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Táto práca skúma vzťah kolektívnej dôstojnosti, dehumanizácie, a politiky. 

Prostredníctvom lingvistickej analýzy troch verejných prejavov členov štvrtej vlády 

premiéra Roberta Fica v prvom roku jej pôsobenia mapuje spôsoby, akými demokraticky 

zvolení politici s prístupom k moci izolujú vybrané skupiny občanov, ktoré považujú za 

svojich kritikov či oponentov, a prostredníctvom dehumanizačného jazyka im znižujú 

dôstojnosť, zatiaľ čo dôstojnosť svojich podporovateľov zvyšujú. Táto práca sa opiera o 

model individuálnej dôstojnosti podľa Donny Hicks (2011), Marthy Nussbaum (2016), a 

Roberta Fullera (2003; 2006). Ich prístup kombinuje s teóriou kolektívnej dôstojnosti 

Francisa Fukuyamu (2018). Hodnotenie analýzy prebehlo podľa metodológie Indexu 

dôstojnosti (The Dignity Index) navrhnutom iniciatívou UNITE pre potreby opísania 

dopadu politických prejavov na ľudskú dôstojnosť. Kým prvý z očakávaných 

predpokladov, že slovenskí vládni politici znižujú dôstojnosť svojich oponentov 

prostredníctvom dehumanizačného slovníka, sa podarilo potvrdiť analýzou v spojení s 

teóriou dehumanizácie a dôstojnosti, druhá časť hypotézy, ktorá predpokladá zvyšovanie 

dôstojnosti u podporovateľov strán vládnej koalície, sa potvrdila len implicitne. Napriek 

tomu výsledky tejto práce prispievajú k diskusií o úlohe ľudskej dôstojnosti v prostredí 

liberálnej demokracie. 

 

Kľúčové slová: dôstojnosť, dehumanizácia, jazyk, politika, demokracia 
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This thesis studies the relationship between collective human dignity, dehumanization, and 

politics. By means of linguistic analysis of three speech acts delivered by the 

representatives of the fourth government of Slovak Prime Minister Robert Fico in the first 

year of its tenure, the thesis maps various ways in which democratically elected leaders 

with political power utilize dehumanizing speech to erode the dignity of their perceived 

opponents while raising the dignity of their supporters. This thesis builds on the model of 

individual dignity as proposed by Donna Hicks (2011), Martha Nussbaum (2016), and 

Robert Fuller (2003; 2006), combined with the theory of collective dignity by Francis 

Fukuyama (2018). The results of the analysis were evaluated using The Dignity Index, 

developed by UNITE initiative to measure the impact of political speech on human dignity. 

While the first of the expected results, namely that representatives of the Slovak 

government use dehumanizing language to erode the dignity of their opponents, was 

confirmed through an analysis combined with the theory of dignity and dehumanization, 

the second part of the hypothesis, which predicted the bolstering of dignity with the 

supporters of the governing coalition, was confirmed only implicitly. Nevertheless, the 

results of this study contribute to the discussion about the role of human dignity in liberal 

democracy. 
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Introduction 

Arguably, dignity rests at the core of most, if not all, modern political issues. Movements 

for the equality of racial, religious, or sexual minorities present themselves as the most 

obvious example of politics splitting on the anvil of dignity (Fukuyama, 2018). However, 

the same goes for the economy, too. When parliaments debate systems of pensions, 

distribution of taxes, social welfare, or developments in demography, the underlying 

question of all such discussions is “who gets what and why?”. The notions of worth and 

merit are inherently present. The discourse around migration revolves around dignity as 

well — the calling of the dislocated and uprooted for a decent life among strangers versus 

the supposed security and cultural integrity of domestic populations. Likewise, 

technological progress provokes claims to dignity. For instance, artificial intelligence 

places the living standard of employees who it could substitute at risk, and green 

transformation asks society at large to decide if the comfort of the living is more, or less 

important than the comfort of those not yet born. That all these topics are a political matter 

is without dispute, and because dignity rests at their core, today, dignity itself is a political 

matter. 

This study rests on the credible, albeit cynical assumption that politics is a conflict between 

distinguishable groups determined to defeat each other even to their own detriment. Carl 

Schmitt (1932/2007), the Crown Jurist of the Third Reich, delineated politics as anything 

that cleaves people into friends and enemies, a split defined by Schmitt as the most extreme 

expression of human association or dissociation. In other words, to Schmitt, politics is a 

conflict that begins with identifying the enemy. Decades later, social psychologist and 

holocaust survivor Henry Tajfel (1970; 1982) explored the fruits of Schmitt’s (1932/2007) 

paradigm in the notorious us/them experiments, suggesting that humans innately organize 

themselves into groups based on even arbitrary identifiers and, if competing for the same 

goal, are ready to abandon the path of cooperation and hurt their in-group insofar as the 

out-group will sustain greater losses. Though the image of politics as a zero-sum conflict 
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might be a cynical one, it brings serious repercussions for the ideas of universal human 

dignity and democracy, understood as a regime to which human dignity is a key element.  

In contemporary politics, group division has become a commonplace, and akin to Tajfel’s 

(1970; 1982) experiments in which the authority of the researcher divided the subjects into 

competing groups, it is political authorities, today, who create and galvanize their followers 

into tribal communions desiring to undo each other over public matters—the powerful 

target the powerless. For instance, the U.S. Republican party, France’s National Rally and 

AfD in Germany all mobilized their voters with anti-immigrant and/or anti-Muslim rhetoric 

(Abdeslam, 2021; Doerr, 2021; Ward, 2024). Poland’s Law and Justice Party, now in 

opposition, also targeted the LGBTQI+ people when campaigning in national elections in 

the past (Grabarczyk, n.d.). Viktor Orbán regularly singles out refugees and liberals as a 

threat to the Hungarian state (Gera, 2023; Sata, 2023). Even in Finland, hate speech, 

facilitated by the social media activity of the Finns Party MPs, has grown since 2020 (Unlu, 

Truong & Kotonen, 2024). What connects all these examples is a concerning trend—

political elites consolidating power by targeting selected groups of people with 

dehumanizing vocabulary. And, as shall be argued throughout this study, the goal of 

dehumanization is to strip its victims of human dignity while, perhaps surprisingly, raising 

the dignity of those who dehumanize.   

Slovakia shines as a blinding example of verbal dehumanization in politics. Just in the first 

sixteen months of their tenure, the representatives of Prime Minister Robert Fico’s 

government coalition used dehumanizing language in their vocabulary on a regular basis. 

They labeled independent journalists as “disgusting pigs” (ČT24, ČTK, ktr, 2024, para. 1) 

and “blood-thirsty bastards” (TA3, 2024, 00:33:52–00:34:06) who are “possessed by the 

Devil” (TA3, 2024, 00:32:51–00:33:11). They also publicly called an opposition MP, who 

is also a member of the LGBTQI+ community, a “bitch” (Mikušovič, 2024, para. 28) over 

her stance on reproductive rights. They argued that people with a psychiatry treatment 

record should not be employed in state institutions (Gehrerová, 2025), compared the 

previous government to “lazy lice” (Pietová, 2024, para. 11), and denounced liberalism and 

those who subscribe to it as “cancer” (STVR, 2024, 01:01:48–01:02:00), “poison” (STVR, 

2024, 01:02:59–01:03:29), and a “virus” (STVR, 2024a, 04:20:18–04:20:38). In short, the 
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political normative in Slovakia shifted from mundane deliberation to heated, expressive 

attacks on human dignity of a reprehensible kind—verbal dehumanization from places of 

power. 

