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Key messages

Over the past three decades Poland’s migration context has been transformed: from a 
homogenous society largely closed to the outside world to an increasingly prominent country of 
destination for refugees and foreign workers. Today, this includes over 1.5 million refugees from 
the conflict in Ukraine.

Since 2015, the dominant narrative around refugees has been one of ‘us’ versus ‘them’. 
Refugees from the Middle East and Africa have been painted as a threatening ‘other’, while 
Ukrainian refugees are characterised as part of ‘us’, united with Poles against Russian aggression. 

Over time public attitudes towards refugees and other migrants in Poland have shifted: 
from being among the most positive in Europe, to a negative turn post-2015, to a wave of solidarity 
towards Ukrainian refugees. 

Poles have shown high acceptance towards Ukrainian refugees. However, negative narratives 
may still gain traction. Many Poles see long-term challenges linked to accommodating Ukrainians, 
with potential for concerns to grow in the context of high attention to rising living costs.
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1	 Introduction
This report presents an overview of migration and asylum policy in Poland, recent trends in 
migration patterns, and public perceptions and political narratives around refugees and other 
migrants. It is part of a wider project supported by the IKEA Foundation, aimed at informing 
public and private stakeholders interested in engaging with migration and displacement. 

The study is based on a review of academic and grey literature, alongside data on immigration 
trends and related attitudes. It identifies:

•	 Historical dynamics surrounding immigration.
•	 Current policy approaches.
•	 Evidence on public attitudes towards refugees and other migrants in Poland.
•	 Public and political narratives advanced by different actors (including central and local 

government, civil society, the media and the private sector) in relation to refugees and other 
migrants.

The review of available literature and data was supplemented by 22 key informant interviews, 
conducted remotely in July and August 2022, spanning local and central government, Polish civil 
society and human rights actors, international humanitarian actors, journalists, academics and 
policy analysts. A review was also conducted of Polish-language media sources, covering reporting 
on refugees and other migrants across national and local outlets.

This study uses ‘refugees and other migrants’ to refer to the broad group of all foreign nationals 
in Poland, and ‘immigration’ in reference to their movement into Poland. The term ‘immigrant’ is 
used when reflecting the specific wording used in survey questions. The term ‘refugee’ refers to 
those escaping conflict or persecution, whether or not individuals are officially recognised as such 
or fall under wider frameworks such as subsidiary or temporary protection. The term ‘refugees 
and asylum seekers’ is used where a distinction is made within datasets between those who have 
been formally recognised as refugees and those whose status has not been determined. While the 
report focuses primarily on movements of refugees and other migrants into Poland, to the extent 
possible this is situated within the context of broader mobility patterns, including emigration from 
Poland. 

The term ‘narratives’ is used in reference to the different stories told about refugees and migrants 
by different actors in the public domain, which can be framed in diverse ways – and which may 
influence individual thoughts, feelings and attitudes, as well as legislation and policy approaches.  
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2	 History of migration in Poland
2.1	 Early history to 1989: from a country of sanctuary to closed borders

While Poland’s modern history of large-scale immigration is relatively recent, its precursors can be 
traced to earlier history. From the 11th century onwards Poland was host to large communities of 
Jews escaping the First Crusade, with further immigration of expelled Jewish communities from the 
15th century onwards (Friedman, 2012). In the centuries that followed, and until Poland’s partition 
in the late 18th century, Poland became part of a multicultural union with the emergence of the 
Commonwealth of Poland and Lithuania, spanning modern-day Poland, Lithuania, Belarus and Latvia, 
as well as large parts of Ukraine, Estonia and Russia (Davies, 2005).

By the mid-20th century this multiculturalism had been all but erased. Poland emerged from the 
Second World War as a markedly homogenous society, following the deportation and genocide 
of Poland’s Jewish communities under Nazi occupation (Dawidowicz, 1975; Kershaw, 1985), and 
later population transfers from Poland (notably ethnic Germans and Ukrainians) by the communist 
authorities (Brzoza and Sowa, 2009). Under communist rule from 1945 to 1989, immigration to 
Poland was ‘not only unattractive to foreign citizens but also practically inaccessible’ due to stringent 
entry restrictions (Okólski and Wach, 2020: 147). Some exceptions were made: for example, for 
students from socialist countries in Africa and Asia, and communist exiles escaping persecution 
following the Greek civil war (from 1948 to 1956) and the Chilean coup in 1973 (Klaus, 2020). 
Throughout this period immigration numbers remained low. 

Emigration from Poland was more notable, as Poles able to circumvent exit restrictions joined 
others escaping political repression and economic difficulties under communist rule (Stola, 2010). 
These emigrants were openly accepted by authorities in the United States and parts of Western 
Europe and Scandinavia (Gibney, 2004; Pleskot, 2015). Emigrants followed a path well-trodden 
by previous waves of migrants in the late-19th and early-20th centuries and during the Second 
World War, including prominent patterns of seasonal migration between Poland and Germany 
(Jaźwińska and Okólski, 2001; Zubrzycki, 2011; Leszczyńska, 2019). 

2.2	 1989–2003: Immigration and asylum in post-communist Poland

Poland’s democratic transition from 1989 represented a landmark moment, both in terms of 
the country’s overall political context and its migration landscape. Entry restrictions were lifted 
and Poland opened up to international migration flows. By far the most significant trend was 
short-term immigration from other former communist states in Eastern Europe, whose citizens, 
like Poles themselves, were suddenly granted the freedom to travel abroad (Kaczmarczyk and 
Okólski, 2002; Klaus, 2020). Many initially entered Poland as ‘false tourists’, as part of circular 
movements to seek short-term irregular employment (Okólski , 2012; Okólski and Wach, 2020), 
or used the country as a transit point towards Western Europe (Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021). 
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These movements were facilitated by bilateral visa-free entry agreements between Soviet 
satellite states concluded under communist rule, but which were previously rarely accessible to 
ordinary citizens. Over time, these temporary movements evolved into longer-term settlement 
and regular employment. By 2000 over 70% of migrants obtaining work permits in Poland were 
from the former Soviet Union, with smaller numbers of permits granted to citizens from countries 
throughout Western Europe, the US and Asia (in particular Vietnam) (Okólski and Wach, 2020).

The 1990s also saw new refugee movements into Poland, and with them the development of 
Poland’s modern asylum system (discussed in Section 3.2). While asylum applications numbered a 
few hundred annually in the early 1990s, by 2004 they had risen to around 8,000 (ibid.). Key groups 
seeking international protection included individuals from Serbia and Kosovo, Bosnia-Herzegovina, 
and smaller numbers from Sri Lanka, Pakistan and India (Klaus, 2020). From the early 2000s onwards 
the number of refugees and asylum seekers hosted in Poland increased significantly with the second 
outbreak of conflict in Chechnya (Szczepanik, 2018). Figure 1 shows the increase in entries from 
Russia, largely comprising people from the North Caucasus, in particular Chechnya. It is estimated 
that over 100,000 Chechens arrived seeking protection in Poland (Klaus, 2020).

Figure 1 Refugees and asylum seekers in Poland

Note: This graphic displays the total numbers of registered refugees and asylum seekers hosted in Poland at 
the end of each year, by their country of origin. The countries of origin named in the figure represent those 
for which 1,000 or more refugees and asylum seekers were recorded in at least one year. Significant countries 
of origin under ‘other’ include Bosnia-Herzegovina (1993–2003), Georgia (2009 onwards) and Syria (2013 
onwards). The sharp drop overall in 2020 is due to a validation exercise that removed refugees considered no 
longer likely to be present in Poland from UNHCR’s dataset. 
Source: UNHCR, n.d.
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2.3	 2004–2015: EU accession, Ukrainian immigration and the ‘refugee 
crisis’ in Europe

Another turning point came in 2004, with Poland’s accession to the European Union (EU). 
As shown in Figure 2, emigration from Poland rose sharply, as EU entry facilitated large-scale 
emigration to other EU Member States (Iglicka and Ziolek-Skrzypczak, 2010). Significant numbers 
returned between 2008 and 2010, as the global financial crisis impacted economies across 
Europe (Hołda et al., 2011; Anacka and Fihel, 2016). Nonetheless, by 2017 Poland recorded over 2.5 
million emigrants – equivalent to 5% of the population (Okólski and Wach, 2020) – with the largest 
populations in Germany, the United Kingdom (UK), the Netherlands and Ireland (GUS, 2021a). 

Figure 2 Emigration from Poland

Note: The figures here represent the total number of Polish emigrants recorded at the end of each year, 
measured in terms of temporary stay, from 2004 to 2005 defined as those staying abroad for over two 
months, and from 2010 onwards for over three months. According to Statistics Poland, the difference in 
results due to this change is non-significant. The figure is missing data from 2006 to 2009, represented as a 
dotted line in the graphic. 
Source: GUS, 2021a
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The wider implications of Poland’s EU accession included the updating of policy and legal 
frameworks in line with EU regulations. On the one hand, entry into the Schengen zone required 
Poland to tighten regulations controlling border traffic with other former Eastern bloc countries. 
On the other, Poland’s burgeoning economy following EU accession, coupled with rising 
emigration and early signs of an ageing population, led to clear labour market gaps (Okólski and 
Wach, 2020). The result was heavy private sector pressure – in particular from the agriculture 
lobby – to expand labour market access for foreign workers (Klaus, 2020). This led to new 
regulations in 2007 facilitating access to temporary work in Poland for individuals from selected 
countries in East and Central Europe, including Ukraine (discussed in more detail in Section 3.1). 

The number of foreign workers entering Poland’s labour market through these simplified 
procedures grew sharply from 2015, as large numbers of Ukrainians arrived in Poland in the 
aftermath of Russia’s 2014 annexation of Crimea and invasion of the Donbas region (see Figure 3). 
Very few applied for international protection, with the majority opting to legalise their stay and 
labour market participation through temporary labour migration pathways (Klaus, 2020), from 2017 
facilitated by visa-free entry for Ukrainians to countries within the Schengen Area (EEAS, 2017).

Figure 3 Foreign workers in Poland 

Note: ‘Declarations on entrusting work to a foreigner’ correspond to individuals from selected countries, 
including Ukraine, entering Poland’s workforce under streamlined procedures from 2007, as opposed to the 
standard work permit granted following a full process. ‘Seasonal work permits’ correspond to a new type of 
permit introduced in 2018, in line with EU regulations, for work that is deemed seasonal. 
Sources: Ministry of Labour and Social Policy, 2018; 2022a; 2022b; 2022c
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Although the data is difficult to disentangle, in the years that followed, up until the recent 
outbreak of conflict in Ukraine in 2022, an estimated 1.3 million Ukrainians entered Poland 
(Jóźwiak and Piechowska, 2017; Duszczyk and Kaczmarczyk, 2022). This represented the first mass 
immigration into Poland in modern times – albeit one largely composed of short-term, circular 
movements – and was generally welcomed by the private sector, government and public alike 
(Jóźwiak and Piechowska, 2017; Klaus, 2020). In contrast, the so-called ‘refugee crisis’ in Europe 
in 2015 attracted much greater levels of concern, despite limited impacts in Poland itself. By 2018 
just 889 Syrians had been registered within Poland’s asylum system, most of whom received 
refugee status (Klaus, 2020).

2.4	 2016–present: Tightening asylum, burgeoning labour migration and 
conflict in Ukraine 

Between 2015 and 2018 asylum applications in Poland dropped sharply, from over 12,000 
to approximately 4,000 (Okólski and Wach, 2020). To some extent this can be attributed 
to increasingly restrictive asylum policies under Poland’s new Law and Justice Party (PiS) 
government, which took office in 2015 (discussed in Section 3.2). Shifting migration routes also 
played a role, as did Poland’s relatively low appeal as a destination for refugee arrivals, particularly 
in comparison to other countries in Western Europe (Klaus, 2020). 

Immigration, which accelerated following Russia’s 2014 invasion of Ukraine, has continued to rise 
in recent years. This is in part due to continued challenges in Ukraine, alongside sharply falling 
unemployment within Poland, leading to severe difficulties recruiting among Poles and growing 
demand for foreign workers (Wysieńska-Di Carlo and Klaus, 2018; Klaus, 2020). It is estimated 
that, in early 2020, directly before the Covid-19 pandemic, an estimated 2.2 million migrants 
resided in Poland (GUS, 2020). Sectors and roles employing high numbers of foreign workers 
include construction, industrial processing, administrative services, transport and warehouse 
management (PARP, 2021). 

This growth in immigration is particularly visible in terms of first residence permits issued to 
non-EU citizens. As shown in Figure 4, in 2017 Poland issued almost 700,000 such permits – the 
majority of them to Ukrainians – the largest number across all EU Member States. After falling 
back slightly in 2020, linked to border restrictions and wider travel disruption due to the Covid-19 
pandemic, in 2021 the number of permits issued rose again, to almost one million, representing 
a third of all such permits issued across the whole EU (Eurostat, 2022b). The vast majority of 
individuals entering Poland from outside the EU do so on a temporary basis; by 2021, individuals 
from outside the EU holding temporary residence permits in Poland comprised 60% of all 
foreigners holding a valid residence permit. This represents a more than fivefold increase since 
2015 (GUS, 2021b). 
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Figure 4 First residence permits issued in Poland to non-EU citizens, by country of origin

Note: Prominent countries of origin classed under ‘other’ include Turkey, Moldova, Russia, India and Georgia, 
all of which have had at least 5,000 permits issued in at least one year 2012–2021. 
Source: Eurostat, 2022a
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Poland was equivalent to 3% of Poland’s population. The majority have settled in cities, particularly 
the capital Warsaw and cities close to the Polish–Ukrainian border, such as Lublin and Rzeszów 
(MEDAM, 2022). The arrival of Ukrainian refugees since February 2022 marks a new chapter in 
Poland’s migration context, and the policies surrounding it, building on over three decades of 
transformation since the country’s democratic transition (see Figure 5). 

Figure 5 Migration timeline, Poland
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3	 Current Polish immigration system 
and approach

3.1	 Immigration policy

The PiS government has shown openness to labour mobility in response to clear gaps in Poland’s 
labour market. This is of particular concern in the context of Poland’s ageing population, 
with nearly a third (31%) projected to be aged over 65 by 2050 (UN DESA, 2019). Policies are 
particularly permissive towards migration from Poland’s eastern neighbours, reflecting explicitly 
stated government preferences (Biuletyn Migracyjny, 2016; cited in Klaus, 2020). Regulations 
first adopted in 2007 – which remain in place today and have been significantly liberalised – allow 
citizens from selected countries in Eastern Europe to work in Poland for up to 24 months without 
applying for a work permit (see Box 1). Ethnic Poles who are citizens of post-Soviet countries can 
also apply for a ‘Pole’s card’, enabling streamlined access to visas, citizenship and residence, as 
well as the ability to conduct business and access education on the same terms as Polish citizens 
(Migrant.info.pl, n.d.). Wider programmes encouraging labour migration from Poland’s eastern 
neighbours include the 2020 Business Harbor Programme for information technology specialists, 
facilitating expedited visa access and the ability to conduct business without a work permit (Polish 
Investment and Trade Agency, 2022). In 2022 the Business Harbor Programme was expanded 
to cover a wider set of countries. Meanwhile, since 2017 there has been a steep rise in residence 
permits issued to individuals from South and Southeast Asia, including Nepal, Bangladesh, India, 
the Philippines and Indonesia (Klaus, 2020; Ministry of Family and Social Policy, 2021).

Box 1 The 2007 temporary work regulations

In 2007 the Polish government implemented regulations allowing citizens from Belarus, Russia 
and Ukraine – and later Moldova (from 2009), Georgia (2010) and Armenia (2014) – to work 
in Poland on a temporary basis without applying for a work permit. While this was initially 
intended to cover three months of work within a period of six months, the regulations were 
updated in 2008 to allow individuals to work in Poland for up to six months within a 12-month 
period (Okólski and Wach, 2020). They were updated again in early 2022 to facilitate work for 
up to 24 months (European Commission, 2022). Following the recent outbreak of conflict in 
Ukraine, in October 2022 the government barred access to the scheme for Russian citizens 
(Kopiwiec, 2022). 
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Under the regulations, instead of individuals being required to apply for a work permit, 
their employers must complete an ‘employment declaration’ procedure at a local labour 
office. Unlike the work permit process, this is free of charge, far swifter and does not require 
employers to meet a labour market test demonstrating that the vacancy could not be filled by 
a Polish citizen (Szulecka et al., 2018; Okólski and Wach, 2020). 

Poland does not have a formal strategic framework for immigration or integration. The 2012 
migration policy – developed in consultation with non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and 
experts – was cancelled by the PiS government in October 2016 and never replaced (Okólski 
and Wach, 2020; Klaus, 2020).1 The move was justified by PiS officials on the basis that the 2015 
‘refugee crisis’ in Europe had rendered the strategy outdated. However, the PiS has also fiercely 
criticised the previous government’s approach (Okólski and Wach, 2020). In 2019, the Ministry of 
Interior shared a new, heavily security-oriented draft strategy for consultation (Ministry of Interior 
and Administration, 2019). This was roundly criticised and never adopted.2 Many interviewees 
emphasised how a lack of formal policy has hampered the overall coherence and effectiveness 
of Poland’s approach to immigration. This is exacerbated by competing interests across different 
government departments, whose responsibilities remain ‘highly dispersed’ and ‘poorly coordinated’ 
(Okólski and Wach, 2020: 155). For example, there is friction between the Ministry of Internal Affairs 
and ministries responsible for the economy and labour market (Klaus, 2020).

Integration has long been addressed only in terms of a specific programme targeting recognised 
refugees, with NGOs and local authorities largely left to manage the day-to-day process of 
integrating migrants in the absence of central institutions or frameworks (Molęda-Zdziech et 
al., 2021). Concerns have periodically been raised about the exploitation of foreign workers, 
particularly those working informally (Klaus, 2020). This includes many individuals – and 
particularly Ukrainians – who arrived legally under temporary work arrangements but stayed 
beyond the permitted term (Szulecka, 2016).

3.2	 Asylum policy

Poland’s asylum system (see Box 2) has its roots in international and EU law. Its origins can be 
traced to an incident in 1990, when a boat carrying several hundred refugees from Africa and Asia 
was turned back by Swedish authorities to the Polish port of Szczecin, with those aboard going on 
to seek international protection (Kulecka, 2007). The incident prompted various developments 
including Poland’s accession to the 1951 Refugee Convention (Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021). These 
frameworks evolved over time, including as part of what has been termed the ‘Europeanisation’ 

1	 In 2018 the Polish government issued a strategic document on migration. However, it was extremely 
brief, outlining only a small number of generic goals (Okólski and Wach, 2020).

2	 In 2021 a draft document on ‘Polish migration policy – directions for action 2021–2022’ was submitted 
for a two-week stakeholder consultation (ISP, 2021). The draft was never adopted.
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of Polish migration policy, as the country reconciled its legal frameworks with those of the EU 
(Lesińska et al., 2011; Łodziński and Szonert, 2016). In 2003 Poland adopted its first national law on 
international protection, incorporating key elements of EU frameworks (Pachocka and Sobczak-
Szelc, 2020). This remains the key framework governing asylum in Poland today, albeit amended at 
various points in line with EU procedures (European Commission, 2012; Okólski and Wach, 2020).

Box 2 Overview of Polish immigration and asylum policies

Polish naturalisation policy
Individuals applying for Polish citizenship must have resided in Poland continuously for one 
to 10 years, depending on their type of residence permit, marital status and family origins 
(Ministry of Interior and Administration, n.d.). The shortest residence requirements (one or 
two years) are applicable to individuals holding a Pole’s card, those with refugee status or 
those married to a Pole. All applicants must be able to demonstrate ‘B1’ (intermediate) fluency 
in Polish.

Polish asylum policy
Individuals seeking international protection must lodge their claim with the Polish Border 
Guard. Applications are initially processed by the Office for Foreigners, in line with the 2003 
Law on Granting Protection to Foreigners. The law outlines eligibility criteria for refugee status 
and subsidiary protection, as well as a national form of protection called ‘asylum status’ for 
cases where providing protection is considered to be in Poland’s national interest (UNHCR, 
2016; Pachocka and Sobczak-Szelc, 2020). 

Individuals granted refugee status or subsidiary protection are entitled to access the labour 
market, social assistance and public services on the same basis as Polish citizens (Szulecka 
et al., 2018). They are also eligible for targeted assistance through Individual Integration 
Programmes (IPI), a one-year programme implemented through local authorities that 
includes cash benefits and advice on housing and social assistance, alongside wider support 
(Szulecka et al., 2018). However, relatively few asylum applications are granted: Poland has the 
third-highest asylum rejection rate in the EU (MEDAM, 2022).  

The government’s overall approach to refugees is characterised by selectivity based on country 
of origin. The government has been remarkably generous towards refugees from certain Eastern 
neighbours, with streamlined asylum procedures for refugees from Belarus and more recently 
Ukraine (discussed below), as a symbolic rebuke of the Russia-aligned Lukashenko government in 
Belarus, and an expression of solidarity with Ukraine in the face of Russian aggression. Reflecting 
the former, in August 2020 Prime Minister Mateusz Morawiecki recalled the repression of protests 
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in Poland in 1980 by the communist authorities, explaining that, ‘Today the same is happening in 
Belarus … we want to enable everyone repressed by the authoritarian Belarusian authorities to 
come to Poland, develop and live here’ (Borowski, 2020).

A more restrictive approach has been taken towards other groups, particularly from 
predominantly Muslim countries of origin. In 2016 this included the reversal of the previous 
government’s commitment to participate in the EU’s relocation scheme for refugees (see Box 3). 

