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Introduction 

Following the election of Donald Trump to the US Presidency in 2016, concern over a rising and 

emboldened radical right extremism has grown significantly. The strong electoral performance of 

radical right parties in Europe, the continued prevalence of anti-Muslim street demonstrations and 

rising hate crimes, as well as deadly terror attacks in Pittsburgh, Christchurch and El Paso, have all 

brought the issue of radical right politics to the close attention of the media, government, not to 

mention millions of concerned citizens. Indeed, we are living in an age where radical right politics is 

becoming increasingly ‘mainstreamed’, impacting more people’s lives than at any point since the 

Second World War. This survey will attempt to disentangle the radical right and its various forms. By 

highlighting the drivers which both bind and divide the radical right, it will analyse key radical right 

groups as well as significant individual ideologues.  

Traditionally, the radical right operated 

in almost exclusively offline spaces but 

it is now defined by its online 

interconnectedness, entering a ‘post-

digital age’.1 Offline activism includes 

political parties seeking public office, 

street-based marches and protests 

(which often have significant public-

order implications) and, in the most 

extreme cases, hate crime and 

terrorism. The increased prevalence 

and diversity of online activism extends 

to sharing content on social media 

platforms, disseminating ideas, 

strategies and conspiracy theories, 

generating income and even 

publicising imminent terrorist atrocities. Increasingly, niche social media platforms such as Gab and 

encrypted forums and imageboards such as 8Chan are used by radical right activists to release 

messages, images, videos and to promote violent attacks. 

The blurring of online and offline activism has caused difficulties for practitioners and researchers, 

and it requires new tools to understand the movement. Indeed, ‘the quantity, sophistication and inter-

connectedness of both unofficial activists and official party channels online has made it more and 

more difficult to carry forwards established academic categories to explain the far-right’s renewal.’2 

In large part due to the increased prevalence of online activism, the radical right has become a global 

movement which transcends borders and nation-states, and as a consequence the landscape of 

radical right research is changing. Right wing populist parties elected to the European Parliament 

collaborate in cross-national parliamentary groupings. Fascist and neo-Nazi organisations borrow 

ideas and actions from a range of national contexts, discussing them on online forums and 

messenger software, while the counter-Jihad movement bases its critique of Muslims in terms of its 

threat to ‘Western civilisation’ rather than one single country. The so-called ‘alt-right’ is the most 

Figure 1: President Donald Trump, who unexpectedly defeated 

Hilary Clinton in the 2016 Presidential Election.  
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internationalist of all radical right movements with ideologues situated in a range of countries who 

collaborate in discussions, debates and the sharing of materials. No longer can the study of the 

radical right be limited to one country or even geographic region, for the dissemination of ideas is 

limitless.  

What are the ideas that drive the radical right? As this report will show, there is significant overlap 

within various factions. The radical right, taken generally, is defined by its hostility towards those it 

perceives as weakening the nation state or ‘race’, notably immigrants, ethnic minorities, Muslims 

and Jews. Yet divisions over the importance of race, political strategy and violent methods of 

activism reflect but a few of the divisions within the radical right, and this makes it essential to 

understand the movement both as a whole and through its factions. Finally, this task is complicated 

by the radical right’s desire to obscure the true meaning of their policies and intentions. The 

decades-long stigma of fascist ideas has meant that the radical right has sought a softer, more 

inclusive rhetoric and style when appealing to the public, a process made even more necessary as 

radical right ideas receive even greater media exposure. One must therefore delineate between 

what the radical right tell each other within a trusted inner circle and what they tell everyone else, 

requiring researchers to distinguish between the ‘frontstage’ articulation of its ideology for public 

consumption and a ‘backstage’ truth understood by an initiated hardcore of political activists” – 

which can be openly racist, violent, even genocidal.3  
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1.0 Faces of the Radical Right 

Radical Right: The radical right is first and foremost a nativist movement which seeks to promote 

the interests of the ethnic and cultural majority within a country. Radical right groups heavily 

emphasise themes of national and political decline, promising a social and cultural return to national 

glory. National decay is blamed on a range of factors, but most commonly targets perceived corrupt 

or indifferent elites from mainstream parties, who are defined by their liberal approaches to 

immigration and multiculturalism. These people are viewed as sowing the seeds of national 

weakness and, accordingly, the radical right is anti-immigration and in favour of cultural and ethnic 

homogeneity. Muslims are often the main target of radical right attacks as a symbol of a growing 

‘enemy within’ as either a direct threat to the nation or as seeking to dilute and degrade the nation’s 

traditional ethnic and cultural DNA. Radical right parties compete in elections and have, particularly 

in Europe over the last two decades, become ‘mass parties’ seeking to work within the existing 

constitutional structure of a country. They often adopt a ‘populist’ message which argues that the 

interests of the pure, decent majority are being overridden by a corrupt, small elite. Broadly 

speaking, radical right parties have – as a general picture – significantly improved their electoral 

performance in the 21st century across Western Europe (see Table 2).  

