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Abstract

In May of 2022, Bongbong Marcos won a commanding 59% of the vote to become the
President of the Philippines. His victory was, on some level, shocking to scholars and analysts
of Philippine politics. As a result, a plethora of different theories have been proposed
attempting to explain why Marcos won. In this paper, we use nationally representative survey
data to explore which factors predict (and do not predict) voting intention for Marcos. We find
that a) support for Duterte, b) positive perceptions of the late President Ferdinand Marcos and
Martial Law, and c) ethnic (linguistic) identity are strong predictors of voting for Bongbong
Marcos. On the other hand, age, education, and income are not. Consequently, theories based
on continuity, coalition, history, and identity provide the most leverage on the question of why
Bongbong Marcos won the election.

Keywords: Philippines, Ferdinand Marcos, Rodrigo Duterte, 2022 Philippine Elections,
Democratization, Authoritarianism, Historical Memory, Ethnic Voting

Introduction

The recently concluded Philippine elections witnessed the return of the Marcos family to the
nation’s highest office. Bongbong Marcos unequivocally won the Presidency, garnering almost
59% of the vote, about double the vote share of his closest competitor. Marcos’ decisive win
stunned some analysts. How, some asked, could the son of the former autocrat, Ferdinand
Marcos, a man who suspended elections, eroded checks and balances, curtailed media freedom,
violated human rights, and engaged in rampant corruption, win office so convincingly? The
victory of Bongbong Marcos is just one instance of a broader trend where autocrats or their
family and allies return to power. A nuanced understanding of why Marcos won may shed light
on the deeper reasons for this long shadow of authoritarianism and the appeal of so-called
illiberal politicians.

The urgent need to find answers has led to a panoply of different theories as to why Bongbong
Marcos won. Some theories emphasize the demographics of the Philippines electorate.
According to these theories, younger voters, who make up the majority of the electorate,’ were
not alive during the heyday of the Marcos regime to experience or witness firsthand the abuses
that took place under Marcos. As a result, so the theory goes, they are less likely to hold
negative views of that era, and less inclined to hold Bongbong accountable for the excesses of
his father."

A related line of thought posits that educational attainment is the major factor behind Marcos’
support. According to critics, the education system — in particular instruction at the elementary
and secondary levels — has done a poor job of educating younger voters about the many forms
of illiberalism that existed under Ferdinand Marcos’ rule. This, they argue, leaves less educated
voters, who are unaware of the negative effects of Martial Law, more susceptible to claims by
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Bongbong and his supporters that Martial Law was not only devoid of illiberal actions, but was
in fact the “golden age” of Philippine history." Particularly vulnerable are those exposed via
Marcos’s savvy social media campaign."

Other theories take a more structural approach, emphasizing a general dissatisfaction with the
post-People Power (and post-Marcos) liberal democratic order, and the growing appeal of
illiberal strongmen as ostensible solutions to the Philippines’ longstanding problems.” In this
telling, Marcos’ Presidency can be seen not as a singular overturning of the last few decades
in Philippine politics, but as a successor to Rodrigo Duterte’s brand of illiberalism."" According
to some, this disillusionment towards liberal democracy is particularly concentrated among the
poorest Filipinos—those who have experienced firsthand the failure of democracy to deliver
on its promises of a better life."!! For the poor and working class, appeals to good governance
and liberal democracy “smacked of the same old hypocrisy.”V"

Others argue that the story is much simpler. Marcos’ victory is a product of his partnership
with Sara Duterte. By joining with the Duterte family to form a ticket with him as President
and her as Vice President, Marcos created a team that could command support from both
Northern Luzon and vote rich Mindano, while also benefiting from the continuing popularity
of outgoing President Duterte.

Each of these theories is plausible, and no doubt voters’ support for Marcos is a complex mix
of many factors. Our interest is in exploring which of these theories best accounts for Marcos’
support, and which do not. Drawing on nationally representative survey data from Pulse Asia,
one of the Philippines’ leading public opinion firms, we investigate the predictive power of
several factors in explaining respondents’ vote choice. We find that respondents who have a)
a more positive assessment of President Duterte’s performance, b) hail from the home regions
of Marcos or the Dutertes, and c) feel positively towards Martial Law and Ferdinand Marcos
are more likely to support Bongbong. These factors suggest that theories founded on continuity
between Duterte and Marcos (which also arguably represents a shift towards a growing
illiberalism among voters), historical parallels between Marcos and his father, and
ethnic/linguistic voting continue to hold water when taken to the data. By contrast, we find
little support for theories which emphasize age or generational differences, or for those which
point to educational or class differences as predictors of vote choice.

