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PERCEPTION OF IMAGESF POLISH PRESIDENTS
AFTER 1989 IN THE COITEXT OF DEMOCRACY
CONSOLIDATION PROCEES

Agnieszka TURSKAKAWA and Waldemar WOJTASIK!
88888888888888888888BBBBBB88BBBE 8

Since 1990, the highest office in Poland has been elected by Polish

citizens through secret ballot in universal, direct ardjual elections.

Since then, there have been six presidential elections in Poland won

AU | ARE 7 ABGOGAQH LI0IOAEOAT AAL008 x AGT EA x
and 200@¢@ T T w(h , AAE +AAVYABEE " Of ¢ E10D A
Komorowski (201@2015) and Andrzej Duda (since 2015jocusing

on the psychological dimension of perception mechanisms, the aim

of the analysis was to find what is the perception of presidents of

Poland after 1989. We also wanted to know if respondents' age
differentiate between the perceptions of presiderds Poland since

1990. Using multiple stages analysis (including exploratory

research, factor analysis, competent jurors method) we identified

four factors named: potency, honesty, social competence and

expertise. The study (N=949) showed that the perceptaf heads of

state is significantly different regarding all the factors and

significant differences in the perception in specific way explaining in

the article.

Key words: presidency in Poland; consolidation of democracy;
political image; leadership.

1 INTRODUCTION

In Central and Eastern European countries a specific form of presidentialism has
developed, being the product of historical experiences and the effects of
democratic transition (Brunclik and Kubat 2018; Wiatr 2018). Taking into
consideration the possible evolution towards authoritarianism (which did occur
in Belarus and at least partly in Russia), postommunist countries decided to
choose the model of weak presidency or presidency balanced with the power of
other authorities (semi-presidentialism). The Polish case has an additional
specificity due to the transitory nature of the adopted institutional solutions. It is

1 Agnieszka TURSKAKAWA, University of Silesia in Katowice, PolandContact:agnieszka.turska
kawa@us.edu.pl Waldemar WOJTASIK, University of Silesia in Katowice, PolandContact:
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worth emphasizing, however, that the source of this provisional character was
the need to adapt to the dynamically changingglitical system situation, not the
current intentions or political interests (Szczerbiak 2017, 10%3138). Presidency
was restored in Poland was the result of the adopted political agreement between
communists andiSolidarityd[3 T 1 E AJA@IAPriZ7¢1989 thesejmadopted the
act (the socalled April amendment), which amended the communist constitution
and restored the office of president in Poland. The key arguments that justified
the reactivation of presidency were pointed out then: the role of the pradent
was to supervise the transition from communist dictatorship to parliamentary
democracy, to guarantee the maintenance of the current system rules, to serve as
a substitution leader of the communist party and as an arbiter on the political
scene (Glajar 2015, 264). The election of the president was excluded from
political competition procedure; the office was to be held by a representative of
the contemporary authorities. On July 19, 1989, the National Assembly elected a
president: the communist leaderWojciech Jaruzelski. He was aware of his poor
legitimization and did not try to become the leading figure on the Polish political
scene.

Since 1990, the highest office in Poland has been elected by Polish citizens
through secret ballot in universal, direct and equal elections. Strong social
legitimization contributes to the president's high position in the system and
allows the voters to believe that they have a direct influence on the situation in
the country. Direct election of the head of state is qi& a popular mechanism in
democratic countries, which procedurally improves the president's position in
the system. On the other hand, the need to apply the direct model of presidential
election is not inherent in the current Polish regime model; especiallthat this
has never been a tradition in Poland. The current solution was worked out as a
result of political, doctrinal and personal reasons (Wojtasik 2012, 218).