Shockingly, dehumanizing communication of the government was met with little to no 

backlash from their supporters, polling data show. In Slovak parliamentary elections of 

September 2023, the proportionally largest party of the governing coalition SMER-SD 

received 22,3% of votes across the country (Štatistický úrad Slovenskej republiky, n.d.). 

Today, the party polls at roughly the same exact numbers (SME, n.d.). Admittedly, the 

other two parties of the coalition, HLAS-SD and SNS, did fall in preference polls compared 

to election results by more than the margin of error (Štatistický úrad Slovenskej republiky, 

n.d.; SME, n.d.). Nevertheless, it should be rightly expected that crude manners and cruel 

language primed to erode the dignity of large masses would be met with consensual 

discontent. And yet, no such thing happened. 

This study argues that the reason for the tolerance, perhaps even the endorsement, of 

dehumanizing speech in the vocabulary of political elites has a lot to do with dignity. On 

the example of speech acts delivered by the representatives of the fourth government of 

Slovak Prime Minister Robert Fico, this study seeks to test the following assumptions: 

While dehumanizing language seeks to primarily diminish the dignity of its target, it can 

also raise the dignity of its user. When employed by political elites in addressing political 

issues, dehumanizing language can serve not only as a powerful tool of adversarial 

demobilization but also as a means of fostering notions of superiority and self -

righteousness among the politician’s supporters, making them feel more deserving of 

wealth, security, or dignity by proxy. 

 

  



 

Humans and Others: Recent Studies on Dignity and Dehumanization 

The concept of dignity and its political implications are of growing concern both on the 

interpersonal and political level, plethora of literature from the past two decades shows. 

Contemporary scholars also suggest the extension of individual dignity to a collective level, 

even though research into the topic is rather scarce, making the operationalization of the 

concept rather tentative. Nevertheless, evidence shows that human dignity can be 

understood as individual worth which, to be experienced, needs to be recognized by the 

outer world. Identitarian characteristics from ethnicity to status ground the experience of 

dignity in tangible, yet highly political concepts. A world in which dignity is an object of 

political competition is a world where the denial of dignity of one group seemingly gives 

a political edge to another, and violations of dignity become the standard of political 

clashes. Dehumanization, carried by means of language, is one of the most violations of 

human dignity on both individual and mass scale. Combined with the persuasive potential 

of political dialogue, research hints at the credibility of assuming that dehumanization can 

elevate the dignity of the oppressor at the expense of the oppressed. 

Designating Human Worth 

The largest consensus on the nature of dignity rests in a shared understanding of dignity as 

a person’s worth and value, inherently present in every human being since birth (Fuller, 

2006; Hicks, 2011; Nussbaum, 2016; Fukuyama, 2018). Human beings share a desire for 

their dignity to be acknowledged by others (Fuller, 2003; Hicks, 2011; Fukuyama, 2018), 

as recognition of dignity is essential to a person’s sense of self-worth (Fuller, 2003; Hicks, 

2011). Francis Fukuyama (2018) defines the desire for recognition of dignity as “thymos” 

(Fukuyama, 2018, p. 23) and delineates its two iterations—“megalotyhmia” (Fukuyama, 

2018, p. 21), i.e., the desire to be recognized as superior, and “isothymia” (Fukuyama, 

2018, p. 23), i.e., the desire to be seen as equal. To Robert Fuller (2003; 2006), the 

recognition of a person’s dignity is largely determined by the recognition of one’s rank, 

i.e., relative standing within a group of people or society on the whole. Martha Nussbaum 

(2016), on the other hand, separates dignity from rank, claiming that dignity is not “a 

relative or competitive matter” (Nussbaum, 2016, p. 27), but “belongs to all, inherently and 
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inalienably” (Nussbaum, 2016, p. 27). Donna Hicks (2011) draws a similar distinction 

between dignity and respect, the former being innate, the latter earned. Hicks also defines 

dignity in terms of its “ten essential elements” (Hicks, 2011, p. 25), which “describe… 

different ways people experience a psychological acknowledgment of their dignity” 

(Hicks, 2011, p. 30) as well as “an injury to their dignity” (Hicks, 2011, p. 30). These 

elements include acceptance of identity, inclusion, safety, acknowledgement, recognition, 

fairness, benefit of the doubt, understanding, independence, and accountability (Hicks, 

2011). 

Though scholars agree on the normative universality and inviolability of dignity, Fuller’s 

(2003; 2006) account of the relationship between experiencing dignity and having one’s 

social, political, economic, or other status recognized sheds light on abuses of dignity in 

both everyday interpersonal and political conflicts. Under specific circumstances, Fuller’s 

idea of rank aligns with Hick’s (2011) understanding of respect—when rank is earned, 

Fuller (2003) asserts, it can be rightly accepted as an expression of merit and worth. But, 

when rank is abused, it can encroach on the dignity of those labeled as inferior or 

subordinate (Fuller, 2003; 2006). Fuller (2003; 2006) calls this practice “rankism,” that is 

“an assault on dignity” comparable with racism, sexism, or ageism. However, as Fuller 

notes, “rank-based abuse” differentiates from attacks on human dignity based on ethnicity, 

gender, or age by the fact that while the objects of racism, sexism, or ageism are permanent 

and innate, “rank is mutable” by the social context one finds oneself in. To Fuller, rankism 

manifests in various forms, including “maltreatment, discrimination, disrespect, 

discourtesy, disdain, derision, and condescension“ (Fuller, 2003, p. 98). 

Violations of dignity bring about significant consequences on psychological as well as 

societal level. According to Hicks (2011), recognition of dignity presupposes one’s 

connection to others, which is crucial for survival. Likewise, Fuller (2006) connects loss 

of dignity to “the threat of being deprived of social and material resources critical to our 

well-being“ (Fuller, 2006, p. 22). On the other hand, he adds, “to be treated with dignity 

confirms our status as a valued member of the group” (Fuller, 2006, p. 23). Consequently, 

humans tend to experience loss of dignity as if their physical well-being was threatened 

(Hartling, 2007; Hicks, 2011). Violations of dignity can also disrupt human relationships, 
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as humans tend to prefer self-preservation to keeping ties with those who invade their 

dignity (Hicks, 2011). The link between violations and self-protecting mechanisms is, 

according to Hicks (2011), a catalyst in human conflict. Finally, violations of dignity 

reproduce themselves in what Hicks (2011) calls the “cycle of indignity” (Hicks, 2011, p. 

5)—when a person violates the dignity of their peers, their own dignity is violated as well.  

Furthermore, abuse of dignity can elicit a desire for retribution on the side of the 

undignified. Assaults on dignity are often followed by an emotional reaction such as 

humiliation, withdrawal, anger, or a craving for revenge (Hicks, 2011). To Martha 

Nussbaum (2016), “the idea of payback or retribution… is a conceptual part of anger” 

(Nussbaum, 2016, p. 15), an emotion that can express itself either in an eudemonistic way, 

i.e., oriented toward an injury sustained to what is part of a person’s sphere of concern 

(Nussbaum, 2016, p. 16), or in a narcissistic way, i.e., focused on an injury to a person’s 

own status (Nussbaum, 2016, pp. 25-26). In the latter case, Nussbaum argues, the idea of 

payback offers itself like an effective way “symbolically to restore the balance of status” 

(Nussbaum, 2016, p. 26) or to cause “a reversal of positions” (Nussbaum, 2016, p. 15) by 

diminishing the wrongdoer in hopes of restoring what was lost—relative standing. Then, 

retribution can take the form of a down-ranking or humiliation of the supposed perpetrator 

(Nussbaum, 2016). While Fuller (2003; 2006) explores rankism as an everyday practice 

and Nussbaum (2016) explains down-ranking as a specific response to a specific type of 

injury, the two inevitably address the same issue, i.e., humiliation by attacking a person’s 

relative standing, recognition of which is a vital part of a person’s experience of dignity.  

