigrants at the  
p < .01 level for four countries (F (3, 3636) = 16.746; p < .01). Post hoc comparisons using the Tukey 
HSD test indicated that the mean scores were significantly different in opinions on immigrants 
(“immigrants as a burden“) between Poland and other countries (Poland has the lowest negative attitudes 
among countries); Slovakia and Czech Republic. 
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Furthermore, we have found that there are statistically significant differences among countries in 
their opinions on immigrants – “immigrants as help“ – there was a significant effect for a country on the 
positive opinions on immigrants at the p < .01 level for four countries (F (3, 3362) = 116.904; p < .01). 
Post hoc comparisons using the Tukey HSD test indicated that the mean score was not significantly 
different (p > .05) between Slovakia and the Czech Republic. In other countries, there were significant 
differences (p < .01) in opinions on immigrants (“immigrants as help“).  

We have found that the Slovak respondents, most of V4 (Slovakia, Czech Republic, Hungary 
and Poland) agree with the negative statements about immigrants and at the lowest rate (except Hungary) 
agree with the positive statements about immigrants. 
 

Figure 2. Immigrants staying i/legally – opinions. 
 

 
 
Interestingly, the respondents of Poland think that up to 36.2% of immigrants stay illegally in the 

country. Nevertheless, in other indicators of attitudes towards immigrants, they appear to be most 
positive. 16.4% of Slovaks think that more immigrants stay in Slovakia illegally and their attitude 
towards them is negative compared to other V4 countries.  

 
5. Discussion and conclusion 
 

The goal of this paper was to analyze the opinions of the V4 countries on immigration. Slovak, 
Czech Republic and Hungary have rather negative opinion on immigration and immigrants when 
compared to Poland. Similar to the findings of Heath and Richards (2016) based on data from the first and 
seventh round of the European Social Survey, Hungary and the Czech Republic are also among countries 
with rather negative opinions on immigration. In our research we have found that these countries agree 
the most with the item “immigrants as a burden” of all the countries of V4. Slovakia joins them.  
We consider this result as interesting, since compared to the other countries of the European Union,  
the Slovak Republic has low levels of foreigners in its population (IOM, 2019). Unlike Hungary, Slovakia 
does not have a negative experience with immigrants (immigrants’ oat the Budapest Keleti Train Station 
in 2015).  

Polish people have the most positive opinions on immigrants of the V4 countries. We could also 
explain the more positive attitudes of Poles using contact theory. Of the V4 countries, Poles have the 
highest number of asylum applications, and similarly, they have the most experience with immigrants in 
the country. Through contact, individuals are exposed to new information about another group.  
This information helps to understand the concerns and interests of the second group, while developing 
affective ties that reduce feelings of threat and refute negative stereotypes about members of the second 
group (Himmelroos & Leino, 2016). It could also be an explanation of the more negative opinions on 
immigrants among Slovak and Czech Republic – the less possible contact with immigrant, the more 
prejudice, stereotypes and negative opinions. These assumptions should be verified empirically. 

The cross-sectional character of the available data limits the research. The contribution of the 
paper is an overview of the opinions of V4 countries on a representative sample, thanks to which it is 
easier to understand the mood in the countries on this always-topical issue.  
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