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STANDING GROUP ANNOUNGEMENTS

REGISTER AS AN E&D STANDING GROUP MEMBER

In order to join our Standing Group (always free of charge!), you can join the
Extremism & Democracy Standing Group at the click of a button, via the ECPR
website. If you have not already done so, please register as a member so that out
list is up to date and complete.

In order to join, you will need a MyECPR account, which we assume many of you
will already have. If you do not have one, you can create an account in only a few
minutes (and you need not be from an ECPR member institution to do so). If you
are from a non-member institution, we will need to accept your application to
join, so your membership status (which you can see via your MyECPR account,
and on the Standing Group pages when you are logged in to MyECPR) will be
‘pending’ until we accept you.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to get in touch!

NEW WEBSITE URL AND CONTACT ADDRESS

Following changes to the ECPR framework for Standing Groups, we have recently
migrated our website to the ECPR platform. The E&D domain will be shortly
deactivated. You can now reach us at:
http://standinggroups.ecpr.eu/extremismanddemocracy/.

For general information, membership enquiries, announcements, publication
alerts, and reviews, contact us at: extremismanddemocracy@gmail.com.

Please, update your bookmarks accordingly!

NEW EDITORS OF ROUTLEDGE BOOK SERIES ANNOUNCED

The convenors of the Standing Group — Caterina Froio, Andrea L. P. Pirro, and
Stijn van Kessel — have been recently appointed new editors of the Routledge



Book Series in Extremism and Democracy.

The new editors pick up from where co-founders Roger Eatwell and Cas Mudde,
and more recently co-editor Matthew Goodwin, left off and will actively seek
greater interpenetration with the Standing Group. The series now has 65 books
on these issues, and has become the most distinguished and influential series in
this area.

The editors look forward to receiving cutting-edge book proposals for
monographs and edited volumes. For further details, please check the Book Series
page of our website.

SECTION ENDORSED AT NEXT ECPR GENERAL CONFERENCE

The ECPR Standing Group on Extremism & Democracy is proudly endorsing the
Section 47 ‘Political Radicalism and Alternatives to Liberal Democracy’ at the next
ECPR General Conference in Wroctaw, 4-7 September 2019. The Section is
chaired by Lenka Bustikova (Arizona State University) and Petra Guasti (Johann
Wolfgang Goethe-Universitit Frankfurt).

Description

What is the relationship between political radicalism and democracy? Right-wing
and left-wing political radicals are vocal about limitations of liberal democracies.
Political extremism, radical contestation that mobilizes opponents of liberal
democracy, as well as support for radical parties on the left and on the right, is a
double edged-sword. On the one hand, radical actors bring neglected topics out
of the shadows. Radical elements of the mainstream can highlight new issues,
sometimes by using populist appeals to re-invigorate political agendas of
mainstream parties. Some even suggest that radical actors engage in the process
of creative destruction: as mainstream parties ossify and run out of creative
solutions to new challenges, radical agendas force the mainstream to adapt and
innovate.

Naturally, there is a dark side to radical politics. In the absence of cordon sanitaire,
extreme right and/or extreme left parties taint public discourse, legitimize
vitriolic, hateful political rhetoric and propose simplistic economic solutions to
complex problems of contemporary globalized societies. Moreover, the process
of mainstreaming of radical agendas leads to the overlap of mainstream and niche
parties’ platforms so that the boundaries become either blurry or parties end up
in a spiral of extremist outbidding. For instance, radical extra-parliamentary



groups, pressure groups that hide on social media to advocate hate, radicalized
social movements and uncivil society play an important role in the process of
destabilizing the vision of Europe as a continent where minority protection is
considered to be a cornerstone of political pluralism.

At the same time, movements and parties on the extreme, as well as radicalized
mainstream parties, propose alternatives to liberal democracies. Some suggest
that liberal democracy advantages minorities at the expense of the majority.
Those who (no longer) view liberal democracies as a legitimate form of
governance advocate for direct forms of democracy that reconnect politicians
with the electorate. Other radical and radicalized movements, parties and
politicians seek to enhance majoritarian features of democracies either as a
strategic tool to expand executive and legislative power or in order to diminish
political pluralism. The rule of experts and technocratic expertise is yet another
alternative that combines exclusionary appeals with a rejection of pluralistic
liberal democracies. Polarization and identity politics are powerful tools in the
hands of radicals who create divided societies unable to reach consensus and
gridlocked on policies.

Section overview

# PANEL

P130 | Extremism, Populism and Digital Media

P179 | Internalising the Insurgency: Understanding the Interaction of Radical
Anti-Establishment and Mainstream Parties

P209 | Mobilising Around Europe: Pro and Anti-EU Politics and Activism in an Era
of Populism and Nationalism

P293 | Populism and Radical Grass Roots Mobilization

P294 | Populism, Conspiracy Theories, and Fake News

P312 | Radicalisation of the Mainstream

P372 | The Construction of Sovereignty and Populism as Challenges for
Representative Democracy

P412 | The Relationship Between Populism and Political Participation

P446 | Uncivil Society Revisited

P45l | Varieties of Populism: Left, Right and Technocratic

SG BUSINESS MEETING AT ECPR GENERAL CONFERENCE

The ECPR General Conference in Wroclaw will also offer the opportunity to
discuss future prospects and plans of the Standing Group. We would like to



extend the invitation to the Standing Group Business Meeting to members and
non-members alike. Your input is, as usual, very welcome!

