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Populism: indicated by income disparities?

A research about a possible relationship between populism and gross domestic product in municipalities within the Netherlands.
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Nowadays, almost all Western countries have political parties that can be associated with a populistic ideology. Populistic parties do often not agree with the current political establishments and want to empower ‘the people’. This thesis aims to find a relationship between populistic voting behavior and income differences within different municipalities in the Netherlands. A relationship between the gross domestic product (GDP) per capita and populistic voting behavior within the 10% richest and 10% poorest municipalities in the Netherlands have been tested, using a multiple linear regression. Moreover, two in-depth interviews have been held in order to find reasons why people vote for populistic parties. A significant relationship between populistic voting behavior and the control variable ‘social-insurance receivers until retirement age’ within the 10% poorest municipalities was found. No correlations within the top 10% municipalities could be found. According to the two in-depth interviews, the most important reasons for people to vote for populistic parties are: the fact that populistic parties are often Eurosceptic and that they have a strong focus on immigration policies. 




































Table of Content
Abstract	2
Chapter 1: Introduction	3
1.1 Background	3
1.2 Problem statement	4
1.3 Structure of the thesis	4
Chapter 2: Theoretical Framework	4
2.1 Populism	4
2.2 Populism in the Netherlands	5
2.3 Territorial polarization, regional inequality and geographies of discontent	6
2.4 Conceptual framework	7
Chapter 3: Methodology	8
3.1 Quantitative data collection	9
3.1.1 Statistical test	9
	10
3.3 Quality of the data	11
3.4 Ethical considerations	11
Chapter 4: Results	12
4.1 Results from quantitative research	12
4.1.1. Evaluating model 1 and 2:	14
4.2 Results from qualitative research	15
4.2.1 Political Preferences	15
4.2.2. Living situation	16
4.2.3 Economic and work situation	17
4.3 Overall conclusion on both research methods	17
Chapter 5: Conclusion and Discussion	18
5.1 Conclusion	18
5.2 Discussion & Recommendations	18
Chapter 6: References	19
Appendix	21
A.	GDP per municipality	21
B.	Other statistical considerations	23
C.	SPSS output multiple linear regression lowest 10% municipalities	24
D.	SPSS output multiple linear regression top 10% municipalities	25
E.	Interview Guide	26
F. Coding Scheme	28
G. Consent Forms	30



[bookmark: _Toc9515880][bookmark: _Toc10033984][bookmark: _Toc10550987][bookmark: _Toc10888913][bookmark: _Toc10889282][bookmark: _Toc11078655][bookmark: _Toc11078733]Chapter 1: Introduction

[bookmark: _Toc9515881][bookmark: _Toc10033985][bookmark: _Toc10550988][bookmark: _Toc10888914][bookmark: _Toc10889283][bookmark: _Toc11078656][bookmark: _Toc11078734]1.1 Background
In 1984 the French Front National had an electoral breakthrough in France, it was the first modern, far-right party to have electoral success at the national level of Europe (Rydgren, 2005; Lazaridis, 2016). This has been considered as the starting point for the rise of populistic parties, connecting anti-establishment populism and anti-immigrant politics which are based on an ethno-nationalist ideology (Rydgren, 2004; in Rydgren, 2005). Thirty years later, almost all countries in the Western-world have political parties which are associated with populism (Kessel, 2015; Rydgren, 2005). The rise of populistic parties in the Western-world influence people’s voting behavior. In the United States and Canada, residents of cities and suburban neighborhoods have been diverging in the way they vote. People living in inner-city neighborhoods have shown preferring political parties on the left while people living in suburban neighborhoods increasingly vote for parties on the political right (Walks, 2007). This trend does not only take place within cities and their surrounding suburbs. Within the political system of the USA, votes for the Democratic Party particularly concentrate in urban areas whilst votes for the Republican Party are mainly collected in rural areas where the population and its jobs are stagnating or shrinking (Jennings & Stoker, 2019). This particular development shows a new form of territorial polarisation. Multiple countries have experienced territorial polarisation in combination with political behavior. The Brexit vote in England, for instance, reflects a wide trend whereby ‘place’ is more significant for political change and public policy. The Brexit vote exposed a country which political behavior is divided by place. Areas, mainly cities, that have increased economic development and a prosperous knowledge economy, contradict with places in the rural areas (Jennings & Stoker, 2019). Populism has also been growing in the Netherlands. Populistic parties have overcome a prominent place within the Dutch political system (Wielenga et al., 2018). 

Leading question within this research is whether populism is related to the gross domestic product of an area. Spatial differences in income per capita, is a great motivation of growth theory and development economics (Acemoglu & Dell, 2009). Gross domestic product (GDP) is the monetary, market value of all final goods and services produced in a country over a period of a year (Van den Bergh, 2008, p. 117).  This number is usually used, if corrected for inflation, as a core indicator of the situation of the economy of a country or area over time or relative to other countries or areas. This is possible as GDP has been standardized by the United Nations System of National Accounts (Van den Bergh, 2008). According to Acemoglu & Dell (2009), the use of numbers, like GDP, within cross-country, cross-municipality and within-municipality areas, is important for multiple reasons: they provide information whether economic differences of income and productivity are national, local or peculiar. Using numbers within those areas can also help to notice possible interlinkages between local and national incentives of productivity. According to Van den Bergh (2008), GDP is being identified with social welfare and can often be used as a measure of social welfare. Following on this, income per capita might also be a factor which contributes to particular voting behavior. GDP is a widely used indicator, as it is not an indicator without any criticism. Nonetheless, most economists state that GDP can be used until a good alternative aggregate indicator is found (Van den Bergh, 2008). 
Populism has become a major issue in a lot of countries within the European Union (Lazaridis et al., 2016), as well as on other continents such as the United States. Therefore, this research investigates a very current subject and is very relevant for the political future of every country where populistic parties are apparent. 
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The purpose of this research is to determine whether or not there is a difference of populistic voting behavior, between people who live in economically disadvantaged places and people who live in economically advantaged places in the Netherlands. Whether there is a difference or not will be examined by the use of quantitative research. In addition, the reasons why people vote for populistic parties will be explained on the basis of theoretical argumentations and two in-depth interviews. The central question that will be answered subsequently is: 

‘Is there a difference in populistic voting behavior between people who live in economically disadvantaged places in the Netherlands and people who live in economically advantaged places in the Netherlands and what are the reasons for that particular voting behavior?’

