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NON-PARTISAN GROUPS IN GERMAN LOCAL POLITICS: BETWE EN
POPULISM AND ,POLITICS AS USUAL'?

Michael Angenendt

The article aims to give an overview of the currstaite of research concerning the
presence and success of German non-partisan gioulpgal politics. It can be
shown that their presence in German municipalibse between 2008 and 2015, so
they are active in more than 80 per cent of all igipalities up to now. The author
also focuses on the current problems of definifmminternational comparison and
raises the question whether or not it is usefidrtalyse these local groups within the
concept of populism (Barr 2009) and anti-establishimparties (Schedler 1996).
Special attention is given to possible spill-ovéfie&s from successful anti-party
rhetoric of non-partisan groups in local politias higher levels of the political
system.

Key words non-partisan groups; independent local listsallgarties; populism; anti-
establishment parties; local politics.

1.  Introduction

In the last few decades non-partisan groups in @erhocal politics have
developed as serious competitors to national gartie some regions they even
dominate the political competition, especially iauBern Germany [50, 124]. The
estimated number of 280.000 members, organizedgiomal associations of the so
called Free Voters, are more than the memberseoGeérman green, left and liberal
party together [22]. But despite their widespreagspnce and success, party
researchers have ignored the phenomenon of lotat sesociations for a long time:
Until the middle of the last decade, only a fewecaad regional studies had focused
on these non-parties at the local level [e.g. 23;15]. A first national wide study to
explore the reasons of their success and thetudes to the local political sphere
started in 2001 [e.g. 43; 44; 19; 47, 31], followsda comparative overview of non-
partisan groups in European countries [46].

Due to the programmatic and organizational hetareie of these local actors
[43, 278; 58, 65; 33], it is tricky to find a commadefinition for systematic
international comparison. Up to now, empirical evide for Germany is still
missing, concerning their attitudes towards esthbli parties and the democratic
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process at the national leVeBecause of this, it is unknown if their self-déised
picture as non-parties or even anti-parties isewon the beliefs of their members
and manifests itself in the political decisions tbéir representatives in the local
arena. Especially in small municipalities, the pres of non-partisan groups need
not necessarily be the result of a refusal to pdg&tyocracy. Instead, it could be also
a result of the absence of national party branchssHoltmann (2012) [30] has
shown. Nevertheless, their declaration as indep#ndetors and promoters of a
factual style of local politics seems to be a ammponent of non-partisan groups in
Germany [29, 141].

In so far, this article attempts to give an ovewiabout the recent state of
research concerning the presence and success-plantgan groups in Germany and
the efforts to find a definition that captures fifeenomenon adequately as well as a
critical reflection of their claim to pursue andieological and objective policies.

2. Problems of definition

Despite the widespread presence of non-partisampgrm different European
countries [1; 7; 18; 46], it is hard to find a commdefinition for cross-national
research. So what is the problem of definition awheth attempts exist to solve it?

Next to political parties at the local level existslot of different kinds of
groups, which try to influence local political deioin making. Prominent examples
are citizens’ initiatives and political movementsyt different to the non-partisan
groups discussed here, they do not try to infludacal politics directly by engaging
in the electoral competition [40, 35f.]. Conseqlenit is inherent for non-partisan
groups to participate at the local election procBgimacher (1996) [39] calls these
local groups “town-hall parties” (own translationpecause they are regularly
bounded to a municipality. The term seems to bdagaately, due to the fact that
they are not parties in the sense of the Germaw |zav [29, 128]: An integral part to
be a political party in Germany is the participatiat state and/or federal elections
(German party law § 2). Recent approaches for dieinrespect this aspect and
propose the term “independent local lists” [46ledped as “groups participating in
local elections, and being not political partiegshe sense of the German party law”
[19, 128]. The definition distinguishes between tives: They are not a political
party, but require a higher degree of organizatitan independent candidates [19,
128] and it also captures the aspect that theyuam@ing forlocal elections.

