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Abstract 
Studies of why political parties in Sweden motivated their change of statements and policies 

during the refugee crisis in 2015 have been limited. I argue that it is relevant to question Swe-

den’s traditional image as an open and generous country towards refugees. A change of policies 

took place within the traditional refugee friendly political parties in Sweden. Therefore, this 

thesis helps explain context for changes in the policies of the Green and Left parties during the 

refugee crisis 2015 in Sweden. It outlines the different policy outcomes between the Green and 

the Left parties and explains why two parties with initially similar positions concerning refugee 

issues became so markedly divided in a time of crisis. In this study, both quantitative and qual-

itative methods involving content analysis and semi-structured interview techniques have been 

used in order to examine to what extent a change of reasoning led to different policy outcomes 

for the Left and Green parties. Interviews were used to gain deeper knowledge about each 

party’s approach towards refugees during Fall of 2015.  

Studies on Swedish refugee policies during the refugee crisis 2015 have either focused on 

1) how refugees have been framed in news media and by politicians and 2) the socio-economic 

effects refugees have on Sweden because of badly managed integration policies. Less focus has 

been placed on how social economic reconstruction (proactive planning that allows groups from 

below to organize their resources) can become a powerful tool for political parties to provide 

solution-oriented refugee policies. Considering this unexplored area, this study analyses the 

Green and Left Parties’ refugee policies and how they developed during the refugee crisis by 

2015.  The research questions therefore relate to the change of policies of the Green and Left 

parties related to concepts such as solidarity and compassion for refugees and the need for 

greater restrictions on the number of refugees coming to Sweden through scarcity reduction 

and shifting budgets. The conclusion is that during the crisis, the concept of solidarity towards 

refugees was being tested and the debate mainly focused on quick solutions to the current crisis 

by restricting the number of asylum seekers through stricter laws.  In contrast, policy discourse 

did not engage investments in solution-oriented policies with long run benefits, e.g. improving 

the efficiency of labor market policies to facilitate new arrivals’ labor market entry and social 

inclusion. 

 

Key words: Refugee crisis, 2015, Sweden, Solidarity, Refugee policies, the Green Party, the 
Left Party. 
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1. Introduction 
The aim of this study is to investigate how the refugee crisis during the period September 

2015 to December 2015 impacted policy development of both Green and Left parties in Swe-

den. My research questions focuse on Swedish policies responding to the so-called “refugee 

crisis” of 2015. First, during 2015 there was a significant increase in the number of refugees 

who crossed the Mediterranean Sea to get to Europe and media and politicians called it the 

worst refugee crisis since the Second World War II. The extremity of the issue makes it an in-

teresting period to see reactions of political parties which are called to action. Second, Swe-

den started to show a greater interest during 2015 in helping refugees coming to Sweden. 

Help organizations and volunteering increased during this specific period; politicians urged 

the Swedish people to open their hearts.1  

Despite these pronouncements suggesting openness and generosity, a political transfor-

mation towards stricter asylum rules occurred shortly thereafter with the argument that refu-

gees were a budget burden for Sweden. Political parties paid less attention to how refugees 

could become an advantage to Sweden through comprehensive and proactive policies vis-à-

vis integration. It is therefore, of interest to investigate this specific period as many clear or 

dramatic changes happened over just a very short period of time. The specific research ques-

tions to be answered in this thesis are: To what extent are there any concrete changes in the 

policies of the Left and Green Party’s towards solidarity for, and economic-based restriction 

to the inflow of refugees, that is a reaction to the “refugee crisis” in Sweden between Septem-

ber and December 2015?  

By “refugee crisis,” I mean crisis as framed by politicians and media. By “solidarity,” I 

mean refugee policies based on compassion towards refugees. By “economic-based re-

strictions,” I mean scarcity reduction or systems to overcome both integration costs and the 

lack of resources related to Swedish refugee reception.  By “shifting budgets,” I refer to how 

economic scarcity reflects the limited or absence of investments into integration projects re-

lated to Swedish refugee reception. The aim is to investigate how the Left and Green parties’ 

refugee policies relate to and changed due to the refugee crisis and the number of refugees 

that applied for asylum in Sweden during fall 2015.  

At first, the debate focused on the moral responsibility that Sweden had towards refugees 

and asylum seekers as well as the economic and social advantages of migration. The debate 

reached a turning point in November 2015 when the government came up with a proposition 

                                                
1 H. Rosén, ”Reinfeldt: Öppna era hjärtan för de utsatta,” Dagens Nyheter, 16 August 2014.  
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to restrict asylum immigration to Sweden. To investigate this I will use theories related to po-

litical solidarity, the social and economic impact of refugees and mechanisms to overcome 

scarcity, i.e. to reduce or accommodate the alleged “costs” of refugees. I aim to show that 

while political changes occurred, the justification behind the changes detracted from the fun-

damental problem in the need to create a system to manage the large number of refugees in 

need coming to Sweden. My methods include content analysis and interviews as these pro-

vided me with useful means of benchmarking key developments. Content analysis is a method 

that can be applied on several sources with the aim to process text and communication. Since 

the focus of this thesis is about the political development of the Green and the Left parties 

during the refugee crisis in 2015, I have used both written and oral sources including public 

opinion articles, policy documents, political speeches and interviews. The purpose of using 

these methods are to determine the existence of different concepts in the available material es-

tablished in the theoretical framework. The aim is to measure to what extent and in what way 

these concepts have been applied in practice by the Green and Left parties. Considering this, I 

believe that these methods were most suited to achieve the purpose of this study.  

 

1.1 Scope and delimitations 

The independent variables in this study consist of the concrete changes of the Left and Green 

party policies between September and December 2015. The changes to be measured will be 

both policies towards solidarity for refugees and restrictions to the inflow of refugees. The de-

pendent variable is the framed notion of “refugee crisis” by politicians and media during the 

same period.   

The time and place boundary of Swedish developments from September 2015 to Decem-

ber 2015 was chosen because it includes important key incidents that the independent variable 

consists of. On September 6, 2015, the Prime Minister Stefan Löfvén held a speech at a pro-

refugee demonstration. Löfvén urged compassion and solidarity towards refugees because of 

the tragedies that happened in the Mediterranean Sea during the month of September. On No-

vember 24th, the Government held a press conference to introduce temporary laws to restrict 

people from seeking asylum in Sweden.2  These key incidents cover the time of the refugee 

crisis; I also study the period until the end of the year 2015 when the last major debates in this 

political cycle about refugee reception where held. By studying this period and investigating 

                                                
2 ”Regeringen föreslår åtgärder för att skapa andrum för svenskt flyktingmottagande,” regeringen, 24 November 
2015. 
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the Green and the Left parties’ various statements on the issue it is possible to see if there has 

been changes in policies from September (the start of the refugee crisis, fall 2015) until De-

cember when the last major debates regarding the crisis were held for year 2015. It is thus 

considered a reasonable period to discover if there had been any significant change of policies 

and statements.  

 

1.2 Disposition 

To most effectively answer the research question of this study, the thesis will follow a pre-de-

termined structure that consists of four main sections (Figure 1). The first part will summarize 

the overall objectives of the study and the problem area followed by limitations and defini-

tions and the purpose of the study. I will also discuss the background to the refugee crisis and 

outline the main material that this study is based on. The second part consists of the frame of 

reference or theoretical approach deployed. Previous research will be mapped out in order to 

establish an understanding of the research field and will constitute the foundation of the theo-

retical framework. Then, the methodological framework will operationalize the theories. The 

last part consists of the empirical analysis followed by a discussion and my conclusions. Each 

section begins with a short introduction in order to prepare the reader for the content of the 

following section. The purpose of structuring the study in this way is to give insight to the 

reader on what comes next and summarize the main points in the upcoming sections.  

Figure 1: Disposition Structure 

 
 

1.3 Definitions 

The framing of the “refugee crisis” has been and is still central within the refugee policy de-

bate during 2015. The media/policy frame of a “refugee crisis” arose due to the large number 

of refugees coming to Sweden in 2015. According to the Swedish Migration Board statistics, 

more than 162,877 people applied for asylum in Sweden in 2015.3 I argue that authorities,  

media and politicians have incorrectly framed this  “refugee crisis.” Politicians suggest that 

the large number of refugees have created a crisis among the Swedish system, local authori-

ties and as a consequence the Swedish welfare system is put under pressure. Politicians and 

certain media referred to the lack of food, health and shelter for refugees coming to Sweden in 

                                                
3 ”Inkomna ansökningar om asyl,” Migrationsverket, 2015, p. 1. 
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2015 as a “system collapse,” and hence a “crisis.” The Conservative leader Anna Kinberg Ba-

tra described the number of refugees as unstable, “for Sweden, we have to take measures in 

order to maintain the system we have...If we do not, we can expect some type of system col-

lapse.”4 The Prime Minister Stefan Löfvén used a similar definition when linking refugees to 

a national crisis as he warned for a new “huge” stream of refugees from Iraq, “Sweden cannot 

re-live the unstable situation we had during 2015.”5 In 2015, the Prime minister also referred 

to the number of refugees coming to Sweden as an “unstable situation.”6 

Similar discourse can be traced back to the Swedish debate during the 1980s. As more and 

more refugees came to Sweden, politicians started to use the word “crisis” in relation to the 

number of refugees coming to Sweden. In a government proposition with the purpose to re-

duce the number of asylum seekers coming to Sweden, it was argued that the Swedish refugee 

reception system was in crisis. The total number of refugees coming to Sweden was estimated 

to be 29,000 during 1989, which is approximately 10,000 asylum seekers more than the previ-

ous year 1988. In the same proposition, it was also argued that the number of refugees in rela-

tion to available Swedish welfare demanded extraordinary measures.7 The refugee problem 

was thus framed by the majority of politicians as being about the large numbers of refugees 

coming to Europe and the member states’ inability to receive the large number of people and 

the possible burdens this entailed.  

The High Commissioner for Refugees, Antonio Guterres referred to the high numbers as a po-

litical and humanitarian problem, or a “political crisis”: “the dramatic multiplication of con-

flicts in the world. It’s the fact that the international community has lost much of its capacity 

to avoid conflicts, to prevent conflicts, and then to timely solve them.”8 Guterres’s definition 

allows another interpretation of the refugee issue in 2015. I share his view about how the 

events in 2015 should be referred a political crisis. Therefore, my standpoint is that the domi-

nant  “refugee crisis” frame was not based simply on the number of refugees coming Sweden, 

but rather represented a political crisis created by irresponsible refugee policies. The ambition 

of this study is to demonstrate that the “refugee crisis” was really such a political crisis.  Dis-

cussing the “refugee crisis”, the actual meaning behind this concept in this paper refers to a 

political crisis rooted in political irresponsibility.  

                                                
4 H. Olsson, ”Moderaterna: systemert riskerar att kollapsa,” Dagens Nyheter, November 9, 2015. 
5 A. Kasurinen, ”Löfven: kan bli gigantisk flyktingström från Iran,” SVT, October 17, 2015.  
6 A. Victorzon, ”Löfven: 10 000 flyktingar per vecka är ohållbart,” Omni, November 17, 2015. 
7 Riksdagens protokoll 1989/90:46, §9, p. 78.   

8 “ Number displaced worldwide hits record high – UN report,” BBC, June 18th 2015.  
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1.4 Material, Population and Sample  

The purpose of this study is to examine how the Green and the Left Parties have approached 

the refugee “crisis” in the public debate and their internal refugee policies during September 

2015 to December 2015. I will therefore use various sources such as debate articles, political 

speeches, policy documents and interviews in my analysis.  The findings will be used to deter-

mine the position of the parties regarding: a) the development, positioning or changes in their 

policies related to refugees, b) potential associations between these positions and/or changes 

and specific kinds of discourses (or the absence of specific discourses, e.g. related to notions 

of solidarity). To the extent that an association (or correlation) between a policy outcome and 

a given discourse (or its absence) is not regarded as sufficient evidence of causation by some, 

I provide a complementary way to try to establish causation or deeper relations between refu-

gee policy outcomes and how political parties reason.  A combination of semi-structured in-

terviews makes it possible to compensate for weaknesses or information left out in the availa-

ble material gathered from a content analysis. 

The databases I will use for the study contains of debate articles in Dagens Nyheter (DN), 

Svenska Dagbladet (SvD) and Aftonbladet, policy documents, political speeches and inter-

views. To gather the sample articles relevant to my research, I have designed a coding scheme 

which is found in the methodological section. The coding scheme is based on keywords re-

lated to my theoretical framework. The figure below illustrates how the population, sample 

and the sub-sample relate to each other. The blue field represents all political and expert opin-

ions in Sweden, the grey field represents a sample of this population, opinions made by party 

leaders presented in strategically selected newspapers, policy documents, speeches and inter-

views. The purple field is the sub-sample, i.e. specific statements chosen through a search 

with keywords based on the theoretical framework.  
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Figure 2: Sample and Population 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
1.4.1 Primary and Secondary Sources 
In this section I will address relevant material that will constitute the foundation of this study 

and the relation between the method and my choice of the material. The selection of material 

will be divided into two categories: primary and secondary sources.  

First, the primary sources I will use in this study consist of public opinion or editorial arti-

cles (hereafter called “debate articles”) from three newspapers, Dagens Nyheter, Svenska 

Dagbladet and Aftonbladet. The debate articles that I have selected mainly focus on the par-

ties’ political positions on refugees, the integration processes, advantages and disadvantages 

of refugee immigration during the political crisis of 2015. The debate articles that deal with 

the refugee crisis, but do not describe any of the four categories are not included in the analy-

sis. I will also limit the material to the period that I am investigating, although I have chosen 

to include debate articles discussing the political crisis of 2015, but which were published af-

ter December 2015.  

Second, I will use policy documents from the Left party, Motion 2015/16:3412 and Mo-

tion 2015/16:3283, as well as the Green Party’s Proposition 2015/16:174 and Proposition 

2015/16:67. The Green Party has not published any motions as they, together with the Social 

Democrats, are responsible for the two legal proposals concerning greater restrictions on total 

refugees coming to Sweden. Instead, I will examine statements in the proposals made by the 

Green Party.  

Third, public political speeches and debates from the Riksdag which include: (a) party 

leader debates on SVT Agenda (September 25, 2015), (b) a parliamentary debate regarding 

the acute “refugee crisis” (October 11, 2015), (c) parliamentary debate migration expanditures 

(December 3, 2015) and (d) a parliamentary debate regarding national security and public or-

der (December 17, 2015). The first debate was held on September 25, 2015 in the parliament 

(A) Political and expert opinions 

(B) DN, SvD and Aftonbladet, policy 
documents, political speeches and in-
terviews 

(C) Statements regarding solidar-
ity, positive and negative impacts 
of refugees and systems to over-
come scarcity 
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concerning the acute “refugee crisis” and was held in Parliament on the 25th of September 

2015.9  The second debate among party leaders was broadcast by SVT Agenda on October 

11th, 2015. Here, all parties were present and discussed the political crisis and how the recep-

tion of refugees should be handled. Jonas Sjöstedt represented the Left Party and Gustav 

Fridolin the Green Party. The third (December 3, 2015) and fourth (December 17, 2015) de-

bates were parliamentary discussions of migration expenditures and how the large scale of 

refugees arriving to Sweden during the Fall of 2015 constituted potential threats to the public 

order and national security in the country.   

 Fourth, as the selection of material regarding debate articles are potentially limited, they 

have been augmented by conducting semi-structured interviews with representatives from 

both parties and experts within the field to examine how the parties themselves define how 

their policies have changed during the political crisis in 2015. The interviews were designed 

to analyse the parties’ approaches and policies on the political crisis in 2015. The respondents 

were representatives of each party and additional experts within the field.  

The secondary sources such as news articles and additional material that I have applied 

have the purpose to form an idea about the framing of the crisis in 2015. The secondary 

sources are also based on the primary sources as they confirm and strengthen statements 

found in the primary material. Finally, the books and articles that I have used discuss topics 

related to areas such as the disadvantages and advantages of immigration, integration and 

scarcity reduction and limited investments and the concept of solidarity which has been a re-

curring concept in the Swedish migration debate. These books and articles are used to develop 

the theoretical framework and the research establishing context. They illustrate the choices 

which can both define migration policies and the Swedish refugee debate during 2015.  

2. Background   
The coming discussion will first describe the factors which led some actors to describe the 

significant growth in the number of refugees as a “crisis.” I then highlight how this word us-

age and related framing affected Swedish policy and how similar past situations involving a 

large number of refugee arrivals (which may or may not have also been framed as “crises”) 

were handled by the center-right government.  I next describe budget calculations on the cost 

of refugees made by the current government and the migration board to analyse how the gov-

ernment choose to invest in integration and welfare because of the refugee influx in 2015. 

                                                
9 ”Aktuell debatt om den akuta flyktingkrisen,” Riksdagen, September 25th, 2015. 
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Lastly, I will outline the government proposition that is a central point of reference for this 

study and the reasons behind it. 

 

2.1 Year 2014: Election Year 

During 2014, various incidents took place in Sweden and affected Swedish policy and policy 

making. First, the large number of refugee arrivals became even more extensive and obvious 

than in previous years and Fredrik Reinfeldt (the leader of the Conservative Party) who was 

the Prime Minister at that time held a speech that came to set the standard for Swedish refugee 

reception. In his speech, Reinfeldt urged the Swedish people to “open their hearts” to the refu-

gees and the ongoing crisis in the world.10 Second, the Conservatives lost the general election 

after ruling Sweden for two election periods (eight years). The winners were the Social Dem-

ocrats who formed a minority government together with the Green Party.11   

 
2.2 The Social Democratic Coalition with the Green Party  

The Social Democrats chose to form a government together with the Green Party and ex-

cluded the Left Party, even though the three parties were united against the center right parties 

during the election period. The exclusion came as a shock for the Left Party and according to 

their party leader Jonas Sjöstedt, Löfvén made a “big mistake by excluding us.”12  Löfvén mo-

tivated the exclusion as necessary as he wanted to cooperate across the party block bounda-

ries.  Löfvén argued that the Left Party was unable to compromise on core issues.13 The So-

cial Democrats formed a government together with the Green Party because they intended to 

create “a cooperative government” involving “entire Sweden” and they would “seek broad 

agreements in the parliament to secure key political reforms.” Moreover, the argument was 

that Sweden was “too small for major conflict and political deadlocks.”14   

The new Government met serious obstacles under their first months of rule. The problem 

was that the Sweden Democrats played a major role under the Social Democratic minority 

government and threatened to reject every budget without a change to the current immigration 

policy.15 The new government’s budget proposal was rejected by the Sweden Democrats.  The 

government was, therefore, forced to seek parliamentary support from the more mainstream 

                                                
10 H. Rosén, ”Reinfeldt: Öppna era hjärtan för de utsatta,” Dagens Nyheter, 16 August 2014. 
11 ”Sverige/Aktuell politik,” Landguiden, November 23rd, 2015. 
12  A.H. Svensson, ”V utesluts från regeringen,” SVT, 15 september 2014. 
13 A.H. Svensson, ”V utesluts från regeringen,” SVT, 15 september 2014. 
14  ”överenskommelsen,” Miljöpartiet de gröna, October 26, 2014.  
15 Lisa Röstlund, Nivette Dawod and Pär Karlsson. SD:s besked: Fäller regeringens budget. Aftonbladet, 2014-
12-02. 
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right electoral bloc for their proposals to avoid new elections.16 Therefore, the government de-

veloped a new refugee agreement – the so called “December agreement” together with this 

mainstream right electoral bloc (the Alliance) which was traditionally divided on the issue.  