In order to answer this central question, two secondary questions have to be answered first: 

1. What is populism and how did it take form in the Netherlands? 
2. What reasons do underlie to people’s populistic voting behavior and which social indicators contribute to populistic voting behavior? 
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The background of this thesis describes what the motivation of the research is. In chapter 2 the theoretical background of the research is explained as well as the conceptual model and a description thereof. Concepts as populism, territorial polarization and geographies of discontent will be concisely described. In chapter 3 the methodology of both the quantitative and qualitative research will be explained. In chapter 4 the results of the research will be discussed and explained. A statistical analysis of the quantitative research and a literally description of the qualitative research will be elaborated. In chapter 5 an attempt to answer the central question will be given as well as a provision of further recommendations. 
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Populism is based on the definition of Abraham Lincoln: “government of the people, for the people and by the people” (Pelinka, 2013). Otjes & Louwerse (2015) define populism by referring to two particular claims:

· The first claim is that the actions of the government should reflect the general will of the people (Otjes & Louwerse, 2015, p. 61). This means that ‘the people’ are empowered to govern without any restrictions (Pelinka, 2013). The ideas and experiences of the ‘normal’ civilian, constitute the most important starting-point for their political basis (Aalberts, 2012). However, ‘the people’ does not refer to all citizens of the country but only to an ‘honorable’ and unified part of the population (Taggart, 2000; in Otjes & Louwerse, 2015). ‘The people’ implies a group, which makes exclusion and inclusion fundamental (Pelinka, 2013). 

· The second claim is that populists assert that the current political formation fails to represent the people. Populists outline a task for themselves to ‘give back the government’ to the people (Otjes & Louwerse, 2015; Aalberts, 2012). Moreover, populism speaks for the people in a way that is more authentic to the experiences and demands of these people (Wills, 2015). 

· Sometimes a third claim has been added to the definition of populism. This claim contains that there is a group of ‘others’, most of the times migrants, that do not belong to the people (Albertazzi & McDonnell, 2008; in Otjes & Louwerse, 2015). This group of others can include corporate elites, bankers, politicians, EU technocrats along with immigrants and foreigners (Wills, 2015).

Populists often propose direct forms of democracy in the form of referenda and participation of civilians (Aalberts, 2012). According to Aalberts (2012), populism does not have core values the way liberal or social-democratic parties have. Populistic parties adapt their position to the political color of their environment. Therefore, populistic parties can have every political color, and characteristics of populism can be found in every political party in a greater of lesser extend (Aalberts, 2012). 

[bookmark: _Toc9515887][bookmark: _Toc10033991][bookmark: _Toc10550993][bookmark: _Toc10888919][bookmark: _Toc10889288][bookmark: _Toc11078661][bookmark: _Toc11078739]2.2 Populism in the Netherlands
Until the late twentieth century, populistic parties were not acknowledged as ‘real’ parties. The existing literature did not see it as a ‘party family’ such as liberalism, conservatism, socialism fascism or communism (Pelinka, 2013). For a long time, politics in the Netherlands were a stable and continuous phenomenon. It is only since the year 2000 that the Dutch political system is experiencing rapid changes. One of these changes is that populistic parties have overcome a prominent place within the Dutch political system (Wielenga et al., 2018). This new political era started in 2001 when the political career of Pim Fortuyn took off and the political Party Lijst Pim Fortuyn (LPF) established. The LPF was a traditional party with a great focus on the leader, Fortuyn, himself. This is a very significant feature of a populistic party. This became clear when Fortuyn was assassinated, soon thereafter the party did not exist any longer (Aalberts, 2012). With this assassination in 2002 and the assassination of provocative film-maker Theo van Gogh in 2004, a populistic political vacuum arose, soon filled by two former members of the  ‘Volkspartij voor Vrijheid en Democratie’ (VVD), Rita Verdonk and Geert Wilders. Both of their parties, ‘Trots op Nederland’ and ‘Partij Voor de Vrijheid’ (PVV), combine ideas of democratic renewal, militant civic nationalism, economic liberalism and a big preference on restrictive laws on integration, immigration and criminality (Vossen, 2010). Wilders bases his ideology on the model of the new radical right (Lazaridis et al., (2016); Aalberts, 2012). In graph 1 the amount of the political surveys of the PVV since its existence until now are being presented. Striking is the rapid increase of bearings around 2009 and the peak in 2017 (Alle peilingen, 2019).
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Current political parties that can be considered as populistic are; ‘Forum voor Democratie’ and ‘DENK’. First of all, both parties present themselves as a movement (DENK, 2019; Forum voor Democratie, 2019). ‘Trots op Nederland’ also presented herself as a ‘movement’ instead of having a ‘traditional’ structure (Aalberts, 2012). The designated reasons for this kind of presentation was that Verdonk preferred to listen to every citizen instead of only to the members of her party (Peeperkorn, 2007b; in Aalberts, 2012). Moreover, according to Müller (2016), populistic parties try to change the apparatus of the state. The website of ‘Forum voor Democratie’ refers to this idea in the following statement: “You are not going to remodel a home when the foundation is rotten. We have to begin at the start: our political system dates from 1848 and does not connect the preferences of the voters anymore” (Forum voor Democratie, 2019). This statement perfectly fits the description of Rydrgen (2005) as he states that populistic parties always find ‘something rotten in the state’. Populists assume that the everyday man is essentially good while the political elite is egocentric and dishonest. Forum voor Democratie is currently growing in popularity as it received most votes, 14,53% at the latest - 2019 - elections. This can allign with the dropping surveys of the PVV after the peak in 2017– see graph 1 -, the PVV received 6,94% votes of the 2019 elections (Databank verkiezingsuitslagen, 2019). 
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In order to compare and understand the two different income areas, the concepts of territorial polarization, regional inequality and geographies of discontent must be explained. Territorial polarization can be defined as a division between places that matter and places that don’t matter - advantaged places and disadvantaged places - (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017, p. 193). The concepts of territorial polarization and regional inequality are inseparable. Regional inequalities are measured by the population-weighted coefficient of variation of regional GDP per capita (Lessman, 2015, p. 157). 