Although this definiton is the recent term to gthb phenomenon, it may be
problematically for an international comparisonrsEi because in other countries
political partiesexist that are bound to the local level and baibgent from national
elections. Second, it is questionable to what ektéimese groups are really
‘independent’: On one hand this may indicate thatythave no formal linkages to

! For empirical evidence regarding their attituded &eliefs tolocal political processes see also
Holtmann 2012.

128



BectHuk [lepMmckoro yuuBepcuteTa. [I0JIMTOJIOTUA. 2015. Ne3

parties, on the other hand it suggests that theyiceologically independent. Both
can be confusing in the attempt to classify themminiguously, because some non-
partisan groups de facto have linkages to a ndtipady, but renounce the party
label in their name [45, 77ff.]. Previous resednels also shown that different kinds
of non-partisan groups exist, which are supportiiiferent ideologies: The ‘old
type’ of non-partisan groups represents a congeevaprofile, while more
postmaterialistic groups support leftwing policieext to populist right-wing groups
[24, 357; 47; 33]. For the purpose of the preseintie, | refer to the definiton from
Reiser and Holtmann [e.g. 31; 49], mentioned abdwa. further comparative
research it may be useful to remove the conditibibeding a non-party. So, my
recommendation is to define them as a politicalugrevhich presents candidates
exclusievely at local and/or regional electionse Tefinition is able to capture the
whole spectrum of local and regional parties am@pendent local lists, exclusievely
acting below the national or federal political aerAlso, a certain degree of
organizational cohesiveness is necessary. Thewiolip typology from Reiser [45,
80] recaps the presented problems of definition:

Table 1: Typology of local political groups

Party linkage

no party linkage party linkage
1)

Non-partisan groups 1))
independent local| ‘hidden party lists'
lists

1) v)

Local / supralocal |Multi-level organize

. local party branche
,Free Voters

local
Focus

[

Source: Reiser 2012 [45, 80], own translation

Type | is the idealtypcial German non-partisan growithout party linkages
and focused exclusively on one municipality. Typedé facto has linkages to a
national party but covered it by using a differkitel [57, 152]. The reasons for the
emergence of this type can be the legal ban foomaltparties to participate in local
elections, e.qg. like in Greece [45, 86] or that thembers of the local party branch
share the belief that they will benefit from existi anti-party sentiments in the
electorate. A somewhat hybrid phenomenon are tee Foters in Germany, which
are organized in a state association and so bergrasmore than one municipality.
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This may be comparable with local parties in otBeropean countries, acting in
different cities but always restricted to the locakegional level [e.g. 1; 7; 18]. Type
IV presents the classic party branch with formes tio higher levels of the political
system and is in this way unproblematic to idengifypirically.

3. Presence and Success of non-partisan groups ina@grm

Up to the 1990’s, the thesis of a rising party fo@éation in German local
politics had been widespread among political s@enfe.g. 28]. Following that, the
national parties ‘colonise’ the local level moredamore. But instead of a growing
politicisation, non-partisan groups have becomeemand more successful [27]:
Especially in Southern Germany, non-partisan groo@d been established since
1945 [47, 198]. Also in Eastern Germany they wéile &0 become an integral part of
the new forming local political system after th# éd communism [39; 30, 27]. In all
West-German states the average success rose up108@. Also in Eastern
Germany the average success of non-partisan grospsup in every State between
1990 and 2010 [30, 27]

Table 2: Presence and success of non-partisangno@germany

Federal State / Province Preiiet;cceosigcoﬁas;)f all | Success (AS\\r/]ZEQ{ﬁ (r;)u)mber of vote
Baden-Wuerttemberg 89,5 47,9
Bavaria 94,2 45,6
Hesse 82,4 17,0
Lower Saxony 60,8 20,9
North Rhine-Westphalia 72,5 9,6
Rhineland-Palatinate 37,7 17,9
Saarland 58,6 6,6
Average West-Germany 69,8 30,0
Brandenburg 91,4 45,0
Mecklenburg-Western 72.3 43.6
Pomerania
Saxony 90,1 39,4
Saxony-Anhalt 73,8 41,0
Thuringia 84,4 56,3
Average East-Germany 80,3 45,7