On a collective level, experience of dignity seems to be presupposed by group identity. 

Fukuyama (2018) argues that if individuals see their goals, aspirations, and value in the 

context of a group they identify with, their own experience of dignity can become 

determined by the recognition of the dignity of their collective. To Fukuyama, identity 

stems from “a distinction between one’s true inner self and an outer world of social rules 

and norms that does not adequately recognize that inner self’s worth or dignity” 

(Fukuyama, 2018, p. 9). Similarly, Hicks (2011) characterizes inner human lives as 

dominated by the struggle between individuation and integration, i.e., by the conflict 

between one’s identity on the one hand, and the pressure to reconcile that identity with the 
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world outside on the other. According to Hicks, identity consists of inherited traits, such as 

sex, race, or gender, and of professional identifiers, any of which can become objects of an 

attack. As numerous studies credibly suggest, devaluation of a group based on its identity 

can result in politicization of identity, reinforced group identification, and practices of 

group members aimed at restoring their group’s value, if these members already strongly 

identified with the group prior to its devaluation (Tajfel & Leach, 1979; Mosquera, Vliek 

& Hirt, 2010; Pérez, 2013). Coupled with Nussbaum’s (2014) suggestion that down-

ranking of a perpetrator can present itself as a viable response to a status-injury, it should 

logically follow that practices aimed at restoring the value of a group can be not just 

positive, such as voter mobilization (Pérez, 2013), but also negative, i.e., diminishing the 

perpetrator to put the group relatively up. 

The ”Zoon” in the “Politikon” 

Dehumanization is one of the most profound and most political violations of dignity. It 

seeks to create hierarchies of humanity, as it occurs when “individuals or outgroups are 

ascribed lesser degrees of… humanness than the self or the ingroup” (Haslam, 2006, p. 

262). Conceptually, dehumanization involves portraying the outgroup as “as inhuman, 

either by using references to subhuman categories… or by referring to negatively valued 

superhuman creatures such as demons, monsters, and satans” (Bar-Tal, 2000, p. 122). 

Haslam (2006) proposes a dual model of dehumanization, differentiating between 

“animalistic dehumanization” (Haslam, 2006, p. 258), which denies traits separating 

human beings from animals, such as civility, moral sensibility, or rationality, and 

“mechanistic dehumanization” (Haslam, 2006, p. 258), which denies “features that are 

typical or central to humans” (Haslam, 2006, p. 256), for instance emotional 

responsiveness, agency, or interpersonal warmth. Inevitably, then, dehumanization is the 

extreme outcome of humans identifying themselves primarily in relation to an in-group and 

in opposition to an out-group (Petráňová, 2018), a process which is, however, central to 

the formation of an identity and securing a place in a community (Petráňová, 2018; Tajfel, 

1970). Targets of dehumanization vary from the most usual cases of ethnic, national, or 

religious groups (Baron-Cohen, 2011; Kteily, Bruneau, Waytz & Cotterill, 2015) to 

refugees (Esses, Veenvliet, Hodson & Mihic, 2008), hospital patients (Haque & Waytz, 
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2012), members of social classes (Loughnan, Haslam, Sutton & Spencer, 2014), the 

homeless, the elderly, the convicts, the women (Haslam & Loughan, 2014), and, 

importantly for this study, political groups (Cassese, 2021). 

An especially illuminating perspective on dehumanization is offered by Bar-Tal (2000), 

who defines dehumanization as a delegitimizing belief held by one social group about 

another “with the purpose of excluding it from acceptable human groups and denying i t 

humanity” (Bar-Tal, 2000, p. 122). According to Bar-Tal (2000), delegitimizing beliefs, 

dehumanization included, form in either conflictual or ethnocentric contexts. The former 

context denotes a situation when a group sees “the attainment of a goal or goals… 

precluded by another group” (Bar-Tal, 200, p. 125) on either economic, political, or 

military grounds. The latter context can be presupposed by obvious physical differences 

between groups, such as skin color, or by “intangible criteria as religion or ideology” (Bar-

Tal, 2000, p. 129). As a delegitimizing belief, dehumanization evokes feelings of “hatred, 

fear, aversion, anger, or disgust toward the delegitimized group” (Bar-Tal, 2000, p. 124), 

justifies the inhumane or extreme treatment of the delegitimized group, and perpetuates 

further dehumanization by referencing the alleged incompatibility or threat posed by the 

delegitimized group (Bar-Tal, 2000). Additionally, dehumanization strengthens group 

cohesion by demanding uniformity on practices aimed at the delegitimized group, makes 

it easier to differentiate between ingroup and outgroups, and facilitates “feelings of 

superiority… by lowering the value of the other group drastically” (Bar-Tal, 2000, p. 135; 

Beaver & Stanley, 2023). 

Similarly, a notion of borrowed superiority is present in Nussbaum’s (2016) account of 

disgust, which matches the definition of dehumanization provided by the authors above. 

Nussbaum defines disgust as “a strong aversion to aspects of the body that are seen as 

‘animal reminders’” (Nussbaum, 2016, p. 48). Its core idea, then, is the fear of 

“contamination through contact” (Nussbaum, 2016, p. 48) with what is perceived as “base” 

(Nussbaum, 2016, p. 49), i.e., inhuman. Properties of disgust are “projected onto groups of 

humans who do not really have those properties” (Nussbaum, 2016, p. 48), debasing them 

into a realm beyond humanity through their portrayal as “hyperanimal or hyperbodily” 

(Nussbaum, 2016, p. 48). Critically, Nussbaum (2016) draws similarities between disgust 
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and status-focused anger, which seeks to correct or reverse the balance of status, offset by 

a sustained status-injury, through payback. A person concerned primarily with a status-

injury can draw on the emotion of disgust to improve their relative standing by targeting 

“relatively stable personal traits” (Nussbaum, 2016, p. 49) of the perpetrator allegedly 

responsible for the status-injury, and by “representing… [them] as low or base” 

(Nussbaum, 2016, p. 49). 

Finally, special attention needs to be given to dehumanization as a discursive practice. 

Public discourse is to a great extent shaped by elites with access to and dominance over 

channels of mass communication, prominently political elites (van Dijk, 1995; 2008). For 

instance, voter’s opinions on specific policies, stance towards immigration, or perception 

of national identity can all be influenced by political authorities and the polarity of these 

opinions is usually determined by partisanship (Nicholson, 2007; Goren, Federico & 

Kittlison, 2009; Helbling, Reeskens & Wright, 2016; Flores, 2018). Alarmingly, scholars 

also find that political elites play an important role in spreading racist attitudes (Van Dijk, 

2008). Furthermore, when addressing national identity, politicians can discursively 

reinforce its exclusive character with ease, while attempts at an inclusive conceptualization 

of national identity tend to fail (Helbling, Reeskens & Wright, 2016). Similarly, positive 

messaging on the issue of immigration does not seem to influence the related public 

opinion, while negative messaging does (Flores, 2018). As dehumanization is an example 

of an extremely negative portrayal of social groups on conflictual, ergo political grounds, 

it should be expected that political elites can play a vital part in disseminating 

dehumanizing discourse. 

