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Migration began to emerge as a major policy issue in Europe during the 1980s. All 

member states of the European Union are affected by the flow of internal migration. The 

way of handling the integration problems, vary among the countries.  

This thesis aims to examine the contemporary patterns of immigration and integration 

policies in Sweden, Denmark and Netherlands.   

 

First, a brief description of immigration patterns in the selected countries and the 

historical backgrounds of immigration will be discussed: I find it necessary to overview 

the history to understand the policy development. 

Second, the national policies, differences and similarities will be discussed. Third the 

situation in urban areas, Malmö, Stockholm, Copenhagen and Amsterdam will be 

evaluated. And in conclusion, the synthesis of the process of immigration phenomenon 

will be included. 

 

A country-specific and comparative approach is desirable for immigration and integration 

policies because the differences between member states are large and the mutual spill-

over effects of these policies weak. I would like to compare these three countries, 

Denmark, Sweden and Netherlands, because: Denmark and Sweden both can be seen 

as a part of Scandinavian model but the policy disparities are large. Netherlands has 

different immigrant characteristics, and all three countries are similar each other with 

being welfare states.  

 

 

 



 2

 

 

 

 

KEY WORDS:  Immigration, integration, discrimination, descendant, refugee, 

integration policies, segregation.  

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:  
I would like to thank all European Spatial planning staff, particularly, my supervisor Prof. 

Jan Evert Nilsson. Also I would like to thank Swedish Institute, since my studies are 

provided with financial support from the Swedish - Turkish Scholarships for European 

Studies in Sweden, sponsored by the Consulate General of Sweden in Istanbul.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 3

TABLE of CONTENTS 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 5 
  5 
1.1. Background    5 
1.2. Purpose 6 
1.3. Methodology 6 
  7 
     2.  CHARACTERISTICS of IMMIGRATION in selected 
countries  
   
 2.1. SWEDEN 7 
 2.1. A. Historical Background   7 
 2.1. B. Policy Developments   9 
 2.2. DENMARK 10 
 2.2. A. Historical Background  10 
 2.2. B. Policy Developments  11 
 2.3. NETHERLANDS 12 
 2.3. A. Historical Background  12 
 2.3. B. Policy Developments  14 
 2.4. SUMMARY  15 
    
      3. INTEGRATION 18 
    
 3.1. THEORITICAL CONCEPTS  18 
 3.2. SWEDEN  19 
 3.3. DENMARK 23 
 3.4. NETHERLANDS  26 
 2.5. COMPARISON  27 
    
    4. INTEGRATION in URBAN AREAS  30 
    
4.1. MALMÖ   30 
4.2. STOCKHOLM   33 
4.3. COPENHAGEN  34 
4.4. AMSTERDAM   36 
    
    5. SUMMARY and DISCUSSION       37 
    
ANNEX I   - TABLES             41 
  
Bibliography              54 
  



 4

DIAGRAMS & TABLES 
 

Table 2.1 :immigrants’ descendants and Danes by foreign and Danish Nationality in 1 January 2005 10
Table 2.2 :The number of non – Western population between 1990 and 2003 in  Netherlands  12
Table 2.3 :Immigration flux into the Netherlands according migration type, 1999 13
Table 4.1: Employment rate by country of birth, male ages 25 – 60. Malmö 2001   34
Table 4.2: Population 14 years and over by extraction and gross income 2003   35
Table 5.1: Immigration by principal countries of origin, 1997   38
Table 1.1: Netherlands: Stock of foreign population by country of nationality, 1996 to 2003 41
Table 1.2 :Denmark: Stock of foreign population by country of nationality, 1996 to 2003   44
Table 1.3: Sweden: Stock of foreign population by country of nationality, 1970 to 2001   
Table 1.4: Unemployment in per cent by year and country of origin DENMARK   47
Table 1.5: Population of Amsterdam according to ethnic groups, January 1st 1982 - 1996; prediction 2000-2015   50
Table 1.6: Education Levels of People in Sweden between 20 – 64 years age (per cent)   52
  
  
Diagram 2.1: Immigrants and emigrants in Sweden 1851 – 2004 7
Diagram 2.2: Percentage of Foreign born people in some OECD countries.  16
Diagram 2.3: Inflow of asylum seekers into selected countries  16
Diagram 2.4: Stock of Foreign Population by nationality by 2003 (2001 in Sweden)     17
Diagram 3.1: index of qualified work in relation to the region of origin 2002   21
Diagram 3.2: Education levels of people by country of origin – Sweden     21
Diagram 3.3: Unemployment in pr cent of the labour force by country of origin DENMARK  24
Diagram 3.4: Attainments of the population by ancestry (education completed) 2005    25
Diagram 3.5: Employment trends, employment of people between 15 – 64 years old (%)   28
Diagram 3.6: Performances  29
Diagram 4.1:  immigrated population by time Copenhagen County. 1980 – 2004 34
Diagram 4.2: immigrants and descendants by country of origin 2004 34
Diagram 1.1: Immigrants by region and period   50
  
Map 1: concentration of the immigrants in Malmö  31
Map in the cover page: World Immigration Map – Net Immigration. Source: The University of Sheffield 
http://www.sasi.group.shef.ac.uk  
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

http://www.sasi.group.shef.ac.uk/


 5

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
 
1.1 Background 
 
The word, immigration means “the act of relocating to another country or region, 

whether temporarily or permanently. An immigrant is a person who intends to stay 

permanently, in contrast to a casual visitor or traveler.” But in fact, the patterns of 

immigration in Europe are complex.  
 
Immigration influences the labour market, the population and socio cultural 

characteristics of the countries. Migration History and the behaviours of the states are 

diverse.  Denmark, Sweden and Netherlands are all dynamic, attractive immigrant 

countries.  

 

About 50% of the foreign born individuals living in Sweden today have acquired Swedish 

citizenship. In Denmark and Netherlands integration is a popular subject on the public 

debate. Progressive policies in immigration and integration have long been the norm in 

Netherlands and Sweden. Especially non-Western immigrants have similar integration 

problems in these countries. Education and labour market integration are the major 

indicators of integration.  I will try to evaluate the different approaches.  
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1.2 Purpose  
This paper aims to find answers to the following questions;  

What are the immigration profiles of the countries through history? 

What kind of immigration policies implemented and how is the states` behavior to the 

integration policies? 

What are the subjects of recent debates related to integration issues? 

What are the major problems in the urban areas?  

What are the similarities and differences among the countries?  

What shall we learn from the different experiences and what shall be done for the 

future?  

 

1.3 Methodology 
 
These questions will be addressed in part through critical review of available academic 

resources and existing data and contacts and observations. 

In this paper, some historical analyses of patterns, existing models and current politics 

and traditions, and theoretical analyses of relationships between policy intervention and 

migration outcomes, evaluation of recent and past migration policy responses and 

migration impacts on welfare systems will take place. 

The primary sources used in this thesis were of three kinds: 

1) Published written documentation - newspapers, books, articles. 

2) Unpublished written documentation - Journals, web recourses 

3) The evaluation of statistical data 
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2. CHARACTERISTICS of IMMIGRATION in selected 
countries  
 
2.1. SWEDEN 
 
2.1. A. Historical Background  
 
Sweden is a small country of a total population near to 9 million people. % 12 (1 100 262 

individuals) of the population represents the persons born in other countries (as first 

generation). Their children, %3.6 (326 031 individuals) of the population were born in 

Sweden with two foreign parents (as second generation).1 Sweden can be considered as 

a multi-cultural country. The data show that the percentage of the people born abroad in 

Sweden is larger than UK, and almost near to the percentage in USA. The official ethnic 

minorities, existing in Sweden for a long time, are Sami, the Swedish Finns, the 

Tornedalers, the Roma and the Jews. 

 
Diagram 2.1: Immigrants and emigrants in Sweden 1851 – 2004 
Source: http://www.scb.se 
 
Until the 1930s Sweden was an emigration country, during 1930 most of the immigrants 

were the Swedish citizens returning from USA. The flow of non Swedish immigration 

began with Second World War. By the end of the war, almost 200,000 refugees had 

arrived to Sweden, most of whom later left the country. (ICMPD, 2004) 

The foreign born population today in Sweden can be divided in 4 groups;  

“1) Refugees from neighbouring countries 1940—48 
 
1 Data is from Background paper from the Swedish Integration Board for seminar on ”Integration, 
migration and sustainable development” at the International Forum on the Social Science - Policy 
Nexus, 2006, p:2. 
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2) Labour immigration from Finland and Southern Europe 1949—71 

3) Family reunification and refugees from Third World countries 1972—89 

4) Asylum-seekers from South-eastern Europe 1990— and the free movement of 
professionals within the European Community. ” (Westin, Charles 1999 p: 2)  
 

The first period is resettlement of refugees from the neighbouring countries especially 

Finland, Estonia and Latvia. After the war there were too many Nazi collaborators 

coming to Sweden, and Sweden faced with the integration of the new comers to the 

economy, since because of war there was no shortage of jobs, the need of man power 

made the economic integration easy. Males and females were able to find jobs in 

industry and forestry. Charles Westin mentions in his paper that this period served as a 

model of integration policies for the following 40 years. (Westin, Charles, 1999) 

 

Second period is the free entry of labour immigrants. After the war Swedish export 

industry flourished and the companies started to recruit skilled labour from Italy. Labour 

immigration was increasing during 1950`s and 1960`s with the 1954 agreement on a 

Nordic joint labour market. Immigrants were mostly from Finland, by the late 1950`s 

Greek and Yugoslavian workers came, in 1960`s Turks mostly from rural middle Anatolia 

came to Sweden as workers. 

 

The third period, the asylum seekers from third world countries, the first group was 

Ugandan Asians, then Chile. During 1970`s group of Kurds from East Turkey, Iraq and 

Iran sought asylum in Sweden. The larger group from Middle East was Iranians many of 

who were intellectuals. In 1980`s refugees from Ethiopian, Eritrea, and Somalia arrived. 

