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Introduction’

The Clingendael Foreign Affairs Barometer

annually identifies what sources of concern

and hope the Dutch population perceives in the

international environment. The main findings at

the beginning of 2024 are:

* Year on year, Dutch citizens primarily fear
threats that directly affect the community:
cyber sabotage of critical infrastructure in the
Netherlands ranks first once again

* Dutch people fear that the threats they
consider most impactful will actually occur
within five years

* Migration-related developments and Islamist
terrorism rank high on the threat list

* The threat of war is also prominently felt

* Thereisrelatively little attention for other
geopolitical developments

* International protectionism and the possible
decoupling from China are very low-ranking
threats

* EU enlargement to include Ukraine and the
Western Balkans offers little hope

¢ The climate perspective seems to be
changing, with hopes primarily being pinned
on adaptation to climate change

* Many high-scoring threats are accompanied
by corresponding high-scoring developments
in the hope rankings: expectations regarding
resilience policies are high

e Thereisless correspondence between
perceived threat and potential solutions in the
area of migration

¢ The Dutch population is significantly divided.
Hopes and fears with regard to international
developments increasingly underlie
ideological and political schisms

¢ The Dutch population is more united in its
hopes than in its threat perceptions

1 The authors are very grateful to Jeroen van Lindert and
Sasja Meijer of Onderzoeksinstituut Kieskompas for
their data collection and treatment, as well as to Peter
Haasbroek, Rem Korteweg and René Cuperus for their
peerreview.

Method and research questions

Prior to this survey,? Clingendael performed three
similar studies in 2021, 2022 and 2023. Although
the potentially threatening and hope-inspiring
developments are not completely identical year
on year, these four surveys nevertheless enable a
number of interesting longitudinal analyses:

*  What important constants can be identified
in the hierarchies of threats and opportunities
among the Dutch population as regards the
international environment?

* Do perceivable shocks occur as a result of
international crises, in the form of profound
changes in the hierarchies (e.g. a “Russia
shock” following the large-scale invasion of
Ukraine by Russia)?

*  What significant changes are apparent
throughout the years? Which themes rise in
the hierarchies, and which themes fall?

¢  Whatothernoteworthy developmentsarethere?

*  What themes can be identified with regard
to which Dutch citizens are confident that the
government and society of the Netherlands
can become or be made resilient enough to
overcome the challenges? And around which
threats do Dutch citizens see little in the way
of encouraging developments?

* On which developments is the population
divided, and where do we see more unity?
How do the constituencies of various political
parties view the presented developments?
And how is that division positioned in
relation to the increasingly relevant schism
between “Anywheres” (who are less attached
to borders and national culture) and
“Somewheres” (who are very attached to
borders and cultural identity)?

The attitudes of Dutch citizens with regard to
potential threats (see Table 1) and potentially
hopeful developments (see Table 2) were
simultaneously polled using two representative
samples. The number of respondents was 3780
for the ranked list of threats, and 3530 for the
ranked list of potentially hopeful developments.

2 The data for this edition of Between Hope and Fear
were collected in December 2023, i.e. after the general
elections of 22 November 2023.
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Table 1 Hierarchy of threats
Probability
Development Impact (%yes %no)
1 | Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, 569 431
drinking water infrastructure) 7.50
2 | Unwanted foreign interference in migrant communities in the 75.0 25.0
Netherlands 7.30
3 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 65.5 34.5
7.29
4 | Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid 72.8 27.2
documentation to enter or reside in a country 7.27
5 | The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 68.5 315
7.26
6 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to make 62.4 37.6
ends meet financially) as a result of an international crisis 7.20
7 | High, unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital products 69.0 31.0
(e.g. raw materials, energy, chips, medication, weapons) 717
8 |Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend 50.3 49.7
European territory 714
9 |Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO 347 65.3
ally or the Netherlands itself 712
10 | Global overpopulation 58.8 41.2
712
11 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European
Union (e.g. due to corruption, erosion of the independence of the 57.7 42.3
judiciary) 710
12 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, 32.7 67.3
drinking water infrastructure) 7.07
13 | Involvement in a nuclear war 139 86.1
7.06
14 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 74.3 25.7
698
15 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation
campaigns (e.g. around elections in the Netherlands, around the war in 76.7 23.3
Ukraine) 695
16 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 60.9 391
694
17 | Russia wins the war with Ukraine 57.2 42.8
6.85
18 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 791 209
6.85
19 | The growing power of big tech companies (e.g. Facebook, TikTok and X) 71.6 28.4
6.84
20 | Inflation as a result of an international crisis 68.0 32.0
6.79
21 | Unwanted foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 51.8 48.2
6.78
22 | Escalation of the war in the Middle East (through involvement of 71.0 29.0
e.g. Hezbollah, Iran, and/or the US) 6.73
23 | EU rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 719 281
6.72
24 | Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of 51.1 489
the UN Security Council) 6.69
25 | Damage to our pensions caused by an international crisis 45.7 54.3

6.67
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‘ Impact ‘

Probability

Development (%yes %no)
26 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries 18.2
(e.g. India, the Gulf states, South Africa, Balkans and Brazil) 6.67
27 | The rise of hatred towards Jews 68.7 31.3
6.67
28 | NATO rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 50.4 49.6
6.66
29 | Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict
(e.g. due to the war between Russia and Ukraine, or the war between 78.3 217
Israel and Hamas) 6.61
30 | Corporate espionage by other countries 85.2 14.8
6.54
31 | A military conflict between the USA and China 19.8 80.2
6.51
32 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 45.7 54.3
6.46
33 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 471 529
6.46
34 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or 527 47.3
Taiwan) 6.39
35 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe (e.g. due to political 54.4 45.6
developments in the US or US-China conflict) 6.37
36 | Increasing international tensions due to ideological conflicts between 57.6 42.4
democratic and autocratic states 6.36
37 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials 50.6 49.4
(e.g. metals for the production of chips and solar cells) 6.35
38 | Aright-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 44.8 55.2
6.28
39 | The rise of political parties in various countries who discriminate 65.0 35.0
against people based on their religion or race 6.27
40 | Consequences for Dutch society of climate change (flooding, heat 54.2 45.8
stress, drought, damage to the environment and biodiversity) 6.22
41 | Disruption of society and economy due to emerging technologies 56.7 433
(e.g. artificial intelligence) 6.21
42 | Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, 70.3 29.7
student migration) 6.13
43 | Major consequences of European court decisions for Dutch policy 68.8 31.2
6.02
44 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major powers 44.6 55.4
6.00
45 | Replacement of the Dutch population 39.0 61.0
590
46 | A new severe pandemic 37.6 62.4
5.82
47 | The Netherlands exits the European Union 11.2 88.8
5.69
48 | The rise of hatred towards Muslims 66.7 333
5.69
49 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism 49.8 50.2
(e.g. due to large-scale Chinese and American state subsidies) 5.62
50 | Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties with 36.2 63.8
China 4.35
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The respondents were asked to rate the impact
that a large number of events and developments
would have on the security and overall prosperity
of the Netherlands if these trends were to
actually occur (rating on a scale from 0 to 10).
They were also asked about the likelihood that
these events and trends will occur within the next
five years (yes/no). When interpreting the figures,
it is important to take into account the position

of each event or development in the ranking as
well as their average impact scores and their
estimated probability of occurrence. In addition
to the relative position in the ranking, the average
impact scores and probability estimations also
offer a great deal of information.®

Migrationrelated threats and
Islamist terrorism

The surveys of the past three years reveal that
many citizens feel a need for a clear demarcation
and protection of the community. International
developments that have an immediate negative
impact at the national level have been the
greatest source of concern for several years. This
includes phenomena such as cyber sabotage,
unwanted foreign interference in migrant
communities in the Netherlands, large-scale
irregular migration, and the undermining of
society by international organised crime. At the
same time, trends that could counteract some of
these threats and help further the demarcation
and protection of the community are viewed as
hopeful developments. The present survey again
confirmed this overall picture.

The results of the past two years primarily
centred around protecting the community and
economic threats. The invasion of Ukraine by
Russia in February 2022 caused a shock in the
Dutch population’s threat perception.

3  Thetwo samples were identically weighted by a large
number of key characteristics such as sex, age, education,
political preference and Nielsen region (place of
residence). The data of the Statistics Netherlands Golden
Standard was used as a benchmark. Both weighted
samples are representative for the Dutch population as a
whole and are well comparable.

Under the influence of that war and its
consequences, the hierarchy of threats among
Dutch citizens changed significantly, although

- as later surveys showed - several of these
changes were temporary. In the 2022 study,

the top five threats were all Russia-related. In
descending order of threat, these were: high
inflation due to an international crisis; a cyber-
attack; high, unwanted energy dependence on
foreign countries; disinformation campaigns by
other states; and increasing tensions between
democracies and autocratic states. In 2023, the
unwanted dependence on foreign countries for
vital products was still considered the largest
threat, and the hierarchy of hopes revealed a
clear yearning for deglobalisation and de-risking,
as revealed for instance in the pronounced
hope placed on a return of manufacturing
industries to Europe. While that fear and hope
are still present, they appear to be less of a
priority; it is likely that they were temporarily
pushed up the threat and hope hierarchies by
the immediate repercussions of the Russia crisis
and the gas price crisis, as well as (to a lesser
extent) COVID-19 and the unwanted economic
dependence on China.

In this edition, by contrast, there is a stronger
emphasis on migration-related threats and
Islamic terrorism. After the threat of cyber
sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure, which
firmly leads the list, irregular migration and
various other migration-related developments
rank high in the threat hierarchy: “Unwanted
foreign interference in migrant communities

in the Netherlands” takes second position,

and “Large-scale irregular immigration, with
migrants not possessing valid documentation
to enter or reside in a country” is in position
four. Dutch citizens’ attitudes in 2024 seem to
indicate a certain Hamas shock in reaction to
the terrorist attacks against Israel by Hamas
on 7 October, as well as the repercussions of
the large-scale violence in Israel and Gaza in
the form of terrorist attacks in France and other
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countries.* Whereas the fear of terrorist attacks
ranked very low for many years, the threat of an
Islamic terrorist attack in the Netherlands now
stands at number three, with 66% percent of
Dutch citizens believing this will happen within
five years. The new item “the rise of intolerant
religious movements in various countries” could
also be connected with the war between Israel
and Hamas. Furthermore, migration was strongly
politicised during the recent general elections in
the Netherlands, which will also have played a
role in the prominence of migration-related items
in the threat ranking.

Threat of war

Military leaders claim that the threat of a large-
scale international military conflict in Europe
has not been this high since the Cold War.?

In that connection, we see two high-ranking
concerns among Dutch citizens: the insufficiency
of the EU’s military capacity (position 8) and
involvement in a war due to an attack on an

EU member state or a NATO ally (position 9 in
the threat hierarchy). These possibilities are
seen as significant threats, and not less than
35% of Dutch citizens consider it likely that the
Netherlands will be involved in such a war in the
coming five years.®

6 In Great Britain, the majority already believes that
World War Il will break out within five to ten years. See

Also relatively high in the threat hierarchy are
nuclear war (position 13) and a Russian victory in
Ukraine (position 17). Nuclear war is a textbook
example of a development that is perceived as
threatening but unlikely: 14% of Dutch citizens
consider it likely that nuclear war will occur
within five years. However, the majority - 57% —
expect that Russia will win the war with Ukraine
in the next five years.

