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Abstract: 

Populist movements have become significant forces in global politics, challenging established norms and 

institutions across various socio-political landscapes. This comparative study examines the dynamics of populist 

movements led by Imran Khan in Pakistan, Donald Trump in America, Recep Tayyip Erdogan in Turkey, 

Narendra Modi in India, and Benjamin Netanyahu in Israel. By analyzing key factors contributing to their rise, 

differences in their strategies and rhetoric, and the extent of their impact on democratic norms and institutions, 

this study aims to provide insights into the nature and implications of populism in diverse national contexts. The 

study employs a multi-dimensional theoretical framework drawing from political science, sociology, and 

comparative politics to analyze the populist movements. It explores the commonalities and differences in the 

characteristics and impacts of populist leadership, shedding light on their advantages and disadvantages for their 

respective nations' socio-political landscapes. Additionally, the study assesses the economic and foreign policy 

priorities of populist leaders and their influence on social welfare, income inequality, and international relations. 

Furthermore, the study examines how populist leaders utilize media platforms to communicate with the public and 

the role of media in either amplifying or challenging populist narratives. It also investigates how populist leaders 
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incorporate nationalist sentiments into their agendas and address issues related to religious, ethnic, or cultural 

minorities, analyzing the impact of their policies on minority rights and inclusion. Finally, the study assesses how 

populist leaders respond to crises, such as public health emergencies, economic downturns, or security 

challenges, and capitalize on these situations to consolidate power. By addressing these research questions, the 

study aims to contribute to a nuanced understanding of populism's implications for democratic governance, 

socio-political stability, and international relations, providing insights for policy-makers, analysts, and civil 

society actors grappling with the challenges posed by populist movements worldwide. 

Keywords: Populism, Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, Netanyahu 

Introduction: 

Populist movements have emerged as significant forces in contemporary global politics, reshaping political 

landscapes and challenging established norms and institutions. This comparative study delves into the dynamics 

of populist movements across diverse socio-political contexts, focusing on five prominent leaders: Imran Khan 

in Pakistan, Donald Trump in America, Recep Tayyip Erdogan in Turkey, Narendra Modi in India, and 

Benjamin Netanyahu in Israel. By examining these cases, this study aims to elucidate the commonalities and 

differences in the rise, characteristics, and impact of populist politics in varying national contexts. 

The term "populism" encompasses a range of political ideologies and strategies characterized by the invocation 

of "the people" against "the elite" and the promise to address perceived grievances of the masses. Populist 

leaders often employ simplistic rhetoric, appeal to emotions over rationality, and capitalize on societal divisions 

to consolidate power. While populist movements can emerge across the ideological spectrum, they often share 

key features such as anti-establishment sentiments, nationalist rhetoric, and a penchant for strongman leadership 

(McDonnell, 2016). 

Imran Khan's rise to power in Pakistan marked a significant shift in the country's political landscape. Leveraging 

his cricketing fame and anti-corruption platform, Khan's Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf (PTI) appealed to 

disillusioned segments of society, promising to combat corruption and usher in a new era of governance. 

Similarly, Donald Trump's unexpected victory in the 2016 U.S. presidential election sent shock-waves through 

the global political establishment. Trump's populist rhetoric, characterized by nationalist fervor and promises to 

"drain the swamp" in Washington, resonated with disaffected Americans who felt marginalized by 

globalization and cultural shifts (Hassan, 2020). 

In Turkey, Recep Tayyip Erdogan's Justice and Development Party (AKP) has consolidated power through a 

combination of Islamist principles and populist tactics. Erdogan's leadership style, marked by authoritarian 

tendencies and polarizing rhetoric, has polarized Turkish society while simultaneously galvanizing his support 

base. Meanwhile, in India, Narendra Modi's Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) has harnessed Hindu nationalist 

sentiment to mobilize voters and secure electoral victories. Modi's brand of populism emphasizes economic 

development alongside a Hindu-centric cultural agenda, posing challenges to India's secular democratic ethos 

(Tape, 2022). Finally, Benjamin Netanyahu's tenure as Prime Minister of Israel has been characterized by a 

blend of nationalist populism and security-focused governance. Netanyahu's leadership has capitalized on 

security threats facing Israel while also appealing to right-wing sentiments regarding settlements and the 

Israeli-Palestinian conflict (Leslie, 2017). In analyzing these case studies, this comparative examination will 

explore the drivers, strategies, and consequences of populist movements in diverse political contexts. By doing 
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so, it aims to contribute to a nuanced understanding of the global resurgence of populism and its implications for 

democratic governance, socio-political stability, and international relations. 

Research Questions: 

i. What are the key socio-political, economic, and cultural factors that have contributed to the rise of populist 

movements led by Imran Khan in Pakistan, Donald Trump in America, Recep Tayyip Erdogan in Turkey, 

Narendra Modi in India, and Benjamin Netanyahu in Israel? 

ii. How do the strategies, rhetoric, and policy agendas of Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, 

Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu differ in their respective populist movements, and what 

implications do these differences have for the nature and trajectory of populism in their respective 

countries? 

iii. To what extent do the populist movements led by Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, 

Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu challenge democratic norms, institutions, and practices in 

Pakistan, America, Turkey, India, and Israel, and what are the broader implications for democratic 

governance and political stability in these nations and the international community? 

Research Objectives: 

i. To conduct an extensive analysis of the socio-political, economic, and cultural contexts in Pakistan, 

America, Turkey, India, and Israel, with a focus on identifying the key factors that have facilitated the rise 

of populist movements led by Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and 

Benjamin Netanyahu. 

ii. To compare and contrast the strategies, rhetoric, and policy agendas employed by Imran Khan, Donald 

Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu within their respective populist 

movements. 

iii. To assess the extent to which the populist movements led by Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip 

Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu challenge democratic norms, institutions, and practices 

in Pakistan, America, Turkey, India, and Israel, and to elucidate the broader implications for democratic 

governance and political stability within these nations and the international community. 

Theoretical Framework: 

This study employs a multi-dimensional theoretical framework drawing from various disciplines such as 

political science, sociology, and comparative politics to analyze the populist movements led by Imran Khan, 

Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu. Firstly, it utilizes theories of 

populism, including those proposed by Cas Mudde and Ernesto Laclau, to understand the ideological 

underpinnings and mobilization strategies of populist leaders across different national contexts. Secondly, the 

study adopts theories of democratic governance and institutional analysis, drawing from scholars such as 

Guillermo O'Donnell and Juan J. Linz, to assess the impact of populist movements on democratic norms, 

institutions, and practices in Pakistan, America, Turkey, India, and Israel. Additionally, it integrates theories of 

nationalism, identity politics, and globalization to explore the socio-cultural dimensions of populism and its 

implications for national identity, social cohesion, and international relations. By synthesizing these theoretical 
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perspectives, the study aims to provide a comprehensive and nuanced analysis of populist movements within a 

comparative framework. 

Significance of the Study: 

This comparative examination of populist movements holds significant academic and practical implications. 