Cities are becoming younger, more ethnically diverse, more educated and more socially literal – while towns are aging, are less diverse, more nostalgic and more socially conservative (Jennings & Stoker, 2019, p.156). In order to define regional economic inequality in Europe, a geographical profile is shaped where a center-to-periphery pattern is visible (Díez-Minguela et al., 2018). The uprising of the ‘places that don’t matter’ has come via the influx of political populism which is based on a powerful territorial basis (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). People living in those places have been told that their place will go under and that they cannot do anything to stop this. In order to revenge this assertion, they use the ballot box to fight back (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). 

Also, within cities this concept is visible; a path of residence is depended on a person’s or family’s income. This leads to a division of residence within a city. Social groups with scarce resources are being concentrated in places where prices are lower and urban qualities are meager. On the other hand, social groups who are having multiple resources have a greater ability to choose where to live and have better services within reach (Nel-lo & Gomà, 2018). Urban segregation is therefore a perfect example of territorial polarization. Besides, cities have a comparative advantage relative to rural areas. Firms in urban areas benefit from agglomeration economies that increase with the size of a place (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). This perspective encourages agglomeration processes and focusses mainly on the prosperity of cities. This implies that ‘economic growth will be unbalanced’ (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017, p. 191). The growth of the economy in the most affluent regions of a country are endangered by the revenge of the ‘places that don’t matter’ (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). The usage of populism as a political force in these particular places has been given the name ‘deglobalisation’ (Aoyama et al., (2018); Bergeijk (2018); in Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). This event; ‘deglobalisation’, is so extraordinary that it is also described as the spread of a ‘geography of discontent’ (Nel-lo & Gomà, 2018). 

To be able to define territorial polarization, Jennings & Stoker (2019) indicate four social and economic trends that account to territorial polarization: 
1. Economic divergence through urban agglomeration: clusters attend the creation of jobs and economic activity (Jennings & Stoker, 2019). Agglomeration economies facilitate the pooling of labor, the sharing and matching of infrastructure and suppliers, the interaction of economic agents and, through learning processes, the generation, distribution and assimilation of knowledge and innovation (Duranton and Puga, 2004 in Rodríguez-Pose, 2018, p. 191). This contributes to an increasing geographical division between economic winners and losers (Jennings & Stoker, 2019). Other places, disadvantaged places, have struggled with the loss of skills and jobs, degradation of infrastructure and low levels of entrepreneurship, leading to long-term economic decline (Jennings & Stoker, 2019). 
2. Education: Since the 1990’s there is a trend in Britain that young people seek employment in or near cities or large towns, fostering increasement of jobs. Moreover, cities appear to offer greater access to entertainment and cultural amenities, offering a second pull factor to the cities for younger educated people.  
3. Immigration and diversity: immigration has been concentrating mainly in cities. Areas of low ethnic diversity have showed higher levels of opposition to immigration and social change (Jennings & Stoker, 2019, p. 157). As a consequence, place-based identity has become a political weapon and symbol that drives polarized politics (Jennings & Stoker, 2019). 
4. Changing class structures and social ecology: deindustrialization perceives loss of social status, mainly among the white working class in Britain. This also has been associated with support for the radical right. On the other hand, the tertiary and quaternary sector have been increasing. Those sectors are mainly located in the big cities (Jennings & Stoker, 2019).
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The conceptual model is a visual reflection of the theory and shows a relationship between multiple concepts. The relationships between those concepts and the variables used within the research have been covered in the conceptual model in figure 1. The conceptual model constructs the foundation of the research. 

The conceptual model should be interpreted from the left to the right. Following from the theoretical framework, geographies of discontent and regional inequality lead to territorial polarization (Rodríguez-Pose, 2017). Within this research this polarization can be split up into two types of municipalities based on their gross domestic product per capita. The influence of demographic factors on populistic voting behavior, have been analyzed with the use of quantitative research. The influence of personal factors regarding populistic voting behavior have been gathered by the use of qualitative research. Two hypotheses can be formulated based on this conceptual model:

1: “There is no connection between people living in the lowest 10% municipalities with the lowest income per capita and populistic voting behavior”. 

