Oana Lup










Department of Political Science

Central European University, Budapest

Email: pphluo01@phd.ceu.hu

Political parties and social capital: An analysis of the transformation of social networks in the post-communist Hungary

Introduction


Post-communist societies have been often found to lag in the level of social trust and what are seen as correlated features of a well-functioning democracy, such as interest and participation in public life. Research has shown that when compared with West-Europeans (and no less with Americans) people from Central and East European countries tend to confide less both in their fellow citizens and public institutions, be less active in civic organizations, and display lower figures of political participation overall (Badescu, 2003; Dowley and Silver, 2002; Fidrmuc and Gerxhani, 2005; Howard, 2003; Letki, 2004; Uslaner, 2003). The diagnosis has pointed to the legacy of communist regimes that alienated interpersonal relationships and spread distrust at society level. People's reluctance to join voluntary organizations and participate in public life stems from their previous experience, where participation was imposed and thus public involvement as a voluntary act lost its meaning. Besides this, distrust was the adaptive response to a highly intruding state subjecting its citizens to a continuous surveillance.     


On the other hand, people's withdrawal from public life (or their merely token presence in the realm of public affiliations and activities) and distrust as the hallmark of their modus vivendi was compensated by the development of private networks where people could express their feelings and opinions without fear. It is at the level of these small islands of trustful relationships that social capital in the Colemanian sense was created (Coleman, 1988). Investing in private, strong relationships was the solution to a wide range of problems that people were facing under communist regimes, from getting scarce goods to talking freely  about politics.  The question is to what extent these loci of social capital production were later on exploited to further social trust at more general levels, such as community and society at large. Did newly emerging institutions facilitate the integration of social networks developed under communism into larger groups bridging over bounded, parochial interests? Or is it rather the case that social structures developed under communist regimes were neither dismantled nor given a reason to open-up towards more inclusive forms of social interaction? 


My paper explores these issues in the case of Hungary, a post-communist country. It investigates the role of political parties as the most important political actors after the regime change (Enyedi and Tóka, 2006) in reformulating the scope of public participation. The research focuses on the strategies employed by political parties to increase political participation and the way these strategies interacted with and reshaped the social structure, namely social networks, patterns and rules of social interaction and interpersonal communication. The results of the investigation show that building upon an inherited social structure, political actors emerging in the wake of the regime change in Hungary have created a highly divided, conflict-driven political arena.  It therefore signals that, under certain circumstances, the ideal of political participation and that of political deliberation, understood as a locus of discussions among people that hold different political views, may be at odds. Increasing participation in public life is shown to have come at the expense of social cohesion. 


The paper proceeds through the following steps. The next section provides a comprehensive view of the social structure and forms of social capital developed in Hungary during the communist regime. Section 2 describes their evolution after the regime change and highlights the elements of stability. Section 3 combines formal tests and narratives to expose the results of the interplay between political actors' strategies to increase political participation and a society marred by low social cohesion, distrust and overall low sense of civicness. Section 4 concludes about the benefits of this analysis that although limited to the case of a country and thus undeniably context-bound shed light on one possible scenario of the  interplay between the post-communist social structure and forms of social capital on the one hand, and political institutions, on the other.  

1. Social capital in Hungary under communist regime 


This section presents the peculiarities of personal social networks and forms of social capital developed in Hungary under the communist regime. This account builds upon results furnished by research conducted in Hungary in the mid-80s. I present these results against the background literature attesting the distinctiveness of the social networks and overall forms of social interactions existing in communist societies as a result of an intrusive state. The aim of this history is twofold. One the one hand, based on the assumption that people adapt their behaviours to existing institutions, it highlights the commonalities of the social structure developed all over the Central and East Europe as an effect of the communist regimes. On the other hand, based on the same assumption, it emphasizes the peculiarities of the Hungarian communist institutions and spells out the differences in the social structure here.   


