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Abstract

This study investigates similarities between two right-wing populist parties: The
Law and Justice (Prawo i Sprawiedliwos¢ party - PiS) party in Poland and the
Hungarian Civic Alliance (Magyar Polgari Szévetség - FIDESZ) party in Hungary
by examining speeches of Polish President Andrzej Duda, former-Prime Minister
Mateusz Morawiecki and Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban. Furthermore,
the study is carried out on the actions of these parties during their governments. It
aims to present the perspectives that PiS and FIDESZ have on identity and religion,
democracy, and EU principles and looks at the two parties’ strategies for gaining
more power. Based on the studies, four main similar characteristics between these
two parties are identified. (1) The PiS party and the FIDESZ party and their
politicians regularly emphasize “Christianity” to emphasize their identity. (2)
These two parties employ every available strategy to protect and increase their
positions in the government. (3) They undermine liberal democracy as an
authoritarian trend driven by majority rule. (4) The PiS party and the FIDESZ party
have refused to follow the core values upon which the EU was founded.
Furthermore, these parties use anti-EU rhetoric to increase their power by claiming
that they are safeguarding national sovereignty. They believe in the concept of a
“Europe of nations.”
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POLONYA’DAKI PiS PARTISI iLE MACARISTAN’DAKI FIDESZ
PARTISI ARASINDAKI BENZERLIKLER

Oz

Bu ¢alisma, Polonya Cumhurbaskant Andrzej Duda, onceki Basbakani Mateusz
Morawiecki ve Macaristan Basbakani Viktor Orban’in konugsmalarini inceleyerek
iki sag popiilist parti olan Polonya’daki Hukuk ve Adalet partisi (PiS Partisi) ile
Macaristan’daki Macar Yurttas Birligi (FIDESZ partisi) partisi arasindaki
benzerlikleri aragtirmaktadir. Ayrica, ¢calisma bu partilerin hiikiimetleri sirasindaki
eylemlerini de incelemistir. Calisma, PiS ve FIDESZ ’in kimlik ve dine, demokrasiye
ve AB degerlerine bakisi ve de iki partinin giiglerini artirma stratejilerini sunmayt
hedeflemektedir. Yapilan calismaya dayamlarak, iki partinin dort temel benzer
ozelligi tespit edilmistir. (1) PiS partisi ve FIDESZ partisi ve politikacilar
kimliklerini vurgulamak igin diizenli olarak “Hiristiyanlik”a vurgu yapmaktadr.
(2) Her iki parti de hiikiimetteki giiclerini korumak ve arttirmak igin her tiirlii
stratejiyi kullanmaktadir. (3) Ayrica iki parti de liberal demokrasinin temelini,
cogunluk yonetimi tarafindan otoriter bir egilim olarak oymaktadirlar. (4) PiS
partisi ve FIDESZ partisi, AB nin iizerine kuruldugu temel degerleri takip etmede
AB’ye zorluklar yasatmaktadir. Ek olarak iki parti de giiglerini arttirmak igin AB
karsiti séylemleri, ulusal egemenligi koruduklarini iddia ederek kullanmaktadirlar.
Her iki parti de “Uluslarim Avrupasit” kavramina inanmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: PiS Partisi, FIDESZ Partisi, Andrzej Duda, Mateusz
Morawiecki ve Viktor Orban.

Introduction

Poland and Hungary share several similarities. They have experienced similar
situations historically. The old saying begins in both languages, ‘“Pole and
Hungarian cousins be.” Could one reword the original statement to read, “They fight
together, and they build illiberal democracy together,” given that both countries
appear to have elected governments with very similar political goals (Kerpel,
2017:68). Furthermore, Tusk, newly elected prime minister of Poland, argues “Pole
and Hungarian brothers be, good for fight and good for a party; both are valiant,
both are lively, upon them may God’s blessings be.” (2017).

In addition to having a common ruler and being united by the personal union
during the Middle Ages, the socialist countries of Poland and Hungary were forced
to adopt a communist constitution that established the socialist model of state and
legal systems (Drindczi and Bien-Kacala, 2022: 10). At the time, the Soviet Union
influenced these countries. Similar socialist-to-democratic transitions occurred in
Poland and Hungary in the late 1980s (Drindczi and Bien-Kacala, 2022: 10). The
size, borders, and status of Poland and Hungary have undergone substantial changes
in recent centuries (such as losing their independence and sovereignty) (Balcer,
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2017: 15). There have been many tragic setbacks throughout the histories of both
countries (e.g., Poland in 1939 and Hungary in 1914-1918) (Balcer, 2017:15).

