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Online Appendix 1

Table 1 illustrates which political rights are granted to EU citizens exclusively and which are

also granted to TCNs.

Table 1: Political Rights granted to EU movers and third-country nationals by EU law

Right EU movers TCNs
vote/ stand in EP elections Yes -
vote/ stand in municipal elections Yes -
fund or join a political party Yes -
right to initiate citizens’ initiative Yes -
apply to the European Union Civil Service Tribunal Yes -
form and join trade unions (collective bargaining) Yes Yes
apply the European Ombudsman Yes Yes
petition the European Parliament (EP) Yes Yes
institute proceedings against an act Yes Yes
be heard, before any individual measure Yes Yes
address the EU institutions Yes Yes
access documents of the Union institutions Yes Yes
right to access his or her file Yes Yes

Source: primary and secondary EU law.

Table 2 summarizes Eurostat statistics for the EU-27 population, and provides information

about the absolute and relative numbers of EU nationals exercising their free movement

rights, and third-country nationals in the EU-27 and each member state.

Table 2: EU-27 population, EU movers and third-country nationals.

Citizens of (other) EU member

Total population states Citizens of non-EU countries
in % of EU in % of % in % of o Number of % of
- . b . % long term- .
thousands population thousands population thousands population residents population
EZL; 497'431 100% 11'302 2.36% 100% 19'476 3.92% 100% 739719 0.15%
BE 10'667 2.14% 659 6.36% 5.8% 312 2.92% 1.6% 1774 0.02%
BG 7'640 1.54% 4 0.05% 0.0% 21 0.27% 0.1% 124 0.00%
cz 10'381 2.09% 132 1.30% 1.2% 216 2.08% 1.1% 49°207 0.47%
DK 5'476 1.10% 93 1.76% 0.8% 205 3.74% 1.1% 2’790 0.05%
DE 82218 16.53% 2'516 3.25% 22.3% 4'740 5.77% 24.3% 2’103 0.00%
EE 1'341 0.27% 8 0.71% 0.1% 221 16.48% 1.1% 187°411 13.98%
IE 4'401 0.88% 392 9.25% 3.5% 162 3.68% 0.8% 3'946 0.09%
EL 11'214 2.25% 158 1.51% 1.4% 748 6.67% 3.8% 134 0.00%
ES 45'283 9.10% 2'113 5.01% 18.7% 3'149 6.95% 16.2% 19°986 0.04%
FR 63'753 12.82% 1'283 2.09% 11.4% 2'391 3.75% 12.3% 1’905 0.00%
IT 59'619 11.99% 934 1.64% 8.3% 2'498 4.19% 12.8% 45247 0.08%
CY 789 0.16% 81 10.87% 0.7% 44 5.58% 0.2% 80 0.01%
LV 2'271 0.46% 8 0.43% 0.1% 408 17.97% 2.1% 207 0.01%
LT 3'366 0.68% 3 0.09% 0.0% 40 1.19% 0.2% 19'648 0.58%
LU 484 0.10% 177 38.90% 1.6% 29 5.99% 0.1% 166607 34.42%
HU 10'045 2.02% 101 1.01% 0.9% 76 0.76% 0.4% 4’524 0.05%
MT 410 0.08% 8 1.99% 0.1% 7 1.71% 0.0% 2'331 0.57%
NL 16'405 3.30% 263 1.65% 2.3% 425 2.59% 2.2% 19'351 0.12%
AT 8'319 1.67% 290 3.73% 2.6% 545 6.55% 2.8% 166607 2.00%
PL 38'116 7.66% 25 0.07% 0.2% 33 0.09% 0.2% 4’524 0.01%
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PT | 10618 213% | 116 1.13% 1.0% | 331 3.12% 1.7% | 2331 0.02%
RO | 21529 433% 6 0.03%  01% | 20 0.09%  01% = 9679 0.04%
Sl 2026 041% 4 020%  0.0% @ 65 3.21%  03% | 25860 1.28%
SK | 5401 1.09% | 26 0.48%  02% =15 0.28%  0.1% |  2'946 0.05%
FI . 5300 1.07% | 47 0.90%  0.4% @ 86 1.62%  0.4% | 16 0.00%
SE | 9183 1.85% | 241 271%  21% @ 284 3.09%  15% @ 381 0.00%
UK | 61176 12.30% 1615 2.75%  14.3% . 2'406 3.93%  124% @ na n.a.

Sourcé: Eurostat: data migr-reslong , (http://appsso.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/show.do?dataset=migr_reslong&lang=en)

Table 3 summarizes the descriptive statistics of all individual level variables I discuss in the
paper.

Table 3: Summary statistics for outcome factors and individual-level factors across legal statuses

OUTCOME FACTORS INDIVIDUAL LEVEL CONTROL FACTORS
Efficacy Satisfaction Gender Age Education Family
with Democracy (ISCED-97, Income
(1=low, (1=low, (M=0; F=1) (years) 1=low; 5=high) (self-
10=high) 10=high) placement,
4=low;
1=high)
m=5.8336 m=5.4798 m=0.52 m= 45.65 m=2.01 m=2.03
Overall sd=1.87 sd=2.46 sd=0.5 sd=17.8 sd=1.36 sd=0.85
. + - + + - +
(NS;‘;"it(')f])als m=5.9 m=5.33 m=0.53 m=47.45 m=1.967 m=1.98
sd=1.86 sd=2.42 sd=0.5 sd=18.31 sd=1.34 sd=0.83
. - + - - + +
E"Cﬂ‘%‘\?grs m=5.8 m=6.2528 m=0.5028 m=42.43 m=2.2153 m=1.86
sd=1.93 sd=2.26 sd=0.5 sd=15.26 sd=1.47 sd=0.83
#g?\gTerm m=5.5378 m=5.2028 m=0.4812 m=42.23 m=2.01 m=2.47
sd=1.78 sd=2.71 sd=0.5 sd=16.23 sd=1.3 sd=0.84
- + - - + -
?g%'sﬂerm m=5.4769 m=6.5818 m=0.4877 m=32.57 m=2.21 m=2.29
sd=1.86 sd=2.32 sd=0.5 sd=9.96 sd=1.49 sd=0.89
N=16437

Figure 1 presents the results for H2a stipulating that the effect of citizenship status on efficacy
varies in dependence of political interest.

Figure 1: Citizenship statuses and predicted margins on efficacy, politically interested vs.
disinterested (H2a, model E3)
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Figure 2 presents the results for H2b stipulating that the effect of citizenship status on
satisfaction with democracy varies in dependence of political interest.

Figure 2: Citizenship statuses and predicted margins on satisfaction, politically interested vs.
disinterested (H2b, S3)
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