The Social Democratic government’s goal was to exclude the Sweden Democrats’ influence 

on migration policy.17  Barely a year after the December Agreement’s formation, this cooper-

ation ceased on October 9, 2015 after the Christian Democrats announced that the cooperation 

between the bloc boundaries was no longer valid.18  

 

2.3 Year 2015: the “Refugee Crisis” 

2015 was described by the media and politicians as the year in which the world experienced 

the worst refugee crisis since World War II.19 The United Nations refugee agency UNHCR 

estimated that in 2015 over 60 million people were on the run, a number that never had 

reached such high levels before.20 The majority of those crossing the Mediterranean Sea to 

Europe came from the top ten countries in the world that are in need of protection.21 At the 

same time, reports showed that more people were forced to flee their home countries, Euro-

pean countries began to take action in order to reduce the influx of migrants and asylum seek-

ers. One country that received strong criticism in the Swedish news media was Hungary, par-

tially triggered by actions in September 2015 when the government decided to put up razor 

wire fences between its borders with neighbouring countries Serbia, Croatia, Turkey and Bul-

garia.22  

The purpose of the fence was to force asylum seekers elsewhere and prevent their entry to 

Hungary.23  Measures to reduce the number of asylum seekers by putting up border controls 

spread in 2015 to more European countries, including Sweden. Swedish social authorities ar-

gued that public security and order in the country were threatened, which led to the temporary 

internal borders controls that were presented in November 2015.24 The government also intro-

duced identity controls on all modes of public transport into Sweden. The declared purpose of 

                                                
16  M.J. Larsson, ”så fungerar decemberöverenskommelsen,” Dagens nyheter, 27 December 2014.  
17  M. J Larsson, ”Så fungerar decemberöverenskommelsen,” Dagens Nyheter, 27 December 2014. 
18 A. Naeselius, ”Decemberöverenskommelsen: Detta har hänt,” SVT, 9 October, 2015.  
19 ”Största krisen sedan andra världskriget,” Svenska Dagbladet, 27 augusti 2015. 
20 ”Mid-year trends 2015,” United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, 2015, p. 3. 
21 ”Mid-year trends 2015,” United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, 2015, p. 4. 
22 T. Küchler, ”Ungern ska stoppa flyktingar – med taggtråd,” Svenska dagbladet, 2 August 2015. 
23 T. Küchler, ”Ungern ska stoppa flyktingar – med taggtråd,” Svenska dagbladet, 2 August 2015. 
24 ”Regeringen beslutar att tillfälligt återinföra gränskontroll vid inre gräns,” regeringen, 12 November 2015. 
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these actions was to encourage people to seek asylum in other European countries.25  It is, 

however, not the first time Sweden faced these types of issues. Because of the war in former 

Yugoslavia, a lot of people came to Sweden and even then, the relationship between the num-

bers of refugees coming was linked to word “crisis”. During 1991, it was said that 14,100 

people sought asylum in Sweden. The following year over 100,000 people from the former 

Yugoslavia came to Sweden to seek asylum.26  Back then, the Swedish government intro-

duced visa requirements to reduce the number of asylum seekers.27   

The number of asylum seekers in Sweden remained at a relatively constant level during  

early 2015, and was to increase during the summer months and then drastically decreased in 

December after the new rules were implemented in November.28  Despite the initial strong 

wave of support for refugees in September of 2015 marked by the refugees welcome demon-

stration, a series of events (the high number of refugees and the period of retrenchment) 

helped turn the tide within the Social Democratic Party leadership against a policy to fully 

embracing the large numbers of refugees streaming into Europe (Figure 3).  

 Initially, the numbers of refugees accelerated, reaching extremely high levels. In June 

2015, the total number of refugees coming to Sweden was 6,619. By August 2015, that num-

ber increased (compared to June) by approximately 77.5 % to 11,746 refugees per month.  By 

September, the number increased (compared to August) by approximately 106.9% to 24,307 

refugees. By October, the number increased (compared to September) by 61.2% to   39,196 

refugees.  Yet, by December 2015 the number of refugees coming to Sweden decreased by 

64.6% (compared to October).  That month, the total number of refugees was 13,872.29   

Figure 4 below shows that November 2015 was a peak month of refugees coming across 

the Mediterranean, with over 40,000 refugees entering Sweden. Reports from the Swedish 

Migration Board showed that Sweden received around 10,000 asylum seekers in one week 

during the Fall of 2015 and that the situation was starting to become unsustainable.30  

  

                                                
25 ”Regeringen föreslår åtgärder för att skapa andrum för svenskt flyktingmottagande,” regeringen, 24 Novem-
ber 2015. 
26 ”Invandrar- och flyktingpolitiken,” Regeringens skrivelse 1993/94:127, p. 11-12. 
27 ”Överföring och mottagande av flyktingar från f.d. Jugoslavien m.m”., proposition 1993/94:51, p. 2.  
28 ”Inkomna ansökningar om asyl,” Migrationsverket, 2015, p. 1. 
29 See timeline on page 14. 
30 “Första gången över 10.000 asylsökande de senaste sju dagarna,” Migrationsverket, November 9th, 2015,  
“Ohållbar arbetssituation på Migrationsverket,” ST, November 13th, 2015. 



15	
	

 

Figure 3: Evolution of the number of refugees in 2015 Sweden 
 

 
Source: Migrationsverket, ”Inkomna ansökningar om asyl,” Migrationsverket, 2015, p. 1. 

 

2.4 Budget Propositions and Economic Calculations 2016 

In proposals regarding the state budget, financial plan and tax issues for 2016, the government 

sought to put 19,419,719 Swedish crowns on migration expanditures. According to prognoses 

for 2015 – 2019 (published in 2015), almost 300,000 refugees and relatives of former asylum 

seekers were expected to be granted a residence permit in Sweden.31 The proposal claimed that 

when more people seek refuge in Sweden, high demands are placed on society to take care of 

and develop resources that such immigration causes. The government proposed total invest-

ments of approximately SEK 2.1 billion in 2016 for better reception and more effective inte-

gration.32 It would partly be financed by removing other compensations and assistance.33 If the 

positive effects of migration are fully embraced, it could provide positive effects on the public 

finances because of Sweden’s aging population. If society fails in embracing the potential of 

refugees, it will mean that in the short-term costs will be greater.34 

                                                
31 ”Budgetpropositionen för 2016: Förslag till statens budget för 2016, finansplan och skattefrågor,” proposition 
2015/16:1, p. 4. 
32 Proposition 2015/16:, p. 4. 
33 Proposition 2015/16:, p. 4. 
34 Proposition 2015/16:, p. 4. 
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The proposal discussed other difficulties and the increased concerns as a consequence of 

60 million people on the run.35 The government therefore proposed to provide 48,827,432 

SEK for defense and an effective crisis response. Swedish security policy has aimed at insur-

ing the country’s political independence and military independence, leading to alliances with 

other countries and organizations. Sweden participates in bi- and multilateral defense and se-

curity policy cooperations. To enable the increased ambitions in the defense area, the govern-

ment proposed and announced significant increases in defense defenses by supplementing a 

total of SEK 10.2 billion for 2016-2020.36 These increases in funding were believed to ad-

vance Sweden’s defense.37  In 2014, the Swedish government invested 100 billion Swedish 

Crowns (SEK) on defense material. That same year, estimates showed that Swedish refugee 

reception roughly would have cost the same.38 The cost of Swedish military expenditures in 

2015 amounted to 45.354 billion SEK39  compared to 60.2 billion SEK for the reception of 

refugees in 2016 according to the Swedish Migration Board.40   The government of that time 

agreed with the Social Democrats to buy ten additional JAS Gripens and to export such weap-

ons to other countries.41 The cost of these aircraft were up to 100 billion Swedish crowns 

which was roughly the same amount as the asylum reception of refugees from Syria and So-

malia would cost over the next four years.42  

 
2.5 The Refugees Welcome Demonstration 

On the 6th of September 2015, around 15,000 people gathered in a pro-refuge demonstration 

that was held by the organization Refugees Welcome, at Medborgarplatsen in Stockholm as a 

reaction to the ongoing tragedies in the Mediterranean.43 The Swedish Prime Minister Stefan 

Löfvén held a speech calling for Sweden and Europe to take its responsibility: “We need to 

act now and Sweden needs to continue to take its responsibility. But that is not enough. All of 

Europe needs to do more.”44 Löfvén continued by saying that “we need to decide what kind of 

Europe we want to be. My Europe receives refugees. My Europe does not build walls.”45  The 

                                                
35 Proposition 2015/16:, p. 70. 
36 Proposition 2015/16:, p. 71. 
37 Proposition 2015/16:, p. 71. 
38 Feldman, 2014, p. 42. 
39 ”Military expenditure by country, in local currency by financial year, 1988–95,” SIPRI, 2016.  
40 ”Stor osäkerhet i prognosen – EU:s agerande avgörande,” Migrationsverket, October 22, 2015. 
41 A. Billner, “Försvaret får köpa 60 nya Jas-plan,” Dagens Nyheter Ekonomi, August 29, 2014. 
42 J. M. Feldman, ”Vad händer efter valet?,” Ordfront Magasin 6, 2014, p. 42. 
43 A. Bolling and C. Svahn, ”Löfvén: ”Mitt Europa bygger inte murar,” Dagens Nyheter, September 6, 2015. 
44 ”Tal av statsminister Stefan Löfvén vid manifestationen för flyktingar,” Regeringskansliet, Stockholm, Sep-
tember 6th, 2015.  
45”Tal av statsminister Stefan Löfvén vid manifestationen för flyktingar,” Regeringskansliet, Stockholm, Sep-
tember 6th, 2015.  
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Prime Minister made these remarks in response to the European countries shutting out refu-

gees by implementing anti-migration policies. Löfvén also mentioned that all the member 

countries must commit themselves to take responsibility over the refugee reception. Löfvén 

argued that the European Union and Sweden had to significantly increase their reception of 

quota refugees and stop shutting out people who seek refuge and that the European Union 

should work to find legitimate ways for people who come to seek asylum.46 

 
2.6 The Period of Retrenchment 

The refugee policies in Sweden hardened considerably during the month of November 2015. 

The government introduced new rules that proposed to change the Swedish Aliens Act and to 

adapt to European minimum levels with the aim of reducing the number of asylum seekers 

able to come to Sweden. The existing rules regarding the granting of a residence permit had 

been based on exceptionally distressing circumstances and were to be replaced with stricter 

rules that only allowed residency on humanitarian grounds. In certain very limited exceptions, 

the requirement of providing economic support to family members became stricter and iden-

tity controls were eventually introduced on all modes of public transportation into Sweden.47 

The law proposition was heavily criticized by Amnesty International48 as well as the Ombuds-

man for children who stated that Sweden was violating various international conventions and 

human rights requirements.49  

In early September 2015, there was yet another tragic accident in the Mediterranean Sea, 

when a three-year-old boy was found dead on a beach in Turkey. A Turkish photographer 

took a picture of the boy lying with his face down toward the beach, which spread to head-

lines worldwide. This moving image highlighted the urgency of the refugee situation and pro-

moted more discussions on how countries could address the refugee crisis. An opinion poll 

published in early September 2015 in the Aftonbladet newspaper showed that 66 percent of 

Swedes were supportive of refugees.50 

                                                
46 ”Tal av statsminister Stefan Löfvén vid manifestationen för flyktingar,” Regeringskansliet, Stockholm, Sep-
tember 6th 2015.  
47 ”Regeringen föreslår åtgärder för att skapa andrum för svenskt flyktingmottagande,” Regeringen, 24 Novem-
ber 2015. 
48 A. Lindenfors and M. Seidlitz, “Yttrande över utkastet till lagrådsremiss: Begränsningar av möjligheten att få 
uppehållstillstånd i Sverige,” Regeringskansliet, 7 March 2016.  
49 F. Malmberg, ”Utkast till lagrådsremiss Begränsningar av möjligheten att få uppehållstillstånd i Sverige,” 
Barnombudsmannen, 8 March 2016.  
50 L. Järkstig, ”Majoriteten av svenskarna vill hjälpta,” Aftonbladet, 6 September 2015. 
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2.7 Summary of the Government Proposition 2015/16:174 

The Government Proposition 2015/16:174 reads as follows: “The number of asylum seekers 

that came to Sweden during 2015 was at record high [levels]. The burden on the Swedish asy-

lum system and other vital societal functions was subjected to a heavy load.”51 In light of the 

“untenable situation” and the political crisis as described in the quote above, measures had to 

be taken in order to reduce the number of refugees received in Sweden.52 The underlying 

cause was that several municipalities and local authorities claimed that they could not handle 

more refugees.53 Other key functions of society facing heavy burdens were the provision of  

housing, health care and social services.54  

The Swedish Asylum administration was also exposed to pressure as the number of refu-

gees increased. At the end of 2015, 163,000 refugees sought asylum in Sweden.55 The Swe-

dish Civil Contingencies Agency (Myndigheten för samhällsskydd och beredskap) warned 

that essential functions could not deal with this type of pressure. The government judged that 

the situation posed a serious threat to public order and national security. With this point of de-

parture, the government introduced temporary border controls, as well as identity controls 

when traveling by bus and train from Denmark to Sweden and ferry to Sweden.56 The Left 

Party, which had had a history of cooperating with the current government parties and are the-

oretically aligned in part with the Social Democrats and Green Parties, strongly criticized the 

new proposal.57 The Green Party also claimed before the 2014 elections that they would never 

cooperate with other parties that aimed to reduce immigration to Sweden.58 The Left Party 

chose to stay out of the refugee agreement and therefore did not support the new rules and 

regulations that were presented on November 24th 2015 which the Green Party, however, 

supported.59   

The government argued that the new rules were necessary measures “even though such 

actions may restrict the chance for people to get to Sweden to seek asylum.”60 That same year, 

                                                
51 ”Tillfälliga begränsningar av möjligheten att få uppehållstillstånd i Sverige,” Proposition 2015:16:174, p. 1.  
52 Proposition 2015:16:174, p. 22. 
53 Proposition 2015:16:174, p. 22. 
54 Proposition 2015/16:174 p. 21. 
55 Proposition 2015/16:174 p. 21. 
56 Proposition 2015/16:174 p. 21. 
57 ”Jonas Sjöstedt: Miljöpartiet hycklar om asylrätten,” Svenska Dagbladet, 3 April 2016. 
58 P. Karlsson, “Billströms utspel får hård MP-kritik,” Aftonbladet, 4 February 2013. 
59 M. J Larsson, “V utanför uppgörelsen på grund av tillfälliga uppehållstillstånd,” Dagens Nyheter, 23 Novem-
ber 2015 
60 ”Särskilda åtgärder vid allvarlig fara för den allmänna ordningen eller den inre säkerheten i landet,” proposit-
ion 2015/16:67, p. 9. 
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the government introduced another proposal which suggested a new law on special measures 

in case of a serious threat to public order or national security in the country. The law gave the 

government the power to be able to take specific measures to maintain law and order in the 

country. The law was proposed to enter into force on December 21, 2015 and expire on De-

cember 21, 2018.61 Both the Migration Board and the police authority concluded that the situ-

ation posed serious threats to public order and recommended these measures.62 The govern-

ment argued that the migration flows caused challenges in terms of functionality of society 

and public security.63    

 

2.8 Problem Formulation, Aims and Questions 

While previous studies have examined why political parties drastically change their policies 

they have not focused on the Green and Left Parties’ policy changes related to refugee absorp-

tion.64 The aim of this study is, therefore, to fill the gap within this research field by analysing 

developments with these two parties vis-à-vis the refugee developments triggered by events in 

2015.  

To fully understand the context behind the potential changes in refugee policies, I empha-

size the history of how Swedish left parties have traditionally been known for pursuing a gen-

erous and compassionate refugee and migration policy in a spirit of solidarity.65 The way 

these traditional left parties have approached the political crisis in 2015, however, can lead us 

to question their assumed common reputations as having generous and humane refugee poli-

cies. It is, therefore, relevant to investigate the potential underlying causes for why two parties 

with an initial or stated common position in refugee policies have actually diverged.66 My re-

search question is, therefore: To what extent are there any concrete changes in the policies of 

                                                
61 Proposition 2015/16:67, p. 1. 
62 Proposition 2015/16:67, p. 8.  
63Proposition 2015/16:67:, p. 8. 
64 V. Schmidt, C. Radaelli, “Policy Change and Discourse in Europe: Conceptual and Methodological Issues,” 
West European Politics, 2004, S. Svallfors, ”Välfärdsregimer och välfärdsopinioner: en jämförelse mellan åtta 
västländer,”sociologisk forskning, 1999 and A. Håkansson, ”vad styr partiers ageranden?” in Erlingsson, G., Hå-
kansson, A., Johansson, K-M., and Mattson, I., in Politiska Partier, Studentlitteratur, Lund, 2005. 
65 U. Lundberg, Sverigebilder: det nationellas betydelser i politik och vardag Framtidens samhälle 12. Stockholm: 
Inst, 2008, p. 117. 
66 As I have noted, a key measure will be in the area of  “shifting budgets,” which refers to how economic scarcity 
reflects the limited or absent investments into comprehensive integration projects related to Swedish refugee re-
ception.  
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the Left and Green Party’s towards solidarity for, and economic-based restriction to the in-

flow of refugees, that is a reaction to the “refugee crisis” in Sweden between September and 

December 2015?  

3. Research Establishing Context  
This section covers previous research and acknowledges extensive literature that is fundamen-

tal for the theoretical framework. The research that I will refer to in this study, consists of dif-

ferent fields, but are all related to the issue of change of reasoning on refugee reception and 

how and why these changes occur. The ambition is to emphasize the essential content for this 

study that are related to the research question, but also introduce central ideas and theories 

that will be applied under the empirical part of this study. To do so, I will adress the central 

role the Social Democrats have had in Swedish policy making. Although, this study focuses 

on the Left and Green parties, their different relationship to the Social Democrats is an im-

portant variable to understand the role of the Social Democrats as a monolithic backdrop for 

this whole question/discussion as the Social Democrats over the past four decades have had a 

central role in shaping increasingly restrictive refugee policies.67 The following sections con-

sist of studies made on how and why refugee policies within Swedish political parties have 

emerged since the 1960s.  

 

3.1 Migration Policies Under the Social Democratic Rule 

Research within the field of migration policies is extensive and focuses on aspects such as po-

litical institutions, economic conditions, cultural context, vote-maximizing behaviour and the 

behaviour of right-wing and populist parties. Some examine agenda-setting regarding why po-

litical parties prioritize certain political issues. Swedish refugee policies are particularly inter-

esting to study because Sweden distinguished itself as a generous and open country.68 Jonas 

Hinnfors, Andrea Spehar and Gregg Bucken-Knapp have done some research in the Social 

Democrats' role in migration policymaking. They argue that the Social Democrats have 

played a central role in the party system given their frequent tenure in government.69 The 

foundation of Social Democratic ideology is based on the idea of a public sector, solidarity, 

inclusiveness and socialism with international roots.70 Hinnfors and others argue that in spite 

                                                
67 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, ”The missing factor: why social democracy can lead to restric-
tive immigration policy,” Journal of European Public Policy, Vol. 19, 2012, issue 4, p. 586. 
68 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 592. 
69 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 588. 
70 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 586. 
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of international socialist roots, national ideological roots weigh heavier with emphasis on cre-

ating the “people’s home” (folkhemmet) in order to protect domestic industries and cultural 

values.71 This idea of the Swedish model of “people’s home” as nationalism led to the imple-

mentation of strict immigration policies as the idea of the welfare state was founded on con-

cepts like “Swedishness,” “people,” “Swedish model,” and “community,” creating uncertainty 

towards “the other”.72 

Hinnfors and colleagues illustrate through empirical examples how the Social Democrats 

since the 1960s continuously have implemented strict immigration policies.73 Another exam-

ple is the decision of 1989 which only allowed temporary residence permits based on the ar-

gument that the Sweden “could not cope with refugee numbers and that refugees would be 

better taken care of” closer to their home country.74 When the Social Democrats continuously 

formulated strict migration policies, it was without any threat from right-wing parties and in-

dependent from public opinion who opposed to such measures.75 During the 1960s the Social 

Democrats started to drastically tighten up labour migration policies and implement measures 

to reduce the number of refugees granted asylum in Sweden.76 Politicians began to discuss 

immigrants’ social and political status in society. It was not until the 1960s that immigration 

policy issues had a prominent position within the Swedish political agenda, when immigration 

to Sweden started to increase.77 The Swedish labour market was strongly overheated and 

badly in need of a stronger labour force and these immigrants were thought to bring valuable 

experiences to Sweden.78 The demand for labour has since then focused on the Swedish la-

bour market and Swedish immigration policy has been regulated by it.79 The political Scien-

tist Nils Öberg states that the welfare state is based on the demand for labour and that “in 

many contexts, immigrants have been welcomed, and rejected, depending on the recipient 

countries’ labour market needs.”80  

 

 

 

                                                
71 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 589. 
72 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 590. 
73 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 585. 
74 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 586. 
75 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 594. 
76 J. Hinnfors, A. Spehar and G. Bucken-Knapp, 2012, p. 586. 
77 Öberg, 1994, p. 56. 
78 Ibid.  
79 Öberg, 1994, p. 57. 
80 Öberg, 1994, p. 11 
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 3.1.1 From Labour Migration to Refugee Related Issues 
Unlike the 1960s, when the Swedish immigration policies were dominated by labour, in the 

more recent period these policies have been dominated by the issue of refugees and related is-

sues.81 Several reforms took place in the Swedish Aliens Act, which regulated the right of ref-

ugees and their position in Swedish society.82 Öberg discusses the moral dilemma a state faces 

when discussing the refugee issue: Allowing Sweden to take care of all the world’s problems 

will place limits on maintaining the existing living standards that the welfare state brings. 