As scholars have documented (Badescu, 2003; Flap and Volker, 2003; Howard, 2003), communist societies used to be characterized, to various degrees, by a generalized level of fear and distrust . This was the result of the continuous surveillance organized by state apparatus over its citizens' lives and the repressive nature of the security police. Next to this, command economy led to shortages in basic goods and services (Flap and Volker, 2003, Howard, 2003). Therefore, to various degrees depending on the magnitude of the control exerted by the state and party on both private sphere and market, people in communist societies had to find alternative means for solving the problems of whom to confide and whom to call on to obtain the scarce goods.  The solution found for overcoming these problems was to invest in private networks that most of the time comprised family members but also close friends that could be trusted (Flap and Volker, 2003; Gibson, 2003; Howard, 2003). Besides this, people invested in instrumental relationships that helped them to obtain scarce goods (Flap and Volker, 2003; Gibson, 2003). Although both types of relationships were almost equally vital, literature indicates that they did not perfectly overlap. Whereas 'provision networks' (Flap and Volker, 2003: 30) can be seen as an example of 'weak ties' (Granovetter, 1973), the other type of relationships developed as strong ties, with the role of shielding people's privacy.  


While this seems to have been the norm of living one's life under communism all around Central and Eastern Europe, it is nonetheless true that aggregate figures might obscure contextual developments and general pictures may overlook relevant details. Although Hungary fits the above description, the changes it undertook after the 1960s, especially in the economic sector, shaped social interactions accordingly. Evidence about the structure of social networks and overall forms of social interactions in the communist comes from two sociological analyses conducted in the mid-1980s. The first is a cross-country study conducted in 1986 in seven countries, namely Australia, the USA, Austria, the FRG, Great Britain, Italy and Hungary
 (Utasi, 1996). Unfortunately, the lone presence of Hungary from the communist countries prevents a comparison with other countries in the region. The other is a survey of social-network resources conducted in Hungary in 1987 (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001). Longitudinal data from 2000 and 2003, and 1997 respectively provide the basis for a comparison over time. 


To start with, Hungarians appeared to have much smaller personal networks than their counterparts in the other countries investigated and most of the time they comprised family members (Utasi, 1996, 2006).  The strongest family cohesion was recorded in Hungary (Utasi, 1996, 2006). The predominance of family and kinship ties as compared with other choice-based relationships was confirmed by the results of the country-level survey (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001: 300). In the cross-country study, Hungary also stood apart as regards the smallest number of friends as part of the average personal network and the highest percentage of respondents indicating no friend. Some 35.6 percents of the people who participated in the 1986 study declared that they did not have a single friend (Utasi, 1996: 11). 


Another detail revealed by both studies was the high instrumentalization of the social contacts in Hungary (Utasi, 1996, 2006; Angelusz and Tardos, 2001). The process of creating and maintaining social relationships was found to be drawn by instrumental motivations rather than emotional considerations. Even for family relationships instrumental motivations exceeded the role of emotion (Utasi, 1996, 2006; Angelusz and Tardos, 2001). The predominance of instrumentality was also indicated by the fact that in Hungary, unlike in other investigated countries, the majority of friends come from workplace relationships (Utasi, 1996, 2006; Angelusz and Tardos, 2001). Workmates accounted for about half of the relationships in the Hungarian sample (53.6%) as compared to a figure between 5-32% in the other surveyed countries (Utasi, 1996: 15-16). 


The instrumentalization of relationships under the communist regime has been concluded in other studies, too and attributed to the shortage in most of the commodities.  The so-called 'provision networks' (Flap and Volker, 2003) were a common feature of communist societies, a means of getting scarce goods and services (Gibson, 2003). In Hungary, the intensification and strong instrumentalization of family relationships was seen as a result of the emergence of a second economy in the 1960s, which was marked by the gradual reappearance of small farms and enterprises, most of them based on family capital (Utasi, 1996: 7). Under quite severe poverty inherited from a previous period, family resources proved extremely useful. Family cohesion and collaboration was even more useful for young people who in this way were able to get ahead in all sorts of activities, from building a house to starting a business. These circumstances should explain why Hungarians were in the top of the list for family cohesion and this was even more so for the younger generations (Utasi, 1996: 8).


Whereas poverty seems to account for the structure and functioning of social networks in Hungary (prevalence of kin-ties and instrumentality of relationships), two additional elements appeared to be equally important antecedents of one's network resources: wealth and political involvement (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001). Although in most studies network resources are explored as antecedents of political involvement (this being the approach of my paper too), in the research of 1987 this expectation is reversed, as political involvement was expected to bear upon one's endowment with network resources, which is embeddedness in large and diverse networks. This logic of research is justified by a social setting 'where political resources were highly integrated with other resources' (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001: 313). This conclusion signals the importance attributed to political sphere and the permeability of private spheres of life to political issues. The claim of wealth as another relevant antecedent of social capital backs the hypothesis of the accumulation of various forms of capital in contrast to the view of social capital as potential substitute for other resources.
 


