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Abstract 

The aim of the paper is to do a quantitative comparison of the manifestos from a number of European 

parties that are being put in a mutual party family often referred to as “radical right-wing populist”. 

The main primary source is the Comparative Manifesto Project database from which the data was 

gathered for analysis. A number of variables which operationalise typical traits of the party family 

were picked from the codebook of the database and the parties’ values of these variables were 

compared and presented in diagrams. Through the analysis it was shown that the parties vary to a great 

extent in what they put the greatest focus on in their manifestos. It could also be concluded that even 

parties which had similar values in one category still brought it up from different angles. The essay 

also brings up suggestions for future research within the same area of research.  
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1 Introduction 

Radical right-wing populist parties are on the rise throughout Europe. The trend is particularly 

strong in countries like Austria, Belgium, France, Hungary, and Sweden (Zakaria 2016, Oesch 

2008). There has been an abundance of research made about this type of parties: Where they 

stem from, who votes for them and in what way they differ from more traditional, mainstream 

parties. Moreover, it is sometimes claimed by researchers and the media that these parties are 

one party family that focus on the same questions and share a common ideology (see Shuster 

2016, Mudde 2007, and Zakaria 2016:10-11).  

What is commonly known about the parties is, as Rydgren (2018) writes, that they share a 

focus on ethnonationalism and that they want to strengthen the nation-state by 

making/keeping it ethnically homogeneous. It has also been established that parties in the so-

called populist radical right family stress conservative themes, for instance law and order, as 

well as traditional family values (Rydgren & Ruth 2013).  

Continuing on the subject of what research has been done on the issue, Mudde (2007) 

established a maximum definition of what populist radical-right wing parties are. In line with 

what was mentioned above, he came to the conclusion that nativism, authoritarianism and 

populism are three core traits of the ideology that this type of parties follow.  

In addition, Loxbo (2015a) writes that one common attribute for all radical right-wing 

populist parties is their goal to heavily decrease, or fully stop, immigration. Even if they all 

share this feature, he does put the parties into groups based upon their origin. He also 

mentions that the parties have begun to distance themselves from their past through a process 

of normalisation of their political agenda. In addition, by rearranging their ideologies they 

have been brought closer together, which has resulted in them being said to share an 

ideological core. This is the reason why they are frequently placed in the same party family.  

However, one dimension we are lacking information about from previous research is the 

possible variations among the parties in their presumably shared core traits. We do know that 

they are said to have a common ideological base and that it consists of nationalism/nativism, 

traditional values/authoritarianism, and populism. Yet, we do not know to what extent these 

elements are prevalent in the manifestos from the parties. In other words, there is a lack of 

research in the area of the differences in which core ideological traits are highlighted by the 

parties from different European states when they want to appeal to voters.  



          

6 

 

This area of research is of interest since a group of parties in Europe are being put into the 

same family even though little is known about their similarities. The fact that they, as Loxbo 

(2015a) writes, have differing ideological roots varying from fascism and white power 

ideology to having roots in groups leaving liberal parties makes the placement of them in the 

same party family questionable. They are all critical towards immigration, but one may ask if 

it is unproblematic to place them in a so-called radical right-wing populist party family based 

on this shared trait. Little is known about how they relate to each other on points other than 

their stance on immigration as researchers tend to study them as one entity, instead of 

comparing them.  

The fact that they are constantly put into the same party family has led to the media and other 

parts of society treating the parties as the same phenomena. This oversimplification can be 

seen in an article by Bremmer (2018) who writes that Northern League, the Sweden 

Democrats, Alternative for Germany, National Front, and Fidesz are all examples of “the rise 

of the far-right” in their respective countries, thus implying that they are all far-right parties 

on the rise, and that it is unproblematic to claim their similarity. The claims made in the 

article by Bremmer (2018) will be further assessed later on in this paper.  

In addition to the article by Bremmer (2018), another example of a consequence of this issue 

is from Sweden, where in 2017 the Sweden Democrats were not welcome to a meeting with 

the other Swedish parties in parliament. The parties were going to discuss how they were 

going to handle the situation of a Nazi demonstration in the city of Gothenburg. According to 

the Minister of Justice, Morgan Johansson, the party was not welcome as they, according to 

the Minister himself in addition to other initiators, are “a racist party with Nazi roots” 

(Morgan Johansson, quoted in Svenska Dagbladet 2017).  

Grouping the parties together might make some parties seem more extreme than they actually 

are, whilst others might be underestimated. In turn, this may result in exclusion and conflict 

within the affected countries ‘political systems. Moreover, refusing to acknowledge the 

differences and overestimating the similarities might lead to missed opportunities in handling 

the challenges parties of this kind might present to the system in each country. 

This gap in the research is what this essay will attempt to fill by doing a quantitative 

comparison of the parties’ manifestos. Differences are expected, as previous research has 

already indicated. Considering this, the main research question of this essay is: “Based on 
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their manifestos, to what extent do the radical right-wing populist parties of Europe differ in 

their ideological focus?” 

The aim of the paper is to answer the main research question with the help of the Comparative 

Manifesto Project (Volkens et al 2018b) by analysing ideological differences in the 

manifestos of European radical right-wing populist parties. Through comparison of the 

differences in their manifestos, it should be possible to detect how the parties differ in their 

focus on the different ideological core traits they are said to have in common.   

To begin with, the theoretical background to the investigation will be presented, followed by a 

presentation of the materials and methods used to process the data and perform the analysis. 