[bookmark: _Toc9515890][bookmark: _Toc10033994][bookmark: _Toc10550996][bookmark: _Toc10888922][bookmark: _Toc10889291]2: “There is no connection between people living in the top 10% municipalities with the highest income per capita populistic and populistic voting behavior”. 
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This research aims to find reasons why people vote for certain populistic parties. In order to obtain more information about these reasons, a mixed-method approach has been chosen. The first sub-question has already been covered within the theoretical framework. The other sub-question will be covered by both qualitative and quantitative research. 
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This research uses quantitative data in order to investigate a possible relationship between populistic voting behavior and the GDP per municipality. StatLine, the database of the Centraal Bureau voor de Statistiek (CBS) will be used to gather information about the explanatory variable: GDP per capita per municipality, and the control variables: relative age, level of education per municipality, old-age dependency ratio, non-Western immigration background and social-insurance receivers until retirement age. The dependent variable that was used, is ‘the percentage of populistic votes within a municipality’. By making use of the website https://www.verkiezingsuitslagen.nl/, a clear picture can be drawn of populistic voting behavior within the selected municipalities. This website provides voting results on every level of the state until the year of 1848 (Databank Verkiezingsuitslagen, 2019). More than 700 voting results are available on this website (Databank Verkiezingsuitslagen, 2019). Nonetheless, this research only makes use of the national voting results of 2017, which is the year of the most recent national elections. National elections give voters the chance to vote for the same parties in every municipality. Other elections, such as municipal elections, do not always provide the opportunity to vote for populistic parties in every municipality. To be able to make a good comparison between municipalities, it is a requirement that all municipalities can be compared. Therefore, this decision has been made. 
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In order to analyze the data that was collected, the following statistical test was chosen: multiple linear regression. This test has been chosen for a couple of reasons: 
1.  The variables that are being used are ratio variables. 
A requirement to use linear regression is that all variables are ratio. 
2. More than one control variable is used. 

The model of univariable linear regression assumes that the variable that must be explained y is related to the explanatory variable  according to the following function:  (Moore & McCabe, 2014). In this function, there is just one variable that is explanatory. In this research, multiple variables were used. Therefore, multiple linear regression was used as the variable that has to be explained, y, is dependent on p explanatory variables. The following function will be used: . In table 1 the functions of both univariable- and multiple linear regression are explained. 
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Once the multiple linear regression has been executed. The data will be analyzed. The most important features to be able to make an analysis are being explained in table 2. Other statistical considerations that has been made can be found in appendix B. 
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Within this part of the research support of the quantitative research has been found through the usage of the collection of qualitative data. This data has been collected by the use of two in-depth interviews. A thorough questionnaire has been made and has been served to one participant who is living in a municipality with a high GDP per capita – Hilversum - and to one participant who is living in a municipality with a low GDP per capita – Franekeradeel, see appendix E for interview guide and F for coding scheme. In-depth interviews make it possible to get an overview of reasons from different perspectives to vote for populistic parties. The interviews are semi-structured, this means that it is possible to diverge from the premised questionnaire (Clifford et al., 2016). Moreover, a semi-structured interview enables someone to ask questions which become clear during the interview. This contributes to a completer image of the reasons of the interviewee to vote for a particular party. 
In order to answer the research questions, this instrument, the interview guide and the coding scheme, help answer them properly. Information conducted from empirical research provides the researcher with a lot of information but also exposes the researcher to unique challenges of interpretation and representation (Clifford et al., 2016). On the other hand, these materials can fill gaps in information that otherwise could not be known, these in-depth interviews are therefore extremely valuable (Clifford et al., 2016). 
Coding assigns certain tags to the text, which are based on categories or schemes that are relevant to the research. Coding also helps to identify categories and patterns, this helps to make more sense of the data (Clifford et al., 2016). While using the interview guide and the coding scheme, good, relevant in-depth interviews can be held and be transcribed. The transcription has been used within the research to expose information that otherwise would not be known. This contributes to a proper foundation of the quantitative data. 
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Quantitative data: This research has been done in just the top 10% and lowest 10% municipalities as regards GDP per capita. This means that this research only applies to the municipalities that are used within the research. Data that has been used for the quantitative analysis all date of the year 2017 except the data regarding GDP per capita. The CBS does not yet provide numbers of the year of 2017. Therefore, numbers of the year of 2015 have been used. Nonetheless, the data was provided within the frame of municipal districts of the year of 2017. However, this decision can give a bias and the decision has to take into account within the conclusion.

Qualitative data: One resident from a high-income municipality, Hilversum, has been interviewed and one resident from a low-income municipality, Franekeradeel, has been interviewed. This makes it possible to compare the statements the participants make. Although, it must be taken into account that two interviews cannot be used to rely on very much. 
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Ethical behavior protects the rights of individuals, communities and environments which might be involved in or affected by the research (Clifford et al., 2016, p. 31). By behaving ethically, public trust will be remained. If researchers keep this ethical promise, they will be able to continue to do research without causing harm or suspicion. Also, working with an ethical conduct supports trust within research communities (Clifford et al., 2016). While keeping these ethical considerations in mind, in-depth interviews were conducted. As the subject of the interview is about people’s view on particular kind of politics as well as the reasons why they vote for particular parties, the objectivity of the researcher must be central. The interviews will be anonymous, and the interviewees will be asked to give consent – see appendix G. 
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[image: ]In this chapter the results from the in-depth interviews and the statistical test will be analyzed. In order to compare the top 10% municipalities with the highest income per capita with the lowest 10% municipalities with the lowest income per capita regarding their populistic voting behavior, a selection of these municipalities has been made; see appendix A and see figure 2.  
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In this part of the thesis, an answer on a part of the sub-question; “…which social indicators contribute to populistic voting behavior?” will be formulated by the usage of a multiple linear regression. In order to test the hypothesis that was formulated, multiple variables have been selected. ‘Percentage of votes for populistic parties’ has been chosen as the dependent variable. This research aims to declare this variable on the basis of the GDP per capita per municipality. In order to control this variable, four control variables were used. 

