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11 Are Political Parties Recapturing 
the Streets of Europe?

 A Cross-regional Study of Party 
Protests in the Great Recession

Endre Borbáth and Swen Hutter

11.1  Introduction

The chapter focuses on political parties’ activities in the streets. That 
is, it takes the main collective actors engaged in electoral competition 
but looks at their involvement in a major form of non-electoral mobi-
lization. More specifically, the chapter concentrates on the level and 
type of protests that are sponsored by political parties. Sponsorship is 
broadly defined and means that parties (co-)organize, take part in, and/
or call for the participation in a protest event (Rucht 1998: 41). We refer 
to our research object as party-sponsored protests or, in short, party 
protests. Our main questions are as follows: To what extent do politi-
cal parties sponsor protests in Europe? How does the level and type of 
party protests differ across the European macro regions? And, most 
importantly for this volume, have the recent economic and political cri-
ses in Europe significantly changed parties’ activities in the streets?

By studying party protests, we complement other research on how 
parties have responded to the economic upheaval and mounting dis-
trust towards representative institutions and political parties in the 
countries hardest hit by the Great Recession and the subsequent Euro 
crisis (see Chapter 1). Against the background of parties’ withdrawal 
from civil society (Mair 2013; Schmitter 2001) – as well-documented 
by declining party membership or party identification (e.g. Dalton and 
Wattenberg 2002; Poguntke et al. 2016; van Biezen et al. 2012) – the 
economic crisis might potentially constitute a critical juncture for the 
relationship between parties and civil society.

Apart from adapting their programmatic stances (e.g. Conti et al. 
2017; Traber et al. 2017), established and new political parties might 
try to realign with the social forces in the streets to show their respon-
siveness to increasing public pressure. Following the scenario outlined 
in the previous chapter (Chapter 10), opposition parties should be 
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particularly keen on ‘riding the wave of political contention’ to profit 
from the close links between protest mobilization and electoral pun-
ishment of incumbents. Most telling examples for the closely coupled 
dynamics of opposition in protest and electoral politics are the rise of 
so-called ‘movement parties’ in southern Europe (SE) (della Porta et al. 
2017). Regarding party protests, we should thus expect that parties are 
more likely to sponsor protests and to join forces with other challengers 
of the dominant austerity policies.

However, as we show in this chapter, political parties have not been 
very successful in recapturing the streets, i.e. in increasing their stand-
ing in the protest arena (see also Borbáth and Hutter 2020). By contrast, 
we observe differentiated political arenas and a sort of ‘crowding-out’ 
of parties from the streets in SE in the shadow of the Great Recession. 
The latter finding mirrors the interdependence of the economic and 
political crisis dynamics in the region which led to the discrediting of 
established political elites and parties. The finding also confirms the 
conclusions of previous chapters on the character and key actors driv-
ing the protest wave in SE (see Chapters 4 and 5). Thus, our findings 
put the emerging links between social movements and new challenger 
parties in perspective. As important these linkages might have been at 
some moment in the development of these parties, the large-N approach 
we adopt here qualifies the general role political parties played in mobi-
lizing protestors in response to the Great Recession.

The structure of the chapter reflects the general ambition of the vol-
ume as we expect cross-regional differences not only because of the 
varying extent of the crisis but also because of the long-term trends in 
the structure and dynamics of political conflict. As the literature has 
not yet addressed cross-regional variations in how parties have tradi-
tionally crossed the boundaries of the electoral arena and mobilized in 
the streets, the first two sections provide the theoretical framework of 
our analysis. In Section 11.2, we rely on Kitschelt’s (2003) differentia-
tion thesis to get to our baseline assumptions about the intensity and 
type of party protests. More precisely, we expect that party protests 
are rather rare and show a distinct profile, i.e. they center on cultural 
issues. Next in Section 11.3, we highlight that Kitschelt’s prediction 
very much reflects the evolution of conflict and interest intermedia-
tion in north-western Europe (NWE). By contrast, we expect differ-
ent varieties of party protests in SE and especially in eastern Europe 
(EE). In EE, political parties are often organized in a top-down fashion 
and aim to control existing means of mobilization in order to consoli-
date their power. It is also the region where democratization happened 
most recently and there is a comparatively weak ‘non-partisan’ civil 

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108891660.012
https://www.cambridge.org/core


253Are Political Parties Recapturing the Streets of Europe?

society to counterbalance the mobilization efforts of parties. Once we 
have established our baseline assumption and its regional variations, in 
Section 11.4 we sketch the potential impact of the Great Recession as 
a critical juncture for the way political parties approach protest politics 
before we empirically test our expectations in Section 11.5.

The data used in this volume allow us to draw the big picture of 
party protests in a large set of thirty European countries. This has not 
yet been done, reflecting the bifurcation of research on elections and 
political parties, on the one hand, and research on protest and social 
movements, on the other (McAdam and Tarrow 2010, 2013; see also 
Chapter 10 of this volume). Moreover, such analyses have been ham-
pered by a lack of appropriate datasets (the few large-N protest event 
datasets usually contain no detailed information on organizational 
sponsors). In our opinion, drawing the big picture is an important first 
cut at an interesting research topic and complements recent case stud-
ies (see Cisar and Navrátil 2017; Dolezal 2017; Heaney and Rojas 2015; 
Hutter 2013).

11.2   Party Protests in Europe: Relatively 
Rare and Distinct

We rely on Herbert Kitschelt’s work (2003) to establish our base-
line argument about the level and types of party protests in Europe. 
According to Kitschelt, we have witnessed an increasing differentiation 
in the patterns of interest mobilization since the end of the ‘Golden 
Age’ of Western capitalism. According to his argument, the post-war 
period was characterized by fused patterns of political mobilization, 
while the various arenas have become increasingly differentiated since 
the 1970s.

The progressive differentiation of modes of collective interest mobilization and 
growing separation of political entrepreneurs in movements, interest groups, 
and parties from each other is the big story of the last third of the twentieth 
century in European democracies. (Kitschelt 2003: 89)

In a theoretical tour de force, Kitschelt explains this development by 
learning processes of political entrepreneurs and their followers which 
were fueled by economic, social, and political-institutional changes. 
Two challenges faced by political entrepreneurs are of central impor-
tance for the argument: problems of collective action and social choice. 
In contrast to social movements and interest groups, political parties 
are portrayed as the actors that have invested the most in solving both 
types of problems. Political parties frame their stakes as long-term, 
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durable, and encompassing programs. To realize such programs, politi-
cal entrepreneurs need to invest in an infrastructure that allows com-
municating with potential adherents and disbursing selective incentives 
for solving collective action problems (Olson 1965). Furthermore, par-
ties need to invest in techniques of collective preference alignment (e.g. 
formal rules for aggregating individual preferences into organizational 
purposes). Such techniques help to overcome social choice problems, 
‘namely, the instability and paralysis of a collectivity with many activists 
that results from the heterogeneity of individual preferences’ (Kitschelt 
2003: 85). In the long run, political actors that have invested differently 
in solving problems of collective action and social choice are more or 
less adapted to compete in the different arenas. Importantly for party 
protests, Kitschelt (2003: 97) argues, ‘Parties focus increasingly on 
electoral competition, at the expense of interest group representation or 
social movement protest actions. … Social movements, finally, concen-
trate on public actions outside institutionalized arenas of bargaining to 
affect public opinion and political elites through the media.”

Regarding the catalysts of the breakdown of traditionally ‘fused’ pat-
terns of interest intermediation, Kitschelt (2003: 90ff) considers such 
diverse developments as the revolution of information technology, the 
up-skilling of the labour force, the increasing openness of national 
economies, the intensifying physical and social mobility as well as the 
internal politics of the welfare state. These processes have fundamen-
tally transformed European societies and ultimately undermined the 
social bases of mass parties and party-centred networks which charac-
terized European democracies in the Golden age of capitalism in the 
1950s and 1960s. 

Arguably, these processes have transformed the party systems 
in two waves: a first wave driven by the mobilization of new social 
movements and left-libertarian parties in the 1970s and early 1980s, 
and a second wave driven by the mobilization of the populist radi-
cal right since the 1990s. Both driving forces are seen as break-
ing with the past and challenging the political order of their time. 
Most importantly, the challenge arose from new issues and demands 
that these actors brought into the political process. The challeng-
ers from the left advocated individual autonomy, the free choice of 
lifestyles, and other universalistic values. The challengers from the 
right, by contrast, focused on immigration and European integration 
as threats to the homogenous nation-state. Both waves concerned 
above all cultural issues. That is, they primarily transformed the 
meaning of the cultural dimension of the two-dimensional political 
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spaces. Interpreting the impact of the new left, Kitschelt (1994) re-
baptized the cultural dimension as ‘libertarian-authoritarian’ dimen-
sion, while Kriesi et al. (2008, 2012) focusing on the impact of the 
populist radical right labelled it as ‘integration-demarcation.’ What is 
common to both accounts is the emphasis on the new divides which 
weaken traditional patterns of interest intermediation and the role of 
mainstream parties.

In his analysis of protest politics in six NWE countries from 1975 to  
2005, Hutter (2014b) has shown that the new integration-demarcation  
cleavage has restructured protest politics as well. Most impor-
tantly, issues centring on cultural liberalism and – since the 1990s –  
immigration have dominated the protest landscapes. However, the 
impact of the populist-right has been less important than the left-
libertarian turn given that the protest arenas has been mainly used 
by the political left. The challengers from the right, in contrast, tend 
to follow a different logic in the way they use protest and electoral 
politics to mobilize their adherents. Given ideological and strategic 
considerations, the political right tends to refrain from street pro-
tests, the more successful it gets in electoral politics. Overall, this is 
also ref lected in a lower overall share of protests sponsored by parties 
from the right (around 40  per cent) compared to parties from the 
left (around 60 per cent) in the six countries under scrutiny (Hutter 
2014: 125).

Based on Kitschelt’s differentiation thesis and the observed changes 
in the structure of political conflict, we expect rather disconnected are-
nas of mobilization in contemporary European democracies in terms 
of the main actors involved in electoral and protest politics. Thus, our 
baseline assumption is that political parties are no longer dominant 
actors in European protest politics (differentiation hypothesis). Rather, 
we expect that party-sponsored protest events make up a small share 
of all coded events. The protest arena should be the site where less 
institutionalized social movement organizations and other civil society 
actors mobilize their constituencies. Moreover, the baseline assumption 
of differentiated political arenas leads us to expect that, if at all, protests 
are sponsored by parties with an ‘outsider’ status (outsider hypothesis). 
We refer here to both parties’ ideological radicalism and their formal 
power, as indicated by parliamentary representation and opposition sta-
tus. In addition, the dominant challenges to the established order let 
us expect that if parties still use the streets, they do so to push forward 
their demands related to new cultural issues associated with green and 
radical right parties and not traditional economic concerns.
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11.3  Varieties of Party Protests in Europe

Do the arguments about the limited extent of party protests and their 
specific shape hold across the European continent? Or should we rather 
expect different regional varieties? To answer these questions, we would 
like to emphasize two important scope conditions of the differentiation 
argument, namely, the far-reaching restructuration of political conflict 
and the rise of a strong independent civil society. Both conditions seem 
crucial for the establishment of functionally differentiated arenas that 
are populated by specialized political actors.

Regarding the first scope condition, it seems important to note that 
the sketched two-fold transformation of political conflict seems mainly 
a story of NWE. Political conflict in SE and EE has been far less trans-
formed by the two waves. In bold strokes, the party systems in SE have 
until recently remained essentially bipolar with cultural and economic  
issues amalgamated in one single left–right dimension (e.g., Hutter et al.  
2018; Polk and Rovny 2016) and parties weakly rooted in the cleavage 
structure (Gunther 2005). In particular, the rise of the populist radical 
right has been comparatively weak in most SE countries. In turn, the 
lack of a strong new left and populist radical right has contributed to 
keeping the new cultural issues rather off the agenda of electoral poli-
tics. Also, economic issues have been more important in structuring 
protest politics in the south of Europe as are alliances between actors 
from the old and the new left (e.g. della Porta 2007; Koopmans 1996; 
see also Chapter 6, this volume).

The development of political conflict in EE differs from the gen-
eral story in yet another way. First, eastern Europe party systems still 
appear to be much less institutionalized than party systems in western 
Europe (e.g. Casal Bértoa and Enyedi 2016). The very high level of 
volatility in these systems since the democratic transition is the most 
important empirical evidence for their lack of institutionalization (e.g., 
Powell and Tucker 2014). Second, many of the parties on the left in 
EE trace back their organizational origin to former communist parties 
and struggle to dissociate themselves from the former regimes (Tavits 
and Letki 2009). Lacking strong parties of the ‘new left’ to challenge 
the post-communist successors, anti-system mobilization is often left 
to the right in both the electoral and the protest arenas (Borbáth and 
Gessler 2020). Finally, the emerging new conflicts in EE usually centre 
on cultural issues but of a different kind (Coman 2010; Rovny 2014). 
As Kriesi (2016: 38) aptly put it, ‘[t]he common denominator of the 
cultural issues mobilizing the traditionalist side of the CEE electorates 
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seems to be a ‘defensive nationalism’ asserting itself against internal 
enemies (such as ethnic minorities: Russians, Roma, and Jews) and 
external ones (such as foreign corporations colonizing the national 
economy)’.