Firstly, it contributes to scholarly understanding by providing a comprehensive analysis of the rise, 

characteristics, and impacts of populism across diverse national contexts. By scrutinizing the cases of Imran 

Khan's Pakistan, Trump’s America, Erdogan's Turkey, Modi's India, and Netanyahu's Israel, this study offers 

insights into the commonalities and variations in populist strategies, rhetoric, and policy agendas. Moreover, the 

study addresses pressing theoretical questions regarding the nature of populism, its relationship with democracy, 

and its implications for governance and stability. By integrating theoretical frameworks from political science, 

sociology, and comparative politics, it advances theoretical debates surrounding populism and democratic 

governance. Practically, the findings of this study have relevance for policy-makers, analysts, and civil society 

actors grappling with the challenges posed by populist movements worldwide. Understanding the drivers and 

consequences of populism in diverse political landscapes can inform strategies for safeguarding democratic 

institutions, promoting social cohesion, and fostering inclusive governance. Ultimately, this study seeks to 

contribute to informed decision-making and the advancement of democratic principles in an era marked by 

populist resurgence. 

What is Populism? 

"Populism" is a political approach characterized by a leader's claim to represent the interests of ordinary people 

against established elites. Populist leaders often position themselves as outsiders, leveraging charisma and direct 

communication to connect with the public. Populism typically involves an anti-establishment stance, 

simplification of issues, and the promotion of nationalism. It creates a dichotomy between the "people" and the 

"elites," promising significant change and often relying on emotional appeal. Populist movements can manifest 

across the political spectrum, emphasizing the leader's role as a champion of the common folk, challenging 

traditional norms, and fostering a sense of ‘us-versus-them’. 

Main Exponents of Populism Theory: 

Populism is a complex and multifaceted phenomenon, and various scholars have contributed to the development 

of Populism Theory in political science. Some of the main exponents and scholars associated with the study of 

populism include: 

i. Ernesto Laclau: Laclau, an Argentine political theorist, is often considered one of the key figures in the 

development of populism theory. His work, particularly the book "On Populist Reason," co-authored with 

Chantal Mouffe, explores the construction of populist political identities and the role of populism in 

democratic politics. 

ii. Chantal Mouffe: Mouffe, a Belgian political theorist, has worked closely with Ernesto Laclau and has 

contributed to the development of the theory of radical democracy and agonistic pluralism. Her ideas are 

influential in understanding the relationship between populism and democracy. 
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iii. Cas Mudde: A Dutch political scientist, Mudde has extensively researched and written on populism. He 

has provided valuable insights into the definition and categorization of populism, distinguishing between 

left-wing and right-wing variants. 

iv. Jan-Werner Müller: A German political scientist, Müller has written extensively on populism, 

particularly in his book "What is Populism?" He explores the common features of populist movements 

and leaders and the implications of populism for liberal democracies. 

v. Stanley A. Renshon: An American political psychologist, Renshon has studied the psychology of political 

leaders, including populist leaders. His work delves into the appeal of populist leaders and the reasons 

behind their success. 

vi. Piero Ignazi: An Italian political scientist, Ignazi has contributed to the study of populist parties in 

Europe. His research focuses on the electoral success and characteristics of populist parties in different 

contexts. 

It's important to note that the study of populism is dynamic, and new perspectives and analyses continue to 

emerge. Different scholars may approach the topic from various angles, and the field is characterized by 

ongoing debates and discussions. 

1. How Many Characteristics of ''Populist Leader'' in Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and 

Netanyahu having? 

Populist leaders such as Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin 

Netanyahu exhibit a variety of characteristics that distinguish them within their respective political landscapes. 

While each leader's approach to populism may differ in nuance, there are several common traits that define their 

populist personas. 

i. Charismatic Appeal: Populist leaders often possess charismatic personalities that enable them to connect 

with and mobilize their supporters effectively. Imran Khan's background as a renowned cricketer in 

Pakistan, Donald Trump's celebrity status as a business tycoon in America, Erdogan's history as a 

grassroots politician in Turkey, Modi's rise from humble beginnings in India, and Netanyahu's reputation 

as a seasoned statesman in Israel all contribute to their charismatic appeal (Ahmed, 2023). 

ii. Anti-Establishment Rhetoric: Populist leaders frequently position themselves as outsiders fighting 

against entrenched elites and establishments. They capitalize on public dissatisfaction with the status quo 

and promise to disrupt existing power structures. Imran Khan's anti-corruption stance in Pakistan, Trump's 

"drain the swamp" rhetoric in America, Erdogan's critique of Turkey's secular elite, Modi's condemnation 

of India's political dynasties, and Netanyahu's portrayal of himself as a defender of the Israeli people 

against internal and external threats exemplify this characteristic. 

iii. Nationalist and Populist Messaging: Populist leaders often employ nationalist rhetoric, emphasizing the 

interests of the nation and its people above all else. They frame their policies and agendas in terms of 

national identity and pride, appealing to sentiments of patriotism and belonging. Imran Khan's emphasis on 

Pakistani nationalism, Trump's "America First" slogan, Erdogan's promotion of Turkish nationalism, 

Modi's advocacy for Hindutva ideology in India, and Netanyahu's focus on Israeli security and sovereignty 

illustrate this nationalist-populist messaging (Destradi, 2021). 
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iv. Simplistic Solutions to Complex Issues: Populist leaders tend to offer simple solutions to complex 

socio-economic and political problems, often scapegoating marginalized groups or external forces for 

societal challenges. Imran Khan's promises of swift anti-corruption measures, Trump's pledges to build a 

border wall and renegotiate trade deals, Erdogan's crackdown on perceived enemies of the state, Modi's 

emphasis on economic development and Hindu nationalism, and Netanyahu's tough stance on security 

issues exemplify this tendency. 

v. Authoritarian Tendencies: Populist leaders may exhibit authoritarian tendencies, seeking to centralize 

power, weaken democratic institutions, and suppress dissent to consolidate their rule. Imran Khan's use of 

executive authority in Pakistan, Trump's attacks on the media and judicial independence in America, 

Erdogan's crackdown on opposition voices in Turkey, Modi's controversial actions in Indian-administered 

Kashmir, and Netanyahu's challenges to Israeli judiciary and media highlight this authoritarian streak 

(Ahmed, 2023). 

2. Commonalities and Differences between Imran Khan and other Populist Leaders like Donald Trump, 

Erdogan, Modi and Netanyahu. 

Imran Khan, as a populist leader, shares commonalities and differences with other prominent figures such as 

Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu. While each leader's 

approach to populism is nuanced by their specific national contexts, there are overarching themes that highlight 

both similarities and distinctions in their populist movements. 