According to Jennings & Stoker (2019) there is a trend that young people seek their employment near cities or large towns which comprehends with the concept of territorial polarization. The usage of the control variable ‘level of education’ might show whether higher education influences political behavior in different areas based on GDP. 
Most European populists have an anti-EU viewpoint (Forum voor Democratie, 2019; PVV, 2019). Voting for a ‘leave’ within the Brexit discussion comprehends with an anti-EU attitude (Alabrese et al., 2019). The second control variable; ‘old-age dependency ratio’ has been chosen as Alabrese et al. (2019) state that ‘leave’ voters often are of an older-age. Besides, they state that ‘leave’ voters often receive benefits, something that can be controlled by the variable; ‘alimony receivers until retirement age’. The fourth control variable is ‘non-Western immigration background’. According to Rydgren (2005), populistic parties of the right oppose immigration and would like to send foreign residents back to their home country. Two regressions have been conducted with these variables, the output can be read in table 3 and 4. Model 1 represents the outcomes from the lowest 10% municipalities and model 2 represents the outcomes from the top 10% municipalities.Figure 2: Dutch municipalities on January 1st, 2017 
Source: CBS (2017), ESRI (2017), Author (2019)
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[bookmark: _Toc10888931][bookmark: _Toc10889300][bookmark: _Toc11078672][bookmark: _Toc11078750]4.1.1. Evaluating model 1 and 2: 
The hypothesis that belongs to model 1 is: “There is no connection between people living in the lowest 10% municipalities with the lowest income per capita and populistic voting behavior”. The hypothesis that belongs to model 2 is: “There is no connection between people living in the top 10% municipalities with the highest income per capita and populistic voting behavior”. Table 3 shows that the conducted linear regression for model 1 is significant with p = 0,000 < 0,005. Model 2 has an insignificant outcome with p = 0,079 > 0,005. This difference can be supported by the results of the F-ratio. If the hypothesis can be adopted, the F-ratio is close to 1, in this case model 2: F = 2,199. If the hypothesis can be rejected, the F-ratio is far from 1, in this case model 1: F = 10,252 – see table 3 (Moore & McCabe, 2014). The R-square is an indicator of how successful the regression is in declaring the explanatory variable. The strength of the model is confirmed by the adjusted R-Square. The adjusted R-square takes all variables into account, this prevents multicollinearity (Moore & McCabe, 2014). Model 1 has an adjusted R-square of 0,556, meaning that 55,6% of the output can be declared with this model. The adjusted R-square of model 2 cannot be used in order to interpret the results as model 2 has an insignificant outcome.

The correlation coefficient, r, measures the direction and strength of the linear relation between two variables  and y for n = 38, elements (Moore & McCabe, 2014). Within model 1, all coefficients except ‘social-insurance receivers until retirement age’, provide an insignificant outcome. This means that the coefficient ‘social-insurance receivers until retirement age’, p = 0,000, has such a big influence that the whole model becomes significant. The slope, b, describes the rate of change of the dependent variable, , if  changes (Moore & McCabe, 2014). As the beta coefficient, b, can be interpreted as correlation (Acock, 2014), b = 1,221, indicates a positive and strong relation between ‘social-insurance receivers until retirement age’ and ‘votes for populistic parties’. Moreover, it is apparent that b, of model 1 and 2 contradict each other often. If almost all variables , within model 1 increase, the dependent variable; ‘votes for populistic parties’ also increases, within model 2 this is most of the time reversed. 

Compared to model 2, this variable, p = 0,979, is far from significant. This might be explained by the fact that economic divergence is taking place through urban agglomeration (Jennings & Stoker, 2019). Most low-income municipalities used within this research are rural municipalities – see figure 2. According to Jennings & Stoker (2019), these municipalities often have a lower income and a higher usage of social-insurances. Alabrese et al., (2019) found that these characteristics often belong to an Eurosceptic attitude which often leads to votes for populistic parties. 

The other variables, including the explanatory variable – GDP per capita – do not demonstrate a significant relationship with the dependent variable. Moreover, the explanatory variable even shows the least significant outcome within model 1, p = 0,990 and a far from significant outcome within model 2, p = 0,621. This means that there is no relationship between income and populistic voting behavior. Nonetheless, there is a relationship between social-insurance receivers until retirement age and populistic voting behavior in low-income municipalities within the Netherlands in 2017. This means that the hypothesis that has been tested for model 1, is significant and can be rejected. The hypothesis that has been tested for model 2 is not significant and can be adopted. This difference can be interpreted by the theory of Rodríguez-Pose (2017), who state that ‘disadvantaged places’ use political populism to gain attention and revenge themselves. Therefore, this result fits the theory of ‘deglobalisation’, very well. 

[bookmark: _Toc10888932][bookmark: _Toc10889301][bookmark: _Toc11078673][bookmark: _Toc11078751]4.2 Results from qualitative research 
[image: ]In this part of the thesis an answer on a part of the sub-question; what reasons do underlie to people’s populistic voting behavior…? will be provided by the usage of two in-depth interviews. The interview guide that was served to both participants can be found in appendix E. Table 5 displays general information about the two participants. 












In order to analyze the interviews, three main codes were used: political preferences, living situation and economic situation. In order to compare and analyze the underlying motivations to vote for certain parties, the codes have been split up in multiple sub-sections that form the foundation of the analyzation - see appendix F. The words that are written in bold stress the most important aspects of the quotes. 

[bookmark: _Toc10888933][bookmark: _Toc10889302][bookmark: _Toc11078674][bookmark: _Toc11078752]4.2.1 Political Preferences
In order to be a participant within this research, they must vote either for ‘DENK’, ‘PVV’ or ‘Forum voor Democratie’. Both participants happened to vote for ‘Forum voor Democratie’. Populistic parties identify the current political establishment as an elite who only takes care of themselves (Müller, 2016); Rydgren, 2005). According to ‘Forum voor Democratie’ (2019) the interests of the parties that are currently ruling, are more important than the interests of the country. This idea was confirmed by a participant in the following statement: 

“When the Treaty of Lisbon was signed, I thought the government who is governing, they are not governing for us, they are sitting on those positions for themselves and for the European Union”. – Participant B  

Within the interview the participants were asked for what reasons they vote for ‘Forum voor Democratie’. They both confirmed to be very Eurosceptic, the political agenda of ‘Forum voor Democratie’ associates that opinion. According to Gifford (2006, in Ruzza, 2009) it is better to think of Euroscepticism as a movement rather than the strategy of a party. This theory fits a populistic party very well as these parties often are established as a movement (Aalberts, 2012). 

