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ABSTRACT
There is considerable research on the global rise in Populism, due to the fact that it is one of the

most significant challenges to liberal democracy that the international community faces today.
The prominence of this phenomenon on both sides of the political spectrum has continued to
increase throughout the world over the course of the last few decades. Nonetheless, this study
aims to examine an area that remains underexplored: the role of national collective narcissism in
the construction of the ‘people-elite’ divide that is inherent to Populism. National collective
narcissism refers to the lack of recognition of a perceived in-group’s exceptional qualities that is
created linguistically by political leaders. The method of research is a discourse analysis by way
of frame theory of six speeches presented to the entire United States population at-large
throughout the term of Donald J. Trump’s 45" U.S.-Presidency. The specific frames analyzed
correlate to linguistic utterances of national collective narcissism and politics of insecurity made
by the former President. Due to the core of the research question relating to contemporary
Populism in the United States of America, the work is largely focused on right-wing Populism
and its intersection with political discourse. This said, the overall subject of Populism on both
sides of the political spectrum is deeply examined throughout the study as well, along with the
concepts of identity politics, status anxiety, and the heartland theory. Key research findings
point out that former President Trump used national collective narcissism in an attempt to
linguistically create his perceived in-group of the U.S.-American ‘people,” which played a
central role in the construction of the ‘people-elite’ divide in his political discourse throughout
his Presidency. Furthermore, Mr. Trump relied heavily on the concept of politics of insecurity in
order to make his collectively narcissistic claims appear more threatening to U.S. citizens. The
results highlight the overall dangers of national collective narcissism and politics of insecurity
when used effectively by Populist actors. Given that the creation of the ‘us-them/people-elite’
divide is such a foundational component of Populism in general, this study is essential in
analyzing a very important aspect of a major political phenomenon that the world collectively

faces today.

Keywords: National Collective Narcissism, Politics of Insecurity, Identity Politics, Status
Anxiety, Heartland Theory, Frame Theory, Discourse Theory, Donald Trump, Populism,

Discourse Analysis



ABSTRACT (GERMAN)
Der globale Anstieg des Populismus ist eine der bedeutendsten Herausforderungen fiir die

liberale Demokratie. Es gibt betrdchtliche Forschungen iiber den globalen Anstieg des
Populismus, da er eine der bedeutendsten Herausforderungen fiir die liberale Demokratie
darstellt, mit der die internationale Gemeinschaft heute konfrontiert ist. Die Prominenz dieses
Phédnomens auf beiden Seiten des politischen Spektrums hat im Laufe der letzten Jahrzehnte
weltweit weiter zugenommen. Nichtsdestotrotz zielt diese Studie darauf ab, einen Bereich zu
untersuchen, der noch nicht ausreichend erforscht ist: die Rolle des nationalen kollektiven
Narzissmus bei der Konstruktion der dem Populismus innewohnenden "Volk-Elite"-Kluft.
Nationaler kollektiver Narzissmus bezieht sich auf die fehlende Anerkennung der
aullergewohnlichen Qualitdten einer wahrgenommenen Ingroup, die von politischen Fiihrern
sprachlich erzeugt wird. Die Forschungsmethode ist eine Diskursanalyse mittels Frametheorie
von sechs Reden, die wihrend der 45. US-Prisidentschaft von Donald J. Trump vor der
gesamten Bevdlkerung der Vereinigten Staaten gehalten wurden. Die analysierten spezifischen
Frames korrelieren mit sprachlichen AuBerungen des ehemaligen Prisidenten, die von
nationalem kollektivem Narzissmus und einer Politik der Unsicherheit gepragt sind. Aufgrund
des Kerns der Forschungsfrage, die sich auf den zeitgendssischen Populismus in den Vereinigten
Staaten von Amerika bezieht, konzentriert sich die Arbeit weitgehend auf den Rechtspopulismus
und seine Schnittmenge mit dem politischen Diskurs. Dennoch wird das Gesamtthema des
Populismus auf beiden Seiten des politischen Spektrums in der Studie eingehend untersucht,
zusammen mit den Konzepten der Identitétspolitik, der Statusangst und der Heartland-Theorie.
Die wichtigsten Forschungsergebnisse weisen darauf hin, dass der ehemalige Président Trump
den nationalen kollektiven Narzissmus nutzte, um seine wahrgenommene Ingroup des US-
amerikanischen "Volkes" sprachlich zu erschaffen, was eine zentrale Rolle bei der Konstruktion
der "Volk-Elite"-Spaltung in seinem politischen Diskurs spielte. Dariliber hinaus stiitzte sich
Priasident Trump stark auf das Konzept der Politik der Unsicherheit, um seine kollektiv
narzisstischen Anspriiche fiir die US-Biirger bedrohlicher erscheinen zu lassen. Die Ergebnisse
unterstreichen die allgemeinen Gefahren des nationalen kollektiven Narzissmus und der Politik
der Unsicherheit, wenn sie von populistischen Akteuren effektiv genutzt werden. In Anbetracht
der Tatsache, dass die Schaffung der "wir-sie/Volk-Elite"-Spaltung ein so grundlegender

