Online Appendix


Table A0. Sample of pro-migrant local elites interviewed as part of the qualitative study.
	
	VENETO
	SICILY
	TUSCANY

	   Interviewee type
	Local Policymakers
	8
	15
	13

	
	Local Officials
	2
	1
	1

	
	Pro-migrant NGOs
	4
	2
	1

	
	Non-public service providers
	4
	4
	3

	
	Trade Unions
	2
	1
	2

	
	TOTAL
	20
	23
	20



	
	
Table A1. Characteristics of case-localities (quantitative study). 

	LOCALITY
	COUNTRY
	MACROREGION
	LOCALITY SIZE
	POLITICAL AFFILIATION OF THE LOCAL EXECUTIVE
	SHARE OF SEATS FOR RADICAL RIGHT PARTIES
	SHARE OF NON-EU FOREIGN RESIDENTS 2014
	UNEMPLOYMENT 2019

	C01
	ITALY
	Centre/North
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-left
	between 1% and 10%
	5% < X < 10%
	1% < X < 5%

	C02
	ITALY
	South/Islands
	RURAL AREA
	centre-right
	0
	10% < X < 15%
	15% < X < 20%

	C03
	ITALY
	Centre/North
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-right
	more than 30%
	10% < X < 15%
	5% < X < 10%

	C04
	ITALY
	South/Islands
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-right
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	15% < X < 20%

	C05
	ITALY
	Centre/North
	RURAL AREA
	centre-left
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	5% < X < 10%

	C06
	ITALY
	South/Islands
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	20% < x < 25%

	C07
	SPAIN
	Centre
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-left
	0
	5% < X < 10%
	5% < X < 10%

	C08
	SPAIN
	North/Autonomìas
	RURAL AREA
	centre-right
	0
	10% < X < 15%
	5% < X < 10%

	C09
	SPAIN
	North/Autonomìas
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-right
	0
	10% < X < 15%
	10% < X < 15%

	C10
	SPAIN
	South
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-right
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	15% < X < 20%

	C11
	SPAIN
	South
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	25% < x < 30%

	C12
	SWEDEN
	South
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-right
	between 20% and 30%
	1% < X < 5%
	5% < X < 10%

	C13
	SWEDEN
	South
	RURAL AREA
	centre-left
	between 20% and 30%
	1% < X < 5%
	5% < X < 10%

	C14
	SWEDEN
	South
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	between 10% and 20%
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C15
	SWEDEN
	North
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-left
	between 10% and 20%
	1% < X < 5%
	5% < X < 10%

	C16
	SWEDEN
	North
	RURAL AREA
	mixed
	between 10% and 20%
	5% < X < 10%
	5% < X < 10%

	C17
	SWEDEN
	North
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	between 10% and 20%
	5% < X < 10%
	5% < X < 10%

	C18
	NETHERLANDS
	West
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-right
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C19
	NETHERLANDS
	East/North
	RURAL AREA
	mixed
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C20
	NETHERLANDS
	West
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C21
	NETHERLANDS
	East
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-right
	between 1% and 10%
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C22
	AUSTRIA
	West
	RURAL AREA
	centre-right
	between 10% and 20%
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C23
	AUSTRIA
	West
	MEDIUM TOWN
	mixed
	between 20% and 30%
	5% < X < 10%
	1% < X < 5%

	C24
	AUSTRIA
	East
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-left
	between 1% and 10%
	5% < X < 10%
	5% < X < 10%

	C25
	AUSTRIA
	East
	RURAL AREA
	centre-right
	between 1% and 10%
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C26
	BELGIUM
	Flanders
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	between 20% and 30%
	5% < X < 10%
	1% < X < 5%

	C27
	BELGIUM
	Flanders
	SMALL TOWN
	mixed
	between 20% and 30%
	1% < X < 5%
	10% < X < 15%

	C28
	BELGIUM
	Wallonia
	SMALL TOWN
	mixed
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	10% < X < 15%