Large-scale immigration is, therefore, seen as a threat to the state and its citizens.83 He argues 

that the dilemma is rooted in the preservation of the welfare of incumbent citizens and the 

maintenance of a strong conviction that peace, security, freedom and well-being causes moral 

obligations that extend beyond the nation’s borders.84 

It was not until the late 1980s that Swedish political parties generally agreed on issues re-

garding immigration, except for the Left Party.85 Marie Demker and Cecilia Malmström con-

ducted a study on Swedish refugee policy development. They argued that the Left Party did 

not mention anything specific about migration policy in the 1960s and 1970s. It was not until 

the 1990s that the party discussed the issue of immigration and having a humane and generous 

refugee policy. In their party program in 1993 they also stated that the Government should 

counteract the causes that make people seek refuge outside their home countries. From 1996, 

the Party’s policy program entailed openness towards refugees, and the Party called for Swe-

den to take in more refugees. The Left became increasingly generous towards refugees. Ac-

cording to Demker and Malmström, the reason for this was that labour migration reduced in 

Sweden and had been replaced by refugees. The Green Party has also seemed to be generous 

and open towards migration and refugees. In their party program of 1991 they had a generous 

approach towards immigration.86  

 
3.1.2 Restrictive versus Open Immigration Policies  
The previous section discussed how a country’s conception of “well-being” and welfare can 

affect migration policy outcomes. In this section, I shall develop this argument. It is argued, 

                                                
81 Öberg, 1994, p. 71. 
82 Öberg, 1994, p. 70-82. 
83 Öberg, 1994, p. 13. 
84 Öberg, 1994, p. 13. 
85 Öberg, 1994, p. 70-71. 
86 M. Demker and C. Malmström, Ingemansland?: svensk immigrationspolitik i utrikespolitisk belysning, Stu-
dentlitteratur, Lund, 1999, p. 67. 
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that Sweden has the most generous refugee policies based on humanitarian principles, com-

prehensiveness, generosity, internationalism and humanism.87  

Elisabeth Abiri argues that this idea is not completely true by studying the political devel-

opment in Sweden during the 1980s and 1990s refugee crises, one of Sweden’s worst. Abiri 

argues that the 1990s consisted of a decade of hard awakenings for Swedish migration poli-

cies. With the increasing number of refugees from the Balkans, mixed reactions in Sweden 

became increasingly widespread and the parties started to cooperate in order to establish a 

common refugee policy.88 With the increasing numbers of refugees coming to Sweden, the 

ethnic cleansing in Bosnia was hard to deny.89 As a consequence, with support from parties on 

both sides of the political blocs during the late 1980s and early 1990s, the Swedish state also 

began to change the Aliens Act to limit the granting of asylum to individuals defined as “con-

vention refugees.” The Social Democratic government based their arguments on the number 

of claims for asylum that went beyond the capacity of the Swedish state to handle.90 The 

change gave fertile ground for the political opposition to claim that Sweden was “swamped” 

by refugees, when in fact Sweden’s reception capacity was not stretched to the limit.91   

Initially, migration changed from being largely driven by labour demand to being driven 

by political and war refugees, particularly starting with the crisis generated by the war in for-

mer Yugoslavia. During the 1980s, most parties were relatively generous towards taking in 

refugees and immigrants, but this policy started to weaken by the 1990s. The Green Party 

eventually emerged as a champion of immigrants and refugees.92 The two parties’ current pro-

grams hold a positive attitude towards refugees. Both have developed a policy to promote ref-

ugee immigration but also put forward measures necessary for integration. In 2016, the Green 

Party emphasized that it wanted to promote a world without borders where individuals can 

move without restrictions and no one is forced to flee from war. Refugees should be guaran-

teed a legally secure asylum process in Sweden. The Greens advocated a quick integration 

processes and believed that past experience (whether it is foreign education, work experience 

and language skills) should also be credentialed in Sweden. State and local authorities have a 

                                                
87 E. Abiri, ”the Changing Praxis of ’Generosity’ :  Swedish Refugee Policy during the 1990s,” Journal of Refu-
gee Studies, Vol. 13, No. 5, 2000, p. 14.  
88 Abiri, 2000, p. 15.  
89 Abiri, 2000, p. 19. 
90 Abiri, 2000, p. 15.  
91 Abiri, 2000, p. 15. 
92 M. Demker and C. Malmström, 1999, p. 64. 
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shared responsibility for people who come to Sweden. All municipalities should have a gener-

ous and equivalent policy towards refugees.93   

In May 2016, the Left Party emphasizes that they support a generous and humane refugee 

policy, refusing “to adapt to racism and xenophobia.”94 The party believes that everyone is of 

equal worth and advocates the right to life in peace and freedom. Employment growth and 

putting more people to work are the goals for their economic policy. They believe in investing 

more money for welfare, infrastructure and climate initiatives.95   

Demker and Malmström’s study of Swedish parties’ asylum policies from the 1960s until 

the 1990s was based on the account of restrictive versus open migration policies.96 They cate-

gorized parliamentary parties as “generous” when parties emphasize the demand for open mi-

gration policies and “restrictive” when the parties emphasize the demand of restrictions.97 Pol-

icies were then formulated by how many asylum seekers Sweden could receive.98 At the same 

time, common policies on migration and asylum issues seem to have become more and more 

restrictive with the main purpose to shut asylum seekers out.99  

4. Theoretical Framework  
In this section I will address central concepts of the study that are related to the research ques-

tion, but also introduce models and theories underlying the basis of the method and empirical 

sections. First, I will analyse theories related to the mechanisms behind the change in parties’ 

discourse and policies. I will outline the concept of solidarity and how it is linked to the politi-

cal context and the policy changes.  

Second, I will examine theories regarding immigrant advantage, which potentially form 

the basis for discourse on refugees already in, or coming to Sweden. The theories address mi-

gration as an opportunity and investment for the Swedish welfare system and the Swedish so-

ciety.  

Third, I will examine theories about potential disadvantages or costs associated with im-

migration.  The theories that oppose open immigration form the basis for rhetoric or discourse 

about refugees already in, or coming to Sweden. These theories point to a dilemma between 

free or “un-controlled” migration, the right to asylum and the welfare state. The theories also 

                                                
93 ”Partiprogram,” Miljöpartiet de gröna, 2016. 
94 ”Vår politik,” Vänsterpartiet, 2016. 
95 ”Vår politik,” Vänsterpartiet, 2016. 
96 M. Demker and C. Malmström, 1999, p. 67-70.  
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provide an explanation for the origin of discourses of “un-regulated” migration and asylum 

flows and how they are linked to the idea that such uncontrolled migration can be a burden to 

the Swedish welfare system. I will look at the correlation between the government’s public 

finances and immigration, as one means for operationalizing the discourse on the cost of im-

migrants and/or refugees.   

Fourth, I will analyse theories which show how the costs of immigration (and by exten-

sion refugee absorption) can be limited, or show how the scarcity of resources attached to the 

refugee absorption system can be reduced or limited. Table 1 below illustrates the various the-

ories in this study, factors and measures. The measures are both qualitative and quantitative to 

collect coherent and wide information throughout the study. The theories allow me to answer 

the research question and have been narrowed down to several factors. In turn, the factors I 

have created lead to measures that can be applied to the selected material. In this study, I will 

focus on seven factors: altruism and the motivation of change of policies which refers to why 

the green and left parties changed their policy of altruism related to their refugee policies. 

Two other factors that I will measure are the potential advantages and benefits, disadvantages 

and costs related to the theory of social and economic impacts of refugee immigration. The 

intention is to investigate to what extent these factors occur in the debate regarding the par-

ties’ refugee reception.  

Lastly, I will look at three factors related to theories of scarcity reduction, which are con-

verting resources, shifting budgets and self-organizing involving immigrants. The meaning is 

to investigate the extent to which the Left and Green parties chose to include systems to over-

come costs and lack of resources related to Swedish refugee reception. 

 

4.1 Theories Related to the Change of Discourse and Policies Founded in Solidarity 

4.1.1 The Motivation of Change of Policies 
In this section two theories will be highlighted in order to explain the Left and Green Parties’ 

change in policies: The motivation for the change of policies and how such changes are re-

lated to the concept of solidarity. Solidarity itself could be considered a philosophically rooted 

concept.  To be able to explain how solidarity is relevant within a political context, it is im-

portant to understand why political parties initially choose to change their policies   based on 

solidarity. 
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Table 1: Theories, Factors and Measures 
 

Theories Factor(s) Measure(s) 
Solidarity and policy change - Altruism 

- The motivation behind 
change of policies 

Statements showing the extent to 
which the political crisis of 2015 
potentially changed the policy of 
the Green and Left parties vis-à-
vis solidarity and compassion for 
refugees. 

Social and economic impacts of 
refugee migration 

- Potential advantages and 
benefits 

- Potential disadvantages 
and costs 

The extent to which the parties 
discuss advantages and disad-
vantages related to refugees.  
These are measured in terms of 
employment, costs and budgets. 

Scarcity reduction - Converting resources 
- Shifting budgets 
- Self-organizing immi-

grants 

Statements by parties indicating 
political suggestions and solutions 
for hosting/receiving refugees in 
Sweden. These are measured by a 
dichotomous variable indicating 
proposals to convert available re-
sources to serve refugees, shift 
budgets from the military to refu-
gee absorption (as one example), 
and promote the ability of refugees 
or immigrants to help themselves 
(e.g. through cross training). 
 

 

Solidarity is a concept explaining the moral behaviour towards others to increase an-

other’s welfare.100 Here I examine how political parties form their policy of welcoming refu-

gees in need of protection from war and persecution. As outlined in the introduction to the 

theory section, the concept of solidarity includes different types of actions based on various 

motives. The concept highlighted in this study will mainly focus on the concept of altruism. 

Altruism is defined according to Daniel Batson as a “desire to benefit someone else for his or 

her sake rather than one’s own.’101  

As explained above, Sweden has a history of showing solidarity towards refugees which is 

rooted in the policy making process. Various moral and legal arguments can explain this. For 

example, we help others for selfish reasons, or because we genuinely care, or because we be-

lieve it is our morale and legal obligation.102 No matter what the reasons might be, the conse-

quences of a refugee policy that is too generous has raised the question of funding, problems 

of integration and accommodation. Batson argues that altruistic acts do not necessarily lead to 

                                                
100 D.C. Batson, Altruism in humans [Elektronisk resurs], Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2011, p. 20. 
101 Batson, 2011, p. 3.  
102 Batson, 2011, p. 189. 
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common good. Batson proves his point by showing examples where empathy-induced altru-

ism can at times make matters worse.103 Batson means that being too emotionally tied to a sit-

uation affects the common good.104 Batson’s notion can be applied to the Swedish way of 

dealing with refugees. Empathy-altruism (to feel compassion towards refugees) can be both a 

social and economic disadvantage. Critics argue that this affects the Swedish economy and 

safety while others argue that it is a social and economic advantage to help refugees. Either 

way both sides believe that they argue for the common good. It is above all the structural and 

the agency perspective that I intend to highlight in this section to specifically investigate the 

potential mechanisms behind the Green and Left Party’s actions in the refugee issue.    

There are mainly two theoretical explanations to why political parties change their origi-

nal position in political issues. Firstly, it can be explained by the concept of “vote maximiza-

tion” and power. The definition of vote maximization according to Håkansson states that the 

party changes its basic position expressed in their party program, a change in policies or mak-

ing proposals to a change of policy with the sole purpose being to win as many voters as pos-

sible.105 In practice, this means that parties change their positions on key political issues and 

act upon these changes.106  

Downs’ theory of vote maximization derives from the agency perspective and the will to 

gain power. Downs’ central thesis includes the statement that “parties formulate their policies 

in order to win elections, rather than win elections in order to formulate policies”; which 

means that political parties are rational actors who act in their own interest.107  By changing 

position in earlier standings in favour of positions that might attract a majority of voters, par-

ties believe to maximize their support.108  Downs explains parties’ behaviour based on the 

“self-interest axiom” by which he means that parties are driven by the desire to have power, 

be part of a government, prestige and so on. The real purpose is thus not to implement the 

party’s policy.109  

 

 

 

 

                                                
103 Batson, 2011, p. 189.  
104 Batson, 2011, p. 189. 
105 Håkansson, 2005, p. 86. 
106 Håkansson, 2005, p. 86. 
107 Downs, 1957, p. 28. 
108 Downs, 1957, p. 36. 
109 Downs, 1957, p. 28. 
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Table 2: Three perspectives on the change of policies within political parties 

 
Perspective Explanation Example of Associated Phe-

nomena 
Structural perspective Parties are created by groups in 

society to represent them in politi-
cal matters. They are therefore not 
independent actors making own 
decisions. Rather they are guided 
by social structures and changes, 
often interpreted in economic or 
cultural terms that determine the 
party’s genesis, objectives and ac-
tions.110 
 

The use of words associated 
with the left amount to a lot of 
verbiage, i.e. ideas decoupled 
from practical actions or opera-
tional proposals. Parties act as 
if they have no ability to formu-
late proposals independent of 
objective conditions. Parties 
shift positions to adjust to what 
polls suggest is popular.  

Agency perspective Party elites strive to favour their 
own self-interest which controls 
the party’s aims and actions.111 

Both parties goal was to gain 
influence on an individual 
level. The Green Party distin-
guished themselves the most as 
the spokesmen for the Party re-
placed earlier refugee-friendly 
policies to be able to remain in 
the government and thus have 
political power. 

Organization perspective The party’s internal structure, bal-
ance of power and control within 
the ‘organization’ determine the 
party's aims and actions.112 

The different internal structure 
within the parties such as ideol-
ogy has affected the parties po-
sition towards refugees. During 
2015, The Left Party got known 
for their political activism 
while the Green Party took po-
litical responsibility based on 
the circumstances that prevailed 
in 2015. The Green Party had to 
sacrifice much of their refugee 
friendly position in order to re-
main in government and influ-
ence on an ideological and po-
litical level.  

 

Second, the change of policies can be explained by the power of media and public opinion 

which can be explained by theories related to agenda-setting and policy making. The theory of 

agenda-setting was first introduced by Walter Lippmann. Lippmann’s main argument was that 

the media is our window to the world that is beyond reach of direct experiences and thus de-

termines our cognitive ideas of this world.113 Kingdon describes the process from agenda-set-

                                                
110 Håkansson, 2005, p. 68. 
111 Håkansson, 2005, p. 69. 
112 Håkansson, 2005, p. 79.  
113 M. McCombs, makten över dagordningen: om medierna, politiken och opinionsbildningen, 1. uppl., SNS 
förlag, Stockholm, 2006, p. 25. 
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ting to decision-making in three processes – “events, for example, proceed from agenda set-

ting, through decision, to implementation. We also might believe that people recognize prob-

lems first and then seek solutions to them.”114  In order to structure his arguments Kingdon 

applies a model referred to as multiple streams. The aim of this model is to explain how an is-

sue becomes relevant on the agenda in four steps: 1) The setting of the agenda; 2) The specifi-

cation of alternatives from which a choice is to be made; 3) An authoritative choice among 

those specified alternatives; 4) The implementation of the decision.115 When these four steps 

are coherent a policy window opens up and allows changes.116 The changes will be of major 

importance when “the list of subjects or problems to which governmental officials, and people 

outside of government closely associated with those officials are paying some serious atten-

tion at any given time.”117 

Similarly, Maxwell Mccombs argues that media influences public opinion. McCombs 

main thesis is that the priority of an issue is either strengthened or weakened depending on the 

shifting of mass media and public attention. McCombs confirms his thesis by various field 

studies that he conducted. The conclusion was that the news media’s choice of highlighting 

certain issues (welfare, security, foreign policy, economy, and civil rights) was identical to 

how voters who were not sure on how to vote chose to prioritize their core issues.118 The stud-

ies by McCombs and Shawn confirm the cause and effect relationship between media and 

public agendas.119  In an example on the power of journalism over the agenda, McCombs il-

lustrated the effect media had on the German people in 1973. German media described the 

concerns regarding the availability of oil in West Germany as a “crisis” which created a crisis 

among citizens who feared that there would be a serious fuel shortage in the country.120 The 

theories explained in Table 2 are aimed to show why or to what extent the Left and the Green 

parties may or may not have formed or changed their refugee policies. I will apply these theo-

ries by using content analysis of interviews, articles and policy documents that will be ana-

lysed under section 11. 

 
 
 

                                                
114 Kingdon, 2011, p. 78. 
115 Kingdon, 2011, p. 2-3. 
116 Kingdon, 2011, p. 165. 
117 Kingdon, 2011, p. 3. 
118 McCombs, 2006, p. 28. 
119 McCombs, 2006, p. 40. 
120 McCombs, 2006, p.  47-48. 
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4.2 Social and Economic Impacts of Refugee Migration 

 
4.2.1 Theories Related to Potential Advantages or Benefits of Immigration 

In this section I will outline theories related to the economic benefits of refugees as they stim-

ulate the economies of the host countries. Furthermore, I will argue that the costs imposed on 

society to integrate refugees, such as language learning, assistance programs such as welfare, 

etc. may be a real cost in the short run but provide a well-invested return in the long run.  

As illustrated in the previous sections, the jargon surrounding the refugee debate changed 

quickly. In the early stages of the crisis, political parties discussed the importance of taking 

responsibility and showing solidarity. In October 2015, the language used turned and refugees 

became related to “system collapse” and a “burden on major social authorities.” In contrast to 

such language and associated arguments, various theories point to the potential benefits of im-

migrants, even in economic terms.   

The Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) published two 

reports from 2013 and 2015 called “International Migration Outlook,” which concluded that 

migrants actually give more than they take.121 Similarly, in his book The Diversity Advantage: 

multicultural identity in the new world economy (2003) Pascal G. Zachary shows how immi-

grants can be a valuable asset for society as they stimulate new thinking and new perspectives 

in the economy. Zachary argues that societies benefit from diversity rather that homogeneity 

and that diversity leads to a rising economy.122 Zachary compared the US with the world’s 

earlier greatest mono-cultures: Japan and Germany during the 1980s. Economic and social 

critics in Japan and Germany claimed that the US economy was saddled with diversity and 

thus was disadvantaged in competition with Germany and Japan.123  

Philippe Legrain, an expert in political economy, shares Zachary’s perspective. He dis-

cusses in his book the socio-economic benefits of immigration. Unlike Zachary, Legrain in-

cludes both low skilled and high skilled migrants in his discussion. Legrain believes that the 

capitalist world economy is a good system because it puts low-skilled immigrants to work. 

Legrain’s main argument is that not everyone is supposed to become an academic in today’s 

modern and advanced economy: “every hospital does not only need doctors and nurses, but 

also cleaners, chefs and security staff, and it is the immigrants who take the jobs the natives 

                                                
121 OECD (2013), International Migration Outlook 2013, OECD Publishing.  
OECD (2015), International Migration Outlook 2015, OECD Publishing, Paris.   
122 P. G. Zachary, The diversity advantage: multicultural identity in the new world economy, 2nd ed. Westview, 
Boulder, Colo, 2003, p. Xxi. 
123 Zachary, 2003, p. 67. 
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do not want.”124 Moreover, Legrain claims that immigrants in general are more productive 

and bring new ideas into the host country which benefits the economy.125 Finally, Zachary 

concludes that social problems do not arise from diversity, but rather from poverty, unem-

ployment, homelessness and ill health generated by bad governments that cannot handle, or 

simply ignore, these types of problems.126  

 
4.2.2 Theories Related to Potential Disadvantages or Costs to Immigration 
The economic costs and disadvantages related to the “high” number of asylum seekers in 

Sweden was discussed extensively during the political crisis in 2015. The negative impact is, 

however, only a small part of the reality. According to Roger Zetter, there are not enough or 

satisfactory methods and data on how refugees affect the economies of host countries.127 

Studies show that the economic impact of refugees are zero while other studies argue that it 

depends on the welfare system of the host countries.128 Some scholars argue that large refugee 

flows affect the unemployment rate among less-skilled workers, affecting in turn wages 

among the population.  These influences lead to a sense of “we and them” where discontented 

people turn to so-called “populist” parties because they are unhappy with their political situa-

tion.  Theories purporting a cost to immigration can help us understand patenting media and 

policy frames stating that large numbers of refugees can be a disadvantage. 