(Westin, Charles, 1999) 

For the first time, in 1985, the share of non-European immigrants was larger than the 

share of European immigrants. (ICMPD, 2004) 

 

The fourth period and the basic characteristic of the immigration in Sweden today is 

mainly the result of refugee flows and family reunion. “Of the 237,800 residence permits 

which were issued during the period 1984-1992, as much as 93 per cent were granted 

on asylum and family grounds.” (ICMPD, 2004) Asylum inflows increased obviously in 

1992, “when a record number of 84,000 asylum seekers arrived, of whom 83 per cent 
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were from former Yugoslavia, mainly Kosovo. “(ICMPD, 2004) “De facto refuges” defined 

in Geneva Convention, permitted to stay in Sweden on humanitarian grounds. 

The structure changes in the foreign and foreign born population is summarized in 

Sopemi reports such as; numerical trends, mixed marriages and naturalisations. 2(OECD 

Sopemi, 2002 p: 260) 

 
2.1. B. Policy Developments 
 

Establishing the Swedish Integration Board in 1969, Sweden has introduced the legal 

framework of co-ordination between the integration policies and asylum seekers early. 

And naturalization policies are liberal. The Ministry of Labour was the co-coordinator of 

the policies but after 1991, the Ministry of Culture and Immigration had the responsibility. 

In 1975 parliament adopted an integration policy, the principal objectives of the policy 

was equality, freedom of choice and partnership.  

A new Aliens Act came into force in 1989. One purpose of the law was to speed up 

asylum processing. Moreover, in 1989 the processing of asylum applications and the 

reception of asylum-seekers was decentralized by way of a regional split-up of the 

competence of the Swedish Immigration Board. The staff numbering 4,300 is 

responsible for first instance asylum decisions, for the reception of asylum-seekers and 

also for the integration of immigrants in general. Finally, until 1991 the Government was 

the appeal instance, but following the large number of appeals a special appeal authority 

 (Utlänningsnämnden) was established in 1992.  

In the autumn of 1993 the Swedish Government presented a proposal on a temporary 

protection system for those who left their country because of civil war. The proposal was 

adopted by Parliament in the spring of 1994. The system restricts the provision of 

temporary permits to two periods of six months whereupon residence permit is given if 

the situation in the country of origin has not improved. (ICMPD, 2004) 

In 1997 the Swedish Parliament decided on integration policy which aims to give the 

same opportunities to everybody in the society. “Equal rights to everybody” 

 

 
 

2 Naturalisation “ansökan” in Swedish, is the official act by which a person is a made of country 
other than his or her native one. It doesn’t mean getting the citizenship in every county. Swedish 
citizenship can be required by naturalisition.  
According to the Sopemi Report 2002, in 2000 %18 of the marriages were between a Swedish 
citizen and a foreign citizen. P: 260 
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2.2. DENMARK 
 
2.2. A. Historical Background  
 
Denmark had limited experience with cultural diversity if we compare with the other two 

countries. “It is one of the most ethnically homogenous countries in Europe with only a 

small German-speaking minority in the region bordering Germany and a highly 

assimilated group of Danish Jews.”  (Guličová – Grethe, Mária, 2003) 

 

In 1956 the first big flow of immigrants were refugees (Hungarians) came to Denmark, 

During 1960`s and 1970`s asylum seekers in Denmark was primarily from Latin America. 

1960`s were also the period of “guest workers” especially from Turkey, Pakistan and 

Yugoslavia. (TED, 2003) 

 

Net Foreign Immigration has been positive and fairy stable for the past fifteen years. The 

peak years 1995 and 1996 when Denmark accommodated many refugees from the war 

in the former Yugoslavia caused a shock that lifted net migration from 10967 over the 

1985 – 94 periods to 13129 over the 1997 – 1999 periods. However net foreign 

immigration has been decreasing recently to 12100 in 1999.  (OECD, Sopemi, 2002) 

 

Denmark defines immigrants as persons born abroad from parents who have either 

foreign citizenship or are also born abroad. Descendants are defined as persons born in 

Denmark with parents who are either immigrants or descendants of immigrants. Foreign 

citizens are that part of the immigrant population that has not yet acquired Danish 

citizenship. Thus, the foreign population is a part of the immigrant population. (OECD, 

Sopemi, 2002) 

 Immigrants Descendants Danes Total 
Foreign 
Nationals 224,205 35,97 7,429 267,604 
Danish Nationals 119,163 72,758 4,951,881 5,143,801 
Total 343,367 168,728 4,959,310 5,411,405 

 
Table2.1 : immigrants’ descendants and Danes by foreign and Danish Nationality in 1 January 2005.  
Source: OECD Sopemi Denmark, 2004 
 

In January 2005 there are 267,604 foreign nationals in Denmark, representing 4.9 

percentage of the total population.  
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2.2. B. Policy Developments 
 
In 1973 with the election of a right wing party, Danish Parliament focused on a minimal 

taxation to one of severe restrictions of asylum and immigration. In 1983, a new refugee 

concept was introduced referring to the Geneva Convention concept. The asylum 

seekers increased after the adoption of the Aliens Act. In 1991 the Minister of Justice 

presented a report in which the need of a comprehensive policy and reforms were 

highlighted. With the new reforms asylum matters transferred from Ministry of Justice to 

Ministry of Interior.  

 

On January 1999 the integration act entered into force. This act completely reformed 

Danish integration policies, the new legislation brought set of new rules to all legal 

immigrants and refugees or others who immigrated through family reunification. With this 

act the responsibility of integration was transferred from Danish Refugee Council to the 

local authorities, aiming more equal distribution of aliens in Denmark.  

 

Another legislative change happened in 2002. With the new legislation, a new refugee 

introduction benefit has been introduced; the amount of social benefits of the refugees 

decreased and the period to apply for a residence permit is lengthened from three to 

seven years. (Guličová – Grethe, Mária, 2003) And in 2004 a new integration act 

entered into force which is aiming better integration in labour market. (OECD, Sopemi 

Denmark, 2005) 
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2.3. NETHERLANDS 
 
2.3. A. Historical Background  
 
There are currently around 1.6 million non-Western migrants living in the Netherlands 

from too many different country of origin. According to the Statistics Netherlands 

predictions there will be 2.4 million non – Westerns in the country in 2020.* As a result of 

colonialism, Netherlands was always having diverse ethnical groups in the country. In 20 
Th centuries it was an emigration country like most of the western countries.  

 

  1990 2003 2020   
forecast 
percentage 

    
             
(estimate)  

increase 2003 - 
2020 

Turkey 203 341 452  33 
Morocco 164 295 432  46 
Surinam 224 321 375  17 
Netherlands Antilles/Aruba 69 129 189  47 
Other Non Western Countries 171 538 978  82 
        
Total non Western migrants 831 1623 2425  49 
of whom 1st generation 562 1004 1303  30 
of whom 2nd generation  269 619 1122  81 
        
% of total population  8,3 9,7 14,1     

*Table 2.2: The number of non – Western population between 1990 and 2003 in Netherlands  
(In absolute figures × 1000 and in percent)  
Source: (Gijsberts, Mérove, 2004, P: 13) 
 

The characteristic of the immigration process can be summarized as; ** 

1) Decolonisation period (1945 – 1973) 

2) Labour Migration  (mid 1960`s - ) 

3) Refugees ( 1990`s - ) 

 

First period is the flow from former Dutch colonies. After the independence of Dutch East 

Indies in 1949, the immigrant groups from Indonesia, Surinam, and Antilles arrived. 

Moreover Moluccas and Hindustanis arrived in the 1970`s. In 1975 with the 

independence of Surinam the flow went on.  

 

Second period is the reason of economic growth; the first foreign workers were from 

southern Europe, followed by Turks and Moroccans.  These immigrants were considered 

as temporary that is why they were called “guest workers”.  But the situation in 1970`s 

was not like expected, the immigrants didn’t turn back to their countries. “The framing 
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that the Netherlands had not become a country of permanent immigrant settlement could 

be upheld and the necessity of the development of an immigrant policy denied” (Sholten, 

Peter, 2003)  

 

The 1990`s were dominated by the asylum immigration mainly from countries such as 

Iraq, Afghanistan, the former Yugoslavia and the former Soviet Union. From 2001, the 

number decreased, this reduction is generally attributed to the stricter policies of the 

Netherlands. (Gijsberts, Mérove, 2004)  

 

At the end of 2000, The Netherlands total population stood at 16 million inhabitants. The 

total allochthonous population amounted 2, 8 million including first and second 

generations.3 (OECD, Sopemi, 2002)  

 

Migration type                                                          Absolute              Percentage 
 
Total ……………………………………………………119,000                 100 
Among whom 
Dutch …………………………………………………....32,000                   27 
EU-migrants ……………………………………………18,000                   15 
Labour migrants ………………………………………..20,816                  18 
Antillians………………………………………………….9, 000                    8 
Family reunification/formation ………………………   20,492                  17 
Refugees/related status……………………… ……    13,490                   11 
Table 2. 3: Immigration flux into the Netherlands according migration type, 1999 
Source: WRR, 2001, p. 38 in Meurs and Broeders 2002, p. 67. 
 
The number of asylum seekers has increased over the years. Whereas the colonial 

migration (mostly from the Dutch Antilles) and family reunification was sustained, their 

numbers pale in comparison with the number of asylum seekers.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
3 In summer 1999, The Dutch Bureau of Statistics (CBS) introduced a new terminology in 
immigration statistics. Allochthonous is a person whom at least one parent was born abroad.  
(OECD, Sopemi 2004, p: 224) 
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2.3. B. Policy Developments 
 
Ministry of Justice is the main actor in immigration policy in the Netherlands. It has 

several departments dealing with immigration and integration. The organisations such as 

immigration and the naturalisation service (IND) and Central Agency for the Reception of 

the Asylum Seekers (COA) are under the responsibility of Ministry of Justice. IND has a 

role of guarding the borders and dealing with the illegal immigration. The main body 

dealing with integration is the Minorities Integration Policy Department. Another 

instrument established in 2004 is The Research and Documentation Centre. This body is 

working to monitor the first and second generation immigrants. The data provided by 

Statistics Netherlands (CBS). 

 

The immigration and Naturalisation Service Information and Analysis Centre is founded 

in 1995 the secretariat of Advisory Committee on Aliens Act Affairs (ACVZ) is an 

independent body which is advising the government on policy and immigration.  