Box 3 The EU relocation scheme for refugees 

In 2015 the European Commission proposed a relocation scheme as a mechanism to relieve 
pressure on EU Member States such as Greece and Italy in the context of the ‘refugee crisis’ 
in Europe. The proposed approach involved relocating refugees to other Member States, 
with numbers determined by their respective capacities to absorb refugees. In July 2015 the 
European Council agreed by majority vote to relocate 40,000 people from Greece and Italy 
– two months later revised up by an additional 120,000. However, by late 2017 fewer than 
30,000 refugees had been relocated. Poland and Hungary were the only two countries that 
failed to resettle a single refugee from their allocated quota (see Šelo Šabić, 2017).

The government has also pursued the near-closure of Poland’s eastern border with Belarus 
to refugees of non-Belarusian origin (Klaus, 2020). Despite Poland’s long history of receiving 
Chechen refugees, from mid-2016 growing reports emerged of people – largely Chechens – 
being denied entry by Polish border guards, despite expressing their intent to seek international 
protection (Szczepanik, 2018). The government’s actions received successive rebukes from the 
European Court of Human Rights (Human Rights Watch, 2017; UNHCR, 2020). However, they 
proved a precursor for later approaches.

In mid-2021 individuals from conflict-affected countries in the Middle East and Africa began to 
arrive at the Poland–Belarus border, with well-documented involvement from the Lukashenko 
regime in Belarus in facilitating movements of people to the border, seeking to provoke a political 
crisis in Poland and the EU (Grupa Granica, 2021; Council of Europe Commissioner for Human 
Rights, 2022). Events on the border are notable not primarily for the scale of arrivals – which 
numbered a few thousand per month by mid-2021 (Grupa Granica, 2021) – but for the highly 
restrictive response by the Polish authorities and the humanitarian crisis that this precipitated. 
In October 2021, the government passed an amendment to the Act on Foreigners allowing for 
the immediate removal of any individual arrested for crossing irregularly into Poland (ibid.). 
Numerous organisations have documented individuals being denied access to asylum proceedings 
on the border, as well as large-scale, systematic – and sometimes violent – pushbacks by Polish 
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border guards, alongside forced returns, violence and other abuses on the Belarus side of the 
border (Grupa Granica, 2021; UNHCR, 2021a; Amnesty International, 2022; Council of Europe 
Commissioner for Human Rights, 2022; Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights, 2022). 

The Polish government’s response has first and foremost treated those crossing the border as 
a threat to the country’s security and, as an extension of this, the wider EU’s external borders. 
In September 2021 Polish President Andrzej Duda introduced a state of emergency, restricting 
access across a three-kilometre-long strip along the border, including to the media, humanitarian 
responders and independent observers (Amnesty International, 2021; MSF, 2022). The state of 
emergency was lifted in July 2022. In June 2022 work was completed on a 186km border wall (Al 
Jazeera, 2022a), but individuals continue to cross into Poland (OKO.Press, 2022). In November 
2022 the Minister of National Defense announced plans to build a similar wall on the border with 
Russia, following media coverage of new flight routes between Kaliningrad and countries in the 
Middle East and North Africa; the move was justified as an effort to pre-empt attempts by Russian 
President Vladimir Putin to manufacture another border crisis for Poland (Deutsche Welle, 2022).

3.3	 Policy responses to Ukrainian refugees

From the outset of the recent outbreak of conflict in Ukraine, Poland has adopted an extremely 
open policy towards refugee arrivals. On 24 February 2022, as refugees began to arrive, the 
Interior Minister confirmed that Poland’s borders would remain open to Ukrainians, stating that 
Poland would take in ‘as many [refugees from Ukraine] as there will be at our borders’ (Al Jazeera, 
2022b). Poland’s response has been part of a notably unified approach across EU Member States, 
which has included support to Ukraine’s armed forces and wide-ranging sanctions on Russia 
(Council of Europe, 2022). On 4 March EU Member States activated the 2001 EU Temporary 
Protection Directive for the first time since its creation, effectively requiring Member States 
to grant temporary protection to all Ukrainians escaping the conflict, as well as persons with 
protection status in Ukraine, without a requirement to go through individual asylum claims 
(Motte-Baumvol et al., 2022; UNHCR, 2022b). 

On 12 March the EU-wide approach on temporary protection was translated into national law 
through the Special Law on Assistance for Ukrainian Citizens (to date amended twice and with a 
third amendment pending).3 The law gave immediate legal status for a period of 18 months (from 
24 February 2022) to all Ukrainians escaping the conflict, alongside a streamlined pathway for 

3	 While the initial version of the law applied only to Ukrainians who fled directly to Poland, it was amended 
on 26 March to include those entering Poland via other countries. A further amendment on 4 July added 
labour market flexibility, also aiming to increase access to Polish language courses and kindergarten 
services (Ministry of Family and Social Policy, 2022). A more controversial third amendment, announced 
in October 2022 but not adopted at the time of writing, would place an obligation on Ukrainians to obtain 
a PESEL number, remove streamlined procedures for Ukrainians to apply for temporary residence and 
require Ukrainians staying in Poland for over 120 days and living in collective accommodation to cover 50% 
of the costs (subject to certain limits and rising to 75% after 180 days) (Dziennik Gazeta Prawna, 2022).
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individuals to apply for a temporary residence permit for up to three years (Office for Foreigners, 
2022a; 2022b). It also guarantees Ukrainians access to the Polish labour market and provides the 
basis to apply for a Polish national identification number (PESEL), which can be used to access 
healthcare and social benefits (including universal child support) on the same basis as Polish 
citizens (ACAPS, 2022; Office for Foreigners, 2022a; 2022b). 

Despite a highly permissive policy framework, the response has encountered several challenges. 
Third-country nationals escaping Ukraine – including large numbers of foreign students from 
Africa and Asia (BBC, 2022) and individuals from the Roma Community (Mikulska, 2022) – are 
explicitly excluded from the provisions contained in the March Special Law (Office for Foreigners, 
2022b). In line with the EU Temporary Protection Directive, those receiving international 
protection (or equivalent national protection) in Ukraine, who are unable to safely return to their 
country of origin, can receive temporary protection in Poland. However, unlike Ukrainians they 
must apply on an individual basis. All other third-country nationals are allowed 15 days to legalise 
their stay in Poland through existing procedures, or must otherwise leave the country (SIP, 2022). 

Interviewees largely saw central government as absent in terms of day-to-day work supporting 
Ukrainians. As with other groups of refugees and migrants, the onus has fallen on local authorities, 
NGOs and, in this case, ordinary citizens (MEDAM, 2022). It is estimated that in 2022 Poles will 
have spent €5.45 billion supporting Ukrainian refugees, equivalent to 1% of gross domestic 
product (GDP), over a third of which is made up of private donations (Polish Economic 
Institute, 2022). Poland’s city authorities have been at the forefront of the response (see Box 
4). Polish NGOs have also played a key role, and in many cases have expanded significantly to 
meet the needs of Ukrainian arrivals. National efforts are supported by a $1.85 billion UNHCR-
led interagency regional response plan, over $740 million of which is allocated to the refugee 
response in Poland (FTS, 2022). 

Interviews highlighted a perceived lack of long-term strategy from the central government, which 
was considered pressing in view of the challenges that a refugee population of this size is likely to 
pose in the medium to long term. In particular, challenges were noted in terms of public goods 
that were already under strain before the crisis, including housing, education and healthcare 
(Bukowski and Duszczyk, 2022; Duszczyk and Kaczmarczyk, 2022; MEDAM, 2022). The labour 
market integration of Ukrainians was considered a lesser challenge given the large number of 
Ukrainians already in the workforce. Targeted interventions may nonetheless be needed in view 
of the demographic makeup of today’s Ukrainian refugee population, which chiefly comprises 
children and women (many with caring responsibilities), in contrast to the previous employment 
of Ukrainians primarily in male-dominated occupations (Duszczyk and Kaczmarczyk, 2022). 



15 ODI Country study 

Box 4 In focus: cities, mobility and the conflict in Ukraine

City authorities have long played an important role in supporting the integration of refugees 
and other migrants in Poland (Okólski and Wach, 2020; Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021). In 2016, 
in response to increasing immigration (particularly from Ukraine), Gdańsk became the first 
city in Poland to develop an ‘Immigration Integration Model’, intended to strengthen the city’s 
migration management (Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021). Other cities, for example Kraków and 
Wrocław, implemented strategies supporting multiculturalism and migrant integration (Wach 
and Pachocka, 2022). In Warsaw – home to Poland’s largest migrant population – authorities 
have mainstreamed attention to migrants across programmes and strategies under an 
inclusive vision whereby all ‘citizens of Warsaw’, regardless of their nationality, can feel at home 
(Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021; Wach and Pachocka, 2022).

Interviewees highlighted how such approaches provided strong foundations for responses 
to the arrival of refugees from Ukraine.4 In Lublin, an organising committee was set up within 
the first hours of the crisis to coordinate the city’s response. The committee, comprising 
city authorities and three major NGOs active in Lublin, brought together people with long-
standing experience supporting migrant integration and multiculturalism, for example 
through the ‘Lublin for all’ initiative (Council of Europe, n.d.). One interviewee described how 
the committee followed a blueprint established in 2015 to welcome Syrians, before the central 
government reneged on its participation in the EU’s relocation scheme.

In Warsaw, city authorities have played a crucial role managing large numbers of volunteers 
(with over 6,000 registered in the first two weeks of the conflict) (City of Warsaw, 2022a). 
Initiatives include setting up shelters in spaces owned by the city, vetting housing offered by 
city residents, setting up information lines, coordinating with the central government to use 
Poland’s National Stadium for PESEL registration and launching an employment service to 
assist Ukrainians (City of Warsaw, 2022b; 2022c; 2022d; 2022e; 2022f). 

4	 City-led responses discussed here reflect those highlighted in interviews, providing a small illustration of 
a much wider response by cities across Poland.
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4	 Public attitudes towards refugees and 
other migrants: what do we know? 

As in other contexts, identifying trends in public attitudes in Poland is challenging, with data 
sensitive to ambiguities and bias in question wording, and reflecting unique features of individual 
survey questions, methodologies and timings (Dempster and Hargrave, 2017). Nonetheless, 
trends can be suggested, reflecting distinct historical periods.

4.1	 The 1990s and 2000s: from mixed opinion to positivity

Data suggests a mixed picture of public opinion throughout the 1990s, as Poland opened up to 
immigration. As shown in Figure 6, data from the Centre for Public Opinion Research (CBOS), a 
notable Polish public opinion polling institute, suggests increasingly positive attitudes throughout 
the 1990s towards allowing foreigners to work in Poland. However, data from the World Values 
Survey shows views on social integration moving in the opposite direction: while in 1990 just one 
in 10 Poles were opposed to having immigrants or foreign workers as neighbours, by 1997 this had 
risen to approximately one in five (21%), with opposition higher among older Poles (those aged 50 
or over) and those with lower levels of education or income (Inglehart et al., 2014). 

Figure 6 Should foreigners be allowed to work in Poland?

Note: This figure shows the proportion of Poles selecting each listed response to the following question: 
‘Should foreigners be allowed to work in Poland?’.
Source: CBOS, 2020

9

18

31

34

50

50

55

62

39

46

42

47

36

31

30

29

42

31

22

13

10

14

10

4

9

5

5

6

4

5

5

5

1992

1999

2004

2006

2008

2010

2016

2019

Yes, they should be allowed to take up any job Yes, but only some jobs

They should not be allowed to work in Poland at all Don't know

Share of respondents (%)



17 ODI Country study 

A more unified picture emerges from 2000 onwards, with immigration attitudes becoming 
increasingly positive across most metrics and surveys (Claassen and McLaren, 2021). From the 
early 2000s European Social Survey (ESS) data suggests that Poles held some of the most 
positive attitudes in Europe towards immigration (Pszczółkowska, 2022b). In 2009, almost 
half (48%) of Poles thought that immigration made Poland a better place to live (Figure 7), 
considerably higher than the corresponding proportion around the same time in well-established 
countries of immigration such as the UK and Germany (ODI, n.d.). Attitudes towards refugees 
were among the most positive in Europe (Bachman, 2016).

Figure 7 Attitudes towards immigration: does immigration make Poland a worse or a better  
place to live? 

Note: This data has been extracted from the European Social Survey. The survey scores responses from 0 to 
10 and records ‘don’t know’ answers. We have classified survey respondents who scored 0–4 in their answers 
to the question ‘Does immigration make Poland a worse or better place to live?’ as holding ‘negative’ views, 
those scoring 5 as ‘undecided’ and those scoring 6–10 as holding ‘positive’ views. The dates shown here reflect 
the dates fieldwork was carried out and not the publication date of ESS survey rounds to give a more precise 
understanding of the timing of attitude changes. Wave 10 of the ESS should have taken place in 2020 but was 
delayed due to the Covid-19 pandemic. The most recent data available is from fieldwork conducted between 
January and May 2022, published in December 2022.
Source: European Social Survey, n.d. 

During this period the salience of immigration also remained low, reflecting relatively limited 
immigration flows into Poland and virtually non-existent public debate on the issue (see Figure 8; 
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Klaus et al., 2018). According to Eurobarometer, in most years between 2004 and 2014 the share 
of Poles ranking immigration among the two most important issues facing the country remained 
under 4%. 

Figure 8 Salience of immigration as a key issue in Poland 

Note: This graphic shows the percentage of people answering ‘immigration’ to the question ‘What do you 
think are the two most important issues facing Poland today?’. Annual data is presented, with data taken 
mainly from autumn surveys, though the Eurobarometer surveys were delayed due to Covid-19, with the 
autumn 2020 and 2021 surveys shifting to winter 2020–2021 and 2021–2022. 
Source: Eurobarometer, n.d.

4.2	 2015: reversal of a positive trend?

In 2015, public opinion took a negative turn (Figure 7; see also Bienkowski and Swiderska, 2017; 
Ipsos, 2017; Claassen and McLaren, 2021; Kaczmarczyk, 2021). This is widely attributed to the 
prominence of the so-called European ‘refugee crisis’ in the run-up to Poland’s October 2015 
parliamentary election (discussed in Section 5.2). This shift was most noticeable in terms of 
attitudes towards refugees specifically. While in May 2015 almost three-quarters (72%) agreed 
that Poland should accept refugees from conflict-affected countries, by April 2016 support had 
fallen to just one-third (33%), with over six in 10 (61%) opposed (CBOS, 2015a; CBOS, 2021a). 
CBOS data suggests a particularly sharp rise in negative sentiment towards refugees between 
October and December 2015 (see Figure 9), a period that spanned both Poland’s parliamentary 
elections and the November terror attacks in Paris (Bachman, 2016).
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Figure 9 Opposition to accepting refugees 

Note: For refugees from conflict-affected countries, this captures individuals answering ‘no’ in response to 
the question ‘Do you think Poland should receive refugees from countries affected by armed conflicts?’. For 
the other two categories, this includes those answering ‘moderately/strongly disagree’ to the questions: ‘Due 
to the large influx of refugees from the Middle East and Africa to some European Union countries, these 
countries are unable to cope with this problem. Do you think Poland should receive some of the arriving 
refugees?’ and ‘In connection with the conflict in Eastern Ukraine, there has also been an increase in the 
number of refugees from the country. Do you think Poland should accept Ukrainian refugees from conflict 
areas?’. Data on attitudes towards refugees from East Ukraine is available only from July 2015 onwards. 
Missing data points in the graphic (in June, July and November 2015) are represented by a dotted line.
Source: CBOS, 2016

This opposition developed across the political spectrum and within most demographic groups. 
However, the highest levels were seen among those identifying as right-wing, younger Poles 
(particularly those aged 18–24), those with lower levels of education or those living in rural areas 
(CBOS, 2015b; CBOS, 2018; Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021). Studies by the Center for Research on 
Prejudice (CBU) found that, from 2015 to 2017, government measures characterised by physical 
or psychological violence towards refugees (for example, surveillance, forced deportation or 
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pushbacks, including the use of physical force) received the highest levels of support, particularly 
in comparison to positive responses such as supporting refugees to integrate (Świderska et al., 
2016; Bienkowski and Świderska, 2017; Świderska, 2017).

Notably, opposition to accepting refugees from East Ukraine did not increase during this period. 
Instead, opposition to accepting refugees overall started to increasingly track and converge with 
opposition to accepting refugees from the Middle East and Africa, which started off at a relatively 
high level (53%) in May 2015 and rose as high as 71% in April 2016. This built on wider negativity 
towards Muslims since 2001, following the terrorist attacks in the United States (Klaus et al., 
2018). While in 2005 just under a third (30%) of Poles had a negative opinion of Muslims, by 2016 
this had risen to two-thirds (66%) (Pew Research Center, 2005; Wike et al., 2016). Reflecting 
dominant narratives around these groups, a 2016 survey by Pew found that almost three-quarters 
(73%) of those surveyed agreed that refugees leaving countries such as Iraq and Syria were a 
major threat, while a similar proportion (71%) agreed that refugees would increase the likelihood 
of terrorism in Poland (Wike et al., 2016). 

A decline was also seen from 2015 in terms of broader attitudes towards immigrants. Echoing 
trends around refugees, the negative shift was particularly marked in attitudes towards specific 
nationalities and ethnicities. ESS data suggests an increase in hostility from 2015 towards 
immigration from ‘poorer countries outside the EU’ and immigrants from a different race or 
ethnic group (Kaczmarczyk, 2021). However, it is important not to overstate the negative turn 
in broader attitudes towards immigration. For example, while the proportion of Poles pointing 
to positive impacts of immigration declined steeply between 2012/13 and 2015 (see Figure 7), 
those who were positive remained the largest group, with fewer than two in 10 Poles (19%) of a 
negative opinion. Similarly, while the salience of immigration also rose sharply (see Figure 8), the 
proportion pointing to immigration as a top-two issue facing the country – just under two in 10 
(17%) in 2015 – remained low in comparison to other European countries, and particularly those 
receiving higher numbers of refugees (ODI, n.d.; Eurobarometer, 2015). 

4.3	 Post-2015: warming opinion and reduced salience

Post-2015 the salience of immigration dropped back (see Figure 8), while attitudes towards 
immigration steadily warmed again. In mid-2022, almost half of Poles (49%) felt that immigration 
made Poland a better place to live; the highest proportion recorded in any round of the ESS, 
surpassing the previous peak in 2008/9 (see Figure 7). While this steep rise in positivity may to 
some extent reflect attitudes towards recent Ukrainian arrivals, discussed below, it also represents 
a continuation of a longer-standing trend. 

Despite continued negative narratives, discussed in Section 5.2, wider attitudes towards refugees 
also appear to have warmed. Up until 2017 CBOS surveys consistently found over half of Poles 
opposed to accepting refugees from conflict (CBOS, 2017). However, the proportion strongly 
opposed decreased over time (CBOS, 2018; Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021). More recent surveys 
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suggest positive attitudes towards refugees gaining clearer ground. While the greatest drop in 
support for closing borders is seen in 2022, in the wake of large-scale Ukrainian arrivals, warming 
attitudes can be traced back to 2019, with Polish opinion in 2021 the least restrictive across 28 
countries surveyed (Ipsos, 2022).5 In 2021 a UNHCR and Kantar survey found a large majority 
(77%) agreeing that Poland should support those fleeing wars and persecution, with an even 
higher proportion (93%) agreeing that they would help a refugee if there was a need (UNHCR and 
Kantar, 2021). These figures were remarkably similarly to a nearly identical poll in 2013, suggesting 
that negative narratives and opinion in 2015–2016 had not fundamentally changed social attitudes 
in the long term (UNHCR, 2021b).  

Figure 10 Polish opinion on closing borders to refugees 

Note: This figure displays those agreeing and disagreeing with the statement ‘We must close our borders to 
refugees entirely – we can’t accept any at this time’. Data collected in 2022 was in April/May, after the Russian 
invasion of Ukraine and the arrival of refugees in Poland. Missing data points in the graphic (in 2018) are 
represented by a dotted line.
Sources: Ipsos, 2016; 2017; 2019; 2020; 2021; 2022

Polish opinion has been more divided on the situation on the Belarus border, likely related 
to heavily securitised narratives and rhetoric indicating that those on the border are not 
‘genuine’ refugees (see Section 5.2). From 2016 to 2021 the proportion of those agreeing 
with the statement that ‘Most foreigners who want to get into my country as a refugee really 
aren’t refugees. They just want to come here for economic reasons, or to take advantage 

5	 In 2021 approximately a third of Poles (34%) supported closing the country’s borders entirely to 
refugees, the lowest proportion across 28 countries surveyed (Ipsos, 2022).
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of our welfare services’ remained constant at approximately 60% (Ipsos, 2016; 2017; 2019; 
2020; 2021). In late 2021, CBOS found that over half of Poles (54%) had a favourable view of 
the government’s response on the border, with two-thirds supporting its plans to build a wall 
(although the latter question was phrased in somewhat leading terms) (CBOS, 2021b).6   

Far less support is seen for more extreme aspects of government policy, with almost three-
quarters (74%) supporting access for humanitarian organisations on the Poland–Belarus border 
and a similar proportion (71%) supporting access for the media (ibid.). In December 2021 CBOS 
found that well over half of Poles (58%) were opposed to allowing those on the border to apply 
for asylum (ibid.). However, the survey indicated a large proportion (55%) who did not have very 
strong views either way, answering ‘probably yes/no’ or ‘hard to say’ to the question of whether 
those at the border should be able to apply for asylum. This suggests a majority of Poles may be 
undecided or occupying a middle ground, rather than being enthusiastically supportive of the 
government’s hard-line stance (CBOS, 2021a). 

In terms of broader immigration attitudes, Poles remain more positive towards migrants from 
other EU Member States, while opinion on non-EU migrants is more divided (Eurobarometer, 
2019a). In 2021, the largest group of Poles (34%) pointed to both challenges and opportunities 
linked to immigration from outside the EU, with similar proportions divided between seeing it 
exclusively as a problem (30%) or as an opportunity (26%) (Eurobarometer, 2021). The same 
survey found that almost half (45%) felt that the integration of non-EU migrants had been 
successful in Poland, despite a similar proportion (47%) feeling that the government was not 
doing enough to promote integration.

