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Introduction 

This chapter gives an overview of existing literature on populism in Belgium. The Belgian 

political system is to a large extent organized along linguistic lines, divided between Dutch 

speakers and French speakers (and a small group of German speakers). These linguistic 

divisions can be found in the structure of the state and in the party system as well as in the 

media. (The media system is made up of monolingual Dutch-speaking and French-speaking 

media, with little overlap in terms of audiences and therefore two largely distinct public 

spheres.) As a consequence, literature on populism in Belgium per se is sparse. Rather, the 

literature is either on populism in Flanders or on populism in Francophone Belgium. Much of 

the literature on populism in Belgium has been produced in, or deals with, the Dutch-speaking 

part of the country—largely due to the existence of a highly successful populist radical right 

party in Flanders and the absence of such a party in the French-speaking part of the country. 

Indeed, much of the literature on populism in Belgium focuses on the Flemish radical-right 

party, Vlaams Blok, renamed Vlaams Belang (VB) in 2004 (see Delwit, 2007, p. 141; Erk, 

2005). In some cases, other parties have also been labeled populist. 

 

Research on Populism in Belgium 

As is the case elsewhere, the term populism has often been used in Belgium during political 

debates as well as in academic literature but without much explicit reflection on what the term 

actually means. In Belgium, the notion of populism has been strongly associated with the 

radical right and especially with the Flemish radical-right party, VB. Both empirical research 

into populism and theoretical reflections on the concept of populism have mainly focused on, 

or been inspired by, the strength of the Flemish radical right. 

 

The VB enjoyed a continuous electoral rise from the late 1980s until the mid-2000s, with a 

peak of 24% in the 2004 elections for the Flemish parliament, making it the largest individual 

party at that point and the second electoral force (the first being a cartel of the Christian 

Democratic and Flemish party [CD&V] and the Flemish nationalist New Flemish Alliance 

[N-VA]). The VB’s prominence led to a substantial body of academic work on the party. 

Much of this literature has been focused on the party’s origins (particularly the 1980s and 

1990s), its ideology, and its voters. Its communication, however, received less systematic 

attention. Given the VB’s strong electoral position for almost two decades, much attention has 

been paid to the party in international and comparative literature on the extreme or populist 

right (e.g., Art, 2008; Mudde, 2010; Oesch, 2008). 

 

Literature on the VB published before the late 1990s usually did not deal with the concept of 

populism. Although not totally absent in earlier work, the notion of populism became more 

prominent after the year 2000 because of the concept’s growing popularity in political 

science, political theory, and beyond. But another reason has to do with the VB’s increasingly 

populist communication. The VB was founded at the end of the 1970s as a radical right-wing 
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Flemish nationalist party that could hardly be labelled “populist.” On the contrary, the party 

was elitist and saw itself as a Flemish nationalist vanguard rather than as the voice of “the 

people.” From the beginning, the party was highly critical of the so-called traditional parties 

(Socialists, Christian Democrats, and Liberals) and the more moderate Flemish nationalist 

party, the People’s Union. But this sustained criticism of the political establishment only 

slowly developed into a populist rhetoric. Increasingly, the party no longer only criticized its 

political opponents’ corruption and the like but also delegitimized them as “elite.” 

Simultaneously, the party increasingly presented itself as the representative of the people 

(Jagers & Walgrave, 2007, p. 336; Walgrave & Van Aelst, 2002). 

 

To a lesser extent, the communication of other political parties has also been approached from 

the populism perspective. Some authors have measured the degree of populism of different 

parties or categorized them using a typology of populism (Jagers & Walgrave, 2007; also 

Jagers, 2006; Pauwels, 2010a, 2010b, 2011a, 2014). The Jagers and Walgrave (2007) 

typology used in this edited volume was in fact developed for an analysis of the 

communication of Flemish political parties. In the Francophone Belgian context, the 

notion of populism has mainly been connected to the radical right, with the Belgian Front 

National (1985–2011) a major player. After the French Front National took legal measures to 

stop the party from using the name “Front National,” it changed its name to Démocratie 

nationale. In line with its smaller electoral appeal, the body of literature on the French-

speaking radical right in Belgium is less developed than in Flanders, but it is still considerable 

(e.g., Blaise, 2004; Coffé, 2005; Delwit, 2011; Jamin, 2012a, 2012b; Rea, 1996). Research 

has focused mainly on the history of the radical right in Francophone Belgium and on 

explaining its electoral successes and failures, with weak party organization and the strength 

of the Francophone socialist party as among the main explanatory factors for the limited 

success of the Francophone radical right compared with its Flemish counterpart. 

