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Abstract

This article highlights the increasingly prevalent process of so-called
“conceptual flipsiding”: that is, of strategic reversal of notions once
closely associated with liberal democracy, and of its key values of
freedom, equality, tolerance, and the like, for the pronouncedly
illiberal gains. Viewing the said process as part and parcel of the
wider normalization of an illiberal imagination through strategic
discourses and practices in and beyond the field of politics, the
article contends that conceptual flipsiding increasingly allows
recontextualizing and eventually normalizing a deeply illiberal
understanding of polity, society, and community. Seeing these as
increasingly redefined in recent years in many formerly liberal-
democratic contexts by, especially, the far right and its numerous
affiliates in politics, media, and/or un-civil society, the article argues
for theoretical and analytical elaboration of conceptual flipsiding in
order to depict its wider exploratory usability in grasping the current
illiberal conceptual and discursive fluidity. The article emphasizes
that, following the discourse-conceptual logic behind the conceptual
flipsiding dynamics, one is able to deconstruct the ongoing infusion
of key social and political concepts and discourses with new and often
deeply illiberal understandings.
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While the government presence of far-right parties has commonly been associated
with deep institutionalization of illiberal politics, widely conceived, several cases
also show that, even if the far right falls out of government, the eradication of its
socio-political illiberal logics is a very complex process that must take place across a
variety of laws, procedures, and public institutions'. However, while backpedaling on
processes of “undermining the institutional fabric of liberal democracy” by the far
right is one thing, it seems the reversing of wider “illiberalism as culture™ is perhaps
even more complex, since it requires a gradual re-shifting of public and everyday
discourses into those that could allow for the reinstating of liberal democracy not
only in politics but also in the wider society.

A particular challenge—indeed evident in both of the above processes—seems to be
posed by the society-wide implications of what we define as conceptual flipsiding:
a process of strategic reversal of notions closely associated with liberal democracy
or with its key values of freedom, equality, tolerance, and the like, for pronouncedly
illiberal gains.* We contend that, as it is increasingly present in contemporary illiberal
discourses, conceptual flipsiding should not only be seen as an element of political-
institutional “mainstreaming” of the far rights but also, or perhaps especially, as part
of a much broader and much more pervasive society-wide processes of normalization
of illiberal discourses and practices.® It should especially be located among those
driven by the often long-term, gradual “discursive shifts”” taking place across a
variety of public and everyday social contexts.

We argue that, as a result of conceptual flipsiding, not only could the once widely
acceptable meanings of key socio-political concepts be gradually “washed out™ or
“semantically bleached,” but that they would often be outright strategically replaced
with new, illiberal understandings. This would often lead to increasing public
uncertainty as to whether the previous (in most cases liberal-democratic) or the
current (in most cases illiberal) understanding of some key notions in public life
should actually be seen as valid and legitimate. As a result, however, often the latter
rather than the former understandings would prevail, yet with such deep conceptual
“doublethink,” resulting in at least a duality—if not an outright multiplicity—of
understandings and misunderstandings of many socially foundational ideas. The
uncertainty and volatility around those, as is evident with as pivotal concepts as, for
example, the rule of law, would be of huge importance in the institutional domain
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where such duality/multiplicity would often hinder the possible reversal of the
previously normalized illiberal ideas (see, for example, Poland after the defeat of the
far-right Law and Justice [PiS] party in the fall of 2023)."

To be sure, the general process of strategically “twisting” or “reversing” the meaning
of key social and political concepts which we highlight is far from new. It has, namely,
been recurrently present in public and especially political discourse of, in particular,
authoritarian, nationalist, and populist regimes where reversal of meanings would
recurrently serve manipulation and misinformation, often as part of authoritarian
legitimization of mechanisms and institutions of violence and social control.
It would hence be particularly evident during periods of crisis:® that is, when the
often radical or even outright exclusionary visions of polity and society would
come to the fore and/or be ideologically promoted. In such a scenario, strategies
of, among other things, the famous “victim-perpetrator-reversal” or of persistent,
populist “calculated ambivalence™s would figure among the frequent attempts to
misrepresent ideas in and about society, often in the ideological defense of nativism,
radicalism, colonialism, racism and the like.

