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Abstract

Understanding how political parties and social movements interact and what are the results of
these interactions is important for both scholars of Political Science and Sociology. This is
particularly true for faright actors since they are chaexesed by diverse ideological and
organisational features. Understanding how parties and movements interact can help shed light
on how these features develop amtimately, explaintheir success.

In the dissertation a novel conceptualisation of pambyement interactions is presented,
as well as a theory that aims to explain when parties and movements are more likely to develop
stronger interactions on three different dimensions, frames, actions and organisations. This
theory is tested by looking at twsets of faright parties and movements, Lega Nord and
CasaPound Italia in Italy and the United Kingdom Independence Party and the English Defence
League in the United Kingdom. The analysis is carried out through a Political Claim Analysis
and a documeranalysis of parties and movements documents for the periodZ2a@®0

The analysis finds that parties and movements have closer interactions on the frame
dimension when issues they own gain prominence in the public debate and when political
parties arewveak electorally. In the actions dimension, interactions tend to be closer when
parties are weak electorally and movement organisations moderate their repertoire of actions.
Finally, in the organisational dimension, relations are closer when partiesakkeMetorally
and in proximity of electoral campaigns.

This research makes two contributions to the study efigat parties and movements.
The first is theoretical, for the paper advances a new theory ofrpastgment interactions
that could be testein different scenarios. The second is empirical, for the paper provides
indications on when parties and movements are more likely to have closer interactions and how

through these interactions they change and develop their features.
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Introduction

The far righbetween ballots and streets

Il n December 2018, the nABrexigthtbatctawalsa maxd
known with the pseudonym of Tommy Robinsomnd the United Kingdom Independence
Party, mobilised in the streets of London thousantigpepple to protest against the
government 6s inaction over Brexit. Few week:
British National Party member and the founder of theifgrt organisation English Defence
League, had been appointed as personal advisoef t he new UKI P&s | ea:q
Batten stated t hatriYgahxtl eayn dL etnhnaotn iits wnaost af afirh |
organise a Brexit march. (The Guardian, 9.12.18).
In October 2019, in Rome, a big demonstration organised by Legatteaded by over
100,000 peopleo protest against the government led by theweftg Democratic Party and
the populist party 5 Stars Movement. I n th
Mel oni 6s Fratell:i d 6 1 t aHere were neemibzbrs & extrdmght oni 0 s
organi sations such as Forza Nuova -pesidgnt Cas aP
stated that he joined the protest because it
our proposals have been copigdbever yone in this squareo (I a
the leader of the party that just few months won the European elections with over 9 million
votes and 34 percent share, did not see any
proudofboei ng I talianso (la Repubblica, 19.10. 19
These two events are examples of joint mobilisation of parties and movement
organisations thdabgether take the streets to advance their claiast to each other, radieal
right partiesd lgaadesataondsmoVemder somobil i se

and even if the two organisations differ from each other in many ways, in these events the



points they have in common are highlighted. Moreover, their supporters, next to each other in
the streetszan together build a shared identity that contributes to facilitate future mobilisation.

These two events assoexamples of how the faight has been able to successfully
mobilise his supporters in the electoral and protest areloagever, vhile theelectoral success
that European faright parties achieved in the last decades have been vastly examined by an
evergrowing body of literature, the mobilisation capacity ofright movement organisations
that managed to attract thousands of supportetiseirstreets of European cities is still less
investigated. Moreover, little is known about how these two phenomena are linked. This
research contributes to develop our understanding of the dynamics behind the success of the
far-right by investigating hovar-right parties and movement organisations interact and how
through these interactions both actors develop their discourses, actions, and organisational
characteristics.

As Goldstone argued, social movements and political parties, in contemporary
democaci es, both contribute to articulate citi
the institutionalised practices of parties and the-institutionalised practices of social
movements are blurred (Gol dst on es, and2s0cal3 : 2) .
movement sd s c hol edthe boundasies ef theiarelativie disciplines. STisis is
partly due to the division of labour that exists among social movements scholars, who have
been more inclined to study progressive movements défheand party scholars, who have
usually neglected nemstitutional actors in their analysis of the political space (Rydgren,

2007: 257; McAdam and Tarrow, 2010: 532; Della Porta et al., 2017: 3). However, as argued

by Goldstone, it is not possible tmderstand the functioning and evolution of legislatures,
executives, and parties fAwithout under standi
movementso (2003: 2) . This observation hol d:t

been obsered the role that movements and subcultural milieus play in mobilising support for



far-right parties and in shaping the cultural context in which parties are embedded
(Minkenberg, 2003: 153; Mudde, 2007: 248; Caiaini et al., 2012: 13; Pirro and Castelli
Gatinara, 2018: 369). Although scholars have been trying to bridge this gap between party
politics and movements studies by investigating the different organisational variants of the far
right (Caiani et al., 2012), the rise of movement parties that displayemendike
characteristics (Pirro and Castellli Gattinar
between the different arenas in which therfght is engaged (Kriesi et al, 2012; Hutter, 2014),

the relations that exist amoegtablishedar-right parties and movement organisations are still

a topic that has received scarce academic investigation. | contend that investigating the
relations between established parties and social movements can help understand both the
political and cultural cotext in which these actors are embedded, as well as the strategic
choices they make in order to exploit or modify these contexts and achieve success.

The study of faright parties has extensively investigated the effect that political,
institutional, an cultural contexts (Kitschelt, 1995; Norris, 2005; Mudde, 2007; Rydgren,
2007; Mannucci 2020) and the internal characteristics of parties (Carter, 2005; Heinisch and
Mazzoleni, 2016) have on explaining the emergence and successighfgrarties. Howesr,
it is still not known how the relations between established political parties and social
movements contribute to the development of these organisations. The aim of my research is
to fill this gap, by answering to the following questiobsider which onditions are parties
and movements more likely to have closer interactions? How do parties and movements
mobilisation strategies, discourses, and organisational characteristics change depending on
the strength of their interactions?

By answering these @stions, | aimto shed light on the undestudied and under
theorised interactions that occur betweenriigint parties and movements. | hold that parties

and movements, through their relations and their strategic choices, actively shape their



environmenin order to gain success in both the electoral and protest arena. By investigating
their interactions during time, we can better understand what are the choices that they make in
relation to the issues that they decide to focus on, their actions, andiheamisational
developments. The focus of this research is not on the structural determinants of the electoral
success of the far right, but on the strategic choices made by parties and movements as well as
their relational and dynamic features (dellatRa@t al. 2017: 2). The main argument that this
research holds is that the relations between parties and movements affect their discursive,
actions, and structural dimensions and that, in turn, through their interactions their mobilisation
capacity in botkelectoral and protest arenas increases. This is because the interactions in the
ideological dimension can contribute to the spreading and legitimisation of their discourses and
frames in society; on the actions dimension, the relations can contribttraéb asibility and

support due to the use of protest actions and the joint mobilisation in both electoral and protest
arenas; and in the structural dimension the relations can contribute to increase the ranks of
parties with new members and activistsl @neate inteprganisational linkages that facilitate

the cooperation among the two actors.

In order to answer the research questions and understand when andhght ferties
and movements are more likely to have closer interactions and how theselaxplain the
development of their discursive, actions, and organisational characteristics, | provide a novel
conceptualisation of partjmovement interactions.

Building on previous literature that investigated how parties and movements interact, |
have conceptualised the interactions between parties and movements in terms of
distance/proximity in three dimensions: frames, actions, and organisations. The
distance/proximity of the interactions in the frames dimension can be observed when there is a
conwergence in parties and movements discourses and when there is a change in their

discourses. Through this dimension is possible to grasp the discursive changes that occur in



movements and partiesd narratives wsesdlThea f and
second dimension in which parties and movement interactions may occur is that of actions.
Through this dimension is possible to investigate if and how the two actors take part together
in protests, rallies, or public events. The third dimensdhe one that looks at the interactions
that may occur at the organisational level. Links between the two organisations can be traced
at the leadership level, through personal ties between leaders; at the middle level, through
movement activists being méers of parties and vice versa; and the +anéfile level with
supporters of the movement voting for the party and vice versa.

The hypotheses that guided the empirical investigation have been derived from various
strands of literature. In order to hypesize how the proximity in the idea dimensions can play
out, | used the literature on the agesatting power of protest. The agerskdting approach
repr esentteramofi svhioert of the mechanisms that |
(Hutter etal. 2019: 326). This approach can help understand if and whygFdrparties
respond to the issues raised byrght movements, at the same time, through this approach,
it can be investigated if and how movement adapt their messages when theyearto dlos
parties. Drawing from previous studies that have adopted this approach, | expect that in the
frames dimension fatight parties and movements are more likely to be closer when topics that
they own, such as immigration and law and order, becorme wisible and when the party is
electorally weak. This is because, parties can benefit from responding to issues that are at centre
of the political agenda and around which movements are mobilising in the,streetagg
their visibility from mobilishg next to movements. At the same time, movements can receive
legitimisation for their claims and frames being used by institutional parties.

To advance some hypotheseswvamenthe proximity in the action dimensioa more
likely to take placethe liteature on the relations between protest and electoral arenas is the

starting point. Drawing on this literature | expect thatrfght parties and movements are more



likely to be closer in the actions dimension when parties are electorally weak/hamd
movements moderate their repertoire of actions. This taumee parties that are struggling
electorally may rely on the militancy of the movements and mobilise in the streets next to the
movements in order to attract more visibility and support. At the samee tnovements need

to moderate their repertoire of action, and more specifically their levels of violence if they want
to be reliable allies of institutional actors.

Finally, in order to hypothesise when parties and movements are more likely to have
interactions in the organisational dimension, the literature that informed the hypothesis is the
one on declining membership of European parties and the one-ioghtamovement parties.
Following these works| expect to observe party and movements to beodoser inthis
dimension when elections are imminamd when movements moderate their repertoire of
actions On the one hand, parties, in order to sustain the electoral effort, may rely on
movement sdéd militants and r esoa maderaing them t he
repertoire of actions to legal protest, can gain actetise institutional arena by providing
members to partiesr taking part themselves to elections.

To answer the research questions, | carry congparative analysis 6fvo casestudies
Italy, with LegaNord (LN) as the political party, an@asaPoundtalia (CPI) as the social
movement organizatiomndthe United Kingdom with th&JK Independence ParfuKIP) as
the political party and thénglish Defence LeagyEDL) as the soal movement organization
| analyse their evolution and their interactions from 2009 to 2019.

The two cases were selected within a nsbstilar design strategy, as they are both
Western European countries with representative democracies, both have fiecteda
although in different wayé by economic, cultural, and political crises. However, they differ
with regard to some characteristics that have been highlighted in the literature to have an effect

in explaining the emergence and success of thadiat, namely: their institutional political



system, the presence of allies in power, and the legacy of a fascist past. The variety that these
casaoffer allows to investigate how and when the interactions between parties and movements
take place and if thsame dynamics hold beyond the specific characteristics of the national
contexts.

To investigate the interactions in the three dimensions that have been conceptualised, those
of frames, actions, and interactions, different methods have been usedeiodgh First,
through a Political Claim Analysis (PCA) | gathered data on the frames and actions dimensions.
PCA is a development of the Protest Event Analysis that takes into account not only protest
activities, but also conventional and discursive fwwhactions. PCA has been designed with
the intent to merge the two competitive paradigms of social movement studies: the more
structural focused political opportunity model and the more discursive and cultural oriented
framing process. In fact, it aim¢ axtending the focus of the analysis beyond the protest
dimension and broadening the analysis to the public context in which movements are embedded
and therefore is the most suited to tracing the interactions that movements have with other
institutional and noninstitutional actors and the wide range of activities that they carry out
(Koopmans and Statham, 1999). Through the PCA, data on all-glaking activities of
parties and movements, from 2009 to 2019, have been collected so to empirically itevestiga
what issues these actors focus on, the different forms of actions used to mobilise around
different issues, and when and how parties and movements mobilise together. The data for the
PCA have been retrieved through the digital archives of Factivatfrerttalian newspapeér
Corriere della Seraand the British newspapdihe Guardian The analysis of the frames
dimension has been complemented by the analysis of parties and movements political
manifestos and official statements. Two political manifefsioeach of the Italians actors have
been analysed, while four UKIP manifestos and two EDL mission statements have been

analysed for the UK case study. Finatyhe data to 1 nvestigate ps:¢



organizations, the relations among their leadand overlapping memberships, are gathered
through a document analysis of parties and
academic literature.

The empirical analysis of the two case studies shows when parties and movements became
closer in he frames, actions, and organisations dimensions, what are the main feature of these
interactions, and how through these the actors have modified their discourses, repertoire of
action, and even their organisational characteristics.

From the Italian casstudy, it emerged that the period when LN and CPI had closer
interactions in all three dimension was the 2@045 period. In these years, changes affected
both actors, as LN with a new leadeBalvinii elected at the end of 2013, decided to abandon
its regionalist focus and adopt a new nationalist message. At same time, CPI, decided in 2013
to take part in elections and mobilise its supporter not only in the protest arena, but also in the
electoral one. In this same period, the start of thealed migation crises increased the
salience of the migration issue in the public debate. Against this backgtbandteractions
between the two actors increased in all three dimensions. In the frame dimensions, both actors
increased their focus on the issudégrogration and lawandorder, framing migration as a
cultural and security threat to the Italian community. If the issue of migration had always
ranked high in LN agenda, in these years received even more attention. While CPI, that had
until that momentdrgely disregarded the migration issue, starts to increasingly mobilise its
supporters against the arrival of migrants. Moreover, in the -2018 period the two
organisations took part to a series of joint demonstrations, mainly on the issue of migration,
mobilising in the streets as many as 50,000 people in one rally called stop the invasion. LN and
CPI, though, took also part jointly to public events, electoral campaigns, and to their respective

national rallies.



In 20142015, a formal electoral alliae was in place between LN and CPI, showing an
increased proximity also in the organisational dimension. In this period, CPI campaigned for
the elections at the European Parliament of LN candidate Mario Borghezio who was
successfully elected in the Italiamentre district, and at 2015 local elections CPI had his
members in LN electoral lists and presented its own list only where LN candidates were not
running. After 2015, the alliance was not renewed and the interactions between the two actors
considerablydecreased in all dimensions. However, they did not disappear completely and
links between LN and CPI had been observed throughout 2019, the end of the period analysed.
The UK case study, although analysing a very different set of party and moment and a
very different political context, showed that also between UKIP and EDL interactions in all the
three dimensions took place. For vast part of the period under investigation, no interaction
between the two groups had been found. UKIP leaders, while wirkiiePL and other
extremeright groups supporters to attract their votes, for long time have never had any open
relation with EDL or any otherfari ght groupsd®é | eader s. This d
years of the period under investigation, whergratie achievement of its main policy goal
Brexit i UKIP started to look for a nemessagéhat would attract voters after losingriggson
d 6 °. In doing so, the party relied on the mobilisation capacity and narratives of -hghfiar
movement sectpwhere the EDL, long gone the years when it mobilised thousands of people
agai nst the supposed risk of UK6s I sl amific
leadership, UKIP increasingly inserted into its political offer-ésiim messages, amdore
specifically warning about the cultur al t hre
posed by Muslims grooming gangs. These issues were not completely new for the party,
however, after Brexit they became the exclusive focus of the partyvhatfavoured the

development of relations also in actions and organisational dimensions with tig@faector.



Il n fact, UKI P6s majority of ac-200%whenBatien t he p
joined the protests organised by-faght organisations around the issues of fspeech, the

spreading of Muslim grooming gangs, but also for the implementation of Brexit. At the end of
2018, Batten, breaking the lostanding UKIP® sule that banned members of the BNP and
far-right organisations o enter the party, nomi nated the
personal advisor on Islam and grooming gangs. Soon after, a quartetighfarctivists Paul

Joseph Watson, Mark Meechan, Carl Benjaraimd Milo Yiannopoulos were accepted into

the paty in order to attract visibility online and involve younger peaplthe life of theparty.
Battends strategy pr ov:dmanagedtdatracshnawnemizeisinta |l i n
the party. In electoral terms, however, UKIP completely collapased it signed its return at

the margins of British political life.

The data collected and discussed in the dissertation show heighfapartymovement
interactions contribute to gather a better
strakgic choices and how through their interactions the evolutions of their discourses, actions,
and organisational dimensions can be explained. Even though only in the Italian case study
electoral success has been accomplished after closer interactionBemitioeement sector,
this research shows that both actors benefit from these relations and in more than one way.
Through their interaction, parties can expand their political offers, mobilisation capacity, and
organisational features, while movements can ayitimacy, visibility, and see their claims
being introduced in the institutional arenas.

This dissertation aims at providing a threefold contribution to the academic literature on
far-right partymovement interactions. First, it makes a theoretoatribution by advancing
a new conceptualisation of pamyovement interactions and a new theory that explains how
these interactions play out in the case of the far righe. theory | present is built on previous

research on political parties and socrabvements, and it attempts to set forward an
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explanatory model of parynovement interactions that helps make sense of when and how
these actors have stronger or weaker interactions. My main argument is that parties and
movements, being part of the sanwditical context and of the same collective actor, shape
through their interaction their discourses, actions, and organisational characteristics. In turn,
the study of their interactions can shed further light on the dynamics behind the electoral and
political successes and failures that the Far Right receives in both the electoral and protest
arenas.

Second, it provides an empirically reach analysis of two sets @ofgfar parties and
movements and examines all their claimaking activities, looking beyahonly electoral
dynamics for the parties, and beyond protest politics for the movements. Througiléipehin
analysis of parties and movements documents, this dissertation provides a detailed account of
the evolution of the four subjects of the study.rbtaver, through a review of academic
literature and newspaper accounts, the strategic choices made by these actors, their
developments, and their successes and failures are accounted for and these accounts are situated
in the wider political context in whh they take place.

Finally, it contributes to the literature on the supgilye of the far right, by looking at the
internal characteristics of parties and movements and more precisely at how the interactions
between them can affect their discoursesjvitiets, and organisational characteristics,
improving our understanding of the fiaght as a collective actor. Although the exggowing
literature on the faright has examined a great variety of variablé®th internal and external
to the life of thepartiesi an empirical investigation of the interactions that occur between
established radicaight parties and extrerrmgght movement organisations was still missing. |
argue throughout this dissertation that by looking at the interactions betweerathes we
gain a better understanding of the dynamics behind the strategic choices made by both parties

and movements: when and how different repertoire of actions are used; when and why different
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mode of political participation are adopted by partied amovements; how new frames are
adopted; how extreme discourses become normalised and enter the mainstream. Moreover,
moving beyond the analysis of the electoral success of parties, the broader impact of the Far
right can be examined and the links betwiestitutional and nofinstitutional politics can help

make sense of the political success, as well as failures, of this collective actor.

The following chapters are organised as follows. Chapter one, after defining the main
concepts that are used in thesearch, it reviews the existing explanations available in the
literature on the emergence and success of the Far Right. After reviewing worksightfar
parties and movements, the research question and the argument of the research are presented.
Chapte two lays out the theoretical foundations upon which the research is based. First, my
conceptualisation of parfynovement interactions is presented, then the hypotheses that guide
the research anatroduced Chapter three outlines the research desigheftudy and the
methods that are used to carry out the research. Chapter four and five constitute the bulk of the
empirical research. Chapter four contains the analysis and discussion of the Italian case study
with the interactions between Lega (NorddaCasaPound ltalia. In chapter five, the analysis
of the UK case study is presented, with the analysis and discussion of the interactions between
UKIP and the EDL. Finally, the conclusions chapter summarises the findings and explains how

they contributed existing research on the far right.
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1. Understanding faright partymovement interactions.
Literature review

The electoral success of faght parties in Europe over the last four decades has sparked the
attention of scholars and has led to deselopment of a vast body of literature that examines
causes and effects of the rise of-figght parties. Contextual factors and characteristics of
parties have been investigated in order to explain what led to thgtiamparty family to
achieve sucas across a variety of European countries. At the same timeghamovements
and subcultural milieus have mobilised their supporter in the streets, performing not only
engaging in violent, but also performing vast manifestations. Following the tecratiscks
of jihadist nature that took place in some European couiitdesh as the Paris attacks in 2015
and the London Bridge attack in 20&nd the secalled immigration crisis of the summer
2015, a variety of organisations mobilised in the s¢rgebrder to voice their concerns around
issues such as immigration, law and order, and national identity. However, while the
institutional side of the faright (i.e. parties) has been investigated in depth, the non
institutional side (i.e. movements)dattracted less academic attention. Party scholars and
social movement scholars have mostly travell
bet ween themd (McAdam and Tarrow, 2010: 52
understanding on the faight as a collective actor with different organizational varieties and
different means, beyond electoral/institutional, through which pursues its aims.