Beaver and Stanley (2023) provide an extensive theory of how political communication 

can advance harmful discourses, attitudes, or values around pertinent political issues by 

banking on the emotional, ideational, or identitarian resonances and practices that words 

elicit in their recipients. For instance, the word ‘freedom’ presupposes the practice of equal 

treatment and civil autonomy, while harmful speech can presuppose practices of 

ostracization and genocide (Beaver & Stanley, 2023). The presupposition of practice by 

speech is, according to Beaver and Stanley (2023), conditioned by attunements, i.e., “ways 

of behaving, thinking, and feeling about things” (Beaver & Stanley, 2023, p. 377). If one 
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is attuned to a specific vocabulary, one has the capacity to not only understand and use that 

vocabulary, but also to react to it in accordance with the group “within which the word is 

found” (Beaver & Stanley, 2023, p. 388). On a collective level, attunements can be 

internalized through ideologies. One can speak of a discriminatory ideology if attunements 

are structured along the lines of the in-group/out-group divide and create an environment 

“in which members of out-groups are valued less than members of in-groups, and hence as 

inherently deserving of less than equal treatment or resources” (Beaver & Stanley, 2023, 

p. 388). In other words, speech has a descriptive, but more importantly, a social function—

it can bring communities together or set them apart (Beaver & Stanley, 2023). This 

mobilizing or demobilizing potency of speech is, according to Beaver and Stanley (2023), 

what drives political interest in language. 

Consequently, Beaver and Stanley’s (2023) theory of analyzing political language can 

explain how dehumanizing speech violates the dignity of one group while promoting the 

dignity of another, insofar as dignity is understood as an experience of worth that needs to 

be recognized by others for one to feel like a member of a community. As the authors note, 

faced with the possibility of social exclusion, people have a need to reconcile “their 

attunements with those of their in-group” (Beaver & Stanley, 2023, p. 27). Therefore, 

people can accept even a negative vocabulary or a set of attitudes if these preserve their 

membership in and the cohesion of their in-group (Beaver & Stanley, 2023), exclusion 

from which shatters a person’s sense of self-worth and conjures an emotional response as 

if their physical survival was threatened (Fuller, 2006; Hartling, 2007; Hicks, 2011). In 

other words, by adopting language that violates the dignity of the out-group, members of 

the in-group can feel more dignified if such language becomes the norm and its 

accommodation reinforces one’s relative standing within the in-group.  



 

Dehumanization and Dignity: The Missing Link? 

This study seeks to explore the link between human dignity and dehumanization. Based on 

the analyzed literature, dignity shall be understood as the experience of self-worth by any 

person dependent on the recognition of that worth by the person’s community. If tied to 

group identity, dignity can become a collective affair, referring to the experience of worth 

by groups of people dependent on the recognition of that worth by other groups of people. 

Dignity can and often is the subject of serious violations when markers constitutive of a 

person’s or a group’s worth are assaulted, be it agency, status, or ethnic, sexual, religious, 

and even political identity. In effect, assaults on dignity create hierarchies of people or 

groups of people, implying that some might be seen as more important, more deserving, or 

more valued than others. Dehumanization refers to a specific type of assault on dignity, 

one that casts its targets out of the human realm completely by associating them with and 

treating them as animals, maladies, or objects. By denying humanity to some and reserving 

it for others, dehumanization pits communities against each other by cleaving them into in-

groups and out-groups. Additionally, dehumanization produces a discursive context that 

justifies inhumane, violent, or retributive treatment of the out-groups, often portrayed as 

dangerous to the survival of the in-group. By implication, then, dehumanization can serve 

as a potent tool of voter mobilization or demobilization and can evoke illusions of 

superiority and self-righteousness in those who dehumanize relative to the alleged 

inferiority of those who are dehumanized. 

Now, individual and collective dignity are like conjoined containers—they are two related 

but at the same time very different notions. Conceptually, what goes for the individual goes 

for the community—with both individual and collective dignity there is a sense of worth 

and a desire for it to be acknowledged for a person or a group of people to feel valued, 

secure, and as a part of the whole. However, while individual dignity is, normatively 

speaking, given and universal (Fuller, 2006; Hicks, 2011; Nussbaum, 2016; Fukuyama, 

2018), collective dignity is a product of identity politicization (Pérez, 2013; Fukuyama, 

2018). Yet, if a person identifies with a larger group and the agency, value, or importance 

of that group is diminished, violations of collective dignity can echo in the way individual 
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dignity is experienced. This study will primarily investigate how the dignity of collectives 

undergoes erosion, but one must always remember the consequences of this erosion on the 

individual level. 

The core argument of this study, then, can be summarized like this: Dehumanizing 

language, traditionally understood as a verbal effort to diminish the dignity of its targets, 

can be utilized not only to discredit communities perceived as out-groups, but also to 

elevate the dignity of that in-group which partakes in dehumanization, or of its 

sympathizers. When employed by political elites in addressing political issues, 

dehumanizing language can serve not only as a powerful tool of adversarial demobilization, 

but also as a means of fostering relative notions of superiority within that in-group which 

a politician claims to represent. In such a scenario, political identity becomes the criterion 

of inter-group discrimination. In the case of the Slovak government, dehumanizing 

language aimed explicitly at the representatives of the opposition or civil society is 

predicted to occur. 

  



 

Measuring Dehumanizing Speech: The Method 

To verify or refute the proposed hypothesis, this study analyzes three statements of the 

incumbents of the fourth cabinet of Slovak Prime Minister Robert Fico, which were 

delivered in public speech acts throughout the first year of its tenure, ranging from 

November 2023 to November 2024. These statements were chosen with a purposive, non-

probabilistic sampling method, as it is not the goal of this study to provide a chronological 

or exhaustive account of all instances when dehumanizing language was used by the 

representatives of the Slovak government. Instead, this study seeks to demonstrate how 

dehumanizing speech is exploited by political elites in places of power, and dissect its 

targets, goals, and content. Each statement serves as an illustration of at least one of the 

four categories of dehumanizing speech which this study proposes (see Figure 1) This 

typology combines suggestions and conclusions of literature discussed earlier, namely that 

dehumanization creates hierarchies of worth, erodes one’s experience of humanness, 

invades one’s sense of agency, and attunes people to violent practices against groups that 

are dehumanized. 

Figure 1: Proposed categorization of dehumanizing speech 

 

Source: Bar-Tal, 2000; Haslam, 2006; Nussbaum, 2016 

Following Beaver and Stanley’s (2023) definition of language as a contextual endeavor 

where the same word can produce different meanings in different recipients based on their 

background, all three statements will be first analyzed through the context in which they 
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were spoken. Consequently, it will be assessed how and why these statements meet the 

criteria of dehumanizing speech—who is being targeted, on what grounds, what is the 

nature of the in-group/out-group divide, what terms are used to refer to the outgroup, what 

resonances (Beaver & Stanley, 2023) might the language evoke in its recipients. Finally, 

to evaluate the potential impact of dehumanizing speech utilized by the representatives of 

the Slovak government on collective and by implication individual experience of dignity, 

this study will scrutinize the selected statements according to The Dignity Index developed 

by the UNITE initiative (UNITE, 2022). The Index works with an eight-point scale, 

denoting various forms of dignity-assaulting language (see Figure 2) with speeches that 

score in the lower half of the scale representing different forms and intensities of verbal 

dehumanization, and speeches that score in the upper half of the scale representing various 

levels of a dignity-respecting approach based on Donna Hicks’ (2011) essential elements 

of dignity (UNITE, 2022). 

