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The increase of Eurosceptic and right-wing 
groups has defined the last European 
elections. The countries where this increase 
has been most obvious are Denmark, France, 
UK and Austria, where these parties have 
overtaken more than 20%; but they have had 
a broad support also in Finland, the 
Netherlands and Greece. All together they 
represent 160 of the 751 MEPs, the 21% of 
the Chamber. 

The election results show us the wearing 
down of the two major parties, the European 
People's Party (EPP) and the Social 
Democrats (S&D). Despite maintaining the 
top positions they have suffered a significant 
reduction in their electoral support, 
especially the EPP with the loss of 53 MEPs. 
At the same time, the Alliance of Liberals and 
Democrats (ALDE) has lost the third place 
due to internal divisions, meanwhile the 
Green Party has also been weakened.  

In this context, the far-right parties have used 
the social dissatisfaction to resume 
xenophobic and populist speeches that 
despise the non-national and the minorities 
residing in their country. While in Western 
Europe the victims of these propagandas are 
mainly immigrants and Muslims, in Eastern 
Europe the victims are Roma and Jews.  

Meanwhile, the objective of the European 
Union in international protection and legal 
immigration is to establish a homogenized 
legal framework, incorporating a system of 
minimum rights and obligations as well as 
common mechanisms to combat illegal 
immigration. 

What is going to be the role of these new 
parties in the development of asylum and 
immigration policies? 

 

The populist right-wing parties share an 
exclusionary and negative rhetoric, an 
imagery in which they distinct between 'us', 
meaning the descendants of those born 
'here'; and 'them', among whose we can find 
immigrants, asylum seekers, ethnic 
minorities or Muslims. Some parties go even 
further and consider European compatriots 
as part of those ‘others’. According to these 
parties, ‘they’ are guilty of undermining the 
country's cultural identity and are social 

parasites who exploit the welfare state 
without the slightest intention of integrating 
into the society. They talk about immigration 
in terms of cultural infiltration, competition 
for job positions and crime.  

Besides harnessing the discontent with the 
political system, another key to their success 
is the simplicity of their oratory which, 
together with the permeability of many 
media, have allowed their message filled with 
stereotypes and prejudices to reach many 
Europeans. Their communication strategy 
is extremely simplistic and deliberately 
misleading, exclusionary and 
confrontational, opaque and 
opportunistic, and so are their campaign 
slogans: "Your board or immigration? You 
choose! "; "Home, not Islam" or "I think 
what you say"1. 

 

As previously pointed, considering the total 
number of seats, all these Eurosceptic and 
the far-right factions represent the third 
force in the Parliament but the influence they 
may have has been partly reduced, due to the 
inability of the French National Front to form 
its own parliamentary group2. The 
parliamentary groups represent the different 
ideologies and are one of the main actors 
setting the direction of European policies as 
far as they increase the voice of the parties, 
as well as their ability to thrive initiatives.  

In this regard, three factions in the most 
extreme right wing have been established – 
two of them own a parliamentary group, and 
one of them from now owns the third force in 
the Parliament. 

                                                           
1
 Liberal Party of Austria (FPÖ). 

2
 In order to set up a parliamentary group it is 

necessary to join a minimum of 25 representatives of 
7 different countries. If Le Pen has had the second 
requisite, we would also find in the Parliament the 
European Alliance for Freedom (EAF).  



In the first position, the party of European 
Conservatives and Reformists (ECR) 
represents the strongest Eurosceptic 
parliamentary group. Their ideology is 
mainly defined by the Tories’ Anti Europa 
from the UK, the ultraconservative Polish 
Law and Order Party, and the antieuro party 
Alternative for Germany. Same time, this 
coalition also includes more radical and 
clearly anti-immigration parties such as the 
Danish People's Party or the True Finns Party 
among others. The ECR waivers to highlight 
the economic benefits of immigration and 
presents it as a burden to the host society. 
The ECR advocates for the introduction of 
immigration quotas and the amendment of 
the Schengen area to prevent highly skilled 
individuals to migrate without a prior 
contract offer. They also want to include 
measures to curb the arrival of cheap 
workforce by reducing the eligible 
professionals sectors.  

In the second position, considering both the 
number of parliamentarians and the axis to 
the right, we find the parliamentary group 
Europe Freedom and Democracy (EFD), led 
by the UKIP and the Five Stars Movement 
from Italy. They hold an Europhobic and anti-
immigration discourse but their group is 
weak because of overly opposite positions 
among its members concerning the economic 
model of austerity. 

Finally, in the extreme right and without 
parliamentary group, we find the European 
Alliance for Freedom (EAF), led by Marine Le 
Pen, in tandem with Liga Nord from Italy, the 
far-right Freedom Party of Austria and the 
islamophobic Dutch Party for Freedom. 
L'EAF goes one step further and surpasses 
the immigrants’ rejection, characteristic of 
the ECR and EFD, and has a clearly 
xenophobic ideology with an open racist and 
islamophobic speech. Among their ideas we 

can find the reintroduction of border controls 
and the establishment of a European 
commissioner for immigration and freedom 
of movement.  