To what extent has this social structure been preserved after the regime change? If one accepts that individual behaviors adapt to the existing institutions, be they formal or informal, an examination of the changes undertook by social networks after the regime change would be a telling estimate of the    modifications in the institutional environment. As long as there is little change in the institutional setting or weak enforcement of the new institutions people will stick to the old behavior, social norms and forms of social interactions. One caveat here is that behavior changes slower and therefore its assessment should consider a long enough time span. 

2. Stability in social networks and forms of social capital after the regime change 

One of the most enduring features of the post-communist societies is their low level of social trust, interest and participation in public life relative to West European countries. After the regime change East Europeans did not become more politically active, as revealed by low figures of turnout, participation in political activities, membership in voluntary associations and low interest for public life overall (Badescu, 2003; Dowley and Silver, 2003; Fidrmuc and Gerxhani, 2005; Howard, 2002). Also, in a comparative assessment, East Europeans tend to trust much less both their fellow citizens and public institutions (Badescu, 2003; Dowley and Silver, 2003; Gibson, 2003; Uslaner, 2003).


A plausible explanation for this malaise is the preservation of social networks and overall patterns and norms of social interactions developed under the communism. One reason for which people do not get involved in public life (or more precisely in voluntary associations) is the persistence of private networks developed under the communist regime as a means for solving multiplex problems, from getting scarce goods to shielding one's privacy against the intrusion of the state (Howard, 2002). Therefore, examining the transformations undertook by social networks and the overall patterns of interpersonal relationships after the regime change should prove fruitful. 


Follow-ups of both surveys described in the previous part exist and make possible a comparative examination of change and persistence in the social structure after the regime change. The 1986 cross-country study was replicated in 2001 and the 1987 one in 1997. Besides this, a national survey conducted in 2000 offers additional information about social networks resources and forms of social capital more than ten years after the regime change. All these studies reveal little change as regards the features found to characterize the Hungarian social structure before the 1990s. 


Similar to the pre-1990s case, the wealth of trust was mainly directed towards kin-ties and less towards friends or other relationships, whereas mistrust for those outside one's close circle appeared to be higher than in other surveyed countries (Utasi, 2006; Angelusz and Tardos, 2001). Some two thirds of the Hungarians interviewed in 2000 thought that one cannot or can hardly trust others (Utasi, 2006: 9). The results of the same study showed Hungarians to have the lowest number of friends and the highest ratio of those who did not have or claimed not to have a single friend (Utasi, 2006: 37). Strong family cohesion remained a characteristic of Hungarian society after the regime change (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001; Utasi, 2006) and kin-ties continued to represent the biggest share in one's network. In a comparative assessment, 'Hungarian respondents reported nearly three times as many kinship than (sic) non kinship contacts' in the core network (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001: 308). Due to economic hardships accompanying transition, instrumental considerations remained stronger than emotions in establishing relationships (Utasi, 2006). Similar to the pre-1990s findings, workplace appeared to be the main milieu of friendship formation (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001; Utasi, 2006). Economic and political resources remained the strongest predictors of one's endowment with network resources (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001). The persistence of a strong interdependence between the social and political capital after the regime change is acknowledged as a problematic feature of the transition (Angelusz and Tardos, 2001: 318).  


To summarize, there are three notable elements of the development of social networks and overall forms of social interaction after the regime change. First, social networks preserved those features that made them noteworthy before the regime change, namely closeness, predominance of kin ties relative to non-kin ones and strong instrumentalization of relationships overall. Second, trust remained directed mainly towards one's inner group and did not become an attribute of common social interactions. Third, the strong interdependence between social and political capital persisted after the regime change. 


On this background of generalized political apathy the exceptional political mobilization of 2002 begs interpretation. This paper explains it from the perspective of an interaction between an existing social structure and a set of measures undertook by political actors. The claim is that given a society where trust in institutions and people outside one's close network was still alarmingly low, where people were not provided strong enough incentives to engage in civic acts oriented toward shared benefits, the way political actors chose to link themselves to citizens contributed to the decrease of an already low social cohesion. 

3. Political actors: political participation versus social cohesion


Two remarks have been most often made about the political events of 2002, both among experts and the public at large. First, that due to the developments of the electoral campaign, turnout in the national elections of 2002 rose to figures considerably higher than before. Second, that the split at the electorate level deepened considerably in a way that mirrored the widening cleavage between the two main political players, the socialist party MSZP and the right-wing, conservative party, Fidesz. The aggressive campaign of the latter was most of the time seen as the major source of both events. 