The numbers of refugees coming to Sweden during 2015 created new needs for the Swe-

dish welfare system to handle and neither municipalities nor the Migration Board were able to 

meet these needs at the level of resources which were then committed or made available.129 

The crisis not only created new needs for the public welfare sector, but increased difficulties 

for refugees to efficiently integrate and enter the labour market successfully. According to 

Nils Öberg a dilemma surfaced between moral obligations toward refugees and maintaining 

the existing living standards that the welfare state brings.130 It is inevitable to think of Swe-

den’s image as a prominent welfare state when studying the Swedish government’s decision 

regarding border controls. The economist Jan Ekberg states that the Swedish welfare system 

functions like a “pay as you go system.”131 The government’s expenditures have been fi-

                                                
124 P. Legrain, invandrare: vi behöver dem, 1. Uppl., Fores/Ivrig, Stockholm, 2013, p. 101, 103. 
125 Legrain, 2013, p. 98. 
126 Zachary, 2003, p. 276-277. 
127 R. Zetter, ”are refugees an burden or benefit?,” Revista Migraciones Forzadas. Dec 2012, Issue 41, p. 50.  
128 Zetter, 2012, p. 50. 
129 Proposition 2015:16:174, p. 22. 
130Öberg, 1994, p. 13. 
131 Ekberg, 1999, p. 413. 
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nanced by annual tax payment and security fees. The tax burden is mainly carried by contri-

butions from more economically active people who are often (but not always) younger.132 The 

welfare state is thus based on the expectation that people must work.  

Given that the migrant is often young, potentially well-educated, and has no legal duty to 

dependents, if such a person can get a job immediately on his arrival to the host-country, then 

that person will make major tax contributions for the host-country.133 For the refugee recep-

tion to be successful it is important to have a well-managed integration system which allows 

refugees to quickly integrate and get a job. There are, however, inconsistencies between the 

Swedish labour market and the opportunity for refugees to prove themselves. The report “I 

skuggan av hög arbetslöshet – om flykting- och anhöriginvandrares arbetsmarknadseta-

blering” explains the difficulties of the Swedish labor market to integrate foreign born and 

newly arrived immigrants into the labor market.134 One explanation is that the labor market 

distinguishes between ethnic Swedes and immigrants, which is based on racist beliefs. The 

author states that this has contributed to immigrants having an excluded or subordinate posi-

tion in the labor market, such as reserve workers.135  

One theory illustrates why the scarcities faced by refugees are dependent upon larger 

structures of the host society, not simply something which immigrants have generated by 

themselves. In Durable Inequality (1998) Charles Tilly, professor in political science and so-

ciology argues that institutions and governments design low-skilled jobs which create “cate-

gorical inequality.” Tilly’s theory is based on the idea that differences between groups of peo-

ple are created by those who have control and power which allows them to maintain systems 

for social inclusion and exclusion and that subordinate groups have to follow. People are thus 

excluded from economic and social resources that are owned by others.136 According to Tilly, 

these asymmetrical relations can be labelled as “categories” and these categories affect the 

function of inequality. A category is according to Tilly, a closed group of actors who exclude 

other actors from the closed group.137 Since refugees coming to Sweden are minority com-

pared with Swedish citizens socially, economically and in terms of power, they become a dis-

tinct group in relation to the majority of the Swedish society. When two groups are up against 

each other, they build what Tilly calls categorical pairs. Inequality is caused by an asymmetric 

                                                
132 Ekberg, 1999, p. 413. 
133 Ekberg, 1999, p. 424. 
134 U. Vedin, ”I skuggan av hög arbetslöshet – om flykting- och anhöriginvandrares arbetsmarknadsetablering,” 
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135 U. Vedin, 2015, p. 6-7. 
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137 C. Tilly, 1998, p. 4.  
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relation between different categories. Tilly explains that durable inequality occurs when pow-

erful groups have social and economic resources from which they receive substantial benefits 

by taking advantage of weaker groups as they are excluded from the benefits.138 The asym-

metric relationship of unevenly distributed power can be broken by what Tilly calls “oppor-

tunity hoarding” which means that members of a category gain access to a resource that is of 

value (refugees gaining access to the Swedish labor market). People who have a lack of power 

can practice the principles of opportunity hoarding, only if they are given the opportunity, en-

couraged, and tolerated by those who have access to the valuable resources.139 

As immigrants have difficulties to enter the labor market and pay taxes the thought of im-

migrants exploiting the Swedish welfare system emerges. Alice Bloch and Liza Schuster state 

that countries with a well-functioning welfare system claim that they are a target and espe-

cially vulnerable to asylum seekers. To stop the increasing number of refugees coming, west-

ern countries enact laws that restrict the rights of asylum seekers.140  

According to Bloch and Schuster, these types of policies are based on various factors, but 

what they have in common is that they are all part of a scare campaign. The first factor is 

based on the belief of limited resources and in order to protect the welfare state, immigration 

control is necessary.141 The second factor is based on racism and xenophobia. In order to en-

force laws restricting the rights of asylum seekers, refugees are framed as individuals who use 

the welfare resources and do not contribute to the country’s economy.142 The discourse is be-

ing amplified by media as they are described as “parasites.” Racism is, therefore, no longer 

limited to verbal or physical attacks, but extends to restrictions and disadvantages promoted 

by politicians.143  

 

4.3 Theories Related to Systems to Overcome Scarcity: Reduce or Accommodate the 
“Costs” of Refugees 
One might ask why the costs of immigrants associated with the structures Tilly describes 

can’t be regarded as a natural part of the scarce resources which define economies.  Discrimi-

nation and exclusion of refugees can be seen as a part of a rationing system.  While Sweden 

obviously can’t take in all refugees, for those committed to a solidarity politics a key question 
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is how to create systems that are more likely to generate benefits rather than costs associated 

with migration.  Tilly’s ideas can be linked to theories that show how scarcities are part of 

policy choices, e.g. budgetary choices to favour military programs rather than systems to im-

prove integration to capture the potential gains from immigration.  In this thesis, I will refer to 

“comprehensive” or “proactive” solutions to characterize the matching discourse or set of 

frames which address these systems that overcome scarcity. 

We need to analyse how the Left and Green parties have acted during the 2015 political 

crisis in three ways that could help Sweden capture potential gains and reduce scarcities. First, 

one policy would be to  “convert resources” where the key idea is that you take an asset (com-

panies producing war material) and utilize it for another (building more housing).    In After 

Capitalism: From Managerialism to Workplace Democracy, Melman discusses how conver-

sion of resources can lead to democracy. Melman’s main point is that capitalism and the eco-

nomic growth in America is military dependent and that this is an alienating and militaristic 

system.144 More money goes towards the military (organizations) and to those with power rather 

than to the people and society.145 Melman offers a solution to the constraints of democracy by 

converting resources spent on military spending into cooperatives, public housing and public 

benefits as he believes that state cooperates with capital, make people alienated as they invest 

in the defense industry, rather than producing what society really needs in order to survive.146  

Second, another policy would be to shift budgets where some budgets promote scarcity and 

failed absorption of refugees and the opportunity costs of not properly utilizing such human 

resources.  Other budgets recoup some of the costs by investing in human resources and hence 

reduce the scarcity or associated costs of non-productive workers. In contrast, arms exports can 

trigger refugees by sustaining war zones. In The Federal Budget and Social Reconstruction 

(1979), Marcus G. Raskin studies the federal budget and the reconstruction of resources in 

America. Raskin argues that there must be a shift in the state budget away from the wrong 

investments toward investment in public goods such as education, housing, and health care. I 

will argue that this list can be extended towards the integration of refugees. Raskin’s main ar-

gument is that budgetary resources can be shifted from one area of priority to another, such that 

the new area no longer has to be starved of or denied resources.  His focus is on decreasing 

military budgets and making alternative investments in disarmament and the common good.  

He argues this shift will lead to greater productivity for the United States. Raskin addresses 
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concrete ideas on how the US government can shift budgets to social purposes instead of in-

vesting money in the defense industry. Raskin argues that US Government policies investing in 

the defense industry produce economic scarcity and limit investment in needed areas. Raskin’s 

offers alternative ideas involving citizens in the process of determining how the federal budget 

should be managed, which is one of his arguments.147  

Third, policies can advance the self-organizing immigrants where the central idea is the 

exchange of capacities and mutual learning outside the state.  Immigrants can reduce their costs 

to society by freely (without significant costs) training themselves and developing their capac-

ities, i.e. skills can be exchanged through self-training with no immediate costs like a barter 

system.    In “Help Refugees Help Themselves Let Displaced Syrians Join the Labor Market,” 

by Alexander Betts and Paul Collier, the authors give real examples on how this has been suc-

cessful. Betts and Collier discuss how the knowledge refugees have from their home countries 

can be seen as a valuable source of knowledge. Betts and Collier claim that in order to fully 

validate the skills refugees have, two things are essential.  First, states need a good integration 

policy that integrates refugees in specific economic areas as well as offering the refugees em-

ployment and autonomy. Second states need a well-functioning integration policy/strategy that 

makes it easier to make use of knowledge and skills that the refugees have and integrate these 

into the labor market.148 

 
4.4 Relationship Between Theories 

This research borders on several theories and aims to connect them, i.e. the change of solidar-

ity and compassion discourse and policies. McComb’s theory of agenda-setting illustrates that 

the mass-media plays a major role in opinion building. The agenda setting-theory also ex-

plains how and why frames the media emphasizes can influence audience’s perceptions and 

prioritizing of issues.  The news media does not only tell us what to think but how to think 

about society.  

There are two possible scenarios explaining why parties change or retain their policies. 

The model I have developed based on the literature cited above argues that the extent of a 

party’s willingness to embrace open borders and refugees is a by-product of the (quantita-

tively-defined) extent of the political crisis as mediated by their ideological framing system. 

There is a positive relationship between a party being more open to immigration and a greater 
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emphasis on immigrants’ advantages, a lesser emphasis on immigrants’ costs, a more compre-

hensive definition of solidarity and an ability to more clearly articulate ways to reduce the 

costs of migration.  Conversely, a party that is less willing to embrace refugees, will minimize 

immigrants’ benefits, place greater emphasis on immigrants’ costs, have less comprehensive 

definitions of solidarity, and place little to no emphasis on mechanisms to reduce the costs of 

migration, i.e. the three scarcity reduction mechanisms explained above.   

5. Methodology  
Methodology is defined as the characteristics of a certain procedure and approaches to carry 

out a study.149 According to Alan Bryman, specifying the relationship between theory and re-

search is essential since research is conducted by answering questions posed by theoretical 

considerations.150 There are two theoretical positions to start from when research is con-

ducted: deductive and inductive approaches. The deductive method is based on specific theo-

ries which formulate hypotheses tested against reality through observation. By contrast, in-

duction signifies that the research is based on actual observations generalized by the theoreti-

cal framework.151 In this study, I will combine both approaches. Initially, I will use the deduc-

tive method to organize my findings by structuring a coding scheme using the theoretical 

framework to be able to count the presence of specific concepts (quantitative and qualitative 

content analysis). Secondly, the inductive method will then be used to analyse these findings. 

 

5.1 Content Analysis 

I will measure the extent of party policy changes and associated influences with these changes 

by carrying out a content analysis.  This will help me examine how the theories I describe cor-

respond to frames deployed by these parties. The operationalization starts by analysing the 

contents of how the concept of solidarity towards refugees is perceived by the parties, how 

parties explain the advantages and disadvantages of refugee migration and whether the parties 

have provided proposals on reducing the socio-economic effects refugees potentially might 

cause (and associated “scarcity”). I will therefore examine written arguments in the Dagens 

Nyheter, Svenska Dagbladet, Aftonbladet, legal documents and speeches/debates by party 

leaders. These will be used to determine the position of various parties regarding: a) the de-
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velopment, positioning or changes in their policies related to refugees and b) potential associ-

ations between these positions and/or changes and specific kinds of statements (or the absence 

of statements) in which these statements are viewed as independent or explanatory variables. 

The newspapers are strategically selected as Svenska Dagbladet, Dagens Nyheter and Af-

tonbladet are the two of the largest morning newspapers and can thus be considered to play a 

key role in opinion building in public debates in Sweden. The newspaper can be accessed eas-

ily on internet as they have their online websites. Each newspaper has their own searching en-

gine on their website. When choosing the articles, I have used specific key words that are 

based in my theoretical framework such as “refugees” “Sweden” “refugee crisis” “solidarity” 

“Left Party” “Green Party” “benefits” “costs” “integration” “asylum” “scarcity reduction.” I 

have then limited my search by choosing articles published between September 2015 – De-

cember 2016. I excluded articles that did not correspond to the theoretical framework by cre-

ating 5 different themes; 1. potential immigrant advantages and benefits, 2. potential immi-

grant disadvantages and costs, 3. scarcity reduction, 4. solidarity I and 5. solidarity II. After 

that, I categorized the main themes into sub-themes or “concepts” in order to create a pattern 

in what I was looking for in each article. Each concept also has its own explanation. For fur-

ther details, see table 3 on page 39. Articles that discuss the refugee crisis in 2015 including 

topics such as the Green and the left parties, but did not include the five themes I established 

have not been included in my research. As a result of this selection process, I ended up with 8 

articles. 

After establishing the strategy for choosing articles, I began to analyse the data by using a 

content analysis and complement this with interviews. To the extent that an association (or 

correlation) between a policy outcome and a given discourse (or its absence) is not regarded 

as causation by some, we need a complementary way to try to establish a causation, or a 

deeper system to analyse the relationship between refugee policy outcomes and how political 

parties reason. A combination of semi-structured interviews makes it possible to compensate 

for weaknesses or information left out in the already existing material derived from a content 

analysis.   

 

5.1.1 System to Evaluate Speeches and Debate Articles on Refugees and Immigration 
The methods applied in this study have been selected to illustrate the content that is relevant 

for the questions of this thesis. To perform this study, as mentioned earlier, a coding scheme 
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is necessary for conducting the content analysis.152 The coding scheme is based on existing 

theory in which Hsieh and Shannon use when creating a coding scheme.153 The advantage of 

this scheme is that it allows me to systematically analyse the discourses and statements re-

garding refugees in the available material. This approach makes it possible to distinguish how 

the refugee issue has been addressed by each party. 

Table 3 below represents the coding scheme or themes for speeches, debate articles and 

legal documents which will be used under the empirical section analysis. I will only represent 

the prevalence of the various concepts that have occurred. A more accurate result of how I 

counted these concepts can be found in Appendices 1 to 4. The appendices aim to give depth 

to the empirical analysis as I will select key-statements to make it easier to follow my findings 

that are linked to the theory. The different concepts were created by linking the Green and 

then the Left Party together with such words as: “refugee crisis,” “asylum” and “solidarity.” 

Table 3 illustrates two types of main argument for and against immigration: immigrant bene-

fits and immigrant costs. These arguments are then divided into smaller sub-categories, which 

in turn are divided into discourses that are present within the refugee policy debate and exist-

ing theories.  The table also illustrates the moral arguments that were present before the pe-

riod of retrenchment in November 2015, based upon the concept of solidarity.   

 

  

                                                
152 G. Bergström and K. Boréus, Textens mening och makt: metodbok i samhällsvetenskaplig text- och diskursa-
nalys, 2., [omarb.] uppl., Studentlitteratur, Lund, 2005, p. 43. 
153 H. Hsiu-Fang and S. E. Shannon, 2005, p. 1277. 
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Table 3: Coding Scheme 1: Statements or Discourse about Refugees 
 

Statements  Potential  
immigrant  
advantages 
and benefits 

Potential immigrant 
disadvantages and 
costs 

Scarcity  
reduction 

Solidarity 
I 

Solidarity  II 

Main  
concept 

Economic and 
social benefits 

Economic costs 
Securitization 

Scarcity 
reduction 

Solidarity I Solidarity  II 

Explanation Advantages are 
associated with 
statements 
pointing to po-
tential contri-
butions to the 
workforce, 
taxes and prob-
lems associated 
with limited 
population 
growth or an 
aging popula-
tion. 

Disadvantages are as-
sociated with state-
ments pointing to: 
burdens for the wel-
fare system (e.g. 
housing), costs of 
transition to labor 
market (e.g. language 
training etc.) and 
costs of asylum ad-
ministration; threats 
associated with ter-
rorism, public order 
and national security 
or other criminal ac-
tivity, e.g. murder, 
robbery etc. 
 

Scarcity re-
duction is 
based on 
statements 
giving sup-
port for inte-
gration pro-
jects, lan-
guage train-
ing, shifting 
budgets and 
investing in 
welfare, 
mechanisms 
that would 
allow refu-
gees or im-
migrants to 
help them-
selves or 
more effec-
tively enter 
the labor 
market.   

Solidarity 
is primarily 
associated 
with asy-
lum poli-
cies based 
on human 
rights and 
interna-
tional law. 
 
 

Solidarity is 
primarily as-
sociated with 
asylum poli-
cies based on 
human rights 
without men-
tioning law. 
Social con-
science, re-
sponsibility or 
expressed 
sympathy for 
refugees. 
 

Sources: Various references cited in the theory section above. 
 

5.2 Interview Design  

The interviews that have been conducted are qualitative in nature as I was looking to investi-

gate how the Green and the Left parties have approached the political crisis and potential 

change or consistency in their refugee policies over time. Initially, each interview began with 

a short introduction where the respondent was informed of his or her right to anonymity. The 

respondents were then asked whether they agreed to be recorded. Next, the purpose of the in-

terview and the study were explained to the respondent. The respondent was asked to state her 

or his name, her or his profession and their general opinions on the subject. Then, I started to 

ask my questions related to my research question (see Appendices 5). The semi-structured in-
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terviews conducted had the advantage of giving the interviewer and the respondent the oppor-

tunity to be flexible, answer freely and often provide detailed answers.154 The final stage in-

cluded writing a summary of each interview, sent to the respondent so they could evaluate 

how I interpreted their statements.  

 To get the most out of the interviews I chose to complement interviews with party mem-

bers with also interviews with relevant political experts and politicians. The experts included: 

Professor Peo Hansen (who has done research in the European integration project develop-

ment); Jean Karchi (French sociologue and debater who has conducted research on Swedish 

migration policies), Caspian Rehbinder (Center Party member), Fredrik Malm (from the Lib-

erals), Christina Höj Larsen (parliament member of the Left Party), Nooshi Dadgostar (Parlia-

ment member of the Left Party), Rasmus Ling (Parliament member of the Green Party) and 

Kurdo Baksi (Parliament member of the Green Party). All my respondents have engaged in 

the refugee and migration policies. By using sources independent from the Left and Green 

parties, I sought to present more nuanced answers which are not only based on specific policy 

perspectives associated with these two parties or their representatives. The respondents were 

strategically chosen as I chose to interview experts as well as politicians from the left and 

right parties, as I believe it provides a nuanced picture of how the crisis was handled by the 

Left and the Green parties, but also what could have been done better. I am aware that the in-

terview answers cannot speak for the both parties refugee policies as it includes a few people 

and the answers are not based on statistics. I believe, however, that the results from the inter-

views provide valuable knowledge and indicators from experts and experiences politicians 

within the field of migration, which supports my other methods and sources.  

 
5.2.1 Transcribing and Categorizing Interview Answers 
When transcribing my interviews, I have followed some general points: I have provided the 

transcription material with information such as the name of the respondent, date of the inter-

view and have omitted pauses and repetition of words. After transcribing the interviews, they 

were categorized. Bryman suggests creating a clear structure and sorting out the essential an-

swers for the study; the researcher must examine all the answers of the respondents and then 

group them into different categories.155   

The interviews focused on these three questions related to my research question. First, 

“how did the party’s position evolve or develop over time: regarding positive elements and 

                                                
154 Bryman, 2012, p. 470. 
155 Bryman, 2012, p. 247.   
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negative elements?” Second, “how did the party define solidarity?”  Third, “to what extent did 

the party address scarcity reduction?”  I looked for answers that would correspond to notions 

of immigrant contributions and costs, solidarity and scarcity reduction—recognizing that my 

respondents might not use these exact terms as I defined them.   

 

6. Empirical Findings I 
 
6.1 Parliamentary Speeches and Debates   

During the period studied, there were four political debates I considered relevant as they each 

discussed the political crisis in the Fall of 2015 (described in section 1.4.1 above). All the par-

liamentary parties participated in these debates, but my focus was only on the Green and Left 

Parties. My aim was to identify positive and negative frames about immigrants’ impact re-

lated to the political crisis in 2015 made by both parties. The frames that I have focused on are 

discussed in the following section. To give more depth to the quantitative content in Figure 4, 

I will first describe how many debates and speeches that I have studied and in how many of 

these speeches and debates whether different frames have occurred and the extent to which 

these frames are represented in the sample studied. Table 4 and Table 5 (together with Figure 

4) illustrate the frequency of each frame deployed by the two parties of interest in every single 

debate. They show how the Green Party initially had a positive approach towards refugees 

and how negative frames increased in the last debate held in December 2015.  

