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Thesis Abstract

As political crises and social unregstoliferate worldwide, the appeal of populism grows
steadily in various foraincluding academic fordn this respect, mabundance of scholarly
publications has sought, through the study of populism, to unmanmrtant aspects of
contemporary political and social dynamics. Discourse theory scholars, in particular, have
played an important role in pushing the bouretanf populism studies forward.hey have
challenged objectivist perspectives in the (social) scebgeforegrounding the role of
meaningmaking and bytreating populism as a discursive logiat better characteriséise
political (dis)articulation of social realityn situating itsanalytical focus at the frontier of
populism studies, this papbase dissertation contributes to this literature from both an
empirical and a theoretical point of view.

Through the four papers which make up this thesis, | contribute to discourse theory by
presenting three main lines of analysis in the study of populsiBrazil, a case that is
frequently referenced but which remains urebgplored. Firstly, by explorin§razilés fourth
republican period (1946964), this thesis shows how populism is best understood as both a
concept and a signifier, revealing the waydigaamic interplay of populism discourses shape
our sense of social reality. Secondly, by studying a leading magazine with an upmarket
readership in Brazil \(eja), | explore the affective force running through grdpulist
discursive articulations, affirimmg the value of the category of fantasy from an empirical and
analytical point of view. Thirdly, by focusing on the collective candidacy ofBthecada
Ativistain the Sao Paulo State elections, | explore the potential of the concept of populism,
conceivel as a logic, to shed light on aspects of political life beyond populist phenomena.
Finally, in recognising a gap in the literature in relation to the constitutive role of desire in

social meaningmaking processes, the fourth paper constructs, througpsyehoanalytic



category of hysteria, an approach to knowledge production informed by desire, which
constitutes the main theoretical contribution to the discourse theory tradition.

By paying close attention to Brazilian politics, this thesis explores suinthe
distinctive virtues ofa discourse theoretical approach to populibyn drawing out the
normative, ideological, and politiestrategic implications of complex political dynamics and

social meaningnaking processesithin andbeyond the study of popst phenomena.



Foreword
A radical contingent force has emerged from the sweeping changes affecting societies
worldwide and is now dominating the current epdeblitical instability, long regarded as a
peripheral menace, features everywhere and has brought alarming social unrest to the heart of
Western liberal civilisation. Not leashcipientsocial interactions have started to reshape the
contours of an almogtnperceptibly yet steadily changirmgademic world

In seeking to untangle and exhaust social and political inquiry through positive
analytical theory and liberal normativism, political science, with the emphasis placed very
much ond s c ig éas oftertaken a rather narrow approach to our innermost human enigmas.
However, in the wake of epochal changes, the blind belief in method as a silver bullet for
research and the restraints imposed by universal normative laws have patently reached an
impasse in amunting for the dynamics underlying contemporary human interactions.

In the midst of this wake,aw fields of research and crefestilisation of conceptual
and analytical domairseem tdloom before our eyekikewise,the appeal to trarand inter
disciplinary research gatheggeatersteam.At the same timehowever,the forces behind
scholarly production and publication are widely subsumed watderisation and competition
imperatives, with much scholarly work enduring contractual and financiadtardonditions
Nevertheless, whilassuming distinctive nuancés terms of thetheoretical or empirical
researchaspects and imperatives of finamgiand governmentalitythe similarities between
the politics endowing and constitutindhes c i e andtkosedstructuring power relations in
other social domaingre becoming all the more visible

In a bid to distil the difference betweenaalledfactbased informatioandfake news
social actors engage inmoontational dynamics, drawing upon almost every aspect of our
lives. In a not too dissimilar vein, practitioners engage in heated discussions, endlessly trying

to delimit criteria that can objectively anticipate human behaviour and failing miseraldy to d



so. Indeed, antagonistic interactions disputing social knowledge appear everyaviteie
could be no different in an agescribedunder the name aposttruthd Whoor whatis tobe
blamel for this bracketing of sociaiormalty? One prominent figure emerge$irough the
cacophonyof voicestrying to soothe ouanxiousconcernthe figure of populism.

While analysts, commentators, politicians and practitioners fail to come to grips with
the objective principles and stable laws goversiogjal reality, the obscure figure of populism
gains a presence in political debates, journalistic communication and scholarly research
production. Back in the 1840sudwig Feuerbacheflected upon the figure of God and its all
embracing benevolent imag®t as an inherent representation of divine holiness but as the
outward projection oinward humardesires. Could the same critical stance confront current
forms of acrosshe-board representations of social evil? What ifdggravatinduzzing sound
of anti-populist alarm bells reflect processes within ourselves rather than warning of an external
menace?

This thesis identifies a unique research opportunity in the visible limitation of
objectivist approaches in the social sciences and the humanitiesteonporary forms of
social antagonism and the rather obscure and pervasive discursive role of thepvorgg 6 1 i s m
in contemporary life. As such, this thesis draws on the disputes of social agents that claim an
insight into society through questions related to populism. In line with gopsstvist research
approach, | do not follow a scientific rationale strivingdemonstrate a theory or explain a
concrete political or social phenomenon on the basis of correlations, generalisations or causal
laws in this thesis. The thinkingrocessbehind this body of work rathdollows a series of
affective investments and vivabservations | have experienced and which have structured my
views about myself and the social world of which | am a part. After all, this thesis understands

that all attempts of positive affirmation are, ultimately, a request for love, a request wdsch se
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itself radicalised as we faaar shared solitude in the wake of political uncertainty and the
suspension od ¢ o mésociability through quarantines and social distancing measures.

While most doctoral research projects usually give asepth analysi®f a specific
problematic feature, whoever reads this work is invited to delve deeper into new aspects related
to the concrete practices and regimes being studied helm sStwe this thesis should not be
thought of in terms of an outright, circular amttencompassing research endeavour. Instead,
it is a partial and open engagement with pressing questions derived from my own thoughts in
engaging with others and, concomitantly, aims to expand this relational engagement through
the questions and exploi@is encompassing this doctoral work. In my view, this thesis moves
away from a fixed position of objective findings to a reflective stance opening doorways for
the research to come.

The foundations for the path of this research project can be tracedobamkearly
political and academic engagements atidenchantmenin my hometown of Bogota,
Colombia. (From the narrow clabssed manuals | duly read as part of communist youths to
the obscure dogmatic reverence given to statistical correlation | waseekfmas a novice
student in political science.) Later travels and meetings drew my attention to new theoretical
outlooks (e.g. structuralism and psychoanalysis) and led me to take pagaigng political
experiences (e.g. communitarian processes lmaCihe Krchneriga movement in Argentina
and the Spanisimdignatg. These had an emotional effect on me and triggered a desire for the
collective construction of a better future. My greatest joys anrdoens in recent years,
howeverhave been related to Brazil. At the same time, Erlestoc | fasuir@ating work has
progressively become a key source of intellectual stimuli for faemy decision to undertake
doctoral studies drawing upon Brazilian dynamics at the Essex School thasenoentirely

arbitrary.
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The enthralling exchanges and discussions | have taken part in as a member of the
Ideology and Discourse Analysis PhD group at the Essex University Government Department
have all sparked a collective research spirit. In agraemi¢h my supervisory board, | regard
the option of writing this thesis as a set of individual and collaborative papers as a formative
research experienc@homas de Barros and Jason Glynos have provided vital and creative
insightsinto paper 1. Furtherme, Tathiana Chicarino and Rosemary Segurado have enriched
the development of paper 3. Before coming to the official acknowledgements, | thank them all
for their contributions to these papers and cherish their committed support of this research
project.

Since starting my doctoral studies, | have managed to publish and circulate some
research advances in AngBaxon lusophone and francophone academic discussion groups.
Before moving on, | would like to draw the readeattention to some of these achievetsen
highlighting explicitly the peereviewed status of this work and related doctoral published
reflections by the time of thesis submission.

My piece, Hysteria in the Square@ourth thesis paper; Ronderos, 2021), has been
published byPsychoanalysis, Qure and Societyand raises a psychoanalyticaihflected
contribution on how meaningnaking can be informed through a perspective of desire. The
article Collectivising Political Mandategthird thesis paper; Ronderos et al. 2020), which
appeared in the journdpolitics, deals with more mainstream perspectives on political
institutions and explores how the discourse theoretical approach can shed light on institutional
crisis and collectivaction processes. Whiltke articlePopulism in the Makingfirst thesis
paper)undergoes peaeview in theJournal of Politis in Latin Americamy From Lula to
Bolsonaropiece (second thesis papérds been favourably considered by and undergoes

review at theCritical Discourse Studieurnal
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Derived from the literature review of this thesis, | have sought to fill in some gaps in
the conflict studies literature related to violence in Colombiasmteeded in having two
scholarly publicationg-or the FrencliRevue Multitudesmy La transformation de la violence
en ColombigRonderos, 2020)neompasses an analysistbe aticulation of new modes of
Colombian violence dynamics. Furthermore, in asialy the organisational composition of
the rebel guerrilla group FARC from a discourse theory standpoint, my Redusls at War,
Criminals in Peac€Ronderos and Marihopez, 2021) has beguublished bythe Rethinking
Marxismjournal.

In terms of lusophone scholarship, | have contributed to writing and publishing three
peerreviewed articles. Firstly, in exploring the distinctive virtues of édhp o | logici ot a |
populisth y pime the Brazilian setting (Glynos and Mondon, 2016), thelarPopulismo e
Antipopulismo naPolitica Brasileira explores some underlying logics endowing the keen
scholarly focus of the Brazilian academy on populism (Ronderos and Zicman de Barros, 2020).
Moreover, in reflecting on the leading role of mainstreaarnpalism in the impeachment of
Brazilian presidents Fernando Collor de Melo and Dilma Rousseff, the amjpéachment!

Em nome dd?ovo shows how discourse theory can help analyse the role of the media in the
articulation of political antagonism (Chicaro et al. 2021).Finally, the pieceEntre a
Eliminacdo e o Dissensanalyses the discursive role of orgaimiellectual Filipe Martins in
constructing a p o p u | a rlinked udbtheefarighd political project of Jair Bolsonaro
(Chicarino and Rondero2019).

Having set a general background against which | have developed this thesis and the
core milestones reached in terms of pesiew and publication processes before thesis
submision and VIVA examination, | now invite whoever comes to readdabéarch project to
move on to the acknowledgements and the formal development of this work in the hope they

may find a good read.
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1. Introduction and Scope of the Thesis

There is no denying that much ink has been spilt in coming to terms with the meaning of
gopulismd However, unfortunately, few conceptual frameworks analytically ennictiraady
plethaic field which has grown under the label gfopulism studie3with well-defined
research agendas, bringing about new and valuable insights into contemporary politics beyond
the mere characterisation of players as being populist (or not).

What is moremany of these studies have been rather quick in treating their object of
inquiry pejoratively. Be it through a deceiving style (e.g. Weyland, 2001), a Manichean outlook
(e.g. Mudde, 2004), fuelled by adfitieral tendencies (e.g. Muller, 2016) or by ferrof
unscrupulous and exploitative electoral opportunism (Betz, 1994), a broad array of actors and
movements with distinctive political stripes are carelessly classified, ordered and grouped, and
negatively evaluated in scholarly publications under thellabdopulisn@ In this view, the
sovereign populus i.e. &¢he people', appears as an-eljuipped, oveemotional and
homogeneous political subject (e.g. Mudde and Rovira Kaltwasser, 2017) which, lacking a
solid ideology and consistency, ends up subptdb vertical and anpluralist forms of
(populist) political leadership (e.g. Weffort 1965ab; 1967; Mudde, 2004). Although scholars
draw on a wide range of distinctive research traditions, the standard views of ‘populism' and
'the people’ in populismusdies are pejorative.

Still, a growing number of scholars have warned against the 'reification of populism’,
in which populism is treated as a phenomepenseand oftenidentified as to behe main
driving force of social and political dynamics (see De Cleen and Glynos, 2021, p. 179; 182).
While some practitioners strongly question the conceptual utility of characterising players and
movements as 'populist’ (e.g. Cannon, 2018), othersdi@weed that the concept of populism

is so loosely and varyingly used that neither the object of study nor its conceptual significance



are properly presented (e.g. Rydgen, 2017). Indeed, calls for its radical renewal or definite
abandonment have becormalkthe more frequent amidst an avalanche of research production
on populism studies threatening 'to swamp all our analyses of and discourses about
contemporary politics, radical or not' (Dean and Maiguashca, 2020, p. 19).

It is in this context that proponenbf the discourse theory approach, part of the so
called Essex School of Discourse Analy@igreafterEssex Schopl have intervened in the
central debates encompassing studies on populism. In seeking to counteract the tendency to
treat populism as a ftig', discourse scholars invite us to pay attention to the performative
dimensions and functions not only of populism but also of discoatsmgpopulism, tracing
their effects in the political and social domains (De Cleen, Glynos and Mondon, 2018; De
Cleen and Glynos 2021ndeed, &ploring the performative function of labelling actors as
populists has been pointed as a promising analytic scope by discourse theorists to advance in
the study of contemporary discourses about populism and their influeecesacial and
political dynamics.In assuming a meaningaking perspective (Laclau, 2014), they also
promote a reflexive and critical stance which considers the emotional investments underlying
discursive formations which slavishly see populism as anyateentral feature of political
reality (Glynos and Mondon, 2016; Eklundh, 2020; Ronderos and Zicman de Barros, 2020;
Brown and Mondon, 2021).

While highly suggestivemost of these interventions remain relatively braefl such
lines of analysisre stil underdeveloped and underexploiadight of concrete case studies
Building onthediscourse theorframework this thesis focuses on the case of Brazilian politics
to contribute to a literature that takes its bearing from discoalsmgpopulism at 'frontier of
populism studiesin other words, | am interested in the performative function of discourses
aboutpopulism in Brazil. By associating in this thesis the study of discourses about populism

with the concept of Operformativityo, I am



more analytic and empirical fashion (see Laclau 2005a, 97, p. 103] tl8m that discourses
which refer to populism as a central discursive element are performed in concrete ways, and
their structural logics will vary according to the concrete social space in which they are
inscribed. This is no small detail, as, fosaburse theory, identity comes about discursively
and, lacking an objective field of pdetermined meaning, any form of social meaning and
identity formation is always politically installed, for the words we use and the ways these are
performed help shagbe social world and the identities inscribed in it.

When it comes to Brazilian politics,p@pulistdescriptor is gaining traction, assuming
a central role in discourses in the public sphere and inscribing newspaper headlines with
clamorous political prdicaments and devastating social prognosis. Regarding academic
production, scholars have little hesitation in claiming that the recent rise in Brazilian populism
unambiguously stems from the discrediting of major political parties and makes use -of extra
constitutional strategies to deceivingly capture the public agenda (see, for example, Borges,
2021; Fuks et al., 2021; Avritzer et al., 2021). However, when reading such studies, one is left
wondering about the significance behind this pervasive and staggesrdi 6 p o p uilin s md
the Brazilian context, as no definitional clarity (or defining effort, even) is rendered visible.
One t hing i s certain: when t he signifier
representational crisis, social erosion andegéee political processes tend to take over the
foci. With regards to the specialised literature regarding populism studies as a field of research,
Brazil is often highlighted as aad hochost of both left and rightwing populism, without
properly undemking a more rooted and profound caselysis of its social and political
dynamics (e.g. Mudde, 2019; Mudde and Kaltwasser, 2011, p. 12; Kaltwasser, 20145)p. 43

Today, many seem to think that populism has a privileged role in the Brazilian setting
and that the Brazilian case is telling in terms of the conceptual significance of populism as

such. Regrettably, however, few analytic efforts have formally committed themselves to



developing either the significance of populism in Brazil or the value afilBan politics to its

research to an agreeable level of detail, nuance and rigour. Given the prominent reference to
populism in Brazil by both Brazilian and populism studies literature, the widespread perception

of political change in the country and theer vasi ve character of the
Opopulistdé in Brazildés public debate (see, f
an analysis of discursive repertoigsoutpopulism and their role in political antagonism in a

more profound ahlocalised fashion is extremely necessary.

In exploring the Brazilian case, | am not simply aiming to capture valences and trends
related to discursive patterns about popul i s
seek to (de)construct (from an affective, meamimaking perspectiveome underlying logics
enacted in populisfrelated discursive disputes characterising crucial political dynamics in
Brazil. This effort expands methodological and analytical aspects of disdolrseor y 6 s
approach to political antagonism and discouedest populism. Furthermore, this habilitates
putative explanations of the Brazilian case that might contribute to other such cases with
6overl apping similaritiesé and which ©presen
1953).

In engaging in a deconstiive practice, this paper strives to identify and account for
the (dis)articulation of urges to find closure and homogeneity in questions of populism in
Brazilian politics. In doing so, | make visible impure and contradictory elements underlying
gesture®f totalisation, thus delving into a systemic elucidation of the contradictions, tensions
and aporias within a soci al system of meanin
has any meaning, it is not because the infiniteness of a field daoovered by a finite glance
or a finite discourse, but because the nature of thedfitidt is, language and a finite
languagé e x cl udes totali sationd (Derrida, 1978,

which allege an insight into society tlugh questions of populism might allow one to reveal



concealed moments of structur al-47) explidadngi dabi |
ruled-out possibilities and allowing for critical evaluation of the respeaiskty of subjects in
makingpolt i cal deci sions (Norval, 2004, p. 154) .
deconstruction n t hi s t he s i sdhstructive practice notimareleas a regativa d e
gesture of inverting two pol ansorousmeclaratibnioh ar y |
the antithesisdéd (Gasche, 1986, p. 171), but
into a novel infrastructure, which bestows a positive gestummgtruction bringing about
something new of a kind.

Discourse thedsts have developed a distinctive reading of deconstruction and its role
in political analysis, promoting the full analytical fruition of the Derridean infrastructure of
undecidability by articulating adjacent idioms, particularly from psychoanalytic,niaea
inspired work$. On this account, the question of identity is addressed from a negative
ontological standpoint that places affect at the core of identificatory processes and political
action.

With the secalled affective turn, questions related toogioms, desire and affect have
become very fashionable amongst philosophers, political theorists and thinkers of the social
sciences and the humanities. However, despite the growing and visible interest scholars have
given to affect when reflecting abouwdcsal processes, the approaches therein vary to such an
extent that they present antithetical ontological stances. Indeed, rationalist perspeutives
addresgquestions related to affect, emotions and desire as merely strategical or descriptive
categories restrained to specific movements and actors which display less rational political
processes and highly emotional social articulatiémgolitical theoy, while some findan

influence in Deleuzianinflected works other accounts seelnspiration in neuroscience,

1 This is not to say that the formal articulationdaiconstruction by discourse theory scholars has been exempted
from debate and discussion. For a glance at debates about the full fruition of the infrastructure of undecidability
in the discourse theory framework, please be referred to Norval (2004).



behavioural pgchology, constructivism and much else besidels so far as the field fo
populism studies is concerned, dominant strands of literature tend to be openly dismissive of
and hostile to emotional expressions in politics.

Following the likes of Lacandiscourse theory approaches affect as an inherent and
constitutive dimension of all possible formsi@éntity and social meaniagiaking Two main
consequences follow from this: First, as affect is constitutive of identity, the emotion/reason
divide becomes obsolete. Second, any effort to bestow a hierarchical distinction between
emotional and rational &ars appears as an attempt to promote (political) exclusion.

In consequence, for discourse theorists, discourse is not seen as mere patterns of
meanings, texts or symbolic representations, but rather as a practice of articulation that links
together and wdifies (meaningful and affective) elements into relational systems. This
articulatory practice, in turn, yields incomplete social systems. In positioning its style of
reasoning within a retroductive and p@sisitivist context, discourse theory scholamsnpote
a problerdriven research approach that counters the tendency to see research purely in terms
of empirical generalisations by deductive or inductive means (Glynos and Howarth, 2007).

Following discourse theory inspired works and building on -ptstturalism and
psychoanalysis, this thesis assumes a retroductive style of reasoning to explain how alleged
populist elements have helped shape the contours of political antagonism in Brazil and how
approaching such elements through a discourse theseg, deconstructive fashion,
habilitates meaningful insights concerning some salient processes underlying Brazilian
politics.

While situated in this rationale, | argue in this thesis contra standard discourse theory
views on the centrality of social demamagolitical articulation. As such, | contend that desire
prefigures the formal structuring of social demands. However, | understand desire in this thesis

as being always inscribed in a field marked by articulation through historamaiistructed



libidinal structures. This is to say that, while, in my view, desire prefigures the formal
structuring of social demands in political articulation, this desire is always situated in an already
articulated context of meaning and habilitated by historieatljvered libidinal structures,
which, ultimately, situate political decisitin

As Norval (2004) develops in hétegemony after Deconstructiothe concept of
undecidability alone can not account i n ful
experience, dasion and responsibility are fundamental in grasping the horizons of such
political acts (the democragg-come, in Derrida). To be sure, this thesis will not take issue
with hegemonyrelated debates as such, however, my engagement with scholarly aiedlpoli
debates about populism helps formulate essential insights into the theory of political identities
and thus expand the scope of discourse theory of hegemony. In practical terms, | contend that
my desirecentred approach to political identities expatiasdiscoursive analytical frame of
hegemony by inscribing political decision in a historicatijormed libidinal frame of
recognition and representation, all of which are key in exploring and accounting for processes
underlying the instalment and cortegsons of social regimes and practices. Consequently, |
argue that placing desire at the heart of the discourse theory edifice brings abtrittiadon
implications for political analysis in general and current analyses of Brazilian politics in
particular

Given the discursive approach adopted in this thesis, the literature review that follows
will seek to construct and problematise key reflections deriving from the articulation of
discourse theory with reference to populism. In so doing, | avaad leat in this more
introductory sectiori a broader engagement with all theoretical traditions and schools of
thought encompassing populism studies. This is to prevent this thesis from falling into the trap

of presenting @superficial acquaintance with alfi@that resembleéa jack of all trades and

2 Fora more detaild account please be referred to Paper 4.



master of non&Laclau, 1991). Once this thesis has acquired a considerable degree of mastery
over its central theoretical perspective, | will invite a more critical engagement with other
academic discursive pertoires on populism, whether they form part of international debates
(Paper 4) or part of a more focussed investigation of the case, entailing engagement with
Brazilian scholarly discussions (Paper 1).

The intellectual legacy of Ernesto Laclau and CHavitauffe is the primary source of
inspiration for this thesis. Before outlining some of their contributions to political theory
(Laclau and Mouffe, 1985) and related ideas on populism (Laclau, 1977; 2005), | will first
engage with some of the leading iteetual voices through which Laclau and Mouffe found a
way to express their thought. In presenting the genealogy of Laclau and &lgutigersion
of essentialist tendencies in Marxist thought, | first construct critical reflections on ideology as
developed by the Italian Marxist Antonio Gramsci through his general theory of hegemony. |
then move on to discuss the psychoanalytic intervention, making intelligible some key concepts
and theoretical formulation in Jacques Ldsawork to better appred@the potential benefits
of moving from the clinic to the social and political fields, as Laclau and Mouffe did in their
work. This section concentrates on Ldsadea of lack and hisnaginary, SymbolicandReal
registers. Having constructed the Grarascand Lacanian turns, | then turn to Laclau and
Mouffe's oeuvre, constructing central features comprising their theoretical framework.

Building on Laclau and Mouffe work allows me to follow the emerging Essex School
literature reflecting on discoursedout populism (Glynos and Mondon, 2016; De Cleen,
Glynos and Mondon, 2018; Ronderos and Zicman de Barros, 2020; De Cleen and Glynos,
2021), strands of literature studying journalistic populism discourses (Stavrakakis, 2018;
Nikisanis, Simos, Stavrakakis,dvku and Timitroulia, 2018; Eklundh, 2020; Goyvaerts and
De Cleen, 2020; Brown and Mondon, 2021) and debates about the role that emotions, affect

and desire play in the constitution of pol il



2001; Glynos2008; Glynos and Howarth, 2007; Stavrakakis, 2000; Stavrakakis, 2007; Glynos
and Stavrakakis, 2008; Eklundh, 2019; Eklundh, 2020). Specifying this 'thestgie
contextual features, this initial review of the literature helps me problematise the teargions
puzzles enlivening the development of a fetep research approach to the study of populism
from a discourse theory standpoint.

Following this extended introductory section, | present the practical dimensions in
carrying out this research project.da doing, | present a reflection of my intended aims and
research questions. | then delineate the intended contributions of this thesis organised as a
function of four (stangalone) research papers and develop my overall research approach and
methodologichstrategy. This is followed by the four papers that constitute the main body of
this thesis.

