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Muslim Integration or Alienation in Non-
Muslim-Majority Countries: The Evidence 
from International Comparative Survey 
Data

Arno Tausch

INTRODUCTION

This article tries to evaluate Muslim integration or Muslim alienation—if such 
a thing exists—in non-Muslim-majority countries by rigorous quantitative 
analysis of existing open and freely accessible international opinion-survey 
data in a comparative perspective. Such investigations, based on the European 
Social Survey and other opinion data on the issues under scrutiny here, are not 
new and have been attempted in the past.1

We are interested in how much Muslim communities in non-Muslim-
majority countries, especially in Western democracies, are living above or below 
the poverty line, whether they trust democracy, the legal system, the parliament, 
the police, and so on. Of course, international political decision-makers are 
free to draw their conclusions from our results, which are a continuation of 
such investigations since the availability of the European Social Survey data in 
2002.2 In our context, such questions are primarily aimed at assessing political 
stability. If citizens trust democracy, the legal system, the parliament, and the 
police, there is less dissatisfaction and likelihood of various kinds of rebellion. 
While the debate about “Islam” in the West is now endless, it is surprising that 
hard-core comparable data are rather scarce.

But going back as far as Aristotle’s Nicomachean Ethics, and the writings 
of the founding generation of quantitative social science in the 1930s, social 
science—even in times of heated political debate—must be able to come up 
with concrete and reliable information on the when, who, what, where, why, 
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and how of phenomena.3 Hence we are not interested in the question, however 
much we might sympathize with or reject a positive answer, of whether “Islam” 

“belongs” to Europe, America, or Israel. We are also not interested in making any 
judgment—political, let alone moral—on the recent nation-state law in Israel.4 
Rather, we ask ourselves in a detached and empirical way how well or how badly 
countries with available data, including Israel, are doing in accommodating 
their Muslim minorities. Are they poorly integrated or well integrated, and 
are there not only “integration deficits” but also “integration surpluses” to be 
observed?5 Thus, for political decision-makers and the security establishments 
in Western countries, including Israel, this article is intended to offer at least 
some ways to arrive at best-practice models for the questions discussed here.

BACKGROUND

Especially since 9/11, social science literature has duly focused on the dangers 
that Islamist global terrorism poses for the security of the free West. A recent 
study, which summarized international opinion surveys in the Muslim world, 
concluded that 17.38 percent of the entire Muslim population in the world 
on average support terrorist organizations and acts of terrorism.6

On a population-weighted basis, these data also imply that 9.96 percent of 
the entire surveyed Muslim population on earth is of the opinion that suicide 
bombings are “often” or “sometimes” justified. The supporters of the Taliban 
and Al Qaeda correspond, without the necessary corrections of age structures, 
to 289 million people (Taliban supporters) or 279 million people (Al Qaeda 
supporters), which is far more than the current entire population of Indonesia 
or Brazil! This study also concluded on the basis of Anti-Defamation League 
(ADL) surveys7 that the share of the 8.1 million Muslim anti-Semites in Europe 
in the total number of almost 80 million European anti-Semites is a staggering 
10.1 percent. Some 8.3 percent of global Muslims even support ISIS/ISIL/
Daesh; 18 percent of Syrian refugees sympathize with ISIS/ISIL/Daesh, and 
30 percent of them want a theocratic state. In the state of Israel, 38 percent of 
Muslims hold sympathies for the terrorist organization Hamas, and 40 percent 
for Hizbullah.8

A rational and data-oriented debate on Islam in the West is urgently 
necessary. Talking about headscarves, “Islam as such,” or about whether or not 
Arabic should be an official language will not solve the difficult and complex 
underlying issues of terror support, widespread Muslim anti-Semitism, or the 
Islamist ideology. We should not fight headscarves or Arabic letters, we should 
fight the Islamist ideology and terror groups and their supporting structures.

In the case of Germany, the current “debate” borders on the irrelevant and 
avoids the truly relevant questions. In Germany, even the national soccer team’s 
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early defeat and relegation from the FIFA World Cup in Russia in summer 2018 
was sufficient to reignite the Grundsatzdebatte (fundamental debate), which 
German culture anyway seems to love so much, about Islam in Germany and in 
Europe. Germany’s early exit from the World Cup was blamed by many on the 
presence of two Turkish-born players, Mesut Özil and İlkay Gündoğan, on the 
unlucky national team. The German tabloid press was quick to say that failure 
originated with a visit by Özil and Gündoğan to Turkish President Erdoğan. 
There were even voices that asserted, very much in the style of the “debate” 
about Germany’s military defeat in 1918, that Germany left the tournament 
because “two Germany players [sic] committed treason against the fatherland 
shortly before the tournament.”9

Symptomatically, while even comparative data about Muslim and non-
Muslim unemployment in Europe and other Western countries are scarce, the 
new German coalition government itself, and not only the German general 
public, hastened to indulge in this Grundsatzdebatte, again on the issue of Islam 

“belonging” to Germany. Chancellor Angela Merkel said, “Yes it does”;10 her 
own interior minister, Horst Seehofer, said, “No, it does not.”11

A rigorous data analysis seems to suggest the relevance of quite another, 
completely different perspective. In view of the implosion of trust by majority 
populations in Western democracies in their respective political systems, here 
it is worth mentioning Ronald Inglehart’s recent theory of cultural evolution.12 
Inglehart argues that people’s values and behavior are shaped by the degree to 
which survival is secure; it was precarious for most of history, which encouraged 
heavy emphasis on group solidarity, rejection of outsiders, and obedience to 
strong leaders. High levels of existential security encourage openness to change, 
diversity, and new ideas. The unprecedented prosperity and security of the 
postwar era brought cultural change, the environmentalist movement, and the 
spread of democracy. But in recent decades, Inglehart says, diminishing job 
security and rising inequality have led to an authoritarian reaction.

In the perspective of Inglehart’s theory, growing unease with multiculturalism 
and migration coincides with rising inequality in many Western countries.13 
Israel is no exception here. For 70 years, in the Zionist spirit of its path-
breaking Declaration of Independence, the country did quite well in increasing 
democracy, education, incomes, life expectancies, and employment for its Arab 
citizens to levels unprecedented in the neighboring region.14 Why precisely now, 
then, after 70 years of so much progress—including one of the outstanding 
international examples of bilingualism, which might also serve as a shining 
example to other countries in the region where Kurdish and other languages 
are still marginalized—should Israel abandon this experiment?15 As Estreicher 
correctly remarked,
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Israel fares well on the plane of formal legal equality. In nearly all areas of 
public participation, the state does not officially discriminate against its Arab 
citizens. They are permitted to serve in the armed forces, if they wish (as do 
the Druze and Bedouin Muslims). They enjoy the right to vote, run for office, 
and vigorously exercise rights of free expression, association and group protest. 
Participation rates are high in Knesset and local elections. Twelve of 120 Knesset 
members are Arabs; 9 of the 12 from Arab parties. There is a large, growing 
network of NGOs and civil associations predominantly staffed by Israeli Arabs 
and oriented to the Arab communities. Arabs have served on the Israeli Supreme 
Court and as military commanders. Arabs have their own state‐supported school 
system where Arabic is a principal language of instruction.16

The July 2018 nation-state law stirred a passionate, heated debate within Israel. 
As Ronald Lauder, president of the World Jewish Congress, wrote in the New 
York Times:

For many Israelis, Jews and supporters of Israel, the last year has been a 
challenging one. In the summer of 2017, Israel’s government withdrew from 
an agreement that would have created an egalitarian prayer area at the Western 
Wall and proposed a strict conversion law that impinges on the rights of non-
Orthodox Jews. This summer the Knesset passed a law that denies equal rights 
to same-sex couples. A day later came the nation-state law, which correctly 
reaffirms that Israel is a Jewish state, but also damages the sense of equality and 
belonging of Israel’s Druze, Christian and Muslim citizens.17

Then-Education Minister Naftali Bennett answered Lauder by saying:

As minister of education and a previous minister of the economy, I can attest 
to our efforts to ensure equality in education, academia and employment for 
Israel’s Arab communities. The Ministry of Education has found a year-on-
year increases [sic] in Arab students graduating from high school, with around 
63 percent of all Arab students completing their studies—just a few points 
below the national average of 68 percent. These figures are expected to rise 
even further over the next five years. We have seen an increase in employment 
for Arab women.18

Israel’s President Reuven Rivlin, for his part, warned that the nation-state law 
may “harm the Jewish people, Jews throughout the world, and the State of 
Israel.”19 Retired Maj. Gen. Amos Yadlin, former chief of Military Intelligence, 
went so far as to say:
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The law touches on sensitive issues that David Ben-Gurion and the founders 
preferred not to decide. These matters require time, sensitivity, and the broadest 
possible consensus. They cannot be decided haphazardly, especially hours before 
a parliamentary recess, and they most certainly should not be decided by the 
barest of majorities (in this case, 62 Knesset members voted in favor and 55 
opposed). The new law does not go far enough in protecting minority rights and 
upholding the principle of “equality” of all citizens, although this is enshrined in 
other legal tenets. Due to these flaws, the new law does not command legitimacy. 
It stirs negative emotions and polarizes the public debate. It alienates parts of 
the Arab sector and has strained the special bond with the Druze community, 
which serves in the Israeli military. Moreover, the law has damaged ties with 
the Jewish Diaspora, especially in the United States, which Israel can ill afford. 
In a world increasingly defined by images, the new law creates bad optics and 
plays into the hands of Israel’s adversaries, who are already predisposed to single 
out Israel in the international arena.20

In view of these polarizing trends, it is also worth recalling a 2016 PEW report,21 
which concluded that nearly half of Jewish Israelis now want to expel Arabs. 
The survey asked Israeli Jews whether they strongly agreed, agreed, disagreed, 
or strongly disagreed with the statement that “Arabs should be expelled or 
transferred from Israel.” Roughly half of Israeli Jews strongly agreed (21 percent) 
or agreed (27 percent), while a similar share disagreed (29 percent) or strongly 
disagreed (17 percent). Even among secular Israeli Jews, about one-third 
(36 percent) favored the expulsion of Arabs from the country.

The present article will try to give an exact answer to the questions of the 
when, who, what, where, why, and how of Muslim integration in non-Muslim-
majority countries. What can Western countries learn from each other about 
integrating their Muslim minorities?

METHODOLOGY

What do the data say? How much discontent, or life satisfaction and trust in 
public institutions, characterizes the overwhelming rank and file of Muslims 
in non-Muslim-majority countries compared to the overall population?

Today there are sizable Muslim communities in non-Muslim-majority 
countries, from France to Russia, from Ethiopia to India and China.22 Scholars, 
working with empirical survey data from the European Social Survey, have 
already tried to address such questions in the past by attempting quantitative 
comparisons of integration patterns of the respective Muslim populations living 
in non-Muslim-majority countries.23
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The methodology used in this analysis24 has already been applied to earlier 
European Social Survey and World Values Survey data.25 The present article 
is based on the latest round of these data up to 2016.

Ever since the 9/11 terror attacks, there has been an understandable research 
emphasis on the question of the alleged or real support for terror among the 
rank and file of Muslims around the world.26 While this is a legitimate concern 
for security studies, the possible underlying issues and potential drivers of 
radicalism, such as poverty and alienation, cannot be left out of such studies.27

Thus this article relies on the methodology of cross-cultural surveys from 
international comparable data.28 Such data are, among other sources, available 
from the European Social Survey (ESS) and the World Values Survey (WVS). 
Data from the ESS29 are available from Albania, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, 
Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, 
Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Kosovo, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russian 
Federation, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine, 
and the United Kingdom. They are based on more than 28,000 representative 
interviews in these countries. Israel participated in the surveys in 2002, 2008, 
2010, 2012, 2014, and 2016.

The ESS raw data are based on true random samples of the European and 
other populations participating in the survey, with samples of often 2,000 or 
more survey-interviewed persons per country. Like the WVS data, these data 
are freely available on the Internet and can be downloaded anywhere and by 
anybody with the help of advanced software packages like SPSS30 or SAS.31 
The only precondition is a one-minute operation of registering as a free user.

The religion or denomination variable in the ESS surveys included: 1 
Catholic, 2 Protestant, 3 Eastern Orthodox, 4 other Christian, 5 Jewish, 6 
Islam, 7 Eastern religions, and 8 for the other non-Christian religions.

The WVS, in turn, consists of nationally representative surveys using a 
common questionnaire conducted in approximately 100 countries, which 
make up some 90 percent of the world’s population.32 The WVS has become 
the largest noncommercial, cross-national, time-series investigation of human 
beliefs and values ever conducted. As of the time of writing this article, it 
includes interviews with almost 400,000 respondents. The countries included 
in the WVS project comprise practically all of the world’s major cultural zones. 
Again, advanced software packages like SPSS33 or SAS34 are necessary to analyze 
data from the Muslim subsamples in these data.

As for our index methodology, following the introduction of the Human 
Development Index and its annual updates in the United Nations Human 
Development Report in recent years,35 a rich literature has emerged on the 
quantitative measurement of development outcomes. The two main approaches 
applied are nonparametric and parametric indices.36
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Following the presentation of the methodology in a recent work,37 it suffices 
to state here that a nonparametric index is a composite index constructed to 
aggregate indicators of a certain process or outcome. A typical nonparametric 
index is the UNDP’s Human Development Index (HDI). Composite indices 
are constructed by transforming each of the indicators into an index on a scale 
of zero to one, where one is the maximum value and zero is the minimum value. 
In the aggregation of indicators, a weight must be attached to each indicator, 
in our case equal weights. Our nonparametric index of Muslim development 
is thus similar to the UNDP’s HDI, which is based on aggregation of three 
indicators of educational attainment, life expectancy, and real GDP per capita.

Parametric indices are based on a multivariate analysis of the composite 
components involved and attempt a dimension reduction and an exact 
measurement of the underlying developments. These multivariate analyses 
are commonly based on the correlation matrix between the variables used in 
the analysis. In our work we used an advanced version of Factor Analysis based 
on the so-called oblique rotation of the resulting factors, which allows for a 
higher correlation between the mathematically derived factors, reproducing the 
correlation matrix. The computing performances were based on the IBM-SPSS 
XXIV software, Dimension Reduction program.38 Any researcher around the 
world should be able to reproduce our results with the freely available data.

Working with small subsamples from larger random samples entails a certain 
methodological risk, very well-known in survey research.39 In the absence of 
large-scale surveys with identical questionnaires about Muslim minorities in the 
non-Muslim-majority countries, such a research strategy is only a second-best 
option. It is, however, without alternatives if we want to achieve a quantitative 
perspective on the amount of Muslim alienation in non-Muslim-majority 
countries from existing and available data.