As literature reflecting on these events is scarce, one is left with facts and figures that beg interpretation in a broad perspective. Before proceeding to the presentation of the developments that started with the electoral campaign of 2002, a few words about the Hungarian party system would help the reader to get familiarized with the political context. The Hungarian party system has been seen as one of the most stable among Central and East European polities, with relatively low electoral volatility after the first elections and a stability of the main political actors. Equally important, '[...] inter-party relations changed considerably but not chaotically' (Enyedi and Toka, 2006) and a look at the relevant political actors shows little changes over the last sixteen years. 


The list of the most important political actors contains the three parties of the right that formed the first government after the founding elections of 1990, namely the Hungarian Democratic Forum (MDF), the Independent Smallholders Party (FKGP), and the Christian Democratic Party (KDNP), the two parties that represented the liberal pole in the early 1990s, namely the Alliance of Free Democrats (SZDSZ) and The Alliance of Young Democrats (Fidesz) and the communist successor party reformed, Hungarian Socialist Party (MSZP). As of 1998 the unidimensional ideological space of political competition has led to a squeeze in the number of parties and the move towards a bipolar system of alliances (Toka, 1998). 


Table 1 Distribution of seats in Hungarian parliamentary elections 1990-2006 about here 


One party, however, has spanned the left-right spectrum and undertook a dramatic modification of its ideological profile (Enyedi, 2005). From an original self-described 'radical, liberal and alternative party' (Bozoki quoted in Enyedi, 2005: 703) all way through the claim of a national-liberal party and ending up in the right part of the political spectrum, Fidesz underwent this transformation quite suddenly. Whereas one of the party's landmarks, its anti-communist credo, remained intact, the party took on the rhetoric of the right and established itself as the ally of the Catholic Church (Enyedi, 2005: 704). The most dramatic change of the party position occurred as regards church matters. As of 1993 the party shifted from an original left-libertarian, anti-clerical position towards a strong advocacy of established churches (Enyedi, 2005: 705). This move was seen as a must if the party wanted to place itself on the lone relevant dimension of the political competition in Hungary, the cultural axis comprising values and issues such as clericalism, anti-communism and nationalism (Enyedi, 2005). The party aimed at becoming the leading force of consolidating the right of the political spectrum against the socialist forces. By the national elections of 1998 Fidesz presented itself as a right-wing party and was perceived as such by the electorate (Enyedi, 2005). 


The turn in the ideological orientation was accompanied by the transformation of the organizational strategy of the party. The party acknowledged the need to strengthen its organizational resources and establish stronger links with the electorate. To enmesh itself in the electorate the party appealed to informal social networks and organizational structures alike. It also focused both on increasing membership of its own organizations and establishing strong ties with civic groups and organizations that would provide social legitimacy to its political projects, such as media forums, elite groups, clergy, 1956 veteran organizations (Enyedi, 2005). As regards grassroots, the most radical move took place in the electoral campaign of 2002. Although both main players of the 2002 national elections employed more direct forms of campaigning with an overall shift from national towards local level, Fidesz went much further in canvassing, trying to reach supporters and undecided voters alike and relying on a dense network of activists and civic organizations (Mihalyffy, 2005). Next to the organizational means, social networks were seen as important milieus of political mobilization. An analysis of the content of speeches delivered by the Prime Minister Victor Orban (the leader of Fidesz, the party in government at the time of 2002 elections) showed that the most frequent message aimed at general mobilization (Mihalyffy, 2005: 15).  In the end of each rally participants were urged to vote and do their best in convincing members of their networks, be they family members, friends, neighbors or simple acquaintances, to turn out to vote (Mihalyffy, 2005)
. 


A series of facts attest the success of the strategy adopted by Fidesz. First, as the results in table 2 show, turnout in 2002 rose significantly as compared to previous elections. 