The other war-related developments in the threat
hierarchy rank mid-table, occupying positions
between 22 and 34 on a list of 50. In declining
order of threat, these are: escalation of the war in
the Middle East (position 22), the ineffectiveness
of NATO (position 28), and involvement in a war
outside of the EU and NATO (position 34).


https://nos.nl/artikel/2494046-tien-mensen-vast-voor-aanslag-franse-docent-regering-zet-7000-militairen-in
https://nos.nl/artikel/2494046-tien-mensen-vast-voor-aanslag-franse-docent-regering-zet-7000-militairen-in
https://nos.nl/artikel/2494046-tien-mensen-vast-voor-aanslag-franse-docent-regering-zet-7000-militairen-in
https://nos.nl/artikel/2505275-navo-admiraal-samenleving-moet-het-onverwachte-gaan-verwachten
https://nos.nl/artikel/2505275-navo-admiraal-samenleving-moet-het-onverwachte-gaan-verwachten
https://time.com/6336897/israel-war-gaza-world-war-iii/
https://time.com/6336897/israel-war-gaza-world-war-iii/
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2024/01/25/why-is-nato-preparing-for-world-war-iii/
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2024/01/25/why-is-nato-preparing-for-world-war-iii/
https://yougov.co.uk/politics/articles/48527-world-war-3-likely-in-next-5-10-years-think-most-britons
https://yougov.co.uk/politics/articles/48527-world-war-3-likely-in-next-5-10-years-think-most-britons
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Table 2 Hierarchy of hope

Probability
Development Impact (%yes %no)
1 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 327
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems) 7.77
2 | Enlargement of NATO to include Sweden 87.5 12.5
7.58
3 | Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands 69.4 30.6
(e.g. chip industry) 7.57
4 | Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 56.0 44.0
7.36
5 | Adjustment to climate change through targeted investments 739 261
(e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers more room) 7.31
6 | Reduction of unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital 32.8 67.2
products (raw materials, energy, chips, medicines, weapons) 7.30
7 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum 35.8 64.2
seekers who have exhausted all rights of appeal in the Netherlands 7.25
8 | Better protection against physical attacks on critical infrastructure 56.6 434
(e.g. energy infrastructure, digital communication cables) 7.24
9 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European region 52.0 48.0
in order to reduce their military dependence on the United States 7.22
10 | Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and conspiracy 62.5 375
theories 7.20
11 | Reinforcing the resilience of Dutch elections against unwanted foreign 40.1 599
interference 77
12 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 35.6 64.4
714
13 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons 18.1 819
and prevent the spread and use of nuclear weapons 712
14 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy of 589 411
citizens or combat disinformation) 7.04
15 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the relocation
of production from China and Russia to the EU and surrounding 385 61.5
countries 7.02
16 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 61.3 38.7
6.96
17 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 61.1 389
6.83
18 | International collaboration against tax havens 28.2 71.8
6.81
19 | Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 56.3 43.7
6.78
20 | World-wide effort to combat illnesses and viruses in order to prevent 46.6 534
severe consequences from a new pandemic 6.76
21 | Limiting immigration 61.1 389
6.65
22 | Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send 43.6 56.4
refugees to member states in order to weaken them 6.63
23 | European countries increase investments in defence 75.7 24.3
6.54
24 | Reinforcing the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted 25.4 74.6
foreign interference (“long arm politics”) 6.51
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Probability
Development Impact (%yes %no)
25 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 49.8 50.2
6.49
26 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical sectors
(meaning that migrants return to their country of origin after a period of 47.7 52.3
work) 6.42
27 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 691 309
6.39
28 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 28.0 72.0
6.25
29 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and 48.1 519
the United States 6.20
30 | Tighter government control over religious education and “weekend 48.2 51.8
schools” 6.15
31 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third 38.1 619
countries (e.g. India, Gulf states, South Africa, Brazil) 6.12
32 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy 56.3 437
(e.g. solar and wind energy) 6.12
33 | More initiatives and programmes to curb global overpopulation 191 80.9
6.12
34 | Reinforcement of the unity and strength of the EU 38.3 61.7
6.12
35 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 25.2 74.8
6.06
36 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of member 25.0 75.0
states 6.05
37 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, 82.5 17.5
digitalisation and artificial intelligence 592
38 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands to 37.3 62.7
another country outside of Europe (as Italy is planning with Albania) 590
39 | Democratic resistance against the influence of large international 25.7 74.3
organisations such as the World Economic Forum 5.80
40 | Investing in development cooperation, also in the interest of 34.2 65.8
the Netherlands 5.48
41 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical 67.3 327
sectors 4.89
42 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 44.6 55.4
4.32
43 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania,
Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North 24.8 75.2
Macedonia) 3.35
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Less attention for other
geopolitical developments

Aside from the threat of war as an extreme

form of geopolitical dynamics, the Dutch public
has less attention for other changes in the
international environment. Exceptions are global
overpopulation (position 10) and the undermining
of democratic states (position 11). Both of these
developments are also considered likely by a
majority of Dutch citizens.

The other geopolitical developments included

in the survey are not considered particularly
threatening. This applies to the growing power
of big tech companies (position 19), the erosion
of the international legal order (position 24), the
growing influence of China and Russia (position
26), the weakening of the US security guarantee
to Europe (position 35), the struggle between
democratic and autocratic regimes (position 36)
and Europe losing the technological competition
(position 44). Those developments thus occupy
positions between 19 and 44 in the ranking
hierarchy, meaning that they are perceived as
moderately to mildly threatening. It should be
noted, however, that several of these threats

are considered likely by the vast majority of the
population, such as the growing power of big
tech companies (position 19, judged likely by
72%) and the growing power of China and Russia
(position 26, judged likely by 82%).

Finally, a noteworthy finding is that the conse-
quences of increasing protectionism (position 49)
and the decline of prosperity due to the scaling
down of economic ties with China (position 50)
rank at the bottom of the threat hierarchy. As was
the case in our study in 2023, the economic costs
of deglobalisation and de-risking are estimated
to be very low. The potential impact on Dutch
society of these geopolitical shifts also receives
very little attention in the social and political
debate in the Netherlands. It applies more gen-
erally that geopolitical developments and the
question of how to deal with them received little
to no attention in the recent general elections
and were not strongly politicised. This could be
one explanation for the lack of attention for the
consequences of geopolitical developments;

another possibility is that people feel relatively
shielded from the consequences of the above-
mentioned geopolitical developments, even
though they consider said developments likely to
occur.

Similarly to the hierarchy of threats, the majority
of the geopolitical developments in the hierarchy
of hope is found mid-table. This applies for
instance to: international agreements to limit
nuclear weapons (position 13); the reinforcement
of NATO’s unity and strength (position 17);
improvement of the relationship between

the United States and China (position 28);
reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship
between Europe and the United States (position
29); and reinforcement of the relationship
between the West and relevant third countries,
e.g. India, Gulf states, South Africa, and Brazil
(position 31).

Most European developments do
not inspire much hope

Greater investments in the safety of the
European region by the EU nations in order

to reduce their military dependence on the

US ranks relatively high in the hope hierarchy
(position 9), as was also the case in previous
years. However, Dutch citizens find little to pin
their hopes on in other developments relating

to the European Union. The introduction of
specific European legislation in the event that
migration is implemented as a weapon against
member states is still viewed as somewhat
hopeful (position 22), but reinforcement of the
unity and strength of the EU stands at position
34; a European Union that shows more respect
for the sovereignty of member states at position
36; and an enlargement of the Union ranks the
very lowest of all, with the accession of Ukraine
occupying the penultimate spot (position 42) and
accession of the Balkans ranking last (position
43). Ukraine’s membership within the coming five
years is considered likely by 45%, but just 25%
expect the Balkans’ accession to occur within
that timeframe. Finally, 11% of Dutch citizens
expects a ‘Nexit’ within five years; remarkably,
the impact of this development on Dutch security
and prosperity is rated very low (position 47).
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The climate perspective
is changing

In the threat hierarchy, the consequences of
climate change for Dutch society are seen as
less of a threat. While considered a top three
threat four years ago, climate change has since
fallen to position 40. This relative diminishment
of climate concerns in the threat hierarchy has
occurred steadily over the past several years.
At the same time, we see a lot of hope invested in
adjustments to climate change through targeted
investments, which is the fifth most hope-
inspiring development, with nearly three quarters
of Dutch citizens believing that something will
be accomplished in this regard within five years.
A relatively large amount of hope also rides on
technological innovations that can help combat
climate change (position 16, with 61% believing
that this could happen within five years). By
contrast, acceleration of the energy transition
by means of green energy is found to be a lesser
source of hope, with this development ranking
3274, although a majority of 56% respondents
believes it could occur within five years. This
process — a relative decline in the perceived
threat of climate change alongside a relative
increase in hope for climate adaptation — was
already visible in the Between hope and fear
survey of 2023, and has crystallised further in
the past year. The Dutch public’s perception of
climate change appears to be changing as part
of a more general focus on demarcation and
protection of the community: hopes are being
pinned on the country’s tall (or taller) dykes.

Fears answered by hope

The hopes and fears are, to a certain extent,
mirror images of each other. The Netherlands
fears international developments that threaten
the national and local communities, and at the
same time draws hope from trends that could
protect those same communities. For example,
the threat hierarchy shows that the Dutch public
is worried about cyberattacks, while “better
protection against cyberattacks on critical
infrastructure” tops the list of hopes, with 67% of
Dutch citizens believing that this can be realised
within five years. Better protection against

physical attacks on critical infrastructure also
ranks high in the hope hierarchy (position 8). As
a remedy against an excessive dependence on
foreign countries for vital products, many Dutch
citizens find much hope in the reinforcement
of modern manufacturing industries in the
Netherlands (position 3) and the reduction of
unwanted dependencies on foreign countries
with regard to vital products (position 6). The
hopes being pinned on these prospective
developments are indicative of a continued
yearning for economic deglobalisation and
de-risking.

The worries about security and involvement in

a war (position 9, threat hierarchy) are mirrored
by the hope placed on the enlargement of NATO
to include Sweden (position 2, hope hierarchy)
and greater investments by EU member states
in the security of the European region (position
9, hope hierarchy). The fear that international
organised crime will undermine Dutch society
(position 16, threat hierarchy) is mirrored by
better international cooperation to combat
drug crime (position 4, hope hierarchy). In short,
there is a clear correspondence between several
developments that are seen as threatening and
developments that are seen as hopeful: people
see potential solutions to the perceived threats,
and in most cases, the majority expects those
hopeful developments to occur within the next
five years.

No correspondence between hopes
and fears

The correspondence between hopes and fears is
not perfect, however. For example, just one third
of Dutch citizens considers it feasible to reduce
unwanted dependence on vital products in the
coming five years, even though de-risking is

one of their prominent wishes. Similarly, various
migration-related developments are seen as
threatening, but developments that mitigate
those threats are perceived as only marginally
hopeful. This state of affairs was already found
in the previous Between hope and fear study
(conducted in 2023), and is reconfirmed by the
present study. Unwanted interference in migrant
communities is seen as the third most significant
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threat, but reinforcing the resilience of those
communities against such influences only ranks
24" in the hope hierarchy, and only 25% of Dutch
citizens believe that this can be achieved within
five years.

The fact that various perspectives for action

to address migration rank relatively low in the
hierarchy of hope also reflects the Dutch public’s
division on the desirability of such policies.