Given its ongoing romance with many of the above ideologies combined into a
pronouncedly illiberal catalog of values and views, it is not surprising that the
contemporary far-right accelerating, in particular, in the 21st century,’® would
be particularly eager to make strategic redefinitions of liberal-democratic notions
for illiberal gains into one of its central, discursive-political strategies. Therein,
conceptual flipsiding would become a process not only of initiating but also of, indeed,
the recontextualizing and normalizing of a deeper, public “reversal of meanings”" for
both evidently illiberal but even outright anti-democratic or even anti-social aims.
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Hence, assuming the central importance of conceptual flipsiding for illiberalism as
“highly polysemic and multicontextual,”® this paper elaborates on the notion and its
more general (and perhaps transnational) usability in grasping the current illiberal
conceptual and discursive fluidity. It also emphasizes the necessity to critically and
analytically follow the discourse-conceptual logic® that nests the ongoing infusion of
key social concepts with illiberal understandings across a variety of contexts. On top
of that, fostered by the wider tenets of illiberalism as well as its most frequent context
of articulation—that is, the politics of the far right and its affiliates in political, media
and uncivil society—many facets of contemporary conceptual flipsiding would entail
a “recontextualization”® of historical ideas and arguments. As a result, a wider,
and often historically contingent illiberal colonization of concepts encompassed
by notions once universally seen as the key values of liberal democracy would take
place. It would see those concepts being radically redefined, often up to the point of
becoming standard notions in illiberal politics and ideologies (as has evidently been
the case with, for example, the many recent debates over the concept of freedom of
speech).?!

However, in a similar vein, many other flipsided concepts would emerge as elements
of strategic labeling in public discourse. Therein, ideologies and views profoundly
conflicting with liberal democracy—including of racism, extremism, neofascism,
etc.—would come to be increasingly normalized in the course of their redefinition
under the guise of, among other things, previously flipsided notions of freedom
of speech, patriotism, and the like. Thereby, their somewhat automatic public
acceptability instrumentalized to legitimize the effectively antidemocratic actions
and aims. Still, at the same time, not only would specific ideas or notions see their
meanings profoundly altered, but so would the labels used against social actors
standing in defense of the liberal-democratic understanding of some key social and
political notions. The former would hence often be referred to via labels such as
woke intellectuals, cancel culture, and the like, and would in the wider struggle for
definitions deemed as culture wars*? be deliberately and strategically misrepresented
as non-belonging to the allegedly increasingly nativist, exclusionary, and essentially
illiberal common sense.s

Given the above complexities, we approach concepts as inherently fluid social
constructs and as always open to possible reinterpretations and misinterpretations,
across various contexts in and beyond public language, the public sphere, and public
discourse.?* We argue that, as the general descriptor of “liberal” or “liberalism” can be
a compound of both liberal-democratic views but also of opposing illiberal ideologies,
related concepts, and their interpretation, would also be historically contingent and
strongly context-dependent. Our aim is, therefore, to reveal theoretically as well as
empirically the recent dynamism of concepts set in the liberal-democratic vs. illiberal
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dichotomy while assuming that they would need to be seen as elements of a longer
continuum rather than being placed in a fixed set of universal positions. By doing
so, we also recognize that contestation of concepts will always be the central factor
in their social functioning and the key driver in their redefinition, while thereby
recognizing the vision of illiberalism as “a global but context-dependent movement
that varies in intensity across countries, regime types, and constituencies, and
features different ideational combinations.”?

Hence, informed by the various intricacies of the illiberal discourse logic, our
focus below revolves analytically around far-right discourse as one the key sites of
articulation of illiberal ideas repackaged via the conceptual flipsiding logic. However,
we look at discursive practices of the far right under the assumption that, though
prominent, the political is only one of the many contexts in which illiberal ideas
would be expressed and negotiated, often on a par, and in connection with, among
other things, multiple venues and channels of the burgeoning “illiberal intellectual
internationale,”* illiberal “uncivil society” (both online and offline),?” or via erupting
illiberal “hyperpartisan media.”?® The perspective taken here builds therefore
specifically not only on our long-term research on the illiberal discourse and politics
of the far right®® but also on the work on how the nativist politics of exclusion has
recently become more widely normalized and legitimized via various mobilizing
concepts and strategic discursive shifts. These, as the research shows, would often
be proposed by the far right and/or its wider illiberal affiliates3° yet while aiming for
the general recontextualization and normalization of illiberalism in the wider public
imagination.
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While the articulation and communication of illiberal ideologies takes place in
and via public discourse—wherein the political input often remains central—the
public domain is also, at the same time, the main carrier as well as the main site of
mediation of, on the one hand, the specifically political process of the ideological
“mainstreaming” of far-right ideologies®, and, on the other hand, of the related,
deeper as well as society-wide dynamics of the normalization of exclusion seen as
a token of the ever more widespread illiberal, exclusionary thinking in the general
public domain.3?