Save the date: Wednesday, 4 September at 17:00

We will notify closer to the date which room we have been allocated. Looking
forward to seeing you all there!



UPGOMING EVENTS AND CALLS FOR GONTRIBUTIONS

CALL FOR PAPERS: POSTWAR POLITICS: MEMORY, AMNESIA, AND DENIAL IN THE
SERVICE OF ELECTORAL VICTORY

Workshop: Postwar Politics: Memory, Amnesia, and Denial in the Service of
Electoral Victory

Chair: Michal Mochtak (University of Luxembourg)

Location and date: University of Luxembourg, 20-21 February 2020
Deadline for submission: 1 July 2019

How does war shape postwar politics? To which extent is electoral competition in
postwar societies determined by the war past as opposed to the peacetime present
and future? Does war become embedded into postwar political norms, practices,
narratives, and institutions? Insights into the nature of postwar politics, behavior
of political parties and elites, and postwar narratives are crucial for our
understanding of democratic consolidation in nations previously torn by conflict.
The ERC-funded project Electoral Legacies of War: Political Competition in
Postwar Southeast Europe (ELWar) studies how war legacies and war past have
affected political competition in Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Kosovo,
Macedonia, Montenegro, and Serbia since mid-1990s. With this workshop, the
ELWar project aims to bring together scholars working on similar topics to
advance our understanding of how war experiences shape political arenas and
political actors in post-conflict settings.

We encourage submission of papers using a wide range of methodological
approaches with different regional and temporal concentrations preferably
focusing on postwar regions other than Southeast Europe (we are especially
interested in scholarship focusing on the post-Soviet space or the Middle East).
Applicants can approach the topic from whichever perspective they deem
appropriate, but we are particularly open to proposals focusing on postwar
political parties — from their creation and mobilization to their internal structures
and processes of policy making. We are also open to proposals focusing on the
creation and perpetuation of politicized historical narratives. From a
methodological standpoint, all approaches are welcome — both quantitative and
qualitative. We are, however, especially open to proposals using ethnographic
methods to unearth the process of political competition in postwar settings on
the local level.



Papers presented at this workshop will be published as an edited volume or as a
special issue in a high-ranking journal in the field. Accommodation and travel
expenses will be reimbursed for all selected workshop attendees. The workshop
is to be held at Maison Robert Schuman, University of Luxembourg.

Please email an abstract of your paper of a maximum of 400 words, as well as a
recent CV with a list of publications, to Michal Mochtak (michal.mochtak@uni.lu)
by 1 July 2019. You can also use this email address if you have any questions
related to the workshop.

CALL FOR PAPERS: THE NATION AND THE RADICAL LEFT

Conference: The Nation and the Radical Left: Practices and Discourses of
National Identity in Left-wing Politics

Chairs: Jacopo Custodi and Manuela Caiani (Scuola Normale Superiore)
Location and date: Scuola Normale Superiore, Florence, 28 November 2019
Deadline for submission: 25 July 2019

For further details: Event page

The conference aims to explore and evaluate the intricate relationship between
national identity, nationality and nationalism on one side, and left-wing,
emancipatory and radical politics on the other side. We welcome both theoretical
and empirical papers on the following themes:

e Left-wing populism and nationalism

e The radical left and the nationalist-globalist cleavage
e The radical left and the nationalist revival

e Imagined communities and left-wing projects

e National identity and migrant solidarity activism

e Alter-Europeanism and Euroscepticism

e Radical left and nationality in post-colonial contexts
e Transnational leftist movements beyond the nation
e Patriotism and anti-imperialism

e Internationalism and cosmopolitanism

e Internationalism and popular sovereignty

The conference intends to cover cases from different areas of the world, as a
necessary step in order to better grasp the complexity and the polymorphism of
national identity within radical left politics. Consequently, we welcome papers
assessing European as well as non-European cases.



Keynote speakers: Benjamin De Cleen (Vrije Universiteit Brussel) and Daniel
Keith (University of York)

Please send an abstract (400 words max) and a short bio (100 words max) to
jacopo.custodi@sns.it. The abstract and the short bio have to be attached to the
email as two separate pdf files. Please name the former with the title of your
paper, and the latter with your name and surname. If accepted, a full paper (6000
words max) is expected by 15 November 2019. Short bio and full papers will be
circulated among the presenters prior to the conference.

There is no registration fee, but accommodation and travel costs are to be covered
by participants. Attendance is free and open to anyone.

GENDER AND POPULISM

Seminar: Gender and Populism: British, French and US Perspectives
Chair: Jeremy Jennings (King’s College London)

Location and date: King’s College London, 18 June 2019

For further details: Event page

There is a widespread image of right-ring populism being driven by supporters
who are disproportionately older, white men. This seminar will examine in detail
the gendered aspects of populism, focusing in particular on the cases of Britain,
France and the US.

To what extent are women voting, standing and campaigning for left- and right-
wing populist parties? What is driving support for populist parties (or lack of it)
among women? What are the gendered aspects of populism? These and other key
questions will be examined in a series of short talks from a panel of leading
academic experts on gender and populism, followed by a Q&A.

