Appendix

A Information about Politician Samples

Table A.1: Representativeness of Politician Samples by Country

country % response rate % female age in years % left % centre % right
Australia 21 34.4(39.9) 53.6 (52.3) 41.4(47.2) 6.9(5.9) 51.7(46.5)
Belgium (FI) 85 41 (45)  475(47.4) 28 (26) 29(30)  41(43)
Belgium (W) 69.2 40.5 (40.2) 47.4 (49.0)  63.5 (58.9) 14.9 (15.4) 20.9 (24.3)
Canada 11.5 29350  51(52) 3(1) 51 (46) 37 (46)
Czechia 32 33(26) 485(52.1) 0(0) 70 (66) 30 (34)
Denmark 27 48 (40)  51.9(49.9) 19 (19) 65 (63) 10 (13)
Germany 27 41 (35)  46.8(485) 57.9(49.3) 25.8 (33.2) 15.7 (16.9)
Israel 32 47 (21)  55(544) 31 (38) 13 (14) 57 (48)
Luxembourg 36 33(35) 52.7(53.8) 10(3) 57 (55) 33 (42)
Netherlands 25 55(39) 452 (46.4) 29 (22.4) 42.1 (33.6) 29.0 (44)
Norway 21 31 (45) 476 (475) 43(43) 54(44)  3(12)
Portugal 30 39(@37) 47.0(49.5) 29(5.7) 85.7(85.6) 11.4(8.9)
Sweden 19 46 (48)  48.8 (46) 45 (42) 13(12) 42 (46)
Switzerland 41 43 (40)  52.1(52.6) 42(33) 26(25)  32(42)
Total Average 34.0 40 (37.6) 49.7 (50.1) 29.7 (27.8) 39.5(37.8) 29.6 (33.3)

Outside of the survey additional biodata were collected (e.g. on politicians’ gender, se-
niority, age and so on). These variables were subject to a pseudonymization process to
make sure that a single politician participating in our research is not identifiable with
100% certainty among the total population of politicians. To ensure that politicians are
not individually identifiable, some of these biodata variables are set to “missing”.
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Table A.2: Timing of elite filedwork and elections by country

country elite fieldwork election
Australia Nov22 - Mar23 2019
Canada Oct22 - Feb23 2021
Czechia Apr22 - Oct22 2021
Denmark Mar22 - Aug?22 2019

Belgium (Flanders) Mar22 - Aug22 2019
Belgium (Wallonia) Apr22 - Oct22 2019

Germany May?22 - Mar23 2021
Israel May?22 - Feb23 2021
Luxembourg Nov22 -Jan23 2018
Netherlands May?22 - Sep22 2021
Norway Jun22 - Feb23 2021
Portugal Jul22 - Dec22 2019
Sweden Oct22 - Feb23 2018
Switzerland May?22 - Dec22 2019

B Question Wording

1. Vote Choice: “Did you vote in the last national election?”
1=Yes
2=No
3 =Idon’t remember

2. Policy Preferences: “People hold different views on political issues. Please indicate
to what extent you agree or disagree with the following political statements.”

1 = strongly disagree

2 = disagree

3 = somewhat disagree

4 = neither agree nor disagree
5 = somewhat agree

6 = agree

7 = strongly agree

Policy Items
NB: From a range of policy preferences, these are all items that have been fielded in both the
citizen and politician surveys in all countries
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policy2: “The government should provide a universal basic income for everyone.”
policy3: “It should be easier for refugees who have acquired official asylum seeker
status to bring over their close family members.”

policy4: “The government should be more strict when it grants people official refugee
status.”

policy9: “To reduce carbon emissions, the price of airplane tickets should be in-
creased.”

policy10: “The government should subsidize the purchase of electric vehicles.”
policy13: “Euthanasia/medically assisted dying should always be illegal.”
policy15: It should be forbidden for the government to impose a curfew as a mea-
sure against a pandemic.”

policy18:”Coronavirus vaccinations should be mandatory.”

policy19:"The government should be composed of an equal number of men and
women.”