Reflecting upon the role that the signifier populism plays in the formal structuring of
social meaning, paper 1 proposes a distinct conceptual framework tsfpuism as both a
concept and a signifier by drawing on Braziourth Republican perio8ubsequently, paper
2 takes issue with the affective force animating and inviting the articulation of debates centred
around populist discursive elements by ralyion the psychoanalytic category of fantasy.
Through this paper, | focus on the central role media players have in constructing discursive
dynamics on the ubiquitous nature of populism, as a signifier, by studying the elite Brazilian
magazine/eja Moreove, paper 3 brings back some basic formal principles encompassing the
deconstructed conceptualisation of populism as a political logic, as offered by discourse theory,
enlivening an analytical initiative in understanding political disputes and collective
articulations derived from a period of heated social disruption. Furthermore, paper 4 delves
into a theoretical exploration of the role of desire in knowledge production through the

psychoanalytic concept of hysteria. Finally, the thesis presents its nm@ilndiog remarks.



1.1 Context and State of the Art

In order to formally construct and present the approach developed by Laclau and Mouffe with
which to analyse socipolitical phenomena, specifically with reference to the question of
populism, | will first invite the reader to take a short theoreticadutetin so doing, | aim to
present the most prominent intellectual voices inspiring Laclau and Mouffe in articulating their
postMarxist and posstructuralist school of thought. In constructing this contextual
background, | clarify crucial concepts ancedietical turns inspiring the reconstitution and
radicalisation of the Marxist tradition, further furnishing their novel ontological perspective
from where we may critically explain, from a meaningking perspective, the articulation of
social and politial reality.

In following this course of action, | first present some key theoretical developments
with reference to the role of ideology in the Marxist vein, as given by the Italian thinker Antonio
Gramsci through his general reflections on the questidregemony. Therein, | present the
Gramscian conception of hegemony as a principal genealogical root of Laclau and'sMouffe
discursive turn. Following this brief navigation through some of Grasnsmiitributions to the
Marxist theory of ideology, | movetpsychoanalytically informed perspectives on subjectivity
and identity formation. In so doing, | rely upon the work of French psychoanalyst Jacques
Lacan, giving particular attention to the three main concepts he proposes as a means of
accounting for thesychic structure. | am namely referring here toRle@l the Imaginary;
and theSymboliaegisters. Through the Lacanian turn, | present the concept of lack as the main
theoretical foundation of Laclau and Mousf@egative ontological stance.

In closingthis rather short but crucial theoretical detour, | then move to the theoretical
reflections on hegemony and populism undertaken by Laclau and Mouffe since the early 1970s,
culminating in the milestone publicationstléégemony and Socialist Strate@®85 andOn

Populist Reaso(R005a). Followinghis overview of Laclau and Mouffeeuvre, | then locate
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the logic of populism in the discourse theory perspegtiresenting such a theoretical turn as
this thesis' primary terrain of engageméimally, | examine the state of Essex School debates
regarding populism, allowing me to articulate and present the rationale and research questions

enlivening this research project.

1.1.1. The Gramscian turnhegemony as genealogy
The word 'hegemony' found it$age in the seminal debates of tHé [Aternational (through
the work of thinkers such as Luxemburg, Kautsky and Bernstein). It became a greater
strategical concept throughout Russian Social Democracy (in the ideRkekbfanov or
Axelrod) and further exanded in later ¥ and early 3 International and Comintern debates
(through Lenin and Trotsky).

Based on a number of laws of historical developments, the Marxist theory was
hallmarked by an essentialist conception of historical stages that affordednoeived
subjects, with welkestablished and fixed identities, the firm virtue of discharging social change.
Echoing Marx's (1859) somewhat static structure/superstructure metaphor, these theoretical
developments were governeddnnditions of necessityn which concrete historical dynamics,
determined by organised stages of economic development, provided the setting for social
transformation through Revolution, with a capital 'r' (see, for example, PlekH=8881974
Kautsky, 1909).

While Marxist thinkers were actively attempting to reveal the necessary economistic
conditions of structural social shifts, hegemaoalated debates provided a theoretical
supplement giving nuance to political dynamics in the strategic organisation afistoci
struggles. As such, the motifs of hegemony gave Marxifrgie of contingencyperating in
social organisation, inviting the exploration of political interventions related to, for example,

the role of the party and class alliance discussions aradegetver the function of intellectuals
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in organising and directing periods of social revolution (see Lenin 1967, pugdmburg
1985, p. 38Trotsky 1986, p. 72).

However radical the underlying contribution of reflecting on political aspects enacting
in the structuring of social relations seemed, the logic of contingency derived from hegemony
debates remained restricted to a mere supplement in"thmt&rnational deliberations.
However, while most Marxist approaches to hegemony were rather brisidatdd, Gramsci
brought this category to the heart of the Marxist tradition (Anderson, 1976, p. 17), inscribing
it onto a much more radical and dangerous scope from where could be addressed the Marxist
economistic problematic.

Gramsci produced extendddstoriographic and political analyses, constituting a
corpus of over 30 notebooks which founded a prime contribution to the political theory of the
20" century. Nevertheless, by going through the many references throughout his work, no one
succinct defiition of hegemony is plainly apparent, as Grarsderison Notebook$1971)
were never intended for publication in their present form. While the dreadful pressure of
Mussolinis regime did not break the drive that kept the Italian Marxist from analysing the
challenging times that marked his era, as Gramagitings weremainly produced in prison,
they underwent relentless censorship and were subjected to fascist daily scrutiny (Femia, 1983,
p. 329; Simons, 2015, p. 22). It is clear, however, that while LeningegkmoniygRussian
for hegemony) as an obvious stratedl@ace of social classes for the establishment of the
vanguard party leadershiggelLenin 1967, p. 84), Gramsci extended it as an analytical
category to understand the conformation and crisis of power structures (Mouffe, 1979, p. 179;
Simon, 2015, p. 25)

By drawing on Machiavels Centauii half-human, hakanimali Gramsci (1971, p.

57; 170) elaborated a distinction between consent (cultural direction) and force (domination by

statelegislative or police intervention), as in two distinct modes in Wwihicsocial group may
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assume supremacy over others (see also Anderson, 1976, p. 31). Hegemony is conceived in
Gramscs work mainly as ‘a relation, not of domination by means of force, but of consent by
means of political and ideological leadership' (Sim2®15, p. 24). Therefore, for a social
group to become hegemonic, it has to attain intellectual and moral leadership by transforming
the popular consciousness (Mouffe, 1979, p. 190). Such leadership is presumed to be fostered
by a set of alliances estalbled with other social groups, requiring an adaptation of ‘class
interests’ in the conformation of a new ideological synth@sisrefore, for Gramsci, 'politics
ceases to be a zesom game conducted by classes with fixed identities and interests, and
becanes more a process of constructing relationships and agreements' (Howarth, 2000, p. 90).
The theory of ideology persisted marginally through most of the Marxist tradition, as
the predominant essentialist scope of the 2nd International took politics afafias mere
reflections of the forces and relations of production, making of them meagre epiphenomena,
only accountable by the dynamics of the economic sphere. In this vein, two main theoretical
grids have guided Classical Marxist thought on ideologe. firkt, reflects on theontribution
to the Critique of Political Econon{{t859) preface in its famous distinction between structure
and superstructure. At this point, Marx sees the economic base as an intelligible whole, as a
material basis whose dynamicwe can discover and which, through a necessary
correspondence, determines the legal and political superstructural content. Ideology is,
therefore, seen as a-pyoduct of the material conditions enclosed within the forces and

relations of production prap.

Just as our opinion of an individual is not based on what he thinks of himself, so can

we not judge of such a period of transformation by its own consciousness; on the

contrary, this consciousness must be explained rather from the contradictions of
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material life, from the existing conflict between the social productive forces and the

relations of production (Marx, 1859, p. 390).

The second pillar rests on the understanding of ideology as false consciousness. Since
all subjectivity is seen to carryfimal objective essence determined by the economic base, the
nortrecognition of this reality is seen as a distortion of ideological character. This is yet another
idea present in Marx and Engels' youthful texts, sucfiles German ldeologfMarx and
Engels 1845/1965).

Even when considering Gram'sciinsistence that hegemonic subjects are necessarily
constituted on the plane of the fundamental classes' (Laclau and Mouffe, 2001,8).sE&7
also Mouffe, 1979, p. 183), his idea of 'organic ideology' esrwith it rigid implications
concerning the orthodox views of classical Marxist thought and its mechanistic elaboration of
ideology based on the structure/superstructure complex. Indeed, 'the whole purpose of what
Gramsci called an organic (i.e. histotigaeffective) ideology' brings about the processes in
which actors, identities, and projects conform to a new collective will, thus making hegemony
‘a 'unity' out of difference’ (Hall, 1991, p. 136).

Furthermore, the Gramscian elaboration of hegemomsineed to Gramsts concern
with the condition of the subordination of southern ltaly as a critical matter of the national
guestion (see Urbinati, 1998). For Gramsci, hegemony could not merely be conceived of in
terms of an alliance of classes, as fuiees popular struggles and grievances to achieve
national leadership (Gramsci, 1926). We could therefore say that the construction of hegemony,
for Gramsci, entails articulating bothationalpopulabanddéocial clas8dimensions into the
conformation of an ethical, moral and intellectual leadership (Simon, 2015, p. 27).

The core of Laclau and Moufteseminal reflections until the mi®80s would find in

Gramsci, through his identification of the centrality of the pelsmlemocratic grievances in
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disputing and obtaining national leadership, inspiration for developing aedoitionist
theory of political identities (Laclau, 1977; Mouffe, 1979; Laclau and Mouffe, 1985).
Correspondinglyd.aclads populism would echo oGramschk interest in such dimension
(Stavrakakis, 2017a, p. 538), theoretically embedding Graresorisioning of hegemony as
unity out of difference in the construction@fpopular identity out of a plurality of democratic
demands' (Laclau, 2005a, p5). Therefore, it is through the pdatamscian theory of

hegemony that the discourse theory approagopulismcomes about.

1.1.2. The Lacanian turn: lack as ontology
While Gramscs critique on economism to@kpopular beliefs" and similar idedi® be part of
material forces (Gramsci, 1971, p. 1By} Laclau would draw on the impossibility of
objectivity to reflect upon ideology asdimension which belongs to the structure of all
possible experiendgLaclau, 1997, p. 311). Indeed, Gran'stieory of hegemony opened up
an analytical and strategical engagement with political dynamics by putting forward under
theorised (and neglected) lines of analysis by the Marxist tradition. To a great extent such
reflections derived from striving to locatéeiology in the Marxist theoretical frame (Mouffe,
1979). In breaking with class essentialism, however, Laclau and Mouffe formulate a whole
new ontological perspective, finding inmegativitythe very condition of possibility for social
meaning. Such an onamical turn derives fronpsychoanalytic perspectives, fundamentally
relying upon Jacques Lacan's ideas.

The work of French psychoanalyst Jacques Lacan has long transcended the margins of

clinical psychoanalytic practice and have been adopted as aricaladyid for the study of
social dynamics and political phenomena (e.g. Barrett, 1991; f&lvexvich, 1996; Bracher,
2018). Most practitioners and theorists reflecting from a-pwwatturalist standpoint ascribe to

Lacanian theorg great potential ifilling in pressing theoretical inconsistencies and lacks in
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the sciences (Stavrakakis, 2002; Glynos and Stavrakakis, 204&jbed in a rather anti

utopic stance, the Lacanian notion of subjectivity embraces lack as to render intelligible the
chimericd and dangerous idea of fullness (Glynos, and Stavrakakis, 2008, p. 260). While
objectivist perspectives in the (social) sciences, such as the essentialist Marxist stance, assume
the subject as a positively foreclosed entity (as the subject of knowlpdgefpanalysis deals

with the drama of precariousness that constitutes subjectivity, reflecting upon idestity
negativa.

Lacan was encouraged by Freud's discovery of the unconscious through his study of
hysteria and theorised the subject as being éd/idepresented b$) and lacking an identity
proper (see Lacan, 2011 in Stavrakakis, 2002, p. 15). As such, identity for Lacan is presumed
impossible, for the mere idea of the subject can only be reached through identificatory
processes. When searchiig initial instances where this radical-e&ntricity in the subject is
first recognised, Lacan (1949) presentsdharor stagéas being an early form of imaginary
identification. According to Lacan, an infant affirms its bodily unity from the sixtthéo
eighteenth month of its life, an affirmation that is first experienced when the infant recognises
its image in the mirror for the first time, giving it a sense of wholeness from the distinctive
presence of a protective figure thought of in terms 'sfgmificant other' (usually the mother
or father) (Lacan, 194%ee also FinkL995, pxx).

This jubilant imaginary integration of the bodyeagappears, at first, as the enjoyment
experienced through a sense of totality and closure. However, the infant's continuing
experience of lack and precariousness through the actual body makes it clear that such a reified
self-image is no other than atien (see, for example, Lacan, 1991, p. 243). The ego, ascribed
as a symmetric and coherent unity, is, in factlésr-representation ain inchoate collection
of desired expressed in a fragmented body that can never réalgse the external and

alienatng character of its own foundatid(Lacan and Miller, 2013, p. 39n linking the
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'mirror stage' with the absence of full metaeuronal development, Lacan renders intelligible

the main conditions for the possibility of the appearance of the ego a eariceived by

Freud (1914). The main points here are that Lacan associates the imaginary register with a
stage in which images spur anticipated mastery, where identification is consolidated through
the distinctive figure of @ignificant othed However the subject and the ego can never fully
coincide, for the imminent threat of disintegration also traverses imaginary identification.

By references to condensation, displacement, dreams, jokes and much else besides,
Freud (18922014 exhibited a strongemse of the importance of linguistic structures as a
highway to the functioning of the mental apparatus. Drawing on structural linguistics, Lacan
further explored the principles and operations in language to unravel conscious and
unconscious processes aslier explored by FreutiOne finds the passage from the imaginary
to the symbolic form of identification through linguistic associations in Lacanian theory.

As seen, imaginary identification provides a precocious and profoundly unstable
identity, incapable of being articulatedrimuch more stable terms. Thidhe only option left
for acquiring one seems to be the field of linguistic representation, [through] the symbolic
registed (Stavrakakis, 2002, p. 17). The symbolic is already at work during the mirror stage,
mainly by a lirguistic network constructed by the parents and family, such as through the name
given to the infant, for example (Stavrakakis, 2002, p. 18).

It is here, where specular images build a momentary and alienating illusion of identity,
that language, throughetsymbolic register, can provide an identity capable of being structured
in much more stable terms, élse symbolic provides a form into which the subject is inserted
at the level of his beirigLacan and Miller, 2013, p. 179). We are referring heredptssage

from a&onstitutedto a &constitutivédidentification, as in the imaginary register, the ego is

3 For example, where Freud thought of condensation and displacement in the interpretation of dreams, Lacan
formulated the functions of metaphor and metonymy as being central in the structure of tiszionso
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presented as the spectacular image of vwlkatwould like to bé (mediated by asignificant

othe. Whereas symbolic identification structuresrdtgh thedig Otheq i.e. culture,

language, law, and so odhe very placdrom wherewe are being observefipm wherewe

look at ourselves so that we appear to ourselves likeable, worthy 6fldge g ek, 1989,
emphasis in original).

Contrary to the realist representationalism schema (in which signifiers represent
actually existing things), the signified is taken in the Lacanian framework as an effect of
transference, as it emerges by virtue of the structure of the signifier (Lacan and 20il8y,

p . 226). As recognised by Gi gek nlateQa8dthe p . 1¢
‘effect of Truth' is produced when, quite by chance, some piece of ‘fiction' (of symbolically
structured knowl edge) f i redmlicatian efedsdiming rathl py i n g
as anempty placas nonother than the linking of the signified to what Lacan refers to as the
register of theeal, defined as an order which resists symbolisation in the strictest sense, being
beyond the reaches of themaginary and symbolic registers. Signification, as symbolically
structured knowledgés accepted only to be located at the limit of signification and not in its

kernel' (Stavrakakis, 2002, p. 24).

Through the imaginary, symbolic and real registers, Lacan attempts to formulate a
consistent framework to conceive the constitutive impossibility of the subject to reach
existential fullness (Fink, 1997). Therefore, the idea of the subject as lack isardges
attached to the subject's attempts to overcome this constitutive lack throudésttesof
reaching its positive identity, signalling the sesionbolic dependency of subjectivity and the
centrality of signification in such an endless pursuit. Frbms perspective, the subject
experiences a prohibition of the enjoymejaui{ssancg entailed in the reaching of a full
identity, allowing desire to be structured around this constitutive lack (Glynos and Stavrakakis

2008, p. 26261).
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The lack in thesubject is, in the strict sense, a lackafissanceas desire is sustained
by the subject'dimit-experiences to a jouissance of the hiahd the construction of fantasies
purporting to deliver the impossible task of reaching fullness (ibid. 263n &g essential
component sustaining the subject's fantasy, the ebarde of desire is represented under the
guise of 'object’. For Lacan, objech assumes the role of an excessive X which can be taken
as the lack in the symbolic Other; in other wooedutopian centrepiece that promises to deliver
the fullness ofjouissance The fantasmatic narrative of objectilitimately supports reality, as
it is by this object that the subject can access a parjayment, enduring the fact that
enjoymentwilmver be entirely at Therefore abjedh &ibadiesk , 198
a partiality that, as in an internal exclusion from the symbolic order, comes to represent the
totality through a beatific narrative (when the object is raised to the digniiye afhing).As
will be seen, Laclau sees the logic of populism as overlapping with that of Lacan'saohject

is thus to Laclau we now turn to extrapolate this development.

1.1.3. The discursive turn: populism as terrain of engagement
In his earlyPolitics and Ideology in Marxist Theory: Capitalism, Fascism, Popu(t77)
some of the fundamental theoretical grounds for Ernesto Ladtaarpretation of populism
were laid out for the first time. By abandonidbe [Marxist] reductionist assumptidwhich
afforded the economy primacy over the political domain, Laclau defif@sses as the poles
of antagonistic production relations which have no necessary form of existence at the
ideological and political levefgLaclau, 1977, p. 159). Therefomather than depending on
and deriving from an objective economic base, class compositions are shaped by what appears
in Laclaus seminal reflections a@processes of articulatiéflLaclau, 1977, p. 161).

Partly reflecting Antonio Gramssi intellectual égacy, Laclas early work takes

popular identitiesandsocial classess core societal structures of a double articulation in the
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conformation of populist political discourses. Populism, as s@thtts at the point where
populardemocratic elements apgesented as an antagonistic option against the ideology of
the dominant blo@(Laclau, 1977, p. 173). Laclauscope preserves at this point the core
Marxist notion of clas$ which he would abandon together with the political theorist Chantal
Mouffe in their pioneeringHegemony and Socialist Strate®85; from now on referred to
asHSS. However, in focusing oprocesses of articulatigrthe kernel of Laclds seminal
approach is already afforded to the categorgdisicoursé(Stavrakakis, 2004, p. 255).

Laclau and Mouffe had each explored freductionist horizons in Antonio Gram'sci
intellectual edifice from the 1970s (Laclau, 1977; Mouffe, 1979). By tiha, these two
authors were exposed to and triggered by plebeian political struggles in Latin Aimeaadau
explicitly reflecting uporPeronismin his home country Argentina. At the same time, Mdsiffe
passage through théniversidad Nacionain Bogota, Colombia, coincided with widespread
anti-elitist contestation and popular rebellion against the elitist regime instituted under the
banner ofrente Nacional

With the advent of new political ideas in the eaglghties in Europe, while envisioning
same salient tensions building at the heart of the Socialist Bloc, Laclau and Mouffe saw in the
prevailing notion of clasé so central in the Marxist theofya category that was {équipped
to unfold and comprehend epochal changes, urging the composistead of novel

ontological grounds.

What is now in crisis is a whole conception of socialism which rests upon the
ontological centrality of the working class, upon the role of Revolution, with a capital

'r', as the founding moment in the transition from one type of society to another, and
upon the illusory prospect of a perfectly unitary and homogeneous collective will that

will render pointless the moment of politics. The plural and multifarious character of
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contemporary social struggles has finally dissolved the last foundation for tiiagpol

imaginary (Laclau and Mouffe, 2001, p. 2).

Drawing on structural linguistics, pestructuralism, psychoanalysis and Marxism,
Laclau and Mouffe (1985) articulated a field of political analysis in its own right. This approach
establishes, broadly epking, that all objects and actions have a meaning, which is deliberated
by particular systems of differences (see Howarth, 2000, p. 102). By breaking with the
essentialist and totalising conception of social class in the Marxist theory and drawiragl, inste
on discourse, the peMarxist label started to be applied to Laclau and Mdsiffeork. They
would finally appropriate this label, formally acknowledging it throttfpSs second edition
(2001) preface as the formal foundation of a new ontological ersp.

As Stavrakakis (2017a, p. 537) states, throttgt Laclau and Mouffe stress the
importance of representation as being the key 'in accounting for the construction and
(partial/temporary) sedimentation of political subjectivity, social objectiatg hegemonic
orders'. ThereforeHSS elaborates a new theoretical articulation, forging, from a-post
Gramscian approach to hegemony and the Lacanian notion of lack, a passagelifiosn
(ontic) topolitics as suctiontological).

Hegemonya laLaclau aad Mouffe seeks to account for the articulation of new political
representations (with their inherent and external limits) and their transient crystallisation
(marked by the invariable impossibility of being fully constituted). As no social fullness is
rerdered possible, hegemony supposes the practices that continuously (re)negotiate the
stability of its articulations, preventing the visibility of contingency and a subsequent
dislocation from taking place.

The conception of discourse embeds a key ontadbgieestion for Laclau and Mouffe,

as it formulates an understanding of how social meaning comes about, ultimately questioning
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the conditions of possibility for social existence. If identity, for Marxism, came about through
a homogeneous social subject stituted by objectively preonceived social classes, post
Marxism would analytically engage with social identity from pluralist and contingent
perspectives. For Laclau and Mouffe, identity is instituted politically, which means that its very
condition depnds on the work of the negativehat is, fromantagonismMarchart, 2018, p.

9).

By drawing on Lacanian theory, Laclau and Mouffe assume the social to be an always
lacking realm as no symbolisation can render social reality complete. In turn, such a
constitutive lack makes representation (identification) necessary (1985, p. 114).drdoivev
any form of social representation supposes only a partial effort of constructing society, then
antagonisnfunctions as the expression of the excluded possibilities by the predominant social
structure, through which the latter can come to be chadtbiiBiglieri and Perelld, 2019, p.

333). Within this perspective, discourse does 'not [entail] forms of thought that add a second
sense to a primary, [é] instead, they are pa
constituted' (Laclau anllouffe, 198%2001, p. 110; see alsG i § EOR9, p. 142).

Reflecting upon the antagonistic process enabling hegemonic disputes, Laclau and
Mouffe echo Gramsci's notion of crisis (Stavrakakis, 2017a). Gramsci drew on the idea of
‘organic crisis' as an integnum through which ‘natiorpbpular ideological elements'
emerged unsatisfied. Gramsci attributed to these elements a privileged role in the articulation
of a new collective will. Laclau and Mouftediscursive turn would regard these natienal
popular eéments as signifiers that assume a certain degree of independence by detaching them
from the dominant social structures. Indeed, by exhibiting its inherent precariousness, the
instability of a social structure provides an abundant amount of ‘floatingisighwhose
meaning is suspended, opening the possibility for them being articulated by opposing

discursive fields (Laclau and Mouffe, 2001, p. 123). The 'floating signifiers' thus relate to
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democratic demands which are not considered within the exigaig of social meaning,
and, by being disputed by rival projects, they open, in turn, the possibility for articulating a
novel hegemonic terraifibid., 108).

However, signifying elements requisemethingvith the ability to formally articulate
them inb a discursive structure. Thsomethingis identified in the form of privileged
discursive points, described by Laclau and Mouffe as 'nodal’. Drawing from the Lacanian
terminology ofpointsde-capitonand mastersignifier, the 'nodal points' convey a patchwork
character that enables a partial fixation of meaning in a signifying chain (Laclau and Mouffe,
1985, p. 112). As laid out by De Cleat,al (2020) 'in liberalism the signifier 'freedom’ or
liberty’ plays such a ogral role. Other signifiers, such as 'state’, 'individual’, and 'society’,
acquire meaning in relation to the nodal point ‘freedom".

In short, political struggles for Laclau and Mouffe constifutactices of articulation
entailing'the construction afiodal points which partially fix meaning; and the partial character
of this fixation proceeds from the openness of the social' (2001/1985, p. 113). As in the
Lacanian symbolic register, the 'social' here relates to a structure that supports and regulates
the discursive representations we use to describe the world and oneself. It alweyistpre
and takes over the subject and, as in every structure of meaning, carries incompleteness, as in
a gap (the Lacaniameal) resisting subsumption under the sesymbolic realm. This structure
of meaning can have no other name than 'discourse’ in the work of Laclau and Mouffe
(Howarth, 2000).