The remainder of the paper proceeds as follows: The next section discusses our survey design
and methodology. Then, using simple descriptive statistics and correlational analyses we
examine three sets of factors that appear to matter for predicting Bongbong Marcos’ victory,
and three factors that matter less. We next consider the relative power of each of these
competing factors via a regression framework. The final section concludes.

Data Sources and Analysis

We use data from the April 2022 nationally representative survey conducted by Pulse Asia.
Pulse Asia’s surveys employ a multi-stage probability sampling. The first stage involves a
decision on the sub-national areas and the distribution of the total sample for each of these
areas. The sub-national areas are the National Capital Region, Luzon, Visayas, and Mindanao.

In the second stage, the team randomly selects cities/municipalities in each of these sub-

national areas. For the National Capital Region, all the cities and the single municipality are
covered in the survey. For the other sub-national areas, a total of 15 cities/municipalities were
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allocated to the regions in proportion to household population size. Sample
cities/municipalities were selected without replacement and with probability proportional to
household population size.

At the third stage, the survey team randomly selects barangays (villages) in the probabilistically
identified cities/municipalities. The allocated number of barangays were distributed among the
sample cities/municipalities in such a way that each city/municipality was assigned a number
of barangays roughly proportional to its household population size. However, it was ensured
that each city/municipality was assigned at least one sample barangay. Sample barangays
within each sample city/municipality were randomly selected without replacement.

For the fourth stage, within each sample barangay, five households were selected using interval
sampling. In the sample urban barangays, a random corner was identified, a random start
generated, and every 6th household was sampled. In rural barangays, the designated starting
point could be a school, the barangay captain’s house, a church/chapel, or a barangay/municipal
hall and every other household was sampled.

For the last stage, in each selected household, a respondent was randomly chosen from among
household members who were 18 years of age and older, using a probability selection table.
To ensure that half of the respondents were male and half were female, only male family
members were pre-listed in the probability selection table of odd-numbered questionnaires
while only female members was pre-listed for even-numbered questionnaires. In cases where
there was no qualified respondent of a given gender, the interval sampling of households was
continued until five sample respondents were identified.

The Three Strongest Predictors of Marcos Support: History, Duterte, and Home

We now consider three predictors that help explain Marcos’ win and discuss what these
predictors imply for extant theories of Marcos victory. The first predictor of Marcos support is
perceptions of his father, Ferdinand Marcos, and the Martial Law period that his father
implemented from 1972 to 1981. Figure 1 presents the simple correlation between perceptions
of Marcos senior and support of his son. Voters who had negative or strongly negative views
of Ferdinand Marcos were much less likely to support his son — only seventeen percent of
respondents who held strongly negative views of Marcos Sr. intended to vote for his son, while
33% with strongly negative views towards Martial Law were supporters of Bongbong. By
contrast 90 percent of those who strongly approved of Ferdinand Marcos were likely to vote
for the younger Marcos, alongside 80 percent of those who strongly approved of Martial Law.
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FIGURE 1: Support for Marcos by feelings toward a) Ferdinand Marcos and b) Martial Law

The second predictor of Marcos support is support for President Rodrigo Duterte. The survey
data in Figure 2 suggests approval for Duterte correlates closely with support for Marcos.
Duterte, whose “war on drugs” and other strongman tactics have been controversial, is also the
father of Marcos’ running mate, Sara Duterte. Among those who strongly disapprove of
Duterte, only 14 percent intended to vote for Marcos, compared to 84 percent of those who
said they were strong supporters of the current president. In other words, those who strongly
approve of Duterte are 6 times more likely to vote for Marcos than those who strongly
disapprove of the President. Moreover, this relationship is monotonic: the more likely
respondents are to support Duterte the more likely they are to say that they will vote for
Bongbong Marcos.
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Finally, consistent with the maxim that all politics are local, one of the strongest predictors of
vote choice in the recent elections is whether the survey respondent is from the same
ethnic/linguistic group as a particular candidate.* As we see in Figure 3, by far the strongest
Marcos supporters are those who speak llocano—the language spoken in the Marcos family’s
homebase in the llocos region. 92 percent of llocano-speakers indicated they intended to vote
for Marcos. Speakers of Pangasinese, also from the lllocos region, are the next strongest
supporters. By contrast, the strongest opposition to Marcos comes from voters in the Bicol
region, home to Bongbong’s chief opponent, Leni Roberdo. Only 9 percent of Bicolano-
speakers said they would vote for Marcos. To put this into context, an llocono speaker is ten
times more likely to vote for Bongbong Marcos than a Bicolano speaker.
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FIGURE 3: Support for Bongbong Marcos by ethnic group

