
In her respective works, Robert-Millers presents a fascinating and detailed insight into the workings of 

demagogy, a polarizing rhetoric that encourages an “in-group” to scapegoat an “out-group.” 

Demagoguery has manifested in a plethora of ideologies over the years, and in several historical figures. 

Coercion to adhere to a dominant narrative is at the heart of its discourse, insinuating that any 

deliberation or opposition against the mainstream is grounds for treason. The idea of loyalty is 

significant to the perpetuation of demagogy, Roberts-Miller establishes, replacing the rationale behind 

an ideology with a jingoistic adherence to it.  

Of all Robert-Millers statements, her assertion that we must move beyond the demagogy’s we disagree 

with to recognize the presence of demagoguery or demagogues within our own communities or 

ideologies. As scholar Paulo Frierre warns us in his work, the Pedagogy of Oppression, sectarianism and 

extremist discourse are present on both the left and right. This is an accurate observation; proponents 

of the left often consider themselves the bastion of free thought and speech, believing the right 

embodies a stricter doctrine. This binary fails to take account of some of the more extreme views 

declared leftists tend to propagate. Television personality Bill Maher has been criticized for expressing 

such views, noted particularly for his xenophobic and Islamophobic dialogue. He furthered his belief that 

separation of church and state was essential by stating that an end should be brought to all public 

spaces of worship. Maher was criticized for what some have called, “militant atheism” and manipulating 

an ideology to suit his views, paying little heed to others.  

Site Analysis: 

Robert-Millers provides an extensive list of characteristics that accompanies demagogues. She is clear to 

state that demagoguery can range from mild to severe, and most importantly, that the exhibition of 

some of these characteristics does not necessarily make one a demagogue. 



The case of the twitter account @apurposefulwife is a curious one. Based in Europe, the user behind the 

handle declares herself to be a “leftist” redeemed wife and mother, advocating what she regularly 

hashtags as the #TradLife. This lifestyle believes in heterosexual marriage, normative gender roles and 

cultural segregation. Refuting the title of white supremacist, she justifies herself as a crusader for the 

rights of the white race and the seeming oppression they currently face with the growth of an immigrant 

population and intermarriage.  

As Robert-Millers states, is not the identity of the rhetoric we must give prominence to, but 

understanding “certain rhetorical moves” when it comes to identifying demagogy. @apurposefulwife 

may deny occupying the position of a demagogue, her messages and writings embody several qualities 

of demagogy.  

The polarization aspect that Millers explains is obvious when considering @apurposefulwife’s account; 

she clearly assigns the terms of us and them to her followers and dissenters. In in-group here, seems to 

be a “holistic” white family, complete with faith and “traditional values”, such as women focusing on 

childrearing, men on chivalry and interacting within one’s racial and socioeconomic status. Those who 

resonate with this ideology are welcomed into this in group, those who disagree cast into the outgroup. 

@apurposefulwife’s method of polarization is bemoan the opposition that she faces, claiming that she 

faces backlash for an innocuous message. She defends her stance continuously, claiming she only aims 

to create a culture for her children, built on the legacy of the white race.       



                              

In this way, we see @apurposefulwife place herself in the role of a victim, another characteristic of 

demagoguery  Millers identifies.  There seems to be an earnest appeal to her followers and dissenters 

alike to understand that the white race is threatened by the influx of immigrants and people of color, all 

who bring the promise of destroying the stability and civilization of a white world. Victimhood, as Millers 

elaborates, is dependent on the notion that the ingroup faces immense oppression, meeting it with 

“extraordinary patience and kindness.”  

 

 

 

 

 

 



The presented tweet is only one instance of 

@apurposefulwife’s victim tactics; to assert that she 

receives unreasonable hate for the ideologies she helps 

further. “White’s breeding” is a watered down term for 

the more radical actions members of the alt right call for; 

anti-miscegenation, the propagation of racial purity and 

the dominance of a white race.  

 

 

 

 

 

 In appropriating the victim’s role, this user further strengthens her claimed oppression by her use of 

“god” terms. Miller describes these as “good” vs “Bad” terms, going on to say “some terms are just 

Good, for eg. Freedom, patriotism, peace, community, democracy. Rhetors of demagogueryoften try to 

assign these god terms to further their own cause, casting devil terms to the Other.  We see a shrewd 

use of semantic manipulation on @apurposefulwife’s part; by using concepts associated with goodness 

in association with her agenda, those who contest here are automatically associated with the wicked. 

She is careful to mask damaging discourse with creating posts that celebrate the value of family, love 

and patriotism. In addition to this, she states that people of color have the right to lead equally fulfilling 

lives- but only if those lives are lived on their own soil. By perpetuating deviance from the established 



“norm” as harmful, she reinforces that a life centered around conservative living will only benefit those 

who participate.    

                                

 

@apurposefulwife is not alone in her endeavor; a growing number of alt-right accounts have 

mushroomed across social media platforms, beseeching that the right “unite” to counter the “threats” 

levied with them. As Millers advises, the best way to negotiate with demagogueryis not to get caught up 

in sentiment about the rhetor, but to counter rhetoric with metacognition and deliberation.   