By privileging the moment of political articulation, Laclau and Mosffapproach
provides the category dfegemonywith an dsolute centralityHSSfounded a pioneering
contribution to political theory, configuring a new ontological perspective for analysing
articulatory practices enacting in the (de)construction of political antagonism and the

instalment (and contestation) sbcial identities. It draws from a deconstructed concept of
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discourse, incorporating the necessary 'undecidables' that permeate every terrain seen as
governed by structural determination (Derrida); for every hegemonic articulation is contingent

in nature.Such a formulation reveals how the pb#rxist approach is entrenched in the
domain of posstructuralism, taken as a compelling turn for understanding the political

instalment of social identity.

What creates and sustains ttentity of a given ideolgical field beyond all possible
variations of its positive contentfegemony and Socialist Strategglineates what is
probably the definitive answer to this

original).

Delving deeper into psychoanalyticrppectives on identity and subjectivity, Lactau
solo publicationOn Populist Reaso(2005; hereafter referred to @PR further fleshed out
some central analytical features of the g@simscian conception of hegemony. The concept
of populism, howevenvould now be placed in the peastarxist spotlight, presented through
OPRIn the form of goolitical logic.

While Laclaus seminal reflections drew on Argentinean politics as an ontic reference
(Laclau, 1990, p. 200DPRwould find, in Latin America socalledpink tide,a fertile social
and political canvas for delineating and refining its theoretical contours. MoreovedSiRe
the analytical potential enclosed @PRwould remain underutilised for a few years before
being seized. IndeetiSShad a somewhat prophetic outlook, as it posed central problematic
points in the leftist camp, which would become visible years after its publiGatiarticularly
at the dawn othe 1990s with the implosion of the socialist camp and the European leftist

adherence to the neoliberal hegemony (Laclau and Mouffe, 2001/1985xx) viiikewise,
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Laclaus visionary and decidedly theoretical and analytic moves featOftigwould strike a
chord with a political era that was not yet obviously present.

When OPRfinally came into print, the Angl&axon and European world gave little
attention to it, affording essentially peripheral and -m@stern concerns to populism and
political emotims. Little did they know that less than five years later, Latin Amersxzcial
upsurge and political discourses from the late 90s and early 2000s would find an echo in the
popular effervescence taking over the European, North American and British sindets
parliaments (see Gerbauld2017; Eklund 2019. OPR came to embody one of the most
captivating and influential political theory pieces of th& 2dntury.

Since Saussure (2011), we have known that language comprises a system of differences
betweerrelational values (e.g. a glass is a glass, insofar as it is not a vase or a bottle). Therefore,
differences shape identity and, through broader relational networks, a structure of meaning.
However, in order to compose a meaning structure, these elenmritshave to be somehow
equivalent to a certain level, only by opposition to an outsyd¢em. In other words, the very
condition of possibility for a glass, a vase, and a bottle to be made equivalent as recipients, is
the existence of an outside lingigssystem, as blankets or automobiles could be.

By wanting to better distil the role of 'nodal points' in structuring and fixing the meaning
of a signifying chain, LacldsOPRgoes back to psychoanalytic thedrgamely Lacals axes
of metonymyand metaplor 7 to introduce a secondary theoretical foundation: the logics of
differenceandequivalencglLaclau, 2005a, p. 67; see also Stavrakakis, 2004, p. 257). Thus far,
two main formal anchors endow the conceptual articulation of populism as logiwodhé
points vital for the apparent fixation of meaning in a structure that is always incomplete, and
the logics of difference and equivalence formulating a relational networstructure of

signifying interactions.
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Laclau introduces an additional elerhée had been working on since the early 90s.
This was the 'empty signifier', a key factor in the predominance of the logics of equivalence in
political representation (Laclau, 1996) and now assuming a critical component in the formal
composition of popuim. This concept accounts for the structuring of heterogeneous demands
and grievances (such as 'free public transport’, ‘environmental rights' or 'better education’),
articulated as general opposition to the system as a whole.

The deconstructed notion thfe Saussurean sign by people like Derrida and Lacan not
only stresses how structures of meaning are always unstable. Most importantly, it exhibits how
signification derives from an empty place. Rather than linking a signifier (symbolic) to a
signified (real), signification appears by the desire to order a constitutively lacking realm, as
formulated by Lacan. This is to say, knowledge, as such, is impossible to reach as the conditions
of possibility for the meaninghaking process rely on differential opéoas we engage in
within the sociesymbolic field structured by our very own limited historical attempts to reach
knowledge with a capital 'k'.

The poststructuralist framework featurifgPRsees, ablSSdid, identity as an endless
chimeric search, highlghting how every structure of meaning is necessarily unstable. This is
far from the classical structuralist presupposition in which structures appear stable- A post
structuralist framework is very much like Wittgensteithanguage games' and states tlsat a
signifying elements within the discursive structure slide, the signification processes also slide
T thus presenting a structural reconfiguration.

Paraphrasing Lacl au, we could ask oursel\
not a difference, but thradical exclusion which grounds all differences? (Laclau, 1996, p. 39).

A subversion of all units of signification is then required, as in a split within them, emptying
one side by its differential nature through an opposition with the systerasentedide. The

empty signifier, asa sequence of sounds deprived of any signifying function, through the
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subversion of thespussureahsign' (p. 36), embodies this radical contestation by articulating
the heterogeneous demands that remain unsatisfied bystieens{t. aclau, 2005a, p. 73).

The role of the empty signifier assumes particular importance, and it draws attention to
the seemingly ambivalent, however necessary, relationship betwasitularity and
universalityin social representation processes. Aoyn of composition of an equivalential
discursive field supposes the investment on a partial objetiich isnot a partiality within

thetotality but apartiality that becomes thetality. As aptly stated by Balibar:

The fact is that when one offers a criticisrth universalisnd religious or secular,
political or scientifi® in the name of defending cultures, idioms, beliefs, and their
absolute right to particularity, this enunciation is immediately expreksed the
standpoint of the universalwhich means both in a rhetoric that is rigorously
interchangeable and from the perspective of a totalisation of differences, thus of another

universalismBalibar, 2007, p. 51)

Put more fully, every community worthy of its nam&nconly preserve its inherent
plurality and be constituted as a unity insofar as a partial element embodies the total
representation of this social universe (see Laclau 1996, p. 26). As already mentioned, every
signification process is inherently relatibnfor the logics of equivalence and difference
underlie every discursive mediation.

The construction of the 'us/them' opposition in populism often leads to a formal
antagonism established between 'the people' and 'the elite’. De Cleen et al. (2018)ado we
note, however, that, from a discourse analytical standpoint, ‘populists can rely on a wide range
of labels to posit themselves as the representatives of the underdog (thgrdop/hagainst

the powerful (the 'wgroup’)'. Constructions of this @m@ntagonism could perhaps pit 'the
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ordinary people' against 'the political caste' or formulate a boundary confronting 'the simple
(wo)man' with 'the establishment'.

To spell it out explicitly, for Laclau, populism is a logic marked by the simplification
of the antagonistic boundaries between an underdog (‘the people’) and its illegitimate 'other. It
entails establishing a 'chain of equivalence' by the articulation of various 'social demands',
which had hitherto been displaced, by an ‘empty signifier'ldua005a, 181)The empty
signifierrelates to a signifier without signified, serving as means of representation of the 'absent
fullness' within 'the precarious character of any positivity' by an ontologically lacking social
reality (Laclau, 1990, p. 92)

Therefore, if discourse amounts to the structures through which one constructs and
accesses social meaning (constituted by articulatory practices), discourse analysis should
critically explain the concrete signifying elements and the main logics that anagecific
(populist) discursive structure possible. However, as discourse theory deconstructed
understandings of populism as derived from the formal logics enacted in any signifying
operation (ontological), the formal principles which constipgpulismas-logicin turn enable

political analysis on a much more concrete basis (ontic).
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1.2The Essex School

1.2.1. Laclau and Mouffe and after
A generation of scholars that was concerned about the narrow positivism encompassing social
sciences and thegeterminist economistic scope of most Marxist analyses found much to like
in Laclaus oeuvre. With the excitement of old and new fellow travellers, Laclau and Nouffe
joint and solo contributions gained momentum, encouraging a healthy and rapidly growing
discourse theoretical tradition. Thiiversity of Essewhich had been Mouffealma mater
and Laclats main centre of intellectual operations since the early 70s, quickly became an
institutional reference to peMarxism. As a result, thEssex Schoddbel expanded widely as
a discursive blanket to shelter Laclau and Mdsfsehool of thought, withiSSandOPR as
crucial intellectual milestones.

With inventive linguistic turns and laborious conceptual crafting, various theoretical
ideas were brought hee by Laclau inOPR The pointer in the 'lacanometérto borrow
Stavrakakis and Glynts(2004) term$, already visible through hidew Reflections on the
Revolution of our TimandEmancipationg) would reach its tipping point in the scale through
OPR As Laclau admitted himself (Laclau 1993, p. 58), Lacanian theory began assuming a
much more prominent role in his writings and, for better or worse, intellectual exchanges
demanded a more polished and integrated picture of psychoanalytic grammar jpbstthe
Mar xi st frame (e.g. Gigek, 1989; Gigek, 1990
Glynos, 2004}.

As expected, however, the publication ©PR not only awakened lavish praise.
Reactions to this book sparked heated debates. Some even abruptly dissolved provocative

intellectual closeness which had long nourished-Mesixist thought. This was particularly

‘Stavrakakis and Glynos (2004) describe a 6l acanomete
influence in Laclaubs texts.
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the case with Sl anwngodscussion§ with Laclauhafi€PR gaveltheis t e r i
intellectual deliberations a more exasperating than beneficial culmination (for the Laclau and
Gi gek debate, see Gigek, 2006a; Laclau, 2006

With earnest criticism and endorsement, moreovenesconcerns arose at the heart of
theEssex SchooFrom the 1970s to the 80s, Laclau and Mouffe had been trying to break with
the class essentialism in Marxist theory, initially finding through Grasisegemony the key
to unravelling the formation and sedimentation of political identities (Laclau and Mouffe,
2001/1985, p. 193; Thomassen, 2016, p. 164). @RR however, populism came to be seen
as 'the royal road to understanding something abouttioéogical constitution of the political
as such(Laclau, 2005b, p. 67; see also in Moffit and Tormey, 2014, p. 386). As provokingly
captured by Arditti (2010), this conceptual tension immediately raises the question: is
'Populism is Hegemony is Politi¢s?

Voices within theEssex Schodiave long drawn attention to the conceptual proximity
and the relational difference of populism and hegemony, raising concern over the theoretical
vagueness of such conceptual overlapping (Arditi 2010; Moffit and Tor2t&y; Moffitt
2016; Katsambekis and Kioupkiolis 2019). While hegemony raises questions about norms,
political institutions, dominant discourses and their potential disruption, taking issue with
overriding cultural and civilisation featuré¢seeHowarth, 2@4, p. 263), populism seems to
engage with articulatory practices disputing common sense, contesting existing regime
dominance and articulating new majorities in the area of civil sodety Mazzolini, 2020).

Indeed, populism and hegemony might not leatly interchangeable concepts.
However, they are intrinsically inscribed within the same ontologicalastist horizon. As
has been elaborated, such a horizon undertakes the primacy of politics in the dispute and
instalment of society precisely besausocial meaning is relentlessly inscribed in a field

dominated by radical contingency. Some might spot a flaw in relating either populism or
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hegemony to politics (e.g. Moffit and Tormey, 2014; Dean and Maiguashca, 2020).
Nevertheless, this move might Walisclose the theoretical consistency in gdstrxist
thought.

As aptly noted by Eklundh (2020, p. 124), 'Latdaargument that politics is hegemony
is populism is in this case not a sign of lacking analytical utility, but should be seen as the way
to circumvent the emotieneason divide'. In line with Eklundh, | believe this has been spelt
out explicitly by Laclau himself when asserting that the logics endowing populism and
hegemony 'and that of the Lacaniahject alargely overlap and refer to a fundamal
ontological relation in which fullness can only be touched through a radical investment in a
partial object' (Laclau, 2006, p. 651).

From a Laclauian perspective, the emotieason divide is obsolete precisely because
meaningmaking comes about thugh the affective construction of the social world by
endlessly desiring the impossible mediation between concepts and things @&awuetkakis,
2007). To put it in a rather forthright way, in exposing the-defeating enterprise of
knowledgereachimgy (positivism/Marxism), th&ssex Schoalets an analytical and emotionally

endowed framework for meanirgaking (postMarxism/poststructuralism).

1.2.2. From concept to concept and signifier
As seen, discourse theory approaches populism as a logic underlying the igottoderdog
versuselite challenge to the totality of a real existing hegemonic form (Laclau, 2005a). This is
useful since it invites an understanding of the composition ofanistic actors, the forms and
processes of articulatory practices at stake and the relational 'weight' of demands in the
(performative) conformation of new forms of identity positions in a given field of andalysis

not to mention the undetermined elemehtt might later resurface to structure new forms of
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political challenge to the dominant social order. In this sense, populism as a logic already
provides a grammar to analytically engage with populist discourses in a situated fashion.

What is more, inconsidering populism as a 'vanishing mediator', discourse theory
claims that the relevant analytical issues lie not in populism as such but rather in the strategical,
ideological and normative social stakes (De Cleen and Glynos, 2021, p. 184). The ptirpose
populism as a concept is thus revealed as an analytical starting point, requiring a deeper
immersion in the interaction of populist and rRaopulist elements, thus enabling the
construction of a more integrated picture of political antagonism and see#adingmaking
(De Cleen, Glynos and Mondon, 2018, p. 653). The ontological principles embedded in the
category of 'discourse' offer strategic venues to explore these dynamic interactions further.

Since'all identity is constructed within this tension Wween the differential and the
equivalential logics{Laclau 2005a, p. 70¥very new form of identity position, no matter the
scale, relies to a certain degree on the logic of populisrolau, 2005b, p. 45). Thus, the
distinction between the self and the otherr 'us' ad 'them’, to formulate it in more political
termsi encloses a formal pattern which can 'provide important insights for the study not only
of populism, but of politics in general' (Marchart, 2018, p.110). The principles of lack (Lacan)
and undecidability@errida) are central here, as they denote, through the constant movement
of actors and sliding of concepts, how human interactions constantly give way to new
discursive articulations, thus resulting in new representations of social reality.

These key omtlogical features inevitably create a critical stance to cormmpted
analyses, as formulating meanin@aking processes comes about through mutual feedback
relations. By mutual feedback, it should be understood that identificatory processes are
relatioral, and thus the meaning of concepts is also dependent on articulatory practices (Laclau
and Mouffe, 1985; Stavrakakis, 2014). Put less gnomically, when a signifier X features

prominently everywhere, the discursive dynamics and signification processelinggéaare
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not restricted to X. In as much as X acquires a given meaning, all discursive elements within
this given discursive universe reconstitute their identity in relation to the signifier X and thus
to the other existing meaningful elements in tigaigying chain. Let us now imagine signifier

X refers to either 'populism’ or 'populist'.

1.2.3. Populism discourse studies
By moving from 'concept' to '‘concept and signifier’, discourse theory has uncovered fresh
analytical potential, moving the focus from pdipt discourses to studying discourses about
populism, including prgopulist and antpopulist discourses (what | call in this thesis
populism discourse studies). In so doing, the bulk of this research analyses the central
discursive role populism as agsifier assumes in the antagonistic construction of
contemporary political disputes and social meamiraking processes.

In an initial exploration of discourses on populism, Glynos and Mondon (2016) analyse
the discursive uses of the words o6populism
press. In recognising how these two signifiers are employed in a rathggesated and
dramatic fashion, the journalistic discourses analysed seem to emphasise populist elements at
the expense of others, depicting, through the "political logic of populist hype', the construction
of a populist meteoric menace fuelled by jourstailiberal angst.

This provoking analytic turn has been welcomed (see De Cleen, Glynos and Mondon,
2018; Dean and Maiguashca, 2020; Eklundh, 2020; Goyvaerts and De Cleen 2020), inspiring
further discursive studies about populism in the Greek (Nikisgtrat 2019), British (Brown
and Mondon, 2020) and Brazilian (Ronderos and Zicman de Barros, 2020) press. Interestingly

enough, while most British and European mezhatric studies solely identify arpiopulist

discourses, some pmopulist journalistielements were found in the Brazilian case3@).
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Moreover, the media has assumed a leading role in structuring the public debate
regarding discourses about populism and therefore also the centrality of populism discourse
studies. However marginal, thele of academia is often hinted at in these studies, and, again,
the Brazilian case seems somehow distinctive. While academics are said to impose influence
over antipopulist journalism in the British (Brown and Mondon, 2020) and Greek (Nikisianis
et al. 219) contexts, the Brazilian case suggests opposite relational feedback, highlighting how
journalistic and political debates about populism prompted the seminal academic
conceptualisations of populism in Brazil. Notwithstanding the marginal role thesalmutu
feedback processes assume in this research production, the reference to journalism and
academic intesphere dynamics highly echoes Anthony Giddér#84) double hermeneutic.

Nearly 40 years ago, Giddens asserted that 'theories and findings of #isceaices
cannot be kept wholly separate from the universe of meaning and action which they are about'’
(Giddens, 1984, p. xxxxxxiii). Following Giddens, Stavrakakis (2017bimbarked orthe
pursuit of the genealogy of afiopulist academic discoursesan attempto show how the
discoveries ofthe science®ften help the construction of the very context they intend to
describe. In so doing, this study identifies Richkliafstadtels Pulitzer winnefThe Age of
Reform(1955)as a conspicuous root of thhedespread derogative views of populism in the
North American context and beyond (p. 17).

However, Giddernsappeal to double hermeneutics does not restrict itself to stressing the
academic enunciation as the source of (social) meaning. In his viewjethaothe social
sciences have to be in some part based upon ideas which (although not necessarily discursively
formulated by them) are already held by the agents to whom they refer' (Giddens, 1984, p.
xxxiv). It follows that a doubldnermeneutical diseose theory approach should regard lay
actors as social theoris#ss such, double hermeneutics prompts populism discourse studies to

attend to the lively interactions between journalists, politicians and political and social theorists
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(see Goyvaerts and eD Cleen 2020;Rydgen, 2017, p. 493 This implies tracing,
geneal ogically, the first example of when th
overdetermining the political debate (ségel, 2017, p. 13; De Cleen and Glynos, 2021, p.

188).

Highly resonating with a postructuralist ontological stance, doulliermeneutics
struck a chord with discourse theorybds dec
processes. It also featured a profound resemblance with Fésicaultt r a n-gropeicald e nt a |
doubl etdé, which takes a subject as being bot
(Foucault 1970, p. 312; see also Glynos & Howarth 2007, p. 156, 48, 210). Just as discourse
theory does, Foucault's doublet highlightsv processes of mutual feedback do not restrict
themselves to the sciences but rather endow knowledge production within and across all social
spheres.

The point | want to raise here is that, while the literature studying discourses on
populism has highdjhted the need to study populism as a conaegia signifier within and
across politics, academia and the media (Glynos and Mondon, 2016; Stavrakakis, 2017b; De
Cleen, Glynos and Mondon, 2018; 2021; Nikisianis, et al. 2019; Goyvaerts and De Cleen and
Glynos, 2021), most studies have limited their scope to studying populism with a rather one
sided hermeneutic approach, so to speak. In so doing, these mutual feedback processes of the
articulation of meaning surrounding populism as a signifier are ofteneidhphther than

formally explored.

1.2.4. The fantasy in populistentrism
By moving from Oauweacgptb6i ¢onbd 0cdinseptir se t he
analytical potential with which to study populism. The bulk of these strands of literature pay

close attentontthnow key enunciators formulate the me
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Opopul i s mé enoahcedpicture af poiitioal dispute can be presented (Glynos and
Mondon, 2016; Stavrakakis, 2017b; De Cleen, Glynos and Mondon, 2018; 2021; Nikisianis, et
al. 2019; Ronderos and Zicman de Barros, 2020; Goyvaerts and De Cleen, 2020). This
intellectual eterprise is certainly timely and apposite, as populism (sacred at times, dirty at
others) features prominently in most social, political, journalistic and scholarly
communication.

However, it is true that the deployment of discourse theory in the stymbpafism as
a nodal signifying element has been aimed mainly at grasping the derogatory uses of the
signifiers o6populistd and obpopul i smb. Gl yno
discursive employment of these two words by journalists and uwvidi the psychoanalytic
category of fantasy. The scrutiny over the discursive uses of such signifiers has raised
awareness of how specific segments of the European press, rather than aiming to productively
shed light on the public sphere's actual devaleqnts, sound the alarm over an atgmocratic
populistmenace, in order to enforce their influence over the political agSiddar efforts
have been made to analyse other media segments, as are the Greek (Nikisict04 @taadd
British presgBrown and Mondon, 2020).

In these studies, populists assume the terrifying figure of a dangehaisembodied
by t he psychoanal ytically i nfl i(dGtiagdekfi doroe
Responsible for the anxiety and anguish of the dgwnp, populists would be constructed as
6ot hers not merely enjoying themsntsngdxpersd exces
which is to say, at the expense of O0the peop

of JacquedAlain Miller:

Why does the Other remain Other? What is the cause for our hatred of him, for our

hatred of him in his very being? It is hatred of the enjoyment in the Other. This would
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be the most general formula for the modern racism we are witnessing today: a hatred
ofapaticul ar way the Other enjoysé The quc¢
located on the level of tolerance or intolerance toward the enjoyment of the Other, the

Ot her who essentially steals 1893po2@3) enj oy

As wehave seen, Laclau was following the psychoanalytic theory of Jacques Lacan for
structuring coherent ontological grounds in his theory of populism. This is why we can read
populismas-a-logic as being precisely rooted in Latanbjecia, enclosing the (darticulation
of a fantasy of popular sovereignty (social fullness).

As seen, the understanding of the Lacanian olggmtesents itself within Laclaa
writing in a sort of overdetermined mode, a
partialitywi t hin the totality but a partiality whi
objecta assumes the role of an excessive X which can be taken as the lack in the symbolic
Other, thus making of it the utopian centrepiece that can finally deliver the fullness of

jouissanceGi gek (1989, p. 162) delves into the ma

When, for example, in kispeech at Lensn f uner al , Stalin pro
Communi st s, are people of a speci al mo ul
easy to recognise the Lacanian name for this special shjéct petit athe sublime

object in the interspacestween the two deaths.

Therefore,objecta embodies a partiality that, as in an internal exclusion from the

symbolic order, becomes totality through an other worldly narrative (when the object is raised

to the dignity of t htehel hGomngmu n iVhtastd ,i fSt ailnisnt e
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Populistsd? Would we not encounter an othe
discourse?

In terms of a promise of restoring popular sovereignty, | believe that players or groups
associated with populismmea capture the political agenda.
Opopulismbéb could indeed represent the pr omi
fullness, the unattainable promise of finally achieving an identity position through which
popular sovegignty can be enjoyed fully. Thus, by identifying the composition of discursive
structures that rely on O6populismbd and O6popu
understand how populist fantasmatic narratives articulate and habilitatetdistimodes of

social enjoyment.

1.3 Thesis Aim and Research Questions

Against this background, the overriding aim of this thesis is to exploit discourse 'sheory
potentialities enclosed in the reading of populism as a logic, by placirandigtical focus
beyond populist phenomena, strictly speaking. As such, | develop research strategies to
empirically explore the distinctive virtues of discourse theory in unravelling signifying
processes and affective articulations conforming and susgaioims of political antagonism

and social identity. This is done so in a congpecific manner, taking Brazil as an ontic social
surface of inscription. The intent here is to develop a relational {beged study of political
antagonism by criticallgrawing on issues related to populism, but which intend to provide a
more complex and anchored picture of political articulation and fantasmatic grip. The overall

aim is broken down into four inte@elated research questions.

38



RQ1: (How) did the signifieré popul i smé and Oo6épopulistd firs
Brazil s ©political debate and in what ways
Brazilian society?

The first research question sets out a genealogical exploration ofdisoaurses about

populism were first introduced in Brazil, paying particular attention to the discursive turns,

di sput es, feedback dynamics and articulatio
feature. In following this line of inquiry, | intend toake intelligible the concrete signifying
processes and |l ogics that enabled popul i sm,
reality, thus adding flesh and colour to the contgdcific significance of populist politics and
discourses aboutopulism in Brazil. My interest here lies not in coming to terms with an
objective and stable soemolitical account of populism in Brazil. Instead, | intend to construct

a detailed and nuanced picture of the antagonistic aneam@gonistic discursive rdes

derived from the use of the signifier populism, paying close attention to discursive interactions

in the spheres of academia, politics and the media. This will allow me to answer a secondary
contextspecific question, enabling a deeper understanditigeadiscursive disputes in Brazil

related to populism and contributing as a research question for further analyses drawing on

discourses about populism. Namely:
- Which sphere in the medolitics-academia matrix takes on a privileged discursive
role, anchow mightthisintes pher e r el ati onal Ooweighto af

influencing discourses about populism?