Commonalities: 

Anti-Establishment Stance: Like other populist leaders, Imran Khan positions himself as an outsider challenging 

the entrenched political elites. He portrays himself as a champion of the common people against corrupt and 

self-serving political establishments (Ahmed, 2023). 

i. Nationalist Rhetoric: Imran Khan, along with Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu, employs 

nationalist rhetoric to appeal to sentiments of patriotism and national identity. They emphasize the interests 

of their respective nations and promise to prioritize the needs of their citizens over external influences 

(Tape, 2022). 

ii. Charismatic Leadership: All these leaders exhibit charismatic qualities that help them connect with their 

supporters on an emotional level. Imran Khan's background as a cricket icon, akin to Trump's business 

success, Erdogan's grassroots activism, Modi's rise from humble beginnings, and Netanyahu's 

statesmanship, contributes to their charismatic appeal. 

iii. Populist Messaging: Imran Khan, like his counterparts, utilizes populist messaging, often simplifying 

complex issues and offering straightforward solutions to address societal problems. They capitalize on 

public grievances and promise swift action to address perceived injustices (Ahmed, 2023). 

iv. Authoritarian Tendencies: While varying in degree, all these leaders have displayed authoritarian 

tendencies in their governance styles. They seek to consolidate power, weaken checks and balances, and 

stifle dissent to maintain control over their respective political landscapes. 

Differences: 
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i. Ideological Orientation: Imran Khan's populism is largely centered around anti-corruption and social 

justice, whereas Trump's populism in America is characterized by anti-immigration sentiments and 

economic nationalism. Erdogan's populism in Turkey has strong Islamist undertones, while Modi's in India 

is influenced by Hindu nationalism. Netanyahu's populism in Israel is focused on security concerns and 

right-wing policies (Leslie, 2017). 

ii. Governance Approach: Imran Khan's governance style in Pakistan has been marked by a mix of idealism 

and pragmatism, whereas Trump's tenure in America was characterized by volatility and polarization. 

Erdogan's rule in Turkey has seen a gradual erosion of democratic institutions, while Modi's leadership in 

India has emphasized economic development alongside a Hindu-centric cultural agenda. Netanyahu's 

governance in Israel has been dominated by security-centric policies and challenges related to the 

Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 

iii. Regional and Global Impact: The geopolitical contexts of Pakistan, America, Turkey, India, and Israel 

contribute to differences in the regional and global impact of their populist leaders. While Imran Khan's 

influence is largely confined to South Asia, Trump's presidency had global ramifications. Erdogan's 

Turkey holds strategic significance in the Middle East, while Modi's India is a key player in South Asia. 

Netanyahu's Israel occupies a central position in the geopolitics of the Middle East (Ahmed, 2023). 

3. Advantages and Disadvantages of ''Populist Leaders'' like Imran Khan, Donald trump, Erdogan, Modi 

and Netanyahu on there respective Nations: 

Populist leaders such as Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin 

Netanyahu bring both advantages and disadvantages to their respective nations, influencing various aspects of 

governance, society, and international relations. 

Advantages: 

i. Mobilizing Marginalized Groups: Populist leaders often appeal to marginalized or disenfranchised 

segments of society, offering them a voice and a sense of empowerment. By championing the concerns of 

these groups, leaders like Imran Khan, Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu can mobilize support and 

address long-standing grievances. 

ii. Addressing Corruption and Inefficiency: Populist leaders frequently campaign on promises to tackle 

corruption and bureaucratic inefficiencies within the government. Their anti-establishment rhetoric and 

calls for transparency can lead to increased accountability and reforms aimed at improving governance 

(Morgül, 2022). 

iii. Focusing on National Priorities: Populist leaders tend to prioritize national interests and issues that 

resonate with their voter base. This focus on domestic concerns, such as economic development, security, 

and identity politics, can lead to targeted policies and initiatives that address pressing challenges facing the 

nation. 

iv. Heightened Political Engagement: The rise of populist leaders often leads to increased political 

participation and engagement among citizens. Whether through rallies, protests, or social media activism, 

populist movements can energize the electorate and foster a greater sense of civic responsibility. 
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Disadvantages: 

i. Polarization and Divisiveness: Populist leaders frequently employ divisive rhetoric that exacerbates 

societal tensions and polarizes communities along ethnic, religious, or ideological lines. This polarization 

can undermine social cohesion, weaken democratic institutions, and hinder efforts at consensus-building 

and reconciliation. 

ii. Erosion of Democratic Norms: Populist leaders may exhibit authoritarian tendencies, seeking to 

consolidate power and weaken democratic checks and balances. This erosion of democratic norms can lead 

to the concentration of power in the hands of the executive, erosion of press freedom, and suppression of 

dissent, undermining the foundations of democracy (Morgül, 2022). 

iii. Economic Instability: Populist policies often prioritize short-term gains and political expediency over 

long-term economic stability and sustainability. Measures such as protectionist trade policies, currency 

manipulation, and excessive government intervention in markets can lead to economic uncertainty, reduced 

investor confidence, and hindered growth. 

iv. International Isolation: Populist leaders may pursue nationalist agendas that prioritize unilateral action 

over international cooperation. This approach can strain diplomatic relations, undermine alliances, and 

isolate the nation on the global stage, potentially hindering efforts to address transnational challenges such 

as climate change, terrorism, and pandemics. 

4. ''Populist Leaders'' like Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi and Netanyahu are beneficial for 

democracy or danger for democracy? 

The question of whether populist leaders like Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra 

Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu are beneficial or detrimental to democracy is complex and subject to debate. 

While populist leaders often capitalize on popular discontent and mobilize support for their agendas, their 

impact on democratic institutions and norms can vary widely and may entail both positive and negative 

consequences (Khan, 2022). 

On one hand, populist leaders can be perceived as beneficial for democracy due to the following reasons: 

i. Increased Political Participation: Populist movements led by figures like Imran Khan, Trump, Erdogan, 

Modi, and Netanyahu often energize the electorate and encourage greater political engagement among 

citizens. This heightened participation can lead to a more vibrant democracy with increased public scrutiny 

and accountability of government actions. 

ii. Addressing Popular Grievances: Populist leaders typically emerge in response to widespread 

dissatisfaction with the political establishment and its failure to address the needs and concerns of ordinary 

citizens. By championing populist causes and promising to address these grievances, leaders may bring 

attention to neglected issues and foster a more responsive government. 

iii. Disrupting Status Quo: Populist movements have the potential to challenge entrenched elites and disrupt 

established power structures. By questioning the status quo and advocating for change, leaders like Imran 

Khan, Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu can introduce new ideas, policies, and perspectives into the 

political discourse, thereby invigorating democratic debate (Khan, 2022). 
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However, populist leaders also pose significant dangers to democracy, as evidenced by the following 

factors: 

i. Erosion of Democratic Norms: Populist leaders often exhibit authoritarian tendencies and seek to 

consolidate power at the expense of democratic institutions and norms. Tactics such as undermining the 

independence of the judiciary, attacking the free press, and marginalizing political opposition can weaken 

democratic checks and balances and erode the rule of law. 

ii. Polarization and Divisiveness: Populist rhetoric frequently relies on polarizing language that exacerbates 

societal divisions and fosters a climate of hostility and mistrust. By demonizing opponents and stoking 

fears of "the other," populist leaders can deepen social cleavages, undermine social cohesion, and hinder 

efforts at consensus-building and compromise. 

iii. Undermining Pluralism and Minority Rights: Populist movements often promote a narrow conception 

of national identity and prioritize the interests of the majority at the expense of minority rights and 

marginalized groups. This can lead to discrimination, intolerance, and the erosion of pluralism, 

jeopardizing the principles of equality and inclusivity that are fundamental to democracy (Ahmed, 2023). 

