Theideology of the British National Party

Since the end of the 1990s, Extreme Right Partieseéfter ERP) have played a direct
role in the governments, the parliaments and thal loouncils of many European countries
such as, among others, Greece, Flanders (northedgiuBn), Switzerland, France, Austria and
Italy. From one case to another, ERP share or Istnaged political power, directly or
indirectly, locally or nationally, alone or in c@&ns. In other words, what used to be widely
feared and presented as a potential return todhek “years” of fascism has become reality:
ERP are now holding political office. As power wénmthese new parties first in Austria, then
in Italy, France (at local level) and so on, thed#used to describe them had to be changed
as a way to legitimise their arrival on the maieatn scene, and the “racists” became
“populist” or “national-populist’ the Nazis became “parties with extremist trendke
fascists became the “radical righit”.

If it is understandable in the political arena, lsweord-changes are not helpful in the
field of political science and have made it incregly difficult to identify the extreme right
in contemporary Europe. Can one still apply thentéfascist” to a party likeAleanza
National (AN) which has operated a deep change in ten yiearsrms of programme and
speeches and which has shared power tiitza Italia (FI) for many years led by Silvio
Berlusconi? Should we consider Switzerland to haeeome a racist state since tbheion
Démocratique du Centr@JDC) is deeply rooted in the local and nationalitical life? Can
one view France'sront national (FN) as a mere relic of Pétainism when it madata the
second round of the presidential election (May 20@2en cities such as Toulon, Orange,
Marignane and Vitrolles have had mayors from thewtch held power in local councils, or
more recently when it got 17.9 per cent of the vdteing the first round of the 2012
presidential election, becoming the third politit@ice?

It is very difficult to use the old words to chatexize those parties in power today and,
to a great extent, it was a lot easier in the pdmn they were small and noisy racist parties
denying the Holocaust and singing Hitlerian chamte evolution of ERP over the last thirty
years has been a challenge for political sciendet@mo surprise, the UK, and more precisely
England and its ERP, has not escaped the phenomenon

This article will explore the ideology of the Bgh National Party (BNP), its recent
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evolution and its position today regarding the focdi landscape, mainstream parties and
democratic values. It will first come back on thartgular history of ERP in England
regarding other European countries and second, dbats electoral evolution. It will then
take into account the current position of the BMB assess whether the party still belongs to
the ERP’s family. The concepts of “extreme rightida“populism” will be detailled and
compared so as to argue that if the BNP is still pathe ERP’s family on some issues, it also
belongs today to the populist family on other psird family which is more “anti-elite”-
oriented than purely racist, anti-Semitic or xermgh, a family that does not embody the
same kind of threat to liberal values and democrany take advantage of a kind of
"democratic legitimization As a consequence, it will be shown that this entrthybrid
position might partially explain why BNP leadersxaaore easily participate in mainstream
politics and public debates where previously theyl have been banned. In conclusion, in
a comparative perspective with other ERP, thiswiah will let us define the position of the
BNP in the political landscape in relation to thecratic values and mainstream politics of
the UK.

The British National Party asafailure

The literature says ERP followed the same pathisasounterparts in Europe, and at the
same time it says it is an exception unable to nzovay from its marginal status.

The marginal status of ERP in England has beerysadlfrom different perspectives.
The first possible explanation lies in the ideobtadiposition of other mainstream parties on
specific topics understood to represent the ERPBAwyer explains, “the decline of the
National Front in the late 1970s coincided with thurn to government of the Conservative
Party, which under Margaret Thatcher’s leaderskipaated restrictive immigration policies
and appeared to capture votes of many of the Nféstione supporters”In fact, at the end of
the 1970s, Margaret Thatcher, following exampl€&€nbch Powelf, said “Conservatives will

put in place a deep and strict control of immigmatbecause ‘people in this country are very
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afraid to be invaded by people from another cuttute

This tough position on immigration helps explainythe ERP have had few successes
in the past; it also shows why the ConservativayParstill able today to mobilize support
against immigration since this kind of claim hasteppropriated by the Conservatives.

