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Between Hope and Fear

Dutch population united in fear of hybrid threats
and war, while strong divisions persist

A

© Reuters

Dutch people find common ground in fear of
hybrid threats and war.

The vast majority also agrees on how these
hybrid threats and the threat of war should be
handled. People desire protection of society
against hybrid threats and war threat, as
well as investments to improve the resilience
and self-sufficiency of the Netherlands and
Europe.

Threat perception regarding migration,
climate as well as democracy and the rule
of law remains strongly divided, but the wish
to prepare for the consequences of climate
change remains widely shared.

More than 20% of Dutch citizens see the
political views of other Dutch citizens as the
greatest threat: they fear the rise of political
parties in various countries who discriminate
against people based on their religion or
race.

A number of relevant policy changes by the
current government have so far failed to stir
much enthusiasm among the population.
This concerns the use of development
cooperation in service of Dutch interests and
the reintroduction of Dutch border controls.
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Introduction’

Since 2022, the Clingendael Institute annually
surveys what international developments the
Dutch population perceives as most threatening
and as most hope-inspiring.2 A remarkable
finding in the 2025 edition is that the threat of
war is bringing Dutch citizens together. Not only
do they share a fear of hybrid threats and war,
but they are also united in their hope for greater
resilience and for the achievement of a lasting
ceasefire between Ukraine and Russia. Media
coverage of cyberattacks?®, hybrid and military
threats®, speeches by political leaders such as
NATO secretary general Mark Rutte®, and calls to
put together an emergency package have made
an impression on most Dutch citizens.

On the topics of migration, climate, as well

as democracy and rule of law, however, the
Dutch population remains strongly polarised.

In fact, a proportion of the Dutch population

has come to see the political views of other
Dutch people as the greatest threat of all: the
rise of political parties in various countries who
discriminate against people based on their
religion or race occupies the top position in their
hierarchy of threats. The field research for this
publication was conducted in December 2024,
so the polarisation already existed before the
inauguration of the US President Trump and
before US Vice President J.D. Vance stated at the
Munich Security Conference that he was more

1 The authors are very grateful to Sasja Meijer and Sjoerd
van der Steen of Onderzoeksinstituut Kieskompas for

their data collection and processing, as well as to Peter
Haasbroek, Saskia Legein, Bob Deen and René Cuperus
for their peer review.

concerned about “the threat from within” than
the threats posed by Russia or China.®

Unity amidst division

The attitudes of Dutch citizens were

measured using two samples of more than
4000 respondents in December 2024.7
Respondents were asked to rate (on a scale
from O to 10) the impact that a large number
of developments would have on the security
and prosperity of the Netherlands, if these
were to actually occur. Based on the average
impact score that respondents assigned to the
various developments, a threat hierarchy (see
Table 1) and a hierarchy of hope (see Table 2)
were prepared. Respondents were also asked
to indicate whether they consider it likely (with
a probability exceeding 75%) that a certain
development will indeed occur within the next
five years.

As in the past three years, we found that Dutch
citizens are deeply divided with regard to
international developments. In the Clingendael
survey study, we conceptualise this schism

as running between people who are strongly
attached to borders and national culture, and
people who are not; these are respectively
referred to as Somewheres and Anywheres

7  The data for this study was collected in December 2024.
Both samples were obtained using the Kieskompas VIP
Panel (4085 respondents for hope-inspiring developments
and 4174 respondents for threatening developments).

To ensure that the results are generalisable to citizens
of the Netherlands entitled to vote, Kieskompas applied
a weighting to the results. The results were weighted
for sex, age, education, migration background, Nielsen
region and voting behaviour, in order to render the
data representative for the Netherlands with regard

to these variables (within the used categories). This
representativity extends to non-weighted variables
and categories, but shall never amount to one hundred
percent.
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Table1 Hierarchy of threats 2025

Probability

Development (%yes - %no) IxP

‘ Impact

1| Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, drinking 7.87 27.6| 5.7
water, payment systems)
2 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, drinking | 7.66 | 57.0 43.0| 4.37
water, internet and payment systems)
3 [ Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO 744 | 46.2 53.8| 3.44
ally or the Netherlands itself
4 | Involvement in a nuclear war 7.43 18.0 82.0| 1.34
5 | Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend 7.34 | 60.1 399 | 4.4
European territory
6 | The growing power of big tech companies and their CEOs (such as 7.31 84.1 159| 6.15
Microsoft, Huawei, Facebook, TikTok and Elon Musk)
7 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European 7.28 | 645 35.5| 4.69
Union (e.g. due to corruption, erosion of the independence of the
judiciary)
8 | The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 7.26 |71.6 28.4| 5.2
9 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation 719 82.1 179 | 591
campaigns (e.g. around elections in the Netherlands, around the war
in Ukraine)
10 | Dependency on unsympathetic countries for vital products (e.g. raw 714|734 26.6| 5.24
materials, energy, chips, medication, weapons) —
11 | Foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 713 78.5 21.5| 5.6
12 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 71 59.2 409 | 4.21
13 | EU is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences YAl 75.4 24.6| 5.36
14 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 7.02 63.0 37.0| 4.42
15 | Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict 7.01 86.1 13.9| 6.03
(e.g. due to the war between Russia and Ukraine, or the war between
Israel and Hamas)
16 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to 696 |66.2 33.8| 4.6
make ends meet financially) as a result of international developments
17 | Foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 694 635 365 4.41
18 | NATO is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 69 59.0 41.0| 4.07
19 | Corporate espionage by other countries 69 90.2 9.8 6.23
20 | Increasing war rhetoric lowers the threshold to an actual war 6.82 |57.0 43.0| 3.89
21 | Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of 6.81 57.2 42.8| 3.89
the UN Security Council)
22 | Inflation as a result of international developments 6.81 81.8 18.2| 5.57
23 | Further escalation of the war in the Middle East 6.81 81.5 18.5| 5.55
24 | Russia wins the war with Ukraine 6.79 60.6 39.4| 412
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‘ Impact

Probability

Development (%yes - %no) IxP

25 | Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid 6.78
documentation to enter or reside in a country

26 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe (e.g. due to 6.77 |70.5 29.5| 4.77
political developments in the US or US-China conflict)

27 | Global overpopulation 6.77 |59.7 40.3| 4.04

28 | The rise of political parties in various countries that discriminate 675 |71.3 28.7| 4.81
against people based on their religion or race

29 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 6.73 683 317 4.6

30 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries 672 |835 16.5| 5.61
(e.g. India, the Gulf states, Balkan countries, in Africa and in South
America)

31 | The rise of hatred against Jews 6.71 721 279 | 4.84

32 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major powers | 6.68 |58.9 411| 394

33 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or 6.6 60.4 39.6| 398
Taiwan)

34 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 6.57 |749 251| 492

35 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials 6.56 |53.1 469 | 3.49
(e.g. metals for the production of chips and solar cells)

36 | Consequences of climate change for Dutch society (flooding, heat 6.56 |61.8 38.3| 4.05
stress, drought, deterioration of nature and biodiversity)

37 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 6.565 |48.1 519| 3.15

38 | A right-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.55 (487 51.3| 319

39 | A military conflict between the United States and China 6.52 |241 759 | 157

40 | Disruption of major sea trading routes (e.g. by blockades and attacks 6.52 [62.2 37.8| 4.06
on ships)

41 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.39 |43.6 56.4| 2.79

42 | Growing number of emerging powers ally with the BRICS pact with 636 |71.0 29.0| 452
China and Russia

43 | Anti-western propaganda undermines the international position of the 6.23 | 591 409 | 3.68
Netherlands and the EU

44 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g. due to 615 |770 23.1| 4.73
Trump’s trade tariffs and large-scale Chinese state subsidies)

45 | The proclamation of a caliphate (Islamic ideal state) in the Middle 6.12 60.0 40.0| 3.67
East and/or Africa

46 | The rise of hatred against Muslims 61 71.8 28.2| 4.38

47 | Disruption of society and the economy by emerging technologies (e.g. 6.03 |584 417 | 3.62
artificial intelligence)

48 | A new serious pandemic 599 |[341 659 | 2.04

49 | Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, 573 |68.3 31.7| 391
student migration)
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Development

Probability

Impact | (%yes - %no) IxP

50 | Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties 497 487 51.3| 2.42
with China ]
51 | Low birth figures in Europe 486 |66.8 33.2| 3.24
I

(or nationalists and globalists).®? In the most
recent survey, 59% of respondents were
Somewheres and 20% were Anywheres, while
21% held an intermediate position.”® In view
of this pronounced division, it is important

to consider not only the average scores in
Tables 1 and 2, but also to contrast the scores
of Somewheres and of Anywheres (Tables A
through F in the Annex)."

9 The overall group of respondents was divided into these
categories based on their answers to two questions,
which were presented as dilemmas: “Protecting the
borders of the Netherlands and Europe is an important
duty. Every country should be able to determine who gets
in and who gets to stay” versus “National borders are
outdated. Borders should not prevent people from seeking
happiness elsewhere”, and “The Netherlands has its own
culture and way of life, and these must be preserved”
versus “Dutch culture is not that important or is constantly
changing”. For analytical purposes, people who both wish
to protect Dutch culture and value national and European
borders are considered Somewheres, while those who
both believe that national cultures are unimportant
or constantly changing and that national borders are
an outdated concept are classified as Anywheres.

We adopt this category designation of Somewheres
versus Anywheres from David Goodhart, The Road to
Somewhere. The Populist Revolt and the Future of Politics,
London: Hurst & Company, 2017.

10 This intermediate group almost exclusively consists of
people who do consider border protection important, but
are not convinced of the existence of a national identity or
culture or the importance of preserving it.

11 For example, “Large-scale irregular immigration” ranks 2"
in the threat hierarchy according to Somewheres (see Table
Ain the Annex) and 48" in the threat hierarchy according
to Anywheres (see Table C in the Annex). On average, that
puts this item in 25" position (see Table 1). In short, the
fact that an item ranks around the middle of the threat
hierarchy does not necessarily mean that all Dutch citizens
perceive it as a moderate threat. In the case of “Large-
scale irregular immigration”, this middling rank is the result
of an average of two groups in society who hold radically
opposed views on the subject. On the other hand, itis
possible for a development to rank mid-table in the threat
hierarchy because all Dutch citizens consider it a threat
of approximately that order; this is the case with “Use of
migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU”.

Heightened fear of war

Despite these considerable divisions, in 2025
we also see consensus about the threatening
nature of several developments, as well as about
how these developments should be handled.
This consensus concerns hybrid threats and
the threat of war. Deemed most threatening

by the Dutch population are cyberattacks and
physical attacks against critical infrastructure;
these are ranked first and second, respectively,
in the hierarchy of threats. Positions three,

four and five represent various war-related
threats: involvement in a war due to an attack
on a European member state or NATO ally,
involvement in a nuclear war, and concerns
about the inadequacy of Europe’s military
capacity (see Table 1). The top four of these
most threatening developments rank in the

top fifteen of both Somewheres (see Table A in
the Annex) and Anywheres (see Table C in the
Annex). Furthermore, these are threats that
majorities of respondents — 54% to 72% — believe
likely to occur in the next five years. Nuclear
war ranks high because people believe that

the consequences would be disastrous; quite
remarkably, one in five Dutch citizens also fears
that nuclear war will likely break out within five
years.