5. How do the populist leadership styles of Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu 

differ in terms of rhetoric, policy approaches, and governance? 

The populist leadership styles of Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and 

Benjamin Netanyahu exhibit variations in rhetoric, policy approaches, and governance strategies, reflecting the 

diverse socio-political contexts of their respective nations (Yilmaz, 2022). 

Rhetoric: 

i. Imran Khan: Khan's rhetoric often emphasizes anti-corruption and social justice, portraying himself as a 

champion of the common people against entrenched elites. He appeals to national unity and religious 

identity, framing his policies within the context of Islamic values and Pakistan's historical struggle against 

injustice (Shakil, 2021). 

ii. Donald Trump: Trump's rhetoric is characterized by nationalist and populist appeals, focusing on issues 

such as immigration, trade, and "America First" policies. He employs divisive language, scapegoating 

immigrants and political opponents while promising to restore American greatness and protect the interests 

of the working class (Morgül, 2022). 

iii. Recep Tayyip Erdogan: Erdogan's rhetoric combines populist and Islamist themes, emphasizing national 

pride, religious values, and Turkey's historical legacy. He portrays himself as a strongman leader defending 

the Turkish nation against internal and external threats, while also promoting his vision of a "New Turkey" 

based on conservative values (Morgül, 2022). 

iv. Narendra Modi: Modi's rhetoric is marked by a blend of Hindu nationalist ideology and promises of 

economic development. He appeals to Hindu pride and identity, framing his policies within the context of 

cultural revivalism and efforts to promote India as a global power (Tape, 2022). 
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v. Benjamin Netanyahu: Netanyahu's rhetoric emphasizes security concerns and the Israeli state's right to 

self-defense. He portrays himself as a stalwart defender of Israeli interests against regional adversaries, 

often employing fear-mongering tactics to rally support for his policies (Yilmaz, 2022). 

Policy Approaches: 

i. Imran Khan: Khan's policy approach prioritizes anti-corruption measures, social welfare programs, and 

efforts to improve governance. He has focused on economic reforms, poverty alleviation, and 

infrastructure development, while also advocating for peace and reconciliation with neighboring countries 

(Shakil, 2021). 

ii. Donald Trump: Trump's policy agenda includes measures to restrict immigration, renegotiate trade 

agreements, and promote American economic interests. He has pursued deregulation, tax cuts, and 

protectionist trade policies, while also prioritizing military spending and border security (Morgül, 2022). 

iii. Recep Tayyip Erdogan: Erdogan's policies have focused on consolidating power, promoting conservative 

social values, and asserting Turkey's influence regionally and globally. He has pursued an expansive 

foreign policy agenda, while also cracking down on dissent, restricting press freedom, and consolidating 

control over key institutions (Morgül, 2022). 

iv. Narendra Modi: Modi's policy agenda combines economic reforms with Hindu nationalist priorities. He 

has implemented measures to boost economic growth, promote entrepreneurship, and improve 

infrastructure, while also advancing controversial policies such as the Citizenship Amendment Act and the 

revocation of Jammu and Kashmir's special status (Tape, 2022). 

v. Benjamin Netanyahu: Netanyahu's policies prioritize security concerns, settlement expansion, and 

maintaining Israel's strategic alliances. He has pursued a tough stance on Iran, while also facing domestic 

challenges related to corruption allegations and political instability (Yilmaz, 2022). 

Governance: 

i. Imran Khan: Khan's governance style is characterized by a mix of idealism and pragmatism, with efforts 

to combat corruption and improve public services. He has faced challenges in implementing reforms and 

managing economic crises, while also navigating complex geopolitical dynamics in the region (Shakil, 

2021). 

ii. Donald Trump: Trump's governance style is marked by volatility and unpredictability, with frequent 

shifts in policy positions and confrontational tactics. He has faced criticism for his handling of domestic 

and international crises, while also boasting of achievements such as tax reform and judicial appointments 

(Morgül, 2022). 

iii. Recep Tayyip Erdogan: Erdogan's governance style is authoritarian, with efforts to consolidate power and 

weaken democratic institutions. He has faced backlash from domestic and international actors over human 

rights abuses, while also maintaining a strong support base among conservative and nationalist segments of 

society (Morgül, 2022). 
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iv. Narendra Modi: Modi's governance style is characterized by a centralization of power and a focus on 

communication and symbolism. He has implemented ambitious policy initiatives, while also facing 

criticism for his handling of issues such as religious intolerance and economic inequality (Tape, 2022). 

v. Benjamin Netanyahu: Netanyahu's governance style is marked by a focus on security concerns and a 

reliance on coalition politics. He has faced challenges in maintaining stability and advancing his policy 

agenda, while also navigating corruption allegations and legal battles (Yilmaz, 2022). 

6. What is the impact of populist leaders on the strength and resilience of democratic institutions in 

Pakistan (Imran Khan), America (Trump) Turkey (Erdogan), India (Modi), and Israel (Netanyahu)? 

The impact of populist leaders on the strength and resilience of democratic institutions varies across Pakistan 

(Imran Khan), America (Donald Trump), Turkey (Recep Tayyip Erdogan), India (Narendra Modi), and Israel 

(Benjamin Netanyahu), reflecting the diverse socio-political contexts and governance styles in each country 

(Dieckhoff, 2022). 

Pakistan (Imran Khan): Imran Khan's tenure as Prime Minister has had mixed effects on the strength of 

democratic institutions in Pakistan. While Khan came to power with promises of anti-corruption reforms and 

improved governance, his administration has faced criticism for undermining democratic norms. Attempts to 

weaken political opponents, restrict press freedom, and influence the judiciary have raised concerns about 

democratic backsliding. However, Khan's government has also taken steps to strengthen local governance 

structures and devolve power to grassroots levels, potentially enhancing the resilience of democratic institutions 

in the long term (Dieckhoff, 2022). 

America (Donald Trump): Donald Trump's presidency had a significant impact on the strength and resilience 

of democratic institutions in the United States. While Trump's populist rhetoric and attacks on the media and 

political opponents strained democratic norms, institutions such as the judiciary, Congress, and the electoral 

system demonstrated resilience in the face of challenges. Trump's attempts to undermine the legitimacy of the 

2020 election through baseless claims of voter fraud were met with widespread condemnation and legal 

challenges, underscoring the robustness of American democratic processes. 

Turkey (Recep Tayyip Erdogan): Recep Tayyip Erdogan's leadership has had a profound impact on the 

strength and resilience of democratic institutions in Turkey. Erdogan's populist and authoritarian tendencies 

have eroded democratic norms and institutions, including the judiciary, media freedom, and civil society. The 

government's crackdown on political opponents, journalists, and civil society activists has led to widespread 

concerns about the state of democracy in Turkey. Erdogan's consolidation of power through constitutional 

changes and executive decrees has further weakened checks and balances, undermining the resilience of 

democratic institutions (Dieckhoff, 2022). 

