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Cilj: Popuniti prazninu u istrazivanju populizma
mjerenjem populistickih stavova u korelaciji sa
partijskim preferencijama.
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* Neocekivan uspon populistickih partija od
90tih.

e Vedi dio istazivanja o populizmu se fokusira na
definisanje populizma, objasnjavanje rasta i
uspjeha populistickih partija i na procjenjivanje
njegovog uticaja na politicke sisteme.

* Akkerman et al nalaze mjeru populistickih

stavova i pokusavaju pronaci vezu izmedu tih
stavova sa partijskim preferencijama.
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Hipoteza:

* BiracCi koji su visoko pozicionirani na populistickoj
skali imaju znacajno vece preferencije za
Holandske populisticke stranke.

Struktura ¢lanka:

1. Minimalna definicija populizma

2. Konstruisanje mjere populizma

3. lzvodenje ,principal component analysis“ (PCA)
4. Zakljucak
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e Populizam je ,thin-centered” (tanko centrisana) ideologija
koja smatra da je drustvo podijeljeno na dvije homogene |
protivnicke grupe; moralan (pure=cisti) narod protiv
korupirane elite, i koje smatra da politika treba biti izrazaj
volonté générale (generalne volje) naroda. (Mudde, 2007,

pp 23)

* Populizam prelazi preko ideoloskih linija, uklapajuci svoju
glavnu poruku sa desnom i lijevom politickom
orijentacijom. (Rooduijin, 2014)

* Dimenzije:

— Anti-elitizam
— Ljudski centrizam
— Homogenost i virtuoznost naroda
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e Populizam vs Pluralizam i Elitizam

* Populisti skepticni na strukturne institucije
pluralizma koje obezbjeduju kompromise i
manjinska prava

e Elitizam Cista suprotnost od populizma. Spaja
ih samo Manihejanska podjela drustva; narod i
elita.
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e Vazne studije koje prethode Akkerman et al:

— Axelrod (1967) The structure of public opinion on
policy issues.

— Stanley (2011) Populism, nationalism, or national
populism? An analysis of Slovak voting behavior at
the 2010 parliamentary election.

— Elchardus & Spruyt (2012) Populisme en de zorg
over de samenleving [Populism and the concerns
over the society].

— Hawkins et al (2012) Measuring populist attitudes.
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1. Bolje definisanje i operacionalizacija sve 3
dimenzije (populizam, pluralizam, elitizam)

2. Mjerenje populizma u potpunosti na osnovu
populistickih karakteristika da ne bi
pomijesali sa anti-establishment stavovima

3. Holandski slucaj je bolji test validnosti
varijable populizma
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* Profesionalna kompanija za sprovodenje anketa
MWM?2 je odradila anketu (finansirana od strane
mutlidisciplinarne istrazivacke grupe Discon na
Radboud Univerzitetu)

* Elektronski upitnik poslat 981 Holandskih ¢lanova
postojecCe panel grupe

e 631 ispitanika su popunili anketu (64.3%)

* Prosjecno vrijeme za popunjavanje upitnika je 25
min. Autori su iskljucili ispitnike kojima je trebali 10

minuta ili manje da popune upitnik. Ostatak 586
ispitanika.

* N=589
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e Populisticki stavovi
— Suverenost naroda
— Protivljenje elite
— Manihejanska podjela izmedu ,,dobra“i ,zla“
e Pluralisticki stavovi
— Kompromis
— Razlicite tacke gledista
— Potreba da se svako misljenje vrednuje
* Elitisticki stavovi
— Snazno i odluc¢no vodstvo
— Prezir za politicare
e Preferencije glasanja
— Za koju stranku biste glasali da su parlamentarni izbori danas?

Ispitanici su koristili Lakert skalu od 1 (U potpunosti se ne slazem)
do 5 (U potpunosti se slazem)



Akkerman et al. 1331

Table 1. ltems Measuring Populist, Pluralist, and Elitist Attitudes.

