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ABSTRACT:

RESUMO:

This paper examines what other image is and
how it is functionally used to construct social
realities. It mainly focuses on the other per-
ception of the West and how this perception
dominates over politics present-day. In this
perspective, it draws attention to populism
and its right-wing version which is considered
one of the most important and controversial
political phenomena of the 21st century. It
aims to show how the current right-wing po-
pulist parties and politicians in Europe descri-
be and point out their non-Western parts as
others and how their way of politics based on
the marginalization of these others leads
them to get electoral success.

Keywords: Other Image; Constructivism; Popu-
lism; Right-wing; Europe

Este artigo examina o que é a imagem do outro
e como ela é funcionalmente usada para cons-
truir realidades sociais. Foca principalmente na
percepcdo sobre o outro no Ocidente, e como
essa representagcdao domina a politica atual.
Nessa perspectiva, chama a atengdo para o
populismo e sua versado de direita que é consi-
derada um dos fendmenos politicos mais im-
portantes e controversos do século 21. O arti-
go tem como objetivo mostrar como os atuais
partidos e politicos populistas de direita na
Europa descrevem e apontam seus homoni-
mos ndo ocidentais como outros, e como sua
forma de politica baseada na marginalizagao
desses outros os leva a obter sucesso eleitoral.

Palavras-chave: Imagem do Outro; Construti-
vismo; Populismo; Extrema-direita; Europa

The perceptions, representations and ste-
reotypes of the “other image” always get involved
in the construction of the social meanings. While a
group of people defines themselves, they tend to
draw borders and use the image of others immedi-
ately. They put the other in a different status, attri-
bute several qualifications to both themselves and
the others and construct artificial borders between
each other. In this process of social construction,
the negative representations of the other are
mainly put forward and the meaning is construc-
ted relatively (HALLa, 1997).
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The other-oriented discources are preva-
lent in today’s right-wing populism as well. Al-
though populism is considered as the current poli-
tical style throughout the world, its reflections in
European countries have come to the forefront
recently. Whereas the right-wing populist parties
are also seen as “others” of the mainstream ones
in the political spectrum, they always point at “the
other inside of the society” to get electoral suc-
cess. And this recently stands out as an interesting
field of study in social sciences. Regarding this is-
sue, it is claimed in this paper that the right-wing
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populist parties and politicians became successful
using other images effectively.

This descriptive paper addresses the cur-
rent rise of populist parties and politicians. Consi-
dering the paper’s volume and scope, the content
analysis method is preferred to use. It is argued
that the mainstream political parties and politici-
ans are no longer seen efficient to respond to the
existing cultural and socio-economic anxieties of
the societies in the eyes of the people and the po-
pulist way of politics is rising and seen as an alter-
native in such an environment. In this context, it is
aimed to show how they appeal to the voters and
get electoral support using the other images. In an
attempt to delimit the subject and to emphasize
the “other image” both ideological and geographi-
cal distinctions are made. This paper focuses on
right-wing populism in several European countries.
To point out their current electoral success based
on the other images, the several political elections
held between 2017 and 2019 in Europe are
highlighted. In this regard, the right-wing populist
parties and the politicians in France, Italy, Ger-
many, Austria, the Netherlands and Hungary are
examined. And it is aimed to show how they reach
electoral success by focusing on their political ap-
proaches, discourses and election results.

In today’s world, most social scientists
agree on that social and collective meanings, reali-
ties, representations or structures are formed
through certain common thoughts, values and
norms. This means that anything with a social di-
mension is not constant, given and fixed; it is cons-
tructed in mutual relations socially and dialogically
(PHILLIPS, 2007). In this process of construction,
the meaning is neither formed objectively. Many
elements such as actors, discourses, thoughts, ste-
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reotypes and visual determinants play an active
role in it. Given that it does not deny the existence
of substances in social life, this is what the cons-
tructivist theory says as well. In a word, if people
are involved in something social, they always cons-
truct that. Even their beings are constructed, be-
cause their existence has a social dimension
(ONUF, 1989).