India (Narendra Modi): Narendra Modi's tenure as Prime Minister has seen a mixed impact on the strength of 

democratic institutions in India. While Modi's populist and nationalist rhetoric has appealed to segments of the 

population, his government has faced criticism for undermining democratic principles, particularly in relation to 

religious and minority rights. The centralization of power, restrictions on freedom of expression, and 

controversial legislative measures such as the Citizenship Amendment Act have raised concerns about the 

erosion of democratic norms and institutions in India. 
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Israel (Benjamin Netanyahu): Benjamin Netanyahu's leadership has had complex effects on the strength and 

resilience of democratic institutions in Israel. While Israel has a strong tradition of democratic governance, 

Netanyahu's prolonged tenure and legal troubles have raised questions about the integrity of democratic 

institutions. Netanyahu's efforts to weaken the judiciary, restrict press freedom, and undermine political 

opponents have been met with resistance from civil society and legal institutions. However, Israel's robust 

democratic culture and active civil society have contributed to the resilience of democratic institutions despite 

these challenges (Dieckhoff, 2022). 

7. To what extent have Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu contributed to or 

mitigated societal polarization within their respective nations? 

Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu have all had 

varying impacts on societal polarization within their respective nations. Their leadership styles, rhetoric, and 

policies have contributed to or mitigated polarization to differing degrees (Roberts, 2022). 

Imran Khan: Imran Khan's leadership in Pakistan has had a mixed impact on societal polarization. While Khan 

has sought to project an image of unity and inclusivity, his rhetoric and policies have sometimes exacerbated 

existing divisions. Khan's anti-corruption platform and promises to address socio-economic disparities appealed 

to a broad coalition of supporters but also faced criticism for failing to deliver tangible improvements. Khan's 

government has faced challenges in bridging the gap between different ethnic, religious, and political groups in 

Pakistan, contributing to ongoing societal polarization (Ginsburgh, 2021). 

Donald Trump: Donald Trump's presidency in the United States significantly exacerbated societal polarization. 

Trump's divisive rhetoric, particularly on issues such as immigration, race, and political correctness, deepened 

existing divides within American society. His attacks on political opponents, the media, and institutions such as 

the judiciary further fueled polarization and undermined trust in democratic norms. Trump's presidency 

highlighted deep-seated divisions along partisan lines, leading to increased polarization and gridlock in 

American politics (Roberts, 2022). 

Recep Tayyip Erdogan: Recep Tayyip Erdogan's leadership in Turkey has been marked by a sharp increase in 

societal polarization. Erdogan's populist rhetoric and authoritarian tactics have intensified divisions within 

Turkish society, particularly between secularists and Islamists, Kurds and Turks, and liberals and conservatives. 

Erdogan's crackdown on dissent, including mass arrests of journalists, academics, and political opponents, has 

further polarized Turkish society and stifled freedom of expression. Erdogan's efforts to consolidate power and 

promote a conservative social agenda have deepened societal divisions and eroded trust in democratic 

institutions (Ginsburgh, 2021). 

Narendra Modi: Narendra Modi's leadership in India has contributed to societal polarization along religious 

and political lines. Modi's Hindu nationalist agenda and controversial policies, such as the Citizenship 

Amendment Act and the revocation of Jammu and Kashmir's special status, have heightened tensions between 

Hindus and Muslims and raised concerns about the marginalization of religious minorities. Modi's emphasis on 

Hindu identity and his party's electoral strategy have deepened societal divisions and led to increased 

polarization, particularly in the run-up to national elections (Ginsburgh, 2021). 

Benjamin Netanyahu: Benjamin Netanyahu's leadership in Israel has exacerbated societal polarization, 

particularly between secular and religious Jews, Israelis and Palestinians, and left-wing and right-wing Israelis. 
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Netanyahu's focus on security concerns and his right-wing policies, including settlement expansion and 

annexation plans, have fueled tensions within Israeli society and strained relations with the international 

community. Netanyahu's combative approach to politics and his efforts to maintain power amid corruption 

scandals have deepened societal divisions and undermined trust in democratic institutions (Roberts, 2022). 

In summary, Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu 

have all contributed to societal polarization within their respective nations through their leadership styles, 

rhetoric, and policies. While some leaders have sought to mitigate polarization through efforts to promote unity 

and inclusivity, others have exacerbated divisions through divisive rhetoric and authoritarian tactics. The extent 

of societal polarization within each nation is influenced by a complex interplay of historical, cultural, and 

political factors, as well as the actions and decisions of political leaders. 

8. What are the economic policy priorities of populist leaders, and how do they impact social welfare, 

income inequality, and poverty rates? 

Populist leaders often advocate for economic policies that prioritize national interests, popular concerns, and the 

well-being of the majority. While the economic policy priorities of populist leaders can vary, common themes 

include protectionism, anti-globalization, and interventions to address perceived economic injustices (Inglehart, 

2017).  

Here's an exploration of the economic policy priorities of populist leaders and their impact on social 

welfare, income inequality, and poverty rates. 

Protectionist Policies: Populist leaders frequently endorse protectionist measures to shield domestic industries 

and workers from perceived external threats. This may involve tariffs, trade restrictions, and nationalist 

economic rhetoric. While these policies aim to protect local jobs, they can lead to higher prices for imported 

goods, potentially impacting the purchasing power of consumers. 

Anti-Globalization Stance: Many populist leaders express scepticism about globalization and international 

trade agreements, asserting that these arrangements harm local industries and workers. By advocating for a 

reduction in global economic integration, they aim to prioritize domestic interests. However, a retreat from 

globalization can limit economic opportunities and access to markets, affecting overall economic growth 

(Inglehart, 2017). 

Interventions to Address Economic Injustices: Populist leaders often emphasize addressing economic 

disparities and injustices. Their policies may include social welfare programs, subsidies, and direct interventions 

in markets to support vulnerable segments of society. While these interventions aim to alleviate poverty and 

reduce inequality, their effectiveness depends on the design and implementation of such measures. 

Impact on Social Welfare: Populist economic policies can have mixed effects on social welfare. Protectionist 

measures may safeguard certain industries but could lead to higher costs for consumers. Interventions to address 

economic injustices may enhance social welfare for targeted groups, but broader economic implications must be 

considered. The overall impact on social welfare depends on the balance between protectionist measures and 

inclusive policies. 

Income Inequality: The relationship between populist economic policies and income inequality is complex. 

While interventions to address economic injustices may contribute to reducing inequality, protectionist measures 
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and anti-globalization stances can have unintended consequences. Restricting international trade may protect 

certain jobs but could limit overall economic growth, potentially exacerbating income inequality (Inglehart, 

2017). 

Poverty Rates: Populist leaders often aim to uplift disadvantaged populations and reduce poverty. Direct 

interventions, such as targeted welfare programs, may contribute to poverty alleviation. However, the success of 

these efforts depends on the effectiveness of policy implementation and addressing root causes of poverty. 

Protectionist economic policies may impact poverty rates indirectly by influencing overall economic conditions. 

9. How have the foreign policy approaches of Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and 

Netanyahu been influenced by populist ideologies? 

The foreign policy approaches of Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and 

Benjamin Netanyahu have been influenced by populist ideologies, shaping their interactions with the 

international community and their strategic priorities on the global stage. Populist leaders often emphasize 

nationalism, assertiveness, and a focus on perceived national interests in their foreign policy agendas, while also 

employing rhetoric that appeals to domestic audiences and reinforces their populist credentials (Friedrichs, 

2022). 