Table 2 Turnout in Hungarian parliamentary elections 1990-2006 about here 

Second, more previously apolitical segments of the society got involved in politics
. Networks prove themselves handy means of spreading information, especially through the use of new communication technologies. The practice of text messages sent by mobile phone and containing either information about certain events, such as rallies, demonstrations, or simply political jokes, rhymes ridiculing the opponent became widespread (Mihalyffy, 2005)
. Third, after losing the first round of elections, the even more intensive mobilization campaign of Fidesz gathered hundreds of thousands people on streets in mass rallies (Enyedi, 2005; Enyedi and Toka, 2006; Mihalyffy, 2005). This time the positive messages were replaced by negative ones and the emphasis was placed on the deep cleavage between Fidesz supporters and the opponents, in terms of overall values (Mihalyffy, 2005). Last but by far not the least result of the mobilization strategy pursued by Fidesz was the establishment of so- called 'Civic Circles', civic organizations meant to 'organize bastions of civic resistance to any left-wing government' (Enyedi and Toka, 2006: 10). They were intended to give a sense of common belonging to the right wing supporters and involve them in public activities. Most of the times, the Circles were informal networks without strict boundaries or clear organizational strategy. They were pursuing both political activities, such as petitioning and demonstrating against the left, and non-political ones, most of the times organized at the local level, such as cultural events or ecological campaigns. Besides this, the Circles served to recruit party members and activists (Enyedi, 2005). According to unofficial estimates more than 10,000 such organizations were formed within few months and the number of members was estimated at about 100,000 (Enyedi, 2005: 709). All these facts come as a surprise given the low interest in politics and low level of participation in public life, features that Hungarians share with people in other post-communist countries. 


There is yet another occurrence accompanying the increase of political interest in the Hungarian society. Identified and labeled as political split or cleavage at the electorate level, this phenomenon has deeper roots and must be interpreted as a result of the interplay between a social structure due to communist regime and the intensive and at times violent ways of political mobilization strategies. As pointed out in the previous sections, trust, social cohesion and overall integrative forms of social capital were scarce resources in Hungary both before and after the regime change, whereas the prevalence of parochial interests, withdrawal into personal networks as solution to everyday problems and distrust for those outside one's close circle were strong features of the Hungarian social fabric. Therefore, the seeds of interest in politics fell on ground that was fertile for a social conflict.


The results of my analysis give more substance to the above claims. They are based on longitudinal data collected in Hungary in national surveys, at four points in time, 1997, 1998, 2003 and 2006. The design of the four surveys was similar thus making the data comparable. Some 452 respondents from the 2003 survey were subsequently re-interviewed in 2006. The sample size for the other data sets is as follows: 995 respondents interviewed in 1997, 798 in 1998 and 1516 in 2003. Respondents’ personal social networks were generated through three questions. Respondents were asked to nominate up to five alters for each of the following relationships: discussing important things, spending free time together, getting help for household. Batteries of questions about network members' as well as the type of relationship between respondents and them were subsequently asked for each of the persons indicated. Further on, respondents were asked to indicate up to five people whom they considered to be the most important for them (the question reads as follows: ‘Could you please indicate up to five persons whom you considered to be the most important for you?’). Batteries of questions about the top five alters' demographics and their relationships with respondents were subsequently collected. Respondents were also asked whether they discuss politics with the five most important alters and whether they know alters' party preferences. 


First of all, a look at the changes in the structure and composition of personal social networks over time supports previous observations as regards the persistence of patterns of social interactions present before the regime change. The results in Table 3 show that whereas average network size increased between 1997 and 2006, small and non-significant changes occur in core and political discussion networks.  This brings support to the claim that core networks stayed as relevant and politicized as before, whereas a tendency towards increasing the number of weak ties is also recorded. 


Table 3 The size of networks over time about here 


Second, as regards the composition of networks, my results confirm previous observations referring to the prevalence of kin-ties relative to non-kin ones in Hungarian social networks. 


Table 4 The composition of networks over time about here


Table 4 shows the changes in the composition of core networks over the nine-year period. The table reports only the percentage of family members or relatives among the top five people nominated by the respondents. The results indicate that kin-ties remained the most prominent presence at networks level. However, a slight decrease in the proportion of close family members and relatives and a corresponding increase in the proportion of the other categories are observable over time. This seems to indicate a ‘de-privatizing’ tendency of communication as people’s level of trust might have increased. 


So far, my findings supported the claim that little change took place in the patterns of social interaction after the regime change. As for the hypothesis of a widening political division at the electorate level, there are two findings supporting it. First, the results of my analysis indicate a change in the patterns of political communication within core networks as political discussion networks have become more homogeneous over time. According to the psychological theories of balance and homophilic communication, one would expect a predominance of homogeneous political networks, as people adjust their political preferences so as to be in line with their close alters, or refrain from discussing politics with politically dissimilar peers. Against these expectations, political discussion networks in Hungary appear to be quite heterogeneous up to 2003, roughly at the time when the main parties started to make extensive and very deliberative use of their supporters’ social networks for electoral mobilization, when the pattern is reversed. 


