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Online appendix for 

Ida B. Hjermitslev 

Mainstream Sell-Outs? How Collaboration with the Radical Right Changes Perceptions of 

Party Positions on Immigration 

published in Government and Opposition 

A Categorization of manifesto positions 

• Asylum/Multiculturalism: per601 (National Way of Life: Positive) + per608 

(Multiculturalism: Negative) - per602 (National Way of Life: Negative) - per607 

(Multiculturalism: 

Positive) 

• Redistribution/Public spending: per505 (Welfare State Limitation) + per507 (Education 

Limitation) -per504 (Welfare State Expansion) - per506 (Education Expansion) 

• Europe: per110 (European Union: Negative) - per108 (European Union: Positive) 

• Euthanasia: per603 (Traditional Morality (Positive) - per604 (Traditional Morality: Nega- 

tive), 

• Law and order: per605 (Law and Order: Positive) 

• Environmental policy: per410 (Economic Growth: Positive) - per416 (Anti-Growth Economy: 

Positive) - per501 (Environmental Protection) 
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B Effects of coalition formation with the LPF 2002-2003 

Table 5: Party placement before/after coalition formation 2002 

 
 Asylum after Fortuyn EU integration 

Mainstream right (dummy) 0.187∗∗∗ (0.009) 0.010 (0.007) 

LPF (dummy)  0.344 (0.011) 
0.245∗∗∗ 

(0.009) 

2003 (dummy) 

 

−0.006 (0.006) 

2003 * Mainstream right  0.082 (0.010) 0.010 (0.009) 

2003 * LPF 0.040∗∗∗ (0.012) 0.007 (0.011) 

Manifesto position 
4.020∗∗∗ (0.124) 

0.649∗∗∗ 

(0.145) 
Observations 14,085 13,654 

R2 0.641 0.340 

Adjusted R2 0.557 0.261 

 Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01  
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C Effects of support agreement with the PVV 2010-2012 

Table 6: Party placement before/after coalition formation 2010 

 

 EU integration Euthanasia 

Mainstream right (dummy) −0.096∗∗∗ (0.005) −0.041∗∗∗ (0.006) 

PVV (dummy) 0.151∗∗∗ (0.010) 0.081∗∗∗ (0.007) 

2012 (dummy) 0.070∗∗∗ (0.005) −0.002 (0.005) 

2012 * Mainstream −0.010 (0.008) 0.090∗∗∗ (0.009) 

2012 * PVV −0.470∗∗∗ (0.019) −0.043∗∗∗ (0.011) 

Manifesto position 1.889∗∗∗ (0.066) −7.706∗∗∗ (0.180) 

Respondent self-placement 0.116∗∗∗ (0.007) 0.071∗∗∗ (0.007) 

Age 0.0001 (0.0001) 0.002∗∗∗ (0.0001) 

Female 0.009∗∗ (0.004) 0.011∗∗∗ (0.004) 

Lower vocational education −0.022∗∗ (0.010) −0.011 (0.010) 

Secondary education −0.036∗∗∗ (0.011) 0.031∗∗∗ (0.011) 

Middle vocational/higher secondary −0.033∗∗∗ (0.009) 0.019∗∗ (0.009) 

Higher vocational/university education −0.028∗∗∗ (0.010) 0.056∗∗∗ (0.010) 

Self-reported political interest −0.014∗∗ (0.007) 0.038∗∗∗ (0.007) 

Newspaper reading −0.011∗∗ (0.005) −0.003 (0.006) 

Constant −0.327∗∗∗ (0.029) 2.522∗∗∗ (0.049) 

Observations 18,387 18,110 

R2 0.329 0.177 

Adjusted R2 0.329 0.176 

 Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01 
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D Descriptives 
Table 7: Perceived party positions in the Netherlands 2002-2003 

  SP GL PvdA D66 CDA CU LN SGP VVD LPF 

Left-right 2002 0.24(0.18) 0.26(0.16) 0.35(0.16) 0.45(0.15) 0.63(0.15) 0.65(0.21) 0.67(0.19) 0.68(0.22) 0.70(0.17) 0.75(0.20) 

 2003 0.15(0.15) 0.18(0.14) 0.28(0.14) 0.38(0.14) 0.57(0.15) 0.58(0.19) 0.58(0.21) 0.61(0.21) 0.66(0.15) 0.66(0.22) 

 Diff -0.09(0.00) -0.08(0.00) -0.07(0.00) -0.07(0.00) -0.08(0.00) -0.07(0.01) -0.09(0.01) -0.07(0.01) -0.04(0.00) -

0.09(0.01) 

Asylum 2002   0.38(0.21) 0.46(0.19) 0.54(0.19)    0.70(0.22) 0.93(0.15) 

 2003   0.41(0.20) 0.43(0.19) 0.60(0.19)    0.76(0.19) 0.83(0.29) 

 Diff   0.03(0.01) 0.03(0.00) 0.06(0.00)    0.06(0.01) -

0.10(0.01) 

Multicult 2002  0.35(0.25) 0.43(0.23) 0.48(0.21) 0.64(0.21)    0.74(0.20) 0.89(0.19) 

 2003  0.31(0.26) 0.37(0.23) 0.43(0.23) 0.64(0.23)    0.77(0.23) 0.91(0.19) 

 Diff  -0.04(0.01) -0.06(0.01) -0.05(0.01) 0.00(0.01)    0.03(0.01) 0.02(0.00) 

\ 

Table 8: Perceived party positions in the Netherlands 2010-2012  

 

  SP GL PvdA D66 CDA VVD PVV 

Left-right 2010 0.24(0.20) 0.23(0.16) 0.32(0.19) 0.46(0.16) 0.59(0.19) 0.74(0.20) 0.78(0.26) 