	C29
	BELGIUM
	Wallonia
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	between 1% and 10%
	5% < X < 10%
	20% < x < 25%

	C30
	GERMANY
	West
	SMALL TOWN
	centre-left
	0
	5% < X < 10%
	1% < X < 5%

	C31
	GERMANY
	West
	RURAL AREA
	centre-left
	0
	1% < X < 5%
	5% < X < 10%

	C32
	GERMANY
	West
	MEDIUM TOWN
	mixed
	0
	5% < X < 10%
	5% < X < 10%

	C33
	GERMANY
	East
	SMALL TOWN
	mixed
	between 10% and 20%
	1% < X < 5%
	5% < X < 10%

	C34
	GERMANY
	East
	RURAL AREA
	mixed
	between 20% and 30%
	1% < X < 5%
	1% < X < 5%

	C35
	GERMANY
	East
	MEDIUM TOWN
	centre-left
	between 1% and 10%
	1% < X < 5%
	5% < X < 10%



Table A2. Survey Questions (included as part of a broader survey)

	Question on elites’ responsiveness:
· “We would now like to focus on the initiatives/actions/policies that you developed (as part of your institution/organization) in the field of refugee integration in the last five years. We would like to know whether and how these factors have influenced your actions/decisions/approach. We will now list several factors and we would ask you to assess their importance for your decisions/actions, evaluating them on a scale of 1 (not at all important) to 5 (extremely important)”. [factor: “Locals’ attitudes towards post-2014 migrants” is one of the factors interviewees were asked to evaluate]
Question on elites’ perceptions of public attitudes toward refugees: 
· “How would you define locals' attitudes toward migrants arrived since 2014 in your locality, on a scale of 1 (very negative) to 5 (very positive)?”
Questions on contact with anti-migrant / far right movements and pro-migrant groups:
· “How often in 2021 in [name of the locality] you or your organization has had interactions/discussions/exchanges with the following actors about issues related to the integration of post-2014 migrants? Please select one of the following options: Never; Occasionally (only once, or once a year); 2/3 times per year; Monthly/bimonthly; Weekly or 2/3 times per month; Daily or 2/3 times per week” [The list of actors include, among others; “anti-migrant groups / far-right movements”, “Pro-migrant NGOs / associations / groups”]
· “How often between 2016 and 2019 in [name of the locality] you or your organization has had interactions/discussions/exchanges with the following actors about issues related to the integration of post-2014 migrants? Please select one of the following options: Never; Occasionally (only once, or once a year); 2/3 times per year; Monthly/bimonthly; Weekly or 2/3 times per month; Daily or 2/3 times per week” [The list of actors include, among others; “anti-migrant groups / far-right movements”, “Pro-migrant NGOs / associations / groups”]
Question on perceptions of local economy:
· “How would you define the current economic situation of your locality, on a scale of 1 (very bad) to 5 (very good)?”


Note. The survey describes ‘post-2014 migrants’ as migrants arrived in European localities since 2014, mostly as asylum-seekers, regardless of their current legal status.
Table A3. Descriptive statistics. (first part)

Panel a. Descriptives of dependent and independent variables.
	 
	N
	Mean
	Std. dev.
	Min.
	Max.

	Pro-migrant local elites’ (self-assessed) responsiveness to public opinion (RESPONSIVENESS)
	278
	2.88
	0.92
	1
	5

	Share of seats for RRPs in the local council (RRPs_SEATS)
	278
	10.60
	13
	0
	44

	Share of votes for RRPs in the last national election held before 12/2021 in the locality (RRPs_NATIONALELECTIONS)
	278
	20.21
	11.40
	5
	47

	Frequency of contact with anti-migrant groups or far-right movements in 2016-2019 (CONTACT_ANTIMIGRANTGROUPS)
	276
	0.29
	0.70
	0
	4

	Perception of public attitudes toward refugees (PUBLICOPINION)
	278
	3.06
	0.86
	1
	5

