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Abstract

Scholars agree that the radical right has become an important force in the party
systems across the world since their initial breakthrough in the early 1980s, with some parties
even partaking in government. While demand-side explanations have been thoroughly
explored, we know little about how much populist rhetoric of the radical right, the
mainstream right party’s position on immigration, and collective cordon sanitaire by parties
limit the radical right success. Using the recently published V-party data, this study focuses
on 31 radical right parties in 22 European countries between 1999 and 2019. Results show
that while populism has little effect on the radical right success, collective cordon sanitaire
and a stricter immigration position by the center right depress the vote for the radial right.
Finally, as expected, the study finds that when the center-right party emphasizes immigration
in their program, they accordingly boost the support for the radical right. The broader
implications of this study are important for both scholars and parties alike. For both
mainstream and radical right parties this study shows which aspects to focus on to remain
relevant in the volatile electoral arenas (e.g., whether by adjusting their immigration position,
emphasizing the populist rhetoric, engaging, or disengaging with certain parties). For
scholars, it adds to the current body of literature and paves the way for further analysis on the

strategies of mainstream and radical right parties.
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The Puzzle

In light of their ongoing success, the radical right has received substantial attention
from scholars (Norris 2005; Norris and Inglehart 2019; Mudde 2007; Lochocki 2017). Some
argue that increased immigration has either directly or indirectly prompted the rise of the
radical right (see, e.g., Hangarter et al. 2018; Edo et al. 2019), while others emphasize that
globalization has made certain parts of the population feel ‘left behind’ by their politicians,
resulting in the increased support for the radical right ‘challengers’ (Betz 1994). Considering
that some of these radical right actors have permeated into the mainstream, and even
managed to participate in government, it has been argued that ‘the traditional’ mainstream
parties have altered their strategies in response (Heinze 2018). For instance, Macron has
recently been accused of catering to the radical right by adopting a law aimed at combatting
religious “separatism” in France and “liberating French Islam from foreign influences” (The
Guardian 2020). Do the new strategies adopted by the center-right work at keeping the
radical right at bay, or do they, in turn, only legitimize the radical right positions?
Additionally, does reluctance to cooperate with the radical right party hinder their success?

As the diagram below shows, the radical right has achieved continued success since
their initial breakthrough in the 1980s, with some parties even participating in government.
Therefore, it is not unlikely to assume that strategies of the mainstream parties towards these
radical right ‘challengers’ have also changed, as the latter achieved greater success. Today,
when the radical right seems to be ossified in party systems across Europe, how do the

strategies of the traditional mainstream parties affect the former’s success?
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An lllustration of the Radical Right Development in Party Systems (1980-2020)
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Introduction

How important is the populist rhetoric for the success of the radical right parties?
Does mainstream parties’ refusal to cooperate with this party family limit its electoral
prospects? Does increased opposition to immigration of the mainstream right hinder the
radical right success?

Scholars often look at the demand-side explanations of the radical right success, such
as individual voter attitudes (see, e.g., Rydgren 2008; Kehrberg 2015). While these
explanations highlight some of the conditions which make the voters more or less likely to
endorse radical right parties, they neglect to pay attention to the role of parties in mobilizing
voters (see, e.g., Ellinas 2010). As a partial rectification of this, scholars consider the effects
of the so-called supply-side factors, such as the presence of charismatic leadership (Ellinas
2010), and convergence of the mainstream parties on the left-right scale (Kitschelt 1995;
Hobolt and Tilley 2016; Meguid 2005). However, some important supply-side factors are
omitted from the existing analyses. Namely, even though substantial scholarly attention has
been given to populism and its importance for the success of the new radical right parties
(see, e.g., Mudde 2007; McDonnell and Albertazzi 2008; Betz 2018), the effects of the
populist rhetoric have rarely been tested. How much does the populist rhetoric appease the
often-xenophobic stances of this party family, helping attract the wider electorate?
Additionally, the effects of interparty relationships are underexplored (see, e.g., Hutter and
Kriesi 2021). Does the center-right’s “toughness” on immigration stymie or enable the radical
right electoral fortunes? Some scholars suggest that opposition to immigration by the center-
right only legitimizes the radical right’s position (see, e.g., Arzheimer and Carter 2006),

while spatial theory proponents argue that it prevents the radical right’s breakthrough
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(Meguid 2005). Finally, does cordon sanitaire or refusal to cooperate with this party family
limit its visibility and in turn, its electoral success?