Since 1990, there have been six presidential elections in Poland. The first
DOAOGEAAT O xAO ,7A%F, whHodetpolitdl legitimi@atdan mostly
resulted from leading the fSolidarityd movement in the 1980s. Yet, being the
tribune of the people andthe leader of antiregime powers did not have a positive

effect on his way of exercising power (Braun 2018). The next politician to receive
OEA T £EEAA T &£ EAAA T £ OOAO A&2005) @ho'whsA E OAT
the only one to hold this office fortwoO A Oi 08 +xAGTI EAxOEE xAO
of the constitution that is still in force in Poland (Millard 2000, 559). Since the

legal system limits the duration of presidency to two terms of office, in 2005 Lech

+ AAUUd OEP010)} won tthe presidential election. His rule, however,
finished prematurely as he died in the plane crash in Smolensk. After the death

I £ , AAE +AAUUJOEERh OEA DOAI AOOOA Al AAOE
(2010z2015) associated with Civic Platform [Platforma Obywatelska, PQ]
although he was not the party leader. During his political career, he had been i.a.,

the Minister of National Defense and the Marshal of the Sejm, but in practice he
EAA Al xAUO AAAT ET OEA OEAAI x 1T £ PAOOU
president of Poland, elected in 2015, is Andrzej Duda, who was recommended by
Law and Justice 0 OAx T E 3 D O AJus ikdin thexcdseof Komdrdwskiy

he had previously been a mediunrank party member, serving as a European
Parliament deputy representing law and Justice. As we analyse the individuals
holding the office of president of Poland, we can see two regularities. The first is

that the people who have recently become presidents are not political and party

I AAAAOOR OT1 EEA 7 Ac¢ 6 Obefork.]Afer 2005 At@ oficd of O E E
president has been held by politicians who are significant and recognizable, yet

the actual leaders have been interested in the cabinet and the parliament instead.

The other regularity is related to the instability and hgh dynamics of political
change, resulting in the lack of reelection of incumbent presidents (except
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+xAGT EAxOEEQ AT A OEA DIl AOEUAOGEITT j Al OR
presidents. In each case, it was a politician opposing the one leavitig office,

which does not ensure continuation but provides a new political start (Materska
Sosnowska 2015).

2 PSYCHOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF PERCEPTION OF POLITICIANS

Politicians' qualities are the basic factors affecting their political images.
Potential voters' reasoning about the qualities of a political leader is rooted in the
need to understand the reasons of human behaviour, forecast that behaviour, and
control events (Pilch and TurskaKawa 2015). The more coherent our
environment seems to be, the more it ensures us the sense of security and
stability (Scammel 2015). The observer carfgraspd predict and control the
reality only by referring the transient and changepable behaviour and events to
relatively unchanging underlying conditions (Heider 1958, 79). The need to
maintain a stable and coherent system of experience representation is also one
of the four needs of a human in the experiential system, regarded as tlamental

by Seymour Epstein (2003, 162163).

The need to maintain a stable and consistent surroundings over time generates
some interesting questions: do the changes in socjolitical contexts initiate the
process in which events recorded in the memoryra adjusted to them, or do they
serve as stabilizing anchors? Do emotions connected with each president,
generated because of important historical events, consolidate their images over
time? Do the rapid changes in political communication lead to higher damics

of citizens' opinions about politicians? Does the tabloidization of politics increase
the need to formulate extreme views about political attitudes? And finally, does
the present universal availability of information result in reduced importance of
historical assessments in favour of opinions formed ad hoc, here and now?