For example, 61% of Dutch citizens judge the
limitation of immigration to be likely within five
years, but while some derive hope from this
prospect, others do not (resulting in rank 21in the
hope hierarchy).

A strongly divided population

Not all people share the same fears or draw
hope from the same developments. While there
are threats and hopeful developments that
the Dutch public largely agrees on, there are
numerous developments on which different
social groups have very different opinions. The
differences in people’s fears and hopes in the
international context increasingly underlie the
major ideological and political schisms that
divide the Dutch population. The time when
the Dutch population was only divided along
the socioeconomic dimension of left-wing and
right-wing is long past, and a new dimension is
emerging.

As an initial investigation of this new division,
the present study has formulated two questions.
Based on the answers to these questions,

three groups were identified. Somewheres
(sometimes referred to as nationalists in the
literature) are defined as people who agree
with the statements: “Protecting the borders

of the Netherlands and Europe is an important
duty. Every country should be able to determine
who gets in and who gets to stay” and “The
Netherlands has its own culture and way of

life, and these must be preserved”. Anywheres
(sometimes referred to as cosmopolites in

the literature) are people who agree with the
statements: “National borders are outdated.
Borders should not prevent people from seeking
happiness elsewhere” and “National cultures

are not that important or are constantly
changing”.’” In addition to Somewheres and
Anywheres, we also identified an intermediate
group, consisting of people who do not choose
between the presented statements or who
choose the nationalist statement in one instance
and the cosmopolitan choice in the other. In the
remainder of this document, we describe this
group as Intermediates. Based on the answers
to these two questions, the Dutch population
consists of 45% Somewheres, 27% Anywheres
and 28% Intermediates. Tables 3 to 8 present the
threat and hope rankings of the Somewheres,
Anywheres and Intermediates, respectively (see
Annex).

Distribution across the threats

In the threat hierarchy of the Somewheres,

the top five spots are occupied by migration-
related developments. In descending order of
threat, these are: large-scale irregular migration,
unwanted foreign interference in migrant
communities, large numbers of refugees due to
a war near the EU, an Islamist terrorist attack

in the Netherlands, and the rise of intolerant
religious movements in various countries. Other
migration-related items also rank relatively

high in the threat hierarchy, with ranks 7, 8 and
11 going to, respectively: the use of migration

as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU;
replacement of the Dutch population; and large-
scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration,
family migration, student migration). Clearly,
Somewheres currently perceive migration as the
greatest threat to the prosperity and security

of Dutch society. By contrast, Anywheres find
migration and migration-related developments
to be far less threatening, although they do

see threats in the rise of intolerant religious
movements in various countries (position 12 in
the threat hierarchy) and an Islamist terrorist
attack (position 15). The other developments that
relate to migration occupy positions 25 (the use
of migration as a weapon) to 49 (replacement of

7 See David Goodhart, The Road to Somewhere. The New
Tribes Shaping British Politics, 2017.
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the Dutch population) of the Anywheres’ threat
hierarchy.

The top positions in the threat hierarchy
according to the Anywheres is less homogenous
and more geopolitical than that of the
Somewheres. Anywheres fear sabotage of

vital infrastructure, both through cyberattack
(position 1in the threat hierarchy) and physical
sabotage (position 10). They also fear war: a
Russian victory against Ukraine (position 2);
involvement in a nuclear war (position 5); and war
due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO
ally or the Netherlands itself (position 6). Other
perceived threats are global overpopulation
(position 4) and a lack of socioeconomic security
for Dutch citizens as a result of an international
crisis (position 7). We also see concerns among
Anywheres that appear to be reactions to threats
that they likely associate with nationalism: the
rise of political parties in various countries who
discriminate against people based on their
religion or race (position 3); the undermining

of democratic states and the rule of law in the
European Union (position 8); and the growing
polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign
disinformation campaigns (position 9).

Some of the developments that Anywheres
consider most threatening are also seen as
threats by Somewheres: cyber sabotage of
critical Dutch infrastructure (position 6 for
Somewheres, position 1for Anywheres), lack

of socioeconomic security (position 12 for
Somewheres, position 7 for Anywheres), and
involvement in a war due to an attack on an EU
or NATO member (position 14 for Somewheres,
position 6 for Anywheres). However, it is

very clear that these two groups have very
different views on what constitutes a threat to
the prosperity and security of Dutch society.
Developments that cause Somewheres great
concern, such as the large numbers of refugees,
large-scale migration and replacement of the
Dutch population, are not considered to be
threats at all by Anywheres, who rank these
developments at 43, 47 and 49, respectively, in
the threat hierarchy. The inverse does not hold as
strongly: developments that Anywheres consider
threatening are also seen as threatening or

moderately threatening by Somewheres.
Exceptions are the developments that Anywheres
deem threatening due to associations with

the growing influence of nationalism: growing
polarisation and radicalisation (position 9 among
Anywheres, position 31 among Somewheres) and
the rise of political parties in various countries
who discriminate against people based on their
religion or race (position 3 among Anywheres,
position 47 among Somewheres).

More unity in hope

Despite the significant differences in the fears of
Somewheres and Anywheres, their hopes largely
focus on the same developments. Reinforcement
of modern manufacturing industries in the
Netherlands; better protection against
cyberattacks; enlargement of NATO to include
Sweden; better international cooperation to
combat drug crime; and climate adaptation rank
in the top ten most hope-inspiring developments
of both groups.

Somewheres also desire immigration control and
reinforcement of national independence and
sovereignty, and see the limitation of immigration
as the most hopeful development (first position

in the hierarchy of hope). They also find hope in
developments that reinforce national sovereignty
and independence.

The hope hierarchy of the Anywheres is more
internationally oriented. Their twenty top hopes
include numerous developments that presuppose
international collaboration, as well as the
reinforcement of the unity and strength of both
the EU and NATO. Furthermore, they see hope
in the prospect of schools teaching pupils how
to recognise fake news and conspiracy theories
(third place in their hope hierarchy) and greater
transparency in the foreign funding of political
parties (twelfth place).
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Breakdown by political party
preference

The perceived threats and hopes of citizens are
strongly correlated with their preferred political
party. The degree to which people’s perceptions
are coloured by their political views gives
reason to believe that the turbulent topography
of political parties in the Netherlands in fact
conceals fairly stable ideological undercurrents.
Tables 9 and 10 give an impression of this party-
political division.® In view of the fragmentation
of the party-political topography in the
Netherlands, caution is advised when reading
these tables, as the numbers of respondents
affiliated with the smallest parties are not
enough to fully guarantee representativeness.
However, the tables do paint a picture in broad
outlines.

8 Tables 9 and 10 list groups of respondents by political
party and the percentage of each group that rated the
impact of the various developments 7 or higher on a scale
from O to 10. The rightmost column notes the rating for
the overall population. In Table 9, the threat table, a red or
dark red colour shows that the supporters feel threatened
or very threatened by a development, while a green or
dark green colour indicates that this is less or much less
so. In Table 10, the hopes table, a red or dark red colour
means that the supporters derive little or very little hope
from a development, while a green or dark green colour
indicates that they are hopeful or very hopeful about the
trend in question.