This research aims to contribute to fill this this gap in the literature by investigating how
both farright actorsi social movements and partiésinteract in order to gain a better
understanding of the dynamics behind the evolution of their discourses, repertoire of action,
and organisational configurations. | contend that through their interactiorts&gspand
movements shape each otherés discourses, gai

protest arenas, and are able to enhance each other organisational characteristics. In the next
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chapter the dynamics and mechanism of the interadbetvgeen parties and movements will
be discussed.

In this chapter, however, | review the existing explanations available in the literature on
the success of the faight to show that the interactions between parties and movements have
not been taken intaccount as a factor that can help investigate the dynamics behind the
political achievements of the faight, understood as a collective actor. The first section defines
the main concepts that are used in this research. Next, existing deiarahd sugdp-side
explanations for the emergence and success afgfair parties are presented. In the third
section, studies on the namstitutional side of the faright are presented. Finally, building on

the literature reviewed, the research question is prege the end of the chapter.

1.1.Farright parties and movements in Europe

The object of this dissertation is to investigate when and hovigiatr parties and movements
interact, and how through these interactions parties and movements develop theisekscou
repertoire of action, and organisational characteristics. in order to do so, the main concept that
are involved in the analyses need to be clearly defined. First it is defined the term far right and
why this concept has been chosen. Second, | wilhel¢he key concepts of political parties,
social movement, and social movement organisations. Finally, | discuss what is intended with

the notion ofsucces®f the far right.

1.1.1.The Far Right

The first concept that requires a clear definition & tbf the far right. Although the body of
academic works on the subject has exponentially grown over the last two decades, there is still
a debate about what is intended withright. A plethora of different terms have been used to

investigate parties @ movements that share common features and can be empirically
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identified with parties such as the Front National, the Austrian Freedom Party, the Alternative
for Germany, and the Swedish Democrats (Mudde, 2019: 6). The different terms that have been
used 0 describe the phenomenon vary from radrggtt (Kitschelt, 1995; Rydgren, 2007),
extremeright (Ignazi, 1992; Bale, 2003; Caiani et al., 2012), populist radighat (Mudde
2007), farright (Taggart, 2000; Halikiopoulou and Vasilopoulou 2018). Thectahce of
parties and movements to identify themselves as populists, extreme, or radical, led to the
categorisation of these movements and parties to be subject to the individual interpretations of
academics and journalists (Mudde 20071B).

It is pos#ble to identify a change over time of the terms that have been more frequently
used to describe these parties and movements (Mudde, 2019: 6). In theppstiod, terms
like neofascist and nemazi were used to describe parties and movements thadshar
ideological affinities with the Italian and German totalitarian regimes. In the 19803 with
the birth of the pthetérmsen®st@mmoniyused hedame exRamg ht o
right, radicaidright, and rightwing parties and identified parien the opposite pole from the
new postmaterialist left, parties whose primary concerns where cultural and social issues that
gain new space in light of the structural change that interestedindostrial societies
(Minkenberg, 2003: 153). In the newillennium, the use of the expression populist radical
right or rightwing populism became more prominent, to grasp the importance that the anti
establishment frame acquired in almost all radiigit parties. Finally, in the last years the
use of the exmssion faright is spreading, in an attempt to bring back the attention on the
characteristics of these parties and movements that go beyond populism. These developments,
which obviously need to be taken with a pinch of salt, reflect the developmenigthwvbich
movements and parties underwent (Mudde, 2019: 6).

In order to explain why the term faght has been chosen in this dissertation, this section will

gosteppy-st ep, foll owi ng, Muddeds | adder of abst
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it will be defined what is intended with the term right, then what is intended with radical and
extreme and finally faright.

Although also the concept ofght is object of debate, there is a growing consensus in
defining the r i gabntepthalisatibnoofvtherright aB being repmlitasian c
(1996: 60). As Rydgren argues, what can help defines radical right parties is their hostility
towards measures that are meant to | ower ine
orevengenddr 0 (2017: 4) . The emphasis put on thi
downplay of the importance of the traditional seeamnomic scale to classify parties: the state
interventionism versus economic liberalism. In fact, if the initial studiethe rise of the new
right in the 806s and 906s woul d eHipealasi se
economic positions (Betz 1994, Kitschelt1995), these claims have been put to further test and
proved not to be entirely true. More recent aregyshow how the economic dimension is not
the main dimension of contention of these pairtibéging subjugated to nativist and populist
ideologyi and that their economic positions are more centrist, being based on economic
nationalism and chauvinism (Deahge 2007: 429, Mudde 2007: 1887, Bornschier 2018:

217). Thus, rightving parties are defined as those that see inequalities as being part of the
social order, or, at least, not working toward eliminating them (Bobbio,1996: 60; see also:
Mudde, 2007: 26Rydgren 2018: 3).

The concepts of radical and extreme are bounded to the political and cultural
characteristics of different countries and they can be applied to a variety of different ideologies
across the political spectrum (Mudde 2007: 25). Howesiace this study is concerned with
far-right parties in Western Europe, these terms can be defined in relation to liberal democracy.
Therefore, with the term radicaght are identified those parties and movements that, at least
nominally, do not rejecthe democratic political system, but oppose some features of

representative democracy, such as the respect of minority rights, and pluralism (Mudde 1996:
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231; Rydgren, 2018: 2). While with the term extrenght are identified parties that reject
democrayg tout court (Mudde, 1996: 230).

In this paper, with the termadical-right are identified those parties that share three
defining features: nativisni an i deol ogy t hat Ahol ds that t
exclusively by members of the nativegrquit he nati ono) and that non
and ideas) are fundamentally threatening to the homogenous-patiomt e 6 ( Mudde, 2(
T authoritarianismiit he bel i ef in a strictly ordered so
aretobeponi shed sever el yad andpopudsiiell a 2t@emiédidedogy) ;

that considers society to be ultimately separated into two homogeneous and antagonistic

groups, Athe pure peopleodo versus thedb@gcorrurg
an expression of theolonté général¢ gener al wi Il 1) of the peopl eo
in original).

Extremeright actors share with radicailght parties two ideological features: nativism
and authoritarianism, but not populism. This is becau popul i s m, i n
conceptualisati on, is inherently democratic
than with democracy per seo0 ( Mudghtactaspah Kal t
the other hand, reject democracy toatirt as thg oppose the principle of sovereignty of the
people.

The termfar right encompasses both extreme and radical variants ofwiiglot parties
and movements (Mudde 2000: 181). The umbrella terfridht, is therefore used to identify
both variants of parteeand movements, those that oppose only some specific features of liberal
democracy, and those that oppose democracyctmut, and that sometimes even resort to the

use of violence.
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1.1.2.Parties, Social movement, and Social Movement Organisations

According to Minkenberg, the far right in Europe is better understood as a collective actor that
has many organizational variants: the most studied variants are parties, but there are also social
movements, social movement organisations, and subculturalsgf2o@3: 153). The different
variants of the faright all share the same core ideological features, but they pursue their goal
by different means. While the main goal of parties is to influence politics through electoral
means, movements and smaller gapn at influencing politics through contentious actions

and cultural activities. The object of this research are parties, social movements, and social
movement organisations, and this section provides the definitions for these concepts.

The first actor lhat this research investigates is political parties. Political parties are
Aorgani zations that represent and aggregate
be built to govern a countryo (Hutter et. al

The second concept that requigeslear definition is that of social movements. Building
on the definition of della Porta and Diani, social movements are defined as networks of groups
and individuals, endowed with some collective identification, that pursue goals of social
transformatio mainly through unconventional forms of participation (200622)) As argued
by della Porta and Diani, social movements can be seen asmocesses n whi ch fiact
are engaged in political and/or cultural conflicts meant to promote or opposecsécialn g e 0
(2006: 21). The emphasis on the processual dimensions and the presence of dense and informal
networks in conceptualising social movements is crucial as it allows to differentiate and,
consequently, analytically investigate, social movement orgaois.

Social movement organisations, the third central concept of this research, are
organisations whose formalisation and professionalisation levels can vary, which identify with
the social movement and aim to obtain the same goals as the moventenhfinence policy

making mainly through noeelectoral activities (McCarthy and Zald, 1977; Kriesi, 1996).

18



Social Movements Organisations (SMOSs) are therefore part of a larger network that pursue
social change and whose organisational structures carbuatiey do not simply equate with
the wider social movement in which they are embedded. The distinction between social
movements and SMO has two main implications: first, SMOs are only one particular part of
the movement 6s net wo rSKMQOs we ltan rfoeus o their strategiaah a | y s
choices, leaderships, memberships and outcomes. These features, however, are peculiar of the
SMO under consideration and do not necessarily equate to those of the wider social movement.
Second, by analysing the sdecifeatures and strategic choices made by SMOs we can
observe, as it is the case for someright SMO, that within their repertoire of actions there is
also participation at election. However, as noted by della Porta and Diani, when such SMOs
decide tatake part in elections, this does not exclude them from being still part of the social
movement, but A[r] ather, they wil!/l be part o
and the soci al movement systendp627where they

To sum up, in this research the Far right is understood as a collective actor made of
variety of organisations: political parties that participate in elections; social movement
organisations that pursue the objective of the broader social movémerhich they are
embedded, mainly through natectoral activities; subcultural milieus that are part of the
wider social movement but that do not have organizational structures (Minkenberg, 2003: 153).
This last variant, will not be empirically invégted in this research.

Finally, as this research investigates how pargvement interactions may contribute to
the success of the far right, what is intended with this concept is now clarified. In the literature
the success of the faight is usuallyunderstood in electoral terms. However, since this
research is focused on both on parties and movements, the notion of success is not limited to
the electoral results of parties, but also to the impact that movements have in the cultural and

political conext. As argued by Tilly, the notions of success and failure hardly describes the
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effects of movements, but a broader range of outcomes are brought about by the activities of
movements (1999, 268). By adopting an approach that looks also at the outcomes of
movements and not only to the electoral results of parties, it is possible to investigate the
broader impact that faight parties and movements have on the political and cultural contexts
in which they are embedded (Froio et al., 202). Since faright mov e ment s seek |
the configuration of norms outside of the bi
soci al change by redefining cultural nor ms o
indicativeof success of the far right also whemovements manage to bring about change in
the cultural context, and not only the electoral performances of parties. Accordingly, this
dissertation adopts a wider understanding of success that goes beyond the electoral results of
far-right parties by inalding also the impact that movements have in shaping the cultural
context in which they aim to bring innovation and change.

Now that | have discussed the definitions of the main concepts that are used in this
research, | turn to review the main explanatitor the success of the far right that have been

proposed by scholars

1.2.Explaining theise of fafright parties in Western Europe

The electoral success of faght parties has been the primary focus of scholars that have
advanced explanations for itsuses and consequences. Accordingly, this review will start by
focusing on the explanations that have been provided for the electoral successgbit far
parties and it will show how the role that social moveméntsore specifically social
movement orgasations and the interactions between parties and movements has rarely been
taken into considerations in explaining the development and success oftiigattar

Building on the work of Klaus von Beyme (1988), who identified three distinct waves of

far-right politics since the end of the Il world war, Mudde identifies four broad academic waves
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of scholarship on the Far Right (2016: 3) since 1945. The first wave began at the end of World
War Il and lasted until the 1980s. The scholars of this first waamlyrhistorians, focused on
the historical continuity between the Nazi and Fascist parties of thanqmeosiwar period
(Adorno, 1950; Eisenberg, 1967). The second wave emerged following the success of the
European parties of he Benchdndrd WatidRal gnd thé Austramu ¢ h  a
Freedom Party, and inveastdieggatodd tthlees eelpacacttorea
characteristics and beliefs of their voters (Betz, 1994, Kitschelt, 1995, Ignazi, 1997). The third
wave developed até¢h t urn of the century andside@Gselbye
|l ooking at the partiesdéd structur al character
2000, Minkenberg 2001, Ignazi 2003, Mudde 2007). Finally, the fourth wave, isnthe o
developing in the last few years, where-figit parties can no longer be considerednd
therefore studied as niche or outsider parties (Mudde 2019: 16). In this fourth waveagfer
parties have become normalised and mainstreamed, joining goxatial coalitions, such the
Italian Lega, the Austrian Freedom Party, or autonomously governing, suchPasisaw
and Justice and the Hungarian Fidesz. In this last wave, accordinglighfaparties need to
be studied as established and integratadies of the political system (Mudde, 2019: 20;
Zulianello, 2019: 17).

In order to review what are the main explanations that have been provided to account for
the electoral success of faght parties, this review will follow the chronological devahoent
of each wave, therefore will first, survey the demaittk explanations, next, the supgide
ones. Although empirically is not simple to clearly distinguish between ssjgdyand
demandside explanations, the next sections will follow this comranalytical distinction to
review the main explanations for the emergence and success oftighfan Europe (Mudde,

2007: 202; Arzheimer. 2018: 144).
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1.2.1.Demandside Explanations

Demandside explanations look at attitudes and characteristicoters of fafright parties,

that constitute the perfect Abreeding grounc
theories that look at the demaside are macrtevel explanations that explain votes for the

far right by looking at social, economand cultural changes (Mudde, 2007: 202). The two

most famous explanations that look at the derandd e ar e t he Al osers of
(lgnazi, 1992; Bet z, 1994; Kri esi et al .,
development of multiculiral societies (Lubbers et al., 2002; Norris 2005; Inglehart and Norris,

2019). Although these explanations are treated as competitive rather than complementary
(Inglehart and Norris, 2019), they could be better understood as complementary, as both
theories contribute to define what constitutes the breeding ground-afyfairparties.

The Al osers of globalisationdo thesis has
(1959), Lipset (1960), and Gellner (1983). These works underly the importanceesflsoc
changes and modernization in explaining the rise of fascist movements in theantand
postwar peri od. I n its more modern version, th
process of globalisation created new disparities that resultée creation of a new societal
cleavage between winners and losers of these process (Kriesi et al., 2008: 4). The losers of
globalisation are those unable to cope with the economic and social transformations that took
place in the posihdustrial socie y . Part of this fAundercl asso
unemployed, the ones without higher education degree, but also those workers in sectors now
exposed to global competition (Betz, 1994: 32; Kitschelt, 1995: 10; Ford and Goodwin, 2014:
170). The nembers of this underclass, who feel threatened by all these developments and who
do not believe established political parties represented their interests, are those more likely to
vote for farright parties (Betz, 1994: 35; Kriesi et al., 2012: 4; KitsgH&95: 10). Faright

parties, in fact, exploited the feelings of mistrust of citizens toward the established parties
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believed to be no longer able to protect citizens against a changing economy and global
competitioni and strategically addressed tlemand for more economic protection and

lowering the number of migrants (Betz, 1994: 171; Kitschelt, 1995: 3; Minkenberg, 2003: 150).
These parties present themselves as the protector of national boundaries, economic regulations,
and promise to limit or halti immigration, defending therefore the interests of all those who
have been Al eft behindo from the new societa
Immigration, according to this theory, is one of the key issues that concerns citizenwanod t
whichfarr i ght parties direct the anxieties of t|
why the fAglobalisation | oserso theory should
thesis is that the ec o rmaemifraanedamculturalteimelsyfan f t h e
right parties (Mudde and Kaltwasser, 2018: 1674). In factidat parties are able to frame a

variety of issues such as unemployment, crime, and social unrest as all linked to the threat
posed by migrants (Rydgre2008). This cultural framing of the economic anxieties of citizens

is the point that both theories share.

The cultural backlash thesis is also rooted in modernization theories (Mudde, 2007: 210).
What this thesis holds, is that people vote forrigint parties as a response against the
development of increasingly multicultural societies. Ignazi, at the beginning of the new
century, argued that the rise of extrenght parties in Europe is a function of the shifting of
the value system in the pestlustial society and the polarisation of the party system (Ignazi,

2003: 203). The rise and prominence of new -oasterialistic issues, such as
environmentalism, multiculturalism, and immigration that have not been taken up by
traditional parties, offered apportunity for the emergence of new parties that could articulate
these issues in the political space (Ignazi, 2003:2Z18). The rise of the Green parties, or
those of the new left, brought about new changes. In fact, those that did not appreciate these

new developments, and that felt threatened by the changes that were taking place in the society,

23



found a shelter in the ideology of the party of the new right, that promised the return of a
simpler and mystified past in which the national culture woulddbended (Minkenberg, 2003:

150). Extremeight parties could address new issues such as immigration, multiculturalism,

and national identity and garner support among voters who felt without representation by
traditional parties and opposed the changas were taking place in their societies (Ignazi,

2003: 202; Inglehart and Norris, 2016: 15; Inglehart and Norris, 2019: 35). In the cultural
backlash thesis, as in the losers of globalisation one, the focus is on the relevance that the issue

of immigrationhas for fafr i g h't partiesd voters (Lubbers e
numbers of refugees, asylum seekers, and more generally migrants, have been perceived as a
At hreato by some part of the popul atoveon t hat
scarce resources such as the labor market and welfare benefits (Norris, 2005).

The studies that have tested these dersad@ltheories have shown contrasting results.
Looking at the economic explanations of this new conflict, studies have antilgsetpact of
unemployment, exposure to Chinese imports, and, more recently, the impacts of the Great
Recession. A recent study shows that voters in European regions that have been more exposed
to Chinese import shocks tend to shift toward more nationaditions and vote for extreme
right parties (Colantone and Stanig, 2018). This has been confirmed also in the French context,
where citizens who live in areas more exposed to Chinese imports tend to vote the Front
National more that their fellow countryn who live in different areas. (Malgouyres, 2017).
However, when unemployment is taken into consideration, the results are conflicting. A study
that investigates the contextual factors that can explain the rise of magitah Europe, has
found that lgher level of unemployment benefit radicaht parties where there is also a high
level of immigration (Arzheimer, 2009: 273). Similar conclusions have been reached by
Rydgren and Ruth in a study on Sweden, which shows that areas with higher unemploymen

rates tend to support the Swedish Democrats, a radfjtdl populist party (2013: 725).
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However, other studies have found that unemployment rates do not affect the vote share for
radicatright and populist parties (Lubbers et al., 2002). On a similar irgglehart and Norris

have found that levels of unemployment, and more in general economic insecurity, only
partially explain the rise of populism, as they contribute to exacerbate cultural insecurities
which are the main explanation (2019: ch 5). Meepin a recent study on the impact that

the Great Recession had on populist parties in Europe, Kriesi and Pappas found that the crisis
has had a positive effect on the success of populist parties, but it happened in countries that had
experienced a commtion of both political and economic crises that populist parties managed

to secure more votes (Kriesi and Pappas, 20163863.

Even with the cultural variables, the results of the empirical investigations are
conflicting. With regard to one of theast used variables, immigration, the results of studies
are not conclusive. In fact, while the studies of Swank and Betz (2003), Arzheimer and Carter
(2006), and Halla and eauthors (2017) found that to a larger number of immigrants present
in a state caesponds an increase in the vote share of radgtat parties, the study carried out
by Norris does not find such evidence (2005).

