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An overwhelming majority (84%) believe that
growing global threats call for a substantial
strengthening of Nordic cooperation.

More than half think that border control (55%),
defence (54%), climate policy (52%) and tackling
biodiversity loss (51%) could be decided jointly by
the Nordic countries.

A common Nordic foreign policy divides opinion:
43% think the Nordic countries could take foreign
policy decisions together, while as many (43%)
would retain the status quo.

All the Nordic countries are seen as at least fairly
close to Finland. A large majority (70%) think that
Finland and Finns have much or very much in
common with Sweden and the Swedish people.
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C loser Nordic cooperation has long
ranked among Finns’ leading wishes
for those shaping Finland’s foreign

policy. It became their top priority in last
year’s EVA Values and Attitudes Survey, in
which a large majority said that Nordic co-
operation should carry more weight in our
foreign policy than it does today.1

This is an interesting finding, as coopera-
tion among the Nordic countries has gener-
ally been regarded as well developed, firmly
established and, at times, even rather dull.
Moreover, cooperation has intensified con-
siderably in recent years, especially in de-
fence.

Finns nevertheless see the world as so un-
stable that this is no longer enough: it is time
to step on the accelerator. An overwhelming
majority (84%) believe that growing global
threats call for a substantial strengthening of
Nordic cooperation, while a mere three per
cent see no need for closer cooperation (Fig-
ure 1).

Closer cooperation could mean, for in-
stance, tighter coordination of Nordic posi-
tions and actions, or joint representation in-
ternationally. Some may envisage more
binding joint Nordic decision-making, or
even a federation: a new Kalmar Union of
the kind proposed by Swedish historian Gun-
nar Wetterberg in his 2010 pamphlet for the
Nordic Council of Ministers.2

Several similar calls for the Nordic coun-
tries to close ranks have emerged recently.3

They have been prompted, among other

things, by the deterioration of the security
environment caused by Russia’s war of ag-
gression against Ukraine, Finland’s and
Sweden’s NATO membership, the United
States becoming an unpredictable ally dur-
ing Donald Trump’s second presidential
term, and the European Union’s sluggish re-
sponse to the hopes invested in its renewal.

The EU itself has been one reason why
deeper Nordic integration was not seen as
particularly necessary in previous decades.
In Finns’ minds, however, European integra-
tion has not made Nordic cooperation re-
dundant. On the contrary, almost all Finns
(93%) believe that Nordic cooperation re-
mains very important to Finland despite EU
membership, and practically no one (2%)
disagrees (Figure 2).

This already exceptionally widely shared
view of the importance of Nordic coopera-
tion has strengthened further. The share em-
phasising its importance — those who
strongly agree — has risen by 10 percentage
points since the previous survey in 2012.

A similar result emerges when the ques-
tion is approached from the opposite direc-
tion. Only 12% think that Finland now has,
in fact, rather few interests in common with
the other Nordic countries, and two-thirds
(65%) disagree (Figure 3).

Since the previous survey in 2007, opinion
has shifted markedly, by 18 percentage
points, towards recognising the Nordic coun-
tries’ many shared interests. The valued

Figure 1. “Growing global threats call for a substantial strengthening of Nordic cooperation” (%)
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framework of Nordic cooperation has thus
acquired new and more substantial content.

Strong trust in the Nordic countries

Defence is a natural candidate for a leading
place on a renewed Nordic agenda. One in-
dication is that, in previously published res-
ults from the Values and Attitudes Survey,
Sweden, Estonia, Norway and Denmark
were seen as the countries most likely to
come to Finland’s aid in the event of a milit-
ary attack.4

Shared interests extend beyond security,
however. Over the decades, the Nordic eco-
nomies have become integrated in practice
through numerous corporate mergers and
acquisitions. Labour markets present few
major obstacles to the free movement of
people, and EU rules allow goods, services
and capital to move largely freely.

Even so, substantially strengthening Nor-
dic cooperation would entail a long to-do list.
Each Nordic country has its own legislation
and institutions, which put obstacles in the
way of integration and limit how far Nordic
cooperation can go in practice. Taking co-
operation to a new level could mean, for ex-
ample, more unified foreign and economic
policies and social security, as well as some
form of Nordic citizenship.5

The Values and Attitudes Survey explored
Finns’ readiness for deeper Nordic coopera-
tion through two sets of questions. The first
asked how much Finland and Finns have in
common with each Nordic country and its
citizens. Respondents were asked to con-
sider the issue as a whole, for example in
terms of values, culture, interests and goals.
The second question went further, asking
which matters could in future be decided
jointly at the Nordic level if cooperation
were intensified.

