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    Introduction


    Paul Jackson and Matthew Feldman


    What is really important in the construction of a world of doublespeak is the ability to lie, whether knowingly or unconsciously, and to get away with it; and the ability to use lies and choose and shape facts selectively, blocking out those that don’t fit an agenda or program [...] doublespeak is tied closely to way of looking at the world – political agendas and frames – that give them authenticity and seeming naturalness and inevitability.1


    Having received a knockout blow at the end of World War Two, the radical right has long sought methods able to overcome the toxic legacies of 1945. The revelations of Nazi genocide in the 1940s only further added to the discrediting of ultra-nationalist extremism. While long associated with violence, fascist ideology quickly became indelibly linked to savagery and extermination in the European and American public imagination. Even if far from fully understood in the years immediately after the war, the Holocaust against European Jews, the so-called ‘euthanasia’ program against the disabled, as well as the murderous actions committed against a wide range of demonized scapegoats – from homosexuals to Roma and Sinti peoples – helped to establish a powerful postwar allergy to radical right politics in Europe and the US. This led, in turn, to anti-fascism becoming a normative, even commonsense response.2 In the decades since, radical right protagonists have nowhere approached the heights reached by German Nazism, Italian Fascism and the other radical right satrapies established during the ‘fascist epoch’ in Europe between 1919 and 1945. For several decades thereafter, attempts to reawaken the ‘beast’ of fascist ideology were marked by popular failure no less than by attempts at ideological continuity by radical right ideologues.3


    Over the last 30 years or so, in Europe and the US, the radical right’s self-conceptions and public influence have changed markedly. In the first place, very few activists – let alone organizations – from these spheres would ever self-identify as fascist. The stigma of war and Holocaust, quite simply, put this term beyond the pale. As one avowedly fascist ideologue, Maurice Bardèche, already emphasized some 50 years ago:


    The single party, the secret police, the public displays of Caesarism, even the presence of a Führer are not necessarily attributes of fascism, let alone the reactionary thrust of political alliances [...] The famous fascist methods are constantly revised and will continue to be revised. More important than the mechanism is the idea which fascism has created for itself of man and freedom. [...] With another name, another face, and with nothing which betrays the projection from the past, with the form of a child we do not recognize and the head of a young Medusa, the Order of Sparta will be reborn.4


    This thinking was subsequently repackaged by one of the more successful radical right activists since World War Two. Lyndon LaRouche, in a 1978 essay revealingly titled ‘Solving the Machiavellian Problem Today’, stated, ‘It is not necessary to wear brown shirts to be a fascist [...] it is not necessary to wear a swastika to be a fascist [...] It is not necessary to call oneself a fascist to be a fascist. It is simply necessary to be one!’5 For these radical right ideologues and movements, leopards have not changed their spots as much as finding better cover. Yet such an attempted obfuscation has also long being intuited by anti-racist campaigners and analysts of fascism. It has been given eloquent voice by, amongst others, the French scholar Pierre-Andre Taguieff: ‘If vigilance was only a game of recognizing something already well-known, then it would only be a question of remembering’.6


    As the essays in Doublespeak collectively attest, attentive observation and accurate recognition of the radical right pedigree also points beyond the ever-vexed issue of terminology. Proper recognition of the radical right, perhaps more than ever, means taking their (self-) presentation seriously; that is, taking seriously their deliberately crafted slogans, symbols and themes. As many of the specific chapters recount in detail, a deliberate process has been attempted to ‘repackage’ the radical right ‘brand’ in order to make it palatable – which in some European countries including Germany, France and Austria carries legal ramifications – to more mainstream European and American tastes. If rarely considered systematically, as this volume sets out to do, this re-presentation of fascism and radical right rhetoric has long been subject to warnings like Umberto Eco’s celebrated ‘Ur-Fascism’ article of 1986;7 or still earlier, Holocaust survivor and celebrated memoirist Primo Levi’s warning from his If this is a Man: ‘A new fascism, with its trail of intolerance, of abuse, and of servitude, can be born outside our country and imported into it, walking on tiptoe and calling itself by other names...’


    If rarely examined at length, this ‘memory of what happened in the heart of Europe’, concludes Levi, ‘can serve as a warning and a support’.8 Nor has this lesson been lost decades after defeat of fascism. ‘It is important that democracy in the early 21st century does not let itself be undermined by those who do not share its values but would cynically use its rhetoric’, the reputed historian Richard Evans pointed out in the New Statesman. By this, he was referring to the notable rise of the ‘extreme right’ in Europe – in particular, Jobbik in Hungary and Golden Dawn in Greece, both at the extreme end of the radical right spectrum – while drawing some very loose parallels with interwar Europe:


    The far right is as aware of history as anyone else, maybe even more so. It realizes how easy it is for others to rob it of political legitimacy by labeling it as Nazi. As such, all the present-day movements of the extreme right, or at least those who are interested in gaining supporters, repudiate labels such as ‘neo-Nazi’ or ‘neo-fascist’ and adapt to the conditions of present-day democracy, at least on the surface.9


    Using language as a kind of Trojan Horse to gain access to the liberal democratic political spectrum forms a central theme of


    Doublespeak: The Rhetoric of the Far Right since 1945. To begin to highlight what may be considered ‘fifth column discourse’ by radical right movements active in Europe and the United States, this Introduction can begin by briefly considering Britain’s leading radical right political party, the British National Party (hereafter BNP), in order to shed some light upon this recurrent feature in the present collection of chapters.