The construction process of the social reali-
ties is directly related to language and discourses
and the meaning is shaped by them firstly. Especi-
ally the usage of language constructs the meaning
itself and enables abstract thoughts to get concre-
te and alive, so to say come to life and represents
them in the social structure. So meanings are pro-
duced by representing abstract things in words,
allowing us to name things and concepts shaped in
our thoughts. These meanings also become collec-
tive and cultural ones. Because people living in the
same community and cultural context think about
a particular phenomenon, interpret and share it in
the same way. And this sameness becomes more
than just the sum of shared shallow thoughts in
individuals’ minds in the course of time. They turn
into public phenomena (HALLa, 1997).

Most of the social meanings in which the
cultural and historical contexts are decisive are
shaped in a dichotomic way such as opposite con-
cepts (us versus them, self/me versus others, etc.).
Even in Hegelian philosophy, while self and self-
consciousness are being built, another self that is
interacting with the self within the social structure
is needed (HEGEL, 2003). Hegel embodies this ar-
gument in the master and slave relationship. In
this process called “struggle for recognition”, the
nature of the relationship between the slave and
the master is essentially dependent on both sides.
It means that the slave finds its meaning and rea-
lity outside, constructs himself/herself in the mas-
ter’s self (KAIN, 2005).

Dichotomic pairs and the existence of an
“other image” are so important while constructing
social meanings. Because these concepts point out

The expression of “other” in this paper means a group of people who is different culturally, religiously, ethnically, linguistically, etc. from

Western societies. Here the concept was written in parentheses, but it was generally preferred to write without parentheses the rest of the

paper, except for emphasis.



symbolic borders; make the construction of mea-
ning, drawing the imaginary and symbolic lines
much easier. These opposite concepts have repre-
sentative characteristics and they interact or chan-
ge each other to construct a social reality all the
time. Furthermore, these allow us constructing
certain stereotypes to describe dichotomic pairs
much apparently. Hall expresses this formation in
the following paragraph quite clearly:

Stereotyping in other words is a part of the
maintenance of social and symbolic order. It
sets up a symbolic frontier between the
‘normal’ and the‘deviant’ the ‘normal’ and the
‘pathological’ the ‘acceptable’ and the
‘unacceptable’ what ‘belongs’ and what does
not or is ‘Other’ between ‘insiders’ and
‘outsiders’, Us and Them. It facilitates the
‘binding’ or bonding together of all of Us who
are ‘normal’ into one ‘imagined community’;
and it sends into symbolic exile all of Them -
‘the Others’- who are in some way different-
‘beyond the pale’ (HALLb, 1997; 258).

These dichotomies have been shaped by
symbolic lines and become collective, cultural and
social identities over time. In the process of
drawing borders, demarcating between two diffe-
rent things and constructing meanings “the pessi-
mist images of the other” are predominantly taken
into account. And the social context in which peo-
ple live and interact with each other affects it too.
The two sides’ interaction is especially important.
Because it does not make much sense, if the other
does not interact with the self and stand in a place
away from the self. In this process, for example,
while “me/self” adopts a certain role identity, it
gives “other” the opposite role that makes its iden-
tity meaningful (HALLb, 1997). Wendt also explains
it by embodying in some metaphors:

One cannot be a trader without someone to
trade with, a proselytizer without a convert, or
a conqueror without a conquest. In situations
where knowledge is shared, representations of
Alter will often correspond to how Alter repre-

® Wendt originally uses the terms of Ego and Alter Ego here.

sents himself, allowing interaction to proceed
relatively smoothly (WENDT, 1999; 329)°.