About England leaving the European Union: 
“That was the best decision they could ever possibly make”. – Participant B 

“I am a big supporter of leaving the European Union today, rather yesterday”. – Participant A

Populism elaborate on problems of inclusion and exclusion. They often wonder who belongs to ‘the people’, and who does not (Pelinka, 2013). Pelinka also states that right-wing populists see a world image of invasion, subversion and eventual displacement of the country’s local population. This right-wing campaigns against the Muslim migrant community and the Islam. Another big reason the participants voted for ‘Forum voor Democratie’ was because of its immigration politics. 

“I think it is good that Forum pays a lot of attention to immigration politics. The way immigration is taking place right now, will destroy the Netherlands”. – Participant B

“The Islam does not have trias politica. It is a religion, a constitution and an executive power all together. We regard this as a religion, but I say that it is a very dangerous thing to do. – Participant A

[bookmark: _Toc10888934][bookmark: _Toc10889303][bookmark: _Toc11078675][bookmark: _Toc11078753]4.2.2. Living situation 
According to Miller & Silver (2016), a relationship can be found between the political behavior of an individual and the cultural context, the vicinity of amenities and the accessory demographic factors where someone is living in. In order to investigate if these concepts are important elements for respondents to vote for populistic parties, multiple questions regarding these themes have been asked. 

“There are a lot of green spaces here, Hilversum is located very centrally, public transport is good, highways are close, meaning that you can easily get around. Everywhere there is nature”. – Participant B

“The rest, it is not hectic. It is very beautiful here, it is very bald. I can row two times a week, that is so great”. – Participant A

“Public transport is bad. It is also very expensive. I paid for my children while they were in high school about 200 euro per month only for public transport”. – Participant A

A difference in mobility and amenities is apparent. Participant B, who lives in Hilversum, describes the concepts ‘mobility’ and ‘amenities’ very positively while participant A, living in Franekeradeel, describes it more negatively. This can be linked to the theory of Jennings & Stoker (2019), who state that disadvantaged places struggle with the degradation of infrastructure. Nonetheless, participant A state that the lack of amenities and mobility in his neighborhood is no reasons to vote for ‘Forum voor Democratie’. 

“No eh, no, public transport is typically a matter for the Provincial States, we just voted for them.” – Participant A

Participants were asked about the ethnical compilation within their neighborhood. 

“Eh, mainly Dutch. That is also one of the reasons that we live here”. – Participant B

“This environment not really, but the environment where I first lived in – Zwijndrecht - definitely contributed to that.” – Participant B

“Eh, eh, it is dull if I say we do not have a problem with that in this village” – Participant A

These statements connect to the theory of Jennings & Stoker (2019), as they state that areas of low ethnic diversity are showing often higher levels of opposition to immigration. 

[bookmark: _Toc10888935][bookmark: _Toc10889304][bookmark: _Toc11078676][bookmark: _Toc11078754]4.2.3 Economic and work situation 
The statistical analysis did not find a positive correlation between income and populistic voting behavior. Participant A is living in a low-income municipality – disadvantaged place, and according to Jennings & Stoker (2019), these places struggle with the loss of skills and jobs, low levels of entrepreneurship and a long-term economic decline. Besides, the participants reflect the dichotomy of the municipalities and the existing literature very well: 

“Eh, the crisis hit me very hard, architectural and advertising offices have decreased enormously. My pension existed out of my house, and now it is way less valuable.” – Participant A

Participant B is living in a high-income municipality - which can be called an advantaged place - has a lot of work recently. 

“Yes, I have a lot of work. Since a year of three now, the economic crisis is over, at least for people who earn a lot. My work extended, and this year is crazy.” – Participant B

[bookmark: _Toc9515896][bookmark: _Toc10033999][bookmark: _Toc10551002][bookmark: _Toc11078755]4.3 Overall conclusion on both research methods 
When analyzing the statistical test, it became apparent that all variables except for ‘social-insurance receivers until retirement age’ within the lowest 10% municipalities, do not have a significant relationship with the dependent variable; ‘percentage of votes for populistic parties’. It was found that low-income and a high usage of social-insurance often lead to Euroscepticism which leads again to populistic voting behavior. Both participants mentioned that their most important reasons to vote for ‘Forum voor Democratie’, are Euroscepticism and immigration policies. Euroscepticism seems to be an important feature for populism which was supported by both theory and interviews, and even the statistical analysis support this. The importance of immigration politics for the participants has also been reflected within the theorectical framework where Albertazzi & McDonnell (2008; in Otjes & Louwerse, 2015) stated that the third claim of populism is that a group of ‘others’ do not belong to ‘the people’. 