After 1989, the “Return to Europe” scenario was successful for the first ten years
since Poland and Hungary had set the standard for newly emerging democracies in
the 1980s when it came to Europeanization (Agh, 2016a: 34). 1989 saw the
expectation that all the tenets of constitutional democracy would be implemented in
Eastern Europe. Nearly 30 years after communism’s demise, it is widely believed
that true implementation of “normality” has not occurred but rather has only been
imitated or desire for a (Western style of) “normality” (Drindczi and Bien-Kacala,
2022: 60). Moreover, despite the liberal constitutions that have existed in Poland
and Hungary for over 20 years, we seem to have, in differing degrees: They
prioritize conservatism and hierarchy over liberal and democratic values, which
makes them more likely to be authoritarian; they are reluctant to embrace or have
controversial views toward democracy and freedom; they lack respect for others;
their confidence is weakened; they feel like victims with all the feelings of
inferiority that go along with it; they are desperate for stability, which makes them
willing to give up liberal and democratic values and need a strong leader (Drindczi
and Bien-Kacala, 2022: 63).

The recent autocratization of Poland and Hungary, together with some partial
democratic backsliding in several other EU member states, provide a serious issue
with unique features for the EU (Hegedds, 2019: 2). In Poland and Hungary, where
the ruling classes are deliberately moving toward authoritarianism for ideological
reasons, power struggles have a structural effect on the quality of the political
systems. A competing authoritarian government and a flawed democracy are the
results of this (Hegedus, 2019: 16). PiS and FIDESZ are similar in that they criticize
the EU and strongly commit to traditional values and nationalist ideologies
(Vachudova, 2019: 694). The rise of the FIDESZ Party in Hungary (2010) and the
PiS Party in Poland (2015) have been accompanied by a growing number of
breaches of EU norms, values, and principles. In the name of their nations, the PiS
party and the FIDESZ party have employed quite similar strategies to boost their
economic and political power (Hanley and Vachudova, 2020: 276).

Considering these, the purpose of this study is to scrutinize the similarities
between the PiS and FIDESZ parties. To accomplish this, the research has relied on
several sources, such as speeches of Polish President Andrzej Duda, former Prime
Minister Mateusz Morawiecki, and Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban. Based
on their relevance to the core concepts of democracy, human rights, and the rule of
law, 55 statements made by Polish President Andrzej Duda between August 6, 2015,
and March 29, 2023, from the President of the Republic of Poland’s official website,
and 11 statements made by the former Prime Minister of Poland Mateusz
Morawiecki between October 18, 2021, and July 15, 2023, from the Chancellery of
the Prime Minister have been obtained. In addition, due to their noteworthy
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relevance to these mentioned values, 72 speeches by Viktor Orban, spanning from
June 6, 2010, to January 22, 2023, have been acquired from the official website of
the Hungarian Prime Ministry. The similarities between the two parties have been
emphasized through a detailed analysis of these statements. Furthermore, the
conditions of democracy, human rights, and the rule of law have been investigated
during the PiS and FIDESZ regimes, respectively, in Poland and Hungary.

Based on this, the study concludes that there are four similar characteristics
between these two right-wing populist parties (1) Stressing “Christianity” is a
common way for the PiS party and the FIDESZ party to emphasize their identity.
(2) These two parties employ all methods at their disposal to preserve and enhance
their positions within the government. (3) They discredit liberal democracy as a
tendency toward authoritarianism propelled by majority rule. (4) The fundamental
principles upon which the EU was established have been breached by the PiS and
FIDESZ parties during their governments. Furthermore, they assert that they are
defending national sovereignty by using anti-EU rhetoric to consolidate their
position. They support the idea of a “Europe of nations.” In addition, it is seen that
Orban prefers the terms “illiberal democracy” and “Christian democracy,” whereas
Duda and Morawiecki use “sovereign democracy.” These terms’ descriptions
resemble one another and sign out that both Poland and Hungary are sovereign
states, and they can decide about their internal politics.

Not many studies have examined how political parties follow one another and
highlight their commonalities. This study attempts to fill this gap and is significant
because it highlights the similarities between these two right-wing parties and
demonstrates how the PiS and FIDESZ parties have breached EU principles, as well
as how future EU-skeptic parties may try to emulate them. Furthermore, the study’s
explicit focus on political parties and their policies promotes more academic
research in party comparisons.

The PiS Party in Poland

Following months of deliberation, the Conservative-Conservative People’s
Party officially defected to Civic Platform, and several members of the Christian
Nationalist Union, who had previously stayed with Buzek, joined the PiS right
away. Rather than directly joining PiS, both of these parties joined together to
establish the Alliance of the Right, which included Micha Ujazdowski of the
Conservative People’s Party, Wiesaw Walendziak of the Conservative People’s
Party, and Marek Jurek of the Christian National Union (Millard, 2009: 100). When
the right-wing alliance known as Akcja Wyborcza Solidarnooeae (Electoral
Solidarity Action) fell apart in 2001, the PiS party was formed (Modrzejewski,
2017: 23). Not long before the 2001 parliamentary elections, the new conservative
cadre party PiS was founded in opposition to both the Democratic Left Alliance and
the Solidarity Electoral Action (Zuba, 2009: 333). Former lawmakers from the
Jarosaw Kaczyski-led Porozumienie Centrum party formed the core of PiS. His
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brother Lech Kaczynski, who headed on to serve as President of the Republic of
Poland, was one of the key players in the PiS’s history (Modrzejewski, 2017: 23).