Normalization needs to be seen as part of a longer and continuous process that relies
on various strategic discursive shifts® that are first enacted, then perpetuated, and
eventually normalized in line with pronounced strategies of political, media, and
other powerful public actors. This logic, consequently, often creates recurrent path
dependencies for the even deeper practices of not only rhetorical but also physical
or systemic exclusion, which are “pre-legitimized”3+ via the construction and fueling
of a wider “atmosphere of incitement”s to, as well as acceptance of, discrimination
against those members and groups in society hastily considered as the “other.” The
analysis of discursive shifts, furthermore, makes it possible to identify how and when
public and political discourses transform and become politicized in the media3® for
various illiberal aims. It also allows for exploring how, down the line, exclusionary
discourses almost always create a peculiar snowball effect and eventually acquire
velocity that allows them to successively pre-legitimize ever-stronger expressions of
discrimination and exclusion in the wider society.

Irrespective of the context in which these processes occur, discursive shifts rely
strongly on construction of various “imaginaries.”®” Within those, the often untrue
and unrealistic representations and visions of the nativist self or, in particular, of
the imagined “other” (within/outside) community can be articulated and eventually
mobilized. In a longer run, these can also be perpetuated and normalized, thus
becoming stable elements of illiberal public discourses pre-legitimizing the wider
politics of exclusion. Crucially, mindsets central to normalized discourses of exclusion
combine elements of the real and the unreal®®, and promulgate more or less objective
facts and processes identifiable in the social reality with imagined or even utopian
visions of how society was, allegedly, functioning in the past (“retrotopia”)? or how

31 Mondon and Winter, Reactionary Democracy; Odmalm and Hepburn, The European Mainstream and the
Populist Radical Right; Rydgren and van der Meiden, “The Radical Right and the End of Swedish Exceptionalism.”
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013.792251; Aristotle Kallis, “Counter-Spurt’ but Not ‘De-Civilization’: Fascism, (Un)civility, Taboo, and the
‘Civilizing process,” “ Journal of Political Ideologies 26, no. 1 (2021): 3—22, https://doi.org/10.1080/1356931
7.2020.1825278; Krzyzanowski, “Discursive Shifts in Ethno-Nationalist Politics”; Krzyzanowski” Normalization
and the Discursive Construction of ‘New’ Norms and ‘New’ Normality”; Krzyzanowski “Discursive Shifts and the
Normalization of Racism.”
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it apparently could or should be functioning in the illiberal “new normal”+. This
includes visions of what society is (“the people”), but also how relationships between
its members (men/women, majority/minorities, etc.) should be organized and
articulated. These visions hence act in support of “public pedagogies”#* which allow
political and other actors to ideologically control social action via public imagination.

All of the above logics and discursive shifts need to be considered within the wider
setting of various types of “discursive change,”+>—that is, the transnational discourse
dynamics defining trajectories and strategies of public discourses across various
contexts.*3 While various types of dynamics could well be considered as those defining
contemporary facets of discursive change, one significant trajectory has been that of
the “increasing conceptualization of discourse, "+ which, originally arriving as a token
of neoliberal economization of society and of the public domain,* eventually came to
be also adopted by illiberal politics and ideologies.*® The said dynamics encompass
various parallel processes. On the one hand, it entails a gradual changing of the focus
or orientation of discourse away from social actors and groups—as those traditionally
represented as agents, doers, or as benefactors of various social, political, and
economic dynamics—to making it ever more focused on abstract ideas and concepts.
On the other hand, while moving the focus of discourse away from social actors and
from doers/benefactors of social action—and thus making it ever less focused on
human/social agency—this process has allowed for representing social processes
and problems on a strictly abstract and conceptual level. By the same token, it has
often obscured the agency of powerful actors—responsible for changes that could be
perceived as negative for society—while additionally not showing members of society
affected by various facets of change.