Figure 2. “Despite EU membership, Nordic cooperation remains very important to us” (%)

Figure 3. “Finland now has, in fact, rather few interests in common with the other Nordic countries”
(%)
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The assessments of how much we have in
common suggest that the basic conditions
for closer cooperation are in place (Figure
4). Since a large majority of Finns think we
have at least a fair amount in common with
every Nordic country, differences in atti-

tudes are best examined mainly
through the stronger re-
sponses: “very much” and
“much”.

As expected, Sweden is the Nordic coun-
try closest to Finland and Finns. A large ma-
jority (70%) think we have much or very
much in common with Sweden and the
Swedish people, and more than a third (35%)
say we have very much in common.

The difference in perceived closeness is
clear compared with Norway and Norwegi-
ans, with whom half (49%) think we have
very much or much in common, and Den-
mark and the Danes, where the correspond-
ing share is somewhat lower (42%). For Ice-
land, the most distant Nordic country, and
its citizens, the share seeing very much or
much in common is considerably smaller, at
28%.

Alongside the shares seeing much in com-
mon, another important finding is the negli-
gible proportion who see little or very little
in common with any of the Nordic countries.
Finns see no reason to distance themselves

from the other Nordic countries or their
people, reflecting an openly positive and
trusting attitude towards them.

The result also suggests that Finns largely
think of the Nordic countries as a whole. Al-
though Sweden and the Swedish people are
seen as the closest, even this special relation-
ship has its limits (see “Sweden is special,
but reunification has little appeal”). Differ-
ences between assessments of the Nordic
countries are probably explained largely by
the extent of practical interaction: how
much Finland and Finns cooperate and en-
gage with each country and its citizens.

Differences between population groups
are small. Men nevertheless see more in
common with the other Nordic countries
than women do, while older respondents —
those over 56 — place greater emphasis than
younger people on ties with Sweden and
Norway in particular (see the chart ap-
pendix).

These differences can be explained at
least partly by attitudes towards collective
defence within NATO. Previously published
Values and Attitudes Survey results show
that men are more positive than women
about Finland’s NATO membership. The
same applies when comparing the very fa-
vourable views of those over 56 with those of
younger population groups.6

” Sweden is
the closest.

Figure 4. How much do Finland and Finns have in common with each Nordic country and its citizens
(values, culture, interests, goals, etc.)? (%)
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Sweden is special, but reunification has little appeal

The relationship between Finland and Sweden is particularly close, thanks in part to their
long shared history, migration, extensive integration between their business sectors and
close contacts between political leaders.

A majority (59%) therefore see the Swedish people as closer to us than any other
people. Only a relatively small share (15%) disagree, although a substantial proportion (26%)
take no position (Figure 5).

Assessments of the Swedes’ special status have improved since the previous survey in 2023.
On the other hand, the figures are essentially the same as they were almost two decades
ago, in 2007.

The result is similar when the issue is approached through a statement that plays
down Sweden’s special status. Around a quarter (26%) of Finns think that Sweden is now
just another EU country to Finland, but almost half (47%) see its importance to Finland as
greater than this (Figure 6). A substantial share (27%) take no position.

The result is broadly similar to that of almost two decades ago. The ranks of both those who
regard Sweden as just another EU country and those who emphasise the special relation-
ship have thinned slightly. Only the share taking no position has grown.

These findings suggest that Finns’ interest in Nordic cooperation now extends beyond
Sweden alone to the Nordic region as a whole. In this light, it is not surprising that ideas
voiced in Sweden after Finland and Sweden joined NATO about the two countries reunit-
ing as a single state find little resonance among Finns.7

Figure 5. “The Swedish people are closer to us than any other people” (%)

Figure 6. “Sweden is now just another EU country to Finland” (%)
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Defence brings the Nordics together

Finland’s and Sweden’s NATO membership,
and the fact that all the Nordic countries now
belong to the alliance, have added substan-
tial, concrete security content to the Nordic
agenda. This is also reflected in assessments
of how much Finns have in common with
the other Nordic countries when broken
down by views on NATO. Those who support
membership see much more in common
than those who are neutral or opposed to it
(see the chart appendix).