This is the inaugural seminar in a series of events on gender and politics, held
jointly by the University of Paris and KCL. Professor Clarisse Berthezene, Paris
Diderot University and Professor Jeremy Jennings, KCL will provide a short
introduction about the collaboration.

Speakers:
e Dr Rosalind Shorrocks, University of Manchester
e Professor Azadeh Kian, University of Paris & Head of the Centre for
Gender and Feminist Studies
e Professor Rosie Campbell, King’s College London
e Professor Romain Huret, Ecole des hautes études en sciences sociales
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KEEP US INFORMED

Please keep us informed of any upcoming conferences or workshops you are
organising, and of any publication or funding opportunities that would be of
interest to Standing Group members. We will post all details on our website.
Similarly, if you would like to write a report on a conference or workshop that
you have organised and have this included in our newsletter, please do let us
know.

Please, also tell us of any recent publications of interest to Standing Group
members so that we may include them in the ‘publications alert” section of our
newsletter, and please get in touch if you would like to see a particular book
(including your own) reviewed in e-Extreme, or if you would like to review a
specific book yourself. We are always keen on receiving reviews from junior and
senior scholars alike!

Finally, if you would like to get involved in the production of the newsletter, the
development of our website, or any of the other activities of the Standing Group,
please do get in touch. We are always very keen to involve more and more
members in the running of the Standing Group!



REPORTS

WORKSHOP ON DISCOURSE THEORY: WAYS FORWARD

Lazaros Karavasilis & Panos Panayotu
Loughborough University

The Palace of the Academies in Brussels hosted a major colloquium on ‘Discourse
Theory: Ways Forward’ on 7-8 February 2019. The colloquium was organized by
the centre for the study of Democracy, Signification and Resistance (DESIRE) and
it brought together participants from all over Europe, including the UK,
Germany, Russia, Italy and Greece. It is also worth noting that the conveners paid
special attention to the colloquium’s gender balance. Right before the main event,
a PhD Masterclass took place on the 6th of February at the Vrije Universiteit in
Brussels (VUB), themed ‘Discourse Theoretical Approaches to Politics, Society,
Communication and Media’. PhD students from various universities had the
opportunity to receive feedback on their research projects from leading experts
on Discourse Theory, namely Nico Carpentier (Charles University in Prague),
Jason Glynos (University of Essex), David Howarth (University of Essex), Steven
Griggs (De Montfort University), Yannis Stavrakakis (Aristotle University of
Thessaloniki), and Ruth Wodak (Lancaster University/ University of Vienna).

The aim of the colloquium, as the title itself reveals, was to bring forth the cutting-
edge research currently undertaken in the field of Discourse Theory and at the
same time to think critically and constructively about the future of it. In the
opening session, Benjamin De Cleen emphasized the four main topics that the
colloquium aspired to focus on, that is (1) populist discourses and discourses about
populism, (2) discursive perspectives on political economy, (3) the relations
between the discursive and the material, and (4) discourse theory and visuality.
After explaining the structure of the colloquium, both days of which kicked off
with plenary panels that were followed by three parallel sessions, De Cleen
declared the conference open.

The first plenary panel, entitled ‘Discourse, Materiality, Reality, Fantasy’, started
with Aysem Mert (Stockholm University) arguing that Ecotopia might offer some
solutions to the dead ends of the politics of utopia, namely the end of antagonism
and therefore the end of politics. Nico Carpentier (Charles University in Prague),
for his part, focused on the relationship between the discursive and the material,
suggesting that we should think of them as being entangled in a ‘knot’, while
Yannis Stavrakakis (Aristotle University of Thessaloniki) dealt with a set of
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criticisms that have been addressed to Discourse Theory in an attempt to reveal
their strengths and weaknesses as one way forward. Last but not least, Johannes
Angermiuller (University of Warwick) advocated a Strong Programme in
Discourse Studies which will uncover that both wrong and true knowledge are
socially produced, making our claim more consistent and thus stronger.

The following two rounds of parallel panels addressed different aspects of
discourse theory. In an effort to maintain this report brief we are unable to
thoroughly examine each panel and thus we will reduce our remarks to a
minimum. Having this in mind, the issues that were addressed in the first round
included left-wing populism and its contemporary state as well as the connection
between discourse, institutions and governance and politicized economies. The
second and third round of panels were mostly focused on discussions about
discourses on populism, populism in power and austerity politics while also
including previous themes too.

The colloquium closed its first day with a roundtable on women in discourse
studies and populism research with Ruth Wodak (Lancaster
University/University Vienna), Edina Doci (Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam) and
Emilia Palonen (University of Helsinki). At the end there was a strong consensus
on the need to take action in order to ensure a gender-balanced academia. ‘If you
truly believe in equality, you must actively support it’, as one Edina Doci stressed
emphatically.