Through this secondary research question, | examine the conditions underlying the particular

type of relationship between these sphettes,character of the processes that transmit ideas
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and people within and across the three spheres and the feedback dynamics that influence not

only populist politics but also the politics of discourses about populism.

RQ2: (How) are itshmbsamgachidpepws!| Optopudrti cul at
contemporary journalistic language, and (in which ways) do they invite forms of enjoyment
and endow normative responses to perceived problems?

Having explored the genealogical foundations of disees about populism in Brazil, my
second research question takes issue with the affective role of pojsleassignifier as an

active factor in contemporary forms of antagonism in Brazilian politics. This question aims to
unravel the role journalists glan the politics of discourses about populism as the media has
been highlighted in recent scholarship as a key factor in untangling logics underlying the
ubiquity of the signifier populism in contemporary political debate (Nikisianis et al. 2019;
Goyvaers and De Cleen, 2020; Brown and Mondon, 2021). Equally this question seeks to
capture the affective force underlying discourses related to populism and discourses
surrounding populism (Glynos and Mondon, 2016). In taking fantasy as an analytical grid,
paricular attention is given to the way mainstream journalists have taken part in constructing
a crisis in Brazilian politics, particularly related to the-lefhg Workers Party (PT) and its
undisputed leader Luiz Inacio da Silva (Lula). | intend here tsimaply show the signifying
elements and logics enacted in the configuration of discursive modes of antagonism. My target
is to draw out the normative significance and ideological content guiding the journalistic anti

populist discourses, inviting readeospartake in distinctive fantasmatic modes of enjoyment.

RQ3: Can the rationale endowed in populasia-logic be employed analytically to explain

the articulation of prefigurative forms of collective representation contesting personalism?
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As highlighted by Glynos and Mondon (2016), exaggerated journalistic (and scholarly)
discourses about populism tend to focus on charismatic figures in athesep way at the
expense of highly significant yet underplayed aspects of political and sodigl. r€his, |

believe, has been the main focus of analysts, scholars and commentators in terms of Jair
Bolsonard¢s presidential victory in Brazdl 2018 elections, which were depicted as yet another
unequivocal sign of a rise in worldwide rightng populsm (Hunter and Power, 2019). In
circumventing this main line of enquiry and moving beyond the study of populism, my third
research question invites the critical exploration of-populist phenomena drawing on the
rationale of populism as a logic. In sdmp | intend to explore the productive analytic horizons
enclosed in discourse theory, paying close attention to how its ontological presuppositions and
analytical tools are useful to analyse and critically explain meaningful aspects of political
antagornsm and the articulation of new forms of democratic representation and social rmeaning

making processes beyond the reaches of strong personalist appeals.

RQ4: Can (dis)identification and meaningaking be conceived from a perspective of desire?
With populsm as my primary area of engagement, the questions above take issue with the
articulatory practices and modes of antagonism affectively challenging, sustaining-and co
forming distinctive structures of social meaning. As will be seen in my research stthtegy
outlined objectives encompass signification processes (political logics) and the force and grip
underlying them (fantasmatic logics) from critical and analytical points of view (Glynos and
Howarth, 2007). These questions trigger a more profoundamital question about the very
conditions of possibility for meaniagnaking processes beyond the reaches of formal
signification. While populism has been widely seen as an@wational and dangerous form

of politics, Laclats insightful turn would drawrpcisely on populism to show how every form

of political action and social meaning is inherently emotional. Like populism, the discursive
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appeal to emotions has chiefly followed exclusionary dynamics, as conforming antagonising
modes with subjects seenasndesi rabl e by dominant discours
e mo t i iobe théydvoman, newestern, norwhite, and many others (Eklundh, 2020, p.

110). Hysteria has also been used discursively as a form of female and popular exclusion (see
Krasny, 202). In identifying hysteria as a promising scope in which to think of identificatory
processes and the production of social knowledge, this question invites the exploration of
further theoretical avenues to find in desire the very condition of possilolityn€aning

making.

1.3.1. Contribution

In adopting a foustep approach, this research project aims to contribute to discourse theory at
the frontier of populism studies. This is to say, by drawing on discussions derived from the
study of populism, | move forwd lines of analysis, often referenced by discourse theory
academic circles but which remain underexplored, to critically explain political and social
dynamics beyond the study of populist phenomena. These encompass, saliently, the study of
populism as aancept and a signifier across academia, politics and the media; the deployment
of fantasy as an analytical grid for the study of discourses about populism; the role of the media
in the ubiquitous nature of discourses about populism; and the analyticaladm of
discourse theory beyond charismatic figures. Notwithstanding therelégional character
underlying these four papers, the contributions are distinct and bring into dialogue concrete
strands of literature and related debates in each stbp olerall approach.

Paper 1 makes a contribution to the study of populism as a concept and a signifier,
bringing to bear feedback dynamics and interactions within and across social spheres (chiefly
journalism, the academy and politics). | bring to dialgtrands of literature reflecting upon

the logic of populism (Laclau 2005ab; Marchart, 2018; Stavrakakis, 2004; 2014; 2017a),
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literature exploring discourses about populism (Stavrakakis, 2017b; De Cleen, Glynos and
Mondon, 2018; 2021; Nikisianis, et 2019; Ronderos and Zicman de Barros, 2020; Goyvaerts
and De Cleen, 2020), and scholarly work concerned with the feedback dynamics and
interactions that assume a nodal role in the political articulation of social meaning (Giddens,
1984; Foucault, 1970; Laal, 1991; Stavrakakis, 2017b). As has been referenced, some studies
have devoted productive efforts to exploring some of these aspects empirically, mainly
focusing on the role populism plays as a signifier in journalistic discourses (Glynos and
Mondon, 2086; Brown and Mondon, 2020). While most studies lean towards a ratherdmte
hermeneutical approach, the interaction with academia and politics is often referenced as
paramount in fully capturing the concrete dynamics underlying the ubiquity of the word
populism and its discursive influence in the structuring of social reality (e.g. Stavrakakis,
2017b). As far as | know, no such study has been undertaken and certainly not in respect to
concrete case studies to date. Therefore, in taking these straitdsatire seriously, paper 1
develops a muHsited framework to study populism as a concept and a signifier. This
framework features a novel research strategy to study discourses about populism by unpacking
discursive modes, feedback dynamics and synaheord diachronic functions enacting in the
structuring of meaning within and across social spheres. It also draws on ethnographic
strategies in o6following the wordd as a mea
narrative (Marcus, 1995). Inrmas of methods and techniques, it contributes to discourse
analysis by incorporating algorithms for database construction (via Python coding), allowing
the gathering and handling of an extensive body of work across various sources and outlets
(academic, jarnalistic or otherwise). In tracing the genealogical employment of the signifiers
Opopulismé and O6populistdé in Brazil, t his pe

into Brazils fourth republican period (194€964), this article reconstructise main political
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disputes and scrutinises the most prominent journalistic outlets of the time, something with no
precedents in both Lusophone and Ar§kxon scholarship.

Moving on, while Glynos and Mondon (2016) helped set the scene for the study of
populism as a signifier, the importance of their work to the exploration of fantasmatic narratives
sustaining discursive structures and gripping subjects has been virtually set aside in subsequent
research production (). What is more, most studiesdrawingd he si gni fi er s 0y
Opopulistdé have broadly relied on the <corr
Linguistics (CL). In so doing, they have left out the concrete structuring of meaning, the formal
signifying turns and the contextuahte animating such discursive operations, which would
allow a deeper and more anchored normative and ideological picture to be drawn (e.g. Brown
and Mondon, 2020). As such, Paper 2 derives from and engages with literature exploring
populism as a signifigfe.g. Glynos and Mondon, 2016), research drawing on the paramount
role of the media in terms of the ubiquitous character of discourses about populism (e.g.
Goyvaerts and De Cleen, 2020), and psychoanalytic strands drawing on fantasy as a distinctive
categp y f or political analysis (Gigek, 1989; C
by these repertoires, paper 2 contributes to the discourse theory tradition by further exploring
insights into the affective force animating journalistic discoursestgimpulism. This is done
with reference to a prominent Brazilian news magazWejd. It also contributes to the
intersection between psychoanalysis and discourse theory by engaging with orbiting
psychoanalytic concepts, which play a central role inafanatic analysis, chiefly the tropes
of 6thief of enjoymentd (Gigek, 1989; Glynos
Furthermore, while rhetorical analysis has been developed in exp\ejagBenetti, 2016;

Chicarino et al. 2021), no dis@ive analysis has been undertaken to untangle and explain the
way this news magazine constructs the political debate through populist discursive elements,

making additions to literature about Brazil.
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Paper 3 engages with political science debdtasving on institutional crisis and
personalism. In so doing, this paper contributes to extended strands of literature by proving
discourse theoty analytic virtues in explaining meaningful aspects of political processes that
appear as paradigmatic in es of mainstream theories and models derived from political
science debates. The contribution to these debates also relies on giving nuance to aspects of
electoral politics that remain underexplored and which challenge the theoretical principles of
mainsteam literature drawing on institutional crisis and the personalist character of electoral
politics. Specifically, the contribution to discourse theory by paper 3 is twofold. On the one
hand, by distancing itself from the obvious line of inquiry in ternysogiulism in Brazis 2018
election (Bolsonars victory), this paper deploys the analytic arsenal enclosed in popagism
alogic to explain the appearance of a strikingly new prefigurative electoral experience in
Brazil's electoral scene (tigancada Atrista). On the other, by mixing (and confronting) DT
with analytic insights from Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), this paper opens a space for
applying mixedstrategies to macstextual analysis. Not least, paper 3 contributes to the
literature on Brazin politics by analysing an electoral experience that, regardless of its
electoral significance, bypassed most journalistic and scholarly radars. This is important since
its significance raises a big problem in relation to analyses based orsBt@zBelections, as
they have prominently depicted 2018 as an electoral inflexion produced and taken over by the
sole appeal of rightving populism (Hunter and Power, 2019).

Finally, Paper 4 advocates a foregrounding of the psychoanalytic foundations of
discouse theory, in order to cultivate further avenues for the exploration and fleshing out of
the (dis)identification dynamics that are operative in the process of meaakigg. By
putting the Brazilian case against a wider background of social disruptiompaidal
contestation, this | ast paperds contributior

between the leading schools of thought encompassing populism studies, discourse theory
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debates and psychoanalytic insights on discourse and affempétig to formulate a

theoretical contribution that places desire at the heart of mearaking.

1.3.2. Structure of the thesis
The thesis encompasses this introductory chapter, four {atand) research papers and a
closing section that outlines tlwencluding remarks of this research. Through the preceding
section 1, | have first sketched out the background and scope of the thesis by laying the post
Marxist and posstructuralist theoretical and conceptual grounds through which discourse
theory camebout as a field of research in its own right. Moreover, | have situated the logic of
populism in this broader tradition, presenting such a theoretical turn as thisghessy area
of engagement. | further constructed an overview of some criticaledeléhin the discourse
theoretical tradition of populism to point out open questions and promising analytic scopes,
giving way to the rationale and research questions of this thesis. The introductory chapter
proceeds with sectio, which outlines the pictical aspects of carrying out this research,
providing a description and reflecting upon the overall research approach and methodological
strategy undertaken. This provides the basis for the four papers as discussed.

As outlined in the overview of thatended contributions, paper 1 deals with a set of
theoretical and conceptual debates on the role the signifier populism plays in the formal
structuring of social meaning and possible strategic avenues to explore related discursive
dynamics. To address #®g questions in a contespecific manner, paper 1 proposes a
distinctive conceptual framework that is grounded in thartieulation of a set of three basic
presuppositions highlighted through the literature (meaning comes about relationally; populism
is a concept and a signifier; and the interactions within and between the media, politics and
academia spheres are central in understanding the articulation of social meaning).

Subsequently, paper 2 takes issue with the central role media players havgtrnctiog the
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discursive dynamics that inform the ubiquitous nature of poptdiseasignifier in political

debates and analyses. Here, the affective force animating and inviting the articulation of
debates centred around populist discursive elementgplered through the psychoanalytic
concept of fantasy. Moreover, paper 3 reintroduces some basic concepts and logics
encompassing the discourse theory deconstructed conceptualisation of populism, animating an
analytical enterprise to understand politicelpdites and collective articulations derived from

a period of heated social disruption. The last chapter which makes up the main body of this
thesis, paper 4, delves into a theoretical exploration of the conditions of possibility for social
meaning beyonthe reaches of formal signification, exploring the role of desire in knowledge
production through the psychoanalytic idea of hysteria. Finally, the thesis presents edsh paper

conclusions.
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1.4Research Strategy and Theoretical Approach

1.4.1. Theapplication problem
Gaining momentum through the incorporation of new PhD students, Laclau and 'Sess$kx
Schoolbolstered research utilising their framework, and in doing so set the stage for debates
and concerns about the horizons of applicabilityheftheoretical fusion of intellectual domains
into the discourse theory tradition (Glynos et al. 2021). To a great extent, the challenges and
exchanges brought about after the publicatiod $$provided a refreshing vigour to the post
Marxist project (eg. Gi § £9R9, 1990). Most were addressed and honed by Laclau through
subsequent work culminating in the milestone publicaticDPR

However close the attention given by Laclau in his work to agonistic and antagonistic
challenges, thesdevelopments continued to raise considerable concern and crifieigm
Critchley 1996; Critchley and Marchart 2004; Geras 1990; Mouzelis 1990; Tegnder and
Thomassen 2005). Broadly speaking, these related to methodological questions about non
positivist aproaches to operationalising discourse theory so as to address empirical and
theoretical investigation. Similarly, questions arose regarding ways to address differences and
shared resemblances with other approaches such as hermeneutics or criticalGhatissnet
al., 2021, p. 63; see also Glynos et al., 2009).

Indeed, invoking Paul Feyerabendamous (and infamous) opposition to method and
Wittgensteirse r ej ecti on of t he d{sargflpctionscoften iassumed ao f a
rather sceptical attide towards formalising sociatientific methods as wetlefined and
valuefree procedures narrowly construed (see Laclau, 2004). At heart, such a cavalier
approach to methodological aspects was guided by an underlying conviction that no unified
and orerly established system of procedures could ever replace the researcher's intuition
(Laclau, 1991), and good reasons endowed and supported such claims through incisive and

thorough ontological reflections (e.g. Laclau, 1991; 1996).

48



Pitched at a high level of abstraction, however, the ontological primacy in discourse
theory came at the expense of epistemological and methodological aspects, inviting discussions
with other traditions in a more practical fashion (Howarth, 2004). Couél reflect on
methodological aspects of an articulatory practice while rebuffing the difficulties surrounding
t he mechani cal apbmsltircaattiéo-d chetorré/f @ omedireeratl s an
Are there ways discourse theory can render intblegparticular narratives so as to evaluate
and criticise normative features of a practice or regime? How can discourse theory describe,
explain, criticise and evaluate the institution and destitution of social practices and regimes in

nonrinductive or dductive manners?

1.4.2. The retroductive cycle as a pgsbsitivist discourse theory research strategy
Set out to respond to mostly left unaddressed methodological questions, Glynos and Howarth
(2007)Logics of Critical ExplanatiorfhereinaftelLogicg revisitLaclaus concept of a
(1996; 2005), elevating it as a central category in the discourse theory tradition to address the
pressing challenges levelled by contemporary social sciences. In thinking beyond the causal
law paradigm, Glynos and Howarth exg in conversation with hermeneutical approaches
whose epistemological turn centred arooodtextualised selhterpretationgsuch as Winch,
1990; Taylor, 1985; Bevir and Rhodes, 2005), aadpositivistandcritical realist thinkers
emphasising and sking to delimit the role of causal mechanisms in scientific inquiry (such
as Elster, 1989; Bhaskar et al. 1998; Shapiro, 2005). While the former overplay the particularity
of historical context, the latter find themselves restrained in a domain govertieel tausal
law paradigm, presenting too limited a scope to fully engage in appegivist approach
which, while admitting a certain degree of generality, respects the specificity of empirical and

theoretical objects, while also granting critical sp@acthe practitioner.
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In its appeal to retroduction, th@gicstherefore provides the conditions to elaborate
critical explanations of problematised social phenomena beyond the restraints of mechanisms,
lawsorsedfi nt er pr et at i o n sasawWwhole gnlaaoach wider hoérinon.t Thisisd 6
performed by Glynos and Howarth, as they develop and articulate narratives that can render
intelligible the rules structuring and governing a practice or regime, as well as the objects and
conditions that make éhoperations of such rules possible. While taking into account the
researchetwiews, beliefs, and affects, th@gicsis not confined to selinterpretations and
invites engagement with a credible body of evidence that can be put to the consideration of
other scholars. Glynos and Howarth thus present a cyclicatppesivist, and retroductive
mode of critical explanation, one which | take as the research approach of this thesis.

In assuming discourse as an articulatory practice that links togetemadifies
meaningful elements through and into relational (and always incomplete) systems, Glynos and
Howarth engagaengnng ®tmeddleationdé (Lacl au,

2021) by seeking to operationalise some core ontologisabdrse theory assumptions and

2

concepts into the conduct of <critical empiri

T social, political and fantasmatiaegarded as the core categories under which we can analyse
and structure practices arehimes.

Sociallogics characterise practices and regimes in different contexts by revealing the
rules, features and properties underlying them. While social logics serve to characterise such
o6normso6 and est a bpbliical logod, speafctheanore gymamiepedtsofe s |,

a practice or regime. These logics invite the researcher to comprehend the dynamics and
conditions sustaining the (de)institution of practices and regimes, thus focusing on how social
logics are installed and contestadid. p. 141; see also Lk, 2005a, p. 117). Finally,

fantasmaticlogics add a further explanatory layer that investigate the affective force in the

(in)stability of determined signifying funct
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subjects to discourses. In tuthey allow the analyst to describe and critically explain the
idealised narratives underlying signifying constructions and the different modes of enjoyment
subjects acquire through their identification with discursive structures (Glynos and Howarth,
2007,p. 145). As this thesimain research concern relies on antagonistic discursive modes in
moments of contestation and the affective force underlying political disputes and discursive
constructions, an emphasis is given to pladitical and fantasmaticlogics throughout this
research project.

The retroductive style of reasoning conveyed bylibgics approach is distinctly at
odds with the narrow positivist procedure ol
on preestablished hypothetical @tia, which bypasses the construction and interpretation of
research findings. Unlike more linear inductive and deductive methodological slants, the
Logicsr et roducti ve character O6i mplies that the
hypothesishowever tentatively, is thatdccountss or t he phenomenon or ¢
(Glynos et al., 2009, p. 10). Put more fully, retroduction states that a hypothesis cannot be
adequately inferred until its content is rendered visible in the construdtianpoessing
puzzling feature of a practice or regime, as no hypothetical account can be induced or inferred
outside the problematisation and construction of the specified research problem.

Indeed, the instance of problematisation highlights the neadédotifying a puzzle or
concern in a social practice or theorisation, evidencingribi@emdrivennature of the_ogics
in contrast tanethod andtheory-orientedresearch strategies (Glynos and Howarth, 2007, p.
167). Engaged by encountering a puzzlingaradigmatic theoretical or empirical feature, the
research then goes into constructing the research prokbgutagandur In terms of this
t hesi s, for exampl e, by encounteringDet he Or
Cleen and Glynos, 202p. 182), | point out problems in the strands of literature reflecting on

populism beyond the ascription of inherent attributes to players and practices which invite
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populism to be thought of i n terms ofe a Oth
process of problematisation, | have been able to construct paradigmatic theoretical features; for
example, that while populism is thought of in terms of a category, its employment as a word
seems to overdetermine ranademic discursive domains. So kd@ave encountered puzzling
empirical attributes; such that, while European and Aisglgon media discourses appear to
limit their scope to ampopulist discursive inflexions, media discourses about populism in
Brazil seem to convey positive and negatsignifying turns. With these remarks, | make
evident that this introductory chapter gives evidence of retroduction at work and already
crosses some crucial ground in the construction of the overall research project.

In turning theresearch puzzlmto a more intelligiblexplanandumthe researcher can
then undertake an explanatory venture through-antifro movement between empirical
investigation and theoretical work. This beaakdforth movement prevents the empirical
objects from being subsed under theoretical standpoints, ande versa(Glynos and
Howarth, 2007, p. 180), for the déreconstruct
action of soci al actorseé are at the same | e
thea et i cal framewor kdé ( L ac |Lagicsurgds®Seargherstday ou g h
close attention to the contingent character underlying both empirical and theoretical objects of
inquiry. This is to say, while prexisting objects and concepts piate room for a problem
driven research engagement, a+sabsumptive process of linking empirical and theoretical
elements may well (and should) introduce something different in kind, derived from the
construction of a plausible and convincexplanans

The moment of retroductive explanation in this thesis features the construction,
problematisation and +articulation of the concepts and grammar underlying recent discourse
theory scholarship on populism in light of the empirical material assembledjthreadings,

data gathering, interviews, and textual and irageed analyses. This process enables the
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construction of a putative explanation for the concerns identified in concrete practices or
regimes. It also invites theoretical and methodologicabvation by engaging with adjacent
idioms to articulate new theoretical grammars and research strategies.

From within this teandfro movement between the problematisation and discovery
contexts, the insights and findings configuring a plausible prpdanation can then be
submitted to the evaluation and critical scrutiny of other practitioners and put into consideration
and debate in relevant scholarly fora (Glynos and Howarth, 2007, p. 38). | have presented all
four research papers in this thesis atfemnces and other academic gatherings, contrasting
my explanations and discoveries with the work of peers that, from divergent standpoints, reflect
upon meaningnaking, affect and populism. On the basis of these exchanges, | have kept an
attentive focus o the evolving research process, substantially revisiting and reconfiguring my
research framework, methodological strategies and the interpretations of the findings.
Resulting from this lively engagement and-areation with peers and colleagues, | have
exposed my work to peegeview processes, achieving academic jpeeiewed publication of
papers 3 and 4 in welositioned and related academic pemiiewed journals, showing

consistency and already making modest contributions to relevant fields of study.

1.4.3. Case Selection
In limiting the empirical scope of this thesis to the Brazilian setting, the case selection has been
derived from the problematisation of the empirical and theoretical objects of inquiry. In
concrete terms, the formal construction of gaaper, as a step in the overall project, serves as
a problematisation from where a new paradigmatic feature enables the construction of a new
case selection. This point evidences how the retroductive cycle is systematically adopted in the
development of tis thesis and highlights the mutual feedback dynamics enacted in the inter

related construction of the four papers.
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Following Foucault, Glynos and Howarth, | take the practice of problematisation as a
synthesis ofyenealogyandarchaeology(Glynos et al2009, p. 10). As such, paper 1 traces
and uncovers the seminal references to populism in Brazil, finding in most Brazilian populism
scholarship allusions regarding political events related to Brd&ziurth Republican Period
(19461964). In revising the Bzilian literature, two outstanding features appear. Firstly, |
identify published scholarly work describing populism in derogatory terms even before
Hofstadter (1955) published his Pulitzginner The Age of ReforngJaguaribe, 1954),
showing Brazil asan amenable case of analysis in terms of the study of discourses about
populism. Secondly, in reviewing literature drawing upon Brazilian politics from 1946 to 1964,
the trope ofPopulist Republi@ppears as a frequent reference in academic andaaatent
work.® featuring Brazis Fourth Republican Period as a promising case of analysis of populism
as a concept and a signifier. Thus, paper 1 draws on the political disputes taking placesn Brazil
Fourth Republic as an indicative case of how liwely interaction of discourses and
participants across spheres construct broader social narratives about populism.

Partly inspired by recent scholarship affording the media a central role in making
populism a ubiquitous word in contemporary discursiyaatnics (see Goyvaerts and De
Cleen, 2020), and instigated by the findings constructed in paper 1, which captures an intense
interplay of journalistic discourses about populism, paper 2 aims to construct contemporary
journalistic discourses on populism Brazil. As also found in the construction of paper 1,
discussions regarding populism in BrazilFourth Republican Period later served as
antagonising references directed at the Worlagy (PT) founder and leader Lula (see, for

example,Folha de S. Pdo. 2006. As Brazils leading news magazine, and identified as a

5 Work identifiedby Stavrakakis (2017) as to be the genealogy ofgopillist scholarshipextending from

centre to periphery.

