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When trying to understand how ‘right-wing nationalists thrive’ in today’s Europe many 
political economics’ toolboxes provide ideas about on what to build the analyses. But 
just as is indicated in the CfP of ra[W] for 2016 even the radical political economics 
tradition has less to say about the political effects of mass migration than on the political 
effects of socio-economic crises in general. In this abstract I focus on some observations 
on political economy’s grappling with the more general subject of political effects of 
socio-economic crises. I, however, mention the interconnections with mass migration 
and some radical political economics suggestions on combatting the rise of authoritarian 
nationalisms. 
 
Because of familiarity I start – my run-through of the radical political economics 
tradition’s many takes on authoritarianism – with what I call the Polanyi-Helleiner 
tradition. As mentioned in Hollander (2016) an analysis in the Polanyi-Helleiner 
tradition points to the parallels between the neoliberal era after the 1970s and the 
laissez-faire era pre World War I. This tradition explicitly points to the authoritarian-
producing effects of the disembedding pushed by regimes such as neoliberalism and 
laissez-faire.i And such analyses can also serve as necessary antidotes to some ideas on 
the left that that attacks on popular forces will ’naturally’ set in motion popular answers 
which will lead to emancipatory reembedding. 
 
Long wave theories from both right and left – Schumpeter and Mandel are cases in point 
– have also been coupled to thoughts on how authoritarianisms can emerge during 
certain episodes of the Kondratieff cycles. Some political economic thinking around the 
1968 rupture analyse the crisis of Fordism / the crisis towards the end of the of the 4th 
Kondratieff in ways which have thought familiarity with long wave analyses. For 
instance; the concept ’crisis of Fordism’ was used by Ryner (20xx) when he analysed 
Swedish radicalisation during the 1970s and the subsequent reactions from Swedish 
business organisations. The phase of disorganisation towards the end of the 4th 
Kondratieff was referred to by Freeman/Perez when they discussed the turmoil of the 
1970s and early 1980s which prepared the ground for the neoliberal era. The pattern 
which I allude to here has also been studied with econometric methods. A recent 
example can be found in Funke et.al. (2015).  
 
Moving to a focus on the euro zone its economic constitution has been shown by Dymski 
to produce serious austerity-biased economic policies. It is also important to note how 
the EU sanctions system is heavily biased: Breaches against democratic or civil liberties 
rules are vey difficult for EU bodies to punish whereas breaches – from certain countries 
– of macroeconomic rules are severely punished. 
More generally certain ‘grand theories’ about a strong correlation between ‘economic 
freedom’ and ‘liberal democracy’ have to my mind paved the way to policies which 
opened the doors for the new tide of authoritarian nationalisms. 
 
The analysis above points to the possibility that the present wave of mass migration 
comes at a time when Europe is singularly ill prepared. Cohesive forces of openness, 



trust, reciprocity, legitimacy of taxation etc. are at bay both at the national level and the 
EU level. Popular welcoming, of those who have been forced away from wars or lured by 
economic prospects, are thus less likely than in times when ‘modernity delivered on its 
promises’.  
 
My intention is that the suggested paper will give a lot of space to political economy 
inspired ways of combatting authoritarian nationalisms. Here I will, however, restrict 
myself to calling forth the many ideas that can be summarised under the heading of a 
‘green new deal’. The various plans that can be associated to that header could arguably 
provide the economic dynamism which could open the absorptive capacity which we 
need to meet the challenge of mass migration to Europe. Examples of analysis in this 
vein can be found i.a. in texts such as Susan George (20xx) and Fagerberg et.al. (2015). In 
my abstracts for the ra[F and ra[E1 sessions of EAEPE 2016 I discuss some of those 
policy options but emphasize the need for popular agency if such efforts shall be able to 
produce one of the hoped for outcomes – a popular welcoming of new Europeans. 
 
In the CfP for this [W] session it is predicted that ’the project of European unification … 
(might) collapse soon’. The Swedish U-turn on immigration in 2015 sadly enough points 
in the same direction. 
 
                                                        
i The references mentioned as well as the discourses pointed to through concepts which 
I italicize I am happy to send if you ask me at <ehr_at_hig.se>.  