The data will be presented with the help of diagrams, followed by a short analysis of each 

diagram. The results will then be discussed in connection with the information in the 

introduction and theoretical background. The implications of the generalisation of the parties 

will also be discussed. The essay will end with a conclusion of the findings, and a preliminary 

answer to the research question.  

2 Theoretical Background  

The theory of the investigation has its foundation in the concept of the radical right-wing 

populist party family, as well as the similarities and differences among the parties within it. 

Several authors have confirmed that they are on the rise to success in Europe (see Mudde 

2010, Zakaria 2016, Müller 2016), thus making the research about them of relevance. 

However, before analysing the parties, a theoretical framework needs to be established.  

2.1 The Ideological Core  

 
To begin with, Mudde (2007) highlights the need for a proper definition of radical right-wing 

populist parties, as he notes that there are indeed differences between the parties that are often 

put into the same category. The author also tries to define what radical right-wing populist 

parties are and provides a list in the appendix of the book of parties that fit his definition. He 

establishes a maximum definition, containing the elements nativism, authoritarianism, and 

populism. The first two will be operationalised and measured in this essay. However, 

populism will not, the reason for this is explained later in the paper.  

Mudde (2007) made the choice to use the expression nativism instead of nationalism, as he 

deemed the later to be too broad a concept to fit the desired definition. Nativism, according to 
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Mudde (2007) is “an ideology, which holds that states should be inhabited exclusively by 

members of the native group […] and that nonnative elements […] are fundamentally 

threatening to the homogenous nation-state” (Mudde 2007:19). Elaborating on this, Mudde 

(2007:150) mentions that parties of this kind tend to vary strongly in their stance on 

militarism, some are very keen on expanding the national army, whilst others are close to 

being antimilitaristic, something which suggests that they can have strong variations in other 

aspects as well. 

In addition to Mudde (2007), Loxbo (2015a) has been used to provide newer information on 

the topic. He writes that the parties have very differing ideological roots but due to a process 

of normalisation they have kept common core ideas. However, they have all toned down the 

most radical parts surrounding their original ideology, therefore becoming more alike. This 

has led to them frequently being placed in the same party family and given the label radical 

right-wing populist. However, the fact that the parties do vary to a great degree in their 

different origins increases the relevance of the question whether they actually are alike 

enough to be a proper family, or if this is an oversimplification which leads to conflicts in the 

political arena.  

In addition to the core traits of the supposedly shared ideology of the parties, another trait they 

are said to share is welfare chauvinism (Mudde 2007:25). This concept means that “[w]elfare 

benefits should be directed primarily towards members of the native in-group, as delineated 

by citizenship, ethnicity, race or religion. By contrast, members of the non-native out-group 

should receive limited social support, if any” (Ennser‐Jedenastik 2018:294). In other words, 

one could say that welfare chauvinism is a clearly nativist approach to the distribution of 

welfare, or as Mudde (2007:22) explains it: “welfare chauvinism can be understood as a 

nativist vision of the economy”. Welfare expansion/increased welfare is to be measured and 

compared in this essay in order to see if this, in addition to the core traits mentioned earlier 

might be an area where the parties vary. Still, it should be noted that in order to classify the 

welfare points of the parties in this paper as chauvinistic, a more detailed analysis is needed. 

However, analysing the material for chauvinism is not what this essay will focus on. 

Nonetheless, the variable is chosen in order to further show existing differences among the 

parties.  

Moving on to research which provides a closer look into the rise of success of one of the 

parties, Loxbo (2015b) examined the Sweden Democrats and their success in the Swedish 

2014 parliament election where they gained 7 percentage points more than in the 2010 
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election. He writes how the party has toned down its core ideological points in order to 

normalise their ideas. In addition, the party focuses more on welfare in their 2014 manifesto 

compared to the one from 2010 (Loxbo 2015b:178). This shows that parties do change their 

focus points in their manifestos and that a toning down of the most radical parts of the main 

ideology is ubiquitous, as is also mentioned in Loxbo (2015a). It seems rather doubtful that all 

the parties in this investigation would have changed their manifestos in the same direction. 

Due to this, the theory that they have differences is strengthen further.  

Furthermore, the parties that are being thought of as radical right-wing populists would 

naturally be placed on the TAN part of the GAL-TAN scale (Green Alternative Libertarian – 

Traditional Authoritarian Nationalist) due to their core ideas being said to be a form of 

nationalism as well as traditional, authoritarian values. The GAL-TAN scale is based on the 

parties’ stances on globalism, multiculturalism, and internationalisation (Ohlsson et al 

2016:20). This gives further reason to operationalise the three concepts of TAN, as this side of 

the scale in essence is a summary of the core traits of the ideology.  

2.2 Definitions 
 

The term ideology for the purpose of this essay, will be defined according to The Oxford 

English Dictionary as: “A systematic scheme of ideas, usually relating to politics, economics, 

or society and forming the basis of action or policy; a set of beliefs governing conduct” 

(Oxford English Dictionary 2018). Nativism will, based on Mudde’s (2007) work, be defined 

by the author of this paper as “a conviction that a native group, often belonging to a certain 

ethnicity and/or religion are the only ones who have legitimate access to the nation-state”. 

Nativism is according to Mudde (2007:19) a combination of nationalism and xenophobia. 

Xenophobia is defined according to the Oxford English Dictionary (2018) as “[a] deep 

antipathy to foreigners”.  

