
WILL POPULISM TURN INTO FASCISM OF THE 21ST CENTURY

One conclusion to draw from this is that if fascism were to reappear today, Finchelstein suggests that the heir to fascism
was populism â€” a form of liberal politicians in the 19th century had helped forge parliamentary institutions. the
institutions of representative government become bitterly polarised.

Abandoning old ideologies The old-fashioned opposition between pro-market and pro-government ideologies
is completely wrongheaded. But it does not mean that one becomes free in a full and robust sense. During the
interwar period, they opted for working with authoritarian and even fascist parties â€” in many places
democracy died as a consequence. There is one further element of populist statecraft â€” or what one might
even calls a populist art of governance â€” that is important to understand. After all, Nigel Farage did not
bring about Brexit all by himself. Populist politicians stoke fears and hate, exacerbate divisions and
stereotypes, and distort facts to serve their warped vision of reality. Particularly, since the nineteenth century,
we realize that the combination of nationalism and the instability of social relations produced by an economic
system in continuing change can create a type of social sentiment that leads to a specific kind of authoritarian
government corporatist, militarist, minority pursuer. In many situations, populists will play off sentiments
against numbers â€” not recognizing that, in the end, numbers, and the process of correctly counting, are all
we have in a democracy. If those who suffer from them could now come to understand that expropriation and
exploitation are two analytically distinct but practically entwined elements of a single capitalist system, which
is itself the root cause of most of their sufferings, then they might conclude that they share a common enemy
and should join forces. We can perhaps learn from the past. Political scientist Cas Mudde [48] For populists,
"the people" are presented as being homogenous, [49] but also virtuous. The ideational definition of populism
used by Ben Stanley [37] As a result of the various different ideologies which populism can be paired with,
the forms that populism can take vary widely. As a consequence of such opportunistic concessions to
populists, political culture is shifting to the right, without any kind of proper democratic authorization by
citizens. Rather, the proletarian becomes subject to a different form of domination, a more impersonal, more
abstract domination. The world is seeing an alarming increase in the rise of populist leaders and the pattern
seems to be repeating itself often enough across the spectrum and is not restricted to either the global North or
the global South. This new democratic market economy is compatible with open borders to trade and capital
investment, as is the social-democratic formula thriving in open economies. There surely is a programmatic
lacuna on the left. In addition, the government had literally spent millions of Euros on billboards and glossy
brochures sent to each household to warn Hungarians of the dangers of an influx of uslim terrorists posing as
refugees, all in order to generate the one morally correct referendum result. Many populist victors continue to
behave like victims; majorities act like mistreated minorities. Much needed reforms have to do with political
funding, the media , voting rules, party formation, and the distribution of power within and between state
institutions. Populists are in the end different elites who try to acquire power with the help of a collective
fantasy of political purity. Eventually, this classification might be useful to better understand the political
reality of our time and even predict further developments in this reality. Australia is my home and the
Australian people are my children. In this understanding, populism is usually perceived as a positive factor in
the mobilization of the populace to develop a communitarian form of democracy. And they were arguably
more social-democratic than democratic socialist. Each checks the other, and both need to be watched by civil
society, in order to limit the effect of market and government failures and to empower people. In theory, this
should open up prospects for new and expanded alliances. Understood this way, expropriation differs sharply
from exploitation. The right is able to make a causal link between the systemic problems and social groups
like Jews, Muslims or Immigrants to suggest that targeting them would solve the problems of jobs and this
appeals to people. The ideational definition of populism used by Mudde and Kaltwasser [29] A common
approach to defining populism is known as the ideational approach. One of the most interesting thinkers on
this subject is Robin Blackburn, who contends that finance should become a public utility, like electricity used
to be, meaning that it should be publicly owned and allocated. Such practices contribute to emancipation of
citizens and democratic processes. Many scholars correctly analyse the flaws in populist discourse and
practices. So how should one think about the causes of populism in a more complex way? So, I reject the
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claim, often attributed to Marx, that value is produced only by wage labour. There is no alternative to
engaging with populists. Margaret Canovan on how the term populism was used, [2] The word populism is a
vague and contested term that has been used in reference to a diverse variety of phenomena. Fourthly, there is
the dynamic of what, for shorthand, one might call liberal technocracy strengthening populism. My point is
that all these voters and others! For instance, in Britain, the centre-right Conservative Party conceived of "
Middle England " as its heartland, while the far-right British National Party conceived of the "native British
people" as its heartland. A lot can be done through local initiatives. For all we know, they might have taken
their countries in an authoritarian direction no matter what. Populism is a structural feature of liberal
democracies. In other words, he did the trick Gove had performed in the UK: whatever else one thinks about
Gingrich, he is considered a sort of intellectual among American conservatives. Instead of centralising power,
it infuses participation through all institutions and organisations, making every citizen more involved in
decisions at all levels.


