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Populism in Latin America: Principal Characteristics and its Cultural and Ideological
Roots

Yuan Dongzhen

Abstract: During the process of democratic development many countries had witnessed
the emergence of populism and Latin America has been the most important field of populist
practice. The scholars of international academia have done much research on populism in
Latin America from different perspectives and yielded different opinions about its nature and
consequences. Compared with that of other regions the populism in Latin America is
characterized by its unique origin its toughness extensiveness diversity and its typical
practice. The origination and development of populism not only has profound political

economic and social factors but also has its ideological and cultural roots. The limitations of
the traditional elitism the idea for social equality and nationalism the preference for
charismatic leaders and political fantasy all provided nurturing soil and driving force for
repeated occurrence of populism in the region. Because populism has dual influences on the
political economic and social development in Latin America it is necessary to make a
comprehensive and objective evaluation on this phenomenon so as to avoid simplistic one—
sided understanding about it as well as to eliminate its negative consequences.

Key words: populism political culture cultural tradition elitism nationalism clientelism

16 Populism in Latin America: A Theoretical and Empirical Approach

Dong Jingsheng

Abstract: The definition of populism in Latin America can be roughly divided according to
its economic and political implication. The economic implication of populism is associated
with import — substitution — industrialization ( ISI) and Keynesianism which is mainly
characterised by pro — industrialization — government intervention expansionary fiscal
policies as well as income redistribution. The political implication of populism includes
political ideology strategy discourse as well as political logic and political style. The origin
of Latin American populism can be traced back to the resistance of the authoritarian nature of
the metropolitan revolution in late 19th century historically and to the influence of Krausismo
culturally. The political system characterized by weak party system and underdeveloped civil
society high inequality and frequent economic crises provided the nurturing soil for recurrent

tides of populism throughout the history of Latin American countries which demonstrated its
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toughness. The author argues that populism is both pro—democratic and anti—democratic. On one
hand  populism exposed the defects of modern parliamentary democracy in western countries
enlarged political inclusion and participation in the name of the people’ s sovereignty; on the
other hand it concentrated power in the hand of populist leaders while ignoring democratic
procedure and social pluralism  which resulted in another type of political exclusion. This kind
of contradiction illustrated the inner tension between liberal democratic tradition and populist
democratic tradition.

Key words: populism charisma neoliberalism neo—populism Krausismo

Three Dimensions of Populism: Take Trump’s Populism as an Example

Tan Daoming

Abstract: As a kind of political thought populism is so complicated and controversial that
it has many dimensions of understanding. Taking Trump’ s populism of the United States as
an example this paper examines populism from three dimensions 1. e. institutional
foundation internal structure and political style. First populism is a phenomenon
accompanying modern democracy and it is an eternal “shadow” of democracy. Though
populism originated from the democratic system the populists’ understanding of democracy
is quite superficial. The occurrence of Trump’ s populism shows that populism can take place
at any stage of democratic development and the so—called western liberal democracy cannot
be immune. Populism is against plural-liberalism though not necessarily against the elites
and the establishment. Second there is a confrontational structure between “the people”
and “the others” which is a key feature that differentiates populism from other political
thoughts. Trump’s “people” is mainly composed of the white middle class which he shares
by challenging the current “political correctness” . Third populism has a unique style of

113 L) »
pleasure politics”.

Trump took the new media as his main platform and released a large
number of emotionally negative and unfounded statements. The author argues that populism
should be treated seriously and be regarded as a kind of political thought without ideological
core. We should also identify the difference between populists and their supporters as well
as the difference between the problems revealed by populists and the solutions provided by
them.

Key words: populism Donald Trump democracy ‘“the people”  confrontational

structure  plural liberalism pleasure politics

Populism in Argentina: Perspective of State—Society Relation

Jin Xiaowen

Abstract. Populism is a political phenomenon that has occurred repeatedly in Argentina
since the 20th Century. Normally the state—centered perspective ignores the subjectivity of
the society which argues that populism is a way that charismatic leaders manipulate the
masses. However in the state—society relation in Latin America the society maintains the
subjectivity as well. Instead of being simply manipulated by politicians  populism is also

constructed and evolved under the influence of the masses. From the perspective of the
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