Furthermore, authoritarianism is defined with the help of Loxbo (2015a:138) as “an 

aspiration for an orderly society with distinct norms and authorities, where deviant behaviour 

is greatly punished”. The last cornerstone of the ideology is populism, a concept which has 

proven difficult to properly define (Müller 2016). Due to this, the concept of populism was 

deemed to have too vague a definition to accurately be operationalised into codes from the 

CMP.  
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In conclusion, the background knowledge on the subject touches upon proof that there will be 

differences among the parties put into the same family. Furthermore, Mudde (2007)’s 

definition of what the so-called radical right-wing populist party family is have been 

specified, in addition to definitions of their three main traits: nativism, authoritarianism, and 

populism. As earlier mentioned, it is therefore not possible for this investigation to move 

further with the concept of populism. However, the other two core traits will be examined 

closer.  

3 Material and Method 

3.1 Material 
 

This essay will have one primary source which is the Comparative Manifestos Project’s 

database (will also be referred to as CMP’s database). The database contains results of textual 

analyses of manifestos from parties mostly belonging to OECD countries. The units of 

analysis in the textual analyses are quasi-sentences: Units in the manifesto that carries a 

statement. The main requirement for a manifesto to be analysed by CMP is for the party to 

have gained at least one seat in the state parliament in the election for which the manifesto 

was formulated. The results of all the analyses made are presented in documents available 

online for free on CMP’s homepage. The data from the CMP dataset will be the primary 

source for the paper. (Manifesto Project Homepage, 2018) 

Secondary sources include books, scientific articles, and news articles used to help 

strengthening the claims made. In addition, the secondary sources also helped develop the 

research problem, as well as provided the information that we have about the parties so far. In 

order to chose what parties to analyse in the investigation, a group of secondary sources were 

also used. They are presented in the upcoming section. 

3.2 Method 

 
As previously mentioned, the investigation will be based on the results from already 

performed qualitative analyses which in this paper will be analysed through quantitative 

methods. The data will be processed through SPSS and will be presented with appropriate 

tables and diagrams. The manifestos to be analysed are all from 1991 and onward. The mean 

value for each party is used. If one party has two analysed manifestos, the mean value of those 
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two manifestos is the data used for that party. The decision to use the means for each party’s 

manifestos was made in order to get an overall picture of the party. This decision is based 

upon trying to decrease the risk of the results being based on just one out of many manifestos 

where there might be more focus on one specific topic in that specific manifesto. In addition 

to this, there was a large variation in when the parties’s newest and latest manifesto were 

from, and therefore a mean is be preferable.   

The parties which lay the ground of the investigation are presented below, together with their 

country of origin. The names of the parties are the same as what they are called in the CMP 

database. They may however be called different or similar names in the secondary sources. 

However, it was carefully established that the names were referring to the same party. 

Table 1. Presentation of the parties analysed in the investigation 

 

All the parties in this investigation have been put into the radical right-wing populist party 

family by different sources, ranging from media outlets to academic articles. The following 

Party Country

Sweden Democrats Sweden

New Democracy Sweden

Progress Party Norway

Danish People's Party Denmark

True Finns Finland

Flemish Bloc Belgium

New Flemish Alliance Belgium

Flemish Interest Belgium

List Pim Fortuyn The Netherlands

Party of Freedom The Netherlands

National Front France

Northen League Italy

Golden Dawn Greece

Alternative for Germany Germany

Austrian Freedom Party Austria

Swiss People's Party Switzerland

United Kingdom 

Independence Party
United Kingdom

Alliance of Federation of 

Young Democrats - 

Hungarian Civic Union - 

Christian Democratic 

People's Party

Hungary

Movement for a Better 

Hungary
Hungary

For Fatherland and 

Freedom - Latvian 

National Independence 

Movement

Latvia

Law and Justice Poland
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sources were used when choosing the parties: Brunsden & Peel (2018), Bremmer (2018), 

Loxbo (2015a), Lönegård (2018), Mudde (2007), Vasilopoulou (2018), and Zakaria (2016).  

3.2.1 Operationalisation  

 
To be able to compare the parties and measure their differences and similarities, the main 

parts of their supposedly shared ideology need to be operationalised into the different codes 

used by CMP during the qualitative analysis. To decide on what codes to investigate, Mudde 

(2007) was used as the main source of information on what elements make up the populist 

radical right ideology.  

Variables from CMP that will be used for this investigation:  

Rile → An index which measures where on the right-left scale a party’s manifesto belongs. 

The index is measured on a scale from (-100) to 100 where a negative value indicates a stance 

to the left whilst a positive number means that the manifesto contains ideas that are placed on 

the right-hand side of the scale (Manifesto Project Homepage 2018). A manifesto that is 

perfectly in the middle of the scale will therefore have a value of 0 on the rile index. For 

further information about the components of the rile-index, please see Volkens et al. 

(2018a:29). The choice to include rile as a variable is rather natural, as the main theme of this 

essay is radical right-wing populist parties. Due to this, following up on how much to the 

right the parties are based on their manifestos is of interest.  

European Union Negative (Per110) → Elements of the manifestos that show a negative 

sentiment towards the European Union, its policies and/or the amount of the state’s budget 

that goes to fund the EU. Mudde (2007:74) writes that the populist radical right parties tend to 

not trust external organisations such as the European Union or the United Nations, which is 

the main reason for including this element.   