The Nordic countries have, of course, co-
operated closely on defence for a long time.
Russia’s war of aggression against Ukraine
and Finland’s and Sweden’s NATO member-
ship have nevertheless spurred this coopera-
tion to a new level.9 Interestingly, it has of-
ten taken the form of so-called minilateral-
ism: issue-focused, rapid and direct coopera-
tion between governments, outside tradi-
tional institutional structures such as the

Nordic Council and the Nordic Council of
Ministers.

The unstable international situation re-
peatedly confronts decision-makers with
situations requiring a rapid response, where-
as most organisations for international co-
operation move slowly. Multilateral coopera-
tion, which matters greatly to small states,
has also lost ground as major powers in-
creasingly use their strength to act alone or
among themselves, over the heads of smaller
countries.

In contests of power, the Nordic countries
are small individually, but together they are
a more substantial force, economically as
well. EVA’s Values and Attitudes Survey
therefore asked Finns to what extent various
matters could be decided jointly at the Nord-
ic level and to what extent they should re-
main within national decision-making. The
question did not describe any decision-mak-
ing structures or arrangements. It merely as-

Only a small share (10%) think it would be a good thing if Finland and Sweden were to re-
unite as a single state in the future. As many (10%) take no position, while an overwhelming
majority (80%) reject the idea (Figure 7).

When EVA asked in autumn 2021 which factors were important to Finns’ identity, being
Finnish and their mother tongue proved the most important to a large majority.8 Finnish
national sentiment thus appears to retain a strong hold on people’s minds. This probably
helps explain the desire to hold on to the nation state, even in a changing world.

Figure 7. “It would be a good thing if Finland and Sweden were to reunite as a single state
in the future” (%)
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sumed a substantial increase in cooperation
among the Nordic countries.10

The results (Figure 8) reveal a perhaps
surprisingly broad willingness, in principle,
to make decisions jointly at the Nordic level,
especially on issues that cross national bor-
ders. External security and environmental
issues stand out.

Only a third (34%) would keep control of
external borders in each country’s own
hands, while a majority (55%) would decide
on it mainly at the joint Nordic level. The
result is similar for national defence as a
whole. A third (34%) would take defence
policy decisions nationally, while more than

half (54%) would favour joint Nordic de-
cision-making in future.

The results show broad acceptance of
both deep defence cooperation and military
alignment within NATO. It is also note-
worthy that only one in ten insist on keeping
border control and defence entirely under
national authority. This reflects not only
strong trust in the other Nordic countries,
but also a view that dealing with the security
threat posed by Russia would, in present cir-
cumstances, be too large a task for a single
small country and is therefore possible only
through joint efforts.

Figure 8. To what extent could the following policy areas be decided jointly at the Nordic level in
future, and to what extent should they continue to be decided nationally? (%)
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The same attitude appears to shape views on
the other main strand of foreign and security
policy: exerting influence internationally.
Support is nevertheless more muted than for
border control and defence policy. A size-
able share (43%) would keep foreign policy
decisions entirely or mainly in national
hands, but as many (43%) think the Nordic
countries could have a largely or even
wholly common foreign policy.

This seemingly surprising result can
probably be explained by the way the Nordic
countries, sometimes together with the Balt-
ic states, have in recent years sought a joint
seat at the major tables of world politics —
tables that none of them would have had the
weight to reach alone. A prime minister or
president invited to a summit has often, in
practice, represented all the Nordic coun-
tries as well as their own. Positions have
been coordinated beforehand, either form-
ally or more informally.11 For example,
Finland’s President Stubb will attend the G20
summit as an invited guest for the second
time at the end of this year.12

The environment, too, needs greater
leverage

The case for pooling strength also applies to
environmental threats. Finns are fairly
widely prepared to relinquish some national
decision-making power in order to tackle
them. Again, a third (33%) would keep cli-
mate policy wholly or mainly under national
authority, but more than half (52%) would be
willing to decide on it jointly at the Nordic
level. Attitudes towards tackling biodiversity
loss are virtually identical. Just over a third
(35%) would retain decision-making power
in Finland, but half (51%) think that action
against biodiversity loss could in future be

decided largely or entirely at the Nordic
level.

The idea of a common Nordic climate and
environmental policy thus enjoys fairly
broad support. In previous EVA Values and
Attitudes Surveys, however, a majority of
Finns have thought that climate policy de-
cisions should be taken mainly at EU level.13

One interpretation is that many respond-
ents have in mind the green transition under
way in all the Nordic economies. They would
like more joint Nordic climate policy along-
side EU climate policy, rather than in place
of it.