The adoption of such strategies by, in particular, the far right, was to a large extent
logical, insofar as ideological debates induced by the far right (such as culture wars)
have very often boiled down to strictly conceptual struggles and have very often been
framed via topos# of “definition and name interpretation™® instead of focusing on
specific actions or policies, or considering their medium- and long-term implications.
However, such illiberal embracing of conceptual logic entails a number of further
discursive dynamics. The first of these is the process of production of the so-called
“borderline discourse”—often initially distributed by far-right affiliates within
uncivil society and hyperpartisan channels, and only later entering the mainstream
media and political debates—whose aim is the normalization of uncivil and often
antisocial, illiberal ideologies under the guise of socially- and politically-acceptable
ideas and claims. Such construction of borderline discourse has been crucial in,
for example, normalization of the wider politics of exclusion groomed in such
socially-acceptable ideological-discursive frames of rationalism, religion, values,
etc.5° By the same token, the production of borderline discourse would also enable
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simultaneous or subsequent introduction of the wider “proxy discourses”* that allow
for elaborating various frames in either their proximity or by association, as “public
implicatures.”s* Such has been frequently the case with, for example, discussions
connecting criminality to immigration/multiculturalism, and with arguments
about their inherent connection persisting in the public imagination even when the
relationship would not be made explicit any longer.

The Concept of the Family in the Discourse of the European Far Right

Below, we focus analytically on the discourse of illiberal politics of the far right
wherein, as an empirical example, we trace ideas and mindsets that have been
attached to the wider concept of the family and to its various sister concepts. We
show how the latter—in our case, in particular, the notion of equal opportunities
between men and women, women’s rights, or even of anti-discrimination—
would be strategically redefined for the purpose of recontextualizing a strongly
conservative vision of family, of women’s rights and of gender. As we argue, they
would be flipsided conceptually in order to, paradoxically, support the apparently
stable and unitary understanding of family as heteronormative and nuclear, as it
is consequently emphasized in illiberal discourse. Hence, in the analysis below,
we sample the discourses that entail various definitions of family in party-political
strategies represented in programmatic documents. We do so in order to show how
conceptual flipsiding of the nodal concept of the family—and particularly of its
key sister concepts—not only solidifies the hegemonic understanding of family as
heteronormative but also allows the far right to, on its back, normalize and make
acceptable various further exclusionary notions and views.

As we argue, the concept of the family requires attention as it has recently become
one of the most widely used notions in far-right politics, up to the point of even
becoming a central tenet of its electoral success in various contexts (for the most
recent case, see Italy and Prime Minister Giorgia Meloni’s Brothers of Italy (Fratelli
d’Italia: FdI).5s However, the concept of the family has also been used in the illiberal
imagination more widely while frequently becoming an entry point to the public
narratives on issues of, among other things, gender, fertility rights, women’s rights,
equal opportunities, parenting practices, anti-discrimination, etc., which therefore
have often been the targets of illiberal ideological actions, especially of the far
right.5 Indeed, as we show, the meaning of all these concepts and ideas would often
undergo dynamic change—especially via their translations into the illiberal and
deeply conservative catalog of values as we show below. While being, effectively,
conceptually flipsided, these concepts would, at the same time, endow the de facto
strongly traditional meaning of family with an aura of modern approach while
obscuring its still deeply traditional understanding.
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Indeed, given the concept of family is one of the most complex in the social sciences,
its illiberal simplifications favoring fixed understandings, such as those highlighted
below, must be viewed as purposeful and strategic. They allow, namely, to discard a
modern vision of family as a process, and as subject to changes taking place with time,
with the evolving life-course of its members, and within the dynamics of the wider
society and social change®. Therefore, family as a concept—and a denotation of a
certain community, intimacy, and a set of practices and of a shared responsibilitys*—
would be subject to many processes of idealization and ideological misappropriation
that would also chime in with its reinforcement in illiberal mindsets. The latter would
often not only ignore but openly combat the plurality of the family’s contemporary
forms and foreground heterosexual and nuclear family while negating plurality
of contemporary family forms including, inter alia, same-sex and trans-gender
familiess® or families based on assisted reproduction,® all of which would often be
often targeted by illiberal visions. The latter would also enable obscuring the fact
that, as such, family is not only a locus of socialization but also a space where gender
inequality would often be incepted and sustained® prior to its recontextualization
into wider society. It is for those reasons that conceptions of family would be
particularly open to politicizations as made evident in far-right illiberal discourse
with its focus on the implied stability of family and on simultaneous conceptual
dynamism of its closely-related sister notions.