Welfare Positive (Per504) → “Welfare state expansion. Favourable mentions of need to 

introduce, maintain or expand any public social service or social security scheme. This 

includes, for example, government funding of: health care, child care, elder care, and social 

housing” (Volkens at al 2018a:18). This variable may not be seen as a typical right-wing 

element. However, as Mudde (2007:22) writes: “welfare chauvinism can be understood as a 

nativist vision of the economy”. The argument is that if a country’s native group is kept 

healthy through a good welfare system, the same group will be more prosperous.  
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National Way of Life Positive (Per601) → Positive mentions of the nation, its history, 

proudness of citizenship, patriotism, and nationalism. The concept of nationalism is the first 

ideological feature brought up by Mudde (2007) in his work on defining the radical right. He 

does conclude that nativism is more suitable than nationalism. However, since nativism is not 

coded into CMP, national way of life is the closest alternative available. This variable is also a 

part of the TAN values. In combination with Multiculturalism Negative (Per608) this variable 

will be operationalising nativism. They will be presented both individually to show how the 

parties put forward different parts of nativism, as well as added together to give an insight in 

how the parties use nativism as a whole.  

Traditional Morality Positive (Per603) → Positive mentions of traditional morality. 

Favourable mentions of traditional and/or religious moral values. May include: prohibition, 

censorship and suppression of immorality and unseemly behaviour. Maintenance and stability 

of the traditional family as a value. Support for the role of religious institutions in state and 

society (Volkens at al 2018a). This variable will, in addition to Law Enforcement Positive 

operationalise the concept of authoritarianism as defined by Mudde (2007) 

Law Enforcement Positive (Per605) → Favourable mentions of strict law enforcement, and 

harsher actions against domestic crime. Includes an increased strictness in courtrooms, 

increased support to the police force and references to the importance of national security. 

Authoritarianism is one of Mudde’s (2007) three ideological bases of the radical right. The 

concept is defined as: “the belief in a […] society in which infringements of authority are to 

be punished severely. In this interpretation, authoritarian includes law and order” (Mudde 

2007:23). The variable is also part of the authoritarian component of TAN.  

Multiculturalism Negative (Per608) → A negativity towards a multicultural society, 

encourages integration and a homogeneity in society. The rejection of multiculturalism in 

favour of strengthening the nation’s culture is prevalent among the parties of this family 

(Mudde 2007:144). This variable in addition to National Way of Life Positive (Per601) make 

up Nationalist on the TAN part of the GAL-TAN scale as well as Mudde (2007)’s concept of 

nativism. As earlier mentioned, nativism is made up of nationalism and xenophobia. 

Multiculturalism Negative does not equal xenophobia, it is however a part of xenophobia and 

plays a role in antipathy towards foreigners. Therefore, the choice was made to include it in 

the operationalisation of nativism.  
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4 Data Presentation and Analysis 

To begin with, the full results of the data processing are presented in Table 2 below, where the 

values of the variables are shown for each party.   

Table 2. Main table of processed data: All parties’ values for each variable and total 

value all variables added together.  

 

In the columns of Table 2 one can see that the values for each of the variables are noticeably 

wide spread, this being more evident in some variables than in others. The one category, save 

for sum, with the highest difference is rile where the difference is 47.3 units, followed by 

National Way of Life Positive which holds an 18-percentage point difference between Golden 

Dawn at 18% and New Flemish Alliance which lets the variable take up 0% of their 

manifesto. The category where the parties are the closest to each other is Traditional Morality 

Positive where the interval is 7.7 percentage points between National Front and List Pim 

Fortuyn. However, even if this variable has the shortest range, the values within it are 

scattered.  

Party Rile 
EU Negative 

(%)

Welfare 

Positive (%)

National Way of Life 

Positive (%)

Traditional 

Morality 

Positive (%)

Law 

Enforcement 

Positive (%)