Additional Policy Items
NB: From a range of policy preferences, these are all items that have been fielded in both the
citizen and politician surveys in some of the included countries

policy1l: “Capital gains from the sale of stock shares should be taxed more heavily.”
policy6: "It would be preferable if criminal policy involved offenders making amends
for the victim’s losses instead of imprisoning offenders.”

policy8: “The government should restrict the number of surveillance cameras in
public places.”

policy14: ”"The government should remove hate speech from social media plat-
forms.”

policyl6: “The government should subsidize breast pumps for new mothers.”
policy17: “The government should invest more in telehealth services for elderly cit-
izens, allowing doctors to monitor senior patients remotelyThe government should
invest more in telehealth services for elderly citizens, allowing doctors to monitor
senior patients remotely.”

policy20: “The government should spend less on arts and culture.”

policy21:”The government should construct more social housing.”
policy19:”Educational policy should focus more on letting the strongest students
excel.”

Summary Statistics
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Table C.1: Summary Statistics, citizens

Variable N Mean Std. Dev. Min Pctl. 25 Pctl. 75 Max
country 27465

... Australia 1744 6%

... Belgium (FI) 1962 7%

... Belgium (W1) 1862 7%

... Canada 1951 7%

... Czechia 2019 7%

... Denmark 1947 7%

... Germany 2038 7%

... Israel 2544 9%

... Luxembourg 1757 6%

... Netherlands 1706 6%

... Norway 2055 7%

... Portugal 1972 7%

... Sweden 2019 7%

... Switzerland 1889 7%

Ir_self 27448 5.2 24 0 4 7 10
sex 27465

... NA 108 0%

... female 13912 51%

... male 13445 49%

yob 27465 1974 17 1921 1959 1989 2004
policy2 26653 4.6 1.9 1 3 6 7
policy3 26696 3.6 1.9 1 2 5 7
policy4 26447 5 1.7 1 4 7 7
policy9 26659 3.9 1.9 1 2 5 7
policy10 26555 44 1.8 1 3 6 7
policy13 26569 3 2 1 1 4 7
policy15 26845 3.6 2 1 2 5 7
policy18 27059 4.1 2.2 1 2 6 7
policy19 26897 44 1.7 1 4 6 7
adults 5733 5.6 1.2 1 5 6 7
young 5732 5.6 1.3 1 5 6 7
foreigners 5733 47 1.6 1 4 6 7
future 5733 55 1.2 1 5 6 7
foreign_origin 27465

..0 24561 89%

.1 2904 11%

election_year 27465 2020 1.2 2018 2019 2021 2021
age_category 27465

... middle-age 16125 59%

...old 7982  29%

... underage 547 2%

... young 2811  10%

voter 27465

... voter 23169  84%

... foreign non-voter 879 3%

... non-voter 3012 11%

... underage non-voter 405 1%

diff rep_young 5732 -0.09 1 -6 0 0 6
diff_rep_future 5733 -0.11 096 -6 0 0 6
diff rep_for 5733 -0.92 1.5 -6 -2 0 5
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Table C.2: Summary Statistics, politicians

Variable N Mean Std. Dev. Min Pctl. 25 Pctl. 75 Max
country 1185

... Australia 57 5%

... Belgium (FI) 215 18%

.. Belgium (WI) 148 12%

.. Canada 87 7%

.. Czechia 64 5%

.. Denmark 48 4%

.. Germany 177 15%

.. Israel 55 5%

... Luxembourg 21 2%

... Netherlands 38 3%

... Norway 35 3%

.. Portugal 70 6%

.. Sweden 67 6%

.. Switzerland 103 9%

sex 1185

... female 444 37%

... male 711 60%

... NA 30 3%

age_category 1185

... NA 103 9%

... older 515  43%

... younger 567  48%

policy?2 1156 3.1 1.9 1 1 5 7
policy3 1165 4.3 1.9 1 3 6 7
policy4 1159 3.5 1.9 1 2 5 7
policy9 1160 4.3 1.9 1 2 6 7
policy10 1164 3.9 1.8 1 2 5 7
policy13 1157 24 1.8 1 1 3 7
policy15 1159 34 1.9 1 2 5 7
policy18 1160 3.3 1.9 1 2 5 7
policy19 1165 44 2 1 2 6 7
Ir_self 1174 4.7 2.5 0 3 7 10
adults 139 6.2 1 1 6 7 7
young 139 6.3 1.1 1 6 7 7
foreigners 139 5.6 14 1 5 7 7
future 139 6.2 1.2 1 6 7 7
voter 1185