For the necessary calculation of error margins, readers are referred to the 
easily readable introduction to opinion-survey error margins prepared by the 
Roper Center of Cornell University: https://ropercenter.cornell.edu/support/
polling-fundamentals-total-survey-error. Readers more interested in the details 
are also referred to http://www.langerresearch.com/moe. On the basis of the 
methodological literature on opinion surveys, this website makes available 
a direct opinion-survey error margin calculator. In our Appendix Table 2, 
we present the margins of error involved in our research at the 95 percent 
confidence level and are thus very much aware of the limitations of our research 
results. In general, we recommend that readers treat only results based on n = 
30 or more observations as being somewhat reliable.40

For our first results (see Table 1), our chosen ESS indicators to measure 
Muslim integration in the non-Muslim-majority countries were:

•	 The percentage of the Muslim community living above poverty
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Year
Low
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the country’s 
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ent

Low
 trust in the 

legal system
Low

 trust in the 
police

N
ot satisfied 

w
ith the w

ay 
dem

ocracy w
orks 

in the country

(Very) diffi
cult on 

present incom
e

Israel
2012

33%
9%

31%
12%

44%

Israel
2016

43%
18%

45%
52%

39%

N
etherlands

2012
10%

14%
14%

7%
51%

N
etherlands

2014
29%

10%
8%

19%
44%

N
etherlands

2016
3%

9%
6%

9%
17%

Spain
2012

47%
34%

25%
22%

58%

Sw
eden

2012
5%

16%
14%

6%
54%

Sw
eden

2014
16%

23%
18%

13%
13%

Sw
eden

2016
14%

15%
34%

20%
21%

Sw
itzerland

2012
6%

5%
3%

0%
24%

Sw
itzerland

2014
12%

11%
12%

4%
29%

Sw
itzerland

2016
5%

2%
6%

0%
39%

U
nited K

ingdom
2012

22%
5%

10%
17%

33%

U
nited K

ingdom
2016

30%
18%

11%
20%

26%
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Austria
2014

19%
12%

6%
4%

31%

Austria
2016

18%
4%

5%
7%

32%

Belgium
2012

13%
20%

22%
7%

49%

Belgium
2014

18%
15%

9%
10%

43%

Belgium
2016

25%
22%

18%
13%

23%

Bulgaria
2012

77%
67%

43%
54%

87%

D
enm

ark
2012

14%
5%

13%
11%

9%

D
enm

ark
2014

23%
10%

10%
7%

26%

France
2012

21%
19%

19%
11%

28%

France
2014

35%
14%

12%
26%

34%

France
2016

39%
16%

16%
31%

28%

G
erm

any
2012

15%
13%

11%
5%

30%

G
erm

any
2014

15%
16%

13%
13%

39%

G
erm

any
2016

23%
15%

11%
10%

21%

Table 1: M
uslim

 alienation according to the data of the European Social Survey (the raw
 data)
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•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 
(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in democracy

•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 
(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in the legal system

•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 
(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in the parliament

•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 
(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in the police

In our multivariate analysis, the following nine indicators were used:

•	 Trust in the country’s parliament
•	 Trust in the legal system
•	 Trust in the police
•	 How satisfied with life as a whole
•	 How satisfied with the way democracy works in the country
•	 State of education in the country nowadays
•	 State of health services in the country nowadays
•	 Member of a group discriminated against in this country
•	 Feeling about household’s income nowadays

Since any researcher around the globe with proper access to the SPSS XXIV 
statistical program and the freely available data from the Internet should be 
able to reproduce our findings on a 1:1 basis, our presentation of the results 
will be rather brief, and we concentrate here on the most salient results.

RESULTS

The survey data indeed suggest an in-depth view of the amounts of integration, 
but also frustration and resentment felt by certain sectors of the Muslim 
population in non-Muslim-majority countries. Table 1 offers an exhaustive first 
answer to the empirical questions raised in this article. In 2016, Israel’s rank in 
accommodating its Muslim minority was unfortunately very low on all fronts.

Using the ESS cross-national and quantitative data, we specifically estimated 
a new UNDP-type index we called the Muslim Development Index,41 based on 
our chosen ESS indicators. Likewise, we constructed another UNDP-type index 
that we called the Muslim Empowerment Index,42 which measures the absence 
of large differences between a country’s Muslims and the general population. 
It thus bears resemblance to the famous UN Gender Empowerment Measure, 
first presented at the UN Development Program’s Gender Conference in Beijing 
in 1995.
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A simple example might illuminate our methodology and calculation. In 
Austria, for example, as shown in Table 1, 18 percent of the Muslim population 
have low trust in the country’s parliament. The worst performance in the sample 
countries, a low-trust rate of 77 percent in the country’s parliament, is found 
in Bulgaria. The best performance, a low-trust rate in the country’s parliament 
of only 3 percent, is reported from the Netherlands. The component index 
for Austria for trust in the country’s parliament is calculated by subtracting 
77 percent—the worst value—from 18 percent, the observed performance in 
Austria, divided by the difference between 3 percent, the best performance 
(Netherlands), and 77 percent, the worst performance (Bulgaria). This 
procedure is performed for all five components, and the average of the five 
components is calculated.

In Table 2 we present the results for the combined Muslim Development 
Index in the countries under comparison,43 showing that currently the 
Netherlands has best solved the issue of Muslim integration, followed by 

Country Muslim 
Development Index

Netherlands 0.938

Switzerland 0.93

Austria 0.883

Denmark 0.847

Germany 0.827

United Kingdom 0.751

Belgium 0.751

Sweden 0.699

France 0.659

Spain 0.486

Israel 0.387

Bulgaria 0.011

Country Muslim 
Empowerment Index

Austria 0.717

Netherlands 0.708

France 0.673

Spain 0.618

Bulgaria 0.577

Germany 0.573

Belgium 0.531

United Kingdom 0.489

Switzerland 0.469

Israel 0.361

Denmark 0.312

Sweden 0.295

Table 2: Muslim Development Index, 
based on five indicators (1=best, 

0=worst)

Table 3: Muslims compared to overall 
society: Muslim Empowerment Index 

(1=best, 0=worst)



66

Jewish Political Studies Review

Switzerland, Austria, Denmark, Germany, United Kingdom, Belgium, Sweden, 
and France, while Spain, Israel, and Bulgaria are at the bottom.

Table 3 shows that Muslim Empowerment44 was highest in Austria, the 
Netherlands, and France, and lowest in Sweden, Denmark, and Israel. There 
is an apparent contradiction between the high velocity of integration policy 
for the newly arriving immigrants to Scandinavia, measured by the Migrant 
Integration Policy Index called MIPEX,45 and the long-run gaps developing 
between long-term Muslim immigrants, who often arrived in Scandinavia 
decades ago, and overall societies.

If we construct the same way as above an Index of Integration Policy Success46 
over time from the original data contained in Table 1, we arrive at Table 4 of 
this study. Lamentably, Israel is the country where the situation changed most 
rapidly for the worse since 2012.