[bookmark: _Toc10888936][bookmark: _Toc10889305][bookmark: _Toc11078677][bookmark: _Toc11078756]Chapter 5: Conclusion and Discussion
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[bookmark: _Toc10888937][bookmark: _Toc10889306][bookmark: _Toc11078678][bookmark: _Toc11078757]5.1 Conclusion 
In common, populism reflects the general will of the people, this means that ‘the people’ are empowered to govern without any restrictions. Nonetheless, ‘the people’ only refers to a particular part of society, creating the ability to include and exclude. Until the late twentieth century, populistic parties were not considered as a ‘real’ party, as it did not belong to the ‘family parties’ according to the existing theories. From the year 2000, the Dutch political system changed. One of these changes is that populistic parties are now having an important place within the Dutch political system. Multiple populistic parties arose and disappeared after a while, such as the ‘LPF’ and ‘Trots op Nederland’. Parties that are most prominent nowadays are the ‘PVV’, ‘DENK’, and ‘Forum voor Democratie’. 
The leading question within this research is: ‘Is there a difference in populistic voting behavior between people who live in economically disadvantaged places in the Netherlands and people who live in economically advantaged places in the Netherlands and what are the reasons for that particular voting behavior?’ In order to answer this question, places have been divided on the basis of territorial polarization. Territorial polarization is a division between places that are advantaged, in this case the top 10% municipalities with the highest GDP in the Netherlands, and places that are disadvantaged, in this case the lowest 10% municipalities with the lowest GDP in the Netherlands. With the use of a multiple linear regression a significant relationship between populistic voting behavior and control-variable; ‘social-insurance receivers until retirement age’ within the lowest 10% municipalities was found. To contradict, no significant relationship within the top 10% municipalities was found. This difference can be explained as rural areas, what are often disadvantaged places, have often a lower income, are often more dissatisfied, and have a high usage of social-insurances. These characteristics often belong to an Eurosceptic attitude, which was reflected within the interviews. According to both participants, Euroscepticism and immigration politics are their main indicators to vote for populistic parties. Both participants wish the Netherlands would leave the European Union rather yesterday than today. What follows, residents of these ‘disadvantaged’ places use political populism to take revenge on the places that matter, this phenomena has been called; ‘deglobalisation’. Another reason for the participants to vote for populistic parties is their immigration politics. They both stimulate a stricter immigration policy, which is often reflected within the ideas of populistic parties. Both participants live in an environment of low ethnic diversity. This comprehends with the literature, as areas of low ethnic diversity often oppose immigration. Although, according to the quantitative data, there could no significant relationship be found between non-Western immigration background and populistic voting behavior. Despite, participant 1 lives in an area with less good infrastructure and few amenities, it did not appear to be a reason to vote for populistic parties. 
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Critical observations can be made regarding the research process. First of all, the research could have been done more extensively. A regression with more control variables would have given a better and more thorough outcome. Besides, if more municipalities were selected, it would be possible to say more about a larger field than just those 20% municipalities. 
In addition, data from the CBS have been gathered. This data contained information about the average GDP per capita per municipality of the year 2015. The municipal borders that have been used date from the year 2017, therefore the data could be used. Nonetheless, the rest of the data that has been used date from the year 2017, therefore this information can give a bias. 

The main recommendation that comes from this research is to enlarge the research in a way to include all municipalities within the Netherlands. Statistical information about all municipalities within the Netherlands could be gathered and be compared. Besides, more in-depth interviews in more municipalities could be held. This way the research is more extensive and thus could be used in a more comprehensible way. 
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1. Top 10% municipalities
 GDP per capita  

	Top 10% municipalities 
	Average income per capita per year x 1000 Euro 

	
Bergen (NH)
	27,9

	Castricum
	27,9

	Waterland
	27,9

	Hilversum
	28

	Mook en Middelaar
	28,1

	Lansingerland
	28,2

	Houten
	28,2

	Stichtse Vecht
	28,3

	Landsmeer
	28,4

	Noordwijk
	28,4

	Teylingen
	28,4

	Heiloo
	28,5

	Brielle
	28,5

	Nuenen, Gerwen en Nederwetten
	28,5

	Baarn
	28,8

	Bunnik
	28,8

	De Ronde Venen
	28,8

	Vught
	28,8

	Utrechtse Heuvelrug
	28,9

	Wijdemeren
	28,9

	Albrandswaard
	29,1

	Leidschendam-Voorburg
	29,3

	Zeist
	29,3

	Waalre
	29,8

	Haren
	30

	Voorschoten
	30,5

	Amstelveen
	30,8

	De Bilt
	31,3

	Ouder-Amstel
	31,4

	Westvoorne
	31,6

	Gooise Meren
	33,8

	Oegstgeest
	34,2

	Heemstede
	36,4

	Rozendaal
	38,3

	Laren
	39,2

	Blaricum
	39,7

	Bloemendaal
	40,2

	Wassenaar
	43,1

	

2. Lowest 10% municipalities  GDP per capita


Lowest 10% municipalities 
	



Average income per capita per year x 1000 Euro

	
Urk
	17,9

	Achtkarspelen
	18,5

	Staphorst
	18,8

	Dantumadiel
	18,8

	Pekela
	18,9

	Kolumerland en Nieuwkruisland
	19,1

	Ferwerderadiel
	19,2

	Dongeradeel
	19,2

	Stadskanaal
	19,4

	Twenterand
	19,5

	Grootegast
	19,6

	Eemsmond
	19,7

	Vlagtwedde
	19,8

	Hoogeveen
	20,1

	Oldambt
	20,2

	Enschede
	20,3

	Hardenberg
	20,3

	Rijssen-Holten
	20,3

	Almelo
	20,4

	Kampen
	20,4

	Neder-Betuwe
	20,5

	Ameland
	20,5

	Franekeradeel
	20,6

	Harlingen
	20,6

	Emmen
	20,6

	Oldebroek
	20,6

	Zwartwaterland
	20,6

	Bellingwedde
	20,6

	Veendam
	20,6

	De Marne
	20,7

	Appingedam
	20,8

	Aalten
	20,8

	Winterswijk
	20,9

	Kerkrade
	20,9

	Oude Ijsselstreek
	20,9

	Borger-Odoorn
	21,9

	Sûdwest-Fryslân
	21

	Delfzijl
	21




B. [bookmark: _Toc10888942][bookmark: _Toc10889311][bookmark: _Toc11078683][bookmark: _Toc11078762]Other statistical considerations

T-test: Another statistical test then multiple linear regression that has been considered is the t-test. The t-test can be used to say something about the means of continue data (Moore & McCabe, 2014). However, the t-test cannot be used within this research as the t-test only can be used with one explanatory variable and as previously mentioned this research uses multiple explanatory variables. Therefore, the t-test is not an option to use within this research.