The Context

Our analysis below looks at the discourse about famlly of the Freedom Party of
Austria (Frelhelthche Partei Osterreichs: FPO) present in the Austrian and European
political scene since the 1940s. Its ideological catalog has continuously revolved
around nativist ideas and claims though with specific policies to enforce those
changing over time.® The FPO came into the international spotlight at the end of the
1980s and in the 1990s, when, under the then leadership of Jorg Haider, the party
brought to Austrian political discourse a focus on anti-immigration and nativist
politics (for example, under the famous strategically ambivalent slogan, “Austria
First”) thus forging a discursive link that in years to come would become a standard
tenet of the European as well as international far right. As a result, the FPO of the
late 1990s enjoyed radically increased public support and even entered the Austrian
federal government as the coalition partner of the conservative Austrian People’s
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Party (Osterreichische Volkspartei, or OVP) in 2000—yet with this famously leading
to political repercussions of both national and international nature.

Given the FPO’s apparently pervasive inability to remain efficient while in
government,® the party has since the early 2000s enjoyed some isolated stints in
government (within repeated coalitions with the conservatives in 2000 to 2005,
and 2017 to 2019), yet spent the majority of the new millennium in opposition.
While in government, the FPO would strongly proliferate its policies — which could
best be described as a highly ambivalent to outright paradoxical combination of
welfare and neoliberal logics with FPO remaining nativistically “proletarian” as well
as welfare-chauvinist.®® On the other hand, while in opposition, the party would
continue to master its anti-establishment, populist-nativist claims as well as being
focused on what has been called “constant campaigning®, in particular with regard
to channeling its anti-immigration, nativist, or ever more explicitly Islamophobic
politics. However, while the FPO has remained out of government recently, it has,
under the current leadership of Herbert Kickl since 2021, again managed to rebuild
its base gradually yet quite significantly, with polls indicating even around 30%
support in early 2024.%

Methodology: Discourse-Conceptual Analysis

Given the theoretical and analytical focus on the conceptual character of the analyzed
discourse, the analysis below utilizes the “discourse-conceptual analysis” (or DCA;
Krzyzanowski 2010, 2016, 2019) that combines key insights from, on the one hand,
the Discourse-Historical Approach in Critical Discourse Studies®® and, on the other
hand, the so-called conceptual history (or Begriffsgeschichte) of Reinhart Koselleck®”
and of his key followers.®® DCA has previously been deployed extensively in the
analyses of illiberal discourse of the far right (for example, the Austrian FPO® but
also the Polish Law and Justice [PiS] party),” or of the far right’s key ideological
projects (such as, for example, Brexit).”

In terms of the actual analysis, the DCA follows a typical multilevel discourse-
historical analysis.” Therein, at first, the entry-level thematic analysis is usually
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performed in order to map the text-semantic aspects of the contents of discourse
(and devise relevant discourse topics) before moving on to the in-depth analysis that
covers a variety of discursive strategies including, centrally, various argumentation
frames (summarized via different topoi). At the intersection of these levels, yet
mainly while drawing on the in-depth analysis which is also the main focus of our
examination below, the key aim is to explore the main arguments in the discourse
surrounding the concept of family. This results in empirically forming the concept’s
semantic field: that is, a cumulative map of thematic-argumentative connections
which are formed in the process of relating the central or basic concept in question
to its sister- or counter-concepts that would either help, respectively, to particularize
or oppose its meaning.

Analysis

The FPQ’s approach to conceptualizing the family as well as wider gender
relationships embodied by the family’s sister concepts has, especially in recent
decades, remained more or less consequently framed by the party’s wider far-right
and ethno-nationalist stance anchored in a rather set number of issues and ideas.”
Among these, there have been, for example: definitions of family as such, especially
via strictly heteronormative ideas of partnerships and traditional ideas, in addition to
criticizing homosexuality and same-sex relationships and/or foregrounding (though
in many cases rather cursorily) family- and elderly-related welfare provisions.

