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Populist leaders arguing that they present the society over the elite, majority over 

minorities and this is legitimized by the most important element of democracy: 

elections

Rule of Law (RoL), or several items of it, such as division of powers, minority and 

fundamental right as well as institutions guaranteeing these, such as judicial power 

hinder or block their endeavour to serve the general public / majority. (Mudde: The 

populist Zeitgeist)
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The problem to be approached: 

- legal scholars: too much on legal text, not enough on reality, especially if RoL is 

damaged (i.e. written laws are irrelevant for the practice)

- political scientists: more realistic-empirical, useful starting point but separation 

of majority principle and RoL, gets problematic

- need for sociology of law approach (scarce; Hertogh 2024)

Culture and RoL relationship

- General, national culture: less relevant, several theoretical problems; but 

validated data available, and seemingly relevant – used here

- Legal culture: evidently more relevant but theoretically not constructed (what 

contains legal culture and how its elements are elated), and empirical data are 

scarce. 

3



Dependent variables: RoL indicators. several options but generally considered most elaborated World 

Justice Project (WJP). Includes representative citizen surveys. (For analysing change: Freedom House may be 

better for its almost five decade dataset.) 

Questions about indexes generally: Theoretically questionable. Standardized method to assess very different 

arrangements. Professional elite opinion (Hertogh). Etc. Still for a worldwide comparative statistical analysis 

this is the only potentially feasible tool. Furthermore, various indexes correlate on high level. (Ginsburg-

Versteeg 2021)

WJP consists 8 factors and altogether 43 sub-indexes. From these, I have created indexes that refer to the 

thin-formal RoL (law functions as law) and substantive RoL (minority and fundamental rights); Full RoL 

indicator simply the sum of these two. Democracy refers to division of powers, citizens opportunity to 

influence decisions, etc.  These are also used in the subsequent analysis.  

Independent: Various national culture indexes

- Schwartz – theoretically based 7 dimensions; most frequently used for RoL analysis

- Hofstede – the most widely known in social sciences 6 dimensions

- Inglehart – well known for social and political scientist addressing worldwide differences, 2 dimensions
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- Welzel – similar, but less well known than Inglehart, based also on World Value Survey 

(WVS) data, 2 dimensions

- Globe 2004, several countries but not based on popular survey 2*9 dimensions 

(reminiscent to Hofstede and Schwartz)

- Kaasa-Minkov: most recent, perhaps most sophisticated including most countries
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The table shows the relationship between cultural indicators and the various indicators 

of the RoL. The first is the overall RoL indicator of WJP. 

So called linear regression models were applied, that is: using all dimensions in a giver 

model we checked the statistical relationship between culture a RoL indicators. For 

instance, the first cell with data (0,619) means that the two dimensions of Inglehart 

based on data of wave 5 of WVS and Overall RoL indicated are statistically related by 

this value (0,619). This is an adjusted R square value that is between 0 (absolutely no 

statistical relationship) to 1,0 (perfect deterministic relationship). It is generally 

considered that an R2 value above 0,5 is very high, indicating strong co-variance 

between the dependent and independent variable. In everyday terms R2 may be 

interpreted like: how well can you forecast the value of the dependent variable based 

on the knowledge of independent variables’ value. Although R2 indicates only statistical 

(not causal) relationship, based on our background knowledge we may reasonably 

presume that is dominantly culture that influences RoL and not the other way around, 

especially not in short (i.e. a few decades) term. That is why we may speak about the 
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‘explanatory power’ of – various – cultural models and indicators. 
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Based on the data reviewed in the table, we may conclude that the explanatory power of 

cultural variables generally, and especially of the two dimensional models based on dozens 

of questions of the WVS (Inglehart, Welzel, Kaasa-Minkov) have an especially high 

explanatory power. We also tested some, so called control variables. How strong their 

explanatory power is for the RoL indexes, compared to and/or together with cultural 

dimensions. We tested to following variables:

- GDP/capita – as the most widely used indicator of general welfare in a country

- GINI index was planned to be utilized but the index was available for only less than 

60 countries not used for regression analysis. (Working on the problem.)

- Unemployment rate as a potential indicator of social tensions 

- Government spending as a possible indicator of the government effort of handling 

social challenges and potentially levelling social extreme differences

Regression analysis indicates clearly that only GDP/capita data is relevant, however, it is 

highly
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Specific (correlation) analysis indicates that GINI index may also be relevant, though 

much less than GDP
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This and the next slide shows how GDP/cap and cultural data influence RoL indicators. 

Besides GDP has a strong explanatory power in itself, it may increase the explanatory 

power if added to cultural dimensions. The next slide (slide 8) shows some data 

regarding the strongest models. We also found that adding GDP data is especially 

important in case of cultural models with lower explanatory power. 

In the graph we can see, that there is a complex relationship between (a) RoL indexes, 

(b) cultural dimensions and (c) GDP data. As it is widely discussed in economics 

literature (especially institutional and behaviourist economics) culture largely 

influences GDP too. From the point of view of RoL culture influences directly and also 

indirectly, via GDP RoL. 
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Further research: 

We started to identify major dimensions strongly influencing RoL. The problem here is 

that those models that use dimensions that may be interpreted relatively well (e.g. 

individualism-collectivism, power-distance) present weaker explanatory power than 

two-dimensional models, which, however, is difficult to interpret in a simple way. 

Presented here is a snapshot picture. The next issue is change, namely the dependent 

variable is the change of RoL (e.g. deterioration) and we look for the explanation of 

the tendency. 

Next stage of the research is to go to individual country level; that is to a great extant, 

change from the quantitative to the qualitative approach that may allow to analyze 

individual cases, variances in the story and look for cause-effect type of relationships. 
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