The second day of the colloquium started with the second plenary panel titled
‘Theorizing Representation, Hegemony and Populism’. Chaired by Yiannis
Stavrakakis (Aristotle University of Thessaloniki), the panel started with Emilia
Palonen (University of Helsinki) who expanded on the uses of rhetoric-
performative analysis on the study of populism, emphasizing on the affective
dimension and how it explores both practices and materiality with speech and
writing. Emilia was followed by Lasse Thomassen (Queen Mary University of
London) who presented the conceptualization of representation in Laclau’s
perception of populism and wuniversality, how we perceive political
representation today and what does that have to say about our thinking of
populism. In his turn Giorgos Katsambekis (Loughborough University) provided
a thorough examination of the much-debated subject of populism, ‘the people’.
His focus was aimed at criticizing how mainstream approaches of populism tend
to perceive ‘the people’ as homogenous, often neglecting the complex nature of
the subject. The plenary panel closed with Allan Dreyer Hansen and Marianne
Hgi Liisberg (Roskilde University), who focused on the intricate articulation of
the national ‘people’ after the terror attacks of January and February 2015 in
France and Denmark, respectively.
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The two rounds of parallel panels that followed concentrated on three themes: (1)
the ambiguous relationship of populism with nationalism, (2) discourse theory
and visuality and, (8) theoretical challenges on the study of populism as well as
structure and change.

One could not imagine a more suitable way of closing this intense two-day
conference than holding a debate between two prominent scholars from the field
of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and the study of political ideologies: Ruth
Wodak (Lancaster University/ University of Vienna) and Michael Freeden
(Oxford University) respectively. Ruth Wodak emphasized the need for
Discourse Theory to engage more systematically with other socio/political
theories and integrate linguistic concepts. Moreover, she touched the issue of
emotions and she encouraged the new generation of Discourse Analysts to pay
equal attention to emotions other than ‘pleasure’ such as anger and fear.

The third point she raised was related to the meaning and the application of
specific concepts such as the notorious ‘empty signifier’, which as she admitted
makes little sense to her. Empty signifier and this process of rethinking the
concepts of DT concerned Michael Freeden as well. In his intervention he focused
on the relationship between DT and conceptual morphology, suggesting that
there is a difference between a concept and a signifier. A concept is never empty,
he insisted, but it is always filled with a whole set of complex conceptions and the
aim of conceptual morphology is to analyse those internal conceptions.
Furthermore, he stressed the problematic for him equation of Discourse Theory
with the work of one man, Ernesto Laclau, and he encouraged researchers
working within this paradigm to move beyond Laclau. Among the other issues he
raised was the need for DT to proper engage with ideologies and also to move
beyond Europe and Latin America.

To sum up, the colloquium provided a great opportunity for scholars working on
discourse theory to come together and discuss their research. The exchange of
ideas, feedback and information regarding discourse theory was purposely
prompted by the structure and organization of such a colloquium and at a perfect
timing for discourse studies. It is for this reason that special thanks should be
given to the DESIRE centre and to the organizers Benjamin de Cleen, Jana
Goyvaerts and Nico Carpentier as well as to the other members of the committee
Jason Glynos, Yannis Stavrakakis and Ilija Tomanic for organizing and
coordinating a successful PhD Masterclass and a great and thought-provoking
colloquium.
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PhD WORKSHOP ON QUALITATIVE RESEARCH ON THE FAR RIGHT

Astrid Hauge Rambgl
University of Oslo

Ofra Klein

European University Institute
Fred Paxton

European University Institute

An intensive workshop on qualitative research on the far-right was held between
24-26 April 2019 at the Norwegian University Center in Paris (Centre
Universitaire de Norvege a Paris), organized by the Center for Research on
Extremism at the University of Oslo (C-REX). In attendance were twelve young
scholars (graduate and PhD students) in the field of radical right studies, hailing
from six countries and seven university institutions.

Each day, scholars gathered for a morning session led by an expert on a particular
aspect of qualitative research on far-right, followed by an afternoon session to
discuss each other’s work. The expert sessions comprised mixed methods
research (Nonna Mayer), discourse analysis (Benjamin de Cleen) and the use of
interviews and participatory methods in studying far-right movements
(Emanuele Toscano). The afternoon sessions involved brief presentations and
discussions on papers and research designs from each of the students. Topics
varied from studying transnational far-right movements, its intellectual sphere,
memes, the relation of the far-right with Israel, the role of radical right actors in
local governments and the application of de-radicalisation policies in the
classroom.

The first day started off on a high-point with a presentation by Professor Nonna
Mayer on the benefits of methodological eclecticism (mixed methods). Her
presentation provided insights into how she has used the combination of
qualitative and quantitative methods in her own work: from her early studies of
shopkeepers to more recent works on the political involvement of the precarious
and the motives of far-right supporters. Mayer described the excellent training
that scholars can gain from non-directive interviews, how they teach you to be a
good listener and extract a lot of information from the subject. In a playful
contrast with Bourdieu, who was more directive and interrupting in interview
style, she argued the more passive approach of non-directive interviews allows
the interviewee to reveal more: “I like Bourdieu, he taught us a lot of things, but
he is not a good interviewer!”. Such qualitative methods give us insight in deeper
meaning, while quantitative methods then allow testing of propositions on a
larger scale. Part of the presentation can be found in this article in the article



‘Qualitatif ou quantitatif? Plaidoyer pour léclectisme méthodologique’ found in the
Bulletin of Sociological Methodology (in French, but highly recommended).

On the second day, assistant professor at the Vrije Universiteit Brussel Benjamin
De Cleen gave a fascinating presentation about discourse theory. He delivered a
criticism of how the term “populism” is used, both inside and outside of academia,
warning that excessive use risks the term losing all meaning. In research on the
far-right, too much attention is given to populism, and not enough to nationalism.
De Cleen emphasized that the connection between the two must be studied. In
his presentation, he outlined how discourse theory can be used to identify the
different building blocks of the far-right, and how the connection between them
can be analysed.