 

Next to this empirical research on the populism of particular political parties, Belgian authors 

have produced a modest but significant body of more conceptual work on the notion of 

populism. These conceptual approaches have also tended to use the (Flemish) radical right as 

a case study or a starting point and therefore partly overlap with the empirical research 

already mentioned. At the same time, most of the conceptual literature has distinguished the 

concept of populism from the notion of the radical right. In line with the international 

literature, different conceptual approaches to populism can be found in Belgium. Because the 

conceptual literature has been written predominantly by Dutch-speaking authors who tend to 

be oriented toward Anglophone journals and publishers, it has mainly drawn on Anglophone 

literature (but see Durand & Lits, 2005). Populism has been called a communication style 

(Jagers & Walgrave, 2007; also Blommaert, 2004). Following Mudde’s definition, it has also 

been called a “thin” ideology (Abts, 2004; Jagers, 2006; Pauwels, 2010a, 2010b). Still others 

have developed a discourse-theoretical perspective on populism and have applied it to the VB 

(De Cleen, 2009, 2012, 2013; De Cleen & Carpentier, 2010; De Vos, 2002, 2005). Behind 

these different labels, a general consensus exists on the central characteristics of populism: an 

appeal to the people and a criticism of the political elite. But important discussions continue 

about other dimensions, including (a) how broad the definition of populism should be, 

(b) similarly, the nature of populism, and (c) how populism should be evaluated normatively. 

As to the latter, one strand of conceptual work has focused explicitly on the relation between 

populism and democracy, warning about the dangers of populism for democracy. Starting 

from Claude Lefort’s definition of democracy as a regime in which the locus of power needs 

to remain empty, researchers argue that populism’s claim to represent the people constitutes 
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a closure of this empty locus of power and is incompatible with democracy (Abts, 2004; Abts 

& Rummens, 2007; Rummens & Abts, 2010). 

 

Populist Actors as Communicators 

Whether a group of “populist actors” can be identified and which parties belong to that group 

and why depends, of course, on the definition of populism that one uses. Those who use a 

restrictive definition of populism that revolves around a strong people/elite distinction mainly 

consider the radical right and a number of small neoliberal right-wing parties to be populist. 

When one uses a broader definition of populism that also includes empty populist references 

to the people (Jagers & Walgrave 2007), populism applies to nearly all parties in 

contemporary democracy. The same applies when populism refers critically to certain 

“popular” ways of speaking. For instance, Blommaert referred in his work on populist 

language and discourse to Stevaert, the popular leader of the Belgian Social Democrats (Sp.a), 

who presented himself as an ordinary person close to the people and distinct from the 

intellectual and cultural elite (Blommaert 2001, 2004, 2007). 

 

Based on their comparison of Flemish parties, Jagers and Walgrave conclude that the VB—

with its references and appeals to the people, anti-elitism, and exclusion of out-groups (Jagers 

& Walgrave, 2007; also Jagers, 2006)— is a full-blown populist political party, an example of 

complete populism. Other parties also refer and appeal to the people, but their anti-elitism 

tends to be less profound and strongly connected to their periods in opposition. In addition, 

their exclusionary character is less pronounced. They therefore qualify as empty populist 

parties (Jagers & Walgrave, 2007). Occasionally, some parties may show characteristics of 

excluding populism and anti-elitist populism. The Green Party, for example, qualifies as an 

anti-elitist populist party in the period before its time in government (1999–2003). And it is 

argued that the strong anti-immigration stance of the Flemish Liberals and Democrats 

(VLD/Open VLD) equates with “excluding populism” (Jagers & Walgrave 2007, p. 335). In 

some cases, the Labor Party (PVDA/ PTB) is also considered populist., Delwit (2012), for 

example, calls the party “social-populist.” 

 

A more robust quantitative content analytical approach to measuring populism can be found 

in the work of Pauwels (2010a, 2010b, 2011, 2013, 2014; Rooduijn & Pauwels, 2011). He 

limits his list of Flemish populist parties to just two: the VB and the neoliberal, populist Lijst 

Dedecker (LDD, named after the famous judo coach and former liberal party member Jean-

Marie Dedecker, who started the party). Lijst Dedecker was founded in 2007 (after Jagers and 

Walgrave published their article), was very successful for a while, but has all but disappeared. 

On the Francophone side, Pauwels considers the Front National/Démocratie Nouvelle and the 

small, neoliberal Popular Party to be populist. 

 

The communication of the Francophone radical right has received less attention. An exception 

is Jamin (2006, 2012a, 2012b), who has compared the rhetoric of the different radical right 

actors in Flanders, Brussels, and Wallonia. He shows strong similarities among the parties and 

identifies two main differences: their attitudes toward Belgium (the Flemish-nationalist VB 

is anti-Belgian, the Front National is unitarian) and a somewhat different anti-Islamic 

argumentation (the VB’s rhetoric is more ethnic-nationalist, whereas the Front National’s is 

more republican). 