The PiS is described as a right-leaning, conservative, Christian-democratic, and
predominantly nationalist party (Modrzejewski, 2017: 23). With a populist and
authoritarian program that included criticism of European integration, hostility to
economic reforms and demands for stringent law and order, it won the elections
(Zuba, 2009: 333). Despite this, PiS was first unsure about its stance on the
European issue. The necessity of Poland’s historical “anchoring” in Western
European frameworks was highlighted in the party’s program documents. However,
it additionally stated that there were several threats in the domains of culture
(identity) and economics (Zuba, 2009: 333). The PiS states in its election manifesto
that, after joining NATO, the second-most important foreign policy objective is
“trying to get Poland into the EU.” Nonetheless, the PiS argues that strong and
cohesive nation-states ought to constitute the foundation of the EU (Kopecky and
Mudde, 2002: 312).

Anti-corruption and anti-crime were the main pillars of the PiS (Modrzejewski,
2017: 23). According to Pippa Norris, the PiS is a part of the global phenomenon
known as “contemporary authoritarian populism.” (As cited in Fomina and
Kucharczyk, 2016: 58). Furthermore, the PiS party was a prime instance that fits
Panebianco’s (1988: 147) description of a charismatic party characterized by a
“total symbiosis between the organizational identity and the leader.” (Tworzecki,
2019: 102). According to PiS, the Polish nation is largely defined by its race and
religion, with a strong connection to the Roman Catholic faith, rather than by its
citizenship (Balcer et al., 2016: 6). Kaczynski frequently states that without the
Church, there is no Poland (As cited in Balcer, 2017:57).

The traditionalist-conservative PiS party and its presidential candidate, Lech
Kaczynski, unexpectedly won the 2005 election by framing it as a contest between
“social-solidaristic” and “liberal” views of Poland (Szczerbiak 2007:205).
However, the League of Polish Families, Self-Defense of the Republic of Poland,
and the PiS alliance, which was created in 2006, disbanded in August 2007 as a
result of savage infighting (Bertelsmann Stiftung 2016:4). The main opposition
party from 2007 to 2015, PiS, sought to convince voters that corrupt elites control
Poland, that economic growth there is good but moving more slowly than it should,
that Poland is a “German-Russian condominium” and that the previous
administration’s mismanagement has left the country “in ruins,” and that former
leaders Donald Tusk and Bronisaw Komorowski are “traitors” who willfully and
knowingly broke the law (Markowski, 2019: 113). In 2015, the PiS regained power
after eight years of governments led by the Civic Platform. That May, the Civic
Platform-backed incumbent president was defeated by PiS-backed Andrzej Duda to
become the next president (Chapman, 2017: 2). After winning the October
legislative elections, the PiS party became the first in post-communist Poland to
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achieve an absolute majority in the Sejm (lower chamber of Poland’s bicameral
parliament) (Chapman, 2017: 2). Rather than a significant shift in voter preferences,
this was mainly the result of a significant number of wasted votes (more than 16%
of active voters) as a result of party coalitions (8%) and thresholds (5%)
(Markowski, 2016: 1311).

Kaczynski is the most important politician in PiS and a fervent advocate of its
principles (McMillan, 2017). Kaczynski is the acknowledged power behind the
throne (Grzymala-Busse, 2018: 96). After the PiS party won the legislative elections
of 2015, Kaczynski nominated Andrzej Duda as the party’s winning presidential
candidate. He then chose Beata Szydo to serve as prime minister (Grzymala-Busse,
2018: 96). In December 2017, Kaczynski abruptly replaced Beata Szydo with
Mateusz Morawiecki, adding insult to injury by doing so on the same day that
Szydo’s cabinet was given a vote of confidence in the legislature (Grzymala-Busse,
2018: 96). The 2019 election outcomes showed that Poles are still in favor of the
PiS’s illiberal turn while rejecting the idea of any more plurality losses (Drindczi
and Bien-Kacala, 2020: 230). However, in the 2023 Polish parliamentary election,
the PiS party managed to secure the majority of votes (35.58 percent), but it was
unable to form a government. Almost two months after a coalition of pro-EU parties
won the national election, Tusk was chosen as a prime minister.