62 AT ALISRAI T LIRN SEI YL S5 RS a O NBedo8asPopullStEPdphlibt QeriodT 2 dzNIi K w S
showing how such label became wabgead in and outside the academy. See:
https://pt.wikipedia.org/wiki/Per%C3%ADodo_Populifaecessed 05/08/2021].
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media group fiercely opposed to Lula and PT (see Chicarino et al. 208&)ynagazine is
selected as the case of analysis in paper 2. Supplementary factors uphold my seleejmn of

as acase of study for paper 2. While | focus mainly on political logics in constructing the
signifying operations and political disputes in Brazirourth Republic (Paper 1), paper 2
commits to exploring fantasmatic logics in journalistic discourses. Oftem isetabloidliike
narratives (see, for example, Chang and Glynos, 2011), the deployment of fantasy to analyse
journalistic discourses with more technocratic narratives might evidence new ways of
enjoyment, makinyejaa valuable case selection for paper 2

| have chosen to focus on the collective candidacy oBt#meada Ativistan the 2018
elections (Paper 3), as it features a highly controversial and novel political venture within an
electoral process studied and undertaken as a political turningipdamazil. Focusing on
Bolsonards victory, studies have depicted the 2018 election as a fracture of shieslg€mony
and is taken as indicative of the rise of righihg personalist appeals in Brazil. To some extent,
these elements have been constadigtehe development of paper 2. Intriguingly, however, no
scholarly focus was given to tfBancada Ativistalespite it becoming the $ighest voted
political force in Brazik leading electoral college (Sao Paulo). As suchBHreada Ativista
presents itself as a thougrtovoking case with which to problematise the disputes that framed
the 2018 electoral scene, as well as allowing for an exploration of the analyticahbafzo
discourse theory in the study of npapulist phenomena.

Finally, paper 4 takes the theoretical work of Ernesto Lacl@PRas its main focus,
invoking a problematisation of the notion of
concepton of hysteria. Drawing upon political and fantasmatic logics, the exploration and
construction of findings in the preceding papers unravelled underlying logics that speak to
unusual ways of political antagonism. As such, these papers dealt with congtnuesiningful

elements in the dispute and conformation of practices and regimes fromfaymuitional
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standpoint. While political and fantasmatic logics provided worthwhile analytic pathways with
which to reflect about articulatory practices, a morenfdrengagement with negativity to
reflect upon meaningiaking processes seems missing from a discourse theory standpoint.
From a psychoanalytic point of view, desire appears as the core element animating knowledge
production, seen in the discovery of thecanscious through Frewsdstudy of hysteria. For
discourse theory, however, demands appear as minimal units of analysis for understanding
meaningmaking processes. With antagonism as an overarching background, paper 4

undertakes a theoretical inquiry oEaningmaking processes from a perspective of desire.

1.5A note on methods of data generation
This research focuses on analysing distinctive repertoires, stemming from journalistic articles
and political discourses, to individual experiencessuiblarly texts. It should be clear to the
reader by now that this the'sdeconstructed approach to meanmgking assumes that the
discursive logics governing the actions and speeches of social and political actors are at the
same level as those undenlgithe articulation of academic documents (Laclau, 1991). As such,
| engage in a deconstructive game by confronting empirical and theoretical objects, seeking to
articulate plausible explanations to pressing questions, and, in soidtiodyidng distinctive
elements to both theoretical and empirical dimensions of the tf@lisos and Howarth,
2007).

| have framed the main puzzles of this thesis in relation to the analytic deadlock of
Opopulism studies6 i n it gsatiprobpthyersand practicésyas d e s ¢
being populist (with little clarification of what such a character actually means). | have decided
to focus on debates of discourse theorists as these have been most vocal in stressing the need

to reflect upon populismdyond the study (and construction, | should add) of current populist
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elements. By placing the empirical objects of investigation in the Brazilian setting, | have also
distinguished amenable cases to engage in this critical explanatory research venture.

In formulating a more focused account of the objects of inquiry, this thesis relies on
publicly available journalistic texts and magazines, academic books and journal articles,
dictionaries, as well as the saiterpretation of activists in their engagemeiith grassroots
bodies and political articulations. Notably, the data collection, analysis and status derive from
Ot fuler ange of theoretical i ssues that ariseée
evaluating and c¢r i trthec20®,ipn6).As sudh, the metsodokbgicdl Ho w
techniques in collecting and generating primary sources are formulated in specific regards to

each case. However, these stem from the combination of three main methodological

techniquesarchival researchdocument analysigsndsemistructured interview

1.5.1. Archival research
Archival research involves the study of documents and textual materials produced at some
point in the relatively distant past. Thus, archival methods include a set of activities undertaken
to access, retrieve and analyse events and practices involving organisations, individuals and
events from an earlier time (Ventresca and Mohr, 2017). The tools employed to retrieve the
main material of investigation may vary according to the field and ab@cstudy, ranging
from official institutional reports held in archive repositories to material artefacts stored in a
museum (Mills and Mills, 2018). In this thesisse, a Python algorithm was used as a tool to
gather journalistic and scholarly docungeritom 1946 to 1964 stored in various virtual
repositories in Brazil, such as tBeazilian National Libraryonline repository (Paper 1). Using
algorithms in archival research provides a valuable technique for retrieving an extensive corpus

of data, as well as in organising (and making sense of) such data in diachronic terms.
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1.5.2. Document analysis
In terms of thestudy of discursive repertoires associated with contemporary social players and
practices, document analysis denotes an integrated and conceptually informed method for
identifying and retrieving documents. This method is distinct from archival resegapry
of past eventsas it focuses on constructing evidence regarding contemporary dyriBoscs
and Reiter, 2014). In political and social studies, document analysis includes as primary sources
the production of (numeric and narrative) texts by thg same agents involved in the practice
at stake in a given investigation (Altheide and Schneider, 2013, p. 5). However, in questioning
the dominance of written texts as the key source of document analysisritten texts (such
as images, drawings, picas or recordings), as symbolic representations of a social event and
practice can (and should) be included as prime sources of a document analysis investigation
(see Carpentier, 2020, p. 2122). After all, the deconstructed notion of discourse whiah rests
the heart of this thesis takes all meaningful practices to be discursive, as any meaningful piece
produced by the agents in a researched practice may be taken as a source of document analysis.
In terms of this thesis, the data generated from documalysséis mainly built upon retrieved

textual and imagebased material from scholarly and journalistic digital repositories (Paper 2).

1.5.3. Semistructured interview
Interviewing, in broad terms, constitutes a key methodological tool in the social sciedces an
the humanities wit-hawttoctata gkoetr at Be 6MmbdDt Bt
of the participants at stake in a researched social or political practice. While in the structured
form of i nterview, 0t he i eduleof\guegions, rtypically e s a
referred to aquestionnaire wi th a | i mited set stfuctureé s pons
interview acts more as guidelike interview of broad themes and questions, giving more

expansive room to the interviewee to elaboasesuch aspects (Blee and Taylor, 2002, p. 92).
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Given the discoursanalytical nature of this probledriven research and my interest in
exploring underlying logics regarding discursive and rhetorical aspects in a set of practices or
regimes, the senstructured form of interview provides a more suitable methodological
strategy for constructing analyses through thick descriptions. In concrete terms, | conducted a
semistructured interview as a means of gathering evidence and interpretations as given by
Anne Rammi, one of the nine -@eputies of thdBancada Ativistaon the articulation of the
Bancad& campaign in 2018 (Paper 3). The aim here was to create an interaction between
individual action and events at the matawel, allowing me to construct and understand salient
biographical aspects and conditions of possibility of political participatioocegses (p. 104).

With all due ethical approval processes granted by the University of Essex prior to the
conduction of the interview, the interview was conducted in Portuguese and transcribed from

the original language to English.

59



Paper 1 Populism in the Making: A Multi -sited Discursive Approach to Brazils Fourth

Republican Period (19461964)

Abstract

Political discourse scholars have identified a gap in the literature concerning the need to take
more seriously discourses about populism, particularly the way they interact with and help
constitute populist discourses themselNdsuild on the conceptfghifier opposition and the

idea of the doubkaermeneutic to develop an analytical framework within which to
operationake these ideas in a way that can bring out in greater detail the dynamic interplay
within and across populism discourskslustrate the added value tfis framework through

a casebased study centred around Brazitourth Republic (1946964), often rierred to as

the OPopuli st R,d plso lsupplemnént existing adcounts af this period by
showcasing in greater detail and nuance the significance of key moments in the Fourth
Republic. Of particular interest here are the-populist discusive moves made by Adhemar

de Barros, which have had ntnvial implications for the way have come to understand later

political developments in Brazil.
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Introduction

It is hard to deny the power and significance associated withthg ni f i er &épopul i s
it provokes heated discussions throughout the media, ferocious discourses in political debate,
and careful t heoretical scrutiny in academi e
language, but it has been taken asmmon currency for depicting the kernel of our political

age (Mudde, 2004; Mouffe, 2018). What is in a word that so persistently apprehends our
attention?

A plethora of intellectual efforts have been made to make of populism a category for
political anaysis, and a wide span of theoretical constellations so insistently give way to novel
conceptual compositions for reviling the peculiar unity entailed in populism. They range from
ideological to stylistic, sockoultural to strategic. While, at times, soofehese efforts imply
populism forecloses a menace to the enlightened forms of social saty@miothers provide
to it, in turn, the positive characteristics required for refreshing democracy in its form and spirit.

When confronted with the widegingdebates on populism, one cannot but question the
sources through which this cenfreece has acquired such diverse and conflicting academic
and noracademic understandings, ultimately provoking the very question of how social
meaningmaking comes about.

While most scholars in the field of populism studies tend to neglect the role the signifier
Opopulismbéb plays in political debat es, pol it
literature concerning the need to take more seriously discourses @pulism, particularly
the way they interact with and help constitute populist discourses. This is to say, if on the one
hand, populism may be understood as a political logic that simplifies the discursive field in
opposing 6usdé vecals dosbemdsesn pbeéeisignifi

mobilised t o tal k about popul i sm, to evaluate pc
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advance political agendas. This signals a need to study populism as both a aodaept
signifier.

In this vein, the appeal to Anthony Giddedsuble hermeneutics has been identified
as a promising ide with which é6to think more
populism itselfd and how this o6feedsand nt o a
political dynamicsd g Diesee@lseStamrakakis, 2010.1Hpwewes , 2 0
while discourse theory scholars have pointed to this promising arena of research (regarding
discoursesboutpopulism), there have been very few carglies that examine the character
of these discourses, particularly how their normative and ideological features and significance
emerge and evolve. Treatment of discourses about populism still tend to be relatively brief,
speculative, and opeended, wih scholars inviting further research rather than undertaking it
themselves.

In this study, | affirm the utility of the concept/signifier pair and the double
hermeneutics perspective and seek to advance these insights further by developing an analytical
framework within which to operationa# these ideas in a way that can bring out in greater
detail the dynamic interplay between populism discourses in a variety oflfase the term
populism discourses to include both populist discourses and discobiosgpapulism.)

| illustrate the added value tifis framework through a cadeased studgentred around
Brazil's Fourth Republic (1946 9 6 4 ) a period referresketo as
Ronderos and Zicman de Barros, 2020). Through a detailed exploration of the interaction
between political, mediatic and academic ideas and adtoeseal some salient social and
political dynamics in Brazil during this period. In so doihgupplenent existing accounts of
the Fourth Republic by showcasing in greater detail and nuance theéheasignifiers
Opopulismbéb and OoOépopulistd circulated in Bra

pundits in the medjaand inflected the way scholassught to theose populism.n short,l
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argue thathe political and journalistic uses of the term, coupled with the way actors travelled
between the spheres of politics, the media, and academia, had a decisive impact upon the way

actors sought to graspe populist phenomenon.

A Discursive Approach to Populism Studies
When applied to populism, a discursive approach that tdieesleconstruction of the sign
seriouslysuggests that the concept (or meaning) of populism and its associated signifiers, such
as O6populismé and O6épopulistd (hereinafter c
constant sliding as they are articulated or performed in different contenggher in politics,
the media or academia. The theoretical presuppositions of the discursive approach to populism
studies, therefore, already point to the need to supplement carecepmd analyses of
populism with analyses that treat populism as nifsy, thereby opening up pathways for the
study of discourseaboutpopulism.

It is true, of course, that in an academic context there is always an attempt to pin down
a concept as much as possible, trying to establish sufficient definitional clatisyeadnility so
as to permit analytical and critical insights to emerge from this. As a branch of discourse
studies, for example, the Essex School of discourse theory suggests that the concept of
populism is best understood in terms géapulist politicallogic that divides the discursive
field vertically into two antagonistic grou|
il legitimate 6éelited (Lacl au, 2005) . There
sought to conceptuak populism, foexample as a thin ideology, as style, or as strategy.

| do not intend to rehearse the debates between advocates of these different theoretical
perspectived insteadthis papefocuses on efforts to move beyond debates about the best way
to conceptuase populism. And yet have chosen to situatey approach in relation to the work

of discourse scholars because they have been most vocal in calling for an expansion in the field
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of populism studies to include the study of discoued@sutpopulism. Scholarkave rightly

pointed out that little attention has been paid thus far to the dynamics informing the way the

signifiers o6populis*d travel bet ween sites

how these intraand intersphere travels producegsifying effects with important normative

and ideological significance (De Cleen & Glynos 2021; De Cleen, Glynos, and Mondon 2021,

2018; Mondon and Brown, 2021). Not only is the dynamic relationship between populist

discourses and discourses about populisgterresearched and undéireorsed, so too is the

character of the processes that underpin their dynamic interactions as they play themselves out

within and across the three spheres of politics, media, and acad&onidicting irdepth

studies may thus help us to answer interesting gbefeecific questions, such a#rhich sites

in the medigpolitics-academia complex take on privileged roles, and how might this affect the

(feedback) dynamics animating populism discoursts® should we think about the character

and status of the intrand intersphere processes that constitute these feedback dynamics?
Scholars have already pointed to some promising ideas in terms of which to grasp these

processes in the medmmlitics-academia complex (Stavrakakis, 2017; De Cleen, Glynos,

Mondon 20212018; Glynos & Mondon 2016; De Cleen & Glynos 2021; Goyvaerts and De

Cleen 2020; Csigo 2016). While highly suggestive, these studies convey underdeveloped and

underexplored ideas by lackingdepth empirical explorationkthus seek to contribute to the

advancement of their work by conducting morelépth case studies and, in so doing, shedding

further light on the interactions that characemopulism discourses and their relevance for

understanding complex political and social dynamics.

A multi -sited discursive approach to the study of populism discourses and their dynamic

interactions

| have already noted how discourse th&odeconstructed distinction between concept and

signifier is helpful because it enables us to think about the potentially complex and dynamic
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relationship between populist discourses and discourses about populism as they are performed
across different coakts. However, such a distinction on its own is unable to address the
challenge of elucidating this dynamic complexity. To overcome this shortcoming, therefore,
discourse scholars have begun to enlist the help of other theoretical and analytical r@sources
order to make such an investigation possi bl
hermeneutics stands out (see Stavrakakis, 208 Cleen and Glynos, 2021)

In developing the idea of a double hermeneutic, Giddens trains our attention on the way
ideas used by soci al scientists to understar
themselves to readjust their own seffderstandings. A double hermeneutic perspective
captures the way lay ideas and seifierstandings can come to shapediwcepts used by
social scientists andce versa

As Glynos & Howarth note, however, the idea of a double hermeneutic resonates with,
and can thus be further elucidated by, a number of other cognate terms, including Boucault
0t r ans eecemmpd eraiocaabll ée t , o6which arises from the f
the modern episteme, where the figure of AV
being both fAan object of knowl edge and
(Glynos & Howarth 2007: 156; see also 48, 210). The more abstract formulation of the
transcendentagmpirical doublet helps see that the idea of the double hermeneutic should not
be restricted to describing the relationship between social science and the pradticéssit s
It can be applied to any attempt by anyone to make sense of any practice that is receptive to
interpretations about itself. This describesrfaga relation ofmutual discursive constitution
whereby the ideas and meanings of‘ao2der discoursédiscourses about populism) help to
constitute a ¥ order discourse (populist discourses), wite versa

Therefore, while it is true that the academic domain represents for some a privileged

sphere in which discourses about other discourses abound, it is also true that the academic
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sphere has no monopoly on the production"®bgder discourses, as they daaproduced at
any site in any sphere. For this readatgvelop a multsited discursive framework comprising

three key spheres: academia, politics, and the media.

Figure 1. Dynamics of InterSphere and Intra-Sphere Interaction

Space of inter- Space of intra-
nodal processes nodal processes

) A

| Mutual constitution
I 8eyond Mutual constitution

My multi-sited discusive framework is loosely based on what George Marcus calls a
multi-:si ted et hnography (Marcus, 1995) , an appr
research thadcknowledges macrotheoretical concepts and narratives of the world system but
doesnor el y on them for the contextual archit ec
remain O6focused on a single site of i ntens

formations by foll owing such t hi mulSpleaitess peopl

of activityé, examining 6the circulation of é
spacebd6b. This enables the researcher tqg const
as wel | as Oaspect s the hssotidtiens ang cnnectionsiittsiggebts t h

among sit es. [©96)IMesimidaufashions@@est that the dynamic complexity

of discourses can be understood in terms of the processes that animate relationships within and
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across spheres,omprising both intrasphere and intesphere processes, applying this
analytical framework to elucidate the complexity and dynamics of populism discourses.

In terms of inter-sphere processes, the politigrediaacademia complex can be
unpacked by payingtat ent i on to the i mportance or owe i
compared to sites in other spheres, which can vary depending on the context. In some contexts,
sites in the media sphere may be considered central and dominant. In other contextsigournalis
and academics may be more deferential to politicians. In yet other contexts, academics may be
held in high esteem and might thus have significant suasive force in influencing the discourses
of other spheres. In termsiatra-sphereprocesses, the palissmediaacademia complex can
be nuanced by paying attention to the 1 mport
otherswithin a given sphere: for example, specific media outlets in the media sphere; certain
academics (or academic disciplineshhin the sphere of academia; or particular politicians or
political orientations within the sphere of politiéssuggest that tracing both intemd intra
sphere processési mportant iin untangling the shiftin
particular discourses, thus enabling the construction of a wider (and more anchored) picture of
the dynamics underpinning the interaction among populism discourses.

So far,| havesuggested that the significance of irs@here and intesphere processes
that constitute and transmit discourses vary as a function of their location or site, and that their
060spheres of i nfl uenc e-bistaicalecontext. Moweer thexcharaaterp r o d u
of such processes has been described exclusively in terms of the iheduaf discursive
constitutionwhich, asl recall, generates the insights of the doubttermeneutic (i.e. where
ideas/meanings in a discourse are parasitic upemdeas and meanings of a méitscourse,
or/and vice versa).would like now to anticipate some wiy findings by preemptively adding
greater analytical texture tmy understanding of these processes, both in terms of their

character and in terms ofein enablers.
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Character of discursive constitutiofirst,| would like to note that the character of
mutual discursive constitution can be understood in both antagonistic arahtagionistic
terms. This serves well to illustrate the way Dutra constitutes higaptilist discourse, as
will be later seenHowever,my understanding of the character of mutual constitution is not
necessarily exhausted by an antagonistic concegdtiah: it can take on a different non
antagonistic inflgion regarding, for example, the relationship between populist and pro
populist discourses. This is clear to see in both Selgaitopopulist rightwing discourses
and Adhemar de Barrss prepopulist leftwing discourses, even as they maintain an
antagonistic relationship with argbpulist discourses.

Enablers of discurse constitution Second,l point to whatl ¢ a | | 6enabl er
discursive constitution. By enablefsaim to describe aspects of a practice that make possible
the constitution of discourses, particularly those conditions that facilitate and amplify certain
features of those discourses. Enablers of discursive constitution is a potentially expansive
category that would include, for example, the enunciators or articulators of a discourse. In a
multi-sited discursive approach, therefore, enablers of discurshatitution at different intra
and intersphere locations helmeto offer a fuller account of the character and dynamics of

discursive constitution.

Processes of discursive interaction: A typology

The above discussion pointsitty need to be rather more precise about thelwaynceptuake
processes by which discourses interact with one anothersAgbeaeen, populism discourses

can be understood to be in a relatiomrmaftual constitutiorwith each other. The process of
mutual constitution emphasis the way elements in different discourses relate to one another.

It takes these elements for granted and foregrounds the way that the meaning and significance

of those elements emerges out of their relation to one antiteeuld thusbe said am now
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emphassing the synchronic dimension of the process of discursive interaction, or p#risaps
type of discursive interactiooould be simply qualifed as a (synchronicprocess of mutual
constitution(corresponding to the yellow arrows in Figure 1). Tha®eesses aim to capture
the way ideas relate to one another, the way ideas are articulated by politicians, journalists and
academics to comment on or make a judgement about other ideas. Discourses about populism,
for example, are™ order discourses that discuss, comment on, and often normatively judge
15t order populist discourses. Agenearlier, the mutual constitution of these discourses can
take on an antagonistic form (e.g., gmpulism) or a nomntagonistic form (e.g., pro
populism). Such synchronic processes of mutual constitution thus have an important role to
play in shaping the complexity and dynamics of populism discourses within and across spheres.
As has been showrhowever, the idea of mutual constitution does ntiaast the
processes that connect populism discourses to each other. These processes are related to what
learl ier referred to as O0enablersdé. The focu
possible the meaning of discourses (their synchrmlational character), but rather on the
conditions that makthe articulation of discourses possibldis aims at something Foucault
called discursive conditions of existence: the rules that facilitated the production of particular
discourses, including théogics that bestow authority on the articulators (journalists,
politicians, and academicd)call these types of discursive interactions (diachrgmiofesses
of discursive mediatio(corresponding to the red arrows in Figuré processes that mediate
discourses or serve as the medium of discourses. What is distinctive about such processes is
that they are not defined primarily by the explicit reference to or exchange of ideas and
meanings associated with,thisc as e, popul i sm dijacewnrt He d.0 T Hhey
in other words,| identify processes that might promote or amplify aspects of populism
discourses and their integlation that are not reducible to such explicit mutually constituting

features. Inthis case studyl point to a salient aspect of such processes, in particular the
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movement of people through networkswhether professional, social, or other sorts of
networksi showing how this movement of people can take place within and across spheres. In
the sphere opolitics, for examplel find politicians moving between different sites (political
parties) or entering into unexpected allian¢éswever,l also find people moving between all
three spheres of politics, media, and academia.

In what follows, thereford, use the above framework to elucidate key aspeatsyof
case study. In identifying the spheres, sites and processes of discursive interactionlat stake,
trace, untangle and articulate the dynamic production and evolution of the populism discourses
appering in Brazils Fourth Republic (1946964). In so doind, demonstrate the added value
of my multi-sited discursive framework while alsbhowcasing in greater detail and nuance the
significance of key moments in this periddadopt Marcu's methodological postulate of
foll owing the word or, i n our case, 0f ol l owi

access and builshy empirical material.

Foll owing the signifiers é6populis*d in the F
Whil e the term 0Po p afferithe perioR thgh wab desciibéd as smah,ghisa b o u
label is now widely used to refer to BragiFourth Republic. The oldest referenc®tpulist

Republicl could trace takemeto Celso Lafes PhD thesis, witien at Cornell University and

published in 1970That said, the exact origins of this designation have never been established.
Lafer himself confesses that he does not know thegtdrae origins or whether he was really

the firstonetouseit.ltwor t h poi nting out, moreover, that
in his work was not at atlerogatory. Its employment aided the description of a new political

era, after a fifteetyear dictatorshipupheld by Getulio Vargasnarked by the expansiondn

emergence of popular classes in electoral politics.
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Either way, this was a turbulent time. Although Brazil held four presidential elections
in the eighteety ear s of the OPopul i st Republicd, frec
presidents: Eurico Gpar Dutra (19461951), Getulio Vargas (1951954), Café Filho (1954
1955), Carlos Luz (1955), Nereu Ramos (1:9856), Juscelino Kubitschek (194661),

Janio Quadros (1961) and Jo&ao Goulart (198a4).

I n a | ater book, L af esrt (RLe9p7ubb)l idceds carsi bae dp e
Executive branch, supported by popular sections of society under a charismatic leadership,
domi nated through a tenucad damdramicen & acfk etdh d
the Congress working as a conservativeiated As such, the fourth republiegan with the
promulgation of the 1946 Constitution, after the catastrophic collapse of Veogpsratist
dictatorship (19371945),and ended in April 1964 when the military overthrew president Joao
Goulart in acoup d 6 ®t atnstalling anot her dictator st
democrasation in 1985.

