OPINION

by Assoc. Prof. Dr. Boris Popivanov, Department of Political Science, Faculty of Philosophy,
Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski”

for the dissertation work of Tanya Georgieva Gluhcheva on the topic Women'’s Participation in

Politics and the Rise of National Populism in European Democracies (1989 - 2019)

The dissertation work submitted for doctoral defense consists of 175 standard pages and is
structured in an introduction, four main chapters, a conclusion, and a bibliography. It meets the
formal requirements according to the law. The work has clearly formulated goals and objectives
and a logical overall structure arising from them. The language is academic and precise. The

conclusions are well-founded. The sources used are relevant to the topic.

Tanya Gluhcheva has focused on a topic that is simultaneously relevant, significant and
unconventional. Relevant — because dynamic political processes over the last 30 years have been
studied, with a noticeable emphasis on the last 10 of these 30 years. Significant — because a
political space has been interpreted, the influence of which on the contemporary agenda of Europe
is constantly increasing. Unconventional — because attention has been paid to the phenomena of
female leadership in parties, most often associated with men. The four hypotheses from which the
study started are also not self-evident. Is the charismatic authority in far-right populist parties a
major leadership factor not only for men, but also for women? Is the leadership style of women in
these parties less authoritarian? Is the choice of women as leaders of these parties necessarily
associated with periods of crisis for the parties themselves? Do female leaders change the ideology
and rhetoric of their parties, or do they rather contribute to expanding support and searching for
paths to political governance? The answers to each of the four questions are convincingly and
carefully presented in the course of the dissertation research. The methods of case study and
qualitative comparative analysis are appropriately selected to test the hypotheses. Contextual

analysis and biographical analysis indeed play an important supporting role in revealing the



specificity of women leaders’ participation in the political process. Last but not least, the selection

of cases is strong and fully defensible. Pia Kjarsgaard (Danish People’s Party) and Siv Jensen

(Norwegian Progress Party), Marine Le Pen (National Front (Rally)), Giorgia Meloni (“Brothers

for Italy”), Frauke Petri and Alice Weidel (“Alternative for Germany”) are undoubtedly the figures

mapping female leadership in the political space under consideration.

I will briefly present my reading of the most significant achievements of the dissertation work.

A chronological classification of populism into waves has been adopted, among which it

is the characteristics of the fourth wave that favor the affirmation of female leadership.

Weber’s typology of political Herrschaft has been chosen, within whose framework
charismatic authority can be successfully interpreted as a central factor for understanding

leadership in radical right parties.

The typology of leadership styles into authoritarian, liberal and democratic ones has been
adapted, allowing for a comparative analysis between male leaders and female leaders in

radical right parties.

The orientation towards Fiedler’s situational model creates appropriate prerequisites for

proving the hypothesis of the crisis factor in the emergence of female leadership.

The relationship between family environment and political socialization of female leaders,
on the one hand, and the political profile of the respective parties under their leadership,

on the other, has been revealed.

The qualitative comparative analysis of women leaders establishes political similarities
between them, which at first glance may seem unexpected, but which substantiate with
additional arguments the view of an increasing consolidation of the right populist space in

Europe.

Along with the undoubted merits of the dissertation work, some distinct weaknesses can also

be pointed out. Below I summarize the main ones.

The structure of the dissertation is extremely asymmetrical. The first three chapters in total

have a volume approximately equal to the fourth chapter, in which the actual research is



presented. One could consider consolidating the theoretical and methodological parts.
Also, some sections of the fourth chapter introduce new theoretical and conceptual
moments, the place of which should be earlier in the text (for example, the introduction to

the fourth chapter and the section on gender conceptions).

The impressive corpus of literary sources is not sufficiently thought out. In many cases, the
impression is created of a simple list of authors and statements without any ambition to
structure and grade them in terms of meaning. In this sense, certain parts of the chapters on
populism and leadership have no direct connection with the topic of the dissertation. For
example, the discussion of the alleged continuity between fascism and the radical right is

important, but does not correspond to this specific study of female leaders.

There is a conceptual inconsistency in the description of the phenomenon under study.
Throughout the dissertation, far-right populist parties are discussed, while the conclusions
in the conclusion refer to the radical right. A clearer distinction is needed between those
forms of right-wing populism that are usually designated in English-language literature as
radical right, far right and extreme right. 1 believe that the dissertation would benefit
greatly from additional emphasis on the idea of Mdnnerparteien, relatively briefly
developed in the text, because it is precisely the contrast between this idea and female

leadership that highlights the author’s central scientific contribution.

The presentation of the parties in the mentioned political space is chaotic and unclear.
Several parties are listed, and then conclusions are formulated about others. The impression
is left that according to the author, the French Nouvelle Droite is a party, as 1s the Alt-Right.
Some efforts have been made to classify the observed phenomena into the categories of
prototypical, archetypal, representative, and deviant cases, but these efforts ultimately do
not lead to a clear result. The latter is particularly clear in the analysis of the French
National Rally. A classification becomes dysfunctional when a given case can

simultaneously fall into several of the categories of this classification.

Carelessness is noticeable in the presentation. There are a number of factual errors. The
same phenomena are named differently (for example, the Polish party appears sometimes

as Law and Justice, sometimes as Code and Justice; and the French party — sometimes as



the People’s Rally, sometimes as the National Rally). Some transliterations of people and
geographical realities are incorrect. There are also some anachronisms (for example,
Gustave Le Bon is presented as an author who analyzes populism). The dissertation would

benefit from a careful editorial reading.

Regardless of my critical remarks, I hold the opinion that the dissertation work fulfills the
clearly and convincingly formulated tasks, and reaches original and important for the development
of the chosen academic field conclusions. The abstract correctly reproduces the main aspects of
the text, although with an excessively detailed adherence to the letter of the dissertation work. I
accept the self-reference for the author’s contributions as accurate. The publications on the topic
of the dissertation meet the necessary requirements and show that the author’s research has

received publicity among the scientific and expert community.

In conclusion, I will vote FOR the awarding of the educational and scientific degree “Doctor”
in the professional field 3.3. Political Science (Comparative Political Science) to Tanya Georgieva

Gluhcheva.
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