 

Table 1: Examples of Radical Right Parties 

 

 

National Rally (France) 

Formerly known as the National Front, RN is a French political party 

which is critical of immigration, multiculturalism and the ‘Islamisation 

of French culture’. Led by Marine Le Pen, the party came second in 

the 2017 French Presidential Election and first in 2019 European 

Parliament elections.  

 

 

The UK Independence 

Party (UKIP) (UK) 

UKIP was formed in the mid 1990s as a single-issue libertarian party 

opposed to Britain’s membership of the European Union. It achieved 

little electoral success until 2014, when it came first in European 

Parliament elections. Under the leadership of the charismatic Nigel 

Farage, the party played a significant role promoting anti-

establishment and anti-immigration politics in Britain, which 

contributed in large part to Britain’s vote in 2016 to leave the European 

Union.  

 

 

The League (Italy) 

The League (formerly known as the Northern League) was part of the 

Italian government coalition between 2018 and 2019 and came first in 

European Parliamentary elections in 2019. Leader Matteo Salvini has 

been vocally critical of immigration and, as Minister of the Interior, has 

sought to crack down heavily on immigration from the Mediterranean 

as well as even suggesting creating a census of Roma people in Italy 

with a view to deporting thousands.  

 



    
 

 10  
 

   

 

 

 

Table 2: Performance in National Elections of Largest Radical Right Party in Western Europe 

 National 

Rally (RN)* 

Party for 

Freedom 

(PVV) 

Ukip  The 

League 

(LL) 

Alternative 

for 

Germany 

(AfD) 

Sweden 

Democrats 

(SD) 

Danish 

People’s 

Party (DF) 

2001   1.5% (5th) 3.9% (6th)   12% (3rd) 

2002 17.8% (2nd)     1.4% (8th)  

2003        

2004        

2005   2.2% (4th)    13.3% (3rd) 

2006  5.9% (5th)  4.6% (5th)  2.9% (8th)  

2007 10.44% (4th)      13.9% (3rd) 

2008    8.3% (3rd)    

2009        

2010  15.4% (3rd) 3.1% (4th)   5.7% (6th)  

2011       12.3% (3rd) 

2012 17.9% (3rd) 10.1% (3rd)      

2013    4.0% (5th) 1.9% (7th) 12.9% (3rd)  

2014        

2015   12.6% (3rd)    21.1% (2nd) 

2016        

2017 33.9% (2nd) 13.1% (2nd) 1.8% (5th)  11.5% (3rd) 17.5% (3rd)  

2018    17.4% (3rd)    

2019       8.7% (3rd) 

*Figure relates to performance in presidential election. In 2002 and 2017, figure relates to FN 

performance in second round of voting.  

 

Figure 2: Leader of RN Marine Le Pen, who finished second in the 2017 

French Presidential Election behind Emmanuel Macron.  
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Neo-Fascism: Fascist ideology shares much of the same intent as radical right ideology, such as a 

sense of national decadence and a hostile attitude to minorities. However, it is the violence inherent 

to fascism which draws a line between the two. Fascism is more likely to engage with more 

fundamentalist and hard-line stances on social and cultural issues, advocating the destruction of 

perceived threats to the race and/or nation. Crucially and most significantly, neo-fascism is anti-

democratic, seeking a violent and/or revolutionary overthrow of the system in order to bring about 

an authoritarian state, rather than looking to participate within the democratic system. Terrorism is 

often seen as a legitimate strategy for weakening and eventually destroying the state, from which a 

fascist regime can then emerge.  

Neo-Nazism: Neo-Nazism shares much in common with fascism, particularly in terms of its 

opposition to democracy and advocation of violence. It is however more specifically derivative of the 

policies (and adopts the aesthetics and iconography) of Nazi Germany. This includes a specifically 

‘biological’ racism and focus on the purported existential threat posed to the white race by 

demographic change and race-mixing. It is also more likely to be openly anti-Jewish, something that 

is similarly linked to the conspiratorial and biological antisemitism of Nazism. As indicated in Table 

4, terror attacks with mass casualties have increased in recent years, many of which were 

perpetrated by neo-Nazis (such as David Copeland and Thomas Mair) following the ‘lone wolf’ tactics 

popularised by ideologues such as James Mason in the influential neo-Nazi publication Siege.4 

Attacks are often rationalised by perpetrators as designed to instigate a race war, which will 

ultimately lead to victory for the white race and the establishment of a Nazi-style state.  