As wi | | be seen, a O6populis*d defascisti pt or
Integralist movement led by Plinio Salgado during the 1940s. However, the main antagonistic
frontier through which t he si g tanpolitiesrwsuldé p o p ul
pivot around the discursive struggle between two main forces: tHoallsd é d e mocr at i ¢
c o n s e r, eliefolices &d by the military Euricio Gaspar Duttanti-populist bloc), and
the propopulist, progressive front forged betweeert@io Vargas'Brazilian Labour Party
(PTB) and Adhemar de Barros' Progressive Social Party (FRBRa assumed as president of
Brazil in 1946. Whilevargas' PTB initially favoured his presiden®utraadopteda centre
right political stance through theurse of his mandgtclosely forging a strategical alliance
between his Social Democratic Party (PSD) and\iigonal Democratic UnioQUDN), with
Vargasprogressivelybecominghis primary political foe. Not only is the fourth republic of

paramountimpot ance i n shaping Brazilian politics |
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but also because this was the first time popular layers in Brazil decisively participated in
electoral politics. The struggles from therein still form the contours of contanypBrazilian
political disputed, for deployingny multi-sited matrix in the study of this period will provide

substantial explanatory layers to the Brazilian case.

Building a database using the media sphere as an entry point

While the origins of the academic expressi

nevertheless interesting to ask when and ho:

sphere One might wonder whether this was a term that was first appropriated from another

sphere, before subjecting it to analytical and theoretical treatment. For example, could it be that

the Brazilian people themselves coNewithder ed

signifiers Opopulis*d6 present in their daily
My way to investigate this has been to create an algorithm to search for references to

@opulis*6in Brazil's main media outlets from 1946 to 1964 available at the Brazilian National

Library and the newspapédigital repositoryln fact, an indepth media analysis of this period

has not been done before, even though such a study promises to shed light on the complexity

and dynamics of populism dipstosrdeseirwveBBr asi

terms with which to identify the relevant discourses about populism, enabling us to construct

a database of 12,580 occurrences present in eleven of the most influential newspapers of the

time. | thus used the mediaspheeadéent ry pointdo in exploring

of the dynamics of the populism discourses, using these moments to stauoneindepth

analyss within and across spheres, elucidating the processes by which populist discourses

relate to thos seconebrder discourses about populism.

’1f a word appears several times on a single page, they are countegl@surrence. Therefore, we may say that
the number of occurrences refers to the number of pages which include at least a single refpogndisto
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Graph 1: Monthly occurrences opopulis® in selected newspapers (stxonth moving

average)

10,0

e Diario da Noite === O Jornal Diario Carioca O Estado de S. Paulo

From the perspective of how to structung analysis, it is of course not the overall
number of occurrencegser sethat is important, but rather their temporal distribution. It is
interesting to note, for example, that almost no occurrences appear in the press until the end of
the 1940s (the few erptions tend to refer to nguolitical topics such as the mention of the
French Populist novel awaréfix du roman populisig yet, from March 1949 onwards, a
massive surge in the use of the signifigrspulis*0swept through the content of these media
outputs. Notwithstandinthe variations in each region and newspaper, the aggregate analysis
shows peaks of the uses of the terms in electoral years, notably during the presidential election
of 1950, the electorabces of 1955 and 1960, and the S&o Paulo local state elections of 1957
and 1958. Finally, it is worth noting that whllbave carefully read all articles iy database
from 1946 to 1964, in order to better grasp the discursive textures underlyingp#te

graphs exhibit] have structurechy analysis around four of the most prominent newspapers of
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the time, taken as key sites of the media spHeiai6 da Noite O Journal, Diario Carioca

andO Estado de S. Paulo

The Emergenceob Popul i smé in the Political Sphere a
(19461949)
From the beginning of 1946 to the end of 1948, the references of populism in the media are
ratherscarce, but already depict the dynamic interplay between the politicaleatid spheres.
One of the first groups to introduce the term populism in Bsgailblic debate were the former
integralists, led by Plinio Salgado. These extreme -ghgy militants refounded the former
Brazilian Integralist Action (AIB) in 1946 underdmame of Party of Popular Representation
(PRP). Salgade f orces started to refer to themselyv
side of Olesgadgpde 8. Pauk®6).(Despite the lesser appeal of Saltsidieas
in the postwar period,t is worth noting that, in contrast to current use, the feopulistwas
widely used in an approving manner and affirmed as such throughout the media outlets.

Putting aside the rather niche and peripheral appropriation of populism by the
integralists, the term expanded as a signifier used to label other political forces. On December
20, 1946, a nosigned article accused Getulio Vargas and Hugo Borghi (one of Vargas
el oquent allies i n hi sopBlistdemgoguerd © Jdrnald®die). Par t y
On January 10, 1947, in the same newspaper, the journalist Marcelo Coimbra Tavares
described -War gasa§ demdgagic and gopuis Jarnal 1947).

While underplayed until 1947, this discursive logic wogddn prominence two years
later. In the rurup to the preelection campaign of 1949, prior to the 1950 presidential
succession dispute, sectors of the press, pundits and leading politicians began to announce the
alarming meteoric arrival of a populist name. This was embodied in a likglyand virtually

unbeatablé alliance between VargaBTB and Adhemar de Barrd®rogressive Social Party
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(PSP). Foreseeing this coalition, already in early 1949, the communication tycoon Francisco

de Assis Chateaubriamohd, more poignantly, the journalist Murilo Marroquirandoubtedly

the journali st wh o us e ddurting the entee fausth réppbbcp ul i s’
responsible for 18% of the overall occurrence® idornali, started to glimpse in tHeorizon

the risk of demagogic popul i sm, or a Operni
communist ideas Jornal 1949b; 1949c). The Populist Republic itself, however, would
formally start a few months later.

Fearing the return of Vargas to pesyPresident Eurico Gaspar Dutra aimed to form an
alliance between two conservative parties: the Social Democratic Party (PSD), whose force
resided in the political leaders from the countryside, and the National Democratic Union
(UDN), the historical payt of the urban middle classes. At a meeting between Dutra and the
governor of Minas Gerais, Milton Campos, on March 20, 1949, the former outlined what would
come to be known as t kaumb tBodetlisting,mootheiose h&d, the me 6 :
O0decmticc onservatived forces (PSD, UDN and a th
the other the o&édpopulistd gr ou-prescrife® Br&ilian PSP a
Communi st Party, PCB) ; the | atter rdegicmaded
(Diario da Noite 1949a,p. 1). A few days later, former president Dutra gave an interview in
which he described the O6populistd as a 06deme
the proletariat and with no other objectives than pure vote hunQyGruzdirqg 1949,p. 13/

19).

Dutrds efforts to build an alliance between the PSD and UDN came to nothing.
Nevertheless, one could claim that the discursive frontier drawn between the conservative
democrats and demagogiopulists was a keynilestone in the widespread use of the term
oOpopulismbé in Brazilian p®lsomesohdathobwyghbl d

could be recovered from populitsmat ithevadp admu
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were attacked as suchamdaused of being o6the shark that
wr et cAMadhg 1949,p.9).

Recent studies have argued grapulist discourse is often found to be in a relation of
antagonistic mutual constitution with populist discourses (Nikisiat al. 209), and so there
seems little doubt about this my analysis of the Brazilian case. In a crafty move, Sdo Paulo
state governor de Barros decided to appropr
positive connotation. He rejectedettdistinction between democrats and populists and
described himself as a democrat precisely because he was a populist opposed to those
Opoliticians who make a Iliving from politic
artificiallnytrdibvi dinnd itshRadied®dndeiyantgeon Mayrlaa m o n

1949, de Barros said:

[ ] we are populists, which means b
most modern sense of the word democrat. For us, being a populist means
expanding the social functioof the state which has been constantly

absent until now. It is to govern by giving everyone an opportunity,
seeking to elevate each one according to their potential and supporting

each one according to their needs. For us, this denotes being a populist

(Diario da Noite 1949c,p. 1i 2).

I f the signifier oO0democracyd had become
drawnbyantpopul i st di scourses, associating 6épopu
6 d e ma g o g u eeguvdlential compokiteon of an amtemocratic subject, de Bartos
populist move was to reframe such terms. Like the-@oulists, de Barros drew on the

signifiers O6democracyd and O6demagogueryd to
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deBarros ri ed to attach the floating signifier
demagogic the artificial discursive opposition forged by his greedy consereditise
detractors.

Adhemar de Barrosliscursive strategy had an immediate and dranrapact on the

political agenda. In the 1950 elections, the PTB and PSP would march together triumphantly

as a OPopuli st Front 0. T movemertd di@ 8ot prevent hisne a n

opponents from continuing to spread the derogatory usestofehe m épopul i smdé and
Opopulistsdéd allegedly entailed in terms of d
takeaway here is that the signifiers Opopul.i

antagonisms in Brazi fouth republican period.

The Rise to Prominence of the Media Sphere and its interplay with the Sphere of Politics
(19491964)
The constant dispute over the meaning of populism was expressed in various newspapers
analyse d , with pejorative as well as positive
throughout the fourth republican period. These se@rddr media discourses do not merely
comment on political affairs; they often set out to shape the contours e$jitere dynamics
occurring in politics.

What is clear from the media readings, though, is that the press had little interest in
pinning down a clear definition of what populism actually was. The pejorative or positive uses
of the terms relied less on thieebretical conceptuga t i on of Opopulis*d a
authots view of the players at stake. Congressman Alberto Pasqualini, considered one of
Vargas PTB prominent ideologues, encapsulated nicely this definitional indifference in the
early 1950s. Asiéd by a journalist about the opposition between conservatives and populists,

Pasqualini claimed that it was quite clear o0
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employed by Dutra and the press, however, remained a mystery word for him. kieedesc
as an artificial term to label adversaries, frequently acquiring a pejorative @oderigal
1949a).

Pasqualiris words vividly depict the volatility and dynamism at the intersection of the
politics and medi a s ph d¢ingeawideraray of firstandhsgcor@lp op ul i
order discourses feeding and erecting from and against eachAdhvenme tountangle further

these dynamics in a more formal way.

First order populist discourses in the sphere of politics (15@p
From a discourse theory standpoint, populist discourses have a political logic not only
constituted by an antagonism (them) which in turn articulates a collective subject (us), but this
antagonism takes an4gown form dividing thellegitimate powerful ete versughe underdog
people
As a seminal populist discourse in Brazilian politics, Salgado appears as a salient figure.
While attracting scant attention by the public, the integrakgipeal to the people not only
constituted a populist discourse rftavhere other secormtder discourses would fedgbm,
but also brought to the forea stiffppopo pu |l i st rhetoric by defendir
| have noted, however, that secesrder discourses (discourses about populism) can
enable the discursive constitution of populist discourses, and, iridaadot the first one to
do so (Nikisianisedl. 2019) . The O6Petropolis Sdtbiefonmedostdr awn
seconedorder antipopulist discourses in both politics and the media spheres. However, it was
also the source from where de Barros would articulate -pgpalist stance, feeding this into
his populist discourse, claimingnotonlytoem e nt o0t he peopl ebd agai n.

affording to Opopulis*d the capacdistuysivet 0 0V ¢
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articulation served as a discursive enabler of both antagonistic arehtagonistic mutual
constitution processes.

It is worth noting that, while de Barrgsopulist front runningmate, Vargas, clearly
upheld an antelitistandpeople ent ri ¢ first order discourse,
were rather rare. From t he -demorciroautss 0d i sVpau tgeass
populist/antipopulist antagonistic frontier at bay, claiming to represent the people via a labour

movement.

Seconebrder discourses about populism: from politics to the media and back again

Anti-populism (19491950)

On theanti-populist side of the core antagonistic boundary in Beagiburth Republid, find
more conservative sectors, hegemonic in the mainstream press, which often reaffirmsd Dutra
position and take it as a prime aptipulist discursive reference, forgim stiff opposition to
the political forces headed by Vargas and de Barros. As such, the media reference'to Dutra
OPetropolis Schemed depicts a centrality of
As such, the antipopulis®opr edomi nance i n Brazil ds media e
key enabling condition for anpiopulism in both the media and politics spheres, highlighting
the logic of media ownership as being key in these processes of mutual constitution.

Apart from afew exceptions when these outlets published articles defending Adhemar
de Barros Gazeta de Noticiad949), in general terms, media conglomerates suChestado
deS.Paulgr oup and As s iDBHarioS Asadciadasmphaticalynsdppaeted the
National Democratic Union (UDN), the main urban and elitist opposition party. In these
conservative newspapers, the signifiers &édpop

adjectives, saliently described apswasthewd an
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association between Opopulismbdé with ®extrem
Jornal, 1949d).

However, the journalistic reference to 0p
sphere is not restricted to Dutra noatdipopulism. At times, explicitly referencing Salg&lo
fascist forces served as discursive means to attach to populism a reactionary character. In this
vein, the journalist A. R. Gama, from tBéario de Noticiasproduced a series of two articles
called Theory and Practice of Demagogic Populidy claiming that de Barros had stolen the
term from the extremeght integralists, Gama upheld the view that populism was nothing but
a by-product of dictatorship. In so doing, he formulated a differentiatlogb et ween o6 pop
and o6 picpmethiagrdéemed recurrent in both the media and politics nodes, linked to the
idea that although populists claimed to represent the people, they never actually defended
popular interests in practice. As the title sugigethe articles strongly associated populism
with demagoguery and cl ai med tddmadogiguopulisBar r os
in Brazilian politics Diario de Noticias1949a; 1949b).

Ot her more Oprecised def iinthistaitictlerbysOswaldee i n f

Chateaubriand from November 14, 1950:

[...] our populism, which is composed almost entirely of crooks, is a page
of grotesque humour and unique blandness in the history of the republics,

from this and the other hemisphe@ Estado de S. Pau)d.950).

Consequentl vy, populists were treated as ©6

of tireless rodents, eating their victims from the outside to the entrails, leaving them only the

car cihid)s 6 (
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Pro-populism (19511961)

Founded in June 1951 and edited by the journalist Samuel Wainer, the newsipageHora

had a more sympathetic view of populism. Closer to Vargas than to de Barros, '$Vainer
newspaper sometimes reproduced the mainstream lyostit g ai nst oOopopul i smd
PTB and PSP were not close, yet usually sustaining a morpoprdist rhetoric. This
reinforces the close intisphere link between media and political spheres, foreclosing-a non
antagonistic character of mutual condtiiin of populist discourses from Vargas and de Barros
forces and prgopulist discourses in the media. After Vargascide, however, the editorial

line had a stiff change.

It is worth noticing that Wainer hired former congressman Danton Coelho @kithe
Horabs managing director for a f eWabordinistars i n 1
in 1951 and presided over tletulistPTB for a few years, left his position fihe newspaper
to be de Barrosd running mate in a renewed 0
president. As such, processes of discursive mediation can be identified through populist and
pro-populism discourses in the media and politichksps, as not only an ideational interaction
is identified but also the intesphere transit of players.

Despite the overall hostility towards populists among the big press conglomerates,
however, many elements suggest that, at the first moment, Adhemarrde seemed to have
temporarily won the dispute over the meaning of populism.

Already in July 1949, there were disputes involving all political parties to define which
one was genuinely populist, as the te@&rm fre
assigning those who work for the people. In an illustrative case, while congressmen from the

integralist PRP and de Barté5SP di sputed the ownership of t|
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from the UDN intervened to point out that every party, including s , i's somehow 0
because no party eXiarmdasNoitewdddbhout t he peopl ed
Between Vargdelection and 1955, thereisanormalt i on of the signi f
which became the seffroclaimed label of de BarroBSP and were mostly used by the press
with neither positive nor negative connotations to refer to it. Simultaneously, the label was
partly attributed to Vargas and the PTB (yet less frequently), also without pejorative
connotations. Evidence of thevicgor of t he saliently | audatory
ti me was the fact that some vehicles even ;
inverted commas, as to indicate thavas not intrinsically a eulogy.

Adhemar de Barros and his acolytesi t i a | victory over the s
also a victory of populist politics. For years, the UDN had struggled with the signifier
Opopul i smb, and so set at the periphery of
6consedemddtvatesdd t o i mpose a differential | ocg
associating the former with demagogue® Estado de S. Pauld958). Before the 1960
election, however, some factions of the party understood that their approach was fruitless
(Benevides 1981,p. 212-13).

As a result] observea growing concern among journalists such as Marroquim that the
socall ed 6centristdéd parties would face diffic
votes of the urban elites, without Utimpeal i nc
Hora, 1957;0 Jornal,1958).

Janio Quadros'same starts to gain traction as he embodied a figure capable of
di sputing O6populistédé voters, generally ident
president Jo«o Goul ampto,put h e tOderga#ea0 sseealso( t r a d i
Benevides 1981, 215) . Quadr os w-aopulistpueditls a c Cc U S

(Ultima Hora, 1958).
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While Dutras discourse is not considered to be first order (as articulating a discourse
aboutpopulism rather than a populist discourse), it is considered to assume a central enabling
function in the politicanedia sphere interaction since fist order discourses (de Barros; Vargas)
and seconarder discourses, both préwWainer; Coelho) and angiopulist (Chateaubriand;

Marroquim), feed and constitute themselves from it.

Figure 2. First- and seconarder discourse weight/interaction

Vargas

Dutra

Salgado De Barros

Marroquim

l:l 15t order discourse

2nd grder discourse

As such, de Barros wins intephere discursive battles in politics. His populist
discourse was notonlyar asi t i c al from the antagonistic
schemeéd, B populisdaed pBpopuliso Bnes reconfigured the discursive contours
within the political sphere. Yet, such an impact is not solely restricted to politicpolitieal
disputes reconfigure the discursive contours within the media sphere, inflicting substantial
changes in 2nd order discourses about populism. Such interaction not only discloses intra
sphere dynamics of mutual constitution, but also highlightprtdg@ominant weight of politics

over the media in the sphere complex.
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An Academic Interlude

It is worth noting here, if only briefly, how the academic sphere was evolving in relation to
populism. Although the academic sphere had a rather negligible influence on the spheres of
politics and the media at this stage, it is important to registeratsiigg interest in the topic

and how its theoretical investigations responded to the above describadan@mmic disputes

and, in turn, how they later helped to give shape to those disputes.

If duringthesec al | ed O6Popul i st Ré¢ @u kli idc n ott h eh atveer
negative connotation, being disputed and claimed by various actors in many ways, the
academic formulations reinforced those who saw populism as a downgraded form of political
organgation. The political context and the institutiomaithority of actors matter here. While
the scholar Hélio Jaguaribe wrote his reflections in the early 1950s, when populism was on the
rise, the reflections from the 1960s took place in a moment of growing political crisis that
finally led to the militarycoup of 1964. In this context, ldtaning theorists such as Francisco
Weffort were trying to grasp what had gone wrong in the fourth republc seemed to reach
a consensus that its Opopul i st,®016,p. 44 Toa made
large extent, these prestigious intellectuals targeted populism as an insufficient alternative to
political emancipation, explaining the military regime's appearance through the Fourth
Republic's inherent contradictions.

This general hostility ajnst populism through secowdder academic discourses
would later lead to profound political consequences, as many of these intellectuals reflected on
possible avenues for contesting the military regime and organize the opposition. As vividly
stated bydrmer president Fernando Henrique Cardoso (12372 )  h iwespent skeveral 6
years in a populist regime, and we know from experience that populist paternalism leads

nowhere. It might immediately lead to an outburst, and themdo@d . T h e yto implyl seem
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that the democratic resistance against the dictatorship should resist not only the military but

also the populist temptation.

A Cultural Interlude

The medigpolitics interaction so far highlights a terrain of relatively high volatditying this
period, as things tended to be quite fluid, particularly at the intersections between spheres (be
referred to figure 1). However, perhaps one can also say that this set of complex interactions is
framed by a more diffuse cultural backdrop. Tisignerely to suggest that once discursive
battles are won in the more dynamic quarters of our sphere complex, the results tend to be
secreted as Ocul tural sedi ment 0. Mor eover,
sedi ment at i on &al arama andctles appiied rorlessctaithetmeanings associated
with populism.

By turning to the dictionaries] find evidence of how the signifying dynamics
coal escing around Opopulis*d6 transformed the
probally the Pequeno Dicionario Brasileiro da Lingua Portuguesae of the most influential
dictionaries of the time. Its first edition was published in 1938, with a ninth edition in 1951,
and a tenth edition a decade later in 1961. The comparison betweeditieeent versions is
enlightening in terms of the relevance of 0y

Opopulismbéb remains absent prior to the 1961

Populist.Friend of the people; used describe a kind of literature that

describes the life of the common people sympathetic&lggeno

Dicionario Brasileiro da Lingua Portugues®51).
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A slight change was made in the 1961 editio

important addedum:

Populist.Friend of the people; used to describe a kind of literature that
describes the life of the common people sympathetiq@hgazil) related
to populism; that which is or those who take part in popu({Bequeno

Dicionario Brasileiro da Ligua Portuguesd961a)

And finally, in the 1961 edition, the defini

Populism (Brazil) Politics based on enlisting the lower classes of society

(Pequeno Dicionario Brasileiro da Lingua Portugud<€61b).

As will be latersea, the rationale for grasping this latter definition emerges more clearly once

| examine in more detail the role played by the sphere of academia. For now, hdwever,

continue to focus on the dynamic interplay between politics and theamedi

Deflating prepopulism and populist discourses (198364)

Despite the apparent triumph of populist politics, it is interesting to note that with Quadros
victory and his abrupt resignation seven months later (January to August 1961), de Barros took
some distance from the term O6popul i smb. Il n ¢
led by Joao Goulart (1961964) was fostering reforms considered asxliei t oo Or adi ¢
producing endless political crises, de Barros decided to adhere to a new conservative discourse

in vogue at the time (Sampait®82,p. 154).
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That might explain why, despite de Barros running and winning the Sao Paulo
gubernatorialelectons i n 1962, there is no significani
press that year and an overall decline in the uses of the term in general, exhibiting, once again,
the dominant weight of the sphere of politics in relation to the media. latsayexplain why
populism became associated with reactionary politics. Adhemar de Barros started his electoral
political career in an alliance with the Communist Party and presented himself in opposition to
reactionary sectors. In 1962, however, he toaear rightwing position, which may have
alienated some part of progressives who used to see populism awiadediternative.

In this context, there were even discussions in the press on whether populism was
6dead?d, wi t h a n e weftanhdeight dondirateng theapglidcal taedscape e n
(Ultima Hora, 1963b). That being said, many outlets indicate that de Barros regretted this
strategy soon after the 1962 state election and would resume to refer to himself as a populist

and continue to dd until his last breathd Jornal 1963;Ultima Hora, 1963a).

The Rise of Academia and its Role in the Thresphere Complex (19541970)

|l f the Brazilian Popul i st Re p uskdforthe filstéide, t he w
it also significantly impacted academia. In fdaygue that it is no accident that the advent of

the first theoation about populism in Brazil flourished a few years after the beginning of the
so-called Populist Republic. Jagilz#s essential work on the subject, published in 1954,
sought to give a detailed account of 4+ he ph
academic discourses within the scholarly theoretical formulations of populism becomes clear
when Jaguaribe stats t h a't 60the classification that s u
countl ess times in eVM®B4y22Yy) | aHguatgatbe d Jlalyata

[ i ndeed] a popul i smbd, an®s4pf29lp reactionary Kk
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Moving from pditical and mediatic discourses to an academic tkaton of populism,

Jaguaribe regarded this type of movement as one that would emerge in the presence of three
sine qua norconditions. These were: 1)naassof unorgansed workers; 2) auling classthat

has |l ost O0its aptitude to direct the soci al
subsequent emergence of a charismatic | eader
to mobilise them politically fot he conquest 0,1954p294295). ( Jaguar.i

When drawing on the Brazilian context, Jaguaribe believed that the formation of a mass
came about by a spontaneous process of urban migration. Large migratory inflows from the
countryside brought unoagised workers in precarious conditions to concentrate and settle in
the urban peripheries. Simultaneously, the reosg#ioph of the dominant groups by the
replacement of the landowners was not assumed by eeganidustrial capital but by diverse
and caflicting speculative groups seeking to establish influence and authority (Jaguaribe
1954, p. 298 299). This double composition in the demographic reorganization that the
unstable modergation process brought in Brazil, created room for a strong peitsotal
intermediate between theina role that de Barros would assume. Yet, Jaguaribe saw de'Barros
leadership as somewhat conditional since other figussch as Hugo Borghi could have
also exercised the similar commanding role Brazilian populisnidvequire (Jaguarihé954,

p. 301 302).

Jaguaribls work was highly influential. In 1962, for instance, the prominent sociologist
Fernando Henrique Cardoso would repeat his claim that the Brazilian proletariat composed by
migratory inflows from the coungside was disorgased, being manipulated by a paternalist
populist leader (Cardos®©962,p.152). Yet, while Jaguaribe embarked on a persistent criticism
of t he OMar xistsd6 by regarding their t heor e
phenomenon (Jaguarip#954,p. 291, 298), the works from the early 1960s have aimed to

flesh out hiswork further and make explicit its compatibility with M&xradition. In this
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effort, the name of Francisco Weffort, a student, contributor and friend of Cardoso, stands out.
Weffort would show how the key concepts for understanding populism are fodmdanio
Gramscs comments on Caesarignwhich, on their turn, were based on a particular reading

of Karl Marxs critique of Bonapartism presented Time Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis
Napoleon(1852).