In recent years, this catalog has also been extended by the idea of women’s rights,
often subsumed to a wider gender equality which, as has been shown extensively
before,’+has long been in focus of the FPO as the notion enabling, among other things,
the party’s anti-multiculturalist and especially more recent Islamophobic rhetoric
(via arguments wherein, for example, Islam would be criticized for disregarding
women’s rights, including in such practices as wearing headscarves, etc.). In many
cases above, however, once redefined and “flipsided” in their meanings, many
family-related notions would tend to be used in a rather path-dependent way: they
would mainly be used nominally or figuratively (that is, just mentioned) before being
purposefully misinterpreted.

In the current FPO Program (which has been in place with some modifications
since 201175 and hence, also, despite its de facto evolution, maintaining an image
of certain stability of views), the notion of family would be prominent on a par with
the Party’s wider self-presentation as a nativist party (traditionally self-defined as
Heimatpartei). Indeed, throughout the document, the current FPO slogan describing
the party as a “social homeland party” (die soziale Heimatpartei) would be repeated
on each page of the program, while the front page would also include a statement
that FPO’s “Heart Beats in Red-White Red” (Unser Herz schldgt rot-weiss-rot),
making reference to the Austrian red-white-red national flag often used in the party’s
political communication materials.

References to family as a concept first appear on page 3, where a presentation of a
10-point list of “Key points of freedomite politics” (Leitsdtze fretheitlicher Politik)
is presented. Therein, point 4 speaks specifically of family and defines this as a
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heteronormative construct, necessarily including children, as well as alluding to the
role of the family as multi-generational. Specifically, it is argued that:

4. The family, as a partnership between a man and a woman
with common children, is the natural nucleus that holds a
functioning society together, and which, with the solidarity
of the generations, underpins our sustainability.”

The above ideas are then also further developed/particularized in Part 4 of the
program, corresponding with point 4 of the initial outline of “key points,” which is
devoted specifically to “Family and Generations” (Familie und Generationen) and
amounting to 1.5 pages.

There are, at first, two topoi: of family as a foundation of a society and of family as
a heteronormative construct, which are further developed (see Figure 1 for key topoi
and concepts used in relation to family in the document). The latter is emphasized
from the outset, when the definition of family as a partnership of man and woman” is
repeatedly mentioned. This eventually leads to a statement, in the fifth paragraph of
the section, that the FPO outwardly rejects “a separate legal institution for same-sex
relations,” thus effectively building a heteronormative (and to some extent implicitly
anti—homosexual) argument. Further to that, the previous focus on children is also
redeployed to argue that “only partnerships between men and women provide our
society with a wealth of children,” wherein children serve as a concept that pre-
legitimizes the strictly heteronormative vision of family and allows for rejection of
homosexuality on the one hand and of homosexual partnerships or marriages as
“families” on the other.

Equal
Opportunities
between Men

and Women

Dignity of the
Elderly and Its Family as a
Recognition (incl. Foundation of
Fair Pension Society
System)

Opposition to

Violence against Familyasa
Children and the Heteronormative
Elderly incl. Construct

Ageism

Family as
Autonomous
Entity

FIGURE 1: Semantic Field of the Concept of Family in the FPO Party Program.

76 FPO Program, p. 3.
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Symptomatically for the Party’s programmatic as well as discursive ambivalence,
the section devoted to family also includes a rather paradoxical discussion and,
effectively, a redefinition of “equal opportunities between men and women” (within
the set of arguments related to gender equality). Therefore, the FPO argues, it is
“committed to” gender equality, in addition to further specifying where that equality
should be evident (that is, in “mutual respect” and “fair incomes”). However, while
the first two passages of discussion on gender relations pertain to the above, purely
declarative and general statements, already the third paragraph of the section moves
to a deeper redefinition of equal opportunities, and in particular their eventual
implementation. It claims that:

We emphatically reject the preferential treatment of a
gender to overcome actual or perceived discrimination.
Statistical inequalities caused by a variety of factors cannot
be evened out by wronging individual people. This is why
we speak out against any quota regulation or “gender
mainstreaming.”””