Also another independent organisation, The Netherlands Scientific Council for 

Government Policy (WRR) provides policy advices to the government. In 2004 the report 

“The European Union and, Turkey and Islam” is published.   

 

The Council for Social Development (RMO) which advises on social issues is also an 

independent body. In 2005 the report “unity diversity and Social ties” published, they 

focused on segregation in the immigrant housing areas, and they mention that the 

current integration policy `assimilative by nature.  (Marinelli, Vera, 2005) 

 

 “In the Netherlands, the Ministry of Development Assistance has also 

traditionally played an important part in the shaping of migration policies. A 

larger development project, initiated by the Ministry, was carried out at the 

end of the 1970’s with the aim of creating job openings for returning migrants 

in a number of Mediterranean countries. There is, for instance, a special 

return programme for retired immigrants from Turkey and Morocco, carried 

out under the responsibility of the Ministry of Social Affairs and Employment. 

Given the geographical position of the Netherlands and its high standard of 

living, illegal immigration has increased heavily during the last decades.”  

(ICMPD, 1994) 
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From the 1980`s the immigration profile was turning to asylum immigration so that 

restrictions were improved. With a new reform in 1992 more radical decisions about 

asylum seekers have been taken.  

 

 “A new law on the rejection and deportation of asylum seekers came into effect on 

February 1, 2000, It I as yet too soon to see any effects in the number of granted 

refugee status, as a large number of cases that under the old system were “difficult to be 

extradited” from the Netherlands on the basis of policy regulations or technical 

problems.” (OECD, Sopemi, 2002, p: 225) 

 

On 2004 another regulation adopted which aims to attract the “high skilled” or 

“knowledge migrants” to the Netherlands.  The policy of obligatory integration started in 

1998 with the implementation of Integration of the New Comers act. With this act it is 

language skills and social orientation is seen very essential as the preconditions for 

integration. The integration exams to long term immigrant residents and new immigrants 

from third world country are compulsory. (Marinelli, Vera, 2005) 

 

2.4. SUMMARY of the chapter 2 
 

The concepts and definitions are differing from country to country.  As mentioned before 

the terminology differs, Danish likes to use “descendants” and “immigrants” but In Dutch 

terminology “allochthonous” is the word for person whose at least one parent is born 

abroad. The needs of different definitions are showing the complexity of the concept.  

 

Sweden, Netherlands and Denmark are traditional immigration countries. Netherlands 

has a post colonial characteristic; they all have active labour recruitment, temporary 

immigration. In all three countries immigration is becoming important after World War 2, 

the phases can be divided as  : 1) periods of post-war adjustment and de-colonization, 

2) labor migration, 3) restrained migration, and 4) dissolution of socialism and 

afterwards.  (CCIS, 2001) 
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Diagram 2.2: Percentage of Foreign born people in some OECD countries.  
Source: OECD Sopemi 2005 in Swedish Integration Board, 2006. 
 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

Denmark
Netherlands
Sweden

 

 
Diagram 2.3: Inflow of asylum seekers into selected countries 
Source: Data taken from OECD Sopemi 2002 p: 293
 
 

 

 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Denmark 13,9 14,3 6,7 5,1 5,9 5,1 5,7 6,5 10,3 12,4
Netherlands 20,3 35,4 52,6 29,3 22,9 34,4 45,2 42,7 43,9 32,6
Sweden 84 37,6 18,6 9 5,8 9,6 12,5 11,2 16,3 23,5
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Stock of Foreign Population by nationality 2003
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Diagram 2.4: Stock of Foreign Population by 
nationality by 2003 (2001 in Sweden) 
Source: prepared from 
http://www.migrationinformation.org 
 
 
 
 
 
 

After 1960`s all three countries are facing with the new comers, guest workers. 

Immigration is becoming a political issue and a permanent problem. The situation is 

changing after 1970`s after the economic crisis which hit industrialized countries.  

The percentage of foreign population is bigger in Sweden than Denmark. (Diagram 2.3) 

The diversity in Sweden and Denmark is summarized by James Jupp as “relatively 

mono cultural with recent changes due to immigration” and in the Netherlands “officially 

religiously diverse with a minority language”. (Jupp, James, 2003 p: 5)  

 
 
 
 
 

Stock of Foreign Population by nationality 
 
In Denmark the majority is Asians, though in 

Sweden the Europeans are the biggest 

proportion. Africans are sharing the biggest 

portion in Netherlands.  

 
 
 

http://www.migrationinformation.org/GlobalData/countrydata/data.cfm
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3. INTEGRATION 
 3.1. Theoretical Concepts  
 
Humans have “feet” rather than “roots” 
 
Several concepts are used in the literature for the word, ‘integration’. Since the 

immigration policies vary across countries according to their historical and current 

situations. 

One of the definitions of integration is;  

      “As the processes by which individual and groups of immigrants are incorporated 

into various social arenas and segments of the new host society. Integration is a two-

way process whereby both the immigrants and the host society adapt new features 

as a result of their interaction. Integration may also have transnational dimensions.” 

(Martkainen, Tomas, 2005)  

 

A social psychological model of John Berry points out there are four different strategies 

of acculturation, assimilation, integration, segregation. (MID) According to the economic 

theory of assimilation, this is explained in CCIS report. “Individuals who migrate because 

of economic reasons and permanent migrants are expected to assimilate faster than 

non-economic and temporary migrants.”  And it is pointing out that in countries like 

Canada and New Zealand which are attracting highly skilled people, immigration policies 

are more successful than the others and this success is related with the selection of 

immigrants with respect to their market characteristics. (CCIS) But refuges and asylum 

seekers are not immigrating because of mainly political reasons, so the adaptation and 

integration is becoming much more complex in the host countries.  

 

 Multi-culturism is a common concept especially in Sweden and Denmark, among the 

others such as assimilation and acculturation. In the immigrant case the questions about 

integration is coming out from the newcomers’ incorporation with the host society. The 

situation is different in all three countries. 

 

Education level, type of occupation, household income, participation in political parties, 

unions etc are mostly seen as some measurable indicators of integration.  
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Brian Ray is defining the variables used to assess integration such as; 

• Linguistic Integration: e.g., language used in public interactions, competency in a 

new language, language used in the home, language used in inter-generational 

communication.  

• Labour Market Integration: e.g., education level, labour force participation of men 

and women, unemployment rate, labour market segmentation, socio-professional 

mobility, individual and/or household income.  

• Civic/Political Integration: e.g., participation in political parties, unions, 

neighbourhood associations, religious institutions and/or community groups, 

registration to vote, voting behaviour.  

• Educational Integration: e.g., school performance, school drop-out rates, choice 

of schools, post-secondary education attainment, interaction with students from 

receiving society, parent-teacher communication.  

• Residential Integration: e.g., degree of residential concentration/segregation, 

residential mobility, homeownership rates, dwelling size/crowding, discrimination 

in rental markets.  (Ray, Brian, 2002)  

Immigrants are mostly seen as a burden to the economy in welfare states, in most of the 

immigration countries the labour market integration is considered as a key issue.  I will 

try to discuss and compare some of the indicators of integration in selected countries.  

 
3.2. SWEDEN 
 
Ministry of Industry of Sweden, Employment and Communications report 2002 defines 

the main concepts of integration process as a “mutual process - everyone is involved 

and must make a contribution, and occurring at both individual and community levels”  
 
 
                                “There are large differences in employment situation between 

immigrants born in Europe and born outside Europe. During the 

depression in the beginning of the 1990s the employment situation 

deteriorated even further and rapidly for those born outside Europe. 

In late 1990s the Swedish economy recovered and there was some 

improvement in these immigrants employment situation compared 
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to natives. However in the last years there are no further 

improvements and we are still in a situation with very low 

employment rate and very high unemployment rate especially for 

immigrants born outside Europe.” (CCIS 2001) 

 

The objectives of Swedish integration policy are equal rights for all, a community based 

on diversity and mutual respect. And creation of the Ombudsman against Ethnic 

discrimination and Anti – discrimination Bureaux and Centre against Racism can be 

seen as an effort to support the objectives.  

 
 

From a political point of view, Swedish governments and society give much importance 

to asylum. “In clear contrast with other countries, Sweden’s 1997 Immigration Law 

increased the valid criteria for the recognition of the condition of refugee: they do not 

have to prove that they are persecuted by their State of origin; asylum can be granted if 

the State cannot avoid persecution by concrete social groups.” (Godoy, Leticia Delgado, 

2002) 
 

With the 1997 law in Sweden, the policies aim to reduce disparities with the employment 

status of immigrants and natives. Socialization programs, language courses, and 

classes on Swedish culture are extended. To support the integration of the new comers 

and their children, educational opportunities are improved.  “These integration measures 

fundamentally support the idea of multiculturalism, and they are focused more on 

individual necessities than the former measures.” (Godoy, Leticia Delgado, 2002)  

 

Despite of positive efforts in Sweden there are big disparities between immigrants and 

Swedish born citizens. Diagram 3.2 shows the education levels of people in Sweden.  

There are no big gaps in education levels of people, but when we look at the index of 

qualified work in relation to the origin (diagram 3.1), it is noticeable that Africa originated 

people have less chance than a Nordic or EU 15 originated person.  
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§ 

 
Diagram 3.1: index of qualified work in relation to the region of origin 2002 
Source: Swedish Integration Board, Rapport Integration 2002 in SIB, 2006 
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Diagram 3.2: Education levels of people by country of origin – Sweden  
Source: prepared from http://www.integrationsverket.se for more information see table 3.1 
 

In the index of qualified work (diagram 3.1) Africans and Asians, in the long run have 

more disadvantage than the others. Latin Americans with the time period gaining more 

advantage than others and Nordic countries seem to have the biggest advantage than 

the others.  

 

http://www.integrationsverket.se/
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About the earnings, “center for comparative immigration studies`” report says that “Non-

OECD immigrants have a higher earnings disadvantage than immigrants from Nordic 

countries and experience a similar earnings assimilation pattern.” (CCIS, 2002) 

  

Some of the reasons for worsening labor market position among immigrants are 

explained in Jan Ekberg`s working paper As; 

“1) the risk of discrimination on the labour market has increased since the immigration 

pattern changed from immigration from Europe to immigration from countries outside 

Europe.  