 

  

 

Figure 3: David Duke. Duke is a 

former Grand Wizard of the Ku 

Klux Klan and Member of the 

Louisiana House of 

Representatives (1989-1992). 
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Table 3: Examples of Neo-Fascist and Neo-Nazi Organisations 

 

 

National Action (United 

Kingdom) 

National Action became the first radical right organisation to be banned 

in the UK under counter-terror legislation in 2017 (it was banned on 16th 

December 2016). Offshoots of NA (NS131 and Scottish Dawn) were 

banned in September 2017. Possessing an anti-Jewish and 

revolutionary ideology, NA glorified the murder of Jo Cox MP by a white 

supremacist terrorist in 2016. One of its members, Jack Renshaw, was 

convicted in 2018 of plotting to kill Rosie Cooper MP with a machete. 

Another activist, Zack Davies, was jailed in 2015 for the attempted 

murder of an elderly Sikh man.   

 

National Socialist 

Underground 

(Germany) 

NSU was a highly secretive Nazi-inspired organisation uncovered in 

2011. The group is associated with a number of criminal enterprises 

including bank robberies as well as a series of racially motivated 

murders of at least nine immigrants across Germany, bombings in 

Nuremberg (1999) and Cologne (2001 & 2004), as well as the killing of 

a policewoman.  

 

 

Atomwaffen Division 

(United States) 

 

 

Atomwaffen Division is a neo-Nazi organisation comprising a number of 

small cells across the United States. The group, which expresses violent 

fantasies about instigating a race war, engages in paramilitary training 

and has been linked to a number of hate crimes and murders and has 

also had members convicted for bombmaking. The group has an 

international reach, with a UK cell known as Sonnenkrieg Division.  

 

 

Figure 4: Venn Diagram of Radical and Extreme Right Ideologies 
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Table 4: Major Lone-Wolf Terror Attacks Motivated by Right Wing Extremism 

Date Location Incident 

 

Perpetrator 

 

Motivation Casualties 

 

August 3, 

2019 

Walmart, El Paso, 

TX (USA) 

Mass shooting 

attack 

Patrick 

Crusius 

Attack on 

Hispanic 

community 

22 deaths; 

24 injured 

March 15, 

2019 

Al Noor 

Mosque/Linwood 

Islamic Centre, 

Christchurch (New 

Zealand) 

Mass shooting 

attack 

Brenton 

Tarrant 

Attack on 

Muslim 

community 

51 deaths; 

49 injured 

October 

27, 2018 

Tree of Life 

synagogue, 

Pittsburgh, PA 

(USA) 

 

Mass shooting 

attack 

Robert 

Bowers 

Attack on 

Jewish 

community 

11 deaths 

(including 

attacker); 7 

injured 

June 19, 

2017 

Finsbury Park 

Mosque, London 

(UK) 

Vehicle-

ramming 

attack 

Darren 

Osborne 

Attack on 

Muslims 

1 death; 10 

injured 

June 16, 

2016 

Birstall, West 

Yorkshire (UK) 

Targeted 

political 

assassination  

Thomas Mair Attack on 

Labour 

politician who 

had 

championed 

refugee rights 

1 death; 1 

injured 

June 17, 

2015 

Mother Emanuel 

Church, 

Charleston, SC 

(USA) 

Mass shooting 

attack 

Dylann Roof Attack on the 

predominantly 

African 

American 

congregation 

9 deaths; 1 

injured 

July 22, 

2011 

Utøya island/Oslo, 

(Norway) 

Co-ordinated 

bombing and 

mass shooting 

attack 

Anders 

Behring 

Breivik 

Attack on 

young left-wing 

activists and 

government 

building 

77 deaths; 

319 injured 

April 17-

30, 1999 

Brixton/Shoreditch/

Soho, London (UK) 

Series of 

three bomb 

attacks 

David 

Copeland 

Attack on 

black, 

Bangladeshi 

and gay 

communities 

3 deaths; 

140 injured 

April 19, 

1995 

Alfred P. Murrah 

Federal Building, 

Oklahoma City, OK 

(USA) 

Bomb attack Timothy 

McVeigh 

and Terry 

Nichols* 

Attack on 

Federal 

Government 

building 

168 deaths; 

680 injured 

*McVeigh and Nichols are unique within this group in that they acted in collaboration rather than 

individually.  
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Counter-Jihad Movement: In the wake of growing anti-Muslim bigotry following the September 11th 

Attacks on the United States and other al-Qaeda-inspired atrocities (such as the 7/7 bombings in 

London), the counter-Jihad Movement emerged. Whilst having a close relationship to radical right 

ideology, counter-Jihad activism departs by focussing almost exclusively on the alleged threat posed 

by Islam to Western civilisation. Whilst a key emphasis of the counter-Jihad movement is on a 

perceived inferiority of Islam and the terror threat posed by Muslims, a large component of attacks 

on Islam are based on conspiracy theory, notably the ‘Great Replacement’ of whites by Muslims in 

the West being secretly carried out by elites. A diffuse movement with minimal organisational 

structure, it expresses itself through street protests and marches as well as pseudo-academic 

‘thinktanks’. It exhibits many of the characteristics of the radical right – such as authoritarianism and 

hostility to immigration and multiculturalism – as well as an emphasis on national or even civilisational 

decline. Activists are likely to support radical right parties in elections and many on the neo-fascist 

and Nazi right are often attracted to street-based demonstrations, which often turn violent and come 

at a large cost to public resources.5  

 

Table 5: Examples of Counter-Jihad Movements 

English Defence 

League (United 

Kingdom) 

The EDL is a street-based anti-Muslim movement which rose to 

prominence between 2009 and 2013. Led by Stephen Lennon (a.k.a. 