On energy policy, which is closely linked
to both climate policy and the economy,
many (45%) would nevertheless favour na-
tional decision-making and a smaller share
(38%) joint Nordic decisions. The figures are
almost the same for science and research
policy, another area important to the eco-
nomy: 42% would decide nationally and al-
most as many (40%) jointly at the Nordic
level.

For biodiversity loss, interpretation is
complicated by the fact that, although a ma-
jority see tackling it as a Nordic issue, atti-
tudes towards joint Nordic decisions on en-
vironmental policy instruments are less fa-
vourable.

Almost half (46%) would keep decisions
on nature conservation in national hands,
while a smaller share (40%) would move
them partly or wholly to the Nordic level. A
clear majority (61%) think that decisions on
the use of natural resources, such as forests
and mineral deposits, should remain nation-
al. Only just over a quarter (27%) would
make them a joint Nordic matter.

For agriculture, which is also partly con-
nected to environmental issues, almost two-
thirds (64%) want agricultural policy to be

9



decided nationally. Only a fifth (21%) would
place it in Nordic hands.

In this respect, the result should be read
as a statement about security of supply and
food security. It may also express a view on
how agricultural policy should be organised
if the EU were in future to dismantle its com-
mon agricultural policy, which currently
places fairly tight constraints on member
states.

Immigration divides opinion

Immigration has long been one of the cent-
ral political issues in every Nordic country,
and between them. During the migration
crisis of 2014–2016, Nordic cooperation ran
into difficulties as asylum seekers moved
freely from one country to another. Eventu-
ally, the Nordic countries responded by rein-
troducing border checks one after another,
temporarily suspending passport-free travel
within the Nordic region.

With hindsight, it is easy to see that a
common Nordic approach, or at least co-
ordination between the countries, would
have been needed during the refugee crisis.
On the other hand, each Nordic state has
also been determined to retain ultimate sov-
ereignty over granting asylum.

Finns are divided on this issue. A substan-
tial share (45%) think that asylum policy
should be decided entirely or mainly at na-
tional level, but an equally large group (44%)
take the opposite view and would prefer a
common Nordic asylum policy.

Asylum seekers account for only a small
part of immigration to the Nordic countries.
Most arrivals are people moving for work or
study and their family members. While the
Nordic countries have recently tried to make
themselves less attractive to asylum seekers,
they have simultaneously sought to attract

labour migrants, particularly those with
higher qualifications, to the region.

Although labour migration differs in
nature from refugee migration, attitudes to-
wards who should decide on it do not. Less
than half (46%) think that labour migration
from outside the EU should be decided na-
tionally, and almost as many (42%) would
decide on it at Nordic level. The picture
changes only slightly when respondents are
asked about immigration policy in general.
Around half (49%) think it should be decided
nationally, while four in ten (38%) would
prefer joint Nordic decision-making.

Behind these divided views on authority
over immigration policy lie fairly substantial
differences between parties’ supporters. Ma-
jorities among Finns Party and Centre Party
voters emphasise retaining national control
over immigration, whereas majorities
among Green and Left Alliance supporters
would transfer decision-making power to the
Nordic level. National Coalition Party and
Social Democratic Party supporters are each
divided into two equally strong camps, with
no clear overall preference (see the chart ap-
pendix).

On the economy, national control still
prevails

Migration has been a central driving force of
the Nordic economies from the outset. Since
the early 1950s, Nordic citizens have been
able to move freely within the region, work
and, when moving, gain access to the destin-
ation country’s social security system.

Free movement of labour took effect in
the Nordic region earlier than in Western
Europe, whose countries agreed on it in the
1957 Treaty of Rome establishing the
European Economic Community. A decade
later, in the late 1960s and early 1970s, the

10
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creation of a Nordic economic community,
Nordek, was already being explored. Those
plans, however, fell through.