... politician 1185 100%

diff rep_young 139 0.0072 06 -4 0 0o 2
diff rep_future 139 -0.043 084 -5 0 0o 2
diff rep_for 139 -0.63 1.2 -6 -1 0 0
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D Regression tables and additional figures

Figure D.1: Policy preferences by group across countries

Model
underage non-voter —V— - I-r placement
_?_.__‘_ basic income
_E_I_ family reunion
: /A= harder refugee status
é =X/~ carbon tax plane
é -8 electric cars
: =8— euthanasia
migrant non-voter Vo 5 - —&—  forbid curfew
_?.__A_ =—&— mand. corona vaccine
o == equalrep.
-1.0 -0.5 ) 0.0 0.5 1.0
Estimate

Note: Plot shows the regression coefficients from models in table D.1. Higher values indicate more agreement with
policy. Reference category: wvoter. All coefficients are calculated with robust standard errors. Survey weights are
included. Controls for left-right placement and fixed effects for countries are included but not shown in the graph.
Bandwidths indicate 95% confidence intervals.
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Table D.1: Policy preferences by groups of (non-)voters

I-r placement basic income family reunion harder refugee status carbon tax plane electric cars euthanasia forbid curfew mand. corona vaccine equal rep

underage non-voter  —0.238 0.359* 09417 —1.045** —0.009 0.316* 0.144 0.408"* —0.247 0212

(0.226) (0.131) (0.126) (0.109) (0.135) (0.148)  (0.131) (0.157) (0.160) (0.142)
migrant non-voter —0.165 0.279** 0.385** —0.395"** —0.508"** 0.140 0.050 0.387+** —0.527++ 0.283***

(0.126) (0.092) (0.086) (0.082) (0.083) (0.09)  (0.091) (0.096) (0.098) (0.081)
non-voter —0273"*  0.248** —0.045 0.007 —0.225%* 0.072 0.100 0.343*** —0.632+** 0.091

(0.068) (0.054) (0.051) (0.048) (0.053) (0.053)  (0.056) (0.058) (0.061) (0.048)
left-right placement —0.114"*  —0.158** 0.187+* —0.090"*  —0.064"**  0.082***  0.063*** —0.020* —0.102***

(0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.009)  (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.008)

Country fixed effects  YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
R? 0.018 0.068 0.105 0.102 0.075 0.036 0.038 0.039 0.065 0.063
Adj. R? 0.017 0.067 0.104 0.101 0.075 0.036 0.038 0.038 0.064 0.062
Num. obs. 27448 26636 26680 26430 26644 26540 26552 26828 27042 26880
RMSE 2.355 1.808 1.743 1.618 1.806 1.808 1.924 1.974 2.108 1.654
“*p < 0.001; **p < 0.01;*p < 0.05

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show support for policy proposal by respondent group. Reference category: voter. Robust standard errors in
parentheses.
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Table D.2: Policy preferences by groups of (non-)voters (models with standardized coefficients)

l-r placement basic income family reunion harder refugee status carbon tax plane electric cars euthanasia forbid curfew mand. corona vaccine equal rep.