Another explanation lies in the British first-pake-post electoral system that makes it
extremely difficult for a small party to win repergation. This system helps big parties to
gain many seats while ousting from Parliament smpalitical groups who do not already
have a large electoral bad&ven if this argument worked convincingly in thasp the
success of a third party, such as the Liberal Deateaduring the 2010 general election,
shows the argument’s limits today.

A third explanation about ERP’s marginal statugho British political scene relies on
the so-called schismatic tendency of such parfiesording to John and Margetts, “British
extreme right parties have often been divided amorlp organized, suffering from splits,
competing personalities and antagonistic factioviich does not offer a fertile tradition for
these parties to follow®”

Finally, it is also possible to describe the voteegection of ERP in England by
focusing on the nature of British culture regardiagcism. On the one hand, fascism is a sort
of alien ideology that never took root in Englamidaconsequently lacks legitimacy and
credibility among the population. On the other haadhational political culture based on
civility, tolerance and accommodation between dagaups prevents the British people from
being attracted to such a radical positidn.

Those arguments are among the most cited to exph@nmarginality of ERP, a

marginality that let Goodwin to write that, “traidimally, the far right in England has been
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associated with failuré?

If the FrenchFront national (FN) and many other parties such as Wa@ams Belang
(VB) in northern Belgium or th&Jnion Démocratique du Centf@DC) in Switzerland could
enter the political arena after five, ten or moearng (the FN was created in 1972 and became
electorally powerful only in 1984), England’s ER dot follow this continental trend. The
National Front (NF) which increased its electoratfirgs during the 1970s, and the BNP,
which is today the most powerful ERP in Englandyemehad any electoral success at the
national level. Bowyer yet argues that “the BNP baaserged as an increasingly viable force
in local elections in many parts of England sin€@®2 expanding its slate of candidates
contesting these elections and winning a growinglver of seats on several local councifs”.
In fact, it is possible to find arguments talkirgpat a political failure isolated at the margins,
it is also possible to claim that these electohg surpass all previous electoral battles,
making the BNP a national phenomenon, “widespreaosa several regions”, and not merely

a “movement confined to specific regions”.

Thedlectoral ascent of the BNP

During the sixties, negotiations are undertakembenh different fascist groups in order
to gather and to federate all tendencies, partielspeople from the radical right in a sole,
unique and unified organization. The aim is to dbailpolitical platform able to focus mainly
on the struggle against migrations; it will be peifed by the birth of the National Front led
by Martin Webster and John Tyndall. Among othanghe beginning of the seventies, the NF
will denounce political asylum and more specifigatie entrance in the United Kingdom of
about 30 000 Asians evicted from Uganda by themmegdf Amin Dada. At that time, the NF
also suggests the UK should stay out of the Eumopéaion, the only party stating such a

proposal at that time.

During the seventies, the NF will progress tharkgd leaders who appear in the media in
numerous debates on issues such as migrationgdjcglolasylum and the threat of the
“invasion” of the country. In 1977, the NF will boe the fourth party in terms of electoral

power before its decline two years later when mldtiantiracist NGO’s will denounce the
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true faith of the party’s members — usually linkedNazi and fascist groups-, and when at the
same time Margaret Thatcher will attract many elecback to the conservative wing.

In 1982, John Tyndall, who was still the co-leadkethe National Front (NF) along with
Martin Webster, started a new party called thei@riNational Partif. The new organisation
managed to gather many militants and senior memipens the late NF and other small
radical parties. At the general election of 198 BNP presented five candidates but had a
poor showing, slowly progressing until 1990 whehrlMajor succeded Margaret Thatcher—
a change which was to arouse new hopes. At that tnany electors stopped supporting the
Conservatives, accusing them of being too softssmas like Europe, immigration, asylum
seekers, etc. At the 1993 local elections, the BidiRaged to get one seat (Derek Beackon) in
a popular district of London. This new “success’swawever not to be followed by futher
victory. At the general election of 1997, the BN®aived only 1.35 per cent of the votes.