Clear distinctions are also visible in attitudes towards those from different non-EU countries. 
In Poland, ‘non-EU migrants’ includes everyone from labour migrants from Ukraine, other 
neighbouring countries and Asia to refugees and other migrants from the Middle East and 
Africa. As Figure 11 shows, in early 2022 attitudes towards nationalities from outside the EU 
ranged from relatively neutral but on balance positive (for Ukrainian, Chinese, Vietnamese and 
Belarusian citizens) to leaning negative (for Russians) to more decisively negative (for Arabs). 
Notably, however, this data was collected prior to Russia’s recent invasion of Ukraine, with 
attitudes towards Russians likely to have grown more negative since. Negative attitudes towards 
Muslims have remained resilient. In 2019 Eurobarometer found that one in four Poles would feel 
uncomfortable working with a Muslim on a day-to-day basis, well above the average across EU 
Member States (13%) (Eurobarometer, 2019b). 

6	 The CBOS survey asked ‘Do you support the construction of a wall on the border with Belarus, which
would make illegal crossings difficult?’ (CBOS, 2021b).



23 ODI Country study 

Figure 11 Polish attitudes towards different nationalities/groups 

Note: This data has been extracted from a CBOS survey in which respondents were asked to rate their 
attitudes towards different nationalities/groups on a scale of -3 to +3, or record a ‘don’t know’ answer. The 
figure shows the average score across all respondents for each group. The survey was carried out in January 
2022, prior to the Russian invasion of Ukraine in February 2022.
Source: CBOS, 2022a

4.4	 Attitudes towards Ukrainian refugees in 2022: between acceptance 
and concern

Very distinct trends have appeared since late February 2022 in terms of attitudes towards 
Ukrainian refugees, characterised by remarkable levels of positivity. On the eve of the Russian 
invasion attitudes towards Ukrainians were by no means effusive (see Figure 11). One study 
documents the experiences of Ukrainians in and around Warsaw, describing their ambiguous 
position in society, feeling ‘neither strangers nor the same’ (Grzymała-Kazłowska and Brzozowska, 
2017). However, in early-2022 outright rejection of Ukrainians was a minority opinion. One survey 
found just 6% opposed to a Ukrainian being employed in their workplace, and 10% to having 
a Ukrainian as a neighbour (Bulska, 2022). The same study found that attitudes had warmed 
significantly since 2017, attributed to increased contact between Poles and Ukrainians as a result 
of mass immigration and declining concern about Ukrainians’ impact on Poland’s labour market 
and social values. 

1.11
1.05
1.04

0.97
0.96

0.87
0.79
0.74
0.72

0.52
0.43
0.39

0.33
0.21
0.2

-0.18
-0.21

-0.52

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Italians
Hungarians

Slovaks
Americans

Greeks
Czechs
English

Lithuanians
French

Vietnamese
Germans

Ukrainians
Chinese

Jews
Belarusians

Roma
Russians

Arabs

Max antipathy Max sympathy



24 ODI Country study

As highlighted above, a consistent majority in 2015–2016 – around two-thirds – supported 
accepting refugees from conflict areas in Ukraine. This support surged in the wake of Russia’s 
invasion. In March 2022 well over nine in 10 Poles (94%) supported accepting Ukrainian refugees, 
a figure which has dropped in recent months, but in November remained at 83% (CBOS, 2022b; 
2022c). Opposition to accepting Ukrainians, though low overall, appears highest among younger 
Poles, those living in small towns or rural areas, and among those working in certain professions, 
for example customer service roles (likely due to perceived labour market competition) (CBOS, 
2022c). In March 2022 three-quarters of Poles indicated that there were people escaping the 
conflict in Ukraine in their area of residence, with this figure as high as 80% in cities (CBOS, 2022d; 
2022e).

Some surveys suggest that overwhelmingly positive attitudes towards Ukrainians have been 
matched by more positive attitudes towards refugees overall, for example with sharply declining 
support for closing Poland’s borders to refugees (Figure 10) and a significant increase in support 
for the principle of asylum (Ipsos, 2021; 2022). Where such results are noted, it is difficult to 
ascertain whether this reflects a genuine change in attitudes towards refugees, or whether Poles 
have simply become increasingly likely to associate the term ‘refugee’ with people from Ukraine, 
towards whom they are overwhelmingly supportive. 

In general, surveys have elicited majority support for the Polish government’s response to the 
crisis, though opinion appears more positive with regard to local as opposed to central authorities 
(CBOS, 2022d; Union of Polish Metropolises, 2022a). A Union of Polish Metropolises survey 
of residents in 12 major Polish cities found that over three-quarters (76%) who were aware of 
central government activities had a positive perception of them. This rose to nine in 10 (91%) 
among those aware of activities led by city authorities (Union of Polish Metropolises, 2022a). 

There are some notes of caution for the future, particularly as the crisis becomes protracted. In 
August, while the vast majority (87%) supported helping refugees to survive the first few months 
of the war, less than a third (31%) were supportive when asked about assisting Ukrainians to 
support themselves for the full duration of the conflict (CBOS, 2022b). Various sources point to 
concerns about longer-term impacts. For example, the Union of Polish Metropolises survey found 
particular concerns about the long-term consequences of hosting Ukrainians for state finances 
and healthcare, though with views more divided in terms of the labour market and education 
system (see Figure 12). 
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Figure 12 Opinion in Poland’s major cities on the long-term impacts of hosting Ukrainian refugees 

Note: The figure plots responses to the question: ‘In your opinion, will the presence of refugees from 
Ukraine be beneficial or unfavourable for Poland and Poles in the long run? Please consider the following 
…’. Those answering ‘definitely/rather unfavourable’ are classed as pointing to negative impacts, while those 
answering ‘definitely/rather favourable’ are classed as pointing to positive impacts. The survey covers 12,000 
respondents across Poland’s 12 largest cities.
Source: Union of Polish Metropolises, 2022a 

For now, concerns around long-term impacts do not appear to be translating into widespread 
opposition to the presence of Ukrainians in Poland. However, this does not rule out their potential 
to do so in the future, particularly, as discussed elsewhere in this report, in the absence of 
strategic central government responses to such challenges. While Eurobarometer data suggests 
that the salience of immigration remained low in June/July 2022, following the large-scale arrival 
of Ukrainian refugees – with fewer than one in 10 Poles (8%) ranking immigration among the top 
two issues facing the country – top-ranking concerns included the rising cost of living, considered 
a top-two issue by over six in 10 (62%) (Eurobarometer, 2022). This suggests potential space for 
negative attitudes to develop, particularly if connected through narratives with this high-priority 
challenge.
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5	 Contributions, threats and solidarity: 
narratives around refugees and other 
migrants in Poland

Multiple distinct – although at times overlapping – narratives can be identified around refugees 
and other migrants in Poland. These largely distinguish between different groups of migrants 
based on their country of origin, as well as their reasons for entering Poland. 

5.1	 Narratives around labour migration

Despite fast-rising numbers of foreign workers entering Poland, labour migration is not a 
prominent topic of public debate and hasn’t been so over the past decade (Szałańska, 2020). 
Despite the PiS government’s overt anti-immigration position, particularly in terms of refugees 
from the Middle East and Africa (discussed in Section 5.2), interviews pointed to the PiS’ quiet 
acceptance of Poland’s need for foreign workers. While announcements on the topic are rare, 
government ministers have sometimes spoken publicly about contributions made by foreign 
workers. For example, in June 2022 Minister of Family and Social Policy Marlena Maląg emphasised 
in a media interview that ‘foreigners working in our country contribute to the development of the 
Polish economy and partially supplement staff shortages in many industries … We are very pleased 
that these people find employment in Poland’ (Polskie Radio 24, 2022). While the Polish private 
sector is not especially vocal publicly on the issue of foreign workers, interviews suggested that it 
has played a key role in influencing the government’s approach through private lobbying.

Although rarely a prominent issue, the media, including right-leaning outlets, has also covered 
labour migration in a positive light. Coverage has focused on migrant entrepreneurship, as well 
as labour activity and contributions, including in the healthcare sector in the context of Covid-19 
(Ciszak, 2021; Polskie Radio 24, 2022). Media coverage has often paid particular attention to 
contributions made by Ukrainian workers entering Poland since 2014. Other groups receiving 
positive attention include Belarusians, Vietnamese and Chinese migrant workers. 

Academics, civil society and some media outlets (particularly left-leaning ones or aligned with 
opposition parties) have sometimes spoken out on the lack of strategic vision behind the 
government’s approach to foreign workers. Some attempts have also been made, including by 
far-right political parties, to advance narratives and initiate protests vilifying migrant workers for 
taking jobs from Polish citizens. Polish trade unions have taken a mixed approach, in some cases 
echoing these narratives, while also taking nascent steps to organise and represent Poland’s 
growing foreign worker population (Kubisa, 2017; Kosz-Goryszewska and Pawlak, 2018). However, 
interviewees suggested that narratives framing migrant workers as a threat to Polish jobs have 
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had limited traction. Given the labour market situation, there is significant support for foreign 
workers’ presence in Poland (see Figure 6), who – even as support for immigration fell from 2015 – 
on balance were not seen as a threat to Polish workers (EVS, 2022). 

This does not necessarily translate into foreign workers’ widespread social acceptance, or mean 
that narratives are positive across the board. This is particularly true for those from nationalities 
or religious groups about whom, as discussed in Section 4.3, Poles are most negative. In these 
cases, wider negative narratives and stereotypes, including those advanced around Muslims 
in the context of asylum, have sometimes filtered through to affect those in Poland for wider 
reasons. Analysts have pointed to a rise in hate crimes from 2000, likely fuelled by discriminatory 
narratives, often targeting Muslims and other ethnic or religious minorities (Bienkowski and 
Świderska, 2017). One study illustrates how these sentiments have impacted high-skilled migrants 
in Wrocław, documenting experiences of racism including physical violence, threats, micro-
aggressions and verbal expressions of prejudice (Jaskułowski and Pawlak, 2020). Another study 
(Never Again Association, 2019) points to verbal abuse and physical attacks on people with dark 
skin, those perceived to be Muslim or people speaking foreign languages. 

5.2	 Narratives around refugees 

Dominant narratives around refugees in Poland – largely espoused by the PiS government 
and echoed in conservative media – tend to distinguish between ‘good’ and ‘bad’ refugees. 
Interviewees explained that ‘good’ refugees (often overlapping with ‘good’ migrants) were 
characterised as ‘deserving’ of Poland’s support. This largely covers refugees from Eastern 
European countries viewed as culturally or ethnically similar to Poles, or where Poland’s support 
to refugees reinforces the government’s foreign policy positions, for example in the case of 
Belarus, or more recently Ukraine (see Section 5.3). In contrast, ‘bad’ refugees encompassed those 
from the Middle East and Africa, particularly from predominantly Muslim countries of origin and 
arriving spontaneously.7 

5.2.1	‘Fake refugees’ and threats: narratives around refugees from the Middle 
East and Africa

Negative narratives around refugees from the Middle East and Africa first emerged in mainstream 
public discourse in 2015, in the midst of Europe’s ‘refugee crisis’ and as a centrepiece of the PiS’ 
successful parliamentary election campaign. This is credited as being the first time that migration, 
and particularly policies around refugees, became the subject of national debate (Szczepanik, 
2018). Negative narratives were later revived by the PiS for regional elections in 2018 (Main, 2020), 
and more recently in response to events on the Poland–Belarus border.

7	 Notably, an exception is made for Afghans who were in 2021 evacuated by the Polish government 
(having cooperated with the government or its armed forces), though not for Afghans arriving 
spontaneously.



28 ODI Country study

While outright hostility towards refugees and Muslims had previously been the domain of small 
far-right outlets, in 2015 this entered the mainstream media, which began reporting on ‘invasions’ 
and ‘assaults’ on Europe and Poland at the hands of Muslim refugees (Klaus et al., 2018). Since 
then, negative media narratives have been reinforced by shifts in Poland’s media landscape under 
the PiS government, including an unprecedented level of government control over public TV 
and radio stations, alongside financial and other support to private media outlets echoing the 
government’s stance and the targeting of critical journalists (Jaskułowski, 2019; Kalan, 2019; 
Makarenko, 2022). Prominent outlets espousing negative narratives around refugees from the 
Middle East and Africa include Gazeta Polska Codziennie and Do Rzeczy, in 2022 ranked by the 
Media Monitoring Institute (IMM) as the top two opinion-forming weekly news magazines in 
Poland (IMM, 2022).8 

Negative narratives around these groups have been echoed by parts of Poland’s influential 
Catholic Church. In response to the Pope’s call in 2015 to welcome Muslim refugees, the Polish 
episcopate made a non-committal statement that the issue was primarily a matter for the 
government (Goździak and Márton, 2018; Narkowicz, 2018). Individual members of the clergy 
took markedly different positions, with some overtly supportive and others vocally opposed 
(Goździak and Márton, 2018). Those opposed include religious figures affiliated with prominent 
media outlets, in particular Radio Maryja, a conservative radio station founded by a Catholic priest, 
Tadeusz Rydzyk (see Radio Maryja, 2021).

Refugees from the Middle East and Africa are characterised as not being ‘genuine refugees’, but 
instead economic migrants. This idea – which, as discussed in Section 4.3, has found significant 
traction – is rooted in the notion that ‘true’ refugees are those who are visibly needy, poor and 
vulnerable, alongside assumptions that women, children and the elderly best fit this description. 
Television coverage and social media discourse in 2015 around arrivals from the Middle East and 
Africa to Europe were dominated by pictures of young men talking on mobile phones and wearing 
Western clothing (Goździak and Márton, 2018). 

Many analysts have charted the emergence since 2015 of xenophobic, racist and Islamophobic 
rhetoric, casting Muslim refugee arrivals as a threat to Poland’s culture, health and security 
(Łodziński and Szonert, 2016; Cap, 2017; Goździak and Márton, 2018; Klaus et al., 2018; Szałańska, 
2020; Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021). As discussed in Section 4.2, these narratives have found 
significant traction, often building on longer-standing stereotypes of Muslims and Africans. 
For example, far-right groups have often invoked the memory of Polish King Jan III Sobieski, 
remembered as a defender of Christian Europe against the Ottomans in the 17th century 
(Goździak and Márton, 2018). One representative from a migrant-led organisation explained 
what they saw as a long-held perception among many Poles of Africans as uneducated, poor and 

8	 The IMM ranking of opinion-forming media is based on analysis of the frequency with which different 
media sources are cited across social media, print media, radio and television.
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bringing disease. The interviewee described sessions with children in Polish schools, explaining: ‘I 
show them pictures showing the true side of Africa. Beautiful cities. They say “no, no way, Africa 
cannot be like that”’.

In 2015 the alleged threat to health posed by refugee arrivals to Europe became a prominent 
theme in public discourse (it has been less prominent more recently). In a series of infamous 
remarks in October 2015, later echoed by President Andrzej Duda, Jarosław Kaczynski, PiS 
Chairman, suggested that refugee arrivals had already brought ‘signs of the emergence of very 
dangerous diseases which haven’t been seen in Europe for a very long time’ (Al Jazeera, 2015; 
Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021: 184). 

Narratives focusing on cultural threats have centred on Muslim arrivals to Poland as a Catholic 
country, suggesting that they would seek to impose their own religion, cultural values and 
customs (Bachman, 2016; Szałańska, 2020). Such narratives often draw on exaggerated and often 
outright false representations of Muslim immigration to other parts of Europe. For example, 
in September 2015 Jarosław Kaczynski gave a widely reported speech in parliament, pointing 
to various such ‘examples’ across Europe and proclaiming, ‘Do you really want the same thing 
to happen in Poland: that we stop feeling at home in our own country?’ (cited in Krzyżanowska 
and Krzyżanowski, 2018: 615). This is set within the context of broader appeals by the PiS and 
supportive media outlets for the conservation of traditional Polish values in the face of perceived 
threats. For example, the editor-in-chief of Do Rzeczy has spoken of the alleged dual threat of 
Islam and ‘feminist-homosexual movements’, that ‘strive for the universal conquest of the world’ 
(Do Rzeczy, 2019). 

Since 2015, narratives focusing on security have sought to connect Muslim arrivals in Europe 
with threats of terrorism, later portrayed as being vindicated following successive terror attacks 
across Europe (Szałańska, 2020). Security-focused narratives have also portrayed male refugees 
as a sexually aggressive threat to Polish women. For example, a controversial cover page of wSieci, 
a popular right-wing weekly magazine, following the alleged mass sexual assaults of women in 
Cologne, referred in its headline to ‘The Islamic rape of Europe’ (Goździak and Márton, 2018). 

More recently, the PiS government has been vocal about the alleged security threat posed by 
refugees arriving at the Poland–Belarus border. The media blackout on the border has contributed 
to an information vacuum which the government, reinforced by right-leaning outlets, has filled 
with highly securitised narratives, describing the situation as a ‘hybrid war’ initiated by authorities 
in Belarus, with alleged cooperation between arrivals on the border and Belarusian and Russian 
security forces (Babakova et al., 2022). One interviewee described the party’s hard-line stance 
as an effort to pre-empt more extreme right-wing parties that might try to attract support by 
manipulating the crisis. However, another interviewee, a journalist, explained how the involvement 
of Lukashenko’s regime in Belarus in transporting people to the border had created a highly 
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complex situation in terms of public debate: ‘Even between people who know the issue, who are 
open to accept refugees coming to Poland, we still have a question, what is the right strategy to do 
so? How to help people without helping Lukashenko?’.

Across the board, threat narratives have played into a wider feature of dominant discourse, which 
has sought to anchor discussion around arrivals from the Middle East and Africa within a story 
of ‘us’ and ‘them’. In the run-up to the 2015 parliamentary election, the PiS tapped into popular 
suspicion of ‘Brussels elites’ – and Angela Merkel in particular – trying to impose their will on 
Poland through the proposed EU relocation scheme, and sharply criticising the incumbent Civic 
Platform government’s alleged acquiescence (Szczepanik, 2018; Szałańska, 2020).9 The moment 
has been characterised as ‘one of the loudest and most divisive’ disputes in Polish political life 
(Molęda-Zdziech et al., 2021: 183). Cap (2017) explains how, alongside appeals to sovereignty, 
the PiS successfully drew on a wider vision of Polish identity, establishing an ‘us’ (deserving 
of freedom, security and the right to choose whom to welcome) in opposition to a ‘them’ 
(threatening ‘others’ and European elites) (Cap, 2017). In November 2015, a rally in Wrocław 
against the EU’s relocation scheme, where thousands marched shouting anti-Islamic slogans, 
culminated with the burning an effigy of a Hassidic Jew wrapped in an EU flag (Gozdziak and 
Márton, 2018). 

Appeals to sovereignty and identity politics are reinforced by narratives putting forward the 
argument that, unlike other countries in Western Europe with colonial pasts, Poland does not 
have a responsibility to refugees from the Middle East and Africa.10 For example, Kaczynski is 
quoted as arguing in 2015 that ‘we did not exploit the countries from which refugees come today. 
We did not use their work, we did not invite them to Europe. We have every moral right to say, 
“No!”’ (cited in Szałańska, 2020: 29). At the same time, the PiS has sought to establish that Poland 
has already accepted large numbers of people fleeing the Chechen wars and conflict in Ukraine, 
and thus taken significant responsibility in addressing refugee issues on the continent.  For their 
part, in 2015 the incumbent Civic Platform government failed to make a positive argument for 
Poland’s responsibility to welcome refugees, instead couching their support for the EU relocation 
scheme in terms of the need to show solidarity with other EU Member States, rather than 
obligations towards refugee arrivals (Szałańska, 2020).

9	 The Civic Platform Party is a centrist political party established in 2001. The party served two terms in 
government from 2007 to 2015 under the leadership of Donald Tusk, as the head of a coalition with the 
Polish People’s Party.

10	 It should be noted that some left-leaning commentators have disputed Poland’s ‘non-colonial’ past (see, 
for example, Radynsky, 2014; Leszczyński, 2019).
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5.2.2	Human rights, Catholic values and solidarity: dissenting voices and 
alternative narratives 

Some have pointed to European, Catholic and Polish values, as well as human rights norms, 
to emphasise the need for a response to refugee arrivals grounded in empathy, solidarity, 
compassion and tolerance. In 2015 the United Left, an alliance of left-wing political parties, 
emphasised the need for solidarity with refugees (Szałańska, 2020). Other supportive voices 
have included members of local authorities, liberal-leaning media outlets (for example, Gazeta 
Wyborcza), church representatives and academics (Klaus et al., 2018; Narkowicz, 2018; Main, 
2020; Klimowicz, 2022). In 2016 a letter was published from various churches calling on Poland to 
uphold its national tradition of hospitality (Narkowicz, 2018), and the following year 12 city mayors 
from the Civic Platform Party published a joint letter committing to working together to support 
migrant integration, provoking fierce criticism and threats of violence (Buras, 2019; Main, 2020).11  

Polish civil society has sought to put forward alternative narratives around refugees through 
public and political advocacy, education activities in schools and the community, and activities 
focused on bringing communities together (Goździak and Márton, 2018; Goździak and Main, 
2020). This is often situated within broader work on discrimination, multicultural education and 
misinformation. One NGO in Warsaw has set up a football league aimed at bringing together 
Polish people, refugees and other migrants (Mayblin et al., 2016). 

Anger at government and public responses in 2015 appears to have driven the growth of Polish 
NGOs supporting refugees. One civil society representative described the creation of their 
organisation in 2015 as a ‘reaction to a wave of contempt towards refugees spreading over the 
Polish internet’. However, interviewees described these organisations as ‘a bit of a lonely voice’ 
and ‘on the peripheries’. They have faced a hostile environment in Poland since 2015, including 
loss of EU funding previously channelled through government and antagonism from the public 
(Goździak and Main, 2020). 