Compared to previous surveys, hybrid threats
and war threats are considered both more
threatening (in terms of impact score) and as
more likely. Cyberattacks already featured in
the top two of the threat hierarchy in 2022,
2023 and 2024 (see Figure 1), but it is perceived
as increasingly threatening in absolute terms
and increasingly likely to occur. Other hybrid
threats have grown in prominence over the
years: physical attacks against critical Dutch
infrastructure rose from 12t to 29, growing
polarisation of Dutch society due to foreign
disinformation campaigns rose from 15% to 9",
and 88% of respondents believes that we will
likely have to contend with these developments
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within the next five years. Foreign interference
in elections in the Netherlands rose from 21

to 17th, with 64% of respondents finding such
interference likely. Corporate espionage rose
from 315t to 19", and is deemed probable by no
less than 90%. The perceived threat of war has
also grown significantly, and is also increasingly
considered likely to occur: 46% of respondents
believe that the Netherlands will likely become
involved in a war within the next five years (up
from 35% in the previous survey).

It is also interesting to examine how people
estimate the combination of impact and
probability (see the rightmost column in Table 1,
named IxP). The highest-scoring international
developments in terms of impact multiplied

by probability are: Corporate espionage by
other countries; The growing power of big tech
companies and their CEOs; Increase of social
tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign
conflict; and Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch
infrastructure.

Regarding a number of developments, there

is a near-perfect consensus that they are very
unimportant. These are: that a growing number
of emerging powers are allying with the BRICS
pact, in which China and Russia are leading
countries; the undermining of the international
position of the Netherlands and the EU by anti-
western propaganda; the potential disruption
of society by emerging technologies, such as
Al; prosperity decline as a result of the scaling
down of economic ties with China; and the low
European birth figures. Something these topics
have in common is that they have so far not
featured significantly in political debate and the
media.

Figure 1gives an idea of the rise and fall of
themes in the threat hierarchy over the years.
Since the list of potential threats has been
modified with a view to topical developments
and has therefore not been identical across the
years, the image it presents is not complete. It is
also important to note that this figure presents
rankings, not absolute impact scores. In 2025,

a number of threats are perceived as greater,

while threats that ranked high in previous years
(e.g. those relating to migration and climate
change) have more or less maintained the same
absolute impact score. As a result, developments
can fall (significantly) in the rankings, without
affecting the absolute impact score. In other
words: the threat of war has significantly added to
Dutch citizens’ concerns, but their other concerns
are no lesser for it.

That said, the biggest risers among the
developments in the threat hierarchy over the
period 2024-2025 are:

* Physical sabotage of critical Dutch
infrastructure (+ 10, from 12 to 2)

¢ Involvementin a nuclear war (+9, from 13 to 4)

* The growing power of big tech companies and
their CEOs (+13, from 19 to 6)

e EUis ineffective due to internal divisions and
differences (+10, from 23 to 13)

* Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands
due to a foreign conflict (+14, from 29 to 15)

* NATO is ineffective due to internal divisions
and differences (+10, from 28 to 18)

* Corporate espionage by other countries
(+11, from 30 to 19)

¢ Weakening of the US security guarantee to
Europe (+9 from 35 to 26)

* Therise of political parties in various countries
that discriminate against people based on
their religion or race (+11, from 39 to 28)

¢ Europe loses the technological competition
between the major powers (+12, from 44 to 32).

Falling strongly in 2024-2025 are:

* Foreign interference in migrant communities in
the Netherlands (-9, from 2 to 11)

* Anlslamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands
(-9, from 3 to 12)

* Lack of socioeconomic security for
Dutch citizens as a result of international
developments (-10, from 6 to 16)

e Large-scale irregular immigration (-21, from 4
to 25)

¢ Global overpopulation (-17, from 10 to 27)

* Use of migration as a weapon by leaders
surrounding the EU (-15, from 14 to 29)

* Large numbers of refugees due to a war near
the EU (-16, from 18 to 34).



Figure 1 Hierarchies of threat throughout the years
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Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (0)

Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (10)
Involvement in a war with the EU, NATO, or the Netherlands (6)
Involvement in a nuclear war (9)

Insufficient military capacity among EU member states (3)
The growing power of big tech companies and their CEOs (13)
Undermining of democratic constitutional states in the EU (4)
Intolerant religious movements (-3)

Increasing polarization due to disinformation (6)

Dependence on foreign countries (-3)

Foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands (-9)
An Islamic terrorist attack in the Netherlands (-2)

Ineffective EU (10)

Undermining of Dutch society by international organized crime (2)
Increase in social tensions in the Netherlands (14)

Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (-10)

Foreign interference in elections (4)

Ineffective NATO (10)

Corporate espionage by other countries (11)

War rhetoric lowers threshold to war (N)

Erosion of the international legal order (3)

Inflation (-2)

Escalation of war in the Middle East (-1)

Russia winning the war against Ukraine (-7)

Large-scale irregular immigration (-21)

Weakening of U.S. security guarantees to Europe (9)

Overpopulation in the world (-17)

Rise of political parties that exclude people based on religion or race (11)
Use of migration as a weapon (-15)

Influence of China and Russia in third countries (-4)

The rise of hatred against Jews (-4)

Europe losing the technological race (12)

Involvement in a war outside the EU or NATO (1)

Refugees as a result of a war near the EU (-16)

Insufficient access to critical raw materials (2)
Consequences of climate change for Dutch society (4)

High debt in Europe threatens the stability of the euro (-5)
A far-right terrorist attack in the Netherlands (0)

A military conflict between the United States and China (-8)

The disruption of major sea trade routes (N)

A far-left terrorist attack in the Netherlands (-8)

More countries to join BRICS with China and Russia (N)
Undermining position NL and EU by anti-Western propaganda (N)
Decline in prosperity due to increasing protectionism (5)

The proclamation of a caliphate (N)

The rise of hatred against Muslims (2)

Disruption of life due to new technologies (-6)

A new serious pandemic (-2)

Large-scale regular migration (-7)

Less prosperity due to reduced economic ties with China (0)

The low birth rates in Europe (N)
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An important note regarding the interpretation of
these sharply falling items is that many of these
are developments on which the population is
deeply divided. For example, foreign interference
in migrant communities in the Netherlands

ranks first according to Somewheres (59% of
respondents), with large-scale irregular
migration ranking second, an Islamist terrorist
attack ranking sixth and large numbers of
refugees due to a war near the EU ranking
seventh (see Table A in the Annex). The significant
drop of migration items in the average threat
hierarchy is caused by their sharp fall relative

to 2024 in the threat hierarchies of Anywheres
and the intermediate group (see tables C and B,
respectively, in the Annex).

The shared hope of Dutch citizens

The developments from which Dutch people
derive the greatest hope are those that address
the threats they consider most worrying (see
Table 2).

In our analysis, we focused specifically on

the hope-inspiring developments that satisfy
two criteria: first, they rank among the fifteen
most hopeful for the Dutch population as a
whole; and second, they also rank among the
twenty most hopeful among both Somewheres
and Anywheres. In short, we focused on
developments and lines of policy on which
consensus exists.

This broad consensus can be summarised as

follows: protect society against hybrid threats,

the threat of war and the consequences of

climate change, and improve its resilience and

self-sufficiency. A ranking from most to least

hope-inspiring interventions yields the following:

* better protection against cyber-sabotage;

* reinforcing modern manufacturing industries
in the Netherlands;

* EUinvestments in the security of the region;

e better protection against physical sabotage;

* pursuing a lasting ceasefire between Ukraine
and Russia

* reducing dependence on foreign countries for
vital products;

* international cooperation to combat
international drug crime;

* adaptation to climate change through
targeted investments;

* boosting the resilience of Dutch elections
against foreign interference;

* pursuing international agreements to prevent
the spread of nuclear weapons;

* more transparency in the foreign funding of
political parties.

Again, we see that a number of interventions in
Table 2 stand out by virtue of their high expected
impact plus high estimated probability in the
perception of Dutch citizens. These are: The
countries of the EU invest more in the safety

of the European region in order to reduce their
military dependence on the United States;
Better protection against cyberattacks on
critical infrastructure; and Reinforcement of
the economy through technological innovation,
digitalisation and artificial intelligence.

It is also worth looking at developments that

are perceived as offering very little to no hope.
Here, we define consensus as belonging to the
ten least hope-inspiring developments among
the population as a whole, as well as to the
fifteen least hopeful developments among both
Somewheres and Anywheres. Four developments
satisfy these criteria: the government pursues
moderate population growth (position 39 in the
hierarchy of hope, see Table 2); development
cooperation is used as a means to serve

Dutch interests abroad (position 41); the Dutch
government reintroduces border controls
(position 46); and the Western Balkans accede
to the European Union (position 47). Remarkably,
the House of Representatives (Dutch: Tweede
Kamer) recently adopted the motion tabled

by Member Timmermans and others to fully
implement the recommendations of the State
Committee on Demographic Development

2050 (Dutch: Staatscommissie Demografische
Ontwikkeling 2050), aimed at steering towards
moderate growth.”? Furthermore, Minister Klever

12 See https://www.tweedekamer.nl/kamerstukken/
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Table2 Hierarchy of hope 2025

Development

‘ Impact

Probability
(%yes - %no)

IxP

1 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure (e.g. 8.03 |[65.2 34.8| 5.24
critical waterworks and payment systems) ]
2 | Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands 776 | 615 38.5| 4.77
(e.g. chip industry) L]
3 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European 773 |71.3 28.7| 5.51
region in order to reduce their military dependence on the United |
States
4 | Better protection against physical attacks on critical infrastructure 772 56.8 43.2| 4.38
(e.g. energy infrastructure, digital communication cables) ]
5 | Achievement of a lasting ceasefire or peace between Ukraine and 7.71 59.1 409 | 4.56
Russia ]
6 | Reduction of dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw 7.68 [289 711 2.22
materials, energy, chips, medicines, weapons) I
7 | Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 7.6 56.2 43.8 | 4.27
I
8 | Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments (e.g. 759 | 635 36.5| 4.82
raising dykes, giving rivers more room)
9 | Boosting the resilience of Dutch elections against foreign interference 752 |451 55.0| 3.39
I
10 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons 7.52 16.5 83.5| 124
and prevent the spread and use of nuclear weapons |
11 | Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and 7.5 59.6 40.4| 4.47
conspiracy theories I
12 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 749 |315 68.5| 2.36
-]
13 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy 7.48 53.5 46.5 4
of citizens or combat disinformation) L]
14 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum 7.37 39.7 60.3| 293
seekers who have exhausted all rights of appeal in the Netherlands I
15 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the relocation 7.28 35.2 64.8| 2.56
of production from China and Russia to the EU and surrounding I
countries
16 | International collaboration against tax havens and money laundering 727 |270 73.0| 197
L]
17 | Dutch government support for Ukrainian refugees to return to Ukraine 727 |66.4 33.6| 4.83
when the country is safe again ]
18 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 7.26 |68.3 317 | 496
I
19 | Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 7.22 |61.2 38.8| 4.42
]
20 | The countries of Europe increase investments in defence 712 87.7 12.3| 6.24
|
21 | World-wide effort to combat illnesses and viruses in order to prevent 7.08 |[36.4 63.6| 2.58
severe consequences of a new pandemic I
22 | Reinforcement of the EU’s unity and strength 7 47.0 53.1| 3.29
I
23 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 6.91 52.5 47.5| 3.63
24 | Boosting the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted 691 | 244 759 | 1.66
foreign interference (“long arm politics”) L
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Macedonia)