Nick Griffin, the current leader of the BNP, remacJohn Tyndall in October 1999 and
substantially reformed the party both in terms gfamization as in terms of public image.
According to Bowyer, “the BNP was able to capitalan popular fears over the number of
refugees seeking asylum in Britain and it attragtaech attention in the summer of 2001
when riots in several northern cities coincided hwgtrong showings by several BNP
candidates in the June general electi§nAt the May 2002 local elections, less than a year
after 9/11, the BNP started a campaign against iMgsand presented candidates in more
than 60 constituencies; it obtained a relative ssgdn Oldham and three councillors in
Burnley. Both cities had been affected by violéotsra year befor&’

According to Renton, the “2003 local elections e United Kingdom resulted in the
British National Party winning levels of supportraatched by any far right party in British
history” '8 the BNP gained new seats in 16 different citieshsas Sandwell, Dudley, Stoke-
on-Trent, Broxbourne and Burnley where the numlheéBMP councillors grew from three to
eight. In Burnley, the election occurred within aofitext of spiralling socioeconomic
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deprivation and political disaffection directed gweninantly towards the local Labor
council”.*®

Comparing the results of the BNP at the Europeactien with 800,000 votes in 2004
and 100,000 votes in 1999, and comparing the supmothe BNP at the general election of
1997 with 35,000 votes against192,000 votes in 2@d®dwin says than in electoral terms,
the “BNP has unquestionably become the most suttéasright party in British history™

If in 2008, at local level, the BNP had 55 coumc#l across England and a
representative in the London Assembly, it was umabl get any Member of Parliament
during the 2010 general election despite fieldiB§ 8andidates, a fact that reminds us of the

“first-past-the-post electoral system” argumengxplain the ups and downs of the BNP.

In parallel with its electoral evolution, the idegly of the BNP has changed from its
foundation in 1982 to the current party which maptted in the last general election and
which has, for a long time, presented many locahcdlors across England. Before assessing
whether the party still belongs to the ERP’s famdgay, it is necessary to first illustrate

different ways of defining the concepts of populiand extreme right.

Defining extremeright

At first glance, defining the extreme right ideojoghould be easy. As a discourse that
opposes democratic values, the extreme right iggosthould be against pluralism, human
rights, freedom of speech, parliamentarism, etecediity, things are much more complicated
mainly for four reasons: first, ERP have adaptezlrtepeech in the past 30 years; second,
ERP use their electoral support to present theraseds democratic; third, ERP see their
favourite issues taken over by mainstream paraesd; fourth, the concept of extreme right
does not mean that the values of the right areplimnderstood and applied radically”, there
is a gap between the right and the extreme rightlwHoes not appear with the concept of
“extreme right”.

First reason: the evolution of extremist partiegrothe past thirty years is crucial to
understand the ideology of ERP. In all Europeannties, there are laws to curb racist,

19 James Rhodes, “White Backlash, ‘Unfairness’ arstifications of British National Party (BNP) Suppor
Ethnicities vol. 10, n° 1, 2010, 78.
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xenophobic and “negationist” rhetoric that haverbemaacted in response to the electoral
success of extreme right parties. These laws puntement to racist behaviour, notably
against foreigners and migrants. After many comd in Belgium, France, the Netherlands
and many other countries, most extremist leaders bhanged the way they talk about World
War 1l and about migrants in general. Among otheryevade laws against racist discourses,
they have replaced their overt xenophobia with fertee of “ethnic homogeneity”; to avoid
“radical attacks on foreigners”, they have advoddhe “right to cultural expression for their
own people”; to avoid showing sympathy for fascisthney have championed a more
consensual“European heritage”. Today, most of #uigs try to change their discourse in
order to avoid legal challenges and to give a batiage of themselves to the electofate