More recently, alternative narratives appear to have gained strength in response to the situation 
on the Poland–Belarus border. The government’s approach has crystallised the civil society 
response, including through the formation of Grupa Granica (‘the border group’), a platform of 
61 Polish NGOs (Grupa Granica, 2022). Local communities along the border have shown openness 
to arrivals, providing assistance and in some cases offering a place to hide from border guards 
(Surmiak-Domańska, 2021; Tondo, 2021). Some have referred to their own grandparents’ efforts 
to hide Jews during the Holocaust, and descendants of Holocaust survivors have been some of 

11	 In some cases, opposition to support for refugees shown by city mayors veered into hate speech. 
For example, in 2017 a nationalist youth organisation published a fake ‘public death certificate’ of city 
mayors who had spoken out in support of refugees (Buras, 2019). This included the Mayor of Gdańsk, 
Paweł Adamowicz, a leader of the pro-refugee movement of city mayors, whose assassination in 2019 is 
linked by some to his vocal support of refugees (Buras, 2019; Cienski, 2019).
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the most vocal critics of the government’s approach (Gazeta Wyborcza, 2021; Tondo, 2021). Local 
leaders too have been prominent critics. In November 2021 the Mayor of Michałów, a town that 
became a centre for protests against the government’s approach, published an open letter to the 
Prime Minister and the Council of Europe highlighting the situation as a humanitarian tragedy 
(Michałów Town Hall, 2021). For its part, the government has praised the ‘heroism of Polish 
officers and soldiers’ on the border, and has denounced those assisting people on the border as 
‘fools and traitors’ (Government of Poland, 2022). 

One civil society representative explained how calls for a more humane approach had received far 
wider support than in 2015. Since 2021 it was ‘totally different. LGBTQ [lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans, 
queer/questioning] organisations, feminist organisations, ecological activists, youth activists, they 
were really openly supportive to the cause’. The same interviewee highlighted support from Polish 
celebrities who had visited the border themselves and spoken out publicly about the situation 
there. Prominent critics of the government’s approach have also included two of Poland’s most 
notable Ukraine-led organisations, Our Choice Foundation and the Ukrainian Union in Poland. 
A joint statement issued by the two organisations explained, ‘It amazes us that Poland, the same 
country which helps Ukrainian refugees in such a wonderful way, shamelessly and with cruelty 
drives families from outside of Europe into the forest and kicks them out to Belarus’ (cited in 
Pszczółkowska, 2022b). 

5.3	 Narratives around Ukrainian refugees

5.3.1	Narratives of support and solidarity

Since their arrival in Poland in late February 2022, Ukrainian refugees have been met with a 
uniformly positive welcome across Polish public life, from all levels of government, the media 
and public figures to Polish society at large. From the early days of the crisis, Poles took to social 
media, or in many cases travelled to the border, to coordinate and offer support. Multiple surveys 
in the months that followed found around two-thirds of respondents reporting that they had 
taken action to support Ukrainians (CBOS, 2022e; Ipsos, 2022; Theus, 2022; Union of Polish 
Metropolises, 2022a). As discussed in Box 5, businesses of all sizes have played a prominent role as 
part of this groundswell of support. 

The most common form of assistance has been in-kind support (for example, clothes or food), 
followed by financial assistance (CBOS, 2022d; 2022e). Other forms of support include ‘free 
shops’ for Ukrainians to collect essentials free of charge, cooking food in shelters, staffing 
assistance points for Ukrainians, and offers of transportation or housing (Pszczółkowska, 2022b; 
UNHCR, 2022c). Surveys have found that from 4% to 7% of Poles have hosted a Ukrainian in their 
home (Dražanová and Geddes, 2022; Polish Economic Institute, 2022). 
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Box 5 Private sector support to Ukrainian refugees

The private sector has played an important role in the Ukrainian refugee response. 
Interviewees noted that in many cases this was the first time Polish businesses had provided 
support to refugees, having previously deemed doing so politically controversial or ‘bad for 
their image’. 

At the outset of the conflict, NGOs and local authorities reported being inundated by financial 
and in-kind donations. One Polish NGO worker explained how ‘when the Ukrainian war started 
it went absolutely crazy. People were throwing money at us’, while another recalled ‘lots of 
corporate donors … knocking on our doors, we didn’t need to convince them to donate. 
Spontaneously they are approaching and offering support’. Local government officials noted a 
similar pattern.

Many Polish businesses had, prior to 2022, employed large numbers of Ukrainian migrants and 
so offered them assistance directly, for example to bring their family to Poland or to enable 
them to return to Ukraine to fight. Polish companies with offices in Ukraine helped workers 
there to leave the country, sometimes providing them with support, such as housing, in Poland.

Other forms of assistance included the donation of physical space or staff time. The Polish 
bank mBank, in cooperation with the Polish Centre for International Aid, organised an 
educational centre for children in their offices (Strzałkowski, 2022). Businesses in Lublin 
seconded staff to volunteer at shelters and offered the city authorities free use of their 
warehouses. One interviewee explained how her son had allowed Ukrainians to stay in his hotel 
for free. Another explained, ‘my brother has a company, he doesn’t need employees any more, 
but he is still hiring [Ukrainians] to give them jobs. It is a time of crisis, so they can afford an 
additional one or two employees’. Interviewees spoke about how Poland’s private sector was 
also gradually adapting to Ukrainians as a key group of consumers, for example by translating 
adverts into Ukrainian. Several interviewees reported that international corporations with 
offices in Poland had begun to explore possibilities to support Ukrainians’ ability to access the 
labour market, particularly in terms of their requalification and language training.

This positive response has not always extended to everyone fleeing the conflict, and there have 
been anecdotal reports of Poles being reluctant to help, and even specifically asking not to host, 
non-Ukrainians. In the early weeks of the conflict there were reports of Polish nationalist groups in 
the border town of Przemyśl targeting refugees of colour (Babakova et al., 2022). However, such 
sentiments do not appear widespread: one poll in late March found that an overwhelming majority 
(84%) agreed that all refugees fleeing Ukraine should be treated the same way, as opposed to just 
a minority (13%) who felt that those with a Ukrainian passport should be given priority (cited in 
Pszczółkowska, 2022b).
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5.3.2	From the role of Russia to refugee demographics: why supportive 
narratives have found traction

There is a sharp difference between dominant narratives surrounding Ukrainian refugees and 
those from the Middle East and Africa (see, for example, Sandecki, 2022). There are various, 
overlapping factors that explain the evolution of these diverging narratives and why they have 
found traction with Poland’s public. Some interviewees pointed to the influence of racism and 
Islamophobia. As discussed above, negative narratives around refugees from the Middle East 
and Africa have often built on longer-standing stereotypes. More broadly, the wider literature 
illustrates how narratives painting refugees and other migrants as a threat, or advancing an ‘us’ 
versus ‘them’ narrative, succeed when framed in a way that resonates with individuals’ broader 
worldview and with their underlying views of cultural outsiders (Dempster and Hargrave, 2017; 
Esses et al., 2017; Banulescu-Bogdan, 2022).

In many ways it is this same appeal to Poles’ underlying worldview, values and experiences that 
explains why supportive narratives around Ukrainians have found near-universal traction. The 
demographics of Ukrainian arrivals, who, due to military conscription for Ukrainian men, have 
overwhelmingly been women, children and the elderly, have mapped closely onto the image 
constructed in Poland’s imagination since 2015 of the ‘genuine’ refugee. This has made it difficult 
for ‘threat’ narratives to take hold in the way they have done for other refugee populations 
(Dražanová, 2022). 

Perhaps the most important factor in crystallising positive narratives rooted in solidarity is 
the fact that Ukrainians are fleeing Russian aggression. The narrative of Ukraine as the victim 
and Russia as the aggressor (Barton Hronešová, 2022) resonates with Poland’s own historical 
experiences of resisting larger, more powerful states, in particular Russia. In contrast, interviewees 
pointed to a general lack of awareness about conflicts in the Middle East and Africa, and their 
complexity and physical distance from Poland, making it difficult for Poles to understand and 
empathise with the reasons refugees from these regions had left their countries of origin. 

Various interviewees explained how the conflict in Ukraine had engendered particularly strong 
feelings of solidarity and a feeling that Poles could, as one interviewee put it, ‘see themselves 
in Ukrainians’. In this way, unlike refugees from the Middle East and Africa, Ukrainians are 
represented in popular narratives as part of an ‘us’ – one that is fighting for freedom and 
European values – in the face of a ‘them’, defined as Russia and its allies. A journalist, articulated 
that ‘We know thanks to our history, what Moscow means for Ukrainians and for us … Because 
of Russia, because of Putin, we knew we will do everything to help the people who are in such a 
danger’. One local authority official noted how images of Ukrainian cities in ruins recalled those 
of Polish cities destroyed during the Second Word War. Another interviewee explained how, even 
before the recent outbreak of conflict, the 2013–2014 Maidan protest movement in Ukraine had 
engendered a newfound sense of respect among Poles for Ukrainians, demonstrating Ukrainians’ 
desire, echoing Poland’s own history, to break ties with Russia in favour of closer alignment with 
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Western Europe, and the EU in particular (Konieczna-Sałamatin, 2015; Grzymała-Kazłowska and 
Brzozowska, 2017). There is also a broader sense that Ukrainians are fighting to defend wider 
European freedoms, and that Poland’s freedom itself is at stake. As one NGO worker described: ‘If 
Ukrainians fall, we will be the next attacked’. 

Finally, narratives of solidarity towards Ukrainian refugees tap into underlying perceptions of 
Ukrainians in Poland – for example, as contributors to Poland’s economy – as well as previous 
experiences, contact and relationships with them. In contrast, the relatively low number of 
refugees from the Middle East and Africa, particularly outside big cities – and Poland’s ethnic 
homogeneity more broadly – means that opportunities for interpersonal contact with these 
groups have been far more limited. Interviewees highlighted a sense of familiarity between Poles 
and Ukrainians and increasingly close inter-group relationships following the mass migration of 
Ukrainians to Poland post-2014. One interviewee explained, ‘everyone I know has a friend from 
Ukraine, they have families there, people were finding a husband or wife there’. The significance 
of this is supported by the wider literature, which points to intergroup contact as a key means 
of reducing prejudice (Pettigrew and Tropp, 2006; Dempster and Hargrave, 2017; Dennison and 
Dražanová, 2018). Positive narratives around Ukrainians are also rooted in a sense of cultural 
and historical proximity between Poles and Ukrainians (Dražanová, 2022), often recalling the 
period when Ukraine formed part of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. This mutual history 
has not, however, always been easy. Most notably, tens of thousands of ethnic Poles were killed 
by ethnic Ukrainians towards the end of the Second World War, an event still remembered by 
older generations of Poles, though largely appealed to only by far-right actors, for example the 
Konfederacja party (see for example, Konfederacja, 2022).

5.3.3	Longer-term prospects

Interviews, corroborated by wider media reports and analysis (MEDAM, 2022; Nowosielska, 2022; 
Theus, 2022), indicate that the financial and material support offered to Ukrainians by ordinary 
Polish citizens has decreased over time, suggesting that Poles are growing increasingly tired or less 
able to offer support, particularly in the context of rising inflation and energy prices. Interviewees 
pointed to anecdotal examples of people hosting Ukrainians growing frustrated or ending hosting 
arrangements. 

Interviewees were divided on the extent to which they felt that negative narratives around 
Ukrainians had begun to emerge. Some such narratives have been spread by far-right media and 
politicians, in particular the Konfederacja party. Some analysts have also cited possible efforts by 
Russia to advance disinformation that might create social tensions between Poles and Ukrainians 
(Boni et al., 2022). Parts of social media discourse and some media articles have focused on 
alleged privileges refugees have over Polish citizens, rising prices and queues for medical care, and 
have even criticised the ‘Ukrainization’ of Poland (EDMO, 2022; Gospodarka Podkarpacka, 2022; 
Nikolov and Hudec, 2022; Piwar, 2022; Trojan, 2022). Echoing narratives around other groups of 
refugees, critical voices have sometimes drawn on ways in which Ukrainian refugees were seen to 
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fall outside the image of a needy refugee that is ‘deserving’ of assistance. For example, critics have 
pointed to Ukrainians wearing designer clothes or driving luxury cars (see, for example, Babakova 
et al., 2022). 

By and large, overt support for such critical narratives was considered a fringe position, though 
there are anecdotal examples of tensions bubbling below the surface, particularly among Poles 
on low incomes. Migration Policy Centre (MPC) data indicates that around four in 10 Poles 
agree that the Polish government has treated Ukrainian refugees a little or much better than 
them (Dražanová and Geddes, 2022). On the one hand, this points to the objective reality of the 
situation, particularly in the early months of the crisis, where Ukrainian refugees received a large 
volume of support from Poland’s government and communities. However, on the other hand, 
such sentiment should be taken seriously, particularly in view of trends in large-scale refugee 
contexts across the world, where accusations of preferential treatment of refugees have often 
served as a flashpoint for tensions (Hargrave et al., 2020a; 2020b; World Vision, 2022).

Many interviewees were concerned that negative narratives, and associated attitudes, may 
grow over time, in particular given the high salience of Poland’s evolving cost of living crisis. As 
discussed in Section 4.4, supportive attitudes towards Ukrainians have remained resilient thus far, 
though survey data shows significant appreciation among Poles regarding the long-term impacts 
of the Ukrainian refugee presence. For now, while these challenges are openly acknowledged in 
public debate (Do Rzeczy, 2022), for the most part Ukrainians are not being blamed for them. 
Local authorities and humanitarian actors spoke about activities being initiated with a view to 
anticipating possible future tensions, for example, communications campaigns and integration 
activities bringing together Polish and Ukrainian communities. 

The main focus of concern, particularly among NGOs, experts and local authorities, is around 
perceived weaknesses in the central government’s response (Piekarski, 2022). This is related to a 
fear that pre-existing challenges, exacerbated by large-scale Ukrainian arrivals, particularly around 
housing and healthcare, would worsen over time in the absence of an effective government 
strategy to mitigate them. One academic explained, ‘We need a clear communication from the 
government. Where we are, where we are heading, what is the strategy, what actions we are taking 
and how to finance it’. Local leaders, particularly in major cities that have seen a large increase in 
their population as a result of Ukrainian arrivals, have repeatedly highlighted the need for more 
systemic solutions to the crisis across Europe and within Poland. They have also called for EU 
funds to be sent directly to local authorities to help ease the pressure on local budgets (City of 
Warsaw, 2022g; Wanat, 2022). In June 2022 the Deputy Mayor of Warsaw explained: ‘If we fail to 
include Ukrainian society in our city today, some processes will be irreversible. What we can do 
at the local government level, we are already doing – on many levels. But systemic solutions are 
needed’ (City of Warsaw, 2022h).
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6	 Conclusion
Poland has seen a remarkable transformation over the past three decades: from a homogenous 
society whose borders were largely closed to the outside world to an increasingly prominent 
country of destination. Today, Poland is host to over 1.5 million Ukrainian refugees, alongside 
some of the highest numbers of (largely temporary) non-EU foreign workers in Europe, also 
predominantly from Ukraine. During this time, public attitudes towards refugees and other 
migrants, and the public and political narratives that underlie them, have also seen significant 
shifts, from growing increasingly positive throughout the 2000s, to a negative turn post-2015, to a 
remarkable wave of solidarity since February 2022 towards Ukrainians fleeing the Russian invasion. 

Since 2015, the dominant story told about immigration, refugees and asylum in Poland has 
been one of ‘us’ versus ‘them’. Ukrainians – who have long received greater openness in Poland, 
alongside those from other former Eastern bloc countries – are, for the time being, characterised 
as part of an ‘us’, standing together against Russian forces that have for centuries posed a 
threat to Poland’s identity and existence. In contrast – echoing narratives elsewhere in Europe 
and further afield – refugees from the Middle East and Africa have been successfully painted, 
in particular by the PiS government and right-leaning media, as a threatening ‘other’ seeking to 
destroy Poland’s culture, security and values. These narratives have spilled over to fuel broader 
experiences of racism and discrimination among other groups of migrants in Poland, particularly 
those who are Muslims, despite otherwise supportive narratives around foreign workers.

Various questions emerge looking to the future, the first being how far supportive attitudes and 
positive narratives towards refugees from Ukraine will be sustained, especially as the crisis grows 
increasingly protracted. Thus far, attitudes and narratives around Ukrainians have proved resilient. 
However, negative narratives may still gain traction, particularly in the absence of a clear strategy 
to address long-term challenges and with economic pressures at the forefront of Poles’ minds. A 
second, broader question is whether and how public attitudes and discourse around Ukrainians 
will over time impact other groups. On the one hand, the vast numbers of Ukrainians in Poland 
may justify a more closed approach towards others seeking asylum. On the other, there is an 
opportunity to build on the groundswell of support for Ukrainians to foster an optimistic image of 
a welcoming Poland.

There are many factors – from refugee’ demographics to the role of Russia – which render 
narratives and attitudes around Ukrainians highly distinct. However, efforts to build on 
ordinary Poles’ extraordinary willingness to help Ukrainian refugees could draw on initiatives 
outside Poland that have focused on articulating messages around refugees that focus on ‘the 
welcomer’.12 There is a role here for actors already putting forward alternative narratives around 

12	 See ODI (2017), Katwala (2019). For examples of relevant initiatives, see Global Refugee Sponsorship 
Initiative (2019); Welcoming America (n.d.); Welcoming Committee for Hong Kongers (n.d.).
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other groups of refugees, including civil society and local authorities, with opportunities to 
explore a narrative that is less about ‘them’ and more about a tolerant, compassionate ‘us’, made 
visible in Poles’ responses to Ukrainian refugees.



References

ACAPS (2022) Poland: refugee influx from Ukraine. Briefing note 25 May. Geneva: ACAPS (www.
acaps.org/sites/acaps/files/products/files/20220525_acaps_briefing_note_poland_ukraine_
refugees.pdf). 

Al Jazeera (2015) ‘Poland’s president warns of refugees bringing epidemics’. 18 October (www.
aljazeera.com/news/2015/10/18/polands-president-warns-of-refugees-bringing-epidemics). 

Al Jazeera (2022a) ‘Poland completes Belarus border wall to keep asylum seekers out’. 30 June 
(www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/6/30/poland-belarus-border-completed-wall-to-keep-asylum-
seekers-out). 

Al Jazeera (2022b) ‘Poland to set up reception centres for fleeing Ukrainian refugees’. 24 
February (www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/2/24/poland-to-set-up-reception-centres-for-fleeing-
ukrainian-refugees). 

Ambroziak, A. (2022) ‘Granica polsko-białoruska. Sąd uniewinnia aktywistę, kt.ry wi.zł 
uchodźcę do szpitala’. OKO. Press, 21 July (https://oko.press/granica-polsko-bialoruska-sad-
uniewinniaaktywiste).

Amnesty International (2021) ‘Poland: state of emergency risks worsening already dire situation 
for 32 asylum-seekers at border’. 2 September (www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2021/09/
poland-state-of-emergency-risks-worsening-already-dire-situation-for-32-asylum-seekers-at-
border). 

Amnesty International (2022) ‘Poland: cruelty not compassion at Poland’s other borders’. 
Amnesty International Public Statement, 11 April (www.amnesty.org/en/documents/
eur37/5460/2022/en). 

Anacka, M. and Fihel, A. (2016) ‘Return migration to Poland in the post-accession period’ in 
B. Galgóczi and J. Leschke (eds) EU labour migration in troubled times. London: Routledge 
(https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315580708). 

Babakova, O., Fiałkowska, K., Kindler, M. and Zessin-Jurek, L. (2022) CMR Spotlight: who 
is a ‘true’ refugee? On the limits of Polish hospitality. Warsaw: Center of Migration Research 
(CMR) (www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/who-is-a-true-refugee-on-the-limits-of-polish-
hospitality-2). 

Bachman, B. (2016) ‘Diminishing Solidarity: Polish Attitudes toward the European Migration and 
Refugee Crisis’. MPI Blog, 16 June (www.migrationpolicy.org/article/diminishing-solidarity-
polish-attitudes-toward-european-migration-and-refugee-crisis).

Banulescu-Bogdan, N. (2022) From fear to solidarity: the difficulty in shifting public narratives 
about refugees. Washington DC: MPI (www.migrationpolicy.org/sites/default/files/publications/
refugee-narratives-report-2022_final.pdf). 

Barton Hronešova, J. (2022) ‘Why are Ukrainian refugees mobilizing empathy across Eastern 
Europe?’. Center for Slavic, Eurasian and East European Studies Blog. 6 March (https://cseees.
unc.edu/jessie-barton-hronesova).