Probability
Development Impact| (%yes - %no) IxP
25 | Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send 6.76 |44.0 56.0| 298
irregular migrants to member states in order to weaken them ]
26 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and 6.65 |395 60.5| 2.63
the United States ]
27 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third | 6.64 | 371 629 | 2.46
countries (e.g. India, Gulf states, South Africa, Brazil) L]
28 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical 6.62 |47.4 52.6| 3.14
sectors (meaning that migrants return to their country of origin after I
a period of work)
29 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 6.54 |43.6 56.4| 2.85
|
30 | The government creates facilities to strengthen the resilience of the 6.53 | 29.7 70.3| 194
Netherlands (e.g. bomb shelters, reserve drinking water capacity, -
emergency generators)
31 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, 6.5 78.3 21.7| 5.09
digitalisation and artificial intelligence |
32 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 6.47 |718 28.2| 4.64
33 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy 6.46 |474 52.6| 3.06
(e.g. solar and wind energy) L
34 | Tighter government control over religious education and weekend 6.41 52.8 47.2| 3.38
schools ]
35 | Limiting immigration 6.32 |59.0 41.0| 3.73
I
36 | More initiatives and programmes to combat global overpopulation 6.24 |185 81.6| 115
|
37 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 6.24 |23.8 76.2| 1.48
.
38 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 612 |28.8 71.2| 176
.
39 | The government pursues moderate growth of the population, applying 6.01 [43.7 56.3| 2.63
a bandwidth for all forms of immigration
40 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of 6 277 72.3| 1.66
member states ]
41 | Using development cooperation also as a means to serve Dutch 5.78 [40.2 59.8 | 2.32
interests abroad I
42 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical 5.7 63.2 36.8| 3.6
sectors I
43 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands to 539 |328 672 | 177
another country outside the European Union (as Italy is attempting to ]
do with Albania)
44 | Accession of Ukraine to NATO 498 |439 56.1| 218
]
45 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 49 43.6 56.4| 214
]
46 | The Dutch government reintroduces border controls 483 |[674 32.6| 3.25
I
47 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania, 4.07 |269 73.1| 1.09
Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North I
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(Foreign Trade and Development) has announced
that development aid will focus more on serving
Dutch interests,”® while Minister Faber’s initiative
to reintroduce border controls finds itself just one
spot from the bottom of the rankings. These are
striking matters that appear to call for a public
dialogue between politicians and the population.

There are a number of developments that fall
within the bottom ten of the hope hierarchy
across the population as a whole, but are in fact
perceived as moderate or significant sources of
hope by Somewheres or Anywheres. So these
are developments on which no consensus exists.
This applies for “Less meddling by countries in
each other’s internal affairs”, “The European
Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of
member states” and “Relocation of the handling
of asylum requests from the Netherlands to
another country outside of Europe”. These three
developments are perceived as somewhat hope-
inspiring by Somewheres (positions 27, 29 and
31), but not at all by Anywheres (positions 43, 44
and 46). On the other hand, “Attracting labour
migrants to address labour shortages in critical
sectors”, “Accession of Ukraine to NATO” and
“Accession of Ukraine to the European Union”
offer some hope for Anywheres (positions 21, 27
and 28), but none at all for Somewheres (where
they sit at the bottom at positions 44, 45 and 46).

A deep and comprehensive schism

Aside from a number of shared hopes and fears,
the Dutch population remains deeply divided.
The schism between people who value borders
and national culture on one side and the rest of
the population on the other not only appears to
determine viewpoints with regard to migration,
but also with regard to climate, democracy and
the rule of law. In short, this is a deep and widely
encompassing schism.

Climate

Although the absolute fear of climate change
shows no major changes, its ranking has dropped
as it was superseded by hybrid and war threats.
“Consequences of climate change for Dutch
society (flooding, heat stress...)” ranks as low as
36" place in 2025, though it should be noted that
Anywheres and Somewheres disagree deeply on
this issue. Anywheres consider climate change to
be the 2" biggest threat facing the Netherlands,
while Somewheres rank it 47",

The reduced relative importance of the climate
threat among the population as a whole may
have to do with the great hope pinned on climate
adaptation (e.g. by raising dykes). Across the
population as a whole, this prospect comes

8t in the hierarchy of hopes, ranking 13" among
Somewheres and 6* among Anywheres.

It also appears that Somewheres and Anywheres
are deeply divided not only on the impact of
climate change, but also on how best to address
it. Anywheres place great hope on a green
energy transition (position 1in their hierarchy of
hopes) and technological innovations (position
12). Conversely, Somewheres expect very little
from these developments (positions 43 and

36, respectively), instead putting more faith

in the use of nuclear energy (position 16), in
which Anywheres in their turn find little solace
(position 39).

Migration

With regard to migration and developments
associated (justifiably or not) with migration, the
difference between Somewheres and Anywheres
appears even larger.

Foreign interference in migrant communities,
irregular migration, the rise of intolerant religious
movements, the threat of Islamist terrorist
attacks, and the large numbers of refugees
respectively occupy positions 1,2,4, 6 and 7 in
the threat hierarchy according to Somewheres.
This group believes that migration-related
developments are an equal or even greater
threat than hybrid threats and war. Anywheres,
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conversely, consider all these developments to
pose little to no threat at all, ranking them at 42,
48, 31, 36 and 49, respectively. Somewheres also
see these developments as more likely to occur
than Anywheres do.

Among the migration-related developments,
there are only two on which Somewheres and
Anywheres disagree less strongly as regards their
estimation of the threat they pose. Anywheres
do not consider large-scale regular migration to
be a threat at all (position 51), and Somewheres
do not find it a very significant threat (position
28), though they do estimate its probability much
higher than Anywheres. There is one migration-
related development on which Somewheres and
Anywheres agree with regard to its threat level:
both no longer perceive the use of migration

as a weapon as a major threat (position 26 for
Somewheres, 27 for Anywheres).

Migration-related developments are seen as

a severe threat by one group, and as no threat
at all by the other. It would therefore appear
impossible to establish a migration policy that
both camps agree on. This is evident from the
assessment of two developments: Somewheres
find great hope (position 2) in increased
collaboration with origin countries for the return
of rejected asylum seekers, Anywheres do not
(position 33); and Somewheres are very hopeful
about the limitation of immigration (position 4),
while Anywheres are not (position 45). What is
remarkable here is that only 54% of Somewheres
expect that the developments they hope for

will in fact occur, whereas 70% of Anywheres
expect that the developments they find no hope
in at all will occur within the next five years. In
other words: both groups are preparing to be
frustrated.

Somewheres place more hope than Anywheres
on European regulations against the use of
irregular migration as a weapon; tightened
government control over religious education
and weekend schools; reinstatement of Dutch
border controls; and boosting the resilience

of migrant communities against unwanted
foreign interference. Anywheres show much
more support than Somewheres for the idea of

attracting labour migrants to address labour
shortages in critical sectors.

Both Somewheres and Anywheres are mildly in
favour of circular labour migration to address
labour shortages in critical sectors, which sits at
position 30 in the hope hierarchy of Somewheres,
and position 29 in that of Anywheres.

Political opponents as a threat

Somewheres and Anywheres also differ

widely in their opinions on specifically political
developments: the changes occurring in the
political landscape, the ways in which voters are
influenced, the friction between the rule of law
and popular sovereignty, and the shifts in power.

Anywheres see “The rise of political parties

in various countries that discriminate against
people based on their religion or race” as the
single most serious threat that the Netherlands
faces, while Somewheres have it at position 46.
In short, Anywheres see those political parties
as the greatest threat of all. They also perceive a
severe threat in growing polarisation as a result
of disinformation campaigns (position 9 in their
hierarchy of threats), whereas Somewheres

are much less concerned by this (position 21).
Consequently, Anywheres place much hope on
schools teaching young people how to recognise
fake news and conspiracy theories; so much so
that this development sits at position 2 in their
hierarchy of hopes. Somewheres do not oppose
such education, but they find considerably less
hope-giving (position 24 in their hope hierarchy).

More agreement exists between Somewheres
and Anywheres where foreign interference in
elections is concerned. Both camps consider this
kind of interference to be relatively threatening
(positions 22 and 16, respectively), and find hope
in boosting the resilience of Dutch elections
against such interference (position 11 in both
groups’ hierarchy of hopes).

Looking at the two camps’ views on democracy,
however, we again see major differences.
Anywheres are greatly worried about the

rule of law; they see the undermining of
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democratic states and the rule of law in the

EU as a major threat (position 6), as well as

the erosion of the international legal order
(position 11). Although Somewheres agree almost
perfectly with Anywheres as to the likelihood

of these developments, they find them far less
threatening. This is particularly the case with the
erosion of the international legal order, which
ranks 41t in their view; they are more worried
about the undermining of democratic states and
the rule of law (position 15). Somewheres find

a degree of hope in greater sovereignty: that
countries meddle less in each other’s foreign
affairs, and that the EU shows more respect for
the sovereignty of member states. These two
developments sit at positions 27 and 29 in their
hope hierarchy, respectively, although they

see them as vain hopes, with just some 20% of
respondents considering these developments
likely. Anywheres find no cause for hope in these
developments at all, relegating them to position
43 and 44, respectively.

The growing power of big tech companies is
considered threatening by both groups, but
significantly more so by Anywheres, who see

it as the 5" most threatening development,
while Somewheres have it in 17t" position.
Consequently, Anywheres place far more hope
than Somewheres on subjecting those companies
to stricter rules for instance concerning privacy;
they see this as the 4" most hope-inspiring
development, while Somewheres have it no
higher than 21. A relatively large proportion of
people do believe that such regulations will be
put in place: 55% of Somewheres and 49% of
Anywheres.

Invisible majorities

Democracy exists not only to pursue consensus-
based policy, but also to, amidst stark
differences, establish policy that is supported by
the majority of the population. Such majorities
are not always directly discernible in parliament,
because not all possible threats and solutions are
equally politicised in elections. For example, the
most recent general elections in the Netherlands
focused primarily on migration, not hybrid
threats and (the threat of) war. This makes it
interesting to examine the rankings of hopeful

and threatening developments according to the
constituencies of various political parties.

Among the supporters of the various political
parties, we see a large degree of consensus
with regard to the greatest threats, as shown

by the horizontal red band at the top of Table 3.
Throughout the entire House of Representatives,
a fear of war in all its forms is evident: hybrid
(cyber and physical sabotage) threats,
conventional war (involvement in a war on a
NATO or EU ally, insufficient military capacity to
defend EU territory) and nuclear war.

The red-and-green-chequered rows relating

to migration and climate developments show
that these issues remain a source of division in
the Netherlands. The supporters of GL-PvdA,
D66, SP, PvdD and Volt see much less threat

in migration-related developments than the
supporters of other parties, but are greatly
concerned by the threat of climate change. We
see the exact opposite among the constituencies
of PVV, VVD, BBB, CDA, NSC and JA21, who
consider migration and its consequences to

be severe threats. This applies particularly for
supporters of PVV, BBB and JA21. Climate threat,
on the other hand, is deemed less of a concern.
These six constituencies also perceive trends
relating to big tech, democracy and the rule of
law, and polarisation as less threatening.