As Wendt says, there is another important
concept called “collective memory”. Common beli-
efs, thoughts and value judgments of societies are
all engraved in this collective memory. It enables a
nation, society or a group of people to construct
themselves, draw their borders between them and
others, show how to interact with outsiders. These
are not just simple beliefs or thoughts shared by a
small group of people. They are transferred
between generations and are a part of the sociali-
zation process in the same nation or a society. The
representations, dichotomic pairs or the images of
the others can also change. But the collective mea-
ning still stays the same as long as the members of
that society see them as valuable and important
for themselves (WENDT, 1999).

When the arguments so far are examined
in a broad and concrete context, -considering the
historical examples- it is seen that one of the most
important dichotomic pairs showed a geographical
characteristic is the East/Orient - West dichotomy.
There is even academic literature based on this
conceptualization which is called Orientalism®. Ori-
ginally these geographical terms are based on arti-
ficial borders between Orient and the West and
they are constructed in the social structure. Here,
Orient and West correspond to certain kinds of
cultural and political structures and as a social rea-
lity, their initial construction process dates back to
many years ago. Since then, both Orient and West
have been associated with a set of stereotypes,
cultural and ethical forms, identities, nations, even
races and skin colors (SAID, 1979).

As aforementioned earlier, social realities
and notions are not fixed and stable. So Orient and
West also vary within different periods. Even
though it’s not linear, certain images, stereotypes
and representations have become dominant and
come forward all along the Orient-West encounte-
ring (KALIN, 2016). This paper sustains that what is
linear is that there has always been an other image

* To ensure conceptual integrity, Orient was used throughout this paper, instead of the East.



in their relationship and this argument is valid for
both West and Orient. West also represents the
other in the eyes of the Orient. Here, because it is
pointed out that Orient is a constructed reality ac-
cording to stereotypes and perceptions of the
West, it will be focused on how Orient and its re-
presentations are constructed.

Said says that the Orient is a constructed
reality by Europe5. Not just Orient, the West has
also been constructed based on what other is in
the eyes of the West. Another point, as a notion
both West and Orient have no stability ontologi-
cally and haven’t been described objectively
either. In Said’s words:

Orientalism is a style of thought based upon an
ontological and epistemological distinction
made between ‘the Orient’ and (most of the
time) ‘the Occident’ (West)... The Orient is not
only adjacent to Europe; it is also the place of
Europe's greatest and richest and oldest colo-
nies, the source of its civilizations and langua-
ges, its cultural contestant, and one of its de-
epest and most recurring images of the Other
(SAID, 1979; 1-2).

So, what has been known as Orient for cen-
turies, corresponds to a fictional reality emerged
after Europe’s definition for itself as a result of its
Eurocentric geographical perception (KALIN, 2016).

Who or what are these others and how we-
re they constructed? To answer this question, it is
needed to draw attention to how two selves came
across and how they were represented historically.
The different communities and collective identities
have represented the other images for the West
within different periods. And whenever they con-
front and interact with each other, they have be-
gun to construct their meanings as Hegel says
“dialectically”. Historically, different groups such
as Persians, Jews, Muslims, Arabs or colonized so-
cieties, immigrants, minorities, blacks, Asians, etc.
have been constructed as other (KALIN, 2016).
When it comes to the Orient, Arabs and Islam have
represented it for about a thousand years (SAID,
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1979). Until Enlightenment, Orientalist discourses
and constructed other images were led by Christia-
nity; it was religious-oriented, derived from Islam -
Christianity dichotomy (ZEBIRI, 2011). Accordingly,
the Orientalists were students of Semitic langua-
ges and sacred book researchers until the middle
of the 18th century (SAID, 1979).

After the 18th century, Orientalism started
becoming a philology-oriented field. The Orient
happened to have a discoursive meaning which is
unequal with the West (SAID, 1979). Islam was
examined by Orientalism in the following periods,
assumed the anti-thesis of the West; Muslims be-
gan to be seen as violent, uncivilized existences in
essence (BEYDOUN, 2016). In recent history, cultu-
rally and sociologically different people who be-
long to old colonized societies or -as it was seen in
the late 20th century- ideologically different coun-
tries or societies became a part of the other image
in the eyes of the West.