Tommy Robinson), it led a series of demonstrations across towns and 

cities in England, protesting against the so-called ‘Islamisation of Britain’. 

Whilst the group claim to be non-racist and non-violent, there were 

numerous examples of racism and violence during its demonstrations 

where supporters often clashed with counter-protestors and police. At its 

Figure 5: Anders Behring 

Breivik delivering a Nazi 

salute during his court 

appearance following his 

2011 attack.  
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height, the EDL attracted over 3,000 demonstrators to a march in Luton in 

February 2011.  

Pegida (Germany) Founded by Lutz Bachmann in Dresden in 2014, Pegida led a series of 

evening marches (mostly in Eastern Germany) and were critical of 

immigration, multiculturalism and Islam. One demonstration in December 

2014 attracted as many as 10,000 activists. The group was energised by 

the 2015 refugee crisis and was highly critical of Angela Merkel’s decision 

to admit over 1 million asylum seekers into Germany by the end of that 

year. As of 2019, Pegida has declined in terms of numbers attending 

demonstrations and much anti-migrant sentiment has been channelled 

into the populist radical right party Alternative for Germany, who have 

achieved some electoral success.  

Stop the Islamization 

of America (USA) 

SIOA was formed in 2010 by anti-Muslim campaigners Pamela Geller and 

Robert Spencer. The organisation rose to prominence in campaigning 

against what they claimed was a proposed Mosque being built next to the 

site of the 9/11 terror attacks. Whilst claiming to be a human rights 

organisation promoting free speech, it regularly disseminates anti-Muslim 

narratives which link all Muslims to terrorism, as well as a host of other 

anti-Muslim myths.  

 

  

 

 

Alt-Right: The ‘alt-right’ is a term which came to prominence during Donald Trump’s Presidential 

election campaign in 2016. Whilst it is ideologically similar to the contemporary radical right, it is 

defined by being a diffuse movement of individual, mostly online activists who connect on social 

media platforms such as YouTube, Facebook, 4Chan, 8Chan and Gab. The alt-right shares 

ideological similarities with the radical right as well as the counter-Jihad movement, but also focusses 

much of its attention on campaigning against feminism, political correctness and so-called ‘social-

Figure 6: Activists at a 2010 EDL demonstration in Peterborough.  
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justice warriors’ – the latter acting as a catch-all term for the liberal left. Despite the highly fragmented 

nature of the alt-right, with factions ranging from men’s-rights activists, anti-Islam commentators, 

conspiracy theorists, neo-Nazis and more general radical right populists, one broad distinction can 

be made between the ‘alt-right' and the ‘alt-light’. The alt-right are hard-line white supremacists and 

neo-Nazis who could also be classified as extreme right. The alt-light focus less on biological racism 

and more on the alleged cultural decline of the West and tend to distance themselves from the alt-

right.6 They argue that their focus on culture rather than race, rejection of anti-Semitism and 

inclusivity of ethnic minorities and LGBT individuals in their own movement, demonstrates key 

differences, though there are nevertheless more observable similarities between the two factions 

than either would like to admit. 

  

 

 

Table 6: Examples of Alt-Right Ideologues 

Gavin McInnes (USA) McInnes is a US-based alt-right activist and leader of The Proud Boys, a 

radical right political movement. McInnes is perhaps best known for 

founding Vice Media, but he has since gone on to become a well-known 

online figure expressing ‘white genocide’ conspiracy theories, anti-Islam 

and anti-feminism as well as a self-described ideology of ‘Western 

chauvinism’, which bears little difference to traditional white supremacy.  

Stefan Molyneux 

(Canada) 

Molyneux is a radical right broadcaster based in Canada who hosts a 

podcast and his own YouTube channel. He frequently promotes 

conspiracy theories such as ‘white genocide’ and hosts white 

supremacists such as Jared Taylor on his talk shows.7   

Milo Yiannopoulos 

(UK/USA) 

Yiannopoulos is a British ‘free speech’ activist. Known for his provocative 

speeches where he criticises political correctness and feminism, 

Yiannopoulos is also a vocal critic of Islam and multiculturalism. He is 

relatively unique in the sense that he is openly gay and has an African 

American husband, meaning he often bats away accusations of being 

extreme.  