The tendency to organize information and create a coherent image is explained
with a stable mechanism of our perception, which at the same time reveals
numerous errors in it. Accordng to the classic attribution theory by Fritz Heider
(1958), people have the tendency to perceive their surroundings as coherent and
controllable. Thus, we try to determine the reasons for other people's behaviours
so as to make them part of a predictablenvironment. Individual diagnosis of
motivations behind people's behaviours may be internal when the reasons are
identified with personal factors connected with one's character, or external
when we attribute the dominant force generating a certain aen to the
environment. Another important attribution theory is the correspondent
inference theory by Edward E. Jones and Keith E. Davies (1965, 2266). In this
theory, other human's behaviour is perceived to be the product of consistence
between the peson's outward actions, intentions and dispositions (personality
traits). According to the authors, the process of explaining human behaviours
involves two stages. First, we identify the person's intention, and then we
attribute the corresponding dispositions. We assume that the behaviour was
intentional if the person was able to predict its effects and to achieve the assumed
results. Intentions are determined through observing the consequences of the
actor's actions or through the comparison of the outwardeffects with the
probable results of other actions that could have been taken. Our belief that we
can predict how someone will behave in the future depends on the coherence and
consistency of the person's present behaviours. The lens model by Egon
Brunswik (1956) is an attempt to understand the person's behaviour in their
natural environment. Following the trend of probabilistic functionalism, the
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author concluded that inference about other people's behaviours is connected
with more or less accurate guideles we obtain, related to the information about
the actor that we have or are able to find, concerning the actor's previous
behaviours and their traits we know about. The more we have of such
information, the higher the probability that the opinion about the subject of the
behaviour will be accurate. Elements occurring in the voter's environment serve
as a kind offlensdthrough which the object of observation is assessed.

These theories and models attempting to understand the behaviour of other
people hawe three important issues in common. First, information available for
the individual (concerning other behaviours, dispositions and perceived
competencies of the actor) plays an important role in all of them. If we have
access to many decisions made by thmolitician, it is easier to draw conclusions

of their dispositions based on their activities and utterances; furthermore, if that
information is coherent, the evaluation is quicker, more permanent, and more
resistant to change. Thus, the distinctness of éhpolitician's image will be
affected by their presence in the media and press, not only during the term of
office but also later, when they serve as commentators of the reality or show their
less public face. It is important that if the information is cobrent, each additional
piece of information consolidates the politician's image, but otherwise, the image
tends to change. Politicians from consolidated democracies show that the
process of consolidating the previous image is more often the case. Charles d
Gaulle, Helmut Kohl, Bill Clinton or Barack Obama are examples of such
processes. To the contrary, at least some leaders from Central and Eastern
Europe did not manage to consolidate the image they had when holding the
office. Examples are i.a., Boris ¥gin, Vaclav Havel, and the aforementioned Lech
7AE60A8 4EA AiT 01O 1T &£ AOAEI AAT A EIT A& Oi
time. In a longer period, the observer is able to observe and absorb more. But
what is interesting in the context of this study ighe dynamics of the change after
the end of the term of president of Poland. Does the passing time work in favour
of the person's image formed during the term, or is it verified by the omgoing
events? Third, openness to information is largely connectedith taking interest

in it. More information will be of no use if the voter is not interested in the
political scene. Thus, in order to assess a politician in a more accurate and stable
way, it is important to build the assessment over longer time, which cpires
constantly following politicians' actions. It seems the current president should
generate more interest, because his decisions have a direct influence on the
citizens; quality of life.

3 METHODS

Focusing on the psychological dimension of percemih mechanisms, the
research presented in this article aimed to identify the key factors affecting the

voters' perception of all the presidents of Poland elected in direct elections after
povwd , AAE 7AC00AR |1 AEOAT AAO +xAGI EA
Komorowski and Andrzej Duda. According to Pascal de Sutter (2009, 16), in the

time of excessive medialization and blurred ideological differences between
parties, personality and image are often more important than the programme,

and appearances than theaality.

The research involved multiple stages. In the first, exploratory phase of the
research, a short study was carried out among students of different social
sciences courses to find out what is the most important quality of an ideal
president for them. The qustion was openended. The respondents (N=208)
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were asked to write down the first quality they think of as they read the
instruction. The collected responses were then subject to qualitative analysis.

Firstly, mocking, vulgar and irrelevant terms were exided (N=32). After
removing the qualities repeated in multiple responses, finally we were left with
fifteen.

In order to group the qualities into homogeneous sets, we used factor analysis.
Four coherent factors were identified and applying the competenurors method
(using four sociologists, four psychologists and seven political scientists) in the
research we named them:potency, including characteristics such as active,
strong, independent and courageoushonesty which covers ethics and honesty;
socal competence made up of traits such as friendliness, mildness, tactfulness,
kindness and joy, andexpertise i.e., competence, reliability, diligence and
conscientiousness.