No matter how it is conceptualized, here it
is argued that there has been a certain concrete
distance between the others and the West for a
long time. These two sides had encountered in cer-
tain situations such as war and at certain times;
had sharp boundaries. But especially since the
second half of the 20th century, the nature of the
relationship between these two sides began to
change. Others turned into a close part of the
West. Many factors such as the decolonization
process, immigration and globalization brought
this result. The other of the past turned into an
other inside of the West. And the West began to
be heterogeneous sociologically, had to absorb the
non-Western components. The most important
point here is that these new parts of the West be-
long to one of the most prominent other images of
the West. They have been coming from old coloni-
es of the West and have had bonds with Islam reli-
giously and culturally. Thus, they have shown line-
ar characteristics as others.

In the final stages of the meaning construc-
tion process of two sides (since the 1980s), several

It should be noted that because of the Eurocentric perspective of that time, generally the concept of “Europe” was used. When the lines of

the concept of Europe expanded and comprised the other parts of the West, Europe turned into the West and the West began to be used

instead of Europe.



academic papers divided the world into various
civilizational parts and argued that some parts are
uncompromising with others (another method of
marginalization) (HUNTINGTON, 1996) or claimed
that “The End of the History” and the West’s mo-
ral, ideological, cultural victory (FUKUYAMA, 1992)
have also contributed to this process negatively.
On the other hand, Western societies have beco-
me more heterogeneous gradually in such an envi-
ronment, produced new discriminatory forms and
phobias such as racism, xenophobia, Islamophobia
to marginalize “others”. Furthermore, several ne-
gative national and international incidents -such as
9/11- have been involved in the interactions of
two sides and the construction of the meanings for
each other as well. So the characteristics of the
relationship between others and self have begun
to gain a quite different dimension. As it is seen,
the other image kept itself alive somehow.

Consequently, the concept of the other and
the social realities based on this concept are always
immanent in social life. Even though the notions
and components of the constructed realities chan-
ge sometimes, the general reasoning about why
the meaning is based on the other notion doesn’t
change. When these others are used functionally to
achieve political success, then things begin to get
much worse for the heterogeneous societies.

The discriminatory attitudes, behaviors and
perceptions based on the other images have beco-
me the basic dynamics of the 21st century. In a
similar vein and as this paper detects, the debate
on the other images in social science has come to
the fore with the rise of populism recently. Al-
though it is not a new concept, populism is one of
the most controversial political phenomena of re-
cent years. It has been historically associated with
fascism, but while populism is a type of authorita-
rian democracy, fascism is a dictatorial rule, not a
democratic regime. These two concepts are just
genealogically related to each other and there is
no regime type such as elective dictatorship
(FINCHELSTEIN, 2019). So, it is argued here that

modern populism is a newly constructed pheno-
menon as well. It adapts itself into different ideo-
logies and regime types whether it is democratic
or authoritarian in today’s world.

The notion of populism is generally used to
express the current crisis of democracies, the new
authoritarianism arguments or as Zakaria says
“illiberalism” debate (ZAKARIA, 1997). While on
one hand it is argued that populism is a democrati-
zing response to the crisis of representative demo-
cracy, on the other hand, it is claimed that popu-
lism sets non-democratic boundaries to the future
of democracy (FINCHELSTEIN, 2019). In general,
populism addresses three main themes; an ideo-
logy, a form of politics that provides political mobi-
lization and a political discourse (MOFFITT, 2017).
But it is mostly associated with the current crisis of
liberal democracy. In this perspective, a distinction
is made between democracy and liberal demo-
cracy and today's understanding of democracy is
increasingly reduced to the Schumpeterian unders-
tanding of democracy. Thus, democracy is seen as
just a simple election process that is free from libe-
ral values (SCHUMPETER, 2006). This problematic
understanding of democracy is also a starting point
of modern populism today.

