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Chairman’s Welcome 

Europe elects! 
What does the elite want? 
What do the people want? 

The elite wants something different, and the people also want something different. 

This is Europe’s problem today. The European elite, the bureaucracy of Brussels 

wants a democracy without voters. It governs over the heads of the public, against 

their will by leaving them out. 

The people, however, want that their will should be taken into consideration. 

An election is always a chance for the people to chase away those who do not 

consider the voters’ will. 

The elite of Brussels supporting immigration seems to have hard days at the end of 

May. In fact, the majority of the European people now agree that Brussels performs 

poorly.  

The bureaucracy of Brussels manages immigration badly. It does not protect the 

borders of Europe. It ignores the interest of the European people. It uses double 

standard to the nation states. It wants a United States of Europe, thus weakening 

the nations. It does not defend the Christian culture and makes Europe vulnerable 

to mass immigration.  

This is what the majority of the European voters say. We know this because we 

have asked them. These are the lessons drawn from the research covering 28 EU 

member states, which was carried out by Századvég Foundation. 

One thing cannot surely be left out of democracy: the people. It is the people’s time 

in May. It is up to us whether we let European civilisation disintegrate. 

Gábor G. Fodor, the Chairman of the Századvég Foundation 
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Never has so much been at stake! 

Never has so much been at stake in the European Parliament elections as this year’s 

elections. The immigration crisis has revealed the deepest disagreements, and it is 

the European Parliament elections that will give an answer to the question which 

directions the European Union moves on. 

Immigration will unequivocally be the key issue of the elections; every European 

country is affected by this challenge. European citizens are given the chance in the 

election to express their opinion on whether to give the opportunity to the parties 

opposed to immigration or the parties supporting immigration to shape the future 

of Europe.  

Hungary is proud of its thousand-year history, traditions and Christian heritage, 

and we are committed to protecting the European culture and the external borders. 

Hungary’s goal is to create an anti-immigration majority in the European 

institutions after the elections, which will help maintain European identity and 

Christian culture. Our strategic goal is to preserve the safety of the European 

citizens and families, and in order to achieve this the implementation plans to 

change the composition of the European population has to be prevented. 

Péter Szijjártó, Minister of Foreign Affairs and Trade 

 

  



 
 

Page 3  

 

A European Union that can be followed! 

We had the fifteenth anniversary of our accession to the EU on 1st May. Although 

our nation’s balance pro rata temporis is much better than, for example, ten years 

ago – since our economic and social indicators have significantly improved over 

the past period – our wider community, the European Union has faced such new 

challenges in the last EP term that their long-term answers require new solutions, 

a fundamentally new approach. 

However, the cataclysm of migration and security, the macroeconomic challenges, 

and the problems of the euro zone struggling with internal structural problems can 

only be solved by involving all the sovereign actors and respecting their roles, 

through subsidiarity and sovereignty. What does it mean in practice? 

We might as well say: networks of affairs instead of agent networks – this could 

even be the motto of this EP election. 

De facto, there is a need for the operation of extensive institutional structures and 

networks, in which the emphasis is not on the bureaucracy that absorbs everything 

but rather the social groups and interest groups concerned are in the centre of the 

decision-making. The essence of the citizen-centred model is the dynamic 

relationship between the top of the highest authority and the lowest local levels, 

in which every actor has their own role and responsibility, lobbying is governed by 

adequate regulation, and internal professional and legislative control mechanisms 

can be effectively enforced. Brussels should be well traceable and transparent – 

citizens should feel that decision-making in the integration community is indeed 

common and they really have a say in the processes. 

Regarding public policy and public law much is also at stake, as instead of NGOs, 

stakeholders and lobbyists disguised as politicians with dubious financial 

background the practical rethinking of the nations’ Europe should really be 

implemented with the help of statesmen, real civil organisations as well as 

professional and national interest representations.  

As the idea of Robert Schuman, the Founding Father goes: “Europe is trying to find 

itself; it is aware of having its future in its own hands. It has never been so close to 
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the finish. God grant that it may not miss the crucial moment, the last chance of 

its prosperity.” 