Figure 7: Milo Yiannopoulos, a significant activist on the ‘alt-light’.  
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Table 7: Spectrum of Radical Right Ideologies
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2.0 Radical and Extreme Right Organisations 

The following four radical and extreme right organisations have been chosen to reflect the diversity 

of contemporary radical right politics in terms of ideology, activism and strategy. They reflect 

important groups but are nevertheless a snapshot of a movement which contains hundreds, if not 

thousands, worldwide, ranging from mass political parties to small, clandestine ‘groupuscules’.  

 

Table 8: Radical Right Group Membership and Followers 

 Members Facebook Twitter YouTube 

Britain First 200-300 (Hope 

not Hate)8 

BANNED 

 

 

BANNED BANNED 

Generation 

Identity 

Unknown BANNED 

 

 

6,525 followers 

(England) 

5,783 subscribers 

(UK and Ireland) 

Democratic 

Football Lads 

Alliance 

1000 (Hope not 

Hate)9 

17,699 followers 

 

4,352 followers N/A 

Atomwaffen 

Division 

80 (ProPublica)10 

 

 

BANNED BANNED BANNED 

 

Britain First   

Britain First (BF) is a radical 

right political party in the 

United Kingdom founded in 

2011 by the former British 

National Party councillor Paul 

Golding. Describing itself as a 

‘patriotic party’ and ‘street-

defence organisation’, 

Islamophobia, xenophobia 

and hostility to immigration 

nevertheless define the 

party’s message.11 BF 

became notorious in 2014 

when they launched a series 

of ‘mosque invasions’ across 

the UK as well as provocative 

‘Christian patrols’ designed to 
Figure 8: Jayda Fransen (left) who served as deputy leader of Britain First 
(2014-2019) and current leader, Paul Golding (right).  
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intimidate the local Muslim population.12 As such, BF operate on the cusp between radical and 

extreme right, tacitly endorsing violence without openly calling for it. Despite direct action and street 

demonstrations being an important part of BF’s activism, they also compete in elections, although 

they have achieved no success. For example, Golding achieved just 1.2% in the 2016 London 

Mayoral Elections. 

Until its recent banning by Facebook, the party had developed a strong and, importantly, entirely 

unrepresentative presence on social media, at one point possessing over 2 million followers on 

Facebook.13 Material shared online ranged from relatively mainstream messages which promoted 

the wearing of poppies around the time of Armistice Day – designed to attract followers unaware of 

the group’s extremism – to memes which compared Muslims with animals and misleading videos 

designed to incite hatred towards Muslims. The party achieved brief global notoriety in 2017 when 

Donald Trump retweeted two Islamophobic videos uploaded by Britain First’s then Deputy Leader 

Jayda Fransen. The party has been accused of inciting political violence and terrorism. During the 

trial of Darren Osborne, convicted of the Finsbury Park Mosque attack which left one person dead, 

it was discovered that Osborne had been radicalised by Britain First’s social media output.14 BF is 

ultimately a small and declining party. Golding, as well as his former deputy Jayda Fransen, have 

both been convicted and jailed on more than one occasion, on charges including racially aggravated 

harassment.15 Without access to Facebook as a means of obtaining new followers – undoubtedly 

one of their few success stories – it is difficult to see how the party can remain relevant.  

  

Generation Identity 

Generation Identity is a 

transnational movement which 

operates across Europe and 

North America. It is particularly 

active in France, Germany, 

Italy and Austria. It also set up 

a UK branch in 2017. First 

emerging in 2003 as the youth 

wing of the neo-fascist French 

group Bloc Identitaire, GI’s 

ideology derives from French 

nouvelle droite (new right) 

intellectuals of the late 1960s, 

who wanted to overturn liberal 

democracy through a ‘war of 

ideas’. To do so it advocated a 

metapolitics, or ‘Gramscism of 

the right’, that is centred upon 

the concept of ‘ethnopluralism’.  
Figure 9: The ship leased by Generation Identity for their ‘Defend Europe’ 
campaign which had the aim of turning away refugees crossing the 
Mediterranean.  
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Ethnopluralism reflects an attempt by radical right advocates to distance themselves from the violent 

white supremacist ideas of European fascism, above all Nazism. GI reject multiculturalism and calls 

for different races to be separated. This is advocated in order to foster a ‘diverse’ world ‘in which all 

peoples have a right to preserve and promote their group identity within their homelands’.16 GI view 

(white) European identity as a biological fact and so they are sharply critical of immigration, Islam 

and refugees, even going so far as to endorse the ‘remigration’, or forced removal, of non-whites 

from Europe. Again, in an attempt to avoid accusations of extremism, they couch their language in 

moderate terms, despite the violent reality of what such policies of repatriation would entail. GI call 

for ‘the humane repatriation of anyone who has entered our countries illegally. Concerning legal 

immigration, The Great Replacement in Europe requires us to work towards reversing migration 

flows.’17 The term ‘Great Replacement’ refers to a conspiracy theory popularised by the French 

ideologue Renaud Camus, which argues that elites are systematically replacing whites with non-

whites in European countries as part of a conspiratorial attempt at ‘white genocide’. 