 

Table 4: Frequency of statements made by the Left Party in each debate 
 Debate 1 Debate 2 Debate 3 Debate 4 
Potential immi-
grant advantages 
and benefits 

0 0 0 0 

Potential immi-
grant disad-
vantages and costs 

0 0 0 0 

Scarcity reduction 2 1 8 0 
Solidarity 1 5 0 0 4 
Solidarity 2 0 2 1 8 

 
Note: See also Appendix 2. 
Source: Author’s analysis of four debates referenced on page 71. 
 

Table 5: Frequency of statements made by the Green Party in each debate 
 Debate 1 Debate 2 Debate 3 Debate 4 
Potential immi-
grant advantages 
and benefits 

0 1 4 2 
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Potential immi-
grant disad-
vantages and costs 

0 0 3 0 

Scarcity reduction 4 3 3 0 
Solidarity 1 2 0 0 0 
Solidarity 2 3 0 0 0 

 
Note: See also Appendix 1. 
Source: Author’s analysis of four debates referenced on page 69 

 
Figure 4:  Speeches and political debates related to refugees made by 

the Green and Left Parties 
 

 
 

The political crisis in 2015 does not seem to have affected the Left party’s position regarding 

the potential costliness of absorbing refugees. The party emphasized the importance of main-

taining the right of asylum and Sweden’s responsibility to protect people fleeing from war. 

During the debate in Parliament on the 25th of September 2015, Christina Höj Larsen, the 

spokesperson for migration for the Left Party said that the Party demanded that the govern-

ment come up with concrete proposals to strengthen the right to seek asylum in Sweden: “The 

Left Party wants to find ways that respect the right of asylum and protection to those who 

need it.”156 The party also criticized the government proposal to impose stricter rules on asy-

lum which is a gross violation of the right to asylum. The Left Party suggested three concrete 

proposals on how Sweden could improve its refugee reception by:  expanding rights of the 

family reunion, increasing the number of refugees and by stopping governments who want to 

                                                
156 ”Aktuell debatt om den akuta flyktingkrisen,” Riksdagen, September 25th, 2015.  
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send refugees back to war zones. Furthermore, the Left Party wanted to: create legal and safe 

ways for refugees coming to Europe, end the Dublin agreement which is supposed to ensure 

that asylum applications will be considered by one member state in order to avoid asylum 

seekers applying for asylum in different member states,157 end the visa requirements for peo-

ple coming from countries at war and establish humanitarian visas.158   

The Green Party has not pursued an equally generous line as the Left Party regarding the 

refugee issue in the debates and political speeches that have been investigated. The Party ar-

gued before they won the elections together with the Social Democrats that they would never 

cooperate with a party that sought to restrict the right of asylum. During the debate in the par-

liament on the 25th of September 2015, Magda Rasmusson, parliament member from the 

Green Party discussed the moral crisis of Europe and the Greens demanded that Europe must 

show more solidarity by creating legal ways to enter Europe for refugees and guarantee a se-

cure asylum process.159 What distinguishes the Green Party from the Left, however, is that to-

gether with the Social Democrats, the Green Party changed their refugee policies shortly after 

the so-called “period of retrenchment,” in November 2015.  

 
Table 6: List of newspaper articles and policy documents 

Political Party Issue Title 
Green Party Debate article in Aftonbladet Tillsammans klarar vi av flyktingkrisen [Together we 

can manage the refugee crisis] 
Green Party Debate article in Aftonbladet Vi kan inte hjälpa transitflyktingarna [We can’t help 

transit refugees 
Green Party Debate article in Svenska 

Dagbladet 
Nya flyktingregler måste bli kortvariga [New refugee 
regulations must be nondurable]  

Green Party Debate article in Dagens Ny-
heter 

Våra hårda ord i valrörelsen krockade med verk-
ligheten [Our hard words in the electoral movement 
clashed with reality] 

Green Party Government proposition 
2015/16:67 

Särskilda åtgärder vid allvarlig fara för den allmänna 
ordningen eller den inre säkerheten i landet [measures 
taken in case of serious danger to public order or na-
tional security] 

Green Party Government proposition 
2015/16:174 

Tillfälliga begränsningar av möjligheten att få 
uppehållstillstånd i Sverige [Temporary restrictions on 
the possibility of obtaining residence permit in Swe-
den] 

Left Party Debate article in Dagens Ny-
heter 

Flyktingkrisen kräver höjda utgiftstak och in-
vesteringar [The refugee crisis demands higher feeds 
and investments] 

Left Party Debate article in Dagens Ny-
heter 

Sverige kan öka kapacitet att ta emot flyktingar [Swe-
den can increase its capacity to take in refugees] 

Left Party Debate article in Svenska 
Dagbladet 

Att Sverige växer är ett friskt tecken [That Sweden 
grows is a sign of health] 

                                                
157 ”Ett gemensamt europeiskt asylsystem,” Europeiska kommissionen, 2014, p. 7.  
158 ”Aktuell debatt om den akuta flyktingkrisen,” Riksdagen, September 25th, 2015. 
159 ”Aktuell debatt om den akuta flyktingkrisen,” Riksdagen, September 25th, 2015.   
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Left Party Debate article in Aftonbladet Sätt press på EU – frys avgiften [Put presssure on the 
EU—freeze the charges] 

Left Party Motion 2015/16:3283 Med anledning av prop. 2015/16:67 särskilda åtgärder 
vid allvarlig fara för den allmänna ordningen eller den 
inre säkerheten i landet [Due to prop. 2015/16:67 
measures taken in case of serious danger to public or-
der or national security] 

Left Party Motion 2015/16:3412 Med anledning av prop. 2015/16:174 tillfälliga be-
gränsningar av möjligheten att få uppehållstillstånd i 
Sverige [Due to prop. 2015/16: 174 temporary re-
strictions on the possibility of obtaining residence per-
mit in Sweden] 

Note: The articles and policy documents have been selected based on keywords such as refu-

gee crisis Sweden, 2015, Left Party, Green Party, benefits, costs, scarcity reduction. I have 

limited the search results to the years 2015 and 2016. For further details, see the methodology 

section on page 35.  

7. Empirical Findings II 
In this section, the population of my empirical analysis consists of political statements and 

opinions made by the Left and Green parties. The sample size consists of debate articles in 

Dagens Nyheter, Svenska Dagbladet and Aftonbladet, but also policy documents. The table 

shows that I have selected eight debate articles and four policy documents. Totally, I have an-

alysed 12 different documents. I have used and combined keywords such as “Left Party,” 

“Green Party,” “refugee crisis,” “solidarity,” “costs,” “benefits,” “welfare,” and limited the 

search to a specific time frame. 

 

7.1 Debate Articles and Policy Documents 

In this section I will outline the findings in the empirical material that is presented in Table 7. 

The purpose of the analysis is to apply the coding scheme that is based on the theoretical 

model I have designed, with the objective to answer the research question. The results will be 

illustrated in a chart that compares the extent to which various frames have been used by each 

party. 

Table 7:  Frequency of statements made by the Left and Green parties 
Political 
Party 

Issue Potential  
Immigrant 
advantages 
and benefits 

Potential  
Immigrant 
disad-
vantages and 
costs 

Scarcity  
reduction 

Solidarity 1 Solidarity 2 

Green Article 1 0 0 0 1 4 
Left 2 0 6 0 0 
Green Article 2 0 0 0 2 1 
Left 1 0 0 1 1 
Green Motion 3 0 1 1 0 2 

Left 0 0 0 3 3 
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Green Article 4 0 14 0 0 0 
Left 2 0 3 0 0 
Green Article 5 1 0 2 0 0 
Left 1 0 3 0 0 
Green Motion 6 0 8 2 0 3 
Left 2 1 2 3 3 

Note: The data here is based on information collected in Appendices 3 and 4.   

 

The time frame of my analysis starts from September 2015 to April 2016. Table 7 above and 

Figure 6 below illustrate the distribution of specific frames corresponding to statements made 

by the Left Party and Green Party. The difference between statements made by both parties 

are present and the Green Party obviously stands for a more negative set of frames constitut-

ing a discourse. The major difference is that the Left Party keeps a steady and positive set of 

frames throughout the political crisis in 2015 compared to the Green Party that focus on the 

disadvantages and costs instead of discussing solution oriented policies.   

8. Empirical Findings III 
 
8.1 Interviews  

In this section I will give a summary of my findings based on interviews. The main aim has 

been to get a detailed and nuanced description as possible of the Green and Left parties’ refu-

gee reception during the crisis in 2015.  The interviews revealed that both parties agreed on 

the importance of showing solidarity with people in need, even if the definition of solidarity 

differed between the parties. One critical division between the parties is on questions related 

to defense policies and shifting budgets. The Left Party wants to abolish arms exports and be-

lieves that it should be obligatory once again to serve in the military. The Green Party on the 

other hand believes in creating a balance among welfare, integration and arms exports without 

necessarily decreasing the amount of money invested in the defense industry. The Green 

Party’s stance has important implications for their ability to advocate proactive or comprehen-

sive refugee policies as military spending represents an opportunity cost to refugee reception. 
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Figure 5: Total statements found in newspaper articles related to refugees made by the 
Green and Left parties 

 
Note: The data here is based on information collected in Appendices 3 and 4. 

Figure 6: Total Statements found in policy documents related to refugees made by the 

Green and Left Parties 

 
The data here is based on information collected in Appendices 3 and 4. 

8.2 How Did the Parties Define Solidarity? 

 
8.2.1 The Left Party 
The spokesperson of migration for the Left Party, Christina Höj Larsen and the Left parlia-

ment member Nooshi Dadgostar argued during my interviews that solidarity means that “my 

security depends on your security,” that is, when you need me I will be there for you and vice 
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versa. It is a reciprocal relationship. These informants discussed Sweden’s role and responsi-

bility internationally in conflicts when the government exports arms to dictatorships.160 Höj 

Larsen argued that Sweden’s arms exports make it responsible for showing solidarity to refu-

gees.  Sweden should abandon its role in fueling conflicts through exporting weapons used in 

conflicts that force people to flee war zones. The problem generated by the global capitalist 

economy—in which actions by one state can affect another—requires that Sweden takes re-

sponsibility for what it does in other countries.  

Höj Larsen concludes that what distinguishes a socialist perspective from other perspec-

tives is the understanding that people belong together outside nation states, that is, the idea of 

a wider solidarity beyond borders. The Left Party suggests a society in which people need 

each other and that anyone can find themselves in a situation or during periods when they 

don’t have the possibility to immediately contribute to society, but they still have value.161  

The Party’s definition of solidarity is thus based on this concept which consists of three 

factors. First, empathy, i.e. the ability of individuals to recognize themselves in each other. 

Second, it is defined by a willingness to act upon this empathy.  Third, it is based on an under-

standing that people are responsible for each other. In sum, solidarity is about people belong-

ing together, that they need each other.162   

 
8.2.2 The Green Party 
The Green Party’s definition of solidarity differs from the Left Party’s definition. Kurdo 

Baksi, a party leader associated with immigrant causes, argues that the idea of solidarity is 

based on the notion that the strong must defend the weak. What characterized the Green 

Party’s refugee policy is the will to do “more” than just engage in development and aid poli-

cies. There are two kinds of solidarity: “financial solidarity” and “physical solidarity.”   Fi-

nancial solidarity signifies a person who donates money that eases their conscience about 

those who have it worse.  Physical solidarity is to accept and receive a person in your own 

country in front of your own door—one is welcoming and open with people who have it 

worse.163  

                                                
160 C. Höj Larsen, “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma Sarah Mi-
kaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 28 July, 2016.  
161  C. Höj Larsen, 28 July, 2016. 
162 C. Höj larsen, 28 July, 2016.  
163 K. Baksi, “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma Sarah Mikaili], 
Stockholm, Sweden, 15 October, 2016.  
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8.2.3 General Observations   
According Caspian Rehbinder, political expert in migration of the Center Party, the left par-

ties’ positions towards refugees was very positive when the alliance parties ruled Sweden for 

eight years.164 Rehbinder states that the left parties were very quick to say that refugees are a 

benefit for Sweden, but, “they forgot the integration problem, housing, that people with differ-

ent backgrounds has to be integrated which is a painful process that will create frictions.”165 

The left parties had an incredible strong consensus built on the idea that migration has a posi-

tive value. Before Autumn 2015, for the left parties, solidarity was expressed by accepting 

refugees and giving them the best we can. It was a national pride and political duty.166 The 

Green Party had a vision of a world without borders, a vision in which the nation-state is less 

important.  

According to Rehbinder, the problem is that the Green Party also had a strong conviction 

that the Swedish systems regarding labor market, welfare system and benefit systems were 

well functioning.167  In other words, they had a limited understanding of the importance of 

scarcity reduction measures. The high number of asylum seekers coming to Sweden during 

2015 created frictions and the Green Party wanted to advocate openness but had no answer to 

the consequences for the Swedish model. Rehbinder concludes: “I do not believe that the fun-

damental values of the Green party have changed, possibly they have been forced into a cyni-

cal and pragmatic view of what can be done politically in order to achieve political suc-

cess”.168  

The sociologue and debater Jean Karchi made the same argument regarding the Green 

Party’s definition of political success: “the Green Party is in a power position, while the Left 

Party is not. There is a difference between being in a position of power and in opposition dur-

ing an election campaign.”169  When we make this distinction we can also understand how 

and why the concept of solidarity has been defined and changed by both parties according to 

Karchi.  The migration researcher Peo Hansen agreed with Karchi’s arguments: “The Green 

Party has gone from a solidarity-based refugee policy of openness to the belief that it was im-

portant to remain within the government and that their other policies were so important that 

                                                
164 The expression “left parties” refers to the Left Party, the Green Party and the Social Democratic Party. 
165 C. Rehbinder, “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma Sarah Mi-
kaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 25 January, 2017. 
166 C. Rehbinder, 25 January, 2017. 
167 C. Rehbinder, 25 January, 2017. 
168 C. Rehbinder, Sweden, 25 January, 2017. 
169 J. Karchi, “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma Sarah Mikaili], 
Stockholm, Sweden, 18 November, 2016. 
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they compromised on one of their formerly most important core issues.”170 There was a clear 

difference before and after they came to power.171 A potential explanation for this change is 

that they became subordinate the Social Democrats, i.e. they chose to be subordinate to a 

party with different priorities than the Green Party originally had.172 This subordination corre-

sponds to their views on sacrificing military budget increases.   

 

8.3 How the Party’s Position Evolved or Developed Over Time: Regarding Positive Ele-
ments and Negative Elements   
 
8.3.1 The Left Party  
The Left Party’s approach towards refugees has not changed to be more restrictive. Over time, 

the Party has organized themselves and expressed an even more positive attitude towards ref-

ugees than before. Looking at how the parties have developed their policies the Left not only 

discussed the importance of respecting the right of asylum, but also actually stood up for it by 

not agreeing with the Green Party’s policy changes.  As Christina Höj Larsen said to me, “we 

have always argued for the right for asylum and nothing can change that—not even public 

opinion.”173   

From a solution-oriented perspective, the Party did not discuss the political crisis associ-

ated with refugee reception in negative terms even although they recognize that it has been a 

challenge for Sweden.  They believe that it is not the large number of refugees that is the 

problem but the policies that the government has chosen to pursue.174  Instead, the Party has 

discussed solutions and investments to help refugees establish themselves in Sweden. They 

have not called on violating the right of asylum but focused on how to help people fleeing to 

Sweden (not how to stop them).  

The difference between the parties is that the Left Party chose to discuss the underlying 

reasons that cause people to flee, which they consider to be a major problem.  As Höj Larsen 

said, “the crisis should not focus on the number of people coming to Sweden, it should focus 

on the role Sweden has in arms exports.”175 The Left Party advocated and proposed through-

out the crisis different policies than the Green Party and the government: “Unlike the Green 

                                                
170 P. Hansen, “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma Sarah Mikaili], 
Stockholm, Sweden, 21 November, 2016. 
171 P. Hansen, 21 November, 2016. 
172 J. Karchi, 18 November, 2016. 
173 C. Höj Larsen, 28 July, 2016. 
174 N. Dadgostar, “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma Sarah Mi-
kaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 16 August 2016. 
175 C. Höj Larsen, 28 July, 2016. 
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Party who argued that the reception of refugees is opposed to functioning welfare and social 

functions, we want to develop the welfare and maintain our humane refugee policy.”176 Refu-

gee policies should not be discussed in economic terms, rather the discussion must focus on 

humanity and human rights. The Left did not consider refugees coming to Sweden to be an 

economic problem. Large number of refugees might create a challenge to create a well-func-

tioning refugee reception, but the Left Party did not regard it as a financial problem.177 Nooshi 

Dadgostar explained: “We have and will always stand up for welfare, equality and human 

rights. Therefore, we want to invest in housing, infrastructure and education to all – including 

refugees.”178 

 
8.3.2 The Green Party   
According to Baksi, the political crisis in 2015 made the Green Party adopt rhetoric that re-

ferred to the lack of resources of taking in, feed and house the number of refugees.179 Baksi 

concludes that the Green Party put an end to their old policies, using a set of frames related to 

practical issues as a constraint to the number of refugees coming in to Sweden. The Party still 

wanted to show solidarity with refugees through generous development and aid policies while 

restricting the “physical” solidarity. That is, the Greens wanted to help refugees as best as 

could be done on the spot, but they did not want to have too many refugees in the country 

leading to what they believed would be an uncontrolled situation. As Kurdo Baksi said: “We 

felt that our policies were not based in relation to the number of number of refugees who 

came.”180  This on the spot approach was favoured by the far-right party, the Sweden Demo-

crats as well. 

During the Fall of 2015, the Green Party and the government tried to push all the Euro-

pean countries to take their responsibility and distribute refugee reception more evenly.  But 

as the Eastern European states started shutting refugees out, the responsibility division be-

came uneven such that Sweden and Germany stood for the greatest refugee reception through-

out Europe.  As Kurdo Baksi explained, “we realized that we could not take care of everyone 

who came, which created a cold shower within the party.”181 At the same time the Green 

Party did not want to take responsibility for a position different from the Social Democrats’ 

                                                
176 N. Dadgostar, 16 August 2016. 
177 C. Höj Larsen, 28 July, 2016. 
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retrenchment program. Rather they altered their original approach which was less strict for 

asylum seekers and refugees. As it stands today, there are no major differences between the 

Green Party’s refugee policy and the Alliance’s refugee policy. 

According to Rasmus Ling, a member of the parliament for the Green party, some of the 

new rules were good and others not so great. Ling stated that the Green Party had discussions 

with the Social Democrats as they wanted to implement stricter rules because they felt afraid 

of the numbers of refugees coming during such a very short period of time.  Ling said: “We, 

the Green Party tried to resist as much as we could. In the end, we had to compromise be-

tween a temporary law or leaving the government. We felt that leaving the government would 

have only made the situation and the rules worse and stricter. The rules that we agreed on 

were bad but it was better than the alternative.”182 

 
8.3.3 General Observations 
When the Green Party got into power, they were confronted with the reality of a growing sup-

ply of refugees with a relatively fixed supply of resources. They felt forced to adapt to the 

budget consensus defined by their far larger political partner (the Social Democrats) and influ-

enced by the right-wing parties’ agenda as well as emerging public opinion.  In contrast, the 

Left were still in a “comfortable” position since they did not have the same responsibility. The 

Green Party had to adapt to their partners, reality, while trying to keep their line as far as they 

could, which is not an easy balancing act. The Left Party has been able to continue with the 

same jargon since they do not have the same responsibilities. Therefore, these differing re-

sponsibilities constitute one explanation for why the two parties’ ideologies differed in re-

sponse to the shock of large numbers of refugees.   

