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Description: 
The world has recently witnessed a stark emergence of populism from the right. Many have discussed the impact such a phenomenon has had and will have on democratic institutions across the world. This panel looks at that relationship at the cross section of  both domestic and international forces that is a characteristic of a globalized world order.
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Globalization Populism and the Erosion of Democracy
Gaye Gungor, Universite Clermont Auvergne, Clermont-Ferrand, gayegungor@gmail.com
  Despite the apparent development and spread of liberal democratic state forms in the 1980s and 1990s, possibilities for genuine democratic governance overall are declining. Firstly, the emergence and consolidation of modern liberal democracy was inextricably intertwined with the development of the nation state and is profoundly socially embedded in that structural context. Secondly, in today's globalizing world, cross-cutting and overlapping governance structures and processes increasingly take private, oligarchic (and mixed public/private) forms; hegemonic neoliberal norms are delegitimizing state-based governance in general; and democratic states are losing the policy capacity necessary for transforming democratically generated inputs into authoritative outputs. Consequently, robust constraints limit the potential for (a) reinstitutionalizing the 'democratic chain' between accountability and effectiveness, (b) rearticulating the multitasking character of authoritative institutions and (c) renewing the capacity of authoritative agents to make the side-payments and to undertake the monitoring necessary to control free-riding and assimilate alienated groups. Rather than a new pluralistic global civil society, globalization is more likely to lead to a growth in inequalities, a fragmentation of effective governance structures and the multiplication.
Economic Nationalism in the Era of Globalization
Peter Rutland

Wesleyan University, prutland@wesleyan.edu
Deepening international economic integration has combined with an upsurge of populist nationalism that seems to pose a deadly political challenge to both social democrats (tied to the national welfare state) and pro-market liberals, though it remains absolutely unclear whether “economic nationalism” is a coherent set of policies at either national or global level. This paper will explore why it has been so hard for pro-market liberals to embrace the rhetoric and policies of nationalism, using the post-soviet and East European states as its reference point.   
Transnational Neopluralism, Heterarchy and the Globalization Backlash: The Dialectic of Globalization and Fragmentation in an Unstable World
Philip G. Cerny 

Professor of International Political Economy  Emeritus, Rutgers University and Manchester University, pgcerny@gmail.com 
and
Rosa Belmonte,  Tuscia University, rosalbabelmonte89@gmail.com
Nationalism, especially ideological nationalism, however important in the transition to supposed "modernity" up to the middle of the 20th century, was ultimately a negative structural trend, giving rise to two world wars, fascism, Third World dictatorships, etc. It was partly counteracted by "embedded liberal" American hegemony in the post-Second World War period, but that has been declining for decades, especially since the end of the Cold War but also with the technological impact of the Third/Fourth Industrial Revolution(s). The result has not been the creation of more crosscutting identities and loyalties, but is leading to a backlash -- not the potentially positive neo-social democratic longer term outcome proposed by Colin Crouch in The Globalization Backlash, but more the "dialectic of globalization and fragmentation" -- the new anarchy, heterarchy, transnational neopluralism, etc. This puts economic special interests that can organise transnationally into the driving seat, especially through financialization.This in turn transforms the nation-state into an increasingly ineffective "reactive state,"  trying to deal with the ever-increasing impact of globalization/fragmentation, but failing and falling prey to the sorts of neo-nationalistic reactions Reinhold Niebhur talked about in Moral Man and Immoral Society (1932) . "Make America Great Again", Brexit, "illiberal democracy", etc., mean losing, not gaining, control.

'Moments of Trouble' in Democracies
Judit Fabian, University of Ottawa, jfabian@otawa.ca
The paper begins to theorize the continual interconnectedness of nationalism, gender, and the economic, which it defines as three of the most significant dimensions of governance. It further considers the role of populism in catalysing change in the three dimensions, and begins to situate its theorizing within the literature of democratization. In so doing, the paper develops the concept of the ‘golden triangle,’ which represents the sense in which change in one dimension of governance must cause change in the other two. The twofold corollary is that balance between the three dimensions is necessary to sustainable democratic governance, but also that ‘moments of trouble’ will often occur when inevitable change in one dimension precipitates change in the other two.  Indeed, the paper argues that populism is especially effective at catalysing this change, and that a successful, established liberal democracy necessarily fosters the conditions for the rise of populism. At the same time, globalization exacerbates these conditions, destabilizing long-sustained balance at several points in the interrelations of gender, nation, and the economic. The paper conducts its analysis by means of historical case studies from Japan, Germany, and Hungary, together with more recent cases from the Hungarian election of 2020. It is important to stress that the paper is preliminary, and is intended to form part of a much larger and longer study toward anticipating forms of domination that are irreconcilable with democratic governance but masked by dominant approaches in social science research.