On the third day, Professor Emanuele Toscano from Marconi University
provided us with a very engaging presentation on how to apply theories from
social movement studies, traditionally emerging from studying left-wing
movements, to the far-right. His compelling stories about fieldwork on
CasaPound portrayed well the dangers of such methods when applied to this field
of study. Toscano emphasized the importance of honesty and sincerity in such
endeavours in order to create a relationship of mutual trust between the
researcher and the subject. Discussion also followed regarding the potentially
problematic nature of interactions with radical right subjects. Professor Toscano
and Caterina Froio discussed the ways in which CasaPound may have gained
visibility thanks to their interactions with journalists, and their media-friendly
style of self-presentation, often very different from that traditionally associated
with the far-right.

The workshop was a great way to reunite many scholars who had participated in
the first summer school organized by the ECPR standing group on Extremism
and Democracy, held at the Scuola Normale Superiore (Florence) in June 2018.
Half of the participants of the workshop in Paris also attended the last summer
school. We hope to further solidify and expand this network with another one in
2020, in what seems to be possibly becoming an annual event. Watch this space!

Many thanks go out to the representatives of the Norwegian University Center in
Paris, Director Johs Hjellbrekke and Kirstin Skjelstad, for their warm and
generous reception. Each evening they invited us to wonderful French dinners,
where we were only treated to excellent food but also enlightening conversation
regarding the host city, its history and architecture, and much more besides. All
the participants would also like to thank Astrid Hauge Rambgl, from C-REX at
the University of Oslo, for her excellent organization of the workshop; as well as
Pietro Castelli Gattinara (C-REX) and Caterina Froio (Sciences Po) for their
attendance and excellent comments on the papers of participants.



BOOK REVIEWS

LISE ESTHER HERMAN & JAMES MULDOON (EDS). TRUMPING THE MAINSTREAM: THE

CONQUEST OF DEMOCRATIC POLITICS BY THE POPULIST RADICAL RIGHT
ROUTLEDGE, 2018.286 PP. £110.00 HARDBACK. ISBN: 9781138502635

Alexander Ryan
Mid Sweden University

It has become something of a cliché to depict new books as particularly timely
and valuable for our understanding of current political events. However, this
book does fit this description. There is no question that populist radical right
parties (PRRP) have influenced mainstream politics in groundbreaking ways in
recent years. The book focuses on three of the most important examples of this
influence: namely, the Brexit referendum, Donald Trump's presidential victory,
and the success of National Rally (formerly the National Front) in the 2017 French
presidential election. From the vantage points of these three cases, the authors
analyse changes in the PRRP’s strategies and ideologies. Moreover, they go
beyond the focus of the parties themselves, and explicitly analyse the effect that
the populist radical right (PRR) has had on mainstream parties and politics (p. 1).
It is this phenomenon that is the main theme of the book and hence its title about
how the mainstream has become trumped by the PRR.

The book is a collection of 11 shorter studies edited by Lise Esther Herman and
James Muldoon. In total, 18 different authors were in involved in the various
studies and each of them provide valuable insights into the effects that the PRR
has had on mainstream politics. The book is divided into two parts: the first 6
chapters focus on the strategies and ideologies of the PRR, while the last 5
chapters deal with their impact on mainstream politics. The first part brings up
various topics such as the media strategies of PRR actors, and their ideological
underpinning (pp. 12-14). In doing so, the first 6 chapters give the reader a better
factual understanding of the inner workings of these parties, as well as their
history and recent developments. It is particularly interesting to read about how
the PRRPs have tried to chart out a distinct ideological brand that departs from
the traditional left-right divide. The qualitative case studies describe this as a
narrative where immigration, globalization and minority groups threaten a
historically successful nation. Behind these developments are the elites that have
pushed these changes against the interest of the general public (pp. 96-99, 125-
126, 140-141).



This is of course classic right-wing populist rhetoric, but it is interesting to get
detailed accounts of how the narrative has played out in different places; ranging
from SVP, VB (Vlaams Blok), UKIP and the National Front in Europe, to the Tea
Party movement and Donald Trump in the US. The rich array of studies provides
the reader with a better understanding of the heterogeneity that exists within this
party family. A good example of this is the chapter by Zsolt and Mélder. Through
cluster analysis, the authors demonstrate that populist parties in Europe can be
divided into 4 ideological categories and they map out how the composition of
these categories has changed over time.

The last 5 chapters move beyond focusing on PRR actors themselves, and instead
focus on their impact on mainstream politics (pp. 14-16). This is in my opinion
the major strength with the book. Research on the PRR still lags behind when it
comes to empirical studies of their impact on other political parties and party
systems. Arguments are regularly made about how parties do this or that in
response to the PRR, but there is a need for more empirical analyses that test this.
The book therefore makes a major contribution by doing so. Firstly, by using
various methodological and theoretical approaches that will help those interested
in studying this issue, and, secondly, by providing detailed qualitative and
quantitative accounts of how the PRR have influenced mainstream politics. The
results show that PRR politics and rhetoric played an important role in the
policies and actions of mainstream actors. Examples of this range from the Brexit
campaign’s populist and anti-immigration rhetoric, to the accommodation
strategy of the Republicans in France (pp. 199, 241-242).