    Similar to Orwell’s satirical ‘doublespeak’ from his dystopian masterpiece – actually a conflation of newspeak and doublethink in 198410 – a ‘fifth column discourse’ is specifically explored here in terms of the radical right’s tactical, even underhand engagement with democracy; in short, making invisible a movement’s radical, counter-democratic aims via the euphemized language of reform. This view is in keeping with scholars analyzing the shifting discursive registers and thematic patterns employed by the postwar radical right. One example is Cas Mudde, who argues that contemporary far right movements in Europe typically have a more ‘moderate “front-stage’” intended for public consumption and ‘a radical “backstage”’ targeted at activists. Similarly, Michael Billig and more recently Roger Eatwell have commented on an ‘exoteric’ and ‘esoteric’ division in Britain’s 1970s National Front discourse in the late 1970s, in many ways an electoral forerunner to the present-day BNP.11


    In fact, the now-flailing British National Party offers a perfect case study of this attempted ‘fifth column discourse’, following the election of Nick Griffin as Party Chairman in September 1999. Founded by the uncompromising neoNazi John Tyndall in 1982, the BNP remained on the fringes of political life in Britain due to its association with Oswald Mosley’s interwar group, the British Union of Fascists, as well as its recourse to overt symbolism from, and praise for, the Third Reich. To give just two examples underpinning this reputation for unvarnished radical right extremism, images of John Tyndall dressed as a Nazi had long done the UK media rounds; but compounding matters:


    On 25 May 1999, four days after the party’s TV broadcast aired [for the London mayoral elections], the association with violent neo-Nazism reemerged when the Mirror newspaper exposed a link between the London nail bomber David Copeland and BNP leader, John Tyndall. In April 1999, Copeland had planted bombs in Brixton, Brick Lane and Soho [... causing] three deaths.12


    Within six months of the Mirror exposé, the longtime National Front activist and Cambridge graduate Nick Griffin had taken over and set about ‘modernizing’ the party which, as Graham Macklin analyzes in greater detail in his contribution to this volume, first and foremost meant attempting to veil the racist, revolutionary and thuggish image of the past. As Griffin candidly laid out in his 1999 article:


    Of course, we must teach the truth to the hardcore [... but] when it comes to influencing the public, forget about racial differences, genetics, Zionism, historical revisionism and so on [...] It’s time to use the weight of democracy’s own myths and expectations against it by side-stepping and using verbal judo techniques.13


    It is just this type of ‘verbal judo’, this organizational self-censorship by an extremist party, captured by the phrase ‘fifth-column discourse’ and expansively analyzed across Doublespeak. In this vein, ‘fifth column discourse’ is thus a rhetorical form of deception and political cunning intended to attack an enemy from within; in this case, by aping the language of liberal democracy. Thus could Nick Griffin, facing an angry crowd at the Oxford Union in November 2007, when he was due to address the congregation, claim without irony of his opponents: ‘Had they grown up in Nazi Germany they would have been splendid Nazis’.14


    Whereas the old BNP spoke of race and forced repatriation, the ‘modernized’ BNP speaks of identity, for this was to be a party of cosmetically respectable politicians, in Nick Griffin’s words: ‘in the least controversial way possible [...] we must at all times present them [the electorate] with an image of moderate reasonableness’. Launching the tellingly entitled Rebuilding British Democracy in 2005, Nick Griffin correspondingly claimed that his own party manifesto was ‘a tightly argued, moderately presented, blueprint for the radical transformation of Britain and British society’.15 Griffin was thus partially able to attempt a remodel of BNP extremism, not by changing its radical right outlook so much as successfully concealing these by way of political camouflage and ‘verbal judo’.


    No doubt in partial consequence, the most comprehensive book on the subject, Nigel Copsey’s Contemporary British Fascism, concludes that ‘at no period throughout the entire history of right-wing extremism in Britain, has a far right party registered as much success at the ballot box as today’s British National Party’.16 While the conscious adopting of this fifth column discourse led to some limited electoral success in UK local elections in 2003 and 2004, a breakthrough arrived in June 2009 at the European elections. Mirroring the resurgence of other far right parties across Europe, BNP functionaries Nick


    Griffin and Andrew Brons were elected MEPs with more than 6 per cent of the proportional-representational vote. This was far and away the greatest political success the BNP had yet scored, bringing with it European funding, mainstream media appearances, and a national profile.


    Had this one-time, avowedly fascist party, in short, become a conservative one? Hardly, for this conclusion would be nothing more than falling for the party’s self-censorship that has been so consciously applied over the last decade. Indeed, as one internal memorandum attests, just months before their electoral breakthrough of June 2009, the BNP’s employment of fifth column discourse continued to remain a central, self-conscious part of its political strategy; for example, Rule #9 from the revised, April 2009 ‘Language & Concepts Discipline Manual’: ‘Racial and ethnic epithets and insults should never be used’. And finally, in terms of the revolutionary core of the inner party, consider Rule #12 from this instructive document: ‘Successful revolutions from the right have always presented themselves as restoring older traditions. Therefore, we should couch our agenda in restorationist terms whenever possible’.


    In nakedly endorsing fifth column discourse, the exemplary BNP doublespeak manual also raises the issue of political framing undertaken by the contemporary radical right generally. Unlike the radical right’s embrace of fifth column discourse, however, the issue of extreme right-wing ‘framing’ has been relatively well established by scholars. Martin Lee’s survey a generation ago, for example, discerned a wider ‘ideological face-lift’ pushed by ideologues across Europe:


    The jackals of the extreme Right believed they found the crucial pressure point when they seized upon immigration as the main issue to rally around. While a network of ultra-right-wing cadres continued to function as the violent vanguard of xenophobia, some shock troops from Europe’s neo-fascist underground split off to form mass-based political parties.


    A consequence of this ‘cosmetic surgery’, concludes Lee, is that radical right movements often ‘watered down their pronouncements’ in order to gain, at given times and on certain issues, ‘a significant influence on public policy’.17 Many radical right parties, from Austria’s FPÖ to Italy’s Movimento Sociale Italiano (renamed the Allianza Nazionale in 1995 after claiming to jettison all links with Mussolini’s historic brand of Fascism), successfully convinced national and European electorates that they shared little or no common ground with the pre-Cold War radical right.


    Furthermore, as Nigel Copsey argues in the launch issue of Fascism (the first journal dedicated to studying the evolution of the radical right since World War One) if right-wing extremists like to forget their heritage, political scientists need to redouble their efforts to incorporate historical continuities when approaching the contemporary radical right. In particular, the surfeit of terms applied to these groups by political scientists, ranging from ‘ethnonationalist’ to ‘far right populist’, collectively runs the risk of ‘consign[ing] fascism to a museum’. As Copsey continues:


    For sure, we need greater interrogation of the continuities between historical fascism and contemporary manifestations. Admittedly, the historical contexts are different, but if we are to succeed in applying historical understanding to the present, it is time for the political science community (and social scientists more generally) to engage seriously with (neo) fascism studies.18