Table 5 Homogeneity of political discussion networks about here  


Table 5 gives the percentages of the pairs (respondent-important alter) discussing politics break down by the political homogeneity/heterogeneity of the pairs. The results show a clear increase in the percentage of people discussing politics as of 2003. Unfortunately, it also suggests that the panel data might be skewed towards more politically active people. Equally important, the results of 2003 show a clear change in the pattern of political discussion. Whereas in 1997 and 1998 people appear to discuss politics with both politically similar and dissimilar others, although the heterogeneous pairs are predominant, as of 2003 this pattern is reversed. Networks of political discussion grew significantly more homogeneous, a finding that suggests the emergence of a partisan division at the electorate level that might also prevent genuine political debates
. 


The second element supporting the hypothesis of a strong division emerging at the electorate level as an effect of the campaign aiming at increasing participation is provided through the following analysis. The proportions of supporters of each of the two important parties in one’s group were considered predictors of vote choice for Fidesz and MSZP. According to the claim put forward I expected to see a significant, direct effect of Fidesz supporters and a significant, indirect effect of Socialists supporters on vote choice for Fidesz. The same logic applies to the equation with vote choice for Socialists as the dependent variable.  

Tables 6 and 7 report the results of logistic regression with vote for Fidesz and Socialists, respectively as the dependent variable and percents of Fidesz supporters and Socialists supporters in one's core group. The equations control for other factors that were found to account for vote choice in Hungary, such as age, gender, education, residence (Budapest and urban enter as separate variables with rural as reference category), religiosity (it measures church attendance). The equations include opinion thermometer for the two parties as the proxy for party identification. 

Table 6 Effects of discussants' voting preferences on vote choice for Fidesz about here


Table 7 Effects of discussants' voting preferences on vote choice for Socialists about here


For the 1998 data, the results of the equation with vote for Fidesz as dependent variable indicate a highly significant effect of Fidesz supporters among network members. With each additional Fidesz supporter in one’s group, this person was two times more likely to vote for Fidesz. A similar conclusion was reached in the case of socialist voters who have socialist followers in their close networks. One more socialist supporter makes such a person two and a half times more likely to cast a vote for Socialists. No significant effect of the variables measuring the proportion of the supporters of the rival party was recorded in 1998. The results of 2003 indicate the emergence of a political division between right-wing and socialist supporters. For Fidesz voters, the effect of the political composition of their network became much more important. Results show that with every additional Fidesz supporter in one’s close group, a person was almost five times more likely to vote for Fidesz, whereas each socialist supporter in that person’s group decreased her chances of voting Fidesz by almost 80%. For Socialists’ voters of 2003, the significance of socialist supporters grew highly but no effect of Fidesz supporters was recorded. For a socialist voter, one unit increase in the proportion of socialist followers in her group makes her sixteen times more likely to vote for this party and this is by far the strongest effect in the equation. In 2006, political discussion networks appear to matter less but one should keep in mind potential problems with the sampling that appeared to be skewed towards more politically active respondents of 2003. One more relevant element is the significance of socialist supporters for Fidesz voters in the 2003 panel data. Although politically alike others do no appear to affect the vote choice for Fidesz, a person is about 30 times less likely to vote Fidesz as she gets one more socialist supporter among her close alters. To conclude, the results indicate that although vote choice is highly predicted by the political preferences of network members, it is only for Fidesz voters in 2003 that the negative impact of socialist supporters is observed. This indicates that although the campaign of right wing parties was successful in terms of political mobilization it largely influences the political division, especially in the case of right-wing supporters. 

4.  Conclusion


This paper investigated the role of political parties in reformulating the scope of civic involvement in the post-communist Hungary. It aimed at showing that the strategies employed by political actors in order to increase political participation fall short in facilitating political deliberation and endangered an already fragile social cohesion.


The paper started with an overview of the peculiarities of the social networks and interpersonal interactions under the communist regime. Similar to as all communist countries in the region, Hungary was a highly atomized society where trust in people outside one’s close circle was low. Family cohesion was found to be higher than in Western countries and instrumental considerations rather than genuine emotions ruled strong and weak ties alike. Political and social resources were found to be highly correlated, a finding that anticipated in a way later developments where politics secured an important role.