It is important to point out that not all of the 11 studies focus on the previously
mentioned cases (Brexit, and the US and French elections). For example, Bartek
Pytlas analyses the populist politics of Fidesz and PiS in relation to liberal
democracy, and Joseph Lacey studies the ideological underpinnings of PRRPs in
Switzerland, the UK and Belgium. Moreover, the results and theories travel
beyond the countries under scrutiny. Anyone reading the book will surely find
similarities and new perspectives on the effect that the PRR has had on
mainstream politics in other countries. It is of course impossible for one single
book to cover a topic as broad as the PRR and its impact on mainstream politics.
It should therefore come as no surprise that some important topics receive less
coverage. One example of this is the challenge of capturing the causal effect of
PRRPs on mainstream politics, while controlling for relevant confounder
variables (Abou-Chadi and Krause 2018, p. 2). This is something that most of the
book’s chapters do not cover to any great extent and is therefore an important
avenue for future research. Two noteworthy exceptions to this are the chapters
written by Agnés Alexandre-Collier, and Lise Esther Herman and James
Muldoon.



Furthermore, it would have been interesting to learn more about how PRR elite
actors themselves view their influence and role within the political mainstream.
For example, it would have been interesting to learn how they view their
influence on mainstream politics, the strategies they have used to increase their
influence, and how this has changed over time according to them. In conclusion,
the book provides valuable insights for everyone interested in the PRR and its
impact on mainstream politics. A special interest in PRR is, however, not a
prerequisite for enjoying the book, as one comes away with a much better
understanding of political events such as Brexit, Trump’s presidential election
victory and the French 2017 presidential election.
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ERIC KAUFMANN. WHITESHIFT: POPULISM, IMMIGRATION AND THE FUTURE OF

WHITE MAJORITIES
ALLEN LANE. 2018. 624 PP. £25.00 HARDBACK. ISBN: 9780241317105

Fred Paxton
European Unuversity Institute, Florence

What happens when Western countries become 'minority-majority'? In Whateshift,
Eric Kaufmann, Professor of Politics at Birkbeck University, explores the
demographic and intellectual developments that he argues have led to today’s
‘populist earthquake’. According to Kaufmann, ethnic identities are an inherent
product of basic human psychology whose expression is better accepted than
repressed — including for white people. Drawing from a number of his studies
already published in journals and think tank reports, along with further surveys
completed for the book, Kaufmann makes a bold and profoundly contentious
case for a political project he terms ‘white ethno-traditional nationalism’.



The opening chapter introduces the two central topics of the work: white ethnic
majorities, which are declining in Western countries due to non-white
immigration, and the white tradition of national identity, which Kaufmann claims
is a powerful, yet repressed, sentiment for many. In response to the political
changes provoked by the first phenomenon, he argues the second should be
accepted as the basis for newly ethnically mixed Western societies.

The rest of the book is divided into four parts, which describe the principal
contemporary white responses to ethnic change. Part one (‘Fight’) covers the
ethnocultural and demographic drivers of right-wing populism in the US, Britain,
Europe and Canada. Part two (‘Repress’) looks at the development of anti-racist
norms in Western culture and their prevention of the expression of anti-
immigration views. The third part (‘Flee’) analyses the surprising degree of
ethnically based residential and social segregation that exist even in the most
liberal and diverse Western societies. The fourth part (Join’) investigates the
consequences of the increasing degree of ethnic mixing before Kaufmann
concludes with his own political programme for the future.

The book has many strengths. It provides a comprehensive account of the
political demography explanation of the contemporary anti-immigration
sentiment and radical right vote. Furthermore, the chapters concerning the
historical intellectual battles over ethnic change are both rich in detail and
punchily written. Methodologically, Kaufmann aims for rigour and generates
substantial amounts of original survey data. Stylistically, it is bold, and Kaufmann
is frank in sharing his own (often idiosyncratic and provocative) opinions on
many contemporary issues of controversy. These range from how best to manage
refugee flows to Europe, to a defence of family separation at the US border, to
what to do with civil war memorials.

The primary weaknesses of the book concern the author’s prescriptions for the
future. First and foremost, these are grounded in the concerns of a subject group
whose boundaries continually shift. Does it comprise white ethno-nationalists,
whites with conservative and authoritarian values, the white non-elite masses, or
simply whites in general? As a result of this conceptual slippage, Kaufmann
downplays the variations within the white population and overstates the
constituency of interest for his project. The book would be clearer with greater
theoretical grounding in, and structuring based upon, differences in values (for
example: Caprara and Vecchione 2018; Inglehart and Norris 2017). From such
works, clearer linkages could be made between the different value sets and
responses, along with clarity around their proportions and the preferences of
these groups.

Whites with other dominant value sets besides conservatism and
authoritarianism are downplayed and misrepresented. The representation of
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white anti-racism as a repression of anxiety is the most obvious example. Why
label the chapter regarding anti-racist norms ‘Repress’ rather than, for instance,
‘Embrace’ or ‘Protect’? Of course, it would be wrong to downplay the significance
of anti-immigration sentiments and the dramatic rise in the radical right vote in
Western societies. Yet, we should also remember that these complex, pluralist
societies comprise many different value sets and political preferences — within as
well as between ethnic groups. Greater grounding in cleavage theory, and the
place of anti-immigration within the broader transformations engendered by
globalization, would be helpful to perceive the structural basis for these white
divides; for instance, the often cited ‘winners and losers’ of globalisation’ (Kriesi
et al. 2008, 2012; Hooghe and Marks 2018).