    Bearing out this point, Cas Mudde’s The Ideology of the Extreme Right identified no less than twenty six competing definitions and fifty eight different characteristic features used by political scientists (most commonly xenophobia, nationalism and varying degrees of hostility to liberal democracy) to describe the phenomena analyzed in the chapters to follow here.19 Needless to say, this number has only grown in the years since the publication of Mudde’s book in 2000. This collection is concerned with the framing and rhetorical tactics deployed by the extreme right since 1945, the term increasingly favored by historians and political scientists alike to describe the ‘radical right’. This term effectively captures both the continuities and ideological profile (post-, neo-) fascism of a cluster of ideologies which, in Roger Griffin’s view, ‘constantly evolves to accommodate changes in its habitat, producing a wide variety of new strains’.20 A number of major publications of late have registered this mutation of radical right politics in Europe and the US, ranging from comparative studies on radical right-wing populism;21 social movements;22 and political violence;23 not to mention and expanding library of national case studies collectively far too lengthy to enumerate here, let alone comprehensively address in a single volume. It also bears noting that, while often narrowly focused on contemporary developments, think-tanks and third-sector charities have also fruitfully contributed research aimed at a better understanding of contemporary radical right politics and culture generally.24


    Yet that said, one important ‘new strain’ of radical right rhetoric – albeit sharing many similarities with demonized communities in the past – frequently appearing in the chapters to ensue is the turn toward anti-Muslim politics. In the aftermath of mass-casualty terrorist attacks by Islamist militants in the US on 11 September 2001; Madrid on 11 March 2004; and the UK on 7 July 2005, the emergence of a potent anti-Muslim rhetoric in the political mainstream has also offered a crucial hook for a new generation of radical right politicians to hang an extremist agenda has been palpable in some sections the mainstream media and wider public. To take a final example from the BNP’s Nick Griffin, in a lecture directed to the ‘back stage’ of the movement in 2005, he urged activists to turn away from an unhelpful anti-Semitism and embrace anti-Muslim politics in an attempt at populist, ‘front stage’ campaigning:


    [...] in real politics in the real world, one’s proper choice of enemy is a group who you gain a worthwhile level of extra support by identifying, who you have a realistic chance of beating, and whose defeat will take you the furthest towards your goal. With millions of our people desperately and very reasonably worried by the spread of Islam and its adherents, and with the mass media ... playing ‘Islamophobic’ messages like a scratched CD, the proper choice of enemy needn’t be left to rocket scientists.25


    As noted above, the biological anti-Semitism of German fascism under Hitler put paid to the biological racism so closely identified with interwar and wartime fascist movements. In its place in the twenty first century, radical right, has increasingly turned toward a ‘cultural racism’ of implacable difference and intractable conflict with European Muslims – in some ways playing on the same kinds of populist phobias, casual discrimination and demonization as anti-Semitism did a century ago. This cultural prejudice assumes that all Muslims are somehow responsible for the actions of an extremist minority centering on the notion that Islam – not just jihadi Islamist violence, which all citizens of goodwill naturally oppose – is an ‘other’ that cannot be accommodated in liberal democratic Europe. As Liz Fekete suggests, wider media narratives in particular are at the heart of this growth:


    Around much of Europe, the media is launching its own ‘witch‐hunts’ of Muslims who display symptoms of ‘unacceptable behavior’ as enunciated by terrorism laws. No other communities are placed under the microscope, constantly questioned about their personal beliefs, their ‘foreign allegiances’, as the Muslim communities of Europe. It’s former Tory minister, Norman Tebbit’s cricket test gone mad.26


    Without doubt, the more successful radical right ideologues and movements of the past generation have been acutely sensitive to shifts in the political and cultural landscape. Nowhere has this been more visible than in the embrace of populist anti-Muslim politics over the last decade.27 Aided by recent jihadi Islamist attacks on one hand, and by longer-term demographic change on the other, Europe and the US have played witness to degrees of collective prejudice and scapegoating wholly at variance with democratic progress toward equality and individual agency. This new intolerance – as the far right has quickly grasped, and some of Anglophone literature has registered of late – would be considered unacceptable if leveled against other historical ‘out-groups’: Jews, Irish or black people and so on (not including Roma and Sinti peoples, who still collective stereotyping and discrimination to a shameful degree).28 Clearly fanning these flames are windier sections of the mainstream media, thus providing an issue able to be shared by ideologues and talking heads of all right-wing stamps – ‘paleo-‘, ‘neo- ‘far-‘ and ‘extreme’ alike. From this perspective, Roger Eatwell has usefully detected a link between the rhetoric of radical right activists and jihadi Islamists contributing to a ‘cumulative extremism’, whereby ‘one form of extremism can feed off and magnify other forms’.29 In this way, the intertwined extremes from opposing illiberal camps seek to radicalize otherwise liberal-democratic populaces rejecting both political violence and collective scapegoating – in all its forms – in favor of the clashing of supposedly hostile and monolithic civilizations.


    The most violent voice in this yet in this process of ‘cumulative extremism’ has certainly been Anders Behring Breivik, whose attempt to start a ‘European Civil War’ culminating with the end of Islam in Europe led to the deaths of 77 Norwegian innocents, mostly children, on 22 July 2011.30 Writing for the New York Review of Books, in the wake of Breivik’s terrorist bombing and mass shootings, Malise Ruthven stressed that his anti-Muslim views are ‘shared by many on the right and some in Europe’s liberal mainstream’. Ruthven’s article, furthermore, highlights several of the wider similarities shared between both opposing, in some ways co-dependent, extremisms:


    Just as al-Qaeda represents an extreme, activist variant of political views held by a much wider constituency of Muslim radicals, most of whom would never consider crossing the boundary between thinking and action, so Breivik (judging from his manifesto) holds a broad range of positions common to what might be called the ‘counter-jihadist’ or ‘paranoid right’. This is represented – among others – by Robert Spencer, Daniel Pipes, and Pamela Geller in the US, the controversial Dutch legislator Geert Wilders, and Bat Ye’or and Melanie Phillips in Britain. All these writers – most of whom have denounced the Utöya massacre in the most unequivocal terms – subscribe to variants of the thesis that Europe is sleepwalking into cultural disaster or (in the case of Phillips) enabling Islamist terrorists to gain a foothold.31


    For the radical right, correspondingly, this has become a signature issue. With the exception of a remaining hardcore of ‘traditional’ biological racists tending toward varying shades of white supremacism, the different manifestations of the radical right – social movements, electoral parties, and, importantly, interconnected websites – have turned toward anti-Muslim prejudice core strategy for populist mobilization.