Discussion

How do these results speak to the theories of Marcos’ victory outlined earlier? There is clear
support for the idea that regional/ethnic ties were an important factor in vote choice.
Respondents tend to favor candidates from their home region, and through their tandem
candidacy, Marcos and Duterte produced a potent coalition of supporters from both the North
and South. llocanos voted for Marcos because he was from llocos (and thus share an identity
with him), and Bicolanos voted for their favorite daughter, Leni Robredo (84%). This is a
consistent with other work which underscores the important of ethno-regional identities in
Philippines politics.”

The results are also consistent with the notion that attitudes towards Martial Law and Marcos
Sr. were important drivers of vote choice. Respondents who held favorable views of the Marcos
era were much more likely to support Bongbong. (In the next section we will investigate
whether younger or less educated voters are more likely to hold positive views about Marcos
Sr. and Martial Law, as some claim.) These results also dovetail with theories espousing the
savvy use of social media campaigns to reframe the Marcos dictatorship as the golden era of
Philippine society. The standard history of Martial Law is that it was a period of democratic
collapse, high corruption, and general economic malaise. The Marcoses have worked for years
to recast this narrative, focusing particularly on using social media to portray the Marcos years
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as the apex of political, economic, and social history, rather than the nadir. Arguelles notes the
effect of this strategic narrative:"

Many of [the Marcos-Duterte] voters think that the Philippine Martial Law years was
the country’s golden era, that the Marcos legacy is that of the public infrastructures
people enjoy today, and that the plunder of state resources the conjugal dictatorship and
their cronies committed were nothing but black propaganda.

What do we make of Duterte support as a predictor of support for Marcos? We contend that
this is indirect evidence of the disillusionment with Philippine democracy that several scholars
have noted, tracing support for Duterte to voter frustration with the fruits of liberal democracy,
particularly as it relates to poor and vulnerable Filipinos.X' Emblematic of this line of argument
is Garrido*V, who contends that citizens’ repeated disappointments over the shortcomings of
the post-Marcos order’s ability to reform democracy has led them to be more open to an
illiberal form of democracy where discipline and order are the name of the game.*¥ Duterte, for
many voters, filled the desire for a strong leader who could deliver the desired order and
discipline. The fact that Duterte supporters were also highly likely to vote for Marcos suggests
that they perceive Bongbong in a similar role—the latest manifestation of the sort of “strong”
leader for which Filipinos still yearn. That Marcos was seen as the successor to Duterte is clear,
according to Cleve Arguelles*"':

[President Rodrigo Duterte’s] popularity also drove demand for a presidential candidate
who can do a Dutertismo 2.0. In a WR Numero survey, around 55% of the voters prefer
‘partial continuity’ while 30% of them say they want ‘full continuity’. Only 16% of the
surveyed are looking for a president who will represent a total change from Dutertismo.
The Marcos-Duterte tandem have clearly positioned themselves as the continuity
candidates, and in fact perceived by voters as such.

In summary, the results from our analysis thus far are consistent with theories emphasizing the
importance of historical memory of Ferdinand Marcos and Martial Law, continuity with
Duterte (and perhaps of a growing desire for “strong” leaders), and ethno-regional ties.
However, it is worth noting that these theories are not mutually exclusive. For example, the
reinterpretation of Martial law as the “golden age” brings the failures of the post-Martial law
political order into much starker (and much more negative) contrast. Finally, it is also worth
noting that multiple factors can be at play simultaneously. Historical revisionism and nostalgia,
ethnic voting, and dissatisfaction with liberal democracy likely worked together to give Marcos
an advantage. In the final section of this paper we will explore each of these explanations in
relation to each other, but first we turn to some of the other common explanations for Marcos’
victory that appear to have less empirical support.