! An exception is Rhineland-Palatinate, where tleesss between 2004 and 2009 drop down from 35¢kpeto 18,7
percent of all votes (Holtmann 2012: 26)
2 Newer data are up to now not available
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Average Germany 73,4 (2015:81,1) 35,5

Source: Gohlert et al. 2008 [20, 132]. The data2fat5 in brackets is a first result of
the Free Voters Membership Stddy

The results presented in table two show that degp# rising success, huge
differences exists between the federal states imm&ey: While in Baden-
Wuerttmberg and Bavaria non-partisan groups tiadhily reach their biggest
electoral successes (more than 40 per cent obtbvn average), they are not able to
connect at these triumphs in Saarland and NortimérWestphalia (less than 10 per
cent of all votes on average), whereas in Easterm@&ny the differences between
the federal states are much lower. Obviously, therage success in the newly-
formed German states is more than 15 percentagespbigher than in Western
Germany.

Noteworthily is also the continuous spread betw2@d8 and 2015: In 2008,
non-partisan groups were presented in 73,4 perckratl German municipalities
while there are now present in more than 80 peratall municipalitied. The result
can be seen as an (weak) indicator for the contimwdepoliticisation of the local
level.

Despite their continuous success in Germany, tiilerences between the
federal States raise two questions: (1) How canctminuing success for German
non-partisan groups be explainedgeneraland (2) what are thgpecificreasons for
the different levels between the federal States?

4.  Theoretical assumptions to explain the rising ss&oaf non-partisan
groups in Germany

In the literature, different hypotheses competeregjane another to explain
the different levels of success [e.g. 39; 43; Z0]; dummarized by Holtmann (2012)
[30] as institutional, structural, organizationatecultural factors:

(1) Institutional aspects refer to the differemaagements of the electoral law
in the federal states. Especially two aspects seeine important. The electoral
threshold and the ability to panachage and accumuwliae’s vote at the ballot [20,
133ff.]. From an individualistic point of view, Higtresholds may influcence voters’
belief that a choice for a non-partisan group asted one, because high tresholds
complicate the chance to obtain a seat in the toalihje.g. 53; 6]. If all or at least a
lot of voters share this belief, the phenomenon lwarexplained by a self-fulfilling
prophecy [13, 179]: Someone will vote for a nontisgan group if a sufficient
number of voters would do so, too. But if idealbglly every potential voter of a

! Both based on data from the State Statisticak€dfin Germany

2 Attention should be paid to the fact that the patage share of communities in Germany, in
which non-partisan groups are present in 2015, cdoase a random sampling of all German
municipalities, while the rest of the results basad full census by Goéhlert et al. (2008).
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non-partisan group shares the belief that theraaardittle followers for this group,

no one takes the chance and the non-partisan grdupn fact not achieve the

treshold. The second aspect is the opportunityptid ene’s vote. Because non-
partisan groups are focused on regional and/oll togécs, prominent people at the
local level have a good chance to gain a seataridtvn hall [24, 342]. In this way
personality matters more than party ideology amdritpht to split one’s vote reduces
the costs of promoting the desired candidate.

(2) Structural aspects refer to the region and sfzeaunicipality as potential
variables to influence the success. While empirfeadings show that the region
(rural vs. urban) has no impact on the successsiitee of the municipality has an
impact: The less citizens live in a municipalitigetbigger is the success [43, 284].
How can this correlation be explained in detail?oTafferent ways to interpret are
conceivable: In smaller communities exist less gnoty between the citizens and in
succession less need for parties to bundle andegaty interests. Ideology and
conflict are in this view reserved to national pos and the success of non-partisan
groups is the consequence of the absence or usedssf parties in small
municipalities [27, 263; 30, 42]. Another inter@g@bn may be that people in small
municipalities have stronger ties to a limited nembf people with similar social-
economic characteristics [21] and as a result fognpiarticular trust to the citizens of
their own community along with a generalized distrtowards their fellow citizens
and their representatives outside one’s own comiydBj 4]. If the latter is right,
anti-party sentiments should be the reason foeaiip or general rejection of parties
[e.g. 41; 42] at the local level and a preferemmeanti-party voting in the (local)
electoral arena [5].