 2012 0.24(0.21) 0.25(0.17) 0.33(0.19) 0.50(0.16) 0.57(0.17) 0.74(0.21) 0.70(0.28) 

 Diff 0.00(0.01) 0.02(0.01) 0.01(0.01) 0.04(0.01) -0.02(0.01) 0.00(0.01) -

0.08(0.01) 

Multiculturalism 2010 0.45(0.25)  0.43(0.23) 0.51(0.19) 0.52(0.22) 0.69(0.20) 0.95(0.15) 

 2012 0.46(0.27)  0.42(0.27) 0.49(0.22) 0.54(0.23) 0.63(0.23) 0.88(0.27) 

 Diff 0.01(0.01)  -0.01(0.01) -0.02(0.01) 0.02(0.01) -0.06(0.01) -

0.07(0.01) 

Redistribution 2010 0.21(0.26)  0.25(0.23) 0.41(0.19) 0.46(0.21) 0.65(0.25) 0.48(0.28) 

 2012 0.23(0.27)  0.28(0.23) 0.47(0.18) 0.46(0.18) 0.67(0.26) 0.46(0.27) 

 Diff  0.02(0.01) 0.03(0.01) 0.06(0.01) 0.00(0.01) 0.02(0.01) -

0.02(0.01) 
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Table 9: Perceived left-right positions in Denmark 

 

 EL SF SD RV KD K V 

1994 0.09 (0.16) 0.21 (0.15) 0.41 (0.14) 0.48 (0.13) 0.54 (0.17) 0.73 (0.16) 0.77 (0.18) 

1998 0.12 (0.18) 0.35 (0.16) 0.44 (0.15) 0.47 (0.14) 0.59 (0.16) 0.72 (0.16) 0.75 (0.19) 

2001 0.15 (0.18) 0.28 (0.16) 0.44 (0.15) 0.46 (0.14) 0.55 (0.16) 0.66 (0.19) 0.73 (0.20) 

2005 0.15 (0.17) 0.28 (0.15) 0.44 (0.13) 0.46 (0.14)  0.72 (0.17) 0.74 (0.18) 

2007 0.13 (0.22) 0.28 (0.22) 0.44 (0.19) 0.48 (0.18) 0.52 (0.21) 0.77 (0.24) 0.76 (0.28) 

2011 0.15 (0.21) 0.28 (0.18) 0.38 (0.18) 0.50 (0.14)  0.72 (0.20) 0.74 (0.21) 

2015 0.17 (0.25) 0.29 (0.20) 0.43 (0.20) 0.47 (0.18)  0.71 (0.24) 0.68 (0.25) 

 
Table 10: Perceived positions towards asylum in Denmark 

 EL SF SD RV KD K V 

1994 0.25 (0.30) 0.26 (0.23) 0.37 (0.20) 0.42 (0.19) 0.39 (0.21) 0.67 (0.19) 0.71 (0.21) 

1998 0.19 (0.26) 0.26 (0.23) 0.47 (0.20) 0.42 (0.20) 0.47 (0.21) 0.72 (0.17) 0.72 (0.18) 

2001 0.24 (0.25) 0.31 (0.23) 0.48 (0.23) 0.41 (0.22) 0.46 (0.20) 0.76 (0.17) 0.77(0.17) 

2005 0.19 (0.24) 0.27 (0.22) 0.45 (0.22) 0.29 (0.23)  0.69 (0.18) 0.59 (0.24) 

2007 0.17 (0.25) 0.24 (0.21) 0.40 (0.19) 0.30 (0.22)  0.65 (0.19) 0.68 (0.20) 

2011 0.14 (0.21) 0.25 (0.21) 0.39 (0.20) 0.33 (0.22)  0.65 (0.20) 0.64 (0.17) 

2015 0.15 (0.24) 0.27 (0.23) 0.46 (0.24) 0.35 (0.26)  (0.74) 0.20 0.75 (0.19) 
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E Results of generalized synthetic control method 

Table 11: Perceived positions towards public spending om Denmark 

 EL SF SD RV KD K V 

1994 0.16 (0.23) 0.21 (0.21) 0.34 (0.19) 0.49 (0.17) 0.49 (0.17) 0.73 (0.16) 
0.79 

(0.18) 

1998 0.16 (0.22) 0.21 (0.19) 0.37 (0.19) 0.44 (0.19) 0.50 (0.18) 0.73 (0.17) 
0.75 

(0.20) 

2001 0.23 (0.24) 0.28 (0.21) 0.39 (0.19) 0.44 (0.18) 0.48 (0.16) 0.72 (0.19) 0.75 

(0.21) 

2005 0.17 (0.23) 0.23 (0.21) 0.30 (0.18) 0.37 (0.20) 
 

0.68 (0.19) 
0.68 

(0.20) 

2007 0.16 (0.23) 0.18 (0.20) 0.25 (0.18) 0.34 (0.19) 
 

0.67 (0.20) 
0.66 

(0.21) 

2011 0.15 (0.22) 0.23 (0.20) 0.31 (0.21) 0.47 (0.21) 
 

0.71 (0.20) 
0.67 

(0.19) 

2015 0.15 (0.22) 0.24 (0.20) 0.36 (0.19) 0.45 (0.21)  0.71 (0.21) 0.67 

(0.21) 

 

Treated AverageTreated Raw Data 

 
Estimated Y(0) AverageControls Raw Data 

Figure 5: Outcome and counterfactual perceptions of positions on law and order after coalition 

formation on mainstream right 
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Environment 

 

Treated AverageTreated Raw Data 

 
Estimated Y(0) AverageControls Raw Data 

Figure 6: Outcome and counterfactual perceptions of positions on environment after coalition 

formation on mainstream right 
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