2) Structural changes in the Swedish economy make it difficult for immigrants to enter 

the labour market. Changes from an industrialised to a post-industrial economy place 

greater demands on skills and know-how that are specific for the immigrant country, 

which in turn reduces immigrant opportunities on the labour market. This development 

has run in parallel with the increasingly distant ethnic and cultural background of these 

immigrants, which may contribute to the result that their human capital has been poorly 

adapted to the Swedish labour market.”  (Ekberg, Jan, 2006) 

 

In 1980 another new strategy called “whole Sweden” was introduced. To disperse the 

immigrants and refuges around the country special settlement policies are used in all 

three countries. Refugees were often allocated to different municipalities based on 

availability of accommodation and not on opportunities to find employment. To avoid 

concentration it seems to be helpful but according to Jan Ekberg in practice it didn’t 

work. “Refugees were often allocated to different municipalities based on availability of 

accommodation and not on opportunities to find employment. This can be seen as 

having a negative influence on their opportunities for gaining employment. In regions 

with no jobs, there was plenty of accommodation to choose from, because natives had 

moved out of these regions. And he mentions that the employment conditions of the 

refugees went worse with this policy.” One of the regions which had faced with the 

impacts of this policy is Malmö City. I will talk about integration in Malmö in the next 

chapter.  

 

Components of the integration policy can be summarized as institutional changes, 

relocation of refuges, and employment programs.   
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3.3. DENMARK  
The total number of immigrants and descendants in Denmark is 

452,095, which is equivalent to 8.4% of the Danish population of 

5.4 million. Statistics Denmark estimated that there were 

approximately 120,000 Muslims in Denmark as of 1 January 

1999, but has carried out no calculations since that time. 

Researchers estimate that there are currently some 210,000 

Muslims in Denmark. (Fact Sheet Denmark, 2006)  

 

In 1999, Denmark Integration Act was introduced. With the act some integration options 

like free Danish language courses and employment promoting options offered to newly 

arrived immigrants and refugees.    

 

And in 2003, 2004 some action plans were adopted for diversity, against discrimination 

and racism. Ministry of Foreign affairs published a report “fact sheet Denmark” in 2006 

according to this report Denmark was below the EU average about resistance to the 

immigrants. And again in the report it is mentioned that the interview survey of the 

Danish population concerning the view of working along side ethnic colleagues in the 

workplace. 93% of the 1,008 respondents who work with one or more persons of a 

different ethnic background say that they have no problems in working with them4 

 

In May 2005, the Government therefore launched the integration plan “A New Chance 

for Everyone”, which has now been approved by a majority of the Danish Parliament. “A 

New Chance for Everyone” comprises initiatives concerned with such matters as local 

efforts towards integration, education and employment. (Fact Sheet Denmark, 2006) 

A Turkish professor in Denmark, Umit Necef discusses that the north European 

countries have the most difficulty integrating immigrants into labour market and society 

as a whole. And he points out that “One of the consistent myths in Denmark is that 

Danish immigrant policy is better and more humane, that it shows more solidarity and 

tolerance and so on than other countries.” (Necef, Umit, 2000)  

 
 
4This survey is made by, the principal organisational body of Danish Trade Unions (Danish 
Confederation of Trade Unions, LO) in 2005  
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Unemployment rates of immigrants are quite high. As Umit Necef mentions the 

government reports “Rapport 1337 wrote that employment, in general, was determined 

by an interaction between companies, whose demand for labour is dependent on the 

wage in relation to productivity, and the household’s effective supply of workforce is 

dependent upon the possibility of receiving a transfer-income in the absence of work-

income. As a consequence the two problems related to the lower employment of 

immigrants were a productivity problem and the problem of the poverty trap”. (Necef 

Umit, 2000)  But he is relating this problem with discrimination.  
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Diagram 3.3: Unemployment in pr cent of the labour force by country of origin DENMARK 
Source: Statistics Denmark www.dst.dk 
 
 
Some other explanations to the high unemployment rate are the decreasing number of 

low pay jobs in Denmark. And this has more impacts on the immigrants because the 

percentage of skilled labour is high among them. So the problem is often seen as a 

problem of unskilled labour not related with the ethnicity. So it can be related with the 

education levels and the language problems. If we look to the diagram of the attainment 

of the population by ancestry, among the immigrants primary education graduates are 

higher.  
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In “Dansk Industri” report also it is mentioned that the higher education level the higher 

employment rate. And it is pointed out that the immigrants are receiving much more 

public income supports rather than nationals, again because of low work incentives. 

(Danish Industries, 2002)  
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Diagram 3.4: Aattainments of the population by ancestry (education completed) 2005 
Source: prepared from statistic Denmark www.dst.dk 
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3.4 NETHERLANDS 
 
“Dutch immigration law and policy are characterised by control, security and restriction, 

rather than by migration management and the assessment of needs.” (Daphne Program, 

2003)  

The family reunification legislation applies for both non- EEA citizens as well as Dutch 

citizens. For EU-citizens other than Dutch nationals, EU legislation applies. The 

minimum age is 21 for both spouses, and there are some general requirements and 

income requirements. (Daphne Program, 2003)  

 

In 1998 with the new comers act, new rules like compulsory integration and Dutch 

Language courses established. On May 2002 the murder of politician Pim Fortuyn and 

then in 2004 the murder of Dutch film maker Theo Van Gogh, opened new debates 

(about religion, multiculture etc.) in the public. Theo Van Gogh`s murderer was a 

Moroccan descendant. The Hofstad group – a core group with 12 people – were 

arrested in the week following.  For instance Eric Krebbers in his article says;  
“Multiculturalism remained an interesting ideology for the Dutch political elite for a long 

time. Multiculturalism created separate communities centered on different "cultures". 

That resembled the model that dominated Dutch society since the beginning of the 

twentieth century and which was very effective against radical resistance. The working 

class was in this way kept divided and each part was ruled by the elites of their own 

community (catholic, protestant, socialist and other). That made solidarity difficult and 

organizing counters power from below virtually impossible” (Krebbers, Eric, 2005) 
 
Hans Van Amersfoort in his paper, highlighting that the immigrants are not integrated 

and formed a recruiting ground for terrorists, but on the other hand this rhetoric lead to 

more control and speed up the integration.   

 

The Netherlands tries to control the immigration by more strict controls on visa etc. the 

number of immigrants entering the Netherlands was 94 thousand in 2005.  There is a 

decrease in the number of Turk and Moroccans. But on the other hand there is an 

increase in the numbers of Polish immigrants.  

 

Integration now is understood as a sustained mutual interaction between newcomers 

and the societies that receive them; an interaction that may well last for generations. 
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Dealing directly with the complexities inherent in these interactions has tremendous 

importance for the ways that groups live together, the quality of public debate about 

migration, and especially the public policy goal of "good governance" with respect to 

immigration for the benefit of newcomers and long-time residents alike.  

(Ray, Brian 2002)  

 

2.5. COMPARISONS  
 

European Civic Citizenship prepared a report about the EU 15 countries. It includes the 

labour market statistics and policy indicators. The diagrams below aim to give a picture 

of the performances of the countries about the inclusion of third world countries. The 

indicators of the policy performances are; labour market inclusion: access and 

eligibility, security of employment status; labour market integration measures; and rights 

associated with labour market participation, long term residence: eligibility: conditions 

for acquisition of status; security of status; and rights associated with status, nationality: 

eligibility ; conditions for acquisition of status, security of status; and rights associated 

with status, anti – discrimination: definitions and scope; remedies and sanctions; 

equality agencies and pro – active policies (European Civic Citizenship and Inclusion 

Index, 2004 p: 40, 41)  
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Diagram 3.5: Employment trends, employment of people between 15 – 64 
years old (%) 
 
                                                                          
                                                                       Denmark 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                                  Netherlands 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
                                                                           Sweden 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: European Civic Citizenship and Inclusion Index, 2005 
  
 
 
 
 
 

Denmark: Non EU- 15 country 
origin people`s employment is very 
low. There is significant fluctuation 
for group “other EU15” while the 
total for Denmark remained 
relatively flat. This could be 
explained by the relatively small 
number of foreign nationals 
resident in Denmark resulting in 
more statistical variation for these 
groups.  
 
 
 
 
Netherlands: “Non EU15” 
nationals experience a 
significantly lower employment 
rate than Dutch nationals.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sweden: “Non EU15” employment 
rate is obviously fallen more 
sharply recent years.  
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Diagram: 3.6 Performances 
 

  

 

 
 
Source: European Civic Citizenship and Inclusion Index, 2005 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

With the labour market inclusion, 

Netherlands shows the best 

performance among the others. 

Denmark is below the EU average 

and showing the worst 

performance among all indicators 

except long term residence.  

 

With the family reunion, the best 

performance belongs to Sweden, 

however Denmark is again below 

EU average. 

 

Nationality: Sweden again shows 

the best performance, but the other 

two both are under EU average. 

 

Anti Discrimination, surprisingly 

best in Netherlands and in 

Denmark it is under the EU 

average.  
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4. INTEGRATION in URBAN AREAS  
 

The impact of immigration is mostly felt in local level. The immigrants are mostly 

selecting big cities, the social exclusion and segregation is treating the social cohesion in 

the cities. Different cultures, religions and life styles are affecting the daily lives of the 

people living in the urban areas.  

In Sweden the number of immigrants is highest in Stockholm, second Malmö. In 

Denmark Copenhagen is the most attractive one for the new comers.  

 

4.1. MALMÖ 
 
Malmö municipality has about 250 000 inhabitants. It is the third largest city of Sweden. 

Almost %25 of the population is born abroad. The immigration low is similar to the 

countries general characteristics, after 1990s Bosnians immigration is high.  Recent 

years high unemployment is a fact of the structural changes. “In the 1980s and 1990s, 

the Malmö-Landskrona region in the western part of the county of Skåne had a very 

depressed labour market. Many natives moved out of the region because of difficulties in 

gaining employment. This led to an increase in the number of vacant dwellings. Instead 

refugees were allocated to this area to fill these dwellings. This was, for instance, the 

case of refugees from the Middle East in the 1980s and from Bosnia in the 1990s.” 