Figure 2: The Dignity Index  

 

Source: Bell, Byrne, Meppen & Graham, 2023  
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Limitations 

A few limitations of this study, given its focus and research design, must be addressed 

before continuing further. Since the main objective of this study is to investigate the 

potential harmful influence of political discourse on collective experience of dignity, this 

study will only look at speech acts delivered by political elites. Consequently, the last part 

of the hypothesis, namely that dehumanizing language can also elevate the dignity of its 

users, is expected to be only implicitly verified. However, since academic literature does 

show that dehumanization and dignity interact with each other in both a negative and a 

positive way, it should be logical that, if the negative aspect is proven on the side of the 

addressees, the positive aspect should be inferred on the side of the speakers or their 

sympathizers. Although special attention should be also paid to the possible use of 

dehumanizing language on the side of the Slovak opposition, unlike parliamentary 

opposition, government representatives hold power and responsibility, have direct 

influence over citizens’ lives, and are usually given more space in the media sphere. 

Therefore, this study will only focus on the occurrences of dehumanizing language on the 

side of the incumbent cabinet. 

  



 

Analysis 

Example One: Leeches 

On October 28, 2024, Slovak Minister of Culture Martina Šimkovičová (SNS party) faced 

a vote of no confidence in the National Council of Slovak Republic initiated by the 

opposition MPs on the grounds of Mrs. Šimkovičová’s alleged unfitness for the post, 

incompetency in managing the ministry, and hostility to minorities (Návrh 2024/387, 

2024). The vote of no confidence followed after several highly criticized and controversial 

steps and policies were put into place by Mrs. Šimkovičová since her ascension to office. 

She had shut down all state funding of projects related to the LGBTQI+ community 

(Močková, 2024), she had fired several managers of state art institutions (Jabůrková, 2024; 

Katuška, 2024), she had dismantled the Slovak public service provider RTVS and replaced 

it with a new, highly politicized television and radio station (Lodová & Biró, 2024), she 

had paralyzed Slovak Arts Council (Rehák & Janešíková, 2024), a state fund responsible 

for distributing financial support to culture related projects, she had tried to silence her 

critics with lawsuits (Aktuality.sk, 2024; TASR, 2024), and she had verbally assaulted a 

renowned Slovak artist and an outspoken member of the LGBTQI+ community for his 

publicly displayed painting of two nude men kissing (The Slovak Spectator, 2023). Mrs. 

Šimkovičová’s policies were met with significant backlash from the members of the Slovak 

art scene and sparked a chain of public protests which culminated in a strike of cultural 

institutions led by a collective of prominent Slovak artists (Rehák, 2024). In her defense, 

Mrs. Šimkovičová tried to refute the calls for her resignation with a conspiracy theory about 

NGOs and liberal opposition MPs embezzling state funds, and dismissed all arguments of 

the opposition as a plot to prevent her from dismantling their scheme (Národná rada 

Slovenskej republiky, 2024b). In that speech, Mrs. Šimkovičová stated the following:  

Ladies and gentlemen, nothing is in decay. It is just that some of your friends 

in state institutions have lost their posts, and quite rightly so, because they 

have demonstrably failed to manage the organizations entrusted to them by 

former Ministers of Culture. At the same time, other friends of yours in 

political NGOs are afraid that their source of state support from various 
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funds, on which they have been literally sucking like leeches for years, will 

gradually dry up. And so you call protests in the squares, you organize strike 

emergencies.1 (Národná rada Slovenskej republiky, 2024b, 01:29:36–

01:30:16) 

As demonstrated by this short excerpt, the speech of Mrs. Šimkovičová displays explicit 

signs of dehumanizing language and erodes the dignity of its addressees. All throughout 

the speech, Mrs. Šimkovičová clearly singled out an out-group allegedly consisting of the 

elites, opposition MPs, the journalists, NGOs, civil activists, LGBTQI+ people, and 

members of the art community who disagree with her policies. As their common identifier, 

Mrs. Šimkovičová picked their supposed devotion to liberal ideology. By associating these 

groups with leeches, Mrs. Šimkovičová debased them to the level of parasitic organisms, 

removal of which would seemingly benefit the state. She also accused the out-group of 

posing a threat to the national identity of Slovak citizens, and to advance its contagious 

image, she needlessly pointed out an HIV diagnosis of a former opposition MP. 

Furthermore, Mrs. Šimkovičová attempted to deny the agency of her critics by claiming 

that their activities are funded by George Soros, and by associating non-political actors, 

such as NGOs, journalists, or artists, with a political ideology, making their resistance seem 

more like a struggle for power than genuine exercise of their civil rights. Overall, her 

speech was riddled with verbal dehumanization and attacks on the dignity of her opponents. 

Crucially, while humiliating the out-group, Mrs. Šimkovičová also articulated a sense of 

denied superiority of the in-group which she claimed to represent. When trying to refute 

the accusations of her hostility towards minorities, Mrs. Šimkovičová turned dignity into 

an object of conflict, stressing that while she agrees that the dignity of all people should be 

respected, it should not happen at the expense of other people. Therefore, she implied that 

somehow, recognizing the dignity of minorities erodes the dignity of the majority. 

Moreover, Mr. Šimkovičová prodded at the idea that the out-group usurped the sole right 

to dignity. For instance, at the outset of her speech, Mrs. Šimkovičová asserted that liberal 

politics seeks to humiliate and mock its opponents, and then continued to blame the 

 
1 Translated by DeepL, edited by the author. 
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parliamentary opposition for not paying any mind to ordinary citizens. Furthermore, Mrs. 

Šimkovičová claimed to speak for a silent minority of artists who have allegedly been 

systematically oppressed by a “liberal-progressive… mafia in Slovak culture” (Národná 

rada Slovenskej republiky, 2024b, 01:35:09–01:35:15), and argued that her effort is to end 

the era of “chosen-ones” (Národná rada Slovenskej republiky, 2024b, 01:40:11–01:40:15) 

in Slovak cultural industry. And to justify that effort, Mrs. Šimkovičová  presented her 

policies as grounded in morals stemming from Slovak history, calling on sacrosanct 

traditions allegedly incompatible with the worldview of the out-group. By catering to 

grievances, depicting the out-group as an oppressor, indicating that the out-group is 

undeserving of financial resources, claiming the right to morality, and suggesting that 

dignity is a zero-sum game, Mrs. Šimkovičová implied in her speech that people 

unfavorable of the out-group, which is allegedly bound together by liberal partisanship, are 

already losing the fight for dignity, and that only through diminishing the out-group can 

they have their own dignity restored. 

Example Two: Progressive-liberal Cancer 

On May 15, 2024, during an official visit to a small town in central Slovakia, Handlová, 

Slovak Prime Minister Robert Fico (SMER-SD party) survived an assassination attempt by 

a lone wolf who disagreed with the policies of Mr. Fico’s cabinet (Benedikovičová, Vražda, 

Folentová, Mikušovič, 2024). After the incident, Mr. Fico retracted from the public 

spotlight for several months, reappearing for the first time in early July of the same year to 

deliver a speech at national celebrations of St. Cyril and Methodius Day. In his public 

address, Mr. Fico arbitrarily connected the shooter from Handlová with Slovak opposition, 

urged for a joint effort to stand against liberal politics, and accused liberal politicians of 

fueling hatred and radicalizing Slovak citizens (STVR, 2024). In front of a crowd 

consisting of former presidents, prominent state representatives, diplomats, religious 

authorities, and citizens watching the speech on television, Mr. Fico pronounced the 

following: 

I want to make a large appeal. We must all together build a huge dam against 

the nonsensical progressive and liberal ideologies that are spreading like 
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cancer. They are ideologies that are damaging this country. They are 

ideologies that were created perhaps only the day before yesterday.2 (STVR, 

2024, 01:01:48–01:02:08) 

The quote of Mr. Fico represents a specific kind of harmful language called hustle. Beaver 