One of the reasons for these contrasting results is the difficulty to empirically specify the
dynamics and characterissi that link these macilevel theories to individudkevel attitudes
(Mudde, 2007: 230), and partially to the differences among studies that use indieidlal
data and those that use aggregetel data (Rydgern, 2007: 250) Even if these theses can
epl ain the Apoteniigalt elhectiesat ¢ebegf dibamot ¢
for these partieso (Mudde, 2007: 230) . Mor eo
the ones considered by the two different theses presented e\ found in countries that
did notexperiencesuccessful faright parties, such as Ireland or Portugal. Therefore, in order
to better understand the dynamics that can explain why people vote-fmghftaparties, it is

necessary to take into accoafgo supplyside explanations and, most importantly, how supply
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and demandgide factors interact among them (Golder, 2016: 493; Halikiopoulou and Vlandas,
2019: 431) These are the explanations that look at the specific characteristics that favours the
emagence and persistence of these parties and the internal characteristics that these parties

have and that can explain their success.

1.2.2.Supplyside Explanations

The supplyside explanations can be divided between those that look at internas,fiaiee

strictly inherent to the strategy that parties adopt in order to achieve electoral success and those
investigate the contextual opportunities that are available for parties. In the first category, the
main variables that have been used to explairsticeess of faright parties as ideology, the

role of a charismatic | eader, and partyods st
Gunther and Diamond, 2003; Mudde, 2007). The ideology of theglair has been proposed

as some scholars agtimain variable to explain their success (Mudde, 2007: 257). The main
characteristics that build the ideology of these parties have already been seen in the first part

of this chapter: nativism and authoritarianism. The ability of parties to proposeotogithat

is relatively moderate compared to those of their fascist predecessors, has been seen by some
as the key of their success (Ignazi, 2003: 21). However, the strength of ideologies to attract
consensus and mobilise electoral support is stricthtedIto the national culture in which the

parties develop (Mudde, 2007: 259; Mannucci, 2020: 42). In fact, while in some countries the
extremist characteristic of partiesd ideol oc
World War left, in others thre is no space for them (Mudde, 2007: 259). Thus, the political
culture of the countries must be kept into account. However, this observation is true also for

the other internal characteristics that are used as explanatory factors. In fact, the shraicture t
parties decide to give themselves, whether they choose to rely omaeongarty or in a more

established and structured organisation, depends on the political environment in which these
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parties act and also to the changes that they experience thaingolitical life (Heinisch and
Mazzoleni, 2016: 1).
In order to gain a better understanding of why and howidat parties achieve success,
is important to look also at what are the external opportunities available to them, what are the
institutiond or political factors that can facilitate or hinder their success, and how these parties
can exploit them. In order to analyse the external factors that may facilitatghfaparties
electoral and political success, the concept of political opportstitigtures has been used.
Although the concept of political opportunity structure has been developed by new social
movement scholars, it has been used also in the study of radical right parties to explain their
emergence and electoral success (Kitsch8R5; Koopmans et al., 2005; Mudde 2007). This
concept has been developed in the late 1970s to investigate the political, social, and economic
context from which a social movement arises, develops and declines (Tarrow, 2011: 26; Kriesi,
2004: 67). Thecomcpt of pol i ti cal opportunity structt
institutions that facilitate or i nhi bit a p
emphasise the relationship between the social movements and their wider conliean(il
Tarrow, 2015: 238). By adopting the framework provided by the political process model, the
activities of the movements can be analysed in connection with the political context in which
t hey devel op and n eanstitutosal expresionaaf dysfunaidns acithed ant
systemsé6é (della Porta & Diani, 2006: 17) .
Scholars working with the political process approach have mainly argued that social
movements develop and adapt to their external environment depending on the degree of
openness or obure of the political structure (Kriesi, 2004: 69). This same premise is what
guides scholars that adopted this framework to the study-ofjfatrparties. Different aspects
of the institutional, political, and cultural context have been taken into actmuaetermine

whether the political opportunity structures in a country are open or closed. The main meta
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variables that have been taken into account in order to explain the emergence and success of
far-right parties are the electoral system, federalrotary systems, the convergence between
established parties in the political space, the presence of allies in power, the legacy of fascist
past, and the role of media (Koopmans et al., 2005: 184; Arzheimer and Carter, 2006: 422;
Rydgren, 2007: 25257; Mudde, 2007: 232).

With regard to the electoral system, it has been argued that majoritarian systems place
more constraints for emergent parties, while proportional systems offer more opportunities to
small parties to enter the electoral arena (Kriesi, 2803: This is because not only smaller
parties in majoritarian systems will be given less seats compared with their vote share, but also
because voters would be discouraged to waste a vote for a small party and instead vote for one
of the bigger parties §Rigren, 2007: 254)Vith this variabl@¢oothe evidences are contrasting:
while Katz (2007) found that proportional systems are characterised by a greater presence of
small and extreme parties, Norris (2005) found that proportional systems do not affect th
success of radicalght parties, while Arzheimer and Carter (2006) found that there is a positive
effect between majoritarian systems and votes for thedhatr. In sum, and as argued by
Mudde, if electoral systems have some impact in the politicabrtyomities available to far
right parties, they do not help clarify the differences that are still observables among countries
and periods (2007: 234).

Another structural characteristic that has been taken into consideration to define the
degree of openss of opportunities for the faight is the degree of centralization of the state.
Scholars working with this metzariable presented different and contrasting hypothesis. In
fact, there is who maintains that federal and decentralised states providepparteinity for
far-right parties since these parties can enter the electoral competition at regional level and
work their way up to the federal level, benefitting also by the fact that voters are more available

to support extreme parties in secaderedelections (Decker 2004). Conversdllyere are
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scholarsvho argue that the opportunity offered by this seeortter elections can represent a
Asecurity valveo for voters, t hat consequen
elections (Arzheimeand Carter, 2006: 423). Also in this case, successtuidhar parties can
be observed in both federal and unitary states and no clear answers regarding this variable can
be provided (Arzheimer and Carter, 2006: 433; Mudde, 2007: 236).

Another metavariable that contributes to the political opportunities available toidgat
parties is the convergence between centrist stances by established parties. The convergence
hypothesis maintains that when established parties tend to converge toward centdst stanc
this opens new political spaces for-faght parties that can present themselves as something
different from old parties that have become indistinguishable (Kitschelt, 1995: 17). The
convergence hypothesis has been tested in a variety of studiesitanagain contrasting
findings. In fact, Kitschelt found support for his hypothesis (1995: 275) and Arzheimer &
Carter found that votes for faight parties increase following a grandalition government
(2006: 239). However, Lubbers et al. (2002: 3@&unid no support for this theory as well as
Norris (2005). Even in this case, the contrasting results can be due to the specific differences
among countries and what could matter are the specific strategies thighfgrarties decide
to follow (Norris, 205: 196).

The last metavariablesakei nt o account the ficul tural con
this could open for faright parties (Mudde, 2007: 244). The presence of elite allies may affect
the mobilisation of faright voters. In fact, it haseen hypothesised that if there are established
parties available to collaborate with faght parties, the latter could gain more legitimacy in
the eyes of voters. In contrast, when established parties decide to excludbtfparties by
coalition goernments or even parliamentary discussions, establishing a cordon sanitaire, the
space for faright parties is more limited and they will keep lacking legitimacy in the eyes of

voters (Minkenberg, 2003: 158). However, a different hypothesis maintainh¢hatesence
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of established allies could empty fiaght parties of the antstablishment frame, one of the
most powerful at their disposal. Even though there are no conclusive evidence in favour of
neither of these hypotheses (Rydgren, 2007: 256)itpertance of the attitudes of established
parties must not be discounted as they contribute to define the cultural environment and the
political milieu in which fafright parties can act.

The legacy of a fascist past has also been considered to exglaialtiral context in
which farright parties emerge and how this past could affect their breakthrough and persistence
(Mudde, 2007: 245). In fact, it has been argued that a fascist past can provide parties with
interpretative frames that can resonate \thigh experiences and the pasts of their supporters.
However, a fascist past is also aldgitimization tool that political adversaries can use against
far-right parties (Klandermans and Mayer 2005: 26). The role that a fascist past play depends
on the speific characteristics that the fascist regimes had in a country. Klandermans and Mayer
argued that i n [s]tcathebewhHeraenefhii ntdempyendent | vy
there is more space for faght parties to exploit the legacy of that pastt in countries where
this is not possible, the link with the pastiburden of which faright parties must distance
from (Klandermans and Mayer 2005: 27). A similar argument has been advanced by Mannucci,
who argued that the success of populist paudan be explained by looking at different type of
collective memory of their fascist past. To this past correspond different levels of stigma, that
in turn determine the social acceptability of populism and therefore can explain the different
level of sucess of parties (Mannucci, 2020: 50),

From the discussion above emerges that the cultural context is shaped by different actors
and different dynamics, and that these contribute to define the specific discursive opportunities
available to farright parties. The concept of discursive opportunities has also been developed
by new soci al movement scholars to indicate

resonate with public opinion, and are held

30



Depending on the discursive opportunities available in the context, actors will frame their
discourses in a way that resonates with the public and that motivates the audience to participate

to their mobilisation (Benford & Snow 2000: 621; Koopmans et al52088). This concept,

applied to the study of farght parties, can help identify when and why some ideas and issue
become more visible and how the framing of these issue is held legitimate by the audience.
Actors that actively shape the discursive appouni t i es are both-establ
right parthatesd t headerconti nuous HApublic pr oc
perception of the public (Minkenberg, 2003: 158). However, in this process of negotiation, also

the media have a crial role. Private media and commercial televisions tend to offer more
visibility to far-right parties due to their ability to perform unconventional and controversial
actions (Rydgren, 2007: 255; Mudde 2007: 248). The importance of the media lies in their
agendasetting role and, consequently, determine which issues are believed important by
viewers (Mudde, 2019: 109). Therefore, the substantial time allocatedrighfaparties and

the adoption of their frame and issues, since these are the ones#écahadre audience and

interest, increases the perception of the importance of the issues owned by these parties, like
immigration, terrorism, and law and order (Mudde, 2019: 110). It is a vicious circle, of which

are part also established parties, sihesé¢ parties are requested to offer solution to issues that

have already been appropriated by therifgint.

In sum, the role of the media in allocating disproportionate airtim@mpared to their
electoral performancédgo farright parties results in éhange of the issues perceived as most
pressing by the audience and contributes to the spreadingrajlfaframes and discourses.
However, how issues are framed and how successful the frames are, depends on the ability of
these to resonate within theolder society and the national culture, that, we saw, is determined
by a variety of factors, such as the legacy of a fascist past, the availability of allies in power,

etc.
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When looking at the elements that can affect the cultural milieu in whigigfarparties act,

we should take into consideration the activities of social movements. As Mudde has argued,
the activities of social movements and subcultural organisations can contribute to the spreading
of far-right discourses into society, representeallin the electoral competition, and new
personnel for the parties (2007: 248). However, the role thatgtar movements have in
altering the political opportunity structures available to therifdnt and, most importantly,

how these two different acwinteract within the political space have been rarely taken into
account. Although the role that movements play in political space is being increasingly
recognised as important in order to understand the wider mobilisation of the far right, it is not
being sufficiently investigated (Castelli Gattinara and Pirro, 2018).

This section reviewed the main explanations that have been provided for the rise and
success of faright parties in Western Europe. First, demaite explanations have been
reviewed and ihas been argued how they are not sufficient to explain the success of these
parties for two main reasons: on the one hand it is still unclear what are the mechanisms that
link macrolevel changes, like globalisation and cultural shifts, to individiesad attitudes; on
the other, although these structural changes interested all Europe, the succegghoplaries
is not evenly spread among all countries. In order to answer to these questions left opened by
demandside explanations, suppbide factos have been taken into account. In this second
part, it has been shown how the constraints and opportunities of each national context are of
extreme importance in order to understand the strategies that each party choses. However, when
examining the culta context, the role that social movements play in shaping and changing
the opportunities available for faight parties, have not been adequately into account by party

scholars.
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In the next section, | turn to discuss the works that have analysed thigesctf farright
movements and what are the explanations that have been provided to their emergence and

Success.

1.3.Farright movements in Europe

While the electoral success thhe far right has achieved in the last decades is at the base of
the increasd attention that scholars have dedicated to explain and understand its causes and
effects, the activities of faight nonparty organisations, such as the English Defence League
and in the UK or PEGIDA in Germany have attracted the attention of (feve)l soaocvement
scholars that have called for a new conceptualisation of thigfdaras a social movement
phenomenon that goes beyond its electoral manifestation (Minkenberg, 2003; Caiani et al.
2012; Castelli Gattinara and Pirro, 2018). Although the shasrber of people that these
organisations are able to mobilise in the streets is not particularly high nor constant, the
attention that they are able to attract with their actions is significant. The upsurge in number
and episodes of street protest follagiithe secalled immigration crisis of the summer 2015,
has brought some attention around+pamnty organisations in an attempt to broaden the focus
from party to norparty organisations (Mudde, 2017).

The rise of countedihad movements in Europe in fivst decade of the new millennium,
has attracted the attention of scholars that have tried to classify these new movements, which
refused to recognise themselves asrifgint or radicairight, but claimed to only defend the
culture and identity of theirgople against the imminent threat represented by Islam. These
movements spread quickly into many European countries, from the UK to France, to Sweden
and Norway (Meleagrotlitchens and Brun, 2013: 9). These new stbasted organisations,
have been invegiated by scholars to identify their ideological collocation, their strategy of
actions, and the experiences of their supporters. In a recent study on the English Defence

League, Busher investigated how and why people became involved in the life of the
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organization and how they built a collective identity in a continuous tension betwegghar
ideology and antMuslim sentiments (2016). While the faith of the organization might be
insecure, given its fragmentation and lack of structure, the EDL managedvide a space
for people that were far from being involved in politics, where issues like national identity and
culture could be reinterpreted collectively through the participation in the activities of the
organization, and these collective identitrei not fade away with the organization (Busher,
2016: 176).

The study of these new counfédrad and faright movements and the commonalities
that they share across Europe, is at the basis of the work of Zuquete (2018). In providing a wide
accountofh e di fferent organizations that coll ect
notices how the participants of t hese orgat
multilayeredo identity that goes Ifidealised an at
European one, that needs to be defended against the threat of Islam, but also agalhsithe
homogenizatiorthat globalization brings with (Zuquete, 2018: 365). The strength of these
organi zati ons | dgrabbingiactivisib h @ ihrat i ad d dlwisnet he spi
messages to the wider public and magnifies the real impact of their actions (Zuquete, 2018:
368). However, it is important to notice how these studies englar movements and street
based organisation do not takeoicbnsideration their institutional counterpart. In other word,
if these studies contribute to shed light on the activities and discoursesighfanovements,
they do not extend the analysis to how movements relate to parties, what are the connections
between the different types of actors.

Al t hough Mi nkenber go s-rightas dcollectve acorrcampgsedu a | i ¢
of a variety of different actors who all contribute to its mobilisation and success, has remained
for long unheard, recent dewpiments in the literature have attempted to bridge this gap (2003:

153 2018: 46%.
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In one of the first studies on different fiaght organizational variants that analysed party and
nonparty organisations, Caiani, della Porta and Wagemann, found tlailnyg at contexts
and organisational behaviour, it can be understood the reasons behind their mobilisations, the
strategy that are being adopted and also why and how they are chosen. Another important
finding of this study is that the repertoire of ansoof the farright goes beyond the two
extremities of contesting elections and engaging in violent activities (Caiani et al., 2012: 209).
activities span from festivals to petitions, from occupations to demonstrations. This broad range
of actions helps wterstand how their collective identities is built through these different types
of activities and how they are shaped by the context in which they operate. In fact, festivals
and confrontational events can create and reinforce a collective identity,thiheudynamics
of in-group/outgroup confrontation, while violent activities, occupations and blockades have
the ability to attract media attention and spread their messages to a wider public (Caiani et al.,
2012: 209).

The concept ofepertoire of actiont he fAset of means [a group]
di fferent types on different individual so (1
168) has been developed by social movement scholars to appreciate the variety of actions at
the disposal amovements and how they are time and country specific. Different repertoires of
actions are used in the two different arenas in which mass politics takes place, the electoral and
the protest one (Hutter, 2014: 26). While in the electoral arena citizeressxpeir positions
through voting, in the protest one different actions, from violent actions to petition and street
demonstration, are available. By investigating the different repertoires of actions that the far
right has at its disposal, we can bettaderstand when, why, and how they chose to mobilise
in the protest or in the electoral arena, and what are the ways in which these two arenas are
complementary for the mobilisation of the-faght. By focusing on the different arenas of

mobilisations, mstead of the different farght actors, Hutter found that the fiaght acts within
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a ndifferent [ ogic thesiso (Hut tright, atledtOnl 2 ; Hu
Western Europe, mobilises in the protest arena when is not strdreyetettoral one and vice
versat he opposite of the congruence thesis, wh
wanes at the same time in arenaso (Hutter 20
First, although faright partiesare aderse tasome of the features of representative democracy,
they mainly compete in the electoral arena,
of the populist righto (Hutter, 2014: 40; Tz
by Hutterwith the willof farr i ght parties to differentiate f
the left (2014: 40) Second, reb@int he ri ght hol d #fAauthoritari al
prefer (orderly) conventional political action over (disorderly) prgtesiticso (Hutter, 2014
40). However, these findings still do not shed lights on who are the different actors that use the
different arensg, what are the relations between those actors, and how they differ or when and
how decide to join forces.

Another mportant advancement in bridging the gap between party politics and
movement studies on the far right has been the analysis of the movié®aeamaracteristics
of radicalright parties in an attempt to further bridge the gap in the study of these terealiff
actors. While the movement party category has usually been used to descrilieggfarties
that grew out of social movemaritlike the Green parties in the 1330this concept has been
also used to grasp some of the characteristics that maderght parties display (Caiani and
C2sas$, 2019: 12) . Kitschelt defines movement
emanate from social movements and try to apply the organizational and strategic practices of
social movements inthe arenbo party competitiono (2006: 2 8 (
that European radical i g h t parties did not Agrow out of
initiator of disruptive events on issues like immigration and European integration and they

show traitstypical of movements, such as fluidity of their structure, the small formal
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memberships, and their charismatic leaderships (2006: 286). The main characteristic of
movement parties, remain their ability to shift between the mobilisation in the two different
arenas, depending on their necessity (Pirro and Castelli Gattinara, 2018). However, the
movement party organisational type is only
articulation, which is the tr anC?istaiSon 2fOrlo9m n
Therefore, it does not grasp the different interactions that may occur beyond the
institutionalisation process and the relations that exists between established parties and
movements organisations.

From this review, two are the mairk&aways to highlight. First, the (few) studies that
have analysed the activities of faght social movements have only looked at these non
institutional actors, focusing on the trajectories of their members, the reasons for their success,
their ideologis, and discourses. Second, those studies that have bridged the gap between
movement studies and party politics and have looked at movement parties ofribletfand
the relations between the electoral and protest arenas, have not took into conssd#ration
variety of interactions that may occur between established political parties and movements and
how these interactions impact the success that the far right achieved in political and cultural

terms.

1.4.Research Question

The literature review has discessthe main explanations that have been advanced for the rise
and success of farght parties in Europe. It has been argued that, while desided
explanations can illuminate how structural societal changes can affect the attitudes of voters
that can tak comfort in the reassuring and simple solutions proposed-bigfdparties, these
explanations are still not sufficient. In fact, they cannot explain how these structural changes
are able to affect individual choices of voters and why if these chamgesidespread, the

success of faright parties is not. In order to fill this gap, scholars have started to analyse the
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characteristics of parties and what are the opportunities that they can exploit. By looking at the
contextual opportunities for farght, a variety of metaariables have been taken into account
to explain how they can shape the political space in which parties develop, such as the electoral
system, the convergence of established parties toward centrist stances, and the legacy of a
fascit past. Examining the contextual explanations, it has been noted how the cultural context
has a crucial importance since this is the main terrain in whichgfair parties operate.
However, it has also been noted howfaq the attention given to how sial movements,
streetbased organisations, and youftoup, has been limited. It has not been taken into
adequate account how these organisations can influence or shape the political opportunities
available to parties by circulating new ideas, attraatiegia attention on new issues, and how
they can provide resources to new parties.