United in hope

A large number of hope-inspiring developments
also represent points of agreement among Dutch
citizens of nearly all political orientations (see the
broad green band at the top of Table 4).

Differences in party constituencies are revealed
by the degree to which they derive hope from
international collaboration. For instance,
supporters of GL-PvdA, D66, Christen Unie,
PvdD and Volt derive relatively more hope from
international collaboration to limit nuclear
weapons and prevent the spread and use of
nuclear weapons. Voters of NSC, CDA and SP
agree with this group on the issue of international
collaboration against tax havens and money
laundering.
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Supporters of PVV, VVD, BBB, CDA, NSC,

and JA21 also find hope in international
collaboration, but primarily where it concerns
migration: More collaboration with origin
countries for the return of asylum seekers

who have exhausted all rights of appeal in

the Netherlands, relocation of the handling of
asylum requests from the Netherlands to another
country outside the European Union. As regards
the solution to the climate problem, these
constituencies believe more strongly in nuclear
energy than a green energy transition. Here, too,
we see that supporters of VVD, NSC and CDA
take a more moderate position than supporters
of PVV, BBB and JA21.

The PVV constituency takes a largely
independent and relatively strong position with
regard to trends relating to national sovereignty,
occasionally supported by the constituencies of
JA21, BBB, SGP and FvD. This is especially the
case with the reintroduction of border controls
(which only finds solid support among the
constituencies of PVV, FvD and JA21) and the
item “Less meddling by countries in each other’s
internal affairs”, which is only strongly supported
by the constituencies of PVV, FvD, SGP and JA21.
A remarkable finding is that the perspective of
PVV supporters deviates strongly from that of the
other coalition parties, VVD, NSC and BBB.

Climate change a bigger issue
among young people

We also examined the differences between age
groups. To begin with, our analysis showed that
young people (ages 18-34) are generally less
worried about international threats. They expect
lower impacts from most developments than
older generations. With regard to a small number
of developments, the differences between the
age groups are limited.

The opposite is true of a number of specific
threats, however. These are: “Consequences of
climate change for Dutch society”; “Involvement
in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU
or NATO ally or the Netherlands itself”; and “A

military conflict between the United States and
China”. The theme of climate change is primarily
seen as a cause for concern by the youngest
Dutch citizens, likely because their lives will be
most affected by its negative consequences.
With regard to the other three geopolitical and
war-related trends, explanations for the age-
based differences are more speculative: possibly,
young people see these developments as more
threatening because in the event of a large-scale
war, they will be called on to serve in the military.

The hope-inspiring trends show a pattern similar
to the threat perceptions, only reversed: young
people either estimate a lower impact of the
listed trends than older people, or roughly agree.
Exceptions mostly concern climate interventions,
where younger people expect a higher positive
impact.

Migration a bigger issue among
the vocationally trained

A breakdown by education shows many
similarities with the division between
Somewheres and Anywheres: respondents with
vocational education primarily fear migration,
while academically educated respondents fear
climate change. A striking finding is that the
vocationally trained are less afraid of the impact
of involvement in a nuclear war, but instead fear
the involvement of the Netherlands in a war on
NATO or EU territory much more.

At the same time, vocationally trained
respondents are less hopeful about a lasting
ceasefire or peace between Ukraine and Russia.
Citizens with vocational education generally find
less hope in international collaboration; the only
form of international collaboration they find more
hopeful than academically educated people
concerns the relocation of asylum requests

to foreign countries. Other relatively hope-
inspiring interventions for vocationally trained
respondents concern controlling migration: by
limiting migration, reintroducing border controls,
and giving secret services more powers to
combat terrorism.
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Listen, lead and unite

Opinion polls do not dictate government policy,
but they do provide important insights into

the hopes and fears of the population and the
schisms arising therefrom. Political parties

in the government can choose to take these

into account in order to obtain or retain the
population’s support. “Taking into account” here
does not necessarily mean “following to the
letter”; it may also be interpreted as recognising
that the public’s opinions indicate a need for
more information, debate and leadership. After
all, democracy is about listening, leading and
uniting.

Information provision and debate can

contribute to the people’s alertness, but will not
necessarily lead to consensus; people can and
do fundamentally disagree. After all, information
and debate have hardly been lacking on issues
that now deeply divide the Dutch population. Few
subjects, if any, have received as much attention
in the social debate over the past decade as
climate change and migration. Much attention
was also devoted to the friction between the rule
of law and popular sovereignty. In short, more
debate and information can also lead to division
when people inform themselves via different
channels, are addressed by different politicians,
and form opinions based on their own interests,
values, outlooks on life, use of (social) media and
political preferences.

Still, in addition to identifying tasks that the
leadership needs to address regarding topics
that require political attention, this study also
offers insights into parliamentary majorities that
politicians can act on. This broad consensus

can be summarised as follows: protect society
against hybrid threats, the threat of war and the
consequences of climate change, and improve its
resilience and self-sufficiency.
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Table 3  Hierarchy of threats, differentiated according to the respondents’ preferred political party™

PVV | GL- |VVD |NSC | D66 | BBB | CDA

PvdA

Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy,

FvD | PvdD

SGP | DENK

Ccu

Volt

|
don’t
know

Non-
voters

Overall

valid documentation to enter or reside in a country

L 78.4| 845| 819| 751| 805| 833| 814| 811 55| B82.6| 685 81.5| 83.8| 79.6| 799 82.7 64.2 79.4
drinking water, payment systems)
Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, 739| 816| 737| 686| 77.4| 819| 746| 741| 599| 746| 749| 81.4|864| 783| 889 814 489 755
drinking water, internet and payment systems)
Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or 727| 767| 727| 536| 79| 69.4| 656| 713| 546| 669| 727| 785|758|828| 795 696 463 705
NATO ally or the Netherlands itself
Involvement in a nuclear war 64| 778| 615| 477| 743| 643| 605| 64.8| 60.1| 733| 619 83| 63.6| 744| 762 65.4 43.6 65.7
Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend 746 702| 811 725| 749| 75| 717| 612| 267| 519| 85.4| 476|603| 76.6| 719| 732 437 69.4
European territory
The growing power of big tech companies and their CEOs (such as
M icrf’m e Supqwei, Faceiook’ TikToT( and Elon Muekd 616| 766| 724 65| 768| 75| 765| 818| 432| 86.4| 695| 571| 678 75.2| 55.6| 633 61.6 69.5
Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the
European Union (e.g. due to corruption, erosion of the independence | 66.9 78.6| 62.8| 63.8| 795| 581 64 65| 591 76.3| 574 441| 64.5| 751 53.6 659 58.9 67.4
of the judiciary)
The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 81.6| 52.6| 76.6| 623| 54.8| 775| 668| 718| 62.4| 50.4| 73.7 20.3| 58.8| 49.8 82.1 70.2 58.9 66.6
Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign
disinformation campaigns (e.g. around elections in the Netherlands, 61.6| 79.6| 712 691| 822| 632| 714| 747| 31.8| 84.2| 66.8 39.6( 65| 84.2| 656 65.8 37.8 67.8
around the war in Ukraine)
Dependency on unsympathetic countries for vital products (e.g.raw | (g | 56| 702| 59| 78| 741| 682 66.3| 476| 555 777| 496| 625| 677| 93| 656 56.8 65.6
materials, energy, chips, medication, weapons)
Foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 83.7| 429| 75.6| 688| 49.6| 82.6| 60.7| 62.8| 799| 387| 809 469 | 47.7| 45 79.5 66.5 43.3 63.3
An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 82.4 57| 70.6| 58.6| 49.2| 72.3| 56.4| 655| 69 4.8 747 28.4| 70.3| 52.2 78.7 65.1 429 63.6
EU is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 67.6| 649| 71.3| 58.8| 72.4| 70.7| 649| 60.6| 299| 58.8| 54.8 55.5| 59.9| 80.6| 63.8 67.3 57.7 65.3
Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 69.8| 60.8| 70.2| 66.5| 53.3| 753| 66.2| 694| 51.2| 54.4 58 40.6| 55.3| 60.3 71.7 63.5 45.5 63.1
Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign
conflict (e.g. due to the war between Russia and Ukraine, or the war 73 54.5 719| 66.3| 60.4| 745| 599| 70.5| 56.2 56.8| 70.2 64.4| 56.1| 55.8 76.7 66.3 48.4 64.4
between Israel and Hamas)
Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability
to make ends meet financially) as a result of international 73.5 60| 53.3| 585| 435 61.1 51.8 777 | 74.3 62.4| 58.4 42| 45.7| 60.4 66.1 67.6 639 619
developments
Foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 63.6 71.7| 715| 55.6| 698| 619| 648| 65.2| 40.1| 70.4| 62.2 63.7| 52.2| 77.7| 615 59.3 26.8 63.3
NATO is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 66.2 641| 64.8| 469| 66.6| 66.6| 63.2| 56.3| 221| 58.3| 46.2 59.8| 60.5| 74.8| 639 58.2 36.6 60.3
Corporate espionage by other countries 64.6| 56.2| 77.6| 641| 56.7| 725| 719| 59.4| 26.8 39.4| 58.8 509 | 59.5| 51.4 72.9 57.2 38.8 60.3
Increasing war rhetoric lowers the threshold to an actual war 53.7| 60.2| 509| 519| 599| 521 52.2| 51.2| 59.6 59| 615 545| 39.2| 69.6| 56.2 45.8 441 53.4
Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due toineffectiveness | 5| 211| 5g5| 6og| 757| 527| 598| 643| 276| ¢82| 325| 61.4| 512| 729| 579| 593 391 589
of the UN Security Council)
Inflation as a result of international developments 62.3| 46.8| 595| 457| 485| 61.3| 58.3| 674| 673 51.4| 57.8 87.6| 35.7| 54.4 61.6 70.7 599 59.1
Further escalation of the war in the Middle East 64.3| 52.2| 62.3| 521| 58.8| 585| 56.7| 671| 60.5 54| 74.4 79.6| 495| 511| 63.2 59.4 45.4 59
Russia wins the war with Ukraine 52.5 793| 65.2| 415| 777 511| 63.7| 62.4| 54| 64.2| 479 19.6| 54.4 75| 433 58.2 329 59
Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing 86.6| 242| 735| 531| 394| 83| 552| 505|882 165 704| 129| 371| 32.4| 894| 412 57.2 57.8

14 The position of respondents affiliated with Christenunie, NSC, JA21, non-voters, blank voters and DENK needs
to be interpreted with caution, since the absolute numbers in the sample fall short of one hundred.
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N

Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe (e.g. due to

FvD | PvdD

SGP | DENK

CU | Volt

don’t
know

Non-
voters

Overall

. . ; . 58| 719| 685| 64| 685| 598| 647| 56.6| 148| 45| 62.8| 326| 622| 61| 679| 584 37.8 59
political developments in the US or US-China conflict)
Global overpopulation 752| 501| 667 47| 514 e41| 603| 599|382 509| 289| 232| 40| 617] 687 66 499 59.6
The rise of political parties in various countries that discriminate 301| 868 513| 593| 77| 443| s82| 781|248 873| 516 83.4| 812| 339| 561 38.7 57.8
against people based on their religion or race
Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 60.5 49| 50.7| 55.7| 45.6| 53.7| 494 49| 71.2 37.3| 575 58.6| 44.3| 53| 60.8 44.8 509 51.4
Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries
(e.g. India, the Gulf states, Balkan countries, in Africa and in South 67.2| 625| 674 59| 599| 61.4| 672| 62.2| 15| 414| 702| 138| 51.7| 588| 608 59 32.6 59.5
America)
The rise of hatred against Jews 67| 569| 641| 594| 543 76| 599 | 61.8| 493| 569| 875 53.5| 68.8| 54.5 81.3 61.1 28.8 599
E(“);‘:gri loses the technological competition between the major 622| 49| e42| 579| 628| 616| 597| 577| 37| 322| 586| 387|536/ 639| 583| 565 399 561
'T';‘:xéi;”e”t in awar outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or 62.6| 485| 627| 563| 58| 565| 525| 491| 72.2| 468| 64.6| 602|434| 512| 553| 553 473 55.5
Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 86| 265| 635| 501| 361 82| 571| 445| 819 20| 694 14.2| 34.8| 30.5| 86.5 61.7 40 55.5
Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials 552| 498| 31| 58.8| 561| 597| 61| 566|335 443| 541 537| 331 79| 495| 522 314 53.8
(e.g. metals for the production of chips and solar cells)
Consequences of climate change for Dutch society (flooding, heat | 5001 go7| 45| s531| g2.8| 327| 64| 748| 8| 9as| 343| 677| 812| 832| 344| 635 39 595
stress, drought, deterioration of nature and biodiversity)
High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 66.3 379| 55.8| 518 43| 60.4 54| 52.6| 549| 35.5| 591 64.3| 397| 50| 73.6 50.2 54.7 52.8
A right-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 52.3| 72.2| 559| 485| 58.6| 54.3| 578| 56.1| 29.6 58 53 81.8| 64.6| 70.6 45 62 27.8 57.2
A military conflict between the United States and China 53.6| b56.3| 52.6| 51.6| 619| 479| 55.8| 56.3| 299 431| 517 65.6| 54| 647| 655 47.3 50.4 53.2
Disruption of major sea trading routes (e.g. by blockades and 65.2| 467| 579| 494| 505| 66.3| 595| 52.8| 44.2| 358| 62.6| 37.3|536| 561| 656| 513 3858 539
attacks on ships)
A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 76.6| 455| 614| 432| 343| 719 49| 372| 72.6| 272| 687 299 | 56.7| 37.5| 76.8 52.8 33.5 54
Growing number of emerging powers ally with the BRICS pactwith | g0 )| 50| 566| a18| 439| 581| 569 543| 162| 363| 56| 107 494| 494| 439| 505 275 50.3
China and Russia
Anti-western propaganda undermines the international position of

581| 48| 605| 497| 505| 50.5| 56.5| 453| 357| 374| 486| 15| 393| 40| 603| 511 16.2 496

the Netherlands and the EU
Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g.due to | o 5| 5 4| 558| 417 561| 425| 556| 503| 14.6| 418| 36.2| 204| 269| 58.6| 541 48 35.8 47
Trump’s trade tariffs and large-scale Chinese state subsidies)
The proclamation of a caliphate (Islamic ideal state) in the Middle |, o| 5141 554| 53| 31| 636| 42| 577| 54| 196| 616| 12| 39| 287| 677| 471 241 457
East and/or Africa
The rise of hatred against Muslims 356| 684| 407| 516| 645| 441] s511] 70[ 204 74| 15| 822| 693| 658 279| 482 39.6 499
Disruption of society and the economy by emerging technologies 50.6| 443| 452| 487| 32.6| 511| 482| 482| 518 45| 568| 257|305 37.6| 431 487 48.4 465
(e.g. artificial intelligence)
A new serious pandemic 40.4| 643| 507| 354 534 41| s517| s587| 211] 591| 438| 839| 52.4| 572 408| 467 26.4 489
Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family 784| 105| 50.4| 489| 173| 688| 37| 277| 777| 17| 574 64| 13| 141 61| 483 443 431
migration, student migration)
Evri‘t’;pce}:i';‘;dec""e as aresult of the scaling down of economic ties | 5941 75| 574| 254| 121| 338| 245| 261| 362| 164| 322| 569| 18| 303 36| 282 239 25.3
Low birth figures in Europe 33| 195| 36.3| 282| 266| 375 365| 339|428 127 61.3] 133] 227| 209| 409| 296 409 30.7

Reading guide

The brightness of the colours in the table reflect how strongly the political party constituencies perceive these threats to be, compared to other party constituencies.

A bright red colour means that the threat is perceived to be very serious. A bright green colour means that the threat is perceived as relatively insignificant.
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Table 4 Hierarchy of hope, differentiated according to the respondents’ preferred political party™

PVV | GL- |VVD |NSC | D66 | BBB [CDA| SP PvdD | SGP | DENK | CU | Volt | JA21 | | don’t Non- Overall
PvdA know | voters

Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 752 | 899 | 842|838 | 919 | 85 [ 907 | 908 | 579 | 793 | 876 | 64 |961|877| 875 | 835 591 82
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems)
Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the 775 | 768 | 886 | 863 | 90 | 78.2 | 854 | 831 | 623 | 701 | 66.4 | 307 | 71.8 |863| 799 | 845 59.2 78.1
Netherlands (e.g. chip industry)
The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European
region in order to reduce their military dependence on the United 74.6 | 819 | 925 | 86.4 | 88 | 694 | 90.7 | 801 527 | 735 | 876 | 722 |86.5 | 90 74 809 55 79.3
States
Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 748 | 825 | 82.3 | 855 | 848 | 791 | 832 | 825 | 541 | 72.4 | 842 | 578 |921|80.2| 681 | 792 64.5 777
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems)
:‘::;?;’eme“t of alasting ceasefire or peace between Ukraine and 1 74 4 | go1 | 479 | 649 | 865 | 679 | 696 | 72 | 864 | 845 | 794 | 486 | 678 |826| 675 | 753 529 733
Reduction of dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw | 255 | g5 5 | 774 | 745 | 827 | 82.8 | 776 | 761 | 646 | 73 | 834 | 448 |896| 742 | 741 | 768 68.8 76.2
materials, energy, chips, medicines, weapons)
Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime | 74.3 | 83.4 | 763 | 684 | 819 | 765 | 86.6 | 787 | 688 | 57.6 | 821 551 | 918|742 | 75 78.1 49.6 75.3
Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments 721 | 919 | 801 | 753 | 875 | 625 | 836 | 784 | 321 | 838 | 821 | 832 [897|836| 762 | 828 59.2 785
(e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers more room)
Boosting the resilience of Dutch elections against foreign 662 | 825 | 755 | 785 | 88.8 | 748 | 778 | 751 | 365 | 745 | 752 | 474 |786|847| 703 | 707 489 72
interference
International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons | o | gog | 44 | 652 | 792 | 599 | 688 | 661 | 538 | 849 | 703 | 474 | 80 | 766 | 482 | 72 65.5 70.2
and prevent the spread and use of nuclear weapons
Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and 648 | 927 | 796 | 80.3 | 938 | 648 | 869 | 742 | 101 | 893 | 681 | 458 |848[937| 646 | 739 55.6 75.3
conspiracy theories
More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 55.5 | 81.2 66 819 | 86.8 | 59.2 | 721 74.7 491 81.3 74 34.7 | 76.6 |80.6 | 579 68.7 61.8 69.4
Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy | o | 015 | 70 | 734 | 881 | 71.5 | 795 | 877 | 25 | 794 | 803 | oa8 |768 |809| 681 | 757 497 74.3
of citizens or combat disinformation)
More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum 832 | 574 | 759 | 76 | 70 | 89 | 819 | 66.6 | 857 | 441 | 80.6 | 147 | 747|492 | 879 | 712 731 711
seekers who have exhausted all rights of appeal in the Netherlands
Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the
relocation of production from China and Russia to the EU and 599 | 749 | 71.2 | 747 | 757 | 69.6 | 73.6 | 729 | 52.8 617 | 763 | 465 74 | 753 | 675 69.3 65.3 68.5
surrounding countries
International collaboration against tax havens and money laundering | 63.6 88 63.3 | 785 | 77.6 | 62.7 | 75.4 | 783 | 41.7 791 | 687 | 595 |709 | 81.6 | 55.7 70.7 47.8 699
Dutch government support for Ukrainian refugees to return to 785 | 676 | 768 | 658 | 625 | 674 | 787 | 617 | 757 | 553 | 787 | 448 [703|58.6| 555 | 712 617 69.6
Ukraine when the country is safe again
Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 69.6 | 821 | 903 | 852 | 871 | 674 | 861 | 516 | 117 | 523 | 7727 | 313 |627| 85 | 739 | 752 45.3 712
Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 63 66.6 | 73.4 | 697 79 59 | 694 | 71.2 | 446 | 55.6 | 70.2 | 55.2 75 | 61.6 | 695 72 51.4 659
The countries of Europe increase investments in defence 75 644 | 908 | 90.2 | 78.6 | 80.1 | 86.6 | 53.8 219 374 | 817 31.3 |[765 | 673 | 74.5 69.8 48.5 68.8
World-wide effort to combat illnesses and viruses in order to prevent | 34 [long | 69 | 70.8 | 841 | 554 | 776 | 746 | 4 | 853 | 549 | 474 |702|825| 568 | 703 54.5 685
severe consequences Of a new pandemlc
Reinforcement of the EU’s unity and strength 513 | 867 | 764 | 736 | 921 | 617 | 84 | 622 | 87 | 633 | 392 | 474 | 674|929 467 | 696 47.8 67.4
Technological innovations that help combat climate change 473 | 842 | 743 | 72.4 | 90.4 | 387 | 754 | 63.8 4.8 734 | 515 | 474 |809 | 815 | 53.6 68.6 39.3 64.8
Boosting the resilience of migrant communities againstunwanted | 45 | oo | 63 | 70 | 711 | 404 | 60.6 | 52.4 | 447 | 459 | 616 | 313 | 613 | 66 | 449 | 523 43.4 55.8
foreign interference (“long arm politics”)

15 The position of respondents affiliated with Christenunie, NSC, JA21, non-voters, blank voters and DENK needs to be interpreted

with caution, since the absolute numbers in the sample fall short of one hundred.
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)

‘pvv GL- VVD‘NSC‘Déé‘BBB‘CDA‘ FvD PvdD‘SGP‘DENK‘CU Volt| 3A21 | Idon't| Non- | Overall