In Table 5, we look at the evidence for the gap in overall life satisfaction 
between Muslims and overall society across countries according to the World 
Values Survey. Studies of overall life satisfaction have become very frequent in 

Table 4: Integration Policy Success Index, based on the annual dynamics 
of overcoming Muslim alienation according to the data of the European 

Social Survey

Starting point End point Muslim community in: Integration Policy Success 
Index

2014 2016 Netherlands 0.730

2014 2016 Slovenia 0.587

2014 2016 Switzerland 0.568

2014 2016 Austria 0.498

2014 2016 Germany 0.487

2014 2016 France 0.360

2014 2016 Sweden 0.342

2012 2016 United Kingdom 0.340

2014 2016 Belgium 0.323

2012 2014 Denmark 0.283

2012 2016 Israel 0.257
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recent years, with the good reason that it must be regarded as one of the central 
social indicators, highly correlated with a host of other phenomena such as 
income, education, health, and so on.47 On the scales of this one-catch-all 
indicator of Muslim discontent as compared to overall society, Israel again 
is in the upper league of relatively high gaps in life satisfaction. Interestingly 
enough, the table also expresses gaps experienced by non-Muslim minorities 

Country/region Satisfaction with life (mean) 
(scale ranges from 1 to 10) N % difference between 

Muslims and total society

Serbia 4.43 122 -20.75

Rwanda 5.02 305 -12.24

Netherlands 6.74 50 -11.20

Bulgaria 4.41 232 -10.55

India 5.30 963 -10.47

Montenegro 5.44 67 -10.38

Israel 6.49 114 -7.68

Albania 4.74 702 -4.63

Australia 7.18 32 -3.88

Ghana 5.90 403 -3.75

Cyprus 7.01 496 -3.58

Sweden 7.43 36 -3.26

China 6.62 117 -3.22

Serbia and 
Montenegro 5.82 33 -3.16

Bosnia 5.78 483 -3.02

Nigeria 6.41 2184 -2.73

Lebanon 6.34 619 -2.46

Trinidad and Tobago 7.22 124 -2.43

Tanzania 3.78 462 -2.33

Table 5: Mean life satisfaction of Muslims and total society according to 
the World Values Survey
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Country/region Satisfaction with life (mean) 
(scale ranges from 1 to 10) N % difference between 

Muslims and total society

Canada 7.61 59 -2.19

Georgia 4.86 160 -2.02

Great Britain 7.46 43 -1.71

Finland 7.76 63 -1.02

Macedonia 5.37 492 -0.56

Bangladesh 6.07 2644 -0.33

Iraq 5.02 6120 -0.20

Morocco 5.67 3605 -0.18

Mali 6.08 1333 -0.16

Indonesia 6.92 2674 -0.14

Libya 7.24 2039 -0.14

Iran 6.41 5054 0.16

Philippines 6.97 123 0.29

Uzbekistan 7.93 1420 0.51

Uganda 5.65 169 0.53

Turkey 6.48 7815 0.62

South Africa 6.37 625 0.79

Azerbaijan 5.88 2758 1.03

Malaysia 7.07 1508 1.14

Germany 7.24 148 1.40

Kyrgyzstan 6.89 2103 1.77

Russia 5.66 358 1.80

Egypt 5.54 5684 2.40

Singapore 7.24 557 2.84

Kazakhstan 7.49 756 3.60

France 7.17 47 3.76
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Country/region Satisfaction with life (mean) 
(scale ranges from 1 to 10) N % difference between 

Muslims and total society

Thailand 7.65 65 3.80

Slovenia 7.32 41 4.13

Pakistan 6.28 2259 5.19

Ethiopia 5.37 156 7.62

-4,88 to 1,00

1,00 to 6,88

6,88 to 12,75

12,75 to 18,63

18,63 to 24,50

24,50 to 30,38

30,38 to 36,25

36,25 to 42,13

42,13 to 48,00

48,00 or more

Map 1 summarizes the results from Table 1 in a geographical manner.

Map 1: Muslim alienation according to World Values Survey data

Source: our own calculations and http://clearlyandsimply.com/
Note: White color: no data available.

(mostly Christians) in majority-Muslim countries, as well as the relatively high 
life satisfaction among some predominantly immigrant Muslim communities 
in the West, such as in Slovenia, France, and Germany.
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TOWARD A MULTIDIMENSIONAL ANALYSIS

Adherents of the more stringent social scientific methodology of parametric 
indices will perhaps say at this stage that adding together just five variables 
and drawing the averages is not enough. For that reason, we also calculated a 
multivariate analysis of nine indicators of integration and developed a factor-
analytical model of Muslim integration in non-Muslim-majority countries. 
This was based on the following ESS variables:

•	 Trust in the country’s parliament
•	 Trust in the legal system
•	 Trust in the police
•	 How satisfied with life as a whole
•	 How satisfied with the way democracy works in the country
•	 State of education in the country nowadays
•	 State of health services in the country nowadays
•	 Member of a group discriminated against in the country
•	 Feeling about household’s income nowadays

Two factors whose central mathematical statistical property, the so-called 
eigenvalues, were larger than 1.0 were extracted; 51.487 percent of variance 
was explained. The eigenvalue of factor 1 was 3.527; the eigenvalue of factor 
2 was 1.107. Factor 1 explains 39.190 percent of total variance, factor 2 
explains 12.297 percent of total variance. The cumulative percentage of total 
variance explained is 51.487  percent. The correlation between the two factors 
is relatively high and is 0.392. In view of the loadings (strength of the statistical 
connection) of each variable with the resulting factors, we decided to call them 
trust in the democratic system and economic and social well-being. These are the 
two factors contributing to overall integration. Theoretically, loadings can range 
from +1.0 to -1.0.

Following the well-established practice in factor-analytical indicator research, 
we simply weighted the two factors by their so-called eigenvalues to arrive at 
the measurement of overall integration. 

While in Israel, Belgium, Norway, and the Netherlands we could indeed 
speak of integration deficits characterizing the situation of Muslim communities 
vis-à-vis the overall society, our analysis shows that in the Russian Federation, 
Sweden, Slovenia, Germany, France, United Kingdom, Switzerland, and Austria, 
Muslims were surprisingly even better placed according to our nine indicators 
than the overall society, that is, one could even speak of an integration surplus.48 
This finding only repeats findings from earlier European Social Surveys49

Table 8 summarizes at a glance the factor-analytical results. When the 
combined results for our nine indicators are considered, Switzerland is at the 



71

Muslim Integration or Alienation

Trust in the democratic 
system

Economic and social 
well-being

Trust in the country’s parliament 0.786 0.283

Trust in the legal system 0.817 0.271

Trust in the police 0.729 0.310

How satisfied with life as a whole 0.408 0.742

How satisfied with the way democracy 
works in the country 0.748 0.373

State of education in the country 
nowadays 0.634 0.205

State of health services in the country 
nowadays 0.627 0.234

Not member of a group discriminated 
against in the country 0.107 0.456

Difficult or very difficult on the 
household‘s income nowadays -0.270 -0.815

Sample Country
Overall 
Integration 
Index

Trust in 
democratic 
system

Economic 
and social 
well-being

N

Overall population Austria 1.165 1.001 0.164 1876

Muslims Austria 1.514 2.349 -0.836 48

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis overall 
population

Austria 0.348 1.348 -1.000 48

Overall population Belgium 0.476 0.441 0.035 1727

Muslims Belgium -0.086 0.716 -0.802 124

Table 6: Promax Factor Analysis: Factor loadings

Table 7: Muslim integration in non-Muslim-majority countries: 
Factor-analytical comparison based on factor scores
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Sample Country
Overall 
Integration 
Index

Trust in 
democratic 
system

Economic 
and social 
well-being

N

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis overall 
population

Belgium -0.562 0.275 -0.837 124

Overall population France -1.596 -1.293 -0.303 1980

Muslims France -0.874 -0.234 -0.640 84

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

France 0.722 1.059 -0.337 84

Overall population Germany 0.660 0.392 0.268 2718

Muslims Germany 1.391 1.714 -0.323 93

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Germany 0.731 1.322 -0.591 93