A further critique can be made of Kaufmann’s failure to more critically engage
with his own proposed programme of ‘white ethno-traditional nationalism’.
According to his project, Western societies should ‘[accept] the legitimate cultural
interests of reconstructed, open ethnic majorities’. Kaufmann seeks to distinguish
his ‘inclusionary’ project from the ‘exclusionary ‘aims of other ethnically minded
projects. But how different is his proposed multivocalism from the ethno-
pluralism championed by the Nouvelle Droite and Identitarian movement?
There are obvious similarities between his project of reduced immigration and a
dominant white ethno-tradition and that of the contemporary populist right.
Indeed, the author himself elsewhere describes the programme of the latter using
the same term of “ethno-traditional nationalism” (Bonikowski et al. 2019: 60).
Furthermore, there is a lack of discussion of the consequences for minority
interests if national cultures would be explicitly oriented around the identity of a
majority ethnic group. Admittedly, the focus of the book is on the white majority.
Nevertheless, the lack of any mention of minority experiences of racism when
discussing, for example, the concerns of conservative whites in Britain at the time
of Enoch Powell’s speech is glaring.

Kaufmann’s prescription of white majority cultural dominance will therefore fail
to convince the reader not already in favour of such a programme. His research
into the benefits of cohesion and assimilation narratives to allay immigration
related fears is convincing (see also: Kaufmann 2016), yet the idea that ‘whiteness’
is the best basis for a new cultural settlement is not. Nevertheless, the
psychological-demographic analysis at its best is rigorous and enlightening, and
the argument is so boldly stated throughout that many provocative questions are
posed with which future research should engage.
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DIEGO MURO (ED). WHEN DOES TERRORISM WORK?
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‘We need to see inside the cave’, said Rogers. ‘We're seeing shadows on the wall,
but we don’t know whether they are made by a giant or a dwarf.” ‘I know what you
want’, said Fares. ‘You want to know who makes the bombs.” ‘Yes’, said Rogers.
‘But I also want to understand why he is doing it.”” (Ignatius in Atran, 2010, p. 168,
emphasis mine). The question of why actors turn to terrorist violence to advance
their aims has puzzled researchers for decades. One obvious explanation is that
groups turn to terrorism ‘because it works’ and some researchers such as
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Dershowitz (2002) and Pape (2003) have argued in favor of this claim. Others,
including Abrahms (2006, 2012), have argued that terrorism rarely works and
Cronin (2009) found only 5% of terrorist campaigns ending due to the group
achieving their goals.

Rather than attempting to prove or disprove the claims of either side, the
Routledge publication “When does terrorism work”, edited by St. Andrews
CSTPV’s Diego Muro, seeks to highlight the limitations of current scholarly
literature while bringing forward findings on the more nuanced situational
factors determining whether terrorism is to be judged as successful or not. It does
not concern itself with the dichotomy of terrorism works vs. terrorism does not
work, but rather seeks to understand which external and internal conditions can
influence the effectiveness of terrorism. The book presents a balanced account of
the current discourse surrounding the title question and includes both theoretical
considerations and practical case studies.

In the theoretical accounts Abrahms discusses that rational actor approaches find
terrorism to be successful in theory while empirical findings do not. Krause
highlights that effectiveness is a relative concept and judgments of success vary
depending on goals considered and the scholarly operationalization of outcomes,
while Phililips” analysis zooms in on a single measure of effectiveness, namely
group survival. Foley’s contribution then nicely bridges the theoretical and
empirical parts of the book with an analysis of counter-terrorism measures of
France and the UK, showing how the effectiveness of terrorism partially depends
on the actions of other actors.

The case studies begin broadly with McConaghy’s analysis on the general
effectiveness of ethnonationalist violence and then move into more narrow case
studies, including Muro’s account of reasons why ETA failed and a piece by
Tristan and Alvarez examining how groups in Uruguay and El Salvador came to
use terrorism as a means to acquire power. Notably, Muro’s edited volume also
includes a case of non-violence, namely the work by Leuprecht and Porges on the
situation in Western Sahara. Including a case of non-violence aids the holistic
understanding of when terrorism is chosen and under which circumstances it is
believed to work.

Introduction and conclusion by Muro hold the focus of the book and strengthen
the quality of the argument like a frame holding a picture without neglecting the
presentation of limitations and issues research on this topic has. His willingness
to lay out and thoroughly discuss the limitations of studying the effectiveness of
terrorism aids the work’s credibility and guides the reader’s understanding of this
field of study as a whole. For instance, Muro attests to the selection bias many
studies on this topic display as well as the difficulty in different forms of coding
success or failure. The very same terrorist group or action can be deemed a
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success or a failure by different scholars depending on how they operationalized
and coded effectiveness for their research. Therefore, the current literature is a
piecemeal and makes general conclusions difficulty due to a lack of
comparability.