    A further example here, again drawn from the British case, offers a microcosm of the way in which anti-Muslim rhetoric quickly circulates amongst the various shades of the illiberal right – not least, online. Consider the case of a February 2012 speech delivered by Paul Weston, chairman of the British Freedom Party. Launched only eighteen months earlier, the BFP was looking seeking funding and visibility ahead of the UK’s May 2012 local elections. This placed Paul Weston on a tour of the eastern US, delivering speeches and attempting to find sympathetic allies during Winter 2011, including one largely representative talk entitled ‘Turning Britain into Lebanon’. Fully signed up to the ‘clash of civilizations’ thesis, Weston further warned of a ‘slide into civil war, tit for tat atrocities becoming progressively more vicious, before the entire country goes the way of Lebanon, or more recently Yugoslavia, which of course fractured along racial, tribal and religious lines’. Weston was referring, of course, to an assumed, monolithic Islamic faith he considered ‘worse than Nazism’ that was acting within, and against, Britain – as apparently revealed by the ‘constant news about Mosques selling literature calling for the overthrow of Britain’s democracy, the murder of British Jews and homosexuals, the subjugation of the non-Muslim infidel and the desire to install a global Islamic caliphate’. Weston then concluded:


    I am going to fight for Britain, but there is no guarantee that Britain and Europe can be saved, and if we go, and America goes shortly thereafter, then so goes Western Civilization – the most humane, moral and decent civilization in the history of mankind – to be replaced by Islam, the most barbaric, illiberal and totalitarian force of pathological cruelty that can only take the Western world back to the dark ages.


    Quite aside from offering a paradigmatic instance of fifth column discourse – in this case, using the language of liberal democracy to advance his anti-Muslim prejudice – perhaps just as revealing is the context for Weston’s lecture. This, in turn, may be divided into two parts.


    In the first instance, Weston’s lecture was originally filmed and presented at the apartment of Laurence Auster, cousin of the famous writer Paul and host of the ‘paleo-conservative’ website and blog, View from the Right. The latter, a kind twenty-first century John Birch Society for the online generation, essentially opposes multiculturalism in favor of return to ‘traditionalist’ conservative values in the US – extending to, as noted by Auster’s epigraph for his September 2008 online collection, ‘What to do about Islam’, ‘proposals for removing jihad and sharia supporters from America, restricting or prohibiting the practice of Islam in America, and containing and isolating Islam from the rest of the world, the policy I call Separationism’. More recent blog entries have extended this religious hatred to discussions on the usefulness of nuclear attacks against Mecca and Medina and the potential necessity of killing Muslims in the west following the outbreak of ‘civil war’.32 Still more generally, in the years both before and since Auster’s particular attempts at a ‘nostalgic’ segregationism has extended beyond cultural prejudice toward Muslims to unreconstructed religious racism toward black Americans, as revealed by blog titles such as: ‘What sets blacks off: anything or nothing’; ‘What have blacks contributed to our civilization?’; ‘What do whites owe blacks? And, why did God create a race whose intellectual capabilities are so far behind those of the rest of mankind?’ The following comment on ‘blackness’ from 30 March 2012, for instance, appears a fair summary of Auster’s view on ‘white civilization’ and its culturally and/or religiously ‘inferior’ rivals:


    Blacks, as I have said going back to the time of blacks’ mass outburst of joy over the O.J. Simpson acquittal, are largely a criminal or criminalsympathizing population. When a black Congressman and other black political leaders wear hoodies to express their solidarity with black thugs, they are expressing the essence of their blackness.33


    For Auster, in short, much of the contemporary ‘Muslim problem’ is but an outgrowth from the perceived disaster of Civil Rights and progressive moves toward racial equality in the post-1960s, US. In this view, white Americans should retain an enshrined socio-political hegemony that Roger Griffin has elsewhere called ‘ethnocratic liberalism’; as in Apartheid South Africa, democratic rights for the present majority and second class status (or worse) for ethnic minorities within the nation.34 In this initial context, Auster’s reactionary group wishing to turn back the clock on non-white tolerance and equality hosted Weston’s, February 23rd speech on the ‘Islamic road that Europe finds itself on, particularly so Britain, which is almost on the point of no return — or perhaps no peaceful return’.


    Beyond Weston’s original speech at Laurence Auster’s flat, a second and wider context for Weston’ speech is that of online dissemination amongst radical right groups sharing anti-Muslim rhetoric as an ideological lowest common denominator. Less than ten days’ after originally being delivered in New York City, both the video and transcripted text of ‘Transforming Britain into Lebanon’ was posted at the now-infamous, Gates of Vienna website. Largely a single-issue website, as declared by their motto – ‘At the siege of Vienna in 1683 Islam seemed poised to overrun Christian Europe. We are in a new phase of a very old war’ – the Gates of Vienna is explicitly dedicated to resisting the so-called ‘Islamification’ of Europe.35 Despite being ‘relatively moderate’, the Gates of Vienna website is consistently praised across Breivik’s terrorist ‘compendium’, 2083: A European Declaration of Independence. This extends to literally dozens of references and textual citations to the website; the likely reason Breivik calls this version of culturalist Islamophobia ‘The Vienna School’; and most tellingly, the basis for entitling his manifesto 2083 in the first place: dating the prospective elimination of Islam in Europe precisely 400 years after the siege of Vienna (often recognized as the furthest expansion westward by the Ottoman Empire).36


    As with Laurence Auster’s position above, for the influential Gates of Vienna there is no attempt to separate jihadi Islamists from the overwhelming majority of peaceful, law-abiding Muslim citizens in Europe; quite simply, Islam is the enemy of western civilization tout court. And finally, Returning to Ruthven’s NYRB text, if it is the case that ‘political rhetoric can play a part in motivating extreme forms of violence’, then Gates of Vienna surely played no small part in Breivik’s radicalization – and doubtless that of other radical right activists concerned about a perceivedly imminent ‘clash of civilizations’.37 A fortnight after Weston’s speech was uploaded on the Gates of Vienna website, finally, it appeared on Andrew Brons’ Nationalist Unity Forum. Brons, one of two Members of European Parliament for the aforementioned BNP (the other MEP being Nick Griffin), had previously been a member of the National Socialist Movement in the 1960s, and later, from 1980, headed the neo-Nazi National Front, before joining the BNP in 2005 and successfully standing in the Yorkshire and Humber region in June 2009.38 Unlike the ‘traditionalist’ conservative Auster and the single-issue, Islamophobic Gates of Vienna, however, Brons’s website packages anti-Muslim prejudice as one among many themes in his radical right electoral stable. In this way, ideological positions held by the illiberal right on starkly contrasting issues ranging from white nationalism, revolution, and political violence, to even the importance of engaging with the electoral system in the first place, have been recently trumped by the convergence around anti-Muslim prejudice that seeks to assault liberal democracy from within.