Three Factors That Matter Less

We have thus far shown that history, continuity, and ethno-regional identity all matter as
predictors of Bongbong Marcos’ success. We now turn to a variety of other factors that have
also been theorized as important drivers of support for Marcos: age, education, and class. We
show that despite their obvious appeal as potential explanations, they are not strong predictors
of Marcos support.

We begin with age. As discussed earlier, more than 30 years after the People Power revolution
brought the Marcos dictatorship to an end, a common narrative suggests that younger voters



seemed especially keen to elect his son as president.!" Driving this purported advantage with
younger voters is a supposed generational divide — younger voters didn’t directly experience
the violence, corruption, and instability of the Marcos dictatorship and so are less likely to
condemn the Marcos family. X! The educational system, some Filipinos argue, has also done
a poor job of educating younger voters about Martial Law and Marcos’ rule.** Pundits likewise
note the savvy targeting of younger voters via social media by the Marcos campaign. If any
of these arguments are true, we would expect to see much higher levels of support for Marcos
among younger compared to older generations of voters.

But how different are younger voters from older voters? Figure 4 displays the results. At first
glance, age would appear to be a modest predictor of support for Bongbong Marcos, consistent
with our theoretical expectations. VVoters who are 65 or older are the least likely to say they
will vote for Marcos, while younger voters — particularly those under age 25 — are somewhat
more willing to support the former dictator’s son. Even so, a majority of respondents in every
category but those aged 65-plus express support for Marcos, and the correlation between age
and support for Marcos is only -0.09.
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FIGURE 4: Support for Bongbong Marcos by age group

We can also examine, directly, a key mechanism behind the age argument—views about
Ferdinand Marcos and Martial Law. If the theory is operating as hypothesized, we would
expect older respondents to have more negative views of Marcos/Martial Law compared to
younger respondents. This is not born out in the data, however. Instead, those who were of age
during Marcos’ presidency tend to have the most favorable views of the period (Figure 5a) and
the former president (Figure 5b). Nonetheless, we do find that the level of ambivalence about
Martial Law and the former president increases as we move from older to younger voters.
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We now examine the education argument. As stated in the introduction, proponents of this
argument posit that more educated respondents are more likely to have been exposed to
information about the negative effects of Martial Law, and thus are less likely to vote for
Bongbong Marcos. If this theory is correct, we would expect to see a clear negative relationship
between educational attainment and intention to vote for Bongbong Marcos. Figure 6 shows
that there does not appear to be a connection between education and voter attitudes—overall,
the correlation between education level and support for Marcos is only 0.07. And if we consider
only the tails, the correlation runs in the opposite direction from what the conventional wisdom
would lead one to expect. Those least likely to vote for Marcos are voters with less than a high
school education (50.5 percent). Support for Marcos is instead highest among the most



educated, those with college educations (64 percent). The fact that Marcos’ support is lower
among voters with less than a high school education suggests that not only has education done
a poor job of educating voters; if anything, education may have made things worse.
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FIGURE 6: Support for Bongbong Marcos by educational attainment

A third factor that does not seem to matter much is class, at least in the socio-economic sense.
Socio-economic class is not always a reliable predictor of vote choice in the Philippines. In
part this reflects a lack of ideological or programmatic differentiation among Philippines
political parties. To what extent are socio-economic divisions driving voting intention for this
election? Recall, the expectation is that poorer citizens are more dissatisfied with the current
state of affairs, and hence would be more willing to vote for a strongman candidate—first
Duterte, then Marcos. But this is not the case as Figure 7 shows. When we compare the voting
intentions of the ABC group, to the D and E groups, we don’t observe substantial
differences. " D class voters are the most likely to support Bongbong, at 60 percent, but this
is not much more than the support from E class voters (57 percent) or ABC class voters (58
percent). Moreover, the correlation between socioeconomic status (measured as membership
in one of the five socioeconomic categories — A, B, C, D, or E) and intention to vote for Marcos
is small and not significant.
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FIGURE 7: Support for Bongbong Marcos by socioeconomic class
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So where do these results leave us? First, the empirics do not support theories which posit that
Marcos victory was driven by young people who view Martial law more favourably because
they did not experience how bad Martial law actually was. Personal exposure to Martial law
is mildly correlated with less support—support is lowest among the oldest age group of over
65 year olds, and the likelihood of voting for Marcos is somewhat higher among younger
cohorts. But it is worth noting that even among the oldest cohort (those least likely to vote for
Bongbong), he commands almost a majority of the votes. In addition, if there is a generation
gap, it is not because younger voters have more favorable attitudes towards Martial Law
compared to their elders. In fact, positive views of the Marcos period are as common among
older as younger voters if not more so. The strong plurality of respondents in the younger
cohorts are ambivalent towards the Martial Law period. The fact that ambivalence increases as
cohorts become younger is itself an interesting finding.*""" The plurality of younger voters have
no firm opinion about Martial Law, suggesting, perhaps that they are open to persuasion.