Hence, one witnesses here a specific “conceptual flipsiding” wherein, on the one
hand, gender equality is first nominally mentioned as a concept but, on the other, it
is provided with understanding that is far from its equity-based understanding. This
becomes even more obvious when the FPO makes further declarative statements on
the one hand, while on the other rejecting any actual actions and policies that would
enforce gender parity in the wider society, as is the case with the openly rejected
“gender mainstreaming.” More importantly, in order to fulfil the above argument,
the evidence of gender inequalities in society is strongly trivialized and mitigated as
resorting to “statistical inequalities” while implying the problem may, de facto, not
exist and only be a case of a misperception drawn from statistical distributions. This
is realized via a strategy of “indetermination,””® which effectively allows for diluting
the problem by making its various aspects unspecific. Hence, we see the FPO arguing
that potential gender inequalities are “caused by a variety of factors,” and hence
one also cannot apply any specific solutions (such as, for example, the said gender
mainstreaming) to eradicate the problem.

While the remaining discussion in the FPO program is devoted to two topoi—one
of caring for children and the elderly in the context of intergenerational family
contacts, and another of violence and age-based discrimination), an interesting
set of overall arguments still transpires through the remaining discussion in the
“Family & Generations” section. On the one hand, the FPO styles itself as an “anti-
discrimination” party, which, however, knowing the party’s very persistent and
long-term anti-pluralist stance, seems rather dubious and a clear case of intended,
“calculated ambivalence.” Yet, as one eventually learns, said anti-discrimination is
also, in addition, conceptually flipsided as it is mainly presented as an act of fighting
discrimination against heterosexual families, thus resembling wider argumentative
flipsides frames known from “anti-white racism.”®° The same also applies to several
arguments in favor of a variety of welfare provisions, which, communicating the
FPO’s apparently pro-welfare and pro-inclusivity stance, on the one hand emerges
as a set of unsubstantiated flipsides (especially knowing the party’s usually nativist
welfare-chauvinist stance) while at the same time constituting the entry point into
neoliberal pre-legitimation (explicitly mentioning “corporate and private pension
planning”).5
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Conclusions

Our analysis emphasizes that, as a political-discursive strategy, conceptual flipsiding
requires close theoretical and empirical attention, given its pervasiveness and the
often pivotal role in the contemporary normalization of anti- and post-democratic
thinking.®2 As our examination above shows, conceptual flipsiding is also a
complex strategy which allows public proponents of illiberalism—including, most
prominently, the far right—to deploy in their discourse a variety of concepts which,
in their origins, are liberal-democratic and/or egalitarian yet are in the studied
discourse being openly endowed with specifically illiberal and quasi-traditionalist
as well as conservative meanings. As has been shown, concepts rarely undergo the
flipsiding process in isolation and the process often affects wider or longer chains
and conceptual constellations. Thereby, not only the major or central notions (in
our case, the family) but also—or perhaps especially—their key sister-concepts
are endowed with new, illiberal meanings. This allows proponents of the illiberal
stance to reverse meanings of not only isolated notions but also, effectively, of wider
semantic fields of key social and political concepts.

A strategic nature of the conceptual flipsiding process highlighted in our analysis
is particularly vital here. As we have shown, namely, the illiberal stance is
recontextualized (in our case, by the far right) with the aim of deploying redefined
concepts for pronouncedly political and ideological reasons and, first and foremost,
in order to colonize concepts seen as vital entry points to related, wider areas of the
social and political imagination. Therefore, as has been shown, the key concepts are
often figuratively or nominally mentioned while being instrumentalized as entry
points for challenging and opposing a number of further notions and ideas that do
not align with the illiberal (including far-right) political-ideological catalog. In our
case, the recurrent discursive focus on, among other things, gender and women’s
rights, same-sex relationships, etc., is emphasized in illiberal discourses to de facto
strongly criticize those concepts and reject their liberal-democratic meanings.

The above, as has been shown, happens while deploying (at least initially and
nominally) the concepts known to be associated with liberal-democratic thinking
and hence in a strategy which not only redefines them but also, in doing so,
effectively enables their takeover by the illiberal ideologies. This, crucially, poses
many challenges as far possibilities of critically deconstructing and analyzing or
possibly reversing this process. Namely, given that, the discourse in question still
revolves around recognizable and widely acceptable notions, it also allows for new
illiberal meanings to be accepted and normalized under the guise of acceptable ideas.
This, consequently, hinders deconstruction of illiberal conceptual flipsiding which,
effectively, hijacks the language once known to liberal democracy and its ideas/
values and makes it increasingly difficult for its liberal-democratic understandings
to be reinstated and brought back to the center of the public imagination.®s
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