In general, populism is the name of a form of
politics that is against plural society, political elites
and political establishment. It considers society as a
homogeneous group, not a heterogeneous one.
That’s why populists construct a polarized society
and benefit from the general problems of it using
democratic methods to come to power. While libe-
ralism accepts that there are multiple groups in so-
ciety, populism divides the society into two main
parts as elites and real people; liberalism aims for
the consensus of the different views, populism on
the other hand disregards them and pursues hostile,
contentious policies (PAPPAS, 2016).

Populism has a paradoxical relationship
with democracy. To come to power and to achieve
electoral success, populists play the game by its
rules. They act within the boundaries of demo-
cracy and claim to be a manifestation of the popu-
lar will. However, they ignore the most basic ele-
ments of the liberal democracy -such as rule of



law, protecting minority rights, etc.- and use a po-
larising and discriminatory discourse (KRASTEV,
2007). Thus populist mentality acts within the
boundaries of democracy but it is against the basic
values of liberal democracy. That’s why the type of
relationship between populism and democracy is
quite complex and intertwined. Arditi associates
populism with a drunken guest and illustrates the
nature of the relationship between populism and
democracy in this metaphor as follows:

...an analogy with the discomfort caused by the
arrival of a drunken guest at a dinner party. He
is bound to disrupt table manners and the tacit
rules of sociability by speaking loudly, interrup-
ting the conversations of others, and perhaps
flirting with the wives of other guests. The
hosts might not be particularly happy with the
awkward visitor, but having invited him they
probably cannot get rid of him either, so they
will do their best to downplay his antics in or-
der to make the rest feel as comfortable as
possible (ARDITI, 2005, 90-91).

The most distinctive characteristic of popu-
lism is its image of society. In this perspective, Mu-
dde sees populism “as an ideology that considers
society to be ultimately separated into two homo-
geneous and antagonistic groups, ‘the pure peo-
ple’ versus ‘the corrupt elite’, and which argues
that politics should be an expression of the volonté
générale (general will) of the people” (MUDDE,
2004; 543). Anyone might speak in the name of so-
called “pure/real people”. But the populist version
of them claims that only they have this right and
do it in the representative democratic systems
properly. They have a horizontal relationship with
people and act like they are one of them and real
representative of the people. So “...in addition to
being anti-elitist, populists are always anti-
pluralist: populists claim that they, and only they,
represent the people” (MULLER, 2016).

As it is seen, the perception of the other is
also involved in populism. Although populist
“others” are seen as corrupt elites at first sight,
the concept of the “pure people” is not seen as
very homogeneous either. It is claimed in this pa-
per that another “others” also come to the fore

among the pure people perception of populism. It
constructs its own symbolic “real people image”.
While the right-wing populists frequently use this
discourse, The left-wing populism on the other
hand adopts less discriminatory approaches when
it is compared with the right-wing populism. The
main distinction between the left and the right-
wing populism arises in the context of who they
exclude and it is shaped by their ideologies. So the
ideology that populism is related also affects the
construction of others (MUDDE, 2015). For exam-
ple, while the left-wing populism in Latin America
is an inclusive ideal in recent years and it usually
brings together different ethnic identities in a com-
mon political framework; the right-wing populism
targets and excludes the immigrants and minori-
ties (who are seen as “others”) predominantly
(GIDRON; BONIKOWSKI, 2013). Besides several
right-wing populists behave selectively towards
others, include certain groups (e.g. women or ho-
mosexuals) to their own “people” perception but
targets a specific other such as minorities or immi-
grants (MOFFITT, 2017).

While the West is always envisioned as a
real home of liberal democracy, the general politi-
cal situation of Western countries in recent years
shows that this assumption appears to be no lon-
ger valid. In a sense, this means that the West mo-
ves away from its own values (ZAKARIA, 1997). He-
re it is claimed that -whether a pathology or a tem-
porary crisis of liberal democracies- the populism
uses the other images quite functionally. The po-
pulist mentality sees the others of the “real peo-
ple” as scapegoats of the anxieties caused by the
socio-economic, cultural and political problems.
They are perceived differently in every aspect and
are useful targets for populists to attract the res-
tless masses and get electoral success.