Yet, some of my respondents argued that political considerations did not shape the Left 

Party’s views.  Evidence for the difference between the parties not being based simply on alli-

ance needs is that the Left Party was not in an alliance with the Social Democrats. The 

spokesperson of migration for the Center Party, Caspian Rehbinder explains that the Left did 

not have the aim becoming a part of the government, at least not to the same extent as the 

Green Party had. Before the elections in 2015, it was unthinkable for both parties to close the 

borders as hard as the government did during the Fall of 2015. But, since the Green Party held 

a clear aim to become a part of the government, they had to realize that it was not possible to 
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maintain their policy. Also, the Green Party failed to present a credible alternative that the So-

cial Democrats would have agreed upon.   Rehbinder says the main reason the Left Party 

chose to remain outside this cooperation cantered on their unwillingness to compromise their 

beliefs and policies.183  

In any case, the Left Party did not have to remain bound by a Social Democratic-defined 

set of budget parameters, whereas the Green Party was forced to and therefore believed that 

they had to sacrifice important principles regarding refugee reception. As Karchi said, “as a 

member of the Green Party, one has to deal with those you share the power with, reality and 

one’s principles.” It is important in politics to compromise which the Green Party did. But to 

say that the Green Party has changed its humane policy by sacrificing some principles is not 

completely true.184  Jean Karchi said the Green Party has recognized the need to compromise, 

something which they also lost many voters on.185  

According to Hansen, the change that occurred within the Green Party reflects the Left 

Party being excluded from the government, which has made it easier for them to maintain 

their original policies. Hansen said, “the Left Party does not give the impression of being a 

party that abandons their policies as they do not want to be [in] a government. There is a huge 

difference within the party’s basic attitudes.”186 The Green Party wanted to be a part of the 

government at any price and they were aware that this would include deviation from their 

original ideological line.  In contrast,  the Left Party did not want to be in the government for 

the same reason, they realized that they would have to abandon their original policy princi-

ples. The change found in the Green Party lies within this type of logic according to Hansen. 

The Left had a completely different approach: “they wanted to preserve and maintain their 

policies instead of smoothing it out; one can only speculate about how it had gone for the Left 

if they had been a part of the government.”187 

 

8.4 To what Extent did the Parties Address Scarcity Reduction? 

 
8.4.1 The Left Party 
We have seen that frames around the resource deficits potentially limiting refugee reception 

became a key factor within the Green Party.  These deficits were partially based on a 
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Green/Social Democratic consensus on military budgets and the need to make new invest-

ments to facilitate refugee absorption and integration.  This constraint on solidarity raises the 

question of whether left parties could have advocated a way to make refugee reception less 

defined by scarcity, i.e. reducing the relative costs by scarcity reduction measures.  

The idea that immigrants are welcomed because of their economic contributions on the la-

bor market is not a perspective that the Left Party shares. Höj Larsen of the Left Party said: 

“people who are not able to work and pay taxes are valuable,” therefore “we cannot exclude 

people because they are ‘costly’ for the society.”188  This view raises the question of how the 

Party responds to the way cost arguments are deployed by other parties and whether differen-

tiating your party from these arguments is sufficient to limit or block such arguments outside 

your own party.   

The party provided concrete suggestions about how to effectively find solutions to put 

people to work. To integrate people and get them to enter the labor market the Left Party ad-

vocated investment in human resources and education and promotes the understanding that 

intercultural knowledge is valuable. Höj Larsen said, “we have to be better at using certain 

characteristics that humans are born with – I have never understood why people use ethnic 

Swedes who studied Arabic as interpreters when there are people who have Arabic as their 

mother tongue.”189   

 
8.4.2 The Green Party 
According to Rasmus Ling, the Green Party addressed different ways to overcome scarcity by 

offering various types of assistance. However, it is important to remember that the refugees 

that come have different backgrounds: “It differs a lot between the education level in different 

groups of refugees…coming to Sweden. Some have academic degrees while others only have 

been at the school for a few years. We must adapt the labor market for this and develop un-

qualified or ‘simple’ jobs.”190 According to Ling, the party has proposed “fast tracks” dealing 

with the validation of university degrees, investing in language training, etc.:  

We are investing in more education and more teachers. The fast tracks we 
started to develop within some work sectors were the ones that grew the fastest. 
For example, we invested in having more nurses which resulted in the increased 
numbers of foreign-born women working and learning Swedish at their work.  
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Ling argues  that thanks to the fast tracks there has been an increased number of foreign-born 

women in the labor market using their language skills at the migration board, a place where it 

is an important skill to speak various languages: “We need to upgrade the importance of lan-

guage – it is an important skill to speak various languages.”191   

Kurdo Baksi, another Green Party member, argues that refugees cannot be measured in 

money or what they cost. At the same time, he says that one has to be “realistic.” He argues 

that when 160,000 refugees come, it is no easy task to succeed in integrating all these people 

in the period of two years. Refugees who come here may cost us a little bit, but they are an in-

vestment in the future. Sweden has problems with low-wage occupations in which almost no 

one wants to work. Migration is profitable both for migrants and for Sweden as a welfare 

state. There are also many people who speak many languages and come from different cul-

tures help to make Swedish exports/imports increase.192  

Baksi says that even if his party wanted to do more, they did not get the post of Integration 

Minister: “We were instead assigned to the Housing Minister’s post, which is an important 

position but more difficult to satisfy as the housing situation in Stockholm is a big prob-

lem.”193  When being asked how the party can reduce the costs of integration processes Kurdo 

Baksi said:  

It is dangerous to measure refugees in costs, however the policies we advocate 
will make it easier to validate degrees from foreign countries. It shall not take 
time from the Social Board to have a Doctor’s license validated, i.e. It is only 
we as politicians who can ease integration since those who come into the 
country do not have the power or influence.”194  

 
Baksi argued that if a refugee generates “costs,” then a lot it is the government’s and 

politician’s fault not the problem of the refugees.195  

 
8.4.3 General Observations 
According to the spokesperson of migration for the Center Party, Rehbinder, neither the Left 

Party nor the Green Party presented any particularly radical solutions to the problems that the 

number of refugees brought with them: “The Left Party wants to tax everything. If you be-

lieve in their policies, it is certainly a good solution because you do not have to take political 
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responsibility.”196 When it concerns the Green Party, Rehbinder said that they are very frus-

trated because they would like to be more solution-focused, but the Social Democrats do not 

accept their proposals for reforms in labor market and benefit system. Rehbinder said, “the 

Green Party is prepared to make quite radical reforms in order to make the reception and inte-

gration work better. But as they cooperate with the Social Democrats, the Green party cannot 

do much as the Social Democrats are pleased to have stopped immigration and uninterested in 

making reforms within the labor market.”197 

Rehbinder explained that areas which would reduce effective scarcity, like integration 

projects, have been really underfunded. Validation of foreign qualifications and the time it 

takes is a huge problem: “We in the Centre Party have [promoted] far more money than what 

the government has [actually invested] in those parts of refugee reception. However, I do not 

think more money is the solution.”198 The real problems are the bureaucratic rules that stand 

in the way: “If you take a telling example, which is the ability of asylum seekers to work in 

Sweden, there are few [cases where this occurs easily]. The whole system is the major prob-

lem as it pursues a policy which makes it difficult for asylum seekers to work.” In order to 

solve this problem Rehbinder says that greater reforms are needed than the current govern-

ment is prepared to invest in: “They are not prepared to revise labor mobility, facilitate small 

business, [where immigrants and others can] start their own business [that can] grow as a 

company, [and] make it easier to employ [persons]. This is about far-reaching structural re-

forms.”199 

Karchi adds, “even if the Green Party is in power, we have also seen that they have not 

been able implement much of their own policies. In politics, one must compromise and coop-

erate.”200 There is a difference between talking about politics and to implement it, Karchi 

states. He argues that the real problem is that the Left and Green parties lack knowledge. Both 

parties are not ready to hire people with real and true knowledge.201 The proposals from the 

parties have their flaws, and much more could be done. Karchi also discusses the problem 

with resource distribution: 

Refugees will suffer from an uncontrolled migration. And then what? What 
should we do about it? Should we put them into ghettos? We have responsibil-
ities towards people in need, but also [for other] national issues. The idea of 
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shifting budgets and invest in something more than something else is a complex 
question. We cannot let two important political issues collide with each other.202 

 
This view passes over the actual trade-off between refugee reception and other budg-

etary investments, thus rationalizing the scarcity created by the budgetary status quo. 

According to Hansen, neither the Left Party or the Green Party came up with concrete 

proposals to invest in the refugees and the future of Sweden. There have been more proposals 

from the Social Democrats than these two parties. Interestingly, the government (both the 

Green Party and the Social Democratic leaders) initially said that it was a financial profit re-

ceiving refugees and today the same people claim it is a cost and a budget burden. In the Fall 

budget Magdalena Andersson (of the Social Democrats) said the government would have 

more room in the budget as the number of refugees decreased. Isabella Lövin (from the Green 

Party) wrote an article discussing the similar topic. They drew comparisons between refugees 

and budget burdens. There is no discussion about the growth immigrants have contributed to 

so that Sweden’s national debt has decreased. Most politicians do not mention that as they 

want to promote the rhetoric that refugees cost.203  

Hansen emphasizes the issue of the Swedish integration process, “we should accept refu-

gees. But then comes the question – what do we do when the refugees come here? You cannot 

stick your head in the sand and say that you do not know. You have to investigate it properly 

and come up with concrete proposals.”204 Neither the Left nor the Green parties were prepared 

to do that. He argues that for an actual change to happen there must be a structural change. 

Politicians must understand that refugees cannot employ themselves, you must intervene in 

the labor market, the need to create jobs and you must work with the training system and vali-

dation of grades. Both parties discuss the importance of validating foreign qualifications, but 

not how much you should invest in that validation system.  With an improved validation sys-

tems, Hansen says Sweden might not have such weak absorption of refugees and immi-

grants.205 

9. Analysis 
The empirical sections provide us with fundamental insights into the political debate within 

the Green and Left Parties during  2015, a time when social and economic issues related to 

refugee absorbtion were highlighted.  What emerges is a before and after the Fall 2015 picture 
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of the parties’ refugee policies. The section aims to compare the empirical findings with the 

theoretical framework in order to answer the research question. I will structure the analysis in 

sub-sections in order to treat each theory separately.  

 

9.1 Applying Theories Related to Solidarity 

This section will treat the analysis in regards of the concept of solidarity and the change of 

policies analysed in the empirical material involving debate articles, political speeches and in-

terviews.  One theory defines solidarity from an altruistic perspective, which means that one 

feels a “desire to benefit someone else for his or her sake rather than one’s own.”206 This sug-

gests that the need to protect refugees is prior to the well-being of citizens and the state. The 

definition means that people perceive as others in need, such as people fleeing war. Refugees 

need protection and thus asylum and refugee policies should benefit them rather than the state.  

I have investigated the extent to which a specific kind of solidarity frame has been repre-

sented within and promoted by the Swedish Green and Left Parties. Broadly, it can be said 

that the concept of solidarity can be associated with collectivism, that is, a sense of “commu-

nity” where individuals take responsibility for each other and each other’s well-being, i.e. by 

creating policies that welcome refugees and include them in the welfare system. The responsi-

bility lies with the society or the state. The concept of solidarity is present within both the 

Green and Left Parties where the framing system is about Sweden’s role and responsibility to 

help refugees. Solidarity frames deployed by the two parties built in part on Sweden’s tradi-

tional way to identify itself as a country engaged in generosity and support for refugees. This 

traditional solidarity policy was tested during the political crisis in the Fall of 2015.  

 During this time, the split government decreased in popularity in favour of the far-right 

Sweden Democrats. Opinion polls showed that there was a strong support for the Sweden 

Democrats who advocated a strong line in limiting the intake of refugees. The change of heart 

among voters made the Green Party change preferences, which is consistent with Anthony 

Downs’s theory of vote-maximization.207  The theoretical definition of solidarity was opera-

tionalized in equal measure by the Green and Left parties. During the political crisis in 2015, 

solidarity and compassion as advanced by the Green Party and the Social Democrats (as well 

as the right) became constrained by economic and securitization arguments related to growth, 

efficiency and a threat to the welfare.  
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9.2 Applying Theories Related to Social and Economic Impacts of Refugee Absorbtion 

This section will analyse the social and economic impacts of refugee absorbtion addressed in 

the empirical material including debate articles, political speeches and interviews. The aim is 

to find results that can be used in the conclusion in order to answer the research question.  

 

9.2.1 Potential Immigrant Disadvantages or Costs 
When discussing the different impacts of refugee absorbtion two main arguments have oc-

curred in the debate:  potential disadvantages and costs and potential advantages and benefits 

related to refugees. In proposal 2015/16: 67 presented by the government (which the Green 

Party is a part of), the idea conveyed was that the number of asylum seekers in Sweden was so 

high that it constituted a threat to public order and national security. The government wanted 

this measure to convey that it would reduce the number of people seeking asylum in Sweden, 

to send a signal that this would ensure that Swedish citizens could continue to have a high 

standard of living.  

The Swedish government’s aim to reduce the number of asylum seekers in Sweden suc-

ceeded quickly after the decisions were taken and the border and identity controls were intro-

duced. The motivation behind the restrictions was not built upon racist frames but they can be 

perceived as nationalistic as they distinguished between “we,” i.e. citizens who are entitled to 

the welfare and are not being a threat to the public order and national security and “them” – 

the refugees who were portrayed as being lazy and associated with a burden to the Swedish 

welfare. This type of rhetoric was mainly being advanced by the Green Party that otherwise 

was considered a champion of refugee policies. Framing refugees in economic terms legiti-

mated taking measures to reduce the number of asylum seekers. When the Green Party frames 

the refugee situation as “costly” and as a burden for the Swedish society, the party is con-

structing refugees as burdens rather than valuable assets, which in turn can affect Swedes’ at-

titude to refugees which in turn may make their new policies further legitimated. It appears as 

the borders distinguishing the Social Democrats, the Alliance and the Greens became blurred, 

voters supporting one of these blocs got much of the same thing when it came to refugee pol-

icy. 

The Green Party, but not the Left Party, advanced the frame in which refugees were seen 

as a cost to Swedish society during what I have called “the period of retrenchment.” It is 

therefore possible to deduce that there has been a change in the framing system deployed by 

the Green Party, framing refugees in economic terms, thus legitimating the use of powerful 
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measures to reduce the number of asylum seekers. When the Green Party frames absorbing 

large numbers of refugees as a burden for the Swedish society and constructs such refugees as 

burdens rather than assets, in turn this can affect the Swedes’ attitude to refugees concretely in 

refugee policy.  

 
9.2.2 Potential Immigrant Advantages or Benefits 
The main positive arguments in the debate regarding refugee reception have focused on three 

points: 1) the obligation to accept refugees in accordance with international law, 2) Sweden’s 

moral duty mixed with compassion towards refugees, and 3) the potential economic benefits. I 

now refer back to claims made by earlier scholars and how these relate to my empirical find-

ings. 

Theorists agree that there are obvious advantages in helping people in need, but an in-

creased number of refugees can also bring negative effects for Sweden as the refugees may be 

costly in the short run as they need to be lodged and integrated. In the long run these invest-

ments will, however, potentially become beneficial. To the extent that refugees become inte-

grated they will become a part of the workforce and can contribute to the social security sys-

tem. Contrary to what proponents of the negative effects of refugee immigration claim, an in-

creased flow of refugees could instead potentially provide more resources for welfare.  

It is not possible to assume, however, that an open and generous immigration will auto-

matically put the Swedish economy into prosperity. A prerequisite is a well-functioning inte-

gration system so that the refugees can begin to work. This requires specific solutions and ac-

tions. The solution does not lie in whether Sweden should be an open country for refugees or 

not but how to integrate them in the best way possible. The risk otherwise is that the support 

for populist parties increases when they come up with solutions that other politicians do not 

support, and people become hostile to immigrants and refugees. The important question is 

therefore what impact will be allowed to dominate. For the refugee immigration to be posi-

tive, it is important to discuss how politicians can minimize the short-run costs of the arrival 

of refugees and how to balance these costs with systems to promote benefits. In the long run, 

successful refugee policies reduce the degree of which “native” Swedes see refugees as the 

“other,” different from themselves.   

Generally, refugees have been described as a resource for the Swedish society in two 

ways. Firstly, they fill the need of society, the labor market and the “average” Swede. The ar-

guments evolve around how to get refugees efficiently integrated. I would like to point out 

that arguments about refugees as merely an economic resource are not necessarily positive as 
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they can lead to the idea that a refugee is only a “number” represented by statistics indicating 

what makes welfare grow. The human value of refugees can disappear.  

Secondly, theorists like Legrain and Zachary argue that refugee immigration brings new 

innovations to the host country and that refugees contribute to more people working and pay-

ing taxes, which is good for the welfare. The limitation to this approach is not the idea of 

young people being an economic boost for a host country, but rather what do we do when ref-

ugees are not? Are refugees still welcome when they no longer support the majority’s needs? 

If there is effective integration building on immigrants’ capacities then it reduces or poten-

tially constrains scarcity arguments. A prerequisite for these theories to be applicable in prac-

tice is that the host country must have a well-established policy of integration, something I 

will now discuss. 

 

9.3 Applying Theories Related to Scarcity Reduction and Systems to Overcome Scarcity 

This section will analyse whether (and the extent to which) frames related to scarcity reduc-

tion and mechanisms to overcome potential costs of refugee absorbtion were represented in 

the empirical findings. The aim is to find results that can be used in the conclusion in order to 

answer the research question.  

Being new to a country means that immigrants come to a new society with new institu-

tions, new language, and a limited network. All these components are very important to be 

able to connect with the labor market. It also means that immigrants need support to validate 

previously acquired education and work experience to be able to get into the new labor mar-

ket. How political parties design their policies to support the establishment of refugees is 

therefore essential. The model “systems to overcome scarcity” that I developed under the the-

oretical framework will be applied in Table 8 below to summarize and analyse the results 

from the empirical analysis under section 6, 7 and 8.   

Theories of scarcity reduction illustrate solutions to overcome the costs or find solutions to 

the integration of refugees related to housing solutions, language training, self-organizing im-

migrants etc. These issues have been addressed to some extent by both parties as they suggest 

solutions to these problems but neglect to discuss the question of how these policies are to be 

incorporated. Certainly, both parties have good ambitions when they argue that the refugees 

must enter the labor market by making it easier to validate foreign education credentials, for 

example.  Yet, nowhere do the two main parties studied mention how these suggestions are to 

be implemented and from what budget. These issues are important to voters.  One alternative 

explanation for why the Sweden Democrats continue to grow might be that political parties do 
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not know how to address these issues. The concept of shifting budgets is important within the 

context of having a well-managed refugee policy. Politicians will promote main weak integra-

tion connected to refugee reception if they don’t invest in the former (by changing budget pri-

orities) to make the later more efficient.   Ultimately, it’s about what the politicians want to 

prioritize in the political agenda.  

10. Conclusion   
This study has measured the political change in the Swedish Green and Left Parties’ refugee 

policies under the critical period of the Fall 2015. First, the beginning of the study sought to 

explain the reasons behind the framing of the refugee crisis and how these frames developed 

in Sweden and their underlying causes.  These frames changed as both the Green and the Left 

parties were traditionally strong advocates for a generous refugee policy and the idea that the 

Swedish welfare should be available to everyone. These approaches were put to the test when 

the refugee crisis materialized.  At that point, an apparent dilemma arose between the right of 

asylum and preservation of the older refugee policy versus the alleged “sacrifices” to the wel-

fare state. The parties chose different political approaches regarding the flow of refugees as 

the number of refugees grew. Policy-making for the Green Party became a balancing act be-

tween perceived self-interest and concern for human rights and refugees. The generous refu-

gee policy that the Green Party advocated did not survive the “test” of large number of refu-

gees. This development raises the question as to why this was so.  

First, policy changes reflect a party’s willingness to give away or maintain their power in 

favour of their core issues. Second, policy positions which are sustainable in the long run dif-

fer from rhetorical positions in the short term. Third, these changes partially reflect the ab-

sence of both radical or alternative solutions to the problems that the large number of refugees 

are claimed to cause.   

These three conclusions are related to how the two parties of central interest address the 

core question of scarcity that helped change the Swedish and Green Party stance away from a 

straight forward “refugees welcome” approach (Table 8). The table shows that neither party 

developed a clear program to explicitly cut military budgets and invest in refugee absorption.  

While the security thinking behind military budget levels is beyond the scope of this study, 

the Green Party endorsed new military programs in a period before the 2015 crisis.  The Left 

Party, however, conceives of a way to avoid military budget increases and increase welfare 

spending while the Green Party explicitly believes in what could be called a “guns and butter” 

program, i.e. they don’t conceive of a trade-off between military programs and the welfare 
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state.  While neither party had a well-developed vision of helping refugees to help themselves, 

I’ve already described how the Greens became locked into a Social Democratic program that 

largely blocked more comprehensive integration measures. 