Bestandteil des Populismus im Allgemeinen ist, ist diese Studie von wesentlicher Bedeutung fiir



die Analyse eines bedeutenden Aspekts des groflen politischen Phdnomens, dem sich die Welt

heute kollektiv gegeniibersieht.

Stichworte: Nationaler kollektiver Narzissmus, Politik der Unsicherheit, Identititspolitik,
Statusangst, Heartland Theory, Frame Theory, Diskurstheorie, Donald Trump, Populismus,

Diskursanalyse
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I. INTRODUCTION
The global rise in Populism over the course of the last decade is one of the most heavily

discussed topics amongst scholars of both Political Science and International Relations alike.
Populism can arise on both sides of the political spectrum, each of which being inherently
dangerous. Regardless of whether they arise from the Left or the Right, Populist leaders and
their techniques have become the largest threat to liberal democracy faced by the international
community today. A large reason for this danger has to do with the divide that is constructed
between the “elite” and the “people;” this is to say: Populism, regardless from which side of the
political spectrum it arises, inherently splits domestic populations into two supposedly
homogenous groups. This divide is constructed largely through discursive practices of Populist
leaders, and although the factors on which leaders choose to construct this split differ largely due
to their domestic circumstances, the overall result is the same in each instance. Given that the
base of Populist thought is rooted in democratic principles, this makes combating against it in
liberal democratic nations particularly challenging. Furthermore, as a result of the lack of one
unequivocal definition of the term, often times pinpointing Populist rhetoric is a very ambiguous
process. Although the basic principles of Populism are largely agreed upon, further academic
research is necessary in order to continue to formulate a more robust and concrete understanding
of the term and what exactly it entails. Moreover, continued studies in how Populism takes
action through the conduit of Populist leaders and what effects this has on particular societies are
of particular importance. Only by persistently expanding upon these topics can we as an
international community learn new ways to fight against Populism and all of the dangers brought
along with it.

As previously mentioned, Populism arises on both sides of the political spectrum; thus, it
is important to justify that my thesis will be focused on the recent rise of right-wing Populism
and what I will refer to as “Trumpism” in the United States of America, and, more specifically,
why it is important to analyze the construction of the aforementioned divide in U.S.-American
society. As opposed to studying the objective definition of Populism, I will rather focus
specifically on the role of national collective narcissism in the construction of the ‘people-elite’
divide in former President Donald Trump’s political discourse. Focusing on the role of national
collective narcissism in the construction of this divide naturally leads to many subsequent

questions as well. Given that national collective narcissism takes on the form of the independent



variable in my research question, I will first define it in a general sense, and then a U.S.-
American sense as well. I will also do the same for my dependent variable: the construction of
the ‘people-elite’ divide. Seeing that the global rise of Populism is the overarching theme of my
research, [ will also elaborate on the varying definitions of Populism, as well as how they play
out in action. Other questions that arise from the scope of my research have to do with the
notion of political discourse and all that it entails. The concepts of identity politics, heartland
theory, status anxiety and politics of insecurity will all be heavily discussed throughout my thesis
as well. Each of these concepts are particularly important to analyze because they all complexly
intertwine throughout former President Donald Trump’s political discourse to create a major
divide in a nation that prides themselves as the oldest continuous liberal democracy in the world.
Given that Populism poses such a threat to liberal democracy, it is therefore exceedingly critical
to analyze how such a phenomenon was able to be carried out so effectively by former President
Trump, and subsequently how it has overtaken the everyday lives of most U.S.-Americans as
well.