The populist -especially the right-wing po-
pulist- parties and politicians are getting attention
from Brazil to India, from Poland to the Philippines



around the world. Since 2016, along with the
Brexit process in the UK and the presidential elec-
tions in the USA, the concept of populism has be-
gun to appeal to people and is being used increa-
singly (ROODUIJN, 2018). The populism must be
perceived as an expression of dissatisfaction with
mainstream politicians or political establishment
rather than an attack on the democratic system.
Because populist voters tend to support the exis-
ting democratic system and its values, but they
think that it is no longer as functional as it should
be. Thus, they support populist parties and politici-
ans whether they are political outsiders or the
ones coming out of the political establishment
itself. The populists know how to problematize and
take advantage of certain incidents in the national
and international context which make people wor-
ried about themselves and their future and place
them in the center of politics. In this way, people
move away from the traditional way of politics and
see the new form of politics as an alternative
(MOUFFE, 2005).

It is worth noting that, even though popu-
lism is accepted as a political style of political out-
siders, the mainstream politicians seen as a part of
the political establishment also incline to the po-
pulist style of politics. Because they are well aware
of potential effects of the populism on the political
arena. And this makes mainstream politics and po-
liticians change and radicalize as well. Though po-
pulism is identified with any ideology, the right-
wing version of it is mostly adopted in recent ye-
ars. Considering the right-wing populist parties and
politicians in Europe, it is seen that they maintain a
nativist, nationalist stance in both domestic and
international politics. They are anti-elitist and anti-
establishment, mainly target immigrants and mi-
norities; their discourses have discriminatory cha-
racteristics based on the marginalization of the
others (MUDDE, 2015; COLLOT, 2017). Particularly
with the latest immigration waves as a result of
spillover effects of the certain international inci-
dents such as the Syrian Civil War, the immigration
issue begins to become prominent in populist dis-
courses. And this shows how other images are
used by populism and influence politics as well.

It is asserted here that European societies
are no longer pure, homogeneous at present.
Their social fabric began to undergo changes and
got a heterogeneous characteristic long ago. The
minorities, immigrants or other groups of people
who are different culturally, ethnically, linguisti-
cally, religiously are part of these societies now
and they continue to be. The main argument here
-as in the self’s interaction with others- emerges
from the incompatible characteristics of the
“other” envisioned in the self’s definition. This per-
ception is also substantiated with certain incidents
causing negative effects on the relationship
between these two sides. And these are consisten-
tly used in political discourses. Especially in an at-
mosphere in which social anxieties, economic pro-
blems and crisis influence throughout society, such
a form of politics becomes successful and the con-
crete examples of these arguments are seen all
around Europe.

Focusing on several examples of populist
actors and parties across Europe, it is concluded
that populists consider existing social and econo-
mic crisis, cultural differences as a good opportu-
nity for themselves all around the continent. In
this respect, the most prominent cases are seen in
Italy and countries like Hungary in Eastern Europe.
In terms of “other images” and how they are used
by right-wing populists, Hungary is pointed out
firstly. Hungary began to use nationalist, anti-
immigrant discourses and sentiments more effecti-
vely along with the right-wing populist Fidesz
Party’s administration. The migration policies were
reformed and these marginalized others began to
be seen as a national threat and even wire fences
were used for drawing concrete lines between
others and the real people. The immigrants were
seen as a matter of life and death, even prime mi-
nister Orbdn called people to defend their countri-
es against these others (GOZDZIAK, 2019). During
the 2018 general elections, Orban re-elected for
his third term as a prime minister. Along with the
election campaign, he stuck by his nationalist, pre-
dominantly immigrant oriented populist policies
and discourses. His Fidesz Party almost won 50%
of the votes and this result showed that Fidesz and



his leader Orban became electorally successful
with their right-wing populist style based on others
(BBC.com, 2018).