The second important condition of the differentiation story seems 
the development of a strong and independent civil society. Even if 
we expect that the traditionally dominant mass parties might with-
draw from certain sites of mobilization, there need to be other col-
lective political organizations with the capacity to fill the ‘void’. In 
fact, there is a nearly universal consensus in the literature on post- 
communist civil society about the weaknesses of these organizations 
in EE. The weak civil society is often considered to be the result of 
the lack of trust in these societies, originating from the totalitarian 
past, as well as of the non-transparent and elite-driven transition pro-
cesses (Bernhard 1996; Howard 2003). In addition, the organizations 
that have emerged are often financially dependent on state resources, 
private sponsors, and/or transnational networks, and these resources 
are often linked to a specific political agenda. As a result, many orga-
nizations stay away from politics altogether or turn into vehicles of 
realizing the political goals of their sponsors (e.g. Lomax 1997).

Taking these scope conditions into account, we expect that the dif-
ferentiation hypothesis holds mainly for NWE, and we expect differ-
ent types and levels of party protests in SE and, in particular, in EE 
(regional varieties hypothesis). More precisely, we expect that political 
parties are more likely to sponsor protests in EE than in NWE; SE 
should be an intermediate case. In addition, we expect that the type 
of sponsored events reflects the dominant conflicts in the different 
regions. That is, party protests in NWE and EE should centre more 
on cultural issues compared to SE where economic issues should be 
more salient.

11.4  The Great Recession as a Critical Juncture?

In the period covered by our research, Europe experienced the worst 
economic crisis since the Great Depression in the 1930s. Regarding 
its influence on party-sponsored protest events, we want to empha-
size here again that the crisis developed in stages and, in many coun-
tries, the economic crisis has developed alongside a political crisis (see 
Chapter 1). In general, we expect that the economic crisis and an aggra-
vated political crisis remain not without consequences for how political 
parties get involved in protests.
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In addition to programmatic changes (e.g. Conti et al. 2017; Traber 
et al. 2017), political parties (in opposition) should have strong incen-
tives to realign with the social forces in the streets to show their respon-
siveness to mounting public pressure. In turn parties are expected to 
be more likely to co-sponsor protest events in times of crisis. As high-
lighted in the previous chapter of this volume (Chapter 10), protests 
did reinforce the electoral punishment of incumbents under condi-
tions of economic hardship. Thus, opposition parties could profit in 
electoral terms if they are associated with the challenges against the 
governments in the streets. The most telling examples for this asso-
ciation are the transformed or newly emerging challenger parties in 
SE. While their classification as ‘movement parties’ is contested, the 
new challengers, such as Syriza in Greece, Movimento Cinque Stelle 
in Italy, or Podemos in Spain, clearly appropriated claims and frames 
from the anti-austerity protests and, in part, they were closely related to 
the activists’ networks involved in staging the protests (see della Porta 
et al. 2017).

However, given the strong interdependence between economic and 
political crises dynamics, we do not expect that political parties have 
been very successful in recapturing the street, i.e. in increasing their 
relative standing in the protest arena. By contrast, we expect that the 
crisis leads to a sort of ‘crowding-out effect’. Thus, the period after 
2008 should be characterized by even lower levels of party-sponsored 
events than the pre-crisis period (crowding-out hypothesis). This effect 
should be strongest in the countries of SE. These countries have been 
very hard hit by the economic crisis and trust in political parties, as 
modes of interest articulation, has dropped most dramatically in recent 
years (see Chapter 1). These dynamics should not only result in the 
most pronounced protest waves (see Chapter 4), but also in bottom-up 
mobilization by new actors which does (at least initially) not reinforce 
the relative presence of parties in the streets but rather breaks existing 
relations between parties and social movements. Thus, as important 
as the emerging link between protests and the new challenger parties 
might be, we do not expect that they trigger a more general rise of 
political parties as mobilizing agents in the protest arena in the coun-
tries hardest hit by the crisis.

By contrast, it seems more likely that the crisis should be associ-
ated with a change in the type of party protests because political par-
ties are expected to align with the major challengers in protest politics 
regarding the issues they emphasize. Therefore, we expect that, even if 
 relatively less prominent, party protests should reflect the rise in eco-
nomic and political grievances. Overall, we should thus find increasing 
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party protests related to economic and political issues (‘riding the wave 
hypothesis’). Therefore, considering the development of the major 
issues in the protest arena in the different regions (see Chapter 6), we 
expect the rise of party protests on economic issues in NWE and EE 
in the shock period, while these types of party protests should become 
relatively more important in SE in the subsequent Euro-crisis period. 
Finally, if parties are trying to ride the wave, we should also see a pro-
nounced increase of party protests related to culturally conservative 
claims in EE in all crisis periods.

11.5  Empirical Findings

For the empirical analysis, we focus on the subset of protest events in 
the dataset for which we have coded at least one political party as an 
actor involved in protest events. Moreover, to avoid problems of miss-
ing data for our key variable of interest (i.e. share of party protests), we 
decided to restrict the sample to those events for which at least one orga-
nizational sponsor was reported in the news. The decision to exclude 
protests which do not have any organizational sponsor was guided by an 
empirical rationale. Our sources are international newswires, and these 
tend to often report on protest events in a brief, schematic style with-
out listing any sponsoring organizations (see Chapter 3). To minimize 
the impact of this description bias and its variation across news agen-
cies and countries, we focus on the subset of the dataset with the least 
amount of missing data. In addition, restricting the sample to events 
with at least one organizational sponsor considers the potential under-
reporting of parties in international news wires as compared to national 
newspapers.1

While it is difficult to directly test our baseline assumption, the over-
all share of around 14 per cent party-sponsored events indicates that 
such events are a relatively rare phenomenon in the European protest 
landscape. In line with the differentiation argument, political parties’ 
primary interest seems to lie in the electoral arena. It is also impor-
tant to repeat that the value compares events that are co-sponsored 

 1 Note that the tests reported in Chapter 3 highlight some underreporting for four of 
the six countries. Importantly, the bias seems stronger if we compare our English-
language news agencies to national newspapers than to national news agencies (the 
latter were used in the comparison for the two Eastern European countries in the 
sample, i.e. Hungary and Poland). We further checked the impact of these bias 
on our results by omitting the selected countries from our analysis and by run-
ning regressions that consider the various sources of bias introduced in Chapter 3. 
Overall, these tests show that the substantive results in this chapter are robust.
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by parties with events for which we coded at least one organizational  
sponsor. Thus, the share is even smaller if we consider all coded pro-
tests including those without any reported organizational sponsor 
(7.5 per cent).

Nevertheless, the 14  per cent highlights that parties occasionally 
sponsor protests and, in line with our expectations, their relative pres-
ence in the protest arena varies across countries and over time. To show 
the large cross-national differences, Figure 11.1 presents the share of 
party-sponsored protests in each of the thirty countries during the six-
teen years under scrutiny. According to our data, the Czech Republic 
experienced the highest share of party-sponsored protests with a share 
of 31 per cent, whereas such events make up only 1 per cent in the case 
of Finland. Broadly speaking, most of the countries that saw the high-
est shares of party protests are in EE. As Figure 11.1 shows, seven of 
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Figure 11.1 Average share of party protests in thirty European countries. 
Note: The figure shows the share of party-sponsored protests relative to 
the events with at least one organizational sponsor.

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108891660.012
https://www.cambridge.org/core


261Are Political Parties Recapturing the Streets of Europe?

the top-ten countries in terms of party-sponsored events are from that 
region: the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary, Estonia, Lithuania, 
Latvia, and Bulgaria. In contrast, the countries from NWE and SE are  
remarkably similar and show lower levels of party protests. As Table 11.1 
shows, the average share of party-sponsored protests is around 
22.4 per cent in EE compared to around 10.5 per cent in NWE and 
10.8  per cent in SE. Overall, this supports our expectations about 
regional variety in the level of party protests.

In terms of event-level characteristics, parties tend to sponsor rela-
tively large protests. In SE and NWE, party sponsored protests account 
for about one fifth of protest turnout, almost twice as high as their share 
of events indicates. In EE, almost one third of protest participation hap-
pens in party sponsored protests. Unsurprisingly, parties primarily spon-
sor demonstrations (about 70 per cent) or petitions (about 10 per cent  
in NWE and SE and about 20 per cent in EE), while they are much less 
likely to be involved in industrial actions (3 per cent) or violent confron-
tations (11 per cent).

Figure 11.2 shows the type of issues parties contest in the protest 
arena by region. Overall, parties are most likely to sponsor events cen-
tred on cultural issues. Comparing the share of cultural issues (i.e. the 
total of what we label as cultural liberalism and conservatism; see also 
Chapter 6) with the share of political issues, we see that the former 
tends to dominate in NWE and EE but not in SE. The differences 
regarding cultural issues are associated with the fact that, in SE, there 
is hardly any party-sponsored counter mobilization against the claims 
of the new social movements. Moreover, in relative terms, economic 
protests are most important in SE. In contrast, in EE, demands against 
immigration and for cultural conservatism are more salient in the 

Table 11.1. Average share of party protests by region

Region Overall
Normal  
times

Shock  
period

Euro  
crisis

Refugee  
crisis

North-western 
Europe

10.5 (18.4)  9.5 (21.9)  9.6 (13.9) 12.8 (13.6) 18.9 (5.6)

Southern Europe 10.8 (21.8) 13.3 (30.3)  5.0 (7.6)  8.7 (8.8) 11.8 (11.0)
Eastern Europe 22.4 (30.8) 21.0 (28.6) 20.2 (25.2) 24.7 (36.1) 43.2 (27.5)
All regions 13.7 (22.2) 13.7 (26.4) 11.7 (14.3) 13.8 (16.5) 25.3 (11.3)

Note: The table shows the relative share of party-sponsored protests in per cent of all pro-
tests with at least one coded organizational sponsor. The values in parentheses show the 
relative share of participants involved in these events.
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protest scene. Finally, NWE parties sponsor protests organized around 
claims on both sides of the ‘cultural’ divide. This is indicated by the rel-
atively similar share of the categories ‘cultural liberalism’ and ‘cultural 
conservatism’. Overall, the issue claims of party protests resemble the 
issue claims in the protest arena at large (see Chapter 6), which suggest 
that parties organize protests with a similar focus to other organizations 
in the protest arena (see later).

Figure 11.3 presents the type of parties which are likely to sponsor 
 protests. First, our dataset allows to differentiate between ‘left’ and ‘right’  
parties. Second, we followed the approach in Chapter 10 and coded 
 parties as either mainstream or non-mainstream based on the classi-
fication into party families. The conservative, Christian democratic, 
social democratic, and liberal party families are classified as main-
stream, whereas parties from all other party families are classified as 
non- mainstream. Finally, we checked whether the parties in the streets 
were in opposition or in government and whether they were represented 
in the national parliament or not.

The results on the ideology of the parties in the streets of Europe 
underline what we have already seen when looking at the issue com-
position (again, see Figure 11.2): While in NWE and especially in SE 
party protests are associated with the political left, the political right 
is taking the conflicts to the streets in EE. The other three features 
(mainstream vs. non-mainstream, opposition status, and parliamentary 

0 20 40 60 80 100

Eastern Europe

Southern Europe

North-Western Europe

Overall

Economic Cultural Lib. Cultural Cons. Political

Figure 11.2 Share of issue categories of party protests by region.  
Note: The figure shows the share of an issue category in per cent of 
all events sponsored by parties, centred on any of the four categories 
in each region. Other issues have been excluded from the calculation 
(see Table 11.2).
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representation) support our ‘outsider hypothesis’ but again point to 
regional differences. Although party protests in all regions are almost 
exclusively used by opposition parties, we observe the dominance of 
non-mainstream parties only in NWE and SE. The less prominent role 
of challenger parties in the streets of EE reflects (1) the weakness of the 
radical left in the region and (2) the rather blurred distinction between 
mainstream and non-mainstream actors in terms of their mobilization 
strategies (e.g. Greskovits 2017). Finally, taking their weak position in 
the political systems into account, parties that are not represented in 
the national parliament are still fairly visible in the streets of Europe 
(with more than 20 per cent in all three regions). However, this time, 
we observe the strongest ‘outsider’ bias for EE, where such parties 
account for more than 40 per cent of all coded party protests. In part, 
this finding is related to the less institutionalized nature of the party 
systems because some of the ‘strong’ parties in the streets might gain 
parliamentary representation only after we have captured their pres-
ence in the protest arena.

Having tested our baseline assumptions on the general relevance of 
party protests and their cross-regional varieties, let us now focus on 
the effects of the Great Recession and the subsequent crises. To begin, 
Figure 11.4 presents the development of party protests by year. More 
specifically, it shows the trends in the relative shares of party-sponsored 
protests and the absolute numbers across Europe as well as for the dif-
ferent European regions. All figures include a horizontal reference line 
for the mean and three vertical reference lines: one for 2008, the start 
of the shock period of the financial crisis, one for 2010, the start of 
the Euro-crisis period and one for 2014, the start of the refugee crisis. 
Moreover, Table 11.1 indicates the overall averages for the four periods 
(normal times, shock period, Euro crisis, and refugee crisis) for each 
European region separately. In general, the results indicate that par-
ties have in none of the years become the dominant actors in European 
protest politics. However, there are important short-term fluctuation, 
reflecting the dynamics of the crisis.