%89G |%ELS |%0GS | %605 |%0SE |%e €9 |%LLe |%rvy |%00L |%61L |%rvy |%S 2L |%62r | %085 | %025 | %668 |%zvL SISLI0 [DUORDUISIU] UD AQ pasnbo suoisuad no o3 5BbWDg
(SOWDH pup [2DJS|
%Z'8S | %9ES |%0OSE | %68S | %IES | %908 | %519 |%e6r |%989 | %069 |%2vo |%r09 |%02s |%vis |%zes |%ses |%989 USBM1E JDM BU JO ‘BUIDI( PUD DISSNY USBMIE JDM BY3 03 anp “6'3)
HU__*COO me_w._oh. D 0} OJ—U W—UC_U_._QIHQZ mf_u ul suoisus} _U_Oow L.O mmcw‘_oc_
%8BS |%9GS |%BEY |RLIL | %8GV | %G9S |%T8S |%00S |%L99 | %019 | %SGV |%665 |%2Lr |%Z19 |%Ves | %595 | %G 0L SIS0 [DUCIDUISIU] UD 30 3]nsa1 D SO UORDRU|
%E6G | %6065 | %09 | %99 |%l8L |RTIII%6L8 | %e 2L |%BLLE | %989 |%V'SO |%L8S |%LES |%LLS | %L8S |%v8s | %619 SMa( 35UIDBD Pa1IbY 40 351
%L6G | %G9 |%EBE | %OGY | %LOE | %LBE | %EBY |%90E |BLI6 | %085 |%ILS |%EOL |%L2e | %29 | %929 |%092 | %8s N3 542 103U JOM D 03 anp S38BNJa1 0 SIBQUINU BBIDT
, . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (SN 843 10/puUD ‘UBJ] ‘YojjoqzaH B
%B6S | %ZOL |%9LT | %09 |%GOL |%SEY |%0GL |%L6s |%iLE | %ES9 | %019 |%619 | %695 |%695 |%vis |%0es | %809 10 1UOWONIOAU UBNOILE) 1505 SIPPIA Dud ol 10 B 10 wOnDIDOSS
. . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . (j1ounog Ajinosg
%09 | %569 (%029 |%EIL |%959 |%B96 | %80T [%OOL (%69 |%ITO |%GTS |%T9 BB |%ELS |%LS [BOVL |%IEV | | our o ssouonnoassour o onp 6:) sopio [0Bo| [DUOROUISYY S0 Jo Uoror
. . . : . : . . . . } , . : . . , (I1ZD1g PUD SUDY|Dg D011}y UINOS SBIDIS HND BY3 ‘DIpU B'3)
WO |%VLS %L1 | %008 | %S |%8F | %99 |%669 |%8lw |%e99 |%seL |%r99 |%eeo [%989 |%eso |%029 |%zss SoLUNON pr aUAIOLLL Ul DrSl PUB U, 10 DoaaAIIUL BuimOr
%219 |%E9S |%OVE | %E6S | %ol | %989 | %689 |%L69 |%G6C | %ELS | %6V |%ESO | %899 |%L29 |%BED | %099 | %E09 $30UBIBHIP PUD SUOISIAIP [DUISIU] Aq SAO3}3UI PaIapUS] OLVN
%L |%LBS | %ROVL | %619 | %869 | %S 2L | %679 |%ee8 | %SES | %009 | %209 |%L0S |%O6L | %8S |%zLS |%e6L | %81S DM 1D3[ONU b Ul JUSWSAIOAU|
%029 |%LVS | %29 | %69 | %959 |%SEV | %299 |%OEL |%EEY |%90L |%625 |%EOL | %619 | %615 |%SLS | %29 | %889 SPUDIIAUIAN B0 Ul SUOROB[S U 90UBIa4193u] UBIS10) PaIUDMUN
%LZ9 |%V6S |%L1S | %22l | %889 |%OVL | %2y |%9EL |%EVE |%U6S | %S9 | %625 |%L99 |%LS9 |%0E9 |%BEL | %viS $30UBIB}IPp PUD SUOISIAIP [DUISIU Aq SA08}jaUl PaIapUal N3
%29 |%S19 |%TIL | %529 | %8VS |WBON| %E 95 |%8SL |%ILS |%GEL |%UVS %L | %599 |%86S |%6Lv | %689 | %563 (X PUD 3O L1 L 5j00Ga0oD] 58) Sa1updwiod yoa3 BIq 0 Jamod BUIMGIB oy
%129 |%L09 |%6LE |%OSL |%L99 | %292 |%62L |%E09 |%LO0S |%EI9 |%ESO [%GI8 | %S89 |%929 |%T19 | %EeVS | %569 W5 pasiuDBIO [DUCRDUIBIUI AG A131008 Yaang 40 BuIUILLIZpUN
%BEY |%6SG |%9VY | %v09 |%vOL |RGE6 | %69 |%L09 %G8 | %E89 |%U6S |%L99 | %219 |%L19 %229 | %095 |%96L N3 51 BuIpUNGIINS S15pD3] AQ UOADAM b SD UORDIBIW J0 85
%IVO | %295 |%ETY |%V9S |%vv9 |%9C | %v69 |%VOL %09 | %0VL |%LeL |%L89 |%IE8 |%ZVL |%99L |%E8L | %lsv SUIBDIN (1M JDM BU3 SUIM DISSny]
%0'SY | %29 | %L |%0SL | %L | %908 |%ESy |%LES | %695 |%0VL |%06S |%rvo |%89L %29 |%s6s |%lSL | %S98 (horoipnl a3 jo souapuadapul ays o uoisoia ‘wondn.od 03 anp 6°2)
uolun upadoin3 ay3 Ul MDJ JO 3[NJ By} PUD SIP3S D1IPIOOWP Jo Buuiwispun
%S9 | %289 | %028 | %619 |%0EL |%L8E | %S9 |%iiL |%029 |%rvo |%zeo |%ivo |%sEL |%0V9 | %519 | %669 | %9 (2an3onA3SDAUL 1330M BubluLp
‘uawAod ‘ABisus *6°9) ainjoniispiyul YyoINg |PO1IO Jo aBpIOgDS [POISAYd
(uIoBIN
%99 | %695 |%E6L |%98L |%61L |%£08 | %01 |%6v8 %062 | %08 |%ELo | %669 |%89L |%rve |%929 |%els |%ses Ul JDM SU3 PUNOID ‘SPUDLISYISN SU3 Ul SUOROS]S punoid “6a) subioduwino
uoRDWLIoUISIP UBIBJ0) 03 9NP UORDSI|DOIPDI PUD uonpsLbjod BuiMmoirn
) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) - ) £13UN0D D UJ opisal IO 193US O} UOIIDIUSWINOOP
%99 |%lGo | %8Sy |%EEE | %0V |%922 |%LoL |%siy %6 |%veo | %989 |%evL |%ser |%vse |wiesL |%ses |%LE6 o1jon Buissessod 10U S1upIBIL (i ‘UantBruun 1omBons ooe-0Biy
. . . . i : : ; . . . . : . . . . J15531 SPUDIBBN o3
%019 |%O0L |%EBS | %99 |%I2L |%LBE |%69L |%E6L |%GBY |%0ES | %L |%EOL |%BEOB | %SG |%IED |BEZL | %919 | 10 41b oLy 10 13 UD 15UIDBD HoDID [DLIONLIE D 03 NP 1am & il SUSCIOAIOND]
) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) SISO |DUOIIDUIS}UL UD O 3Nsal b Sb (A||ploubuly 398w
BIL9 | BVL |%SVB | %529 |%9CS | %8V |%TL9 |%TLL (%289 |%BOEB %LV %GO [%OES %L | %605 (%299 |BEOB | cpus oxow on Auicous o) susmis torn 105 Kanaes sioucoborm0s o o0
%LL |BEET |%LVY |%BLL |%TL9 |%ULS |%O0B |%E09 |%69E |%0BY |%IOL %069 |%6TL |%669 |%ELL %19 |%BEL | Loodoing pusjop o) seros sequiows 1 Buowd Auoodoo Aoy Em\_wmw_hw
%89 %02 |%SLY |%VIL | %619 |%8VS | %208 |%9L9 |%e82 | %S 9L |%E8S |%OOL |%E99 |%Vi9 |%S19 |%L99 |%09L uonbjndodiano [pgol5
%289 | %09 |%00S | %00V |%9Ly | %595 |%VSL | %625 |%VLL | %099 | %965 |%96L |%68Y |%L69 |%vi9 |%S1S %816 SPUDIIUIBN B3 U SORIUNWIWIOD JUDIBIW U] 50UBI3)193U] UBI210} paIUDMUN
%689 |%SL9 | %L | %529 |%99L | %8s |%eoL %91l |%eeL | %969 |%s19 |%wvss |z |[%lor |%0'89 |%svo |%0€L (suodpam ‘uonalpaw ‘sdiyo ABioua sipueIOW M0 6'3)
s1onpoud |PUA 10} S8113UNOD UBaI0) U 8ouspuadap payupmun ‘YbiH
%T69 |%L99 | %EBY | %008 | %26V |%EIE | %9Ly |%TIL |%LVS |%L99 |%IE9 |%S8L |%TlL | %069 |%L69 |%vso |%ees $3113UNGS SNOLIDA Ul S1UBWISAGW SNOIBI[S1 JUDIS[OIU] O 951 SY L
%L69 |%BLSY | %LSS |%V'89 | %2 €S |%ELE | %G8 | %I VY |%EVO | %969 | %989 |%TLL | %8063 | %69 |%6VL | %695 | %288 SPUDJIUISN 53 Ul JODIID 35101153 ISILIDJS| Uy
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (84monu3spIUL IBIDM BuULIP
WOVL |%BTL |%VOL |%GVL | %018 | %908 |%S8L |%SV8 |%TvL |%roL |%SSs |%sve |%818 |%SoL |%vss |%sEL | %0

S19]0A

uoN

18430

“uawAod ‘ABisus *6°9) ainjoniispiyul yoIng |PO1IO Jo abBploqDS J8gAhD

1jod patiajaid siuspuodsas ayy 01 Buipiooop paibaualap ‘syuswdojanap Buluaipaiy) 691901




S19)0A

uoN

FETIHG)

oul
RBLOL | %8LC | %SV | WYL %0°S %LLL %L6 %V'GC | %6VL | %96L |[%CLC | %90L |%OLL |[%SGLL |%CCl |%E9C L3IM SB13 SIWIOU0DS 4O UMOP BUIIDOS 843 4O 3jNSaI D SD BUIOSP >u_._wam.ﬁ”nn_u
i i (Sa1pIsgns 9101s UDDLIBWY PUD 8SaUIYY 8|pos-aB.1p| 01 anp B9)
%9'8E |%V'GV |%OVL |%00G |%EC |BLEL |%SVE |%VIE |%BLLE |RLSY |%VVE |%L6V |%S6C |%V6E |%8LE |%V0OE |%L8E wsiuonoayoid BuISDBIOU 4O 3NSal b SD auloap Ajuadsoiy
%69V | %LEV | %629 |HBL69 | %LSS |%RELI | ROV | %C V9 |BLOL | %OLy |%S GV |%CSGE | %6LS |NIVY |%ECY |%VI9 | %09E olwepund 819A8S MaU
WBLLY | BLLY | %CV9 | %S89 |%0'GE |%V6C |[HRECL |%LVV |%LSS |%EEY |%b6CV |%IES |%L8Y |%LCS |%ILV |BLIY |%LLY s1amod Jofbw ay3 usemiaq uoniedwoo |poibojouyos) ay seso| adoung
%C'LY | %205 |%0SL |%68SF |%9LY WLLS | %689 |BILL [ HL2C9 |%S0S |%SCV | %809 |%Vey |%L6E |%V'69 | %082 swi|snjy 1suipbp panpy Jo asi ay ]
%88V | %LBG | %695 |%L6 %002 | %G9S |%9'G9 |%88L |[%SGC6 |%CEV |%RSIE |%609 |%LLL %E8Y | %Oy |%V8L |%LIL Ao1j0d yoing 4oy suoisioap 1uNood unado.ng jo seouanbasuod JofdN
%209 | %8ES | %6B8E |%L6 %LLEe | %00 |%069 |%6LC |[%V V6 | %ELE |HLSY |%60L |%LLIC |%0Ly |%66V |%EVL | %8728 uonojndod yoinQ ay3 Jo Jswaop|day
2ouabij|@3ul |DIDIIID B8
%E0G [%G8G | %0O6E |HLLS |%EVY |RVLL |%C99 |%S8V |%6LY |%6VV |%BVEV | %909 |%SSY |%9LS |%LLE |%L8Y | %S 0S sa1Bojouyosy BuiBiaws o3 anp >Eo:oowA puD E.M_oo.w _v,o. :o._EEw_nv_
%S'0S [ %6V | %009 |%L68 |%E6EY |%LBE |[HRECL |%SLL |%00 |[%06V |%029 |%6SGE [%9G8 |%V'IS | %029 [%0L8 |%09L uolun uoadoin3 sy SUXd SPUD|IBYISN dYL
uonpiBiw Juspnis
%CLG | %LVY | %SVE | %LSE | %88l %L'EY | %262 |%8V8 | %6VYV |%0CS | %9V9 |%8CC |%LL9 |%8'LS |%Vle |%lV8 ‘uonpaBIW Aoy ‘uonpBIw Jnoqo] *6'8) uonoIBIW \_nm_:mmL w_uow-wm\_o._
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $8}03S D[30JO0IND PUD D13VIOOWSP
%SNS | %GOV |%9LC |%CVI |%06E | %6V |[%CCV |%8V9 |%LBE |%8'GS |%C'GS |%SGLS |%609 |%L6YV |WRLLS |%ELS |%LES UsBMIS $101[;U0D [0O1BO|0BP] 03 BNP SUOISUS) [PUOIIPUIBIU] BUISDEIOU|
(s|190 4bjos pup sdiyo o uononpouid sy 10y s|prow ‘B6-9)
%62S | %L8Y | %6V |%CEL |%EBY |%LBE | %LEE |%0'SS |%CBE | %SES |%SGIS |%8C9 |HL19 |%V'SS |%O6ES |%08S | %68V S|D1IS1DW MDI [DO3LID PUD S9OIN0SA [DINIDU 03 SS359D JUBIOLNSU|
%62CS | %ECY |%60E %Ll |%SGE |%OLY |[HBLVS |%919 |%C8S | %0ES |%V'8G |%9'8G |%80S |%96V |%C8V |%ClV |%V9S (upmip] 1o suibx|N “6-8) A10311IBY OLYN 4O NF SPISINO JDM D Ul JUSWIBA|OAU]
%LVS | %6LS | %8V |%LVS |%92CS [BL96 | %LLS |%6SY |%00L |%68S |%0SY |%V VS |%99E |%LLS | %96V |%LEE | %6V oana ayy jo Aujiqpas 8y usipauyy adoun3 ul sigep ybiH
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (Ausian1polq pup JuswuoliAue ay} 03 86pwpp ‘ybno.p
%6VS | %V'0S | %CL9 |%98L |%869 |%LOV |%882 [%9S6 %VL | %SVS |%C8E | %SG EB | %G6S |%SES |%ESG8 | %CCE ‘sse11s 108y ‘BuIpoo]y) 9BUDYD 23D Jo A)2100S 4oIng 10} S8oUBNbBSUOD
%2'GG | %C6V | %00L |HLVL |%LLS |%OLY |[%LVS |%CC9 |%6EC |%00L |%L29 |%EBS |%SL9 |%6CS |%V'9S |%0CL | %IV SPUDIBYIBN Y3 Ul JODID 35110118} Isiwaiixe Buim-ybu v
%2°'SS | %0CS |%V'GS | %S89 |%L99 |%8VS |[%06S (%969 |%98V |%SGVS |%0LS |%CET |%6CI |%8CS | %ESGS | %065 |%L2S DUIYD PUD SBIDIS PANUN dYI USBMIS] 101|Ju0d AIpd|Iw Y
%99S | %8LY | %C8F | %S89 |%L09 |%0O0E |%9G9 |%8LY |%8EV |%EVI |%ELS |%E6S | %G 0S |%0EY |%EIS |%G6V | %ECY $8111UN0od 1810 Aq eBpuoidse a1pi0dio)
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20p1 10 uolbijai J18y3y uo pssnq ajdoad
%9'GG | %9EY | %008 | %098 |%99L %589 |%EG8 |%BEVL (%S VL |%69S |%VCV |%8C8 |%LLS |%96V |%L28 |%S0cC 1SUIDBD 21DUILILIOSIP OYM SSLIUNOD SNOLIDA Ut sai3ipd [ponijod 4o asii 8y
. . . . . 5 . . . . . . . . . . . (30113u00 PUIYD-SN 40 SN Y3 Ul syuswdojaAsp
%09S [ %6LS | %80V %8V |%C6y |%BO8L |%S V9 |%9V9 |%Che | %G8V |%EI9 |%LES |%6LS |%CLS |%919 |[%V'19 |%C1S [ponijod oy anp ‘6'3) adoing 0} 8e1upIONB A1INoss g By} Jo BuluasDaA
%E9S |%OLY |%C6V |%LLY |%OVS |%ELY |[%969 |%L8E |%L2C9 |%S VS |%08S |%S'S9 |%00S |%V'GS | %995 |%0CV | %89L SPUD[IBY3IBN SY3 Ul 3OD1ID 18110118} IsIWwaiIxe Buim-ya|