Each quality was treated as a dimension, with opposing qualities being the
extremes. The perception of candidates for political offices involves different
dimensions. Evaluating an object or an event, individuals do not perceive the
object of perception as a whole but focus their attention on certain aspects only.
Thus, the scope ofnformation is narrowed so that the voter would be able to
make a decision concerning their voting behaviour. Attributing scales to each
dimension, we obtained sixteen 7item scales used in the proper research in the
form of semantic differential. Semantidifferential is one of the most frequently
applied methods of analysing candidates' images. The method was developed by
Charles E. Osgood, George J. Suci and Percy H. Tannenbaum (1967). It measures
the significance of different objects or concepts for indiduals. The instrument

is based on the thesis that a human absorbs two kinds of information from the
environment: descriptive and connotative/emotional. The method diagnoses the
connotative significance, measured using scales whose extremes are pairs of
opposite adjectives.

In the proper study, we applied all the scales to each president of Poland after
1989. The questionnaire also included the demographics section, in which the
respondents were asked to provide the following data: sex, age, and educati
Sex and education were just for control, but age was the key variable in the
analysis. The aim of the analysis was to answer the following research questions:
A What is the perception of presidents of Poland after 1989?

A Does respondents' agdifferentiate between the perception of presidents of

Poland after 1989?

3.1 Study sample

The proper study was carried out between December and February among a
sample of 949 adult Poles with an active voting right (W=518; M=431). Quota
stratified sampling was used, in which Polish provinces (16) were the strata, and
the quota control applied to variables such as sex, age and place of residence
(town/village) of the respondents. Thus, the sample was varied as follows in
terms of the respondents' age: thez were 186 respondents aged 124 (19.6%),
138 aged 2534 (14.5%), 189 aged 3544 (19.9%), 188 aged 4554 (19.8%), 100
aged 5564 (10.5%) and 148 aged over 65 (15.6%). On#fth came from rural
areas or small towns (up to 25 thousand residents)i 17.9% and 4.2%,
respectively. Onethird lived in medium-sized towns (25100 thousand
residents) i 32.7%, and the highest number of people were from big towns with
over 100 thousand residents 45.2%. The biggest group among the respondents
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were people with higher education (42.7%). There were slightly fewer people
with secondary education (41.7%); every eighth person had vocational
education (13.7%), and only 21 people had discontinued their education at the

elementary or junior secondary level (2.2%).

4 RESULTS

In the first stage of the analysis, profiles of presidents of Poland after 1989 were
outlined in the context of the identified factors and the significance of differences
between them was verified. The study showed that the perception of heads of

State

is significantly different

regarding all

the

factors:

POTENCY

(F(4;4728)=140.07; p<0.001; HONESTY F(4;4728)=86.696; p<0.001; SOCIAL

COMPETENCE

verified with the post-hoc Tukey HSD Test (see tables 1, 2, 3 and 4).

F(4,4728)=291.13;
(F(4,4728)=236.094; p<0.001. Specific differences between the presidents wee

p<0.001

and

EXPERTISE

TABLE 1. MEANS OF THE ASSESSMENTS OF POTENCY AND THE SIGNIFICANCE OF
DIFFERENCES IN THE POBOC TUKEY HSD TEST

Lech Aleksander Lech Bronistaw Andrzej
Watesa Kwasniewski Kaczynski Komorowski Duda
Lech Watesa 11-]1=.24127; X 11-]1=1.28836; p X
M=4.56 p=0.003 <0.001
Aleksander I1-JI 5 : 2 "
Kwainiewski | =24127; IHI=36640; | IHi=L04703;p |
M=4.32 p=0.003 == :
> . 11 1)1 18]
=)
z Leduficz’;"s"‘ X =36640; p =1.41349;p | =37089;p
5 o <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
e Bronistaw 18] 111 111 I1-]1
Komorowski =1.28836; p =1.04709; p =1.41349; p =1.04259; p
M=3.28 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
: 18] 18]
A"‘:;fi’ ;)8“"“ X X =3708%;p | =1.04259;p
- <0.001 <0.001
Y1 OAOI O T &£ 0/ 4%. #9h OEA DAOAAigilechniy |
AOI | OEA DPAOAADPOEII I £ , AAE +AAUUdJdOEE

attributed to Andrzej Duda is insignificantly different from that attibuted to
I AAT OAET ¢ Ol