The protest events and demonstrations organised wigfarmovements in Europe in
the last few years, especially following thecadled immigration crisis of the summer1®)
have attracted the attention of social movement scholars, who have investigated some of these
organisations in order to understand what are the issues around which they mobilise and how
people become involved in their participation. However, thes@esttell short of investigating
how these organisations cooperate with their institutional counterparts. Moreover, while the
new development in the literature is represented by the analysis of the molikeent
characteristics of faright parties and thability of these actors to adopt unconventional forms
of protest, this analysis is still predominantly focused on parties and does not take into account
the other actors that populate the political space.

The aim of my research is to fill this gap, bywesng to the following question&inder

which conditions are parties and movements more likely to have closer interactions? How do
parties and movements mobilisation strategies, discourses, and organisational characteristics

change depending on the strém@f their interactions?By answering these questions, this
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research aims at shedding new light on the ustietied and undeheorized relations between
parties and movements so to obtain a more comprehensive understanding of the dynamics and
success fothe farright as a whole.

The methodological and theoretical differences that still remain between party scholars
and social movements scholars have impaired a fruitful collaboration between the two strands
of literature that have continued to work orrgiel lines. Although important advancements
to fill this gap have been made in recent years, as the above review has shown, the analysis of
the interactions that occur between establish radighat parties and extrerrrgght movements
is still missing.l argue that by looking at the interactions between these actors we gain a better
understanding of the dynamics behind the strategic choices made by both parties and
movements and how these achieve both electoral and political success, but also how they ca
contribute to their failures. By looking at the interactions between parties and movements it
can be investigated how different mode of political participation are adopted by movements
and parties, and more specifically when they decide to mobilisecieléttoral and in the
protest arena. Moreover, this research contributes to analyse the dynamics that link institutional
and noninstitutional politics, and therefore to explain how ideas, actions, and people travel
from the margins into the mainstreampalitics.

By bridging the scholarships on party politics and social movements and by looking at
both parties and movements, this research aims at explaining hewhfaparties and
movements interacts and how trough these interactions both actorse cdrahgdapt their
mobilisation strategies, discourses, and organisational characteristics. | argue that ultimately,
the interactions between parties and movements may contribute to explain the success that
parties gain in the electoral arena and that ofentents in the protest one. By considering
how and why fairight social movements act in the protest arena, what are their strategies of

actions, and how they interact with established political parties, we could gain a better
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understanding of what is th@ntext in which the far right develops and how it manages to

achieve success.
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2. Farright movememntparty interactions: an explanatory
model

This chapter lays out the theoretical foundations on which the empirical research is based. In
order to explai party movement interactions and understand under which conditions these are
more likely to happen, and in turn how through these interactions affect the development of
each actorsodo frames, actions, and oovregnaennitsobast i
and party politics6 studies. I n the | ast ye
bridge the two scholarships to explain the emergence and success of new actors that occupy
the political space. Some have focused on the movepaetés that arose after the economic

crisis (Della Porta et al, 2017), while others have investigated how the electoral and protest
arenas have been reshaped by the impact of globalisation (Kriesi et al. 2008; 2012; Hutter,
2014); or on the movement partieslod farright (Kitschelt, 2006; Castelli Gattinara and Pirro

2018; Pirro and Castelli Gattinara 2018; Caiani and Cisar, 2019). The common starting point

of all these studies is the need to explain how protest and electoral politics are linked, how the
protest and the electoral arenas communicate, influence, and shape each other. My research
builds on this literature and attempts to further it in two ways: first, | provide a new
conceptualisation and operationalisation of moverpanty interactions, that nebe useful in
investigating other case studies. Second, | develop a theory ofnpavsment interactions

that can explain when parties and movements are more likely to have closer interactions and
how through these interactions these actors shape e#&clke ot s frames, act
organisational characteristics. My main argument is that parties and movements interact in the
political space and that through these interactions they shape their frames and discourses, adopt
different forms of actions, and slkkamembers. The relations that exist between parties and
movements can in turn contribute to explain the support that the Far Right receives in both the

electoral and protest arena. The relations on the frame dimension can contribute to the
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spreading and tgtimisation of the frames that these actors adopt; the relations on the actions
dimension can contribute to attract visibility due to the adoption of a wider repertoire of actions;
and the relation in the organisational dimension can contribute to imgye¢las ranks of parties

with new members and activists and create {iotganisational linkages that facilitate the

cooperation among the two actors and therefore facilitate the mobilisation of their supporters.

2.1.Partymovement interactionsg new coiceptualisation

In order to analytically investigate the interactions betweernidat parties and movements, |
have conceptualised the interaction in terms of distance/proximity in three dimensions: frames,
actions, and organisations. In this sectioirdtfreview existing conceptualisations of party
movement interactions and | argue why | choose to build a different one. Then, | present my
conceptualisation, what these dimensions are, and how they are fundamental to understanding
both parties and movemts characteristics. Then | will explain what is meant by
distance/proximity and how | will analytically asses it.

My conceptualisation of partsnovement interactions builds on previous literature that
has investigate this phenomenon, and further it. Agdd and colleagues have argued, party
movement interactions have been usually explained within four main strands of literature
(Hutter et al., 2019). | will very briefly present them and explain why their conceptualisation
has not been adopted in thissskrtation. First, the first way in which parhovement
interactions have been studied is through the lens of the political process approach, where
parties represent one of the possible allies of movements (Tilly, 1978). In this view, political
partiesi especially those ideologically close to the movenientay decide to pick up the
causes of movements in order to advance the claims also in the institutional arena (della Porta
and Rucht, 1995). While this mechanism certainly plays a role in how isstuesirge in the

protest arena are then brought into the electoral one, | argue that is a too static conceptualisation
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of relations as it sees the party leading the relation and, moreover, it considers how parties in
government can further the claims of thevements, but not what happens at the interactions
when parties are in opposition or electorally weak.

The second strand of literature, is the one on how new cleavages are politically articulated
between electoral and protest arenas (Kriesi et al. 200&; Hutter 2014). These works have
shown how the integratiedemarcation cleavage has been articulated by political parties in the
different arenas and found that different logics are at play depending on the actors involved: in
We st er n Eurwagpsandiwares at theesiirhe time in both arenas, while the right
alternatively turnstoonearaor t he ot her , but not to both
2019: 326). While the theorical and empirical contributions of these studies is of undoubted
importance, | argue that their conceptualisation of pawyement interactions does not grasp
the actual interactions between parties and movements, but the linkages between the two
arenas Thus, leaving unexplored the analysis of the interactions thatr dietween the
different actors and why and how they turn to the different arena.

The third strand of literature is the one that investigates the agettitay power of
protests (Walgrave and Vliegenthart, 2012). These studies have found that issgesntha
prominence in the protest arena are then picked up by political parties in the institutional arenas,
thus protest acts as signal sent to elites in powers (Vliegenthart et al., 2016). These works offer
an invaluable tool to analyse the effect of pst¢ and how mobilisation in the protests arena
affects political parties. However, | would argue that it investigates only a part of the
interactions between parties and movements, and more specifically the dimension of actions
and discourses. But it doast take into account who is protesting. Parties can mobilise in the
streets alongside movements and movements may decide to take part to elections and further

their own claims in the electoral arena. Interactions between parties and movements may exist
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also in the organisational dimensioasd this strand of literature does not grasp the variance
of organisational forms and the actors that are involved in the protest arena.

The fourth strand of literature is represented by the works of McAdam and Tiabw
propose a mechanisbased set of linkages between movement actors and political actors in
electoral campaign: (1) movements introduce new forms of collective action that influence
election campaigns; (2) movements join electoral coalitions or, irragtrcases, turn into
parties themselves; (3) movements engage in proactive electoral mobilization; (4) movements
engage in reactive electoral mobilization; (5) movements polarize political parties internally;
(6) Shifts in electoral regimes have a lelegn impact on mobilization and demobilization
(McAdam and Tarrow, 2010). While these processes all shed light on the electoral outcomes
of partymovement relationghey do not grasp the interactions that occur between different
organisations. How party amdovement interact is not explained by these mechanisms beyond
theiri surely most importarit electoral outcome.

Finally, Hutter and colleagues present their own conceptualisation ofmpawyment
interactions in times of a crisis of representation (20I8ey argue that in period of crisis, the
boundaries between movements and party politics are blurred and the interactions between
parties and movements are more frequent and sustained, giving rise to hybrid actors (Hutter et
al, 2019). Movemenparty irteractions may therefore result in (1) movements transforming
existing political parties, (2) in movements transforming themselves into political parties, (3)
movemendf o r mi n-g a mMitaoygdnisations that mobilise against established parties but
competing into elections (Hutter et al., 32Z880). While their conceptualisation of party
movement interactions grasps exceptionally well the complexity of new actors that emerged in
the last decades and how vague the distinction between institutional amalstioional
politics are in times of political crises, this conceptualisation isity-focus as it puts a

great deal of attention in how movements evolve and take part to electoral politics. However,
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does not clarify what are the specific dimensiaf parties and movements that are shaped
trough their interactions and how to empirically assess them.

Building on this extensive literature, | have conceptualised paoyement interactions
in terms of distance/proximity in three dimensions framemrs and organisationalthough
these dimensions constitute the main dimensions of the study of social moy@sikEnPorta
et al., 2017: 21)they are also of relevance to political scientists that used them to investigate
political parties.

The framing approach, although born within the field of general sociology
(Goffman,1974) and then developed by social movement scholars (Snow et al., 1986), it is
being increasingly used also by political scientists to investigate how parties change their
discourgs depending on contextual changes, to understand how parties promote their own
framing of issues, and how citizens respond to different framing of same is&ibbng et

al., 2010; Slothuus and de Vreese, 2010; Urso, 2018). This approach, has beebetmsse

it fAzooms in how particular ideas/ideologie

C

<

demobilize adversariesvisv i s parti cul ar goal 06 (Lindekil dt¢

useful in this research because although it investigatessdbat share a common ideological
ground, it allows to look beyond the ideological commonalities and grasp the evolution,
changes, and similarities of their frames.

The action dimension rests on the concept of repertoire of actions, a concept that has
been developed by social movement scholars, but | argue that its usefulness it is of high
importance also in the study of political parties as it allows to grasp the variety of actions
performed by political parties beyond electoral participation andoeédccampaign. This
aspect is also being increasingly investigates by scholars of movparéet, who assess the
movememike repertoire of these actors as well as theirmstitutional activities Kitschel,

2006 Pirro and Castelli Gattinara, 2018aiani and Cisar, 2019).
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Finally, the organisational dimension looks at the organisational features of both parties and
movements and it constitutes one of the longstanding aspects that has been investigated both
by social movement scholars and politisaientists (McCarthy and Zald, 1977; Katz and Mair,
1994; Mair and Van Biezen, 2001)More scpecifically, in the study of populist parties and
radical right parties, this aspect has more recently received increased attention in the attempt
to understandiie relative importance in the emergence and success of these parties of various
characterisitchs such as their leadership, their member organisations, and their
istitutionalisation proces#iginischand Mazzoleni, 2016).

Turning to the conceptualisationdioperationalisationhe first dimension of the party
movement interactions is that of frames, | adopt this concept to analyse the discursive and
relational characteristics of the ideological features of thedht. This concept derives from
socialmy ement studies, where frames are defined
individuals to locate, perceive, identify and label occurrences within their life space and the
worl d at | argedo (Snow et al ., lett®Bal prodedss ) . T
through which activists and leaders of a movement shape and construct their messages so that
these messages can Ainspire and | egitimateo
2000: 614). This concept is not a substitute oblioigy, as it is at the same time a more flexible
and generic Acul tural producto that hel ps ma
the internal coherence and rigidity of ideology (Della Porta and Diani, 2006: 79). In order for
frames to be éctive they have to resonate with the cultural environment in which a movement
develops, and therefore the role of culture and the discursive opportunities available to
movements have a fundamental impact on what is held to be legitimate in any giverhgme
adoption of the concept of frames makes it possible to understand what are the ideas and issues
around which parties and movements mobilise their supporters, how frames may change over

time due to the issues and ideas that are held to be legitmtagwider cultural and political
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context, and also can hel p -rgirgatstp dihsec ¢gid mr agdne(|
Cisar, 2019: 21). | argue that a proximity in the frames dimension can be observed when (1)
there is a&hange in the issuedas of parties and movements, and (2) there is a convergence in
parties and movement discourses

The second dimension pertains the actions of parties and movements. With this
dimension | aim to grasp the variety of actions that movements and parties pe&tmiai
movement scholars have developed the concept of repertoire of action, defined by Tilly as the
Awhol e set of means [a group] has for making
(1986: 2). Movements actions vary from petitions toiga)lfrom marches to violent clashes
(Della Porta and Diani, 2006: 169; Snow, 2004: 398). By adopting this concept, the broad set
of actions at the disposal of both parties and movements can be analysed without focusing on
just electoral or protest manitations.

By looking at the variety of forms of actions that take place in both the electoral and
protest arena it is possible to investigate whether and how movements and parties mobilise
together, along which issues, and what are their preferred formstiohs and, therefore,
making it possible to assess their proximity/distance in this dimension.

The third dimension is that of organisation. This dimension looks at the organisational
characteristics of both movements and parties and how they infleadle®ther in this respect.

While political parties are usually characterised by a formal organisational structure, social
movement organisations rarely rely on formal memberships and are constituted by dense
networks of activists that share a collectidentity (McCarthy and Zald, 1977). However,

party organisations can be themselves embedded in dense networks of groups and individuals
with which they share a collective identity and common political goals (Heaney and Rojas,
2007: 453; Davidson and Berezi?018). In order to grasp the interactions that occur at the

organisational level, links can be traced (1) at the leadership levels, through personal ties
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between leaders of the organisations; (2) at the middle level, with members of parties having
multiple affiliations and being supporters or activists of the movements, andarisa; (3) at
the rankandfile level with connections between the support bases of the two organisations.

In order to operationalise this conceptualisation of pambyement irgractions as
distance/proximity in the three dimensions of frames, actions, and organisations, | assess the
distance proximity in each of the dimensions as follows. In the frames dimension, | investigate
what are the issues that receive more focusingparti and movement so6é6 cl aim
and their positions. By investigating how the issue salience changes overtime, it can be traced
how their discourses change and through the issue salience if there is a convergence in the
positions of the two actordoreover, the proximity/distance on frames will be assessed also,
more qualitatively, by looking at which frames are used the most by the parties and movements
and how they change over time.

The proximity in the actions dimension is assessed by analysimgfien parties and
movements organise, or participate, together to protest events, what are the most used forms of
actions (i.e. rallies, blockades, vigils), what are the issues around which these actors mobilise
together and if there are changes oveeti

The proximity in the organisational dimension is assessed by tracing possible relations
at the leadership levél looking at statements that leader have released about each other
organisationsg at middle leveli by tracing multiple affiliations of pdes and movements
members in electoral lists or in public events and demonstrdtiansl at the rankndfile
level by examining if supporters of the parties mobilise with the movements and vice versa if
movements activists electorally support the partinfortunately, | was unable to carry out
the investigation of this last aspect of the interactions in the organisational dimensions. As it
will be explained also in the methodological chapter, the inability to carry out interviews and

field-work was de to breakout of the COVID pandemic.
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Having presented the conceptualisation and operationalisation cipavgment interactions,

the chapter now turns to lay out the hypothesis that guided the empirical research. A hypothesis

for each dimension of thateractions is discussed, starting from the frames dimension, then

turning to the actions dimension, and finally the organisational dimension.

Tablel: Party-movement interactio

Dimensions of

party
movement
interactions

Frames

Actions

Organisations

Conceptualisation Operationalisation

1. issuesalience: to measure
changes in discourses

1. change in the issue focus of parties an 2. issue position: to assess the

movements : e
: : convergence in positions
2. convergence in parties and movement _ o
; 3. frames: qualitatively assess tt
discourses

discourses of how similar
discourses are

(protest) events where parties a

BN nelell =@ movement mobilised together

1 . L e apdrsonasefationsand

1.leadership levelpersonal ties between )
formd appointments

leaders of the organisations

2. midde level with members of parties
having multiple affiliations and being
supporters or activists of the movements.
and viceversa

3. rank-andfile levet connections betweer
the support bases of the two organisatior

2. movement activists in elector:
lists or formal roles in
organisations

3.shared base of supporters anc
voters

2.2. Frames dimension

In order to hypothesize when interactions in the frames dimension are more likely to take place

and low through these interactions parties and movement change their frames and discourses,

the literature on the agendatting power of protest is the starting point. The agsetiing

approach refpreesn@ntvi & wi ol ot the wtestamdtheipditiced t hat

arena (Hutter et al. 2019: 326). This approach can help understand if and \nbktfaarties
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respond to the issues raised byright movements in the protest arena and when proximity in

this dimension can be observed. Previstuslies that investigated the agese#ting power of

protest, have found that parties do respond to street protest and that the closer are they
ideologically, the more they tend to respond to the issues raised in the protest arena (Schwartz,
2010: 590; GeenPedersen and Mortensen, 2015). Moreover, opposition parties, those that do
not hold governmental positions, are more likely to respond to protests (Hutter and
Vliegenthart, 2018). The reason why parties respond to protests is, as argued by Vliegenthart
and colleagues, that protest is a particular type of information about societal problems and
parties engage with the issues raised by movements, especially if they get media attention
(Vliegenthart et al. 2016). Concerning the fight movements, it haseen shown that farght
movements that mobilize in the protest arena around issues that they own such as immigration,
law and order, and cultural identity, are able to successfully attract media attention (Castelli
Gattinara and Froio, 2018). It is théyee reasonable to hypothesize that also radight

parties respond to the issues raised by movements and that they benefit from the increased
visibility of issues already at the center of their agénaamigration, lawand-older, cultural

identity. | expect that parties are more likely to respond to issues being raised in the protest
arena when they are in opposition or electorally weak, so to benefit from showing proximity to
the protest arena. This proximity can be mutually beneficial for partiesmmaadments, since

the former can exploit protest to achieve electoral success, and the latter receive legitimization
and visibility from their relations with institutional actors (Kriesi, 2015: 671; Davidson and
Berezin, 2018). Therefore, the main hypotheesgarding the framing dimension is thiair-

right parties and movements are more likely to be closer in the frame dimension when topics
that they own, such as immigration and law and order, become more visible and when the party

is electorally weakH1).
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2.3. Actions dimension

In order to hypothesize when interactions betweemidgut parties and movements may take
place and how they can affect the two actors, the literature on the relations between protest and
electoral politics is the starting poinThere are not many studies that investigate the
relationships between protest and electoral politics in the case of theghfarThis lack is in
part due to the belief that the right prefers the electoral channel of participation over the protest
one Hutter, 2014: 40). However, in the context of the political, cultural, and economic crisis
that have affected Europe in the last two decadesigiair street politics has seen a resurgence
(Castelli Gattinara and Pirro, 2018: 2). The main findings ofthdies that have investigated
the relationships between the protest and electoral arena in the case ofritfiet,faan be
summarized in three strands. First, authors working within the cleavage theory and that have
attempted to answer to the questidnMino is being organized into politics by whom, have
found that the new populi st right has mo b i
globalizationsd not only in the electoral, b
Hutter, 2014)These authors have found that, in Western Europe, the relationship between the
protest and electoral arena responds to a substitutive effect (Hutter, 2014; Hutter et al. 2019)
However, these findings seem not to hold in a few case studies where it hahdearthat
the electoral success of faght parties has not been matched with a decrease in protest politics
(Weisskircher and Berntzen, 2019; Peterson, 2019).