Key findings of my research will point out that former President Donald Trump used
national collective narcissism and politics of insecurity in order to pit the ‘people’ against the
established political ‘elite.” Mr. Trump created the ‘people’ by using identity politics and
understanding the importance of an individual’s need to feel secure; that is to say, he used the
frame of the perceived notion that U.S.-Americans’ inherently feel superior to other nations. In
using this frame, he attempted to portray, discursively, that the status of U.S.-American citizens
was under threat in relation to other nations, and their superiority was no longer recognized
internationally. According to the former President, this threat to their status came from a
multitude of existential threats, both domestically and internationally; in other words, Mr. Trump
did not only blame foreign threats, but also threats within the United States as well, a large deal
of which, according to his utterances, were there because of bad policymaking decisions by those
U.S.-American politicians who came before him. Subsequently, his blaming of perceived
foreign threats was largely based on the established elite’s inability to deal with them as well.
Furthermore, through the frames of politics of insecurity and national collective narcissism,
former President Trump claimed to be the only way in which the United States could retain its
superior status in international politics. In his speeches, he constantly referred to the imagined

communities of the United States of America and the ‘American People,” without ever explicitly



defining what or who they were. Another key finding is that in playing on the perceived notion
of U.S.-American national identity, Mr. Trump not only pitted the ‘people’ against the ‘elite,” but
also against anyone that did not fit into their imagined community of a true U.S.-American
citizen. He did so by claiming that the corrupt elite was supporting policy that is taking away
from ‘true Americans,” which in turn led to even further domestic political polarization
throughout his presidency as well.

The main goal of my research is to help others understand the dangers inherent in the
global rise of Populism, and how it has become the central challenge to liberal democracy that
the international community faces today. Furthermore, by highlighting the role of national
collective narcissism in the construction of the ‘people-elite’ divide, I intend to examine a
specific strategy of Populist actors that has not been widely discussed academically, with hopes
to further identify ways to combat against the notion overall. Specifically, I aim to portray why
this phenomenon’s occurrence in the United States is, due to it’s status throughout the
international community, particularly important to analyze, and that although Donald Trump’s
presidency has come to an end, it’s legacies are just a starting point. Although the United States
of America may have welcomed a new Administration on January 20" 2021, the more than 74
million U.S.-American citizens that voted for Donald Trump during his second campaign are still
a prominent force throughout U.S. society that must be recognized. This is not to put every
citizen who voted for Donald Trump into a specific box, but instead to point out that the hatred,
fear-mongering, bigotry and lies that became commonplace throughout U.S.-American politics
were not completely condemned by everyone involved, in fact quite the opposite. Just as the
situation that Donald Trump and his political allies took advantage of did not appear out of
nowhere in 2015, so too did it not disappear into nothingness as soon as Joseph Robinette Biden
Jr. took the Oath of Office at noon on the 20™ day of January, 2021.

In focusing on the role of national collective narcissism in the construction of the
‘people-elite’ divide, I intend to make a significant contribution to the scholarly debate
surrounding Populism and all of its forms. I recognize that the fundamental issue with the
current state of academic research is the lack of one universally agreed upon objective definition
of the term itself, but I instead choose to focus on a definitive aspect of Populism: the creation of
the ‘us-them/people-elite’ divide. I justify my decision because, although there is a lack of one

concrete definition, the basic principles of Populism are largely agreed upon. I also aim to
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highlight how dangerous political discourse can be, especially when it comes from the highest
levels of government. We saw over the course of Donald Trump’s presidency just how divided a
nation can become, and we as academics must work to identify ways in which to combat against
Populism in general, as well as against individuals amongst the highest levels of government
using their positions of power in order to say whatever they please, regardless of whether or not
it is true. An in-depth interdisciplinary case study of how former President Donald Trump
constructed his version of the ‘people-elite’ divide in the United States with his political
discourse is an avenue on which we can continue to expand upon various broader academic
fields, all of which being immensely important. Only through persistent research can we as
academics move forward in formulating ways to combat against the multiple dangers inherent to
Populism and what they entail on both sides of the political spectrum, as well as hope to avoid it

in the first place.

