
Fraternization Trap

("we must take into account the concerns, fears and needs 
of people seriously").

Not if they are irrational! Taking populist arguments 
seriously can be seen as a confirmation of populist positions.

Plain lamentation

("whether Trump, Russia's propaganda, etc. - facts don't 
count anymore, we are helplessly at the mercy of populists")

         This is how you give up the field of political debate and 
resign.

Stupidity accusation

("the voters of the populists are simply stupid")
   
         This insults a population group that is already 
dissatisfied and runs the risk of permanently alienating them.

Complexity problem

("the political problems are so complex that an 
ordinary citizen cannot understand them")

          This fuels a longing search for simplification, 
which populists seem to offer.

Extremism accusation

("the right-wing populists are fascists or extremists, new Nazis, a 
disgrace")
        
        Many voters of populists don’t realize the consequences of 
what they are voting for. Such an accusation awakens therefore 
the feeling that they should now more than ever vote for protest.

Appeasement rhetoric

("the populists will soon disenchant themselves through their 
political incompetence, they are just mayflies").

        Empirical examples from Europe prove the opposite.



Control

The parliamentary agenda of populists should be 
scrutinized more closely. Do they implement their 
guidelines? Do they actively participate in parliamentary 
life in committees and working groups? Do they respect 
the constitution and all other laws? 

Agenda-setting

Who sets the topics have a clear competitive advantage. 
Bringing the focus to really important issues (e.g. climate 
change) can prevent political discourse from being limited to 
negative framed topics such as EU-membership or migration. 

Self-confidence

Democrats must be convinced of their ideas in order to 
be convincing. On the base of the democratic values, 
the learning gains and success stories from the past, the 
dialogic reasoning towards the development of good 
strategies, the advantages of a liberal democracy can 
be highlighted.

Distinctiveness

At the moment, the political debate is between the "good 
democrats" and the "bad populists". More important would be 
for parties to work out their brand essence more clearly to 
distinguish themselves from one another. 

Differentiation

There is no such thing as "the" (right-wing) populism, nor is there 
"the" angry citizen. The populist forces still tend to be 
heterogeneous and contradictory. They differ not only in their 
demands, but also in their radicalism. By no means are all 
populists extremists and a danger to democracy per se. 

Framing

In order to help people to see through and not get 
trapped in negative emotions, topics must be reframed 
in a way that they don’t sound so negative. In this way it 
will be easier to discuss them rationally. 