Imran Khan: Imran Khan's foreign policy approach in Pakistan has been influenced by populist ideologies that 

prioritize national sovereignty, anti-imperialism, and non-alignment. Khan has sought to project an image of 

Pakistan as an independent and principled actor in international affairs, advocating for a more balanced and 

equitable relationship with the United States and other major powers. Khan's government has focused on 

improving relations with neighboring countries, particularly India and Afghanistan, while also seeking to 

strengthen ties with traditional allies such as China and Saudi Arabia (Destradi, 2021). 

Donald Trump: Donald Trump's foreign policy approach in the United States was characterized by a populist 

"America First" agenda that emphasized unilateralism, protectionism, and a transactional approach to 

diplomacy. Trump sought to renegotiate trade deals, withdraw from international agreements such as the Paris 

Climate Accord and the Iran nuclear deal, and prioritize U.S. interests over multilateral cooperation. Trump's 

foreign policy was marked by unpredictability and inconsistency, as he frequently clashed with traditional allies 

and pursued a confrontational approach towards adversaries such as China and Iran (Friedrichs, 2022). 

Recep Tayyip Erdogan: Recep Tayyip Erdogan's foreign policy approach in Turkey has been influenced by 

populist ideologies that emphasize nationalism, assertiveness, and a focus on Turkish interests in the region. 

Erdogan has pursued an ambitious foreign policy agenda aimed at expanding Turkey's influence in the Middle 

East, North Africa, and beyond. Erdogan's government has intervened militarily in neighboring countries such 

as Syria and Libya, while also engaging in diplomatic confrontations with Western allies over issues such as 

human rights and democracy (Destradi, 2021). 

Narendra Modi: Narendra Modi's foreign policy approach in India has been characterized by a blend of 

nationalist and populist themes, emphasizing India's status as a rising global power and promoting a vision of 

"neighbourhood first" diplomacy. Modi has sought to strengthen ties with India's neighbours, particularly in 

South Asia, while also pursuing closer partnerships with major powers such as the United States, Russia, and 

Japan. Modi's government has prioritized issues such as counter-terrorism, economic cooperation, and maritime 
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security in its foreign policy agenda, while also asserting India's interests on contentious issues such as border 

disputes with China and Pakistan (Drezner, 2017). 

Benjamin Netanyahu: Benjamin Netanyahu's foreign policy approach in Israel has been influenced by populist 

ideologies that prioritize security concerns, assertiveness, and a focus on Israel's perceived enemies in the 

region. Netanyahu has pursued a hawkish foreign policy agenda aimed at countering threats from Iran, 

Hezbollah, and other adversaries, while also seeking to strengthen ties with regional allies such as Saudi Arabia 

and the United Arab Emirates. Netanyahu's government has pursued controversial policies such as settlement 

expansion in the West Bank and the annexation of territory in the Golan Heights, while also engaging in 

diplomatic confrontations with international actors over issues such as Palestinian statehood and the Iran nuclear 

deal (Drezner, 2017). 

10. How do populist leaders like Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu utilize 

media platforms to communicate with the public, and what is the role of media in either amplifying or 

challenging populist narratives? 

Populist leaders, including Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu, strategically leverage 

media platforms to communicate with the public, shaping narratives that align with their populist agendas. The 

role of media in this context is crucial, as it can either amplify or challenge these narratives, influencing public 

opinion and political discourse (Nadler, 2019). 

Utilization of Media by Populist Leaders: 

i. Direct Communication: Populist leaders often bypass traditional media channels and directly 

communicate with the public through social media platforms. Imran Khan, for instance, is known for his 

use of Twitter and Facebook to convey messages, share policy updates, and connect directly with his 

supporters. 

ii. Nationalistic Narratives: Populist leaders utilize media to reinforce nationalistic narratives, emphasizing 

the interests and pride of the nation. Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu have employed televised speeches, 

press conferences, and social media to promote a sense of national unity and identity. 

iii. Image Projection: Media is a powerful tool for projecting a charismatic image. Populist leaders cultivate a 

strong, relatable image through carefully crafted visuals, storytelling, and selective media appearances. 

Modi's use of holographic technology during election campaigns is an example of image-centric media 

strategies. 

iv. Crisis Management: Populist leaders often use media to manage crises and shape public perceptions. 

Whether addressing economic challenges, security issues, or public discontent, leaders employ media to 

present their version of events and maintain control over the narrative (Nadler, 2019). 

Role of Media: 

Amplifying Populist Narratives: 

i. Sensationalism: Media outlets may prioritize sensational stories and sound bites, amplifying populist rhetoric 

to attract viewer-ship. 
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ii. Selective Coverage: Populist leaders can benefit from media outlets that align with their ideologies, 

receiving favourable coverage and framing. 

Challenging Populist Narratives: 

i. Investigative Journalism: Independent media plays a crucial role in investigating claims made by populist 

leaders, holding them accountable for misinformation or controversial policies. 

ii. Diverse Perspectives: Media outlets providing diverse perspectives and critical analysis challenge the 

simplistic narratives put forth by populist leaders (Bobba, 2019). 

Social Media Influence: 

i. Echo Chambers: Social media platforms can create echo chambers, reinforcing populist narratives among 

like-minded individuals. 

ii. Activism and Critique: Social media also serves as a platform for activism and critique, allowing citizens 

and journalists to challenge populist narratives and mobilize public opinion (Bobba, 2019). 

Public Discourse Shaping: 

Framing Issues: Media framing of issues can influence public discourse. Populist leaders may benefit from 

media framing that aligns with their messaging, framing policies as solutions to popular concerns. 

11. In what ways do Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu incorporate nationalist 

sentiments into their populist agendas? 

Imran Khan, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu each incorporate nationalist sentiments into their populist agendas, 

utilizing this powerful tool to connect with their respective bases and advance political objectives. Nationalism 

becomes a central element in their rhetoric, policies, and governance, contributing to the shaping of a distinct 

populist identity (Jenne, 2024). 

Imran Khan (Pakistan): Imran Khan, as the Prime Minister of Pakistan, incorporates nationalist sentiments 

into his populist agenda by emphasizing the importance of Pakistani sovereignty, unity, and pride. Khan 

frequently invokes Pakistan's historical struggles and achievements, portraying himself as a defender of the 

nation's interests against external and internal threats. He emphasizes the need for a strong and independent 

Pakistan, free from foreign interference and dependency. Khan's nationalist rhetoric resonates with segments of 

the population that are proud of Pakistan's cultural heritage and seek to assert its place on the global stage 

(Newth, 2024). 

i. Vision of Naya Pakistan: Imran Khan's vision of a "Naya Pakistan" (New Pakistan) revolves around the 

idea of a self-reliant, corruption-free, and prosperous nation. This vision taps into Pakistani nationalism, 

emphasizing pride in the country's identity and potential. 

ii. Anti-Corruption Stance: Khan's anti-corruption narrative is framed as a nationalistic effort to cleanse 

Pakistan of corrupt practices and build a more just and honourable society. 

iii. Islamic Nationalism: Khan often incorporates Islamic nationalism into his agenda, aligning policies with 

principles grounded in Pakistan's status as an Islamic republic. 
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Donald Trump: Donald Trump, during his presidency in the United States, incorporated nationalist sentiments 

into his populist agenda through slogans such as "America First" and "Make America Great Again." Trump's 

rhetoric emphasized the primacy of American interests and sovereignty, promising to prioritize the needs of 

American workers and restore the country's standing in the world. He appealed to nationalist sentiments by 

advocating for policies such as immigration restrictions, trade protectionism, and military strength, framing 

them as necessary measures to safeguard American values and security (Jenne, 2024). 

