





ldeologie

« ,Mentalni modely, které zajistuji intepretaci naseho prostredi i predstavy o tom, jak by toto
prostfedi mélo byt strukturovano® (Denzaou and North 1994)

» ,Soubor predstav o vhodném fadu spolecnosti a o tom, jak tohoto fadu ma byt docileno”
(Erikson and Tedin 2003)

* Heywood (2019):
From a social-scientific viewpoint, an ideology is a more or less

coherent set of ideas that provides a basis for organized political action, whether this is
intended to preserve, modify or overthrow

the existing system of power relationships.

All ideologies therefore

(1) offer an account of the existing order, usually in the form of a ‘world-view’,
(2) provide a model of a desired future, a vision of the Good Society, and

(3) outline how political change can and should be brought about.



ldeologie

» Deskriptivni a normativni aspekt
 Jak funguje svet

 Jak by mél fungovat

 Jak toho dosahnout

« Jak vnimame ideologie?

« Jako nejake neracionalni zkresleni

 Nam nekongruentni nazory oznacujeme za ideologicke
« Svoje nikoliv ©




Opakovani z Cetby

e Liberalismus
« Konzervatismus
e Socialismus

« Co dal? FIFTH EDITION

ANDREW
HEYWOOD




ldeologie v politologii

» Zjednoduseni politiky

 Efektivni

« Jasné alternativy

 Strukturace stranickeho systému

* Neutralni

« Systém organizace a strukturace postoju
* Interpretacni ramce
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Left-Right Economic vs GAL-TAN in Czech Republic 2019
Left-Right Ideology in Czech Republic 2019
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 Levice —Pravice (Evropa)
 Liberal — Conservative (USA)
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Prostorovy pristup k
politice

» Politika jako prostor
» Aktéri se pohybuji v prostoru

» Hotelling 1929, pohyb obchodl na
ulici

« ,How much government intervention
in the economy should there be?”
(Downs 1957, 116)

* Moznost fadit strany
» Univerzalné pouzitelné

» “plasticka” dimenze

L IBERAL

CONSERVATIY




2002-2003 2004
Austria 14.0 14.8
Belgium 14.0 9.5
Denmark 7.1 6.5
Finland 5.4 4.6
France 6.8 na
Germany 7.5 10.4 Hungar'y 17.1 L
Greece Z55)ndh 18.9 Poland il 20.1
Treland 17,3 na
Slovenia 2153 28.3
Ttaly 22.4 na
Western Europe (mean) 12°4 125
Luxembourg 23.5 17.6
The Netherlands 4.4 o Eastern Europe (mean) 14515 22.8
M 2o - Source: European Social Survey I and II.
Portugal 19.5 34.1
Spain @1l 14.9
Sweden 54 4.9
Switzerland 8.2 8.2
United Kingdom 10.2 10.4
Czech Republic 10.2 18.4

Estonia na 24.3



V ¢em muze
byt problem?

Novi aktéri v 60. letech

Ne zcela odpovida logice “stare”
levice a pravice

Prostor na levici se fragmentuje
(netridni levice)

Pravice = vSe co neni levice

Oslabovani rozdill mezi pravici a
levici, problém levice od 1990s

Globalizace, europeizace

Problém pravice a levice v CEE
(postkomunisticky prostor)

Nastup radikalné pravicového
populismu — posun v tématech

Dominance jiné politické
dimenze??7?7?




Postkomunisticky kontext

. , , o o American Political Science Review Vol. 103, No. 4 November 2009
o LeVI Ce b ra n I S e Z m e n e doi:10.1017/50003055409990220
_ _ . When Left Is Right: Party Ideology and Policy
° P ravice p rosaz UJ e Zmenu in Post-Communist Europe

MARGIT TAVITS Washington University in St. Louis
NATALIA LETKI University of Warsaw

A rrnvdine tn tha flacoin navtican thonwa Af cnnundine laftict maviiae avn svnantad ta dmevanca can

 Rozdil v hodnotovém ukotveni, ruzné
prediktory pravice

* Prijeti nerovnosti (nekomunistické zeme) vs.
otevienost ke zméenam (postkomunistické)
(Thorisdottir et al. 2007)

 ,konzervace" predikuje pravicové zarazeni v
nekomunistickych zemich (Barni et al. 2016)

» Tradition is important for him/her. He/She tries to follow the o
customs handed down by his/her religion or his/her family

Political Self-Placement

Figure 1 Effect exerted on a rightist self-placement by the cross—level interaction between conservative values

(individual level) and political culture (country level).