Finding out whether these factors have a significant effect on the success of the
radical right can pave the way for future strategies for both the mainstream parties and the
radical right. The findings would allow us to go beyond contextual factors (e.g., levels of
immigration, unemployment levels) which are often difficult to change at once. It answers the
question of what other factors play a role in the success of the radical right apart from the
mere increase in immigration paired with economic precarity.

This study relies on a quantitative research design that ensures high external validity,
as it looks at 31 radical right parties in 22 European countries between 1999 and 2019. The
use of triangulation to classify the radical right and the center-right parties ensures that the
study explores the same phenomenon across countries and years. Finally, using the most
recent expert survey data allows us to identify the latest trends in interparty competition and
gain insight into how parties’ positions on specific issues affect their electoral power.

The first chapter covers the existing literature on the radical right, identifying the

shortcomings of the economic insecurity thesis and the cultural backlash thesis. The second

chapter presents the hypotheses and explores the rationale behind them. The third chapter

introduces the methodology used in this study, detailing the measurement of different

variables, and explaining how parties were classified. The fourth chapter presents the results

of the study and delves deeper into their implications for our understanding of interparty
competition. Chapter 5 outlines the limitations of the study and specifies its originality.
Finally, the conclusion sums up the findings and their implications and offers ideas for future

research.
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1. Literature Review

When does the radical right win?

With the radical right being “the fastest-growing party family in Europe” (Chou et al.
2019), scholars have given ample attention to this “phenomenon” (e.g., Norris 2005; Mudde
2007; Rydgren 2004; Lochocki 2017; Norris and Inglehart 2019). Two dominant
explanations for the success of the radical right can be identified. The first thesis argues that
the success of the radical right is a product of cultural backlash — the native population feels
threatened culturally by the large inflows of immigrants with supposedly different traditions
and ways of life. For instance, Rydgren (2008) shows that those who believe that
immigration needs to be stopped to reduce tension in society are twice as likely (in Norway)
to vote for the radical right parties. Another strand of literature espouses the ‘economic
insecurity thesis’, i.e., the native population fears that immigrants can harm their economic
position (e.g., the cutting/ loss of unemployment benefits). As Kitschelt (1995) asserts, the
support for the radical right is “fuelled by the fear of less skilled workers and marginal small
producers that they will be displaced by immigrants” (Kitschelt 1995, 31). The following

section covers the two approaches in more detail and identifies their shortcomings.

Immigration and the Cultural Backlash Thesis

Scholars often emphasize levels of immigration as one of the main drivers of success
of the radical right (e.g., Gerdes and Wadensjo 2010; Hangarter et al. 2018; Edo et al. 2019;
). Betz and Swank (2003) find a positive relationship between the number of asylum seekers
and voting for the extreme right. Nonetheless, data shows that countries with low levels of
immigration or with low levels of the foreign-born population (e.g., Poland and the Czech

Republic) are also witnessing the rise in support for the radical right parties (Eurostat 2020).
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Therefore, a deeper analysis is needed to help explain why the radical right is successful in a

myriad of very different contexts.

Instead of focusing on immigration levels per se, some scholars explore whether
voters’ perception of immigration can help explain voting for the far right (e.g., Rydgren
2008). Accordingly, a prominent strand of literature finds a strong link between anti-
immigrant attitudes and voting for the radical right (see, e.g., Rydgren 2008; Lubbers et al
2002; Norris 2005; Norris and Inglehart 2019). Rydgren (2008) shows that “voters who
strongly believe in the need to stop immigration in order to reduce tension in society were
between 2.0 times more likely (in Norway) and 6.3 times more likely (in Belgium) to vote for
the radical right, compared to voters who neither agreed nor disagreed with the statement that
immigration must be stopped in order to reduce tension” (747). Nonetheless, it is difficult to
identify where the negative perception of immigrants stems from — whether from parties that
demonize immigrants or from intrinsic beliefs that immigration is threatening to one’s
position in life. For instance, in another work, Rydgren (2003) shows that the presence of
populist radical right parties can increase levels of xenophobia and racism in a country. If
parties frame immigrants as threatening for the economy, for the culture, and one’s identity, it
can spur negative attitudes towards foreigners. Front National, a radical right party in France,
asserted in its 1990s campaign that immigration "threatens the survival of the French nation,
the security of its territory, the integrity of its patrimony, its culture, its language.” (Betz
1993, 417). Political messages which generate fear for the loss of one’s identity can
potentially be successful in mobilizing voters. In defense of the cultural backlash thesis
Williams (2006) poignantly writes, “it is not that people do not fear poor conditions, but
perhaps that they view these as more easily reversed than loss of identity, culture, and values”