Thesis three, regarding the organizational degf@aies at the local level, is
suited to discriminate between the two differenégiilites standing behind the size
of the municipality as a potential explanatory sate. A multivariate analysis by
Holtmann [30, 42] shows, that it is not the sizehef municipality itself that leads to
a greater success: Instead, a small number okrgizn a municipality correlates
statistically with a small number of parties in sthinunicipality. But causally
responsible for the success is the small numbgradies, not the sheer number of
citizens, as regression analysis indicates. So evaities with a small number of
inhabitants, parties are successful — if they pigdie at local elections.

At last, the political culture (4) is seen to haam impact (see also
Eith/Mikhaleva 2014) [12]. An indication for thissumption is the great success on
non-partisan groups in Baden-Wuerttemberg in cetta North Rhine-Westphalia.
Indeed, in both States the success has risen antrgears [30, 26], but in Baden-
Wuerttemberg these groups had been well establiskied before the success has
risen in North Rhine-Westphalia. Different polificaultures may also explain the
different levels of success between Eastern andtaiessermany: The negative
experience with the SED regime in Eastern Germargy nfoster “cultural
antipartyism”, which “might be closely associateithwother cynical or negative
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assessments of various dimensions of democratiticgplforming part of a broader
syndrome of political disaffection” [55, 262].

5.  Non-partisan groups as advocates of a factualiqallstyle

Despite the heterogenous nature of non-partisampgrotheir identifying
feature is the promotion of factual politics on tloeal level [48]. More than 95
percent of group chairmen from non-partisan groagseed to the statement that
“factual politics has to have priority over partgliics on the local level” [20, 141].
In contrast: Nearly 80 percent of party group ainain at the local level agreed to the
statement [20, 141]. The empirical findings refeiah ongoing controversy between
political scientists: Is the local level anywaygkace to party” as Copus et al. (2012)
[9] points out? Two different explanatory modelsgpze the current debate: One the
one hand, “local self government was considerduktoutside of the political sphere,
and seen as purely factual and harmonic. In thesvyvthe political sphere existed
only on state and federal levels, mainly charas¢eri by competition between
political parties” [20, 129]. Maybe this view cam Ibest captured by the english
saying: “there is no Socialist or Conservative waydig a ditch” [9, 221]. But, as
Copus et al. [9, 221] in contrast to this exprassiaderline, “there is a Republican
and Democratic, Socialist and Conservative viewuallmw many of these things
there are, who builds them, who maintains them,revttieey are and who pays for
them”. It is not the aim of this article to evalaeditoth statements, but to point out that
this controversy gives an indication to understtral high level of acceptance to a
somewhat factual style of local politics by botlarty politicians and non-partisan
politicians. In spite of commonalities, the difference of 15gesmtage points to the
statement above shows that members of non-pamgisamps accept an harmonious
political style even more. The following applicatitries to recapitulate the debate:

Table 3: Differences between local and nationaitipsl

Local politics National politics
Independen_t candidates and nofj- Political Parties

partisan groups

. . .. | Parties as a linkage between state and
Parties as a ‘necessary evil o
citizen
Factual politics Ideology and interest
'big family’ Government and Opposition
common sense Competition

Source: Juptner 2008 [32, 35]
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From a normative point of view, it may be intenegtiwhether non-partisan
groups challenge the established parties, becéesepromote a different political
style. But up to now it is unclear if the non-psatn councillors behave and decide in
a different manner than their party member couatéspin the town hall. As
Holtkamp [25; 26] argues, we can distinguish betwego ideal types of political
behavior at the local level: Concordance and caroge democracy, while the latter
Is characterised by a strong party politicisatiod anajority decisions and the former
by a domination of non-partisan groups and the at¢of dominance of unanimity
decision making. But even if non-partisan groupj@irently occur in concordance
democracy, this may be no indicator to assume tthet substantially differ from
party politicians in the decision making proces;duse the behavior of both, party
and non-partisan councillors can be influencedhayldcal settinds If a cooperative
political style dominates the local political preseboth types of political groups may
behave differently than in a more competitive sgttiThat in turn means that there
would be no causal influence of the memberhsip imoa-partisan group for
explaining an orientation towards a harmonioustioali style.