Zoltán Lomnici Jr, Legal Expert of the Századvég Foundation 



 
 

Page 5  

 

Expectations: Dissatisfaction is increasing in Western Europe 

The term “economic recovery” briefly means what we think whether our things are 

going well or rather badly, whether we are confident or rather pessimistic about 

our future. At the time of the regime change, there was a consensus that the West 

was moving forward with unabated progress on the path of prosperity, our 

prospects are increasingly encouraging, our children would have a better life than 

we did. 

By 2019 the situation has changed. The research covering the 28 member states of 

the European Union shows that interestingly, dissatisfaction increases just 
in the Western states that prefer to lecture the Eastern states, 
Hungary and Poland.  
While the majority of the people in the EU’s Eastern member states are rather 

optimistic about the future, the situation in the Western countries is reversed. 

More than half of the Western respondents believe that their 
children and grandchildren will have a worse life than they do. A 

quarter of those surveyed say that there will be no change in the quality of life, and 

only 14 percent are optimistic about the future. 

The most pessimistic are the French (85 percent think that the next 

generations will have the same life as or a worse life than they do today), followed 
closely by the Austrians (84%) and then the Italians (80%). 
In addition, more than two-third of the French say that the next generations will 

have an even worse life (68%), the Italians (59%) have the same opinion, just like 

the Austrians and the Belgians (57-57%) and also the Germans, the Spanish and the 

Portuguese (53%).  

Only 7 percent of the French and Austrians, who have won the pessimism 

competition, think that their children and grandchildren will have a better life than 

they do. 



 
 

Page 6  

 

The most optimistic are the people living in the Baltic States, the 
Latvians, the Lithuanians (55-55%) and the Estonians (48%), 
followed closely by the Maltese (48%) and the Hungarians (40%) 
and the Polish (37%). 

 

A representative large-scale research with 28,000 respondents, by CATI method, the aggregated results 

weighted on the basis of population ratios. Data collection period: 7 January – 1 March 2019. 

  

The perception of the European Union: the founders are dissatisfied 

The dissatisfaction of the founding states and those acceding in the 20th century, 

however, is not only related to the prospects of the middle class and prosperity. 

Western voters turn to the EU institutional system with strong 
criticism. The problem is Brussels, the bloated bureaucracy. 
Interestingly, while 60 percent of the former socialist countries have a favourable 

view of the European Union, we can say that the most critical are the founders and 

those acceding in the 20th century: every third respondent in their case has an 
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unfavourable view of the European Union, and only 42 percent of them have a 

positive one.  

The British are the most critical (47%). Therefore, it is well-
founded to say that the reason behind Brexit is the dissatisfaction 
with the European Union. The most fanatic fans of the EU are the 

Luxembourgers, 87 percent of them have a favourable view of the European Union. 

The V4 countries perform above the EU average: 56 percent have a favourable, 26 

percent an unfavourable view. 

It is food for thought that regarding the question of “How would you vote in a 

referendum on EU membership regarding your country?” it is also the founding 

states and those acceding in the 20th century that are the most negative: 28 

percent of them would leave the European Union. The British are at the forefront, 

with 47 percent leaving. They are followed by the Czechs: 37 percent of them 

would decide on leaving. As every third Italian, French, Danish, Swede and Dutch 

would do the same. 

In a vote on EU membership 91 percent of the Luxembourgers would vote for 

remaining, they lead the list among those in favour of remaining. According to 
85 percent of the Hungarian respondents Hungary must remain a 
member of the European Union. By this Hungary is among the most 
committed EU countries, coming second behind the Maltese on the 
imaginary podium.  
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What's wrong with Brussels? 

The trouble is, it handles immigration inadequately. 

At least that seems to be the dominant opinion within the 28 countries of the 

European Union: 70 per cent of respondents says the EU is performing 
poorly in tackling the migration crisis. Mostly Greeks (86%), Czechs (81%), 

Estonians (79%), Italians (78%) and Austrians (76%) think 

so. In addition, 10 other countries "perform" above the EU average. For example, 

70 per cent of Germans also think that there is a problem with addressing the 

migration situation in Europe. 
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The trouble is that Europe does not defend its borders. 