& Stanley (2023) define hustle as a form of non-transparent speech used to convey 

inappropriate or hateful messages to a group of people who can decode meanings imbued 

into that message because they share a common understanding of reality, attitudes, 

opinions, or values, while at the same time giving the speaker plausible deniability over 

what has been said. Mr. Fico does not explicitly attack a selected out-group, instead he 

targets “liberal and progressive ideologies” (STVR, 2024, 01:01:48–01:02:08). However, 

it is obvious that behind these so-called ideologies stand physical people who subscribe to 

them. In parliamentary elections of 2023, the only two Slovak liberal parties, Progressive 

Slovakia and SaS party, gained well over 720-thousand votes combined, finishing at the 

second and the sixth place with 17.96% and 6.32% share of total votes, respectively 

(Štatistický úrad Slovenskej republiky, n.d.). As of February 2025, these two parties only 

gained public support, polling shows, with Progressive Slovakia now polling between 22% 

and 24%, and SaS between 6.2% and 7.1% (SME, n.d.). Moreover, at a later point of his 

speech and in a much more explicit manner, Mr. Fico accused Slovak media of spreading 

“liberal and progressive ideologies” (STVR, 2024, 01:01:48–01:02:08). And he also 

implicitly marked Slovak opposition parties, half of them being liberal, of inciting hatred 

in Slovak society. Thus, when understood as hustle, Mr. Fico’s term “progressive and 

liberal ideologies” (STVR, 2024, 01:01:48–01:02:08) tacitly targets specific groups of 

people—liberal political elites, voters subscribing to liberalism, and journalists critical of 

Mr. Fico’s government. 

Understood as hustle, Mr. Fico’s speech is evidently dehumanizing, and encroaches on the 

dignity of specific groups of people. He portrayed the out-group, allegedly bound by liberal 

identity, as a threat to the Slovak nation. With a call to “build a dam” (STVR, 2024, 

01:01:48–01:02:08), Mr. Fico created a sense of stress and a need for defense from an 

 
2 Translated by DeepL, edited by the author. 
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external threat. By labeling liberalism and progressivism as “cancer” (STVR, 2024, 

01:01:48–01:02:08) and suggesting they damage the country, he also implied that the threat 

can be deadly. Furthermore, in his address, Mr. Fico associated “normality” (STVR, 2024, 

01:01:35–01:01:48) with Christianity, Slavic ethnic heritage, and the legacy of St. Cyril 

and Methodius, two Byzantine missionaries and envoys to emperor Michal the Third who 

were dispatched into the region of Great Moravia to educate Slavic people, spread Christian 

faith, and translate key religious texts into old church Slavonic. Mr. Fico then went on to 

suggest that “progressive and liberal ideologies” (STVR, 2024, 01:01:48–01:02:08) are 

incompatible with this supposed “normality” (STVR, 2024, 01:01:35–01:01:48) and stand 

in stark contrast to an alleged identity of the Slovak nation, which Mr. Fico described as 

good, helpful, peace-loving, and open. Finally, as a form of protection to liberalism and 

progressivism, Mr. Fico suggested the adoption of constitutional measures. To sum up, Mr. 

Fico’s July the 5th speech is dehumanizing because Mr. Fico identifies an out -group 

characterized by shared attitudes, labels the out-group with a dehumanizing term, makes a 

case for the out-group being a threat to the survival of the Slovak nation, and calls for 

extraordinary measures to be put in place in response to the alleged threat.  

Example Three: Possessed by the Devil 

On October 8, 2024, at a press conference dedicated to financial state support of Slovak 

municipalities, the representatives of the governing coalition were asked by a journalist to 

address ongoing tensions between the three parties of the coalition (TA3, 2024). As part of 

his vitriolic response to the question, Prime Minister Robert Fico accused the media of 

disrespecting election results and contributing to the attempt on Mr. Fico’s life in May of 

that year by fueling hatred among Slovak citizens: 

Do you even read what you write? Do you even read it after yourself? I don't 

know, but I don't think that you do. Because if I were a normal person 

working at the Daily N and I read what you guys produce in 24 hours, I 

would run away from there because that's, that’s hatred. You are obsessed. 
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You are possessed by the Devil. Same goes for Daily SME and 

Aktuality.sk.3 (TA3, 2024, 00:32:51–00:33:11) 

As in the previous example, this statement of Mr. Fico is also dehumanizing. A specific 

out-group was selected, the journalists of three major Slovak press houses, bound together 

by their occupation and shared identity of the press corps. Mr. Fico accused the out-group 

of threatening Slovak society by sowing hatred and questioning the cornerstone of Slovak 

democratic regime, the elections. By challenging the quality of their journalism at the 

beginning of the quote, Mr. Fico tried to undermine the credibility of the journalists, and 

by referring to them as “possessed by the Devil” (TA3, 2024, 00:32:51–00:33:11) he also 

encroached on their agency. Furthermore, hidden in the words “possessed by the Devil” 

(TA3, 2024, 00:32:51–00:33:11) lies an implication that the journalists are not acting out 

of their own will, but receive instructions from an external source with malicious intent, 

making them malicious as well by proxy. 

The statement of Mr. Fico is especially harmful if seen as part of an alarming trend in 

Slovak public discourse—demonization of journalists by state authorities. In 2024, 

Slovakia ranked 29th in RSF’s World Press Freedom Index (Reporters Without Borders, 

2021). As the organization notes in its analysis of Slovak media landscape, Slovak 

“journalists work in a hostile environment” (Reporters Without Borders, 2021, para. 1) 

while the representatives of the governing coalition “attack critical media and refuse to 

answer their questions” (Reporters Without Borders, 2021, para. 3), inspiring the public to 

act towards journalists with the same hostility. During his four governments, Prime 

Minister Robert Fico has frequently labeled journalists with dehumanizing terms such as 

“filthy anti-Slovak prostitutes” (Tódová, 2016, para. 4), “terrorists” (Kráľová, 2018, para. 

1), “an organized criminal group” (Fico, 2022, 00:04:15–00:04:20), or “blood-thirsty 

bastards” (TA3, 2024, 00:33:54–00:34:06). On other occasions, Mr. Fico has connected 

Slovak journalists to George Soros (Fico, 2023; Fico, 2024). Moreover, an in-depth 

analysis of social media posts of Slovak politicians and political parties ahead of the 2023 

parliamentary elections, from which Mr. Fico’s party emerged victorious, uncovered that 

 
3 Translated by DeepL, edited by the author. 
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out of all political parties, Mr. Fico’s SMER-SD party targeted journalists with negative 

messaging the most and almost quadruple as much as the party which ranked second in the 

analysis (Farská, Sólymos, 2023). While not all of these posts were downright 

dehumanizing, the analysis does illustrate a trend of verbal assaults on Slovak journalists 

from places of political power. 

The Dignity Index Evaluation 

Conclusively, the speech of Slovak Minister of Culture Martina Šimkovičová delivered as 
her defense to a vote of no confidence displays clear symptoms of animalistic 

dehumanization, and on The Dignity Index scale, it ranks at the penultimate number two. 

Mrs. Šimkovičová used the negative stereotype of leeches to defame her opponents 

allegedly bound by liberal affiliation. The comparison to leeches also created a sense of 

undeservingness of the out-group, especially salient in the context of Mrs. Šimkovičová’s 

accusations of money embezzlement. Moreover, the word ‘leeches’ evoked a sense of 

alienness and the impression of an external threat. Throughout her speech, Mrs. 

Šimkovičová enumerated stories supposedly illustrative of the out-group’s immorality and 

wrong-doings, which is an important feature of the second stage of The Dignity Index. 

Though references to sub-human categories are characteristic of the first stage of The 

Dignity Index, calls for elimination of the out-group are clearly lacking in Mrs. 