Second, ERP use their electoral support to prekentselves as democratic. Extremist
leaders from all over Europe have learned overydas how to use democratic rhetoric to
legitimate the fact that xenophobic parties may now government coalitions. Parties like
the British National Party the BelgiarnFront national Alleanza NazionalandLega Nordin
Italy, the lateLijst Pim FortuynandPartij voor de Vrijheidin the Netherlandd\ly Demokrati
in Sweden, th&epublikaneor theDeutsche Volksunioim Germany, th®ansk Folkepartor
Fremskridtspartiein Denmark have all received large numbers of vateseveral levels of
power for many years. On this basis, they claindenfocratic” mandate to defend their own
vision against what they labelled as “fake corrdptemocrats” from mainstream parties.

Third, defining the extreme right ideology is natsg because ERP see their favourite
iIssues taken over by mainstream parties. The nee ¢& the extreme right leads to some
confusion regarding the difference between the aeatic and the non-democratic right, the
“soft” and the “hard” right. One explanation ligsthe reappropriation of political issues such
as crime, unemployment and immigration by mosthefttaditional parties. These issues were
the landmark of ERP until mainstream parties detideintroduce them in their own political
speeches. As a consequence, the myth of “Europer sneje” and the threat of uncontrolled
migration and crime in the streets are no longgnssiof rising fascism, or of a return to the
“dark years” of the past.

Fourth, the concept of extremism poses a problesedady Billig in his contribution on
the anti-Semitism of the extreme right. One of diféculties with the “extreme right” label,

he said, “is that it gives the impression of saythgt these movements are like the non-

21 Jéréme Jamirkaut-il interdire les partis d’extréme droite ? Dénratie, droit et extréme droit@ruxelles et
Liege : Les Editions Luc Pire et Les Territoireslaenémoire, collection Voix de la mémoire, 2005.
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extreme right, but just a little more to the right”

Beyond these obstacles, the most frequent chaisictsrused to define the extreme
right include extreme nationalism, racism, ethntcgm, anti-communism, law and order,
anti-pluralism and hostility to democracy. From arese to another, it is possible to add
social Darwinism, xenophobia/heterophobia, authgahism, Fuhrer worship, militarism,
unwillingness to compromise, fanaticism, dogmatigmpne to conspiracy theories, a
tendency to violence, étt

Three common threads appear in the literature simgythe extreme right: first, an
acknowledgement of inequality between people; s#carationalism as the proposal in
support of acknowledging inequality; and third, rertism or radicalism, which should be
understood as synonyms for absolute, violent atieere positions on certain ideas, policies,
parties, groups or people, but also as a meana amtle of action to achieve its objectifés.

Inequality is the first mark of ERP ideology. Thastence of races and the inequality
and the hierarchy between them are present inthetkdiscourse of openly racist and violent
groups in the United States (neo-nazis, KKK, skause etc.), and the discourse of ERP in
Europe involved in the electoral process. StudyireggFrenchH-ront national Bihr attempted
to erect a permanent structure of extreme righikthg. According to him, it is based on
“raising up inequality as a fundamental ontologieald axiological category’® ERP are
profoundly inegalitarian, they see inequality ashie to be promoted and defended, and they
consider that it is fair that there should be peapho are superior and others who are inferior,
because that is quite simply “the natural ord&r”.

In Flanders, before th€laams Blokchanged its name (becoming tYimams Belanp
and its programme in 2004, inequality between Hues used to appear in their discourse as
the work of Swyngedouw and Ivaldi have shown. Adowg to the Vlaams Blok
egalitarianism is intrinsically false and goes aghithe law of natur€. In the party’s

ideology, the people are first an “ethnic communitigh hereditary links” and nationality

2 Michael Billig, “The Extreme Right: Continuities iAnti-Semitic Conspiracy Theory in Post-War Eurgpe
Roger Eatwell & Noél O’SullivanThe Nature of the Rightondon: Pinter Publishers Limited, 1989, 146.
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should be based on “biological consanguinity” fellog the “natural ethnic structure” with
an organic and hierarchical meaning. Ethnicityescpived by th&/laams Blokas a blend of
cultural, racial, linguistic and identity traitsathpoint to both biological inequality between
ethnic groups and nationalism as a method of piatgethe superior ethnic group.