Further on, the paper showed that little change took place after the political regime change. Social networks retained their role and remained small in size, inward-oriented and highly instrumental. Social trust remained low and people did not participate in public life. On this background, the strategy employed by right wing parties in 2002 to increase political participation and raise people’ sense of civicness and common belonging had as side-effects the decrease in the social cohesion and the increase of political seclusion to the detriment of a genuine political debate between the two major political camps. It nonetheless led to an increase in various forms of political participation, from turnout to membership in both political and non-political organizations and it might have also given to people the feeling that politics was not a remote territory. Although the intended effect, namely increase in political participation seems to be gone by 2006, as revealed by lower figures of turnout and participation in public life, the side-effects are still present. Nowadays Hungary is still seen as a society highly divided on political issues.  

Table 1. Distribution of seats in Hungarian parliamentary elections, 1990-2006

	Parties
	1990
	1994
	1998
	2002
	2006

	Hungarian Socialist Part 

MSZP
	33 (8.5%)
	209 (54.1%)
	134 (34.7%)
	178 (46.1%)
	190 (49.2%)

	Alliance of Free Democrats

SZDSZ
	94 (24.4%)
	70 (18.1%)
	24 (6.2%)
	20 (5.2%)
	20 (5.2%)

	Federation of Young Democrats

Fidesz
	22 (5.7%)
	20 (5.2%)
	148 (38.3%)
	164 (42.5%)
	141 (36.5%)

	Independent Smallholders

FKGP
	44 (11.4%)
	26 (6.7%)
	48 (12.4%)
	- (0.0%)
	- (0.0%)

	Christian Democrats

KDNP
	21(5.4%)
	22 (5.7%)
	- (0.0%)
	- (0.0%)
	23 (6.0%)

	Hungarian Democratic Forum 

MDF
	164 (42.5%)
	38 (9.8%)
	17 (4.4%)
	24 (6.2%)
	11 (2.8%)

	Party of Hungarian Justice and Life MIEP
	- (0.0%)
	- (0.0%)
	14 (3.6%)
	- (0.0%)
	- (0.0%)

	Independents
	6 (1.6%)
	- (0.0%)
	1 (0.3%)
	- (0.0%)
	- (0.0%)

	Others 
	2 (0.5%)
	1 (0.3%)
	- (0.0%)
	- (0.0%)
	1 (0.3%)


Source: Enyedi and Toka, 2006: 44

Table 2. Turnout in Hungarian parliamentary elections between 1990 and 2006

	Year
	1st round (%)
	2nd round (%)

	1990
	65.1
	45.5

	1994
	68.9
	55.1

	1998
	56.3
	57.0

	2002
	70.5
	73.5

	2006
	67.8
	64.36


Table 3. Size of networks over time (1997-2006)

	
	Average size of personal social networks

(SD in parentheses)
	Average size of core networks

(SD in parentheses)
	Average size of politically relevant core network

(SD in parentheses)

	1997
	2.23 (1.39)

N=995
	2.99 (1.63)

N=995
	1.73 (1.50)

N=921

	1998
	2.41 (1.44)

N=798
	2.95 (1.57)

N=798
	1.40 (1.51)

N=746

	2003 
	2.76 (1.88)

N=1516
	2.79 (1.45)

N=1516
	1.75 (1.68)

N=1516

	Panel data  2003
	3.13 (2.15)

N=451
	2.82 (1.25)

N=451
	1.99 (1.68)

N=418

	Panel data 2006 
	4.32 (2.84)

N=422
	2.92 (1.51)

N=446
	2.03 (1.75)

N=405


Table 4. Family/relatives in the core network (%)

	Family/Relatives

(%)
	First important alter
	Second

important alter
	Third important alter
	Fourth important alter 
	Fifth important alter

	1997
	89
	82
	74
	59
	56

	1998
	88
	81
	72
	58
	46

	2003
	82
	76
	66
	58
	51

	2003 (panel)
	86
	80
	71
	61
	53

	2006 (panel)
	85
	78
	74
	58
	56


Table 5. Homogeneity of political discussion networks between 1997-2006

	Pairs
	Discuss politics

(%)
	

	Years
	
	Similar views

(%) 
	Different views

(%) 