Overall population Israel -1.294 -0.932 -0.363 2276

Muslims Israel -2.493 -1.178 -1.315 469

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Israel -1.199 -0.247 -0.952 469

Overall population Netherlands 1.378 1.001 0.377 1496

Muslims Netherlands 1.036 1.796 -0.760 28

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Netherlands -0.342 0.795 -1.137 28

Overall population Norway 3.515 2.983 0.533 1493

Muslims Norway 3.070 3.107 -0.037 32

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Norway -0.445 0.124 -0.570 32

Overall population Russian 
Federation -3.806 -2.839 -0.968 1822
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Sample Country
Overall 
Integration 
Index

Trust in 
democratic 
system

Economic 
and social 
well-being

N

Muslims Russian 
Federation -2.185 -1.521 -0.664 102

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Russian 
Federation 1.621 1.318 0.304 102

Overall population Slovenia -2.371 -2.502 0.131 1184

Muslims Slovenia -1.328 -1.191 -0.137 20

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Slovenia 1.043 1.310 -0.267 20

Overall population Sweden 1.216 0.679 0.537 1431

Muslims Sweden 2.380 2.325 0.054 37

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Sweden 1.163 1.646 -0.483 37

Overall population Switzerland 3.053 2.496 0.557 1350

Muslims Switzerland 3.456 3.739 -0.283 54

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

Switzerland 0.403 1.243 -0.840 54

Overall population United 
Kingdom -0.015 -0.104 0.089 1787

Muslims United 
Kingdom 0.416 1.051 -0.636 40

Integration surplus or deficit, 
Muslims vis-à-vis  overall 
population

United 
Kingdom 0.430 1.155 -0.724 40
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Muslim 
community in: 

Overall Integration 
Index

Trust in democratic 
system

Economic and 
social well-being N

Switzerland 3.456 3.739 -0.283 54

Norway 3.070 3.107 -0.037 32

Sweden 2.380 2.325 0.054 37

Austria 1.514 2.349 -0.836 48

Germany 1.391 1.714 -0.323 93

Netherlands 1.036 1.796 -0.760 28

United Kingdom 0.416 1.051 -0.636 40

Belgium -0.086 0.716 -0.802 124

France -0.874 -0.234 -0.640 84

Slovenia -1.328 -1.191 -0.137 20

Russian Federation -2.185 -1.521 -0.664 102

Israel -2.493 -1.178 -1.315 469

Table 8: Muslim integration: Factor-analytical results

Table 9: Integration trajectory of the overall population into the 
democratic system (factor-analytical results)

Country Overall Integration 
Index

Trust in democratic 
system

Economic and 
social well-being N

Norway 3.515 2.983 0.533 1493

Switzerland 3.053 2.496 0.557 1350

Netherlands 1.378 1.001 0.377 1496

Sweden 1.216 0.679 0.537 1431

Austria 1.165 1.001 0.164 1876

Germany 0.660 0.392 0.268 2718

Belgium 0.476 0.441 0.035 1727

United Kingdom -0.015 -0.104 0.089 1787
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top and Israel is at the bottom of the list of the overall situation of the Muslim 
communities.

Table 9 establishes the integration trajectory of the overall population of each 
country according to our nine-indicator oblique factor analysis of the data from 
the European Social Survey.
Table 10 offers an insight into the integration surpluses and integration deficits 
of the Muslim communities in non-Muslim-majority countries. The table 
expresses relative and not absolute conditions. For example, Russia is the leader 
because a relatively well-integrated Muslim community must be compared with 
a general population, still facing many hardships and expressing a stronger 
distance from the central authorities of the state. The case of Israel, the last in 
the list of Table 10, is exactly the reverse of the Russian case.

In Table 11 we compare the different integration trajectories of groupings of 
self-professed political-party supporters and the overall country. We took great 
care to interpret only statistical results based on 30 or more observations, and 
relegated results from smaller samples. Table 11 thus highlights the trajectory 
of Muslim integration/alienation in Western countries (with complete data) 
compared to that of the integration/alienation of self-professed political-party 
supporters. In general, voters for regionalist and populist political parties 
were more deeply alienated from society than the Muslim communities in the 
respective countries.

LEGITIMATE CONCERNS ABOUT ISRAEL’S LONG-TERM SECURITY

In view of the pessimistic results for Israel, the trends under debate here have 
already been debated by scholarship in Israel for a long time.50 A 2015 article by 
Itamar Radai highlights that polls show overwhelmingly that the Arab citizens 
of Israel, despite their firm belief in the institutional and social discrimination 
against them, are eager to remain Israeli citizens and be part of the fabric of 
Israeli society. As a consequence, the study proposes what it calls the “serious 

Country Overall Integration 
Index

Trust in democratic 
system

Economic and 
social well-being N

Israel -1.294 -0.932 -0.363 2276

France -1.596 -1.293 -0.303 1980

Slovenia -2.371 -2.502 0.131 1184

Russian Federation -3.806 -2.839 -0.968 1822
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Country Muslim integration surplus or deficit—Overall Integration 
Index N

Russian Federation 1.621 102

Sweden 1.163 37

Slovenia 1.043 20

Germany 0.731 93

France 0.722 84

United Kingdom 0.430 40

Switzerland 0.403 54

Austria 0.348 48

Netherlands -0.342 28

Norway -0.445 32

Belgium -0.562 124

Israel -1.199 469

Table 11: Muslim integration and the integration of the supporters of 
various political parties compared 

Table 10: Integration surplus and integration deficit

Country Political Party
Overall 

Integration 
Index

N

Belgium Groen! 3.943 56

Belgium CD&V 3.432 110

Belgium Open VLD 3.357 72

Belgium SP.A 2.751 104

Belgium CDH 2.615 61

Belgium N-VA 2.436 146

Belgium Total Country 2.111 1813

Belgium Ecolo 2.102 57
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Country Political Party
Overall 

Integration 
Index

N

Belgium MR 1.850 95

Belgium PS 1.504 178

Belgium Muslims 1.499 101

Belgium Front National -0.321 7

Belgium Vlaams Belang -0.658 18

Belgium GERB -3.626 408

Bulgaria Dvizhenie za prava i svobodi (DPS) -4.713 72

Bulgaria Total Country -5.470 1787

Bulgaria Muslims -5.618 181

Bulgaria Balgarska sotsialisticheska partia (BSP) -6.076 281

Bulgaria Partia Ataka -6.626 23

France PS (Parti Socialiste) 1.686 318

France Muslims 1.275 86

France PG (Parti de Gauche) 1.238 44

France EELV (Europe Ecologie Les Verts) 1.217 50

France UMP (Union pour un Mouvement Populaire) 0.842 256

France PCF (Parti Communiste Français) 0.514 37

France Total Country 0.397 1903

France FN (Front National) -1.933 97

Germany Muslims 3.390 74

Germany CDU/CSU 3.081 547

Germany Bundnis 90/Die Grünen 2.611 267

Germany FDP 2.548 31

Germany SPD 2.492 423

Germany Total Country 1.866 2786

Germany Piratenpartei -0.061 30
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Country Political Party
Overall 