alun
-uo)
-sYyd




%V VS | %60S |%6B8E |%CLV | %019 [%EC %B8EL | %90V [%CVC |%OLE |%LES |%L8S |%V'SY |%LES |%LOL |%LLE |%0°89 WS1I0118} 30qWI0D 0} s1oM0od d10W UBAIB S20IAIBS 101005
WRLYVS | %69V | %09V |%0L8 |%L19 %00 %8 VL | %9L9 [%V6 %6LS | WLCL |%VEE |%LES |%6VS |%V'ED |%EES | %V TVE N3 2y o Yyabuans puo Ajun syi Jo JuswSDIOMISY
WLLS | %Oy | %OLY | %GEY | %6CS |%ELE | %OGL |%E0E |%9CL |HSGLE | %O6ED | %SG E9 |%L'SS |%CV9 |WR8LL |%V6C | %S SL ABisus upajonu Jo supaw Aq uonisuniy ABIaus ay31 JO UOIIDIS|SIDY
%V'8G | %V |%SLE |BLLL |BLL |%CCC |%EBS |%EEE | %062 |%OLS |%0O6L |%LED |%LIS |%OLY |%CSGL |%L0OS |%EL9 90UBJOP Ul SIUBWISDAUL 9SDBIOUI $8143UN0D upadoin]
%885 | %6CS | %8I | %889 | HBOEF | %989 | %O6LS |BLLY |%EEE | %0OEF |%EF9 |%ESGY |%809 |%LL9 %999 | %LV | %9°2CS abpuoidsa 23010d100 3sUIDBD B0UBI|ISBI Ul SJUBWISBAU|
(dom

%6'8G | %6SS | %S8E |WVLL |%VV9 |%ELL |%0'GS |%ECE |%SLV |%L8S |%LCL |%9ES |HRSEL |%LL9 |%VOL |%C9S |%8'LS 40 pouiad b uayp UIBLIO Jo A13UNOD J1aY3 03 UIN3al sUIBIW 1Y) Bujubsw)
$10)03S |DOI}IO Ul s8abDpIOYS INOgD| SSaIPPD 0} UolPIBIW JNOgD| JD|NDIID

%C6G | %SGL9 | %OLE |%68L |%89E |HLOV |%EIL |%C6C |%88L |HLIE |%8GS |BLIL |%88L [%LOL |%VIL |%9VL |%cC98 uonpiBiwwi Buwi
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 . (,so1Mj0d Wb Buol,) souaisyIBIUl
%E09 | %LV |%08G | %608 |%SG8G |%C0E | %089 [%92CL |%LL9 |%CEY |%0'89 |%6ES |%RECL |%0LY |%L29 |%ILL |%92CS UB12104 POIUDMUN JSUIDBD SBRIUNWWOD JUDIBIL 40 9oUBI|ISaI dU3 BuIdIoJUISY
%929 | %00S |%SEL | %G98 | %019 |%9GL |%RSLY (%968 |%LLIE |%68L |%E69 |%L2CS |HLOL |[%6C9 |%C9S |%S88 |%872S SUBADY XD} 3sUIPBD UOIIDIOGD||0D [DUOIIDUIBIU]
%CEY | RV'L9 |RELW | BVIL | %G9S |BLIC | %6LS |%ECI |BLIE |%08TF |%669 |%EES |%089 |%CLL |%6CL | %L0O9 | %219 UL USDIM 03 JOPIO U S0 Jaquiaw 03 sa3bnsa.
° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° puas Ajo1piaqiap sewibai aspo uj uonp|siBaj unadoing Jo uonONPOIIU|
%6E€E9 | %RELY | %00V |%EEB |HROELL |BVIE |%V'L9 | %6E9S | BLLL %V7'09 |%088 |%V'SS |%V98 |[%60L |[%LV8 |%89L |%E0S yibuans pub Auun s,01VN 40 JUSWSDI0ISY
. . . . . . . . : . . . ' . . . . ojwapupnd mau b woly seousnbasuoo
%9°G9 | %LL9 | %L09 |HEES |%ELI |%ELC |%CCE |%L6L |%S6E %6 LL | %708 | %L 0SS |%8V8 |%C 99 |%EEL |%EI8 | %605 210A9s JUaAa1d 0} JOPIO Ul SSSNIIA PUD SBSSBU|I IDGUIOD O} 1048 SPIM-PIOA
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Sdualsjiaiul
%999 | %2 | RLI9 | BEL |%CLL |RL9C |W8LL |HOSL |%CVS |%LOL |G 8L |%8LS |%OVL |%92L |%60L |%C08 |%V'G9 uB18104 paIUDMUN 35UIDBD SUDIFOB|S YoINQ 40 BOUBI|ISSI BU} BUIDIOJUISY
. . i : . . . : . . . . i . . : . suodbam Jpsjonu Jo asn pup ppaids ay) Jusnaid
%ELY | %269 |%C8L |%9C6 | %S89 |%CCC |%LL9 |%668 |%80G (%0C9 |%V8L |%0C9 |%ILL |%EVI |%EES | LG8 | %89S pUD suodpam JD8JONU 4O SISGUINU BU} 89NPSJ 0} SJUSWS3IBD [DUORDUISIY|
o o o o e o e o o oo o o o o o o oo oo e $9143Uun0o BulpuUNOLINS PUD 3 8y} O3} PISSNY PUD PUIYD WOl uoionpoid
%GL9 | %029 |%L69 [HOL8 |%SSGL |%VVV |%9CL |%V'SL |%00G [%8YV9 |%L69 |%66S |[%09L |%CL9 |%8VL |%9SL |%V6S 4O UOIIDOOJBI B3 03 BNp LoIBaI Ubadoing 8y} Ul SSLIUNOD 4O 851 DILOUODT
%9L9 | %999 | %G'G9 |BLOE |%0L8 | %9'GS |%6LE |%V'88 |%Sle |%OV. |%828 |%l'l9 %616 | %YL |%V'SL |%E9I8 | %V 6V aBupyo a10wWijo 1qWod djay 1Y) suoipAouul [poIbojouyos]
%C'89 |%EBS | %28 |%G98 [%98L [BEEE | %L9S [%EEB |%EBY | %889 [%EIL |%699 |%L2L [%099 |%089 |%9L8 |%E9S saiund jponyjod jo Buipuny ublaioy ayy ul Aousipdsupiy a1o
%889 |%GLS |%BOL |HOEB |%l2L |%008 |%L29 |%668 |%VEL |%B6LL |%8BL |%EGS |%EIB |%6TL |%SED |%VL8 | %L09 (UOBDHLIGHIEIP 1091100 40 SUSziio
° ° ° ° ° °© ° © ° © © ° ° © ° °© ° Jo Aopaud ayy 109104d 03 *6°9) sa|nJ Ja10143s AJsos 1snw salubdwod Yoo
o o oo o oo oo o1 o o 4 o o o Vo oo o - oo oo o ) e $91D1g Payun 8y} uo aouapuadap Aipjiw J19Y) 8oNpal 0} JopIo
%E69 | %86S |WLLS |BEEB |%CLL |HLLL |%SV9 |%6SS |%VVV | %608 |%8C8 |%C89 |%L8I |%9CL |%ILL |HLVL |%SS9 ul uoiBbai unedouing ayi Jo A1oJDS BY1 Ul SI0W 1SBAUI (T BY1 JO SBLIIUNOD BY |
S9|gDo UOIPIIUNWWOD |DBIP ‘ainyonsispajul ABisus ‘69

%VLL | %8S |%96S |%S'SL |%LZ8 |%00S |%EEL |%ELL |%LIY |%OEL | %8O8 |%LOL %008 |%ELL |%818 |%L18 | %999 SIONES AT ImoB U SXrTE et 15umB wonberor reor
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . sanoay)
%VL | %LES |%CCL |%GCO |%LEB |%EET |HL99 |[%S V8 |%6CL |%08L |%OEL | %L99 |%C06 |%8CL |%L6L |%8EL | %SG 8S opidsuoo pup smeu o3y BuISIUBO0a] 0} UORUSHD SIOW S10ASP S|00YDS
votr lormoo loeon losrs lonar locce loaea |o o1 vare lomia |omco |o oerr lororr loaco loe spuppiay3aN ay1 ut [paddp jo s1ybu || pa1snbyxe aApy
%BLL | %099 |%ETY |%EIL |%OBL [%EEE |%IEB |%LYY |%LZ9 |%BLY %018 |%V'SO |%BLVL |BECL |%I6L |%BED |BELL | oy sioposs wnjAsp 4o UMl U3 10) SALIUNGD UIBLIO UiiA UORDIOGD]|0S SIO
BLTL |%ROLL |BULL |%YLL |%128 | %8S |%LBL |%SEL | %959 |%S569 | %808 |%I8Y |%6LL |%LL |%TLL |%SEL | %099 (suodbam ‘saujoipaul ‘sdllo ABIau3 's|pLisou mo.)
syonpoud [DUA Joj s8113UN0D UBlalo) uo sdouspuadap pajuPMUN JO UCIONPSY

%0EL | %019 |%0EY | %G18 |%6SL |%8LS |[%GG8 |%V6L |%62V | %089 |%OL6 |%V2CL | %088 |%EIL |%96L |%608 |%8L9 awWIO Bnup [PUOIIDUISIUI IDGWIOD O} UOIIDISAO0D [DUOIDUIBIUL I8118]
%CEL | %66SG | %8V |%ESGL | %868 | %8LS |%9LS |%6G8 | %60V |RELL | %018 |%CL9 |%8V8 |%86L |%6VL |%LEB |%S'LL (oo a10w s1an BB ‘saxAp Buisios '63)
sjuawisanul parabuny ybnoiyy abupyd aypwijo 01 uonpidopy