 
10.1 Policy Changes Reflect a Party’s Willingness to Give Away or Maintain their Power 
in Favour of Core Issues 
By the Fall of 2015, the Sweden Democrats, a party of discontent, won stronger support 

among people who lost hope in party polices led by the Social Democratic government to-

gether with the Green Party. Probably, the strong support of the Sweden Democrats, together 

with the desire to remain in government led to a complicated situation for the Green Party. At 

this stage “the period of retrenchment” is also critical to understand why the Green Party 

chose to make a change in their refugee policies. The Green Party has long been a champion 

of refugee rights. It didn’t take a long time before the party began to redefine the crisis in neg-

ative terms. The party saw the crisis as a huge challenge and felt that the number of refugees 

affected national security. The actions were not in line with Green Party’s party platform and 

their political transition can be interpreted in two ways: 1) a desperate attempt for a relatively 

small party to maintain its position in the government, 2) a way for a divided government to 

appear to be united.  

Table 8: Applying theories related to systems to overcome scarcity 
 

Name of sys-
tem 

Explanation Proposal from 
Green Party 

Proposal from 
Left Party 

Analysis of 
the Party’s  
frames 

Converting re-
sources 

Conversion of mili-
tary spending into 
public purposes 
such as promoting 
language learning, 
integration of refu-
gees, welfare etc.  

Weigh different in-
terests against each 
other. There’s a 
changed security 
situation in the 
world even in Swe-
den. Asylum and 
migration rights are 
not negotiable, but 
this does not mean 
that one should not 
invest in other 
things. One has to 
make priorities be-
tween different ar-
eas.208   

Instead of spending 
money on defense 
material, the Left 
Party’s proposal is 
to make military ser-
vice compulsory.209 

The Green Party 
did not favour 
explicit conver-
sion or defense 
cuts to promote 
welfare, but the 
Left Party advo-
cates limits to 
military budget 
increases and ex-
panded welfare 
(even if the two 
are not neces-
sarily linked). 

Shifting budgets Economic scarcity 
reflects limited in-
vestments. Invest-
ing in education 

One does not re-
place the other. You 
can have both a de-
veloped defense 

The Left Party will 
focus on intercul-
tural knowledge 
where refugees can 
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and training of ref-
ugees leads to 
greater productiv-
ity. This can be 
done by shifting 
budgets. 

policy and a well-
functioning welfare 
system and integra-
tion. This doesn’t 
mean, however, that 
you should increase 
defense industry 
spending.210 

contribute with the 
knowledge they 
have. This can best 
be accomplished by 
investing money into 
welfare and educa-
tion.211 
 

Self-organizing im-
migrants 

Exchange of capac-
ities and mutual 
learning outside the 
state. 

The Green Party has 
together with the 
Social Democrats 
created what they 
call “low-skilled 
jobs” which accord-
ing to them have al-
lowed foreign born 
women to enter the 
labor market, con-
sidering the lan-
guage skills of these 
women, for exam-
ple in the asylum 
process for refu-
gees.212,213 

The Left Party has 
proposed to make it 
easier to validate 
foreign qualifica-
tions, internships 
and make use of the 
experiences that ref-
ugees have from 
their home coun-
tries.214  

Neither party em-
phasized the pro-
cess of more ef-
fectively inte-
grating refugees 
before they enter 
the labor market 
or immigrant-to-
immigrant self-
training. 

 

 In contrast, the Left Party promoted a refugee discourse positive to absorbing large numbers 

and sustaining the right of asylum.  This position must be understood in relation to their posi-

tion of not being a part of the government. Christina Höj Larsen states in an interview that the 

Left Party does not stand behind the idea that refugees are valued after the economic benefits 

they bring to Sweden. Larsen highlights the party’s vision which signifies that even people 

who have no economic value in society have a “human” value and that the party does not shut 

people out because they are a “burden” to society. It is clearly demonstrated that the Left 

Party advocates an open and human society where everyone is welcomed, as opposed to the 

approach that the Green Party advocates. There is also a large disagreement between the par-

ties’ refugee policies despite their similar histories in advocating solidarity and an open soci-

ety.  

                                                
210 R. Ling, 27 October, 2016. 
211 C. Höj Larsen, 28 July, 2016. 
212 R. Ling, 27 October, 2016. 
213 There is, however a contradiction with these low-skilled jobs created by powerful politicians as both Melman 
and Tilly argue it is the people with political, economic and media skills who decide over resources and capaci-
tiesand immigrants stack at the bottom often lack these skills that they need for fighting for a welfare state. 
214 C. Höj Larsen, 28 July, 2016. 
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10.2 Policy Positions which are Sustainable in the Long Run Differ from Rhetorical Po-
sitions in the Short Term 
The Left Party does not seem to have any responsible approach or solution when ignoring the 

fact that refugee reception generates costs. In contrast to Left Party (and others’) claims, one 

can ask this question without undermining the human value of individuals. You cannot just 

take in refugees and only discuss tolerance. The Left Party labels refugees as victims instead 

of giving them tools so they can gain power by discussing reconstruction (define) and other 

alternative solutions. The most important thing that both parties lack is an understanding that 

a revised distribution of power and resources can lead to greater integration of refugees as 

they gain access to the right tools.  

The democratic value of voters investing in parties that represent positions which they sig-

nal to voters may be a core feature of Swedish democracy.   During the crisis, however, the 

signals changed.  The rhetoric about addressing the refugee problem became rather frag-

mented and the discourse related to the costs and burdens of society arose among Swedes.  

First, the Green Party, together with the Social Democrats, embraced a policy different 

from the earlier ideological platform (or signal) because of pressure from the outside (the will 

of people wanting a change).  

Second, the Green Party had a self-interest to remain in power position at any cost, while 

the Left Party stood outside the ruling government. Instead of coming up with coherent solu-

tions and solving the problems on a national and international level, refugees became pun-

ished for a war they did not create.  

The Left Party seemed mostly interested in being in opposition, instead of coming up with 

concrete proposals on how to help refugees who come to Sweden. Here is why comprehen-

sive, proactive reconstruction and re-distribution policies become so important.  They allow 

refugees to gain power over their lives so that they are not dependent only on politicians or 

lobbyists who claim to represent them. The problem with letting political lobbyists speak for 

an under-represented group where they claim they want to achieve the best for everyone only 

leads to elitism. There is a need for radical solutions and a shift in budgets, meaning, investing 

money into something useful rather than following politicians who have political and eco-

nomic self-interests.   
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10.3 Changes that Partially Reflect the Absence of Both Radical or Alternative Solutions 
to the Problems that the Large Number of Refugees are Claimed to Cause 
First, in order to analyse the changes raised by my research question, I started by outlining 

Green and Left parties’ ideologies and fundamental ideas regarding refugee and migration 

policies. Their relationship to The Social Democrats has had and still has a big influence in 

Swedish politics, specifically in migration policies. The Green Party said before the 2014 

elections that they would never cooperate with parties that want to restrict the right of asylum 

and their policy was to help everyone in need as it was both a moral duty and an international 

obligation. What happened in the Fall of 2015 is that the Green Party ignored their election 

promises as they (together with the Social Democrats) chose to introduce border controls and 

restrictive migration policies. Before the elections and before the crisis in 2015, the positive 

effects of immigration were emphasized by Green and Left parties and they both believed that 

a generous refugee policy was favourable for Sweden in the long run. This political rhetoric 

was reduced during the crisis, and the positive effects that Green Party had expressed before 

decreased in the political debate.   

Second, the type of solutions the parties offered in order to solve the “crisis” Sweden was 

facing was not discussed or discussed very little during the Fall of 2015. The Green Party 

claimed during that period and after that the large number of refugees coming to Sweden put  

pressure on Swedish authorities and welfare system; they did not seem to have been ready to 

review their own policies or present any radical solutions to the problems Sweden was facing. 

In year 2014, Sweden spent 100 billion Swedish Crowns on new jet fighters which was 

roughly the same amount as the asylum reception of refugees from Syria and Somalia would 

have costed over the next four years. When I asked both parties how they prioritized their 

budgets and how conversion of military spending into public purposes such as language train-

ing and integration of refugees could be beneficial both parties claimed that guns (military 

budgets) were not an opportunity cost against butter (the welfare state). The Left party said 

that money going to the Swedish defense does not have to exclude language training or inte-

gration. They could not, however, answer if it would then be possible to raise the taxes for so-

cial welfare.  

11. Discussion 
 
11.1 Theoretical Contribution 

I have used various theories to assess the extent to which the Left and Green Parties changed 

their refugee policies because of the large number of refugees coming to Sweden in the Fall of 
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2015 as mediated by their ideological framing systems. This study also discussed alternative 

solutions to Swedish refugee reception crisis and the extent to which these solutions were in-

corporated within the Left and Green Parties’ policies.  

The first part of the research question has been confirmed as the Green Party changed 

their policies due to the crisis. The first part of the research question is, therefore, confirmed 

by the theories applied in this study. The second part of the research question is about to ex-

ploring alternative solutions to refugee reception for both parties. The outcome was that none 

of the parties discussed any radical or sufficiently innovative solutions to the political crisis. I 

have suggested that refugees or immigrants’ lack of social and economic influence before 

elites and a lack of political imagination (or reflective knowledge) both help explain the pres-

ence of an insufficient address to a comprehensive set of proactive policies and solutions in 

both the Left and Green Parties’ integration policies.  

The study brings attention to two Swedish parties considered to be refugee-friendly but 

which showed that given the crisis and dependency on Social Democrats, one of the parties 

supported retrenchment.  The study is also relevant because of, and stated before, the fact that 

research of Swedish refugee policy is extensive, but the research too often focuses often on 

securitization, discrimination, assimilation, exclusion, difficulties in entering the labor market 

and racism. This is of course relevant, and something that I have partially covered in this 

study.  Nevertheless, I have raised neglected issues, such as what kind of real and solution ori-

ented policies are Swedish political parties offering based on their ideologies and beliefs but 

also on available resources that can be re-distributed. The result of the study is relevant partly 

for refugees who usually do not have the power or means to get up in society but also for poli-

ticians and institutions working with solution-oriented refugee policies. The study also con-

cerns a social problem that Swedish politics often overlooks—how arms exports sustain both 

war and refugees. 

 

 11.2 Potential Future Research Directions 

This study will be a valuable resource when discussing on how political parties form their pol-

icies. It is however, worth elaborating on how a change of policies during crisis affected the 

political climate in Sweden among voters and whether it favoured right-populist parties. This 

study could be applied to cases other than Sweden, however, and in areas beyond just refugee 

and migration issues. Although there has been research done in how political parties shape 

their policies during a “crisis,” there has been a lack of focus on the extent to which parties 

implement a solutions-oriented set of policies. This is obviously important and contributes to 
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the understanding of policies that would help weaker groups and not only those with power. 

The focus is often very much on what parties express in their party manifestos, but less to 

nothing on the actual measures taken. Despite this problem, there has been little research done 

on how to move beyond the existing rhetorical boundaries of incumbent parties. The Green 

Party advocates a range of integration projects for newly arrived people without any concrete 

proposals on how they can be incorporated. Therefore, research on political parties’ behaviour 

and their implementation of party policies is needed to make people aware of the effect of 

how they are alienated from potential capacities.   

As for the scientific quality of this study, it has been dependent on the choice of methods 

and theories that I have used. It is worth mentioning that there are other types of text-based 

method that could have been applied instead of a content analysis. Such methods are dis-

course or argumentation analysis. I believe however, that this would change the character of 

my thesis.  My aim was not to examine and interpret specific discourses or identifying argu-

ments and examine their validity, but rather to identify different interests and ideas within the 

debate on the Swedish refugee policy.  

My outcomes might have been different if I included a wider range of parties both inside 

outside Sweden. Swedish migration policies can be considered a limited research field since 

Sweden is a small country compared to other European countries that also are affected by the 

refugee crisis. However, by investigating only two political parties the potential advantage  

was to illustrate choices that exist within a given particular time and place. The most im-

portant conclusion that can be drawn from how Swedish left parties have handled the refugee 

crisis is that they do not have any coherent solutions to the crisis. They problematize the num-

ber of people coming to Sweden and label them as victims, but none of the parties have come 

up with solutions to how these people can avoid this and become a part of future Sweden. 

None of the parties have been willing to bring up the reasons behind the refugee crisis and 

how they can promote alternative solutions to help people coming to Sweden. These issues 

are important for further research as they touch upon the problems Sweden faced during the 

2015 refugee crisis.  
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Appendix 1: Green Party Speeches 
 

Speech 
Number 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant ad-
vantages/benefits 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant disad-
vantages/costs 

Key statement related 
to scarcity reduction 

Key sentence re-
lated to Solidarity 
I 

Key sentence 
related to Soli-
darity II  

1 N. 
 
 

N.  Y: “I am also very 
pleased that in the au-
tumn budget presented 
recently, efforts and re-
sources are strengthened 
to civil society so that it 
will be a clear part of the 
establishment. Amongst 
other things, it is about 
Swedish education al-
ready from day one, 
strengthening the sport-
ing movement and 
strengthening the project 
with refugee grounds.” 

Y: “At a time 
when the need for 
solidarity is the 
greatest, the Swe-
dish voice is also 
needed as much as 
possible. I am 
therefore very 
proud that the gov-
ernment’s guide-
line is that we need 
to create more le-
gal roads into Eu-
rope.”  

Y: “It is a crisis 
– a crisis for all 
the people who 
in this moment 
we are gathered 
here, are forces 
to flee because 
of war and op-
pression in their 
home countries. 
But, it is also a 
crisis for Eu-
rope’s common 
morals.” 

2 Y: “We have succeeded in 
the past! Today, people 
from the past war in Balkan 
or Chile go to work, con-
tribute and pay taxes in 
Sweden.”   

N. Y: “We are increasing 
resources for the munici-
palities. School leads to 
work.” 

N. N. 

3 Y: “We are more people in 
Sweden to build our pros-
perity and welfare society. 
It is not only them (the ref-
ugees) who need refuge. 
We need them too. It is a 
mutual relationship.”  

Y: “Regarding the question 
of when there is a serious 
danger, in many municipal-
ities in the country, accord-
ing to the information I 
have received from, the 
Civil Protection and Emer-
gency Agency, says that 
current situation is critical 
situation. I do not want to 
say that there is chaos and 

N. N. N. 
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Sweden is going to col-
lapse, as some seem to 
claim, but we must act and 
ensure that we can guaran-
tee the service and stand-
ards that we have estab-
lished. We have to give 
municipalities and the au-
thorities legal instruments 
and the opportunity to se-
cure this.” 

 
 

Appendix 2: Left Party Speeches 
 

Speech 
Number 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant ad-
vantages/benefits 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant dis-
advantages/costs 

Key statement re-
lated to scarcity re-
duction 

Key sentence related to 
Solidarity I 

Key sentence re-
lated to Solidar-
ity II 

1 N. 
 
 

N. Y: “We must make 
sure that all the mu-
nicipalities receive 
refugees, that the so-
cial resources and 
volunteers' are best 
used, that one learns 
Swedish from day 
one and that the vali-
dation of education 
and professional ex-
perience is quickly 
supplemented in or-
der to enter the labor 
market.” 

Y: “The Left Party has 
been advocating for creat-
ing legal and safe roads 
into Europe. We want to  
revoke the Dublin Regu-
lation, remove the visa re-
quirement for people 
from countries in war and 
conflict and in the long 
term find ways to issue 
humanitarian visa.” 

Y: “It is time to 
let this movement 
in here (referring 
to the parliament 
chamber) too - the 
movement that 
now greets people 
welcome to our 
country. In that, 
we see true be-
longing and com-
panionship, and it 
requires real ac-
tion” 

2 N. N. Y: “The budget will 
ultimately focus on 
the welfare and in-
vestments in the fu-
ture.” 

N. Y: “Every Euro-
pean country must 
take responsibil-
ity.” 
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3 N. N. N. Y: “Most of it is about the 
right for asylum. For the 
Left Party, asylum rights 
are not negotiable. We 
have signed a convention, 
the Geneva Convention, 
and we have to oblige un-
der these rules.” 

Y: “It is all about 
finding a common 
ground where we 
are fellow human 
beings, show soli-
darity and where 
we stand for what 
we have said 
about helping 
people in need.” 

 
Appendix 3: Green Party Debate articles and policy documents 

 
Document 
Number 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant ad-
vantages/benefits 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant disad-
vantages/costs 

Key statement related 
to scarcity reduction 

Key sentence re-
lated to Solidarity I 

Key sentence re-
lated to Solidar-
ity II 

1 N. 
 
 
 

N. N. Y: “We will ensure 
the right for asy-
lum.” 

Y: “We will not 
forget how we 
felt when he told 
us that he held 
his children 
across the border 
of Syria, and how 
he lost them to 
the sea when the 
boat sank. The 
thought that it 
could had been 
one of us brings 
us together.” 

2 N. N. N. Y: “The right of 
seeking asylum is a 
human right. It is an 
undeniable part of 
the Universal Decla-
ration of Human 
Rights, and that is 

Y: “It is beyond 
question that we 
in Sweden do 
everything we 
can to make it 
less difficult for 
people to have 
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nothing we can af-
ford to compro-
mise.” 

their rights en-
sured and that we 
make sure they 
feel welcome 
here.” 

3 N. Y: “We politicians should 
be honest that there is a 
contradiction between re-
ceiving refugees and the 
standard we can offer to 
those who come here. That 
contradiction will require 
difficult balances.” 

Y: “We need to discuss 
what is acceptable hous-
ing standards and how 
we can lower the obsta-
cles of entering into the 
Swedish labor market. 
But also, to strengthen 
welfare, by supporting 
relevant authorities and 
municipalities with addi-
tional resources. We need 
to build schools, find 
ways to validate degrees 
and train more teachers 
in Swedish as a second 
language.” 

N. Y: “We in the 
Green Party stand 
firm in our faith 
of an open Swe-
den that wel-
comes people 
here.” 

4 N. Y: “The purpose of these 
measures is to maintain 
law and order and national 
security. One example may 
be major migratory flows 
which challenge authori-
ties and social functions in 
the society.” 

N. N. N. 

5 N. N. Y: “People with ambition 
and entrepreneurship 
should be given opportu-
nities to act upon it.” 

N. N. 

6. N. Y: “The number of asylum 
seekers who applied for  
asylum in Sweden has 

Y: “The government in-
tends to closely follow 
the consequences for 

N. N. 
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been record high in 2015. 
The strains on the Swedish 
asylum system are great 
and other key social func-
tions are also exposed to a 
major burden.” 

each individual's estab-
lishment in the labor 
market and in society.” 

 
Appendix 4: Left Party Debate articles and policy documents 

 
Docu-
ment 
Number 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant ad-
vantages/benefits 

Key sentence related to 
refugee/immigrant disad-
vantages/costs 

Key statement re-
lated to scarcity 
reduction 

Key sentence related 
to Solidarity I 

Key sentence re-
lated to Solidarity 
II 

1 Y: “The Left Party wants to 
see a Sweden that continues 
to grow in both welfare and 
population. Those who 
come here will be given the 
opportunity to join and 
build the country.” 
 
 
 

N. Y: “The first step is 
to make sure we in-
vest in everyone 
who live here, both 
those who have 
their whole back-
ground here as 
those who recently 
arrived. Now if 
ever, it is time to 
make profitable in-
vestments and a 
proper welfare ex-
pansion.” 
 

N. N. 

2 N. N. N. N. N. 
3 N:  N. N. Y: “For the Left Party, 

asylum rights are a 
most important topic - 
- it is not negotiable." 

Y: “It is our moral 
duty to provide pro-
tection for those 
who are on the 
run.” 



73	
	

4 Y: “That many people of 
working age, with good ed-
ucation, now come here are 
a great opportunity for us. 
More people mean new 
ideas, more customers, 
more talents that will bring 
the Swedish economy and 
the future to flourish.” 

N. Y. “Sweden is a 
country with good 
capacity to build 
welfare systems 
that include every-
one. we are also in 
great need of more 
residents to main-
tain our modern 
systems, be able to 
make research and 
find labor to over-
come housing 
shortages.” 

N. N. 

5 Y. “Whether a refugee who 
comes to Sweden becomes 
a person who can work with 
his or her professional skills 
from their country of origin, 
joins further education 
within a profession that 
there is a lack of in Sweden, 
or ends up in long-term and 
degrading unemployment, 
is not something that has to 
do with his or her personal 
qualities, but how well we 
succeed in investing in ex-
isting and growing needs in 
the Swedish economy.” 

N. Y. “In order for ref-
ugee reception and 
integration to work, 
a concrete and 
long-term invest-
ment perspective is 
required instead of 
short-term cost fo-
cus.” 
 

N. N. 
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6. Y. “Every human being 
should be seen as valuable 
and not as a burden, but 
someone’s contribution to 
society shall never deter-
mine her or his worth.” 
 