Nationalism is the second tenet of ERP ideologis @n ultimate political structure to
put in place in support of the basic axiom relatiognequality. The extreme right promotes
an intensified nationalism based on an ethno-nati@mommunity, a community that is
sometimes mobilised under the term “people” (“tmerieh people”), considered in terms of
its ethnic, “racial”, cultural, linguistic or histic unity, sometimes under the term “nation”.

In the ERP ideology, the nation and the peopletlaneatened by internal and external
enemies and forces. The internal threat concemsuthvival and the “biological” future of the
social community. It lies in the falling birth ratén the majority of European countries at a
time when the population is growing ever oldertHa ERP ideology, a falling birth rate is the
first sign of the disappearance of an ethnic grdine internal threat lies also in the legal and
medical methods developed in Western countries ni@rrupt (abortion) or prevent
(contraception) birth on demand, which are caushe birth rate to fall even further and
therefore increasing the risks which threaten tharé of the community. The internal threat
lies in the new forms of living together that nader place procreation at the centre of their
interests, thereby aggravating the problems meati@bove: relationships outside marriage,
homosexuality, feminism, singleness, etc.

The external threat is perceived to be on threeldevihe first danger follows a
biological metaphor: immigrants are “foreign bodigsat “infect” a healthy and homogenous
social body, and in doing so threaten the healthtetance of that body (society). The second
danger lies in the mixing of people that is consdeby the extreme right to be a factor in the
degradation, decline, disease and levelling. Ringlle third danger lies in the emergence of
what is known as multicultural societies that, e teyes of the extreme right, embody the
triumph of disease and perversion within the etltocmunity. Generally speaking, the
external threat comes from international migratioyvs and the presence of a growing
population that is foreign or of foreign origin tre “national territories”.

In order to deal with the problem of the numeroharacteristics involved in defining
ERP ideology, Backes proposes to analyse the egtreght as a sub-phenomenon of political
extremism, and he therefore deems that a defindfarght-wing extremism should have two

components: the first should show in what way thenmmenon is extremist, the second



should show in what way the phenomenon is righg\fnin fact, the third main idea that
supports the ERP ideology is extremism as an d#ithat aims to act in a radical way, on the
root (radix), on the deep cause of the effects or the phenomermere change is desired.
Extremism represents a type of “absolute” actiotiptal” way of acting to give shape to the
nationalist project in support of the acknowledgetad inequality.

The ideology of the extreme right is often desdafilas an anti-pluralist, anti-universal
or anti-parliamentarian doctrine, sometimes as min-Aanerican, anti-communist or anti-
Zionist belief system, and sometimes as an argitedtual doctrine. In their pioneering work
on the extreme right in the United States, Lipset Raab systematised the functioning of
these oppositions. Right-wing extremism, they exples the rejection of pluralism, politics
and negotiations, the rejection of difference, sloms and ambivalence. According to the
extreme right-wing ideology, difference means dissce. In other words, they conclude,
right-wing extremism is characterised by a sortrdnism” and philosophical, political and
ideological simplisnf®

Betz bases his definition of the extreme right lo@ fundamental rejection of the rules
of the democratic game, individual freedom, theagple of equality and equal rights for all
members of the political communiy. Eatwell talks about hostility to democrdtyand
Mudde talks about anti-democrati$fmAnti-democratism is also among the traits studigd
Billig when he explains that the principles of vatilism blended with the extreme right are
formulated in such a way that democratic rights fieedoms are threaten&d.