(Ekberg,Jan, 2006)  
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Map 1: concentration of the immigrants in Malmö  

Source: Bevelender, Pieter, 2005 p: 6  

 

Although the employment situation of Bosnians is improved after 1997 there are still 

disparities remaining. 

 

“In the 1980s and 1990s, the Malmö-Landskrona region in the western part of the county 

of Skåne had a very depressed labour market. Many natives moved out of the region 

because of difficulties in gaining employment. This led to an increase in the number of 

vacant dwellings. Instead refugees were allocated to this area to fill these dwellings. This 

was, for instance, the case of refugees from the Middle East in the 1980s and from 

Bosnia in the 1990s. “(Ekberg,Jan, 2006)  

 

Disparities cause tensions between natives and immigrants. “It is noticeable that in 

municipal elections in 2002, the extreme right parties in the Malmö-Landskrona region 

were successful in exploiting this issue.”   

(Ekberg,Jan, 2006)  
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Rosengard has more than %50 immigrant 

residents. It seems to be the most problematic 

area in the city in the terms of segregation and 

integration. “Because Sweden has some of the 

most liberal asylum laws in Europe, one quarter 

of Malmo's population is now Muslim, changing 

the face and the idea of what it means to be 

Swedish. Asylum seekers may bring spouses, 

brothers and grandparents with them. Civil 

servants say the city is swamped. 

"You have 1,000 students in a Swedish school. 

How many are Swedes? Two," said Lars 

Birgersson, principal of the Rosengrad School”” 

(2004  Steve   Harrigan)  5 

 
Table4. 1: Employment rate by country of birth, male ages 25 – 60. Malmö 2001  

Source: Statistics Sweden www.scb.se  

 

The urban policy that was introduced in the middle of the 1990’s, and it is quite late 

comparing to the other cities from other countries. Focused on certain areas where there 

was a concentration of immigrants and ethnic minority groups, and a substantial amount 

of social problems. Evaluations of the urban policy have found that the project has been 

successful in reducing unemployment, especially for immigrants from outside the Nordic 

countries. But as it seems spatial and social segregation exists in Malmö.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
5From the article Swedes Reach Muslim Breaking Point, 2004 by Steve Harrigan can be found at 

http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,139614,00.html 

 

    
Sweden 78,8
Denmark 35,9
Finland 60,4
Germany 64,8
Poland 55,6
Hungary 49,7
F. Yugoslavia 48,8
without Bosnia Herzigova 
Bosnia Herzigova 49,9
Romania 56,9
Chile 60,2
Iraq 22
Iran 48,3
Lebanon 31,7
Somalia  22,1
  

http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,139614,00.html
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4.2. STOCKHOLM 
 

In Stockholm like in Malmö, there is a geographical segregation of the resident areas. 

Some of these areas have %75 non-European residents. By the national government, 

dispersal policy is developed to increase the integration, the policy aimed to send the 

refuges to smaller towns all over the country. But the refuges tried to move to the areas 

in which the labour market more dynamic. 

 

Greater Stockholm is the biggest urban area in Sweden, with 1, 7 million inhabitants. In 

1950`s and 1960`s the population increased rapidly, being a link to Finland, Finnish 

population was high. In 1960`s with a construction program 1 million apartments built in 

Sweden, Initially Swedish working class families settled in the ‘million apartments’ 

housing areas. First the working class settled those areas than a segregation began, 

because of some unsatisfactory conditions such as lack of cultural activities etc, for the 

native Swedes, these areas became unpopular. Than First Finnish population was 

obviously high in those areas, they moved and others (Somalis etc) settled.  

 

“In the seventies many of these large-scale suburbs were drained from tenants who 

were able to move to own houses. This lead to empty flats, economic problems for the 

housing companies and a growing social and ethnical segregation. Moreover it was soon 

obvious that the building quality of the quick-built high-rises was not too good. Upon that 

the large unemployment in the nineties has lead to increasing social problems in the 

"million programme" areas.” (Mats, Pemer, 2001)  
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4.3. COPENHAGEN 

Copenhagen region has 1, 2 million inhabitants. And it is the most popular area for 

immigrants in the country. Immigration decreased from 1980`s to 1996, and than after 

1996 it is showing a peak.  

 

  
Diagram 4.1:  immigrated population by time Copenhagen County. 1980 – 2004 

Source: from Statistics Denmark www.dst.dk 

 

 
 
 
Diagram 4.2: immigrants and descendants by country of origin 2004 

Source:  Copenhagen in Figures, 2004  

 
 

http://www.dst.dk/
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“The unemployment rate is 8 percent and the share of early retirement is 4 percent. 

Around 8 percent of the population are immigrants, and nearly all, 7 percent, come from 

developing countries.” (Wredén, Börje, 2003) 

 

The majority of the immigrant population is Asians. Copenhagen also faces with the 

problem of segregation. Incomes distribution (table 4.2) shows that some groups 

especially Asians are excluded.  

 
 
Table  4. 3: Population 14 years and over by extraction and gross income 2003  
Source: Copenhagen in Figures, 2004 
 
The first initiative taken, about the social problem was, 1993 housing policy, and in 1996 

another “renovation of neighbourhoods” projects was taken place. Total 8 housing areas 

were chosen for this project. 

 

According to Börje Wreden “Experiences show that the integration policies in 

Copenhagen sometimes works well and sometimes not, but one positive aspect is that 

local involvement is high. Many of the activities involve local companies. The 

government has introduced social index and socio-ethical accounts that companies may 

use as indicators for their social responsibility. There is a national network working for 
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social responsibility in the private sector. They collect good examples and arrange a 

competition every year with awards for companies with outstanding performance in this 

respect.” ( Wredén, Börje, 2003) 

 

4.4. AMSTERDAM 
 
Amsterdam is known as one of the most open minded liberal cities in the world. “For 

many centuries the Netherlands were a shelter for people who had to leave their country 

for economic reasons or their political or religious beliefs. Amsterdam especially 

attracted a lot of newcomers. Cycles of migration for the city correspond strongly with cy-

cles of migration for the country.” ( Wreden, Börje, 2003) 

 

Like the other cities, segregation and unbalanced distribution of income within the 

groups are major problems.  Today Amsterdam has 1.1 million inhabitants. The share of 

ethnic minority groups is shown in the table 1.1. Number of Surinamese, Moroccans and 

Turkish groups are high. In some parts of the city share of immigrant population is 

becoming % 80. Integration of Turkish and Moroccans are relatively harder than the 

Surinamese, this shall be due to having similar education systems etc. 

 

Urban policies in early stages more about physical renewal but after 1990`s the policies 

are focusing on unemployment problems. Large Cities Policy is implemented by local 

government and some other actors; it is focusing on the long and short term 

unemployment, education and youth policy. In the minorities, declining number of 

households, declining fertility rates, increasing number of single parent families, 

decreasing number of new-comers can be observed.  (Kraal, Karem and   Zorlu, Aslan 

2003)  

 
% 54  of the non western population is Muslim in Amsterdam. Muslims have been the 

target of toughening anti-immigration legislation in recent years. The Cabinet is 

particularly working to reduce the number Turkish and Moroccans moving here to join 

their partners. The recent debates are mostly about terrorism, and the raise of radical 

Islam in Netherlands. 
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5. SUMMARY and DISCUSSION  
 
Although the history and the experiences of the countries studied here are different from 

each other, there are many similarities among them. The common characteristics of the 

immigrant can be summarized as; they are younger than the natives, education levels 

are mostly lower than the natives, they are concentrated in urban areas, have high 

unemployment rates than the natives. They are all welfare states and they all had 

experienced the guest worker flows, asylum seekers and refuges, the problem of 

integration is becoming observable after they face with the permanent immigrants 

instead of temporary ones as excepted.  So maybe the wrong decisions made several 

years ago by not predicting the future conditions. However in all three countries - 

especially in urban areas - the policies and activities are now dealing with social 

problems much more. Instead of only dealing with the physical aspects, they aim to 

focus and solve the social problems.  

 
 
Table 5.1: Immigration by principal countries of origin, 1997 
Source: OECD (2000), Graphique 1.3 in MMO, 2002 
 
From this table we can overview the immigrant types, Sweden and Denmark has big 

flows of refuges, family reunion is high in all countries but it is dominating in Netherlands.  

 

 

In all three countries, especially after 1990`s the social exclusion especially in labour 

market is raising, there are several explanations for it one of them is  Storstadspolitik 

,2003 Social integration  “income and expenses within the state budget is contra-cyclic: 

in a recession when income goes down, expenses go up, which reduces the resources 

available for action. Furthermore, during this time many countries had problems with 

balancing their budgets; in this situation the first priority was not social integration. 
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Another explanation may be that the welfare system itself may have structural 

deficiencies which reduce its efficiency.” (Wredén, Börje, 2003) 

 

Sweden is with the policies seemed to be the most “multicultural”. Netherlands since in 

the reports it is highlighted several times that the integration of the Turk and Moroccan 

groups are difficult, focusing on the integration of the Muslim ethnic groups and young 

people more. And with the policies, they bring more strict rules about family reunion. It 

has a transition from multicultural to assimilative model.  

 

In all policies they meet in the same point that the education is very important in the 

integration process. More educated immigrants more contact with the natives. In all 

three countries the segregation is the main problem in urban areas. Structural policies 

are all similar. And everybody is agreeing that the segregation is not fitting with the 

welfare systems. In Amsterdam politicians tried to mix the socio economically diverse 

groups in same housing areas. But the policies are not enough to solve the problem. As 

integration is a mutual process, the effort and wish of the minorities are as much 

important as the host society. The resistance of the ethnic societies is feeding the social 

segregation.  

 
According to Kristen Hvenegård – Lassen, The Danish and Swedish states have 

relatively different political histories when it comes to immigration and integration. In 

Swedish policies diversity is an asset itself. In Sweden it seems there is a strong link 

between the segregated areas and the unemployment. But in Denmark ghetto problem 

occupies another position. And she adds that the central question in Danish integration 

policies is self sufficiency and employment, in Denmark the active part in the relation is 

the individual however in Sweden “society” appears also as an independent 

factor.(Hvenegård – Lassen,K, 2005) in Denmark integration activities are organized by 

national state, the local level initiatives are more stronger in Sweden.  