	Degree of specialisation (SPECIALIST)
	278
	0.44
	0.50
	0
	1

	Political affiliation of the local executive (POLITICS_LOCAL)
	278
	2.15
	0.88
	1
	3

	Number of inhabitants (SIZE)
	278
	74498
	56027
	4689
	209191

	AGE
	278
	46.43
	10.70
	22
	76

	GENDER
	276
	0.51
	0.50
	0
	1







Table A3. Descriptive statistics. (second part)

Panel b. Distribution of types of actors across the different case-localities.				
	Locality
	ACTORS (Type of Actor)
	Total

	
	Elected policymakers
	Local officials/ bureaucrats
	Non-public service providers
	Civil Society actors
	Private Sector
	

	1
	0
	0
	1
	2
	2
	5

	2
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	3

	3
	2
	1
	3
	1
	0
	7

	4
	0
	2
	1
	1
	0
	4

	5
	1
	2
	2
	2
	0
	7

	6
	1
	3
	1
	1
	1
	7

	7
	1
	4
	2
	0
	0
	7

	8
	1
	1
	3
	1
	0
	6

	9
	2
	2
	4
	1
	0
	9

	10
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	3

	12
	1
	3
	3
	3
	1
	11

	13
	0
	4
	3
	1
	3
	11

	14
	2
	1
	0
	0
	3
	6

	15
	1
	1
	2
	2
	1
	7

	16
	3
	2
	0
	3
	2
	10

	17
	2
	3
	0
	1
	0
	6

	18
	2
	1
	3
	1
	1
	8

	19
	2
	4
	2
	4
	3
	15

	20
	0
	6
	1
	3
	1
	11

	21
	2
	1
	2
	0
	1
	6

	22
	4
	3
	1
	2
	4
	14

	23
	1
	6
	1
	1
	0
	9

	24
	2
	0
	1
	3
	1
	7

	25
	2
	0
	2
	3
	1
	8

	26
	2
	2
	4
	2
	2
	12

	27
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2
	7

	28
	2
	4
	2
	3
	0
	11

	29
	3
	4
	4
	0
	0
	11

	30
	1
	2
	0
	1
	0
	4

	31
	1
	3
	4
	3
	0
	11

	32
	1
	2
	2
	0
	1
	6

	33
	1
	1
	3
	2
	2
	9

	34
	0
	2
	3
	2
	2
	9

	35
	1
	1
	3
	2
	1
	8

	36
	0
	2
	0
	1
	0
	3

	Total
	47
	76
	65
	54
	36
	278



Table A4. Additional variables used in robustness checks.

	CONTACT_ANTIMIGRANTGROUPS
	This variable measures the frequency of elites’ exchanges with ‘anti-migrant groups/far-right movements’ in 2016-2019, based on the survey question described in Table A2. We opted for using data about the first time period as the pandemic in 2020-2021 drastically reduced contacts among actors. We opted to use the logarithmic version of the variable as its distribution was rather skewed.

	RRPs_NATIONALELECTIONS
	This variable measures the share of votes gained by RRPs in the locality in the most recent national elections held before 2021. 

	DIVERSITY
	This variable corresponds to the share of foreign citizens who reside in the locality in 2014 and therefore provides information about localities’ past experience in dealing with diversity and migration issues. 

	LEFT_TRADITION
	Progressive political tradition. This variable corresponds to the average share of votes received by centre-left and left-wing parties (affiliated to the Socialists and Democrats or Greens-EFA or The Left) in the locality in national elections held between 2006 and 2021.

	PRO-MIGRANT
	Contact with pro-migrant actors. The survey also included information about the frequency of interviewees’ contacts with pro-migrant groups in 2021 and in 2016-2019 (assessed on a temporal scale of 0-5). It might be that public opinion has a higher influence on elites who have more frequent exchanges with pro-migrant groups. 

	ECONOMY
	Elites’ perceptions of the local economy, measured on a scale of 1-5 (see survey question above). Elites’ reactiveness to public opinion is expected to be lower when elites perceive that the economy is doing badly (due to the ordinal nature of issue salience, see Dennison and Geddes 2019).