%LGL | %V6S | %687 | %688 |%C8L | %00 |%LI9 |%LEL |%C2CC |%828 |%606 |%S9L |%V'88 |%EL8 |%698 |%VL8 |%ECL uspamg apnjoul 03 O1VN #0 swabibjug
. . . . . i i ) ) ) . ) : . . . . (Ansnpur diyo ‘6-3)
BLLL | %6VL |%CEL | %808 |%VLL |%689 |%6SGS |%L V9 |%LGS |%CCL |%8L8 |%ECL |%0V8 |%SEB |%6E8 |WLLL |%0LL SPUDBYIBN SU3 Ul S8L3SNpUI BULINIODINUDL UISPOLL JO JUSLISDI0JUISY
swia1sAs JuswAnd pup s)I0MIBIDM [DOI1IID ‘B

%66L | %LBY |%C6L |%L68 |%LLB | %009 |%06L |%8C6 |%LES |%C6L |%606 |%92L |%EL6 |%8V8 |%LV8 |%868 |%ViL ( puo N )

0301

S1910A
UuoN

2IN10NJISDIJUI [DD[IID UO S$HODNDIBGAD 1supBo uonoslold Jenag

Ayapd |ponijod passasaad syuspuodsal ayy 01 Buipiooop parpnualaip ‘syuawdojanap Gulidsul-adoH 0l @I9pL



o a- o o o o> o o oo . oo o/ . o1 . . o (PIUOP2OD|A YLION ‘0A0SOY ‘DulnobBaziaH pub plusog ‘Digqlag ‘olbausiuoly
%GVl |%00L |%OEL |%00E |%26L |%EEE %992 |%8L |%BE9L |%L0Z [%98 |%Lve |BEL |%9LL | %0EE ‘o1UDqIY) UOIUN Upadoing a3 01 SUDYIDG UISISOA S JO UOISSEI0Y
%SLT | %VLL | %TEC |%L99 |%9Tv |%002 |%072C |%EOE [%C9 |%GLE | %0y |%U9L |%E6E |%C92 |%L6T | %SG |%L L uolun unadoin3 ey 03 SUIDIIA 4O UOISSEODY
BIEE |%BIEZ |%GGC |%V09 |%9Le |%L9Z |%r6l |%28E |%LVl |%9lr |%lly |%022 |%V19 |%L92 |%lvy |%L9S |%8Sl 5101085 |DOIIO Ul $5601I0YS INOQD| SSBIPPD 03 SIUBIBIW INOGD| BUROD.Y

. . . . . . . . . . . . . X . X . winJo4 91wWou093 PUOAA 3Y3 SD yONns suolpsiunbio
%Sy | %69E |%22S |%VVE |%V2E |BEEE | %969 |%L9S |%e68 |%VIS |BELL |%BLL9 [%EEL | %09V |%LSE |BLIE | %8S pUONDUII SBID| 10 29UBNILUI B} 1SUIDBD SOUDISISSI FDIOOWSQ
%92V | %OEE |%T VS | %008 |%0GY | %LV |%l6y |%9EB |%BGLL | %S8G | %619 |%6ee | %0EL |%88E |%SGIE |%EC8 |%e vl | SPUDISUISN SY3 JO 1521931 8y} Ul 0S|D ‘UoRPIad00D JuswdojaAsp Ul Bunsany|
ROV | %90S |%Tly |%9LL |%60E |%9Ge |%v 08 |%6SE |%8EL %00V |%9LE | %6SS |%LLL | %LES | %Ly |%08L | %269 SJI0}4D [OUIBIUI 5,18U10 4OD® Ul S9L3UN0O Aq BUI|ppaw s8]

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . S91P1s
%BOLY | %TVS |%BGE |%GEL |%L8Y |%VLIE |%8L8 |%6SGL |%BOEL |%9SS |%6LY |%V9S |%ELE |%ECS |%61S |%ELE | %L8S Joquiow 10 A1UBIIBA0S BU) 103 100dS81 B10W SMOYS Uou ubadoing ouL
a8 — ot o /- o /- ot oo o0 o 4 o1 ot o oo o o o ) . o (1uDq|y yum Buiuupid si Ajpy| sp) @doin3 Jo apisino AJunod Jayjouo
%G8y | BEVY |%OVE |%BLEL |BLIL |BVIE |%9SS |%OVE | %609 |%L2E |%Vey |%0E€ |%902 |%EEY |%L8S |%eel |%0SL 01 SPUDLIBUIBN S WOl $158nba1 WNIASD 10 BUPUDY U 40 UORDOOISY
voor lomae loane lors locon loras Tooe loooe loaes luane |ooos |lacon loore |loeie |onr T 20UaB|]|23Ul |DIOILID PUD UOIDS|PYBIP
%88V | %OBE |BGVE |%LIL |%EW |%LIC |%96L |%V2E | %982 |%8VE | %829 |%S2V | %969 |%S1S |%L89 |%iES |%LLy «Uo1DAOULI [DoIBOJOU8) YBROIY: ALIOUOOS BU) 4O JUBLISIIONISY

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $91015 palun
%G0S |BLLY |[%L92 | %825 |%V'SS | %00 |%T6v |%LLe |%SLL |%eSE |%9V9 |%88Y |%ETS |%88S |%LOL |%¥es |%98y o1 puD 8doing UsaMIaq dIYSUOND|BI ORUDOSUDIY AL J0 IUSWIONIRY
%60S | %887 |%0LE |%e9v |%EWL | %00 |%BBEL |%LES |%6EE |%6VS |%LSGE |%L0S |%9Sy |%80SG |%EL9 |%EOV |%e69 | .SIO0YOS pusysam, pup UORDINPS SNOIBIS. JSAO [013U0D JUSWUISAOB 121yBIL
%0'lS [%ver |%rvy |%01S |%L2E e ei| %007 |%EGY |%89IE |%LIV | %029 |%89V |%66S |%T¥S |%98S |%L6S |%6TY DUIYO PUD $81015 PaIUN 8U3 UsaMIS] dIysUOND[aI Y3 4O Juawanoidu|

) ; } ) . . } . . . } . . ) } } ; (1Z01g “DOLyY YIN0S ‘s83038 NS ‘DIpu| 6°9) S313UNOD
%BOLS | %LUy |%0VS |%GSL |BLLE |%869 |%Vly |%E2S |BLOL |%90S |%219 |%V6E |%EGS |%SLS |%E6S |BELL | %EIE DAY JUDASIOI PUD 199A 51 UBBMIS] ISUONDIS! U2 10 WBWIELIONISY
%8S [%21S %06V |%7'S9 |%8LC |%hee | %EBZ | %819 |%LIL |%6vS |%G6r |%68E | %019 |%TES |%809 %895 |%9 05 uonpindodiao [pgoB qino 03 soWWDIBoId PUD SSARDIAIUI SI0|N

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (ABsaua puim pup upjos "69)
%BEES | %66V | %009 |%688 |%V'SL | %S VS |%0EC |%r88 %9'G9 | %E9S |%EVE | %088 | %66y |%0LS |[%L26 |%ETE ABisus ussIB 10 supW Aq UONISUDI ABIOUS B4} 4O UONDIB|EI0Y

S19)0A
uoN

FEITIYG)

alun
-ua)

-SHYD | JIN3a

dos




18

Clingendael Alert

In the following discussion, we will examine in
more detail the perceptions of the supporters
of the two biggest parties in the recent national
elections, whose party programmes diverge
fundamentally on many topics. Looking at the
constituencies of PVV and GL/PvdA and the
developments that they find threatening and
hopeful in the international environment, we
find that aside from a number of significant
differences, there are also several noteworthy
similarities. The percentage of people in these
constituencies that perceive the presented
developments as threatening does not differ
strongly in many cases. This is even more
pronounced in the hope hierarchy, where the
constituencies of the biggest parties largely
concur.

Where differences do exist, these relate to
politically significant topics: climate, migration,
national sovereignty and the European

Union. Among GL/PvdA voters, 85% find

the consequences of climate change to be
threatening, compared to 32% of the PVV
constituency. Migration, on the other hand, is
considered far more threatening by PVV voters
than GL/PvdA: irregular migration is seen as a
threat by 93% of PVV voters and 34% of GL/
PvdA voters; large-scale regular migration is
threatening to 84% of PVV voters and 21% of GL/
PvdA voters; large numbers of refugees register
as a threat for 89% of PVV voters and 26% of
GL/PvdA voters; replacement of the Dutch
population is deemed threatening by 83% of
PVV voters and merely 14% of GL/PvdA voters.
These are large differences on the subjects of
both climate and migration, but what also stands
out is the significant percentage of PVV voters
(32%) that is concerned about climate change,
and the substantial percentage of GL/PvdA
voters that (with the exception of replacement
of the Dutch population) considers large-scale
migration (irregular, regular and refugees) to be
threatening (ranging from 21% to 34%).

The constituencies of PVV and GL/PvdA have
very different attitudes towards national
sovereignty and, to a certain extent, also
towards the related issue of the European
Union. Many PVV voters (77%) find European

court decisions to be a threat to Dutch policy,
which opinion is shared by just 18% of GL/PvdA
voters. Of the PVV constituency, a mere 16% see
the Netherlands leaving the EU as threatening,
compared to 87% in the GL/PvdA constituency.
It should be noted, however, that there are also
remarkable similarities to be found in these two
groups’ threat perceptions with regard to Europe,
namely with respect to the lack of military
capacity on the part of EU member states, the
ineffectiveness of the EU due to internal divisions
and differences, concerns about the stability of
the euro in light of large European debts, and

the fact that Europe is losing the technological
competition between the major powers.

Looking at the most hopeful developments by
constituency, we find that — despite the strong
polarisation between PVV and GL/PvdA -

their hopes do overlap to a certain extent. The
top ten hopes of both constituencies include
better defence of critical infrastructure against
cyberattacks (deemed hopeful by 90% of the
GL/PvdA constituency and 74% of the PVV
constituency), as well as the enlargement of
NATO to include Sweden (hope-inspiring for
87% of GL/PvdA voters and 72% of PVV voters)
and adaptation to climate change through
targeted investments (84% of GL/PvdA voters
and 72% of PVV voters). All in all, PVV voters are
less hopeful than GL/PvdA voters. The average
proportion of PVV voters that finds hope in the
ten developments rated most hopeful by their
own constituency is 75%; the corresponding
figure among GL/PvdA voters is 88%.

The developments considered hopeful by the
PVV constituency that also appear in the GL/
PvdA top ten are ranked 6%, 7t and 8t in the PVV
voters’ hope hierarchy. The other most hope-
inspiring developments from the perspective of
PVV voters are: limiting immigration (86% finds
hope in this); agreements with third countries

to take back rejected asylum seekers (78%);
reinforcing modern manufacturing industries

in the Netherlands (77%); accelerating the
climate transition using nuclear energy (76%);
extraterritorial handling of asylum requests
(75%); stricter government control over religious
education and so-called weekend schools (69%);
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and less meddling by countries in each other’s
internal affairs (69%).

For the GL/PvdA constituency, the hope-inspiring
developments shared with the PVV constituency
are ranked 3, 7t and 9. The other most hopeful
developments are: schools devote more attention
to fake news and conspiracy theories (deemed
hopeful by 94% of the GL-PvdA constituency);
energy transition using green energy (93%);
international collaboration against tax havens
(89%); more transparency in the foreign funding
of political parties (88%); stricter rules for tech
companies (87%); a global approach to diseases
and viruses (86%); and reinforcing the unity and
strength of the EU (83%).