Overall the book is a valuable contribution to the current discourse and displays
variety in approaches and opinions of scholars. It presents a diverse discourse and
includes thorough examinations of limitations of studying the effectiveness of
terrorism. However, notably absent from the articles included in the edited
volume is terrorism in Asia. As Foley points out domestic normative context
matters and an Asian case study complementing the existing cases could have
strengthened the comprehensiveness of the work. Furthermore, two articles are
specifically focused on ethnonationalist terrorism and examples of Islamist
terrorism are referenced throughout, yet other ideological justifications for
terrorism are rarely mentioned.

The edited volume ‘When does terrorism work’ is an excellent starting point for
further research to be conducted on the topic. More research is needed on the
situational factors of effectiveness of terrorism as well as a deeper understanding
of the interplay between internal, group-related factors and external factors such
as behavior of other actors. Furthermore, a scholarly debate should be facilitated
to make studies more comparable. Different coding of success and failure, large
data sets which do not take into account historical or political context and a
tendency to focus on well known cases are problems of current literature future
studies should seek to avoid. In order to gain a more holistic understanding more
exploration is needed of the circumstances under which terrorism a) is chosen, b)
is successful in strategic terms, c) is successful in tactical terms, d) is successful in
achieving other types of goals and lastly e) is made successful by the behavior of
outside actors.
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While the broader implications of Donald Trump’s economic policies are yet to
be fully realised, there is no doubt that his presidency has provided a significant
boost to one industry at least: publishing. As academics, commentators, insiders
and others attempt to make sense of his election and presidency so far, there has
been an outpouring of literature clamouring for attention. One of the latest is
Fascism, Populism and American Democracy by Leonard Weinberg (2019), a
short monograph that attempts to place Trump in the wider context of American
populism and the American right. Professor Emeritus of Political Scientist at the
University of Nevada and a prolific and accomplished author on the radical and
extreme right, Weinberg’s book is part history of the radicalisation of the
American right, part biography of Trump and part history of American populism.
He approaches his subject in an engaging and readable fashion using his dry wit
to cut through much of the hyperbole of Trump and those who write on him.

The book begins with an attempt to understand the American political decay
which led to circumstances where a politician such as Trump could be elected to
the highest office. Seeking to understand how America could go from the liberal
optimism of the New Deal to the angry paranoia of the Trump era, Weinberg
navigates a familiar route through post-War American politics. Highlighting key
moments such as McCarthyism, George Wallace, the Southern Strategy of the
Republicans, the Civil Rights Movement, Nixon, the influence of Ayn Rand, the
New Right, the Christian Right, Reagan, Bush, the Tea Party and Fox News, the
picture painted is one of, as Weinberg claims, political decay within the USA
where a Trump style figure emerging, was, if not inevitable, certainly more likely.
And it is here that one of the book’s shortcomings is evident. Weinberg is able to
chart the “how” of this question, and he charts it skilfully and persuasively. What
is less successful is the “why”. He touches on a number of factors. He considers
structural factors, such as the two-party system, the ability of PACs to fund and
influence political debate and election primaries where Republican candidates
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have to adopt radical right positions in order to galvanise grassroots support. He
considers economic factors, most notably the widening economic gaps and the
increasing struggles faced by the middle classes of America. And social factors
such as religion, race and identity are also considered. Yet despite this, Weinberg
seems unable to offer a unified theory as to why we are where we are. In fairness,
though, this may be because such a theory simply cannot exist.

The book is at its strongest, though, when placing Trump in the wider context of
American populism. While populism is a new phenomenon in much of Europe,
in both North and South America it has existed, in one form or another, for
decades. And Weinberg explores this heritage closely and carefully. Through
discussion of the discourse and praxis of the People’s Party, Huey Long, Father
Charles Coughlin George Wallace and Pat Buchanan, all significant figures in the
rich history of American populism, Weinberg is able to persuasively define
American populism as a movement of unrefined political outsiders using the
language and manners of the ordinary American to break into and challenge the
American political elite. In these terms it is possible to see Trump as being the
final, ultimate triumph, of agitators that began with the People’s Party in the
1890s. There are comparisons with The Populist Persuasion: An American
History (Kazin, 199)5), a still peerless account and analysis of the populism in the
USA. Of course, when this work was published, Trump was still a New York
property mogul whose television career had yet to begin, never mind his political
career. Yet like Kazin before him, Weinberg considers populism to be both a
movement that has been central to the politics of the USA for over a century, even
if its leaders would never consider themselves a part of the political mainstream.

The other high point of this work is Weinberg’s ability to cut through much of
the hyperbole around Trump, most notably claims that he is a fascist or has fascist
leanings. Using Griffin’s (1991) definition of fascism as palingenetic
ultranationalism, he notes both the palingenesis of Trump’s rhetoric (Make
America Great Again) and the ultranationalism that accompanies it. Taking this
along with Trump’s frequent broadsides against the structures of American liberal
democracy, Weinberg argues that it is understandable that Trump could be seen
as having fascist leanings. Yet Trump is still a believer in democracy at both home
and abroad and, as Weinberg notes, fascists are not democrats. While he may be
sympathetic, to a degree, to those who would seek to define Trump as a fascist, it
is neither helpful nor accurate to paint him as such. Trump is a populist in the
traditions of the populist demagogues before him. The key difference, though, is
that unlike Long and Buchanan, he sits in the Oval Office and while we know how,
we are still not much closer to knowing why.
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