In all three regions, parties withdraw from sponsoring protests in 
the immediate aftermath of the collapse of Lehman Brothers, i.e. in the 
shock period of the crisis (see Figure 11.4 and Table 11.1). During the 
Euro crisis, parties returned to sponsor protests, first in north-west, then 
in the east, and last in the south. The developments during the shock 
period and the Euro crisis in SE tend to support the idea that when an 
economic crisis co-occurs with a crisis of representation, political par-
ties become less important for organizing street protests. In contrast, 
they are rather crowded out by other types of organizational networks. 
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Note that this effect is visible not only when looking at relative shares 
but also when looking at the absolute number of party protests. Most 
importantly, we see a short-lived peak only in 2013 regarding both the 
share and the absolute number of party protests in SE. Thus, the lower 
shares of party protests in SE during the shock period and the Euro 
crisis do not hide a remobilization of parties in absolute terms. The 
‘crowding out’ hypothesis is also supported by the share of participants 
in party protests: Whereas these tend to be very large events in the pre-
crisis period, in the crisis period the turnout in these events declines 
relative to their frequency (see Table 11.1). However, the ‘crowding out’ 
dynamic is not inherent in all types of crisis. Although our coverage is 
very short, the EE pattern in particular shows a strong presence of par-
ties in mobilizing on the streets during the refugee crisis.

We also checked potential differences in the type of parties that 
sponsor protests during the various time periods. There are few clear-
cut trends, and the results by period tend to support the ‘outsider sta-
tus’ of sponsors and the cross-national differences highlighted before 
(again, see Figure 11.3). However, there is one noteworthy exception 
as the share of non-mainstream compared to mainstream parties in 
SE has increased from around 50 per cent of all party protests in the 
so-called ‘normal times’ to 66.8 per cent in the shock period and more 
than 78 per cent during the Euro crisis.2 The finding further quali-
fies the observation that political parties did not recapture the streets 
in SE during the economic crisis. As it turns out, non-mainstream or 
challenger parties increased their standing in the protest arena, but 
mainstream parties disappeared almost completely. This mirrors the 
negative effects of economic protests on the electoral fortunes of main-
stream parties (regardless of whether they are in opposition or govern-
ment) which we uncovered in Chapter 10.

In the crisis, we observe not only changing levels of party protests 
but also changing types of party protests. Table 11.2 shows the distribu-
tion of issues in party protests before the crisis, in the shock period and 
during the Euro crisis. Contrary to our ‘riding the wave’ hypothesis, 
the share of political issues in party protests decline (although they still 
stay at a relatively high level) and there is no universal increase of party 
protests on economic issues. But note that the share of party protests 
on economic issues almost triples in SE during the Euro crisis, and 
there is a small increase although on a lower level in NWE in the shock 
period as well. However, except for the south in the Euro crisis, politi-
cal parties are the least likely to protest on economic relative to other 

 2 Detailed results available from the authors.
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issues in all regions and periods. In EE, the share of economic issues in 
party protests has even declined since the onset of the Great Recession. 
In contrast, there is a relative increase in party protests on cultural 
issues. In NWE and EE, the increase is driven by culturally conserva-
tive mobilization. In SE the increase is mostly driven by mobilization 
in favour of cultural liberalism in the shock period, although we also 
observe a strong increase of culturally conservative claims as compared 
to the so-called ‘normal times’.

If we look at the ideological stances of the party sponsors, we observe 
that the shift towards economic issues in NWE during the shock period 
and in SE during the Euro crisis is driven mainly by the political left. 
Left-wing parties in the two regions are more likely to sponsor protests 
over economic issues than their competitors on the right throughout 
the research period, but the differences become most pronounced in 
those two periods. Around 41 per cent of all events sponsored by the 
left in NWE during the shock period centre on economic issues as com-
pared to 8 per cent of the events sponsored by the right; the respective 
values for the south during the Euro crisis are 46 per cent (left) versus 
6 per cent (right).3 However, it is important to note that both in the 
north-west and in the south left-wing parties are more likely to sponsor 
protests over non-economic issues in all other periods. Interestingly, we 
observe no such differences in the salience of economic issues between 
the political left and right in EE during any period. There, non- 
economic issues are key for the protest mobilization of both left and 
right throughout the research period.

In the final step of the analysis, we explore the descriptive findings in 
a regression framework to test their robustness when we simultaneously 
control for contextual and event level characteristics. In addition, we 
use the regression setup to map the extent to which the various types 
of parties differ from each other. In terms of statistical models, our 
analysis relies on logit models with standard errors clustered according 
to country*year. We use our models to predict party sponsored pro-
tests in general and protests sponsored by left/right or mainstream/non- 
mainstream parties. The independent variables refer to the European 
macro regions, the phases of the crisis, the issues of the event, the num-
ber of participants, and the presence of unions or other organizations. 
Instead of the logit coefficients we report average marginal effects 
to ease interpretation and provide comparable estimates. Table 11.3  
presents the results.

 3 Detailed results available from the authors.
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First, we checked the baseline assumption that parties are more 
important actors in the protest arena in eastern Europe than in western 
Europe. The simple models (which do not control for any event-level 
characteristics) once again support this claim, although the predictive 
power of the models is rather small. Note that it is higher if we pre-
dict sponsorship by right-wing and moderate parties, respectively. This 
mirrors our previous findings on the different types of parties sponsor-
ing protest in the different regions. In addition, the models once again 
highlight that there is no cross-regional ‘crisis effect’ in terms of party-
sponsorship. By contrast, the marginal effects plot shown in Figure 11.5 
indicates the very region-specific effects of the different ‘period dum-
mies’.4 Most importantly, the results highlight that, in relative terms, 
parties in SE have been crowded out by other types of protest actors in 
the immediate shock period and in the Euro crisis. In contrast, in NWE 
and EE the share of parties seems to be increasing during the Euro crisis.  
In all three regions parties are the most present in the refugee crisis.  
However, one should note the high uncertainty of these estimates due 
to the relatively short coverage of the refugee crisis in our dataset.

Finally, the models with event level characteristics in Table 11.3 
show (1) that our expectations and the descriptive findings on issues, 
alliances, and participants do hold in the regression context and (2) 
that the predictive power of the models substantially increases if we 
take the composition of events into account. Parties are not likely to 
sponsor events with unions or other organizations. Although it is some-
what counterintuitive, the presence of unions or other organizations 
has the smallest predictive power for the presence of parties on the 
left. That is because left parties are the most present in party protests 
(Figure 11.3), therefore these parties hardly rely on co-sponsorship to 
make themselves seen in the ‘streets’. As the small coefficients for issues 
show, the events that parties sponsor are similar to the supply of events 
in the protest arena at large, with some notable differences. Parties on 
the left are the only ones more likely to sponsor protests on economic 
issues. Parties in general, and particularly on the right, are less likely to 
sponsor events on economic issues and more likely to sponsor events on 
cultural issues. Unsurprisingly, the right has a slight tendency to spon-
sor events advocating cultural conservatism and xenophobia, while the 
mainstream parties avoid sponsoring protests on cultural issues. The 
findings for the number of participants confirm that party protests tend 
to be larger than other protests.

 4 Detailed results available from the authors.
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Figure 11.5 Marginal effects of two-way interactions between region 
and crisis period. 
Note: The marginal effects are estimated from the interaction between 
the region and crisis categorical variables. The model does not control 
for event-level characteristics.

11.6  Conclusions

We started the chapter with the aim to describe and explain the ‘big 
picture’ of party protests across the three European macro regions. 
Most importantly, we were interested in whether political parties could 
‘recapture’ the streets in Europe in times of crisis. Building on the work 
of Kitschelt (2003), we expected differentiation between the two are-
nas of protest and electoral politics, with parties primarily located in 
the latter. Nevertheless, we argued, there are important regional differ-
ences both in how parties responded to the crisis – as observed through 
the lens of party protests – and in the extent to which the two arenas 
are differentiated.

Our analysis built on new grounds to the extent to which the bound-
aries of the two arenas have hardly been empirically shown. The results 
confirm our expectations: Party protests are a relatively rare phenom-
enon and overwhelmingly used by the opposition. Nevertheless, parties 
occasionally decide to mobilize on the ‘streets’, and there are important 
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regional differences to explain their presence. Most importantly, our 
results highlight that in EE – where parties are seen as the main politi-
cal actor, often the ‘only game in town’ – we observe the highest level 
of party protests. In addition, we uncovered regional differences in the 
type of party protests, i.e. in terms of the type of parties and issues. 
Whereas in NWE and SE, we observe a strong presence of radical par-
ties and parties from the left, in EE, we find a different dynamic. Party 
protests in the East are driven by parties from the right and by main-
stream parties. Nevertheless, the East is rather like the north-west in 
terms of the issues of party protests, with a focus on cultural claims. 
However, as we have argued these are cultural issues of a different type, 
with a strong dominance of mobilization against the cultural liberal-
ism associated with the new social movements. Compared to the other 
two regions, in SE, economic issues play a more important role, and in 
party protests cultural issues are less prevalent.

We expected the Great Recession to influence both the level and 
the type of party protests. Concerning the level of party protests, we 
expected that parties become less important in the countries hardest 
hit by the crisis. Our results confirm our expectation: We observe a 
‘crowding-out’ of parties from the streets in SE in the shadow of the 
Great Recession. The latter finding mirrors the discrediting of estab-
lished political elites and parties in that region and confirms the analy-
sis in previous chapters on the character and driving forces of protest 
waves (Chapters 5 and 6). The mainstream parties almost completely 
disappeared from the streets in SE during the Great Recession. This 
is in line with the finding from Chapter 10 as protests reinforced the 
negative effects of economic misery on electoral support of mainstream 
parties in general. Although left-wing parties were more likely to spon-
sor protests on economic issues during certain periods in NWE and 
SE, the Great Recession has not brought about a drastic change in the 
type of parties and issues involved in party protests.

Overall, political parties were not very successful in ‘recapturing’ the 
streets, i.e. in increasing their standing in the protest arena. Thus, our 
bird’s eye view on parties in the protest arena qualifies the emerging 
links between social movements and challenger parties. These links 
left important marks on the development of the new or transformed 
parties and, in some cases, on the entire party systems (see della Porta 
et al. 2017). However, they did not lead to ever more party protests 
and, based on this indicator, the two arenas remain much more dif-
ferentiated in SE and NWE than in EE. In this regard, the crisis has 
reinforced existing patterns rather than transformed the dynamics of 
party protests.

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108891660.012
https://www.cambridge.org/core


References

Accornero, Guya and Pedro Ramos Pinto. 2015. ‘Mild Mannered Protest’? 
Protest and Mobilization in Portugal under Austerity, 2010-2013. West 
European Politics 38, 3, 491-515.

ACE. 2005. ACE (Automatic Content Extraction) English Annotation 
Guidelines, www.ldc.upenn.edu/sites/www.ldc.upenn.edu/files/english- 
relations-guidelines-v6.2.pdf

Afonso, Alexandre and Line Rennwald. 2018. The Changing Welfare State 
Agenda of Radical Right Parties in Europe. In Philip Manow, Bruno 
Palier, and Hanna Schwander, eds., Welfare Democracies and Party Politics: 
Explaining Electoral Dynamics in Times of Changing Welfare Capitalism. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 171-96.

Afonso, Alexandre, Sotirios Zartaloudis, and loannis Papadopoulos. 2015. 
How Party Linkages Shape Austerity Politics: Clientelism and Fiscal 
Adjustment in Greece and Portugal during the Eurozone Crisis. Journal 
of European Public Policy 22, 3, 315-34.

Ahn, David. 2006. The Stages of Event Extraction. In Proceedings of the 
Workshop on Annotating and Reasoning about Time and Events, pp. 1-8.

Alonso, Sonia. 2014. You Can Vote but You Cannot Choose: Democracy 
and the Sovereign Debt Crisis in the Eurozone. Estudio Working Paper. 
Instituto Mixto Universidad Carlos III de Madrid: Fundacion Juan 
March de Ciencias Sociales.

Alonso, Sonia and Cristobal Rovira Kaltwasser. 2015. Spain: No Country 
for the Populist Radical Right? South European Society and Politics 20, 1, 
21-45.

Altiparmakis, Argyrios. 2019a. The Age of the Bailout: Contention, Party
System Collapse and Reconstruction in Greece, 2009-2015. PhD thesis, 
European University Institute, Florence.

Altiparmakis, Argyrios. 2019b. Greece -  Punctuated Equilibrium: The 
Restructuring of Greek Politics. In Swen Hutter and Hanspeter Kriesi, 
eds., European Party Politics in Times of Crises. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, pp. 95-117.

Altiparmakis, Argyrios and Jasmine Lorenzini. 2018. Disclaiming National 
Representatives: Protest Waves in Southern Europe during the Crisis. 
Party Politics 24, 1, 78-89.

289

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 



290 References

Amenta, Edwin, Neal Caren, Sheera J. Olasky, and James E. Stobaugh. 2009. 
All the Movements Fit to Print: Who, What, When, Where, and Why 
SMO Families Appeared in the New York Times in the Twentieth Century. 
American Sociological Review 74, 4, 636-56.

Ancelovici, Marcos, Pascale Dufour, and Heloise Nez (eds.). 2016. Street 
Politics in the Age of Austerity. Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.

Andrews, Kenneth T. and Michael Biggs. 2006. The Dynamics of Protest 
Diffusion: Movement Organizations, Social Networks, and News Media 
in the 1960 Sit-Ins. American Sociological Review 71, 5, 752-77.

Andrews, Kenneth T. and Neal Caren. 2010. Making the News. American 
Sociological Review 75, 6, 841-66.

Andronikidou, Aikaterini and Iosif Kovras. 2012. Cultures of Rioting and 
Anti-Systemic Politics in Southern Europe. West European Politics 35, 4, 
707-25.