For Gramsci, the axial concept to understand Caesasithe notion of subalternity
(Gramsci 1971, Q13 [193P934] §27) The lItalian thinker articulated this term from a notion
present in Marx since his youthful texts: the notion of mass (M%7, p. 159). Both
Gramscs subaltern groups and Mamassre progressively opposed to the notiortlags
Unlike the clas$ which is assumed to orgaaiitself independently the subaltern mass is
seen as an intrinsically disorgaanl collective body, regarded as a multitudinous conglomerate
of individuals ather than a social unit proper.

In his reading of Marx, Gramsci outlined the conditions for the emergence of Caesarism
T or Bonapartisni through a rather paradoxical claim. As Gramsci reads it, Bonapartism
emerges when the French proletariat foitself as a longsuffering, weakened class following
a series of successive defeats. At the same time, the bourgewistle of domination had
found its limits (Marx 1852,p. 34-35; 62). Therefore, Gramsci understands that Caesarism
emerges in a moment of equilibrium of forces between the two fundamental organic classes of
capitalism (i.e. theproletariat and thebourgeoisi¢. In this context, the Bonapartist leader
would achieve retive independence within the political sphere in relation to the intrinsic
economic interests by arbitrating between them (Weffort, 19655%).

In so doing, the command of the charismatic Bonapartist leader would lean on an
0i nor gani c e measantrygMard§52,p. Li2psee atso Lacla@005, p. 145). The
inorganic condition would relate #sodispersed social group with no conditions to organize as

a o6cl ass f 01B52,p.142¥4B)fAS thd fdasantty lacked cl@ssmsciousnesst
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would therefore be expressed in terms of a subaltern mass (Wedebbh,p. 29). This means

that the peasants, withoutorganin g t hemsel ves i ndependently 6

Bonapartist | eader ofr om arhemtWelfari1%up.7d)abl e t o
Weffort was well aware that the Brazil of the fourth republic was not quite the

Bonapartist France, as it had a highly dependent economy, and the relative weakness of the

bourgeoisie was closely linked to the crisis causetheyransition from an agricultural to an

industrial economy (Wefforl965ap. 58-59). Consequently, the mass could not be constituted

by the same social groups on both sides of the Atlantic. However, the general picture is still

somewhat analogous. That end, Weffort invites us to mirror theay the Bonapartist

manipulates the peasant masses to that of a populist leddeit de Barros, Vargas or any

otheri finding in the newformed urban masses an electoral base with no intermediaries other

than tke Bonapartist leader (Weffo965b,p. 28-29; 1967 p. 79).
It is worth noticing that, in all its expressions, the distinction between mass and class

rests predominantly on a concept of manipulation. It is true that Cardoso and \IVefibkie

Jaguaribé do recogrée a small emancipatory potential in populism (Card&962,p. 122;

1976,p. 37; Weffort 1967,p. 71; 84-85). In his more refined account, Weffort believed the

mass would not only be passive (Weffd®67,p. 75) as it would carralongside a remnant

of class in order to exert some pressure on the leader (Wéa86&ap. 60-61). Therefore, if

the populist leader manipulates the workers, on the one hand, he gives them something back

on the other in the shape of tangible achievemes . I n so doing, he beco

political expressiond of [t196ép.®ar i ous popul ar
Nevertheless, as in Caesarism (Grams@d6, Q3 [1930], 848), in Weffdstwork a

deceptive character impregnates populism indatsfand intention. To a certain extent, the

workers achievements are nothing but crumbs given to sustain those in power. For this reason,
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Cardoso would point out that Weffort ohad

among their peers (Cardp4.985,p. 31-32).

From academia to politics: enabling and mediation

Scholarship production and publication dynamics have delayed iatet intrasphere
interactions. Academic discourses feed on-fisstd seconarder extrasphereinteractions,
silently yet steadily building antagonistic and remmtagonistic intrssphere mutual
constitution processes. Indeed, editorial and -p@dewed processes foreclose distinctive
intrarsphere logics, conveying diachronic discursive interactaon articulations. For such
specific discursive production processes, while adjourning itsspteere dynamic feedback,
the academic sphere conveys a distinctive power of discursive sedimentation in ogitetllti
framework. This is quite clear wherudying the discursive dynamics deriving from the fourth
republic.

While underplayed in the inteand intrasphere dynamics and disputes of populism
discourses throughout the 1950s, the academic sphere assumes a dominant role in mediating
and enabling disgsive processes of mutual constitution, particularly from the 70s onwards.
As mentioned inthe academic interlude, the scholarship production deriving from
Bonapartism, by drawing the emancipatory constraints of populism, identified in the self
organgation of workers truly emancipatory potential, serving as theoretical footprints for the
democratic resistance against the military. However, not only did academic players act as
discursive enablers, for they directly mediated mutual constitution procestes political
sphere.

Beyondtheir academic work, figures such as Weffort and Cardoso had critical militant
engagements throughout the 1970s and 1980s, first taking part in remgdhe national

democratic opposition as it coalesced in the BraziliamBcratic Movement (MDB, the main
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party opposing the military regime). Cardoso

intell ectual 06 ,d4986,0 28)easguraimgtsuch af ihnpontantwdledhatsvould
lead this sociologist to beeslted president of Brazil in 1995 and therelected 2003.

It is worth noting that the intraphere dynamics in politics favoured the prominence of
these academic figures in the Brazilian oppositEeven though many PTB deputies went to
the MDB, the moe ideological cadres were impeached, if not eliminated after the 1964 coup.
Thus, Vargas' legacy fractures in favof another way of orgasing opposition to the military
(Motta, 1993,p. 109), showing that the crisis of hegemonic irgpdere discourses enables a
more fluid intersphere interaction, also facilitating the mediating transit of players and the
enabling power of extraphere ideational content.

The political trajectory of \Wffort is particularly interesting for, after taking part in the
MDB, he would participate in the formation of the Workétarty (PT), becoming a salient
intellectual cadre of the party. Again, we find here the echoes of scholarshyopnlism and
its mediating role in politics, as the PT came about at the dawn of the 1980s after widespread
unionist unrest contesting the military and also Vdrgasporativist legacy, which
constitutionally subjected union activity to the taste of the executive com{8arger 2010,
p.101-102). As the antpopulist intellectual he was, it is no wonder that Weffort would later
part ways with PT, arguing that after the election of its undisputed ldadeinacio Lula da
Silva, to the presidency, the latter had becamteh e Adhemar de Barros
(Folha de S. Pauld@006).

After the fall of the fourth republic, considered the truly seminal democratic bracketing
in Brazilian politics by the participation of broad sectors of civil societyatdaelemic sphere
assumed a heavier weight in the sphamplex, setting important contours for political and
journalistic antipopulism. Furthermore, the theoretical and analytic contributions of the time

have had a lontasting impact on Brazilian schodmip.
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Although more than half a century has passed since the seminal contributions of
Jaguaribe and Weffort were first laid, their influence is still dominant in the Brazilian canonical
literature as an analytic scope to the study of contemporary sodigbdtical developments.

In this respect, André Sindelimportant work ot.ulismostands out (Singe2012,p. 33; 42),
and via Bonapartism would Lafer formally conceived in the 1970s Brdaiirth republican

period as the Populist Republic.

Conclusion
Di scourse theory scholarship has been highl:i
Opopulistdéd across various fora, training ourt
concept and a signifier. They have also empaddnow he interaction of actors across social
spheres articulate our views on the meanings we afford to populism. By taking these studies
seriously, this paper hdsrmally conveyed a muksited framework to study the dynamic
interplay of what we have named aspplism discourses, showing how, through discursive
constitution and mediation processes, these interactions enact in the construction of social
reality.

The distinctive virtues of this framework have been probed with reference to a concrete
case study.#1 | owi ng the seminal referencebavet o O6po
delved into the Fourth Republic (194664), considered the first instance in which popular
layers in Brazil actively participated in electoral politics. In identifying the igshesites and
processes of discursive interaction at stdkeaced, untangled and articulated the dynamic
production and evolution of populism discourses. In so ddidgmonstrate the added value
of my multi-sited discursive framework, while also shmasing in greater detail and nuance

the significance of key moments in this period.
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Paper 2:From Lula to Bolsonaro: unravelling VejaMagazin€s (anti)populist fantasies.

Abstract

In using the concept dantasyto developan analytical gridor the study oVejamagazin&s

discursive antipopulism this study explore the distinctive virtues of adopting a
psychoanalyticallyinflected discourse theory approach to the study of political antagonism and

the critique of ideolog By studyingVejaMagazines t r eat ment of the wor
paper intends to bring fantasy back to the core of the discursive study of populism as a signifier.

It draws our attention to how, from an elitist policymaking perspective, the discursive disputes
against the Worker#®arty (PT) and the alliances for electing Jair Bolsonaro as president of

Brazil in 2018 were normatively endowed and ideologically congduct
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I never understood the position, except a posteriori, of the richest classes in Brazil in relation to interest
rates. Nor did | understand the extent of their aversion to paying for any part of the crisis.

- Dilma Rousseff, 20157

Introduction
OFol I owi ng t he -Wirgpdpulismsflom thelakmasger erd, iei§ now the
right that needsas celebrities harassed by a foolish scartdaleinvent itseld (Gryzinsky,
2021, p. 53). In it2726 edition, Veja Magazine highligts the need for a negwopulist
movement thattheomplesiof wi h écapabdetofaappedimgytoment 6
those angry sections of the pwipnugl apta pounl itshredt.
crucial question for the magazinesWho ill speak to these layers whose rise in Brazil was
seenin[Bolsonate ] 2 0 1 8 (ilkid.)eBg demoonoiryydhe evil of lefving populism and
the inconvenience of its righiting equivalent,Veja Magazine gives its assessment of the
battered state of world politics at the dawn of the year 2021.

AlthoughVejds journalistic use of the term populisotuses on Brazilian politics, its
approach seems to embody a common use in ®galitical language. Populism is featured
prominently everywheriin headlines, opinion pieces and in many scientific discussion circles
T and seems to capture the gist of our political era. Because of populism, we attwoaate
againstdifferent social players and political movements. Today we even love and hate in the
name of populism.

It is because we cannot stop talking about it thistlittle word, populism, draws our
attention towards less perceptible analytical layers within the field of discursivity. The
pervasive use of this term in the public sphere compels us prebecupied not only in

describing what we say about populigaerhaps, most importantly, we should aim to analyse

8 Interview with Dilma Russeff, In: https://www.jornaldonassif.com.br/page/noticia/entrevestalusia
dilmarousseffsemcensuraou-quasepor-paginal3-pt-parte-2- [accessed 05/05/2020].
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how what we say about populism tellssmmethingneaningful about our understanding of
ourselves and the social world we are part of.

Interestingly enough, the most recent turn to populism withinesmaxdcircles has
meant not only ¢6éa turn towards populist poli
populism as a [ di s curnBeiClen hnd Glynasnm®200 Th& growving a n a |
use of the word populism has triggered a sharpytical focus on the various connotations
given to this peculiar signifier.

Critical fantasy studies (CFS) has been formally presented as an analytical frontier
deriving from discourse theory, drawing attention to the affective power coursing through
socid and political life(Glynos, 2020). By appealing to the psychoanalytic notion of fantasy,
CFS aims to analydeow andwhy subjects invest in certain norms, ideas and identities. This
approacttanenrich the field of populism studies by providing theoedtand critical tools to
analyseddentificatory investments idiscourses about populism and the normative, ideological
and politicestrategic valences attached to them.

By focusing onVeja Magazine this paperaims to construct the mainstream mesdia
role within the current turmoil in Brazilian politics. In this articlewill investigate Vejds
treatment of saalled leftwing populismi in this case, Luiz Ignacio Lula da Silva (Lula) and
the WorkersParty (PT)i and how the systematic attack drese political forces conveys a
vital logic in the mainstream's support for anrajht discursive composition organised around
the figure of Jair Bolsonaro in the 2018 elections. In so doingyill deploy a
psychoanalyticallyinflected discourse theorgrguing that the category of fantasy harbours

acute ideological significance in the construction and analysis of political antagonism.
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Discourse theory and media discourses about populism
For long, the media landscape has been subjestdirtainy and research by academic circles.
So too, has the study of populism. Interestingly enough, the-seaisn between media and
populism studies is now gaining progressive traction, as scholars perceive a vibrant and
necessary relation between fifeenomenon of populism and the communication dynamics in
the media. As succinctly referenced by Moffitt (20p69 4 ) , O medi a can no | o
as a O0side issueb6 when it comes to understan
In this vein,mainstream populism scholarship has afforded media vehicles and social
networks a privileged status. Through antagonistic and cooperative dynamics, the relationship
between the media and populist actors is seen as pivotal in the latter's political auitkess
(Mudde, 2007p.67). In constituting a complex array of heterogeneous institutions, the media
offers a broad range of communicative networks for political interactions. Partly attributed to
the populistsu nmedi ated rel atiednshihpg wietdh admhy pescp
fecund arena where charismatic populist leaders can, withoutrpadiation, skew and take
over the public agenda (Weyland, 200116).
The media is also perceived by political communication scholarship as difyargp
source of populist politics (Cammaerts, 2018). While some point to the digital affinity between
populists and social media (Gerbaudo, 2018), others highlight the hyperpartisan character of
the press to be the key when situating populist playdfsifield of political communication
(Rae, 2020). From their part, Wells et al. (2020) believe that interactions between candidate
communications, sockl partisan, and newsnedia all help shape the attention given to
populist politics, for such interaot should be studied with all due seriousness.
Undeniably, many populism and media scholars give close attention to how (actually
existing) populist elements travel and amplify their reach through a vast network of

communicative fora.Surprisingly, howegr, the study of journalistic discoursedout
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populism appears to be rather uncommon despite the ubiquity of the reference to populism and
populists in the press (jointly referred to
academic circles, dcourse scholars stand out by stressing the need to study how the references
to 6populis*d are discursively articulated i
such references, in turn, interact in constructing the political perception af maadity.

Discourse theory scholars assume meaniaffing processes in terms of an
articulatory practice. This approach is based on the view that, as the social context shifts, the
meaning of the words we use (and the identitiessgarag to describelte world and oneself
also shifts. The notion of darticul-cettred y pr a
analyses, placing the focus instead on processes of meaning construction.

Deriving from within discourse theory (DT) acaderircles, the appeal to the study
of populism as a signifier has refreshed the core analytical focus for the contemporary study of
populism(Glynos and Mondon, 2016; De Cleen, Glynos and Mondon, 2017; Stavrakakis,
2017; Nikos, Siomos, Stavrakakis, Markonddimitroulia, 2017). In a bid to untangle central
l ogics in the overinvestment key players pl e
(2016) were among the first to highlight how these terms have been increasingly used by
European media outlets.

The call to study discourseabout populism has stimulated compelling empirical
analyses over journalistic discourses in Eui®pkisianis et al. 2018) and the United Kingdom
(Brown and Mondon, 2020). These studies, relying largely on corpus linguistigstqC
formulate macrgcon)textual analyses of broad discursive patterns, have explored the broad
antagonistic constructions fostered by segments of the press. While the media employs the
terms Opopulis*d to refer tphayess,thesednedzemtricr ay of
studies identify journalistic anpopulist discursive tendencies, generally depicting populist

players as a menace to liberal democracy.
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While Glynos and Mondon helped set the scene for the study of discalses
0 p o p*udomesadd the main theoretical and analytical elements they use in their critical
construction of the underlying logics of these discursive dynamics are anything but present in
subsequent research production. This is particularly true when referring affebtive force
underlying ideological discourses about populism, analysed by Glynos and Mondon through
the psychoanalytically informed notion of fantasy (which will be introduced in the next
section).

By relying on the broad correlation of discursivends via CL, the bulk of scholarly
production on discourses about Opopulis*o6 i
discursive constructs on populism. This is rather surprising, as recent research on populism
arising from within DT academic circléss systematically stressed the importance of studying
emotions for moving both populism studies and discourse theory forlg&handh, 2019;

Ronderos, 2020; Zicman de Barros, 2020; Dean and Maiguashca 2020; De Cleen et al. 2020;
Glynos, 2020).

| do not underestimate the value derived from combining DT and CL in recognising
this gap. Instead| highlight a relevant dimension on the discursive study of populism
discourses in the media as worthy of further empirical exploration. After all, journalists have
long assumed a privileged rdle public discussions and opinion formati@Mccombs and
Valenzuela, 2021) and a moredepth mediscentric analysis may offer valuable insights into
broader discursive constructions and ideological articulations. As aptlyypGoyvaerts and
De Cleen (2020, 100) , 6Media are but one pl &
society like ours, they are central to understanding the nature as well as the ubiquity of
di scourse about popul i smd.

By studyingVejaMagazines t r eat ment of the words Opop

bring fantasy back to the core of the discursive study of populism as a signifier. In what follows,
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wi || show that identifying the compas$si siFon
as nodal points in the media can reveal how popadistric discourses articulateocial

meaning and, through fantasmatic constructions, invite its readers to partake in experiences of
enjoymentand thus articulate ideological contehshould ad, moreover, that a discourse

theory approach tmeologycontends it aan operended affective constructio8till, and in

' ine with this thesisd theoretical framewor |
as always rooted in precedifibidinal articulatiors constructed historically. As will be seen

through this study, these historicabypdowed libidinal structurgday arather significanpart

int he way O6populis*d, as signi flnpartisularamir e e mp
populist sentiment in Brazéhares a rather stéintileftist characteras will be rendered visible

whil e analysing the discour si Vegamagarmé oy ment o

Overinvestmenand enjoyment core layers for approaching (anti)populist fantasies

Populism has long been studied as a concept as it is useful in capturing a relevant aspect of
political reality. This line of argument has sparked kemging debate about the significance

of populign as a category in its own right. However, the sheer volume of publications endlessly
assessing and reassessing the conceptual foundations of populism has been met with increasing
fatigue and frustration by many scholéesy. Dean anMaiguashca, 2020). Regardless of the
impatience and unease encompassing populism studies as a field that has been done to death
we contine toreflect, write and speak in the name of populism.

Needless to say, this articboes not propose tdelimit or further flesh out the
conceptual significance of populism. Given the ongoing interest and investment in populism
inside and outside academiaam interested in excavating and constructingo borrow
Wittgensteirs (1963,p. 23) wordsi 't he 61 an guaignev od avmensy O popul i

signifying elements and explaining how these language games assume vital discursive
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functions in the ideational construction of social reality. This reflective stance directly follows
the core principles of DT.

DT is associated with a peMarxist and poststructuralist tradition, initially set by
Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe985). Unlike other approaches that take discourse as a
purely linguistic phenomenon, DT sees it as a structure that sustains all megpiacficks,
ideas and identitiesDiscursivity, for DT, therefore encompasses the generalised field of
(social) meaning.

The core ontological principles of DT derive from psychoanalytically informed
perspectives on identity and subjectivity. By discovetimgunconscious, Freud recognised a
splitting (Spaltung agency in the subject, which called into question the centrality of the
conscious ego in social knowledge production. Inspired by Freligtovery, Jacques Lacan
subverted the cartesian idea of subject axogitoand conceived it in his work as a subject
of lack (Fink, 199, p. 43).

Through the notion of lack, Lacan endeavours to comprehend the constitutive
impossibility of the subject to reach an absolute existential fullness by the irrebtancila
relation between the concrete phenomenality of being with the abstract ideal Being. So, as
advanced by Glynos and StavrakgRi808,p. 260), the idea of the subject as lack is necessarily
attached to the subjéstttempts to overcome this constitutive lack through the affirmation of
its positive identity. Such affirmation would require identifying with meaningful elements that
provisionally provide a pleasant image in which the subjecengyby appearing likable to
him/herself. However, the more vigorously the subjegefinvests in meaningful pieces to
attain a jubilant image of the self, its constitutive lack invariably resurfaces, exhibiting the
precariousness in every so@pmbolic representation.

From this perspective, the subject experiences a prohibition of the enjoyment

(jouissancga full identity would provide, allowing desire to be structured around the attempts
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to overcome such a constitutive lack. Put less gnomically, the subject is takenkgsch of
desire by the prohibition of the full enjoyment a positive identity would convey, thus making
the lack in the subject a lack joluissance

The usefulness of the Lacanian framework for political analysis lies in the fact that
desire is sustaad not only by the subjéstlimit-experiences to puissanceof the body but
also by the fantasy in the intellectual construction of political projects purporting to overcome
a lacking state.

Psychoanalytic theory is often presented as dense and obsdanmms which weight
heavily on Lacas oeuvre. When objectivist perspectives have failed to establish general laws
governing social and political life, however, psychoanalytically informed standpoints have
inspired new analytical turns. In this respethe crossroad between discourse theory and
psychoanalysis has proved to be enormously productive.

Inspired by the Lacanian notion of subjectivity, DT articulates a radically anti
objectivist and artessentialist social and political theory. In this ydiaclau and Mouffe
believe that, as any form of social representation supposes a partial effort to construct society,
antagonism functions as the expression of the excluded possibilities by the predominant social
structurg(1985, p. 114). In other wordéthe subject, as such, does not exist within a Lacanian
framework, society appears as being impossible in the work of Laclau and N@uiffg) e k
1989,p. 142).

From a DT perspective, there is no pological terrain precisely because every
ideological representation of society cannot fully register social experience. Therefore, a
fantasmatic analysis would seek to comprehend the structuring of narrativesirat to
overcome a lackingtate and how these representations depict and account for a liloggor

of social enjgment.
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As fantasyis structurel around the lack in symbolic representation (and the desire of
its overcomi ng) ,eloginaffantasyindnees asnarnative skruettire idvoling
some reference to an idealised scenario promising an imaginary fullness or wholeness (the
beati fic side of fantasy) and, by implicatic
(Glynos, D08,p. 283).

Both beatificand horrific narratives require central meaningful pieces through which
the social subject explains this loss of its gment. In this vein, CFS seeks to unrabel way
subjects overinvest icertaindiscursiveelements which are ultimately sustained by the desire
to overcome the (social) lack jpfuissance.

In analysing the underlying logics iMejds discursive mobilisation of the words
Opopilis*o, this study intends eployedidforthegg s how
critigue of ideology, further operationalising underdeveloped and underexplored orbiting
concepts that may serve as virtuous analytical deviceadvance this strategyrely on three
figures that allow us to grasp affective construtionr e st i ng O0bet ween t he
ultimately sustaining the gripping force underlying ideatiafiatursive articulations:

Thief of enjoymen(thief): individual, organisational or institutional representation of a
parasitical agent which, in enjoying excessively, sustains or promotes regimes of social lack.
Depending on the ideational narrative, these figerabodyobstacles to distinct sources of
enjoyment (whether political, economic, moral, affective/sexual or materialisticggv&hare
often seenas attaining or enjoying excessive and unearned pleasure and/or as bearers of a
catastrophic horroithey tend to b@ortrayed or constructed in negataesthetic terms (ugly,
horrible, dirty, undesirable, and so;on f or ot her account Gigekot hi
1989; Glynos2001).

Guarantor. individual, organisational or institutional representation of authority,

safeguarding oipromoting regimes of social enpjment (these may encompass political,
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economic or moral guarantors). Guarantors are often constructed in oppositibiefto
representations (if one were to analyse a discursive construct opposing, for exaoplgta
thief, amoral guarantoris expected to play an important fantasmatic role or have a heavier
oweightoé in relation to other guarantors). (
aesthetic terms (beautiful, pretty, clean, sexy, and stoonthera count s odsee6guar a
Chang and Glyno£011).

Grammar enabling enjonent discursive elements sustaining the concrete
representations of social egjnent. These are seen as partial manifestations of an attainable

and foreseeable beatific stagescribing abstract desires in a horizon of plausitdeigbility.

Research Strategy
Justification
Although there is no doulthat the general public is reading fewer pn@wspapernd
magazineswhich have been overtaken by Instagramers, YouTubers and blodgers,
traditional media influence over policymakers and strategic financial and economic players
is still up and runningThis has beelejaMagazinés traditional purpose.

Veja since tie 1980s, has targeted the Brazilian elite in a tridkien strategy, aiming
to exercise general influence by appealing to decisiakers and discussion forums. Although
it targets an elite readershiggja has also managed, within a highly concentratestlim

environment, to position itself as Bragimost influential news magazine.
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Graph 2 - Circulation 1985 to 2029
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As a leading journalistic publicatioNgjds front cover appears in newsstands and bus
stops across the country and it addresses its regular readers in everyday political language.
Interestingly enoughyejds circulation attained historic peaks betw26a4 and 2017,
a period of intense social activity in which Dilma Roussejovernment and the Workers
Party (PT) influence over Brazilian politics was challenged. As noted by Chicarino, Lula and
the PT have been the magaznmain foe since the earl980s, striking a chord with the anti

PT social angeiChicarino, 2020).