Multiculturalism 

Negative (%)
Sum

Sweden Democrats 4.5 3.5 15.1 11.0 2.9 8.2 5.7 51.0

New Democracy 42.8 0.0 0.4 0.7 6.1 6.5 0.0 56.5

Progress Party 22.9 0.3 8.4 1.1 2.2 4.2 1.9 41.0

Danish People's Party 25.7 9.4 6.8 11.7 0.5 10.0 12.7 76.6

True Finns -4.5 5.1 9.4 5.0 2.9 4.4 4.1 26.3

Flemish Bloc -3.0 0.0 8.4 0.8 0.5 2.0 0.3 9.0

New Flemish Alliance 10.5 0.2 7.3 0.3 0.6 9.5 3.4 31.7

Flemish Interest 32.0 1.0 3.4 3.0 3.9 12.6 7.5 63.5

List Pim Fortuyn 9.1 0.6 7.1 1.9 0.1 7.1 2.0 27.9

Party of Freedom 22.5 10.3 3.7 5.5 1.8 15.3 13.4 72.4

National Front 26.6 2.6 3.8 11.6 7.8 9.2 1.7 63.3

Northen League 14.5 0.0 3.1 1.0 2.3 4.7 0.6 26.2

Golden Dawn 26.2 0.4 3.7 18.3 1.5 6.5 2.2 58.8

Alternative for Germany 7.3 9.8 3.2 7.5 6.6 1.9 3.8 40.2

Austrian Freedom Party 2.6 2.4 6.8 4.0 2.9 5.6 5.1 29.3

Swiss People's Party 21.5 7.8 3.8 3.4 2.4 8.4 1.7 49.0

Law and Justice 7.6 1.0 11.6 2.3 2.8 7.6 0.0 32.9

United Kingdom 

Independence Party
13.6 25.2 8.1 8.5 0.4 6.4 0.4 62.6

Movement for a Better 

Hungary
3.5 1.9 7.6 7.5 3.6 5.1 1.6 30.8

Alliance of Federation of 

Young Democrats - 

Hungarian Civic Union - 

Christian Democratic 

People's Party

6.2 0.3 10.9 5.0 2.8 5.8 0.0 31.0

For Fatherland and 

Freedom - Latvian 

National Independence 

Movement

5.6 0.0 9.5 8.9 3.3 3.7 1.8 32.8

Mean All Parties 14.1 3.6 6.6 5.5 2.7 6.8 3.3 39.8
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Upon reading about the differences between the highest and lowest values one might ask the 

question whether the differences are just among the minimum and maximum. However, as is 

illustrated in diagrams 1 through 10 below, it is possible to observe that in most cases the 

values are rather spread out between the minimum and maximum. Each of the variables will 

be analysed further in the upcoming parts of this paper.   

Before looking at the variables one at a time, the values of each variable were added together 

to create an overall score for each party in order to see and compare the level of their 

supposed radical right-wing populist ideology. The results are presented in the sum column in 

Table 2, and in Diagram 1 the differences are further illustrated. 

 

Diagram 1. The sum of all variables for all parties. The grey line represents the mean 

value of 39.8.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

 

When having a closer look at Diagram 1, one can observe that there are great variations in the 

total values of the parties. The parties at the top are Danish People’s Party together with 

Party of Freedom with values above 70. On the other end of the spectrum it is possible to find 

the Belgian Party Flemish Bloc which total value is 9, whilst the mean is at 39.8. It should be 

kept in mind that the rather high distribution of values does affect the value of the mean. 
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Nonetheless, in this case the considerable dispersion from the mean only goes to show how 

large a difference there is among the parties when comparing their ideology.  

4.1 Rile Index 
 

Moving on to a closer look at the components of the total values presented earlier. The values 

the parties have on the rile-index are the first ones to be presented in Diagram 2 below. 

 

Diagram 2. The Rile value for all parties. The grey line represents the mean value of 

14.1.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

A majority of the parties are indeed placed on the right side of the scale, in the diagram that is 

shown by a value above zero. However, interestingly enough, True Finns and Flemish Bloc 

are more to the centre left, rather than being right-wing parties. In other words, two of the 

parties that are placed in a party family given the label radical right-wing populist ended up 

being centre-left when examined using the rile index. By contrast, the parties most to the 

right, New Democracy and Flemish Interest are 47.3 and 36.5 steps more to the right than 

True Finns on the scale. The difference between New Democracy and True Finns is close to 

covering one forth of the entire Rile scale. 
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4.2 European Union Negative 
 

The next variable is European Union Negative where differences in scepticism of the union 

have been measured.  

 

Diagram 3. Values of EU Negativity. The grey line represents the mean value of 3.6.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

 

In Diagram 3, one of the parties creates a conspicuous peak in the line, United Kingdom 

Independence Party lets negative mentions of the European Union take up about one fourth of 

their average manifesto. Meanwhile, other parties, namely New Democracy, Flemish Bloc, 

Northern League, and Latvian National Independence Movement do not include any 

negativity towards the union in their manifestos. Save for some parties that create peaks, a 

majority of the parties investigated do have a value below 5 when this variable is measured, 

meaning that negative criticism of the EU is not one of the main focus points for a majority of 

the parties.  
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4.3 Welfare Positive 
 

Moving on to the next variable, the parties’ stance on expanding and/or spending more on the 

country’s welfare system. This is one of the variables where differences were expected, based 

on that some of these parties are not right-wing in the sense that they support a (chauvinistic) 

welfare state (Mudde:2007:25). Based on this, it is interesting to see if the parties follow a 

more right wing approach to welfare or if they advocate a chauvinistic welfare state.  

 

Diagram 4. Values of Welfare Positive. The grey line represents the mean value of 6.6.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

The two Swedish parties, the Sweden Democrats and New Democracy have the highest and 

lowest values whilst the rest are rather spread out around the mean. There are also seven 

parties that have a value around 3 percentage points, meaning that they all put roughly the 

same amount of focus on welfare expansion in their manifestos. This means that some of the 

parties are rather similar in this aspect. 

4.4 National Way of Life – Positive  
 

Moving on to one of the main core traits of the ideology the parties are very commonly said to 

share: Nationalism, in this essay measured with the help of the variable National Way of Life 

Positive. All the parties do have this variable in their manifestos. However, to what extent 

they have it varies greatly.  
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Diagram 5. Values of National Way of Life Positive. The grey line represents the mean 

value of 5.5.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

Apart from the placement on the rile scale, this variable is the one with the greatest variation, 

with 18 percentage points between the highest and lowest value. In addition to the difference 

between the lowest and the highest values, the other parties’ values are spread around the 

mean, as can be seen in Diagram 5 above. Another interesting point to be made about the 

results of this variable is that a few of the parties have a very low amount of it in their 

manifesto, even when it is a core trait of the ideological ground they are said to stand on. It 

can be seen that Flemish Bloc, New Flemish Alliance, and Northern League all have values of 

1 or below, meaning that they put very little focus on this variable.  