In short, more Eurosceptic-wing parties of 
the European Parliament, the Party of 
Conservatives and Reformists (ECR) and the 
Freedom Party and Democracy (EFD) have 
been reinforced with the last elections. At the 
same time, the number of right-wing MEPs 
has increased, but the European Alliance for 
Freedom (EAF) has failed to form their own 
group in the Parliament. Nevertheless, we 
have to keep in mind that the members of 
these factions sometimes have such 
incompatible positions that freedom of MEPs 
vote is not strong enough to keep them 
together. Moreover, most of them do not 
share a common project but rather a focus 
on destruction, as the end or the 
limitation of freedom of movement; and 
the rejection of foreigners, pluralism, 
cultural variety of modern societies and 
European integration. We will see if these 
parliamentary groups are stable over time, 
and cohesive in their votes or if, in contrast, 
they are too much heterogeneous and the 
splits take place. 

 

In any case, the European Union has already 
begun a slow process of harmonization 
through the adoption of Directives on 
asylum, EU workers and border control.  

In the last legislature the Parliament adopted 
the Common European Asylum System. From 
the second half of 2015 there will be 
minimum health standards in the Detention 
Centres, with specific differentiated criteria 
for asylum seekers and children. They also 
fixed a standard period of 6 months to decide 
on applications for international protection, 
extendable to 21 months for those refugees 



coming from countries with an uncertain 
situation, for instance Syria. Same time, they 
introduced a gender identity as a refugee 
status. It has also created the Fund for 
Refugees, Immigration and Integration in the 
EU, with 3.100 million euros within 2020, 
40% of which will be destined to asylum 
policy and the integration of immigrants. 

On the other hand, the Directive has been 
adopted on the entry of non-EU seasonal 
workers and intra-corporative transferees’ 
directive. The objective of these regulations, 
designed for low-skilled immigrants, is to 
ensure the legal security of non-EU workers 
to protect them from exploitation, by 
establishing their rights and duties in equal 
working conditions, and ensuring their 
access to decent housing for their stay in 
Europe. A framework for the recognition of 
foreign titles and qualifications in the 
European territory has also been established.  

At the same time, strategies for bordering 
control have been intensified with the 
creation Eurosur and the Smart Borders 
strategy. Their goal is to pursue and prevent 
illegal entry to Europe and human trafficking 
and to monitor the compliance’s visas 
permissions. It has also created the Internal 
Security Fund of the EU with 105 million 
euros for border controlling. 

 

And they will continue to take more actions 
because the southern countries are seeking 
help from Europe to cope with the influx of 
immigrants and refugees and, in fact, that 
debate has been postponed to be tackled by 
the new Parliament and the new 
Commission, which have five years to 
develop a strategy to respond to these 
requests.  

In this vein, the Council of Europe recently 
met for an initial discussion on the guidelines 
for the upcoming Stockholm Programme, 
which regulates aspects of security and 
immigration in the same box. The 
conclusions of the meeting illustrate a 
continuation in the security-immigration 
perspective, as well as the remaining of the 
shield border strategy. However, they have 
not discussed any requests from 
Mediterranean countries to enhance 
European solidarity in immigration control 
and management of international protection 
applications.  

The four candidates for the presidency of the 
Comission did give their position on this 

matter. They agreed in two elements, with 
many nuances. On one hand the promotion of 
legal immigration channels and, on the other 
hand, a reinforced intra-European solidarity 
to tackle the influx the immigrants and 
refugees from the Mediterranean countries. 
And a similar statement has been hold by the 
Councils’ Presidency, held by Italy since 1st 
July, which has endorsed the establishment 
of commune immigration policies, with 
special emphasis on the distribution of 
immigrant load between the member states. 

 

Overall, at the political level the traditionally 
pro-European parties will still have the 
majority to take actions on migration and 
asylum but we will listen to the speeches and 
the xenophobic rhetoric of the new right-
wing parties in the Parliament. Actually, 
some of its members are awaiting a trial for 
their statements. For instance the dutch Beer 
Wilders, who during celebrations of the 
election results encouraged their voters to 
sing songs against the Moroccans; also the 
polish Janusz Korwin Mikke, who publicly 
holds the intellectual inferiority of women.  

In the present scenario, the most likely is that 
if the traditional parties cannot isolate the 
right-wing parties (reduce their presence, 
support, visibility, etc.), the traditional 
parties will try to adopt one of the key 
measures of their programs, such as strong 
anti-immigration policies, in order to 
embrace part of their electorate.  

In front of this conjunction is essential that 
the civil society continues to closely monitor 
the discourses and the policies implemented 
on immigration and asylum in Europe. On 
one hand, to prevent the expansion of 
xenophobic discourse, and on the other, to 
ensure the respect of human rights of 
refugees and migrants. 

 

 


