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Abstract

Far-right activity is a major threat in most Western, liberal democracies. In the United
Kingdom, the far-right is the fastest-growing form of extremism (Home Office, 2021).
This thesis aims to address gaps in the far-right literature by conducting three related
studies on the Democratic Football Lads Alliance, The For Britain Movement and
Patriotic Europeans Against the Islamisation of European. It aims to understand who
expresses support for these groups and why? It addresses these questions by conducting
a Facebook demographic study of 9,000 supporters, a Reflexive Thematic Analysis of
over 30 hours of YouTube videos and 15 semi-structured interviews with supporters and

leaders of these three groups.

The first study finds that the conservative nativist supporter (typically the white, older,
lower-educated male) is the most common supporter. However, sexually modern
nativists (women and higher educated people) are also present. Crucially, it develops a
new supporter category; the ethnically diverse nativist, representing British PRR
supporters who are racially minoritized. This new category emphasises the diverse

nature of the anti-Islam movement.

Further, the second study finds that politically-based grievances are the main grievance
but concern relating to Islamic ideology is the overarching narrative, making it the most
important grievance. Individuals conceal their anti-Islam arguments with ‘strategically
populist’ and ‘strategically liberal’ arguments to appear less culturally racist. However,
it finds that while some interviewees hold illiberal and strategically liberal arguments
(relating to women'’s rights, Lesbian, Gay and Bisexual rights and animal rights), others
hold semi-liberal arguments, especially previous supporters of left-wing political parties
(Berntzen, 2019). This research highlights the need to not only focus on the typical far-
right supporter (illiberal, conservative nativist) when researching the British PRR but also
on individuals that divert from this type in order to present a more accurate picture of

the far-right and counter this threat.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Far-right extremism has increased globally in the last decade (e.g., Wallner & White,
2022). Some of the most significant increases have occurred in ‘Western’ Europe and
more specifically, in the United Kingdom (Home Office, 2021; Ravndal, 2017; Akkerman,
2005, p. 34). The 2021 Prevent report stated that that ‘for the third consecutive year,
there were more adopted cases for individuals referred for concerns related to Extreme
Right-Wing radicalisation’ in comparison to Islamist extremism (Home Office, 2021).
Despite these statistics, far-right activity has not been given due attention (Mudde,
2019). This lack of academic research into the far-right may be due to the normalisation
of anti-immigrant and anti-Muslim rhetoric within the government and society more
widely (Syal, 2023; Bale, 2022; Brown & Mondon, 2021; Mondon & Winter, 2017). For
example, the Independent Review of Prevent argued that the Prevent programme
overfocuses on far-right extremism and not enough on Islamist extremism (Lowles et
al., 2023, p. 63; Shawcross, 2023). The reviewer, William Shawcross is known for his anti-
Islam views (Grierson & Dodd, 2021). This kind of report, although it has faced backlash
(May, 2023), may shift attention back towards Islamist extremism taking the little focus

on the far-right away.

Although ‘more articles and books have been written on far-right parties than on
all other party families combined’ (Mudde, 2017, p. 2), there are certain areas that are
understudied in academia. There are twelve academic gaps that this doctoral thesis aims
to address: (1) despite far-right terrorist attacks outnumbering all other forms of
terrorism in ‘Western’ liberal democracies (Ravndal & Bjgrgo, 2018; Akkerman, 2005, p.
34), there has been a significant over-focus on Islamist extremism and terrorism (Ebner,
2021; Schuurman, 2019; Conway, 2017). Schuurman (2019) argues that right-wing
extremism has been under examined and Mudde (2019) claims that the research that
has been conducted is not adequate. (2) For example, academic research on the far-
right often analyses political parties rather than street movements (Caiani & Parenti,
2016). Despite this, across Europe (Great Britain, Italy, Germany, Austria, and France),
between 2010-2012, there were 70-100 Radical Right (RR) street movements in each of

these countries (Caiani & Parenti, 2016). Although this focus is now changing with a
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significant number of academics focusing on street movements (Berntzen, 2018; Caiani
et al., 2012; Blee & Creasap, 2010), there are still a number of street movements that
have not gained academic attention. Due to this, some far-right social movements are

either understudied or have not been examined before.