Integration 
Index

N

Germany Die Linke -1.070 86

Israel Labor 1.836 149

Israel Likud 1.747 254

Israel Jewish Home 1.346 89

Israel Total Country 0.587 2134

Israel Muslims 0.423 273

Israel Shas 0.330 51

Israel Israel Beiteinu 0.111 43

Israel Meretz 0.075 49

Israel Yesh Atid -0.604 58

Israel Torah Judaism -1.277 57

Netherlands Christian Democratic Party 3.861 104

Netherlands Party for Freedom and Democracy 3.781 245

Netherlands Democrats `66 3.759 90

Netherlands Social Reformed Party 3.642 32

Netherlands Christian Union 3.271 46

Netherlands Green Left 3.224 52

Netherlands Labour Party 3.215 206

Netherlands Muslims 2.759 39

Netherlands Total Country 2.689 1695

Netherlands Socialistic Party 2.034 119

Netherlands PVV (List Wilders) 0.385 77

Switzerland Muslims 5.514 46

Switzerland Christian Democrats 5.244 93

Switzerland Radical Liberals 5.060 108

Switzerland Green Liberal Party 4.791 61
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Country Political Party
Overall 

Integration 
Index

N

Switzerland Socialist Party 4.544 183

Switzerland Green Party 4.527 61

Switzerland Total Country 4.309 1309

Switzerland Swiss People’s Party 3.772 180

United Kingdom Conservative 2.800 278

United Kingdom Liberal Democrat 1.870 79

United Kingdom Muslims 1.470 76

United Kingdom Total Country 1.391 1955

United Kingdom Labour 1.083 410

United Kingdom Plaid Cymru 1.036 15

United Kingdom Democratic Unionist Party (Northern Ireland) 0.787 12

United Kingdom Scottish National Party 0.783 29

handling of the inequality issues” and that these inequalities in “public resources, 
occupational opportunities, education, and more, should be considered by 
policymakers as a way to decrease the sense of inequality that threatens to 
destabilize Israeli society.” Already this study emphasized that the large numbers 
of Arabs who harbor a genuine feeling of discrimination should serve as a 
warning to Israeli policymakers.

At the same time, positive trends, such as the condemnation of terror attacks 
against Jews, should not be ignored. The Israeli leadership must address these 
issues in both verbal and practical fashion. Affirmative acts on the ground can 
demonstrate to the Arab population that the Israeli government and society 
are bent on full equality and integration of the Arab citizens into many aspects 
of life within the Israeli society.

In one of the most influential studies of quantitative political science, the 
American political scientist Ted Gurr already highlighted the fact that various 
types of perceived discrimination—including linguistic discrimination—are 
among the most robust predictors of rebellions.51 Linguistic conflicts especially 
can be long-drawn-out. In addition, general and deep disagreements about 
the foundations of the nation can trigger instability and rebellion. The well-
documented cases of the Basque Country (ETA terrorism) and Northern 
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C
ountry

C
olor or race

N
ationality

Religion
Language

Ethnic group
Average subjective 
discrim

ination rate
N

Israel
20.1%

64.7%
57.2%

49.2%
32.1%

45%
498

Belgium
10.2%

22.7%
41.4%

10.2%
4.7%

18%
128

N
etherlands

6.1%
9.1%

39.4%
6.1%

21.2%
16%

33

G
erm

any
3.6%

19.8%
21.6%

5.4%
8.1%

12%
111

U
nited K

ingdom
13.3%

2.2%
28.9%

0.0%
11.1%

11%
45

France
17.0%

5.7%
19.3%

0.0%
4.5%

9%
88

N
orw

ay
5.6%

11.1%
22.2%

2.8%
2.8%

9%
36

Austria
0.0%

8.9%
30.4%

0.0%
0.0%

8%
56

Sw
itzerland

1.4%
14.1%

0.0%
4.2%

2.8%
5%

71

Sw
eden

2.2%
8.9%

4.4%
2.2%

0.0%
4%

45

Russian Federation
1.5%

0.0%
3.1%

0.8%
5.3%

2%
131

Table 12: European Social Survey data on M
uslim

 respondents saying that they feel discrim
inated against (2016) 

—
Percentages of the affected population and type of discrim

ination
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Ireland (IRA terrorism) highlight the potential of destabilization, which 
feelings of discrimination in national (Basque Country and Northern 

Graph 1: Still-existing educational gaps in Israel, 2000-201654

Graph 2: Gaps in life expectancy in Israel56
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Ireland) and linguistic aspects (Basque Country) can foment even in highly 
developed, industrial countries.52 Table 12 compares extents of self-professed 
discrimination (five types of discrimination) according to European Social 
Survey data. Lamentably, Israel heads the list in very high proportions.

The general inequalities between Jewish and Israeli Arab Israelis are amply 
documented in Israeli statistics.53 There have been significant improvements 
in the educational levels of Arabs, but the gaps between Arabs and Jews are still 
large. The rates of the 17-year-olds receiving university-eligible matriculation 
certificates are: Jews 53 percent, Druze 50 percent, Arab Muslims and Christians 
40 percent, Bedouin 22 percent. Graph 1 and Graph 2 highlight the still-
existing gaps.

In interpreting the data of Graph 2, one should emphasize that—the gaps 
in life expectancy notwithstanding—Jewish female life expectancy in Israel is 
one of the highest in the world, and that Arab female life expectancy is way 
ahead of all Arab countries and even some European Union countries. Equally, 
Jewish male life expectancy is the world record-holder, surpassing Switzerland, 
and Arab male life expectancy in Israel is again ahead of all Arab countries.55

The gaps in family size, education, employment, and wages have led to 
major gaps in socioeconomic status between Arabs and Jews:

•	 In 2016, 53 percent of Arab families lived in poverty (after taxes and 
transfer payments) compared with 14 percent of Jewish families.

•	 66 percent of Arab children lived in poverty compared with 20 percent 
of Jewish children.

•	 Arab families constitute 38 percent of all poor families, far above their 
proportion of all Israeli families.

In view of Inglehart’s theory, referred to above, and the results of our study, 
which clearly established the leading role of the Netherlands, Switzerland, 
and Norway as the “best-practice models” of Muslim integration in the West, 
we apply the University of Texas Inequality Project (UTIP) data series about 
inequality in the countries of the world since 1963 and compare the inequality 
data of these countries with the rise of inequality in Israel since 1963.57 The 
unique and freely available UTIP data series is based on the Theil Index of 
Inequality between wages paid in different branches of the economy.58 The 
data clearly show that the neoliberal policies of the 1980s, adopted in Israel, led 
to an oscillating higher level of inequality, while the Netherlands, Switzerland, 
and Norway as the leading “best-practice counties” of integration according to 
our survey data were characterized, just like Israel, by egalitarian social welfare 
structures in the early 1960s.59

Inglehart correctly emphasizes that under conditions of rising inequality, the 
acceptancy of “the other” shrinks. Whereas the Israel of 1948, 1968, 1988, and 
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2008 was still proud of its omnipresent road signs in three languages—Hebrew, 
English, and Arabic—and its tolerance in the spirit of the Enlightenment, which 
was fully embraced by Judaism as its partner for over 200 years, nowadays 
nearly half of Israeli Jews are simply in favor of expelling the Arab population. 
Inglehart rightly points out that diminishing job security and rising inequality 
can lead to growing unease with “multiculturalism.”

CONCLUSIONS AND PROSPECTS

This article evaluated Muslim integration or Muslim alienation in non-Muslim-
majority countries by rigorous quantitative analysis of existing open and freely 
accessible international opinion-survey data in a comparative perspective. 
It relied on the methodology of cross-cultural surveys from international 
comparable data from the European Social Survey and the World Values Survey.