Second, authors who have adopted social movement theory to investigateritlet far
and therelations between electoral and protest politics, have found that the presence of an
institutionalized fairight party corresponds to a less disruptive and violent mobilization of the
far-right movement sector (Koopmans and Statham, 1999: 248; Koopmahs2&05: 203;
Minkenberg, 2003: 166). These findings reflect the main tenets of the political opportunity

model that maintains that the configurations of institutional and discursive opportunities are
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key in explaining the form of mobilization of the{fiaght (Kitschelt, 1995; Minkenberg, 2003;
Rydgren, 2007; Caiani et al. 2QIinkenberg, 2018

Third, authors that investigate how faght actors manage to attract media attention,
found that more disruptive forms of protests are those that achggver loverage in the news
and therefore guarantee more visibility to the actors in the street (Walgrave and Vliegenthart
2012; Castelli Gattinara and Froio 2018).

Drawing on this literature, | expect that the interactions betweengfar parties and
movements are more likely to be observed when parties are in opposition, or electorally weak,
so to advance their claim and attract even more visibility in the media. Parties, that are usually
focused on competing for elections, may learn from movementshitugider repertoires of
actions and unite forces in order to gain more attention. In fact, we know that protest size matter
more than quantity of protests, and that unconventional actions attract more afigiteon
Porta and Diani, 2006: 171I76). At the same time, movements can gain further legitimacy
from protesting next to a party and see their claims being furthered into the electoral arena.
However, an important caveat must be made regarding the more violent and extremist forms
of protest. | expectin fact, to observe interactions when the movements moderate their
repertoire of actions and, more specifically, moderate their violent claims. Following this
discussion, therefore, the hypothesis concerning the second dimension maintdiasrilyat:
parties and movements are more likely to be closer in the actions dimension when parties are

electorally weak and when movements moderate their repertoire of a@tidhs
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2.4. Organisational dimension

In order to hypothesise when faght parties ananovements may have closer interactions in

the organisational dimension, two strands of literature are the starting point. The first strand

has described how parties in contemporary European democracy suffer from declining
membership and the problem of neiting and mobilizing people (Mair and van Biezen, 2001;

Dalton and Wattenberg, 2002; Heidar, 2006; Whiteley, 2010). Studies -onifag h t parti
organization have shown, however, that even those characterized by strong centralized

| eader shi pmpldeexv ed mdgp diwwcroabl e organi zati ono wh
model (Heinisch and Mazzoleni, 2016: 241). Therefore, those parties have to solve the problem

of mobilizing and recruiting members in order to guarantee their functioning even in a period

of declining membership. Studies hal®wnhow movement supporters can be party members

and vice versa and how multiple affiliations facilitate the development of networks that can

help, in turn, increase the mobilization capacity of movements (della &wt®iani, 2006:

127; McAdam and Tarrow, 2010; Dvidson and Berezin, 2018). Members of social movement
organizations may be linked by personal friendship or acquittances to members in other
organizations, creating the typical informal networks charadteagtnovements. In addition,
movement sd6 member s, which have high | evel 0
consuming and riskier actions, would sustain comparatively lower costs by also participating

in the activities of parties, respect to peaptéernal to the movement (Piccio, 2016: 268). The

second strand of literature is the one that investigates movement parties ofritpet farhe
concept of movement party has been defined I
who emanate from social movements and try to apply the organizational and strategic practices

of soci al movements in the arena of party cc
in the case of the faight, movement parties are characterized by fluid orgaoizatstructure

and informal membership that Acreate or disp
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transition from the protest to the electoral arena however needs not to be understood not in
permanent terms, as a movement party may either ifudtytutionalize and remain in the
electoral realm, or retain their movement characteristics and decide to focus primarily on
contentious actions and cultural goals (Pirro and Castelli Gattinara, 2018; Caiani and Cisar,
2019; Froio et al. 2020).

Drawing onthese two strands of literature, | expect to observe party and movements to
become closer in the organizational dimension when elections are imminent and when
movements moderate their repertoire of actions. On the one hand, parties, in order to sustain
the el ector al effort, may rely on movement so
movements, while moderating their repertoire of actions to legal protest, can gain further
legitimacy and access the institutional arena by providing members to partiaking part
themselves to elections. Therefore, | expect ttaatright parties and movements are more
likely to be closer in the organisational dimension when elections are imminent, and when

movements moderate their repertoire of acti@3).

Table 2: Hypothesis Faright party-movements interactions

Dimensions
of party _
movement Hypothesis
interactions
Frames Farright parties and movements are more likely to be closer in the fr
dimension when topics that they own, ls&s immigration and law and
order, become more visible and when the party is electorally wea
Actions Farright parties and movements are more likely to be closer in the ac
dimension when parties are electorally weak and when movemen
moderate theirepertoire of actions
Organisations Farright parties and movements are more likely to be closer in th

organisational dimension when elections are imminent, and whet
movements moderate their repertoire of actions
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The next chapter discusses the regeadesign and the methodological choices made in order
to investigate when faiight parties and movements are more likely to have closer interactions

and how these interactions may affect their frames, actions, and organisations.
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3. Research design antkethods

In order to investigate what are the conditions under whiehdht parties and movements are
more likely to have closer interactions and how their frames, actions, and organisations change
through these interactions, | carry out a comparatnadyais of two case studies: Italy, with

Lega Nord as the political party, and CasaPolzdh as the social movement organization;

and the United Kingdom with thekUindependence Party as the political party and the English
Defence League as the sociadvement organization.

In this chapter, first, are discussed the ontological and epistemological considerations on
which this project is based. Second, the research design and the case selection. Next, the
methods that are used to gather and analyse adalitical Claim Analysis to investigate
frames and actions di mensions, and a content

to investigate the organisational dimension.

3.1. Ontological, epistemological, and methodological considerations

This resarch project rests on the ontological assumption that social phenomena are constructed
through the interpretations and meanings that people attach to them (Corbetta, 2003: 24).
Therefore, by looking at how people make sense of the world and interprépbeciamena,

reality can be understood (della Porta and Keating, 2008524n line with the interpretivist
approach, this research looks at the way social movements and political parties interact between
them and with their external reality. The aimtdsincover how social movements and political
parties interpret their external reality and what are the meanings that they attach to what is
happening around them. From these ontological and epistemological considerations follows
that a smalN comparatie analysis of cases is the most suited methodological choice. The
choice of carrying out a small analysis allows to better investigate the details of the single

cases and take into account the broader context in which political parties and social t®vemen
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are embedded and the cultural and social processes in which they are involved (della Porta,
2008: 204). However, the methods that this research adopts to empirically investigate the case
studies are both qualitative and quantitative. The choice tagtiai® techniques is based on

the fact that different methods are used to investigate different aspects of the relationships
between political parties and social movements. The triangulation of methods does not stand
in contrast to the epistemological antethodological choices, since the combinations of
gualitative and quantitative methods serves the purpose of addressing different aspects of the
research question (Snow and Trom, 2004: 150; della Porta and Keating, 2008: 34; Caiani et al.,
2012: 22; Goertand Mahoney, 2012: 3). In the next sections the different methods that are
adopted to both collect and analyse data are discussed and the rationale behind their choice
explained. Before, in the following section the research design and the three cabasdha

been chosen to carry out this research are presented.

3.2 Research design and case selection

This research consists of andepth comparative analysis of two case studies, which are
analysed over a period of 11 years, from 2009 to 2020. Theechbadopting a comparative

case study strategy is based on the fact that it is necessary to take into consideration the whole
context in which faright parties and movements are embedded in order to examine how these
actors interact (Yin, 2003: 13). Thengitudinal analysis allows for an examination of the
changes over time of the relations between parties and movements within broader political and
cultural processes. The choice of the year 2009 as the starting year of the research is because it
is the year in which the English Defence Leagueh e fiyounger 6 soci al mo v
object of the analysiswas founded. CasaPound Italia was officially established only one year

before, in 2008, even if the group had been active before that momeraforeg2009 is the
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year in which both movement organisations were present at the same time and that is way it
has been selected as the starting point of the investigation.
The two sets of partgnovement have been chosen for two main reasons.

This elevenyear timeframe allows for an investigation of the changes and relations
among faright parties and movements within the broader political context of Europe. During
these 11 years, in fact, several crucial events have occurred, such as the 2009 fimgagcial ¢
the 2015 terroristic attacks, the 2015 migration crisis, and the 2016 Brexit vote, that have
inevitably shaped the discourses and strategies-ofjflairactors. Accordingly, considering the
importance for the development of-faght actors of thesevents, the length of the timeframe
was chosen so to include all these crucial moments of recent European Riseoanalysis
ends at December 2019 and the rationale behind this choice is twofold. First, 2019 is the year
when | began collecting datacahhad to make a choice as to when to end my data collection.
Second, 2019 is also the last year that has not been affected by the COIVD pandemic, a new
crisis that is still unfolding at the time of writinghis would have requested to take into
accountyet another crisis into the analysis, whose effects couldatdken properly into
consideration due to its neamd unparalleled development throughout the course of the writing
of this research.

In order to answer the question of howfight movemerg and parties interact and how
these interactions shape the life of the actors, | selected two cases that, although within a most
similar design, differ significantly with regard to some of their political, institutional, and
cultural characteristics (dellPorta, 2008: 212). The strategy of the case selection is most
similar for all the cases selected are European countries, representative democracies, and have
all been affected albeit in different degredsby the economic and cultural changes that have
been proposed by the literature as explanations feigatr emergence and success, hamely

the effects of globalization and the 2008 economic crisis and rising levels of immigration.
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However, the cases vary with regard to some characteristics that éemefdund in the
literature to have an impact on the success that the far right achieves: the institutional system,
political instability, allies in power, and the legacy of a fascist past. The variance among these
important features of each case, allows dn investigation of how the interactions among
political parties and social movements vary depending on these characteristics and to draw
conclusions that can hold true beyond the specific cases under investigation.

The two cases selected are ItalythatheLega Nord(LN) 1 after 2017ustLegd as the
political party, andCasaPounditalia (CPI) as the social movement organization; and the
United Kingdom with theJnited Kingdom Independence Pa(tyKIP) as the political party
and theEnglish Defence lague(EDL) as the social movement organization. The first reason
as to why these cases were selected is because they are both European countries. Although the
presence of faright political parties and movements is well established beyond this regional
context, | selected European countries as they allow to control for the broader cultural,
institutional, and economic context. By selecting these two cases | can focus on the
relationships among faight parties and movements that have emerged and developed
similar contexts (Sartori, 1991: 250). For example, by taking into consideration countries of
the postsoviet space, variables such as the different understandings of nation and nationalism,
the issues of borderlands, and majentinority relations wald have also required attention
(Minkenberg, 2015: 3&0). The second reason for the selection of the two cases is that they
are all established representative democracies. If the analysis had also included authoritarian
countries, or recently emerged dmrracies, the comparability across cases would have been
significantly hindered because the analysis would have also needed to take into account the
role of previous regimes, the stability of the political and institutional environment, and the

role of themilitary and paramilitary militias.
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Third, the two cases have all undergone similar political and cultural transformations in the last
decades, which makes it easier to control for the broader context. Both countries have
experienced, although not to teame extent, the political and economic crises that have
affected Europe in the last decades (Kriesi and Pappas, 2015: 17) The term political crisis refers
to the phenomenon described by Mair as the increasing tension between responsibility and
responsiveess of political parties (2009). The term economic crisis refers to the three set of
intertwined crises that started in 2008: the competitiveness crisis; the banking crisis; and the
sovereign debt crisis (Kriesi and Pappas, 2015: 1). Kriesi and Pappas lbyology of
European countries based on the incidence of the economic and political crises and the two
case studies selected in this research were affected by them (Kriesi and Pappas;P@)15: 10

Finally, although the possible cases that | could ehaelected based on the
aforementioned conditions are several, potentially including all the Western European states,
in order to carry out the empirical analysis, the selection was also limited by my language
proficiency.

The adoption of a most similarsearch design limits the generalizability of the findings,
but by looking at cases in a similar context will help this research to reach more solid and
reliable inferences about the dynamics and mechanism under study. However, although within
a most similastrategy, the cases selected offer some variance on significant aspects that have
been highlighted by the literature as determinants efigat emergence and success and that
offer the opportunity to test the reliability of the findings beyond thgsects

The two cases differ with regard to the political and cultural opportunities available to
far-right political parties and movements. As discussed in the literature chapter, the concept of
political opportunity structure includes several variabeg have been singled out to have an

effect on the emergence and success of parties and movements and the mains are the
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institutional system, political instability, allies in power and the legacy of a fascist past. With
regard to these characteristics,th# three cases offer significant variance.

In fact, regarding the institutional framework, and more specifically the electoral
systems, the two countries differ from each other. The UK has a majoritarian electoral system
T first-pastthe-post systeni that inhibits the competition in the electoral arena of radical and
new parties (EatwelR000: 422). In Italy the electoral system has changed during the time
frame under analysis, but has roughly remained a proportional one, which allows minority
partiesto gain representation in the electoral arena. Following the introduction of a new
electoral law in 2005, a proportional system with bonus seat allocation to the winning coalition
of parties has been in place. However, in 2017 a new mixed electoraldas@tna into force
in which a third of the national MPs is elected through a majoritarian system, while two thirds
are elected with a proportional system.

With regards to the second and third variablg®litical instability and allies in power
T the twocases differ considerably. The United Kingdom has traditionally been lacking a strong
far-right party. Before 2010, no faight party has ever achieved significant electoral success.
The British National Party has constantly remained out of Parliamem gsnfoundation and
the United Kingdom Independence PartyKIP 1, from its founding in 1993 has remained a
fringe party. Only in 2010 UKIP began to achieve significant electoral support, however,
winning only ever one seat in the 2015 general ele¢@aodwin and Dennison, 2018). France
and Italy, on the other hand, have hadrfght parties that have received parliamentary
representation for decades. In Italy, the Movimento Sociale Italiano, MSI, has contested
elections and elected representativetheParliament since 1948. Moreover -ffigght parties
have also been part of government coalitions and recently also led government.

Looking at the legacy of a fascist past, the two cases present great variability. The UK

has not experienced a fascisgime and the role of the country in fighting the Nazi and Fascist
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regimes during WW Il has been depicted with a heroic connotation (Mannucci, 2020: 122).
The collective memory of the role of the UK during the war has left very little space for the
acceptace of fascist and authoritarian ideas. Therefore, political parties and movements that
openly recalled these ideas have always been marginalized from institutionalized politic. Italy,
on the other hand, experienced the twénygars long Fascist regime werdhe dictatorship of
Mussolini. However, the stigmatization of its fascist past has remained low in the Italian
collective memory (Mannucci, 2020: 112). In fact, the collective memory of its past can be
defined one of victimization where the fascist negjirepresents a temporary and minor sin and
Nazi Germany bears all the guilt of the war horrors, while the Italian have been the victims of
Hitl erds propaganda and decisions. The deni a
fascist and faright ideas to circulate since the end of WW I, resulting in the Movimento
Sociale Italiano, that explicitly linked itself with the Fascist regime ideas, to seat into
Parliament since 1948.

In conclusion, although the two cases have been selected witlustaimilar strategy,
the variance that they offer in respect to some institutional, political, and cultural
characteristics, can prove useful to demonstrate whether the relationships betwagn far
political parties and movements and their effect angilpport of faright is idiosyncratic to
each case or if more general conclusions can be drawn.

Turning to the selection strategy of the two set of partyement that are analysed in
this researcli Lega (Nord) and CPI for the Italian case and UKIP tiredEDL for the UK
casd the choice has been made following to main criteria: (1) one ratfitelparty and one
extremeright movement organisation for country; (2) select the actors that have been
established for longer so to have more data and oatrg longitudinal analysis.
The research aims at investigating the relations between radgjetlpolitical parties and

extremeright movement organisations to understand how through these interactioightfar
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actors shape e ac honspancoeganisationd. indathocauntiiealy and a ¢ t
UK 1 the organisational variety of the faght milieu offered a number of different radical

right parties and extrermgght organisations that could have been chosen as the subject of the
analysis. Will describe the selection process for the Italian case study and next the one for the
UK case.

First, however, it is necessary to explain why | chose to analyse a single set of party and
movement in each country. This decision was made because in@wery out the irdepth
analysis required for each case study and collect data for all the three dimensions of the
relations, | had to limit the analysis to only one set per country of parties and movements. The
data collection and analysis process megiiby using Political Claim Analysis as a method is
burdensome and due to time constraints for the research, | could not extend the analysis to more
actors. By limiting the analysis to one movement organisation and one political party, the
relations thaparties and movements may have with different actors is, unfortunately, not taken
into account. However, | believe that the advantages deriving fromdepth analysis of two
set of parties and movement still outweigh the losses. By carrying out tlysisuad one set
of partymovement it is possible to uncover the dynamics behind their specific relations and it
is possible to grasp the changes occurring to the two actors and the context in which they
operate, irrespective of the relations they may hate others actors. The 3ear timeframe
allows to follow the developments of the actors through a long period of time and assess when
they do and do not interact and how these interactions shape their political course.

Turning to decision to empiricalvestigate Lega and CPI for the Italian case, the choice
was made because these two actors are the among the most visible sexldbhghed actors
in the Italian fafright. The organisational variety of faght actors in Italy offered multiple
subjedts for the purposes of this research, from political parties torslidu organisations and

the varieties irbetween of movemersgarties and movement organisations (Castelli Gattinara
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and Pirro, 2019; Froio et al., 2020). However, as political party $ehega (Nord) as it
represents the oldest party present in the lItalian parliament, and one of the most successful
radicatright party in the Italian scenario. The other political party that could have been chosen
for the anal ysi s)i Brathers of &#aly@®dbotuijn edad; PA19).IHowever, F d |
the party has not been selected as it has been founded only in 2012. Although FdI has its root
in previous ltalian faright partiesi such as MSI and AN its foundation date would leave
only 7 yearof analysis, reducing the tinfeame and preventing an extensive analysis of the
relations between parties and movements.

Regarding the choice of the movement organisation, CPI was chosen as the social
movement organisation as it has a national pregénoeghout the Italian territory that allows
a symmetric analysis with the political part
Italian farright milieu are Movimento Sociald=iamma Tricolore (MS-T) and Forza Nuova
(FN) (Catelli Gattinaa, 2019: 82). However, these two actors have not been selected because
they identify themself as political parties, have a high degree of institutionalisation, and
consistently took part to elections throughout their history (Catelli Gattinara, 201Qa@ayj
et al., 2012: 28). Although MET and FN are increasingly being identifying as movement
parties, due to their reliance on protest activities, their identification as movement organisation
would have been more problematic. On the other hand, CPtiéypidentifies itself as a
movement, took part only for a period of its existence to elections, and it is embedded in the
wider farright cultural and social mileu of the faght, resulting in a less controversial
designation as social movement orgation. Moreover M&T and FN are extreme right
parties that have not received any electoral breakthrough, while the aim of the research is to
investigate the relations that occur between radight parties and extrenright

organisations.
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Other extrera-right organisations active in Italy have not been chosen because they are
characterised by a prominent local or regional presence, that would prevent a symmetric
analysis at the national level between the party and the movement organisation. Leaka Azion
(Loyalty Action) is a faright organisation active predominantly in the Lombardy region and
more specifically around Milan. The same holds true for thefaswmst organisations
Generazione Identitaria (Generation Identity) and Skin4Skin, active predotlyi in Milan.
Other farright movements organisations, such as the Veneto Fronte Skinheads and Fortezza
Europea (European Fortress) are active almost exclusively in the Veneto region.

Turing to the UK case study, the same selection strategy used litalthe casevas
made. UKIP was the only possible decision, as it is the only radgtalparty in the country
(Rooduijn et al.; 2019)The British National Party (BNP) has not been selected as it is widely
regarded as an extremight party and not aadicalright one (Copsey, 2007; Ford and
Goodwin, 2010; Goodwin and Evans, 201Qh the other hand, trextremeright movement
sector is morevariegatedand different movement orgasationscould have been selected.
However, the same rationale used fag ttalian case study has been adopted. The English
Defence League is one if the oldest movement organisations in the UK, it managed to mobilise
a great number of supporters across the country, and it has been consistently present on the far
right UK scenesince its establishment in 2008. The other major organisations active in the
British streets were later established and would have limited the temporal scope of the analysis:
Generation Identity UK established in 2017; the Football Lads Alliainastabished in 2017;
the Justice for Women and Childrehas been established in late 2017 (Hope not hate; 2019).
Furthermore, other organisations are characterised by a local presence: the South East Alliance
T active mainly in the London area and Essex; CasUaitedi active mainly in London and

the South Coast. Finally, Blood&Honour has not been selected at it is an umbrella group of
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bands united by Nazi ideology and whose classification of social movement organisation is
problematic.