BBC (2022) ‘Ukraine: why so many African and Indian students were in the country’. 4 March 
(www.bbc.com/news/world-africa-60603226). 

http://www.acaps.org/sites/acaps/files/products/files/20220525_acaps_briefing_note_poland_ukraine_refugees.pdf
http://www.acaps.org/sites/acaps/files/products/files/20220525_acaps_briefing_note_poland_ukraine_refugees.pdf
http://www.acaps.org/sites/acaps/files/products/files/20220525_acaps_briefing_note_poland_ukraine_refugees.pdf
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2015/10/18/polands-president-warns-of-refugees-bringing-epidemics
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2015/10/18/polands-president-warns-of-refugees-bringing-epidemics
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/6/30/poland-belarus-border-completed-wall-to-keep-asylum-seekers-out
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/6/30/poland-belarus-border-completed-wall-to-keep-asylum-seekers-out
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/2/24/poland-to-set-up-reception-centres-for-fleeing-ukrainian-refugees
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2022/2/24/poland-to-set-up-reception-centres-for-fleeing-ukrainian-refugees
https://oko.press/granica-polsko-bialoruska-sad-uniewinniaaktywiste
https://oko.press/granica-polsko-bialoruska-sad-uniewinniaaktywiste
http://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2021/09/poland-state-of-emergency-risks-worsening-already-dire-situation-for-32-asylum-seekers-at-border
http://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2021/09/poland-state-of-emergency-risks-worsening-already-dire-situation-for-32-asylum-seekers-at-border
http://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2021/09/poland-state-of-emergency-risks-worsening-already-dire-situation-for-32-asylum-seekers-at-border
http://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/eur37/5460/2022/en
http://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/eur37/5460/2022/en
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315580708
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/who-is-a-true-refugee-on-the-limits-of-polish-hospitality-2
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/who-is-a-true-refugee-on-the-limits-of-polish-hospitality-2
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/diminishing-solidarity-polish-attitudes-toward-european-migration-and-refugee-crisis
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/diminishing-solidarity-polish-attitudes-toward-european-migration-and-refugee-crisis
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/sites/default/files/publications/refugee-narratives-report-2022_final.pdf
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/sites/default/files/publications/refugee-narratives-report-2022_final.pdf
https://cseees.unc.edu/jessie-barton-hronesova
https://cseees.unc.edu/jessie-barton-hronesova
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-africa-60603226


Bienkowski, M. and Świderska, A. (2017) Postawy wobec imigrantów I uchodźców: 
Panel Badań Społecznych CBU. Warsaw: Centre for Research on Prejudice (CBU) 
(http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2021/02/RaportCBU_
Bien%CC%81kowski_v.10.08.2017.pdf).

Biuletyn Migracyjny (2016). ‘Pragmatycznie, a nie ideologicznie’. Polish Jakub Skiba, Secretary 
of State at the Ministry of Interior and Administration, in conversation with Stefanska, R. 
and Szulecka, M. Biuletyn Migracyjny 55: 2–4.

Boni, M., Niemczycki, S., Sęk, M. et al. (2022) ‘Disinformation and cyber security’ in M. 
Bukowski and M. Duszczyk (eds) Hospitable Poland 2022+. Warsaw: WiseEuropa.

Borowski, J. (2020) ‘Morawiecki: Polska może stać się drugim domem dla Białorusinów’. 
Bankier.pl, 14 August (www.bankier.pl/wiadomosc/Morawiecki-Polska-moze-stac-sie-
drugim-domem-dla-Bialorusinow-7944312.html).

Brzoza, C. and Sowa, A.L. (2009) Historia Polski 1918–1945. Krak.w: Wydawnictwo Literackie.
Bulska, D. (2022) Polacy o Ukraińcach w przededniu konfliktu zbrojnego. Wyniki PPS 2021. 

Warsaw: CBU (http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2022/03/Raport_
Ukrain%CC%81cy_marzec2022_fin.pdf). 

Buras, P. (2019) ‘The killing of Gdańsk’s mayor is the tragic result of hate speech’. The 
Guardian, 17 January (www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/jan/17/gdansk-mayor-
pawel-adamowicz-killing-poland). 

Cap, P. (2017) ‘The politics of fear: playing the anti-immigration card in public discourse of 
the Law & Justice Party in Poland’ in W. Piłat and I. Kudlińska (eds) Heteroglossia studia 
kulturoznawczo-filologiczne. Bydgoszcz: Wydawnictwo Uczelniane Wyższej Szkoły 
Gospodarki.

CBOS – Centre for Public Opinion Research (2015a) Polacy o uchodźcach – w ystem 
cinee i w realu. Komunikat z Badań Nr. 149/2015. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.
POL/2015/K_149_15.PDF). 

CBOS (2015b) Polish public opinion 11/2015. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/
public_opinion/2015/11_2015.pdf). 

CBOS (2016) Polish public opinion 9/2016. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_
opinion/2016/09_2016.pdf).

CBOS (2017) Stosunek Polaków do przyjmowania uchodźców. Komunikat z Badań Nr. 1/2017. 
Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2017/K_001_17.PDF). 

CBOS (2018) Stosunek Polaków i Czechów do przyjmowania uchodźców. Komunikat z Badań 
Nr. 87/2018. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2018).

CBOS (2020) Polish public opinion 1/2020. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_
opinion/2020/01_2020.pdf).

CBOS (2021a) Opinia publiczna wobec uchodźców i sytuacji migrantów na granicy z Białorusią. 
Komunikat z Badań Nr. 111/2021. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2021/K_111_21.
PDF). 

CBOS (2021b) Opinia publiczna wobec kryzysu na granicy z Białorusią. Komunikat z Badań Nr. 
160/2021. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2021/K_160_21.PDF). 

CBOS (2022a) Polish public opinion 2/2022. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/
public_opinion/2022/02_2022.pdf). 

http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2021/02/RaportCBU_Bien%CC%81kowski_v.10.08.2017.pdf
http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2021/02/RaportCBU_Bien%CC%81kowski_v.10.08.2017.pdf
http://www.bankier.pl/wiadomosc/Morawiecki-Polska-moze-stac-sie-drugim-domem-dla-Bialorusinow-7944312.html
http://www.bankier.pl/wiadomosc/Morawiecki-Polska-moze-stac-sie-drugim-domem-dla-Bialorusinow-7944312.html
http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2022/03/Raport_Ukrain%CC%81cy_marzec2022_fin.pdf
http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2022/03/Raport_Ukrain%CC%81cy_marzec2022_fin.pdf
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/jan/17/gdansk-mayor-pawel-adamowicz-killing-poland
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/jan/17/gdansk-mayor-pawel-adamowicz-killing-poland
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2015/K_149_15.PDF
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2015/K_149_15.PDF
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2015/11_2015.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2015/11_2015.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2016/09_2016.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2016/09_2016.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2017/K_001_17.PDF
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2018
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2020/01_2020.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2020/01_2020.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2021/K_111_21.PDF
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2021/K_111_21.PDF
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2021/K_160_21.PDF
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/02_2022.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/02_2022.pdf


CBOS (2022b) Polish public opinion 7-8/2022. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/
public_opinion/2022/07_08_2022.pdf). 

CBOS (2022c) Polish Public Opinion 11/2022. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/
public_opinion/2022/11_2022.pdf).

CBOS (2022d) Polacy wobec uchodźców z Ukrainy. Komunikat z Badań Nr. 62/2022. Warsaw: 
CBOS (www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2022/K_062_22.PDF). 

CBOS (2022e) Polish public opinion 4/2022. Warsaw: CBOS (www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/
public_opinion/2022/04_2022.pdf). 

Cienski, J. (2019) ‘Murder of Gdańsk mayor highlights Poland’s polarization’. Politico, 14 
January (www.politico.eu/article/gdansk-mayor-pawel-adamowicz-killing-highlights-poland-
deep-divisions).

Ciszak, P. (2021) ‘Lekarze z zagranicy. Pracuje ich w Polsce ponad 1,5 tys. Kolejnych rząd ściąga 
w trybie uproszczonym’. Money.pl, 26 January (www.money.pl/gospodarka/lekarze-zza-
granicy-pracuje-ich-w-polsce-ponad-1-5-tys-kolejnych-rzad-sciaga-w-trybie-uproszczonym-
6601382906432480a.html).

City of Warsaw (2022a) ‘Pomoc Warszawy dla ukraińskich uchodźców’. 25 February (https://
um.warszawa.pl/-/pomoc-warszawy-dla-uchodzcow-z-ukrainy).

City of Warsaw (2022b) ‘Warszawska sieć pomocy dla Ukrainy’. 28 February  
(https://um.warszawa.pl/-/warszawska-siec-pomocy-dla-ukrainy).

City of Warsaw (2022c) ‘Ukraińscy uchodźcy w Warszawie – podsumowanie działań miasta’. 4 
March (https://um.warszawa.pl/-/ukrainscy-uchodzcy-w-warszawie-podsumowanie-dzialan-
miasta).

City of Warsaw (2022d) ‘Sześć tysięcy wolontariuszy’. 5 March (https://um.warszawa.pl/-/
szesc-tysiecy-wolontariuszy).

City of Warsaw (2022e) ‘Praca dla uchodźców – warszawski punkt pośrednictwa’. 16 March 
(https://um.warszawa.pl/-/praca-dla-uchodzcow-warszawski-punkt-posrednictwa).

City of Warsaw (2022f) ‘Rusza punkt przyjmowania wniosków PESEL na Stadionie’ 
Narodowym. 18 March (https://um.warszawa.pl/-/rusza-punkt-przyjmowania-wnioskow-
pesel-na-stadionie-narodowym).

City of Warsaw (2022g) ‘Samorządy apelują o pilne uruchomienie ystemu pomocy 
uchodźcom’. 10 March (https://um.warszawa.pl/-/samorzady-apeluja-o-pilne-uruchomienie-
systemu-pomocy-uchodzcom). 

City of Warsaw (2022h) ‘Pomoc uchodźcom – raport po trzech miesiącach kryzysu’. 27 June 
(https://um.warszawa.pl/-/pomoc-uchodzcom-raport-po-trzech-miesiacach-kryzysu).

Claassen, C. and McLaren, L. (2021) ‘Does immigration produce a public backlash or public 
acceptance? Time-series, cross-sectional evidence from 30 European democracies’ British 
Journal of Political Science 52(3): 1013–1031 (https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123421000260). 

Council of Europe (n.d.) ‘Intercultural cities: good practice examples’. Webpage. Council of 
Europe (www.coe.int/en/web/interculturalcities/-/lublin-for-all). 

Council of Europe (2022) ‘EU response to Russia’s invasion of Ukraine’. Webpage. Council of 
Europe (www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/eu-response-ukraine-invasion/#support). 

Council of Europe Commissioner for Human Rights (2022) Pushed beyond the limits: four 
areas for urgent action to end human rights violations at Europe’s borders. Strasbourg: 

http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/07_08_2022.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/07_08_2022.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/11_2022.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/11_2022.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/SPISKOM.POL/2022/K_062_22.PDF
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/04_2022.pdf
http://www.cbos.pl/PL/publikacje/public_opinion/2022/04_2022.pdf
http://www.politico.eu/article/gdansk-mayor-pawel-adamowicz-killing-highlights-poland-deep-divisions
http://www.politico.eu/article/gdansk-mayor-pawel-adamowicz-killing-highlights-poland-deep-divisions
http://www.money.pl/gospodarka/lekarze-zza-granicy-pracuje-ich-w-polsce-ponad-1-5-tys-kolejnych-rzad-sciaga-w-trybie-uproszczonym-6601382906432480a.html
http://www.money.pl/gospodarka/lekarze-zza-granicy-pracuje-ich-w-polsce-ponad-1-5-tys-kolejnych-rzad-sciaga-w-trybie-uproszczonym-6601382906432480a.html
http://www.money.pl/gospodarka/lekarze-zza-granicy-pracuje-ich-w-polsce-ponad-1-5-tys-kolejnych-rzad-sciaga-w-trybie-uproszczonym-6601382906432480a.html
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/pomoc-warszawy-dla-uchodzcow-z-ukrainy
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/pomoc-warszawy-dla-uchodzcow-z-ukrainy
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/warszawska-siec-pomocy-dla-ukrainy
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/ukrainscy-uchodzcy-w-warszawie-podsumowanie-dzialan-miasta
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/ukrainscy-uchodzcy-w-warszawie-podsumowanie-dzialan-miasta
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/szesc-tysiecy-wolontariuszy
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/szesc-tysiecy-wolontariuszy
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/praca-dla-uchodzcow-warszawski-punkt-posrednictwa
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/rusza-punkt-przyjmowania-wnioskow-pesel-na-stadionie-narodowym
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/rusza-punkt-przyjmowania-wnioskow-pesel-na-stadionie-narodowym
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/samorzady-apeluja-o-pilne-uruchomienie-systemu-pomocy-uchodzcom
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/samorzady-apeluja-o-pilne-uruchomienie-systemu-pomocy-uchodzcom
https://um.warszawa.pl/-/pomoc-uchodzcom-raport-po-trzech-miesiacach-kryzysu
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123421000260
http://www.coe.int/en/web/interculturalcities/-/lublin-for-all
http://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/eu-response-ukraine-invasion/#support


Council of Europe (https://book.coe.int/en/commissioner-for-human-rights/11034-pdf-
pushed-beyond-the-limits-four-areas-for-urgent-action-to-end-human-rights-violations-at-
europes-borders.html). 

Davies, N. (2005) God’s playground: a history of Poland. Volume 1. The origins to 1795. Revised 
Edition. New York: Columbia University Press.

Dawidowicz, L. (1975) The war against the Jews: 1933–1945. London: Bantam Press.
Dempster, H. and Hargrave, K. (2017) Understanding public attitudes towards refugees and 

migrants. London: ODI (https://odi.org/en/publications/understanding-public-attitudes-
towards-refugees-and-migrants). 

Dennison, J. and Dražanová, L. (2018) Public attitudes on migration: rethinking how people 
perceive migration. An analysis of existing opinion polls in the Euro-Mediterranean region. 
Florence: MPC Institute (www.icmpd.org/fileadmin/ICMPD-Website/ Public_attitudes_on_
migration_study.pdf). 

Deutsche Welle (2022) ‘Poland to build wall on border with Russia’s Kaliningrad’. 2 November 
(www.dw.com/en/poland-to-build-wall-on-border-with-russias-kaliningrad/a-63621942). 

Do Rzeczy (2019) ‘Lisicki: Islam i ruchy LGBT dążą do uniwersalnego podboju świata’. 17 March 
(https://dorzeczy.pl/kraj/97018/lisicki-islam-i-ruchy-lgbt-daza-do-uniwersalnego-podboju-
swiata.html). 

Do Rzeczy (2022) ‘Kryzys uchodźczy. Setki tysięcy dzieci z Ukrainy trafi do polskich szkół’. 14 
July (https://dorzeczy.pl/opinie/324496/nawet-400-tys-dodatkowych-uczniow-z-ukrainy-
moze-wejsc-do-polskich-szkol-od-1-ix.html). 

Dražanová, L. (2022) ‘Why are Ukrainian refugees highly welcomed across Central and 
Eastern Europe?’. Wszystko Co Najważniejsze, 26 March (https://wszystkoconajwazniejsze.
pl/lenka-drazanova-why-are-ukrainian-refugees-highly-welcomed-across-central-and-
eastern-europe). 

Dražanová, L. and Geddes, A. (2022) ‘Europeans welcome Ukrainian refugees but 
governments need to show they can manage’. MPC Blog, Debate Migration (https://blogs.
eui.eu/migrationpolicycentre/attitudes-towards-ukrainian-refugees-and-the-responses-of-
european-governments). 

Duszczyk, M. and Kaczmarczyk, P. (2022) ‘The war in Ukraine and migration to Poland: 
outlook and challenges’. Intereconomics, 57(3): 164–170 (www.intereconomics.eu/
contents/year/2022/number/3/article/the-war-in-ukraine-and-migration-to-poland-outlook-
and-challenges.html).

Dziennik Gazeta Prawna (2022) ‘Specustawa ukraińska. Ukraińcy będą dopłacać do swojego 
pobytu’. 24 October (www.gazetaprawna.pl/wiadomosci/kraj/artykuly/8573424,specustawa-
ukrainska-ukraincy-doplata-do-pobytu-zakwaterowanie-zbiorowe.html).

EDMO – European Digital Media Observatory (2022) ‘Ukrainian refugees and 
disinformation: situation in Poland, Hungary, Slovakia and Romania’.  5 April  
(https://edmo.eu/2022/04/05/ukrainian-refugees-and-disinformation-situation-in-poland-
hungary-slovakia-and-romania). 

EEAS – European Union External Action Service (2017) ‘Visa-free travel for Ukrainians 
comes into force’. EEAS, 11 June (www.eeas.europa.eu/node/27990_en).

Esses, V., Hamilton, L.K. and Gaucher, D. (2017) ‘The global refugee crisis: empirical 
evidence and policy implications for improving public attitudes and facilitating refugee 
resettlement’ Social Issues and Policy Review 11(1): 78–123.

https://book.coe.int/en/commissioner-for-human-rights/11034-pdf-pushed-beyond-the-limits-four-areas-for-urgent-action-to-end-human-rights-violations-at-europes-borders.html
https://book.coe.int/en/commissioner-for-human-rights/11034-pdf-pushed-beyond-the-limits-four-areas-for-urgent-action-to-end-human-rights-violations-at-europes-borders.html
https://book.coe.int/en/commissioner-for-human-rights/11034-pdf-pushed-beyond-the-limits-four-areas-for-urgent-action-to-end-human-rights-violations-at-europes-borders.html
https://odi.org/en/publications/understanding-public-attitudes-towards-refugees-and-migrants
https://odi.org/en/publications/understanding-public-attitudes-towards-refugees-and-migrants
http://www.icmpd.org/fileadmin/ICMPD-Website/ Public_attitudes_on_migration_study.pdf
http://www.icmpd.org/fileadmin/ICMPD-Website/ Public_attitudes_on_migration_study.pdf
http://www.dw.com/en/poland-to-build-wall-on-border-with-russias-kaliningrad/a-63621942
https://dorzeczy.pl/kraj/97018/lisicki-islam-i-ruchy-lgbt-daza-do-uniwersalnego-podboju-swiata.html
https://dorzeczy.pl/kraj/97018/lisicki-islam-i-ruchy-lgbt-daza-do-uniwersalnego-podboju-swiata.html
https://dorzeczy.pl/opinie/324496/nawet-400-tys-dodatkowych-uczniow-z-ukrainy-moze-wejsc-do-polskich-szkol-od-1-ix.html
https://dorzeczy.pl/opinie/324496/nawet-400-tys-dodatkowych-uczniow-z-ukrainy-moze-wejsc-do-polskich-szkol-od-1-ix.html
https://wszystkoconajwazniejsze.pl/lenka-drazanova-why-are-ukrainian-refugees-highly-welcomed-across-central-and-eastern-europe
https://wszystkoconajwazniejsze.pl/lenka-drazanova-why-are-ukrainian-refugees-highly-welcomed-across-central-and-eastern-europe
https://wszystkoconajwazniejsze.pl/lenka-drazanova-why-are-ukrainian-refugees-highly-welcomed-across-central-and-eastern-europe
https://blogs.eui.eu/migrationpolicycentre/attitudes-towards-ukrainian-refugees-and-the-responses-of-european-governments
https://blogs.eui.eu/migrationpolicycentre/attitudes-towards-ukrainian-refugees-and-the-responses-of-european-governments
https://blogs.eui.eu/migrationpolicycentre/attitudes-towards-ukrainian-refugees-and-the-responses-of-european-governments
http://www.intereconomics.eu/contents/year/2022/number/3/article/the-war-in-ukraine-and-migration-to-poland-outlook-and-challenges.html
http://www.intereconomics.eu/contents/year/2022/number/3/article/the-war-in-ukraine-and-migration-to-poland-outlook-and-challenges.html
http://www.intereconomics.eu/contents/year/2022/number/3/article/the-war-in-ukraine-and-migration-to-poland-outlook-and-challenges.html
http://www.gazetaprawna.pl/wiadomosci/kraj/artykuly/8573424,specustawa-ukrainska-ukraincy-doplata-do-pobytu-zakwaterowanie-zbiorowe.html
http://www.gazetaprawna.pl/wiadomosci/kraj/artykuly/8573424,specustawa-ukrainska-ukraincy-doplata-do-pobytu-zakwaterowanie-zbiorowe.html
https://edmo.eu/2022/04/05/ukrainian-refugees-and-disinformation-situation-in-poland-hungary-slovakia-and-romania
https://edmo.eu/2022/04/05/ukrainian-refugees-and-disinformation-situation-in-poland-hungary-slovakia-and-romania
http://www.eeas.europa.eu/node/27990_en


Eurobarometer (n.d.) ‘Standard Eurobarometer’. Brussels: European Commission  
(https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/browse/all/series/4961). 

Eurobarometer (2015) Standard Eurobarometer 84 autumn 2015: public opinion in 
the European Union. Annex. Brussels: European Commission (https://europa.eu/
eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2098). 

Eurobarometer (2019a) Standard Eurobarometer 92 autumn 2019: public opinion in 
the European Union. Annex. Brussels: European Commission (https://europa.eu/
eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2255). 

Eurobarometer (2019b) Special Eurobarometer 493, discrimination in the European Union. 
Country Factsheet Poland, May. Brussels: European Commission (https://europa.eu/
eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2251).

Eurobarometer (2021) Special Eurobarometer 519, Integration of immigrants in the European 
Union. Country Factsheet Poland. Brussels: European Commission (https://europa.eu/
eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2276). 

Eurobarometer (2022) Standard Eurobarometer 97 summer 2022: public opinion in 
the European Union. Annex. Brussels: European Commission (https://europa.eu/
eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2693). 

European Commission (2012) Country Factsheet: Poland 201. European Migration Network. 
Brussels: European Commission (www.gov.pl/attachment/74fa3bf8-b7be-4757-9606-
9c758b68557f). 

European Commission (2022) ‘Poland: amended law facilitates the employment of 
foreigners’. European Commission, 4 February (https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/
news/poland-amended-law-facilitates-employment-foreigners_en). 

European Social Survey (n.d.) ‘European Social Survey’. London: ESS (https://ess-search.nsd.
no).   

Eurostat (2022a) ‘Residence permits – statistics on first permits issued during the year. First 
permits by reason, length of validity and citizenship’. Brussels: European Commission 
(https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/migr_resfirst/default/table?lang=en). 

Eurostat (2022b) ‘First residence permits reached pre-pandemic levels’. Eurostat, 9 August 
(https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-eurostat-news/-/ddn-20220809-2). 

EVS – European Values Study (2022) ‘European Values Study 2017: Integrated Dataset 
(EVS2017)’. ZA7500 Data file Version 5.0.0. Cologne: GESIS Data Archive  
(https://doi.org/10.4232/1.13897). 

Friedman, J.C. (2012) ‘Jewish communities of Europe on the eve of World War II’ in J.C. 
Friedman (ed.) Routledge history of the Holocaust. Abingdon: Routledge. 