    Rounding out this instance of old wine in new bottles, shortly after returning from his trip to the US, BFP leader Paul Weston quickly formed an electoral alliance in April 2012 with the most notorious anti-Muslim street organization in postwar Europe, the English Defence League. Likewise claiming to stand for liberal values against Islamist ‘totalitarianism’ (but again, often simply collapsed into an identification of all Muslims), remarkably, the group calls itself a ‘human rights organization’. The, now former, EDL joint-leaders ‘Tommy Robinson’ (the pseudonym of Stephen Yaxley-Lennon) and Kevin Carroll have been in the forefront of anti-Muslim politics since the launch of this ‘new far right’ social movement in Spring 2009.39 While the EDL leadership seems to share the neither the overt white supremacist views of the BNP and other neo-fascist parties in Europe and the US, nor the unabashed backwardlooking racism of Auster’s View from the Right, all three illiberal right factions can agree upon, share, and collectively advocate an anti-Muslim rhetoric only adding to a ‘cumulative extremism’ in Britain, the US and Europe. Following the alliance’s failure in the May 2012 local elections, the BFP-EDL’s other actions over 2012 bear this out the predominance of anti-Muslim politics for this populist radical right milieu; from a European ‘Counter-Jihad’ demonstration in Aarhus (home of the newspaper publishing the inflammatory ‘Danish Cartoons’ in 2006) on 31 March 2012, and still more ambitiously, the First Worldwide Counter-Jihad Action in Stockholm on 4 August 2012 (hosting Robert Spencer, Pamela Geller and others; both events were poorly attended by radical right activists).40 That scapegoating provocations like the so-called ‘counter-jihad movement’ have an effect in terms of ‘cumulative extremism’ is similarly easy to locate; thus in response, Islamist extremists targeted an English Defence League demonstration in Dewsbury during Summer 2012, hoping to attack EDL-BFP supporters with guns and improvized explosive devices.41 In this way, a similar descent into collective demonization, long familiar to radical right ideologues and movements, has been reformulated in a ‘clash of civilizations’ discourse targeting the Islamic faith as a whole – potentially contributing to radical right violence like Brieivk’s atrocities in Norway, as well as a ‘cumulative extremism’ serving only to increase already-strained community tensions in Europe and the US.


    Yet this is not to say that the variegated forces of nationalist extremism have not found novel and innovative ways to adapt in the 21st century. They clearly have. Indeed, the modes of expression employed in the process of reframing radical right politics – often leading to the development of public messages that differ radically to privately-held beliefs – is an increasingly important area for enquiry. In contributing to this area of scholarship, another core aim of this book is thus to offer a series of reflections on new ways of politically framing of radical right discourses. Though Doublespeak is not, and in a single volume cannot be, a comprehensive survey of Euro-American countries, the chapters that follow attempt provide a wide range of examinations from leading scholars in Europe and the US that are collectively concerned with historically tracing the evolution of right ideas in our new century. Regions for analysis span the post-communist in eastern Europe to postcolonial western Europe and to the contemporary American superpower, while thematic topics extend to solo actor terrorism; anti-Muslim politics and Islamophobia; populist nationalism as well as unapologetic fascism and neo-Nazism.


    Despite the legacy of an instinctively anti-fascist mainstream stemming from the Second World War, a series of new political challenges facing European and American societies – from changing national immigration patterns to global banking scandals and the so-called ‘Global War on Terror’ – have opened political space allowing much more hospitable to reframed radical right messages than in previous decades. Over the past generation in particular, the creeping influence of radical right discourse on the mainstream agenda of politicians across Europe and America has been particularly notable. The antiMuslim rhetoric noted above, for example, seems to be precisely the well from which the convicted Norwegian mass murderer, Anders Breivik, drank in the months and years before his terrorist attacks in Oslo and Utøya Island on 22 July 2011. In this and other recent respects touched upon below, then, far from simply waning into insignificance, the contemporary radical right has transformed in a number of pivotal ways demands further exploration.


    Better historical knowledge of how radical right movements have reconfigured their politics – and often self-consciously reframed core agendas it is argued here – remains paramount for a deeper understanding of how rightwing extremism can and does adapt to new national circumstances and can manifest substantial changes over time. In turning to the often-discussed case of France, for example, Jens Rydgrens’ work has exemplified this cutting-edge approach. His exploration of a new radical right ‘frame’ in France has identified the Front National (FN) as both a pioneering and significant case study. As he stresses, the FN’s discovery of a compelling a new ‘master frame’ for postwar far right politics has spawned a new era of creativity among many populist nationalists. As he puts it, as a response to the discrediting of older forms of fascist politics:


    an innovative master frame was constructed in France during the late 1970s and early 1980s, and was made known as a successful frame in connection with the electoral breakthrough of the Front National in 1984. As the old master frame of the extreme right [...] was rendered impotent by the outcome of the Second World War, it took the extreme right a long time to establish a new, potent master frame that simultaneously met the conditions of: being flexible enough to fit (in modified form) different political and cultural contexts; sufficiently resonated with the lived experiences, attitudes and preconceptions of many people [...] and was sufficiently free from stigma. The master frame combining ethnonationalist, cultural racism and anti-political establishment populism met these requirements.42


    In Rydgrens’ well-received research, and indeed elsewhere, there has already been much analysis of how this new approach to re-framing radical right politics led the French Front National to inspire other nationalist movements to build upon this ‘modernized’ front stage approach.43 Therefore, given the FN’s wide discussion in Anglophone literature, this volume has skipped a specific chapter on the French case, even if the pan-national significance of high profile figures like Jean Marie Le Pen, as well as influential think tanks such as Alain de Benoist’s GRECE, often appear in national and intellectual contexts far beyond that of France.