In conclusion, the twosets of partynovement selected allow an-depth and
longitudinal analysis that examines if and when interactions between these two actors occur
and how their interactions have played out during the eleven years of the analysis. Moreover,
they allow to amlyses the interactions between radigtght party and extremgght
movements so to grasp the relations that occur within thegtatr sector of the two countries

selected.

3.3 Methods

In order to empirically investigate theteractionsbetween faright parties and movements,

these have been conceptualized in terms of distance/proximity in three dimensions: frames,
actions, and organizations. In order to investigate each of these three dimensions, an
appropriate method will be used. To investigatev movements and parties frame their
discourses and assess how they have changed in the period under investigation, | use a Political
Claim Analysis and a content analysis of parties and movement documents. The Political Claim
Analysis (PCA) is also adoged to investigate the actions dimensions. Finally, the data to
investigate partiesd and movementsd organi z
overlapping memberships, are gathered through a document analysis of parties and
mo v e me nt s 0 neidvgpaperm@rdcies, and academic literature.

However, before illustrating in more details what are the methods that have been adopted,
it is important to discuss why they were chosen and why other methods were not used in this
research. In order to ingBgate the interactions between-feght parties and movements, |
could have adopted different tools that have been used in similar social enquires and more

specifically in the study of movements and parties. The method that could have helped to
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answer lhe question set out by this research is Social Network Analysis (SNA). SNA has been
consistently used by social movement scholars to investigate the organisational structure of
movements and to systematically assess the characteristics of the netwodanshiatte

social movements (Caiani et al., 2012: 30).

This method has also been used to specifically investigatigfaronline and offline networks

in an attempt to map and understand how different groups and actors interact with each other
and howhese interactions further contribute to
identity, repertoire of actions, and recruitment process (Tateo, 2005; Caiani et al., 2012; Caiani
and Parenti, 2016; Froio and Ganesh, 2019; Pirro et al., 2021). Howesaesearch is not

only interested in mapping the links that may exist between movements and parties, but how
their interactions evolve over time in order to assess when they are closer in the three
dimensions under analysis. As it has been argued byDia and Mi s he: ANet wor
traditionally focussed on presenting static snapshots of relations, often with an implicit (usually
bl ack box) claim that these have durability
structural and relatiohapproaches into social network analysis have successfully been made
(Diani, 2007), for the purpose of this research this method would not allow for a longitudinal
and indepth analysis needed to trace the different forms of interactions that may ewxéstrbe

parties and movement organisations.

In line with the ontological, epistemological, and methodological considerations made at the
beginning of this chapter, two methods to carry out the analysis in this research would have
been particularly approptiex participant observation and-depth interviews (della Porta,

2014; Balsiger and Lambelet, 2014). Through these methods, important data could have been
gathered on the action and organisational dimensions. In fact, through participant observation
to paty and movement eventsprotests, siin, commemorations, party rallyl could have

gathered data on the participants, if members of both party and movement were in attendance,
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on what issues were the events that both actors attended. Moreover, thrdegth interviews
with party and mo-hardetkaxglabasionsl oea aavdeaders unflerstasd
interpret, and perform interactions with movements/parties, what is the role of personal ties,
and what role these interactions play in their prditstrategies would have been provided. The
appropriateness of these methods and the invaluable quality of the data that would have been
gathered were at the basis of my original decision of including these methods in the research
design. However, whendtarted the data collection, in February 2020, few weeks later the
COVID pandemic disrupted my research plans and | was unable to carry out my field work.
Nevertheless, the need to understand from the own voices of the subjects of the research their
undersanding of the interactions with party/movement remained. This is why | have done an
extensive search for interviews in which party and movement leaders, as well as members,
released interview on this subject and | have extensively used quotations fsermtbeviews

to account for their own interpretation of movempatty interactions.

3.3.1.Political Claim Analysis

In order to investigate frames and actions of parties and movements, | carry out a Political
Claim Analysis. Before discussing how thmgarical analysis has been carried out, what are
the sources used, and how | coded the claims, | will discuss why this method has been chosen.
To study the actions dimension | had two options: to use Protest Event Analysis or
Political Claim Analysis. Ptest Event Analysis, PEA, has been developed as a method to
systematically map the protests activities of movements by using newspapers and police reports
(Koopmans and Rucht, 2002: 231). Political Claim Analysis, PCA, is a development of PEA
that takes ito account not only protest activities, but also conventional and discursive forms
of actions. PCA has been designed with the intent to merge the two competitive paradigms of

social movement studies: the more structural focused political opportunity aratitle more

69



discursive and cultural oriented framing process. In fact, it aims at extending the focus of the
analysis beyond the protest dimension and broadening the analysis to the public context in
which movements are embedded and therefore tracinigtdgractions that movements have

with other institutional and nemstitutional actors and the wide range of activities that they
carry out (Koopmans and Statham, 1999). This methodological innovation, combines the more
guantitative aspect of PEA with theore qualitative characteristics of frame analysis, allowing

to carry out an analysis on relatively big number of data but retaining some of the qualitative
complexity of reality.

PCA has the advantage, over PEA, to record not only protest events, fiéwzint
forms of political claim making (Koopmans and Statham, 1999). The choice to use PCA instead
of PEA is threefold: first, this research aims to investigate two different actors, not only
movement organisations, but also political parties, whose awivities are not protest based
and a PEA of political parties would not allow to gauge the activities undertaken by the latter.
Second, this research wants to investigatertteractionsbetween the two actors and these
interactions layat the intersetion of institutional and nemstitutional activities, PEA would
not allow to register these activities due to the focus on the protast (Castelli Gattinara,

2019: 83). Third, through the PCA | can also gather data on the frames that the actors unde
investigation use. In fact, claims, in their full form, have also frames attached that justify the
reasoning behind the actorsdéd actions. Theref
on epistemological and methodological considerations.

The un t of anal ysis of P Coh tha murposive end eublci m. I
articulation of political demands, calls to action, proposal, criticism, or physical attacks,
which, actually or potentially, affect the interests or integrity of the claimardgoamther
collectiveactore ( Koopmans et al ., 2005: 254). Accor

have two characteristics in order to be considered an instance of claims making. First, it needs
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to contain a reference to an actual and purpositieractherefore attitudes and opinions
attributed by media to the actors are not
considered a fascisty pe or gani sationodo i s not a c¢laim,

buil ding i n the onataneeloficlaitnsa ko fn gR o nseedc oinsd ,am c |

be political in naturedo and therefore relate
(Koopmans et al ., 2005: 258). For example: i
to2yeas in prison for stealing party moneyo i s

mi grants have rights onl y-clammwhérentleiaation alearlyc o u nt
identifiable.

In order to empirically carry out the analysis, this moet too takes inspiration from
Franzosi s story grammar (2004) and the cl ai
et al., 2005: 254):

1. The location of the claim (when and where)

2. Subject actor (who makes the claim)

3. Form of the claim (how?)

4. The addressee of the actor (to whom is the claim addressed)

5. The issues (what the claim is about)

6. Object actor (who is affected by the claim)

7. The frame of the claim (why?)

In reality it is rare to find a claim that has all these elements andh#jority of them can be
missing elements of this typical structure. Moreover, recording only the claims made by the
two actors object of this research, the who made the claims must be explicit, it must be the

organisation or single leaders that speabemalf of the organisations.
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Adopting this technique, | created a codebook in which for the claithe single unit of
analysisi | recorded, first, the issues on which parties and movements focus and | identified
seven broad categories that correspanthé main themes of the faght: sociceconomic,
cultural, (anti) Europe and EU, migration, law and order, organisation identityd the
residual categoryther(Castelli Gattinara, 2019: 83). These meta categories have been further
divided into smakr issues that allow a deeper analysis. In the appendix the full codebook can
be found, with all the sulssuescategories

Then the actors. For this variable, | have recorded the subject actors, that is subsequently
divided into two main broad categoriesigle politician/movement member and collective
actors.Next, the object actor, who undergoes the action, with the same singular or collective
specification and also if the object is an enemy or an ally of the subject actor. Since | am
interested on whis actually making the statement, the passive form of the sentences has been
made active so that the object actor is always-adat party or movement, or leaders speaking
on their behalf. For example, the sedbyence |
EDL protester outside a mosque in London because EDL was protesting British Muslims that
have joined |1 SIS in Syriad has been recorde
actor, Muslims as the object actor, and the issue in the cultuegjocgt The variable object
actor was coded on the basis of an epeded coded that could be expanded every time a new
one was found. This choice was made in order to maintain the complexity and multiplicity of
the real statements and grasp its more qiadé form. Fourth, actions. This variable has five
categoriesconventional actiongelectoral campaign and petitionglemonstrative actions
(authorised demonstrations, protestsjthitexpressive actionfcommemorations or national
party rallies),corfrontational actiongoccupations, unauthorised marches, blockadéedent

actions(both symbolical and physical) (Caiani et al. 2012; 79; Castelli Gattinara, 2019: 83).
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Moreover, | also record when the actions are being undertaken jointly by parties an
movements object of my research.

With the data of the Political Claim Analysis, | also measure the issue position of the
actors under investigation (Kriesi et al., 2012: 55). Following Kriesi and colleagues, | have
coded every relationship between thoditcal actor and the political issue. So, for each claim
recorded, has been assigned a value that ranges from-}1vidh intervals of 0.5. All the
categories of the issues have been operationalised as to measure the position of the actors
regarding lhe issues. So, the so@gsonomic issues category has been operationalised as
expressing support for economic liberalism and opposition to expansion of welfare state,
scoring +1, and claims in the opposite directiorlad he same for cultural issues, kds been
given for claims that express support for traditional values-anir claims that support
progressive values. And so on for each issue. In the appendix, the complete codebook is
provided. However, the discussion of the analysis of the issutomosill be discussed only
for the Italian case study, as for UK one, not enough claims on issues other than EU and
Cultural have been collected. The graphs with the issue positions of the UK case study, can be
found in the Appendix.

Below, an example af complete and incomplete claim and how it is divided into its elements.

Table3: Examples of complete and incomplete claims

Subject Form of | Addressee | Issues Object actor | Frame When | Location | With
actor claim (Atwhom) | (Wha) (For/against | (Why) (When other
(Who) (How) whom?) and actors
where
The EDL | occupied a calling to not | (against) for| because thq 2010 London NO
construction | local allow the| Muslims Islamification
site authorities | building of Britain
of a new needs to be
mosque halted
Borghezio | c al | e d | [LNvoters] against  the 2015 | Milano NO
a arrival of
manifestation migrants
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The data for the PCA have been retrieved through the digital archive Factiva and one quality
newspaper from each country and using as kegsvire name of the two different types of
organisationsAlthough PEA has been fruitfully used as a method to investigate the emergence

and evolution of contemporary social movements (McAdam, 1982; Tarrow 1989; Kriesi et al.,
2018; 2012,) the adoption dit s met hod, and its Aoffspringo
criticisms regarding the type of sources on which the data collection is based. More
specifically, since the majority of studies that adopted PEA have based it on newspapers, the
two main criticems have regarded the selection liiashat type of events are reported by
newspapers and the description bidsthe accuracy of the coverage (Earl et al., 2004). It has

been noted how newspapers are more likely to report on events that attract larger ati

people and that are more disruptive, disregarding smaller and peaceful events (Earl et al., 2004;
Hutter, 2014a: 350). Moreover, it has been noted how, generally, newspapers report more on
protests regarding issues that are at the centre of atienyicle, disregarding protests
concerning issues at the border of the political agenda (Hutter, 2014a: 351). Notwithstanding

this important criticism, newspapers are still being used at the primary source of data for PEA

and PCA, as they provide biggewadtages over other potential sources, such as activists and
police archives or news agency reports, and they have been proven to be an effective and
systematic resource to gather data to analyse ¢faaking activities (Koopmans et al., 2005:

261; Kriesiet al., 2012: 47; Hutter, 2014a: 351; Andretta and Pavan, 2018; Castelli Gattinara

et al., 2021, Pirro et al., 2021).

The main advantages of using newspapers tha
reliability, continuity over time, andeasto codi ngo ( Hutt er , 2014 a: 3
are regularly published, they have the inteiiest quality newspaper$ to report events
accurately, and guarantee the comparability of the data across time and also across space

(Kriesi et al., 2012: 4, Hutter, 2014a: 349). These advantages are all of great value for my
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research, since it focuses on national level; on national actors; on a long period of time (11
years); on all type of issues that the actors may deal with. This is why | have chosemte
newspaper per country that respect the following characteristics: their archives were digitally
available; have a continuous publication record for the period under investigation; have
national coverage; and they are not either extremely-wghg or leftwing. For these reasons,
the selected newspapers dr€orriere della Serafor the Italian case arithe Guardiarfor
the British case. The choice to use only one newspaper for country to collect the data for the
PEA is twofold. On the one hanlolased on previous studies that have adopted PEA and PCA,
it has been shown how adding more sources does not limit or mitigatelgwion bias
probl em, as other newspapers have different
toincludemorevent s does not necessarily |l ead to m
47; Catelli Gattinara et al., 2021). On the other hand, to control for possible bias in the
newspaper selection, | have carried out, for the Italian case study a samplasatgdgata
from the newspapeka Repubblica The data gathered show a trivial difference, from a
guantitively point of view, with those collected through the us# Gbrriere: in the period
01.01.20091.09.2010, for Lega, 165 claims have been gathredgh Repubblica and 147
with Corriere. For CPI, for the Hjfear period: 317 claims have been collected Wigh
Repubblicaand 347 withll Corriere. In appendix C, the data collected using La Repubblica
newspaper are available.
In conclusion, although g aware of potential problem relating to selection bias and
recognising that the data collected do not represent the entire universe of claims being made
by the farright actors analysed in this research, the choice to use only one quality newspaper
percountry is based on both empirical and methodological considerations.

The newspaper articles have been retrieved through the digital database of Factiva,

searching all articles mentioning the actor under investigation from 01.01.2009 to 31.12.2019.
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For the Italian case study, | have searched for articles, within the time frame that mentioned
CasaPound (or Casa Pound) and 1,603 articles have been read, out of these 345 claims have
been recorded. For the party, | have searched for all articles that merteedlord, from
01.01.2009 to 31.10.2017, and for Lega and Salvini from 01.11.2017 to 31.12.2019. The
different search has been necessary since the party changed its name in October 2017, dropping
the Northern from its name. For Lega, over 12,000 artitde® been read and 1,552 claims
collected.

For the UK case study, | have searched on Factiva, for the same time period 01.01.2009
T 31.12.2019, with the key word UKIP and the search produced 9,242 news articles that have
provided 860 claims. For the mavent organisation | have searched for all articles mentioning

EDL or English Defence League and 700 articles have been found, with 112 claims recorded.

3.3.2.Document Analysis

In order to investigate frames and discourses of parties and movementsll as e
organisational dimension of the interactions, | have collected data through the analysis of
parties and movementsdé document s, newspaper
and secondary sources that investigate parties and movengarigations.

With this research | have complemented the investigation of the frames dimension by
analysing, for the Italian case study, two LN manifestos that have been produced for the
national elections of 2013 and 2018, and two CPI manifestos thabbkameproduced fir the
same occasions. While, for the UK case study the analysis has been carried out on four UKIP
electoral manifestos: Empowering people, 201RIP, 2010) Believe in Britain, 2015UKIP,

2015) Britain Together, 201UKIP, 2017) and &ve Britain, 202QUKIP, 2020) Although
this last document is called the 2020 manifesto, it has been presented to the public in December

2019, for the snap general elections, and for this reason it has been included in the analysis.
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For the EDL, two missin statement, 2012 and 20@ DL, 2012;2016)and posts from their
website have been analysé2016b; 2016c; 2018) EDL6s website was ¢
therefore | have retrieved the data throtilglhweb archivevaybackmachine

Document analmpasi € psodadsyset é€or reviewing
and it is often used together with other qu
and develop empirical knowl edgeo (Bowen, 20
documents | trianguta the data gathered trough the PCA so to better assess the issues that are
being delt by the actors and how the focus changed over time. In order to maintain
comparability between the data collected through the PCA and those of the document analysis,
| have coded the documents using the same categories of the PCA.s€utasices are the
basic unit of anal ysi s us e-sentdnge cantaies eXddeiyond e st o
statement or message. In many cases, parties make one statement per, sentmoesults
in one quassentence equalling one full sentence. Therefore, the basic unitising rule is that one
sentence is, at minimum, one quase nt enceo ( Wer ner , Lacewel |,
each quassentences | have coded the issue andisaite using the same categories already
discussed in the PCA section.
The document analysis has been carried out also to gather data on the interactions that took
place in the organisational dimensitite data have been collected through the followiegsst
First, a review of parties and movements documents has been carried out to gather information
on their organisational characteristics. Then, these data have been analysed also with the
support of academic literature on the same topic, so to havenplete picture of the
organisational characteristics of these actors. After setting the background, through newspaper
articles | have gathered data that allowed me to trace the interactions in the organisational

dimension, and more specifically in the threifferent features that | have discussed in the
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t heoretical chapter: (1) | eadersd personal t
members; (3) common supporters.
The data have been collected through the following steps: first, whilgngpout the

PCA, | have highlighted the newspapers articles where party starting point first data through
which | traced their interactions. Next, | also highlighted the newspaper articles that reported
on joint events of mobilisation andesidesecoding the claims accordingly for the PCA, |
have also run an additional search on Factiva and Google to search for other reports of the same
events searching for interviews and comments that the participants gave regarding their
presence at the joint evenighis further search has been carried out not only on Factiva but
also on Google so to find sources whose archives are not present on Factiva. It is important to
note that the data that have been gathered through these additional searches have not been
recorded in the PCA, but they have been only used for the analysis of the organisational
dimension. Finally, | have also used party and movements documents where they have openly
referenced the alliances or suppitynftthedataant ed
were gathered through the analysis of mo v em
partiesd websites and documents did not cont
Although the data that would have been gathered through interviews aticippat
observation would have given a more complete picture of the interactions on the organisational
dimension, | believe that the data collected offer a solid base on which the analysis is then
carried out.The table below summaries the methods tlaaehbeen used for each dimension
of the interactions.

Before turningo the next chapter, it needs to be clarifsb that the in order to assess
when the issues owned by the-feght become moreisible in the public debate, the data have
been gathered by using the standard Eurobarometer for theeatlof the analys

(Eurobarometer, 2009; 2010; 2011; 2012; 200342 2015; 2016; 2017; 2018; 201B) fact,
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respondents of the Standard eurobarometer are always asked what are the most important issue
facing their country. Being these data available throughut the period of the research and for
boht Italy and the UK hey have been used to assess when the issues of immigration and law
andorder become more visible in the public debate.

Having discussed the research design and the methods, the dissertation turns now to the
empirical analysis of the two case studidfie next chapter examines the Italian case study,

and the following the UK one with the interactions between UKIP and the EDL.

Table4: Summary of methods

Interaction dimension Methods Sources

Frames Political Claim Analysis News articles retrieved troug
Document Analysis Factiva electoral manifestgs
party and movements document

Actions Political Claim Analysis News articles retrieved troug
Factiva
Organisations Document analysis Parties and movemen

documents; secondary literature
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4. Farright partymovement interactions. The case of Lega and
CasaPounttalia

In this chapter the analysis of the interactioesveen the party Lega Nord and the movement
organisation CasaPound Italia is carried out. First, a brief history of the two actors is carried
out to set the stage of the analysis. The next three sections contain the analysis of the
interactions in each dhe three dimensions to test the hypotheses set out in the theoretical
framework. First, the analysis of the interactions in the frames dimension; then, the analysis of
the interactions in the actions dimension; third, the analysis of the interactiom® in t

organisational dimension. Finally, a discussion of the data concludes the chapter.