Research Question:

What role does national collective narcissism play in the construction of the ‘people-elite’ divide

in former President Donald Trump’s political discourse?

Independent Variable: National collective narcissism

Dependent Variable: Construction of the ‘people-elite’ divide

II. LITERATURE REVIEW
The study of Populism amongst academics is by no means new. Although the term itself

had floated around much earlier, one of the first attempts to analyze Populism and it’s effects
from an academic point of view was done by Ionescu and Gellner in 1969." The two of them
claim that Populism is very important to study, but point out that at the point in which they were
writing, it was not clear what exactly it is. Gidron and Bonikowski make the argument that this
is still the case today in their 2013 comprehensive study on the varieties of Populism, making the

claim that “the challenge of defining populism is at least partially due to the fact that the term has

"Tonescu & Gellner, “Populism”, 1.
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been used to describe political movements, parties, ideologies, and leaders across geographical,
historical, and ideological contexts.”” Many scholars have come up with varying definitions of
the term, but the state of research today largely agrees upon three general definitions: Populism
as a: political ideology, political style, or political strategy. These terms are illustrated in Table
1 at the end of this section. Although there is not one exact definition, Mudde’s concept of two
groups: “the pure people” versus “the corrupt elite™ is an aspect of almost every definition. The
confusion and lack of consensus is more along the lines of the means in which it is carried out
and the factors apparent in order for the success of a Populist leader. The basic set of principles
inherent to populism is agreed upon, however: the misrepresented demographic as the “us”
versus the corrupt elite as the “them.”

Another commonly agreed upon factor of Populism amongst scholarly literature is that it
is not a threat to democracy, but rather liberal democracy. This is the case because the base of
Populist thought is rooted in democratic principles. It is how these democratic principles are
altered to the interpretations of the Populist leader that leads to so much confusion and make it so
dangerous. This inherent contradiction of Populism allows Populist leaders to openly advocate
for authoritarian principles in democratic states. Balfour et al., who themselves are members of
the Populism as an ideology cohort, explain Populism as a type of illiberal democracy.* This
term has often been used amongst scholars, and Prime Minister Viktor Orban of Hungary even
decided to define his State as such.” Globalization is also a main theme throughout the literature,
but how to interpret its effects is another primary source of contention. A lot of arguments for
the rise of Populism are based on economic factors, but there are various works proving that
these are not the only circumstances that need to be taken into account, and I will take this stance
as well, focusing more on the role of identity politics.

The major weaknesses amongst the existing literature relate to Populism in action. This
is to say, the basic definitions and principles of the term are largely agreed upon, but the

particular factors that allow for its success are still largely contested. Many scholars point out

? Gidron & Bonikowski, “Varieties of Populism”, 3.
’ Mudde, “Populist Zeitgeist”, 543.
* Balfour et al., “Europe’s Troublemakers”.

’ Korosényi & Patkos, “Liberal and Illiberal Populism”.
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the same factors but interpret them a different way. I believe this is a major shortcoming of the
current state of research because one factor can be brought forth and various scholars can
interpret it and how it affects Populism in a completely different manner. This is apparent in the
different theories on the role of globalization in the rise of Populism, for instance. Scholars such
as Margalit® and Roubini’ both claim that globalization has created “losers,” but Roubini’s
argument is based far more on economic factors than Margalit’s. Other gaps in the existing
literature have to do with the “them” component of Populism. Although the “us” is largely
agreed upon as the misrepresented demographic, the definition of “them” leaves more to be
desired. Does the “them” also refer to the media? The political system as a whole? The type of
political system? Is it the politicians themselves that are corrupt, or the system as a whole? Is
the system tailored in a way where one has to already be corrupt in order to become a high-level
government official? These are all questions that are not easily answered; yet they pertain to
every case of the rise of a Populist leader.