    Rather, in order to explore in detail the approaches to reframing far right agendas, focusing on the ‘doublespeak’ of disparities between the inner, ideological values of radical right protagonists and their public presentation of such positions, the essays in this volume have been divided into three subsections. The first of these has an overwhelmingly thematic focus, and reflects upon the manipulation of discourse in a number of radical right settings. The section begins with an exploration by Roger Griffin into the links between the interwar period and the very different postwar dynamics operating in Europe. His analysis stretches from commentary on the use of a euphemistic language in the Third Reich pioneered by Victor von Klemperer, and especially its importance during the Holocaust, to more contemporary contexts. Griffin’s chapter emphasizes the novel methods for framing a repackaged radical right among a variety of postwar movements. This includes the emergence of the New Right in France (Nouvelle Droite), especially the promotion of socalled differentialist and ‘cultural’ expressions of racism as a way to distance new strands of far right ideology from interwar biological racism. Griffin also helpfully notes the recourse to an illusory form ‘doublespeak’ is prevalent in other contexts of modern politics as well, meaning that a properly reflexive liberalism needs to be aware of its own limits in this regard too.


    Juxtaposing Griffin’s broad sweep is Janet Wilson examination of a selection of textual strategies employed by a modern ‘classic’ for the radical right: William Pierce’s The Turner Diaries. Wilson examines the structure, framing and rhetorical devices employed in the novel – such as the use of an ‘editor’ compiling the fictional diaries long after their original composition – as ways of re-encoding key radical right, specifically neo-Nazi, themes. Her analysis extends to several overarching tropes in the book, such as the use of an apocalyptic framework, and the just battle against an oppressive multicultural regime, in order to celebrate racially-inspired violence. Wilson concludes by reflecting upon the text’s often overt recourse to traditional Nazi registers raised in Griffin’s contribution, rather than substantial attempts by Pierce at updating or reconfiguring radical right ideology. While the use of pulp fiction to popularize visions of a global ‘race war’ ideas was a landmark in radical right propaganda and culture, the context and points of reference in The Turner Diaries are very much unreconstructed neo-Nazism (Pierce was the one-time leader of the US-based neo-Nazi organization the National Alliance). So just as ‘modernized’ politicians like Nick Griffin, or more professional operators such as Geert Wilders – explored elsewhere in the volume – present cases whereby radical right ideology has been substantially reworked, Wilson’s analysis of The Turner Diaries points to a crucial example of how traditional variants of fascist discourse (in this case, biological racism) have persisted in the postwar years.


    Paul Jackson’s subsequent chapter then turns to another textual case study: Anders Breivik’s notorious ‘compendium’, or manifesto, 2083: A European Declaration of Independence, which offers a sustained attempt to frame solo-actor terrorism as legitimate political praxis. Drawing upon the notion of licence drawn from Aristotle Kallis’ incisive scholarship – firstly to hate; then to develop eliminationist fantasies, and finally to advance an intellectual ‘licence to kill’ – this case study locates Breivik within a potent ‘new’ far right culture that traffics in fantasies of a Europe where Muslims are eliminated. Breivik, who sees himself as one of this movement’s most radical members, dubs Europe’s anti-Muslim radical right discourse ‘cultural conservatism’ and even – in stark contrast to the hated ‘Frankfurt School’, the ‘Vienna School’. 2083 offers a host of framing strategies to justify revolutionary violence: Christian themes for the cultivation of a political faith; the proposition of an alternate moral code justifying violence in times of perceived ‘civil war’; and a teleological meta-narrative that dates this revolutionary conflict as breaking out in 1999 (eventually culminating in 2083; the 200th anniversary of the death of Marx, and the 400th since the Battle of Vienna). Jackson characterizes wider set of discourses – found first and foremost this century on internet websites like Jihadwatch in the US or The Gates of Vienna in Europe – as offering a licence to hate. In this way, solo actor terrorists such as Breivik can nonetheless be seen to draw upon a ‘community of support’ that does not publically endorse violence, but, Jackson suggests, does share many of the same critiques of multiculturalism and so-called ‘cultural Marxism’.44


    Section One then concludes with the volume’s first national-based case study; namely Ruth Wodak’s consideration of the Austrian Freedom Party (FPÖ). After establishing the party’s historical trajectory in postwar Austrian politics, her attention focuses upon how a combination of text and image has been used as a deliberately provocative communication strategy deployed in order to gain wider media attention. Her focus on this ‘strategy of provocation’ also adds a further nuance bearing upon radical right groups more widely: intentional ambivalence created by conflating a range of contentious issues. While openly xenophobic remarks are to an extent defended in responses to media outcries, radical right parties try to use such exposure to as ways to discuss wider issues – such as freedom of speech, or a general critique of liberal political correctness – in order to defend extremist utterances. Her analysis also stresses that the roles able to be adopted by the mainstream media are correspondingly limited: they either do not report on scandalous messages, and thus seem to tacitly endorse them, or they do report on them, giving air time and column inches to that a ‘strategy of discursive provocation’ was intended to generate in the first place.


    Section Two then focuses turns to a handful of national case studies drawn from Western Europe and America. This section opens with an analysis of the attempted ‘modernization’ of the British National Party under the leadership of Nick Griffin. As noted above, when Griffin took over the party in 1999, he attempted to detoxify the BNP’s brand. Yet as Graham Macklin’s analysis points out, this more media savvy approach could hide neither a legacy in neo-Nazism, nor the continued promotion of neo-Nazi themes to the committed hardcore ‘backstage’. Indeed, Macklin stresses how a fluidity developed between the populist messages put out to a wider public, and the continued commitment to neo-Nazism and especially anti-Semitism amongst more ‘traditional’ activists. Coded terms to express anti-Semitism to potentially sympathetic audiences, of the type developed by Oswald Mosley such as ‘international finance’, have been augmented in the BNP’s coded anti-Semitic discourse with other terms, such as ‘Zionist businessmen’, used for example in the party’s critique of the invasion of Iraq in 2003. As Macklin concludes, the very fact that he is able to analyze the extremist ‘back stage’ of the party in such depth suggests the limits to Griffin’s modernization strategy – arguably a key reason for the party’s swift decline since the relative success of the 2009 European Parliamentary elections.


