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Attila Dayioglu's dissertation focuses on the phenomenon of the radical right parties and 

their position in modern party systems. The dissertation is a case study of contemporary 

Hungary, although rich in comparative contextualizations, within the Central Eastern 

European region and beyond. Its structure is pretty traditional yet logical, well-described, 

and comprises four essential parts: (1) the first part deals with ontological and definitional 

issues of the main concepts in the title, (2) the second - focuses on the origins of the 

phenomenon of the study, both in the Central Eastern European region and in Hungary, (3) 

the third, concentrates on the Fidesz party, and the details of its ideological and 

organizational features, (4) in the fourth, conclusions follow. The four parts amount to 170 



pages. References amount to more than 67 pages (quite unusual for a doctoral thesis); 

appendices contribute to additional 40 pages. 

Dayioglu's dissertation is a fruitful mixture of theoretical, comparative and insightful case 

study methods. The Author smoothly and competently relocates from the ontological and 

theoretical issues to descriptive-empirical ones and then to cross-country comparisons. 

Most of them are well taken, and logical. The way theoretical expectations are 

operationalized can serve as an example. Where necessary, tables and figures help the 

reader understand the phenomenon under scrutiny. The choice of the Hungarian case and 

Orban's party – Fidesz as an exemplification of the right to radical-right parties' fortunes 

and developments is convincingly justified. The work does justice to both important meta-

phenomena of social sciences – the statics and the dynamics. It is the latter however that 

matters most for grasping and clarifying "how things come about," how they institutionalize 

and how they impact the political reality in different cultural, historical, and social contexts. 

My general evaluation of the dissertation is very positive. I convincingly propose at the end 

to boost its public visibility. However, this dissertation (as most) has also few shortcomings. 

First, and foremost, the first part could definitely be shorter; in particular, many 

(unnecessary, even superfluous) historical details should be removed (i.e., where the right 

and left terms come from, the discussion of the French assembly and the like). This kind of 

avalanche of facts blurs the narrative's essential parts. Sometimes, like on page 18, a mix of 

fairly different phenomena (de Maistre coupled with Thatcher and Reagan) the latter two 

mistakenly located in the (quote:) "mid-XX century) etc. etc.  

Second, it would help the reader if the Author more clearly embarks on the distinction 

between "causal depth" and "causal mechanisms". Briefly, among the many discussed 



phenomena, some proved essential for explaining the moderate and radical right 

phenomena in Europe, while other facts and phenomena are of marginal importance. 

Moreover, the distant ones that aspire to the status of real deep causal determinants have 

to be accompanied by rigorous explanations about the causal chain mechanisms which 

contribute to the vitality and resilience of specific legacies from the past and not others.  

Third, there are many lengthy footnotes. In many instances, footnotes discuss key issues 

which ought to be – in my mind – moved to the main text, whereas other utterances from 

the main text can easily be moved to footnotes.  

Forth, in the conclusions (just as the main text of the dissertation), the Author makes a tacit 

assumption that evidently favors the liberal model of democracy at the expense of all other 

possible models. As a citizen, I share this view, yet as an academic, I would like to see more 

justification, in particular when in the conclusions – a sort of – political recommendations 

are offered. 

To conclude:  

AttilaDayioglu's dissertation should be published (after necessary changes), as it deserves to 

be discussed by the community specialized in the topic. It will undoubtedly influence the 

general approach to the study of radical right parties and the very idea of how populists of 

the radical right in power can change politics and the logic of party competition in 

particular.  

Moreover, it should also be made available – in a less academic form – to the broader 

audience, experts of party systems and policy-makers, and constitutionalists concerned 

with mitigating the impact of illiberal ideologies and politics in particular. 



Therefore I evaluate this dissertation very positively without any doubts. The committee 

should consider assigning it the status of "summa cum laude" (with distinction). 

 

/Radosław Markowski/ 

 


		2022-08-18T19:45:17+0200
	Radosław Markowski