The FIDESZ Party in Hungary

Before the first free elections, FIDESZ was a ferocious anti-Communist youth
organization. Renouncing its generational identity, the party changed its name to
the FIDESZ-Hungarian Civic Party in 1995 (Batory, 2001: 17-18). The FIDESZ
party ruled Hungary between 1998 to 2002. By 2002, Hungary’s largest right-wing
political party, FIDESZ, and the smaller Hungarian Democratic Forum thought that
Hungary’s entry into the EU would represent a return to its historical and cultural
origins, especially about Christianity (Fowler, 2004: 636). The results of the
elections in April 2002 have left only four parties with representation in parliament,
all of which are in favor of Hungary’s membership in the EU: The national-
conservative FIDESZ, its tiny ally, the Christian-democratic Hungarian Democratic
Forum, the Hungarian Socialist Party (which took the place of the former state
party), and the liberal Alliance of Free Democrats (Batory, 2002: 3-4).

According to FIDESZ, Hungary would be able to take part in the current model
of economic and social unification of Europe and be easier to reintegrate into the
community of modern European nations if it joined the EU. Furthermore, it was
determined that membership was essential to creating a vibrant market economy
(Batory, 2001: 18). Thus, Hungary’s primary foreign policy goal was to integrate
into Europe as soon as possible, as stated clearly in the 1994 manifesto of the
FIDESZ Party. But the Party also stressed the significance of putting national
interests first in its platform for the 1998 elections (Batory, 2002: 4).
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FIDESZ became a major force in the political, social, and economic spheres in
the 2000s, and by 2010, its political organization had taken over and colonized a
large area of Hungary’s political, social, and cultural landscapes (Agh, 2016b: 280).
After eight years of opposition, Orban came back to power in 2010. Orban was able
to fundamentally transform the Hungarian political system and execute a “second
revolution” despite the vocal objections of the feeble parliamentary opposition,
thanks to the two-thirds parliamentary majority he gained in the 2010 elections
(Korosényi and Patkos, 2017: 324). Orban, who served as Hungary’s prime
minister from 1998 to 2002 (and up until 2010), was a member of a distinct
generation from the previous two national leaders. Some considered Orban as a
representation of the arrogance of the nation’s elite (Pridham, 2005: 80).

Orban’s FIDESZ party won the 2014 elections as well (Benkova, 2019: 2). After
securing a two-thirds majority in the 2014 elections, FIDESZ regained control of
the parliament (Bebel and Collier, 2015: 20). Increased polarization was seen in the
Hungarian political party system by 2017. FIDESZ’s blatant rejection of liberal
democracy and use of far-right xenophobic appeals during campaigning caused his
position to shift dramatically toward the authoritarian and nationalist end of the
social-cultural axis (Vachudova, 2019: 693). Despite having a rather strong social-
cultural alignment in 2017, Hungary’s opposition parties have had difficulty
working together since FIDESZ took office in 2010. By consolidating power and
dismantling independent media, FIDESZ has drastically shifted the playing field.
This has left the opposition parties, which likewise lack charismatic leaders and
organizational prowess, deeply disillusioned and apathetic (Vachudova, 2019: 693).

The FIDESZ alliance won 133 of the 199 parliamentary seats in the 2018
election (Downes and Venisa, 2018). In the 2022 elections, for his FIDESZ party,
Orban has gained a two-thirds majority in the Hungarian parliament once again.
Keeping in mind that FIDESZ’s stance on European integration is characterized by
soft-Euroscepticism, which differs in policy areas and prioritizes safeguarding
national interests (Bebel and Collier, 2015: 20). In other words, FIDESZ holds a
lenient stance toward Europe (Hughes, Sasse, and Gordon, 2002: 334). The FIDESZ
administration, led by Orban, poses problems to the EU because by using the
concepts of illiberal/Christian democracy, Hungary has turned its directions from a
liberal state to a semi-authoritarian and centralized one.

A comparison of the PiS Party with the FIDESZ Party

Poland and Hungary are exceptional situations in Europe since they are governed
by one-party systems of “soft” right-wing national populists (Balcer, 2017: 10).
Parties led by Kaczynski and Orbéan can be characterized as right-wing populist
regimes with economically left-populist social programs (Kerpel, 2017: 68).
Populist leaders Kaczynski, the informal leader of Poland’s PiS party, and Orban,
the elected prime minister of Hungary, started changing the countries’ pre-existing
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constitutional democratic government soon after they assumed office (Drinéczi and
Bien-Kacala, 2022: 12).