Anduiza, Eva, Camilo Cristancho, and Jose M. Sabucedo. 2014. Mobilization 
through Online Social Networks: The Political Protest of the Indignados 
in Spain. Information, Communication and Society 17, 6, 750-64.

Arceneaux, Kevin. 2003. The Conditional Impact of Blame Attribution on the 
Relationship between Economic Adversity and Turnout. Political Research 
Quarterly 56, 1, 67-75.

Arellano, Manuel and Stephen Bond. 1991. Some Tests of Specification for 
Panel Data: Monte Carlo Evidence and an Application to Employment 
Equations. The Review of Economic Studies 58, 2, 277-97.

Armingeon, Klaus and Besir Ceka. 2014. The Loss of Trust in the European 
Union during the Great Recession since 2007: The Role of Heuristics 
from the National Political System. European Union Politics 15, 1, 82-107.

Armingeon, Klaus and Kai Guthmann. 2014. Democracy in Crisis? The 
Declining Support for National Democracy in European Countries, 
2007-2011. European Journal of Political Research 53, 3, 423-42.

Aslanidis, Paris and Nikos Marantzidis. 2016. The Impact of the Greek 
Indignados on Greek Politics. Southeastern Europe 40, 2, 125-57.

Auvinen, Juha Y. 1996. IMF Intervention and Political Protest in the Third World: 
A Conventional Wisdom Refined. Third World Quarterly 17, 3, 377-400.

Baccaro, Lucio and Jonas Pontusson. 2016. Rethinking Comparative Political 
Economy: The Growth Model Perspective. Politics & Society 44, 2, 
175-207.

Bakker, Ryan, Caterhin de Vries, Erica Edwards, et al. 2015. Measuring Party 
Positions in Europe: The Chapel Hill Expert Survey Trend File, 1999
2010. Party Politics 21, 1, 143-52.

Bakker, Tom and Claes De Vreese. 2011. Good News for the Future? Young 
People, Internet Use, and Political Participation. Communication Research 
38, 4, 451-70.

Barnes, Samuel H. and Max Kaase. 1979. Political Action: Mass Participation in 
Five Western Democracies, Beverly Hills, CA: SAGE.

Bartels, Larry M. 2014. Ideology and Retrospection in Electoral Responses 
to the Great Recession. In Nancy Bermeo and Larry Bartels, eds., Mass 
Politics in Tough Times: Opinions, Votes, and Protest in the Great Recession. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 185-223.

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 



References 291

Beck, Nathaniel, Kristian S. Gleditsch, and Kyle Beardsley. 2006. Space Is 
More Than Geography: Using Spatial Econometrics in the Study of 
Political Economy. International Studies Quarterly 50, 1, 27-44.

Beck, Nathaniel and Jonathan N. Katz. 2011. Modeling Dynamics in Time
Series-Cross-Section Political Economy Data,. Annual Review of Political 
Science 14, 331-52.

Beck, Nathaniel, Jonathan N. Katz, and Umberto G. Mignozzetti. 2014. Of 
Nickell Bias and Its Cures: Comment on Gaibulloev, Sandler, and Sul. 
Political Analysis 22, 2, 274-78.

Becker, Regina and Swen Hutter. 2017. Europaisierte Protestlandschaft: 
Ausmafi und Formen europaisierter Proteste mit deutscher Beteiligung von 
Maastricht bis zur Eurokrise, Leviathan, 45. Jg, Sonderheft 33/2017, 37-62.

Beieler, John. 2016. Generating Politically-Relevant Event Data. arXiv preprint 
arXiv: 1609.06239.

Beissinger, Mark R. 2007. Structure and Example in Modular Political 
Phenomena: The Diffusion of Bulldozer/Rose/Orange/Tulip Revolutions. 
Perspectives on Politics 5, 2, 259-76.

Beissinger, Mark R. and Gwendolyn Sasse. 2014. An End to ‘Patience? The 
Great Recession and Economic Protest in Eastern Europe. In Nancy 
Bermeo and Larry M. Bartels, eds., Mass Politics in Tough Times. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, pp. 334-70.

Bennett, W. Lance and Alexandra Segerberg. 2013. The Logic of Connective 
Action: Digital Media and the Personalization of Contentious Politics. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Beramendi, Pablo, Silja Hausermann, Herbert Kitschelt, and Hanspeter 
Kriesi. 2015a. Introduction. In Pablo Beramendi, Silja Hausermann, 
Herbert Kitschelt, and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., The Politics of Advanced 
Capitalism. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-64.

Beramendi, Pablo, Silja Hausermann, Herbert Kitschelt, and Hanspeter Kriesi 
(eds.). 2015b. The Politics of Advanced Capitalism. New York: Cambridge 
University Press.

Bermeo, Nancy and Larry M. Bartels. 2014a. Mass Politics in Tough Times. 
In Nancy Bermeo and Larry M. Bartels, eds., Mass Politics in Tough Times: 
Opinions, Votes and Protest in the Great Recession. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, pp. 1-39.

Bermeo, Nancy and Larry M. Bartels. 2014b. Mass Politics in Tough Times: 
Opinions, Votes and Protest in the Great Recession. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press.

Bernburg, Jon G. 2015. Economic Crisis and Popular Protest in Iceland, 
January 2009: The Role of Perceived Economic Loss and Political 
Attitudes in Protest Participation and Support. Mobilization 20, 2, 231-52.

Bernhard, Michael. 1996. Civil Society after the First Transition: Dilemmas of 
Postcommunist Democratization in Poland and Beyond. Communist and 
Post-Communist Studies 29, 3, 309-30.

Bernhard, Michael and Ekrem Karakoq. 2007. Civil Society and the Legacies 
of Dictatorship. World Politics 59, 4, 539-67.

Biggs, Michael. 2003. Positive Feedback in Collective Mobilization: The 
American Strike Wave of 1886. Theory and Society 32, 2, 217-54.

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 



292 References

Blanchard, Olivier J., Mark Griffiths, and Bertrand Gruss. 2013. Boom, Bust, 
Recovery: Forensics of the Latvian Crisis. Brookings Papers on Economic 
Activity 2013,2, 325-71.

Bohle, Dorothee. 2016. European Integration, Capitalist Diversity and Crises 
Trajectories on Europe’s Eastern Periphery. New Political Economy 23, 2, 
239-53.

Boix, Carles. 2015. Prosperity and the Evolving Structure of Advanced 
Economics. In Pablo Beramendi, Silja Hausermann, Herbert Kitschelt, 
and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., The Politics of Advanced Capitalism. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, pp. 67-88.

Borbath, Endre and Theresa Gessler. 2020. Different Worlds of Contention? 
Protest in Northwestern, Southern and Eastern Europe. European Journal 
of Political Research. Online first.

Borbath, Endre and Swen Hutter. 2020. Protesting Parties in Europe: A 
Comparative Analysis. Party Politics. Online first.

Bornschier, Simon. 2010. The New Cultural Divide and the Two-Dimensional 
Political Space in Western Europe. West European Politics 33, 3, 
419-44.

Boschee, Elizabeth, Jennifer Lautenschlager, Sean O’ Brien, Steve Shellman, 
James Starz, and Michael Ward. 2015. ICEWS Coded Event Data. 
Harvard Dataverse. https://dataverse.harvard.edu/dataverse/icews.

Boschee, Elizabeth, Premkumar Natarajan, and Ralph Weischedel. 2013. 
Automatic Extraction of Events from Open Source Text for Predictive 
Forecasting. In V. S. Subrahmanian, ed., Handbook of Computational 
Approaches to Counterterrorism. New York: Springer, pp. 51-67.

Bosi, Lorenzo, Marco Giugni, and Kathrin Uba. 2016. The Consequences of 
Social Movements. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Brancati, Dawn. 2014. Pocketbook Protests: Explaining the Emergence of 
Pro-Democracy Protests Worldwide. Comparative Political Studies 47, 11, 
1503-30.

Brand, Jennie E. 2015. The Far-reachinglmpact of Job Loss and Unemployment. 
Annual Review of Sociology 41, 359-57.

Braun, Robert and Ruud Koopmans. 2010. The Diffusion of Ethnic Violence 
in Germany: The Role of Social Similarity. European Sociological Review 
26, 1, 111-23.

Bremer, Bjorn, Swen Hutter, and Hanspeter Kriesi. 2020. Dynamics of pro
test and electoral politics in the Great Recession. European Journal of 
Political Research. Online first, https://doi.org/10.llll/1475-6765.12375

Buechler, Steven M. 2007. The Strange Career of Strain and Breakdown 
Theories of Collective Action. In David A. Snow, Sarah A. Soule, and 
Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., The Blackwell Companion to Social Movements. 
Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 47-66.

Burden, Barry C. and Amber Wichowsky. 2014. Economic Discontent as a 
Mobilizer: Unemployment and Voter Turnout. Journal of Politics 76, 4, 
887-98.

Casal Bertoa, Fernando. 2014. Party Systems and Cleavage Structures 
Revisited: A Sociological Explanation of Party System Institutionalization 
in East Central Europe. Party Politics 20, 1, 16-36.

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 



References 293

Casal Bertoa, Fernando and Zsolt Enyedi. 2016. Party System Closure and 
Openness: Conceptualization, Operationalization and Validation. Party 
Politics 22, 3, 265-77.

Castells, Manuel. 2015. Networks of Outrage and Hope: Social Movements in the 
Internet Age. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Charles, Kerwin K. and Melvin Stephens. 2013. Employment, Wages, and 
Voter Turnout. American Economic Journal: Applied Economics 5, 4, 
111-43.

Chzhen, Kat, Geoffrey Evans, and Mark Pickup. 2014. When Do Economic 
Perceptions Matter for Party Approval? Examining the Endogeneity of 
Economic Perceptions Before and During the Economic Downturn. 
Political Behavior 36, 2, 291-313.

Cisar, Ondrej and Jiri Navratil. 2015. At the Ballot Boxes or in the Streets 
and Factories: Economic Contention in the Visegrad Group. In Marco G. 
Giugni and Maria T. Grasso, eds., Austerity and Protest: Popular Contention 
in Times of Economic Crisis. Farnham: Ashgate, pp. 35-53.

Coffey, Eva. 2013. Pain Tolerance. Economic Voting in the Czech Republic. 
Electoral Studies 32, 3, 432-37.

Coman, Emanuel. 2017. Dimensions of Political Conflict in West and East: 
An Application of Vote Scaling to 22 European Parliaments. Party Politics
23, 3, 248-61.

Conti, Nicolo, Swen Hutter, and Kyriaki Nanou. 2017. Party Competition and 
Political Representation in Crisis: An Introductory Note. Party Politics
24, 1, 3-9.

Copelovitch, Mark, Jeffrey Frieden, and Stefanie Walter. 2016. The Political 
Economy of the Euro Crisis. Comparative Political Studies 49, 7, 811-40.

Cordero, Guillermo and Pablo Simon. 2016. Economic Crisis and Support for 
Democracy in Europe. West European Politics 39, 2, 305-25.

Croicu, Mihai and Nils B. Weidmann. 2015. Improving the Selection of News 
Reports for Event Coding Using Ensemble Classification. Research &  
Politics 2, 3, 1-8.

Crowley, Stephen. 2004. Explaining Labor Weakness in Post-Communist 
Europe: Historical Legacies and Comparative Perspective. East European 
Politics and Societies 18, 3, 394-429.

Dahlberg, Stefan and Soren Holmberg. 2014. Democracy and Bureaucracy: 
How Their Quality Matters for Popular Satisfaction. West European 
Politics 31, 3, 515-37.

Dalton, Russell. 2008. The Quantity and the Quality of Party Systems: Party 
System Polarization, Its Measurement, and Its Consequences. Comparative 
Political Studies 41, 7, 899-920.

Dalton, Russel J. and Martin P. Wattenberg (eds.). 2002. Parties Without 
Partisans: Political Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies: Political 
Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press.

Dancygier, Rafaela and Michael Donnelly. 2014. Attitudes Toward Immigra
tion in Good Times and Bad. In Larry Bartels and Nancy Bermeo, 
eds., Mass Politics in Tough Times. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 
148-84.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 



294 References

Darmofal, David. 2006. Spatial Econometrics and Political Science. Paper 
presented at the Annual Meeting of the Southern Political Science 
Association, Atlanta, GA, January 5-7.

Dassonneville, Ruth and Michael S. Lewis-Beck. 2014. Macroeconomics, 
Economic Crisis and Electoral Outcomes: A National European Pool. 
Acta Politica 49, 4, 372-94.

Davies, James C. 1962. Toward a Theory of Revolution. American Sociological 
Review 27, 1, 5-19.