Šimkovičová’s speech, and their absence therefore disqualifies the speech from receiving 

the score of one. 

The second example, the speech delivered by Prime Minister Robert Fico in early July 

2024, exhibits features of dehumanization by reference to maladies, and can be ascribed 

value of one on The Dignity Index scale. By labeling his liberal and progressive opponents 

as cancer, he created an out-group with seemingly inhuman and deadly properties. 

Furthermore, drawing on Slovak history, mythology, and ideas of nationhood later in his 

speech, he also explicitly excluded the out-group from the supposedly natural image of 

Slovak nation, banishing them outside of both human and political communities. Because 

his targets were bound by a common political affiliation, their implied alienness 

undermined the ideas of democratic pluralism and free engagement in political 
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competition. Moreover, by indicating that the out-group is spreading and corroding the 

society, Mr. Fico created a sense of urgency worthy of a swift response to the supposed 

danger. With a straightforward call for everyone to stand up against the out-group, Mr. 

Fico also used his leverage as a Prime Minister to propose legal measures to ostracize and 

disempower the out-group. The comparison of the out-group to cancer, however, suggests 

more drastic solutions akin to the total removal of the out-group if the well-being of the 

state, which the out-group allegedly threatens, is to be preserved. Undoubtedly, the speech 

of Mr. Fico fulfills all criteria to be graded with the lowest score of The Dignity Index, 

number one. 

Finally, the third speech act, also delivered by Prime Minister Robert Fico, falls into the 

category of dehumanization by means of derogatory language, and ranks at number three 

of The Dignity Index scale. In that instance, Mr. Fico verbally assaulted the journalists of 

several respected Slovak press houses, spinning their reporting as possession by the Devil. 

The attack aimed to question the competency and expertise of the journalists in a 

patronizing and infantilizing manner, eroding their value as capable human beings in the 

process. Furthermore, Mr. Fico portrayed the journalists as enemies of the government, and 

implied that their work is motivated by malice. The seriousness of Mr. Fico’s statement is 

underlined by his past treatment of journalists, and the platform he used to diminish them—

a press conference broadcast to the general public in real time. Justifiably, the third speech 

act is awarded with index three, as it utilizes personal attacks on the out-group, and suggests 

a conflict between the out-group and the state.  



 

Conclusion 

Dehumanization is most often studied as the practice of diminishing the dignity of selected 

groups of people based on their ethnicity, gender, physical and mental well -being, or 

religious affiliation. This study set out to explore the erosion of dignity on the grounds of 

political partisanship by power-holders who are expected to represent their constituents. 

The analysis of three speech acts performed by the members of the fourth government of 

Slovak Prime Minister Robert Fico from November 2023 to November 2024 demonstrated 

the ways in which political elites choose to only represent a portion of their citizenry while 

humiliating their perceived adversaries. All three statements made by the representatives 

of Slovak government displayed characteristics of dehumanization and encroachment on 

the dignity of their addressees. Because the addressees were always groups of people, and 

because the attacks took place in a political context, collective dignity was being eroded. 

Consistently, Slovak representatives did not target ordinary people, but the elites who 

represent these people, such as politicians, or who serve them, for instance journalists, 

NGOs, or artists. In all three cases, members of the Slovak government imposed a common 

liberal identity on the out-group, and associated the out-group with dangerous, anti-state, 

or unlawful activities. The degree of dehumanization varied between the statements with 

each implying a different intensity of alleged enmity between the in-group and the out-

group, each using a different category of dehumanizing speech, and each proposing 

solutions of diverse character to deal with the threat supposedly posed by the out-group. 

Nevertheless, the analysis proved the weaponization of dehumanizing language by Slovak 

political elites in political competition. 

Crucially, this study also set out to investigate the potential for bolstering dignity through 

dehumanization, specifically on the side of the dehumanizers. Literature reviewed in the 

first chapter laid out solid foundations for the cynical, yet logical assumption that a positive 

movement to dignity can be achieved by means of dehumanization. Several authors argued 

for the plausibility of dignity being experienced at the level of collectives, where it is 

closely tied to individual and group identity, its recognition, and its politicization (Tajfel 

& Leach, 1979; Mosquera, Vliek & Hirt, 2010; Pérez, 2013; Fukuyama, 2018). 

Additionally, research in social psychology proves that when devalued, groups of people 
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can respond with activities aimed at restoring their group’s value (Tajfel & Leach, 1979; 

Mosquera, Vliek & Hirt, 2010; Pérez, 2013). Martha Nussbaum’s (2016) concept of status-

focused injury which can seemingly be ameliorated by humiliating the perpetrator in return 

suggested that humans can engage in retributive action to restore their dignity. 

Dehumanization is a practice known for heavily encroaching on human dignity, and 

scholars agree that it can be disseminated and normalized among the masses through 

sustained exposure to dehumanizing techniques by individuals who dominate channels of 

communication and enjoy both virtual and practical authority (van Dijk, 1995; 2008; Bar-

Tal, 2000; Haslam, 2006; Beaver & Stanley, 2023). In the analysis, at least two of the three 

statements can be considered as having the potential to raise the dignity of the in-group 

through humiliating the out-group—namely the first and the second statement. Both cases 

used divisive language, both characterized the out-group as immoral, criminal, dangerous, 

or patronizing, and both portrayed the in-group as honest, virtuous, or oppressed. An added 

sense of superiority and self-righteousness can be sensed in calls for action against the out-

group, in both cases spoken by elites with authority bestowed upon them through the title 

of their office. 

The findings presented here spell important implications for the future of democracies as 

political parties rising to power across the Western world do not shy away from using 

dehumanizing language to generate voter support. According to Fukuyama (2018), legal 

protection of equal dignity is at the very foundation of liberal democracy. Similarly, Fuller 

(2003) concludes that the prime goal of democracy is to constrain power by making “rank-

holders periodically accountable to those under their control” (Fuller, 2003, p. 93) as abuse 

of power “is incompatible with the principle of inviolate human dignity” (Fuller, 2003, p. 

103). Moreover, Martha Nussbaum (2016) identifies the regulation of anger, including the 

status-focused type which seeks to diminish alleged perpetrators, with responsibilities of 

the state and justice system, so as to prevent humiliation from becoming a normalized form 

of punishment. Following Fuller’s (2003), Fukuyama’s (2018), and Nussbaum’s (2016) 

arguments, one can conclude that dignity is at the core of liberal democratic politics. 

The puzzle at hand is, therefore, how can a democratic regime be truly democratic if those 

who were elected to preserve its core values and to provide conditions for the well -being 
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of everyone are dismissing entire groups of people as unworthy and unequal in the most 

fundamental feature of every human being—humanness. Fair political competition, which 

is at the very heart of liberal democracy, cannot exist if it becomes permissible to sacrifice 

one group of people for another. Healthy civil relationships cannot be maintained, and 

social cohesion cannot endure if people are inspired by their representatives to see each 

other as alien, dangerous, or downright inhuman. And finally, the spectacle of loaded, 

harmful, divisive language, even if it borrows some dignity to those who feel unrecognized, 

cannot sustainably and genuinely fix the real problems which reproduce inequalities and 

cause dignity deprivation among vast numbers of people.  



 

Resumé 

Koncept ľudskej dôstojnosti je integrálnou súčasťou dnešnej politiky. V centre väčšiny, ak 

nie všetkých politických problémov, ktorými sa dnes zaoberajú spoločnosti západného 

sveta, od ľudských práv, cez ekonomiku, zelenú transformáciu, až po nástup umelej  

inteligencie, sa skrýva otázka ľudskej hodnoty. Politika však obnáša konflikt aspoň dvoch 

strán s často rôznymi záujmami a cieľmi. Výskumy v poli sociálnej psychológie pritom 

dokazujú, že ľudia majú vnútornú tendenciu triediť sa do skupín aj na základe arbitrárnych 

podmienok, a vnímať sa v konflikte s ostatnými skupinami, pričom neváhajú ublížiť svojej 

skupine, ak by to znamenalo, že iná skupina bude trpieť ešte viac (Tajfel 1970; 1982). 

