
 

The refugee crisis in Europe. What does 
Norway have? 
 
In 2015 Europe was challenged by people escape from war and disaster. 
Many European countries refused to accept responsibility for children, wo-
men and men on the run.  
We experienced it ourselves as a nation during World War II, but then it 
was Norwegians who were on the run. What is different today than in the 
past?  
After the World War II we adopted the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights to protect every single human being who was in need.  
Norway has a humanistic tradition. Especially when there are challenges 
internationally. We must see the individual where others see refugees on 
the run. We must ensure the rule of law where others choose quick political 
solutions. We must think long-term where others close the borders. But is 
that the case today or are we about to leave our humanistic heritage and 
tradition? Have we become a society who does not care of others?  
Norway has a strict refugee policy and there are reasons for this. We are a 
not so many people living in Norway. We must be able to integrate those 
who come before we receive more refugees, and we must be able to main-
tain a sustainable welfare state. Based on the principle that those who co-
mes to Norway has to work and earn their own salary.  
The refugee agreement in 2015 was an agreement in the Parliament 
between several parties, based on the principle of a strict and fair refugee 
policy. But what does strict really mean and what does justice mean in this 
context?  
When the concepts of strict and fair are combined in the political rhetoric, it 
becomes complicated because is it possible to measure fair, or do the poli-
tician with fair mean as few as possible? What responsibility does Norway 
really have to secure the rights of people on the run?  
The refugee agreement in the Parliament in 2015 was first and foremost 
about restricting people on the run from their opportunity to seek protection 
in Norway.  
Greece, Italy and other countries do not have this opportunity and are 
trying to solve major international refugee challenges in their immediate 
environment. With or without the support of the international community.  
Now the question is which way Norway should choose in the future. Should 
we take greater responsibility internationally and nationally? Internationally 
through active cooperation with other countries and nationally through a 
better integration policy.  
The story of the Good Samaritan is important today as it was 2000 years 
ago. It's so easy to look the other way and not care. Maybe the media has 
some of the responsibility for that. It is no longer easy to say that Norway is 
the world's best country to live in for everyone. The differences between 
people are larger than before. For many immigrant families, low salaries 
are challenging. Many have difficulty finding work. Women and children in 
particular face the greatest challenges during international conflicts and cri-
ses. This was also the case in 2015.  
 
The question is whether the search for quick political solutions has challen-
ges the international conventions Norway has signed, such as the Univer-
sal Declaration of Human Rights and the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child to much.  
In my work, I have looked in particular at Articles 3, 10, 12 of the Conven-
tion on the Rights of the Child and Article 2 of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights. My research question is are there a conflict between the 
political decisions in the parliament and the articles in the two conventions 
which we have signed? 
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