In Italy, the latest general election results also
presented the great success of populist parties in 2018.
The Five Star Movement and the League had a big role
in this success. While Salvini’s League is nationalist and
shows a total right-wing feature, the Five Star Move-
ment can be described as just populist and anti-
establishment; neither complete right-wing nor left-
wing. Forza Italia should also be mentioned as another
populist actor that represents the center-right of the
political spectrum in Italy. These three parties came to
the fore in the 2018 general elections and determined
the course of events in politics in Italy lately. Though the
changes were observed in the attitudes and actions of
these parties after the election period, their populist
way of politics generally made them successful. And this
success was derived from the general effects of the fi-
nancial crisis as well as their nationalist stance and dis-
courses against the European Union, the immigrant is-
sue and social problems across the country. Especially it
should be noted that the immigrants were highlighted
as others predominantly in the election campaigns and
are still assumed to be the main target by the League
Party (D’ALIMONTE, 2019).

The leading actors of the right-wing popu-
list trend in Germany are AfD -Alternative for Ger-
many- and PEGIDA corresponded with “Patriotic
Europeans Against the Islamisation of the Occi-
dent”. While AfD is a political party, claiming to be
the epitome of “the people” and anti-immigrant;
PEGIDA is a movement that shows nationalist, dis-
criminatory characteristics and effects on mobili-
zing restless masses. Both of them have been ge-
tting support based on their nationalist-populist
approaches and discourses. In this perspective, the
AfD as a rising right-wing populist political party is
seen as a significant example. It got 12.6% of the
general votes and entered the parliament for the
first time in 2017 (BUNDESWAHLLEITER.de, 2017)
and got 11% of the votes in European Parliament
Elections in 2019 (EUROPARL.EUROPA.eu, 2019).
These results represent a great success for AfD and
show how it mobilizes people, has a voice the
“problems of the people” and gets electoral sup-

port using other images. The highest priority of the
AfD is to prevent and to stop the migration in Ger-
many and it is completely against the current
immigration policies of the government. Conside-
ring the AfD’s ultra-nationalist envisagement
towards German society it is seen that not just
immigrants, the foreigners are not welcomed by
AfD either (MACGREGOR, 2019).

France’s famous National Rally -formerly
known as the National Front- is another right-wing
populist party that conducts a successful policy on its
behalf. Even though the leader of the party Marine Le
Pen lost against Emmanuel Macron in the presidenti-
al elections in 2017, she and her party increased their
votes and became successful in their way. She ran a
successful campaign against immigration and the Eu-
ropean Union, as it was seen from the discourses of
other right-wing populist parties in Europe as well
(BBC.com, 2019). During the election campaigns and
rallies, she emphasized that France is the home of
French people, the immigrants should be expelled to
their own home and to “make France ‘more French’
” (NOSSITER, 2017). It is clearly seen that Le Pen’s dis-
courses were really effective on voters and made her
emerge as one of the two final candidates in the pre-
sidential elections. If Le Pen goes on what she has
been doing, mobilizing people using the other ima-
ges, she might be successful on her behalf in the next
elections planned to be held in 2022.

Another one that reached electoral success
thanks to the immigrant crisis and marginalization
of the others is Austria’s Freedom Party (FPO).
Along with the general elections in 2017, the natio-
nalist, conservative, anti-immigrant, right-wing po-
pulist Freedom Party became the third party ge-
tting almost 27% of the votes and a coalition
partner of the Austrian People’s Party (OVP). Whi-
le the OVP shows conservative and liberal charac-
teristics, it also adheres to policies focused on
immigration and immigrants as its right-wing coali-
tion partner does. Although the political tendency
in Italy goes parallel with Austria, it stands on the
margins of right-wing politics but goes on with the
populist political form (BBC.com, 2019). The popu-
list parties use the other images on their political
discourses in both countries eloquently, but other-