 

The Media and Populism 

Research on the media and populism consists of two partly overlapping strands of analyses: 

populist parties and the media, and the populism of the media. Part of the literature deals with 



4 
 

the relationship between populist parties and the media, with a focus on how media have 

covered populist parties and what role the media have played in the success of populist parties 

(and much less on how the radical right deals with the media). Again, the main focus has been 

on the Flemish populist radical right VB. It has often been assumed that the media played a 

role in the rise of the VB, but the evidence is mixed. In general, it seems that the media have 

not paid extra attention to the VB and their leaders but might have supported the party by 

paying attention to the party’s issues. When looking at studies that measure the amount and 

tone of media attention to the VB, it mostly received less attention (relevant to its electoral 

strength) and more negative coverage than other parties. In particular, individual VB 

politicians receive less attention than do other opposition politicians (De Swert, 2001, 2002; 

Van Aelst, Maddens, Noppe, & Fiers, 2008). De Swert argues that its status as an “eternal” 

opposition party explains to a large extent why it receives relatively little attention. Since all 

other parties decided early on not to form a coalition with the VB (the so-called cordon 

sanitaire), it was structurally excluded from political power. Although there has never been a 

cordon sanitaire médiatique, most media outlets (in varying degrees) have not treated 

the VB as an ordinary party. Quality newspapers, De Swert argues, have sometimes used 

“exposure” strategies (showing the “true face” of the VB), especially during election periods. 

In a special note on its democratic role, the public broadcaster VRT explained why it treated 

the party differently. Also, newspapers more frequently distanced themselves from the party’s 

extreme ideas. For instance, on the day before the 2003 election, the newspaper De Standaard 

gave five potential reasons to vote for each political party but explicitly mentioned that there 

were no reasons to vote for the VB (Van Aelst, 2007). However, studying the evolution of the 

media coverage of the VB between 1987 and 2004, Schafraad, d’Haenens, Scheepers, & 

Wester (2012; also Schafraad, 2009) argue that coverage of the VB became more nuanced 

over the years as the party became more established and ever more successful. The framing 

shifted from a “controversial outsider” to that of an “established outsider.” 

 

In sum, the media did not open their gates entirely and uncritically to the populist radical right 

party, but the news media did focus extensively on nationalism, immigrant topics, and crime-

related themes as issues “owned” by the VB. With this attention on these issues, Walgrave 

and De Swert (2002, 2004) have argued that the media have contributed to the VB’s success. 

 

Besides these analyses of media coverage of the VB, various other approaches to the 

media/VB relationship are worth mentioning. Voorhoof has written about its legal context, 

reflecting on media coverage of the VB and on the VB’s stance toward the media (including 

legal complaints against the public broadcaster, in particular). He has focused on issues such 

as the neutrality of the public broadcaster and the limits of freedom of speech related to 

racism (Voorhoof, 1996, 2008). Cammaerts has also reflected on the principle of freedom of 

speech and its limits in relation to racist rhetoric. In particular, he has focused on the 

distribution of radical right rhetoric via online public spaces such as blogs and online forums, 

thus countering celebratory accounts of the Internet as a driver of democratization 

(Cammaerts, 2007, 2008, 2009). 

 

Reflections on VB rhetoric about the media are few and have not been systematic so far. 

Jagers (2006), for example, has pointed out that the media are among the actors delegitimized 

as an elite by the VB. And De Cleen has studied VB rhetoric about expressive culture in the 

media and elsewhere. He has shown how the VB uses populism to delegitimize artists and 

media professionals who speak out against the party as a politically correct elite. He also 

analyses how cultural and media genres as well as positions in the culture and media sphere 

(such as folk culture, popular culture, and elite culture) acquire political meaning both in the 
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politics of and in the politics against the radical right (De Cleen, 2009, 2012, 2013, 2015; De 

Cleen & Carpentier, 2010). 

 

A second much smaller strand of literature goes beyond the relation between the VB and the 

media, and is concerned with the media’s populism. In Belgium, the notion of populism has 

been most explicitly developed in the political context, but a broader definition of the term 

has been common in nonacademic circles (Blommaert, 2001, 2007; Blommaert, Coriin, 

Holthof, & Lesage, 2004; Elchardus, 2002). Usually, this broader notion of populism 

is used in a derogatory fashion to denounce the media’s role in the anti-intellectualization 

(Blommaert) or dramatization (Elchardus) of politics and society at large. This second strand 

of research is relevant to the first in that it considers the media’s populism to have paved the 

way for the success of populist political parties. In a limited number of cases, and as a 

reaction to its derogatory use, populism has also been accorded a positive connotation. 