 

“Togeby and Gaasholt’s juxtaposition of the perception of immigrants in the 1960’ies, -

70’ies and-80’ies shows that immigrants went through a metamorphosis in the minds of 

the Danes. They went from being culturally different but hard working people to being 

not just culturally different but culturally threatening and a burden on the budget: >>The 

idea of a cultural threat from the Muslims as well as the claim that refugees and 
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immigrants exploit our social system have been common themes in the last few years 

refugee-debates. One has not, on the other hand, heard so much about immigrants out-

competing the Danish workforce. That was a central theme in the first years with 

immigrant labour” (Necef, Umit, 2000)  

 

Denmark and Sweden discusses in what degree immigrants should have the same 

right to social payment, with the aim to include them into welfare system. The lack of 

low pay jobs is also making the Scandinavian Model different from a for instance liberal 

model. But on the other hand the opportunities given to the immigrants are high, like 

free education, affordable housing etc,  

 

How should the immigrant populations be integrated in the meaning of equal rights to 

the natives is the main question in Scandinavian model. But Sweden and Denmark 

differs from each other when dealing to this question.6 Thomas Hylland Eriksen 

explains the situation in Scandinavia with these words “The term "immigrant" in 

Scandinavia suggests a physically distinct (dark-skinned) member of the working-class, 

employed or unemployed…… the causes of exclusion differ between Denmark, 

Norway and Sweden. In Denmark, it may be said that "den danske hygge", "Danish 

cosiness", functions as an efficient mechanism of exclusion at the level of informal 

social interaction. Informal Danish cosiness, which is proverbially enacted around a 

table with plenty of food and drink, is a pleasant form of interaction for all who take part, 

but not for those who do not, who are by default excluded. In Sweden, it may be said 

that it is the notion of equal opportunity, which does not encompass variation, and 

which is embedded in the welfare state ideology, which excludes immigrants since they 

tend to be culturally different from the majority in one or several respects and thus are 

not allowed to achieve equality.”  

 Welfare states are called “magnets” for immigration.  

In some of the literature “contracted temporary immigration” is being advised. 

Immigrants contracted to the employer for a given period of time. 

 

 

6 Available at http://folk.uio.no/geirthe/Exclusion.html  

http://folk.uio.no/geirthe/Exclusion.html
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And they argue if it can help to decrease illegal immigration, and ensuring return to the 

home country. But I don’t think it can prevent the immigration flows especially because 

of family reunion.  

Integration cannot be the result of nation’s policies. There are too many actors involved 

in the process like wide range of groups and individuals. On the other hand the countries 

(mostly overseas immigrant countries) that are focusing on “skilled” immigration seem to 

be more successful with handling the integration problems.  

 

It is predicted that the immigration from third world countries will not stop in the following 

years. History shows that Integration is a long time process, Indonesian and Southern 

European immigrants who came to Netherlands mainly in the 1950s or the Finnish 

groups who came to Sweden are fully integrated, they are not the subject of integration 

anymore. In my opinion the young age average of the immigrant groups is a challenge 

for the host countries. There are a large number of second generation immigrants and in 

the statistics it is obvious that with the education levels and social contacts with the 

natives, they are better than first generation. Hopefully with the access to the education 

system they will be more successful in the labour market.  

 

The murder of film – maker Theo van Gogh in Netherlands and, recent crises of the 

Mohammed (prophet of Islam) cartoons raised the tensions not just in Denmark and 

Netherlands also in other European countries. The Dutch institute for multicultural 

society in their 2005 program focuses on the youth safety and religion, emancipation and 

identity. (Marinelli, Vera, 2005)  And the discussions about multicultural society and the 

relations between Muslim groups and the host societies went further among the public 

debate. The researches, interviews etc show that the discrimination is not mainly due to 

the policies taken by governments, it is more dependent on the individuals own 

experiences. So that dialogue and the efforts given in the local level are very important 

for integration.  
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ANNEX I                                                                    TABLES 
 
Table 1.1: Netherlands: Stock of foreign population by country of 
nationality, 1996 to 2003 

Region/Sub-
region/Country of 
Citizenship 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 
All countries (total) 725,421 679,869 678,077 662,372 651,532 667,802 690,393 699,954 
         
AFRICA 
Africa (total) 197,625 180,286 176,219 164,006 149,764 139,627 131,415 124,781 

Eastern Africa 

Eastern Africa (total) 22,022 18,698 16,906 11,979 8,2 6,629 5,691 5,33 
Eritrea 53 90 129 175 226 217 214 227 

Ethiopia 3,653 2,146 1,87 1,538 1,28 1,203 1,161 1,166 
Kenya 247 251 306 357 368 423 412 461 
Somalia 17,223 15,385 13,648 8,904 5,296 3,567 2,654 2,116 
Uganda 151 154 163 153 167 184 173 186 
United Republic of Tanzania 228 216 243 267 256 311 304 317 
Middle Africa 

Middle Africa (total) 5,12 4,892 4,794 4,489 3,57 3,248 3,202 3,362 
Angola 1,633 1,661 1,679 1,609 1,184 982 946 1,009 

Democratic Republic of the 
Congo 3,213 2,909 2,765 2,43 1,887 1,622 1,437 1,31 
Northern Africa 

Northern Africa (total) 157,735 145,26 142,424 135,258 125,958 117,517 110,069 103,575 
Algeria 1,124 1,06 1,067 1,094 917 897 845 816 
Egypt 4,084 3,105 3,101 2,933 2,771 2,588 2,425 2,44 
Morocco 149,841 138,677 135,721 128,584 119,726 111,396 104,262 97,843 
Sudan 676 704 868 1,093 1,113 1,212 1,114 1,089 
Tunisia 1,881 1,591 1,537 1,442 1,312 1,3 1,276 1,242 
Southern Africa 

Southern Africa (total) 1,491 1,596 1,843 2,371 2,578 2,96 3,316 3,423 
South Africa 1,444 1,53 1,769 2,301 2,512 2,864 3,23 3,33 
Western Africa 

Western Africa (total) 11,257 9,84 10,252 9,909 9,458 9,273 9,137 9,091 
         
AMERICAS 
 

Americas (total) 40,58 36,936 37,695 37,413 36,484 37,426 38,635 39,62 
Caribbean 

Caribbean (total) 2,04 1,89 2,01 2,092 2,103 2,153 2,139 2,222 
Central America 
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Central America (total) 855 822 901 1,011 1,064 1,147 1,258 1,39 
Mexico 428 445 505 557 617 674 750 890 
Northern America 

Northern America (total) 15,343 15,244 15,682 16,132 16,966 17,881 18,615 18,847 
South America 

South America (total) 22,342 18,98 19,102 18,178 16,351 16,245 16,623 17,161 
Brazil 2,145 2,194 2,38 2,525 2,597 2,728 2,841 2,994 
Suriname 15,174 12,015 11,76 10,497 8,665 8,469 8,491 8,573 
         
ASIA 
 

Asia (total) 227,362 196,484 185,432 170,796 163,1 162,521 163,546 165,391 
Eastern Asia 

Eastern Asia (total) 14,497 14,051 14,142 14,641 14,81 15,61 17,337 19,443 
China (excluding Taiwan) 7,912 7,322 7,26 7,48 7,473 7,997 9,395 11,223 
Japan 5,347 5,336 5,369 5,46 5,507 5,626 5,771 5,747 
Taiwan 499 533 571 696 715 732 808 960 
South-central Asia         

South-central Asia (total) 24,483 22,36 22,351 20,353 16,753 15,695 15,471 15,22 
Afghanistan 3,913 4,579 5,275 5,364 4,395 4,203 4,259 3,997 
India 3,262 2,971 3,261 3,487 3,583 3,718 3,771 3,792 
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 10,15 8,634 7,831 6,196 3,892 2,833 2,52 2,513 
Pakistan 3,724 3,219 3,199 2,967 2,882 2,88 2,737 2,605 
Sri Lanka 3,186 2,639 2,395 1,924 1,549 1,531 1,591 1,604 
South-eastern Asia 

South-eastern Asia (total) 18,411 16,869 16,446 16,691 17,055 18,157 19,7 21,556 
Indonesia 8,159 7,945 7,97 8,377 8,717 9,338 10,127 10,786 
Malaysia 1,034 1,003 997 1,022 1,066 1,065 1,11 1,173 
Philippines 2,363 2,318 2,428 2,398 2,351 2,417 2,427 2,597 
Thailand 1,985 2,017 2,162 2,385 2,52 2,92 3,288 3,783 
Viet Nam 3,765 2,637 2,032 1,697 1,546 1,613 1,885 2,274 
Western Asia 

Western Asia (total) 169,971 143,204 132,493 119,111 114,482 113,059 111,038 109,172 
Armenia 633 661 699 622 387 357 364 374 
Iraq 9,694 11,355 13,008 12,747 10,025 8,639 6,919 4,771 
Turkey 154,31 127,032 114,696 102,003 100,688 100,782 100,309 100,286 
         

EUROPE         
         

Europe (total) 242,657 239,154 237,858 235,218 232,648 237,569 245,647 250,253 
Eastern Europe         

Eastern Europe (total) 13,418 13,342 14,264 15,629 15,963 17,686 20,028 22,08 
Northern Europe         

Northern Europe (total) 52,675 51,262 51,77 51,979 53,387 56,075 58,883 59,615 
Denmark 1,945 2,072 2,163 2,285 2,44 2,588 2,663 2,629 
Finland 1,286 1,385 1,506 1,712 1,849 1,98 2,051 2,118 
Ireland 4,036 3,937 3,974 3,755 3,842 3,99 4,149 4,192 
Sweden 2,234 2,362 2,457 2,723 2,943 3,077 3,149 3,147 
United Kingdom 41,146 39,3 39,153 38,829 39,466 41,404 43,604 44,052 
Southern Europe         
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Southern Europe (total) 82,674 81,165 76,949 71,352 65,532 64,193 65,228 65,971 
Albania 490 452 445 449 345 330 358 380 
Bosnia and Herzegovina 14,436 15,974 14,616 11,165 6,146 3,745 3,006 2,777 
Italy 17,405 17,286 17,408 17,58 17,886 18,248 18,599 18,73 
Portugal 9,101 8,788 8,69 8,762 9,22 9,765 10,585 11,257 
Spain 16,663 16,559 16,634 16,828 16,943 17,155 17,449 17,505 
Yugoslavia 16,868 14,519 11,523 8,889 7,173 6,822 6,645 6,425 
Western Europe 

Western Europe (total) 93,89 93,385 94,875 96,258 97,766 99,615 101,508 102,587 
Austria 2,999 3,035 3,125 3,268 3,33 3,366 3,454 3,543 
Belgium 24,111 24,021 24,443 24,826 25,382 25,86 26,148 26,306 
France 10,532 10,575 11,152 11,873 12,524 13,326 14,113 14,469 
Germany 53,922 53,525 53,914 54,113 54,272 54,811 55,572 56,06 
Switzerland 2,038 1,929 1,929 1,866 1,944 1,934 1,909 1,906 
         
OCENIA 
 

Oceania (total) 2,535 2,451 2,545 2,782 3,168 3,615 4,151 4,34 
         
Stateless/unknown 
 

Stateless/unknown 14,662 24,558 38,328 52,157 66,368 87,044 106,999 115,569 
 
 
Primary Source: Prepeared from Migration Information Source, 
http://www.migrationinformation.org/GlobalData/countrydata/data.cfm 
Data Source is Statistics Netherlands (Central Bureau voor de Statistiek). www.cbs.nl. 
 