A related logic undermines some variants of the “lack of education” argument. A simple
version of this argument posits that less educated voters are more likely to vote for Marcos
because they have had fewer opportunities to learn about the negative effects of Martial law.
This is clearly not true. Indeed, respondents with less than a high school education are the least
likely to vote for Bongbong Marcos. Schooling by itself does not seem to be the answer. Still,
it is plausible that some other form of education-based argument may be at play. In particular,
there may be room for more educational material about the negative impacts of Martial law,
given that most younger respondents do not hold firm opinions about this period in time.

Finally, there does not appear to be any straightforward connection between class and voting
for Marcos. This result suggests that Marcos’ victory was not a victory for “the middle class,”
or an expression of the poor’s underlying frustration with their economic status, but is rather a
phenomenon whose primary explanation seems to cut across socio-economic class.

Which Factors Matter Most?

In the preceding analysis we considered several factors hypothesized to predict support for
Marcos, examining each in isolation. We found strong correlations between support for
Bongbong and a) ethno-regional ties, b) support for Duterte, and c¢) a respondent’s attitudes
towards Martial Law and Ferdinand Marcos. The associations between age and support,
education and support, and income/class and support were, on the whole, much weaker.

While these simple bi-variate correlations are useful heuristics, they don’t allow us to directly
assess the relative impact of each factor, controlling for other predictors. By including all of
these factors together in a more complex statistical model we can see which factors are the
strongest predictors of support for Bongbong.

To examine the relative impact of these variables we regress measures intended to capture the
various explanations detailed above on respondent intention to vote for Marcos (1 if intending
to vote for Marcos, 0 otherwise). Respondent gender is coded as a binary variable, 1 if male
and 0 if female. Age is coded as a binary measure: 1 if a respondents are 45 or older, 0
otherwise. A binary measure (1 if urban, O if rural) captures whether respondents are situated
in a urban location. Respondent ethnicity is coded as a categorical variable, measured based on
the primary language spoken at home with Tagalog as the reference category. Education is
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coded as a categorical measure, with “up to elementary” education being the reference
category. We employ the standard measure of socioeconomic class used in other studies of
Filipino public opinion, ranging from A (most affluent) to E (poorest). Given the relatively few
respondents in groups A and B, the class measure provided by Pulse Asia groups together
respondents in categories A, B, and C, which serves as our reference category. Respondent
disapproval/approval of Rodrigo Duterte’s performance in office is coded as a continuous
variable, increasing in approval. Similarly, respondent opinion toward Ferdinand Marcos is
coded as a continuous variable, increasing in approval.

Figure 8 displays the results. The inferences we draw from this analysis are similar to our
conclusions from the bivariate discussion, and are strongly supportive of our argument thus
far. The strongest predictors of a vote for Marcos remain support for Duterte, support for
Marcos senior, and region/ethnicity. On the latter, llocano speakers from the North and
Cebuano speakers from the Visayas and Mindanao are much more likely to support Marcos
compared to Tagalog speakers, while Bicolano speakers are much less likely to support
Marcos. Moreover, the magnitude and precision of the point estimates on support for Duterte
and perceptions of Ferdinand Marcos Sr. also allude to the importance of these determinants.
A one unit increase in approval of Duterte’s performance in office is associated with a 14
percentage point increase in the probability of voting for Bongbong Marcos (f = 0.14).
Similarly, one unit increase in positive feelings toward Ferdinand Marcos is associated with a
17 percentage point increase in the probability of voting for Bongbong Marcos (f = 0.17). By
contrast class and age appear to have no significant or substantive relationship to vote choice.
In terms of education, contrary to what some have supposed there is small positive effect of
education for those with a college education relative to those with less than a high school
education.