In these cases, it is used (predominantly by the political right) to refer favorably to a 

politically incorrect parler-vrai, to common sense, to anti-elitism, and to the culture of the 

common man. This usage is rather uncommon in academic circles, but De Meyer has used 

populism in this fashion in his more essayistic work, which is inspired by the positive 

reevaluation of popular culture in cultural studies (De Meyer, 2003; De Meyer & Schamp, 

2002; cf. McGuigan, 1992, 1997 on the “populism” of cultural studies). Finally, the well-

known writer Van Reybrouck (2011) wrote a remarkable essay in which he argued for more 

populism as way to involve less-educated people in contemporary politics. 

 

Citizens and Populism 

A substantial body of electoral and broader sociological research in Belgium covers the voters 

of the radical right VB and Front National and of the newer and more volatile neoliberal, 

populist, right-wing parties mentioned earlier. Large-scale electoral studies analyze voter 

motivations and voter movements across all parties and examine populist parties alongside 

other parties (e.g., Deschouwer, Delwit, Hooghe, & Walgrave, 2010; Deschouwer, Delwit, 

Hooghe, Rihoux, & Walgrave, 2014; Swyngedouw, Billiet, & Goeminne 2007). Survey 

research deals more specifically with the voting preferences for populist parties. The bulk of 

this literature is on the VB. Its electoral breakthrough and continued growth sparked a lively 

interest in the party’s voters. Political scientists as well as sociologists have attempted to 

characterize VB voters and explain voting for the VB (Billiet, Coffé, & Maddens, 

2007; Billiet & De Witte, 1995, 2008; Coffé, 2002; De Witte, 1992; De Witte, Billiet, & 

Scheepers, 1994; Elchardus & Smits, 2002; Pelleriaux, 2001; Rink, Phalet, & Swyngedouw, 

2009; Swyngedouw, 1994; Swyngedouw & Depickere, 2007). Among other things, these 

studies show the overrepresentation of less-educated and male voters (although the 

overrepresentation of both decreased over time) and a higher degree of political distrust 

among the VB electorate. Similar questions have been asked about the Francophone 

Front National (Delwit, 1998), and some comparisons between the voters of the VB and the 

Front National have been made (Coffé, 2005). 

 

Political distrust and criticism of traditional parties have been part of the explanatory models 

for voting for the radical right, but the notion of populism only started to be operationalized 

explicitly in this kind of survey research more recently. Some survey research now includes 

sets of questions specifically aimed at measuring populism and voters (see Pauwels, 2014, p. 

190). Pauwels (2010a, 2010b, 2014) has studied the voters of what he considers the populist 

parties in Flanders—the VB and the now defunct Lijst Dedecker (as well as German and 

Dutch populist parties). The choice for these parties is based on their programs being populist 
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according to Mudde’s definition of populism as a “thin” ideology. Pauwels argues for a more 

concerted effort to distinguish the role that populism plays in attracting voters from the role 

that other ideological components of parties play (e.g., a negative stance on immigration). In 

his analysis, he identifies dissatisfaction with the functioning of democracy and a preference 

for more decision making through referendums as important drivers for voting for populist 

parties. He also notes that populist voters would be more likely not to vote were voting no 

longer compulsory (as is the case in Belgium). 

 

Elchardus and Spruyt (2012, 2014; Spruyt 2014) take a different approach to populism and 

voting, basing their identification of populist parties on the appeal of populist “thin” ideology 

among the electorate rather than on party positions. The authors stress the importance of 

education as a factor in explaining support for populist statements among the population. 

This approach leads them to argue that, based on the attitudes of their electorates, the VB and 

the far-left socialist Labor Party are populist, but the right-wing nationalist New Flemish 

Alliance and Lijst Dedecker are not. Therefore, a voter (or demand-side) perspective only 

partly overlaps with a party (or supply-side) perspective. 

 

Summary and Recent Developments 

In sum, the literature on populism in the small and divided country of Belgium 

is elaborate. The main reason is the sustained electoral success of the populist radical-right 

party VB. Although not all studies focused on the party’s populist character, the party 

increased the scholarly interest in, and public debate on, populism. Since Belgium has few 

own-language outlets, many studies are published in English (the most cited one being Jagers 

& Walgrave, 2007). 