Recep Tayyip Erdogan (Turkey): Recep Tayyip Erdogan, as the President of Turkey, incorporates nationalist 

sentiments into his populist agenda by invoking Turkey's historical glory, resilience, and territorial integrity. 

Erdogan portrays himself as a champion of Turkish nationalism, emphasizing the importance of preserving 

Turkey's cultural identity and geopolitical influence. He appeals to nationalist sentiments by promoting a vision 

of a strong and assertive Turkey that defends its interests against perceived enemies and challenges. Erdogan's 

nationalist rhetoric resonates with segments of the population that are proud of Turkey's heritage and seek to 

maintain its status as a regional power (Newth, 2024). 

i. Neo-Ottomanism: Erdogan's leadership has seen a resurgence of neo-Ottoman rhetoric, invoking Turkey's 

historical greatness and positioning the nation as a regional power. 

ii. Defender of Islam: Erdogan presents himself as a defender of Islam, asserting Turkey's role in 

championing the interests of Muslims globally. This resonates with nationalist sentiments rooted in the 

country's historical identity as a Muslim-majority nation. 

iii. National Unity: Erdogan emphasizes national unity and portrays himself as a unifying figure, rallying 

Turks around a common identity and shared values. 

Narendra Modi (India): Narendra Modi, as the Prime Minister of India, incorporates nationalist sentiments 

into his populist agenda through the promotion of Hindutva ideology and the glorification of Indian culture and 

civilization. Modi emphasizes the need to assert India's Hindu identity and historical greatness, framing his 

policies within the context of cultural revivalism and national pride. He appeals to nationalist sentiments by 

advocating for policies such as Hindu majoritarian-ism, cultural nationalism, and assertive foreign policy 

stances. Modi's nationalist rhetoric resonates with segments of the population that prioritize Hindu identity and 

seek to assert India's dominance in the region (Jenne, 2024). 

i. Hindutva Ideology: Modi's brand of nationalism is closely tied to the Hindutva ideology, which envisions 

India as a Hindu rashtra (Hindu nation). This has implications for religious minorities and shapes a specific 

vision of national identity. 

ii. National Security: Modi incorporates national security concerns into his narrative, positioning himself as 

a strong leader capable of safeguarding India's borders and interests. 

iii. Economic Nationalism: Modi promotes economic nationalism, emphasizing self-reliance through 

initiatives like "Make in India" and positioning the country as an economic powerhouse. 

Benjamin Netanyahu (Israel): Benjamin Netanyahu, as the Prime Minister of Israel, incorporates nationalist 

sentiments into his populist agenda by emphasizing Israel's security concerns, historical rights, and Jewish 

identity. Netanyahu portrays himself as a strong and unwavering defender of Israel's interests, framing his 

policies within the context of national security and self-preservation. He appeals to nationalist sentiments by 
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advocating for policies such as settlement expansion, military aggression, and diplomatic isolation of 

adversaries. Netanyahu's nationalist rhetoric resonates with segments of the population that prioritize Jewish 

identity and seek to safeguard Israel's existence in a hostile region (Jenne, 2024). 

i. Security and Zionism: Netanyahu intertwines security concerns with Zionist ideology, framing Israel as a 

haven for Jews globally and emphasizing the importance of a strong military to protect the nation. 

ii. Opposition to Iran: Netanyahu's nationalist narrative includes a strong stance against Iran, presenting it as 

a threat to Israel's existence and regional stability. 

iii. Territorial Integrity: Issues related to Israel's territorial integrity, especially in relation to settlements and 

contested areas, are framed within a nationalist context, appealing to a sense of national pride. 

Commonalities: 

i. Us vs. Them Mentality: All leaders employ an "us vs. them" narrative, creating a dichotomy that defines 

the nation's identity in contrast to perceived internal or external threats. 

ii. Symbolism and Iconography: Nationalist symbolism, flags, and historical references are employed to 

evoke a sense of pride and belonging among the populace. 

iii. Cultural Preservation: Leaders emphasize the preservation of national culture, heritage, and values, often 

portraying themselves as guardians of these elements. 

12. How do populist leaders like Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu address 

issues related to religious, ethnic, or cultural minorities, and what impact do their policies have on minority 

rights and inclusion? 

Populist leaders such as Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin 

Netanyahu address issues related to religious, ethnic, or cultural minorities in different ways, often reflecting 

their respective political contexts, ideologies, and priorities. While some leaders may advocate for inclusive 

policies and protection of minority rights, others may adopt exclusionary or discriminatory measures that 

marginalize minority communities (Yilmaz, 2023). 

Imran Khan: Imran Khan, as the Prime Minister of Pakistan, has expressed commitments to protecting the 

rights of religious minorities, particularly non-Muslims, in the country. Khan has emphasized the principles of 

equality and tolerance enshrined in Pakistan's constitution and has called for greater inclusion and representation 

of minority communities in political and social spheres. However, religious minorities in Pakistan continue to 

face discrimination, persecution, and violence, particularly from extremist groups and discriminatory laws such 

as blasphemy laws. While Khan has condemned such acts, critics argue that his government has not done 

enough to address systemic issues affecting minority rights in Pakistan (Papastathis, 2024). 

Donald Trump: During his presidency in the United States, Donald Trump's approach to issues related to 

religious, ethnic, and cultural minorities was marked by controversy and polarization. Trump's policies, such as 

the travel ban targeting predominantly Muslim countries and his rhetoric demonizing immigrants, fueled 

concerns about discrimination and exclusion among minority communities. While Trump claimed to prioritize 

national security and border control, critics argued that his policies were discriminatory and undermined 
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America's tradition of religious and ethnic diversity. Trump's presidency exposed deep-seated divisions within 

American society and raised questions about the future of minority rights and inclusion in the country (Yilmaz, 

2023). 

Recep Tayyip Erdogan: Recep Tayyip Erdogan, as the President of Turkey, has faced criticism for his 

government's treatment of religious and ethnic minorities, particularly Kurds, Alevis, and Christians. Erdogan's 

nationalist and Islamist agenda has led to increased polarization and marginalization of minority communities, 

exacerbating tensions and perpetuating discrimination. Erdogan's government has been accused of restricting 

freedom of expression, undermining the rule of law, and cracking down on dissent, particularly among minority 

groups and opposition voices. Critics argue that Erdogan's policies have undermined Turkey's secular and 

pluralistic principles and eroded minority rights and inclusion in the country (Papastathis, 2024). 