The PiS party and the FIDESZ party have the experiences of the governmental
position. The PiS party ruled Poland between 2005 and 2007, and from 2015 to the
end of 2023. The first government, led by the PiS Party from 2005 to 2007,
attempted to impose its centralized, illiberal conception of the state. However, the
Constitutional Tribunal’s steadfast rejection and political divisions within the ruling
coalition prevented it from doing so (Bustikova and Guasti, 2017: 167). After
winning the 2015 election, PiS has been gradually following Hungary’s path
(McMillan, 2017). However, PiS never had the kind of majority that Orban has
benefited from (Mueller, 2014: 17). Kaczynski might have taken a cue from Orban:
don’t only make nationalist speeches attacking the status quo; change the rules and
reorganize the system according to what you want (Mueller, 2014: 17). However,
the elections of 2023 resulted in Kaczynski’s party losing its position in
government.

From 1998 to 2002, the FIDESZ party ruled Hungary, and it has been in power
since 2010. The FIDESZ party’s prominent politician Orban had strong pro-
European credentials at a time when democratic institutions were strengthening, and
Hungary was getting closer to joining the EU (Kelemen, 2017: 221). Indeed,
attempts were made by both the PiS party and the FIDESZ party to successfully
lead their nations into membership in the EU. One election cycle of the Polish
swerve was followed by its reversal. This objective has been more successfully
realized by the second and the third PiS administrations (2015-2023) (Bustikova
and Guasti, 2017: 167). And, since the FIDESZ party took power in Hungary in
2010, the country’s politics have become increasingly at odds with EU norms,
values, and principles.

PiS and FIDESZ have deliberately elevated protecting the people and the nation
to the highest level of the national agenda (Vachudova 2019:692). National
populists attempt to portray themselves as the defenders of national interests against
federal and supranational utopias in Europe (Balcer, 2017: 6). Consequently, the
terms “nation” and “national” are used extensively by Kaczynski and Orban.
Nowadays, practically every occasion, brand-new institution, or activity in both
nations is referred to as “national” (Balcer, 2017: 14). In addition to these
similarities, the conclusions of this study indicate that the PiS and FIDESZ parties
have four characteristics in common. To highlight and demonstrate each of the four
commonalities, reference has been made to the histories of the two parties, their acts
in government, and the speeches of their officials. Below, each of the common
features is numbered and examined separately.

(01) The PiS party and the FIDESZ party and their politicians regularly
emphasize “Christianity” both to emphasize their national and European
identity.
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According to the PiS party, Poland’s national identity, morality, law, and state
are all based on the Church, which distinguishes Poland from other EU countries
and makes it stand out in the EU (Balcer et al., 2016: 6). The PiS program states
that:

The Church has played a specific role in our history, one that differs
from that of other nations. It not only created and civilized the nation, it
also protected it. (...) The Church remains today the host and advocate of
the generally accepted moral teaching in Poland (...) That is why it is
fully true to say that in Poland the only moral alternative to the Church is
nihilism” (As cited in Balcer, 2017:56).

Duda, Morawieski, and Kaczynski highlight Christianity in their discussion of
European identity. PiS party chairman Kaczynski believes that Poland is the only
center of the real historic West because of its conservatism, Roman Catholicism,
and ethnic nationalism and that the West has lost its way because of its liberal
orientation (Balcer, 2016: 103). To put it another way, PiS often maintains the belief
that Poland represents the “real West.” Western Europe, on the other hand, has
rejected the fundamental ideas of the West (Buras, 2017: 4).

In addition, the fundamental Law of Hungary which was prepared by the
FIDESZ party in 2011 stated that “we recognize the role of Christianity in
preserving nationhood. We value the various religious traditions of our country”
(National Avowal the Fundamental Law of Hungary 2023). “The protection of the
constitutional identity and Christian culture of Hungary shall be an obligation of
every organ of the State” (Article Q (4) The Fundamental Law of Hungary, 2023).
It also suggests that anyone interested in learning about the constitution should
identify with the Hungarian people’s opening greeting: “God bless the Hungarians.”
(Halmai, 2014: 2).

According to Orban, Christian morality is the foundation of the European social
order. Orban emphasized that the cornerstone of Western civilization is Christian
culture, customs, and religion. He goes on to state that this identity is colorful,
exciting, and extraordinary, and it has an impact on Hungary’s culture. Orban often
talks about Christianity in terms of identity, highlighting how Hungary is proud of
its Christian identity and how Europe also shares this identity, as evidenced by his
speeches (Orban, 2015a). Orban (2016a) claimed that “Our Europe is built on
Christian foundations, and we are proud that it has accomplished fulfillment of
human and spiritual freedom” (Orban, 2016a). Orban further states that

Europeans will not be able to drive Christianity from their heads. They
will not be able to forget the biblical story, the story of redemption. We
may have different approaches to the story and its characters, we might
interpret it in different ways, we might even think that it is a fictional
story, but there is one thing that we cannot do and is very unlikely to
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happen in Europe: we cannot behave as if this story doesn’t exist and is
not at work in the minds of, we Europeans. For we Europeans, our main
resource of civilisation is the story of Christianity and the moral role
played by this story (Orban, 2015a).