GI have relatively few activists across Europe and North America despite its wide reach – especially 

online and amongst nationalistic youth in Europe – but they have gained attention for its provocative 

activism. In 2017, for instance, the group launched their ‘Defend Europe’ campaign at the height of 

the refugee crisis. This saw national GI chapters raise money to charter a ship in the Mediterranean 

in order to ‘monitor’ NGO ships, which were alleged to be deliberately transporting people from 

North Africa to Europe, and the group pledged to take refugees back to the Libyan coast. Although 

the engine on the ship they charted failed and activists had to be rescued, the botched mission 

nevertheless saw the group receive widespread media coverage. The group also received public 

attention when links emerged between GI and Brenton Tarrant, who killed 51 people and injured 

scores when he attacked two Mosques in Christchurch, New Zealand in March 2019. Tarrant 

appeared to share their ideology of militant white separatism and Tarrant’s alleged manifesto, ‘The 

Great Replacement’, was suffused with GI themes and arguments. It appears that Tarrant donated 

€1,500 to GI in January 2018, and he corresponded online with leading GI figure Martin Sellner. 

These suspected motivations are due to be heard in a New Zealand court in 2020.18  

 

Football Lads Alliance/Democratic Football Lads 

Alliance 

Despite claiming to have no formal relationship 

with the radical right, the Football Lads Alliance 

(FLA) emerged from counter-Jihad street protests 

popularised by the English Defence League since 

2009. Formed in 2017 by former football hooligan 

John Meighan, the FLA’s first rally was held in 

London, where demonstrators marched to 

London Bridge – the site of an Islamist-inspired 

terror attack which killed 11 earlier that month – 

and attracted some 10,000 demonstrators, more 

than treble the numbers attending the largest Figure 10: Activists on a DFLA demonstration in 2018.  
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ever English Defence League demonstration. The FLA’s message was also different. Rather than 

railing against a perceived pernicious influence of Islam in British life, the group claimed to be merely 

protesting against all forms of ‘extremism’ and ‘terrorism’. However, given the three 

contemporaneous terror attacks in Westminster, Manchester and London Bridge seemingly cited as 

a way of prompting the group’s foundation, it was clear that Islamic extremism was to be highlighted 

to the exclusion of almost everything else. Unsurprisingly, the result degenerated into anti-Muslim 

prejudice.19 Their third demonstration, also in London, attracted 30,000 protestors, again dwarfing 

previous counter-Jihad activism in Britain, while also indicating the success of its ‘anti-extremist’ 

messaging.  

The façade of inclusion united against ‘all forms of extremism’ quickly began to unravel the year 

after the movement’s launch. In the group’s 65,000 strong (closed) Facebook page, scores of racist 

and misogynistic posts are visible, including calls for Muslim mayor of London Sadiq Khan to be 

hanged, and the black Labour Shadow Home Secretary Diane Abbot to be ‘run over’.20 The array of 

radical right speakers at a demonstration in March 2018 further highlighted the group’s growing 

extremism. Tommy Robinson, founder and leader of the EDL, rallied the crowd. Gerard Batten, the 

anti-Muslim leader of UKIP, asked activists during a speech why it wasn’t acceptable to hate the 

"totalitarian system of Islam". Anne-Marie Waters, leader of For Britain, who also has links to 

Generation Identity, railed against the EU, describing it as a "totalitarian fascist tyranny", claiming its 

open borders policy had "deliberately imported hell on earth".21 Other activists associated with the 

movement also had links to the extreme right, including Jacob Bewick – a former member of the 

proscribed terror group National Action – as well as Gary Crane, the former leader of Nazi ‘Right 

Wing Resistance’ who was jailed for his part in a violent rally in Dover in 2016.22  

The FLA began to demonstrate internal divisions from March 2018. When the Royal British Legion 

returned a donation of £1,104 due to ‘inappropriate use of the poppy’ – also demonstrating anxiety 

over the extreme views of many FLA activists – Meighan resigned the leadership following criticism 

from within the movement.23 A split occurred shortly after when the Democratic Football Lads 

Alliance (DFLA) was set up. Both DFLA and FLA rhetoric moved away from softer campaigning 

against generic ‘extremism’ toward more explicitly radical right talking points such as campaigning 

against alleged Muslim grooming gangs and Islam more broadly. For example, the DFLA became 

active within the ‘Free Tommy’ campaign which railed against the former EDL leader’s imprisonment 

for contempt of court in May 2018. The movement, which had been ostensibly set up in order to 

campaign against all forms of extremism, was by now hardly distinguishable from the English 