underage non-voter —0.098 0.191** 0.506"** —0.608*** —0.005 0.171* 0.073 0.201** —0.113 0.123
(0.093) (0.070) (0.068) (0.063) (0.071) (0.080) (0.067) (0.078) (0.073) (0.082)
migrant non-voter —0.068 0.149** 0.207*** —0.230%** —0.268*** 0.076 0.026 0.191%** —0.241%* 0.164***
(0.052) (0.049) (0.046) (0.048) (0.044) (0.052) (0.046) (0.048) (0.045) (0.047)
non-voter —0.113*** 0.132%** —0.024 0.004 —0.119*** 0.039 0.051 0.169*** —0.288*** 0.053
(0.028) (0.029) (0.027) (0.028) (0.028) (0.029) (0.028) (0.028) (0.028) (0.028)
left-right placement —0.1477* —0.205*** 0.263*** —0.114** —0.084***  0.100%** 0.075%** —0.022* —0.143***
(0.010) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.010) (0.011)
Country fixed effects YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
R? 0.018 0.068 0.105 0.102 0.075 0.036 0.038 0.039 0.065 0.063
Adj. R? 0.017 0.067 0.104 0.101 0.075 0.036 0.038 0.038 0.064 0.062
Num. obs. 27448 26636 26680 26430 26644 26540 26552 26828 27042 26880
RMSE 0.974 0.964 0.937 0.941 0.953 0.977 0.977 0.974 0.962 0.958

**p < 0.001; **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05
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Figure D.2: EMD by groups and country

Voter Group . Migrant Non-Voters . Underage Youth Voters
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Note: Bars show the average EMD (across policies) by groups separately for each country. Higher values indicate greater incongruence between politicians and the
respective groups.



Table D.3: Group deservingness by respondent group

youth and children future generations migrants

politician —0.027 —0.089 0.115
(0.087) (0.117) (0.135)
Country fixed effects YES YES YES
R? 0.006 0.005 0.025
Adj. R? 0.006 0.004 0.025
Num. obs. 5708 5709 5709
RMSE 1.012 0.939 1.461

*7p < 0.001; 7 p < 0.01; *p < 0.05; p < 0.1

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show group deservingness scores by respondent group. Reference category
for categorical variables: citizen. Estimates are based on OLS regressions with country-fixed effects. Survey
weights for citizens and politicians are included. Robust standard errors in parentheses.

Table D.4: Group deservingness by citizen characteristics

youth and children future generations migrants

foreign origin 0.207 0.110 0.432**
(0.153) (0.145) (0.139)
female 0.106* 0.070 0.044
(0.053) (0.046) (0.071)
old —0.026 —0.115* 0.021
(0.056) (0.050) (0.079)
young —0.004 0.010 0.505***
(0.100) (0.099) (0.118)
Ir_self —0.024* —0.014 —0.050**
(0.012) (0.012) (0.015)
Country fixed effects YES YES YES
R? 0.014 0.011 0.045
Adj. R? 0.013 0.009 0.044
Num. obs. 5496 5497 5497
RMSE 1.019 0.935 1.457

***p < 0.001; **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05; p < 0.1

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show group deservingness scores by citizen characteristics. Reference
category for categorical variables: non foreign origin, male, middle-aged. Note that migrant non-voters and
underage youths are excluded from this analysis. Estimates are based on OLS regressions with country-
fixed effects. Survey weights are included. Robust standard errors in parentheses.
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E Robustness

Figure E.1: Policy preferences by groups of (non-)voters (additional issues)

' Model
A :
underage non-voter ; —_— incr. stock tax
. E— .
—_—
— criminal offenders making amends
_._._
restrict cctv
-\~ remove hate speech
: =5/~ subsidize breastpumps
: —B— invest telehealth
: =&— spend less on culture
_ —A—
migrant non-voter | Y —A—  more social housing
+ —e— focus on elite students
1 ¢
-0.5 0.0 0.5
Estimate