4.5 Traditional Morality Positive 
 

This variable is a cornerstone of the TAN part of the political scale of GAL-TAN, where the 

parties in question supposedly are to be on the TAN side of the spectrum. It also turned out to 

be the one with the least variation. The difference between the minimum and the maximum 

was 7.7 percentage points, the lowest difference among all variables investigated. 
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Diagram 6. Values of Traditional Morality Positive. The grey line represents the mean 

value of 2.7.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

 

There are three peaks in the line in Diagram 6, created by New Democracy, National Front, 

and Alternative for Germany. These three parties are the ones that value traditional morality 

the most while parties like List Pim Fortuym and United Kingdom Independence Party do not 

stress the theme to the same degree.  

4.6 Law Enforcement Positive 

 
This variable, together with the previous one is part of authoritarianism. However, in contrast 

to Traditional Morality Positive, the values for this variable were considerably higher on 

average with a mean of 6.8 compared to 2.7 for traditional morality. Apart from rile, this is 

the variable with the highest mean value. Additionally, it is the only variable (again, save for 

rile) where none of the parties have a value below 1, the lowest value is from Alternative for 

Germany at 1.9.  
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Diagram 7. Values of Law Enforcement Positive. The grey line represents the mean 

value of 6.8.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

 

When comparing the two variables that make up authoritarianism, it is possible to see the 

difference in how authoritarianism is shown in the manifestos. An example can be seen when 

comparing the two values from Party of Freedom, which has the highest value among the 

parties for the Law Enforcement variable at 8.5 percentage points above the mean. Yet, when 

it comes to Traditional Morality, the party has a value below the mean. This means that 

among the two parts that operationalise the core trait authoritarianism, Party of Freedom puts 

a greater focus on Law Enforcement. 

In contrast to the Dutch Party of Freedom, Alternative for Germany has its focus in the 

opposite direction. The party has the second highest value when Traditional Morality was 

measured. However, for the category of Law Enforcement it had the absolute lowest value of 

1.9.  

4.7 Multiculturalism Negative 
 

This variable is part of measuring nationalism, together with National Way of Life Positive. 

However, while that variable measures national pride, patriotism, and positive reflections over 

the nation’s history. Multiculturalism Negative provides a different perspective of 
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nationalism, where instead of pride over the own nation, negativity about sharing the country 

with different cultures is being brought forward. If one compares the results between the two 

variables, it is possible to see what part of nationalism/nativism the parties tend to focus on in 

their manifestos: if it is to see the own nation in a favourable light or to view cultural 

integration and homogeneity as important.  

 

Diagram 8. Values of Multiculturalism Negative. The grey line represents the mean 

value of 3.3.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

 

In Diagram 8 we may see that Party of Freedom and Danish People’s Party are the parties 

with the two highest values. Comparing their values in this category to how they scored in 

National Way of Life, one may see that Danish People’s Party highlights both at an almost 

equal level. Meanwhile Party of Freedom has more than double the amount of percentage 

points on Multiculturalism Negative with 13.4 compared to 5.5 on National Life meaning that 

they prefer to highlight multiculturalism in a negative light over writing positively about the 

own nation in their manifestos. Another interesting point to be made about differences 

between the two variables is National Front’s values. In the previous variable, National Way 

of Life Positive, the party had among the highest values at 11.6. Yet, in examining negativity 

towards multiculturalism it is possible to observe that they have a low value of 1.7, meaning 

that the difference in what aspect of nationalism they highlight is at 9.9 percentage points.  
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Here it is not only evident that the parties differ in degree of usage of this specific variable, 

but also that when comparing two variables which are both connected to nationalism/nativism 

we can note that the way nationalism is shown in the manifestos is different. Some parties 

have a greater focus on appreciation for the own nation while others bring up negative 

mentions of multiculturalism. The third category, with the Danish People’s Party as an 

example, bring up both to approximately the same extent.  

4.8 Authoritarianism and Nativism 
 

The previous section on how the parties differ in their usage of Multiculturalism Negative and 

National Way of Life Positive inspired this section where the main core ideas of the 

supposedly shared ideology are compared by adding together the results from the two 

variables.  

Two of the main ideological bases of the supposed party family are authoritarianism and 

nativism. The two are not coded directly into CMP. However, when adding existing variables 

together, they give us an insight into the parties’ stance on the main ideas. It should be noted 

that the choice of presenting the ideological ground pillars both in their own form and split up 

into the variables operationalising them was made to show that not only are there differences 

in the amount the parties put in, but also from what angle they choose to address it.  

Authoritarianism can be put together by the variables Traditional Morality Positive and Law 

Enforcement Positive. One of the variables focuses on morality and traditional values within 

politics and/or within families, while the other touches on societal order and the law, thus 

adding values the provides an overall result on the topic of authoritarianism, illustrated in 

Diagram 9.  
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Diagram 9. Values of Authoritarianism. The grey line represents the mean value of 9.6. 

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.   
 

The main peaks in the diagram are created by Flemish Interest, Party of Freedom and 

National Front holding values which are distinctly higher than the mean of 9.6, where a 

majority of the parties are placed. On the contrary, Flemish Bloc has a very low value of 2.5 

percentage points, meaning that the total difference between the party at the top, Party of 

Freedom and Flemish Bloc at the bottom, is 14.6 percentage points. This makes it possible to 

conclude that the amount of authoritarianism varies greatly, as well as in what way the parties 

choose to convey it.  