6. Populism or ‘Politics as Usual’ ?

The German Free Voters association, the oldestcias®m of non-partisan
groups in Germany, describes their political sgde‘people-oriented common sense
politics” and themselves as the “political forcetbé middle grounds” (Free Voters
2015, own translation). But what does that meaeveryday political practise is still
unknown. To get a deeper understanding of how thalpers of non-partisan groups
behave and what are their beliefs and attitudesamecurrently aim to study the
members of the German non-partisan groups by aguorclose the gap. Because
empirical results are currently not yet availabigy assumptions of whether non-
partisan groups are populist actors in local pditor not must be restricted to
theoretical assumptions, based on literature adailto the topic of populism in
general. Of course, previous results concernindhéterogenity of these actors have
pointed out that there will be no general answastdad, it seems to depend on the
specific type of non-partisan group as well as d¢batextual conditiorfs To put it
pointedly: Is it a problem for representative demaoy if non-partisan groups foster a
factual political style? Top put it ironically, kast for the type of local concordance

1 It should be noted here, that this refers to a mom phenomenon, explained by Lehmbruch
(1979) as “janus-faced local party branches” (ovamglation): In this perspective party members
have to deny their party membership and focus oal lissues instead of ideology and interest (see
Table 3 above) and simultaneously promote the gadgramme in national election campaigns.

2 For example, as Reiser and Holtmann (2009: 209 demonstrated empirically, the acceptance
of different interests and ideologies is more wmtead among non-partisan councilors in bigger
cities than in smaller ones.
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democracy it seems to be common that local decisiaking is reached by an
unanimity rule and factual politics is dominatitgt nevertheless political scientists
in Germany are not afraid that democracy is endaagat the local level by non-
partisan groups in these municipalities. But itldobecome problematically if the
refusal of party politics will not just be restec to the local political sphere and
instead spill over to the national political systetAs party leaderships become
increasingly remote from the wider society, andtlasy also appear increasingly
similar to one another in ideological or policyney, it simply becomes that much
easier for populist protestors to rally against th@pposed privileges of an
undifferentiated political class. As party demograweakens, therefore, the
opportunities for populist protest clearly increéa¥, 519]. Therefore, | propose to
distinguish between anti-party sentiments restlittethe local level and such which
are directed against specific parties or partieganeral [41; 42] at the federal or
national level.

A current example to show that the electoral susf@sn anti-party parties or
anti-establishment parties [e.g. 51] can spreaunh fiftve local to the national level is
the Five Star Movement from Beppe Grillo in Ita8}.[In comparison, also the Free
Voters are rooted at the local level for a longetimspecially in Baden-Wuerttemberg
and Bavaria (see table 1) and have managed to mwverthe five percent hurdle at
the state elections in Bavaria in 2008 and 2013 332 But the success in Bavaria is
seen as an exception [52; 38, 11] as well as tleance to become a nationwide
successful actor [14].

Suprisingly, the question whether the Free Votassa spearhead of a factual
and anti-ideological style of politics [36], argp@pulist or anti-establishment political
group or not has not been investigated empirically to now (for theoretical
assumptions see Eith 2012 [11]; Latjen 2012 [3B])characteristic feature of the
concept of populism and anti-establishment or patty parties is the distinction
between ‘us and them’. As Schedler [51, 294] painils the fundamental cleavage in
this respect is “between the ‘ruled’ and the ‘raleior alternatively, the conflict
between audience and politics, voters and partiézens and politicians [...]. The
semantic clothing may vary but the basic messagaires the same: public officials
form an anti-popular coalition; they have degerestanto a political class”. Schedler
[ebd.: 51, 295] calls this rhetoric strategy “d&atientiation”, because it sets out the
binary code ‘government vs. opposition’. This df#eailentiation can in fact be seen
in the anti-party rhetoric of the Free Voters, whido not separate between the
different political parties [e.g. 36, 163]. Evidinis also the apparent contradiction
between the citizens in the local community andrtie of political parties: “While
citizens and anti-political establishment actoree lin peace and harmony, their
relationship with the political establishment iegly antagonistic. Those ‘above’ do
not even belong to the pre-established communitthase ‘below™ [59, 293]. This
distinction comes very close to the presentedmdison between local politics and
national politics. But on the contrary, it is notathy that in some German
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municipalities the Free Voters are establishedra@nd so it may seem contradictory
to define them as anti-establishment. One way twlve this is to distinguish
between their anti-party rhetoric and their actoahavior. This raises the question
whether they will be able to maintain their antiaddishment appeal in the electorate,
even if they have responsibility in local governémn

