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Norris and Inglehart (2016:2) observe that there are
three groups of explanations of the electoral
fortunes of populists. Explanations tend to focus on:
- The demand-side of public opinion (we are here)
- The supply-side of party strategies
- The constitutional arrangements governing the
rules of the electoral game



They test two theses:
- economic inequality thesis
. cultural backlash thesis (massive
literature on the anger and
disappointment with various aspects of
globalization and "modernity") - we are
here.




Our (hypo)thesis:

- The rise of (right wing) populism is a form of the
delayed and constructed cultural backlash.

» Cultural dimension of populism's rise tends to
be studied from the demand side. Most sub-
studies in Poprebel look at supply side.
Particularly at what may be called "cultures of
populism" constructed by various political and
cultural entrepreneurs.

- In this sub-project we stick to the demand side,
but use an innovative methodology: digital
ethnography.



Dominant in the literature: two
methods of studying cultural
demand thesis: surveys and
community studies

Surveys: Inglehart and Norris 2016,
Diane Mutz, 2017 [ “““““ ]

_
Community studies: [5 ]




Mutz:

Trump's support was not driven by personal
economic hardship or by prospective personal
economic concerns.

[t was driven by the sense of threat either to the
domestic social status of an individual’s ingroup
or the global status of the country as whole.
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Pop-edge approach

Departure:
- Demand side of populism
- Engage people in talking about their
problems and see if "populism" pops up

But first clarify:
- Definition of populism
- Varieties of populism: thin versus thick




Varieties of populism:
ideational approach

Populism is, first of all, a form of (thin) ideclogy:
- Necessary features of the phenomenon
- Thin versus thick

Thin populism (Mudde 2007; Kriesi and Pappas 2015:4);

- Binarism: “people” and “elites” as separate and mutually
exclusive sets

- Antagonism: between the two sets

- Idea of popular sovereignty (substance of democracy
trumps procedures)

= Manichean outlook: the essential feature of social/
human reality is the struggle of the forces of good and
evil

Thick: right wing populism:
- thin populism +
+ nativism (nationalism)
- personalistic authoritarianism (anti-institutionalism)
- religion (?)

> %

"Ideational approach” to populism (preliminary typology
(Kubik]):

Thin versions:

+ Urbane populism. Principal goal: combating corruption
(Babis and ANO in the Czech Republic).

+ Folk populism. Principal goal: protection of the nation/
people. (Meciar and HZDS, and several other populisms in
Slovakia).

+ Thin (left-leaning) populism. Principal goal: economic
protection of “people’” (Fico and SMER-SD in Slovakia).

Thick versions:

« Comprehensive political populism. Principal goal: illiberal
democracy (Orban and Fidesz).

+ Extreme right wing populism (fascism?). Principal goal:
aggressive defense of “the purity” of national substance
(Kotleba's People's Party - Our Slovakia, Jobbik in Hungary,
Mational Movement (part of the Kukiz'15 coalition in the
Parliament after 2015) in Poland.

» Messianic/religious populism. Principal goal: civilizational
transformation (Kaczynski and PiS in Poland).
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The Rise of Populism in Central Europe
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Marian Kotleba until recently wore an outfit inspired by the Nazi-sponsored Slovak State









Populist polarization, autocracy,
revolution, and democracy

Political, social, and cultural
polarization that always accompanies
the rise of populism has different
impact on:

- non-democracy (positive?)

« revolution (necessary for success?)

+ democracy (negative?)

Why is populism a problem
in democracy?
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DEMOCRATIZATION PROCESS
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From: Kaltwasser and Mudde, Populism. A Very Short Introduction, 2017.



Why is populism a pro
in democracy?

Roberto Stefan Foa and Yascha Mounk

Figure 2—GrosaL Rise in SHARE oF Crmizens WISHING FOR A STRONG
Leaper “Who Doks Not Have To BotHer with ELECTION,

Wave 3 [1995-97] 10 Mexico 0————>0
Wave 6 [2010-14]).* o
Tutkey 0 —————20
Colombia >0
Argentingd ¢ 3.0
South Korea © ———w—30
=]
Spain o—— sp
Nigeria ' ——>0
o
Umiguay, ———so
Chile >0
Japan o »0
o - Estonia
United States © ——>»0
Slovenia o
00 Sweden

40%

Source: European and World Values Surveys.

#*Sample contains all countries included in both Wave 3 (1995-97) and Wave 6 (2010-14)
of the surveys, and in which respondents were asked whether “having a strong leader who
does not have to bother with parliament and elections™ would be a “fairly good™ or “very
good” way to “run this country.”
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Source: European and World Values Surveys.

*Sample contains all countries included in both Wave 3 (1995-97) and Wave 6 (2010-14)

of the surveys, and in which respondents were asked whether “having a strong leader who
does not have to bother with parliament and elections” would be a “fairly good™ or “very
good” way to “run this country.”