F-test: The f-test has also been considered. The f-test is being used to compare two variances with each other (Moore & McCabe, 2014). The f-test uses two groups to compare. However, this research uses multiple groups. Therefore, the f-test is not suitable for this research. Nonetheless, the output of the f-test, the Anova, is used to analyze the data which will be obtained with linear regression. 
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Introduction
1. Introduce yourself to the participant: My name is Yael and I am 22 years old. I am a student and I study at the University of Groningen; Human Geography & Regional and Urban planning, therefore I write my thesis. 
2. Introduce to the subject: This research is about politics, in particular populistic voting behavior and a possible relationship with GDP per municipality. The data from this interview will be used to get a better insight into people's motivation to vote for the Paries which they have voted for. 
3. Ask the participant to sign the consent form and ask permission to record the interview.

Opening questions
1. Would you mind telling me a bit more about yourself?
Age? Occupation? Living situation? Children? 
2. What place do you live in?
Which municipality? Rural/urban? Kind of house -detached, town house, apartment building? 

Key questions

Politics:
1.What have you voted before you decided to vote for this particular Party?
Did something change in your life that you had to decide this? 
2. How did you get in contact with the ideas of this Party? Television/radio/advertisement/other people etc. 
3. Do you know a lot of people, especially in your municipality, who vote for DENK/Forum voor Democatie/PVV? 
Do you speak with them about politics? If so, about what topics? 
4. Do you vote for this particular Party because you think other Parties lack something in their program that this Party does have? 
If yes: can you give an example? 
5. Until now, are you satisfied with the direction that the Party is going right now? 
Do you think the Party is growing in size? Do you have the idea that they really change things around you? 
6. What part of the program of the party does appeal most to you? Do you think something is going to change in the current political relationships because of the existence of this party? 
7. What do you think are strong parts of this Party (compared to other Parties) and what do you consider as weak parts? 

Living situation: 
1.How long have you been living in your current home?
2. Have you always lived in your current neighborhood?
Where have you lived before? Why did you move to your current neighborhood?
3. Do you feel at ease in your neighborhood?
Are there places you like to go? Do you participate in neighborhood activities? Do you have a good connection with your neighbors? 
4. How do you perceive the ethnic compilation in your neighborhood? 
Is this a reason to vote for this particular party? 
5. Are you satisfied with the place you live in? 
If yes: why are you satisfied? Can you give examples that make you happy about the place you live in? 
If not: why are you not satisfied? Can you give examples of things in your neighborhood that make you feel this way? Can certain things be changed that will make you happy? 
6. Do you consider your neighborhood as an accessible place? 
Why is it? Why is it not?  what should be changed in order to become accessible? 

Working situation: 
1. Do you have work? 
If yes: What kind of work do you do? Do you enjoy your work? How far do you travel to your work from your home? 
If not: Why not? Do you your (old) work? 
If the person is retired: What kind of work did you do? Did you enjoy it? Do you miss it? 
2. Do you have other occupations in life? 
What kind of occupations? Do you enjoy them? 

Closing questions
1. Do you think that the (lack off) amenities in your neighborhood stimulate your vote for this Party? 
Why/why not? 
What would you like to see changed in your neighborhood? 
2. Is there anything that you would like to add to this interview?

Closing statement 
Thank you so much for your time and participation in this interview. If there is anything you want to ask or know please ask me. If you, at any point, want to redact your consent please reach out and I will delete the interview.  
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	Code
	Label
	Sublabel 
	Explanation
	Example of the data 

	Background 
	Age
	
	
	

	
	Occupation
	
	
	

	
	Living Situation
	
	
	

	
	Children
	
	
	

	
	Rural/Urban area
	
	Does the participant live in a rural or an urban area
	

	
	Type of house
	Detached house
	
	

	
	
	Town house
	
	

	
	
	Apartment building
	
	

	Politics 
	Political party
	- Forum voor de Democratie
- Partij voor de Vrijheid
- DENK
	What political party does the participant vote for
	

	
	
	Reasons
	What are the reasons that the participant votes for this party
	

	
	
	Satisfaction
	Is the participant satisfied with the direction of the party 
	

	
	Program of the Party
	Compared to other parties
	Does the party fill a gap 
	

	
	
	Own program
	What are strong and what are weak parts of the program 
	

	Living situation
	Neighborhood
	Activities in the neighborhood
	Is the participant involved in activities in the neighborhood. 

Is the participant often at place with neighbors
	

	
	
	Feeling
	Does the participant feel at ease in his/her neighborhood.  
	

	
	
	Ethnic compilation
	What does the participant think of the ethnic compilation in his/her neighborhood 
	

	
	
	Amenities in the neighborhood 
	What does the participant think of the amenities in his/her neighborhood?
	

	
	
	Voting and the neighborhood 
	Does the place where the respondent is living contribute to his/her particular voting behavior?
	

	Economic situation

	Work 
	Fact
	Does the participant work
	

	
	
	Feeling
	What are the feelings of the participant while talking about his/her work or the lack of work
	

	
	Occupations
	Satisfaction
	What kind of occupations does the participant have?

Does the participant like or dislike the occupations that the participant is involved in?
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 I was informed about the research project. I was able to ask questions and my questions were answered to my satisfaction. I had enough time to decide to participate in the research.
My participation is completely voluntary. I can withdraw from the research at any time, without having to give a reason.
I give my permission for using the interview data for the following purposes (e.g. a thesis and a presentation)

I agree to participate in this interview.


Signature of research participant.

------------------------------------

Date

------------------------------------

I declare that I have informed the research participant about the research. I will notify the participant about matters that could influence his/her participation in the research. 

Signature of interviewer

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Gender Male Male

Age 69 years old 30 years old
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Employed Retired Yes

Tob (before retirement) | Architect Gardener

‘Table 5: Partcipant
information
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