4.1. Lega Nordrom Padania first to Italians first

Lega Nord (LNi Northern League) has been founded by Umberto Bossi in 1991, who brought
together a variety of automist movements that demanded autonomy for the productive
Anortho of l'taly. Since its establishment,
extensively administrated some of the wealthiest regions of Italy. At the time of writing, LN is
the oldesparty in the Italian Parliament and in the 2019 European elections gained over the
34 per cent of the national vote share, becoming the first Italian party in terms of electoral
support.

The history of the LN can berdioviachead tihret di ¢
erao (Al bertazzi et al ., 2018: 647) . The t
|l eadership of Matteo Sal vini concerned even
from its title, becoming only Lega (the League). The nah@nge represented only the formal

adjustment to the new, de facto, ideological and organisational characteristics of the party.
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411.] SAF b2NR dzy RSNJ -85 A Q4 f SIFIRSNAKALI O0mp
As argued by McDonnell, the most useful term that describes LN undesBo6 s | eader s
Aregionalist populismo (2006:126). The two
party were its regionalist character and its populist discourse. Bossi advocated for a territorial
cause: autonomy, independence, or devolutioime northern part of Italy depending from

the circumstances, whether in government or in oppositinom the central Italian state
(Albertazzi et al., 2018: 648; Mazzoleni and Ruzza, 2020: 70). The articulation of these
regionalists demands was deathrough the use of a populist message that pitted the honest,
hardworking people of the north against the corrupt elites of the central government in Rome

that did not have the interests of the northern people at heart. (McDonnell, 2006: 127). The
efficacy of the populist frame for the electoral fortunes of the LN is linked to the political
context of the years 19911992. As Tarchi argued, the electoral success of LN is due to a
conjunction of factors that facilitated its emergence and success, stiehassthe declining

strength of traditional ideological partieshe Christian Democratic, the Communist Party,

and the Socialist Parfy that lost their mobilisation capacity and diminished their territorial
presence; the economic crisis that followed €nd of the 1980s; an increase in the number of
immigrantsi a phenomenon that until the 1980s was almostaxistent (2008, 8B88;

Albertazzi and Vampa, 2021: 8). However, a decisive role was played by the corruption
scandals and judiciary investigai® that took place in 1991992 and ended th
Republico. In fact, these scandals increasec
and allowed the populist frame adopted by LN to widely resonate with the daily lives of
disaffected citizes that saw the politicians in Rome as wasting the resources that the
productive north was producing (Tarchi, 2008: 87). In this political context, the first striking
electoral success of LN took place. In the 1992 general elections, LN gained 8.7 pétle=nt

national vote share, resulting the fourth party in the Italian parliament.
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The first national government experience came only two years later, in 1994, when LN entered
the government in coalition with the newly founded party of Silvio Berlus¢angza Italia.

Three important Ministries were assigned to LN: the Ministry of the Interior, the Minister of
Industry, and the Minister of Budget. However, the cohabitation came to a swift end only 8
months later, in December 2012. The inability to impdseown issues on the government
agenda and the risk of compromising ruining the-ast@blishment rhetoric of the party, made
Bossi withdraw its support, bringing to an end the first Berlusconi government (Bulli and
Tronconi, 2011: 57). LN then decidedsigpport the transitional government of Lamberto Dini
and in the following 1996 general elections decided to run alone against bothlefrans
centreright coalitions. This decision proved to be successful in terms of votes as it gained 10.1
per centof the vote share, the best result until the Salvini era. Despite the electoral results, a
left-wing coalition gained the control of both chambers and LN remained in the opposition.
The following five years will see the LN outside not only the nationaégowent but also in

the northern regions in which it was the biggest party, as it was unable to gain a majority on its
own. The inability to gain power forced Bossi to moderate its aims andetatee talks with
Berlusconi in order to form a coalition @édrtazzi and Vampa: 2021: 10).

The LN returned in government in the summer of 2001. Bossi joined the -cigihitre
electoral coalition led by Berlusconi with the promise that should they gain the majority, the
new government would reform the constitutinrorder to grant more autonomy to the regions.
The shift from advocating independence of Padania, to regional autonomy is what allowed the
LN to return in power and overcome its marginalisation from the other eggltteparties
(Albertazzi and Vampa,(21: 11). At the same time, the LN increased its focus on new issues
such as immigration, laaandorder, and culture, positioning itself in line with the other
European radicalight parties (Bulli and Tronconi, 2011: 70). This second government

experiencehas been more successful in terms of
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approved by the Parliament in 200but later rejected by a referendiinand more stringent

i mmi gration | aw was i ftirmmddudedv.i rwhad &2 ,i nt hge

was able to retain its populist narrative and continued to present itself as an outsider of the
political mainstream. The attacks against the corrupt nature of the Italian party system and the

inefficiency of the national government, limited by supgtional organisations such as the

Central European Bank, remained part of Boss

power (Tarchi, 2008: 92).
The LN remained in government during al/|l

2006 and returned in @ernment beside its ally also in 2008, after the two years of the centre

|l eft government | ed by Romano Prodi. The mer

Alleanza Nazionale into the newly created Popolo delle Liberta {faople of Freedom) in

late 2007, meant that the new righihg coalition was made of only two parties, the PdL and

the LN. The LN secured the 8.3% of the vote and 2 key Ministries: Roberto Maroni as the
Interior Minister, Luca Zaia as minister of agricultural policy. Thisqubm office saw the LN
increase even more its focus on the issues of migration and Euroscepticism, that acquired
renewed salience in the public debate following the start of the financial crisis. During this
third time i n gover naperaved in 2009 en tlieNsaue ofawdd | a w
order and other laws on the fiscal federalism. Moreover, during this period in power, the LN
achieved the 10% of the vote at the European elections in 2009 and the government of two
northern regions, Veneto and Pieoht, in the 2010 regional elections (Albertazzi and
McDonnell, 2015: 37). LN period in power ended in November 2011 when the Berlusconi
government fell and the new technocratic government of Mario Monti was established. The
LN strongly opposed the creatio of t he Monti 6s government, S

EU, and moved into opposition.
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After the end of the time in power, for thi
leadership came to an end on the 5th of April 2012 following the finarc@alsls that saw
Bossi hi mself and his family accused of appr
after the news of the scandal, party members as well as supporters, called for the resignation
of the leader that built much of its political ear on the accusation of corruption of other
parties (Albertazzi and Vampa, 2021: 11). Bossi presented its resignation as party leader and a
new national party congress was called. In July 2012, the congress elects Roberto Maroni as
new party leader. Undéiar oni 6 s | eadership, the LN takes
in coalition again with Berlusconi ds PdL. L N
right coalition did not achieve the majority of the vote, due also to the presence wf a ne
political actor in the Italian Parliament, the Movimento 5 Stelle that gained over the 25% of
the vote.

Following the disappointing electoral results of the national elections, party primaries
were called to elect a new leader. The elections saw twdidaas: Bossi, who attempts a
comeback into the life of the party, and Matteo Salvini, a partymb er si nce 1990
Member of the EU Parliament since 2004. The primary saw Matteo Salvini being elected new
leader of the party with over 80% of thef@rence and under its leadership the LN will undergo

significant transformations from its ideology, to its strategy, to its party name.

4.1.2.From Regionalism to Nationalig | £ A Yy A Qé&pregeGtHl O H A MO

Few days after his election as party leadalyi8i apologised for his past remarks toward
southern peoplé defined during its career up until that moment as parasites, lazy, and
culturally incompatible with Northern people (La Repubblica, 1.12i11And begun the
transformation of the party fromragionalist populist, to a fullfledge populist radical right

party (Albertazzi et al., 2018: 649). Salvini, since the first weeks of his leadership, attempted
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to shift the focus from t he itnaneetySduthesnsand fni nt
the political elitein Romét o i e x t e r innaigrante ancktineiEE golitical elites (Froio,

2021: 253). This ideological shift corresponded to the creation of a sister party established with

the aim to contest local and regional elections in théhsofultaly: Noi con Salvini (NcS; Us

with Salvini) (Zulianello, 2021: 230). The focus on migration and Euroscepticism is not an
innovation introduced by Salvini, as these i
LN, but under Salvini the regionsl element of the party is underplayed until it disappears
completely, and its new main ideological features are populism, nativism, and authoritarianism,

in line with other radicafight parties in Europe (Albertazzi et al., 2018: 650; McDonnell and

Vampa, 2016: 110).

The first elections that the new party leader had to contest, were the EU elections in May
2014. These elections sign an important turning point that highlight the shift of the party from
its regionalist character to a nationalist, populsgticatright one. On the one hand, the LN
presented a candidate in the centre district (in Italy, for the EU elections, the country is divided
into five districts: Northeast, Northwest, Centre, South, and Islands) and it forged an alliance
during the &ctoral campaign with the extremnght organisation, CasaPound ltalia. As a
result of the alliance, Mario Borghezio, a lesiginding member of the LN is elected in the
European Parliament. On the other hand, following the EU eledtintere the LN acleives
6% of the votes and 5 MEPs are eledteSalvini forges an alliance with other radicajht
parties in the European Parties, establishing the Europe of Nation and Freedom (ENF) group
in the European Parliament (McDonnell and Werner, 2019: 127). iM@be two moves,
Salvini shifted the party toward more radicght positions, abandoning the regionalists
ideology of its predecessor and positioning its party along other European populistriigbtcal
parties such as the French Front Nationale, teedém Party of Austria (FPO), and the Dutch

Party for Freedom (PVV).
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The electoral alliance with CPI will be discussed and analysed throughout the chapter as it
constitutes the period of stronger interactions between the party and the movement
organisatio, but at this point suffice to say that it represented an innovative strategic choice

made by the new LN leader. The choice to contest the EU elections in the Centre district when
the party did not have any local presence, and the affinity with sorne ioigological positions

of CPI made the alliance possible. Short after the EU elections, the alliance will be interrupted
and the LN will build a more consistent presence in the centre and south of Italy due to the
creation of the party Noi con Salvini.

After the 2014 EU elections, LN worked to build a presence for its party throughout the
country while also focusing on the next national elections in 2018. In these years, Salvini lays
the foundations for the electoral campaign that will see his parheanast voted within the
centreright alliance. He increased his own presence on all social media, from Facebook to
Twitter and Instagram, as well as the online presence of the LN. Salvini and its social media
manager, Luca Morisi, used these platforms$aitprecise strategy that, as it has been argued
by Zulianello, bridged the physical and digital activism of the party (2021: 234). The strategy
ATV, ret e, t -eTelevisiano anline, derritéryl) Rohsisted in coordinating the
activities of the pdy on the ground, online, but also on traditional networks, amplifying its
messages and showing the party leader and activists as being present and active in the territory
(Zulianello, 2021: 235).

Beside the activities online, Salvini also published akbm which he presented its
Adream to change the countryo where he prese
life anecdotes (Salvini, 2016: 10). An entire chapter of the book is dedicated to the anarchist
songwriter Fabrizio de André, wheral@ni has an imaginary dialogue with the late author
and tries to convince him of the fact that migrants and Roma people are at the most pressing

issue in the country and that the money that the Italian government spends on migrants could
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instead be use help unemployed Italians and those without a house, and those who decide

to work abroad (Salvini, 2016: 465 ) . I n Salvinibés book the ke
focus of the new LN are discussed: the increased focus on migration and tHedscefadjee
crises depicted as an Ainvasiono that needs
for the closure of Roma camps, the attacks against the Euro currency and the EU, the attacks
against Islam; the requests to increase the money fimend change the law for the self

defence As previously stated, these are not new themes for the LN, but they became the party
central ones and the traditional theme of federalism disappears completely.

Few weeks prior to tMNer2®la8asl|l dactoipgpresd, ftrkt
symbol, whose name changed in Lega. The party name change does not only reflect the new
nationalist ambition of the party, but was made also for bureaucratic and administrative
reasons. In fact, at the end of 2017 a newypaas registered by Roberto Calderoli, Lega per
Salvini Premier (Lega), in an attempt to limit the effects of the judicial investigation that
regarded the misappropriation of funds under
230). The creatin of this new party entity meant that in the north of Italy the organisation of
the old LN now corresponded with those of the new Lega, while in the South of Italy the Noi
con Salvini Premier dissolved into the new Lega (Zulianello, 2021: 231).

The 2018 kections saw Lega taking part to the elections in coalition with the other right
wing parties. After years during whiimailly Sal vi
due to the support that t hei&rmeleéedaaal afjianeent ed t
for the 2018 elections was built between LN, Fl, the newly created party of Giorgia Meloni
Fratel i doél t al i-aght(pdrted. The estabtisthmemtiofrthe alliarce was mo e
easy task due to theydettawcBamlces odniSadmwd nhi ¢
the leadership role of the old ally. In the end, Salvini entered the coalitions but first made a deal

with the other party leaders that the role of prime minister will go to the leader of the party that
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gets themost vote. Salvini will result the leader of the righihg party that achieved the most
votes in the coalition.

At the 2018 national elections, Lega gathered 17,4 % of the vote, the best electoral result
of the party since its establishment. Moreovhg party received significant results in the
central and southern regions of Italy, territories that until that moment had never supported the
party (Albertazzi et al., 2018: 645). However, the cerigbt coalition di non achieved the
majority of the toal votes. After a brief stalemate, Salvini reached an agreement with the M5S,
the most voted party, and the Lega returned
juni or partnero, but as an equal al hengw wi t h
Giuseppe Conte government, saw Salvini with the role of-Preee Minister and Interior
Minister. Lega had also the control of other key ministerial offices such as Agricultural Policy,
Education and Research, Public Administration, and Familyni@ald his party had a great
influence on the policynaking process of the government and after only few months an
important decre¢aw for Lega was approved, theescal | ed fAdecreto Salvin
and security. This decree gave Salvini the ooty to present himself as an effective policy
maker since it was on the key themes Salvini had been campaigning and also to appear like the
most efficient of the two coalition partners. In fact, polls and opinion surveys showed how after
just few weeksrito government Salvini increased his popularity and his party popularity. On
the wake of Lega renewed strength, the party went into the 2019 EU elections as the most

popular party and it achieved an impressive 34,3% of the vote.

Table5: Lega (Nord), Vote share in National and European elections-2008

National elections LN vote share EU elections LN vote share

2008 8,3% 2009 10,20
2013 4,1% 2014 6,1%
2018 17,4 2019 34,3
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Table6: Lega (Nord)in opposition and in power 2068019

Government Start date End date LN Government/opposition
Berlusconi IV 08/05/08 16/11/11 Government

Monti 16/11/13 28/04/13 Opposition

Letta 28/04/13 22/02/14 Opposition

Renzi 22/02/14 12/12/16 Opposition

Gentiloni 12/12/16 01/06/18 Opposition

Conte | 01/06/18 05/09/19 Government

Conte Il 06/09/19 13/02/21 Opposition

After the EU election results, Lega resulted the most voted party in Italy and the popularity of
Salvini increased even further. Salvini convinced hifrieat he was strong enough to govern

the country without the M5S partner and withdrew the support to the Conte government,
believing that new elections would be called. However, things went differently. The M5S, the

Democratic Party (PD), and other mirpgarliamentary groups reached an agreement to form a

new government, |l ed again by Giuseppe Cont e.

opposition. The data collection for this dissertation end at this moment, the end of 2019, when

Lega is again ostde national government.

4.2.CasaPound Italia. TRascists of the Third Millennium

CasaPound ltalia (CPI) was officially established in 2008, when its l¢a@ianluca lannone

T announced the creation of a new political group after he and his suppeetre expelled by

the party Movimento Socidtiamma Tricolore (MS-T). However, the roots of the group can

be traced a decade earlier, in 1997 with the creation of the rock band ZetaZeroAlfa (ZZA),
whose leader (and singer) was lannone himself. The wantd have a pivotal role in the
creation, identitybuilding, and socialisation of the extremght ideas of the group. The lyrics

of ZZAb6s songs represented the first ideol
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globalisation}, violencé, fascisn®, and politics all found space (Castelli Gattinara et al., 2013:
243). During the concerts, that at the beginning mostly took place in the pub Cutty Sark, dozens
of extremeright youngsters of Rome and its outskirts meet and had the chance to socthlise a
share their thoughts on the main issues discussed also in the songs, from politics to history,
from | ove to war, and revolution. In the wo
soul so6 and thanks to ZZA t he Agrreewp bafg geeat iawmic
cohesiveo (CasaPound Italia, 2021).

As stated clearly in CPIlI O0s website, since
lannone was more interested in expressive and symbolics acts that could give voice and space
to the youngactivists, than to institutional politics (CasaPound Italia, 2021). Accordingly, the
group led by lannone begun to carry out a series of demonstrative actions, such as the attempt
to disrupt the emission of the testsdetd byahe @A Bi ¢
studentwing groupBlocco Studentescthe Student Blck, that could catch the attention of
the media (Castelli Gattinara et al., 2013: 244).

One of the most important events for the development of the group was the occupation
in July 20120of an abandoned building in the suburbs of Rome that the group renamed
CasaMontagThe group used this building as a place to gather, carry out concerts, and cultural
events. The occupation @fasaMontagvas the first of a series of buildings occupatitivet

the group namedOccupazioni Non ConformiNonCompliant Occupationsand that

! The songBoicottas t a tNes#lé, CodeCola,/Revion, Nike,/Virgin, De Fonseca,/Jaffa, Del Monte,/Superga,

Golia, /!l Ariel, Mc Donal dés, / Will facesof g moBstouseptoj@ddl childfeisdi e | | , Ca
a perfect world/ /Unde the mask of your altruisiilillions of victims of neoliberliabiReject
homologation¥Boicot hypocrisyFight the multinational of the New World Ordér ( Ful | text avai
https://zetazeroalfa.org/telti

2The songNel dubbio menas t at e s : iNo, donodt worry/ when in doubt,
Accademia della sassaiolat at e s : filtés raising the rage/ to destr (
someone is cryin@d;t atnkeem sdmg eGhi mghirasm: | 611 grab my
aim the target/ fourth: mitps./Eatazaroalia. erd/te36/ (Full text ava
3The songRose rosse dale cacie nerest at es: #fAltés only red roses from th
bl owing/ and how inflated the sails are! [/ 1tés only

thousands springt i metps:/zetaderalfd.drg/teté xt avai l abl e at:
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constituted a pillar of the political development of the group (Froio et al., 2020: 28). This is for
two reasons, on the one hand the occupied building served as a spheedgi@up to build

their community and offer a space to its supporters to meet and discuss. On the other hand, the
occupations served the purpose of attract media attention and therefore visibility by using a
tactic that was usually used by leftng socal-centres. The strategy of buildings occupation
continued in the months that followed the establishment of CasaMontag and in December 2003
a group led by lannone occupied an abandoned building in the centre of Rom&squtiao
neighbourhood. Thisrie the building was namedgiasaPoundthe House of Pound, but the

aim of the occupation had a different political nature. In fact, this time the occupation had a
housing purpose and served to house 23 families, among which also the ones of the group
leaderdannone and Di Stefano (Froio et al., 2020: 29). CasaPound became the headquarter of
the group that became known to the wider public with the same name.

Building occupationsoon became the most used tactic of the group that at that moment
focused almosexclusively on the housing crisis in Rome and campaigned for the housing
rights of Italians. The reference in CasaPound is to Ezra Pound, the American poet who
believed that rent was fiusuryo and who was
(Castlli Gattinara et al., 2014: 161). Other buildings in Rome were occupied with the same
housing purpose in the followingmonth€ asa dél t al i a Parioli, Casa
dol t al iiautthey had heansoon cleared out by police forcasgound Italia, 2021).
However, the Esquilino building, CasaPound, is still at the time of writing being occupied by
the group, 19 years later.