Furthermore, Barr [3, 37] emphasizes that as aiogato the behavior of the
‘political class’, the claim to improve accountatlyilis an essential characteristic of
populist groups. He identifies two different kindshis regard: First, the vertical and
top-down form (* | can do it for you”) which leadis the claim that the possibility or
the sheer number of direct democratic decisiong imgnhanced. Second, the claim
to promote citizen participation (“We can do it fourselves”) [3, 37]. And in fact,
we can find both in the electoral programme ofFhee Voters (Free Voters election
program - 2013) [15, 5]. In spite of these sketdonsiderations, the question
whether or not the Free Voters, as the most knosmnpartisan group in Germany,
are a kind of populist actor in German local pofitdeserves more attention in future
research activites. But let me conclude this aspgateiterating and point out very
clearly that the Free Voters are only one non-pamtigroup among others. Currently,
we do not know how much of the non-partisan groaps members in the Free
Voters association. Likewise, it would be irrespblesto capture non-partisan groups
as a homogenous actor.

In contrast to the presented skeptical point ofwieere, non-partisan groups
may enhance the participation of otherwise politigassive citizens in the local
political sphere [e.g. 56; 29, 144] and estabbBshew cleavage: “Parties with a
localist profile emphasise the contrast betweenional interests on one side, and
regional, provincial, or national interests, on ttheer. They stress that independent
local party councillors are in a better position goomote local interests than
representatives of party branches, who are assuimelde more responsive to
pressures from fellow party members at higher adhtnative levels” [7, 85]. Also
from a normative point of view it may be questioieali populism is, simplified,
always bad for (local) democracy. The constructba homogenous identity is seen
to be a core element of populism and may be inctibipawith liberal democracy
[e.g. 10, 26f.], but if the political class itseénds to become illiberal, it may be
evaluated positively to distance oneself from tbktipal class above. In this way, the
option to form a non-partisan group without a lbtbareaucratic burden may allow
oneself room for promoting local topics that wobklre been ignored otherwise.

7.  Conclusion

The article aimed to give a short summary of theesu status of research
about non-partisan groups in German local politiosl raised the question, if (a
subsample of) non-partisan groups fit into the eph®f populism. | have pointed
out that these groups are characterised by thkgra® non-parties in German local
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politics. A reasonable definition has proposed Bhiért et al. (2008) [20], which
separate non-partisan groups from single candidabels political parties. For an
international comparison it also may be useful pply a broader definiton which
removes the critaria of a non-party and stressess limitation to the local and/or
regional political sphere. This will possible tongoare local political groups between
different countries, regardless of their legalistadnd provides a common analytical
framework. So, even if the number of articles, femi on local political parties or
non-partisan groups in local politics, has risentle last years, a systematic
comparison is still lacking The presented empirical findings indicate thah-no
partisan groups are a widespread phenomenen ind&agrnin 2015, non-partisan
groups are present in more than 80 percent ofai@n municipalities.

For future research it may be interesting to compuifferent countries to get a
deeper understanding of how different levels o6pnee and electoral success can be
explained by institutional factors of the nationmdlitical system as well as the
political culture. As Reiser and Krappidel [48, 9igve presented first insights into
the beliefs of political group chairmen concerniagal political processes, it will be
also relevant to analyse their attitudes and lseliefvards political processes and
democracy in general. This would improve our un@@ding whether the proclaimed
anti-partyism of non-partisan groups is rootedhe beliefs and behavior of their
members, or just political marketing, combined watiitics as usual.
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HE-TIAPTUMHBIE I'PYIIIBI B HEMEIIKOM JIOKAJTBHOM MMOJIMTUKE:
MEZKAY NONNYJIN3MOM U ITOJIMTUKOHU