(2) These two parties employ every available strategy to protect and increase
their positions in the government.

The PiS Party and the FIDESZ Party have employed the same broad strategy to
subvert liberal democracy, citing the tyranny of the majority as the cause of this
move toward authoritarianism (Agh, 2018: 41). However, the illiberal turn of events
started in Hungary in 2010 and Poland in 2015 (Drin6czi and Bien-Kacala, 2022:
6). The ruling parties’ attempts to limit the chances for an unbiased judicial
assessment of their actions have resulted in attacks on the rule of law in both Poland
and Hungary (Cooper, 2021: 20). The PiS party, like the FIDESZ party, has made
the constitutional court an early target in its efforts to weaken institutional checks
and balances (Chapman, 2017: 15). The PiS Party and the FIDESZ Party have also
attacked interest groups, local self-governments, NGOs, and civil society
organizations. In addition, both parties have launched attacks on the courts and
media as well.

(3) These two parties undermine liberal democracy as an authoritarian trend
driven by majority rule.

The PiS party is motivated by a majoritarian urge, or the idea that a
parliamentary majority, no matter how small, gives the winners the power to
eliminate constitutional, legal, and normative restraints on political authority
(Chapman, 2017:1). Kaczynski states that “we have legitimacy, so we can rule. The
people have chosen us, not our corrupted and immoral enemies, so we enjoy
legitimacy, and we decide by-laws, actions, and facts” (As cited in Bunikowski,
2018: 299). After winning legislative majorities, the PiS Party launched an
extensive and swiftly executed policy offensive dubbed “Good Change,” the party’s
slogan for its platform (Balcer, 2016: 102). This program emulates the majoritarian
democracy practiced in Hungary, which Freedom House has noted as a slow slide
toward authoritarianism (Balcer, 2016: 102).

The FIDESZ government also used the majority to establish its dominance and
eliminate as many components of checks and balances as possible, resulting in what
is sometimes called an “illiberal system.” (Bakd, 2022: 1). Since the Constitution
was unilaterally altered, undermining the Constitutional Court’s previous decisions
and its jurisdiction to interpret the law, or at the latest since rigged elections were
held in 2014, the Hungarian political system is classified as a non-democratic state
(Bozdki and Hegediis, 2018: 1176). Hungary’s election system contributed
significantly to the democracy’s rapid decline (Benkova, 2019: 1). The election
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results from 2014, 2018, and 2022 demonstrated that the key components of the new
election system supported FIDESZ (Bakd, 2022: 97).

In the summer of 2014, Orban openly attacked the Western liberal perspective,
thereby expressing an anti-liberal ideology (Buzogany and Varga, 2018: 812).
Following his election victory in 2014, Orban advocated for the replacement of
liberal democracies with illiberal governments, citing Turkey, China, Russia, and
Singapore as examples (Gilmez, 2018: 1561). Remarks made by Orbéan in 2014
during a summer university in Béile Tusnad are noteworthy. Orban claimed that
“the Hungarian nation is not simply a group of individuals but a community that
must be organized, reinforced and constructed. And so, in this sense, the new state
that we are constructing in Hungary is illiberal, a non-liberal state” (As cited in
Bakd, 2022: 83). Orban further claims that

It is thought that in Central Europe there is simply no democracy if the
liberals do not win or are not part of the government. We have had enough
of this thinking. We believe there can still be democracy even if the
liberals do not win. Illiberal democracy is when someone other than the
liberals has won (2017).

(4) The PiS party and the FIDESZ party have refused to follow the core values
upon which the EU was founded.” They use the anti-EU rhetoric to increase their
power by claiming that they are safeguarding national sovereignty. While Duda uses
the concept of “sovereign democracy”, Orban prefers to use the terms “illiberal
democracy”, and “Christian democracy.

Poland and Hungary remain in breach of the principles of democracy, human
rights, and the rule of law upon which the EU was founded (Drindczi and Bien-
Kacala, 2022: 45). The populist leaders of Poland and Hungary act like young
individuals who are testing the boundaries of their abilities (Drindczi and Bien-
Kacala, 2022: 45). The PiS party and the FIDESZ party reduced the age at which
judges could retire, promoted government appointees to positions in purportedly
independent organizations like the public prosecutor’s office, and generally exposed
the court to political interference (De Blrca, 2022: 17). In order to punish or remove
judges who opposed the government’s agenda, referred cases involving judges’
independence, or on other subjects to which the government objects, such as
Hungary’s asylum law, both Poland and Hungary established government-approved
disciplinary procedures (and, in Poland’s case, a special “disciplinary chamber”)
(De Bdrca, 2022: 17). Further limitations on media freedom and the destruction of
media diversity have been imposed by Poland and Hungary (De Blrca, 2022: 17).
These two incidents highlight the danger that even EU members face of returning
to a hostile media landscape (Chapman, 2017: 15). Nonetheless, the media
landscape in Poland is significantly more fragmented and larger, with a greater
percentage of privately owned media outlets, mostly owned by foreign investors.
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Because of this, the media landscape is frequently less responsive to shifts in
domestic politics than it is in Hungary (Kerpel, 2017: 76).