Today, the Nordic countries are closely
integrated with Europe, but through some-
what different arrangements. Finland,
Sweden and Denmark are EU members. Nor-
way and Iceland, which recently rejected re-
viving its accession negotiations, have opted
for membership of the European Economic
Area (EEA). Finland is the only Nordic coun-
try in the euro area, and EVA’s Values and
Attitudes Surveys show that a majority of
Finns have recently been satisfied with this
arrangement.14

This has not always been the case. Espe-
cially in the early 2000s, many hoped for a
return to the markka and the ability to pur-
sue more independent monetary and ex-
change-rate policies. Somewhat surpris-
ingly, support for the euro nevertheless rose
during the euro crisis, which peaked in
2010–2012, even as the euro area itself came
close to breaking up.15

Against this background, it may seem
somewhat surprising that just under half
(47%) would take monetary policy decisions
nationally, while a third (32%) would be pre-
pared to consider a joint Nordic arrange-
ment (see Figure 8 above). It should be
noted, however, that the question did not of-
fer the EU level as an option. National de-
cision-making can therefore be interpreted
as including the retention of the present ar-
rangement, in which Finland’s view on mon-
etary policy is conveyed to the European
Central Bank through the Bank of Finland.

On decisions concerning banks and finan-
cial markets, which are closely linked to
monetary policy, the result is clearer. A ma-
jority (55%) would keep these in national
hands, while a much smaller share (28%)
would decide jointly at the Nordic level.

Finns’ confidence in their own decision-
makers’ ability to pursue stable economic
policy nevertheless appears rather limited.
This can be inferred from the fact that, when
presented with a choice, 42% would decide
nationally on fiscal policy — a core compon-
ent of economic policy — while almost a
third (31%) would transfer it at least partly to
joint Nordic hands. A substantial share (27%)
take no position, however, which may indic-
ate uncertainty about what the question
means by fiscal policy.

The lower part of the results chart (Figure
8) shows that willingness to make economic
policy decisions jointly at the Nordic level di-
minishes rapidly when the questions turn to
taxation and the policy areas that account for
most public expenditure.

On taxation, the firmest views concern
personal income tax. A large majority (73%)
regard this as a matter for national decision-
making, and only 13% would be prepared to
decide on it even partly at the joint Nordic
level.

Views on the other types of taxation in-
cluded in the survey are also clear, although
somewhat more open to common Nordic
policies. A clear majority (61%) think that
corporate taxation should be decided nation-
ally, while around a quarter (24%) would
give the leading role to joint Nordic policies.
Views on consumption taxes follow a similar
pattern: a clear majority (63%) would retain
national decision-making, and only just over
a fifth (22%) would be willing to decide on
matters such as value-added tax jointly at the
Nordic level.

Alongside taxation, Finns think each Nor-
dic country should decide for itself on key
public services. Two-thirds (67%) would de-
cide on education policy nationally, and only
17% would move decision-making to the
joint Nordic level. Even less scope is seen for

11



common Nordic policies in healthcare. Al-
though Finns are not particularly satisfied
with their healthcare system,16 three-quar-
ters (75%) would keep it in national hands,
and a mere 13% would decide on healthcare
jointly at the Nordic level.

Differences in labour-market practices
and rules, tax systems and, for example, the
way unemployment benefits operate are
well-known obstacles to the free movement
of labour between the Nordic countries.17

Finns nevertheless see no particular added
value in making these systems more uniform
across the region. Willingness to make la-
bour-market decisions jointly at the Nordic
level is therefore also limited.

A large majority (75%) think that labour-
market matters should be decided nation-
ally, and only 14% would make decision-
making a joint Nordic responsibility. The
same applies to social policy, which is
closely linked to labour markets. Two-thirds
(67%) would decide on social policy nation-
ally, and only 15% jointly at the Nordic level.

Overall, Finns are more willing to transfer
decision-making power to the joint Nordic
level on major cross-border issues that are
difficult or impossible for a single small
country to manage. Conversely, they want to
retain national control over issues close to
their everyday lives or their wallets. There is
nevertheless some openness to developing
Nordic cooperation: on none of the issues
does a majority think that decision-making
power should remain entirely in national
hands.

Notes
1 Metelinen (2026).