1T AEOAT AAO
was Bronist A x

+.|. I,

+xAGI EAxOEES
I Ol x OEES8

fE
A

O

TABLE 2: MEANS OF THE ASSESSMENTS OF HONESTY AND THE SIGNIFICANCE OF
DIFFERENCES IN THE POGHDC TUKEY HSD TEST

Lech Aleksander Lech Bronistaw Andrzej
Watesa Kwasniewski Kaczynski Komorowski Duda
-] -1
Le;;‘_‘g’;’g“ X =-68967; p X =-.60721;
b <0.001 p <0.001
Aleksander I1-J1 I-J1
Kwasniewski X =-53114; p X =-.44868;
5 M=3.81 <0.001 p <0.001
7 e 11-J1 -]l -]
) "ec};ﬂﬁcg’;“k‘ =-.68967; =-53114; p =.79675; p x
?: i p <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Bronistaw 18] 18]]
Komorowski X X =79675; p =71429; p
M=3.77 <0.001 <0.001
; 11-J1 18] 11-J1
A"‘:w’fi' ;)1“""’ =60721; |  =-44868;p X =71429; p
S p <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

HONESTY differentiates between presidents in another way. Two coherent
groups can be found in this regard. The first homog&ous group with lower
T AEOAIT

OAT OAO

AT i POEOAO

, AAE

7A¢ 6 OAhR
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Komorowski. The other group, attributed higher honesty, includes Lech
+ AAUUJOEE AT A '1 AOUARAE $O0OAAS

TABLE 3: MEANS OF THE ASSESSMENTS OF SOCIAL COMPETENCE AND THE
SIGNFICANCE OF DIFFERENCES IN THE PBST TUKEY HSD TEST

Lech Aleksander Lech Bronistaw Andrzej
Watesa Kwasniewski Kaczynski Komorowski Duda
Lech Walesa 18] 18] 18] 18]
i =-129071;p | =-1.46575;p | =-81833;p =-1.72331;
; <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 p <0.001
- Aleksander 8] 8] (18] [18]]
% Kwasniewski =-1.29071; - =-17504; =.47238; p =0.43259; p
E M=4.92 p <0.001 p=0.026 <0.001 <0.001
& L 111 11 [T8]] 18]
z Lec}h‘f"‘sci’éns“ =-146575; | =-17504;p x =64742;p | =-25755;p
3 T p <0.001 <0.026 <0.0001 <0.001
< Bronistaw -1 I1-J1 -1 111
S Komorowski =0.81833; p =.47238;p =.64742;p - =90497; p
@ M=4.45 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
) 8] 18] 18] 18]
A"i,l"f‘;' ;’6“‘1"‘ =1.72331;p | =04325%;p | =-25755;p | =.90497;p
o <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

SOCIAL COMPETENCE strongly differentiates between presidents. The highest
Ol AEAI I T DAOAT AA EO AOOOEAOOAA O I'TA
!IAEOAIAAO +x AGT ERAXIOBEROEDT AEDHNE AKAE 7A¢