Moving on to the topic of nativism which was operationalised by the two variables National 

Way of Life Positive and Multiculturalism Negative. Like with authoritarianism, the results of 

the two variables creating the category varied. Some parties had very high values of National 

Way of Life, while keeping negative mentions of multiculturalism at a low. Others had their 

main focus on Multiculturalism Negative instead, and some put about the same amount of 

focus on both of them.  
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Diagram 10. Values of Nativism. The grey line represents the mean value of 8.8.  

* United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), Movement for a Better Hungary (Jobbik), Alliance of Federation of Young 

Democrats - Hungarian Civic Union - Christian Democratic People's Party (Fidesz), and For Fatherland and Freedom - 

Latvian National Independence Movement (TB-LNNK)’s names are shortened for practical purposes.  

When looking at Diagram 10, we can see that there are great differences in the amount of 

nativism put forward by the parties. While nativism has a lower mean than authoritarianism, 

the peak value is noticeably higher than that of authoritarianism, with the value from the 

Danish People’s Party at 24.3 percentage points. Compared to authoritarianism, the 

difference between the lowest and the highest value is also greater in nativism, with a 

difference of 23.6 percentage points. In other words, while one party lets nativism take up 

almost a fourth of their average manifesto, the party with the lowest value, New Democracy, 

keeps the level below one percentage point.  

5 Discussion 

After having seen the results of the investigation and the differences between the manifestos, 

especially in some of the variables, the main argument that the perceived party family of 

radical right-wing populist parties needs to be reassessed is therefore strengthened. It has been 

noted that the areas where the largest differences are to be found is in the parties’ stance on 

the European Union. Out of the variables in section 3.2.1 in this paper, save for rile which is 

measured on a different scale than the rest of the variables, the average difference between the 

highest and lowest value is 15.4 percentage points.  
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There are variations among the categories in how much parties differ from each other, in 

some categories the values varied with up to 25 percentage points, while in others the 

variation was around 7 percentage points.  

It is also observable that there are variations in what parts of their supposedly shared ideology 

is being emphasised the most. While Greek Golden Dawn puts a greater focus on National 

Way of Life than on Traditional Morality, New Democracy is the other way around with a 

greater focus on Traditional Morality and close to no focus on National Way of Life.  

Adding to the results discussed above, it is also possible to see that it is not always the same 

party at the top of every variable, as there are variations in this as well. This means that it is 

not possible to put the parties on a scale from more to less radical, but this depends on from 

what angle one sees the issue, and what variables one chooses to examine. The total sum of 

the parties’ values may give an indication of how extreme they are. However, since the sum is 

made up of added values, this means that United Kingdom Independence Party, as an 

example, gets a total of 62.6, although 25.2 of these percentage points are from the variable 

European Union Negative. When looking at to the total sum of the party, they are among the 

most radical of the ones examined. Yet, when breaking down the results it is possible to see 

that they have a value below one percentage point on two of the other variables. This is an 

example to illustrate that it is not possible to use the total points to create a ranking from less 

to more extreme, but rather to show that the parties are not very similar when it comes to what 

the focus of their manifestos are.  

Seeing how much they differ in what parts of the ideology they highlight, the question 

whether they share enough of an ideological base to be considered a party family is opened 

up. We do know that they have a common ground that they stand on, as well as some other 

similarities, for example in how they are portrayed by the media. However, through this 

analysis one may wonder if it is appropriate to put a party like Northern League which does 

not have any criticism towards the EU in the same party family as United Kingdom 

Independence Party which average manifesto is filled to one fourth of negativity towards the 

EU. In addition, the Norwegian Progress Party and Polish Law & Justice both had a low 

amount of nativism in their manifestos, both below 3 percentage points. This while in the 

manifestos from the Danish People’s Party and Golden Dawn the topic makes up one fourth 

and one fifth respectively. The fact that the parties are so different in one of the categories that 

make up their core makes the legitimacy of their common party family very questionable.  
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The second core part, authoritarianism, does not have values much different from nativism 

when it comes to parties spreading out over a range of values. Yet, in contrast to nativism, a 

majority of the parties are more alike in their stance on authoritarianism, as they are placed 

rather close to the mean value and to each other. This means that it is possible to conclude that 

the parties are more alike in their stance on authoritarianism compared to nativism. However, 

there are still a handful creating highs and lows in the diagram. Party of Freedom and 

National Front create peaks with their high values, while Flemish Bloc creates a visible drop 

in Diagram 9.  

Furthermore, even parties that did have a high amount of nativism and authoritarianism 

differed in what parts of the two they chose to highlight in their manifesto. This means that 

even when two parties scored about the same on nativism, one of them had a great amount of 

National Way of Life while the other was considerably more focused on Negativity Towards 

Multiculturalism. This is yet another reason to reassess this party family, its members, and its 

definition. As earlier mentioned, Mudde (2007) wrote that nativism is a combination of 

nationalism and xenophobia. Based on this, one might even question if the parties that scored 

below one percentage point in National Way of Life Positive, for example New Democracy, 

Flemish Bloc, and New Flemish Alliance are to be counted as nativist, as they seem to put 

little focus on nationalism.  

What Rydgren & Ruth (2013) wrote about the parties having a common tendency to stress 

Law and Order was proven accurate, as all of the parties did highlight this issue. Yet, even if 

they did so to different extents, the theme was ubiquitous among the manifestos.  