POPI The paliticians in the Dutch parfament need to follow the will of the poopie.

POP2 The people, and not politicians, should make our most imporiant palicy decisions.

POPE The poiticd differences betwoen the ofte and the peofile are larger than the differences among the pooie.
POP4 | would rather be represented by a ctizen than by o specalized palitician,

POPS Elected officials talk too much and lake too ittle action,

POPE Politics is ultimately o struggle between good and exil,

POPT What people call “compromise” in politics = really st selling out on one’s principles.

POPE Interest groups have tog mikch mfluence over palitical decizions.

FLLYI In g democracy i i important fo make combramises among diffening wewhoints.

PLUZ |t & important o fsten fo the opivion of other groups

PFLUZ Dvversity limits my freedom.?

El Polticians should lead rather than follow the people.

E2 Our country would be poverned better if mportant deasions were left up to successfid business peopie.
E2 Our country wouwld be poverned better if mportant deazions were left up to independent experts.

sFormulate in reverse of the onginal statement.



l,(! Principal Component Analysis

University of Montenegro

* Ukoliko su podaci skupljeni na osnovu velikog
broja varijabli od jedne populacije tesko je
odrediti korelaciju i protumaciti pravilno.

e Stoga, obavezno je smanijiti broj varijabli na
nekoliko linearnih kombinacija dostupnih
podataka. Svaka linearna kombinacija
predstavlja principal component.
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Autori su izvrsSili PCA na 14 stavki i dobili 3 faktora sa
Eigenvalue = 1 koji objasnjava vise od 50% ukupne
varijanse.

Prva dimenzija: 6 populistickih izjava su visoko
pozicionirani u populistickoj dimenziji (POP 1 do POP 5
i POP 7) POP 6 je izostavljen u populistickoj dimenziji.
Druga dimenzija: PLU 1 i PLU 2 visoko pozicionirani u

pluralistickoj dimenziji. PLU 3 ne pokazuje znacaj u
plural. dimenziji.

Treca dimenzija: E1, E2 se ponasSaju kao i ocekivano. E3
se pokazuje znacajno u populistickoj dimenziji
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Table 2. Results of Factor and Relability Aralysis.

Fasctor |

Eigonvalun
411

Facvor il

Lt

B sgmred loadings
|aftar rotacion)
Caon 5 1 05%

POPI The politicisns
i itk Dhatchy
Parfizmant nood 1o
b thie il of tha

POPRT The people,

POPE Ehscted officials
tall o asch

and take oo [tk
action ¥

POPT What peaple
call “compromisa”
in politics 15 really
m:nﬁumn—

& principles ©

I'I.Ul In & domecracy
& is impartant o
maki compromiss
amaoryg, differing
whirspsinis.

PLLIZ It is important
i lstan to tha
apinion of othor
Eraip

0%

AT4

A3

A51

d43

(Chrorbadhs o= LET)

Popuin Artrice scale

e

219

40

A

== LA

547

J51

A1

Liky]

(eonimmed)



UCG

University of Monteneg

Table 2. (continued)

Factor |

Eigarvahse

421

Factor Il

Eigenvalue

L.&7

Factor Il

Eizenvalue
.27

El Politicians should
lead rather than
follow the people

E2 Ouwr country
walld be poverned
better if important
decisions were left
up to successhul
business people.®

E3 Cwr country
wolld be poverned
better if important
decisions were |eft
up to independent
experts B

POP6E Politics is
ultimately a struggle
between good and
evil

PLU3 Diversity limits
iy freedom 2

POP# Interest
groups have oo
miuch influence over
political decisions®

nila

251

5125

215

256

423

0417

272

- 140

—.262

395

403

K1

593

= _43}

Elitist Arcitude scale
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A97

G54 Mat in

analysis

J66  Notin

armalysis

*Original ltem reversad,

"Slight adjustment of the original for transkztion purposes.
=Allocated to elivkr scale for substantive and statisoical Feasons

daft ot of the aralysis dus 1o Insuficient loading
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e Ukljucili su sve politicke partije u Holandiji
ukljucujuci i Proud of Netherlands (TON) i
50Plus.