Economic hardship is not the only contested opinion on why Populism has become so
widespread. There is significant literature on political culture and the role of domestic political
turmoil, identity politics (Fukuyama® being the most prominent, here), and socioeconomic
situations, just to name a few. Populist rhetoric and its effects are also highly debated. Hawkins
and Pauwels’’ ideational theory of populism claims that Populism is a pre-existing set of
attitudes that must be activated, while others claim that Populist leaders specific speech
techniques bring out emotions in people, which, if done effectively, ultimately results in them
choosing to support the leader. Another factor that is not highly discussed is the cultural impact
of how an imagined community'® and what people identify as their national narrative play a role
in populist rhetoric. As with the term Populism itself, the lack of one single definition of culture
makes this aspect particularly tricky, because it is hard to quantitatively measure its impact when

it is not adequately defined. There are plenty more debated topics amongst the existing academic

% Margalit, “Economic Insecurity Reconsiderd”.
’ Roubini, “Globalization’s Political Fault Lines”.
¥ Fukuyama, “Contemporary Identity Politics”.

’ Hawkins & Pauwels, “Populism and its Causes”, 276.

10 . o
Anderson, “Imagined Communities”
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literature on the rise of Populism, but the notions of imagined communities and identity politics

will be particularly important throughout my case study. Along with them, my case study will

also concentrate largely on the role of political discourse, analyzing a select number of former

President Donald Trump’s speeches in particular. The above examples show that although the

basic principles of Populism are well defined, there are still plenty of factors that need to be

examined. By focusing on the role of national collective narcissism in the construction of the

‘people-elite’ divide in former President Trump’s political discourse, I hope to add to the

existing literature in a unique and essential way.

Table 1. Characteristics of the Three Approaches to Populism Research''

Definition of Unit of Analysis | Relevant Methods Exemplars
Populism
Political A set of interrelated | Parties and party | Qualitative or Mudde (2004,
Ideology ideas about the leaders automated texts 2007),
nature of politics and analysis, mostly of | Kaltwasser and
society partisan literature Mudde (2012)
Political A way of making Texts, speeches, Interpretive textual | Kazin (1995),
Style claims about politics; | public discourse analysis Laclau (2005),
characteristics of about politics Panizza (2005)
discourse.
Political A form of Parties (with a Comparative Roberts (2006),
Strategy mobilization and focus on historical analysis, | Wayland (2001),
organization structures), social | case studies Jansen (2011)
movements,
leaders

III. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
The stated aim of this thesis is to analyze the role national collective narcissism plays in

the construction of the ‘people-elite’ divide in former President Donald Trump’s political

discourse. This said, given that the nature of my research question is rooted in Populist theory, it

is important to concentrate on Populism’s contemporary rise in the United States of America,

and how former President Trump’s creation of this divide links each of the aspects of Populism

" Gidron & Bonikowski, “Varieties of Populism”, 17.
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that I mention. The second part of my research question refers to political discourse, so it is
therefore also vital to break down what is meant by this term as well. In tying the two parts of
the research question together, I will use the notion of frame theory to conduct a discourse
analysis in order to portray Mr. Trump’s Populist tendency of relying on the frame of perceived
threats to the U.S.-Americans’ status amongst the international community to construct the
‘people-elite’ divide. The overall frame I will focus on is that of national collective narcissism,
but I will also highlight the links between all of the other core elements of Populism discussed
throughout my thesis in order to better define how former President Trump was able to

successfully drive a wedge through the core of U.S.-American society.