2 Wetterberg (2010).
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17 Nordic co-operation (2026).

12



12

References

Haavisto, I. (2025). Kielteisyys EU:n yhteisvelkaa kohtaan
kasvussa – EU ja euro yhä suosittuja, EVA Article.
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/01/10/eun-yhteisvelka-
kaantyi-vastatuuleen-mutta-eu-myonteisyys-pysyy-
vahvana/

Haavisto, I. (2025). Hoito hukassa – Suomalaiset ovat
tyytymättömiä terveydenhuollon tilaan, EVA Analysis
No. 149.
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2025/06/18/hoito-hukassa-
suomalaiset-ovat-tyytymattomia-terveydenhuollon-
tilaan/

Haavisto, I. (2019). Vapaus, vakaus ja vauraus – Mitä
EUjäsenyys merkitsee nykysuomalaisille, EVA Analysis
No. 75.
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2019/10/14/eu-merkitsee-
suomalaisille-vapautta-vakautta-ja-vaurautta/

Haavisto, I. (2012). EU vai EI? – EVAn arvo- ja
asennetutkimus 2012, Taloustieto Oy.
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2012/03/28/evan-arvo-ja-
asennetutkimus-2012-eu-vai-ei/

Helsingin Sanomat (2026). Stubb kutsuttiin Miamin
G20-kokoukseen, kutsuttujen listalla myös Putin.
https://www.hs.fi/maailma/art-2000012296107.html

Helsingin Sanomat (2025). Tanska edustaa Suomea
hätäkokouksessa Pariisissa: Tutkija arvioi, miksi Suomi
ei ole mukana.
https://www.hs.fi/politiikka/art-2000011040633.html

Helsingin Sanomat (2022). Nyt pitäisi rakentaa ”uusi
Kalmarin unioni”, arvioi Risto E.J. Penttilä.
https://www.hs.fi/politiikka/art-2000009136761.html

Iltalehti (2026). Ruotsi–Suomen uusi valtio – Professorin
mukaan Suomi ja Ruotsi voivat yhdistyä. Elämme niin
synkkiä aikoja, että asiantuntija ei yllättyisi.
https://www.iltalehti.fi/ulkomaat/a/2bd19544-5cd7-
4654-9c87-b850f39dd881

Kauppalehti (2026). Suurpankin pomolta kova vaatimus:
Pohjoismaiden on yhdistyttävä.
https://www.kauppalehti.fi/uutiset/a/6af699e5-23d2-
4bb4-9051-059c63ceef25

Laakso, M. (2026). Eurooppalaisempi Nato – Suomalaiset
luottavat Pohjoismaiden, Viron, Brittien ja Saksan
sotilaalliseen tukeen, EVA Analysis No. 166.
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/06/12/eurooppalaisempi-
nato/

Metelinen, S. (2022). Olen suomalainen –
Identiteettipolitiikan jalansija Suomessa on rajallinen,
EVA Analysis No. 113.
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2022/10/12/suomalaiset-eivat-
innostu-identiteettipolitiikasta/

Metelinen, S. (2026). Suomalaiset haluavat ulkopolitiikassa
nykyistä enemmän yhteistyötä Pohjoismaiden ja
Baltian kanssa, EVA Article.
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/04/07/suomalaiset-
haluavat-nykyista-enemman-yhteistyota-
pohjoismaiden-ja-baltian-kanssa/

Palmgren, S. and Wetterberg, G. (2017). Pohjoismaiden
aika on nyt – Pohjoismaisen kansalaisuuden
edellytyksiä ja mahdollisuuksia, Agenda think tank.
https://agenda.fi/fi/julkaisu/pohjoismaiden-aika-on-nyt/

Nordic co-operation (2026). Rajaestetietokanta.
https://www.norden.org/fi/rajaestetietokanta

Finnish Defence Forces (2026). Yhteistyö Ruotsin kanssa
tiivistyy alueellisen koskemattomuuden valvonnassa ja
turvaamisessa.
https://puolustusvoimat.fi/-/yhteistyo-ruotsin-kanssa-
tiivistyy-alueellisen-koskemattomuuden-valvonnassa-
ja-turvaamisessa

Wetterberg, G. (2010). Förbundsstaten NORDEN,
TemaNord 2010:582, Nordic Council of Ministers.
https://www.norden.org/sv/publication/
forbundsstaten-norden

How the survey was conducted

The results are based on responses from
2,045 people. The margin of error for the
population as a whole is ±2–3 percentage
points.

Data were collected between 31 March
and 13 April 2026. Respondents repres-
ent Finland’s population aged 18–79, ex-
cluding Åland. The data were collected
through Taloustutkimus Oy’s online pan-
el, from which the sample was drawn us-
ing stratified random sampling. The data
were weighted to represent the popula-
tion by age, gender, region of residence,
education, occupation or status, industry
and party preference. The statistical ana-
lysis and charts were produced by Pentti
Kiljunen (Yhdyskuntatutkimus Oy).