The migration issue is “heated” because Europe does not defend its borders.  

Three-quarter of the respondents answered yes to the question of 
whether the EU should defend its borders more effectively. 86 

percent of the citizens of the V4 countries think so. The Czechs, the Hungarians 

(90-90%) and the Slovaks (89%) call for stronger actions on border protection. The 

most permissive would be the Swedes, the Spanish and the Luxembourgers. 
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The trouble is that Brussels does not represent my interests. 

55 percent of the European voters believe that Brussels does not represent their 

interests at all or rather does not represent their interests. That is, the trouble is 

that Brussels has broken away from the European voters, the bureaucracy in 

Brussels manages the European peoples’ affairs above their heads. It is food for 

thought that two-third of the Westerners think so. Mostly Luxembourgers feel that 

their interests are represented in Brussels (71%), the Greek feel the least that their 

opinion matters (21%). Apart from them the Czechs, the Bulgarians and the French 

feel that the decision-making of Brussels is the farthest from them. 



 
 

Page 12  

 

 

 

  

The trouble is that Brussels uses double standard to the nation states. 

An ample proof that the bureaucracy of Brussels performs its task as an imperial 

centre broken away from the voters’ interests is that almost 60 percent of the 
respondents say that double standard does exist, not each 
country’s affairs are judged in the same way by Brussels. In 
addition, this is thought everywhere in Europe: this is what the V4 feel, 

the former socialist countries, the founding states and those acceding in the 20th 

century as well (this ratio is over 50 percent everywhere).  

The extent of the consensus on this issue is well illustrated by the break-down by 

countries: Slovenians and Bulgarians (86%), Czechs and Austrians (67 and 70 % 

respectively) as well as Italians and Swedes (66-66%) are among the first to 

experience double standard.  
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Two-third of the Hungarians say that Brussels uses double standard 
to the nation states, consequently there are some who are more 
equal than others. 

 

 

 

  



 
 

Page 14  

 

Strong nation states would be needed instead of Brussels’ over-
power. 

The key question of the European elite debates is: Which direction 
should Europe go? Is it the United States of Europe or just the 
opposite, strong nation states are the way forward? 

The debate between the imperialists (globalists) and the sovereignists rewrites the 

traditional left-right division of political power: on one of the poles are the ones 

who would give the European Union bigger power, weakening the nation states, 

cutting off more and more authority belonging to the traditional national 

sovereignty by stealth withdrawal of power; on the other pole those line up who 

want to strengthen the nation states and think that Europe can only be strong if 

its constituent nations are strong.  

The research covering the EU28 shows that the majority of the European 
citizens – contrary to the intentions of the elite in Brussels – are in favour of 
strong nation states, rejecting the imperial vision of the United 
States of Europe. Moreover, this is thought everywhere in Europe.  
This is what the majority of the citizens of the V4 countries (59%), the former 

socialist countries (55%), the founding countries and those acceding in the 20th 

century (53%) believe. The globalist idea has taken root mainly in Spain (54%), 

Luxembourg (53%) and Malta (47%), where they prefer to think that the EU should 

have more power over the member states. Contrary to this, the Czechs (76%), the 

Finns (68%), the British (66%) and the Hungarians (65%) are at the vanguard of 

strengthening the nation states: two-third of the respondents say that the member 

states should have more power. 
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It is not a coincidence either that three-quarter of the respondents 
consider themselves as belonging to their own country in the first 
place and then to Europe. The Czechs consider themselves as Czech (88%), 

the Slovenians as Slovenian (87%) and the Hungarians as Hungarian (87%) in the 

first place. Just like the French, who are French in the first place, and the Belgians 

are also Belgian. More than half of the Luxembourgers, however, consider 

themselves as European in the first place and only then belonging to their own 

nation; it is interesting to see that almost one-third of the Germans (28%) feel the 

same way. 
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The main issue: migration 

The main field of fight for sovereignists and globalists is the issue 
of immigration. Migration is like an essence: it includes all elements of 

contemporary political battles. Who has the right to decide who we want to live 

with? Can we confer this right on others, or can it be taken away from us? Can 

others – against our will – force us to do what we do not want? Can those member 

states be punished who follow their own voters’ will and do not want to give in to 

the imperial will? Who will defend our borders? Do we have the right to defend 

ourselves or shall we leave it to others? 