Defence League and other counter-Jihad street movements.24  
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Atomwaffen Division 

The Atomwaffen Division 

(AWD) is a US-based neo-

Nazi organisation comprising 

up to two dozen small, 

terroristic ‘cells’ across the 

country.25 First emerging via 

the online neo-Nazi forum 

Ironmarch in 2013, the group 

reveals the radical right at its 

most violent extremes, 

particularly use of ‘terroristic 

violence to bring about the 

collapse of what its literature 

calls the ‘System’, e.g. ‘the 

government and other 

institutions that organise society’.26 Drawing inspiration from previous neo-Nazi organisations like the 

mid-1970s paramilitary group the National Socialist Liberation Front, according to the Southern 

Poverty Law Center this group of primarily young activists ‘fetishizes violence as the only vehicle for 

apocalyptic, racial cleansing and the imposition of order over its dystopian perception of the modern 

world.’27 Since 2017, AWD has been heavily influenced by James Mason, a member of George 

Lincoln Rockwell’s American Nazi Party in the 1960s, who popularised the concept of terrorist ‘lone 

wolves’ in his 1980s newsletter Siege (which has been collected and republished in four editions 

since that time). Like Mason, AWD has lavished praise upon the convicted cult-leader Charles 

Manson, jailed for life in 1969 after his followers killed nine people. AWD organises military style 

‘hate camps’ in the United States for activists, designed to train revolutionaries. Given its clandestine 

activities, AWD is highly secretive, although its members did join the ‘Unite the Right’ rally in 

Charlottesville during August 2017. AWD has become noted for its effective use of online technology 

in order to create powerful images – sometimes called ‘fashwave' art – as well as memes and short 

propaganda videos with high production value.  

The extreme violence defining AWD has become clear over the past few years. One activist, Devon 

Arthurs, allegedly murdered two AWD activists with whom he shared a flat after they disparaged his 

recent conversion to Islam. Arthurs was deemed not fit to face trial and has since been confined to 

a mental-health institution. When police searched Arthurs’ apartment in Tampa following the 

suspected murders, AWD leader Brandon Russell – who also lived in the flat – was then arrested for 

storing explosives (he also had a framed picture of the radical right terrorist responsible for the 

Oklahoma Bombings, Timothy McVeigh, above his bed). In early 2018, Russell was sentenced to 5 

years in prison.28 AWD has also been linked to the hate-crime murder of Blaze Bernstein, an openly 

gay and Jewish college student from California. Samuel Woodward, an influential member of the 

group’s California cell, was charged with the murder. In December 2017 another suspected activist, 

Nicholas Giampa, murdered his girlfriend’s parents, shooting them both dead, after they found out 

about his political views. Giampa then turned the gun on himself but survived. 

Figure 11: A propaganda photo produced by Atomwaffen Division.  
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3.0 Radical and Extreme Right Ideologues 

As radical right groups increasingly turn into ‘mass parties’ with broader electoral coalitions, the 

internet’s increasing importance allows individuals to engage on social media without traditional 

gatekeepers, such as editors or publishers. This has allowed otherwise isolated ideologues a 

decisive platform in the development of radical right movements. The following section provides an 

overview of five important contemporary actors. 

Table 9: Radical Right Ideologue Followers and Subscribers (As of October 2019) 

 Facebook Twitter YouTube 

Richard Spencer Banned in April 2018 

(c.15,000 shortly 

before ban) 

76.9K 2.91K 

 

 

Tommy Robinson Banned in February 

2019 (c.1 million 

shortly before ban) 

Banned in March 2018 

(c.413,000 shortly 

before ban) 

381K 

 

Paul Joseph 

Watson 

Banned in May 2019 

(c.700,000 shortly 

before ban) 

995.6K 1.74 million 

 

 

Katie Hopkins 74,520 

 

996.5K 40,000 

 

 

 

Richard Spencer 

Richard Spencer is an American fascist 

ideologue, credited with coining the term 

‘alt-right’ in 2008, who has become an 

important figure for the movement.29 

Spencer’s career began in relatively 

mainstream conservative circles, from which 

he was ostracised due to his extreme views. 

In 2011, Spencer became Director of the 

National Policy Institute, a white nationalist 

think-tank. Spencer claims his outlook is a 

form of ‘identitarianism’, and more 

specifically white identity politics. Central to 

Spencer’s ideology is the belief that white 

Europeans constitute a distinct biological 

race and culture, which mandates 

protection and should form the basis of a 

white ethno-state. He believes that white people are being dispossessed and eroded by immigration 

Figure 12: Richard Spencer, who seeks to exhibit a clean-cut 

and intellectual image.  
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and demographic change in Europe and North America. In consequence, Spencer has called for 

‘peaceful ethnic cleansing’ in the foundation of a whites-only North America: ‘Our dream is a new 

society, an ethno-state that would be a gathering point for all Europeans’.30 Interestingly, for someone 

within a white nationalist movement suffused with anti-Semitism, Spencer has likened his idea of an 

ethno-state to Israel (disingenuously claiming that a white ethno-state would represent a homeland 

for white Europeans as Israel does for Jews), as an idea with intellectual similarities to Zionism. 