FTS – Financial Tracking Service (2022) ‘Ukraine Regional Refugee Response Plan 2022’. 
Webpage. FTS (https://fts.unocha.org/appeals/1103/summary). 

Gazeta Wyborcza (2021) ‘Niedługo granica polsko-białoruska stanie się masowym 
grobem. Nie wolno nam do tego dopuścić!’ 12 October (https://wyborcza.
pl/7,162657,27678941,niedlugo-granica-polsko-bialoruska-stanie-sie-masowym-grobem.
html). 

Gibney, M. (2004) The ethics and politics of asylum: liberal democracy and the response to 
refugees. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/browse/all/series/4961
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2098
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2098
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2255
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2255
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2251
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2251
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2276
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2276
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2693
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail/2693
http://www.gov.pl/attachment/74fa3bf8-b7be-4757-9606-9c758b68557f
http://www.gov.pl/attachment/74fa3bf8-b7be-4757-9606-9c758b68557f
https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/poland-amended-law-facilitates-employment-foreigners_en
https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/poland-amended-law-facilitates-employment-foreigners_en
https://ess-search.nsd.no
https://ess-search.nsd.no
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/migr_resfirst/default/table?lang=en
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-eurostat-news/-/ddn-20220809-2
https://doi.org/10.4232/1.13897
https://fts.unocha.org/appeals/1103/summary
https://wyborcza.pl/7,162657,27678941,niedlugo-granica-polsko-bialoruska-stanie-sie-masowym-grobem.html
https://wyborcza.pl/7,162657,27678941,niedlugo-granica-polsko-bialoruska-stanie-sie-masowym-grobem.html
https://wyborcza.pl/7,162657,27678941,niedlugo-granica-polsko-bialoruska-stanie-sie-masowym-grobem.html


Global Refugee Sponsorship Initiative (2019) ‘Community sponsorship in the UK (shorter 
version)’. 29 January (www.youtube.com/watch?v=3vlLQyDAkNA&ab_channel=GlobalRefug
eeSponsorshipInitiative). 

Gospodarka Podkarpacka (2022) ‘Protest Konfederacji Korony Polski przeciw ukrainizacji 
Polski’. 16 September (http://gospodarkapodkarpacka.pl/news/view/53263/protest-
konfederacji-korony-polski-przeciw-ukrainizacji-polski). 

Government of Poland (2022) ‘Wystąpienie podczas obchodów Święta Wojska Polskiego’. 
15 August (www.prezydent.pl/aktualnosci/wypowiedzi-prezydenta-rp/wystapienia/
wystapienie-podczas-obchodow-swieta-wojska-polskiego,57649). 

Goździak, E.M. and Main, I. (2020) ‘Contesting flexible solidarity: Poland and the 
“Migration Crisis”’ Frontiers in Human Dynamics 2: 562-682 (https://doi.org/10.3389/
fhumd.2020.562682).

Goździak, E.M. and Márton, P. (2018) ‘Where the wild things are: fear of Islam and the anti-
refugee rhetoric in Hungary and in Poland’ Central and Eastern European Migration Review 
7(2): 121–151.

Grupa Granica (2021) Humanitarian crisis at the Polish–Belarusian border. Warsaw: Grupa 
Granica (www.grupagranica.pl/files/Grupa-Granica-Report-Humanitarian-crisis-at-the-
Polish-Belarusian-border.pdf). 

Grupa Granica (2022) ‘About us’. Webpage. Grupa Granica (https://zagranica.org.pl/about-us/
&sa=D&source=docs&ust=1665383239251193&usg=AOvVaw2cvLLkpVVJG-bPt7tKLdD7).

Grzymała-Kazłowska, A. and Brzozowska, A. (2017) ‘From drifting to anchoring. Capturing 
the experience of Ukrainian migrants in Poland’ Central and Eastern European Migration 
Review 6(2): 103–122.

GUS – Statistics Poland (2020) Aneks Populacja cudzoziemców w Polsce w czasie COVID-19. 
Warsaw: GUS (https://stat.gov.pl/statystyki-eksperymentalne/kapital-ludzki/aneks-
populacja-cudzoziemcow-w-polsce-w-czasie-covid-19,12,2.html). 

GUS (2021a) ‘Information on the size and directions of emigration for temporary stay from 
Poland between 2004–2020’. Warsaw: GUS (https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/population/
internationa-migration/information-on-the-size-and-directions-of-emigration-for-
temporary-stay-from-poland-between-2004-2020,8,14.html). 

GUS (2021b) Demographic yearbook of Poland. Warsaw: GUS (https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/
statistical-yearbooks/statistical-yearbooks/demographic-yearbook-of-poland-2021,3,15.
html). 

Hargrave, K., Mosel, I. and Leach, A. (2020a) Public narratives and attitudes towards 
refugees and other migrants: Kenya country profile. London: ODI (https://cdn.odi.org/
media/documents/kenya_migration_country_profile_final.pdf). 

Hargrave, K., Mosel, I. and Leach, A. (2020b) Public narratives and attitudes towards 
refugees and other migrants: Uganda country profile. London: ODI (https://cdn.odi.org/ 
media/documents/uganda_migration_country_profile_final.pdf).

Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights (2022) Gdzie prawo nie sięga. Warsaw: Helsinki 
Foundation for Human Rights (www.hfhr.pl/gdzie-prawo-nie-siega). 

Hołda, M., Saczuk, K., Strzelecki, P. et al. (2011) Settlers and guests – determinants of the 
plans of return migration from UK and Ireland to Poland in the period 2007–2009. National 
Bank of Poland Working Paper 84. Warsaw: National Bank of Poland (https://ideas.repec.
org/p/nbp/nbpmis/84.html). 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3vlLQyDAkNA&ab_channel=GlobalRefugeeSponsorshipInitiative
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3vlLQyDAkNA&ab_channel=GlobalRefugeeSponsorshipInitiative
http://gospodarkapodkarpacka.pl/news/view/53263/protest-konfederacji-korony-polski-przeciw-ukrainizacji-polski
http://gospodarkapodkarpacka.pl/news/view/53263/protest-konfederacji-korony-polski-przeciw-ukrainizacji-polski
http://www.prezydent.pl/aktualnosci/wypowiedzi-prezydenta-rp/wystapienia/wystapienie-podczas-obchodow-swieta-wojska-polskiego,57649
http://www.prezydent.pl/aktualnosci/wypowiedzi-prezydenta-rp/wystapienia/wystapienie-podczas-obchodow-swieta-wojska-polskiego,57649
https://doi.org/10.3389/fhumd.2020.562682
https://doi.org/10.3389/fhumd.2020.562682
http://www.grupagranica.pl/files/Grupa-Granica-Report-Humanitarian-crisis-at-the-Polish-Belarusian-border.pdf
http://www.grupagranica.pl/files/Grupa-Granica-Report-Humanitarian-crisis-at-the-Polish-Belarusian-border.pdf
https://zagranica.org.pl/about-us/&sa=D&source=docs&ust=1665383239251193&usg=AOvVaw2cvLLkpVVJG-bPt7tKLdD7
https://zagranica.org.pl/about-us/&sa=D&source=docs&ust=1665383239251193&usg=AOvVaw2cvLLkpVVJG-bPt7tKLdD7
https://stat.gov.pl/statystyki-eksperymentalne/kapital-ludzki/aneks-populacja-cudzoziemcow-w-polsce-w-czasie-covid-19,12,2.html
https://stat.gov.pl/statystyki-eksperymentalne/kapital-ludzki/aneks-populacja-cudzoziemcow-w-polsce-w-czasie-covid-19,12,2.html
https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/population/internationa-migration/information-on-the-size-and-directions-of-emigration-for-temporary-stay-from-poland-between-2004-2020,8,14.html
https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/population/internationa-migration/information-on-the-size-and-directions-of-emigration-for-temporary-stay-from-poland-between-2004-2020,8,14.html
https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/population/internationa-migration/information-on-the-size-and-directions-of-emigration-for-temporary-stay-from-poland-between-2004-2020,8,14.html
https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/statistical-yearbooks/statistical-yearbooks/demographic-yearbook-of-poland-2021,3,15.html)
https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/statistical-yearbooks/statistical-yearbooks/demographic-yearbook-of-poland-2021,3,15.html)
https://stat.gov.pl/en/topics/statistical-yearbooks/statistical-yearbooks/demographic-yearbook-of-poland-2021,3,15.html)
https://cdn.odi.org/media/documents/kenya_migration_country_profile_final.pdf
https://cdn.odi.org/media/documents/kenya_migration_country_profile_final.pdf
https://cdn.odi.org/ media/documents/uganda_migration_country_profile_final.pd
https://cdn.odi.org/ media/documents/uganda_migration_country_profile_final.pd
http://www.hfhr.pl/gdzie-prawo-nie-siega
https://ideas.repec.org/p/nbp/nbpmis/84.html
https://ideas.repec.org/p/nbp/nbpmis/84.html


HRW – Human Rights Watch (2017) ‘Poland: EU should tackle unsafe returns to Belarus’. 5 
July (www.hrw.org/news/2017/07/05/poland-eu-should-tackle-unsafe-returns-belarus).

HRW (2022) ‘Poland finally lifts state of emergency at Belarus border’. 6 July (www.hrw.org/
news/2022/07/06/poland-finally-lifts-state-emergency-belarus-border). 

Iglicka, K. and Ziolek-Skrzypczak, M. (2010) ‘EU membership highlights Poland’s migration 
challenges’. MPI Blog, 1 September (www.migrationpolicy.org/article/eu-membership-
highlights-polands-migration-challenges). 

IMM – Instytut Monitorowania Medi (2022) ‘Najbardziej opiniotw.rcze media w Polsce’. 
30 June (www.imm.com.pl/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Raport_opiniotworcze_media_
czerwiec_2022.pdf).

Inglehart, R., Haerpfer, C., Moreno, A. et al. (2014). ‘World values survey: all rounds – 
country-pooled datafile version’. Madrid: JD Systems Institute (www.worldvaluessurvey.
org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp). 

Ipsos (2016) ‘Global views on immigration and the refugee crisis. July 2016’ (www.ipsos.
com/sites/default/files/migrations/en-uk/files/Assets/Docs/Polls/ipsos-global-advisor-
immigration-and-refugees-2016-charts.pdf).

Ipsos (2017) ‘Global views on immigration and the refugee crisis. September 2017’ (www.ipsos.
com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2017-09/ipsos-global-advisor-immigration-
refugee-crisis-slides_0.pdf).

Ipsos (2019) ‘World refugee day: global attitudes towards refugees. June 2019’ (www.ipsos.
com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2019-06/world_refugee_day.pdf). 

Ipsos (2020) ‘World refugee day: global attitudes towards refugees. June 2020’ (www.ipsos.
com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2020-06/world-refugee-day-2020-ipsos-mori.
pdf). 

Ipsos (2021) ‘World refugee day: global attitudes towards refugees. June 2021’ (www.ipsos.
com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2021-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20
Day%202021%20report_1.pdf). 

Ipsos (2022) ‘World refugee day: global attitudes towards refugees. June 2022’ (www.ipsos.
com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2022-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20
Day%202022%20Global%20Survey%20Graphic%20Report%20-%20Pt%201_0.pdf). 

ISP – Instytut Spraw Publicznych (2021) ‘Polityka migracyjna Polski – kierunki działań 2021-
2022 – stanowisko i uwagi ISP’. 20 July (www.isp.org.pl/pl/aktualnosci/stanowisko-i-uwagi-
instytutu-spraw-publicznych-odnosnie-projektu-uchwaly-rady-ministrow-w-sprawie-
przyjecia-dokumentu-polityka-migracyjna-polski-kierunki-dzialan-2021-2022). 

Jaskułowski, K. (2019) The everyday politics of migration crisis in Poland. Between 
nationalism, fear and empathy. Cham: Palgrave Pivot.

Jaskułowski, K. and Pawlak, M. (2020) ‘Migration and lived experiences of racism: the case 
of high-skilled migrants in Wrocław, Poland’ International Migration Review 54(2): 447–470 
(https://doi.org/10.1177/0197918319839947). 

Jaźwińska, E. and Okólski, M. (2001) Ludzie na huśtawce: Migracje między peryferiami polski 
I zachodu. Warsaw: Wydawnictwo Naukowe Scholar.

Jóźwiak, I. and Piechowska, M. (2017) Crisis-driven mobility between Ukraine and Poland: 
what does the available data (not) tell us. CMR Working Paper 99/157. Warsaw: CMR. 

Kaczmarczyk, P. (2021) ‘Schrödinger’s migrant. Where do attitudes towards immigrants come 
from and what can result from them’. Polski Przegląd Migracyjny 7. 

http://www.hrw.org/news/2022/07/06/poland-finally-lifts-state-emergency-belarus-border
http://www.hrw.org/news/2022/07/06/poland-finally-lifts-state-emergency-belarus-border
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/eu-membership-highlights-polands-migration-challenges
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/eu-membership-highlights-polands-migration-challenges
http://www.imm.com.pl/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Raport_opiniotworcze_media_czerwiec_2022.pdf
http://www.imm.com.pl/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Raport_opiniotworcze_media_czerwiec_2022.pdf
http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp
http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWVL.jsp
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/migrations/en-uk/files/Assets/Docs/Polls/ipsos-global-advisor-immigration-and-refugees-2016-charts.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/migrations/en-uk/files/Assets/Docs/Polls/ipsos-global-advisor-immigration-and-refugees-2016-charts.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/migrations/en-uk/files/Assets/Docs/Polls/ipsos-global-advisor-immigration-and-refugees-2016-charts.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2017-09/ipsos-global-advisor-immigration-refugee-crisis-slides_0.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2017-09/ipsos-global-advisor-immigration-refugee-crisis-slides_0.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2017-09/ipsos-global-advisor-immigration-refugee-crisis-slides_0.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2019-06/world_refugee_day.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2019-06/world_refugee_day.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2020-06/world-refugee-day-2020-ipsos-mori.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2020-06/world-refugee-day-2020-ipsos-mori.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2020-06/world-refugee-day-2020-ipsos-mori.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2021-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20Day%202021%20report_1.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2021-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20Day%202021%20report_1.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2021-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20Day%202021%20report_1.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2022-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20Day%202022%20Global%20Survey%20Graphic%20Report%20-%20Pt%201_0.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2022-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20Day%202022%20Global%20Survey%20Graphic%20Report%20-%20Pt%201_0.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/sites/default/files/ct/news/documents/2022-06/Ipsos%20World%20Refugee%20Day%202022%20Global%20Survey%20Graphic%20Report%20-%20Pt%201_0.pdf
http://www.isp.org.pl/pl/aktualnosci/stanowisko-i-uwagi-instytutu-spraw-publicznych-odnosnie-projektu-uchwaly-rady-ministrow-w-sprawie-przyjecia-dokumentu-polityka-migracyjna-polski-kierunki-dzialan-2021-2022
http://www.isp.org.pl/pl/aktualnosci/stanowisko-i-uwagi-instytutu-spraw-publicznych-odnosnie-projektu-uchwaly-rady-ministrow-w-sprawie-przyjecia-dokumentu-polityka-migracyjna-polski-kierunki-dzialan-2021-2022
http://www.isp.org.pl/pl/aktualnosci/stanowisko-i-uwagi-instytutu-spraw-publicznych-odnosnie-projektu-uchwaly-rady-ministrow-w-sprawie-przyjecia-dokumentu-polityka-migracyjna-polski-kierunki-dzialan-2021-2022
https://doi.org/10.1177/0197918319839947


Kaczmarczyk, P. and Okólski, M. (2002) ‘From net emigration to net immigration – socio-
economic aspects of international population movements in Poland’ in R. Rotte and P. Stein 
(eds) Migration policy and the economy: international experiences. Munich: Hanns-Seidel-
Stiftung, Academy for Politics and Current Affairs.

Kalan, D. (2019) ‘Poland’s state of the media’ Foreign Policy 25 November (https://
foreignpolicy.com/2019/11/25/poland-public-television-law-and-justice-pis-mouthpiece). 

Katwala, S. (2019) ‘How to talk about immigration: better storytelling in a polarised time’ 
Apolitical 14 May (https://apolitical.co/solution-articles/en/how-to-talk-about-immigration-
the-stories-we-need-in-polarised-times). 

Kershaw, I. (1985) The Nazi dictatorship: problems and perspectives of interpretation. 
London: Bloomsbury. 

Klaus, W. (2020) ‘Between closing borders to refugees and welcoming Ukrainian workers. 
Polish migration law at the crossroads’ in E.M. Goździak, I. Main and B. Suter (eds) Europe 
and the refugee response. A crisis of values? London: Routledge. 

Klaus, W., Lévay, M., Rzeplińska, I. and Scheinost, M. (2018) ‘Refugees and asylum seekers 
in Central European countries: reality, politics and the creation of fear in societies’ in H. 
Kury and S. Redo (eds) Refugees and migrants in law and policy. Springer (https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-3-319-72159-0_21).

Klimowicz, J. (2022) ‘Pogarsza się sytuacja na granicy polsko-białoruskiej. “Leży pod drzewem, 
w hipotermii, odwodniony, dygocz”’. Wyorcza Białystok, 19 March  
(https://bialystok.wyborcza.pl/bialystok/7,35241,28239594,pogarsza-sie-sytuacja-na-granicy-
polsko-bialoruskiej-lezy.html). 

Konfederacja (2022) ‘79. rocznica Rzezi Wołyńskiej! Wzywamy prezydenta Ukrainy do uznania 
zbrodni ludobójstwa!!’. The official conference of the Konfederacja party. 25 July  
(www.youtube.com/watch?v=o59EIvkT7Ck&ab_channel=Konfederacj). 

Konieczna-Sałamatin, J. (2015). ‘Polacy i Ukraińcy – wzajemne postrzeganie w trudnych 
czasach’ in T. Horbowski and P. Kosiewski (eds) Polityka bezpieczeństwa. Polska. Ukraina, 
Warsaw: Fundacja im. Stefana Batorego.

Kopiwiec, K. (2022) ‘Koniec ułatwień dla Rosjan w dostępie do rynku pracy’. Polska Agencja 
Prasowa, 28 October (www.pap.pl/aktualnosci/news%2C1464999%2Ckoniec-ulatwien-dla-
rosjan-w-dostepie-do-rynku-pracy.html). 

Kosz-Goryszewska, M. and Pawlak, M. (2018) ‘Integration of migrants in Poland: 
contradictions and imaginations’ in J. Kucharczyk and G. Mesežnikov (eds) Phantom 
menace: the politics and policies of migration in Central Europe. Bratislava and Prague: 
Institute for Public Affairs and Heinrich-Böll-Stiftung (https://depot.ceon.pl/bitstream/
handle/123456789/16537/Integration_of_migrants_in_Poland.pdf). 

Krzyżanowska, N. and Krzyżanowski, M. (2018) “‘Crisis” and migration in Poland: discursive 
shifts, anti-pluralism and the politicisation of exclusion’ Sociology 52(3): 612–618  
(https://doi.org/10.1177/0038038518757952). 

Kubisa, J. (2017) ‘Trade unions and migrant workers in Poland: First stage of a work in 
progress’ in S. Marino, J. Roosblad and R. Penninx (eds) Comparing trade union attitudes 
and actions relating to immigration and migrant workers in 11 European countries. Trade 
Unions and Migrant Workers. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing.

Kulecka, K. (2007) ‘Polska polityka wobec uchodźcó’ (www.bibliotekacyfrowa.pl/
Content/21962/PDF/012.pdf). 

https://foreignpolicy.com/2019/11/25/poland-public-television-law-and-justice-pis-mouthpiece
https://foreignpolicy.com/2019/11/25/poland-public-television-law-and-justice-pis-mouthpiece
https://apolitical.co/solution-articles/en/how-to-talk-about-immigration-the-stories-we-need-in-polarised-times
https://apolitical.co/solution-articles/en/how-to-talk-about-immigration-the-stories-we-need-in-polarised-times
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-72159-0_21
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-72159-0_21
https://bialystok.wyborcza.pl/bialystok/7,35241,28239594,pogarsza-sie-sytuacja-na-granicy-polsko-bialoruskiej-lezy.html
https://bialystok.wyborcza.pl/bialystok/7,35241,28239594,pogarsza-sie-sytuacja-na-granicy-polsko-bialoruskiej-lezy.html
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=o59EIvkT7Ck&ab_channel=Konfederacj
http://www.pap.pl/aktualnosci/news%2C1464999%2Ckoniec-ulatwien-dla-rosjan-w-dostepie-do-rynku-pracy.html
http://www.pap.pl/aktualnosci/news%2C1464999%2Ckoniec-ulatwien-dla-rosjan-w-dostepie-do-rynku-pracy.html
https://depot.ceon.pl/bitstream/handle/123456789/16537/Integration_of_migrants_in_Poland.pdf
https://depot.ceon.pl/bitstream/handle/123456789/16537/Integration_of_migrants_in_Poland.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0038038518757952)
http://www.bibliotekacyfrowa.pl/Content/21962/PDF/012.pdf
http://www.bibliotekacyfrowa.pl/Content/21962/PDF/012.pdf


Lesińska, M., Stefańska, R. and Szulecka, M. (2011) ‘Development of migration policies 
of the Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland: On the way to maturity’ in D. Drbohlav, I. 
Grabowska-Lusińska and Á. Hárs (eds) Immigration puzzles: a comparative analysis of 
the Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland before and after joining the European Union. 
Saarsbrucken: Lap Lambert Academic Publishing.

Leszczyńska, C. (2019) ‘Polish emigration abroad: regional structure and streams of emigration 
in the years 1870–1914 and 1918–1939’ Przeszłość Demograficzna Polski 41: 177–207.

Leszczyński, A. (2019) ‘Prawica oburzona „polskim kolonializmem” w laudacji dla Tokarczuk. 
Ale wielu naukowców o nim mówiło!’. OKO.Press, 12 December (https://oko.press/prawica-
oburzona-polskim-kolonializmem). 