(3) In addition, most research conducted on the far-right explores the economic
or cultural grievances expressed by far-right groups. Little research explores both these
grievances together, despite research suggesting that both are important in far-right
support (e.g., Ausserladscheider, 2019). An even smaller amount of literature explores
the political-based grievances of the far-right. Despite this, Ajil (2022) created a model
that included political-based grievances in addition to cultural and economic-based
grievances in the process of radicalisation. Therefore, political-based grievances may
also be important in far-right activism. (4) There is also a limited amount of research on
the ethnicity, sexuality and gender (non-male) of far-right supporters (e.g., Pilkington,
2016; Jackson & Feldman, 2011; Boon, 2010). Demographic information that is available
often assumes far-right supporters are white, older, heterosexual men (e.g., Mudde,
2019; Pilkington, 2016; Jackson & Feldman, 2011). While some research alludes to it
(e.g., Pilkington, 2016), little research explores the presence of racially minoritized?,
homosexual or non-binary people and women. (5) In addition, limited research analyses

how the far-right uses pro-animal rights narratives (Pilkington, 2016; Zuquete, 2008).

(6) Further, while Lancaster (2020) outlines three typologies, she only uses three
demographics: gender, age and education level. (7) Although some far-right leaders and
supporters attempt to differentiate between Islam the religion and Islamist extremism,
many do not or contradict themselves (e.g., Innes et al., 2018; Kassimeris & Jackson,
2015). (8) While some on the PRR claim to protect children from all perpetrators, most
PRR groups only reference child abuse perpetrated by immigrants and/or Muslims (e.g.,
Robinson, 2017; Pilkington, 2016). (9) The research that is conducted on far-right groups
often uses a quantitative methodology (e.g., Rovny & Polk, 2020; Albright, 2018;

Kimmel, 2018; Belew, 2018). While other research uses ethnographic methods (Belew,

1| have decided to use the term racially minoritized instead of non-white people or people of
colour. The term racially minoritized describes people that are a racial minority in the UK. As
white people are dominant in the UK, this is a useful term (Eseonu, 2022).
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2018; Pilkington, 2016), semi-structured interviews are still under-used (Ajil, 2022). (10)
Research comparing different far-right groups is also under researched which has

limited understanding of far-right groups (Conway, 2017).

(11) Further, some PRR groups have also adopted some liberal values. Most
research assumes that this is strategic to appear more moderate (e.g., Farris, 2017; Puar
(2013). However, other research suggests that this might not be the case (Berntzen,
2019). (12) Finally, there are several British far-right groups that have been under-
researched in academia. Most research on the far-right in the UK focuses on the EDL or
the British National Party (BNP) (e.g., Pilkington, 2016; Goodwin, 2011). A limited
amount of research focuses on other British far-right group, for example, the
Democratic Football Lads Alliance (DFLA) (Sibley, 2023a; Allchorn, 2023; Allen, 2019;
Mudde, 2019; Fekete, 2019), The For Britain Movement (Sibley, 2023; Mudde, 2019)
and Patriotic Europeans Against the Islamisation of the West (PEGIDA UK) (Sibley, 2023;
Mudde, 2019; Vorlander et al., 2018; Allchorn, 2018; Puschmann et al., 2016).

According to Allchorn (2018), one of the main policy responses to the far-right in
the UK is to ignore it. However, this does not make the threat go away. This doctoral
thesis aims to address these twelve gaps, build on knowledge and help counter this
threat. It focuses on three British anti-Islam PRR groups: the DFLA, TFBM and PEGIDA
UK. Study 2 and 3 splits these groups into supporters and leaders to assess any
similarities and differences between them. Two of the three groups examined in this
doctoral thesis are social movement groups (the DFLA and PEGIDA UK). Study 1 uses
open-access Facebook demographic data to create an informal supporter list for all
three groups and explore who expresses support for them. It also includes
demographics that are less studied in far-right literature such as their ethnicity and
sexuality. These additional demographics can further understandings of who supports
these three far-right groups. More current data can help prevent other vulnerable
people becoming involved in the far-right and also may help prevent violence from

individual supporters.

Further, study 2 explores the importance of grievances using YouTube qualitative

data and conducting a Reflexive Thematic Analysis (RTA). It examines cultural-based
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grievances, economic-based grievances (Ausserladscheider, 2019) and political-based
grievances (Ajil, 2022). This is important for policy makers; a current understanding of
the British far-right will help allocate resources to improve community cohesion
between different groups (for example, far-right supporters and Muslims). Study 3
contributes to the discussion on whether the PRR use some liberal values strategically
or not (e.g., Berntzen, 2019). This is important as the typical far-right supporter is
assumed to be a conservative nativist and illiberal. By highlighting the nuance in liberal
arguments, this thesis may help identify supporters/leaders that hold some liberal
values and can be brought back into mainstream politics. In order to address the twelve
research gaps highlighted above, 1> outline two research aims and develop three
research questions. The methodology and theoretical framework | use also helps me

address the twelve research gaps.