* Takodje su dali izbor da ispitanici odgovore na
sledeci nacin:

— Napravila/io bih tiket nevazecim
— Ne zelim da Kazem

— Ne bih glasala

— Druga stranka po imenu....
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Table 3. Percentage of the Vote Obtained by a Populist Party in the National
Elections for the Dutch Farliament {Tweede Kamer), 2002-20121

Farty 2002 2003 2006 2010 2012
List Fim Fortuyn (LPF) |7 5.7 0.2 - -
Proud of the Nethertands {TON) — — — 0.6 —
Farty for Freedom (PVV) — — 59 15.5 10. |
Socialist Party (5F) 5.9 6.3 16.6 7.8 9.7
Total % populist vote 2129 | 2.0 127 259 19.8

Source: Kiesraad (httpo/hwww verkiezingsuitslagen.nll).
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Holandija je idealna za testiranje mjere populizma:

1. Jako prisustvo populistickih partija

2. Visestranacki sistem daje frustriranim biraCima
vise izbora

3. Jedna od rijetkih zemalja u kojoj je ljevicarska

(SP) i desnicarska (PVV) stranka bila uspjesna u
Isto vrijeme

4. Holandski politicki sistem je sklon populistickom
ponavljaju




. Akkerman et al. 1339

Ul

University ¢
P Socuietecre Pariy I - 1
P Hﬁuvkrﬂ.lﬁ::';. |_-_|
I g ol vobe _—
Poch, Party van e Artaid— k - i
I tr Y P I * 1

What party would you vote for if elections were held today?

CoA CRristen DewecraMch A5pai= k “e g 4
DAA Cwmaer phan 66 _
S D Vel g e ) Pl e b - |
¥ L | ¥ L L
1 120 140 1 1.0 4
Populism scale

Figure |. Populist attitude by party preference (reference line is total mean).
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Figure 2. Pluralist attitude by party preference (reference line is total mean).



Akkerman et al, | 341

Unive =
‘E COA Chraten (ercoramch Acpar -
(84 Cerocraten §6 —t——
5 Pyt Part] o cm rtmat - bbb
®
=
!i‘ VWD Wolopmry o Vegeead e Derecrebe k g3 1
E P Pawb] e e e | Casert ichrs = ——r
g 5P Sockksischa Pari —a—
% I dont know —a—|
3 | ot Pt v k e i
] L L T L
25 1 iE Y| 45
hﬂmmhlmmthw
make compromises among differing
Wi wpints
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Figure 4. Mean scores on item “It is important to list to the opinion of other groups”

by party preference.
Reference line is the total mean.
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Figure 5. Elitist attitude by party preference.

Reference line is the total mean.
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Figure 6. Mean scores on item “Politicians should lead rather than follow the people”

by party preference.
Reference line is the total mean.
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Figure 7. Mean scores on item “Our country would be governed better if important
decisions were left up to successful business people” by party preference.
Reference line is the total mean.
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Figure 8. Mean scores on item “Our country would be governed better if important

decisions were left up to independent experts” by party preference.
Reference line is the total mean.
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Figure 9. Mean scores on item "Politics is ultimately a struggle between good and evil”

by party preference.
Reference line is the total mean.
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e Clanak demonstrira da je moguée da se mjere
oopulisticki stavovi na individualnom nivou

* PCA demonstrira konzistentnost podataka
* Povezuje populisticke stavove sa partijskim
oreferencijama

e Pokazuje znacajnu pozitivnu korelaciju izmedu
oopulisticke i elitisticke dimenzije

* Dalja istrazivanja su potrebna