Y: “During the fall of 2015, 
many people came to Swe-
den in order to avoid war 
and oppression more than 
ever before. This, of 
course, meant an increased 
burden on authorities re-
sponsible for receiving peo-
ple fleeing from war and 
oppression, as well as for 
several municipalities 
around the country. The 
workload for authorities 
and municipalities will con-
tinue to be high for a long 
time to come.” 

 

Y. “The establish-
ment of new arri-
vals must go faster, 
and the skills of 
newly arrived refu-
gees must be better 
taken care of. Edu-
cation and language 
education must be 
developed and 
strengthened. The 
Left Party wants the 
state to have overall 
responsibility for 
receiving refugees 
and migrants in 
Sweden. Refugee 
reception should 
therefore have clear 
national governance 
and sufficient state 
funding.” 

Y. “Everyone should 
be able to seek protec-
tion from persecution 
and be able to get their 
asylum reasons tested 
according to the rule 
of law.” 

 

Y: “The Left Party 
wants to see a hu-
man and welcoming 
refugee policy in 
Sweden and Eu-
rope.” 
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Appendix 5: Interview questions about Refugees and Political Parties’ Policies 
1. How does your party define the idea of “solidarity” when it comes to refugees? What 

criteria have you used in the past to justify or support taking in refugees? 
2. Is the party’s idea about solidarity based on: a) altruism b) a notion that the strong 

must defend the weak c) an extension of the domestic welfare state d) a belief in inter-
national law? 

3. Does your party believe that refugees who organize themselves by providing services 
to one another (exchanging goods, training and knowledge) can help reduce the costs 
of refugees coming to Sweden? 

4. If you believe in such self-help, what policies have you promoted to facilitate such 
self-help?  Have these policies included the organization of work or production coop-
eratives or joint procurement or consumer cooperatives? 

5. Does your party see any security threats to Sweden based on accepting large numbers 
of refugees?  If so, how have you tried to respond to such security threats?  If so, how 
do such security threats compare to security threats coming from established Swedes, 
Swedish citizens or persons who were already citizens or permanent residents already 
living in Sweden? 

6. Has your party supported the idea that immigrants and refugees can contribute eco-
nomically to Sweden? 

7. If so, what policies have you supported to facilitate these economic benefits? 
8. If so, how are such benefits weighed against the costs of refugees and immigration? 
9. At what level of migration do refugees represent a cost to Sweden?  How do you as-

sess the level and measure the costs? 
10. Does your party see ways that speeding integration can lower its costs? If so, what 

policies have you supported to promote such speeding up?  Have the policies gained 
sufficient political support?  If they have gained such support, how well have such pol-
icies worked? 

11. Does your party see a trade-off in the monies invested in: a) military budgets, b) tax 
breaks, or c) costly acquisitions and the money which could have been used to facili-
tate increased acceptance of large numbers of refugees? 

12. If you see such trade-offs, which ones a), b), c) do you see? 
13. If you see such trade-offs, which ones a), b), c) have you talked about? 
14. If you see such trade-offs, which ones, which ones a), b), c) have you used parliamen-

tary votes to oppose? 
15. Do you see any social welfare trade-offs between military spending and other objec-

tives? If so, what major areas do you think are hurt by such trade-offs?  Or, do you 
view these as separate questions, i.e. budgetary costs of military spending are irrele-
vant for considering the level of social welfare provided by Sweden? 
 

References 
 
Academic journals 
Abiri, E., “The Changing Praxis of Generosity: Swedish Refugee Policy during the 1990s,”  

Journal of Refugee Studies, 13, No. 5, 2000, pp. 11-28.  
Arnsperger C., and Varoufakis Y., “Toward a theory of solidarity,” Kluwer Academic  

Publishers, 2003, pp. 157-188. 
Bloch A., and Schuster L., “Asylum and welfare: contemporary debates,” Critical Social  

Policy, Vol. 22 No. 3, 2002, pp. 393-414.  
Ekberg, J., “Immigration and the public sector: Income effects for the native population in  

Sweden,” Journal of Population Economics, 1999, pp. 411-430. 



76	
	

Hinnfors, J., Spehar, A., and Bucken-Knapp, G., “The missing factor: why social democracy 
can lead to restrictive immigration policy,” Journal of European Public Policy, Vol. 19, 2012, 
Issue 4, pp. 585-603. 
 
Interviews 
Baksi, K., “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma  

Sarah Mikaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 15 October, 2016.  
Rehbiner, C., Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma  

Sarah Mikaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 25 January, 2017.  
Dadgostar, N., “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by  

Soma Sarah Mikaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 16 August 2016. 
Höj larsen, C., “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by  

Soma Sarah Mikaili], 28 July, 2015. 
Hansen, P., “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma  

Sarah Mikaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 21 November, 2016. 
Karchi, J., “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma  

Sarah Mikaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 18 November, 2016. 
Ling, R., “Questions about Refugees and political parties’ policies,” [Interviewed by Soma  

Sarah Mikaili], Stockholm, Sweden, 27 October, 2016. 
 
Legislation and cases 
Regeringen, ”Insatser med anledning av flyktingkrisen,” 23 October, 2015, 

http://www.regeringen.se/informationsmaterial/2015/10/insatser-med-anledning-av-
flyktingkrisen/  (accessed 20 August 2016). 

Regeringen, ”Budgetpropositionen för 2016: Förslag till statens budget för 2016, finansplan  
och skattefrågor,” 15 September 2015, https://data.riksdagen.se/fil/0728C57C-0FA7-
4D5B-AE36-F76E7B9EEFE6 (Accessed March 2 2017). 

Regeringen, ”Regeringen beslutar att tillfälligt återinföra gränskontroll vid inre gräns,” 12  
November 2015, http://www.regeringen.se/artiklar/2015/11/regeringen-beslutar-att-till-
falligt-aterinfora-granskontroll-vid-inre-grans/(accessed 20 August 2016). 

Regeringen, ”Särskilda åtgärder vid allvarlig fara för den allmänna ordningen eller den inre  
säkerheten i landet,” proposition 2015/16:67, 9 December, 2015, https://www.riksda-
gen.se/sv/webb-tv/video/aktuell-debatt/aktuell-debatt-om-den-akuta-flyktingkri-
sen_H3C120150925ad (accessed 16 July 2016). 

Regeringen, ”Överföring och mottagande av flyktingar från f.d. Jugoslavien m.m”.,  
proposition 1993/94:51, 7 October 1993, https://data.riksdagen.se/fil/F1985897-D47C-
4B96-9A1D-C5B3A53B1B7E (accessed 20 August 2016). 

Regeringen, ”Regeringen föreslår åtgärder för att skapa andrum för svenskt  
flyktingmottagande,” 24 October, 2015, http://www.regeringen.se/artiklar/2015/11/re-
geringen-foreslar-atgarder-for-att-skapa-andrum-for-svenskt-flyktingmottagande/ (ac-
cessed 20 August 2016). 

Regeringen, ”Tal av statsminister Stefan Löfvén vid manifestationen för flyktingar,” 6  
September, 2015. http://www.regeringen.se/tal/2015/09/tal-av-stefan-lofven-vid-mani-
festationen-for-flyktingar-den-5-september/ (accessed 16 July 2016). 

Regeringen, ”Tillfälliga begränsningar av möjligheten att få uppehållstillstånd i Sverige,”  
Proposition 2015:16:174, 28 April, 2016, http://www.regeringen.se/conten-
tassets/075968fdd8c94788977dba14bae16444/forslag-om-att-tillfalligt-begransa-mo-
jligheten-att-fa-uppehallstillstand-i-sverige-prop.-201516174 (accessed 16 July 2016). 

Sveriges Riksdag, ”Invandrar- och flyktingpolitiken, Regeringens skrivelse 1993/94:127,” 22  



77	
	

December, 1993, https://data.riksdagen.se/fil/9870D5EF-9683-4421-A2E3-
286FD1842591 (accessed 20 August 2016).  

Sveriges Riksdag, ”Riksdagens protokoll 1989/90:46,” [Webb-TV], 14 December, 1989,  
https://data.riksdagen.se/fil/AD7CAE58-B62C-4A52-B663-825A4EC5690C (accessed 
20 August 2016).  

Sveriges Riksdag, ”Särskilda åtgärder vid allvarlig fara för den allmänna ordningen eller den  
inre säkerheten i landet,” Debatt om förslag [Webb-TV], 17 December 2015, http://www.riks-
dagen.se/sv/webb-tv/video/debatt-om-forslag/sarskilda-atgarder-vid-allvarlig-fara-for-
den_H301JuU24 (accessed 20 July 2016). 
Sveriges Riksdag, ”Utgiftsområde 8 Migration,” debatt om förslag, [Webb-TV], 3 December  

2015, https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/webb-tv/video/debatt-om-forslag/utgiftsomrade-8-
migration_H301SfU4 (accessed 20 July 2016). 

Vänsterpartiet, ”Med anledning av prop. 2015/16:174 Tillfälliga begränsningar av  
möjligheten att få uppehållstillstånd i Sverige,” Motion 2015/16:3412, 10 December 
2015, (accessed 17 July 2016). 

Vänsterpartiet, ”Med anledning av prop. 2015/16:67 Särskilda åtgärder vid allvarlig fara för  
den allmänna ordningen eller den inre säkerheten i landet,” Motion 2015/16:3283, 12 
May 2016, (accessed 17 July 2016). 
 

Litterature 

Batson, D., Altruism in humans, Oxford University Press, New York, 2011 
Bergström, G., and Boréus, K., (editors), Textens mening och makt: metodbok i  

samhällsvetenskaplig text- och diskursanalys, 2., [omarb.] uppl., Studentlitteratur, Lund, 
2005. 

Bryman, A., Social research methods, 4th Ed., Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2012. 
Demker, M., and Malmström C., Ingenmansland?: svensk immigrationspolitik i  

utrikespolitisk belysning, Studentlitteratur, Lund, 1999. 
Downs, A., An economic theory of democracy, Harper & Row, New York, 1957. 
Geddes, A., Immigration and European integration: towards fortress Europe?, Manchester  

University Press, Manchester, 2000.   
Håkansson, A., ”vad styr partiers ageranden?” in Erlingsson, G., Håkansson, A., Johansson,  

K-M., and Mattson, I., in Politiska Partier, Studentlitteratur, Lund, 2005, p. 61-106. 
Kingdon, J.W., Agendas, alternatives, and public policies, Updated 2nd ed., Longman,  

Boston, 2011. 
Legrain, P., Invandrare: vi behöver dem, 1. uppl., Fores/Ivrig, Stockholm, 2013. 
McCombs, M., Makten över dagordningen: om medierna, politiken och opinionsbildningen,  

1. uppl., SNS förlag, Stockholm, 2006. 
Melman, S., After capitalism: from managerialism to workplace democracy, Alfred A. Knopf,  

New York, 2001. 
Raskin, M.G., (red.), The federal budget and social reconstruction: the people and the state,  

Institute for policy studies, Washington, 1978. 
Schierup, C.U., Hansen, P., and Castles, S., Migration, citizenship, and the European welfare  

state: a European dilemma, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2006. 
Stjernø, S., Solidarity in Europe: the history of an idea, Cambridge University Press,  

Cambridge, 2005. 
Tilly, C., Durable Inequality [electronic resource], University of California Press, 1998. 
Zachary, P., The diversity advantage: multicultural identity in the new world economy, 2nd  

ed., Westview, Boulder, Colorado, 2003. 
Öberg, N., Gränslös rättvisa eller rättvisa inom gränser?: om moraliska dilemman i  



78	
	

välfärdsstaters invandrings- och invandrarpolitik, Univ., Diss. Uppsala : Univ.,Uppsala, 
1994.  

 
Newspapers articles 
BBC, “Number displaced worldwide hits record high – UN report,” 18 June, 2015,  

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-33178035 (accessed 3 april 2016). 
Billner, A.,  ”Försvaret får köpa 60 nya Jas-plan,” Dagens nyheter ekonomi, 29 August, 2014,  

http://www.dn.se/ekonomi/forsvaret-far-kopa-60-nya-jas-plan/ (accessed 13 May 2016). 
Järkstig, L., ”Majoriteten av svenskarna vill hjälpa,” Aftonbladet, 6 September 2015, 

http://www.aftonbladet.se/nyheter/paflykt/article21368200.ab (accessed 16 March 
2016). 

Järkstig, L., ”IS tar på sig dådet i officiellt uttalande,” Aftonbladet, 14 November  
http://www.aftonbladet.se/nyheter/article21764175.ab (accessed 21 July 2016). 

Karlsson, P., ”Billströms utspel får hård MP-kritik,” Aftonbladet, 4 February, 2013,   
http://www.aftonbladet.se/nyheter/article16181606.ab (accessed 29 July, 2016). 

Kasurinen, A., ”Löfven: kan bli gigantisk flyktingström från Iran,” SVT, October 17, 2015,  
http://www.svt.se/nyheter/inrikes/lofven-kan-bli-gigantisk-flyktingstrom-fran-irak (ac-
cessed 15 januari 2017) 

Küchler, T.,  ”Ungern ska stoppa flyktingar – med taggtråd,” Svenska dagbladet, 2 August,  
2015, http://www.svd.se/ungern-ska-stoppa-flyktingar--med-taggtrad (accessed 16 
March 2016). 

Larsson, M.J., ”V utanför uppgörelsen på grund av tillfälliga uppehållstillstånd,” Dagens  
nyheter, 23 October 2015, http://www.dn.se/nyheter/politik/v-utanfor-uppgorelsen-pa-
grund-av-tillfalliga-uppehallstillstand/ (accessed 2 August, 2016). 

Larsson, M.J.,”Så fungerar decemberöverenskommelsen,” Dagens Nyheter, 27 December,  
2014, http://www.dn.se/nyheter/politik/sa-fungerar-decemberoverenskommelsen/ (ac-
cessed 16 March 2016). 

Larsson, M.J., ”Reinfeldt går emot Billström,” Dagens Nyheter, 6 February, 2013,  
http://www.dn.se/nyheter/politik/reinfeldt-gar-emot-billstrom/ (accessed 21 March 
2016). 

Naeselius, A., ”Decemberöverenskommelsen: Detta har hänt,” SVT, 9 October, 2015,  
http://www.svt.se/nyheter/inrikes/decemberoverenskommelsen-detta-har-hant (accessed 
29 August 2016). 

Olsson, H., ”Moderaterna: systemert riskerar att kollapsa,” Dagens Nyheter, November 9,  
2015, http://www.dn.se/nyheter/politik/moderaterna-systemet-riskerar-att-kollapsa/ (ac-
cessed 15 Januari 2017). 

Rosén, H., ”Reinfeldt: Öppna era hjärtan för de utsatta,” Dagens Nyheter, 16 August, 2014, 
http://www.dn.se/valet-2014/reinfeldt-oppna-era-hjartan-for-de-utsatta/ (accessed 3 
April 2016). 

Röstlund, L., Dawod, N., and Karlsson, P., ”SD:s besked: Fäller regeringens budget,” 
Aftonbladet, 2 December, 2014, http://www.aftonbladet.se/nyheter/article19954788.ab 
(accessed 29 March 2016). 

SVT Agenda, ”Billström: Väljarna vill ha förändring i invandringen,” 3 February,  
2013,http://www.svt.se/agenda/billstrom-valjarna-vill-ha-forandringar-i-invandringen/ 
(accessed 21 March 2016). 

Svenska Dagbladet, ”Jonas Sjöstedt: Miljöpartiet hycklar om asylrätten,” 3 April, 2016,  
http://www.svd.se/mp-vill-ha-fn-konferens-om-asylratt (accessed 2 August, 2016). 

Svenska Dagbladet, ”Största krisen sedan andra världskriget,” 27 August, 2015,  
http://www.svd.se/serbien-vi-kommer-aldrig-att-stanga-granserna (accessed 5 February 
2016). 



79	
	

Svensson, A.H., ”V utesluts från regeringen,” SVT, 15 september 2014,   
http://www.svt.se/nyheter/val2014/vansterpartiet-om-regeringssamarbete (accessed 29 
August 2016). 

Victorzon, A., ”Löfven: 10 000 flyktingar per vecka är ohållbart,” Omni, November 17, 2015,  
http://omni.se/lofven-10-000-flyktingar-per-vecka-ar-ohallbart/a/7e26de4d-d744-4415-
805f-2c34ae0d921d (accessed 5 februari 2017). 

 

Additional sources 
Europeiska kommissionen, ”ett gemensamt europeiskt asylsystem,” delivered in  2014,  

https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/e-library/docs/ceas-fact-
sheets/ceas_factsheet_sv.pdf (accessed 20 February 2017). 

Languiden ”Sverige/Aktuell politik,” 23 November, 2015,  
http://www.landguiden.se/Lander/Europa/Sverige/Aktuell-Politik (accessed May 23, 
2016). 

Lindenfors, A., and Seidlitz, M., ”Yttrande över utkastet till lagrådsremiss: Begränsningar av  
möjligheten att få uppehållstillstånd i Sverige,” Regeringskansliet, 7 March, 2016, 
http://www.regeringen.se/contentasets/cbebce43816043d6bf864dd0e076b722/24_amne-
sty.pdf (accessed 20 April 2016). 

Malmberg, F., ”Utkast till lagrådsremiss Begränsningar av möjligheten att få  
uppehållstillstånd i Sverige,” Barnombudsmannen, 8 March, 2016, http://www.barnom-
budsmannen.se/barnombudsmannen/vart-arbete/nya-remissvar/2016/3/utkast-till-lag-
radsremiss-begransningar-av-mojligheten-att-fa-uppehallstillstand-i-sverige/ (accessed 
20 april 2016). 

Miljöpartiet de gröna, ”partiprogram,” 2016, https://www.mp.se/om/partiprogram/varlden#6.6  
(accessed 3 August 2016). 

Miljöpartiet de gröna, ”överenskommelsen,” October 26, 2014. https://www.mp.se/just-
nu/overenskommelsen 
Migrationsverket, ”Asylsökande – de största länderna,” delivered October 3, 2016,  

http://www.migrationsverket.se/Om-Migrationsverket/Statistik/Asylsokande---de-
storsta-landerna.html (accessed 3 april 2016). 

Migrationsverket, ”Första gången över 10.000 asylsökande de senaste sju dagarna,” 9  
November, 2015, http://www.migrationsverket.se/Om-Migrationsverket/Ny-
hetsarkiv/Nyhetsarkiv-2015/2015-11-09-Forsta-ganger-over-10-000-asylsokande-de-
senaste-sju-dagarna.html (accessed 14 June, 2016).  

Migrationsverket, ”Inkomna ansökningar om asyl,” January 1, 2016,  
http://www.migrationsverket.se/down-
load/18.7c00d8e6143101d166d1aab/1451894593595/Inkomna+an-
sökningar+om+asyl+2015+-+Applications+for+asylum+received+2015.pdf (accessed 
23 January, 2016). 

Migrationsverket ”Stor osäkerhet i prognosen – EU:s agerande avgörande,” 22 October, 2015,  
http://www.migrationsverket.se/Om-Migrationsverket/Nyhetsarkiv/Nyhetsarkiv-
2015/2015-10-22-Stor-osakerhet-i-prognosen---EUs-agerande-avgorande.html 

OECD (2013), International Migration Outlook 2013, OECD Publishing.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/migr_outlook-2013-en (accessed august 4, 2016) 

OECD (2015), International Migration Outlook 2015, OECD Publishing, Paris.  
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/migr_outlook-2015-en (accessed august 4, 2016) 

ST, ”Ohållbar arbetssituation på Migrationsverket,” 13 November, 2015,  
http://news.cision.com/se/fackforbundet-st/r/ohallbar-arbetssituation-pa-migrationsver-
ket,c9867188 (accessed 14 June, 2016). 

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, “Mid-year trends 2015,” 2015,  



80	
	

http://www.unhcr.org/statistics/unhcrstats/56701b969/mid-year-trends-june-2015.html 
(accessed 3 april 2016). 

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, “Refugees/Migrants Emergency Response  
– Mediterranean,” 2015, http://data.unhcr.org/medportalviz/dist/ (accessed 3 april 
2016). 

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, “Worldwide displacement hits all-time  
high as war and persecution increase,” 18 June, 2015, http://www.unhcr.org/news/lat-
est/2015/6/558193896/worldwide-displacement-hits-all-time-high-war-persecution-in-
crease.html (accessed 3 april 2016). 

Vedin, U., ”I skuggan av hög arbetslöshet – om flykting- och anhöriginvandrares  
arbetsmarknadsetablering,” Landorganisationen i Sverige, 2015, 

Vänsterpartiet ”Vår politik,” 2016, http://www.vansterpartiet.se/politik (accessed 3 August  
2016). 

 
 


