The Part 3 is the implications of refugee crisis on EU integration and in terms of the implications, they can be positive or negative, which can lead to opportunities or problems respectively. So we are going to find out whether the refugee crisis will be a problem or opportunity for the EU.

This part will be divided into 3 sub-parts.
First, through the EU parliament to see how the political groups react to the refugee crisis and because EU parliament is elected from the EU citizens, so we can say this is somehow from the EU citizens or individuals level. Next, focusing on particular EU policies to show the officials views on refugee crisis. The last part is about the assimilation of the refugees in the integration of the EU, this is about from the EU society level to see how the EU as an entity to face the situation.

Take the case of Slovakia for example. The leader of the European Parliament’s Socialists & Democrats group, Gianni Pittella, has called for the suspension of the Slovak delegation, following the controversial statements of Prime Minister Robert Fico. Gianni Pittella described Robert Fico’s assertion that “Slovakia is built for Slovaks, not for minorities” as an “embarrassment” for his political family. He also said “The persistent unwillingness to take responsibility and show solidarity in the framework of the refugee crisis contrasts with our values and political convictions.”  
The Slovakian premier has attracted attention for his unwavering opposition to the refugee distribution system and a number of controversial statements on the refugee crisis, notably that his country would only accept Christian refugees. After EU member states accepted a distribution plan for 120,000 refugees, despite heavy opposition from a number of Eastern European countries, Robert Fico announced that he would fight the decision at the Court of Justice of the European Union.  

More statistically speaking, The Socialists and Democrats (S&D) and the Green reject the call of the European People‘s Party to devote 25% of the European Development Fund for 2014-2020 on measures to combat the migration crisis. That is totalling €30.5 billion for the period 2014-2020 - directly to projects for preventing migration and helping refugees. As a result, the left’s fear is that the money will be used for short-sighted measures, with funds increasingly being spent on tackling the refugee crisis management and border security controls, rather than fighting poverty, climate change or social inequality in a holistic sense. 
However, the funny thing is that not long time ago, this year June 19th, BRUSSELS has been urged to drop its “security-driven approach” to controlling migration and instead open up legal routes for refugees and asylum seekers by Europe’s two biggest left-wing parties: the Greens and Socialists.
This divergence in the EU parliament is obviously an obstacle in EU integration process.

When it comes to EU policies, the EU official-level has performed more active and solidary in settling the refugee crisis.In 2015 the Commission took decisive action to help address the refugee crisis that EU Member States and neighbouring countries are facing. It is for the first time in the history of European migration policy, the Commission proposed to relocate 160,000 people in clear need of international protection from Member States under extreme pressure to other Member States of the European Union, somehow showing concrete solidarity between EU Member States. At the same time, the Commission recommended an EU resettlement scheme for 20,000 people in need of international protection.
In terms of European Agenda on Immigration by EU Commission, there is a funding package to triple the allocation for Triton and Poseidon in 2015-16 and to finance an EU-wide resettlement scheme, which is mentioned in the last slide. As you can see in this agenda, it is connected to many perspectives like CSDP, emergency scheme, or EU funds. At the mean time, especially for  the EU budget allocation, it shows solidarity at home and abroad. Not only for the budget numbers themselves, but also the budget-making process because the EU budget is proposed annually by the European Commission, and then the proposed annual budget is then reviewed and negotiated by the Council of the European Union (which represents member states' governments) and the European Parliament (which represents EU citizens). Consequently, from the EU officially-leader level, it is more active and collaborative in the refugee crisis.

However, for European society, to integrate refugees is the next big challenge. The question on the minds of many in Europe these days is how their societies are coping with a sharp increase of asylum-seekers and migrants that began several years ago but reached crisis proportions currently. How the EU integrates the men, women and children who remain in Europe after their domestic crises will be the real long-term test.
There are both fears and hopes for the refugees.Of course refugees have brought about many problems. From the Paris terrorist attack investigation, the police found out that two of the 7 attackers bought ferry tickets to leave Leros to continue their journey through Europe with Syrian refugees. This is quite disappointing for it may hurt those who are in favour of receiving refugees and also the society impression on the refugees. According to the figures, just 1 percent of migrants account for 40 percent of migrant crimes in Germany and Migrant crime in Germany rises by 50 per cent. Nowadays, refugees not only come with terrorist attacks but also with crimes. Another problem as i mentioned earlier in the Slovakia prime minister case, the society only accepts the christian refugees but clearly we know that majorities of the refugees are Muslins, for the fear of going Green and the fear of diluting the religious purity, people are turning against to the refugees. Another problem is that refugee can be a big burden towards the welfare system. Germany admits 75% of the refugees face long-term unemployment and will claim social benefits for years. Statistics from the Federal Labour Agency show the employment rate among refugees stands at just 17 per cent. Of course the fact is that there has been a shift in perceptions. “Many of the first Syrian refugees to arrive in Germany were doctors and engineers, but they were succeeded by many, many more who lacked skills.”  What if the refugees are continuing to pour into the European society and the social system or public service can’t afford them, as a result, what left for the nationals themselves.
However, there are people who holds more positive attitudes to those refugees.immigration could also improve Europe’s economic performance over the medium-to-long-term in a number of ways. Immigrants bring different skills and aptitudes and can transmit those to non-immigrant colleagues (and vice versa). They can increase competition in particular labor markets, increasing the incentive for natives to acquire certain skills. Indeed, evidence from Denmark suggests a refugee influx in the late 1980s had just this impact. And workplace diversity can boost productivity, as a number of U.S. and U.K. studies have shown.
Undoubtedly, many of those who have risked their lives to reach Europe this year will have strong motivation to do what they can to rebuild their lives in their new homes. But integration policies that require people to shed fundamental aspects of their identity are unlikely to succeed. Sustainable integration should aim at giving migrants a real stake in their new home, encouraging participation rather than exclusion, while requiring full adherence to laws and respect for the rights of others.
But the truth is national integration policies in EU countries have too often tended toward coercive integration. These include discriminatory measures such as religious-dress bans in France, Belgium and parts of Italy and Spain. 

So for the sake of EU integration, at least for now, the EU needs to view the refugee crisis as an opportunity. EU policymakers thus need to successfully integrate refugees while assuaging the fears of the skeptics. Indeed, the long-term benefits of integrating refugees outweigh the short-term costs relating to the reception and processing of refugees, and settlement procedures. At this point, mainstreaming migrant integration holds much more promise of success than previously tried policies such as coercive integration or assimilation. This balancing act may be contrived by mainstreaming migrant integration policies. Mainstreaming is essentially a shift in focus from specific towards generic policies and targets, and a shift from state-centric to poly-centric governance. Mainstreamed integration policies thus allow migrant populations to benefit from social programming aimed at facilitating integration that doesn’t target migrants specifically but rather, diverse populations more broadly. For instance, a programme aimed at providing employment support to disadvantaged groups would not only benefit all such groups, but also migrant groups particularly, since they will be disproportionately over-represented. Mainstreaming policies also allows for cooperation across a number of diverse stakeholders, such as government, private and civil society actors, as well as between different levels of government.  And it is through mainstreaming that Europe will be able to achieve a balance between addressing the needs of its citizens, and ensuring future integration and prosperity by successfully integrating new citizens.
Of course  one can argue that they simply highlight the fact that mainstreaming is still a relatively new trend and not detailed enough, especially in the field of integration policy, there is still room for improvement. 
[bookmark: _gjdgxs]In conclusion, EU integration will be effected by the refugee crisis but certainly not be stuck in it, EU can be dissolved probably but also can make it an opportunity for its integration procedure.