Łodziński, S. and Szonert, M. (2016) ‘Niepolityczna Polityka’? Kształtowanie się Polityki 
Migracyjnej w Polsce w Latach 1989–2016 (Kwiecień). CMR Working Paper No. 90/148. 
Warsaw: University of Warsaw (www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/niepolityczna-polityka-
ksztaltowanie-sie-polityki-migracyjnej-w-polsce-w-latach-1989-2016-kwiecien). 

Main, I. (2020) ‘Proclaiming and practicing pro-immigration values in Poland: a case study of 
Poznań’ in E. M. Goździak, I. Main and B. Suter (eds.) Europe and the refugee response. A 
crisis of values? London: Routledge.

Makarenko, V. (2022) ‘Poland’. University of Oxford Reuters Institute, 15 June  
(https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/digital-news-report/2022/poland). 

Mayblin, L., Valentine, G. and Winiarska, A. (2016) ‘Migration and diversity in a post-
socialist context: creating integrative encounters in Poland’ Environment and Planning 
48(5): 960–978 (https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X15623534). 

MEDAM – Mercartor Dialogue on Asylum and Migration (2022) Assessment report on 
asylum and migration policies in Europe. Kiel: Institute for the World Economy (IfW) 
(www.medam-migration.eu/fileadmin/Dateiverwaltung/MEDAM-Webseite/Publications/
Assessment_Reports/2022_MEDAM_Assessment_Report/MEDAM_assessment_
Report_2022.pdf). 

Michałów Town Hall (2021) ‘List otwarty Burmistrza Michałowa do Rady Europy i Prezesa 
Rady Ministrów RP’. 16 November (https://michalowo.eu/list-otwarty-burmistrza-
michalowa-do-rady-europy-i-prezesa-rady-ministrow-rp). 

Migrant.info.pl (n.d.) ‘Pole’s card’. Webpage. migrant.info.pl (www.migrant.info.pl/dual-
citizenship-in-poland.html). 

Mikulska, A. (2022) ‘Romowie z Ukrainy traktowani jak uchodźcy drugiej kategorii. „Słyszymy: 
tych ludzi nie przyjmujemy”’. OKO.press, 1 April (https://oko.press/romowie-z-ukrainy-
traktowani-jak-uchodzcy-drugiej-kategorii-slyszymy-tych-ludzi-nie-przyjmujemy). 

Ministry of Family and Social Policy (2021) Informacja o zatrudnieniu cudzoziemco w w 
Polsce (stan na 1 lipca 2021 r). Warsaw: Ministry of Family and Social Policy  
(https://psz.praca.gov.pl/documents/10828/8179096/Informacja%20o%20zatrudnieniu%20
cudzoziemc%C3%B3w%20w%20Polsce%20-%20stan%20na%201%20lipca%202021.pdf/
c72f455b-67b1-45ce-98f3-c2fef2329578?t=1633694682893). 

Ministry of Family and Social Policy (2022) ‘Nowelizacja ustawy o pomocy obywatelom 
Ukrainy z podpisem Prezydenta’. 4 July (www.gov.pl/web/rodzina/nowelizacja-ustawy-o-
pomocy-obywatelom-ukrainy-z-podpisem-prezydenta). 

https://oko.press/prawica-oburzona-polskim-kolonializmem
https://oko.press/prawica-oburzona-polskim-kolonializmem
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/niepolityczna-polityka-ksztaltowanie-sie-polityki-migracyjnej-w-polsce-w-latach-1989-2016-kwiecien
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/niepolityczna-polityka-ksztaltowanie-sie-polityki-migracyjnej-w-polsce-w-latach-1989-2016-kwiecien
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/digital-news-report/2022/poland
https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X15623534
http://www.medam-migration.eu/fileadmin/Dateiverwaltung/MEDAM-Webseite/Publications/Assessment_Reports/2022_MEDAM_Assessment_Report/MEDAM_assessment_Report_2022.pdf
http://www.medam-migration.eu/fileadmin/Dateiverwaltung/MEDAM-Webseite/Publications/Assessment_Reports/2022_MEDAM_Assessment_Report/MEDAM_assessment_Report_2022.pdf
http://www.medam-migration.eu/fileadmin/Dateiverwaltung/MEDAM-Webseite/Publications/Assessment_Reports/2022_MEDAM_Assessment_Report/MEDAM_assessment_Report_2022.pdf
https://michalowo.eu/list-otwarty-burmistrza-michalowa-do-rady-europy-i-prezesa-rady-ministrow-rp
https://michalowo.eu/list-otwarty-burmistrza-michalowa-do-rady-europy-i-prezesa-rady-ministrow-rp
http://www.migrant.info.pl/dual-citizenship-in-poland.html
http://www.migrant.info.pl/dual-citizenship-in-poland.html
https://oko.press/romowie-z-ukrainy-traktowani-jak-uchodzcy-drugiej-kategorii-slyszymy-tych-ludzi-nie-przyjmujemy
https://oko.press/romowie-z-ukrainy-traktowani-jak-uchodzcy-drugiej-kategorii-slyszymy-tych-ludzi-nie-przyjmujemy
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/documents/10828/8179096/Informacja%20o%20zatrudnieniu%20cudzoziemc%C3%B3w%20w%20Polsce%20-%20stan%20na%201%20lipca%202021.pdf/c72f455b-67b1-45ce-98f3-c2fef2329578?t=1633694682893
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/documents/10828/8179096/Informacja%20o%20zatrudnieniu%20cudzoziemc%C3%B3w%20w%20Polsce%20-%20stan%20na%201%20lipca%202021.pdf/c72f455b-67b1-45ce-98f3-c2fef2329578?t=1633694682893
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/documents/10828/8179096/Informacja%20o%20zatrudnieniu%20cudzoziemc%C3%B3w%20w%20Polsce%20-%20stan%20na%201%20lipca%202021.pdf/c72f455b-67b1-45ce-98f3-c2fef2329578?t=1633694682893
http://www.gov.pl/web/rodzina/nowelizacja-ustawy-o-pomocy-obywatelom-ukrainy-z-podpisem-prezydenta
http://www.gov.pl/web/rodzina/nowelizacja-ustawy-o-pomocy-obywatelom-ukrainy-z-podpisem-prezydenta


Ministry of Interior and Administration (n.d) ‘Apply to be recognised as a Polish citizen’. 
Webpage. Ministry of Interior and Administration (www.gov.pl/web/mswia-en/apply-to-be-
recognised-as-a-polish-citizen).  

Ministry of Interior and Administration (2019) Polityka migracyjna polski. Projekt z dnia 10 
czerwca 2019 r.

Ministry of Labour and Social Policy (2018) ‘Rejestracja oświadczeń pracodawców o 
zamiarze powierzenia pracy cudzoziemcowi’. Warsaw: Ministry of Labour and Social Policy 
(https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180205-rejestracja-oswiadczen-pracodawcow-
o-zamiarze-powierzenia-pracy-cudzoziemcowi).

Ministry of Labour and Social Policy (2022a) ‘Zezwolenia na pracę cudzoziemców’. Warsaw: 
Ministry of Labour and Social Policy (https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180075-
zezwolenia-na-prace-cudzoziemcow).

Ministry of Labour and Social Policy (2022b) ‘Zezwolenia na pracę sezonową cudzoziemca’. 
Warsaw: Ministry of Labour and Social Policy (https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-
/8180228-zezwolenia-na-prace-sezonowa-cudzoziemca).

Ministry of Labour and Social Policy (2022c) ‘Oświadczenia o powierzeniu wykonywania 
pracy cudzoziemcowi, wpisane do ewidencji oświadczeń (obowiązujące od 2018 r.)’. 
Warsaw: Ministry of Labour and Social Policy (https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-
/8180211-oswiadczenia-o-powierzeniu-wykonywania-pracy-cudzoziemcowi-wpisane-do-
ewidencji-oswiadczen-obowiazujace-od-2018-r-). 

Molęda-Zdziech, M., Wach., D. and Pachoka, M. (2021) ‘Immigration and integration 
policies in Poland: institutional, political and social perspectives’ in J. Franzke and J.M. 
Ruano de la Fuente (eds) Local integration of migrants policy. European experiences 
and challenges. London: Palgrave Macmillan (https://link.springer.com/chapt
er/10.1007/978-3-030-50979-8_10). 

Motte-Baumvol, J., Frota Mont’Alverne, T.C. and Guimarães, G.N. (2022) ‘Extending social 
protection for migrants under the European Union’s Temporary Protection Directive: 
lessons from the war in Ukraine’. Oxford University Comparative Law Forum 2 (https://
ouclf.law.ox.ac.uk/extending-social-protection-for-migrants-under-the-european-unions-
temporary-protection-directive-lessons-from-the-war-in-ukraine/#1_The_limited_
personal_scope_of_temporary_protection_for_displaced_persons_from_Ukraine). 

MSF – Médecins Sans Frontières (2022) ‘MSF leaves Polish border after being blocked from 
assisting people’. 6 January (www.msf.org/msf-leaves-polish-border-after-being-blocked-
assisting-migrants-and-refugees). 

Narkowicz, K. (2018) ‘Refugees not welcome here’: state, church and civil society responses 
to the refugee crisis in Poland’ International Journal of Politics, Culture and Society 31: 
357–373 (https://doi.org/10.1007/s10767-018-9287-9). 

Never Again Association (2019) Selection of Islamophobic events (for 2017–2018) monitored 
in the ‘Brown Book’ monitoring by the ‘NEVER AGAIN’ Association. Warsaw: Never 
Again Foundation (www.nigdywiecej.org/docstation/com_docstation/172/selection_of_
islamophobic_events_for_2017_2018_monitored_in_the_brown_book.pdf). 

Nikolov, K. and Hudec, M. (2022) ‘Resentment for Ukrainian refugees grows in central 
and eastern Europe’. Euractiv, 12 May (www.euractiv.com/section/politics/short_news/
resentment-of-ukrainian-refugees-grows-in-central-and-eastern-europe). 

http://www.gov.pl/web/mswia-en/apply-to-be-recognised-as-a-polish-citizen
http://www.gov.pl/web/mswia-en/apply-to-be-recognised-as-a-polish-citizen
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180205-rejestracja-oswiadczen-pracodawcow-o-zamiarze-powierzenia-pracy-cudzoziemcowi
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180205-rejestracja-oswiadczen-pracodawcow-o-zamiarze-powierzenia-pracy-cudzoziemcowi
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180075-zezwolenia-na-prace-cudzoziemcow
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180075-zezwolenia-na-prace-cudzoziemcow
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180228-zezwolenia-na-prace-sezonowa-cudzoziemca
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180228-zezwolenia-na-prace-sezonowa-cudzoziemca
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180211-oswiadczenia-o-powierzeniu-wykonywania-pracy-cudzoziemcowi-wpisane-do-ewidencji-oswiadczen-obowiazujace-od-2018-r-
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180211-oswiadczenia-o-powierzeniu-wykonywania-pracy-cudzoziemcowi-wpisane-do-ewidencji-oswiadczen-obowiazujace-od-2018-r-
https://psz.praca.gov.pl/web/urzad-pracy/-/8180211-oswiadczenia-o-powierzeniu-wykonywania-pracy-cudzoziemcowi-wpisane-do-ewidencji-oswiadczen-obowiazujace-od-2018-r-
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-030-50979-8_10
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-030-50979-8_10
https://ouclf.law.ox.ac.uk/extending-social-protection-for-migrants-under-the-european-unions-temporary-protection-directive-lessons-from-the-war-in-ukraine/#1_The_limited_personal_scope_of_temporary_protection_for_displaced_persons_from_Ukraine
https://ouclf.law.ox.ac.uk/extending-social-protection-for-migrants-under-the-european-unions-temporary-protection-directive-lessons-from-the-war-in-ukraine/#1_The_limited_personal_scope_of_temporary_protection_for_displaced_persons_from_Ukraine
https://ouclf.law.ox.ac.uk/extending-social-protection-for-migrants-under-the-european-unions-temporary-protection-directive-lessons-from-the-war-in-ukraine/#1_The_limited_personal_scope_of_temporary_protection_for_displaced_persons_from_Ukraine
https://ouclf.law.ox.ac.uk/extending-social-protection-for-migrants-under-the-european-unions-temporary-protection-directive-lessons-from-the-war-in-ukraine/#1_The_limited_personal_scope_of_temporary_protection_for_displaced_persons_from_Ukraine
http://www.msf.org/msf-leaves-polish-border-after-being-blocked-assisting-migrants-and-refugees
http://www.msf.org/msf-leaves-polish-border-after-being-blocked-assisting-migrants-and-refugees
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10767-018-9287-9
http://www.nigdywiecej.org/docstation/com_docstation/172/selection_of_islamophobic_events_for_2017_2018_monitored_in_the_brown_book.pdf
http://www.nigdywiecej.org/docstation/com_docstation/172/selection_of_islamophobic_events_for_2017_2018_monitored_in_the_brown_book.pdf
http://www.euractiv.com/section/politics/short_news/resentment-of-ukrainian-refugees-grows-in-central-and-eastern-europe
http://www.euractiv.com/section/politics/short_news/resentment-of-ukrainian-refugees-grows-in-central-and-eastern-europe


Nowosielska, P. (2022) ‘Koniec miesiąca miodowego. Czy mamy jeszcze siłę pomagać 
uchodźcom z Ukrainy?’. Dziennik Gazeta Prawna, 8 May (www.gazetaprawna.pl/wiadomosci/
kraj/artykuly/8413194,koniec-miesiaca-miodowego-czy-mamy-jeszcze-sile-pomagac-
uchodzcom-z-ukrainy.html). 

ODI (n.d.) ‘Hearts and minds: how Europeans think and feel about immigration’. Data 
visualisation (https://heartsandminds.odi.digital).  

ODI (2017) Chatham House Forum summary: changing public perceptions of refugees and 
migrants: the role of politicians, the media and civil society. London: ODI (https://cdn.odi.
org/media/documents/11515.pdf). 

Office for Foreigners (2022a) Law of 12 March on Assistance to Citizens of Ukraine in 
Connection with Armed Conflict on the Territory of that Country (www.gov.pl/attachment/
fd791ffb-c02b-4e99-b710-e8ed3a9a821b). 

Office for Foreigners (2022b) ‘Amendment to the law on assistance to Ukrainian citizens in 
connection with the armed conflict on the territory of the country’. 28 March (www.gov.pl/
web/udsc-en/the-law-on-assistance-to-ukrainian-citizens-in-connection-with-the-armed-
conflict-on-the-territory-of-the-country-has-entered-into-force). 

Okólski, M. (ed.) (2012) European immigrations: trends, structures and policy implications. 
Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Okólski, M. and Wach, D. (2020) ‘Immigration and integration policies in the absence of 
immigrants: a case study of Poland’ in M. Duszczyk, M. Pachoka and D. Pszczółkowska (eds) 
Relations between immigration and integration policies in Europe. London: Routledge 
(www.taylorfrancis.com/books/e/9780429263736). 

OKO.Press (2022) ‘„Nie będzie pan nigdzie dzwonił?” – ni to stwierdzam, ni to błagam. 
Uchodźcy wciąż pokonują płot’. 5 July (https://oko.press/nie-bedzie-pan-nigdzie-dzwonil-ni-
to-stwierdzam-ni-to-blagam-uchodzcy-wciaz-pokonuja-plot).

Pachocka, M. and Sobczak-Szelc, K. (2020) Refugee protection. Poland Country Report. 
Uppsala: RESPOND (www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Poland_WP3-
Protection-Report.pdf). 

PARP – Polska Agencja Rozwoju Przedsiębiorczości (2021) Zagraniczni pracownicy 
na polskim rynku pracy. Warsaw: PARP (www.parp.gov.pl/storage/publications/pdf/
Zagranicznipracownicy-na-polskim-rynku-pracy_last.pdf).

Pettigrew, T. and Tropp, L. (2006) ‘A meta-analytic test of intergroup contact theory’ 
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 90(5): 751–783.

Pew Research Center (2005) ‘May 2005 survey data’. Washington D.C.: Pew Research Center 
(www.pewresearch.org/global/dataset/may-2005-survey-data). 

Piekarski, M. (2022) ‘Prof. Duszczyk: Ta skala rosyjskich ataków nie spowoduje fali migracyjnej’. 
RMF 24, 17 October (www.rmf24.pl/tylko-w-rmf24/rozmowa-w-poludnie/news-prof-
duszczyk-ta-skala-rosyjskich-atakow-nie-spowoduje-fali-,nId,6353059#crp_state=1). 

Piwar, A. (2022) ‘Realne problemy z ukraińskimi uchodźcami’. Myśl Polska, 10 July (https://
myslpolska.info/2022/07/02/realne-problemy-z-ukrainskimi-uchodzcami). 

Pleskot, P. (2015) ‘Polish political emigration in the 1980s: current research, perspectives, and 
challenges’ Polish American Studies 72(2): 49. 

Polish Economic Institute (2022) How Polish society has been helping refugees from Ukraine. 
Warsaw: Polish Economic Institute (https://pie.net.pl/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Pomoc-
pol-spol-UKR-ENG-22.07.2022-C.pdf). 

http://www.gazetaprawna.pl/wiadomosci/kraj/artykuly/8413194,koniec-miesiaca-miodowego-czy-mamy-jeszcze-sile-pomagac-uchodzcom-z-ukrainy.html
http://www.gazetaprawna.pl/wiadomosci/kraj/artykuly/8413194,koniec-miesiaca-miodowego-czy-mamy-jeszcze-sile-pomagac-uchodzcom-z-ukrainy.html
http://www.gazetaprawna.pl/wiadomosci/kraj/artykuly/8413194,koniec-miesiaca-miodowego-czy-mamy-jeszcze-sile-pomagac-uchodzcom-z-ukrainy.html
https://heartsandminds.odi.digital
https://cdn.odi.org/media/documents/11515.pdf
https://cdn.odi.org/media/documents/11515.pdf
http://www.gov.pl/attachment/fd791ffb-c02b-4e99-b710-e8ed3a9a821b
http://www.gov.pl/attachment/fd791ffb-c02b-4e99-b710-e8ed3a9a821b
http://www.gov.pl/web/udsc-en/the-law-on-assistance-to-ukrainian-citizens-in-connection-with-the-armed-conflict-on-the-territory-of-the-country-has-entered-into-force
http://www.gov.pl/web/udsc-en/the-law-on-assistance-to-ukrainian-citizens-in-connection-with-the-armed-conflict-on-the-territory-of-the-country-has-entered-into-force
http://www.gov.pl/web/udsc-en/the-law-on-assistance-to-ukrainian-citizens-in-connection-with-the-armed-conflict-on-the-territory-of-the-country-has-entered-into-force
http://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/e/9780429263736
https://oko.press/nie-bedzie-pan-nigdzie-dzwonil-ni-to-stwierdzam-ni-to-blagam-uchodzcy-wciaz-pokonuja-plot
https://oko.press/nie-bedzie-pan-nigdzie-dzwonil-ni-to-stwierdzam-ni-to-blagam-uchodzcy-wciaz-pokonuja-plot
http://www.pewresearch.org/global/dataset/may-2005-survey-data
http://www.rmf24.pl/tylko-w-rmf24/rozmowa-w-poludnie/news-prof-duszczyk-ta-skala-rosyjskich-atakow-nie-spowoduje-fali-,nId,6353059#crp_state=1
http://www.rmf24.pl/tylko-w-rmf24/rozmowa-w-poludnie/news-prof-duszczyk-ta-skala-rosyjskich-atakow-nie-spowoduje-fali-,nId,6353059#crp_state=1
https://myslpolska.info/2022/07/02/realne-problemy-z-ukrainskimi-uchodzcami
https://myslpolska.info/2022/07/02/realne-problemy-z-ukrainskimi-uchodzcami
https://pie.net.pl/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Pomoc-pol-spol-UKR-ENG-22.07.2022-C.pdf
https://pie.net.pl/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Pomoc-pol-spol-UKR-ENG-22.07.2022-C.pdf


Polish Investment and Trade Agency (2022) ‘Poland Business Harbour – this popular 
government program has once again been expanded!’. 5 September (www.paih.gov.
pl/20220905/poland_business_harbour_program#:~:text=In%20September%20
2020%2C%20the%20Poland,of%20the%20Republic%20of%20Poland). 

Polskie Radio 24 (2022) ‘Rynek pracy. Maląg: cudzoziemcy uzupełniają braki kadrowe w wielu 
branżach’. 6 July (https://polskieradio24.pl/5/1222/artykul/2974651,rynek-pracy-malag-
cudzoziemcy-uzupelniaja-braki-kadrowe-w-wielu-branzach). 

Pszczółkowska, D. (2022a) ‘Polska stała się krajem imigracji w niecałe 10 lat – tylko częściowo 
przez Putina’. OKO.press, 24 July (https://oko.press/polska-stala-sie-krajem-imigracji-w-
niecale-10-lat-tylko-czesciowo-przez-putina).

Pszczółkowska, D. (2022b) ‘Poland: what does it take for a public opinion coup to be 
reversed?’ International Migration 60(4): 221–225 (www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/
poland-what-does-it-take-for-a-public-opinion-coup-to-be-reversed-2). 

Radio Maryja (2021) ‘Nielegalni imigranci z bliskiego wschodu mają powiązania z islamskimi 
terrorystami i moskwą’. 27 September (www.radiomaryja.pl/informacje/nielegalni-
imigranci-z-bliskiego-wschodu-maja-powiazania-z-islamskimi-terrorystami-i-moskwa). 

Radynsky, O. (2014) ‘Uznajmy Ukrainę za kolonię Polski’. Krytyka Polityczna, 10 November 
(https://krytykapolityczna.pl/felietony/oleksij-radynski/uznajmy-ukraine-za-kolonie-polski). 