(Williams 2006, 4-5).
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Even though immigration levels and the perception of natives towards immigrants are
certainly pertinent explanatory factors, alone they cannot fully explain why radical right
parties win across different contexts and at different times. As stressed earlier, the radical
right has been successful in places that experienced very little immigration as well as in those
that were confronted with the rapid immigrant influx. Why did both Germany and Poland see

the rise of this party family?

Economic Backlash/ Economic Insecurity Thesis

Another strand of literature identifies radical right voters as “modernization losers”
(also known as “globalization losers”), where ‘losers’ are understood as those who do not
have individual exit options at their disposal (when it comes to external circumstances), but
must rely on sources of collective mobilization (Betz 1994; Kriesi et al. 2006). Manual and
low-skilled workers are particularly vulnerable as the entry for their positions is considerably
low, meaning that they are more likely to feel threatened by the immigrant workforce.
Another factor that makes this group vulnerable is the automation of many traditionally
manual jobs. Finally, globalization has allowed for the offshoring of manufacturing to
countries with cheaper labour, drastically lowering the number of manufacturing and low-
skilled jobs available to European workers. Considering these difficulties which the working
class and the low-educated population is faced with, scholars find strong causal links between
the less educated, low-wage workers and voting for the radical right (Arzheimer and Carter
2006; Evans 2005). This hypothesis is based on the group-conflict theory in which
competition for resources and individual economic position affect one’s voting preferences
(Dancygier and Donnelly 2013; Pardos-Prado 2015). Members of certain parts of the
population feel economically threatened by immigrants who, in theory, could occupy the

same positions, and increase the competition for their jobs. Therefore, it is expected that low-
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wage and low-skilled workers are more likely to place their vote with the radical right. In line
with this theory, Swank and Betz (2003) find that the existence of universal welfare, as a

means of alleviating economic insecurities, depresses the vote for the radical right.

Similarly, Hobolt and Tilley (2016) argue that economically disadvantaged voters
tend to punish mainstream parties for bad economic performance. They suggest that an
increasing electoral success of the ‘challenger’ parties in the EU is a result of the mainstream
parties’ convergence on policies of austerity in the aftermath of the euro crisis. Using survey
data to measure people’s perception of economic change, they find that “people who were
adversely economically affected by the economic crisis are more likely to defect from
mainstream parties to challenger parties” (Hobolt and Tilley 2016). This finding is in line
with the economic voting model which states that voters punish governments for poor

economic performance (Lewis-Beck and Stegmaier 2000).

On the contrary, Schwander and Manow (2017) show that the
‘globalization/modernization losers’ thesis cannot explain the recent success of the AfD in
Germany. Looking at the aggregate district-level data, they find that unemployment and
average income levels cannot predict voting for the AfD. On the other hand, they find a
positive relationship between early and contemporary right-wing support. Namely, districts
which voted for radical right parties in the past were more likely to vote for the AfD,
implying that a ‘tradition of radical right voting’ can better explain voting for the radical right
than the economic insecurity thesis. This finding is in line with partisan motivated reasoning
which assumes that partisan identification, rather than people’s ideological stance, motivates
voters’ choice (see, e.g., Bolsen et al. 2014). If parties presume that their voters are motivated
by partisan identifications, they can shift their positions more freely without the fear of voter

alienation.
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Asking why the support for the far right is so unstable, Arzheimer (2009) uses the
Eurobarometer survey data from 1980-2002 to find that while levels of immigration and
unemployment are important, it is their interaction with political factors which produce the
“best” electoral results. He predicts the lowest levels of support for the extreme right in
systems with low unemployment rates, minimal welfare benefits, and minimal immigration.
This finding shows that economic explanations are no panacea and that often a more in-depth
analysis is needed to explain the rise of the radical right. As scholars often point out, no
single explanation is sufficient to elucidate the rise of radical right (e.g., Kitschelt 1995;
Norris 2005), instead, a combination and interaction of different factors can help identify

which ‘mix’ is the most impactful in predicting electoral fortunes of the radical right.