Note: Plot shows the regression coefficients from models in table E.1. Reference category: voter. All coefficients are
calculated with robust standard errors. Survey weights and country-fixed effects are included. Bandwidths indicate
95% confidence intervals.
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Table E.1: Policy preferences by groups of (non-) voters (additional issues)

stock tax criminal policy  cctv  hate speech subsidy breastpumps telehealth less spdg. arts more social housing focus on best students
underage non-voter —0.485** —0.005 0.552***  —0.530*** 0.621*** —0.073 —0.194 —0.076 —0.162
(0.155) (0.128) (0.130)  (0.125) (0.125) (0.142) (0.123) (0.127) (0.139)
migrant non-voter —0.177* —0.086 —0.054  —0.079 0.345%** —0.009 —0.091 —0.046 0.208*
(0.087) (0.085) (0.091)  (0.081) (0.085) (0.080) (0.085) (0.077) (0.087)
non-voter -0.072 —0.163** 0.148**  —0.206*** 0.255*** 0.021 0.302%** -0.027 —0.087
(0.053) (0.052) (0.053)  (0.050) (0.053) (0.045) (0.052) (0.045) (0.050)
left-right placement —0.118*** —0.005 —0.024**  —0.069*** —0.053*** —0.000 0.141*** —0.098*** 0.099***
(0.009) (0.009) (0.008) (0.007) (0.008) (0.007) (0.008) (0.007) (0.008)
Country fixed effects ~ YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
R? 0.067 0.017 0.039 0.051 0.031 0.061 0.071 0.065 0.043
Adj. R? 0.066 0.016 0.039 0.050 0.030 0.061 0.071 0.064 0.042
Num. obs. 25616 26137 26874 26805 25510 26527 26860 26835 26783
RMSE 1.785 1.689 1.776 1.668 1.760 1.518 1.711 1.508 1.708

#*p < 0.001;*p < 0.01; *p < 0.05

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show support for policy proposal by respondent group. Reference category: voter. Robust standard errors in

parentheses.



Figure E.2: EMD by groups and policy (additional issues)
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Note: Plots show the average EMD (across countries) by groups separately for each policy. Higher values indicate
greater incongruence between politicians and the respective groups. Error bars show 95% Cls from bootstrapped
resampling.

51



Figure E.3: Policy preferences by groups of (non-)voters among youth

Model

| I-r placement
1 basic income

family reunion

[>

harder refugee status

ql

underage non-voter : carbon tax plane

electric cars

»

euthanasia

T

forbid curfew

mand. corona vaccine

Tttt dap

equal rep.

-0.8 -0.4 0.0 0.4
Estimate

Note: Plot shows the regression coefficients from models in table E.2. Reference category: young voters (age 18-25).
All coefficients are calculated with robust standard errors. Survey weights and country-fixed effects are included.
Bandwidths indicate 95% confidence intervals.
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Figure E.4: Policy preferences by groups of (non-)voters among foreign-born
respondents

Model

H |-r placement
1 basic income

family reunion

—AD— -\ harder refugee status
migrant non—voter _V_. == carbon tax plane
I A : —- electric cars
—_—— —8— euthanasia
E I =&~ forbid curfew
=—4— mand. corona vaccine
; = equalrep.
-0.5 0.0 0.5
Estimate

Note: Plot shows the regression coefficients from models in table E.3. Reference category: foreign-born voter. All coef-
ficients are calculated with robust standard errors. Survey weights and country-fixed effects are included. Bandwidths
indicate 95% confidence intervals.

53



Table E.2: Policy preferences among youth

l-r placement basic income family reunion harder refugee status

carbon tax plane

electric cars euthanasia forbid curfew

mand. corona vaccine equal rep.

underage non-voter 0.180 0.200 0.111 —0.521*** 0.127 —0.088 —0.356* —0.178 0.176 0.166
(0.255) (0.154) (0.142) (0.147) (0.153) (0.158)  (0.160) (0.150) (0.174) (0.162)
left-right placement —0.034 —0.109*** 0.194*** —0.103*** —0.010 0.151*** 0.125*** —0.022 —0.081**
(0.029) (0.026) (0.027) (0.028) (0.028)  (0.032) (0.024) (0.027) (0.029)
Country fixed effects YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
R? 0.089 0.049 0.099 0.144 0.136 0.036 0.114 0.087 0.053 0.050
Adj. R? 0.084 0.043 0.093 0.139 0.131 0.030 0.108 0.082 0.048 0.044
Num. obs. 2477 2406 2386 2330 2414 2376 2371 2409 2443 2424
RMSE 2.312 1517 1.482 1.377 1.512 1.445 1.652 1.613 1.743 1.538

5 < 0.001; % p < 0.01; *p < 0.05

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show support for policy proposal by respondent age among young respondents. Reference category: young voter
(age 18-25). Robust standard errors in parentheses.