 
NOTES:  

The foreign population includes those in the resident de jure population (persons who 

habitually reside in the Netherlands and who are recorded in the municipal population 

registers) who are not Dutch citizens/nationals as of January 1 of the given year. In 

principle, all those residing in the Netherlands for an indefinite period are entered in the 

population register of the municipality where they usually live. The data presented in the 

above table include asylum seekers (except those in detention centers) and persons of 

unknown citizenship and exclude foreign military personnel and diplomats. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.migrationinformation.org/GlobalData/countrydata/data.cfm
http://www.cbs.nl/
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Table 1.2: Denmark: Stock of foreign population by country of nationality, 
1996 to 2003 
 
 
 

Region/Sub-
region/Country of 
Birth 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 
All countries (total) 249,885 265,794 276,781 287,681 296,924 308,674 321,794 331,506 
         
AFRICA          
         
Africa (total) 18,239 21,52 23,815 25,451 26,837 28,19 29,335 30,112 
Eastern Africa (total) 8,991 11,608 13,364 14,431 15,206 16,024 16,639 16,926 
Somalia 6,031 8,36 9,888 10,669 11,283 11,847 12,225 12,345 
Middle Africa (total) 272 302 301 349 435 515 579 654 
Northern Africa (total) 6,537 6,883 7,185 7,481 7,736 7,937 8,208 8,404 
Egypt 1,139 1,164 1,217 1,223 1,232 1,249 1,276 1,312 
Morocco 3,894 4,126 4,283 4,491 4,669 4,775 4,877 4,943 
Southern Africa (total) 489 550 574 613 666 701 709 726 
Western Africa (total) 1,86 2,088 2,303 2,489 2,714 2,931 3,12 3,316 
         
AMERICAS         
         
Americas (total) 11,678 11,908 12,249 12,613 13,009 13,256 13,606 14,037 
Caribbean         

Caribbean (total) 407 425 473 508 563 608 647 694 
Central America         

Central America (total) 463 495 543 599 643 695 757 805 
Northern America         

Northern America (total) 6,773 6,787 6,87 6,966 7,064 7,008 7,073 7,168 
United States 5,463 5,451 5,502 5,541 5,62 5,556 5,608 5,648 
South America         

South America (total) 4,027 4,193 4,356 4,534 4,732 4,938 5,123 5,365 
         
ASIA         
         

Asia (total) 94,452 99,149 103,271 109,038 114,323 121,523 130,26 136,189 
Eastern Asia         

Eastern Asia (total) 3,64 3,831 3,982 4,242 4,627 5,041 5,597 6,541 
China (excluding 
Taiwan) 2,152 2,325 2,501 2,733 3,07 3,434 3,892 4,729 
Japan 1,046 1,095 1,063 1,075 1,075 1,102 1,16 1,257 
Republic of Korea 338 311 308 300 339 353 376 370 
South-central Asia         

         
Afghanistan 1,297 1,621 1,92 2,33 2,875 4,311 7,188 8,373 
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India 2,018 2,056 2,119 2,181 2,298 2,389 2,482 2,57 
Iran (Islamic Republic 
of) 10,09 10,453 10,686 10,969 11,112 11,348 11,425 11,634 
Pakistan 8,941 9,173 9,4 9,693 9,942 10,313 10,487 10,626 
Sri Lanka 6,093 6,317 6,486 6,63 6,721 6,78 6,826 6,809 
South-eastern Asia         
South-eastern Asia 
(total) 14,504 15,154 15,844 16,592 17,403 18,214 19,129 19,835 
Philippines 2,739 2,921 3,108 3,232 3,384 3,528 3,696 3,849 
Thailand 3,137 3,433 3,788 4,172 4,638 5,121 5,669 6,055 
Vietnam 7,584 7,772 7,9 8,07 8,197 8,344 8,479 8,577 
Western Asia         

Western Asia (total) 47,623 50,266 52,518 56,03 58,924 62,668 66,617 69,22 
Iraq 6,562 7,557 8,73 10,791 12,476 15,099 17,959 19,738 
Lebanon 11,181 11,341 11,474 11,629 11,742 11,924 12,012 12,133 
Syrian Arab Republic 1,087 1,124 1,163 1,252 1,311 1,408 1,481 1,564 
Turkey 25,488 26,533 27,27 28,207 29,039 29,68 30,362 30,83 
         
EUROPE         
         

Europe (total) 123,311 130,978 135,227 138,251 140,192 142,815 145,455 147,532 
Eastern Europe         

Eastern Europe (total) 16,871 17,505 17,925 18,533 19,388 20,157 21,278 22,104 
Poland 9,771 9,932 10,061 10,234 10,348 10,391 10,58 10,692 
Romania 1,402 1,473 1,546 1,603 1,726 1,842 1,967 2,107 
Northern Europe         

Northern Europe (total) 43,51 45,391 46,864 47,663 47,949 48,786 49,355 50,108 
Finland 3,412 3,405 3,405 3,384 3,389 3,318 3,308 3,289 
Iceland 4,602 5,332 5,523 5,478 5,373 5,456 5,558 6,083 
United Kingdom 10,026 10,326 10,511 10,651 10,507 10,536 10,628 10,573 
Norway 12,103 12,409 12,645 12,851 13,095 13,36 13,425 13,637 
Sweden 11,728 11,89 12,265 12,502 12,617 12,573 12,465 12,301 
Southern Europe         

Southern Europe (total) 31,781 36,056 37,683 38,541 39,273 40,197 41,143 41,632 
Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 15,191 16,859 17,92 18,022 18,042 18,027 18,069 18,052 
Yugoslavia (former) 10,266 12,269 12,309 12,48 12,469 12,545 12,467 12,367 
Western Europe         

Western Europe (total) 31,084 31,965 32,696 33,454 33,528 33,625 33,632 33,64 
Austria 1,186 1,205 1,26 1,289 1,226 1,214 1,199 1,191 
Belgium 643 655 687 726 721 724 742 761 
France 2,699 2,881 3,089 3,318 3,335 3,388 3,316 3,3 
Germany 22,048 22,453 22,626 22,891 22,889 22,716 22,619 22,518 
         
Oceania         
         

Oceania (total) 1,071 1,093 1,09 1,169 1,261 1,314 1,359 1,452 
         
Stateless and 
Unknown         
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Stateless and unknown 
(total) 1,134 1,146 1,129 1,159 1,302 1,576 1,779 2,184 
Unknown 685 690 699 746 920 1,209 1,416 1,851 
Stateless 449 456 430 413 382 367 363 333 

 
Primary Source: Prepeared from Migration Information Source, 
http://www.migrationinformation.org/GlobalData/countrydata/data.cfm 
Data Source is from. Danmarks Statistik (Statistics Denmark). www.dst.dk and 
www.statistikbanken.dk. 
 
 
 
NOTES:  
1) According to Statistics Denmark, all persons born outside of Denmark, regardless of 

citizenship, are categorized as "foreign born". However, the data presented in the above 

table include only immigrants and exclude persons with Danish citizen parents who were 

born outside Denmark. Statistics Denmark defines an "immigrant" as a person born 

outside of Denmark whose parents (or one of the parents if there is no information on 

the other) are either foreign citizens (both of them) or both were born outside of 

Denmark themselves. If there is no information about either of the parents and the 

individual was born outside Denmark, then that person is considered an immigrant. For 

statistical purposes, this term includes both refugees and non-refugeees.  

2) The data presented in the above table are counts of the resident de jure foreign-born 

population (foreign-born persons who habitually reside in Denmark and who are 

recorded in the central population register) as of January 1 of the given year.  