Sandecki, M. (2022) ‘Uchodźca uchodźcy nierówny. Dla jednych pomoc, dla innych mur i 
push-backi’. Gazeta Wyborcza, 18 February (https://trojmiasto.wyborcza.pl/trojmiasto/7,356
12,28124258,uchodzca-uchodzcy-nierowny-dla-jednych-pomoc-dla-innych-mur.html). 

Šelo Šabić, S. (2017) The relocation of refugees in the European Union: implementation of 
solidarity and fear. Zagreb: Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung (https://library.fes.de/pdf-files/bueros/
kroatien/13787.pdf). 

SIP – Stowarzyszenie Interwencji Prawnej (2022) ‘Legal portal for people fleeing Ukraine’. 
Webpage. SIP (https://ukraina.interwencjaprawna.pl/options-for-third-country-nationals-
other-than-ukrainian-citizens-residing-in-poland-on-a-15-day-permit). 

Stola, D. (2010) Kraj bez wyjścia? Migracje z Polski 1949–1989. Warsaw: Instytut Pamięci 
Narodowej (https://ipn.gov.pl/pl/publikacje/ksiazki/12863,Kraj-bez-wyjscia-Migracje-z-
Polski-19491989.html). 

Strzałkowski, P. (2022) ‘Warszawa. Powstało Centrum Edukacyjno-Kreatywne dla dzieci i 
mam z Ukrainy’. 25 March (https://wiadomosci.gazeta.pl/wiadomosci/7,114883,28261677,war
szawa-powstalo-centrum-edukacyjno-kreatywne-dla-dzieci-i.html). 

Surmiak-Domańska, K. (2021) ‘Michałowo: a small Polish town with a big heart for refugees’. 
Gazeta Wyborcza, 18 November (https://wyborcza.pl/7,173236,27819178,michalowo-a-small-
polish-town-with-a-big-heart-for-refugees.html?disableRedirects=true).

Świderska, A. (2017) Postawy wobec rozwiązań kryzysu migracyjnego: Polski Sondaż 
Uprzedzeń 3. Warsaw: CBU (http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/
sites/410/2021/02/PPS3_Raport_AS%CC%81widerska_v.08.08.2017.pdf). 

Świderska, A., Winiewski, M. and Hansen, K. (2016) Przemoc jako rozwiązanie? Napływ 
uchodźców w opiniach Polaków. Warsaw: CBU (http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/
uploads/sites/410/2021/02/Raport_WinSwiHan2016_clean.pdf). 

Szałańska, J. (2020) Conflicting conceptualisation of Europeanisation. Poland country 
report. Uppsala: RESPOND (https://respondmigration.com/wp-blog/conflicting-
conceptualisations-of-europeanisation-poland-report). 

http://www.paih.gov.pl/20220905/poland_business_harbour_program#:~:text=In%20September%202020%2C%20the%20Poland,of%20the%20Republic%20of%20Poland
http://www.paih.gov.pl/20220905/poland_business_harbour_program#:~:text=In%20September%202020%2C%20the%20Poland,of%20the%20Republic%20of%20Poland
http://www.paih.gov.pl/20220905/poland_business_harbour_program#:~:text=In%20September%202020%2C%20the%20Poland,of%20the%20Republic%20of%20Poland
https://polskieradio24.pl/5/1222/artykul/2974651,rynek-pracy-malag-cudzoziemcy-uzupelniaja-braki-kadrowe-w-wielu-branzach
https://polskieradio24.pl/5/1222/artykul/2974651,rynek-pracy-malag-cudzoziemcy-uzupelniaja-braki-kadrowe-w-wielu-branzach
https://oko.press/polska-stala-sie-krajem-imigracji-w-niecale-10-lat-tylko-czesciowo-przez-putina
https://oko.press/polska-stala-sie-krajem-imigracji-w-niecale-10-lat-tylko-czesciowo-przez-putina
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/poland-what-does-it-take-for-a-public-opinion-coup-to-be-reversed-2
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/poland-what-does-it-take-for-a-public-opinion-coup-to-be-reversed-2
http://www.radiomaryja.pl/informacje/nielegalni-imigranci-z-bliskiego-wschodu-maja-powiazania-z-islamskimi-terrorystami-i-moskwa
http://www.radiomaryja.pl/informacje/nielegalni-imigranci-z-bliskiego-wschodu-maja-powiazania-z-islamskimi-terrorystami-i-moskwa
https://krytykapolityczna.pl/felietony/oleksij-radynski/uznajmy-ukraine-za-kolonie-polski
https://trojmiasto.wyborcza.pl/trojmiasto/7,35612,28124258,uchodzca-uchodzcy-nierowny-dla-jednych-pomoc-dla-innych-mur.html
https://trojmiasto.wyborcza.pl/trojmiasto/7,35612,28124258,uchodzca-uchodzcy-nierowny-dla-jednych-pomoc-dla-innych-mur.html
https://library.fes.de/pdf-files/bueros/kroatien/13787.pdf
https://library.fes.de/pdf-files/bueros/kroatien/13787.pdf
https://ukraina.interwencjaprawna.pl/options-for-third-country-nationals-other-than-ukrainian-citizens-residing-in-poland-on-a-15-day-permit
https://ukraina.interwencjaprawna.pl/options-for-third-country-nationals-other-than-ukrainian-citizens-residing-in-poland-on-a-15-day-permit
https://ipn.gov.pl/pl/publikacje/ksiazki/12863,Kraj-bez-wyjscia-Migracje-z-Polski-19491989.html
https://ipn.gov.pl/pl/publikacje/ksiazki/12863,Kraj-bez-wyjscia-Migracje-z-Polski-19491989.html
https://wiadomosci.gazeta.pl/wiadomosci/7,114883,28261677,warszawa-powstalo-centrum-edukacyjno-kreatywne-dla-dzieci-i.html
https://wiadomosci.gazeta.pl/wiadomosci/7,114883,28261677,warszawa-powstalo-centrum-edukacyjno-kreatywne-dla-dzieci-i.html
https://wyborcza.pl/7,173236,27819178,michalowo-a-small-polish-town-with-a-big-heart-for-refugees.html?disableRedirects=true
https://wyborcza.pl/7,173236,27819178,michalowo-a-small-polish-town-with-a-big-heart-for-refugees.html?disableRedirects=true
http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2021/02/PPS3_Raport_AS%CC%81widerska_v.08.08.2017.pdf
http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2021/02/PPS3_Raport_AS%CC%81widerska_v.08.08.2017.pdf
http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2021/02/Raport_WinSwiHan2016_clean.pdf
http://cbu.psychologia.pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/410/2021/02/Raport_WinSwiHan2016_clean.pdf
https://respondmigration.com/wp-blog/conflicting-conceptualisations-of-europeanisation-poland-report
https://respondmigration.com/wp-blog/conflicting-conceptualisations-of-europeanisation-poland-report


Szczepanik, M. (2018) ‘Border politics and practices of resistance on the Eastern side of 
“Fortress Europe”: the case of Chechen asylum seekers at the Belarusian–Polish border’ 
Central and Eastern European Migration Review 7(2): 69–89 (www.ceemr.uw.edu.pl/sites/
default/files/Szczepanik_Border_Politics_and_Practices_of_Resistance.pdf).

Szulecka, M. (2016) ‘Regulating movement of the very mobile: selected legal and policy 
aspects of Ukrainian migration to EU countries’ in O. Fedyuk and M. Kindler (eds) Ukrainian 
migration to the European Union. Lessons from migration studies. Cham: Springer.

Szulecka, M., Pachocka, M. and Sobczak-Szelc, K. (2018) Poland – Country Report. Legal & 
Policy Framework of Migration Governance. Uppsala: RESPOND (https://respondmigration.
com/wp-blog/2018/8/1/comparative-report-legal-and-policy-framework-of-migration-
governance-pclyw-ydmzj-bzdbn-sc548).

Theus, J. (2022) ‘Fala pomocy ukraińskim uchodźcom opada – dowodzi sondaż OKO.press. 
Władza PiS zawiodła’. OKO.Press, 23 September (https://oko.press/fala-pomocy-ukrainskim-
uchodzcom-opada-dowodzi-sondaz-oko-press-wladza-pis-zawiodla). 

Tondo, L. (2021) ‘“My grandmother hid Jewish children”: Poland’s underground refugee 
network’. The Guardian, 24 December (www.theguardian.com/global-development/2021/
dec/24/my-grandmother-hid-jewish-children-polands-underground-refugee-network). 

Trojan, M. (2022) ‘Jawna dyskryminacja polaków – konfederacja o rezerwowaniu przez uw 
miejsc dla ukraińców’. Kresy, 14 July (https://kresy.pl/wydarzenia/jawna-dyskryminacja-
polakow-konfederacja-o-rezerwowaniu-przez-uw-miejsc-dla-ukraincow-video).

UN DESA – United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs (2019) World 
Population Prospects 2019, online edition. Rev. 1 (https://population.un.org/wpp/Download/
Standard/Population). 

UNHCR – UN High Commissioner for Refugees (n.d.) ‘Refugee population statistics database. 
Population figures’. Electronic dataset. Geneva: UNHCR (www.unhcr.org/refugee-statistics).

UNHCR (2016) The situation of Ukrainian refugees in Poland. Warsaw: UNHCR (www.ecoi.net/
en/file/local/1211563/1930_1475657937_57f3cfff4.pdf). 

UNHCR (2020) ‘UNHCR calls on Poland to ensure access for people seeking asylum’. 24 July 
(www.unhcr.org/news/press/2020/7/5f1a89674/unhcr-calls-poland-ensure-access-people-
seeking-asylum.html).

UNHCR (2021a) ‘UNHCR urges States to end stalemate at Belarus-EU border and avoid 
further loss of life’. 22 October (www.unhcr.org/pl/12535-sondaz-kantar-dla-unhcr.html). 

UNHCR (2021b) ‘Sondaż Kantar dla UNHCR: Polacy chcą pomagać uchodźcom, są życzliwie 
do nich nastawieni i rozumieją ich potrzeby’. 22 February (www.unhcr.org/news/
press/2021/10/6172af254/unhcr-urges-states-end-stalemate-belarus-eu-border-avoid-
further-loss-life.html). 

UNHCR (2022a) ‘Operational Data Portal. Ukraine refugee situation’. Webpage. UNHCR 
(https://data.unhcr.org/en/situations/ukraine) (accessed 29 Sept 2022).

UNHCR (2022b) Ukraine situation. Regional Refugee Response Plan. March-December 2022. 
Geneva: UNHCR (https://reliefweb.int/report/poland/ukraine-situation-regional-refugee-
response-plan-march-december-2022). 

UNHCR (2022c) ‘People across Poland show solidarity with refugees from Ukraine’. 1 March 
(www.unhcr.org/news/stories/2022/3/621dd8214/people-across-poland-show-solidarity-
refugees-ukraine.html). 

http://www.ceemr.uw.edu.pl/sites/default/files/Szczepanik_Border_Politics_and_Practices_of_Resistance.pdf
http://www.ceemr.uw.edu.pl/sites/default/files/Szczepanik_Border_Politics_and_Practices_of_Resistance.pdf
https://respondmigration.com/wp-blog/2018/8/1/comparative-report-legal-and-policy-framework-of-migration-governance-pclyw-ydmzj-bzdbn-sc548
https://respondmigration.com/wp-blog/2018/8/1/comparative-report-legal-and-policy-framework-of-migration-governance-pclyw-ydmzj-bzdbn-sc548
https://respondmigration.com/wp-blog/2018/8/1/comparative-report-legal-and-policy-framework-of-migration-governance-pclyw-ydmzj-bzdbn-sc548
https://oko.press/fala-pomocy-ukrainskim-uchodzcom-opada-dowodzi-sondaz-oko-press-wladza-pis-zawiodla
https://oko.press/fala-pomocy-ukrainskim-uchodzcom-opada-dowodzi-sondaz-oko-press-wladza-pis-zawiodla
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2021/dec/24/my-grandmother-hid-jewish-children-polands-underground-refugee-network
http://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2021/dec/24/my-grandmother-hid-jewish-children-polands-underground-refugee-network
https://kresy.pl/wydarzenia/jawna-dyskryminacja-polakow-konfederacja-o-rezerwowaniu-przez-uw-miejsc-dla-ukraincow-video
https://kresy.pl/wydarzenia/jawna-dyskryminacja-polakow-konfederacja-o-rezerwowaniu-przez-uw-miejsc-dla-ukraincow-video
https://population.un.org/wpp/Download/Standard/Population
https://population.un.org/wpp/Download/Standard/Population
http://www.unhcr.org/refugee-statistics
http://www.ecoi.net/en/file/local/1211563/1930_1475657937_57f3cfff4.pdf
http://www.ecoi.net/en/file/local/1211563/1930_1475657937_57f3cfff4.pdf
http://www.unhcr.org/news/press/2020/7/5f1a89674/unhcr-calls-poland-ensure-access-people-seeking-asylum.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/press/2020/7/5f1a89674/unhcr-calls-poland-ensure-access-people-seeking-asylum.html
http://www.unhcr.org/pl/12535-sondaz-kantar-dla-unhcr.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/press/2021/10/6172af254/unhcr-urges-states-end-stalemate-belarus-eu-border-avoid-further-loss-life.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/press/2021/10/6172af254/unhcr-urges-states-end-stalemate-belarus-eu-border-avoid-further-loss-life.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/press/2021/10/6172af254/unhcr-urges-states-end-stalemate-belarus-eu-border-avoid-further-loss-life.html
https://data.unhcr.org/en/situations/ukraine
https://reliefweb.int/report/poland/ukraine-situation-regional-refugee-response-plan-march-december-2022
https://reliefweb.int/report/poland/ukraine-situation-regional-refugee-response-plan-march-december-2022
http://www.unhcr.org/news/stories/2022/3/621dd8214/people-across-poland-show-solidarity-refugees-ukraine.html
http://www.unhcr.org/news/stories/2022/3/621dd8214/people-across-poland-show-solidarity-refugees-ukraine.html


UNHCR and Kantar (2021) Postrzeganie uchodźców w Polsce wersja skrócona. Warsaw: 
UNHCR (www.unhcr.org/pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/22/2021/02/Sondaz-UNHCR-2021-
badanie-ogolnopolskie.pdf). 

Union of Polish Metropolises (2022a) ‘Sasiedzka pomo tablice’. Warsaw: Union of Metropolis 
(https://metropolie.pl/artykul/sasiedzka-pomoc-do-poczatku-maja-mieszkancy-12-
najwiekszych-polskich-miast-przyjeli-pol-miliona-uchodzcow-z-ukrainy). 

Union of Polish Metropolises (2022b) Sąsiedzka pomoc Mieszkańcy 12 największych polskich 
miast o pomocy uchodźcom z Ukrainy. Warsaw: Union of Metropolis (https://metropolie.pl/
fileadmin/news/2022/07/SasiedzkaPomoc.pdf). 

Wach, D. and Pachocka, M. (2022) ‘Polish cities and their experience in integration activities 
– the case of Warsaw’ Studies in European Affairs 26(2): 89–2015 (https://doi.org/10.33067/
SE.2.2022.6). 

Wanat, Z. (2022) ‘Polish cities feel the strain of helping Ukrainian refugees’. 
Politico, 2 June (www.politico.eu/article/poland-cities-strain-help-ukraine-
refugees/#:~:text=Rzesz%C3%B3w%20is%20an%20extreme%20example,Polish%20
Metropolises%20published%20last%20month). 

Welcoming America (n.d.) ‘What is Welcoming?’. Webpage (https://welcomingamerica.org/
what-is-welcoming). 

Welcoming Committee for Hong Kongers (n.d.) ‘About Us’. Webpage (www.welcomehk.org/
about-us). 

Wike, R., Stokes, B. and Simmons, K.(2016) ‘Europeans fear wave of refugees will mean 
more terrorism, fewer jobs’. Pew Research Center, 11 July (www.pewresearch.org/
global/2016/07/11/europeans-fear-wave-of-refugees-will-mean-more-terrorism-fewer-jobs). 

World Vision (2022) Warm welcomes, lurking tensions. Vital lessons from the global south for 
countries hosting refugees from Ukraine. London: World Vision (www.wvi.org/publications/
ukraine/warm-welcomes-lurking-tensions).

Wysieńska-Di Carlo, K. and Klaus, W. (2018) Pracodawcy i pracodawczynie a zatrudnianie 
cudzoziemców i cudzoziemek. Warszawa: Stowarzyszenie Interwencji Prawnej. Warsaw: SIP 
(https://interwencjaprawna.pl/dla-pracodawcow/files/SIP_RAPORT_ FULL_ONLINE_.pdf) 

Ÿukasiewicz, K., Nowosielki, M., Pachocka, M. et al. (2022) CMR Spotlight: Migracje i miasta 
w czasie kryzysu humanitarnego. Warsaw: CMR (www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/cmr-
spotlight-wydanie-specjalne-2022-2). 

Zawadzka-Paluektau, N. (2022) ‘Ukrainian refugees in Polish press’. Discourse & 
Communication (https://doi.org/10.1177/17504813221111636). 

Zubrzycki, J. (2011) ‘Emigration from Poland in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries’ 
Population Studies 6(3): 248–272 (https://doi.org/10.1080/00324728.1953.10414889). 

http://www.unhcr.org/pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/22/2021/02/Sondaz-UNHCR-2021-badanie-ogolnopolskie.pdf
http://www.unhcr.org/pl/wp-content/uploads/sites/22/2021/02/Sondaz-UNHCR-2021-badanie-ogolnopolskie.pdf
https://metropolie.pl/artykul/sasiedzka-pomoc-do-poczatku-maja-mieszkancy-12-najwiekszych-polskich-miast-przyjeli-pol-miliona-uchodzcow-z-ukrainy
https://metropolie.pl/artykul/sasiedzka-pomoc-do-poczatku-maja-mieszkancy-12-najwiekszych-polskich-miast-przyjeli-pol-miliona-uchodzcow-z-ukrainy
https://metropolie.pl/fileadmin/news/2022/07/SasiedzkaPomoc.pdf
https://metropolie.pl/fileadmin/news/2022/07/SasiedzkaPomoc.pdf
https://doi.org/10.33067/SE.2.2022.6
https://doi.org/10.33067/SE.2.2022.6
http://www.politico.eu/article/poland-cities-strain-help-ukraine-refugees/#:~:text=Rzesz%C3%B3w%20is%20an%20extreme%20example,Polish%20Metropolises%20published%20last%20month
http://www.politico.eu/article/poland-cities-strain-help-ukraine-refugees/#:~:text=Rzesz%C3%B3w%20is%20an%20extreme%20example,Polish%20Metropolises%20published%20last%20month
http://www.politico.eu/article/poland-cities-strain-help-ukraine-refugees/#:~:text=Rzesz%C3%B3w%20is%20an%20extreme%20example,Polish%20Metropolises%20published%20last%20month
https://welcomingamerica.org/what-is-welcoming
https://welcomingamerica.org/what-is-welcoming
http://www.welcomehk.org/about-us
http://www.welcomehk.org/about-us
http://www.pewresearch.org/global/2016/07/11/europeans-fear-wave-of-refugees-will-mean-more-terrorism-fewer-jobs
http://www.pewresearch.org/global/2016/07/11/europeans-fear-wave-of-refugees-will-mean-more-terrorism-fewer-jobs
https://interwencjaprawna.pl/dla-pracodawcow/files/SIP_RAPORT_ FULL_ONLINE_.pdf
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/cmr-spotlight-wydanie-specjalne-2022-2
http://www.migracje.uw.edu.pl/publikacje/cmr-spotlight-wydanie-specjalne-2022-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/17504813221111636
https://doi.org/10.1080/00324728.1953.10414889

	Figure 1 Refugees and asylum-seekers in Poland
	Figure 2 Emigration from Poland
	Figure 3 Foreign workers in Poland 
	Figure 4 First residence permits issued in Poland to non-EU citizens, by country of origin
	Figure 5 Migration timeline, Poland
	Figure 6 Should foreigners be allowed to work in Poland?
	Figure 7 Attitudes towards immigration: does immigration make Poland a worse or a better place to live? 
	Figure 8 Salience of immigration as a key issue in Poland 
	Figure 9 Opposition to accepting refugees 
	Figure 10 Polish opinion on closing borders to refugees 
	Figure 11 Polish attitudes towards different nationalities/groups 
	Figure 12 Opinion in Poland’s major cities on the long-term impacts of Ukrainian refugees’ presence 
	Acknowledgements
	Display items
	Acronyms
	1	Introduction
	2	History of migration in Poland
	2.1	Early history to 1989: from a country of sanctuary to closed borders
	2.2	1989–2003: Immigration and asylum in post-communist Poland
	2.3	2004–2015: EU accession, Ukrainian immigration and the ‘refugee crisis’ in Europe
	2.4	2016–present: Tightening asylum, burgeoning labour migration and conflict in Ukraine 

	3	Current Polish immigration system and approach
	3.1	Immigration policy
	3.2	Asylum policy
	3.3	Policy responses to Ukrainian refugees

	4	Public attitudes towards refugees and other migrants: what do we know? 
	4.1	The 1990s and 2000s: from mixed opinion to positivity
	4.2	2015: reversal of a positive trend?
	4.3	Post-2015: warming opinion and reduced salience
	4.4	Attitudes towards Ukrainian refugees in 2022: between acceptance and concern

	5	Contributions, threats and solidarity: narratives around refugees and other migrants in Poland
	5.1	Narratives around labour migration
	5.2	Narratives around refugees 
	5.3	Narratives around Ukrainian refugees

	6	Conclusion
	References
	Box 1 The 2007 temporary work regulations
	Box 2 Overview of Polish immigration and asylum policies
	Box 3 The EU relocation scheme for refugees 
	Box 4 In focus: cities, mobility and the conflict in Ukraine
	Box 5 Private sector support to Ukrainian refugees