U1
N

Table E.3: Policy preferences by groups of (non-) voters among migrant respondents

l-r placement basic income family reunion harder refugee status carbon tax plane electric cars euthanasia forbid curfew mand. corona vaccine equal rep.

migrant non-voter —0.102 0.254 0.114 —0.399*** —0.285** —0.044 —0.271* 0.303* —0.652*** 0.123
(0.167) (0.131) (0.106) (0.109) (0.109) (0.122) (0.124) (0.125) (0.127) (0.113)
left-right placement —0.083*** —0.123*** 0.172%** —0.065** —0.091***  0.080** 0.049* —0.041 —0.081***
(0.025) (0.024) (0.023) (0.023) (0.026) (0.025) (0.025) (0.025) (0.024)
Country fixed effects YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
R? 0.037 0.037 0.103 0.092 0.070 0.037 0.043 0.028 0.071 0.034
Adj. R2 0.033 0.032 0.098 0.087 0.065 0.031 0.038 0.023 0.066 0.029
Num. obs. 2823 2731 2748 2733 2741 2736 2720 2757 2776 2767
RMSE 2.536 1.921 1.816 1.760 1.870 1.923 2.063 2.071 2.181 1.774

5 < 0.001; **p < 0.01;*p < 0.05

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show support for policy proposal by respondent group among foreign-born respondents. Reference category:
foreign-born voter. Robust standard errors in parentheses.



Figure E.5: Policy preferences of youth and migrants compared to politicians

: Model
[ —

underage non-voter -V —— I=r placement
i o — basic income
: ————
E I family reunion
E -/~ harder refugee status
=X/~ carbon tax plane
E —- electric cars
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. —— : —— —A—  forbid curfew
foreign non-voter ' S
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0 1 2
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Note: Plot shows the regression coefficients from models in table E.4. Reference category: politician. All coefficients are
calculated with robust standard errors. Survey weights and country-fixed effects are included. Bandwidths indicate
95% confidence intervals.
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Table E.4: Policy preferences — comparison of means between politicians and youth and migrants

l-r placement basic income family reunion harder refugee status carbon tax plane electric cars euthanasia forbid curfew mand. corona vaccine equal rep.

voter 0.537*** 1.570*** —0.638"** 1.507*** —0.070 0.489*** 0.517*** 0.212%** 1.060%** 0.187**
(0.079) (0.057) (0.054) (0.054) (0.057) (0.057) (0.058) (0.061) (0.062) (0.058)
migrant non-voter 0.369** 1.843*** —0.258** 1.122%** —0.587*** 0.625*** 0.565*** 0.604*** 0.535*** 0.471%**
(0.141) (0.103) (0.096) (0.094) (0.096) (0.106) (0.102) (0.109) (0.110) (0.095)
non-voter 0.261** 1.812%** —0.693*** 1.523%** —0.299*** 0.554*** 0.613*** 0.564*** 0.4227%** 0.279***
(0.093) (0.071) (0.067) (0.065) (0.071) (0.071)  (0.072) (0.076) (0.079) (0.070)
underage non-voter 0.299 1.922*** 0.306* 0.467*** —0.087 0.804*** 0.659*** 0.618*** 0.817*** 0.397**
(0.236) (0.140) (0.135) (0.118) (0.142) (0.156) (0.139) (0.165) (0.168) (0.153)
Ir_self —0.123*** —0.172%** 0.201*** —0.101%** —0.072***  0.085"** 0.064*** —0.027** —0.119***
(0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.007)
Country fixed effects YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
R? 0.020 0.094 0.117 0.137 0.080 0.040 0.044 0.039 0.068 0.070
Adj. R? 0.020 0.094 0.117 0.136 0.079 0.040 0.043 0.038 0.068 0.069
Num. obs. 28622 27786 27839 27584 27799 27698 27703 27982 28197 28039
RMSE 2.360 1.805 1.739 1.620 1.804 1.805 1915 1.969 2.099 1.662

#*p < 0.001; **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show support for policy proposal by respondent group. Reference category: politician. Robust standard errors in

parentheses.