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.migrationinformation.org/GlobalData/countrydata/data.cfm
http://www.dst.dk/
http://www.statistikbanken.dk/


 

 

47

47

 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 1.3: Sweden: Stock of foreign population by country of nationality, 
1970 to 2001 
 
 
 

Region/Sub-
region/Country of 
Citizenship 1970 1980 1990 1999 2000 2001 

All countries 411,28 421,667 483,704 487,175 477,312 475,986 
Africa 
 

Africa (total) 2,539 6,882 17,842 27,726 25,651 23,998 
Eastern Africa 

Eastern Africa (total) 412 1,879 11,103 19,478 17,336 15,216 
Ethiopia 223 1,146 7,946 2,669 2,4 2,186 
Somalia 25 106 1,41 13,467 11,535 9,57 
Middle Africa 

Middle Africa (total) 49 150 529 997 1,03 1,119 
Northern Africa 

Northern Africa (total) 1,597 3,578 3,809 3,733 3,68 3,888 
Morocco 695 1,395 1,291 1,246 1,234 1,344 
Southern Africa 

Southern Africa (total) 161 235 265 314 364 481 
South Africa 158 176 216 260 311 421 
Western Africa 

Western Africa (total) 320 1,04 2,136 3,204 3,241 3,294 
Gambia 46 475 1,034 1,563 1,56 1,465 
       
Americas 
 

Americas (total) 7,778 20,353 37,814 31,814 31,67 31,214 
Caribbean 

Caribbean (total) 181 270 376 1,424 1,387 1,366 
Central America 

Central America (total) 155 375 2,648 2,09 2,063 1,962 
El Salvador 8 21 1,716 1,095 974 843 
Northern America 
Northern America 
(total) 6,351 6,344 9,025 11,262 11,682 11,71 
United States 5,909 5,835 7,97 9,647 9,972 10,026 
South America       

South America (total) 1,091 13,364 25,765 17,038 16,538 16,176 
Chile 121 7,225 19,874 10,762 10,33 9,896 
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Asia       
       

Asia (total) 8,103 36,315 102,128 100,666 102,531 104,372 
Eastern Asia       

Eastern Asia (total) 1,286 2,356 4,242 6,612 7,042 7,509 

China (excluding 
Taiwan) 104 666 1,921 4,171 4,438 4,853 
South-central Asia 

South-central Asia 
(total) 1,11 6,511 44,32 24,119 23,023 23,372 
Afghanistan 3 8 476 3,239 3,799 4,563 
India 492 1,624 1,73 1,578 1,678 1,828 

Iran (Islamic Republic 
of) 366 2,935 38,982 16,129 14,324 13,499 
South-eastern Asia 

South-eastern Asia 
(total) 294 4,006 8,503 11,761 11,946 12,205 
Thailand 67 994 2,666 5,485 5,765 6,251 
Viet Nam 13 2,044 3,069 2,575 2,408 2,171 
Western Asia 

Western Asia (total) 5,413 23,442 45,063 58,174 60,52 61,286 
Iraq 91 557 7,722 30,205 33,116 36,221 
Lebanon 169 1,561 6,547 3,486 3,369 2,961 
Syrian Arab Republic 107 1,554 3,637 6,05 6,035 5,984 
Turkey 4,069 18,303 25,475 16,412 15,846 13,907 
       
Europe       
       

Europe (total) 388,69 354,955 311,266 314,237 306,237 306,074 
Eastern Europe       

Eastern Europe (total) 15,715 15,867 28,936 30,357 31,539 30,027 
Poland 4,21 10,337 15,675 16,345 16,667 15,511 
       
Romania 375 522 5,313 2,981 2,949 2,495 
Russian Federation -- -- -- 5,062 5,658 5,925 
Northern Europe 
Northern Europe 
(total) 275,42 249,851 202,533 174,9 177,222 179,776 
Denmark 31,454 29,465 28,586 24,997 25,567 26,627 
Finland 208,955 181,481 119,669 99,002 98,571 97,521 
Norway 27,641 25,995 38,242 30,948 31,997 33,265 
United Kingdom 5,531 8,652 10,11 12,4 13,062 13,822 
Southern Europe       
Southern Europe 
(total) 64,41 64,336 56,066 79,838 66,919 64,098 
Bosnia and 
Herzegovina -- -- -- 34,19 22,839 19,728 
Croatia -- -- -- 7,17 7,52 6,859 
       
Greece 13,987 15,254 6,516 4,314 4,407 4,478 
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Italy 7,761 4,786 3,988 4,356 4,512 4,776 
Spain 3,993 3,384 2,9 3,138 3,32 3,557 
Yugoslavia 36,863 39,184 41,053 22,727 20,188 20,741 
Western Europe       

Western Europe (total) 33,145 24,901 23,731 29,142 30,557 32,173 
Austria 4,984 3,346 2,819 2,729 2,767 2,832 
Germany 20,892 14,039 12,952 15,531 16,357 17,315 
       
Oceania       
       

Oceania (total) 446 620 1,477 2,171 2,328 2,465 
Australia and New 
Zealand       

       
Other       
       

Other (total) 3,724 2,542 13,177 10,561 8,895 7,863 
Unknown 284 490 4,918 5,224 3,933 3,221 
Stateless 3,44 2,052 8,259 5,337 4,962 4,642 

 
Primary Source: Prepeared from Migration Information Source, 
http://www.migrationinformation.org/GlobalData/countrydata/data.cfm 
Data Source is from. Statistics Sweden (Statistiska Centralbyrån). For more information 
see www.scb.se. 
 
 
NOTES:  
1) The data in the above table include foreign citizens who were born abroad as well as 

foreign citizens born in Sweden who have not acquired Swedish citizenship. The data 

presented were derived from population registers, using the reference data of December 

31 of the given year.  

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.migrationinformation.org/GlobalData/countrydata/data.cfm
http://www.scb.se/
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Table 1.4: Unemployment in per cent by year and country of origin 
DENMARK  
 
 
 

 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 
Western 
countries 11.8 10.4 7.9 6.8 6.6 5.8 6.2 7.6 7.0 
Non-western 
countries 28.5 24.7 20.1 16.1 15.2 12.6 13.0 16.0 16.3 
EU 25 12.0 10.6 8.1 7.0 6.7 5.9 6.3 7.8 7.1 
Europe excl. EU 
25 25.1 22.0 17.7 14.3 13.9 11.7 11.7 14.1 13.8 
North America, 
total 10.2 9.3 7.3 6.5 6.1 4.9 5.3 6.9 6.0 

Africa total 28.4 25.4 21.9 17.2 16.3 13.7 14.9 19.2 20.1 
S/C. America, 
total 19.9 17.1 13.6 10.8 9.9 7.6 9.1 10.0 9.6 
Asia total 27.6 23.7 19.4 15.4 14.4 12.0 12.4 15.7 16.5 

Oceania total 9.5 7.8 6.0 4.1 5.4 4.8 5.9 5.6 4.8 
 
Source: Statistics Denmark www.dst.dk 
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Diagram 1.1: Immigrants by region and period  
Source: http://www.ssd.scb.se 

http://www.dst.dk/
http://www.ssd.scb.se/
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Table 1.5: Population of Amsterdam according to ethnic groups*, January 
1st 1982 - 1996; prediction 2000-2015  
 

Error! 
Reference 
source not 
found. 

1982 1984 1986 1989 1990 1992* 1994 1996 2000 2005 2010 2015 % 
1996(2015)

Surinamese 39542 41338 45659 52757 54839 62045 67,900 69,600 77,800 85,400 92,100 98,000 9.6(11.9)

Antilleans 4501 4778 5773 8473 9063 10684 10,600 10,500 12,200 13,600 15,000 16,300 1.4(1.9)

Turks 15421 16130 17486 21028 22405 28664 30,900 31,000 35,600 39,500 43,000 45,800 4.3(5.5)

Moroccans  **) 22170 24933 27435 32274 33701 41623 46,100 48,000 54,800 62,100 68,500 73,700 6.6(8.9)

South Euro- 
peans ***) 

12423 11128 10673 11210 11278 14489 16,100 16,300 17,300 18,300 19,100 19,800 2.2(2.4)

non-industrial- 
sized countries 

- - - 16248 15763 50151 57,000 59,700 72,600 87,000 101-
,100

114-
,600

8.3(13.9)

industrialized  
countries 

- - - 23479 23707 70132 71,100 69,500 72,400 74,800 77,300 79,800 9.6(9.7)

Dutch 578508 549139 540845 529521 524465 435705 424,-
600

413-
,600

405-
,000 

399-
,100 

384,-
600

373,1-
00

57.5(45.4)

Total 700861 676524 679363 694990 695221 713493 724-
,200

718-
,100

747-
,600 

780-
,000 

800-
,700

 821-
,000 

 100(100) 

 
Source: BSM-GA, 1996 in Kraal, Karen, Zorlu, Aslan , 1997 
 

*) The broad definition is used from 1992 onwards: those who are born in the country of 
origin mentioned, plus those who have at least one parent who is born there. 
 
**) Between 1982 and 1992, including Tunisians and Algerians.  
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***) Italians, Portuguese, Spaniards and (former) Yugoslavians. 

 
 
Table 1.6: Education Levels of People in Sweden between 20 – 64 years age 
(per cent)  
Source: Data is available at www.integrationsverket.se 

 

  Men Women Total 
Sweden Compulsory School 19,22% 16,82% 20,09%
  Secondary School 51,04% 50,29% 16,82%
  Post - Secondary School 29,32% 35,86% 32,52%
  No information  0,41% 0,29% 0,35%
          
Nordic Countries  Compulsory School 29,80% 24,08% 26,69%
except Sweden Secondary School 44,05% 44,59% 44,34%
  Post - Secondary School 19,45% 28,30% 24,26%
  No information  6,68% 3,01% 4,69%
          
EU 15 except Compulsory School 17,14% 17,46% 17,27%
Nordic Countries Secondary School 35,17% 32,56% 34,13%
  Post - Secondary School 36,81% 41,36% 38,63%
  No information  10,86% 8,60% 9,95%
          
North America Compulsory School 8,95% 8,77% 8,86%
  Secondary School 27,38% 27,25% 27,32%
  Post - Secondary School 51,07% 52,39% 51,68%
  No information  12,58% 11,58% 12,12%
          
South America Compulsory School 19,40% 20,00% 19,71%
  Secondary School 49,11% 44,35% 46,69%
  Post - Secondary School 28,09% 31,84% 30,00%
  No information  3,94% 7,08% 3,60%
          
Africa Compulsory School 21,35% 28,42% 24,51%
  Secondary School 42,81% 38,01% 40,66%
  Post - Secondary School 28,44% 20,09% 24,70%
  No information  7,40% 13,48% 10,12%
          
Asia Compulsory School 25,72% 28,12% 26,93%
  Secondary School 36,39% 33,08% 34,73%
  Post - Secondary School 30,21% 28,64% 29,42%
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  No information  7,68% 10,16% 8,92%
          
Oceania Compulsory School 8,21% 6,95% 7,75%
  Secondary School 24,68% 26,57% 25,38%
  Post - Secondary School 49,31% 48,95% 49,18%
  No information  17,80% 17,52% 17,70%
          
TOTAL Compulsory School 19,72% 15,73% 17,75%
  Secondary School 49,74% 47,89% 48,82%
  Post - Secondary School 29,17% 35,08% 32,08%
  No information  1,37% 1,31% 1,34%
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