What stands out is that, with two exceptions,
the developments seen as most hopeful by GL/
PvdA voters are also a source of hope for a
majority of PVV voters — 51% to 74%, depending
on the development in question. Exceptions

are an energy transition using green energy,
which is considered hopeful by just 22% of the
PVV constituency, and reinforcing the unity and
strength of the EU, which only 34% of PVV voters
consider a cause for hope.

Four out of the ten most hopeful developments
from the perspective of PVV voters are only
deemed hopeful by a minority or very small
minority of GL/PvdA supporters. Strict
government control over religious education
and so-called weekend schools is seen as a
reason for hope by just 40% of those voters;
less meddling by countries in each other’s
internal affairs inspires hope in just 18%;
limiting immigration gives hope to 15%; and
extraterritorial handling of asylum, 12%. Looking
at the two biggest parties, the PVV shares the
hopes of GL/PvdA far more than the other way
around.

Clearly, there exists a correlation between
perceived threat and hope on the one hand and
political preference on the other.

The degree to which people feel threatened and
see reason for hope colours their political views
and preferences, but the latter undoubtedly
also have an effect on the magnitude of the

threat and hope that people ascribe to various
developments. The degree to which people view
threats through an ideological lens is evident
from their assessment of the danger posed by
various types of terrorism: 88% of PVV voters
see a threat in Islamist terrorism, 77% are
threatened by left-wing extremist terrorism, and
45% fear right-wing extremist terrorism. Among
GL/PvdA voters, on the other hand, 72% see a
threat in right-wing extremist terrorism, 57% in
Islamist terrorism, and 42% in left-wing extremist
terrorism.

Conclusion

At the outset of 2024, hopes and fears in the
Netherlands are defined by severe international
and national turbulence, which has led to
renewed concerns about migration-related
developments and Islamist terrorism. However,
compared to previous years, what emerges is
—broadly speaking — a picture of continuity: the
Dutch fear threats that directly affect one’s own
community. This applies for phenomena such as
cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure,
unwanted foreign interference in migrant
communities in the Netherlands, large-scale
irregular migration and the undermining of
Dutch society by international organised crime.
At the same time, trends that run counter to
these threats and could contribute towards the
demarcation and protection of the community
are perceived as hopeful developments.

Aside from this continuity, the main findings of

Between Hope and Fear 2024 are as follows:

— Dutch citizens fear that the threats they
judge most impactful will indeed occur
within five years. The combination of high
perceived impact and likelihood of the top
eight developments in the threat hierarchy is
concerning: society is dominated by a sense
that a daunting number of acute dangers are
headed our way.

— Migrationrelated threats and Islamist
terrorism. The years 2022 and 2023 were
primarily characterised by economic
deglobalisation and de-risking, in response
to the “Russia shock”. Those fears and hopes
are still present, though they appear to
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be less of a priority; at the outset of 2024,
the focus is primarily on migration-related
threats and Islamist terrorism. Irregular
migration and various other migration-related
developments are ranked very high in the
threat hierarchy, while an Islamist terrorist
attack is also among the top three fears. The
strong politicisation of migration during the
general elections and the “Hamas shock” of
7 October 2023 likely played a role in these
developments.

The threat of war is also clearly felt.

In 2024, war is clearly perceived as a threat.
Two concerns relating to this issue rank

high: involvement in a war due to a territorial
attack against an EU or NATO ally (position 9
in the threat hierarchy) and the inadequate
military capacity of the EU (position 8). Also
relatively high in the threat hierarchy are
nuclear war (position 13, though it is not
considered very likely) and a Russian victory
in Ukraine (position 17, with a majority of 57%
judging this a likely outcome).

There is relatively little attention for other
geopolitical developments.

In contrast to the fear of war, other impactful
changes in the geopolitical context receive
less attention, such as China and Russia’s
growing global power; the erosion of the
international legal order; the weakening of
the American security guarantee to Europe;
and the growing power of tech companies.
A large number of these developments are
deemed likely by the vast majority of the
public, however. Dutch citizens display a
similarly tepid response to potentially hope-
inspiring geopolitical developments, such

as an improvement of the transatlantic
relationship between Europe and the US,
and a reinforcement of the relationship
between the West and important third
countries such as India, Brazil and South
Africa. A possible explanation for this is

that geopolitical developments received no
attention whatsoever in the general election
campaigns. Another possibility is that Dutch
citizens see themselves as relatively shielded
from these geopolitical developments, even
though they consider them likely.

International protectionism and potential
decoupling from China are rated very low
as threats. The economic costs of increasing
international protectionism and the desired
deglobalisation and de-risking are estimated
to be very low. Due to the economic
consequences of the war between Russia and
Ukraine, inflation ranked first in the threat
hierarchy. However, there seems to be little
awareness that the desired further de-risking
and decoupling from China will also have high
costs.

EU enlargement to include Ukraine and the
Western Balkans inspires little hope.

As in 2023, an enlargement of the EU ranks
at the bottom of the hope hierarchy. The
Dutch public does not see how the accession
of these countries would contribute to

the security and overall prosperity of our
society. This does not necessarily mean that
there are no other arguments (geopolitical
or otherwise) for the accession of these
countries, but in view of the concrete
prospects that the EU (including the Dutch
government) is currently offering these
countries, the consistently low ranking in

the hope hierarchy of EU enlargement is
politically significant.

The climate perspective appears to be
changing. Compared to 2021, when climate
change still ranked in the top three of the
threat hierarchy, the consequences of climate
change have dropped significantly in the
threat perception of the Dutch public, in
spite of all the alarming news regarding the
climate. Dutch citizens believe in the positive
impact of adaptations to climate change
through targeted investments, and believe
that major steps will have been taken in this
area within five years. Climate mitigation
ranks far lower as a hope-inspiring trend, as
was also the case in 2023.

Correspondence between hopes and fears.
Many high-scoring threats are mirrored

by high-scoring developments in the hope
rankings. This applies for cyberattacks on
critical infrastructure and better protection
against such attacks, and for the fear of
excessive dependence on foreign countries
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for vital products and a reduction of that
dependence, as well as the reinforcement

of modern manufacturing industries in the
Netherlands. Concerns about security and
involvement in a war are complemented by
hopes placed on an enlargement of NATO,
increased investments by European countries
in their security, and better international
collaboration against drug crime.
Correspondence between perceived
threats and potential solutions in the

area of migration is not as strong. The
correspondence between hopes and fears

is not perfect, however. The developments
complementing migration-related threats,

in particular, are deemed only moderately
hopeful. The limitation of immigration has
risen significantly in the hope hierarchy, but
the Dutch population remains divided on this
issue.

Hopes and fears with regard to international
developments increasingly underlie
ideological and political schisms.

For Somewheres, who consider border
controls and cultural preservation to be very
important, the five top positions in the threat
hierarchy are migration-related, and of the
first eleven topics in the hope-hierarchy, eight
are migration-related. For Anywheres, who
consider national borders to be outdated
and view national cultures as less important
or changeable, the top threats are far less
homogenous in nature, and migration-related
developments are less threatening.

There is more unity in hope. The Dutch
population is more united in its hopes than

in its threat perceptions. Both when broken
down by Somewheres versus Anywheres

and by political party, we see a population-
wide investment of hope in protection
against cyberattacks, reinforcement of
modern manufacturing industries in the
Netherlands, enlargement of NATO to
include Sweden, climate adaptation through
targeted investments, better international
collaboration to combat international

drug crime, and reduction of unwanted
dependence on foreign countries for vital
products.
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Annex
Table 3 Hierarchy of threats Somewheres

Development ‘ Impact
1 | Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid documentation to enter

or reside in a country 8.19
2 | Unwanted foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 8.06
3 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 7.83
4 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 7.83
5 | Therise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 7.74
6 | Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, drinking water

infrastructure) 7.59
7 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 7.52

Replacement of the Dutch population 7.47
9 | High, unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital products (e.g. raw materials, energy,

chips, medication, weapons) 7.40
10 | Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend European territory 7.36
11 | Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, student migration) 7.29
12 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to make ends meet financially)

as a result of an international crisis 7.29
13 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 7.23
14 |Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO ally or the Netherlands

itself 7.21
15 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, drinking water

infrastructure) 716
16 | Global overpopulation 714
17 | Major consequences of European court decisions for Dutch policy 712
18 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 7.04
19 | Damage to our pensions caused by an international crisis 6.98
20 | Inflation as a result of an international crisis 696
21 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European Union (e.g. due to

corruption, erosion of the independence of the judiciary) 693
22 |Involvement in a nuclear war 6.82
23 | Escalation of the war in the Middle East (through involvement of e.g. Hezbollah, Iran, and/or

the US) 6.77
24 | Unwanted foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 6.72
25 | The growing power of big tech companies (e.g. Facebook, TikTok and X) 6.72
26 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 6.68
27 | Corporate espionage by other countries 6.67
28 | The rise of hatred towards Jews 6.65
29 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries (e.g. India, the Gulf states,

South Africa, Balkans and Brazil) 6.64
30 | Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict 6.64
31 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation campaigns (e.g. around

elections in the Netherlands, around the war in Ukraine) 6.60
32 | Russia wins the war with Ukraine 6.53
33 | A military conflict between the USA and China 6.50
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Development ‘ Impact
34 | NATO rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 6.42
35 | EU rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 6.39
36 | Disruption of society and economy due to emerging technologies (e.g. artificial intelligence)

6.35

37 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or Taiwan) 6.33
38 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials (e.g. metals for the production

of chips and solar cells) 6.32
39 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe 6.28
40 | Increasing international tensions due to ideological conflicts between democratic and

autocratic states 6.20
41 | Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of the UN Security Council)

6.20

42 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major powers 6.15
43 | A right-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 5.78
44 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g. due to large-scale Chinese and

American state subsidies) 5.55
45 | A new severe pandemic 5.44
46 | Consequences for Dutch society of climate change (flooding, heat stress, drought, damage to

the environment and biodiversity) 5.35
47 | The rise of political parties in various countries who discriminate against people based on their

religion or race 498
48 | The Netherlands exits the European Union 4.62
49 | The rise of hatred towards Muslims 4.60
50 |Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties with China 4.37

Table 4 Hierarchy of hope Somewheres

Development ‘ Impact
1 | Limiting immigration 7.89

Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands (e.g. chip industry) 7.68
3 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure (e.g. critical waterworks and

payment systems) 7.58
4 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum seekers who have exhausted all

rights of appeal in the Netherlands 7.52
5 | Reduction of unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw materials,

energy, chips, medicines, weapons) 7.41
6 | Enlargement of NATO to include Sweden 7.27
7 | Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 7.26
8 | Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments (e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers

more room) 7.24
9 | Better protection against physical attacks on critical infrastructure (e.g. energy infrastructure,

digital communication cables) 7.24
10 |Reinforcing the resilience of Dutch elections against unwanted foreign interference 714
11 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 713
12 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European region in order to reduce their

military dependence on the United States 7.06
13 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands to another country outside

of Europe (as Italy is planning with Albania) 7.03
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‘ Development ‘ Impact
14 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the relocation of production from

China and Russia to the EU and surrounding countries 6.99
15 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 6.96
16 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 693
17 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of member states 6.87
18 |Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send refugees to member

states in order to weaken them 6.78
19 | Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 6.75
20 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons and prevent the spread

and use of nuclear weapons 6.73
21 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy of citizens or combat

disinformation) 6.72
22 | European countries increase investments in defence 6.70
23 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 6.69
24 | Tighter government control over religious education and “weekend schools” 6.63
25 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 6.60
26 | Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and conspiracy theories 6.58
27 | Reinforcing the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted foreign interference