oriented populist politics mostly dominates the
political arena in Austria. In 2019, it was also seen
that the political success of the FPO was eroded
relatively. A snap election was held in Austria, and
FPO experienced a decline in its electoral success
that it reached in 2017. The reason for FPO’s decli-
ne in 2019 was mostly ascribed to the corruption
scandals and the decreasing of highlighting of
immigration issues on its discourses. But, regar-
dless of FPQ'’s loss, it got considerable support and
achieved to get third place in snap elections
(DRAZANOVA, 2019).

Europe’s other controversial and featured
actor of the right-wing populism is Party for Free-
dom in the Netherlands. Geert Wilders’ Party for
Freedom is a prime example of the right-wing po-
pulist parties in Europe and the basic themes of
the populist “other image” such as anti-immigrant,
anti-Islam and nationalist stance are the ones Wil-
ders has used all the time. Especially Wilders’ atti-
tudes, discourses and actions towards Islam hel-
ped him to construct the basic structure of Isla-
mophobia in the Netherlands (BBC.com, 2011). In
the 2017 general elections, though his party was in
second place and failed to come as first-party, his
aggressive and polarizing style of politics made him
get 13% of the votes and won 20 seats in the Hou-
se of Representatives. This result shows that his
extreme right-wing political style has had a signifi-
cant influence on politics in Dutch politics
(BBC.com, 2017).

It is clearly seen that the impact of right-
wing populist parties in European politics is remar-
kably rising. Their success in some cases shows
how they use social anxieties functionally and turn
them into electoral success on their behalf so eas-
ily. Even though there have been other cases
about populism such as its left-wing versions in
Spain and Greece, the effects of the left-wing po-
pulism haven’t taken long. They don’t focus on
marginalizing “others”, their basic interests have
economical features (MUDDE, 2015). But when it
comes to right-wing ones, their influence doesn’t
seem to diminish in the short term. As long as they
go on to adhere to discriminatory politics, mobili-
zing people, using “other images”, socio-economic

issues, cultural differences; they seem to shape
political structure deeply.

Dichotomic notions and the “other images”
that emerge from this conceptualization are always
used while constructing social meanings and reali-
ties in every moment of social life. Historically one of
the most important other images can be seen in the
Orient - West dichotomy. The distinction between
these two concepts means more than being a geo-
graphical term, they are dialogically constructed
structures based on cultural and political percep-
tions, stereotypes and representations. When it is
viewed through the eyes of the West, Orient has
always been an old enemy in the battlefield, an op-
ponent who is different religiously, a colonized
country by the West until the 19th century or an in-
compatible “other” inside of the West.

While Orient has been constructed, gene-
rally the pessimistic images of the other have been
considered and this reasoning is adopted all the
time. The projection of this perception is also seen
on the right-wing populist parties and their functi-
onal “other” image. The way of politics of current
populist parties and politicians -especially its right-
wing versions- across the world shows that cons-
tructing other images based on marginalizing a
group of people by using the socio-economic crisis
and the anxieties of society is an effective way for
electoral success. This perception is adopted by
several European right-wing populist parties and
politicians and they put forward the immigrants as
their other predominantly.

It is seen that the current success of the
right-wing populist parties and politicians in Euro-
pe is related to their functional other image and
how well they use these others. They have always
pointed out immigrants as the other of the Wes-
tern societies and the underlying cause of the eco-
nomic and other social problems in European soci-
eties. While the general logic of populism is to split
the society into two parts in essence as “real peo-
ple” and the “corrupt elites”, its European right-
wing versions split real people into another two



parts; “others of the real people” versus “the real
people”. And for the right-wing populist parties,
the immigrants represent this second type of the
others. They have always used these others functi-
onally to provide social mobilization and get politi-
cal support. In this perspective, they have succee-
ded in politics so far.
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