Decker, Oliver, Johannes Kiess, and Elmar Brahler. 2015. Die Stabilisierte 
Mitte. Rechtsextreme Einstellung in Deutschland 2014. Leipzig: Die “Mitte”- 
Studien der Universitat Leipzig.

della Porta, Donatella (ed.). 2007. The Global Justice Movement: Cross-national 
and Transnational Perspective. Boulder, CO: Paradigm Publishers.

della Porta, Donatella. 2015. Social Movements in Times of Austerity: Bringing 
Capitalism Back into Protest Analysis. Cambridge, MA: Polity Press.

della Porta, Donatella. 2017. Riding the Wave: Protest Cascades, and What 
We Can Learn from Them. In Donatella della Porta, ed., Global Diffusion 
of Protest: Riding the Protest Wave in the Neoliberal Crisis. Amsterdam: 
Amsterdam University Press, pp. 9-30.

della Porta, Donatella, Massimiliano Andretta, Tiago Fernandes, Francis 
O’Connor, Eduardo Romanos, and Markos Vogiatzoglou. 2017. Late 
Neoliberalism and Its Discontents in the Economic Crisis: Comparing Social 
Movements in the European Periphery. Cham: Springer.

della Porta, Donatella and Manuela Caiani. 2011. Social Movements and 
Europeanization. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

della Porta, Donatella, Joseba Fernandez, Hara Kouki, and Lorenzo Mosca. 
2017. Movement Parties Against Austerity. Cambridge: Polity Press.

della Porta, Donatella, Hanspeter Kriesi, and Dieter Rucht (eds.). 2009. Social 
Movements in a Globalizing World. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

della Porta, Donatella and Alice Mattoni. 2014a. Patterns of Diffusion and the 
Transnational Dimension of Protest in the Movements of the Crisis: An 
Introduction. In Donatella della Porta and Alice Mattoni, eds., Spreading 
Protest: Social Movements in Times of Crisis. Colchester: ECPR Press, 
pp. 2-18.

della Porta, Donatella and Alice Mattoni. 2014b. Spreading Protest: Social 
Movements in Times of Crisis. Essex: ECPR Press.

della Porta, Donatella and Dieter Rucht. 1991. Left-Libertarian Movements 
in Context: A Comparison of Italy and West Germany, 1965-1990. 
Discussion Paper FSIII 91-102. Berlin: WZB.

della Porta, Donatella and Sidney Tarrow. 1986. Unwanted Children: Political 
Violence and the Cycle of Protest in Italy, 1966-1973. European Journal of 
Political Research 14, 5-6, 607-32.

Deuze, Mark. 2008. The Changing Context of News Work: Liquid Journalism 
for a Monitorial Citizenry. International Journal of Communication 2,848-65.

de Zuniga, Homero Gil, Nakwon Jung, and Sebastian Valenzuela. 2012. Social 
Media Use for News and Individuals’ Social Capital, Civic Engagement 
and Political Participation. Journal of Computer-Mediated Communication 
17, 3, 319-36.

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 



References 295

Diani, Mario and Maria Kousis. 2014. The Duality of Claims and Events: 
The Greek Campaign Against the Troika’s Memoranda and Austerity, 
2010-2012. Mobilization: An International Quarterly 19, 4, 387-404.

Dodson, Kyle. 2011. The Movement Society in Comparative Perspective. 
Mobilization 16, 4, 475-94.

Doherty, Brian and Graeme Hayes. 2018. Tactics and Strategic Action. 
In David A. Snow, Sarah A. Soule, Hanspeter Kriesi, and Holly J. 
McCammon, eds., The Wiley Blackwell Companion to Social Movements. 
Oxford: Wiley Blackwell, pp. 269-88.

Duch, Raymond M. and Randolph T. Stevenson. 2008. The Economic Vote: 
How Political and Economic Institutions Condition Election Results. New York: 
Cambridge University Press.

Earl, Jennifer. 2016. Protest Online: Theorizing the Consequences of Online 
Engagement. In Lorenzo Bosi, Marco Giugni, and Katrin Uba, eds., 
The Consequences of Social Movements. Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, pp. 363-400.

Earl, Jennifer and Katrina Kimport. 2011. Digitally Enabled Social Change: 
Activism in the Internet Age. Cambridge, MA: M IT Press.

Earl, Jennifer, Andrew Martin, John D. McCarthy, and Sarah A. Soule. 2004. 
The Use of Newspaper Data in the Study of Collective Action. Annual 
Review of Sociology 30, 65-80.

Eihmanis, Edgars. 2019. Latvia -  An Ever-Wider Gap: The Ethnic Divide in 
Latvian Party Politics, in European Politics in Times of Crises. In Swen 
Hutter and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., European Politics in Times of Crisis. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 236-58.

Ferrin, Monica. 2016. An Empirical Assessment of Satisfaction with Democracy. 
In Monica Ferrin and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., How Europeans View and 
Evaluate Democracy. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 283-306.

Fillieule, Olivier. 2010. Penseries mouvements sociaux. Paris: La Decouverte.
Flesher-Fominaya, Cristina. 2017. European Anti-austerity and Pro

democracy Protests in the Wake of the Global Financial Crisis. Social 
Movement Studies 16, 1, 1-20.

Fourcade, Marion, Philippe Steiner, Wolfgang Streeck, and Cornelia Well. 
2013. Moral Categories in the Financial Crisis. Socio-Economic Review 11, 
3, 601-27.

Fraile, Marta and Michael S. Lewis-Beck. 2014. Economic Vote Instability: 
Endogeneity or Restricted Variance? Spanish Panel Evidence from 2008 
and 2011. European Journal of Political Research 53, 1, 160-79.

Francisco, Ronald A. 1996. Coercion and Protest: An Empirical Test in Two 
Democratic States. American Journal of Political Science 40, 4, 1179-204.

Franzese, Robert J. and Jude C. Hays. 2007. Spatial Econometric Models of 
Cross-sectional Interdependence in Political Science Panel and Time
Series-Cross-Section Data. Political Analysis 15, 2, 140-64.

Gajewska, Katarzyna. 2008. The Emergence of a European Labour Protest 
Movement? European Journal of Industrial Relations 14, 1, 104-21.

Galais, Carol and Jasmine Lorenzini. 2017. Half a Loaf Is (Not) Better Than 
None: How Austerity-Related Grievances and Emotions Triggered 
Protests in Spain. Mobilization 22, 1, 77-95.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 



296 References

Gall, Gregor. 2013. Quiescence Continued? Recent Strike Activity in Nine 
Western European Economies. Economic and Industrial Democracy 34, 4, 
667-91.

Gamson, William A. and David S. Meyer. 1996. Framing Political Opportunity. 
In Dough McAdam, John D. McCarthy, and Mayer N. Zald, eds., 
Comparative Perspectives on Social Movements: Political Opportunities, 
Mobilizing Structures, and Cultural Framings. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, pp. 275-90.

Genovese, Federica, Gerald Schneider, and Pia Wassmann. 2016. The 
Eurotower Strikes Back: Crises, Adjustments and Europe’s Austerity 
Protests. Comparative Political Studies 49, 7, 939-67.

Gentile, Antonina and Sidney Tarrow. 2009. Charles Tilly, Globalization, and 
Labor’s Citizen Rights. European Political Science Review 1, 3, 465-93.

Gerbaudo, Paolo. 2013. Protest Diffusion and Cultural Resonance in the 
2011 Protest Wave. The International Spectator 48, 4, 86-101. DOI: 
10.1080/03932729.2013.847689

Gerner, Deborah J., Philip Schrodt, Ronald A. Francisco, and Judith L. 
Weddle. 1994. Machine Coding of Event Data Using Regional and 
International Sources. International Studies Quarterly 38, 1, 91-119.

Gerner, Deborah J., Philip A. Schrodt, Omur Yilmaz, et al. 2002. Conflict and 
Mediation Event Observations (CAMEO): A New Event Data Framework 
for the Analysis of Foreign Policy Interactions. International Studies 
Association, New Orleans.

Geschwender, James A. 1968. Explorations in the Theory of Social Movements 
and Revolution. Social Forces 47, 2, 119-27.

Gilardi, Fabrizio. 2012. Transnational Diffusion: Norms, Ideas, and Policies. 
In Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse, and Beth A. Simmons, eds., Handbook 
of International Relations. Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE, pp. 453-77.

Gingrich, Jane and Silja Hausermann. 2015. The Decline of the Working
Class Vote, the Reconfiguration of the Welfare Support Coalition and 
Consequences for the Welfare State. Journal of European Social Policy 25, 
1, 50-75.

Giugni, Marco and Maria T. Grasso. 2015. Austerity and Protest: Popular 
Contention in Times of Economic Crisis. Burlington, VT: Ashgate.

Givan, Rebecca K., Kenneth M. Roberts, and Sarah A. Soule. 2010. Diffusion 
of Social Movements: Actors, Mechanisms, and Political Effects. Cambridge, 
MA: Cambridge University Press.

Goldstone, Jack A. 2003. Introduction: Bridging Institutionalized and 
Noninstitutionalized Politics. In Jack A. Goldstone, ed., States, Parties, 
and Social Movements. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
pp. 1-24.

Grant, Taylor and Matthew J. Lebo. 2016. Error Correction Methods with 
Political Time Series. Political Analysis 24, 1, 3-30.

Grasso, Maria T. and Marco Giugni. 2016. Protest Participation and Economic 
Crisis: The Conditioning Role of Political Opportunities. European 
Journal of Political Research 55, 4, 663-80.

Greskovits, Bela. 1998. The Political Economy of Protest and Patience. Budapest: 
Central European University Press.

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 



References 297

Greskovits, Bela. 2015. Ten Years of Enlargement and the Forces of Labour 
in Central and Eastern Europe. Transfer: European Review of Labour and 
Research 21, 3, 269-84.

Greskovits, Bela. 2017. Rebuilding the Hungarian Right through Civil 
Organization and Contention: The Civic Circles Movement. Working 
Paper, http://cadmus.eui.eu//handle/1814/47245.

Grimmer, Justin and Brandon M. Stewart. 2013. Text as Data: The Promise 
and Pitfalls of Automatic Content Analysis Methods for Political Texts. 
Political Analysis 21, 3, 267-97.

Gunitsky, Sewa. 2013. From the Spring of Nations to the Arab Spring: Building 
Better Typologies of Democratic Diffusion. Paper presented at the American 
Political Science Association Annual Meeting, Chicago, IL, August 29- 
September 1.

Gunther, Richard. 2005. Parties and Electoral Behavior in Southern Europe. 
Comparative Politics 37, 3, 253-75.

Gurney, Joan Neff and Kathleen J. Tierney. 1982. Relative Deprivation and 
Social Movements: A Critical Look at Twenty Years of Theory and 
Research. The Sociological Quarterly 23, 1, 33-47.

Gurr, Ted R. 1970. Why Men Rebel. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.
Gwet, Kilem L. 2014. Handbook of Inter-Rater Reliability. Gaithersburg, MD: 

Advanced Analytics.
Hall, Peter. 2013. The Political Origins of Our Economic Discontents: 

Contemporary Adjustment Problems in Historical Perspective. In Miles 
Kahler and David A. Lake, eds., Politics in the New Hard Times: The Great 
Recession in Comparative Perspective. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 
pp. 129-49.

Hall, Peter A. and David Soskice. 2001. Varieties of Capitalism: The 
Institutional Foundations of Comparative Advantage. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press.

Hamann, Kerstin, Alison Johnston, and John Kelly. 2013. Unions Against 
Governments: Explaining General Strikes in Western Europe, 1980
2006. Comparative Political Studies 46, 9, 1030-57.

Hanna, Alex. 2017. MPEDS: Automating the Generation of Protest Event 
Data. SocArXiv.

Hardarson, 61afurTh. and Gunnar Helgi Kristinsson. 2010. Iceland. European 
Journal of Political Research 49, 7-8, 1009-16.

Hassel, Anke. 2014. Adjustments in the Eurozone: Varieties of Capitalism and 
the Crisis in Southern Europe. LEQS Paper.

Haughton, Tim and Kevin Deegan-Krause. 2015. Hurricane Season: System 
of Instability in Central and East European Party Politics. East European 
Politics and Societies 29, 1, 61-80.

Hausermann, Silja. 2015. Electoral Realignment and Social Policy Positions of 
Social Democratic Parties. Revised Draft for the Project ‘Party Competition 
and Voter Alignments in Times of Welfare State Transformation’. EUI 
Florence, June 18-19.

Heaney, Michael T. and Fabio Rojas. 2015. Party in the Street: The Antiwar 
Movement and the Democratic Party after 9/11. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 



298 References

Hellwig, Timothy. 2010. Elections and the Economy. In Lawrence LeDuc, 
Richard G. Niemi, and Pippa Norris, eds., Comparing Democracies 3: 
Elections and Voting in the 21st Century. London: SAGE, pp. 184-201.

Hellwig, Timothy and David Samuels. 2007. Voting in Open Economies: The 
Electoral Consequences of Globalization. Comparative Political Studies 40, 
3, 283-306.

Hernandez, Enrique and Hanspeter Kriesi. 2016. The Electoral Consequences 
of the Financial and Economic Crisis in Europe. European Journal of 
Political Research 55, 2, 203-24.

Hirschman, Albert O. 1970. Exit, Voice and Loyalty: Responses to Decline in Firms, 
Organizations, and States. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Howard, Marc. 2003. The Weakness of Civil Society in Post-Communist Europe. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hutter, Swen. 2013. Political Parties in the Streets: The Development and 
Timing of Party-Sponsored Protests in Western Europe. In Peter 
Esaiasson and Hanne Marthe Narud, eds., Between-Election Democracy: 
The Representative Relationship after Election Day. Colchester: ECPR 
Press, pp. 127-50.

Hutter, Swen. 2014a. Protest Event Analysis and Its Offspring. In Donatella 
della Porta, ed., Methodological Practices in Social Movement Research. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 335-67.

Hutter, Swen. 2014b. Protesting Culture and Economics in Western Europe. 
New Cleavages in Left and Right Politics. Minneapolis, MN: University of 
Minnesota Press.