Poland and Hungary have repressed and stopped funding civil society groups
that oppose or criticize certain aspects of national policy (De Burca, 2022: 17). The
extra-parliamentary opposition and the protest movements, however, have always
been more visible in Poland than in Hungary. Considering this, the opposition is
weak in Hungary despite being strong in Poland (Drinéczi and Bien-Kacala, 2022:
6). Poland and Hungary repressed specific vulnerable groups and communities, and
refugees. They especially securitized the migration issue and both the PiS party and
FIDESZ parties are against the EU’s mandatory quotas in the fields of migration.
Orbén claimed that “what we have been facing is not a refugee crisis. This is a
migratory movement composed of economic migrants, refugees, and foreign
fighters. This is an uncontrolled and unregulated process.” (Orban, 2015b). Duda
also considers immigrants as economic immigrants, similar to Orban’s stance
(Duda, 2015). In addition, in their speeches in public, Duda and Morawiecki do not
discuss gender discrimination. Poland ratified the Istanbul Convention in 2015,
before the beginning of illiberal trends. In 2020, just five years after the
Convention’s increased restrictions, Poland declared its intention to withdraw from
it and contested the Convention’s legitimacy before the CT (Drin6czi and Bien-
Kacala, 2022: 10). Hungary refused to sign the Convention into law.

As previously noted, the PiS party and the FIDESZ party exhibit a trend toward
moderate Euroscepticism. Duda, states that

The European Union needs more democracy and respect for
democratic elections of European nations. To achieve this, the Union
must return to its roots - the model of a community of free nations and
equal states. So that - using the words of one of the fathers of European
integration Robert Schuman - the value of Europe should be the Europe
of values (2017).

Furthermore, Morawiecki states that “any political system that fails to respect
the sovereignty of others, democracy, or the elementary will of the nation - will
sooner or later lead to utopia or tyranny.” (2023). In addition, according to Orban,
the EU is a sovereign group. Hungary, Poland, Germany, and other countries
constitute the EU. Orban believes the main pillar supporting the EU’s future is its
member states. Although Orban initially favored the term “illiberal democracy,”
“Christian democracy” adopted its place in 2018. These phrases served as tools to
weaken the nation’s system of checks and balances and give the ruling party more
power. Orban governments have consistently opposed more power transfers to
“Brussels.” (Hettyey, 2021:132). Orban claims “We will fight all those who want
to create an empire out of our Union! We are among the millions in Europe - who
want a Europe of free nations and not a Europe of subordination” (Orban, 2013a).



MARMARA AVRUPA ARASTIRMALARI DERGISI 37

In addition, they believe the EU has abused its power in their countries. The
PiS government’s strategy had a considerable impact on Polish-EU relations. It led
to the view of Poland as an unsatisfied partner that insisted on upholding its position
without making any compromises (Inan, 2022: 38). Duda argues that “the issues
discussed in Brussels or Strasbourg do not concern us” (Duda, 2019). Morawiecki
argues that

We cannot remain silent when our country - including in this Chamber
- is attacked in an unfair and biased manner. The set of rules of the game
must be the same for everyone. It is everybody’s responsibility to abide
by them - including the institutions which were established in those
treaties. These are the foundations of the rule of law. It is unacceptable to
extend powers, to act by means of accomplished facts. It is unacceptable
to impose one’s decisions on others without a legal basis. It is all the more
unacceptable to use the language of financial blackmail for this purpose,
to talk about penalties, or to use even more far-reaching words against
certain Member States (Morawiecki, 2021).

Orban claims that Hungarians have long believed that when they participate in
debates, the EU treats them unfairly, applies a double standard, and abuses its power
(Orban, 2013b). Orban further states that

We will fight against everyone who applies double standards against
us, everyone who abuses their power and wishes to treat us as if we were
second-class citizens. We will fight all those who want to create an empire
out of our Union! We are among the millions in Europe - who want a
Europe of free nations and not a Europe of subordination (Orbén, 2013a).