PvdA know | voters

Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately 579 | 543 | 701 | 698 | 59.4 | 62.8 | 66.2 | 579 | 435 | 348 | 612 | 325 | 521|544 55 | 584 44.2 56.4
send irregular migrants to member states in order to weaken them
Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Burope and | ) o | 559 | 715 | 681 | 682 | 686 | 732 | 382 | 324 | 268 | 762 467 | 59 | 52.8 | 493 472 57
the United States
Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant | 357 | 4o | 54 | 515 | 691 | 387 | 612 | 552 | 63 | 605 | 363 | 291 |50.4|76.6| 455 | 542 478 55.3
third countries (e.g. India, Gulf states, South Africa, Brazil)
Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical
sectors (meaning that migrants return to their country of origin after | 64.7 | 55.7 | 69.6 | 59.6 61 56.4 | 68.2 | 581 474 | 399 68 46.7 61 |44.4| 739 59.6 43.8 58.7
a period of work)
Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 67.8 | 331 79 | 633 | 509 | 71.6 | 67.2 | 35.7 59.7 169 | 684 | 201 |46.8|569 | 86.8 59.1 50.5 55.8
The government creates facilities to strengthen the resilience of the
Netherlands (e.g. bomb shelters, reserve drinking water capacity, 58.5 | 56.6 | 53.3 | 569 | 60.1 | 551 | 66.6 | 515 372 | 48.6 | 773 | 43.4 | 66.2 | 519 | 60.2 60.5 45.6 56.4
emergency generators)
Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation,

o P R 459 | 55,5 | 815 67 757 | 52.3 | 68.4 | 55.4 35.3 37.6 | 435 74.4 | 356 | 741 | 72.6 58.3 411 57.3
digitalisation and artificial intelligence
Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 762 | 348 | 804 | 59.3 | 495 | 69 | 692 | 492 | 226 | 257 | 688 | 40.8 |583|409| 77 609 337 56.2
Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy 317 | 932 | 56 | 455 | 843 | 239 | 658 | 62.6 873 | 305 | 42 | 71 |854| 156 | 605 311 57.6
(e.g. solar and wind energy)
I;izt;rsgm’emme“t control over religious education and weekend | 7g3 | 354 | 735 | 432 | 495 | 659 | 50.2 | 542 | 505 | 393 | 185 | M2 |27.2 |427| 765 | s88 42 54.8
Limiting immigration 89.4 129 | 68.6 | 46.4 | 263 | 824 | 52.4 | 434 88.6 20.1 80.5 10.6 391|158 | 86.2 55.8 48 52
More initiatives and programmes to combat global overpopulation 54.2 | 54.3 59 55.4 | 61.2 | 53.3 | 62.4 | 439 20.7 441 21.7 25.6 | 277 | 641 | 51.6 54.4 36.3 51.4
g‘i’;zveme”t of the relationship between the United States and 473 | 507 | 52 | 345 | 558 | 429 | 471 | 42 | 566 | 447 | 544 | 29 |448|669| 569 | 52.4 385 491
Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 715 | 195 | 463 | 32.7 | 305 | 60.3 | 424 | 414 | 86.6 | 22.6 | 76.6 38 312 | 16.6 | 73.2 439 59.1 457
The government pursues moderate growth of the population, 535 | 376 | 637 | 558 | 447 | 587 | 577 | 445 | 408 | 355 | 597 | 179 |492|318| 709 | 459 22.8 46.6
applying a bandwidth for all forms of immigration
The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of 585 | 19 | 411 | 438 | 219 | 58.2 | 451 | 442 | 827 | 216 | 892 | 253 |493 |145| 665 | 448 54.3 427
member states
Using development cooperation also as a mean to serve Dutch 36.4 | 404 | 521 | 584 | 508 | 452 | 48 | 383 | 317 | 232 | 459 | 423 | 39 |527| 349 | 357 26.2 401
interests abroad
SA;tcrt‘:)‘its'”g labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical 245 | 673 | 534 | 418 | 557 | 354 | 601 | 412 | 169 | 485 | 231 | 797 |523|657| 259 | 367 397 45.4
Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands
to another country outside the European Union (as Italy is attempting | 76.1 71 56.2 | 44.6 | 25.7 | 55.6 | 41.7 | 38.2 58 15.7 | 64.6 | 144 | 94 | 159 | 734 44.5 37.2 41.5
to do with Albania)
Accession of Ukraine to NATO 23 58.3 | 421 41 50.6 | 32,5 | 398 35 38,5 | 175 16 414 | 605 | 26.4 33.6 18.6 36.2
Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 21.3 56 36.4 | 411 51 24.6 | 389 | 401 35.6 | 13.3 14.7 | 409 | 58.2 | 18.1 319 21.3 34.5
The Dutch government reintroduces border controls 837 | 52 | 468 | 248 | 10.8 | 55.7 | 31 267 | 72.4 13 51.5 147 | 265 | 31 | 654 411 31.4 38.2
Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania,
Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North 9.5 347 | 178 | 28.6 | 37.3 9 18.7 31.3 25.8 | 10.2 39 30.4 | 401 | 1569 17.8 14.2 20.7
Macedonia)

Reading guide

The brightness of the colours in the table show how much hope the different party constituencies derive from the trend in question.

A bright red colour means that the trend is perceived as very little hope-giving. A bright green colour means that the trend in question is perceived as a source of very strong hope.
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Annex

Table A Hierarchy of threats according to Somewheres

Probability
Development Impact | (%yes - %no)

IxP
1 | Foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 793 |84.4 15.6 | 6.69
2 | Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid 792 |78.2 21.8| 6.19
documentation to enter or reside in a country
3 | Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, drinking 79 74.7 253 | 59
water, payment systems)
4 | The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 7.84 |787 21.3| 6.7
5 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, drinking 7.71 61.8 38.2| 4.76
water, internet and payment systems)
6 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 7.1 713 28.7| 5.49
7 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 7.65 |78.2 21.8| 598
8 | Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend 7.6 64.4 35.7| 4.89
European territory
9 | Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO 742 | 491 509 | 3.65
ally or the Netherlands itself
10 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 735 | 699 30.1| 513
11 | Dependency on unsympathetic countries for vital products (e.g. raw 729 |72.3 277 | 5.27
materials, energy, chips, medication, weapons)
12 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to make 7.25 |68.8 31.2| 499
ends meet financially) as a result of international developments
13 | Involvement in a nuclear war 7.23 gS 79.5| 1.48
14 | Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict 723 |85.7 14.3| 6.2
(e.g. due to the war between Russia and Ukraine, or the war between
Israel and Hamas)
15 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European 7.21 62.6 374| 4.51
Union (e.g. due to corruption, erosion of the independence of the |
judiciary)
16 | Global overpopulation 7.21 63.4 36.6| 4.57
17 | The growing power of big tech companies and their CEOs (such as 7.2 82.1 179 | 591
Microsoft, Huawei, Facebook, TikTok and Elon Musk)
18 | Corporate espionage by other countries 719 909 91| 6.54
19 | EU is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 716|779 22.2| 557
20 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 7. 58.3 417 | 414
21 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation 704 |795 20.5| 5.6
campaigns (e.g. around elections in the Netherlands, around the war in
Ukraine)
22 | Foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 703 |634 36.6| 4.46
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‘ Impact

Probability

Development (%yes - %no) IxP

23 | Inflation as a result of international developments 7.02

24 | NATO is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 7.01 61.1 389 | 4.29

25 | The rise of hatred against Jews 7 77.4 22.6| 5.42

26 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 698 |[70.2 298| 49

27 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries 697 |829 17.1| 5.78
(e.g. India, the Gulf states, Balkan countries, in Africa and in South
America)

28 | Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, 696 | 74.7 25.3| 5.2
student migration)

29 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major powers 692 |597 40.3| 413

30 | Further escalation of the war in the Middle East 6.89 |81.8 18.2| 5.64

31 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 6.88 |54.2 458 | 3.73

32 | The proclamation of a caliphate (Islamic ideal state) in the Middle East 6.87 679 321| 4.66
and/or Africa

33 | Increasing war rhetoric lowers the threshold to an actual war 6.87 | 571 429 | 392

34 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe (e.g. due to political 6.86 |675 32.5| 4.63
developments in the US or US-China conflict)

35 | Disruption of major sea trading routes (e.g. by blockades and attackson | 6.85 |65.8 34.2| 4.51
ships)

36 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or 6.84 |615 385| 4.2
Taiwan)

37 | Russia wins the war with Ukraine 6.65 |64.6 35.4| 4.3

38 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials 6.65 |54.8 452 | 3.64
(e.g. metals for the production of chips and solar cells)

39 | Anti-western propaganda undermines the international position of the 6.6 63.3 36.7| 418
Netherlands and the EU

40 | Growing number of emerging powers ally with the BRICS pact with 6.57 |72.6 275| 4.77
China and Russia

41 | Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of 6.56 |57.0 43.0| 3.74
the UN Security Council)

42 | A military conflict between the United States and China 6.45 |27.3 72.7| 176

43 | Disruption of society and the economy by emerging technologies 6.33 | 621 379 | 393
(e.g. artificial intelligence)

44 | A right-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 632 [464 53.6| 293

45 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g. due to 6.1 74.6 25.4| 4.55
Trump’s trade tariffs and large-scale Chinese state subsidies)

46 | The rise of political parties in various countries that discriminate against| 596 |62.9 371| 3.75
people based on their religion or race

47 | Consequences of climate change for Dutch society (flooding, heat 5.82 |[511 489 | 298
stress, drought, deterioration of nature and biodiversity)
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Probability
Development Impact | (%yes - %no) IxP
48 | A new serious pandemic 573 |321 679 | 1.84
49 | The rise of hatred against Muslims 5.4 68.2 31.8| 3.68
50 | Low birth figures in Europe 5.39 [64.0 36.0| 3.45
51 | Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties with 514 |50.4 49.6| 2.59
China