Hutter, Swen, Edgar Grande, and Hanspeter Kriesi. 2016. Politicising Europe: 
Integration and Mass Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hutter, Swen and Hanspeter Kriesi. 2013. Movements of the Left, Movements 
of the Right Reconsidered. In Jacquelien van Stekelenburg, Conny 
Roggeband, and Bert Klandermans, eds., The Future of Social Movement 
Research: Dynamics, Mechanisms, and Processes. Minneapolis, MN: University 
of Minnesota Press, pp. 281-98.

Hutter, Swen and Hanspeter Kriesi (eds.). 2019. European Politics in Times of 
Crisis. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hutter, Swen, Hanspeter Kriesi, and Jasmine Lorenzini. 2017. Social Movements 
in Interaction with Political Parties. In David A. Snow, Sarah A. Soule, 
Hanspeter Kriesi, and Holly J. McCammon, eds., The Wiley Blackwell 
Companion to Social Movements, new and expanded ed. New York: Wiley, 
pp. 322-37.

Hutter, Swen, Hanspeter Kriesi, and Guillem Vidal. 2018. Old versus New 
Politics: The Political Spaces in Southern Europe in Times of Crises. 
Party Politics 24, 1, 10-22.

Ignazi, Piero. 2003. Extreme Right Parties in Western Europe. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press.

Imig, Doug and Sidney Tarrow. 2001. Mapping the Europeanization of 
Contention: Evidence from a Quantitative Data Analysis. In Doug Imig 
and Sidney Tarrow, eds., Contentious Europeans: Protest and Politics in an 
Emerging Polity. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 27-49.

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 



References 299

Incantalupo, Matthew B. 2011. The Effects of Unemployment on Voter 
Turnout in US National Elections, http://scholar.princeton.edu/sites/ 
default/files/mincanta/files/incantalupo_turnout_0.pdf.

Inglehart, Ron and Pippa Norris. 2016. Trump, Brexit and the Rise of Populism: 
Economic Have-Nots and Cultural Backlash. Research Working Paper 
16-026, Harvard Kennedy School.

Jackman, Robert and Karin Volpert. 1996. Conditions Favouring Parties of 
the Extreme Right in Western Europe. British Journal of Political Science 
2, 4, 501-21.

Jahoda, Marie. 1982. Employment and Unemployment: A Social-psychological 
Analysis. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Jenkins, J. Craig and Thomas V. Maher. 2016. What Should We Do about 
Source Selection in Event Data? Challenges, Progress, and Possible 
Solutions. International Journal of Sociology 46, 1, 42-57.

Jenkins, J. Craig, Charles Lewis Taylor, Marianne Abbott, Thomas V. Maher, 
and Lindsey Peterson. 2012. The World Handbook of Political Indicators IV. 
Columbus, OH: Mershon Center for International Security Studies, The 
Ohio State University.

Jurafsky, Daniel and James H. Martin. 2009. Speech and Language 
Processing: An Introduction to Natural Language Processing, Computational 
Linguistics, and Speech Recognition, 2nd ed. Upper Saddle River, NJ: 
Prentice-Hall.

Kahler, Miles and David A. Lake. 2013. Introduction: Anatomy of Crisis: 
The Great Recession and Political Change. In Miles Kahler and 
David A. Lake, eds., Politics in the New Hard Times: The Great Recession 
in Comparative Perspective. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, pp. 
1-24.

Kanellopoulos, Kostas, Konstantinos Kostopoulos, Dimitris Papanikolo- 
poulos, and Vasileios Rongas. 2017. Competing Modes of Coordination 
in the Greek Anti-Austerity Campaign, 2010-2012. Social Movement 
Studies 16, 1, 101-18.

Karyotis, Georgios and Wolfgang Riidig. 2018. The Three Waves of Anti
Austerity Protest in Greece, 2010-2015. Political Studies Review 16, 2, 
158-69.

Kattel, Rainer and Ringa Raudla. 2013. The Baltic Republics and the Crisis of 
2008-2011. Europe-Asia Studies 65, 3, 426-49.

Kayser, M. A. and M. Peress. 2012. Benchmarking Across Borders: Electoral 
Accountability and the Necessity of Comparison. American Political 
Science Review 106, 3, 661-84.

Kerbo, Harold R. 1982. Movements o f‘Crisis’ and Movements o f ‘Affluence’. 
Journal of Conflict Resolution 26, 4, 645-63.

Kern, Anna, Sofie Marien, and Marc Hooghe. 2015. Economic Crisis and 
Levels of Political Participation in Europe (2002-2010): The Role of 
Resources and Grievances. West European Politics 38, 3, 465-90.

Kitschelt, Herbert. 1986. Political Opportunity Structures and Political 
Protest: Anti-Nuclear Movements in Four Democracies. British Journal of 
Political Science 16, 1, 57-85.

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 



300 References

Kitschelt, Herbert. 1989. The Logics of Party Formation: Ecological Politics in 
Belgium and West Germany. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Kitschelt, Herbert. 1994. The Transformation of European Social Democracy. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Kitschelt, Herbert. 2003. Landscapes of Political Interest Intermediation: 
Social Movements, Interest Groups, and Parties in the Early Twenty- 
First Century. In Pedro Ibarra, ed., Social Movements and Democracy. 
New York: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 81-103.

Kitschelt, Herbert. 2006. Movement Parties. In Richard S. Katz and William 
Crotty, eds., Handbook of Party Politics. London: SAGE, pp. 278-90.

Klandermans, Bert, Jojanneke van der Toorn, and Jacquelien van Stekelenburg. 
2008. Embeddedness and Identity: How Immigrants Turn Grievances 
into Action. American Sociological Review 73, 6, 992-1012.

Klandermans, Bert and Jacquelien van Stekelenburg, 2016. Taking Austerity to 
the Streets: Fighting Austerity Measures or Austerity States. Mobilization 
21, 4, 431-48.

Klasnja, Marko and Joshua A. Tucker. 2013. The Economy, Corruption, and 
the Vote: Evidence from Experiments in Sweden and Moldova. Electoral 
Studies 32, 3, 536-43.

Klasnja, Marko, Joshua A. Tucker, and Kevin Deegan-Krause. 2014. 
Pocketbook vs. Sociotropic Corruption Voting. British Journal of Political 
Science 46, 1, 67-94.

Koopmans, Ruud. 1993. The Dynamics of Protest Wave: West Germany, 1965 
to 1989. American Sociological Review 58, 5, 637-58.

Koopmans, Ruud. 1995. Democracy from Below: New Social Movements and the 
Political System in West Germany. Boulder, CO: Westview Press.

Koopmans, Ruud. 1996. New Social Movements and Changes in Political 
Participation. West European Politics 19, 1, 28-50.

Koopmans, Ruud. 2004. Protest in Time and Space: The Evolution of Waves 
of Contention. In David A. Snow, Sarah A. Soule, and Hanspeter Kriesi, 
eds., The Blackwell Companion to Social Movements. Oxford: Blackwell, 
pp. 19-46.

Koopmans, Ruud and Dieter Rucht. 2002. Protest Event Analysis. Methods of 
Social Movement Research 16, 231-59.

Kousis, Maria and Maria Paschou. 2017. Alternative Forms of Resilience: 
A Typology of Approaches for the Study of Citizen Collective Responses 
in Hard Economic Times. Partecipazione e Conflitto 10, 1, 136-68.

Kriesi, Hanspeter. 1995. Alliance Structures. In Hanspeter Kriesi, Ruud 
Koopmans, Jan Willem Duyvendak, and Marco Giugni, eds., New Social 
Movements in Western Europe: A Comparative Analysis. Minneapolis, MN: 
University of Minnesota Press, pp. 53-81.

Kriesi, Hanspeter. 2004. Political Context and Opportunity. In David A. Snow, 
Sarah A. Soule, and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., The Blackwell Companion to 
Social Movements. Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 67-90.

Kriesi, Hanspeter. 2014. The Political Consequences of the Economic Crisis in 
Europe: Electoral Punishment and Popular Protest. In Nancy Bermeo and 
Larry Bartels, eds., Mass Politics in Tough Times: Opinions, Votes, and Protest 
in the Great Recession. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 297-333.

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 



References 301

Kriesi, Hanspeter. 2015. Political Mobilization in Times of Crises: The 
Relationship between Economic and Political Crises. In Marco Giugni 
and Maria T. Grasso, eds., Austerity and Protest: Popular Contention in 
Times of Economic Crisis. Farnham: Ashgate, pp. 19-34.

Kriesi, Hanspeter. 2016. The Politicization of European Integration. In 
Nathaniel Copsey and Tim Haughton, eds., JCM S Annual Review of the 
European Union in 2015. Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 32-48.

Kriesi, Hanspeter. 2017. The Implications of the Euro Crisis for Democracy. 
Journal of European Public Policy. DOI: 10.1080/13501763.2017.1310277.

Kriesi, Hanspeter and Edgar Grande. 2016. The Euro Crisis: A Boost to the 
Politicisation of European Integration? In Swen Hutter, Edgar Grande, 
and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., Politicising Europe: Integration and Mass Politics. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 240-76.

Kriesi, Hanspeter, Edgar Grande, Martin Dolezal, Marc Helbling, Dominic 
Hoeglinger, Swen Hutter, and Bruno Wiiest. 2012. Political Conflict in 
Western Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Kriesi, Hanspeter, Edgar Grande, Romain Lachat, Martin Dolezal, Simon 
Bornschier, and Timotheos Frey. 2008, West European Politics in the Age of 
Globalization. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Kriesi, Hanspeter, Ruud Koopmans, Jan W. Duyvendak, and Marco G. 
Giugni. 1995. New Social Movements in Western Europe: A Comparative 
Analysis. Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press.

Kriesi, Hanspeter, Willem E. Saris, and Anchrit Wille. 1993. Mobilization 
Potential for Environmental Protest. European Sociological Review 9, 2, 
155-72.

Kiibler, Daniel and Hanspeter Kriesi. 2017. How Globalisation and 
Mediatisation Challenge our Democracies. Swiss Political Science Review 
23, 3, 231-45.

Kuran, Timur. 1991. Now Out of Never: The Element of Surprise in the East 
European Revolution of 1989. World Politics 44, 1, 7-48.

Kurer, Thomas, Silja Hausermann, Bruno Wiiest, and Matthias Enggist. 2018. 
Economic Grievances and Political Protest. European Journal of Political 
Research. DOI: 10.1111/1475-6765.12311.

Laffan, Brigit. 2016. Europe’s Union in Crisis: Tested and Contested. West 
European Politics 39, 5, 915-32.

Lancaster, Tony. 2002. Orthogonal Parameters and Panel Data. The Review of 
Economic Studies 69, 3, 647-66.

Langman, Lauren. 2013. Occupy: A New New Social Movement. Current 
Sociology 61, 4, 510-24.

Lewis-Beck, Michael S. and Mary Stegmaier. 2007. Economic Models of 
Voting. In Russell J. Dalton and Hans-Dieter Klingemann, eds., The Oxford 
Handbook of Political Behaviour. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 519-37.

Lim, Chaeyoon and Thomas Sander. 2013. Does Misery Love Company? 
Civic Engagement in Economic Hard Times. Social Science Research 42, 
1, 14-30.

Linde, Jonas. 2012. Why Feed the Hand that Bites You? Perceptions of 
Procedural Fairness and System Support in Post-communist Democracies. 
European Journal of Political Research 51, 3, 410-34.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 



302 References

Lindvall, Johannes. 2013. Union Density and Political Strikes. World Politics 
65, 3, 539-69.

Lobo, Marina Costa and Michael S. Lewis-Beck. 2017. Economic Voting in 
Ordinary and Extraordinary Times. In Kai Arzheimer, Jocelyn Evans, 
and Michael S. Lewis-Beck, eds., Sage Handbook of Electoral Behaviour. 
London: SAGE, pp. 660ff.

Lohmann, Susanne. 1994. The Dynamics of Informational Cascades: The 
Monday Demonstrations in Leipzig, East Germany, 1989-91. World 
Politics 47, 1, 42-101.

Lomax, Bill. 1997. The Strange Death of ‘Civil Society’ in Post-communist 
Hungary. Journal of Communist Studies and Transition Politics 13, 1, 41-63.

Lupu, Noam. 2014. Brand Dilution and the Breakdown of Political Parties in 
Latin America. World Politics 66, 4, 561-602.

Maeckelbergh, Marianne. 2012. Horizontal Democracy Now: From 
Alterglobalization to Occupation. Interface 4, 1, 207-34.

Magalhaes, Pedro C. 2014. Government Effectiveness and Support for 
Democracy. European Journal of Political Research 53, 1, 77-97.

Maguire, Diarmuid. 1995. Opposition Movements and Opposition Parties: 
Equal Partners or Dependent Relations in the Struggle for Power and 
Reform? In J. Craig Jenkins and Bert Klandermans, eds., The Politics of 
Social Protest: Comparative Perspectives on States and Social Movements. 
Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press, pp. 99-112.

Mainwaring, Scott, Ana Maria Bejarano, and Eduardo Pizarro Lengomez. 
2006. The Crisis of Democratic Representation in the Andes: An 
Overview. In Scott Mainwaring, Ana Maria Bejarano, and Eduardo 
Pizarro Lengomez, eds., The Crisis of Democratic Representation in the 
Andes. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, pp. 1-44.

Mair, Peter. 2006. Ruling the Void: The Hollowing of Western Democracy. 
New Left Review 42, 25-51.

Mair, Peter. 2013a. Ruling the Void: The Hollowing of Western Democracy. 
London: Verso.