 

A number of recent developments in the Flemish political landscape are important to our 

understanding of populist parties and the concept of populism. A first major development is 

the electoral downfall of the VB. Starting from the 2005 federal elections, the party has, 

slowly at first and then more rapidly, lost large shares of its voters. The party that at its peak 

got no fewer than one out of four Flemish votes failed to win over much more than five 

percent of voters in 2014. A number of factors have contributed to this decline. Partly at fault 

are internal struggles between the leaders of the VB. The cordon sanitaire—the agreement 

between the other political parties to avoid coalitions with the VB—eventually showed voters 

that a vote for the VB was a lost vote (Pauwels, 2011b). The cordon sanitaire became 

especially problematic for the VB once a serious contender on the nationalist 

right arrived in the form of the New Flemish Alliance. 

 

The rise of the New Flemish Alliance, a conservative right-wing Flemish nationalist party, is 

a second relevant development. In part, thanks to the immense popularity of its leader, the 

New Flemish Alliance has become a major political force, dominating both the Flemish 

government and the federal government after the 2014 elections. The party’s rhetoric has 

populist elements, but it is not a populist party pur sang, or a “complete populist party” like 

the VB (see Pauwels, 2013, p. 81). As a new contender in the opposition, even on entering the 

Flemish government, the New Flemish Alliance presented itself as an alternative to the 

“traditional” parties and used anti-establishment elements to do so. The party claims to be 

tapping into what it calls the “ground stream,” thus presenting itself as the representative 

of the people, but this “people” is only partially defined in opposition to an elite. Furthermore, 

the party has a more moderate center-right view on the immigrant issue than the VB, which 

makes the party more acceptable to both voters and other parties. 
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A third development is the growing strength of the socialist Labor Party, situated to the left of 

the Social Democrats. This party participated in the 2014 elections on a Francophone/Dutch 

platform and obtained a few seats in different parliaments. The Labor Party has clear populist 

elements. The distinction between the people and the elite—defined by the party in economic 

terms—plays an important role in its communication. Slogans such as “It is their crisis—

make them pay” and “First the people, not profit” exemplify this stance. Although the Labor 

Party’s electoral success remains modest, it might benefit from the recent success of radical-

left parties with populist characteristics in Spain and Greece. A similar success could inspire 

Belgian social scientists (as the Greek and Spanish situation has already done internationally) 

to renew their interest in populism in Belgium—this time focusing on the left side of the 

political spectrum. 

 

References 

Abts, K. (2004). Het populistisch appel. Voorbij de populaire communicatiestijl en de 

ordinaire democratiekritiek. Tijdschrift voor Sociologie, 25(4), 451–476. 

Abts, K., & Rummens, S. (2007). Populism versus democracy. Political Studies, 55(2), 405–

424. 

Art, D. (2008). The organizational origins of the contemporary radical right: The case of 

Belgium. Comparative Politics, 40(4), 421–440. 

Billiet, J., Coffé, H., & Maddens, B. (2007). Een Vlaams-nationale identiteit en de houding 

tegenover allochtonen in een longitudinaal perspectief. In M. Swyngedouw, Belgium 

107 

J. Billiet, & B. Goeminne (Eds.), De kiezer onderzocht. De verkiezingen van 2003 en 2004 in 

Vlaanderen (pp. 95–120). Leuven, Belgium: Universitaire Pers Leuven. 

Billiet, J., & De Witte, H. (1995). Attitudinal dispositions to vote for a “new” extreme right-

wing party: The case of the “Vlaams Blok.” European Journal of Political Research, 

27(2), 181–202. 

Billiet, J., & De Witte, H. (2008). Everyday racism as a predictor of political racism in 

Flemish Belgium. Journal of Social Issues, 64(2), 253–267. 

Billiet, J., & Swyngedouw, M. (1995). De keuze tussen groen en extreem-rechts. Sporen van 

een nieuwe breuklijn. Res Publica, 35(2), 247–262. 

Blaise, P. (2004). L’extreme droite francophone. Dissensions internes, faiblesse structurelle et 

instabilité électorale. In P. Blaise & P. Moreau (Eds.), Extreme droite et national-

populisme en Europe de l’Ouest. Analyse par pays et approches transversales (pp. 

149–178). Brussels, Belgium: CRISP.  

Blommaert, J. (2001). Ik stel vast. Politiek taalgebruik, politieke vernieuwing en verrechtsing. 

Berchem, Belgium: EPO. 

Blommaert, J. (2004). Populisme als spreekregime. In J. Blommaert & E. Corijn (Eds.), 

Populisme (pp. 123–150). Berchem, Belgium: EPO. 

Blommaert, J. (2007). De crisis van de democratie. Commentaren op actuele politiek. 

Berchem, Belgium: EPO. 

Blommaert, J., Corijn, E., Holthof, M., & Lesage, D. (2004). Populisme. Berchem, Belgium: 

EPO. 