Following the introduction of the Human Development Index and its annual 
updates in the United Nations Human Development Report in recent years, 
a rich literature on the quantitative measurement of development outcomes 
has developed. The two main approaches applied here are nonparametric and 
parametric indices. For our first results, ESS indicators to measure Muslim 
integration in the non-Muslim-majority countries were:

•	 The percentage of the Muslim community living above poverty
•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 

(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in democracy

Graph 3: Inequality in the Netherlands, Switzerland, Norway, and in 
Israel since 1963 according to University of Texas Inequality Project data
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•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 
(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in the legal system

•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 
(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in the parliament

•	 The percentage of the Muslim community expressing some or great trust 
(levels 4 to 10 on the ESS scale) in the police

In our multivariate, parametric indicator analysis, the following nine indicators 
were used:

•	 Trust in the country’s parliament
•	 Trust in the legal system
•	 Trust in the police
•	 How satisfied with life as a whole
•	 How satisfied with the way democracy works in the country
•	 State of education in the country nowadays
•	 State of health services in the country nowadays
•	 Member of a group discriminated against in this country
•	 Feeling about household’s income nowadays

The survey data indeed suggest an in-depth view of the amounts of integration, 
but also of frustration and resentment, felt by certain sectors of the Muslim 
population in non-Muslim-majority countries. Using the ESS cross-national 
and quantitative data, we specifically estimated a new UNDP-type index we 
called the Muslim Development Index, based on our chosen ESS indicators. 
Likewise we constructed another UNDP-type index that we called the Muslim 
Empowerment Index, which measures the absence of large differences between 
a country’s Muslims and the general population.

The Netherlands best solved the issue of Muslim integration, followed by 
Switzerland, Austria, Denmark, Germany, United Kingdom, Belgium, Sweden, 
and France, while Spain, Israel, and Bulgaria were at the bottom. We also 
showed that Muslim empowerment was highest in Austria, the Netherlands, and 
France, and lowest in Sweden, Denmark, and Israel. Our Index of Integration 
Policy Success over time shows that Israel is the country where the situation 
changed most rapidly for the worse over time since 2012.

We also looked at the evidence of the gap in overall life satisfaction 
between Muslims and overall society across countries according to the World 
Values Survey. Israel again is in the upper league of relatively high gaps in life 
satisfaction.

Our factor-analytical, so-called parametric indices showed that in the Russian 
Federation, Sweden, Slovenia, Germany, France, United Kingdom, Switzerland, 
and Austria, Muslims were surprisingly even better placed than overall society. 
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When the combined results for our nine indicators are considered, Switzerland 
is at the top and Israel is at the bottom of the list of the overall situation of the 
Muslim communities. We also compared the different integration trajectories 
of groupings of self-professed political-party supporters and the overall country. 
In general, voters for regionalist and populist political parties were more deeply 
alienated from society than the Muslim communities in the respective countries.

We also considered what we call legitimate security concerns for Israel on 
the basis of our data. In one of the most influential studies of quantitative 
political science, the American political scientist Ted Gurr already highlighted 
the fact that various types of perceived discrimination—including linguistic 
discrimination—are among the most robust predictors of rebellions. Linguistic 
conflicts in particular can be long-drawn-out. In addition, general and deep 
disagreements about the foundations of the nation can trigger instability and 
rebellion. We compared the extent of self-professed discrimination (five types 
of discrimination) according to European Social Survey data. Lamentably, 
Israel is heading the list in very high proportions. There have been significant 
improvements in the educational levels of Arabs in Israel, but the gaps between 
Arabs and Jews are still large. One should also emphasize that Jewish female life 
expectancy in Israel is one of the highest in the world, and that Arab female life 
expectancy is way ahead of all Arab countries and even some European Union 
countries, the gaps in life expectancy notwithstanding. Equally, Jewish male 
life expectancy is the world record-holder, surpassing Switzerland, and Arab 
male life expectancy in Israel is again ahead of all Arab countries. Yet in 2016, 
53 percent of Arab families lived in poverty (after taxes and transfer payments) 
compared with 14 percent of Jewish families. Sixty-six percent of Arab children 
lived in poverty compared with 20 percent of Jewish children.

In view of these polarizing trends, we also recall a 2016 PEW Report, which 
concluded that nearly half of Jewish Israelis now want to expel Arabs. We concur 
with a recent analysis by Estreicher,60 which maintains that:

The appeal here is not simply to liberal or cosmopolitan values, and Israel’s 
self‐professed identity as a Jewish state and a state for all of its citizens. It is 
also an appeal to the enlightened self‐interest of all Israelis, Jewish and Arab. 
Social order will not be sustainable unless all in the society believe they have 
full economic and social opportunity to live a good life, and thus feel they have 
a stake in Israel’s survival.61

Estreicher is right in calling for a massive program to achieve the following aims:

1.	 instituting vigorous enforcement of antidiscrimination laws in 
employment, housing and business, coupled with a visible affirmative 
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Year
C

ountry
Low

 trust in 
the country‘s 
parliam

ent

Low
 trust 

in the legal 
system

Low
 trust in 

the police

N
ot satisfied w

ith the 
w

ay dem
ocracy w

orks 
in the country

(Very) diffi
cult 

on present 
incom

e
N

2012
G

erm
any

15%
13%

11%
5%

30%
84

2014
G

erm
any

15%
16%

13%
13%

39%
64

2016
G

erm
any

23%
15%

11%
10%

21%
110

2016
Iceland

0%
0%

0%
0%

36%
33

2012
Ireland

11%
20%

7%
29%

41%
17

2014
Ireland

33%
30%

18%
22%

55%
11

2016
Ireland

10%
10%

10%
10%

35%
20

2012
Israel

33%
9%

31%
12%

44%
318

2016
Israel

43%
18%

45%
52%

39%
497

2012
Italy

50%
20%

13%
38%

69%
16

2012
K

osovo
57%

59%
24%

39%
51%

1120

2012
N

etherlands
10%

14%
14%

7%
51%

43

2014
N

etherlands
29%

10%
8%

19%
44%

68

2016
N

etherlands
3%

9%
6%

9%
17%

36

2012
N

orw
ay

9%
14%

8%
4%

33%
24

2014
N

orw
ay

17%
13%

0%
8%

29%
24



Appendix Table 1: M
uslim

 alienation across tim
e according to the data of 

the European Social Survey

Year
C

ountry
Low

 trust in 
the country‘s 
parliam

ent

Low
 trust 

in the legal 
system

Low
 trust in 

the police

N
ot satisfied w

ith the 
w

ay dem
ocracy w

orks 
in the country

(Very) diffi
cult 

on present 
incom

e
N

2012
Albania

58%
52%

31%
43%

69%
645

2014
Austria

19%
12%

6%
4%

31%
75

2016
Austria

18%
4%

5%
7%

32%
56

2012
Belgium

13%
20%

22%
7%

49%
110

2014
Belgium

18%
15%

9%
10%

43%
90

2016
Belgium

25%
22%

18%
13%

23%
127

2012
Bulgaria

77%
67%

43%
54%

87%
293

2012
D

enm
ark

14%
5%

13%
11%

9%
35

2014
D

enm
ark

23%
10%

10%
7%

26%
31

2014
Finland

12%
19%

12%
18%

41%
17

2016
Finland

13%
13%

0%
7%

50%
12

2012
France

21%
19%

19%
11%

28%
87

2014
France

35%
14%

12%
26%

34%
113

2016
France

39%
16%

16%
31%

28%
87
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Sam
ple size

Error m
argins (+-) 

for the resulting 
percentages

Error m
argins (+-) 

for the resulting 
percentages

Error m
argins (+-) 

for the resulting 
percentages

Error m
argins (+-) 

for the resulting 
percentages

Error m
argins (+-) 