Table B Hierarchy of threats according to Intermediates

Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
1| Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, drinking 7.83 |7041 30.0| 5.48
water, payment systems) ]
2 | Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO 7.69 |42.0 58.0| 3.23
ally or the Netherlands itself ]
3 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, drinking | 7.64 |54.5 455| 437
water, internet and payment systems) L]
4 | Involvement in a nuclear war 7.57 14.9 85.1| 113
I
5 | The rise of political parties in various countries that discriminate 7.46 78.8 21.2| 5.88
against people based on their religion or race |
6 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation 7.41 83.6 16.4| 619
campaigns (e.g. around elections in the Netherlands, around the war ]
in Ukraine)
7 | The growing power of big tech companies and their CEOs (such as 7.37 86.2 13.8| 6.36
Microsoft, Huawei, Facebook, TikTok and Elon Musk)
8 | Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend 7.35 59.8 40.2| 4.4
European territory L]
9 | Consequences of climate change for Dutch society (flooding, heat 7.3 72.7 27.3| 5.31
stress, drought, deterioration of nature and biodiversity) ]
10 | EU is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 7.28 75.0 25.0| 5.46
]
11 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European 7.21 66.2 33.8| 4.78
Union (e.g. due to corruption, erosion of the independence of the I
judiciary)
12 | Dependency on unsympathetic countries for vital products (e.g. raw 7.09 |731 269 | 5.18
materials, energy, chips, medication, weapons) ]
13 | Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of 7.06 |56.3 43.7| 3.97
the UN Security Council) ]
14 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe (e.g. due to 7.02 |72.6 27.4| 51
political developments in the US or US-China conflict) |
15 | Russia wins the war with Ukraine 696 571 429 | 397
I
16 | NATO is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 6.94 55.6 44.4| 3.86
]
17 | Corporate espionage by other countries 692 88.7 1.3| 6.14
|
18 | Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict 6.86 84.6 15.5| 5.8
(e.g. due to the war between Russia and Ukraine, or the war between L]
Israel and Hamas)
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Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
19 | The rise of hatred against Muslims 684 |718 28.2| 491
]
20 | Foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 6.83 |[64.6 35.4| 4.41
I
21 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 6.74 547 45.3| 3.69
]
22 | A military conflict between the United States and China 674 235 76.5| 158
|
23 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major powers | 6.68 |58.2 41.8| 3.89
]
24 | The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 6.68 |[62.4 37.6| 417
I
25 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries 6.66 |[84.0 16.0| 5.6
(e.g. India, the Gulf states, Balkan countries, in Africa and in South ]
America)
26 | Aright-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.64 477 52.3| 3.16
]
27 | Inflation as a result of international developments 6.64 |79.6 20.4| 5.29
|
28 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials 6.62 |[50.2 49.8| 3.32
(e.g. metals for the production of chips and solar cells) ]
29 | Increasing war rhetoric lowers the threshold to an actual war 6.62 |[51.6 48.4| 3.41
I
30 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to 6.61 60.2 39.8| 398
make ends meet financially) as a result of international developments |
31 | Global overpopulation 6.59 |[55.2 44.8| 3.64
I
32 | Further escalation of the war in the Middle East 6.58 |[775 225 51
33 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 6.53 [46.7 53.3| 3.05
]
34 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or 6.49 |57.8 42.2| 3.75
Taiwan) I
35 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g. due to 6.45 |[80.6 19.4| 5.2
Trump’s trade tariffs and large-scale Chinese state subsidies) ]
36 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 6.41 681 319 | 4.36
]
37 | Growing number of emerging powers ally with the BRICS pact with 6.38 |[675 325 4.31
China and Russia I
38 | Foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 6.38 |749 251| 4.78
|
39 | The rise of hatred against Jews 6.33 |70.5 295| 4.46
40 | Disruption of major sea trading routes (e.g. by blockades and attacks 6.29 |58.1 419| 3.65
on ships) ]
41 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 6.26 |[399 60.1| 2.5
I
42 | A new serious pandemic 6.12 33.5 66.5| 2.05
I
43 | Anti-western propaganda undermines the international position of the 6.01 [54.8 45.2| 3.29
Netherlands and the EU ]
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Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
44 | Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid 591 53.8 46.3| 318
documentation to enter or reside in a country I
45 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 5.83 |29.2 70.8| 17
I
46 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 5.82 |70.5 295 41
]
47 | Disruption of society and the economy by emerging technologies 5.68 |51.3 48.7| 292
(e.g. artificial intelligence) ]
48 | The proclamation of a caliphate (Islamic ideal state) in the Middle 5.52 50.0 50.0| 2.76
East and/or Africa I
49 | Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties 5.04 |[50.2 498| 2.53
with China ]
50 | Low birth figures in Europe 477 |7.2 28.8| 34
]
51 | Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, 4.67 |55.3 44.7| 2.58
student migration) ]

Table C Hierarchy of threats according to Anywheres

Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
1| The rise of political parties in various countries that discriminate 8.23 |87.6 12.4| 7.21
against people based on their religion or race ]
2 | Consequences of climate change for Dutch society (flooding, heat 795 81.0 19.0| 6.44
stress, drought, deterioration of nature and biodiversity)
3 [ Involvement in a nuclear war 7.84 14.0 86.0| 11
i
4 | Cyber sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, drinking 7.8 68.2 31.8| 5.32
water, payment systems) I
5 | The growing power of big tech companies and their CEOs (such as 7.6 878 12.2| 6.67
Microsoft, Huawei, Facebook, TikTok and Elon Musk) |
6 | Undermining of democratic states and the rule of law in the European 7.57 68.0 32.0| 515
Union (e.g. due to corruption, erosion of the independence of the I
judiciary)
7 | Physical sabotage of critical Dutch infrastructure (e.g. energy, 753 |459 54.1| 3.46
drinking water, internet and payment systems) I
8 | The rise of hatred against Muslims 7.43 817 18.4| 6.07
]
9 | Growing polarisation and radicalisation due to foreign disinformation 739 |88.0 12.0| 6.51
campaigns (e.g. around elections in the Netherlands, around the war |
in Ukraine)
10 | Involvement in a war due to a territorial attack against an EU or NATO 7.28 |421 579 | 3.06
ally or the Netherlands itself ]
11 | Erosion of the international legal order (e.g. due to ineffectiveness of 7.28 58.5 415| 4.26
the UN Security Council)
12 | Aright-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 712 56.3 43.7| 4.01
]
13 | Russia wins the war with Ukraine 7.04 |53.0 470| 3.73




25

Clingendael Alert

Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
14 | Increasing war rhetoric lowers the threshold to an actual war 69 62.0 38.0| 4.28
]
15 | Further escalation of the war in the Middle East 6.81 84.4 15.6| 5.75
|
16 | Foreign interference in elections in the Netherlands 6.78 62.7 37.3| 4.25
I
17 | EU is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 6.77 68.8 31.2| 4.66
|
18 | Dependency on unsympathetic countries for vital products (e.g. raw 6.72 774 22.6| 5.2
materials, energy, chips, medication, weapons) L]
19 | A new serious pandemic 6.62 |405 59.5| 2.68
]
20 | Insufficient military capacity among EU member states to defend 6.61 48.4 51.6| 3.2
European territory I
21 | Increase of social tensions in the Netherlands due to a foreign conflict 6.55 |88.7 11.3| 5.81
(e.g. due to the war between Russia and Ukraine, or the war between |
Israel and Hamas)
22 | NATO is ineffective due to internal divisions and differences 654 |564 43.6| 3.69
I
23 | Lack of socioeconomic security for Dutch citizens (e.g. inability to 6.52 [64.5 36.5| 4.2
make ends meet financially) as a result of international developments |
24 | A military conflict between the United States and China 6.5 15.8 84.2| 1.03
I
25 | Inflation as a result of international developments 6.36 [82.8 17.2| 5.26
|
26 | Undermining of Dutch society by international organised crime 6.35 |51.6 48.4| 3.27
]
27 | Use of migration as a weapon by leaders surrounding the EU 6.34 [63.3 36.7| 4.02
28 | The rise of hatred against Jews 6.28 |584 41.6| 3.67
]
29 | Insufficient access to natural resources and critical raw materials 6.27 51.2 48.8| 3.21
(e.g. metals for the production of chips and solar cells) ]
30 | Weakening of the US security guarantee to Europe (e.g. due to 6.26 |76.8 23.2| 4.81
political developments in the US or US-China conflict) |
31 | The rise of intolerant religious movements in various countries 618 |60.4 39.7| 3.73
I
32 | Growing influence of China and Russia in important third countries 6.09 |847 16.3| 5.16
(e.g. India, the Gulf states, Balkan countries, in Africa and in South L]
America)
33 | Involvement in a war outside EU or NATO territory (e.g. Ukraine or 6.02 59.7 40.3| 3.6
Taiwan) ]
34 | Prosperity decline as a result of increasing protectionism (e.g. due to 6 799 20.1| 4.79
Trump’s trade tariffs and large-scale Chinese state subsidies) L]
35 | Europe loses the technological competition between the major 599 |574 42.6| 3.44
powers I
36 | An Islamist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 597 37.6 62.4| 2.24
]
37 | Corporate espionage by other countries 592 89.7 10.3| 5.31
|
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Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
38 | High debts in Europe threaten the stability of the euro 5.84 (388 61.2| 2.27
I
39 | Disruption of major sea trading routes (e.g. by blockades and attacks 5.82 |[56.3 43.7| 3.28
on ships) I
40 | Growing number of emerging powers ally with the BRICS pact with 572 |701 299 | 4.01
China and Russia I
41 | Global overpopulation 5.69 |534 46.7| 3.04
I
42 | Foreign interference in migrant communities in the Netherlands 5.51 65.5 34.5| 3.61
]
43 | Disruption of society and the economy by emerging technologies 5.48 |[54.6 455| 299
(e.g. artificial intelligence) ]
44 | Anti-western propaganda undermines the international position of the 5.43 |51.7 48.3| 2.81
Netherlands and the EU I
45 | A left-wing extremist terrorist attack in the Netherlands 493 |17.0 83.1| 0.84
|
46 | The proclamation of a caliphate (Islamic ideal state) in the Middle 4.6 47.6 52.4| 219
East and/or Africa I
47 | Prosperity decline as a result of the scaling down of economic ties 4.44 425 575| 1.89
with China I
48 | Large-scale irregular immigration, with migrants not possessing valid 434 |46.0 54.0 2
documentation to enter or reside in a country I
49 | Large numbers of refugees due to a war near the EU 422 | 697 30.3| 294
I
50 | Low birth figures in Europe 3.48 |70.3 29.7| 2.45
51 | Large-scale regular migration (e.g. labour migration, family migration, 3.25 |627 37.3| 2.04
student migration) ]

Table D  Hierarchy of hope according to Somewheres

Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no)
1 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 793 63.7 36.4| 5.05
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems) I
2 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum 792 36.4 63.6| 2.88
seekers who have exhausted all rights of appeal in the Netherlands I
3 | Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands 7.86 |62.3 377 49
(e.g. chip industry)
4 | Limiting immigration 784 |54.3 45.7| 4.26
]
5 | Reduction of dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw 7.78 28.4 71.6| 2.21
materials, energy, chips, medicines, weapons) L
6 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 7.75 55.1 449 | 4.27
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems) I
7 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European 775 | 675 32.6| 5.23
region in order to reduce their military dependence on the United ]
States
8 | Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 7.74 56.8 432 44
-
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Development

‘ Impact

Probability
(%yes - %no)

IxP

emergency generators)

9 | Achievement of a lasting ceasefire or peace between Ukraine and 7.6 58.8 41.2| 4.47
Russia I
10 | Dutch government support for Ukrainian refugees to return to Ukraine 7.5 65.8 34.2| 493
when the country is safe again |
11 | Boosting the resilience of Dutch elections against foreign interference 7.42 46.4 53.6| 3.44
]
12 | The countries of Europe increase investments in defence 7.41 84.3 16.7| 6.25
|
13 | Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments 7.38 |66.0 34.0| 4.87
(e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers more room) |
14 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons 7.25 179 821 1.3
and prevent the spread and use of nuclear weapons |
15 | Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 725 |609 39.1| 4.4
]
16 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 7.25 |46.7 53.3| 3.38
I
17 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 7.24 | 697 30.3| 5.04
|
18 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the 7.21 32.8 67.2| 2.36
relocation of production from China and Russia to the EU and I
surrounding countries
19 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 7.2 334 66.6| 2.4
I
20 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 715 69.8 30.2| 499
|
21 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy 713 54.8 45.2| 391
of citizens or combat disinformation) I
22 | Tighter government control over religious education and weekend n 48.8 51.2| 3.47
schools
23 | Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send 71 42.8 57.2| 3.04
irregular migrants to member states in order to weaken them I
24 | Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and 7.02 59.7 40.4| 419
conspiracy theories ]
25 | International collaboration against tax havens and money laundering 697 |309 69.1| 216
L
26 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and 693 [46.2 53.8| 3.2
the United States I
27 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 69 26.8 73.2| 1.85
I
28 | Boosting the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted 6.86 (223 77.8| 153
foreign interference (“long arm politics”) L
29 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of 6.86 [22.0 78.0| 1.51
member states -
30 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical 6.84 |453 54.7| 31
sectors (meaning that migrants return to their country of origin after a I
period of work)
31 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands to 6.83 [309 691 21
another country outside the European Union (as Italy is attempting to L]
do with Albania)
32 | The government creates facilities to strengthen the resilience of the 6.71 289 71.2| 194
Netherlands (e.g. bomb shelters, reserve drinking water capacity, I
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Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
33 | World-wide effort to combat illnesses and viruses in order to prevent 6.58 [40.3 59.7| 2.65
severe consequences of a new pandemic I
34 | The Dutch government reintroduces border controls 6.58 |67.6 32.4| 4.45
]
35 | Reinforcement of the EU’s unity and strength 6.51 49.4 50.6| 3.21
I
36 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 6.44 |50.5 495 3.25
]
37 | The government pursues moderate growth of the population, applying 6.43 [42.8 57.2| 2.75
a bandwidth for all forms of immigration I
38 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, 6.38 |76.7 23.3| 4.89
digitalisation and artificial intelligence |
39 | More initiatives and programmes to combat global overpopulation 6.34 [18.0 82.0| 114
|
40 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third 6.3 38.4 61.6| 2.42
countries (e.g. India, Gulf states, South Africa, Brazil) L]
41 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 6.19 28.1 72.0| 174
I
42 | Using development cooperation also as a mean to serve Dutch 5.86 |[361 639 212
interests abroad I
43 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy 5.49 473 52.7| 2.6
(e.g. solar and wind energy) I
44 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical 5 66.8 33.2| 3.34
sectors ]
45 | Accession of Ukraine to NATO 4.41 43.8 56.2| 193
46 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 4.25 |459 541| 195
]
47 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania, 3.34 |30.2 69.8| 1.01
Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North L
Macedonia)

