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Abstract

The main purpose of the research is to investigate the phenomenon of democratic
deconsolidation and its constitutive elements, in order to answer the following question:
What causes democratic deconsolidation? (In which case can a democracy be considered as
deconsolidated?) According to the hypothesis given in the paper, democratic deconsolidation
is caused by (1) the emergence of antidemocratic and antisystem public attitudes, (2) the rise
of populist/antisystem parties, leaders and movements, and (3) the initiation of decay of
those democratic institutions, which check and balance the power of the executive

government.

The research applies Qualitative Methodology. Conclusions are based on Comparative Case-

Study Analysis, Methods of Congruence, Process Tracing and Desk Research.

The theory of democratic deconsolidation formulated by Foa and Mounk is makes the basis
of the theoretical framework utilized in the research. Cases of Hungary and Venezuela are
analyzed to test the hypothesis. The research testifies validity of the hypothesis and identifies

the need to update the existing theory.

Key Words: Democratic Deconsolidation; Democratic Consolidation; Democratic Institutions;

Public Attitudes; Populist/Antisystem parties.