Cammaerts, B. (2007). Blogs, online forums, public spaces and the extreme right in North 

Belgium. In N. Carpentier, P. Pruulmann-Vengerfeldt, K. Nordenstreng, 

M. Hartmann, P. Vihalemm, B. Cammaerts, … T. Olsson (Eds.), Media technologies and 

democracy in an enlarged Europe. The intellectual work of the 2007 European Media 

and Communication Doctoral Summer School (pp. 107–119). Tartu, Estonia: Tartu 

University Press. 



8 
 

Cammaerts, B. (2008). Critiques on the participatory potentials of Web 2.0. Communication, 

Culture & Critique, 1(4), 358–377. 

Cammaerts, B. (2009). Radical pluralism and free speech in online public spaces: The case of 

North Belgian extreme right discourses. International Journal of Cultural Studies, 

12(6), 555–575. 

Coffé, Hilde (2002). De invloed van de levensbeschouwelijke en maatschappelijke 

betrokkenheid op een positieve beoordeling van het Vlaams Blok. Tijdschrift voor 

Sociologie, 23(2), 161–192. 

Coffé, H. (2005). Extreem-rechts in Vlaanderen en Wallonië. Het verschil. Roeselare, 

Belgium: Roularta. 

De Cleen, B. (2009). Popular music against extreme right populism. International Journal of 

Cultural Studies, 12(6), 577–595. 

De Cleen, B. (2012). The rhetoric of the Flemish populist radical right party Vlaams 

Blok/Vlaams Belang in a context of discursive struggle: A discourse-theoretical 

analysis. (Unpublished doctoral thesis). Brussels, Belgium: Vrije Universiteit Brussel. 

De Cleen, B. (2013). The Vlaams Blok/Belang versus the Flemish city theatres. An analysis 

of populist radical right rhetoric about culture. In M. KhosraviNik, 

B. Mral, & R. Wodak (Eds.), Right-wing populism in Europe: Politics and discourse (pp. 

209–222). London, UK: Bloomsbury Academic. 

De Cleen, B. (2015). “Flemish Friends, Let us Separate!”: The discursive struggle for Flemish 

nationalist civil society in the media. Javnost The Public, 22(1), 37–54. 

De Cleen, B., & Carpentier, N. (2010). Contesting the populist claim on “the people” through 

popular culture: The 0110 concerts versus the Vlaams Belang. Social Semiotics, 20(2), 

175–196. 

Delwit, P. (1998). Qui vote pour le Front National en Belgique? In P. Delwit, J.-M. De Waele, 

& A. Rea (Eds.), L’extrême droite en France et en Belgique (pp. 167–180). Brussels, 

Belgium: Éditions Complexe. 

Delwit, P. (2007). The Belgian National Front and the question of power. In P. Delwit & P. 

Poirier (Eds.), Extreme droite et pouvoir en Europe (pp. 141–166). Brussels, Belgium: 

Éditions de l’université de Bruxelles. 

Delwit, P. (2011). Le Front national. In P. Delwit & J.-M. De Waele (Eds.), Les partis 

politiques en Belgique (pp. 187–213). Brussels, Belgium: Éditions de l’Université de 

Bruxelles. 

Delwit, P. (2012) L’exception belge. In M.-C. Esposito, A. Laquieze, & C. Manigand (Eds.), 

Populismes. L’envers de la démocratie (pp. 121–131). Paris, France: Vendémiaire. 

De Meyer, G. (2003). Manifest van een cultuurpopulist: over de media, het middenveld en de 

cultuur van het volk. Leuven, Belgium: Acco. 

De Meyer, G., & Schamp, W. (2002). Politiek niet correct. Antwerp, Belgium: Cover Books. 

Deschouwer, K., Delwit, P., Hooghe, M., Rihoux, B., & Walgrave, S. (2014). Attitudes et 

comportements des électeurs lors du scrutin du 25 mai 2014. Courrier Hebdomadaire 

du CRISP, No. 2225. Brussels, Belgium: CRISP. 

Deschouwer K., Delwit P., Hooghe M., & Walgrave S. (Eds.). (2010). Les voix du peuple. 

Une analyse du comportement électoral du 7 juin 2009. Brussels, Belgium: Éditions 

de l’ULB. 

De Swert, K. (2001). Tussen vergeetput en schandpaal: strategieën tegen extreem rechts in 

drie Vlaamse kranten. (Working paper). Antwerp, Belgium: Departement Politieke en 

Sociale Wetenschappen, Universiteit Antwerpen. 

De Swert, K. (2002, March). The cordon sanitaire around the extreme right in the Flemish 

media. Paper prepared for the European Consortium for Political Research Joint 

Session, Turin, Italy. 