(“long arm politics”) 6.36
28 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 6.34
29 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and the United States 6.32
30 | International collaboration against tax havens 6.32
31 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical sectors (meaning that

migrants return to their country of origin after a period of work) 6.29
32 | Democratic resistance against the influence of large international organisations such as the

World Economic Forum 6.25
33 | World-wide effort to combat ilinesses and viruses in order to prevent severe consequences

from a new pandemic 6.20
34 | More initiatives and programmes to curb global overpopulation 6.08
35 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 6.08
36 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third countries (e.g. India,

Gulf states, South Africa, Brazil) 5.84
37 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, digitalisation and artificial

intelligence 5.61
38 | Reinforcement of the unity and strength of the EU 5.25
39 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy (e.g. solar and wind energy) 494
40 | Investing in development cooperation, also in the interest of the Netherlands 4.34
41 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical sectors 396
42 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 3.52
43 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania, Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia

and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North Macedonia) 2.53
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Table 5 Hierarchy of threats Anywheres
Development ‘ Impact
1 | Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, drinking water
infrastructure) 7.61
Russia wins the war with Ukraine 7.32
3 | The rise of political parties in various countries who discriminate against people based on their
religion or race 7.31
4 | Global overpopulation 7.24
Involvement in a nuclear war 719
6 | Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO ally or the Netherlands
itself 718
7 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to make ends meet financially)
as a result of an international crisis 717
8 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European Union (e.g. due to
corruption, erosion of the independence of the judiciary) 715
9 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation campaigns (e.g. around
elections in the Netherlands, around the war in Ukraine) 713
10 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, drinking water
infrastructure) 712
11 | Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of the UN Security Council) 7.07
12 | The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 7.06
13 | The growing power of big tech companies (e.g. Facebook, TikTok and X) 7.03
14 | Escalation of the war in the Middle East (through involvement of e.g. Hezbollah, Iran, and/or
the US) 7.00
15 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 698
16 | The rise of hatred towards Jews 697
17 | Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend European territory 696
18 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 692
19 | Unwanted foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 690
20 | Consequences for Dutch society of climate change (flooding, heat stress, drought, damage to
the environment and biodiversity) 6.89
21 | High, unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital products (e.g. raw materials, energy,
chips, medication, weapons) 6.88
22 | EU rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 6.87
23 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries (e.g. India, the Gulf states,
South Africa, Balkans and Brazil) 6.87
24 | Aright-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.85
25 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 6.83
26 | Unwanted foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 6.81
27 | NATO rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 6.75
28 | Increasing international tensions due to ideological conflicts between democratic and
autocratic states 6.72
29 | Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict 6.72
30 | A military conflict between the USA and China 6.71
31 |Inflation as a result of an international crisis 6.64
32 | The rise of hatred towards Muslims 6.63
33 | The Netherlands exits the European Union 6.59
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Development ‘ Impact
34 |Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid documentation to enter

or reside in a country 6.51
35 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials (e.g. metals for the production of

chips and solar cells) 6.47
36 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or Taiwan) 6.46
37 | Damage to our pensions caused by an international crisis 6.46
38 | Corporate espionage by other countries 6.40
39 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe 6.38
40 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 6.28
41 | A new severe pandemic 6.26
42 | Disruption of society and economy due to emerging technologies (e.g. artificial intelligence) 6.18
43 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 6.10
44 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.00
45 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major powers 595
46 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g. due to large-scale Chinese and

American state subsidies) 5.82
47 |Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, student migration) 5.41
48 | Major consequences of European court decisions for Dutch policy 5.30
49 | Replacement of the Dutch population 4.75
50 | Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties with China 4.36

Table 6 Hierarchy of hope Anywheres

Development ‘ Impact
1 Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure (e.g. critical waterworks and

payment systems) 7.83
2 | Enlargement of NATO to include Sweden 779
3 | Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and conspiracy theories 7.50
4 | Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 7.42
5 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 7.37
6 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons and prevent the spread

and use of nuclear weapons 7.36
7 | Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments (e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers

more room) 7.35

International collaboration against tax havens 7.33
9 Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands (e.g. chip industry) 7.28
10 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy of citizens or combat

disinformation) 7.27
11 | Better protection against physical attacks on critical infrastructure (e.g. energy infrastructure,

digital communication cables) 7.25
12 | Reinforcing the resilience of Dutch elections against unwanted foreign interference 7.22
13 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European region in order to reduce their

military dependence on the United States 717
14 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 710
15 | Reduction of unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw materials,

energy, chips, medicines, weapons) 7.07
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Development ‘ Impact
16 | World-wide effort to combat illnesses and viruses in order to prevent severe consequences from

a new pandemic 7.06
17 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the relocation of production from

China and Russia to the EU and surrounding countries 6.98
18 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 6.89
19 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy (e.g. solar and wind energy) 6.85
20 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum seekers who have exhausted all

rights of appeal in the Netherlands 6.78
21 | Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 6.74
22 | Reinforcement of the unity and strength of the EU 6.74
23 | Reinforcing the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted foreign interference (“long

arm politics”) 6.59
24 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical sectors (meaning that migrants

return to their country of origin after a period of work) 6.49
25 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 6.43
26 | European countries increase investments in defence 6.39
27 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third countries (e.g. India, Gulf

states, South Africa, Brazil) 6.37
28 |Investing in development cooperation, also in the interest of the Netherlands 6.35
29 | Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send refugees to member

states in order to weaken them 6.18
30 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, digitalisation and artificial

intelligence 6.13
31 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and the United States 6.12
32 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 6.03
33 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical sectors 5.85
34 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 5.78
35 | More initiatives and programmes to curb global overpopulation 5.78
36 | Tighter government control over religious education and “weekend schools” 5.75
37 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 5.51
38 | Democratic resistance against the influence of large international organisations such as the

World Economic Forum 5.49
39 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of member states 5.34
40 | Limiting immigration 5.30
41 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 5.14
42 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands to another country outside

of Europe (as Italy is planning with Albania) 4.67
43 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania, Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia

and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North Macedonia) 4.35
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Table 7 Hierarchy of threats Intermediates

Development ‘ Impact
1 Involvement in a nuclear war 7.28
2 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation campaigns (e.g. around

elections in the Netherlands, around the war in Ukraine) 7.28
3 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European Union (e.g. due to

corruption, erosion of the independence of the judiciary) 7.26
4 | Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, drinking water

infrastructure) 7.24
5 | The rise of political parties in various countries who discriminate against people based on their

religion or race 7.09
6 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to make ends meet financially)

as a result of an international crisis 7.04
7 | High, unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital products (e.g. raw materials, energy,

chips, medication, weapons) 7.03

Global overpopulation 6.99

Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of the UN Security Council) 698
10 | EU rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 698
11 |Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO ally or the Netherlands

itself 694
12 | Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend European territory 693
13 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, payment, drinking water

infrastructure) 6.87
14 | Russia wins the war with Ukraine 6.86
15 | NATO rendered ineffective by internal divisions and differences 6.84
16 | Consequences for Dutch society of climate change (flooding, heat stress, drought, damage to

the environment and biodiversity) 6.81
17 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.78
18 | The growing power of big tech companies (e.g. Facebook, TikTok and X) 6.76
19 | Unwanted foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 6.72
20 | The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 6.69
21 | Inflation as a result of an international crisis 6.67
22 | Unwanted foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 6.61
23 | Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid documentation to enter

or reside in a country 6.55
24 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 6.53
25 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries (e.g. India, the Gulf states,

South Africa, Balkans and Brazil) 6.46
26 | A right-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.44
27 |Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict 6.43
28 | The Netherlands exits the European Union 6.42
29 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe 6.39
30 | Escalation of the war in the Middle East (through involvement of e.g. Hezbollah, Iran, and/or

the US) 6.39
31 | Corporate espionage by other countries 6.38
32 | A military conflict between the USA and China 6.37
33 | The rise of hatred towards Jews 6.36
34 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or Taiwan) 6.34
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Development ‘ Impact
35 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 6.34
36 | Damage to our pensions caused by an international crisis 6.33
37 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 6.29
38 | The rise of hatred towards Muslims 6.28
39 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials (e.g. metals for the production

of chips and solar cells) 6.24
40 | Increasing international tensions due to ideological conflicts between democratic and autocratic

states 6.23
41 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 6.01
42 | Disruption of society and economy due to emerging technologies (e.g. artificial intelligence) 5.99
43 | A new severe pandemic 598
44 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 594
45 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major powers 5.78
46 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g. due to large-scale Chinese and

American state subsidies) 5.53
47 |Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, student migration) 5.08
48 | Major consequences of European court decisions for Dutch policy 5.04
49 | Replacement of the Dutch population 4.55
50 |Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties with China 4.21

Table 8 Hierarchy of hope Intermediates

Development ‘ Impact
1 Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure (e.g. critical waterworks and

payment systems) 8.06
2 | Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and conspiracy theories 793
3 | Enlargement of NATO to include Sweden 790
4 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 7.83
5 | Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands (e.g. chip industry) 7.72
6 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons and prevent the spread and

use of nuclear weapons 7.53
7 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European region in order to reduce their

military dependence on the United States 7.52

Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 7.43
9 | World-wide effort to combat ilinesses and viruses in order to prevent severe consequences from a

new pandemic 7.36
10 | Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments (e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers more

room) 7.35
11 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy (e.g. solar and wind energy) 7.33
12 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy of citizens or combat

disinformation) 7.31
13 | Reduction of unwanted dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw materials, energy,

chips, medicines, weapons) 7.31
14 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 7.29
15 | Better protection against physical attacks on critical infrastructure (e.g. energy infrastructure,

digital communication cables) 7.24
16 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum seekers who have exhausted all

rights of appeal in the Netherlands 7.24
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‘ Development

‘ Impact

17 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 77
18 | Reinforcing the resilience of Dutch elections against unwanted foreign interference 715
19 |International collaboration against tax havens 715
20 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the relocation of production from China

and Russia to the EU and surrounding countries 7.10
21 | Reinforcement of the unity and strength of the EU 6.96
22 |Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 6.82
23 | Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send refugees to member states

in order to weaken them 6.79
24 | Reinforcing the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted foreign interference (“long

arm politics”) 6.70
25 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical sectors (meaning that migrants

return to their country of origin after a period of work)) 6.54
26 | European countries increase investments in defence 6.46
27 | More initiatives and programmes to curb global overpopulation 6.45
28 | Investing in development cooperation, also in the interest of the Netherlands 6.41
29 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third countries (e.g. India, Gulf

states, South Africa, Brazil) 6.37
30 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 6.36
31 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, digitalisation and artificial

intelligence 6.22
32 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 6.15
33 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 6.12
34 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and the United States 6.06
35 | Limiting immigration 5.84
36 | Tighter government control over religious education and “weekend schools” 5.71
37 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical sectors 5.45
38 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of member states 5.39
39 | Democratic resistance against the influence of large international organisations such as the World

Economic Forum 5.30
40 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands to another country outside of

Europe (as Italy is planning with Albania) 5.16
41 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 5.02
42 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 4.87
43 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania, Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia and

Herzegovina, Kosovo, North Macedonia) 3.86
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