Polit Behav (2017) 39:553-583 \ ChogeMa Table 1 Top scoring words associated with each topic, and English translations)
DOI 10.1007/s11109-016-9368-2 Left topic 1: parties (proportion = .26, average Ir-scale value = 5.38)

linke, spd, partei, linken, pds, politik, kommunisten, parteien, griinen, punks

ORIGINAL PAPER

the left, spd, party, the left, pds, politics, communists, parties, greens, punks
Left topic 2: ideologies (proportion = .26, average Ir-scale value = 5.36)
Kommunismus, links, sozialismus, lafontaine, rechts, aber, gysi, linkspartei, richtung, gleichmacherei

Communism, left, socialism, lafontaine, right, but, gysi, left party, direction, levelling

IS the Left'Right Scale a Valid Measure Of IdeOlOgy‘? Left topic 3: values (proportion = .24, average Ir-scale value = 4.06)

Soziale, gerechtigkeit, demokratie, soziales, biirger, gleichheit, gleiche, freiheit, rechte,

Individual-Level Variation in Associations with “Left” and leichberechtigung
“Right” and Left_Right Self_Placement Social, justice, democracy, social, citizen, equality, equal, freedom, rights, equal rights

Left topic 4: policies (proportion = .24, average Ir-scale value =4.89)

sozial, menschen, leute, ddr, verbinde, kleinen, einstellung, umverteilung, sozialen, vertreten

1 »2 . 3 social, humans, people, ddr, associate, the little, attitude, redistribution, social, represent
Paul C. Bauer - Pablo Barbera” - Kathrin Ackermann” - S aE , i
4 Right topic 1: ideologies (proportion = .27, average Ir-scale value = 5.00)
Aaron VQDEtZ konservativ, nationalsozialismus, rechtsradikal, radikal, ordnung, politik, nazi, recht, menschen,
konservative

conservative, national socialism, right-wing radicalism, radical, order, politics, nazi, right, people,
conservatives

Fig. 5 Number of respondents in four different topics (split for “left” and “right” associations)

Right topic 2: parties (proportion = .25, average Ir-scale value = 5.26)

e npd, rechts, cdu, csu, rechten, parteien, leute, aber, verbinde, rechtsradikalen

N . Policies (L)
ith left ! . . . . . . . .
win e ' npd, right, cdu, csu, the right, parties, people, but, associate, right-wing radicalists
- Parties (L)
i Right topic 3: xenophobia (proportion = .25, average Ir-scale value = 4.55)
| - Ideologles (L)
1 ausldnderfeindlichkeit, gewalt, auslinder, demokratie, nationalismus, rechtsradikalismus, diktatur,
E 3 H Values (L) . . ~ .
| national, intoleranz, faschismus
| | | | L. | | | | | i S . . i . . i i :
left | | | | | | [ | | | right xenophobia, violence, foreigners, democracy, nationalism, right-wing radicalism, dictatorship,
1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10 national, intolerance, fascism
Fig. 6 Left-right scale means for different subsamples of associations with left (dashed line = sample nght topic 4: righpwing extremists (propo[‘[ion = .23, average Ir-scale value = 4.90)
mean, bars = 95 % ClIs)
nazis, neonazis, rechtsradikale, rechte, radikale, radikalismus, partei, auslinderfeindlich, reich,
nationale
Associations X hobi R i i I3 * l. . . . l» l. . . .
with right - enophobia (R) nazis, neonazis, right-wing radicalists, rightists, radicals, radicalism, party, xenophobia, rich,
- Ideologles (R) national
i
' N . 5 ¢ . . g . . . .
g Parties (R) “proportion” indicates the average estimated probability that any given response is assigned to a topic.
- Right-wing extremists (R) “average Ir-scale value” is the mean position on the left-right scale (from 0 to 10) of individuals whose
left | | | | [ | | | | | right highest probability belongs to that particular topic
I [ [ [ [ | [ [ [ |
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Fig. 7 Left-right scale means for different subsamples of associations with right (dashed line = sample
mean, bars = 5 % Cls)



Co z toho
vyplyva?

* |deologie jako abstraktni koncepty
* RUzni lidé s nimi nakladaji rizné
» Opatrnost pfi interpretacich




Jak moc lidé umi s temi koncepty

pracovat?

* Phillipe Converse (1964): The Nature of Belief Systems in Mass
Public

* Velmi malo lidi ve spolecCnosti vi, co abstraktni ideje znamenaji

» Slabé spojeni abstraktni ideologie a pozic

* 10 % (Converse 1964) 20-30 % (Kalmoe 2020)



ldeologie jako identita nebo soubor
postoju?
« Symbolic vs operational ideology

« Symbolicka ideologie: identita, sebezarazeni na skale
« Operacni ideologie: realne postoje



SkuteCny obsah postojovych systému

 Vicedimenzionalni politicky prostor
 Pravice-levice nestaci (postoje nekoreluji)
« Ruzné vyznamy napfi¢ kontexty

* Noveé strany

 Nova dimenze uzitecna
o Kitchelt: libertarian-authoritarian dimenze

Authoritarian

Economic-

Left

Libertarian

Right



Organizace
politickych
postoju

« Studie ukazuji vice dimenzi
(rtzna uroven korelace)

POLITICAL ATTITUDES

 Politické nazory ve dvou
dimenzich (nékdo tvrdi, ze i ve
vice)
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Are Cultural and Economic Conservatism Positively
Correlated? A Large-Scale Cross-National Test

Published online by Cambridge University Press: 30 May 2017

Ariel Malka, Yphtach Lelkes and Christopher J. Soto

« Korelace mezi socialnim a ekonomickym
konzervatismem jsou negativni prevazneée
v postkomunistickych zemich

* Platito i pro zemé s vysokou miru
tradicionalismu

« Jedince s nizkym politickym zapojenim

- Data WVS 1984-2014

o
.

o
.