9 
 

De Vos, P. (2002). The sacralisation of consensus and the rise of right-wing populism. Studies 

in Social and Political Thought, 7, 3–29. 

De Vos, P. (2005). Het uur van de rattenvangers: de populistische verleiding en hoe ze te 

weerstaan. Oikos, 35, 37–45. 

De Witte, H. (1992). Racisten of apatici? Een empirische analyse van de politieke en 

maatschappelijke opvattingen van kiezers van het Vlaams Blok in 1989 en van de 

motivering van hun stemgedrag. In E. Deslé & A. Martens (Eds.), Gezichten van 

hedendaags racisme (pp. 189–218). Brussels, Belgium: VUBPress. 

De Witte, H., Billiet, J., & Scheepers, P. (1994). Hoe zwart is Vlaanderen? Een exploratief 

onderzoek naar uiterst- rechtse denkbeelden in Vlaanderen in 1991. Res Publica, 

36(1), 85–102. 

Durand, P., & Lits, M. (2005). Introduction: peuple, populaire, populisme. Hermes, 42, 11–

18. 

Elchardus, M. (2002). De dramademocratie. Leuven, Belgium: Lannoo. 

Elchardus M., & Smits, W. (2002). Anatomie en oorzaken van het wantrouwen. Brussels, 

Belgium: VUBPress. 

Elchardus, M., & Spruyt, B. (2012). Populisme en de zorg over de samenleving. In J. 

Uitermark, M. Oudenampsen, B. van Heerikhuizen, & R. van Reekum (Eds.), Power 

to the people! Een anatomie van het populisme (pp. 119–138). Den Haag, 

Netherlands: Boom/Lemma. 

Elchardus, M., & Spruyt, B. (2014). Populism, persistent republicanism and declinism. An 

empirical analysis of populism as a thin ideology. Government and Opposition. 

Retrieved from http://journals.cambridge.org/. 

Erk, J. (2005). From Vlaams Blok to Vlaams Belang: The Belgian far-right renames itself. 

West European Politics, 28(3), 493–502. 

Jagers, J. (2006). De stem van het volk. Een onderzoek naar populisme bij Vlaamse politieke 

partijen. (Unpublished doctoral thesis). Antwerp: Belgium: Universiteit Antwerpen. 

Jagers, J., & Walgrave, S. (2007). Populism as political communication style: An empirical 

study of political parties’ discourse in Belgium. European Journal of Political 

Research, 46(3), 319–345. 

Jamin, J. (2006). Extreme droite et immigration en Belgique francophone. In M. Martiniello, 

A. Rea, & F. Dassetto (Eds.), Immigration et intégration en Belgique francophone. État des 

savoirs (pp. 377–397). Louvain-La-Neuve, Belgium: Academia Bruylant. 

Jamin, J. (2012a). Extreme-right discourse in Belgium: A comparative regional approach. In 

A. Mammone, E. Godin, & B. Jenkins (Eds.), Mapping the extreme right in 

contemporary Europe. From local to transnational (pp. 62–77). Milton Park, 

Routledge. 

Jamin, J. (2012b). Radicalismes et extrémismes de droite. In F. Bouhon & M. Reuchamps 

(Eds.), Les systemes électoraux de la Belgique (pp. 225–242). Louvain-la-Neuve, 

Belgium: Bruylant. 

McGuigan, J. (1992). Cultural populism. London, UK: Routledge. 

McGuigan, J. (1997). Cultural populism revisited. In M. Ferguson & P. Golding (Eds.), 

Cultural studies in question (pp. 138–154). London, UK: Sage. 

Mudde, C. (2010). The populist radical right: A pathological normalcy. West European 

Politics, 33(6), 1167–1186. 

Oesch, D. (2008). Explaining workers’ support for right-wing populist parties in Western 

Europe: Evidence from Austria, Belgium, France, Norway, and Switzerland. 

International Political Science Review, 29(3), 349–373. 



10 
 

Pauwels, T. (2010a). The populist voter. Explaining electoral support for populist parties in 

the Netherlands, Belgium and Germany. (Unpublished doctoral thesis). Brussels, 

Belgium: Université Libre de Bruxelles. 

Pauwels, T. (2010b). Explaining the success of neo-liberal populist parties: The case of Lijst 

Dedecker in Belgium. Political Studies, 58(5), 1009–1029. 

Pauwels, T. (2011a). Measuring populism: A quantitative text analysis of party literature in 

Belgium. Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, 21(1), 97–119. 

Pauwels, T. (2011b). Explaining the strange decline of the populist radical right Vlaams 

Belang in Belgium: The impact of permanent opposition. Acta Politica, 46(1), 60–82. 