Whilst details on the nature of this ethno-state have not been forthcoming, it would clearly 

necessitate the removal of non-whites – particularly African Americans and Latinos – from its 

territory. Spencer has called for this to be achieved through law, but ultimately using force not 

dissimilar to population transfers in East-Central Europe following the First World War. This path 

seems highly unrealistic, however, for an ethno-state could only be founded after some kind of race 

war in the United States (or anywhere else with a native non-white population). The forced population 

transfers which would follow would likely be violent and, perhaps, even genocidal. This latent 

eliminationism within Spencer’s worldview is often masked by his neat, clear-cut appearance, 

whereby he largely eschews many fascist stereotypes in terms of appearance. This cloak of 

moderation extends to his embrace of the language of ‘reasonableness’, where old-fashioned 

notions of allegedly biological white supremacy and anti-minority clichés are masked by 

euphemisms of racial ‘difference’ and identity. Yet there is little that is reasonable or indeed new in 

Spencer’s ideas, as is evident in a speech given by Spencer to Texas A & M University: ‘America, 

at the end of the day [...] belongs to white men. Our bones are in the ground. We own it. At the end 

of the day America can’t exist without us. We defined it. This country does belong to White people, 

culturally, politically, socially, everything.’31 

Like most ‘alt-right’ activists, Spencer supported Donald Trump in the 2016 Presidential election and 

gained sizeable media attention for a speech he gave shortly after, in which he exhibited Nazi 

propaganda nearly verbatim. He told his audience to ‘party like its 1933’ (the year Hitler came to 

power in Germany) before bellowing: ‘Hail Trump, hail our people, hail victory!’, with many in the 

audience responding with a Nazi salute.32 He was also a leading figure in the Charlottesville ‘Unite 

the Right’ rally that turned violent in August 2017. In 2018, Spencer was effectively banned from the 

entire 26-country-wide Schengen Area in Europe after he attempted to enter Sweden illegally.33  
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‘Tommy Robinson’/Stephen Lennon 

Lennon, through his alias Tommy Robinson, 

rose to prominence in 2009 after playing a 

key role in the founding of the EDL (see 

Table 5). At EDL demonstrations and in 

online videos, he gained notoriety for 

controversial speeches and statements 

which demonised the Muslim community. 

Lennon has advocated forced repatriation, 

in this case of Muslims: ‘I’d personally send 

every adult male Muslim that has come into 

the EU over the past 12 months back 

tomorrow if I could’.34 Perhaps the clearest 

example of Lennon’s prejudice against 

Muslims is the collective guilt he imputes to 

them following Islamist-inspired terror 

attacks. For instance, during a 2011 rally in 

Tower Hamlets – an area of London with a 

large Muslim population – Lennon shouted: ‘Every single Muslim watching this video on YouTube – 

on 7/7 you got away with killing and maiming British citizens [...] We will not tolerate it. The Islamic 

community will feel the full force of the EDL if we see any of our citizens killed, maimed or hurt on 

British soil ever again’.35 Violent and threatening rhetoric such as this appears to have partly 

motivated Darren Osborne, the terrorist perpetrator of the Finsbury Park Mosque attack and a fan 

of Lennon.36  

Since his time at the helm of the EDL, Lennon has become 

a transnational radical right hero and martyr. In March 2018 

Robinson became closely associated with the extreme 

Generation Identity, giving a speech in Hyde Park to an 

audience of 1000 written by GI leader Martin Sellner – 

previously barred from entering the UK.37 Yet notoriety is 

largely due to his legal troubles, the most recent of which 

relate to a contempt of court conviction in May 2018. After 

filming outside a British court in breach of his bail conditions, 

he was jailed for jeopardising the trial of a group of Muslim 

men charged with sexual offences against young girls. The 

so-called ‘Free Tommy’ movement which followed has seen 

Lennon lionised as a political dissident and a victim of 

political correctness and the perceived clamping down of 

free speech.38 He himself has cultivated such an image 

through intensive media exposure, then shared across 

radical right social media networks. Following his release 

from Belmarsh prison in September 2019, he emerged with 

Figure 13: Banner in support of Tommy Robinson in rural 

Pittsburgh by National Socialist Movement activists, 

demonstrating the far-reaching influence of Robinson. 

Figure 14: Robinson after his release 

from the high-security Belmarsh prison 

in September 2019.  