Table A5. Correlations
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	(8)
	(9)
	(10)

	(1) RESPONSIVENESS
	1,00
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(2) RRPs_SEATS
	-0,20
	1,00
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(3) PUBLICOPINION
	0,11
	-0,22
	1,00
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(4) RRPs_NATIONALELECTIONS
	-0,04
	0,57
	-0,18
	1,00
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(5) CONTACT_ANTIMIGRANTGROUPS
	0,07
	0,08
	-0,07
	0,02
	1,00
	
	
	
	
	

	(6) FOREIGNERS
	-0.13
	0.25
	-0.07
	-0.01
	0.28
	1,00
	
	
	
	

	(7) SIZE
	0.01
	0.07
	0.06
	0.17
	0.07
	0.28
	1,00
	
	
	

	(8) SPECIALIST
	0,09
	-0,06
	0,08
	-0.05
	0,01
	0.06
	0.12
	1,00
	
	

	(9) AGE
	-0,02
	0,04
	0,03
	0,08
	0,03
	-0.11
	-0,19
	-0.21
	1,00
	

	(10) GENDER
	-0,00
	0,00
	0,02
	-0,02
	-0,13
	0.05
	0,06
	0,19
	-0,24
	1,00

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	






Table A6. Vif test.
	Variable
	VIF
	1/VIF

	RRPs_SEATS
	1.75
	0.57

	PUBLICOPINION
	1.21
	0.83

	FOREIGNERS
	1.64
	0.61

	SIZE
	1.50
	0.66

	POLITICS_LOCAL
	
	

	Mixed
	1.85
	0.54

	Left-of-centre
	2.26
	0.44

	GENDER
	1.16
	0.86

	AGE
	1.34
	0.74

	SPECIALIST
	1.62
	0.62

	ACTORS
	
	

	Bureaucrat
	2.08
	0.48

	Nonpublic service provider
	2.39
	0.42

	Civil society
	2.23
	0.45

	Private sector
	1.66
	0.60

	Mean VIF
	1.81
	









Table A7. Robustness checks, linear regression models (OLS)– DV: REACTIVENESS.
	[bookmark: _Hlk171519115]DV: REACTIVENESS
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3

	Share of seats for RRPs in local councils (log)
	-0.11*
(0.05)
	0.16 
(0.14)
	0.18 
(0.15)

	Perceived public attitudes toward refugees
	0.05
(0.08)
	0.19(*) (0.10)
	0.19*
(0.10)

	Share of seats for RRPs in local councils (log) X Perceived public attitudes toward refugees
	
	-0.09* (0.04)
	-0.09* (0.04)

	Actor category (ref.: elected policymaker)
	
	
	

	            Bureaucrat
	-0.30(*)
(0.17)

	-0.25*
(0.18)
	-0.26
(0.18)

	Nonpublic service provider
	-0.15
(0.15)

	-0.15
(0.15)
	-0.13
(0.15)

	Civil society
	-0.37(*)
(0.18)

	-0.37*
(0.18)
	-0.36(*)
(0.18)

	Private sector
	-0.20
(0.17)
	-0.17
(0.16)
	-0.17
(0.16)

	Political affiliation of the local executive (ref: right-of-centre)
	
	
	

	Mixed
	0.32*
(0.15)

	0.27(*)
(0.16)
	0.29(*)
 (0.16)

	Left-of-centre
	0.15
(0.16)
	0.13 
(0.17)
	0.15
(0.18)

	Number of inhabitants of the locality
	0.00
(0.00)
	0.00 
(0.00)
	0.00 
(0.00)

	Share of migrant residents in 2019
	-0.03** (0.01)
	-0.02** (0.01)
	-0.02** (0.01)

	Degree of Specialization
	0.21(*)
(0.12)
	0.22(*)
(0.11)
	0.21(*)
(0.11)

	Age
	
	
	-0.00
(0.01)

	Gender (Ref: male)
	
	
	-0.07
(0.11)

	_cons
	3.17*** (0.32)
	2.75*** (0.35)
	2.79*** (0.44)

	N
	278
	278
	276

	N localities
	35
	35
	35



Notes. *** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05, (*) p<0.1. Models were created using the cluster option in Stata, which generates standard errors taking into account that the observations within localities are not independent. Country fixed effects included but not reported.