Mair, Peter. 2013b. Smaghi versus the Parties: Representative Government 
and Institutional Constraints. In Armin Schafer and Wolfgang Streeck, 
eds., Politics in the Age of Austerity. Cambridge: Polity, pp. 143-68.

Manning, Christopher D., Prabhakar Raghavan, and Hinrich Schiitze. 
2008. Introduction to Information Retrieval, Vol. 1. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press.

Marsh, Alan and Slava Mikhaylov. 2012. Economic Voting in a Crisis: The 
Irish Election of 2011. Electoral Studies 31, 3, 478-84.

Martin, Irene. 2015. Podemos and Other Party-Movement Models. Revista 
Espanola de Sociologia 24, 1, 107-14.

Marx, Paul and Christoph Nguyen. 2016. Are the Unemployed Less Politically 
Involved? A Comparative Study of Internal Political Efficacy. European 
Sociological Review 32, 5, 634-48.

Mason,Paul. 2012. Why It’s Kicking Off Everywhere: The New Global Revolutions. 
London: Verso.

McAdam, Doug. 1982. Political Process and the Development of Black Insurgency, 
1930-1970. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press.

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 



References 303

McAdam, Doug. 1995. ‘Initiator’ and ‘Spin-Off’ Movements: Diffusion 
Processes in Protest Cycles. In Mark Traugott, ed., Repertoires and 
Cycles of Collective Action. Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 
pp. 217-39.

McAdam, Doug and Karina Kloos. 2014. Deeply Divided: Racial Politics 
and Social Movements in Postwar America. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press.

McAdam, Doug and Dieter Rucht. 1993. Citizens, Protest, and Democracy. 
The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 528, 1, 
56-74.

McAdam, Doug and Sidney Tarrow. 2010. Ballots and Barricades: On the 
Reciprocal Relationship between Elections and Social Movements. 
Perspectives on Politics 8, 2, 529-42.

McAdam, Doug and Sidney Tarrow. 2013. Social Movements and Elections: 
Toward a Broader Understanding of the Political Context of Contention. 
In Jacquelien Van Stekelenburg, Conny Roggeband, and Bert 
Klandermans, eds., The Future of Social Movement Research: Dynamics, 
Mechanisms, and Processes. Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota 
Press, pp. 326-46.

McAdam, Doug, Sidney G. Tarrow, and Charles Tilly. 1996. To Map 
Contentious Politics. Mobilization 1, 1, 17-34.

McAdam, Doug, Sidney G. Tarrow, and Charles Tilly. 2001. Dynamics of 
Contention. Cambridge and New York: Cambridge University Press.

McCarthy, John D., Clark McPhail, and Jackie Smith. 1996. Images of 
Protest: Dimensions of Selection Bias in Media Coverage of Washington 
Demonstrations, 1982 and 1991. American Sociological Review 61, 3, 
478-99.

McCarthy, John D., Larissa Titarenko, Clark McPhail, Patrick S. Rafail, 
and Boguslaw Augustyn. 2008. Assessing Stability in the Patterns of 
Selection Bias in Newspaper Coverage of Protest during the Transition 
from Communism in Belarus. Mobilization 13, 2, 127-46.

McCarthy, John D. and Mayer N. Zald. 1977. Resource Mobilization and 
Social Movements: A Partial Theory. The American Journal of Sociology 
82, 6, 1212-41.

Meyer, David S. and Sidney Tarrow. 1998a. A Movement Society: Contentious 
Politics for the New Century. In David S. Meyer and Sidney Tarrow, 
eds., The Social Movement Society. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 
pp. 1-28.

Meyer, David S. and Sidney Tarrow (eds.). 1998b. The Social Movement 
Society: Contentious Politics for a New Century. Boulder, CO: Rowman & 
Littlefield.

Millo, Giovanni and Gianfranco Piras. 2012. Splm: Spatial Panel Data Models 
in R. Journal of Statistical Software Wl, 1, 1-38.

Munoz, Jordi, Eva Anduiza, and Guillem Rico. 2014. Empowering Cuts? 
Austerity Policies and Political Involvement in Spain. In: Staffan Kumlin 
and Isabelle Stadelmann-Steffen, eds., How Welfare States Shape the 
Democratic Public: Policy Feedback, Participation, Voting and Attitudes. 
Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing, pp. 19-40.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 



304 References

Muro, Diego and Guillem Vidal. 2016. Political Mistrust in Southern 
Europe since the Great Recession. Mediterranean Politics. DOI: 10.1080/ 
13629395.2016.1168962.

Myers, Daniel J. 2010. Violent Protests and Heterogeneous Diffusion Processes: 
The Spread of U.S. Racial Rioting from 1964 to 1971. Mobilization 15, 3, 
289-321.

Nam, Taehyun. 2006. What You Use Matters: Coding Protest Data. PS: Political 
Science & Politics 39, 2, 281-87.

Nam, Taehyun. 2007. Rough Days in Democracies: Comparing Protests in 
Democracies. European Journal of Political Research 46, 1, 97-120.

Nardulli, Peter F., Scott L. Althaus, and Matthew Hayes. 2015. A Progressive 
Supervised-Learning Approach to Generating Rich Civil Strife Data. 
Sociological Methodology 45, 1, 148-83.

Navratil, Jiri and Ondrej Cisar. 2014. Chapter Ten: Towards a ‘Non-global 
Justice Movement’? Two Paths to Re-scaling the Left Contention in the 
Czech Republic. In Donatella della Porta and Alice Mattoni, eds., Spreading 
Protest: Social Movements in Times of Crisis. Colchester: ECPR Press, pp. 
227-52.

Nickell, Stephen. 1981. Biases in Dynamic Models with Fixed Effects. 
Econometrica 49, 6, 1417-26.

Nulman, Eugene and Raphael Schlembach. 2018, Advances in Social 
Movement Theory since the Global Financial Crisis. European Journal of 
Social Theory 21, 3, 376-90.

OECD. 2013. Coping with Emigration in Baltic and East European Countries. 
www.oecd-ilibrary.org/social-issues-migration-health/coping-with- 
emigration-in-baltic-and-east-european-countries_9789264204928-en.

Oesch, Daniel. 2008. Explaining Workers’ Support for Right-Wing Populist 
Parties in Western Europe: Evidence from Austria, Belgium, France, 
Norway and Switzerland. International Political Science Review 29, 3, 349-73.

Oesch, Daniel. 2013. The Class Basis of the Cleavage between the New Left 
and the Radical Right: An Analysis for Austria, Denmark, Norway and 
Switzerland. In Jens Rydgren, ed., Class Politics and the Radical Right. 
London: Routledge, pp. 31-51.

Oesch, Daniel and Oliver Lipps. 2013. Does Unemployment Hurt Less If 
There Is More of It Around? A Panel Analysis of Life Satisfaction in 
Germany and Switzerland. European Sociological Review 29, 5, 955-67.

Offe, Claus. 2013. Participatory Inequality in the Austerity State: A Supply
Side Approach. In Wolfgang Streeck and Armin Schafer, eds., Politics in 
the Age of Austerity, Cambridge: Polity, pp. 196-218.

Oliver, Pamela E. 1989. Bringing the Crowd Back: In the Nonorganizational 
Elements of Social Movements. Research in Social Movements, Conflicts and 
Change 11, 1-30.

Oliver, Pamela E. and Gregory M. Maney. 2000. Political Processes and Local 
Newspaper Coverage of Protest Events: From Selection Bias to Triadic 
Interactions. American Journal of Sociology 106, 2, 463-505.

Oliver, Pamela E. and Daniel J. Myers. 2002. The Coevolution of Social 
Movements. Mobilization 8, 1, 1-24.

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 



References 305

Olson, Mancur. 1965. The Logic of Collective Action: Public Goods and the Theory 
of Groups. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Opp, Karl-Dieter. 1988, Grievances and Participation in Social Movements. 
American Sociological Review 53, 6, 853-64.

Ortiz, David, Daniel Myers, Eugene Walls, and Maria-Elena Diaz. 2005. 
Where Do We Stand with Newspaper Data? Mobilization 10, 3, 
397-419.

Pallinger, Zoltan Tibor. 2012. Citizens’ Initiative in Hungary: An Additional 
Opportunity for Power-Sharing in an Extremely Majoritarian System. 
In Theo Schiller and Maija Setala, eds., Citizens’ Initiative in Europe: 
Procedures and Consequences of Agenda-Setting by the People. Basingstoke: 
Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 113-30.

Pappas, Takis and Eoin O’Malley. 2014. Civil Compliance and ‘Political 
Luddism’: Explaining Variance in Social Unrest during the Crisis in 
Ireland and Greece. American Behavioral Scientist 58, 12, 1592-613.

Pedregosa, Fabian, Gael Varoquaux, Alexandre Gramfort, et al. 2011. Scikit- 
Learn: Machine Learning in Python. Journal of Machine Learning Research 
12, October, 2825-830.

Peterson, Abby, Mattias Walstrom, and Magnus Wennerhag. 2015. Beyond 
‘Old’ and ‘New’ Social Movements. Acta Sociologica 58, 4, 293-310.

Petropoulos, P. Nicholas. 2014. A Sociopolitical Profile and the Political 
Impact of the Greek Indignados: An Exploratory Study. In P. Nicholas 
Petropoulos and O. George Tsobanoglou, eds., The Debt Crisis in the 
Eurozone: Social Impacts. Newcastle upon Tyne: Cambridge Scholars 
Publishing, pp. 342-94.

Philips, Andrew Q. 2018. Have Your Cake and Eat It Too? Cointegration and 
Dynamic Inference from Autoregressive Distributed Lag Model. American 
Journal of Political Science 62, 1, 230-44.

Pierson, Paul. 2001. Coping with Permanent Austerity: Welfare State 
Restructuring in Affluent Democracies. In Paul Pierson, ed., The New 
Politics of the Welfare State. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 410-56.

Pierson, Paul and Miriam Smith. 1993. Bourgeois Revolutions? The Policy 
Consequences of Resurgent Conservatism. Comparative Political Studies, 
25, 4, 487-520.

Piven, Frances Fox and Richard A. Cloward. 1977. Poor People’s Movements: 
Why They Succeed, How They Fail. New York: Pantheon Books.

Plumper, Thomas and Eric Neumayer. 2010. Model Specification in the 
Analysis of Spatial Dependence. European Journal of Political Research 49, 
3, 418-42.

Poguntke, Thomas, Susan E. Scarrow, Paul D. Webb, and Elin Haugsgjerd 
Allern. 2016. Party Rules, Party Resources and the Politics of Parlia
mentary Democracies: How Parties Organize in the 21st Century. Party 
Politics. DOI:10.1177/1354068816662493.

Polavieja, Javier. 2013. Economic Crisis, Political Legitimacy and Social 
Cohesion. In Duncan Gallic, ed., Economic Crisis, Quality of Work and 
Social Integration: The European Experience. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, pp. 256-78.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 



306 References

Polk, Jonathan and Jan Rovny. 2018. Worlds of Welfare and Multidimensional 
Party. In Philip Manow, Bruno Palier, and Hanna Schwander, eds., Welfare 
Democracies and Party Politics: Explaining Electoral Dynamics in Times of 
Changing Welfare Capitalism. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 29-60.

Polletta, Francesca. 2014. Participatory Democracy’s Moment. Journal of 
International Affairs 68, 1, 79.

Pontusson, Jonas and Damian Raess. 2012. How (and Why) Is This Time 
Different? The Politics of Economic Crisis in Western Europe and the 
United States. Annual Review of Political Science 15, 13-33.

Pop-Eleches, Grigore. 2010. Throwing out the Bums: Protest Voting and 
Unorthodox Parties after Communism. World Politics 62, 2, 221-60.

Pop-Eleches, Grigore and Joshua Tucker. 2013. Associated with the Past? 
Communist Legacies and Civic Participation in Post-Communist 
Countries. East European Politics and Societies 27, 1, 45-68.

Portos-Garcia, Martin. 2016. Voicing Outrage, Contending with Austerity: 
Mobilization in Spain under the Great Recession. Unpublished PhD thesis, 
Florence: European University Institute.

Powell, Eleanor and Joshua A. Tucker. 2014. Revisiting Electoral Volatility 
in Post-Communist Countries: New Data, New Results and New 
Approaches. British Journal of Political Science 44, 1, 123-47.

Powell, G. Bigham and Guy D. Whitten. 1993. A Cross-national Analysis of 
Economic Voting: Taking Account of the Political Context. American 
Journal of Political Science 37, 2, 391-414.

Quaranta, Mario. 2016. Protesting in ‘Hard Times’: Evidence from a 
Comparative Analysis of Europe, 2000-2014. Current Sociology 64, 5, 
736-56.

Quaranta, Mario and Sergio Martini. 2016. Does the Economy Really 
Matter for Satisfaction with Democracy? Longitudinal and Cross
country Evidence from the European Union. Electoral Studies 42, June, 
164-74.

Reising, Uwe K. H. 1998. Domestic and Supranational Political Opportunities: 
European Protest in Selected Countries 1980-1995. European Integration 
Online Papers (EIoP) 2, 5.

Reising, Uwe K. H. 1999. United in Opposition? A Cross-National Time
Series Analysis of European Protest in Three Selected Countries, 1980
1995. The Journal of Conflict Resolution 43, 3, 317-42.

Roberts, Andrew. 2008a. Hyperaccountability: Economic Voting in Central 
and Eastern Europe. Electoral Studies 27, 3, 533-46.

Roberts, Kenneth M. 2008b. The Mobilization of Opposition to Economic 
Liberalization. Annual Review of Political Science 11, 1, 327-49.