Maiixn Ancenenom
Maructp B cepe ryMaHUTApHBIX HAYK, HAYYHbII COTpyAHUK MHCTUTYTA CpaBHU-
TEJILHOU MOJIUTUKU U APTUMHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHUM Y HUBepcuTeTa UM. I 'enpuxa ['eline
B [{roccenbaopde

B cratee npeacraBieH 0030p COBPEMEHHOIO COCTOSIHUM MCCIIEI0BAaHUM, MOCBAIIECH-
HBIX yCIleXaM HEMELKHX HEeNapTUHHBIX I'pynn B JIOKajdbHOW nosmtuke. IlokazaHo,
YTO MX MPUCYTCTBHE B HEMELKHX MYHUIMIAIUTETAX BO3POCIO B MEPUOJ MEXKITY
2008wu 2015rT., ¥ ceroHs OHU aKTUBHO MPUCYTCTBYIOT B MOJMTHYECKOMN KU3HU 00-
nee yeM 80% MyHHIMIATUTETOB. DMIUPUYECKHE TAaHHBIC MO MEPUOTYy HAYMHAS C
2008r. 6a3upyroTcs B OCHOBHOM Ha JaHHBIX MpoekTa "JlokanpbHbIE CIMCKU HE3aBH-
CHMBIX KaHJIUIATOB KaK TMOpWAHbIE monutudeckue aktopsl’ (Xontman, 2012;Paii-
3ep u 1p., 2008;'onept u np., 2008)./lannbie mo 2015r. ABASIOTCS OJHUMH U3 TIEp-
BBIX MCCJIEJIOBATEIbCKUX PE3YJIbTATOB MPOEKTa 'UJIEHCTBO B HE3aBUCUMBIX M30Hpa-
TEJIbHBIX OOBEIMHEHUSAX , KOTOPBIN BeAeTcs B YHuBepcutere uMm. ['enpuxa ['eiiHe B
Hroccenbaopde aBTopoM U ero kosuieramu. Kpome Toro, aBTop MCHoOb3yeT JaHHBIC
[Cocynapcreennoro bropo Crartuctuku (['epmanus). OTaenbHO pacCMOTPEHBI CUTYa-
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MU C MPEICTABUTEIHLCTBOM HE3aBUCUMBIX TPYIII B pa3HbIX peruoHax I'epmanum,
0co00€ BHUMaHHE YAEJIECHO MonuThueckoi curyauuu B FOxHoi ['epmanuu, rae Ta-
KOTO pojia Tpymmbl TpucyTCTBYIOT ¢ 1945r. Takxke B cTaThe aBTOP COCPEIOTOUMIICS
Ha TEeKyIIUX MpoOjeMax ONpeleseHUs JOKaIbHbIX HEMApPTUWHBIX I'PYMI, YTO HEOO-
XOJIMMO JIJI1 MEXKCTPAHOBBIX CPABHEHUM, W TMOJHSI BOMPOC O LEIECOOOPa3HOCTH
aHaJM3a JTaHHBIX TPYII B CBSI3U C KOHIEMIMsAMH Tonyau3Ma (B TpakToBke bappa,
2009r.) u naptuii anTurcreoaummenta (B TpakroBke Illemnepa, 1996r.). ABTop 00-
paniaeT oTJe’IbHOe BHUMaHKE Ha BO3MOXKHOCTD 3(pekTa nepexoia OT yCIenHoN aH-
TUMAPTUHHON PUTOPUKU HA JIOKAIBHOM YpOBHE K 0Oo0jiee BBICOKUM MOJIUTHYECKUM
YPOBHSIM.

Knrouesvle cnosa. HemapTUHbBIE TPYNIIbI; JOKAJIbHbIE HE3aBUCUMBbIE N30MpaTEIIbHbIE
CIUCKH; JIOKQJIbHBIE MAapTUH; IMOMYJN3M; MapTUU AHTUUCTEOMILIMEHTA; JIOKAJIbHAS
MOJINTHKA.
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