1.1 Research aims

| identify two research aims that guide this doctoral thesis:
1. To identify who expresses support for the DFLA, TFBM and PEGIDA UK

2. To explore why people express support for these groups

Based on these aims, | identify three broad research questions:
i)  Who expresses support for the DFLA, TFBM and PEGIDA UK?
ii) What are their main grievances?

iii) Why do individuals express support for these groups?

1.2 Thesis structure

Including this chapter, this doctoral thesis consists of nine chapters. The second chapter
sets the scene by discussing the processes underpinning the 215t century, the definitions
used in the doctoral thesis and far-right terrorist and extremist statistics in Europe and
the UK. Chapter 3 provides an overview of the demographics and concerns of the
European far-right and the British far-right. Chapter 4 discusses the theoretical

framework starting by examining previous theories used in academic far-right literature.

2 As | use a Mixed-Methods design in this doctoral thesis, | use a mixture of the First-person
and Third-person voice as suggested by Zhou and Hall (2016).
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Then | justify each theory and the concepts used in this doctoral thesis. In the fifth
chapter, | detail the mixed-methods design. Starting with philosophical assumptions, |
summarise the methods used in studies 1, 2 and 3. | conclude with a section on

researcher positionality.

Chapter 6 discusses study 1; the first empirical chapter. Using manually gathered
Facebook demographic open-access quantitative data, this chapter addresses the first
research question. Using descriptive statistics, it provides a detailed overview of who
expresses support for the DFLA, TFBM and PEGIDA UK based on demographics. In
contrast to study 1, Chapter 7 (study 2) adopts a qualitative methodology and gathers
qualitative data from YouTube videos of the DFLA, TFBM and PEGIDA UK. It employs RTA
to address the second research question and explore the main grievances of these
groups. Chapter 8 provides information on the third empirical study. Building on the
findings from studies 1 and 2, study 3 utilises semi-structured interviews and RTA. In
combination with study 2, study 3 aims to explore the nuances of the supporters and
leaders of these groups. By talking directly to supporters and leaders of the DFLA, TFBM
and PEGIDA UK this study aims to address what the main grievances of these groups are
and why people express support for them. It also discusses the use of certain liberal
values by supporters and leaders of each group. This builds on the PRR category findings
from study 1 and the grievance findings from study 2. Finally, the last chapter provides
a brief overview of the doctoral thesis outlining the key findings and limits of this

research.

In summary, this doctoral thesis focuses on the demographics and grievances of
the anti-Islam Populist Radical Right (PRR) and explores why people express support for
the DFLA, TFBM and PEGIDA UK. It consists of three empirical studies: study 1 explores
the demographics of each group, study 2 examines the main grievances of both
supporters and leaders of these groups and study 3 discusses why individuals express

support for these groups and how both supporters and leaders use certain liberal values.
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Chapter 2

Setting the far-right scene

The far-right attracts a significant amount of scholarly attention (e.g., Lancaster, 2020;
Mudde, 2019; Dubslaff, 2017). This is due to the complex nature and the continuing
growing threat from the far-right (Toscano, 2019; Traverso, 2019). This threat comes in
many forms. In its most moderate form, it can pose a threat to liberal democracy -
although in its most extremism form it can result in terrorist attacks (Mudde, 2019). To
better respond to this threat, it is important to understand who expresses support for
far-right groups and why? The best way to understand a phenomenon is to identify its
main components to protect those who are susceptible to far-right narratives (Allchorn,
2018). Despite this, the far-right remains understudied in comparison to other forms of
extremism, for example, Islamist extremism (Ebner, 2021; Schmid, 2011). This is
especially true for far-right social movements (Mudde, 2019; Caiani & Parenti, 2016).
This doctoral thesis aims to address this gap. To fully understand the modern-day far-
right, it is necessary to contextualise this threat from the 1930s to the 2020s to
understand where the far-right groups in this doctoral thesis have come from. This
chapter outlines the rise of the far-right in ‘Western’ (Akkerman, 2005, p. 34), liberal
democracies, the possible reasons for this increased activity and the parallels shared
between the 215 century and the pre-World War Two (WW2) environment. This helps

set the far-right scene to address the three research questions in this doctoral thesis.

