
 

    

  

 

 

  

 

   

 

     

    

   

     

      

     

       

       

                

                   

               

        

              

                

                

              

            

                 

   

            

          



contribution of the individua! studies is evident in several respects, or rather sub-debates. 

Firstly, the thesis contributes to the very conceptualization of populist communication 

(especially with regard to its content and stylistic features), i.e. the supply side of populism; 

and also to the discussions on the role of the populist leader, the impact of the context 

(especially various crises), and also the reaction of society to the communication in question. 

Despite (or perhaps because of) the fact that populism is a very prominent topic in 

contemporary political science, there is a certain conceptual confusion around this 

phenomenon, and populism is thus viewed from completely different perspectives. I therefore 

consider it important that Dr. Kluknavská has placed a robust conceptual section at the 

beginning of her thesis on the conceptualization of populist communication, focusing primarily 

on the role of populist politicians in the spread of this communication, the context (of the crisis), 

and the impact of the communication in question. 

The thesis consists of a total of ten studies published between 2016 and 2023 mainly in 

prestigious international journals including high-lF journals such as lnformation, 

Communication & Society. The rigorous peer review process in those journals easily 

guarantees the quality of the individua! papers. ln all cases, the texts are co-authored (always 

2 to 4 co-authors), with Dr. Kluknavská's authorship share varying from 45% to 90%. ln this 

respect, it is perhaps slightly unfortunate that the set of texts does not include a single solo­

authored paper (which, however, may not exceed the standards of Masaryk University). 

Overal!, the set of studies represents a comprehensive view of populist communication and 

focuses not only on "who says what/how/why/to whom" but also with what effect they do it, i.e. 

what are the public responses and reactions to populist communication. 

The individua! studies differ in terms of methodology, but also in terms of the actors studied, 

the context and the specific topic or subject of the analysed communication. The articles focus 

not only on the Czech and/or Slovak environment (e.g. study I, Ill, IV, V, VI, VIII, and IX), but 

also on the broader European perspective (study VII and X) and on the USA as exemplified by 

Donald Trump's communication (study li). Similarly, the individua! topics differ, whether it is 

identity issues or communication in times of (e.g. pandemie) crisis. The diversity of methods 

and approaches shows a certain multiperspective to the study of populist communication. 

Despite some thematic, contextual and methodological fragmentation, the individua! studies 

are (more or less) linked by the overarching theme of populist communication, its form, context 

and consequences. 
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