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Voting of immigrants
o

e Electoral representation

— municipal or national councils / >8 parties/
governing coalitions

— since 1986 non nationals vote in local elections
e Types of immigrants in the Netherlands
- EU citizens

— Citizens from the former colonies
- Former guest workers and their offspring
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Central Question in this paper
c -]

How does the turn out, the party choice and the percentage of
‘ethnic votes’ develop through the last elections, and what
is the influence of the current polarised setting in the
Netherlands?

Three issues:
1. Turn out rates: civic community perspective
2. Party choice: ideological or strategic

3. ‘Ethnic voting’: chosing a candidate of ones own
group



Method of data collections
G

Exit polls

Choice of 22 polling stations
Questionaire in 5 languages
80 interviewers in 5 languages

7134 questionnaires in 2006, of which 4443 of
immigrant voters and 2693 of Dutch voters

1073 Turks, 843 Moroccans and 823 Surinamese
but also more than 30 other ethnic groups.



1.Turn out rates 1994 - 2006
e

Table 1 Turn out of ethnic minorities at local electons in Amsterdam and Eotterdam

from 1994 to 2006 *

15064
Turkey a7y
Maorocco 45
Suriname/ Antilles 30
Cape Verdians =
Taotal per city 56,8

i dats from CO%

Amsterdam

1908 2002
30 30
23 22
21 28
45,7 47,8

Rotterdam
2008 15954 1958 2002 ww 2008
51 28 42 53 56
37 23 33 30 58
26 24 25 27 41
- 34 33 33 30
50,8 56,5 48,4 55 57,8



2a. Party choice Amsterdam
-

Table 2. Party choice of ethnic groups at municipal elections in Amsterdam in 1998 and 2006 (36
PvdA Do GEL 3P CDA YYD CU Leef- A'dam

Dwtch 1998
Dutch 2006
Turks 1998
Turks 2006
Maoroccans 1998
Moroccans 2006
Surinamese 1808
Surinamese 2005
Antilleans 1395
Antilleans 2006
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2b. Party choice Rotterdam
-

Table 3. Party choice of ethnic groups at municipal elections in Eotterdam in 1998 and 2006 (35,

Pedhh. DBE GEL 5P CDA WD CUS Leef- Stads Ow. n

5%GF baar pargjR'd (1003
Dutch 1998 32 4 14 16 7 12 3 - - 11 780
Dutch 2006 37 1 g 12 4 3 1 31 2 2 340
Turks 1958 30 1 13 1 53 1 0 - - 1 SE2
Turks 2008 B3 1 10 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 335
Moroccans 1998 3o 0 41 1 g 2 0 - - 1 187
Moroccans 2006 BB 0 5 1 2 0 0 1 3 1 188
Surinamese 1998 i1 10 5 F 2 1 1 = = 0 338
Surinammese 2006 BF 0 3 2 1 0 1 1 0 4 248
Antilleans 15958 56 0 715 7 2 2 - - 11 41
Antilleans 2006 75 0 B 5] 4 0 0 B 0 2 47
Cape Verdians 1998 73 0 2 1 24 1 0 - - 0 211
Cape Verdians 2006 BB 0 4 4 1 0 0 0 3 3 =



3a. Ethnic voting 1998
-

Table 4 Yoting on candidates from the different ethnic groups in 1998 &%),

candidate
votesY from

Turks
Maoroccans
Surinamese
Antilleans
Ghanaians

Cape Yerdians

Dutch
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3l
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3b. Ethnic voting 2006
-

Table 5 Yoting on candidates from the different ethnic groups in 2008 35,
Dutch Turkish Moroccan

candidate
votesY from

Turks
Moraccans
Surinamese
Antilleans
Cape Yerdians
Chinese (H.kK.}
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Conclusions
g

Influence of the polarised setting in 2006 on
these subjects:

1. Increased turn out rates

2. Party choice towards one single party
(PvdA)

3. Less ‘ethnic voting’



Further reading
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the paper

http://users.fmg.uva.nl/avanheelsum