N signilicantly  signilicantly
Cultural measure  Economic measure Nation type  (nations) Mean SD positive negati ve
Sexual Morality  Social Wel fare Post-Com. 27 -0.088 0.067 37 778
All Others 71 0004 0.070 197 225
Sexual Morality  Ownewship Post-Com. 27 -0.078 0.058 37 66.7
Business
All Others 69 0001 0.00 275 232
Immigration Social Wellare Post-Com. 25 -0.109 0.074 00 800
All Others 56 0018 0.059 16.1 321
Immigration Business Post-Com. 25 -0.118 0.063 00 840
Ownership
All Others 56 -0.031 0.062 107 4604
Women's Role  Social Welfare Post-Com. 27 -0.030 0.055 74 519
All Others 71 -0.007 0.047 4.1 310
Women's Role  Business Past-Com. 27 -0.043  0.051 37 556
Ownership
All Others 70 0.015 0.043 100 257




Ruzné psychologickeé zdroje ideologie

* Rigidity of the Right

 Pravice (Conservatism)
jako tzv. motivated ?
social cognition

* Levice — vice otevrenost
vuci zkuSenostem,
tolerance
nejednoznacnosti

“.. Self-direction

Stimulation .
Benevolence

Hedonism o] -

~“\"™.._ Conformity
. Tradition

Achievement .~

Figure 1 Open in figure viewer | #PowerPoin



Studium
stranicke p—
politiky

« Zmeny v 60-70s na levici (Strana

zelenych v Némecku 1983..) Economic. Econamic

« Zmeny v 90s a 2000s na pravici ~Ler Right

(Narodni Fronta, FPO, Danska
lidova strana atd.)

 DalSi nové strany (technokraticke,
regionalni, radikalne levicoveé)

* ,Nova levice” vs. ,Nova pravice” |
» Kulturni dimenze Libertarian



Projevuje se
novou tzv. stepici
linti

Ruzné nazvy a konceptualizace
Libertarian-Authoritarian (Kitchelt 1994)

GAL-TAN (Green Alternative Libertarian vs. Traditional, Authoritatrian,
Nationalis) (Hooghe,Marks, and Wilson 2002)

Integration-Demarcation (Kriesi et al. 2006, 2008)

Transnational cleavage (Hooghe and Marks 2018)




Jak s temi
dimenzemi lidi
nakladaji?

* Dominuje predstava o politické
pravici a levici

» Ale ve skuteCnosti jsou
dimenze spis dve.

e Costim?

. Pro levicové voliCe je

Y4rn 4 '&s

dimenze

. Pro pravicove voliée je

YA4rn'dd &4

Article

Which way from left to right?
On the relation between voters
issue preferences and left-right
orientation in West European
democracies

Romain Lachat
Sciences Po, France

ational Political Science Review

2018, Vol. 39(4) 419-435
@ The A h (}20I7
Article reuse guidelin

pub.com/jol \ perm:ss:ons

DOI IO I I7?!OI925I2I 17692644

jou

nals.sagepub.com/homefips

®SAGE

Figure |I. Two models of the relations between issues and the left—right scale: (a) left-right scale as a

straight line; and (b) curved left-right scale.

Cultural dimension

a)

Liberal

Conservative

State

Economic dimension

Market

b)

Liberal

Cultural dimension

Conservative

State
Economic dimension

Market




,Druha dimenze” nabyva na vyznamu (v
Zapadni Evropé) .

oo, o N W = m
- i = = = Voryprobabl
;o N EE 0 B O

° Y 1 o = N -

Roste vyznam GAL/TAN dimenze |- ™= & = m - =
» NapF ve volebni rozhodovani L m m m e -
« Data z EES (1999-2019)

(A) Economic LR distance (B) GAL-TAN distance

* Vzdalenost na GAL/TAN ose L

snizuje pravdepodobnost volby

dane strany i .
* Ekonomicka dimenze stabilni |

T T
European Journal of Political Research 63: 45-65, 2024 45 1999 2009 2014 2019 1999 2009 2014 2019
doi: 10.1111/1475-6765.12590
Figure 2. Average marginal effect of distance on PTVs, change over time.

Note: EES 1999, 2009, 2014 and 2019 survey data for 14 countries. Estimates indicate the average marginal effect of
Transformation of the political space: A citizens’ perspective a one unit change in distance on the PTV for a party. Estimates from OLS models that include interactions between
survey-year and the distance variables. Spikes indicate 95 per cent confidence intervals. Supporting Information

RUTH DASSONNEVILLE,'? LIESBET HOOGHE™* & GARY MARKS>? Appendix H reports detailed estimates
! Département de science politigue, Université de Montréal, Canada; * Department of Political Science, University
of North Carolina ar Chapel Hill, USA; *Roberr Schuman Cenire for Advanced Studies, European University

Institute, Traly






Pristi tyden je seminar
* Nezapomente si pocitac/tablet

« Budeme dCist