This introductory chapter begins by outlining the transformation of fascism in
Europe after WW?2. It then explores the structural changes that have allowed the far-
right to become a more prominent threat to European societies. In the next section, it
defines key terms used in this doctoral thesis while the third section outlines the
increase in far-right activity in Europe and the United Kingdom (UK). The final section

justifies the research presented in this doctoral thesis.
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2.1 The processes underpinning the rise of fascism and the far-right in the 20" and
215 century

Far-right support has increased in many countries in the last decade. For example, there
has been a significant increase in Europe, Russia, the United States (US), Turkey, Brazil
and South Africa (Wallner & White, 2022; Ashby, 2021; Traverso, 2019). This increase
has manifested itself in the form of increased hate crimes (Koehler, 2019), terrorist
attacks (Hof, 2022; Ravndal & Bjgrgo, 2018), political voting preferences for far-right
political parties (Monaco, 2023) and anti-immigration rhetoric (Muis & Reeskens, 2022;
Guia, 2016). However, far-right support is not a unique recent manifestation, especially
in ‘Western’ Europe (McAlexander, 2020; Akkerman, 2005, p. 34). ‘Western’ Europe has
an extensive history regarding far-right extremism and terrorism (McAlexander, 2020;
Ravndal, 2017; Akkerman, 2005, p. 34). The most notable example of the European far-
right is WW2 which led to the Holocaust (Bilsky, 2020).

After WW?2, European fascism split into three strands: non-fascistic political
parties, revolutionary ultranationalists and the European New Right. Fascistic political
groups reduced their extremist rhetoric making them more compatible with liberal
democracy (Dobloug, 2021; Griffin, 2003). This non-fascist development led to modern
right-wing political parties such as France’s Front National Party, Hungary’s Jobbik,
Italy’s Lega Nord, Britain’s The For Britain Movement and Austria’s Freedom Party
(Tosun & Debus, 2021; Pertwee, 2020; Shekhovtsov, 2017; Betz, 1994). The second
group are post-war European revolutionary ultranationalists. These individuals support
the core foundations of fascism and are often referred to as either neo-fascist/fascist or
neo-Nazi/Nazi (Anton, 2021; Shekhovtsov, 2017). For example, Greece’s Golden Dawn
oppose the democratic political system and support violent xenophobic activism.
Golden Dawn is considered a neo-Nazi party (Zaptsi, 2020). The third strand, called the
European New Right (Dobloug, 2021; Shekhovtsov, 2018) was developed in the 1960s
with the formation of the French New Right which later spread across Europe (Taguieff,
1993). This movement tries to influence the liberal mainstream and oppose the
hegemonic left. The French New Right espouses continental nationalism which focuses
on Europe in general rather than a specific nation within Europe (Dobloug, 2021). For
example, Generation Identity (Gl) is considered part of the French New Right due to its

transnational nature (Dobloug, 2021). This strand began to focus on the cultural
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differences between peoples when biological racism was discredited after WW2
(Kotljarchuk, 2020). These three different strands rooted in fascistic ideology show the

diverse manifestations of modern far-right groups.

Structural changes within liberal, European societies and the growth of far-right
groups

Despite classical fascism being discredited after WW2 (Kotljarchuk, 2020), due to
structural changes within liberal democracies, post-fascist groups and parties are a
prominent threat in the 21 century (Wallner & White, 2022; Ravndal & Bjgrgo, 2018;
Ravndal, 2017). According to Traverso (2019), in 2019, the world had experienced the
biggest increase in far-right ideology since the lead up of WW?2 in the 1930s. This far-
right threat manifests in different ways depending on the extremity of the group
(Mudde, 2019; Ravndal & Bjgrgo, 2018). Some far-right political parties, for example,
the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP) pose a threat to liberal democracy,
especially the rights of immigrants and asylum seekers through harsh immigration
policies and welfare chauvinism which restricts benefits and services to certain groups
(McManus, 2021). While other more extreme fascistic groups, such as Greece’s Golden
Dawn, pose a threat to the physical safety and security of immigrants, Muslims, asylum

seekers and left-wing individuals (Zaptsi, 2020).

There are different reasons for this increased far-right threat. These include
the rise of post-materialist movements, anti-European Union (EU) sentimen