Table A8. Robustness checks, multilevel regression models with additional control variables – DV: REACTIVENESS.

	DV: REACTIVENESS
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3

	Share of seats for RRPs in local councils (log)
	-0.09
(0.06)
	0.25 (0.15)
	0.27(*)
(0.16)

	Perceived public attitudes toward refugees
	0.02
(0.07)
	0.20* (0.10)
	0.21* (0.10)

	Share of seats for RRPs in local councils (log) X Perceived public attitudes toward refugees
	
	-0.11* (0.05)
	-0.12* (0.05)

	Actor category (ref.: elected policymaker)
	
	
	

	            Bureaucrat
	-0.28
(0.17)

	-0.23
(0.17)
	-0.24
(0.17)

	Nonpublic service provider
	-0.13
(0.19)

	-0.14
(0.19)
	-0.14
(0.19)

	Civil society
	-0.37(*)
(0.20)

	-0.38(*)
(0.20)
	-0.37(*)
(0.20)

	Private sector
	-0.14
(0.20)
	-0.10
(0.20)
	-0.10
(0.20)

	Share of migrant residents in 2019
	-0.03* (0.01)
	-0.03* (0.01)
	-0.03* (0.01)

	Degree of Specialization
	0.14
(0.13)
	0.15
(0.13)
	0.14
(0.14)

	Age
	
	
	-0.01 (0.01)

	Gender (Ref: male)
	
	
	-0.09 (0.11)

	Perception of local economy
	0.12*
(0.06)
	0.11(*)
(0.06)
	0.11(*)
(0.06)

	Frequency of contact with pro-migrant NGOs/associations/ groups in 2021
	0.08(*)
(0.04)
	0.10*
(0.04)
	0.10*
(0.04)

	Average share of votes for left-of-centre parties in the national elections held (in the locality) between 2006 and 2021
	0.00
(0.01)
	-0.00
(0.01)
	-0.00
(0.01)

	_cons
	2.75*** (0.51)
	2.23*** (0.56)
	2.45*** (0.63)

	N
	275
	275
	273

	N localities
	35
	35
	35

	Log likelihood
	-373.63
	-372.97
	-376.08

	Wald chi2
	(17) 36.63
	(18) 42.72 
	(20) 41.78



Notes: *** P<0.001, ** P<0.01, * P<0.05, (*) P<0.1. Model estimates obtained by restricted maximum likelihood using the ‘mixed’ command in STATA18. Country fixed effects included but not reported.

Table A9. Robustness checks, multilevel regression models with RRPs_NATIONALELECTIONS (share of votes for RRPs at the last national elections in the locality) as alternative variable capturing the local strength of RRPs. DV: REACTIVENESS.

	DV: REACTIVENESS
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3

	National election results for RRPs in the locality
	-0.06(*)
0.01
	0.05
0.02
	0.01
0.02

	Perceived public attitudes toward refugees
	0.05
(0.07)
	0.20
(0.14)
	0.22
(0.14)

	National election results for RRPs in the locality X Perceived public attitudes toward refugees
	
	-0.01
(0.01)
	-0.01
(0.01)

	Actor category (ref.: elected policymaker)
	
	
	

	            Bureaucrat
	-0.31(*)
(0.17)

	-0.28
(0.17)
	-0.29(*)
(0.18)

	Nonpublic service provider
	-0.14
(0.19)

	-0.13
(0.19)
	-0.11
(0.19)

	Civil society
	-0.38(*)
(0.20)

	-0.37(*)
(0.20)
	-0.35(*)
(0.20)

	Private sector
	-0.17
(0.20)
	-0.16
(0.20)
	-0.16
(0.20)