Table E  Hierarchy of hope according to Intermediates

Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
1 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 8.19 28.5| 5.86
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems)
2 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European 814 |78.2 21.8| 6.37
region in order to reduce their military dependence on the United
States
3 [ Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and 8.1 64.5 35.5| 5.23
conspiracy theories
4 | Achievement of a lasting ceasefire or peace between Ukraine and 794 | 64.0 36.0| 5.08
Russia
5 | Reinforcement of the EU’s unity and strength 791 48.4 51.6| 3.83
6 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 791 331 669 | 2.62
7 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy 7.87 54.2 458 | 4.26
of citizens or combat disinformation)
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Development

‘ Impact

Probability
(%yes - %no)

IxP

sectors (meaning that migrants return to their country of origin after
a period of work)

8 | Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands 7.84 |63.0 370 | 494
(e.g. chip industry)
9 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 7.83 64.6 35.4| 5.06

(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems)

10 | Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments 782 |66.5 335| 5.2
(e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers more room))

11 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 7.79 70.0 30.0| 5.45

12 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons 7.76 13.6 86.4| 1.06
and prevent the spread and use of nuclear weapons

13 | International collaboration against tax havens and money laundering 7.71 259 741 2

14 | World-wide effort to combat ilinesses and viruses in order to prevent 7.68 341 659 | 2.62
severe consequences of a new pandemic

15 | Reduction of dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw 7.67 329 671 2.52
materials, energy, chips, medicines, weapons)

16 | Boosting the resilience of Dutch elections against foreign interference 7.67 |439 56.1| 3.37

17 | Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 7.65 58.4 41.6| 4.47

18 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 7.6 57.3 42.7| 4.35

19 | Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 754 |64.8 35.2| 4.88

20 | The countries of Europe increase investments in defence 745 |91.2 89| 6.79

21 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the 745 | 413 58.7| 3.07
relocation of production from China and Russia to the EU and
surrounding countries

22 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy 742 |509 491 3.78
(e.g. solar and wind energy)

23 | Dutch government support for Ukrainian refugees to return to Ukraine 7.29 73.0 270 5.32
when the country is safe again

24 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum 7.24 441 559 3.19
seekers who have exhausted all rights of appeal in the Netherlands

25 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third 716 38.6 61.4| 2.77
countries (e.g. India, Gulf states, South Africa, Brazil)

26 | Boosting the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted 71 27.2 729 | 193
foreign interference (“long arm politics”)

27 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, 698 [82.6 17.4| 577
digitalisation and artificial intelligence

28 | Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send 6.82 [49.6 50.4| 3.38
irregular migrants to member states in order to weaken them

29 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and 6.79 309 69.1| 21
the United States

30 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 6.57 |171 829 112

31 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical 6.55 |529 471| 3.46
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Probability
Development Impact (%yes - %no) IxP
32 | The government creates facilities to strengthen the resilience of the 6.49 |319 68.1| 2.07
Netherlands (e.g. bomb shelters, reserve drinking water capacity,
emergency generators)
33 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical 6.47 |63.6 36.4| 412
sectors
34 | More initiatives and programmes to combat global overpopulation 6.4 19.0 81.0| 1.22
35 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 6.26 |76.0 24.0| 4.76
36 | The government pursues moderate growth of the population, applying 599 415 58.5| 2.48
a bandwidth for all forms of immigration
37 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 597 |417 58.3| 2.49
38 | Tighter government control over religious education and weekend 596 |56.8 43.2| 3.39
schools
39 | Using development cooperation also as a mean to serve Dutch 592 |469 53.1| 2.78
interests abroad
40 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 5.63 383 61.8| 2.15
41 | Accession of Ukraine to NATO 5.49 |40.5 59.6| 2.22
42 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 542 |287 71.3| 156
43 | Limiting immigration 5.3 62.1 38.0| 3.29
44 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of 5.17 333 66.7| 172
member states
45 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania, 483 |221 779 | 1.07
Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North
Macedonia)
46 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands 436 |309 691 1.35
to another country outside of Europe (as ltaly is attempting to do with ]
Albania)
47 | The Dutch government reintroduces border controls 3.29 [639 361 21

Table F  Hierarchy of hope according to Anywheres

Probability

Development Impact (%yes - %no)

1 [ Acceleration of the energy transition by means of green energy 8.23 438 56.3| 3.6
(e.g. solar and wind energy) I

2 | Schools devote more attention to recognising fake news and 8.21 53.8 46.3| 4.41
conspiracy theories I

3 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 8.12 62.7 37.3| 5.09
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems) |

4 | Tech companies must satisfy stricter rules (e.g. to protect the privacy 8.08 [48.6 51.4| 3.93
of citizens or combat disinformation) I

5 | International agreements to reduce the numbers of nuclear weapons 8.02 (155 84.6| 1.24
and prevent the spread and use of nuclear weapons i
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Probability

Development (%yes - %no) IxP

‘ Impact

31

6 | Adaptation to climate change through targeted investments 795 |52.2 478| 415
(e.g. raising dykes, giving rivers more room) I
7 | More transparency in the foreign funding of political parties 7.88 23.8 76.2| 1.87
.
8 | World-wide effort to combat illnesses and viruses in order to prevent 7.88 |27.6 72.4| 217
severe consequences of a new pandemic .
9 | Achievement of a lasting ceasefire or peace between Ukraine and 7.79 54.5 455| 4.24
Russia I
10 | International collaboration against tax havens and money laundering 7.67 |16.6 83.4| 1.27
.
11 | Boosting the resilience of Dutch elections against foreign interference 7.65 |42.4 57.7| 3.24
I
12 | Technological innovations that help combat climate change 7.5 531 47.0| 398
]
13 | Better protection against cyberattacks on critical infrastructure 746 |52.6 47.4| 392
(e.g. critical waterworks and payment systems) I
14 | Reinforcement of the EU’s unity and strength 742 |379 62.1| 2.81
I
15 | Reduction of dependence on foreign countries for vital products (raw 7.41 259 741| 192
materials, energy, chips, medicines, weapons) L
16 | Reinforcement of modern manufacturing industries in the Netherlands 7.36 57.0 43.0| 4.2
(e.g. chip industry) I
17 | Economic rise of countries in the European region due to the 7.28 |35.6 64.4| 2.59
relocation of production from China and Russia to the EU and I
surrounding countries
18 | The countries of the EU invest more in the safety of the European 719 74.8 25.3| 5.37
region in order to reduce their military dependence on the United |
States
19 | Better international cooperation to combat international drug crime 712 51.6 48.4| 3.67
I
20 | Reinforcement of the relationship between the West and relevant third 7.09 31.3 68.7| 2.22
countries (e.g. India, Gulf states, South Africa, Brazil) L]
21 | Attracting labour migrants to address labour shortages in critical 6.89 |[51.6 48.5| 3.55
sectors ]
22 | Boosting the resilience of migrant communities against unwanted 6.8 26.0 74.0 | 177
foreign interference (“long arm politics”) L
23 | Investments in resilience against corporate espionage 6.7 581 419 | 3.89
]
24 | Reinforcement of NATO’s unity and strength 6.68 ‘ 62.3 377 | 416
I
25 | Dutch government support for Ukrainian refugees to return to Ukraine 652 604 39.6| 394
when the country is safe again ]
26 | Reinforcement of the economy through technological innovation, 6.26 |783 217 49
digitalisation and artificial intelligence |
27 | Accession of Ukraine to NATO 6.19 48.0 52.0| 2.97
I
28 | Accession of Ukraine to the European Union 612|427 57.3| 2.62
I
29 | Circular labour migration to address labour shortages in critical 6.05 |[47.6 52.4| 2.88
sectors (meaning that migrants return to their country of origin after I
a period of work)




32

Clingendael Alert

Probability
Development Impact | (%yes - %no) IxP
30 | The government creates facilities to strengthen the resilience of the 6.04 [298 70.3| 1.8
Netherlands (e.g. bomb shelters, reserve drinking water capacity, L
emergency generators)
31 | Improvement of the relationship between the United States and China 6.02 |[18.8 81.2| 113
-
32 | The countries of Europe increase investments in defence 582 |93.7 6.3| 5.46
|
33 | More collaboration with origin countries for the return of asylum 576 [44.8 55.3| 2.58
seekers who have exhausted all rights of appeal in the Netherlands I
34 | More initiatives and programmes to combat global overpopulation 5.74 |19.2 80.8| 1.1
.
35 | Reinforcement of the transatlantic relationship between Europe and 5.66 |29.3 70.7 | 1.66
the United States L
36 | Introduction of European legislation in case regimes deliberately send 5.54 413 58.7| 2.29
irregular migrants to member states in order to weaken them
37 | Accession of the Western Balkans to the European Union (Albania, 5,54 |22.2 778 | 1.23
Montenegro, Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, North L]
Macedonia)
38 | Using development cooperation also as a mean to serve Dutch 5.35 |44.6 55.4| 2.39
interests abroad ]
39 | Acceleration of the energy transition by means of nuclear energy 497 36.6 63.4| 1.82
I
40 | Tighter government control over religious education and weekend 4.79 | 60.1 399 2.88
schools ]
41 | The government pursues moderate growth of the population, applying 4.71 491 509 | 2.31
a bandwidth for all forms of immigration ]
42 | Secret services given more powers to combat terrorism 455 |[73.0 27.0| 3.32
|
43 | Less meddling by countries in each other’s internal affairs 4.44 347 65.4| 154
I
44 | The European Union shows more respect for the sovereignty of 427 |38.4 61.6| 1.64
member states
45 | Limiting immigration 2.83 699 30.1| 198
]
46 | Relocation of the handling of asylum requests from the Netherlands to 217 40.8 59.2| 0.89
another country outside the European Union (as Italy is attempting to ]
do with Albania)
47 | The Dutch government reintroduces border controls 1.33 709 291| 094
|
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