9 According to IVC Brasil, the circulation of a publication is the gross number of printed copies, while circulation
effectively represents the number of copies thathed the hands of readers, whether through subscriptions,
separate sales or targeted distribution. IstoE magazine has not been affiliated to the IVC sRibnfit there

is no data from 2016 onwards.
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Moreover, the mainstream media assumed a more prominent role in laying the
groundwork for public debate from 201ishtil 2018. Inspired by the Italiamani puliteantr
corruption operon and echoing the massobilisation protests, the Garash operation
headed by judge Sergio Moro forged a direct communication channel between the judiciary
and the media as a means of winning over public opinion and taking down heavyweight public
figures involved in corruption scandals. This alliance has been seen as a key strategic
coordination link, via the congress, in Roussefinpeachment, and justifying the judicial
imprisonment of former president Lula (Almeida, 2019).

The ubiquity of the sigfii er s Opopul i s*6 have been evid
the early 1950s (Ronderos and De Barros, 2020). In the following attideow that
constructing a detailed narrative ¥ejds di scur si ve empl oyment of
allows us tograsp salient underlying discursive logics in the mainstseadeological
foundations. It will also draw attention to how, from an elitist policymaking perspective, the
discursive disputes against the PT and the alliances for electing Jair Bolsonasidenpof

Brazil in 2018 were normatively endowed and ideologically constructed.

Methods and sources
As mentioned earlier, while some prolific scholarly effort has been devoted to studying the
di scursive employment of thebestudies chidflyrelpgnaheul i s *
broad correlation of discursive patterns. Conducting a medtejith discourse analysis to grasp
underlying logics sustaining textual articulations (rather than depicting the formal structuring
of the text itself) requiregonstructing a detailed narrative drawing attention to a more
comprehensive picture of the context and tone (Glynos and Howarth, 2G5},

Furthermore, the analytical employment of DT is taken as a rtextaal approach, as

it provides thegrammar to study the way social identity comes abimrigensen and Phillips,
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2002). That is to say, it overflows textual meaning production, constructing broader
interactions of social meanirga k i ng. Vi swithats layerd) immdgesr and; withiodi
doubt , pervasive affectivityodé offers prof ol
affectively oriented narratives.

As such, this study will encompass a mutibdal analysis of writterand imagebased
journalistic communicationontent. Inca st ructing a database of al
through Veja Magaziné archives,| have read and familiariseahyself with all relevant
editorial content and commentary columns from 2015 to the end of 201&yHoarrative
construction of a macrogo)textual analysid, have limitedmy researclscope from the third
guarter of 2015 to the end of 2018. This alloweglto construct the discursive articulations
surrounding four main events: a) the {fmpeachment demonstrations; b) Rousseff
impeachment; ¢) Lula imprisonment; and d) Bolsona@®018 election (and its immediate
aftermath) . Therefore, this study ené&ompass
amounting to 113 issues from 01/08/2015 to 31/12/2018, enabétm constuct the dispute
and discursive articulations formed therein. This study will also rely on magazine covers with

higher occurrences as means of descriptive illustration.

Constructing Veja's populist-centric narrative

Vejds anttPT foundations

Dilma Vana Rousseff was the first Brazilian woman to reach the command of the executive
branch. She was first elected president in 2010 thesleted in 2014 and subsequently

removed from the presidenoy August 31, 2016through an impeachment process.

101f a word appears several times on a single ptugy are counted as one occurrence. Therefore, we may say
that the number of occurrences refers to the number o
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She succeeded her party leader and most prominent popular figure in Brazilian politics, Luiz
Inacio Lula da Silva (hereinafter referred to as Lula) and her first presidential mandate lacked
the stability forged by her predecessor.

Lula's stature grew rapidly throughout the first decade of the 2000s as he made a
favourabl e i mpression on the international
former U.S. president Obama said while approaching the Brazilian head of state who was
su rounded by cheer ful world | eaders during t
most popular politician on earth. 't i s beca

Months later aimage of the Christ the Redeemer statue rocketing into space appeared
onThe Econmistc over under the title O0OBrazil takes
0 L u | aThesBrandmisgratifyingly saluted Luls socialdistribution economic strategy. It
said 6Lula is right to say thatvesimuckoftheuntry
adul at i onThéEconems@9).s 6 (

Once a humble press operator in an automobile factory, Lula achieved an approval
rating of 87%, setting a presidential popularity record and placing his Wolkketg (PT) at
the heart of Brafian politics. He also proved to be a successful political coordinator. By
appointing Rousseff and forging an alliance with Biasirongest political party, the Brazilian
Democratic Movement (MDB), the Lulist project seemed to enjoy good health.

Although Lul a was exalted by Obama for his 0
undesired Obear ded (Yempdadp.I)f IndBed,avhile applauded yo | i t i
prominent figures from across the ideological spectrum and cheered on by leading sectors of
the international press for meeting the interests of both employers and employees, Lula had
been challenged for a long time domesily. Nevertheless, the historical adversities forged by

sections of the Brazilian press in antagonising Lula have not been restricted to his personal
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figure but extended to a discursive assault against the PT since the beginning of the

democratisation jicess. This has been the traditional journalistic makkegd Magazine.

Lulopetism as a left populis* itkf

Seen as a Ori cket Véa P80 2i7)t thedPd Was tescribecin 2016 byl 9 8 0
Vejaas the oOBrazilian (Yem@QibaepddR antl 43)ivallynmodrayede n e my 6
on the I ssue 2438 cover under the headline 0
through the famoupanelacogbanging on pots and panajejareported such events as the
unambiguous sign of the end of tReT pol i t i c al cycle and qual

Opopulistéo.

Figure 3: issue 2438. 12/08/2015

SourceVejaarchive

The magazine claimed both Lula and Rousseffmandat es r e Stted on
interventionismé, encouraging unsustainabl e
carrying out unhealthy economic practices and ignoring core market princihmeB;Tt had

plunged the country into cha@€obrega, 2015, p. 24).
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A statement by Rousséffvicepr esi dent , Mi c hel Temer , hi ¢
covVver ag e 8s pitfdl appeared inrPwihich he distanced himself from his government

position, further fracturing the coalition forged between the PT and MDB. In Temerds,

60Brazil needs someone with the capacity to
Rousseffds skills by @ereirh 2015 npe 46\Waaning of thdh e ma g
government soO | ¥aakalerted its peadersl thdi théavatlato( @ac wa s h 6)

operation would bring extraordinary incriminating evidence in the upcoming days and pointed
t o DBegitmimg of the end of a cycle of populism and coupt i on t hat devas
(Pereira, 2015lp. 51).
The carwash task force was based in Curitiba and headed by judge Sergio Moro. It had
featured prominently in the press since March 17, 2014 for it&amtiption effortsVejawas
no exception. Deositions, recordings and pictures were published and amounted to what
became an avalanche of weekly leaks from the operation to the media. These leaks provided
0solid and sufficient evidenced to believe t
systemic scheme of corruption eroding the country throughout their governfviejgs2014)
Mor o has been hailed as @ea20kbppsd0)ar 6 and a Ooh
In a ninepage special report, the magazine paid tribute to Mawdacious career
against corruption and c¢cri me, l i sting the 30
c el e HPRetryt 205 p. 50). As such, issue 2458, the last printed edition of 2015, was
dedicated to the prodigious figure of judge Moroeimd t he hyped headline

year! 6.

Figure 4: issue 2458 30/12/2015
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Retrospectiva 2015
]

ELE SALVOU 0 ANO!

SourceVejaarchive

Part of the good fortune forecast Wdgjafor 2016 was not only based on the fact that
OLul a ends 2015 in the fl esh o(vVea20lbapréder ed m
but also on Latin America gr ati fying turn against Opopul
economic views omarketfreedom This was a specific reference to Mauricio Macaim for
the presidency in Argentina and the majority won by the Venezuelan right in the parliamentary
elections against the Chavista regime. As a recgdgntineans and Venezuelans haduigid
6l i ght t,tor thby hak anwakerseedrom the populist sorrow, giving their votes to
political forces contrary to the measures that have destroyed their edafuejay 2015c,p.

85).

The rhetorical r eVejasmpagesdseften display@donpan additver 6 i n
semantic relation with the signifier O6corrup
as a means of describing how the common wealth is placed at the service of personal interests.
The mixedcapital @mpanyPetrobraswas in the spotlight of the carwash operation and its
management of oil reserves was seen as the primary terrain fesedlbecorruption.

Oil, as such, was depicted B¥eja as being a source of social wellbeing, as its

(mis)managementecn result in a 6éblessing or ®eacur sedod
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and described as O0deepening populismdé proces
In the Brazilian case, the direct state interference in oil reserves by what tazimeacplled
0L ul op edsiaeiferenge to the PT project under sulsadership 6t ook corrupti
|l evel s never(Vepe®eap.i®). hi st oryo
Like the oil industry, other segments of the energy sector were described as being on
the vergeof tragedy as a result of state interventionism. By interfering with the market
d y n a nthepapulismdof Dilma government has disastrous consequences for the electricity
sector and (Alvarengac2015E Uu8ner 6Lul a had based his 6
on the commodity boom but Rousseff would have to make use of different means to keep her
6foolish [interventionist] m¥agas20l6kEpsl®). and Ot h
According to the magazindjsguised as a heterodox economic strategy, Rousseff and
the PT had only one intention which was to

oworkers6é moneyd to try and O6reactivate the

these measuse go against the | aws governing the 0c¢
Opopulist regimes | ast o(billy as |l ong as the n
As for Lul a, Ot he messi ah, the new fat he

60high degieedot hausphe former president was
apartment renovation made with public funds. With a series of criminal indictments pointing
towards Lul a, 60t he time has arri vpetbktalPTor t he

me mb éPrefird, Rangel and Bonin, 20641).

Figure 5: issue 2468, 09/03/2016Figure 6: issue 2469, 16/03/2016
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Under the headline 6Lula and the | awb, S |
hauntingLula, Rousseff and the PT. The main event was carwash'pt2ée, embodied by
the secalled federal police operatighetheia This involved 200 personnel and was headed
by judge Moro. It led to Lula being detained on March 4, 2016, at 8:40 am, andrtakehis
home in Sdo Bernardo do Campo to be questioned by the Federal Police. Raids on Lula's
apartment, the home of his son Fabio Luis,Lihia Institute and addresses in Bahia and Rio
de Janeiro were made in an attemptlLhya Jatoto gather evidere of kickbacks and bribes
channelled from inflate®etrobrascontracts favouring the dodgy and weary PT le§itpire
5).

In a public speech, Lula savaged the operation, denouncing the media's involvement,
coordinated by the judicial task force tmake a live broadcast of the early raids. In a
provocative tone, alludingtoMdeo t as kf orce, Lul a st gtaracd: o1 f
[ pit viper], they didn' t'sdefiantcldsihgestateneeatdaganstt i t
LavaJdab,Vejd s 2469 issue ran a hjararacéddi, ng@ od Thayd evxgyg
as an enraged, dangerous and frantic Medusa fi@jgtee 6). In so doing, the magazine
claimed that those who foll owed O&upcorpeted st i c
by history's judgmen(iGuandalini, 2016, ©B0).
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For Veja Lula's allegations were nothing but a populist sham, used in a despicable
attempt to place himself above the | aw. As .
Luaisadefader of egalitariani sm as (Alcantarg, 2@l8, he i
p.36). However, attention should be giventolsila next moves for the OPT
by Lava Jatod only feeds 1its gr eedeatihgpr pow

consumption bsubddiesdai n hfeorPTt he rich can on

economicignorancendu nusual political autismé. | f Lul a
wi || b e (darmNobregap20i6ip, 24).
TheBr azi | i anieprnowghiafly éembddiéd by lukadreadful figure (as well

as Rousseff and the PT), forges a parasitic and corrupt agent, feeding on sources of economic
wealth through state interventionism, thereby sustaining a regime of sackalA moral
guarantor appears to challenge this corrupt and populeftaheconomic engment in the

form of judge Sergio Mordvejaportrays Moro as a stoic, handsome and tenacious righter of
wrongs, opposing widespread corruption and heroically defending the interests of the Brazilian

people against the leftopulist menace.

Left populism as flef of economic enyment
The leakinglp Mor o of a o6érevealingbé phone call b et
media with the move to appoint Lula as the new chief of staff. The news had a striking impact

and was splashed acrogsjds pages. Alarming its readers with the significance ohsa

government mo v e, t he magazine anndodsuthirded t h
presidential mandatedé. Wi th Rousseff 6édobstru
asub judicemi ni st er 6, It i's now t hapeérlyandWworksaluntry

day, which i s (MejgROLBdp.A9Y mi serabl yo
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Figure 7: issue 2470, 23/03/2016
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Lulds public reappearance was the comeback
6awaken profound fears over the populi st mi
speaking, it is not the voice dejat hat shoul d be heard bofit rat!'
businessman saying there is no way out for the economy with Rousseff Riathzalto
[ gover n me(Bdkatey 2016a@. €. Thérefore, Rouss&ffimpeachment was necessary
to stop the o6ret(p76) pf npwp aiva Kespepmte feforp.iHE s 6 a 6 <
was portrayed as a despicable and deceptive figure who, according to reliable sources, had
6commanded a scheme] hi-cosuptiord ifvéstigatioffigare@.e t r ac k

Lulavs nomination was seen as an obstruction to Lava Jato and only lasted a couple of
days as it was overturned by the Supreme Court (STF) on the March 17, 2016. Worried
entrepreneurs and economists now appeargdjgls pages, cl aiminng that
with populism in or @&mterventioniss was disruptengthe market,iRo u s s
was only through impeachment that the Brazilian economy could move fo(®akate,

2016b,p. 71-72).
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Figure 8: issue 2474, 20/04/2016

SourceVejaarchive

While the horrific prospect enhancedjds strong defence of an impeachment process,
the outlook without Rousseff would not in itself save Brazil from the populist menace of
Lulopetismo Veja depicted the fall of populist forces as the beginning of a new prosperous
economic cycle, whose benefits would be seeluecourse Though O6popul i sm
ruined the ethanol industry, now, without direct political interferend&etiobras the sector
i's starting (Sakate, r2@lbg. P2). Guch 4 wieciplé & well known within
financial sectorsArmed with this prospegcbrokers and investment firms made dealprofit

from Rousseft downfall.

The strategy has shown to pemising- and highly profitable at least until last week.
Since its lowest point this year, the lIbovespa, the main index of the Sdo Paulo Stock
Exchange, has increased by 42%. There is a direct dependence. The weakerfousseff
government is, the more haable Brazilian shares become, especially those in-state
owned companies, as they are most affected by populist interventi(fRésigel and

Bronzatto, 2016p. 67).
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In a newly added special iss(#174),Vejafestively celebrated the impeachmente
in the plenary session of the Chamber of Deputies. She was accused of breaking the budgetary
law throughsec al | ed Ot ax pedal i ngd andWihlorevithout oces s
impeachment, one thing was certain: by lacking allies and losing thatgraector's
confidence, O6Dilma no |l onger commands Brazil

her face and she has been sent off from the game of p(fiijicee 8).

Figure 9: issue 2494, 07/09/2016
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Under t he headl iVea magadinesdepcted the RBTHatlined 0 ,
electrogram announcing, through Rousseff r e c e n't i mpeachment , t h
irretrievable demise from Brazilian politi¢Bgure 9). In a nutshelld R o u 'siygeéchment
puts an end to a cycle of the PT in power, the longest since-tlemecratisation, and places

populism and corrupti on a(tPerdirdhand Bromzattor2ej6,of t he

49).
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The populis*revival
While Rousseft impeachment seemed to guarantee a transparent process granted by the
markets good graces, political developments continue to upset the economy. Not only-was left
wing populism in full swing, with Lula popularity growing and making him the favourite
cand date for the 2018 wbebbadossabuedat 6paguhn
race, embodied in the radical righitng figure of Jair Bolsonaro. The populist menace,
assumed dead, was still alive and kicking.

As recent polls had shown, thely two politicians whose popularity was growing were
Lula and Bolsonaro. If the latterpopularity was seen as a striking novelty, it also embodied

an ill-fated populist symptom that, as Lula does, feeds parasitaratlgmocracy's crisis.

The rise of populists and radicals in moments of crisis or vacuum of political
representation is a classic tragedy in the history of democracies, and this could not be

better represented than by the figure of Bolsof@emgel and Bronzatto, 2016.,67)

While Bolsonarts tempting appeal is depicted as being unique in Brazilian politics, it
foreshadows a menace extending elsewhere by the crumbling and battered state of the
Washington consensus. As Gryzinski wr ot e, 0
globalisation, which peaked at the turn of the millennium, are now challenged by the new
populist, nationalist and protectionist righit[i n g f (Gryzmsky 2006bp. 46).

A series of articles and analyses assessed the weight of the economic dosetsefr
previous years vig-Vis the growing appeal of righwing populism. Indeed, in globalisation,
some O6missed the bus and know t hd&\Veja 20h6g,y wi | |
p.67) . |t was gquite clear ni Bowvewon,|l dhaowt 6 pa

angui sh of the e¢(Guandalmhie20ldgyn. Y ) anyBymedatnhsr eat eni |
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among peoples and extendi ng-wingpaplsm guldonhe ct i on
assure further chag$eixeira, 2017p. 58).

I n t he Brazilian case, Bol sonaro was f
overwhelming imbalances bequeathed by Dilma Rousseff and her populist revenue from
drai ning p UAvarenga, Z017pm &Lh The sconomic collapse derived from-eft
populist interventionism and corruption favoured righing protectionist populism, sustaining
an imperishable nightmare of polarisation and social anger. If liberals were to blame for
Bolsonards rise, however, it was only insofar as they had not suffigiehthllenged the P§
radicalism since the beginniigee, for example, Wolf, 2018, 72).

Nevertheless, with Dilmsa replacement by her viggesident, Michael Temer, a
window of opportunity was now wide othen. Al
airo, t he i nvest m@warenga R@ls H2.cAnd indeed) prener ead
6di stancing himself from t he-thoRghtbost and stdadyc a | a
reformism, thereby emerging as a political guarantor of future sexjafment. In Temes
own words: o0l want to go down in hiunorty as :

2017,p. 65).

Us versus Them: reformism against populism
As elections approached/ejawent on the offensive. To offset the very rpapulist danger
of Lula's credible chance of winning the 2018 electi@@sandalini, 2017cp. 67), reforms

were called to the fore to bring fiscal order and prevent further chaos.

Without reforms, there will be no confidence in the economy, and public finances will

fail, putting the state's own control apparatus at risk and making room for populist
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leaders who sell illusions (and benefits) in exchange for support. We already kmow ho

that all end¢Sakate, 2017%. 56).

Calls for austerity measures and responsible fiscal control were made throughout 2016
and these points were hammered homédjas pages. In the end, without limiting the public
spending, those who will suffer the most through the blow of an economscareghe poorest

T6a | esson populists d@GoandalinidkKlew.69Mmuch ef fort

Figure 10: issue 2555 8/11/2017

SourceVejaarchive

By formally exposing the main populist antagonists to be challenged as representing an
electoral menace, the magazine displayed Lula and Bolssmamoose faces with the headline
060The pol it i dfguretl®).adoreofer, in gebognesingsité populist opponéreja
placed its bets on centreformism and said politics that should arouse enthusiasm. Henrique
Meirelles appeared on the cover and was hailed as a promising f\gejepresented him as

a noble reformer with a great apipulist calling.
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Interestinglyenough, in an article on the different kinds of righihg figures, Meirelles
had been branded by the magazine earlier as the neoliberal prqsagpeja, 2016f,p. 42)
but had now become the correct figure to beat the populists and achieve (Ntitales,
2017b,p. 48). In Meirelleswo r d s : o1 am prepared to face po
main focus of t(Mmrlless 20h7ap 42). At stakelin tbeanexe pesidential
el ections was the defcuitsuiroend faonrd O6sau cbhe tat ebra totrl

bet ween | eft and right, b@@Eadaduap20lifw/@-e3n r ef or mi s

Figure 11: issue 2571 28/01/2018
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So strong would the division between reformists and populists become and so seriously
would Veja assume this antagonistic boundary that any slight move towards state
interventionism could turn the most enlightened figure of cenefi@mism into yet anothe
despicable populist. The decree signed by Temer allowing federal intervention in the security
area of Rio de Janeiro was regardedvieya6t he gr eatest turnaround
d e mo c r a(Fernandes,2G1p. 42) and earnedacovert or y h e a dslpopulistd O Ter

s h i(figuredll).
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Figure 12: issue 2577 11/04/2018

SourceVejaarchive

While the electoral dispute was in full swing, a special issue, which had been expected
and announced byejasince 2014Veja 2014), was publishedigure 12). On April 7, 2018,

Lula was sentenced by judge Moro to prison for twelve years and one MejahMagazine
gleefully dug up some of the 144 issues dedicated entirely to denouncitggdntidemocratic
tendenciegin about 6% of the overall number of issues, Bronzatto, 20B&-94).

Unl i ke Obama, few now O6comsyi dceorradd .t uWia ht ¢
biggest populist out of the political arena, a Trulkp figure with opposite ideological
tendencieqTeixeira, 2018,p. 59), it was now time to think carefully about the political
prospects for the upcoming elections. Moreover those wishful thinkers who still had the
idea tha«othiags @wh imi emal 6 Wejdssole wishwds thathlaésr o f t

mel ancholic fate tr ans(Moicap2818p. ). o0 democr ati c

Giving in to the (right) populist temptation
Al of a sudden, Bol sonaro was talking 0es
Security reform, which he was agaid@teja 2018,p. 27). Sympathetic to trade protectionism

and wary of foreign capitaBolsonarés economic stance had changed quickly under the
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guidance of his Chicago School economic adviser, Paulo Guedes who Bolsonaro said would

be his future Minister of Finance given an electoral victory.

Figure 13: issue 2604 17/10/2018
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With Lula playing an electoral role through his proxy candidate and was absent in the
first person from the public debate, and Bolsoisamore orthodox market stance safeguarded
by the economic guarantor, Paulo Guedegdsr ef er ence t o Opopul i s* 6
political players or forces dropped dramatically. Not only were there fewer references but they
became somewhat circumstantial and vague. While the populist menace was still something to
be resisted, with Lula presence at bay, the reformist*/populist* antagonism seemed far less
important. Whether the winner was a populist or a reformer, what mattered the most was a

responsible stance towards the economy.

The solution to Brazil's problems is not simple, dreltemptation of populist promises

grows in the final stretch of campaigns. However, regardless of who wins, the next
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occupant of théalacio do Planoaltas expected to be responsible with the economy

(Alvarenga, 2018p. 47)

As Bolsonaro was the likglvictor and had appointed reliable ministers, the utter fear
has turned into vigilant expectation. Now,
g o v e r (figure B)OAfter all, his rise symbolised nothing but the pesple 6 r ej ect i on

PTs popuism and reign of corruptiofCosta, 2018p. 46).

[Bolsonards] commitments to reduce the fiscal deficit and the public debt itself are
hopeful, and explain the euphoric joy of the market in recent weeks given the growing
chances that the righting candidate will receive the presidential sash (Alvarenga,

2018,p. 44)

The protectionist menace had dissolved am
presidential mandate, safeguarded by minister Guedes, the main economic guarantor from the
Bolsonaro government. This boosted Beal(Brazilian currency) and heraldedfestive era

for the Brazilian market (FiguresL
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Figure 14: issue 2607 07/11/2018 Figure 15: issue 2610 28/11/2018
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Amidst Bolsonarts victory,Vejaas sessed Brazil 6s prospects
tone.After all, although Bolsonate f i gur e mi ght O0resembl e that
wing populistd, the I talian and Brazilian c¢

Veja themani puliteoperation failed to punish corrupt politicianstaly, favouring populism

and allowing it to strengthen and grovava Jatg i nst ead, had Oel evatec
hi gher mor al ci vi |l i tyréenteddedmaocsaticgyc@arges) 2088e.i ng a
45).

[While] Sergio Moro took inspirabin in the Maos Limpasijani pulit§ o per at i oné
carwash has fulfilled its duty. The corruption schemBetrobrashas been unveiled,
corruptors and corrupts have been all identified, sentenced and imprisoned (Borges,

2018,p. 43).

However, not everythingvas different in the Italian and Brazilian case. Just as the

Italian prosecutor afnani pulite Antonio di Pietro, went into politics, Sergio Moro now made
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