Most of the citizens of the V4 and former socialist countries believe 
that the management of immigration should be left to the nation 
states (55-57%), while there is a majority among the Western respondents who 

say that the EU should be responsible for managing migration (46 percent think so, 

whereas 44 percent say that this issue should be placed under the responsibility of 

the member states). The Luxembourgers, the Spanish, the Maltese and the 

Germans would rather leave this issue to the EU, while the Czechs, the Slovaks, the 

British and the Hungarians to the nations. This is perhaps due to the fact that, 

according to the majority of the V4 and former socialist countries, the 
migration crisis is  better managed by the Central and Eastern 
European countries (55%). It is interesting that in addition to the citizens of 

the countries concerned, the majority of the Swedes and the Belgians (53%) and 

half of the German respondents also have the same view. 
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70 percent of the European citizens are concerned about the issue 
of immigration and only 5 percent consider it a “pseudo-problem”. 
The Bulgarians, the Finns, the Dutch, the Greek and the Danes are the most 

concerned. However, even three-quarter of the French and the Spanish are 

concerned about the issue of the influx of illegal immigrants. 

The majority of the respondents (55%) say that most immigrants do not leave for 

Europe primarily because of wars but for economic purposes and for social 

benefits. The majority of the European respondents say that immigrants want to 

come to Europe because of their well-being and to have a better life, not because 

they would not be safe in their home country. Only the majority of the respondents 

in Luxembourg, Malta, Portugal and Sweden think that migrants are leaving for the 

old continent mainly because of local conflicts, fleeing from wars. 

Two-third of the European respondents are afraid that there will be 
a mass influx of migrants from Africa to Europe. In this respect, it is also 

the Luxembourgers who are the least worried about this, but two-third of the 

French, the Spanish and the Germans also consider it a real danger that Africa will 

start to move towards Europe.  

Three-quarter of the European people are afraid of a terrorist attack 
in their country. About 80 percent of the Western respondents 
think that a terrorist attack is likely to occur where they live. Mostly 

the French, the British, the Danes and the Germans feel that there might be a 

terrorist attack in their country. The majority of the Europeans are 
therefore of the opinion that there is a direct correlation between 
mass migration and the proliferation of terrorist attacks in Europe. 
Immigrants from outside the continent bring trouble and their own conflicts to 

Europe. 
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Nearly two-third of the Europeans (63%) say that migration from 
outside Europe rather increases the risk of cultural conflicts and 
threatens their usual way of life. Only a quarter of the respondents think 

that migration is more likely to contribute to the spread of multiculturalism and 

the strengthening of cultural diversity than to possible conflicts. Three-quarter 
of the V4 countries say that mass immigration threatens our way of 
life and our existing culture, and 61 percent of Western respondents also 

think so. The strongest advocate of multiculturalism, “of course”, is Luxembourg, 

the danger of cultural conflicts are mostly felt by the Bulgarians, the Czechs, the 

Slovaks and the Hungarians. 
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In defence of Christian culture 

Mass migration endangers our culture and European civilisation, 
which is bound by the Christian culture. Christian Europe is besieged from 

outside (by Islam), but also from inside: by weakening the Christian culture they 

seek to attack the power of national commitments, as national identity in Europe 

is closely related to Christian traditions. Regarding the question whether Europe 

should preserve its Christian culture and traditions or rather support a secular 

culture that goes beyond the Christian tradition, the majority of the European 

(58%) respondents are in favour of preserving Christian culture and tradition.  

 

 

 

 

  

Two-third of the V4 countries are in favour of Christian culture, 
while one-third of the respondents in the founding states and in the countries 

acceding in the 20th century would give up the Christian identity. The 

Luxembourgers (49%), the French (45%) and the Spanish (45%) would be most open 
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to a more secular culture, while – in addition to the Bulgarians – the Czech (81%), 

the Hungarians (79%) and the Slovaks (78%) are the most committed to protecting 

and preserving the Christian culture: here Christian culture is supported by 80 

percent. 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 