Figure E.6: Respondents’ policy preferences by origin and voting decision

migrant _V__A_—.— Model
i —_—
——— I-r placement
basic income
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Note: Plot shows the regression coefficients from models in table E.4. Reference categories: not foreign-born; voter.
All coefficients are calculated with robust standard errors. Survey weights and country-fixed effects are included.
Bandwidths indicate 95% confidence intervals.
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Table E.5: Policy preferences by origin and voting decision

l-r placement basic income family reunion harder refugee status

carbon tax plane electric cars euthanasia forbid curfew mand. corona vaccine equal rey

foreign-born —0.026 —0.002 0.284** —0.108 —0.255"** 0130 0375 0.107 0.043 0.128
(0.106) (0.070) (0.066) (0.071) (0.071) (0.073)  (0.086) (0.080) (0.078) (0.071)

non-voter —0.262°% 02717 0.052 —0.050 —0.202++* 0.107* 0.109 0.3427* —0.585"** 0.116*
(0.069) (0.054) (0.052) (0.048) (0.054) (0.055)  (0.056) (0.058) (0.062) (0.049)

foreign-born*non-voter  0.054 ~0.025 0.072 —0.296"* ~0.069 ~0.093  —0.321* ~0.033 0.039 0.007
(0.164) (0.119) (0.111) (0.112) (0.114) (0.123)  (0.130) (0.129) (0.131) (0.111)
left-right placement —0.116"*  —0.157"* 0.186** —0.090"*  —0.064"*  0.082"**  0.065"* —0.021* —0.104**
(0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.009)  (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.008)

Country fixed effects YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
R2 0.018 0.068 0.103 0.098 0.077 0.037 0.040 0.039 0.064 0.064
Adj. R? 0.018 0.068 0.103 0.097 0.076 0.036 0.040 0.038 0.064 0.063
Num. obs. 27039 26249 26294 26051 26256 26153 26167 26441 26645 26487
RMSE 2.357 1.811 1.747 1.623 1.807 1.811 1.925 1.974 2.110 1.657

#*p < 0.001;*p < 0.01; *p < 0.05

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show support for policy proposal by respondent group. Reference categories: not foreign-born; voter. Robust

standard errors in parentheses.



Figure E.7: Solidarity representation by Finnish politicians
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(0 = Equal representation as adults,
Lower values = less deserving than adults,
Higher values = more deserving than adults)

Plots show predicted values for difference of agreement in comparison with adult national citizens. The predictions
are based on the estimates in table E.3 and calculated with robust standard errors. Controls for parties’ placement on
a left-right and liberal-conservative scale are included. Bandwidths indicate 95% confidence intervals.
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Table E.6: Solidarity representation by Finnish politicians

youth and children future generations migrants

(Intercept) 0.709*** 0.732%** 0.689***
(0.086) (0.104) (0.115)
candidate —0.143* —0.030 —0.421%**
(0.070) (0.081) (0.103)
l.r —0.019 —0.026 —0.078***
(0.014) (0.016) (0.021)
lib_cons —0.048*** —0.070*** —0.254***
(0.014) (0.015) (0.022)
R? 0.027 0.039 0.240
Adj. R? 0.024 0.036 0.238
Num. obs. 989 991 986
RMSE 1.081 1.235 1.548

**p < 0.001; *p < 0.01;*p < 0.05; p < 0.1

Note: OLS models. Coefficients show group deservingness scores by respondent group (reference category:
local politician) and party placement on a left-right and liberal-conservative scale. Robust standard errors

in parentheses.
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