Finally, the economic insecurity thesis poses another ‘chicken or the egg’ causality
dilemma. Does the economically disadvantaged part of the population intrinsically fear
immigrants as ‘job takers’ or is this narrative presented to them by party leaders, and they are
simply more susceptible to it than other members of the population? To name one example of
this neatly packaged narrative about immigrants, the Finns Party presents the following
equation in its 2019 electoral manifesto: “Finnish children must go to schools plagued by
mould and bad indoor air - wages of Finnish workers are no longer sufficient. At the same
time, migrants are living comfortably on Finnish social security payments and other
benefits.” (The Finns Party’s Election Program, 2019, 5).1 Therefore, party strength, leaders’
narratives, and interparty competition should be additionally examined for more insights into
whether they have the power to influence and mobilize voters. It must not be disregarded that

parties compete for votes in competitive and volatile electoral markets where voters vote not

1 Full manifesto available here: https://www.perussuomalaiset.fi/wp-
content/uploads/2019/06/Eduskuntavaaliohjelma-2019 SU In English 1.pdf



https://www.perussuomalaiset.fi/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/Eduskuntavaaliohjelma-2019_SU_In_English_1.pdf
https://www.perussuomalaiset.fi/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/Eduskuntavaaliohjelma-2019_SU_In_English_1.pdf
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only based on their ideological beliefs but also considering the party’s ability to win seats in
parliament (the so-called strategic or tactical voting). Therefore, scholarship suggests that
party cohesion and whether the party can distinguish itself from others in its stance should be
considered (Eatwell 2006; Meguid 2008). Do voters believe Marine Le Pen when she says
that “France, land of human rights and freedoms, was attacked on its own soil by a
totalitarian ideology: Islamic fundamentalism” (Le Pen 2015), and if they do, do they believe
that she is the one who can stop this?

Party Convergence and Current Supply-Side State of the Art

As shown earlier, neither the cultural backlash thesis nor the economic insecurity
thesis can fully explain why the radical right succeeds in some periods and some places and
not others (see, e.g., Schwander and Manow 2017). In addition to these two central strands of
literature, scholars have explored how interparty competition and other supply-side factors
affect electoral fortunes of the radical right (Kitschelt 1995; Meguid 2005; 2008). What
parties “have to offer” should not be seen as insignificant in predicting voter choice for the
radical right. This is to say that the power of radical right parties to mobilize voters should
also be considered (see, e.g, Ellinas 2010). Kitschelt (1995) stresses the importance of
opportunity structures created by the mainstream parties for the triumph of the radical right.
He defines political opportunity structure as “a configuration of resources, institutional
arrangements, and historical precedents allowing a given political outcome to emerge”
(Pardos-Prado 2015, 352). Using comparative analysis of the Western European countries, he
finds that the convergence of the mainstream parties towards the center of the left-right
dimension opens a window of opportunity for the radical right parties. Relying on the spatial
voting theory, other scholars, too, find that mainstream party convergence opens up space for
the “challenger” parties (Kitschelt 1995; Hobolt and Tilley 2016; Spoon and Kluver 2019;

Rydgren 2004).
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Nonetheless, how much party positions on specific issues enable or disable radical
right breakthrough has been less explored. In other words, does the convergence of the
mainstream parties on the issue of environment matter as much as their convergence on the
issue of immigration in creating the space for the radical right? While the study of Dahlstrom
and Sandell (2012) partially rectifies this shortcoming by testing how the mainstream parties’
opposition to immigration affects the electoral fortunes of the anti-immigrant parties, they
only test for Sweden and only for one year (2008). This study intends to fill that gap by
exploring the effects of the center-right party’s immigration position on the success of the
radical right across Europe between 1999 and 2019. The immigration position, as opposed to
other issues, is chosen given that scholars almost unanimously agree on its importance for the
radical right party program (see, e.g., Meguid 2005; Betz and Johnson 2004).