	Political affiliation of the local executive (ref: right-of-centre)
	
	
	

	Mixed
	0.35(*)
(0.20)

	0.34
(0.20)
	0.35(*)
(0.11)

	Left-of-centre
	0.16
(0.16)
	0.16
(0.16)
	0.17
(0.17)

	Number of inhabitants of the locality
	0.00
(0.00)
	0.00 
(0.00)
	0.00 
(0.00)

	Share of migrant residents in 2019
	-0.03* (0.01)
	-0.32* (0.01)
	-0.03* (0.01)

	Degree of Specialization
	0.21
(0.13)
	0.20
(0.13)
	0.19
(0.14)

	Age
	
	
	-0.00 
(0.01)

	Gender (Ref: male)
	
	
	-0.08
(0.12)

	_cons
	3.18*** (0.35)
	2.74*** (0.50)
	2.76*** (0.60)

	N
	278
	278
	276

	N localities
	35
	35
	35

	Log likelihood
	-389.01
	-392.57 
	-395.64

	Wald chi2
	(17) 30.11
	(18) 31.52 
	(20) 30.70



Notes: *** P<0.001, ** P<0.01, * P<0.05, (*) P<0.1. Model estimates obtained by restricted maximum likelihood using the ‘mixed’ command in STATA18. Country fixed effects included but not reported.

Table A10. Robustness checks, multilevel regression models with CONTACT_ANTIMIGRANTGROUPS (frequency of local elites’ exchanges with ‘anti-migrant groups/far-right movements’ in 2016-2019) as alternative variable capturing the local strength of RRPs. DV: REACTIVENESS.

	DV: REACTIVENESS
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3

	Frequency of contact with far-right groups/movements (log)
	0.19
(0.15)
	1.39*
(0.55)
	1.20*
(0.56)

	Perceived public attitudes toward refugees
	0.09
(0.07)
	0.15*
(0.07)
	0.16*
(0.07)

	Frequency of contact with far-right groups/movements (log) X Perceived public attitudes toward refugees 
	
	-0.40*
(0.18)
	-0.41*
(0.18)

	Actor category (ref.: elected policymaker)
	
	
	

	            Bureaucrat
	-0.36*
(0.17)

	-0.29(*)
(0.17)
	-0.32(*)
(0.17)

	Nonpublic service provider
	-0.14
(0.19)

	-0.11
(0.17)
	-0.11
(0.19)

	Civil society
	-0.44*
(0.20)

	-0.41*
(0.20)
	-0.39*
(0.20)

	Private sector
	-0.16
(0.20)
	-0.13
(0.20)
	-0.14
(0.21)

	Political affiliation of the local executive (ref: right-of-centre)
	
	
	

	Mixed
	0.08
(0.19)

	0.06
(0.19)
	0.08
(0.19)

	Left-of-centre
	0.06
(0.16)
	0.04
(0.16)
	0.06
(0.16)

	Number of inhabitants of the locality
	0.00
(0.00)
	0.00
(0.00)
	0.00
(0.00)

	Share of migrant residents in 2019
	-0.02* (0.01)
	-0.02* (0.01)
	-0.02* (0.01)

	Degree of Specialization
	0.24(*)
(0.13)
	0.23(*)
(0.13)
	0.21
(0.13)

	Age
	
	
	-0.00
(0.01)

	Gender (Ref: male)
	
	
	-0.06 
(0.11)

	_cons
	2.90*** (0.29)
	2.69*** (0.30)
	2.86*** (0.43)

	N
	276
	276
	274

	N localities
	35
	35
	35

	Log likelihood
	-383.85
	-382.10
	-384.97

	Wald chi2
	(11) 19.01
	(12) 24.53
	(14) 25.03



Notes: *** P<0.001, ** P<0.01, * P<0.05, (*) P<0.1. Model estimates obtained by restricted maximum likelihood using the ‘mixed’ command in STATA18. Country fixed effects included but not reported.