11



1 1
| |
Performance Rating: Rodrigo Duterte : L ] Location: Urban - :—0—
| I
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
Impression of Ferdinand Marcos - : L 4 Class: E- —.—:
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
| |
1 1
Ethnicity: Waray{ — Class: D+ ——
1 1
] 1
I I
1 1
| |
Ethnicity: Pangasinense —.—: Age: 45 and above +
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
Ethnicity: Others- —_— Gender: Male -
| |
| !
1 1
] 1
1 1
1 1
Ethnicity: Kapampangan + Education: College graduate - : ——
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
Ethnicity: llonggo R Education: Some colfege ——
I 1
1 1
| |
I 1
1 1
] 1
Ethnicity: lfocano | —— Education: Vocational —_——
1 1
I 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
Ethnicity: Cebuano —0—: Education: High school graduate :—0—
1 1
| |
I 1
1 1
i |
Ethnicity: Bicolano — | Education: Some high school ——
1 1
1 1
1 1
050 025 000 025 050 050 025 000 025 050

FIGURE 8: Predictors of Support for Bongbong Marcos

Conclusion

Bongbong Marcos’ victory in the 2022 Philippine Presidential elections sent shockwaves
through the academic and international community. How could it be that the son of an ousted
autocrat could win the Presidency so convincingly? Yet his dominant win suggests that a
majority of Filipinos voted for him for a reason, and it is worth understanding why.

Using nationally-representative data from Pulse Asia we have shown that three major
predictors of Marcos support are support for President Duterte, support for former President
Ferdinand Marcos and Martial Law, and ethnic/linguistic identity. The variation in each of
these factors is massive. For example, those that strongly support Duterte are five times more
likely to support Bongbong Marcos than those who strongly oppose Duterte. These predictors,
in turn, are consistent with a set of theories as to why Marcos won. First, support for Duterte
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and support for former President Marcos and his Martial Law are consistent with Garrido’s
argument that Filipinos are gravitating towards an illiberal form of democracy, and hence
towards authoritarian leaders that can make this happen. This result may also explain why
demands for continuity (and thus support for Marcos Jr.) remain high in spite of the
“democratic backsliding” that marked Duterte’s tenure as President.™ Second, it is consistent
with arguments that posit social media misinformation, such as claims proclaiming Martial law
as the “golden age” of Philippine society, was able to convince citizens that voting for
Bongbong may herald a return to this “golden age.”” Third, huge variation in terms of
ethnic/regional identity in voting for Bongbong Marcos are consistent with arguments that the
Philippines has, at least recently, clearly engaged in ethnic/regional voting. That is, Filipinos
vote for people that share the same ethnic or regional identity as they do, because they consider
co-ethnics their in-group. Overall, these theories highlight the role of continuity, history, and
identity as underlying drivers of Marcos support.

On the other hand, three other potential predictors—age, education, and income, do not seem
to strongly predict support for Bongbong Marcos. That is not to say that these factors have zero
predictive power. For example, vocational degree holders are 15 percentage points more likely
to vote for Bongbong Marcos than those with less than a high school education. Yet these
differences pale in magnitude to variation in Marcos support for the more relevant factors
mentioned above. In turn, the low predictive power of these factors suggest that certain other
theories as to why Marcos won are not strongly supported by the data. The relative lack of
variation in Marcos support across age groups suggests that arguments that posit that Marcos
won because the younger generation was unable to witness the negative impacts of Martial
Law were not major reasons why Marcos won. Marcos support was at least close to a majority
across all age cohorts. Second, arguments that a lack of education was the reason why Marcos
won also does not seem to be supported by the data. Indeed, voters with less than a high school
education are the least likely to vote for Bongbong Marcos. Finally, the lack of variation across
income groups does not support theories that it is poorer citizens who are more willing to vote
for Marcos.

This paper is simply the first step in understanding why Bongbong Marcos won the 2022
Philippine Presidential elections. Future work can fruitfully build upon the broad picture we
have laid out to further tease out the internal dynamics and logics by which the factors we have
outlined above led to support for Marcos Jr. Beyond its obvious importance to understanding
Philippine politics, a deeper understanding of why Bongbong Marcos won (and consequently
how the Marcos family regained power) is instructive for scholars who wish to understand the
global trend often referred to as democratic backsliding. The appeal of strongman leaders
clearly comes from somewhere, and those underlying factors may be shared by citizens across
the world, all enamored by the appeal of illiberalism and disenchanted with the promises of
liberal democracy. The case of Bongbong Marcos may thus be more broadly instructive as we
seek to understand these dynamics.
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