    Moving on, Hilde Coffé and Jeroen Dewulf offer an exploration of alternatively moderate and more extreme discourse found in the strategies of the Vlaams Blok and its more recent successor in Belgium, the Vlaams Belang. Coffé and Dewulf initially sketch out a complex regional-national context lending itself to anti-immigrant policies advanced by the Vlaams Blok – only to be followed by a gradual softening of public messages, especially with the formation of the Vlaams Belang in 2004. However, once stalling in the polls, the authors chart a return to more extreme anti-immigration rhetoric. Like many radical right politicians touting populist policies, Filip Dewinter, head of the Vlaams Belang, has no use for an older anti-Semitic register, found for example in defence of Belgian collaboration during the Second World War, but has instead turned to anti-Muslim politics. This has even led to a guarded endorsement of same-sex couples, as part of a wider strategy of demonizing ‘illiberal’ Muslims – a trend also seen elsewhere in Europe in recent years. Nevertheless, the conclusions reached by Coffé and Dewulf stress that, to date, despite this reframing (and renaming) of the party through a more openly aggressive, anti-Muslim agenda has not led to renewed support for its politics.


    Belgium’s experience is directly contrasted by its neighbour, Holland, as Koen Vossen highlights with the electoral success of populist Islamophobia in the 21st century. To contextualize this trend, his chapter provides a historical overview of the various movements to have emerged in the Netherlands since 1945. Initially, groupings like the Farmers’ Party appeared to have direct linkages to the much-hated interwar fascist party, the National Socialist Movement. Following on from the limited impact of the tainted Farmers’ Party in the 1960s, Vossen tracks further developments in the 1980s and 1990s via analysis of the various Centre Parties that again met with much hostility in the Netherlands. Memories of the Second World War, and a culture that thoroughly rejected interwar-style fascism lingered in the cultures of these Centre Parties. With the 2000s, Vossen turns his focus upon the emergence of two new parties, List Pim Fortuyn and Geert Wilders’ Party For Freedom. Unlike the earlier radical right parties in Holland, here the framing of the political agenda was markedly different. A defence of Dutch liberal values, including rights for homosexuals and a pro-Israeli stance, was juxtaposed with a threatening Muslim ‘other’. This successful approach to framing radical right illiberalism helped to distance these newer movements from the legacy of the Second World War, a profile that hampered earlier radical right groupings. Furthermore, Vossen explores the issue of backstage politics, and suggests that the rhetoric of both Fortuyn and the more extreme Wilders is something quite district from the earlier tradition of neo-Nazism.


    Moving across the Atlantic, Leonard Weinberg then offers an expansive overview of the rhetoric and framing by radical right extremisms in a variety of American contexts. His analysis begins with the interwar era, a lens for assessing shifts in the postwar environment, and identifies a diverse culture whereby anti-Semitic and extreme nationalist ideas developed in the context of the Depression. Discussion spans the interwar fortunes of organizations such as the Ku Klux Klan, William Pelley’s small-scale Silver Shirts movement and Father Coughlin’s polemical broadcasts. Following this interwar milieu came the very different Cold War era, which provided for further critiques of the state and its power, and which also saw a growth in a host of radical right organizations often attempting to update interwar anti-Semitism to the postwar situation. Moreover, echoing Wilson’s analysis of The Turner Diaries, Weinberg’s conclusions stress that while the postwar radical right, in its various forms, has long sought to cultivate anti-Semitic messages in the US, these older movements are have been recently faced with a much more complex set of issues. Potentially, Weinberg concludes, there could be a revival of American radical right fortunes by replacing the older focus on ‘ZOG’ with the more widely accepted anti-Muslim politics, combined with a new embrace of nativism in response to an ever more diverse national demographic.


    Following these case studies, Part Three of the volume moves analysis into Central, South and Eastern Europe. It begins with Gideon Botsch and Christoph Kopke’s examination of the German case. Their exploration of key trends since the 1960s, focusing largely on the National Democratic Party, stresses the continued prevalence of anti-Semitism amongst the German radical right. Their examination reiterates the variegated ways in which antiSemitic tropes, both coded and explicit, have marked German discourses no less than in other national contexts. This extends to Holocaust denial, expressed in recent radical right media such as White Power Music; direct action ‘flash’ protests, ostensibly in support of Palestinians persecuted by Israel; and coded critiques of globalization, which often advance, older anti-Semitic discourses centered upon alleged Jewish global conspiracy. While many of the other ‘western’ case studies encountered in Part Two, particularly Belgium and the Netherlands, stress an updating of demonized ‘out-groups’ from Jews to Muslims in Europe, Botsch and Kopke highlight the continued importance of anti-Semitism within the framing of the German radical right; trends also seen in Britain and the US.


    Italy, another country with direct legacies to interwar fascist rule, is examined in Matthew Feldman and Anna Castriota’s chapter on the avowedly fascist (not ‘post’ or ‘neo’) CasaPound movement, named after the American poet Ezra Pound. This organization, predominantly a social movement, provides a rich source for reflection upon the supra-electoral nature underpinning a great deal of radical right politics. In order to offer a ‘fascism for the third millennium’ it draws on left-wing themes, and a differentialist approach to racism pioneered by Alain de Benoist’s French New Right, which allows members see no historical break between their politics and Mussolini’s original blackshirts. Indeed, their analysis shows how the movement borrows directly from documents and ideas taken from Fascist Italy in 1930s and 1940s, but updates them via a new model for radical right activism. For example, the head of CasaPound is simultaneously the leader of their house band, Zetazeroalfa and retains a revolutionary core advocating a post-liberal new order and a fundamentally antiliberal politics. Moreover, this is no mere nostalgia for the past, but an authentic re-framing of the historic Italian Fascist agenda for an era of new media technology, non-white immigration, and the Global War on Terror.


    Turning to Eastern Europe, Per Anders Rudling then provides an examination in detail of the curious case surrounding Ukraine’s Interregional Academy for Personnel Management, or MAUP – an institution that developed following the fall of communism and has long promoted a potent anti-Semitism via the pseudo-intellectual structure of a ‘university’. Indeed, MAUP’s discourse was unique in the way it presented a contemporary form of antiSemitic conspiracism via an ostensibly academic, and therefore legitimizing, framework. In particular, Rudling reveals how the institution became a key disseminator of anti-Semitic literature addressing with the country’s wartime history of Nazi and Soviet occupation. At its height, the MAUP even offered students the opportunity to be taught by notorious ex-Klansman David Duke, who defended a ‘PhD thesis’ at the institution. Rudling’s exploration of this institution demonstrates that MAUP reflected a culture of anti-Semitism within some quarters of Ukrainian society, ultimately becoming an international liability for Ukraine as some of its more outrageous claims have an impact far beyond the confines of the academy. Moreover, fortunes have also turned against the MAUP as a result of recent developments in the Middle East; for Rudling’s analysis notes that a vital financial support base for the MAUP existed in the Middle East, yet with the Arab Spring this lucrative linkup has also become destabilized.