13

https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/01/10/eun-yhteisvelka-kaantyi-vastatuuleen-mutta-eu-myonteisyys-pysyy-vahvana/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/01/10/eun-yhteisvelka-kaantyi-vastatuuleen-mutta-eu-myonteisyys-pysyy-vahvana/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/01/10/eun-yhteisvelka-kaantyi-vastatuuleen-mutta-eu-myonteisyys-pysyy-vahvana/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2025/06/18/hoito-hukassa-suomalaiset-ovat-tyytymattomia-terveydenhuollon-tilaan/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2025/06/18/hoito-hukassa-suomalaiset-ovat-tyytymattomia-terveydenhuollon-tilaan/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2025/06/18/hoito-hukassa-suomalaiset-ovat-tyytymattomia-terveydenhuollon-tilaan/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2019/10/14/eu-merkitsee-suomalaisille-vapautta-vakautta-ja-vaurautta/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2019/10/14/eu-merkitsee-suomalaisille-vapautta-vakautta-ja-vaurautta/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2012/03/28/evan-arvo-ja-asennetutkimus-2012-eu-vai-ei/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2012/03/28/evan-arvo-ja-asennetutkimus-2012-eu-vai-ei/
https://www.hs.fi/maailma/art-2000012296107.html
https://www.hs.fi/politiikka/art-2000011040633.html
https://www.hs.fi/politiikka/art-2000009136761.html
https://www.iltalehti.fi/ulkomaat/a/2bd19544-5cd7-4654-9c87-b850f39dd881
https://www.iltalehti.fi/ulkomaat/a/2bd19544-5cd7-4654-9c87-b850f39dd881
https://www.kauppalehti.fi/uutiset/a/6af699e5-23d2-4bb4-9051-059c63ceef25
https://www.kauppalehti.fi/uutiset/a/6af699e5-23d2-4bb4-9051-059c63ceef25
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/06/12/eurooppalaisempi-nato/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/06/12/eurooppalaisempi-nato/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2022/10/12/suomalaiset-eivat-innostu-identiteettipolitiikasta/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2022/10/12/suomalaiset-eivat-innostu-identiteettipolitiikasta/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/04/07/suomalaiset-haluavat-nykyista-enemman-yhteistyota-pohjoismaiden-ja-baltian-kanssa/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/04/07/suomalaiset-haluavat-nykyista-enemman-yhteistyota-pohjoismaiden-ja-baltian-kanssa/
https://www.eva.fi/blog/2026/04/07/suomalaiset-haluavat-nykyista-enemman-yhteistyota-pohjoismaiden-ja-baltian-kanssa/
https://agenda.fi/fi/julkaisu/pohjoismaiden-aika-on-nyt/
https://www.norden.org/fi/rajaestetietokanta
https://puolustusvoimat.fi/-/yhteistyo-ruotsin-kanssa-tiivistyy-alueellisen-koskemattomuuden-valvonnassa-ja-turvaamisessa
https://puolustusvoimat.fi/-/yhteistyo-ruotsin-kanssa-tiivistyy-alueellisen-koskemattomuuden-valvonnassa-ja-turvaamisessa
https://puolustusvoimat.fi/-/yhteistyo-ruotsin-kanssa-tiivistyy-alueellisen-koskemattomuuden-valvonnassa-ja-turvaamisessa
https://www.norden.org/sv/publication/forbundsstaten-norden
https://www.norden.org/sv/publication/forbundsstaten-norden


Finnish Business
and Policy Forum

The Finnish Business and Policy Forum EVA is a
business think tank whose aim is to promote
society’s long-term success.

EVA serves as a meeting place for leading figures
from business and society.

EVA contributes information and fresh perspect-
ives to public debate.

EVA Analyses take a position on topical issues
and offer solutions to societal problems.

The analyses are available on EVA’s website,
www.eva.fi.

ISSN 2342-0774 (Print)  ISSN 2342-0782 (PDF)

https://www.eva.fi

	Nordic momentum
	Key findings
	Strong trust in the Nordic countries
	Sweden is special, but reunification has little appeal
	Defence brings the Nordics together
	To what extent could the following policy areas be decided jointly at the Nordic level in future, and to what extent should they continue to be decided nationally? (%)
	The environment, too, needs greater leverage
	Immigration divides opinion
	On the economy, national control still prevails
	Notes
	References