Roberts, Kenneth M. 2014. Changing Course in Latin America: Party Systems in 
the Neoliberal Era. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Roberts, Kenneth M. 2017. Party Politics in Hard Times: Comparative 
Perspectives on the European and Latin American Economic Crises. 
European Journal of Political Research 56, 218-33.

Rochon, Thomas R. 1990. The West European Peace Movement and the Theory 
of New Social Movements. In Russell J. Dalton and Manfred Kuechler, 
eds., Challenging the Political Order. Cambridge: Polity Press, pp. 105-21.

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 



References 307

Rosenstone, Steven J. 1982. Economic Adversity and Voter Turnout. American 
Journal of Political Science 26, 1, 25-46.

Rovny, Jan. 2014. Communism, Federalism, and Ethnic Minorities: 
Explaining Party Competition Patterns in Eastern Europe. World Politics 
66, 4, 669-708.

Rovny, Jan. 2015. Party Competition Structure in Eastern Europe: Aggregate 
Uniformity versus Idiosyncratic Diversity? East European Politics and 
Societies 29, 1, 40-60.

Royo, Sebastian. 2014. Institutional Degeneration and the Economic Crisis in 
Spain. American Behavioural Scientist 58, 2, 1568-91.

Rucht, Dieter. 1998. The Structure and Culture of Collective Protest in 
Germany since 1950. In David S. Meyer and Sidney Tarrow, eds., The 
Social Movement Society: Contentious Politics for a New Century. Lanham, 
MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 29-57.

Riidig, Wolfgang and Georgios Karyotis. 2014. Who Protests in Greece? Mass 
Opposition to Austerity. British Journal of Political Science 44, 3, 487-513.

Ruggeri, Andrea, Theodora-Ismene Gizelis, and Han Dorussen. 2011. Events 
Data as Bismarck’s Sausages? Intercoder Reliability, Coders’ Selection, 
and Data Quality. International Interactions 37, 3, 340-61.

Sabucedo, Jose-Manuel, Cristina Gomez-Roman, Monica Alzate, Jacquelien 
van Stekelenburg, and Bert Klandermans. 2017. Comparing Protests and 
Demonstrators in Times of Austerity: Regular and Occasional Protesters 
in Universalistic and Particularistic Mobilizations. Social Movement 
Studies 16, 6, 704-20.

Salek, Paulina and Agnieszka Sztajdel. 2017. ‘Modern’ versus ‘Normal’: 
The Increasing Importance of the Cultural Divide. In Swen Hutter and 
Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., European Politics in Times of Crises. New York: 
Cambridge University Press, pp. 189-213.

Samuels, David and Timothy Hellwig. 2010. Elections and Accountability 
for the Economy: A Conceptual and Empirical Reassessment. Journal of 
Elections, Public Opinion & Parties 20, 4, 393-419.

Sanchez-Cuenca, Ignacio. 2017. From a Deficit of Democracy to a Technocratic 
Order: The Postcrisis Debate on Europe. Annual Review of Political Science 
20, 1, 351-69.

Schattschneider, Elmer E. 1960[1975]. The Semi-Sovereign People: A Realist’s 
View of Democracy in America. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston.

Schlozman, Kay L. and Sidney Verba. 1979. Injury to Insult: Unemployment, 
Class, and Political Response. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Schmitter, Philippe C. 2001. Parties Are Not What They Once Were. In Larry 
J. Diamond and Richard Gunther, eds., Political Parties and Democracy. 
Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press, pp. 67-89.

Schrodt, Philip A. 2012. Precedents, Progress, and Prospects in Political Event 
Data. International Interactions 38, 4, 546-69.

Schrodt, Philip A. and Deborah J. Gerner. 1994. Validity Assessment of a 
Machine-Coded Event Data Set for the Middle East, 1982-92. American 
Journal of Political Science 38, 3, 825-54.

Scott, James C. 2012. Two Cheers for Anarchism. Princeton, NJ: Princeton 
University Press.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 



308 References

Sebastiani, Fabrizio. 2002. Machine Learning in Automated Text 
Categorization. ACM Computing Surveys (CSUR) 34, 1, 1-47.

Smith, Jackie, John D. McCarthy, Clark McPhail, and Boguslaw Augustyn. 
2001. From Protest to Agenda Building: Description Bias in Media 
Coverage of Protest Events in Washington, D.C. Social Forces 79, 4, 
1397-423.

Snow, David A., Daniel M. Cress, Liam Downey, and Andrew W. Jones. 1998. 
Disrupting the “Quotidian”: Reconceptualizing the Relationship between 
Breakdown and the Emergence of Collective Action. Mobilization 3, 1, 
1-22.

Solt, Frederick. 2008. Economic Inequality and Democratic Political 
Engagement. American Journal of Political Science 52, 1, 48-60.

Solt, Frederick. 2015a. Economic Inequality and Non-violent Protest. Social 
Science Quarterly 96, 5, 1314-327.

Solt, Frederick. 2015b. On the Assessment and Use of Cross-National Income 
Inequality Datasets. Journal of Economic Inequality 63, 683-91.

Soroka, Stuart N. and Christopher Wlezien. 2010. Degrees of Democracy: Politics, 
Public Opinion, and Policy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Soule, Sarah A. 2004. Diffusion Processes within and across Movements. In 
David A. Snow, Sarah A. Soule, and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., The Blackwell 
Companion to Social Movements. Malden, MA: Blackwell’s, pp. 294-309.

Spourdalakis, Michalis. 2014. The Miraculous Rise of the ‘Phenomenon 
SYRIZA’. International Critical Thought 4, 3, 354-66.

Strawn, Kelley. 2008. Validity and Media-Derived Protest Event Data: 
Examining Relative Coverage Tendencies in Mexican News Media. 
Mobilization 13, 2, 147-64.

Streeck, Wolfgang and Armin Schafer (eds.). 2013. Politics in the Age of Austerity. 
Cambridge: Polity.

Talving, Lisa. 2017. The Electoral Consequences of Austerity: Economic Policy 
Voting in Europe in Times of Crisis. West European Politics 40, 3, 560-83.

Talving, Lisa. 2018. Economic Voting in Europe: Did the Crisis Matter? 
Comparative European Politics 16, 4, 695-723.

Tarrow, Sidney. 1988. National Politics and Collective Action: Recent Theory 
and Research in Western Europe and the United States. Annual Review of 
Sociology 14, 1, 421-40.

Tarrow, Sidney. 1989. Democracy and Disorder: Social Conflict, Political Protest 
and Democracy in Italy, 1965-1975. New York: Oxford University Press.

Tarrow, Sidney. 1993. Cycles of Collective Action: Between Moments of 
Madness and the Repertoire of Contention. Social Science History 17, 2, 
281-307.

Tarrow, Sidney. 1995. The Europeanisation of Conflict: Reflections from a 
Social Movement Perspective. West European Politics 18, 2, 223-51.

Tarrow, Sidney. 1998. Power in Movement: Social Movements and Contentious 
Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Tarrow, Sidney. 2005. The New Transnational Activism. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press.

Tarrow, Sidney. 2011 [1994]. Power in Movement: Social Movements and 
Contentious Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 



References 309

Tavits, Margit and Natalia Letki. 2009. When Left Is Right: Party Ideology 
and Policy in Post-communist Europe. American Political Science Review 
103, 4, 555-69.

Taylor, Verta and Nella van Dyke. 2004. ‘Get Up, Stand Up’: Tactical 
Repertoires of Social Movements. In David A. Snow, Sarah A. Soule, 
and Hanspeter Kriesi, eds., The Blackwell Companion to Social Movements. 
Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 262-93.

Tejerina, Benjamin, Ignacia Perugorria, Tova Benski, and Lauren Langman. 
2013. From Indignation to Occupation: ANew Wave of Global Mobilization. 
Current Sociology 61, 4, 377-92.

Theobald, Martin, Jonathan Siddharth, and Andreas Paepcke. 2008. Spotsigs: 
Robust and Efficient Near Duplicate Detection in Large Web Collections. 
In 31st Annual International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and 
Development in Information Retrieval. Association for Computing Machinery.

Theocharis, Yannis, Will Lowe, Jan W. van Deth, and Gema Garcia-Albacete. 
2015. Using Twitter to Mobilize Protest Action: Online Mobilization 
Patterns and Action Repertoires in the Occupy Wall Street, Indignados, 
and Aganaktismenoi Movements. Information, Communication and Society 
18, 2, 202-20.

Theocharis, Yannis and Jan van Deth. 2016. The Continuous Expansion of 
Citizen Participation: A New Taxonomy. European Political Science Review 
10, 2, 139-63.

Tilly, Charles. 1978. Prom Mobilization to Revolution. Reading, MA: 
Addison-Wesley.

Tilly, Charles. 2008. Contentious Performances. New York: Cambridge University 
Press.

Tooze, Adam. 2018. Crashed: How a Decade of Financial Crises Changed the 
World. London: Allen Lane.

Torcal, Mariano. 2014. The Decline of Political Trust in Spain and Portugal: 
Economic Performance or Political Responsiveness. American Behavioral 
Scientist. DOI: 10.1177/0002764214534662.

Traber, Denise, Nathalie Giger, and Silja Hausermann. 2017. How Economic 
Crises Affect Political Representation: Declining Party-Voter Congruence 
in Times of Constrained Government. West European Politics 41, 5, 
1100-24.

Van Aelst, Peter and Stefaan Walgrave. 2001. Who Is That (Wo)man in the 
Street? From the Normalisation of Protest to the Normalisation of the 
Protester. European Journal of Political Research 39, 4, 461-86.

Van Biezen, Ingrid, Peter Mair, and Thomas Poguntke. 2012. Going, Going, 
... Gone? The Decline of Party Membership in Contemporary Europe. 
European Journal of Political Research 51, 1, 24-56.

van Dyke, Nella and Sarah A. Soule. 2002. Structural Social Change and 
the Mobilizing Effect of Threat. Explaining Levels of Patriot and Militia 
Organizing the United States. Social Problems 49, 4, 497-520.

Van Laer, Jeroen. 2010. Activists Online and Offline: The Internet as an 
Information Channel for Protest Demonstrations. Mobilization 15,3,347-66.

Van Laer, Jeroen and Peter Van Aelst. 2010. Internet and Social Movement 
Action Repertoires. Information, Communication & Society 13, 8, 1146-71.

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 



310 References

Vandaele, Kurt. 2016. Interpreting Strike Activity in Western Europe in the 
Past 20 Years: The Labour Repertoire under Pressure. Transfer: European 
Review of Labour and Research 22, 3, 277-94.

Varga, Mihai. 2015. Trade Unions and Austerity in Central and Eastern 
Europe. Transfer: European Review of Labour and Research 21, 3, 313-26.

Verney, Susannah. 2014. ‘Broken and Can’t be Fixed’: The Impact of the 
Economic Crisis ion the Greek Party System. The International Spectator 
49, 1, 18-35.

Vidal, Guillem. 2019. The Political Consequences of the Great Recession in Southern 
Europe: Crisis and Representation in Spain. PhD thesis, Florence: European 
University Institute.

Visser, Jelle. 2013. Database on Institutional Characteristics of Trade Unions, 
Wage Setting, State Intervention and Social Pacts in 34 Countries between 
1960 and 2012. www.uva-aias.net/207.

Vliegenhart, Rens, Stefaan Walgrave, Ruud Wouters, et al. 2016. The Media as 
a Dual Mediator of the Political Agenda-Setting Effect of Protest. Social 
Forces 95, 2, 837-59.

Walsh, Edward J. 1981. Resource Mobilization and Citizen Protest in 
Communities around Three Mile Island. Social Problems 29, 1, 1-21.

Walter, Stefanie. 2016. Crisis Politics in Europe: Why Austerity Is Easier to 
Implement in Some Countries Than in Others. Comparative Political 
Studies 49, 7, 841-73.

Walton, John. 1987. Urban Protest and the Global Political Economy: The IMF 
Riots. In Michael Peter Smith and John R. Feagin, eds., The Capitalist 
City. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, pp. 354-86.

Walton, John and Charles Ragin. 1990. Global and National Sources of 
Political Protest: Third World Responses to the Debt Crisis. American 
Sociological Review 55, 6, 876-90.

Wasserfallen, Fabio. 2016. Policy Diffusion and European Public Policy 
Research. In Edoardo Ongaro and Sandra van Thiel, eds., The Palgrave 
Handbook of Public Administration and Management in Europe. Basingstoke: 
Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 621-33.

Weidmann, Nils B. 2016. A Closer Look at Reporting Bias in Conflict Event 
Data. American Journal of Political Science 60, 1, 206-18.

Wolfsfeld, Gadi. 1997. Media and Political Conflict: News from the Middle East. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Wooldridge, Jeffrey M. 2002. Econometric Analysis of Cross-Section and Panel 
Data. Cambridge, MA: M IT Press.

Wu, Denis. 2000. Systemic Determinants of International News Coverage: 
A Comparison of 38 Countries. Journal of Communication 50, 2, 110-30.

Wueest, Bruno. 2017. The Politics of Economic Liberalization. Basingstoke: 
Palgrave Macmillan.

Zamponi, Lorenzo. 2012. ‘Why Don’t Italians Occupy?’ Hypotheses on a 
Failed Mobilization. Social Movement Studies 11, 3-4, 416-26.

Zou, Hui and Trevor Hastie. 2005. Regularization and Variable Selection 
via the Elastic Net. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society B: Statistical 
Methodology 67, 2, 301-20.

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 