Pauwels, T. (2013). Belgium: Decline of national populism? In K. Grabow & F. Hartlieb 

(Eds.), Exposing the Demagogues: Right-wing and National Populist Parties in 

Europe (pp. 81–104). Berlin, Germany: Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung. 

Pauwels, T. (2014). Populism in Western Europe. Comparing Belgium, Germany, and the 

Netherlands. Milton Park, UK: Routledge. 

Pelleriaux, K. (2001). Demotie en burgerschap: de culturele constructie van ongelijkheid in 

de kennismaatschappij. Brussels, Belgium: VUB Press. 

Rea, A. (1996). Le Front National. Faiblesse institutionnelle et force électorale. In P. Delwit 

& J.-M. De Waele (Eds.), Les partis politique en Belgique (pp. 193–204). 

Brussels, Belgium: Éditions de l’Université de Bruxelles. 

Rink, N., Phalet, K., & Swyngedouw, M. (2009). The effects of immigrant population size, 

unemployment, and individual characteristics on voting the Vlaams Blok in Flanders 

1991–1999. European Sociological Review, 25(4), 411–424. 

Rooduijn, M., & Pauwels, T. (2011). Measuring populism. Comparing two methods of  

content analysis. West European Politics, 34(6), 1272–1283. 

Rummens, S., & Abts, K. (2010). Defending democracy: The concentric containment of 

political extremism. Political studies, 58, 649–665. 

Schafraad, P. (2009). Controversial outsiders. A cross-national study of media attention to the 

far-right. (Unpublished doctoral thesis). Nijmegan, Netherlands: Radboud Universiteit 

Nijmegen. 

Schafraad, P., d’Haenens, L., Scheepers, P., & Wester, F. (2012). The evolution of a media 

image: Newspaper attention to the Flemish far right 1987–2004. Acta Politica, 47(4), 

356–377. 

Spruyt, B. (2014). An asymmetric group relation? An investigation into public perceptions of 

education-based groups and the support for populism. Acta Politica, 49(2), 123–143. 

Swyngedouw, M. (1994). De opkomst en doorbraak van Agalev en Vlaams Blok in de jaren 

tachtig en negentig. Acta Politica, 29(4), 453–476. 

Swyngedouw, M., Billiet, J., & Goeminne, B. (Eds.). (2007). De kiezer onderzocht. De 

verkiezingen van 2003 en 2004 in Vlaanderen (pp. 95–120). Belgium: Universitaire 

Pers Leuven. 

Swyngedouw, M., & Depickere, A. (2007). Expliquer les succes électoraux de l’extreme 

droite: la “formule gagnante” de Kitschelt au banc d’essai des élections flamandes de 

1999. Revue française de science politique, 57(2), 187–208. 

Van Aelst, P. (2007). Toeschouwer, speler of scheidsrechter? Een studie naar de rol van de 

media in de verkiezingscampagne van 2003. Brugge, Belgium: Vanden Broele. 

Van Aelst, P., Maddens, B., Noppe, J., & Fiers, S. (2008). Politicians in the news: media or 

party logic? Media attention and electoral success in the Belgian election campaign of 

2003. European Journal of Communication, 23(2), 193–210. 

Van Reybrouck, D. (2011). Pleidooi voor populisme. Antwerp, Belgium: De Bezige Bij. 



11 
 

Voorhoof, D. (1996). Integratiebeleid, racismebestrijding en de media: juridisch kader. In L. 

d’Haenens & F. Saeys (Eds.), Media & multiculturalisme in Vlaanderen (pp. 17–38). 

Ghent, Belgium: Academia Press. 

Voorhoof, D. (2008). Vlaamse media dienen niet het Vlaams Belang. In N. Van Eijk & B. 

Hugenholtz (Eds.), Dommering-bundel. Opstellen over informatierecht (pp. 389–401). 

Amsterdam, the Netherlands: Otto Cramwinckel. 

Walgrave, S., & De Swert, K. (2002). Doet het ertoe welk nieuws er gebracht wordt? Over de 

invloed van de nieuwsmedia op het verkiezingssucces van het Vlaams Blok. Ethische 

perspectieven, 12(2), 122–151. 

Walgrave, S., & De Swert, K. (2004). The making of the (issues of the) Vlaams Blok. The 

media and the success of the Belgian extreme-right party. Political Communication, 

21(4), 479–500. 

Walgrave, S., & Van Aelst, P. (2002). Wij zeggen wat u denkt. Over de politieke 

communicatie van het Vlaams Blok. In B. Van den Broeck & M.-C. Foblets (Eds.), 

Het failliet van de integratie? Het multiculturalismedebat in Vlaanderen (pp. 221– 

227). Leuven, Belgium: Acco. 