It is also observed that on matters on which they differ with the EU, the PiS party
and the FIDESZ party have been advocating for a referendum. For instance, a
referendum was held in Hungary on October 2, 2016, to decide whether the
European Union should have the power to compel the immigration of non-
Hungarians to Hungary without the National Assembly’s approval. The referendum
was declared illegitimate since only about 40% of eligible voters participated, even
though 98% of all legally cast votes and 92% of all ballots cast supported the
government’s answer to the issue. Only 6% of all ballots were declared invalid
(Halmai, 2017: 10). In his news conference following the declaration of the
referendum results, Orbén stated:

The EU is a democratic community. Today 92% of those who voted
in a referendum in a Member State have said that they do not agree with
Brussels’ intention. The question is simple: can Brussels, can the
democratic community of European states impose its will upon a Member
State in which it has been opposed by 92% of those who voted in a
referendum? (Orban ,2016b).
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The political narratives of Poland and Hungary frequently touch on the use of
national sovereignty as a shield against the EU’s centralized goals (Csehi and Zgut,
2021:11). Orban and Kaczyski have repeatedly stated that they are defending their
country and the state against foreign hegemony (Balcer, 2017: 21). Duda believes
that the EU should be a union of equal states and free countries (2016d). And, as
Morawiecki also points out, the European agora is all too often replaced with the
Brussels institutions’ offices, where decisions are made in private (Morawiecki,
2023). In addition, it is noteworthy that in response to criticism of legislative
initiatives from the opposition or the European Commission, the PiS government
and its allies have invoked the narrative of “sovereign democracy.” (Przybylski,
2018: 59). According to this viewpoint, the party that has the majority of seats in
Parliament represents Poland’s legitimate will (Przybylski, 2018: 59). The PiS party
program states that

For us Poles, our own state has also another meaning — no sovereign
Polish state existed for 123 years. We could not decide our fate, which is
why we have recognized the Polish state as a value of the highest order,
and any form of undermining its sovereignty or existence is unacceptable,
dangerous to the nation, and a threat to Polishness in its current and
historical dimension (As cited in Balcer, 2017:12-13).

In short, they use anti-EU rhetoric to increase their power by claiming that they
are safeguarding national sovereignty. Both Kaczyski and Orban want to present the
country as a strongman opposing Brussels bureaucrats on the Western Front
(Kerpel, 2017: 81). Kacyzinski and Orban use anti-EU rhetoric to strengthen their
positions of power by arguing that they are safeguarding national sovereignty (Nas,
2018: 187). These movements portray the EU as a bureaucratic apparatus, an
encroaching foreign power, and a threat to national sovereignty (Nas, 2018: 187).
Overall, democracy in both countries is inevitably shaped by the kind of nationalism
that Kaczynski and Orbéan espouse (Balcer, 2017: 14).

Conclusion

The PiS administration in Poland and the FIDESZ administration in Hungary
have persistently attempted to weaken the EU’s values of democracy, human rights,
and the rule of law. They have breached the independence of election laws, civil
society, the media, the judiciary, and local government. They also have attacked
media diversity, civil service, and the countries’ Constitutional Courts.
Consequently, Poland and Hungary are among those where the level of democracy,
respect for human rights, and the rule of law have deteriorated since the PiS party
and FIDESZ party came to power, respectively. Thus, this research attempts to
identify and present the commonalities between the PiS party in Poland and the
FIDESZ party in Hungary, two right-wing populist parties. The speeches of the
politicians were examined to identify similarities between the two parties. In this
context, the websites of the Polish Prime Minister and President provided access to
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55 remarks made by Duda (between August 6, 2015, and March 29, 2023) and 11
speeches made by Morawiecki (between October 18, 2021, and July 15, 2023).
Furthermore, Orban’s 74 speeches (between June 6, 2010, and January 22, 2023)
were obtained from Hungary’s prime ministerial website. Content analysis was
utilized for these speeches. The study also examined the policies of the ruling
FIDESZ party in Hungary and the PiS party in Poland

Agh (2018: 42) claims that Poland and Hungary share two noteworthy
commonalities: First, they presented their identical plan to undermine liberal
democracy as a trend toward authoritarianism propelled by majority rule. Second,
the fundamental principles upon which the EU was established have been ignored
by Poland and Hungary. However, according to the study’s conclusions, four
characteristics are shared by these two right-wing populist parties. The history of
the two parties, their acts in government, and the speeches of their executives have
all been studied to identify the commonalities between these two parties. Firstly, the
study has observed that the PiS and FIDESZ parties and their politicians frequently
highlight “Christianity” to accentuate their identities. Secondly, it is seen that to
maintain and strengthen their positions in the administration, these two parties take
every strategy at their disposal. Thirdly, these two parties discredit liberal
democracy as a majority rule-based authoritarian movement. Fourthly, it is seen that
the fundamental principles upon which the EU was founded have been breached by
the PiS and FIDESZ parties. The study concludes that these two parties assert that
they are defending national sovereignty by using anti-EU rhetoric to consolidate
their position. They support the idea of a “Europe of nations.”
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