Furthermore, despite the substantial attention dedicated to explaining how the
mainstream parties’ willingness to cooperate can influence the success of the radical right
parties, studies that use large-n analysis to pin down the extent to which this factor affects the
electoral prospects of the radical right are lacking. For instance, Art (2007) argues that the
lack of marginalization of the FPO in Austria both by the media and by the mainstream
parties has facilitated the success of this radical right party. However, he only compares two
countries, and he does not support his argument with data, but rather theorizes about the
potential causalities. While an in-depth qualitative study of Austria and Germany is certainly
of merit, as it allows for a deeper level of analysis, it prevents high external validity and
extrapolation of results to other cases. Similarly, Heinze (2018) finds that strategies of
disengagement (cordon sanitaire) are more effective at limiting the influence of the radical
right parties than the strategies of engagement. Nonetheless, the study is limited to four

Scandinavian countries and includes only a small variety of selected election periods.
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Building on this, scholars look at mainstream party positions on immigration to see how
those may affect the fortunes of the radical right (see, e.g, Arzheimer 2009; Pardos-Prado
2015). Arzheimer (2009) finds that how prominently the immigration issue appears in the
mainstream parties’ manifestos has a positive effect on the success of the radical right. This
finding confirms the hypothesis that more attention given to this issue by the mainstream
only validates it and boosts the success of the radical right. The same study, on the other
hand, finds no connection between the “toughness” of mainstream party positions and voting
for the radical right. The hypothesis that is not confirmed by this finding is that if the
mainstream opposes immigration, it leaves less ‘space’ for the radical right. For instance, if
the Austrian People’s Party positions itself against open borders and emphasizes border
control, the Freedom Party of Austria does not have much space to offer something
considerably different without assuming a very extreme position (which runs the risk of
driving voters away). The existing literature offers contradictory findings. While Arzheimer
(2009) finds no significant correlation between the positioning of the center-right on
immigration and the electoral support for the radical right, Arzheimer and Carter (2006)
affirm that more opposition towards immigration by the mainstream parties causes the issues
which the radical right thrives on to become legitimized, resulting in the latter’s electoral
success. Additionally, Arzheimer (2009) covers the period between 1980 and 2002, a period
which undoubtedly saw a rise of the radical right across Europe, but it simultaneously gave
little time to the center-right parties to adapt to the novelties in party systems. Therefore,
given that party systems are not unchanging silos, but rather lively mechanisms which
respond to social circumstances, it is important to retest whether, with the increased
volatility, parties interact with one another in a different way. Scholars have argued that a
steady increase in the number of parties that compete in elections has inevitably affected

electoral volatility, causing party system instability (Pedersen 1979). Data shows that
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electoral volatility has only become greater with time (as shown here). Emanuele (2015)
confirms a steady increase in electoral volatility in Western Europe over time using
Pedersen’s volatility index, which is equal to the net percentage of voters who changed their
votes from one election to the next (i.e., ceteris paribus, if voter A switched their vote from
the FPO to the OVP and voter B switched from OVP to FPO, the net volatility is zero). The
consequence of the increased volatility is that it puts into question the ‘cleavage theory’
presented by Lipset and Rokkan (1967) which assumes that people vote according to the
ossified social cleavages (e.g., worker vs. owner), which then results in the “freezing of party
systems”. Instead, Dassonneville and Hooghe (2015) show that European electorates are
much more likely to switch votes today as a result of an economic downturn than was the
case before. Therefore, we must seek other explanations for the changing voting behavior.
For instance, how much does the party’s positioning on one issue affect who voters vote for,
and as a consequence, the party’s electoral success? For that reason, | will test whether the
center-right’s opposition to immigration has any effect on the radical right success in more

volatile periods.

The novelty of this study stems from the fact that it explores the significance of both
external and internal “supply-side” factors that are rarely investigated together. Apart from
the well-known economic and cultural explanations for the rise of the radical right, how
much does the populist rhetoric or other parties’ refusal to cooperate with this party affect its
electoral outcome? This research should provide new insights into the effectiveness of the
spatial voting theory and the modified spatial voting model which includes issue salience and
issue ownership. Additionally, the findings of this study should be helpful for mainstream
and radical right parties alike to narrow their focus on strategies that help them remain

relevant in the volatile electoral arenas.
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Electoral Volatility in Western Europe (1970-2015)

Electoral Volatility in Western
Europe (1970-2015)

20
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The graph is based on Emanuele’s (2015) dataset which calculates electoral volatility
according to the Pedersen Index. It shows that whereas net vote change was less than 10% in

the 1970s and 1980s, it jumps to almost 20% by 2015.
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2. Theory