Following the occupation of CasaPound, the group led by lannone made its first contact
with institutional politcs, by entering the party Movimento Sociéli@mma Tricolore (MS
FT). However, this partnership lasted only few months. In December 2008, lannone occupied

the headquarters of MBT and requested a party congress to discuss what he thought the party
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needed more focus on movement actions and the requests of the younger activists and less
attention to partypolitics and institutional activities (Froio et al., 2020: 29). The occupation of
theMSFT | ed to the expul sion of idtelyafterplaneofes gr oL
formally registered a new charitaleganisatioft CasaPound ltalia.

CasaPound Italia was formally established and since the beginning it identified as a
movement organisation rather than an institutional party, focusing exactishanlannone
claimed MSFT was lacking: street protests, cultural and expressive events, space for youth
activities, and violence. In the first years since its formal establishment, CPI activists continued
to focus mostly on the issue of the housing ciiisiRome and the related campaign for the
Mutuo Sociale (social mortgage). However, within few years the political agenda of the
organisation widened to include also migration, economy, welfare, European Union,
Environment (Froio et al., 2020: ch 3). P&#y to the broadening of the political agenda, CPI
rapidly developed a net of local branches throughout the lItalian territory, as well as thematic
organisation that spanned from the already mentioned student orgaridatiom Studentesco
to the enviromental onel(a Foresta che Avanzathe sport onelLfa Muvra), and the civic
protection onel(a Salamandra Within few years, CPI went from having 60 local branches in
Italy in 2013, to more than 150 in 2018, covering most of the national territory (@traiq
2020:30).

Although CPI has adopted throughout its life the repertoire of actions typical of a movement
organisation, by mixing confrontational, demonstrative, expressive, and violent actions, it has
also entered the electoral arena and took foalbcal and national elections. As Froio and

colleagues have argued

4 CasaPound ltalia is formally registeradgth the legal status of a neuofit association Assocciazione di
promozion socialeand this allow the organisation to have financialdfis, donations and yearly donations from
taxpayers. (see: Froio et al., 2020:63).

93



ACPI is still torn between the need for | e
politics, and the propensity toward soci al
Diani20016: 170) . CPl 6s hybrid approach to
activism is important, this does not exclude electoral participation, so that contentious
actions coexist with conven202009Mal for ms of
In 2013, @I presented its own list of candidates for the national elections, and Simone Di
Stefano, vicepresident and spokesperson of the organisation, ran as a candidate for the mayor
of Rome and president of the Lazio region. The lists presented by CPI atitmalnaegional,
and local elections did not reach even 1% of the vote share. The national list reached only 0,13
percent of the votes. However, the leader of CPI, lannone, emphasised how for CPI the most
important aspect was to be able to collect theaigres necessary to present the lists on all
different levels of competition and the visibility that their candidates had on national media,
emphasising the organisational effort that the group has made, as well as the possibility for CPI
candidatestokeendi cat e on nati onal media Athe prid
2013).

The 2014 European elections saw CPI active again in the electoral arena. This time the
extremeright group supported the election of LN candidate, Mario Borghezio. Although
March 2014, Di Stefano cl aimed that CPIl coul
to even pronounce theEWoonldy litml wor asia bhé¢caa
party had always fAsigned and gBoW etrmeat iwestoh
damaged ltaly (CasaPound Italia, 2014), few weeks later a collaboration between the two
groups was reached. CPI actively participated in the electoral campaign of Borghezio that run
for EU parliamentary seat in the centre district ofyleahd who was successfully elected at the
EU parliament. During the weeks and months that followed the EU elections, CPIl and LN took

part to a series of events togethas the data collected for this research will later discuss in
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more detailg the biggst of which the demonstrations against the national government that

took place in Milan in October 2014 and in Rome in February 2015. The partnership between

LN and CPI was renewed also in occasion of the local elections that took place at the end of
May 2015. For this elections, candidates of CPIl were either inserted into the lists of LN or Noi
con Sal vini (in the South of ITtaly), or intec
2015 elections (CasaPound, 2015). However, later in 2015 theegship between the two
organisations terminated. Salvini never clarified what led to the distance himself from the
extremeright group, and also CPI never issued any clear statement on the matter, beside an
interview where Di Stefano claimed Salvini faneed to preserve the alliance with Berlusconi

and the centreight parties, over the relations with CPI.

Beside the engagement in the electoral arena, in the year@0&4CPI had also been
active in the streets protesting mainly against the natiansdrgments Mont i 6 s, Lett a
R e n zii adds the austerity cuts they implemented and increasingly against immigrants.
Although the issue of migration has not been central for the group at its beginning, following
the start of the soalled immigration csis with the increase in the numbers of refugee arriving
in ltaly as well as the increased salience of the issue in the public debate, CPI capitalised on
this situation and increasingly mobilised on this issue (Froio et al. 2020: 113; Castelli Gattinara,
2017).

The mix between contentious and institutional politics characterised CPI in the following
years. In fact, next to the street protests, occupations, and violent clashes with police forces and
opponents, CPI also continued to run for local and nateleations. In 2016, CPI list received
7% of the vote in the city of Bolzano and elected one representative in the city council (CIT).
In 2017, the best electoral perform of CPI list took place in the city elections in Rome, where
Luca Marsella obtained me than 9% of the votes in the suburb of Ostia and was elected in

the municipal council (La Repubblica, 06.11.17). At the 2018 national elections, CPI went
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from the 0,13% and 48,000 votes of 2013 to almost 1% and 600,000 votes. In absolute numbers

the reslts are insignificant within the bigger picture of the Italian party system, but for CPI

they represented a big success and thepvicee si dent Di Stefano c¢cl ai m
parties and institutions neea<xR018).dnexmedtedly,us i n
however, in June 2019, CPI leader lannone announced that his organisation would no longer
take part to elections and instead would focus exclusively on contentious politics (CasaPound

Italia, 2019). This decision, though, was s&tla in case of the 2020 communal elections in

Bol zano, were CPI run with a | i st of candid
exceptiono in the new course of the organi s:
someone else our proposad |, ul ti mately the deci sion was

(CasaPound ltalia, 2020). At the time of writing, may 2022, the elections in Bolzano, result the

only exception to the decision taken by CPI in June 2019.

Table7: CPI, Voe share in National and European elections 22039

Nationalelections CPI vote share EU elections CPI vote share
2013 0,13
2018 0,950

2019 0,33%

The data collected in this research end in 2019, with CPI focusing on its movgpent

activities and terminating its electoral experiences. Since then, CPI has gone through a period

of internal turmoil and it is also under a judicial process that could lead to its outlawing. In fact,

in February 2022, Di Stefano, the \ipeesident and one of theskorical leaders, announced

his exit from CPI without specifying the reasons behind his decision. CPI commented that the

Di Stefano was only interested in institutio
group (CasaPountalia, 2022). At he same time, CPI is under investigation in Bari, for
Aattempting to reconstituting the Fascist Pa

of this, CPI could be banned under Italian law and its experience end (La Repubblica, 21.1.22).
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The chager turns now to the interactions that have occurred between the two organisations in
order to understand when these interactions took place and how these interactions affected

UKI' P and EDLG6s frames, actions, and organi sa

4.3.Lega Nord and CasaPddtaliainteractions in the frames dimension

This section investigates the interactions that have occurred between LN and CPI in the frames
dimension. The data collected through the PCA and the content analysis of party and movement
manifestos are prest in order to test the hypotheses advanced in the theoretical chapter
about the proximity in the frames, which posited tparties and movements are more likely
to be closer in the frame dimension when topics that they own, such as immigration and law
and order, become more visible and when the party is electorally Wiesk the data that have
been collected through the PCA for both actors are analysed, next the data collected through
the analysis of LN and CPIl 6 sd Tasedtidnesdludes and
with a discussion of the results.

The claims of the PCA have been retrieved through the digital archive Factiva and all
news articles, for the period 20@919, from the daily newspaper Corriere della Sera with

mentions of CasaPodritalia (CPI) and Lega Nord (until November 2017 and then loedya)

Table8: Lega, total claims by issue focus 262®19

Number of claims Percentage

Socieeconomic 426 27
Cultural 149 10
Europe and EU 79 5
(anti) Migration 335 21
Law & Order 200 13
Organisation ldentity 245 16
Other 118 8

N 1552 100
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Table9: CPI, total clams byissue focu20092019

Number of claims Percentage

SocieEconomic 62 18
Cultural 65 18
EU 2 1
Migration 62 18
Law & Order 22 6
Organisation ldentity 132 39
Other 0 0

N 345 100

have been analysed. There are 1,897 claims for the Italian case study: 1,552 clahnarfdr
345 forCPI.

By looking at Table8 and9, it can be observed howeitherLN nor CPl are singleissue
party, instead they both deal with a variety of issues. We can expect that different issues will
dominatethe discourses of the actors depending both on the external opportunities (economic
crisis, migration crisis), bulso strategic and ideological choices of the actors (when they are
in government or opposition, for the party and contesting elections or engaging ibateet
activities for the movement).

From an aggregate level, the most important issue overall for Lega is theson@mic,
it represents 27 percent of the total share of the claims of the party. The second most important
is the migration issue with 21 percent of the total tre third the lavandorder issue with 13
percent of claims. Cultural issues and the European Union receive far less attention than the
other issues. A total of 245 claims where of an ideological nature, meaning they do not express
a position on a policyssue, but rather they reaffirm their main ideological tenets, such as the
independence of Padania or the shift from a regional to a national identity.

CPlis also not a singlessue movement, and although the majority of its claims are of

an ideologicatype, in which mostly they reaffirm some sort of connection with the Fascist era
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Figure 1: Lega, Issue focus by ye2009-2019
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or Fascist figures, all the other issues are represented in the claims of the movement. Socio
economic issues, mostly restricting welfare benefits to Italians, culturakjssigrationand

law and order are all high in their agenda, while they do not really talk about the European

Union, which is only identified in 2 claims out of 345.

Figure 2: CPI, Issue focus by year 202919
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The aggregate tia already provides a clear data: neither of the actors under investigation is
single issue. In order to understand how the focus on the issues changes over time and when
the party and the movement are closer in the frames dimension, the rest of timepsestats

an analysis of the claims by issue type and by year. First-soomomic issues are discussed,

then cultural issues, Europe and European Union, migration issues, aaddavwder issues.

Each subsection on issues presents first an analysth@fsingle actors and then how they

compare to determine when they are close.

4 .3.1. Socieeconomic issue

Thesoci,ee conomi c issue is the main focus of Leg
around socigeconomic matters, such as welfare, taxedgbt) and institutional reforms. For

CPI, the socieeconomic issue represents 18% of the total claims and the vast majority of the
claims involve requests for improved welfare measures for Italians only and more specifically

exclusive access to council lems. The issue position is recorded for each claim on a scale

Figure 3: Lega,Socio-economic issudsy year20092019
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from -1 (support for welfare state and state intervention) to +1 (opposition to welfare, economic
liberalism) with 0.5 intervals.

Thefocusonsocie conomi ¢ affairs changes over ti me
in government from 2002010, the claims for this issue represent slightly more than 20 percent
of the total. However, the share increases to 3B4hpercent in 2011 and 2012 due to the
break out of the economic crisis and the pr
budget cuts. The issue focus on this issue decreases from 2013, the year in which Salvini
became the new secretary of the pamd until 2018, when Lega returned to government in
alliance with the 5 Star Movement. Beside the years of the Monti government when the protest
against its budget cuts represented a large share of claims of Lega, the focus on this issue is
greater wherthe party is in government and it is predominantly around the need to cut taxes
for the middle class (the battle for the flat tax becomes the centralesmmomic issue in the
years of the yellovgreen government), the need to create new infrastructamelstackle
unemployment.

As shownin Figure5, themean value of the soceconomic issue is stable around the

value of 0. This is not surprising since this party has fought against the austerity measures
declared by the Monti government, but their opj@s was always been limited to the
opposition toward the cuts directed to regions and provinces of the north. In fact, the majority
of their claims are specifically about how unfair it is for northern administrations at the city,
provincial and regiondkevels to have their budget cut as for the southern regions even if only
the | atter were in debt, while the formers \
they were receiving back. From 2013, there is a slight increase in the issue positisn tha
disrupted only in 2016 due to the forceful opposition campaign launched against the Renzi
constitutional reforms. From 2017, and the development of the electoral campaign for the 2018

general elections, the issue position increases again as theattkdicate to this issue. The
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Figure 4: CPI, Socio-economic issudsy year20092019
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ardent campaign for the building of the higjpeed train line Turihyon and imposition of the
flat-tax contributed to the increase of the issue position.

Turning toCPI, a similar pattern is observable as the party. During the-2009 period,
the socieeconomic issue represents the predominant focus of the movement with 25 percent
out of the total claims dedicated to this issue. This line with the identity of the movement
born out of the occupation of a building for housing purposes. In fact, the main claims in this
period are for housing rights and welfare provisibsly to Italians’ and opposition toward
the Monti governmetrand its austerity measures. In 2014 there is a drastic cut in claims on this
issue, it disappears completely. This drastic change in 2014 coincides with the begin of the
Aimi gration crisiso and al so the f inthimaHe al | i &
migration crisis is exploited and performed (Moffit, 2015)&R1 that shifts most of its focus
toward that issue. However, the formal electoral alliance with Lega and the different position
on the issue contributed to the neglect of thisdssince when the alliance is broken and in
2018 (Plis again occupied with a new electoral campaign of the local elections, the attention

given to the soci@conomic issue sparks again. The difference in measures propdSed by
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Figure5: Lega, Issue positioa0092019
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andLN on the socieecononic issue and the relative strengthtioé partyoverthe movement,
led CPIto overlook for the 2012017 the economic issue.

The mean position on the so@oonomic issue oCPIl, as shown in Figure 6, is
constantly in the negative part of the graph. Teignexpected, as already mentioned above,
the support for more welfare provisions, council housing, and facilitated loans, @fdke
constantly stay in the lower part of the graph. However, they are never beyceficbths all
these provisions should berfltalian only and not for migrants that should have access to
welfare measures only in a residual capacity. There is a slight increase in 2018, and this is due
to the support to the creation of the higfeed train line Turkbyon.

In order to draw some conclusion on the samonomic issue and compare the position
of the two actors, it can be affirmed that tegue is of central importance to both Lega and
CPI across all years. However, Lega focuses far more on it when it sits in government, with
the exception of the two years of the Monti government. CPI dropped completely the issue
during the years of the edtoral alliance with LN and the migration crisis, but it remains a

central tenant of its discourses and identity.
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Figure 6: CPlI, Issue positior20092019
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4.3.2. Cultural issue

The metaissue cultural includes claims about the topics of religious traditions and festivities,
national festivitis and traditi onal mor al val ues, ifgenc
euthanasia), and inclusion of minority religion. The issue position is recorded for each claim
on a scale froml (support for more progressive position) to +1 (support fortioadl
positions) with 0.5 intervals.

10 percent of all the claims of Lega are dedicated to this issue, however the focus changes over
the 1tyear timeframe of the investigation. It is high during the last years of the Berlusconi
government, then decraess when LN sits in opposition to the Monti government, next
increases again in the middle of the migration crisis, finally halves its share in the years of the
yellow-green government. For CPI the focus on cultural issue is constant and represents the 18
per cent of the total share of claims. This is in line with the aim of the movements and has the
purpose to contrast lefting movements and organisations on this terrain. The contents of the

claims of the two organisations are different as Lega focusdsmpreantly on Islam and the
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cultural threat posed by migrants, while CPI focuses more on the traditional national festivities
and the remembrance of the idealised past. To understand and explain similarities and

differences along these claims, the analgsithe issue for each actor is needed.

Figure 7: Lega, cultural issues by year
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As already stated, cultural claims represent 16 percent of the total claims. In th202009
period, the share is 17 and 18 percent respectaetl the majority of the claims are in
opposition to the creation of mosques and cemeteries for Muslims, and palaces of worships for
Roma people. Then there is a decrease in issue focus in the yeat202@12he years of
internal disruption for Lega witthe corruption scandals and the Maroni interregnum, but still
the few instances of claitma ki ngs are around preventing MU
frames Islam in its claims mainly as a cultural threat against the homogeneity of the nation. In
fact, by boking at the frames that

Next, there is a new increase and the peak is in the year 2016 with the forceful opposition

to the ACIirinn” | a-sexcooples. The attention onithg sdus dedreases s a n
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again during the years of the yellayween government, with only 5 percent of claims dedicated
to cultural issue.

The mean position of Lega on the cultural issue is constantly high, Figure 5 shows,
always above 0.8, with the exception of 2010 and 2011 where LN opposes more fiercely the
celebraton for the 2nd of Juniethe Republic day and the anniversary of the Unity of Italy.

A small decrease in the mean position is observable also inZlI¥8when LN organised a
petition to abolish the Merlin law, which criminalised prostitution. In gendnal position of

the party on the cultural issue is very conservative, however its opposition to the celebration of
national festivities, in line with their regional identity, is what contributes to its small decrease.

The cultural issue is constantly portant for CPI, in line with the traditional and
ideological values of the movement. With the exception of three years, the share of claims on
cultural issues, is above 20 per cent and in 22024 is above 30 per cent. The vast share of
clamsisarounéan i deal i sed fAgreatnesso of Italy and
assertiveness with foreign powers. An example of this is the mobilisation for the two marines
(maro) detained in India following the killing of two Indian fishermen off thast of Kerala.

CPIlin 2013 and 2014 mobilised for the liberation of the two marines and blamed the Renzi
government for the inability to make its voi

The mean position on the cultural issue is constantly around 1, although there is a very
slight decrease (0.9) in 2016 because CPlpresident declared that CPI is not against same
sex couples but against adoption rights. However, CRIgad, next to Lega, to the great rally
organised in 2016 in support of traditional

In conclusion, the focus on cultural claims is high for both actors. However, there are
important differences between the two as CPI is maaohcerned with traditional values and
the protection of an idealised greatness of the country, while LN is mainly congéthéde

protection of traditional Christian values and vehemently against any spamavfoightsto

106



Figure 8: CPI, Cultural issues by ye20092019
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Muslims, ethnic minorities,rad samesex couples. Despite the differences among the agenda
of the two actors, both keep the focus high on the cultural issue even when they are allied, in
contrast to what has been observed for the sexdmomic issue, where CPI dropped the issue.
This might be because the importance associated with the issue is higher than the value
associated to the alliance or simply both actors know that their position are somewhat
complementary (even if on traditional festivity and Christianity in open contrasthag aim

at different audiences.

4.3.3. Europe and European Union

The main finding from the claims on this issue is that does not have any relevance for neither
one of the two actors under investigation. While for Lega only 5 percent of the claims are
dedicated to this issue, for CPI only 2 claims out of the 345 are on the EU. Here is important
to recall that the data on issues have been recorded to note only the main issue focus of the
claim. Therefore, there are instances where the two actors havevideltte issue of Europe

and EU but not as the central focus of their claims, for example, when LN and CPI opposed
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Figure 9: Lega, (anti) Europe and EU issues by y2a032019

the budget cuts of the Monti government, they also blamed the EU for asking/imposing the
cuts, but in their claims the economic reforms treccuts were the main objects of their claims.

Despite the limited focus on this issue, it can be observed how Lega deals with the issue
of Europe and EU mostly during the EU elections years. In 2009 the claims on EU reach 5 per
cent of the total sharey 2014 10per cent and in 2019 7 percent. However, there is a spark in
the issue focus in 2017, when Salvini decided to launch a very vocal campaign against the Euro
and appointed Borghi and Bagnai, two vocal -eatio academics, as the directors of the
ecanomic department of the party

The mean position of Lega for the EU issue is always in the positive part of the graph
opposition to more integratidnhowever there are fluctuations, as shown in Figure 5. This is
because when in government, Lega tends to be less confrontational toward EU institutions and
compliant with the requests of deficit cuts and spending review. Moreover, during the Maroni
interregu m, the debate on the AEurope of Regi on:
position the norther regions of Italy in a federalist Europe of Regions were only the more
economic advanced regions would be part of it and maintain the euro. With the eed of th

Maroni leadership, this debate within the Lega disappeared and Salvini adopted a more adverse
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