TABLE 4: MEANS OF THE ASSESSMENTS OF EXPERTISE AND THE SIGNIFICANCE OF
DIFFERENCES IN THE POHDC TUKEY HSD TEST

Lech Aleksander Lech Bronistaw Andrzej
Watesa Kwasniewski Kaczynski Komorowski Duda
etk Walesa 11-J1 -]l -] 11-]1
M=3.85 =0.74356; p =1.20574; p =0.31121;p =1.13747; p
? <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Aleksander 18] -] -] 11-J1
Kwasniewski =0.74356; p - =0.46219; p =1.05476; p =0.39392; p
@ M=4.46 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
E L 111 I1-J1 -1
= Lec‘;;fascg’g“k‘ =1.20574;p | =0.46219;p 2 =1.51695; p x
Q s <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
e Bronistaw I1-J1 18] 18] -1
Komorowski =0.31121;p =1.05476; p =1.51695; p - =1.44868; p
M=3.54 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Andrzej Duda I Lol Il
M=5.00 =1.13747; p =0.39392; p X =1.44868; p
’ <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

The presidents attributed the hlghest level of EXPERTISE by the respondents are
Andrzej Duda and Lecr AAUUdOEE8 3ECT EAEAAT O1 U I x.
T AEOAT ARAO +xAGI EAxOEEN AAE 7Ac6O0A AT A
yO EO x1 OOE biET OET C i 60 OEAO OACAOAIT A
"OTTEOEAx +111 01 xOEE ADAOCEBARAROAI T W8 ADA
only attributed a high level of POTENCY, which may be for historical reasons. On
OEA T OEAO EAT Anh OEA AAAAAOGAA DOAOGEAAT O
Andrzej Duda are the leaders of evaluations. Next, we verifieddlsignificance of

age as a factor differentiating between the perception of each president with

regard to the identified factors (Table 5).
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TABLE 5: MEANS AND MULTIPLE COMPARISONS INOQETTUKEY HSD TEST IN THE
CONTEXT OF ASSESSMENT DIFFERENON BY AGE

*the same letters show which groups significantly differ in their assessments.

, AAE 7Ac¢o6 OA

Oneway analysis of variance ANOVA showed significant differences in the
DAOAAPOEIT T &£ ,AAE 7AE60A ET AEAEAZEAOAT C
POTENCY F(5;943)=28.800; p<0.001; HONESTY F(5;943)=7.755; SOCIAL
COMPETENCE F(5;943)=40.005; p<0.001 andXEBERTISE F(5;943)=76.045;
p<0.001. Multiple comparisons in the posthoc Tukey HSD Test show the general
OACcOl AOEOU OACAOAET ¢ OEA DPAOAADPOEIT 1T £
between the assessments in the age groups below and above 45 years Qlidler

people perceive the first president of Poland as significantly stronger, more
honest, with higher social competence and greater expertise.

' AEOAT AAO +xAGT EAxOEE

'CA 1171 U AEZEAOAT OEAOAO OEA DPAOAADPOETI
two factors: POTENCY F(5;943)=20.277; p<0.000 and HONESTY
F(5;943)=4.382; p=0.001. In terms SOCIAL COMPETENCE and EXPERTISE there
were no statistically significant differences. In the case of POTENCY and

(/. %349 AOOOEAOOAA O1 11 AEOAIidferideneyx AGT F
AO ET OEA AAOGA 1T &£ , AAE 7Ac60Aqg Ul O1 CAO
Poland as significantly weaker and less honest than people aged 45 and older.

, ARE +AAUUdJOEE

I'CA EO 110 A EZAAOT O OEAO AEAEAOAT OEAOAOD
POTENCY. Significant differences were found for the other factors: HONESTY
F(5;943)=6.774; p<0.001; SOCIAL COMPETENCE F(5;943)=16.388; p<0.001 and
EXPERTISE F(5;943)=4.888<0.001. The highest level of HONESTY is attributed

01 ,AAE +AAUUdJdOEE iAtUs slyffikantly tiffederd @ thd1 OA O«
assessments by people under 45. People aged-88 also express a clearly higher

level of HONESTY than do both the youngest wrs and those in the 3544 age

group. His SOCIAL COMPETENCE is assessed the lowest by the youngest voters.
OATPIT A TOAO 1tuv AOOI AEAOA +AAUUJdOEE xEC
guality. The deceased president's EXPERTISE is considered the lowestthyy