Defining the Radical Right

By 2021, radical right parties have found themselves a safe cradle in the European
party systems, with some of them consistently coming up as the top three parties in the
national elections (e.g., FPO in Austria and SVP in Switzerland). As Norris (2005) points out,
“too many gains have occurred in too many countries to accept the idea that the radical right
is simply a passing fad or fashion” (Norris 2005, 8). However, the increased presence of this
party family on the electoral scene has not brought more conceptual clarity. Often terms “the
far right”, “the populist radical right”, and “the extreme right” are used interchangeably.
Some scholars, on the other hand, adamantly oppose this amalgamation of terms (see, e.g.,
Mudde 2007). Ascertaining what is meant by the radical right and agreeing on the
terminology is an essential step that precedes the analytical moment. Namely, it answers the
crucial question of what parties should be included in the analysis. If we use criteria that are
too narrow, we run the risk of including only very few parties, leaving others that deviate
even slightly, on the outside. If we, on the other hand, use a more generous definition, we
may end up bundling different phenomena together and failing to measure what we are
supposed to measure. Hence, choosing “the right” definition is an essential precondition for
empirical analysis.

Scholars often stress the importance of nationalism in the ideology of the radical right
(Mudde 2007; Rydgren 2003; 2007), where nationalism is expressed by the party’s
endorsement of ethnic homogeneity and opposition to immigration. Scholars assert that
radical right parties are right-wing primarily in socio-cultural terms (Rydgren 2007), even

though many are also right-wing in economic terms. An exception is, for instance, the Polish
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Law and Justice Party which is culturally highly traditional (e.g., opposed to immigration and
homosexuality), but is economically socialist (Norris 2020). “Extreme right” or “right-wing
extremist” parties are believed to be those which are opposed to democracy and reject the
basic foundations of the constitutional order (Brubaker 2017; Kitschelt 2007; Rydgren 2018;
Mudde 2007). Radical right parties, on the other hand, “merely” object to the functioning of
representative democracy and often call for more direct decision-making processes (Mudde
2000; Rydgren 2007). Mudde (2007) offers a minimum and a maximum definition of the
populist radical right. In the former, he stresses that nativism, rather than nationalism or
xenophobia, is at the core of the radical right ideology. He makes a distinction between
nationalism and nativism because, arguably, the former can take different forms and can
include civic and liberal nationalisms (for more about the difference between ethnic and civic
nationalism, see, e.g., Breton 1988). Nativism, the author argues, holds that the nation should
be inhabited solely by members of the native group. Rydgren (2003) has a similar
understanding of the essence of the radical right ideology, but he chooses the term ethno-
nationalism instead of nativism. Maximum definition, according to Mudde, in addition to
nativism, also includes authoritarianism and populism (Mudde 2007, 22). Drawing from the
theory put forth by Adorno et al. (1969), he defines authoritarianism “as the belief in a
strictly ordered society, in which infringements of authority are to be punished severely”
(Mudde 2007, 23). This conception of authoritarianism is different from the widely espoused
one which sees it as an antithesis to democracy. Finally, Mudde (2007) defines populism as
“a thin-centered ideology that considers society to be ultimately separated into two
homogeneous and antagonistic groups, “the pure people” versus “the corrupt elite,” and
which argues that politics should be an expression of the volonté générale (general will) of

the people” (from Mudde 2007, 23). Similarly, Kitschelt (1995) defines the ideal type of
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radical right as xenophobic, authoritarian, and promarket, excluding populism from the mix
(Kitschelt 1995, 19, 42).

Following the logic of Mudde (2007) that not all radical right parties are authoritarian
and/or populist and that not all populist/ authoritarian parties are necessarily radical right, this
study follows the minimum definition where nativism is the necessary condition for
belonging to this party family. Nativism2 is widely accepted in the scholarly literature as ‘the
core’ of the radical right ideology (Kitschelt 1995; Norris 2005; Rydgren 2003). While
accepting that populism, authoritarianism, and the free market ideology are common features
of this party family, they are nonetheless not always present. If we define the radical right as
only those parties which espouse nativism and the free market economy, are populist, and
authoritarian, we lose some parties which are commonly accepted as radical right in the
scholarly literature, such as the Law and Justice Party in Poland and the Finns Party (both

economically socialist).

Hypotheses

Scholars identify two main approaches to exploring party success. Namely, we can
look at the “supply-side” factors and the “demand-side” factors (von Beyme 1988; Rydgren
2007). The former focuses on the attitudes, predilections, and experiences of the radical right
voters. The latter approach concentrates on the party itself — its manifesto, statements in the
media by the party leaders, charismatic leadership. Investigating the interaction between
parties in the electoral market can also be considered supply-side-oriented research. Wodak

(2015) distinguishes between the internal su