ITLI. — TRUMPISM:
Populism officially started in the United States of America with the People’s Party of the

late 1890’s'2, but its contemporary meaning is more based on quasi-authoritarian political
techniques masked in democratic principles. Donald Trump’s 2015 announcement to run for
President came as a large surprise to most people throughout the international sphere, and most
common U.S.-American citizens as well. His electoral victory further shocked the international
community, but certainly not every U.S.-American, however, as he received more than 62
million votes. The common argument is that Donald Trump won due to his appeal to the
misrepresented rural middle class; although this holds a great deal of truth, it is largely an
economic-based argument, and as previously discussed, there are plenty of other factors at play
that must be taken into account as well.

There is currently a large amount of literature on theories that correlate to this
contemporary meaning of Populism and its regards to the case study of Trumpism in the United
States. This is largely due to the aforementioned shockwave that Donald Trump’s 2016 victory
sent throughout the international community. Naturally, this shock also rang deeply throughout
the academic sphere in the same way. The global rise in Populism on both sides of the political
spectrum was already well discussed in the literature by this time, but Donald Trump’s victory
and the succeeding four years that followed opened a large door that scholars throughout every

corner of the globe rushed to infiltrate. Although there is now a fair amount of literature on the

"2 Argersinger, “Populism and Politics”.
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topic, given the fact that it is still so recent, it is a particularly challenging debate to tackle. We
do not yet have the benefit of hindsight, and are still yet to see all of the impacts of Donald
Turmp’s presidency play out to their full extent. This is a major deficiency in the state of
research, and will also be a major weakness in my thesis as well. Having said this, it is still
vitally important to study how Trumpism was able to rise to the extent that it did at the rate that it
did, and on this front, there is significant evidence that can already be examined.

Many of the already mentioned theories on Populism from the Literature Review section
of this thesis can and have been correlated to the rise of right-wing Trumpism, and there are a
few that have been formulated that are particular to the case study of the United States itself as
well. One of the more basic theories of Populism that has largely been tied to the U.S. situation
is the idea of polarization. It is important to note that the United States has been polarized since
much longer than when Donald Trump announced his candidacy for the Presidency in 2015.
Also, in regards to polarization throughout the United States, another main theory on Populist
rhetoric is that the Populist leader actually gains support when the main domestic political parties
talk them down in the media'®. The term Populism has come to be used in a very negative sense,
and this is especially the case in the United States. The Democratic Party’s constant belittlement
of Donald Trump both as a Populist and as a person in general does nothing but strengthen his
appeal to his followers. In a very basic-level Populist maneuver, former President Trump uses
this negative media to further elaborate on his claims that the corrupt system in Washington,
D.C. is out to get him and anyone that supports him. Expanding upon Donald Trump’s rhetorical
techniques, scholars have also pointed out a basic element of Populism that can be seen time and
time again whenever he addresses the public: the concept of empty signifiers'®. Donald Trump’s
campaign slogans of “America First,” “Make America Great Again” and “Drain the Swamp” all
have American greatness at the forefront, but at the same time have absolutely no real objective
meaning. This is exactly what is meant by the concept of empty signifiers, and these can be seen
across the spectrum of Populist rhetoric, as well as former President Trump’s political discourse.

National identity politics plays a particularly important role in the rise of Trumpism in the

United States as well. There is considerable research on the role of identity politics in Populism,

1 Taguieff, “Le populisme”.
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much of which can be correlated directly to the case study of Trumpism. As previously stated,
identity politics is another lens in which to view the rise of Populism; this is not in opposition to
the much relied-upon economic view, however, but instead in collaboration with it. Velasco'” is
an example of how we can use identity politics as a way in which to further explain Populist
support. He makes the argument that there are certain countries that are clear winners of
globalization, but still elect Populist leaders. In order to explain this phenomenon, he refers to
the global rise in identity politics as the: “intermediate stopover in the two-way feedback
between economics and politics.” In his view, simply relying on economic explanations of the
rise of Populism is too narrow-minded, and we must also focus on identity politics as well when
attempting to further understand reasons for Populist support. Although the U.S. may not be
seen as a winner of globalization, this argument can still be applied. According to a report by
Rothwell and Diego-Rosell'®: “[Trump] supporters are less educated and more likely to work in
blue collar occupations, but they earn relatively high household incomes and are no less likely to
be unemployed or exposed to competition through trade or immigration.” This portrays that
economic factors are not enough on their own in order to fully explain domestic support for
Donald Trump.