	1997
	45
	13
	87

	1998
	40
	33
	67

	2003
	57
	59
	41

	2003 panel
	75
	58
	42

	2006 panel
	70
	66
	34


Table 6. Effects of discussants' voting preferences on vote choice for Fidesz (1998-2006)

	
	Exp(B)

1998

N=355
	Exp(B)

2003

N=781
	Exp(B)

2003(panel)

N=240
	Exp(B)

2006 (panel)

N=240

	Percentage of Fidesz supporters 
	2.092***
	4.886***
	2.563
	7.923

(.058)

	Percentage of MSZP supporters 
	.665
	.282**
	.034**
	.204

	Thermometer ratings for Fidesz
	2.626***
	2.949***
	2.874***
	3.765***

	Age 
	.995
	.871***
	.904
	.743**

	Age squared
	1.0
	1.001**
	1.001
	1.002**

	Gender (Female)
	1.980**
	1.264
	2.258
	.934

	Education
	1.263
	1.004
	.731
	.840

	Church attendance
	1.059
	1.249
	.589
	.590

	Budapest
	.693
	.728
	1.590
	.398

	Urban
	1.064
	1.073
	1.112
	1.924

	Chi-square
	224***
	673***
	219***
	240***

	-2Log Likelihood
	262
	392
	107
	87

	Cox&Snell R Square
	.469
	.578
	.598
	.638

	Nagelkerke RSquare
	.628
	.776
	.805
	.850


*** p<0.01; ** p<0.05.

Table 7. Effects of discussants' voting preferences on vote choice for Socialists (1998-2006)

	
	Exp(B)

1998

N=352
	Exp(B)

2003

N=781
	Exp(B)

2003(panel)

N=239
	Exp(B)

2006 (panel)

N=239

	Percentage of  MSZP supporters 
	2.424***
	16.150***
	6.347**
	3.007***

	Percentage of Fidesz supporters 
	.753
	.542
	.292
	.622

	Thermometer ratings for MSZP
	2.875***
	2.406***
	2.564***
	4.106

	Age 
	1.091
	1.057
	1.009
	1.062

	Age squared
	.999
	1.0
	1.0
	1.0

	Gender (Female)
	1.179
	1.082
	1.466
	1.619

	Education
	.904
	.831
	.973
	1.136

	Church attendance
	.352
	.212***
	.335
	.561

	Budapest
	2.907
	.767
	1.426
	.525

	Urban
	2.208
	1.482
	1.433
	.826

	Chi-square
	265***
	672***
	211***
	191***

	-2Log Likelihood
	191
	411
	120
	134

	Cox&Snell R Square
	.528
	.577
	.587
	.553

	Nagelkerke RSquare
	.728
	.769
	.782
	.741


*** p<0.01; ** p<0.05.
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�	Research conducted in the frame of the International Social Survey Program (ISSP), Social Network and Support Systems, 1986. The Hungarian national sample contains 10746 persons and data can be found in the archives of Tarki Institute. 


�	 The thesis of capital accumulation is also supported by the results of an analysis based on various network data collected in Hungary in 2001 (Utasi, 2006: 14).  


�	 'Bring one more person with you in the elections day and get her convinced to vote for us' was the message addressed in each and every rally in the Fidesz whistle-stop campaign.  


�	 Many people with whom I talked remember the campaign of 2002 as an extraordinary one, in the sense that one could not     remain indifferent. People would discuss politics all over the place, from pubs, to shops and market places. One of my interviewee remembered that even in the buses people would talk about political events and try to persuade each other. Under such circumstances, it was pretty impossible to not take a stand or remain apolitical.  


�	The number of text messages related to political events and electoral campaign was estimated to have exceeded several millions. The estimation was made by mobile telecommunication companies (in Mihalyffy, 2005: 30). 


�	When the pairs that not discuss politics are break down by the homogeneity/heterogeneity the results show that the major reason for avoiding political discussion is the perceived dissimilarity of political views (results available upon request).


�	 The size of personal social networks was computed using data elicited through three name-generators (The questions read as follows: ‘Please indicate up to 5 persons with whom you discuss important things/up to 5 persons with whom you spend your free time/up to 5 persons who help you in household activities).


�	 The size of core networks was computed using data elicited through one additional name-generator (The question reads as follow: ‘Please select from the previous listed persons  up to five people whom you consider the most important for you’.


�	 The size of politically relevant core networks was computed as number of people belonging to the core networks with whom respondents report discussing politics.