Narendra Modi: Narendra Modi, as the Prime Minister of India, has faced scrutiny for his government's 

treatment of religious and ethnic minorities, particularly Muslims and Dalits. Modi's Hindu nationalist agenda 

and policies, such as the Citizenship Amendment Act and the revocation of Jammu and Kashmir's special status, 

have raised concerns about discrimination, marginalization, and exclusion among minority communities. Modi's 

government has been accused of fostering a climate of religious intolerance, promoting Hindu majoritarian-ism, 

and undermining secular principles enshrined in India's constitution. Critics argue that Modi's policies have 

exacerbated divisions and tensions along religious and ethnic lines, undermining minority rights and inclusion in 

India (Yilmaz, 2023). 

Benjamin Netanyahu: Benjamin Netanyahu, as the Prime Minister of Israel, has faced criticism for his 

government's treatment of Palestinian Arabs and other non-Jewish minorities in Israel. Netanyahu's policies, 

such as settlement expansion in the West Bank and the Nation-State Law, have raised concerns about 

discrimination, segregation, and exclusion among minority communities. Netanyahu's government has been 

accused of perpetuating a system of apartheid and institutionalized discrimination against Palestinian Arabs, 

undermining their rights to land, citizenship, and self-determination. Critics argue that Netanyahu's policies have 

deepened divisions and tensions between Jewish and non-Jewish communities in Israel, undermining minority 

rights and inclusion in the country (Papastathis, 2024). 

13. How have Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Erdogan, Modi, and Netanyahu responded to and capitalized 

on crises, such as public health emergencies, economic downturns, or security challenges? 

Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu have each 

responded to and capitalized on crises, such as public health emergencies, economic downturns, or security 

challenges, in distinct ways, leveraging these situations to bolster their political agendas and consolidate power 

(Taraktaş, 2024). 

Imran Khan: Imran Khan, as the Prime Minister of Pakistan, has faced various crises during his tenure, 

including public health emergencies such as the COVID-19 pandemic. Khan's government initially faced 

criticism for its handling of the pandemic, with accusations of mismanagement and insufficient measures to 

contain the spread of the virus. However, Khan capitalized on the crisis by emphasizing the need for national 

unity and solidarity in the face of adversity. He sought to portray himself as a strong and decisive leader, 

mobilizing resources to support front-line healthcare workers and mitigate the economic impact of the pandemic 
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on vulnerable populations. Khan also used the crisis as an opportunity to advocate for debt relief and 

international assistance, positioning Pakistan as a responsible global actor deserving of support (Hao, 2020). 

Donald Trump: During his presidency in the United States, Donald Trump faced multiple crises, including the 

COVID-19 pandemic, economic downturns, and security challenges. Trump's response to the pandemic was 

marked by controversy and polarization, with critics accusing him of downplaying the severity of the virus and 

prioritizing political considerations over public health. However, Trump capitalized on the crisis by portraying 

himself as a champion of economic recovery and national security. He implemented measures such as stimulus 

packages, tax cuts, and deregulation to stimulate the economy and create jobs, framing his policies as necessary 

steps to restore American greatness and prosperity. Trump also sought to capitalize on security challenges, such 

as immigration and terrorism, by advocating for strict border controls and military interventions, positioning 

himself as a defender of American interests and values (Taraktaş, 2024). 

Recep Tayyip Erdogan: Recep Tayyip Erdogan, as the President of Turkey, has faced various crises, including 

economic downturns, security threats, and political challenges. Erdogan's response to these crises has often 

involved consolidation of power and suppression of dissent, with critics accusing him of authoritarian 

tendencies and human rights abuses. Erdogan has capitalized on economic downturns by implementing populist 

measures, such as subsidies and welfare programs, to alleviate hardships faced by ordinary citizens and maintain 

political support. He has also used security challenges, such as terrorism and regional conflicts, to justify 

crackdowns on opposition groups and strengthen his grip on power, framing himself as a strong and decisive 

leader capable of safeguarding Turkey's national interests (Hao, 2020). 

Narendra Modi: Narendra Modi, as the Prime Minister of India, has faced numerous crises, including public 

health emergencies such as the COVID-19 pandemic, economic slowdowns, and security challenges such as 

border disputes and terrorism. Modi's response to these crises has been characterized by a mix of populist 

policies, nationalist rhetoric, and authoritarian measures. During the COVID-19 pandemic, Modi implemented 

strict lock-downs and public health measures to contain the spread of the virus, while also using the crisis as an 

opportunity to promote his political agenda and consolidate power. Modi capitalized on security challenges, 

such as border conflicts with Pakistan and China, by adopting a tough stance and rallying public support behind 

his government, positioning himself as a strong and resolute leader capable of defending India's territorial 

integrity and sovereignty (Taraktaş, 2024). 

Benjamin Netanyahu: Benjamin Netanyahu, as the Prime Minister of Israel, has faced various crises, including 

security threats, political instability, and diplomatic challenges. Netanyahu's response to these crises has often 

involved assertive and controversial measures aimed at consolidating his power and promoting his political 

agenda. During security challenges such as conflicts with Hamas in Gaza or tensions with Iran, Netanyahu has 

used the crisis to rally public support behind his government and justify military actions, positioning himself as 

a strong and decisive leader capable of ensuring Israel's security and survival. Netanyahu has also capitalized on 

political instability and diplomatic challenges by emphasizing his experience and leadership credentials, 

portraying himself as the only viable choice to lead Israel through turbulent times (Taraktaş, 2024). 

Conclusion: 

In conclusion, this comparative examination of populist movements led by Imran Khan, Donald Trump, Recep 

Tayyip Erdogan, Narendra Modi, and Benjamin Netanyahu sheds light on the diverse manifestations, impacts, 
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and implications of populism in different national contexts. By analyzing the socio-political, economic, and 

cultural factors driving the rise of populism, scrutinizing the strategies and rhetoric employed by populist 

leaders, and assessing the implications for democratic governance and societal cohesion, this study offers 

valuable insights into one of the defining phenomena of contemporary global politics. The research questions 

addressed in this study have provided a nuanced understanding of the drivers, dynamics, and consequences of 

populist movements across diverse political landscapes. Through a multi-dimensional theoretical framework 

drawing from political science, sociology, and comparative politics, this study has elucidated the complex 

interplay between populism, nationalism, democracy, and governance. The findings of this study underscore the 

importance of critically examining populist movements and their impact on democratic norms, institutions, and 

practices. While populist leaders may capitalize on crises and societal divisions to advance their political 

agendas, their policies and rhetoric can have far-reaching implications for minority rights, social welfare, and 

political stability. By analyzing the advantages and disadvantages of populist leadership and assessing its impact 

on democratic institutions and societal polarization, this study contributes to informed decision-making and the 

promotion of democratic principles in an era marked by populist resurgence. Moving forward, further research 

is needed to explore the long-term trajectory of populism, its resilience in the face of democratic challenges, and 

the potential for democratic renewal and resilience. By continuing to interrogate the complexities of populism 

and its implications for governance and society, scholars, policy-makers, and civil society actors can work 

towards fostering inclusive, responsive, and accountable political systems that uphold democratic values and 

safeguard the rights and dignity of all citizens. 
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