Miiller'” makes the argument that Populism is always a form of identity politics, and
further claims that often times in creating their anti-elite rhetoric, Populist leaders project
themselves as the only ones to know what it means to be a true citizen of their nation. This, as
Marchlewska et al.'® puts it: “promotes commitment to a group that needs recognition as the only
legitimate representation of ‘the people’.” Correlating this to the basic theory of identity politics,
these groups feel misrepresented or misheard, therefore when a Populist leader stands in front of
them and claims to be the way in which they can form together with like people of their same
situation, they will undoubtedly render their support. In tying this theory to the United States in

particular, it is seen in the fact that significant deals of Trump supporters are not necessarily

' Velasco, “Populism and Identity Politics”.
'® Rothwell & Diego-Rosell, “Explaining Nationalist Political Views"”.
' Miiller, “What is Populism?”, quoted in Marchlewska et al., “Populism as Identity Politics”.
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“losers of globalization.” According to a study done by Mutz'”: «

candidate preferences in 2016
reflected increasing anxiety among high-status groups rather than complaints about past
treatment among low-status groups.” The anxiety referred to here is in terms of the United
States’ global position as a superpower, as well as the status threat of traditionally high-class
U.S.-American citizens (whites, Christians and men). According to Mutz’s findings, these
members of a traditionally wealthy class still supported Donald Trump in the 2016 election based

on his notions of returning to a more conventional status quo (i.e., identity politics), once again

proving that economic explanations for the rise of Trumpism simply are not enough.

ILIIL — IDENTITY POLITICS:
The term identity politics was first discussed in the late 1970’s and 1980’s, but has

become more and more common today. Anspach® first identified the term in 1979 as: “social
movements which seek to alter the self conceptions and societal conceptions of their
participants.” Her study focused largely on activism by people with disabilities in the late
1970’s, but the general definition is still used and has been built upon ever since. Up until the
1990’s, the term was highly contested as it referred to varying concepts of political movements
based on race, ethnicity, gender, sexual orientation, and many other social issues. The rise of
ethnic warfare in the 1990’s as well as the contemporary rise in Populism has led to the
discussion of identity politics to heat up once again. Fukuyama’s recent work: Identity
Contemporary Identity Politics and the Struggle for Recognition, discusses identity politics in

terms of “politics of resentment.””!

What is meant here is that much of twentieth century politics
has been organized around economics, but Fukuyama makes the argument that the traditional
Left-Right political divide based on these terms has given way to one more concerned with
identity in the second decade of the century. More specifically, the Left is has become
increasingly focused on issues of communities that have traditionally been marginalized —

minorities, immigrants, members of the LGBTQ+ community, women, refugees, etc., whereas
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the Right is generally focused on protecting traditional norms based on national identity, an
identity that Fukuyama claims: “is often explicitly connected to race, ethnicity, or religion.”*
Fukuyama’s focus on politics of resentment refers to the public recognition of the dignity
of whichever group is in question and how political leaders mobilize support in claiming that this
very dignity has been disregarded in one manner or another. Although the identities can vary,
they are all a part of the common manifestation of modern identity politics. Fukuyama classifies
identity in his book as: “a distinction between one’s true inner self and an outer world of social
rules and norms that does not adequately recognize that inner self’s worth or dignity.”>* He
makes the claim that the difference in contemporary identity politics is that the individual
nowadays believes that the true inner self is intrinsically valuable and therefore does not need to
be made to conform to society’s rules, but in fact the opposite must take place: society itself
needs to change in order to accept and recognize the value of each person’s unique individual
identity. Furthermore, this inner sense of self is the basis of human dignity and this dignity
inherently seeks outside recognition, and, because of this: “the modern sense of identity evolves
quickly into identity politics, in which individuals demand public recognition of their worth.”**
This core level of human psychology can be used to combat against the economic model that
human beings are rational actors that seek to maximize their utility 