Tento cynický, no vedou preskúmaný pohľad na politiku predpovedá zásadné následky pre 

koncept ľudskej dôstojnosti a demokraciu ako režim, pre ktorý je ľudská dôstojnosť 

kľúčovým prvkom. 

Západný svet v súčasnosti dobývajú politické strany, ktoré využívajú znevažovanie 

vybraných skupín obyvateľstva ako kampaňovú stratégiu a nástroj na budovanie voličskej 

podpory. Ich modus operandi je verbálna dehumanizácia oponentov. Od Donalda Trumpa 

cez nemeckú stranu AfD, poľskú PiS či francúzsky Národný front Marine Le Pen, až po 

pravicové strany vo Fínsku, politické elity verejne a opakovane útočia na menšiny, 

migrantov, či ideologických protivníkov. Slovensko sa s nástupom štvrtej vlády Roberta 

Fica zaradilo do zoznamu týchto krajín, pretože slovník vládnej väčšiny naplnili výrazy 

ako “vši”, “suka”, “krvilační bastardi”, “vírusy”, “jed”, “rakovina”, či “prasce”, adresované 

predstaviteľom mimovládneho sektora, novinárom, menšinám, aj lídrom opozičných s trán. 

Práve na príklade výrokov predstaviteľov Slovenskej vlády počas prvého roku jej 

pôsobenia táto práca demonštruje spôsob, obsah a ciele dehumanizačného jazyka, šíreného 

z miest koncentrácie moci, ako aj možné dopady, ktoré má takýto jazyk na kolektívnu 

dôstojnosť vybraných skupín obyvateľstva. 

Základným predpokladom tejto práce je téza, že dehumanizačný jazyk, tradične chápaný 

ako verbálna snaha ponížiť svojho adresáta a pripraviť ho o ľudskú hodnotu, môže 

fungovať aj ako spôsob posilnenia kolektívnej dôstojnosti tých, ktorí dehumanizujú, alebo 

ich sympatizantov. V slovníku politických elít môže dehumanizačný jazyk zohrávať úlohu 
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nielen nástroja demobilizácie opačného tábora, ale aj prostriedku na šírenie ilúzií o 

nadradenosti a oprávnenosti podporovateľov elít, ktoré dehumanizujú. V prípade 

predstaviteľov štvrtej vlády Roberta Fica táto práca očakáva výskyt dehumanizačného 

jazyka zameraného predovšetkým na politické alebo občianske elity, ktoré vláda považuje 

za svojich súperov. Tieto tézy práca overuje podrobnou lingvistickou analýzou niekoľkých 

verejných vystúpení reprezentantov vládnej väčšiny od Novembra 2023 do Novembra 

2024. 

Vyhodnotenie výsledkov prebehlo podľa niekoľkých vopred stanovených kritérií. V prvom 

rade je vyhodnotený charakter dehumanizačného jazyka, ktorý politici vo svojich 

prejavoch používali. Práca sa pri tomto vyhodnocovaní riadi typológiou dehumanizačného 

jazyka, vychádzajúcou z akademickej literatúry venovanej tomuto konceptu, a identifikuje 

štyri typy verbálnej dehumanizácie—prirovnania k zvieratám, prirovnania k chorobám, 

vulgárny slovník, a objektifikáciu, pričom v prejavoch členov štvrtej vlády Roberta Fica sa 

vyskytli tri z týchto druhov. Vychádzajúc z teórie jazyka od Beavera a Stanleyho (2023), 

ktorí sa zasadzujú o vnímanie komunikácie ako kontextuálneho procesu, je súčasťou 

analýzy politických prejavov ich širšie zasadenie do vtedajšieho politického a 

spoločenského kontextu. Nasleduje podrobný rozbor identifikovaných dehumanizačných 

vyjadrení, ich cieľov, ich obsahu a účelu. V poslednej časti analytickej kapitoly sú všetky 

tri výroky podrobené skúmaniu prostredníctvom Indexu dôstojnosti, vyvinutého 

iniciatívou UNITE na určenie miery, do akej politické vyjadrenia podkopávajú dôstojnosť 

skupín obyvateľstva, na ktoré sú cielené. 

Výsledky analýzy potvrdzujú prítomnosť dehumanizačného jazyka v komunikácii štvrtej 

vlády Roberta Fica, ako aj zásadný potenciálny dopad na dôstojnosť skupín, ktorým je 

tento jazyk adresovaný. Vo výrokoch boli nájdené prirovnania k pijaviciam, rakovine, jedu, 

či k posadnutiu Diablom. Potvrdilo sa tiež, že dehumanizačný jazyk cielili vládni 

predstavitelia predovšetkým na opozičných politikov, občanov zamestnaných v 

mimovládnom sektore, novinárov a umelcov. Predstavitelia vlády tieto skupiny 

vykresľovali ako hrozbu pre zvyšok spoločnosti alebo štátne zriadenie. Vyzývali na 

prijímanie opatrení, ktorými by tieto skupiny ostrakizovali a okliešťovali ich vplyv, ktorý 

sa však často rovnal iba bežnému výkonu ich občianskych práv a povinností. Niekoľkokrát 
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napadli ich kredibilitu, integritu, samostatnosť, či morálne ukotvenie, čím zásadne útočili 

na základné komponenty ľudskej dôstojnosti tak, ako ich vo svojich dielach definuje Donna 

Hicks (2011), Martha Nussbaum (2016), Robert Fuller (2003; 2006), a Francis Fukuyama 

(2018). Keďže v každom prípade sa jednalo o dôstojnosť celých skupín obyvateľstva v 

politickom kontexte, možno hovoriť o nápadaní kolektívnej dôstojnosti, definovanej pre 

účely tejto práce ako pocit uznania hodnoty skupiny inými skupinami v okolí, pričom táto 

hodnota je často chápaná v zmysle skupinovej identity. Na škále Indexu dôstojnosti všetky 

tri výroky získali skóre zodpovedajúce dôstojnosť-nerešpektujúcemu a dehumanizačnému 

jazyku. V dvoch z troch výrokov sa navyše implicitne potvrdila aj tá časť hypotézy, ktorá 

predpokladala, že dehumanizačný jazyk možno použiť nielen na ponižovanie, ale aj na 

zvyšovanie dôstojnosti tých, ktorí dehumanizujú, alebo ich sympatizantov. 

Výsledky tejto práce vyvolávajú niekoľko otáznikov vo vzťahu k budúcnosti 

demokratických režimov, kde sa pomocou volieb dostávajú k moci politické elity 

dehumanizačným jazykom podrývajúce základný kameň demokracie, a to rovnosť jej 

občanov. Medzi odborníkmi na ľudskú dôstojnosť existuje široký a pevný konsenzus na 

tom, že ochrana ľudskej dôstojnosti je jednou zo základných úloh demokracie, pretože 

predpokladá obmedzovanie mocných, ktorí z titulu svojej pozície majú najväčší potenciál 

útočiť a podkopávať ľudskú dôstojnosť na masovej úrovni (Fuller, 2003; 2006, Nussbaum, 

2016; Fukuyama, 2018). Táto práca zároveň prispieva k širšej debate o úlohe ľudskej 

dôstojnosti v demokratických spoločnostiach. 
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