    Alexander Verkhovsky’s chapter then develops an account of post-Soviet nationalism, most notably Russian radical right activity. Verkhovsky suggests both media outlets and mainstream political culture have failed to challenge an upsurge in ultra-nationalist sentiment in Russia this century. This has also created space for political opportunism, Verkhovsky notes, with particular focus placed upon both Vladimir Putin and Dmitry Medvedev. With conclusions urging a rethink by Russian society to host a more inclusive civic nationalism, Verkhovsky chapter warns of further turbulence, and thus political opportunities, for the radical right and its hyper-nationalist discourses in the coming years. The volume then concludes with the thoughts of Chip Berlet, reflecting on the ways in which language helps to normalize violence, and offers a pathway from thinking to acting in extreme forms. He highlights how encoding reality via stark us / them dichotomies, scapegoating rhetoric, and an apocalyptic mindset urge people into more violent and confrontational ways of thinking.


    Though variegated, the case studies assembled here are by no means the final word on the framing and discourse developed by the still-evolving radical right. Rather, they have been gathered to provoke fresh thinking and debate on the extent to which broad and diverse radical right movements have been able to pour old wine into new bottles, and the level to which ideologues and activists have been able to make fresh concoctions for public consumption. It is hoped by the editors and the contributors to Doublespeak that the explorations here will lead to a new interest among a variety of analysts – from historians to linguists, and from sociologists to political scientists – into the modes of communication employed by radical right groups. More nuanced approaches to examining the levels to which radical right politicians and ideologues have masked their ideas; successfully or otherwise, will, surely, facilitate a better grasp of how these political and social movements have responded to a wide variety of postwar changes in Europe and the US.
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    Part 1

    Manipulations of the Message

  


  
    ‘Lingua Quarti Imperii’: The Euphemistic Tradition of the Extreme Right


    Roger Griffin


    Euphemism under National Socialism


    In November 1941 Arthur Rödl, the Commandant of the Gross-Rosen concentration camp, wrote to the inspectorate for concentration camps asking what he should state as the official reason for awarding war service crosses to a number of SS members. They had performed with outstanding efficiency their assigned task of executing prisoners. In the column headed ‘Justification and comments of intermediate superior’, should he insert the words ‘execution’ (Exekution) or ‘special action’ (Sonderaktion)? The reply was that the reason given should be ‘carrying out of special tasks important for the war effort’. The inspectorate added: ‘The word “execution” may in no case be used’.1


    This chapter seeks to place the use of euphemism by the post-1945 extreme right within a broader historical and conceptual context, starting with its most notorious episode, the Third Reich. It is well known that the Nazis used a euphemistic discourse with which to conceal their crimes to others, and probably to themselves as well. What is significant about this document is that Rödl is ‘caught in the act’ of asking his superiors how euphemistic he should be. This implies a level of self-consciousness about the need to find innocuous or misleading phrases for acts of inhumanity, which does not sit neatly with the stereotype of robotized soldiers, their human compassion anaesthetized, ‘only doing their duty’. Here is another documented moment when the mask slipped. On April 11, 1942, SS-Major General Dr. Harald Turner, privy-councilor and chief of the German Administration in Serbia wrote to Karl Wolff, chief of Himmler's personal staff, the following:


    Already some months ago, I shot dead all the [male, adult] Jews I could get my hands on in this area, concentrated all the Jewish women and children in a camp, and with the help of the SD [Sicherheitsdienst] got my hands on a ‘delousing van’, that in about 14 days to 4 weeks will have brought about the definitive clearing out [Räumen] of the camp, which in any event since the arrival of Meyssner and the turning over of this camp to his control, was continued by him. When the time comes that Jewish officers placed in prisoner of war camps under the Geneva Convention find out against our will that their kinfolk have disappeared, that could easily lead to complications.


    Turner shows no qualms about stating that he and his subordinates had shot dead all the Jews they could lay their hands on. But when referring to industrialized mass murder, he then uses the phrase ‘definitive clearing out’ (endgültiges Räumen) of the camp for ‘systematic slaughter’, and places apostrophes around the expression ‘Delousing Van’ as the instrument of the extermination. This highlights the fact that he is deliberately using it as a euphemism for the newly-completed gas vans, the preferred technology for genocide before the perfection of the use of carbon monoxide and Zyklon-B in stationary gas chambers. Disinfecting prisoners is not generally supposed to ‘clear out’ where they are being held.2


    In the public sphere, Nazi euphemisms played a central role in the dehumanizing process, making possible the persecution and murder of entire categories of civilians with consciences salved and seared. From his earliest speeches, Hitler used biological metaphors to allude to the forthcoming mass murder necessary to ‘purify’ and ‘cleanse’ the ‘body of the nation’ (Volkskörper).3 ‘Weeds’ had to be ‘rooted out’. The human carriers of ‘cultural Bolshevism’ had to be ‘removed’. ‘Life not worthy of life’ became a technical term for the ‘incurably insane’ destined to undergo ‘mercy killing’, sometimes known just as ‘special treatment’, in the ‘euthanasia campaign’. Mass murders in Poland and Russia were ‘special actions’ carried out by ‘special forces’ or ‘action commandos’. Deportation to labor and death camps was called ‘evacuation’ or ‘resettlement’, and incarceration without trial was ‘protective custody’. ‘Ein jüdischer Wohnbezirk ‘(Jewish residential area) was a ghetto.


    The stone path taken by those about to fall to their deaths in the Mauthausen quarries was the ‘Ascension Way’. The camp ‘hospital’ ensured you died without treatment. The function of the ‘special installations’ or ‘washing facilities’ in Auschwitz needs no explanation.


    The very phrase Third Reich was a distortion of language, implying both a revival of the imperial power of the First and Second Reich, but also a mystic, millennial state of fulfillment. It was a euphemism for a ‘utopian’ state that was to be constructed on the basis of military conquest and colonial pillage on an unprecedented scale, of mass-exterminations, and slave labor. Perhaps the greatest euphemism was silence, such as the silence that Himmler imposed on those responsible for overseeing the extermination of the Jews. In his speech to the Gauleiter in Posen on 6 October 1943, he tells them that ‘At a future point we will perhaps be able to consider whether to tell the German people more about this matter’, but for the moment they ‘must take the secret with them to their graves’.4
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