5.1 Implications of Overgeneralisation  
 

One very interesting point to be made is that in the article by Bremmer (2018), Northern 

League, Sweden Democrats, Alternative for Germany, National Front, and Fidesz were all 

grouped together as “The European Far-Right”. Yet, when looking at the results of this essay, 

it is possible to distinguish great differences among the five. Northern League has the second 

lowest value of all when seen to the parties’ total sum, whereas the Sweden Democrats has a 

value that is almost the double of Northern League’s. In addition, these parties vary in the 

other variables as well, as the parties have very differing values in these too. Further, 

Bremmer (2018) writes that “No far-right movement presents a bigger threat to Europe than 

Italy’s anti-immigrant Lega [Northern League]”. However, by seeing the numbers presented 
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by analysing Northern League’s manifestos it is possible to see that the party is by far not the 

most extreme of the five presented in the article. Instead, this spot belongs to the French 

National Front which had a sum value higher than that of Northern League by 37.1 points. 

This in turn means that the value of National Front is two and a half times as much as that of 

Northern League.  

In short, the way Bremmer put the five parties in the same group and how he painted the 

picture of them as the same kind of party active in five different countries is rather 

misleading. This is an example of how the media places parties that are generally known as 

the same family in a group and treats them as the same item. It is this type of 

overgeneralisation that leads to exclusion and growing gaps within politics, as exemplified by 

the exclusion of the Sweden Democrats from the meeting about the Nazi movement. This in 

turn leads to larger conflicts between parties and supporters from different sides. Not only 

does it create social and political clashes, but it may also lead to problems in how to handle 

the challenges the parties may present to the national system. If they are seen as and regarded 

as a kind of abnormality of the same kind of party in several states, then the methods on how 

to handle them may also be thought to be the same, when in reality the way to most 

effectively manage their rise to power might be as different as the parties themselves.  

5.2 Drawbacks of the Methods Used 
 

No method of analysis nor any approach to a research problem is free of faults or cannot be 

improved in some ways, the same is true for the way this investigation was carried out. One 

example of this is that in the data there are parties which are no longer active, such as New 

Democracy and Flemish Bloc which was ruled racist by the Belgian court in 2004 (Sveriges 

Radio, 2004). Whether these parties should be included or not in the analysis was carefully 

considered and the choice was made to include them as to get a wider group of parties. In 

addition, since manifestos from the 1990’s are included from parties that are still active today, 

the inclusion of the parties not active was deemed relevant, as they have previously been 

placed in the party family and their manifestos are available.  

5.3 Future Research 
 

For this analysis the mean value of each party’s manifestos was used in order to get an overall 

picture of how well they fit together when their supposedly shared ideological base is 
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compared. For future research, the method used for this essay could be modified in several 

ways to create many interesting research papers. One example is to compare in what 

directions the parties have changed their values over time. Since Loxbo (2015a:137) wrote 

that the parties have moved closer to a common ideological core. Even if they are not as 

similar as generally thought when the means of their manifestos are compared, it is still 

possible that the parties have moved closer towards each other in the ideological core ideas. 

This could be done by comparing how the percentage points have decreased or increased in 

the different core variables for each party and thus see if they have moved in a common 

direction or not.  

Moreover, the research using the methods displayed in this investigation can be applied to 

other party families too. A couple of examples could be the relatively new family of the Green 

Parties, or to analyse if one of the more traditional families have developed their ideologies in 

a similar fashion or not. In addition to these alternatives, it is also possible to compare party 

families to each other in order to see if some are more homogeneous than others and if they 

are, see if there is a pattern to this. Perhaps parties belonging to the social democratic party 

family are more alike than those considered to be conservative parties or vice versa?  

6 Conclusion 

To summarise, the research question of this paper was “Based on their manifestos, to what 

extent do the radical right-wing populist parties of Europe differ in their ideological focus?”. 

A preliminary answer to the question was found with the help of the CMP database and 

through data processing with a couple of programmes, like SPSS and Excel. After having 

gone through the results presented in section 4 as well as the discussion in section 5, the 

preliminary answer to the research question of this essay is that the parties do vary to a great 

extent in their ideological focus. It needs be further looked into how large these differences 

are and perhaps reconsider the members of the radical right-wing populist party family.  

As can be expected when doing an investigation like this, there were differences as to what 

degree the parties varied in the different variables, in some they were placed closer than in 

others. It is therefore possible to see why they based on some of the results could have been 

placed in a common party family. Yet, when looking at the whole, they do have noteworthy 

differences among themselves, not only in that there were differences in how much focus the 

parties put on their ideological core parts, but also from what angle the core parts are being 
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brought up. In addition to this, it was found that the parties cannot fairly be placed on a scale 

from more to less extreme, as some parties which had the highest level of one variable had the 

lowest in another variable. This means that it is not a simple explanation to the differences 

such as that they simply vary in their level of extremeness, but the results indicate that their 

ideological base is being advertised to the voters in very different ways.  

Naturally, this essay is not enough to fully assess the issue at hand, more research needs to be 

done with more variables, more time, more parties, and a more advanced and further 

developed method of analysis. In spite of this, the results presented in this paper does give 

clear indications that more research can definitely be done which will likely provide truly 

interesting outcomes. There is an abundance of future research to be done on the topic, some 

were mentioned earlier in section 5.3. However, for now this paper has given an insight into 

the differences among the parties.  
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