for the resulting 
percentages

N
10%

 or 90%
20%

 or 80%
30%

 or 70%
40%

 or 60%
50%

20 
13.1%

17.5%
20.1%

21.5%
21.9%

30 
10.7%

14.3%
16.4%

17.5%
17.9%

40 
9.3%

12.4%
14.2%

15.2%
15.5%

50 
8.3%

11.1%
12.7%

13.6%
13.9%

75 
6.8%

9.1%
10.4%

11.1%
11.3%

100 
5.9%

7.8%
9.0%

9.6%
9.8%

250 
3.7%

5.0%
5.7%

6.1%
6.2%

500 
2.6%

3.5%
4.0%

4.3%
4.4%

1.000 
1.9%

2.5%
2.8%

3.0%
3.1%

2.000 
1.3%

1.8%
2.0%

2.1%
2.2%

Appendix Table 2: M
argins of error at 95%

 confidence level
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Year
C

ountry
Low

 trust in 
the country‘s 
parliam

ent

Low
 trust 

in the legal 
system

Low
 trust in 

the police

N
ot satisfied w

ith the 
w

ay dem
ocracy w

orks 
in the country

(Very) diffi
cult 

on present 
incom

e
N

2012
Russian Federation

48%
50%

51%
44%

60%
222

2016
Russian Federation

32%
30%

0%
0%

40%
125

2012
Slovenia

62%
50%

12%
25%

29%
17

2014
Slovenia

37%
18%

15%
59%

33%
21

2016
Slovenia

50%
27%

5%
5%

9%
23

2012
Spain

47%
34%

25%
22%

58%
33

2012
Sw

eden
5%

16%
14%

6%
54%

61

2014
Sw

eden
16%

23%
18%

13%
13%

39

2016
Sw

eden
14%

15%
34%

20%
21%

43

2012
Sw

itzerland
6%

5%
3%

0%
24%

62

2014
Sw

itzerland
12%

11%
12%

4%
29%

59

2016
Sw

itzerland
5%

2%
6%

0%
39%

71

2012
U

nited K
ingdom

22%
5%

10%
17%

33%
86

2016
U

nited K
ingdom

30%
18%

11%
20%

26%
43
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Year
C

ountry
Low

 trust in the 
country‘s parliam

ent
Low

 trust in the 
legal system

Low
 trust in the 

police

N
ot satisfied w

ith 
the w

ay dem
ocracy 

w
orks in the country

(Very) diffi
cult on 

present incom
e

2014
Estonia

37%
26%

15%
29%

31%

2016
Estonia

34%
18%

10%
26%

26%

2012
Finland

14%
7%

2%
5%

13%

2014
Finland

20%
9%

3%
15%

13%

2016
Finland

18%
8%

2%
13%

11%

2012
France

39%
26%

15%
24%

17%

2014
France

43%
24%

12%
38%

19%

2016
France

39%
28%

10%
40%

19%

2012
G

erm
any

29%
17%

7%
12%

13%

2014
G

erm
any

26%
18%

8%
16%

10%

2016
G

erm
any

25%
18%

8%
19%

9%

2012
H

ungary
47%

33%
22%

36%
57%

2012
Iceland

38%
18%

3%
17%

15%

2016
Iceland

23%
15%

3%
18%

9%

2012
Ireland

48%
24%

10%
21%

31%

2014
Ireland

43%
22%

13%
27%

24%



Appendix Table 3: European Social Survey data: C
ountryw

ide results, total population

Year
C

ountry
Low

 trust in the 
country‘s parliam

ent
Low

 trust in the 
legal system

Low
 trust in the 

police

N
ot satisfied w

ith 
the w

ay dem
ocracy 

w
orks in the country

(Very) diffi
cult on 

present incom
e

2012
Albania

61%
55%

36%
49%

64%

2014
Austria

32%
19%

11%
24%

15%

2016
Austria

26%
13%

9%
19%

14%

2012
Belgium

23%
28%

13%
12%

23%

2014
Belgium

26%
27%

14%
20%

22%

2016
Belgium

26%
21%

10%
17%

16%

2012
Bulgaria

74%
73%

52%
57%

74%

2012
C

yprus
51%

33%
30%

31%
49%

2012
C

zech Republic
61%

44%
26%

27%
36%

2014
C

zech Republic
44%

34%
20%

24%
33%

2016
C

zech Republic
36%

26%
17%

22%
32%

2012
D

enm
ark

13%
4%

3%
5%

5%

2014
D

enm
ark

19%
7%

5%
7%

6%

2012
Estonia

44%
29%

18%
28%

36%
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Year
C

ountry
Low

 trust in the 
country‘s parliam

ent
Low

 trust in the 
legal system

Low
 trust in the 

police

N
ot satisfied w

ith 
the w

ay dem
ocracy 

w
orks in the country

(Very) diffi
cult on 

present incom
e

2016
Russian Federation

41%
38%

38%
33%

52%

2012
Slovakia

59%
56%

42%
27%

40%

2012
Slovenia

62%
56%

22%
50%

19%

2014
Slovenia

66%
60%

22%
65%

18%

2016
Slovenia

55%
51%

15%
46%

13%

2012
Spain

51%
49%

17%
41%

31%

2012
Sw

eden
15%

12%
8%

6%
12%

2014
Sw

eden
14%

10%
7%

8%
8%

2016
Sw

eden
16%

13%
9%

11%
7%

2012
Sw

itzerland
10%

10%
5%

3%
11%

2014
Sw

itzerland
9%

10%
5%

4%
11%

2016
Sw

itzerland
8%

8%
5%

4%
11%

2012
U

kraine
80%

77%
75%

56%
73%

2012
U

nited K
ingdom

36%
19%

10%
18%

18%

2016
U

nited K
ingdom

31%
16%

10%
22%

12%



Appendix Table 3: European Social Survey data: C
ountryw

ide results, total population (continued)

Year
C

ountry
Low

 trust in the 
country‘s parliam

ent
Low

 trust in the 
legal system

Low
 trust in the 

police

N
ot satisfied w

ith 
the w

ay dem
ocracy 

w
orks in the country

(Very) diffi
cult on 

present incom
e

2016
Ireland

32%
20%

13%
17%

19%

2012
Israel

40%
22%

26%
15%

33%

2016
Israel

40%
25%

27%
29%

30%

2012
Italy

55%
38%

16%
38%

26%

2012
K

osovo
57%

59%
26%

41%
51%

2012
Lithuania

57%
42%

21%
25%

32%

2012
N

etherlands
17%

11%
8%

7%
11%

2014
N

etherlands
20%

13%
8%

11%
13%

2016
N

etherlands
16%

11%
6%

10%
10%

2012
N

orw
ay

11%
5%

5%
3%

7%

2014
N

orw
ay

8%
7%

5%
4%

7%

2016
N

orw
ay

7%
5%

5%
4%

5%

2012
Poland

63%
48%

24%
28%

32%

2014
Poland

65%
52%

27%
38%

26%

2016
Poland

54%
42%

18%
32%

21%

2012
Portugal

70%
50%

22%
41%

49%

2012
Russian Federation

55%
50%

52%
46%

54%
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action program to place university graduates in the high‐tech and other 
growing sectors of the economy;

2.	 requiring all Israeli citizens to complete two years of national service, 
which need not be military service;

3.	 changing the electoral system so that the system is based on legislator 
accountability to local constituencies rather than political parties; and

4.	 promoting public symbols of inclusion.

Facing the realities described in this article, there seems to be no other alternative.
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