Ignazi explains that while it is well-known thattmajority of the parties at the extreme
right of the political spectrum do not openly déserthemselves as anti-democratic, it is
nevertheless true that they express anti-systemsvaand that the culture that emerges from
their internal publications and propaganda, fromirtteaders’ speeches and their executives’

and activists’ opinions can be considered antit&gan, anti-pluralist and fundamentally

%8 Uwe Backes, “L’Extréme droite : les multiples ftes d’'une catégorie d’analyse”, in Pascal Pertineg.
cit.,, 13-29.
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n° 2, April 1996, 229.
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opposed to the principles of the democratic system.
Defining the populist rhetoric

The concepts of populism and extreme right playnaportant part in structuring the
political debate in Europe and the United Stdte$.sometimes they refer to specific and
identifiable cases such as the British NationahEfextreme right), the Frend¢tront national
in the 1980s (extreme right), or Geert Wilders #melPartij voor de Vrijheid(PVV) in the
Netherlands today (populist),both concepts can also lead to confusion. Thisicseds
grounded in the idea that populism differs from é&x¢éreme right and does not embody the

same kind of threat that the extreme right dodibéral values and democracy.

Discussions and debates in the media, in politicd ia universities have offered an
array of meanings for the concept of populism. Gheuld therefore exercise caution when
trying to craft a succinct definition of the terin.1981, years before the concept was used as
an anthem to attack adversaries on the politictldbeld, Canovan stated that populism
referred to a political style, demagogy or an @eadtstrategy rather than to a specific political
ideology or doctriné’ a statement that could lead academics to beliese unlike other
political families, from liberalism to socialisntoim fascism to Marxism, populism does not
have any theorists of great stature or any elabatattrines.

Nevertheless, if populism is a discourse or stgtber than a doctrine or ideology, it is
important not to ignore the representation of dgci@nd politics involved in populist
movements: populism appeals both to the peopletlaactlite, and attributes very specific
characteristics to them that are of relevance. ddrecept of the “people” is an inevitable
starting point. “Populist” leaders develop thegumnents based on a certain idea of the people
which leads to the notions of majority, homogeneihd hard work. Even if the people in
populist discourse is portrayed as being excludeah the system, they represent the majority
and therefore personify the “man on the stree®,“trdinary people”, they represent a group

of individuals in society who share common tradbjectives and aspirations, and they also

% Piero Ignazi, “Les Partis d’extréme droite : lesits inachevés de la société postindustrielle” Piascal
Perrineaules Croisés de la société fermée : L'Europe dagmmds droitesop. cit, p.371.

% See Jérome Jaminhimaginaire du complot : Discours d’extréme droéa France et aux Etats-Unisp. cit.,
2009.

% Jérome Jamin, “Vieilles pratiques et nouveaux gesa Geert Wilders et I'extréme droite en Eurgpe”
Vacarme n°® 55, Spring 2011, 43-45.
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have an easily identifiable characteristic: tha@rdaworking nature.

As for the elite, their characteristics in populisscourse are the exactly opposite of
those of the people. The elite are described asghei the minority, as heterogeneous and
lazy. The elite never represent more than a hamaffuhdividuals. According to Taguieff,
whoever the individuals in “power” are, they arstgynatically described as a secret minority,
“professional liars™® The majority, homogenous, hard-working people @pposed to the
minority, heterogeneous, lazy elite: “It is impddsi to honestly earn the fortune of a
plutocrat,” the People’s Party was already sayimthe late 18 century®

In the populist rhetoric, economic crises, insdgursocial struggles, inequalities,
unemployment and many other major political themesframed through a simplified prism
that places two sole players in opposition to eaitter in an extremely tense relationship.
This prism gives a dual vision of the social antitjgal struggle in which two specific forces
alone suffice to explain history and polit®sThe “simplifying dualism” of this narrative
excludes all other players involved from the analgsd in general excludes all other causes
that are usually evoked in this field. In poputisinking, there is a rejection of intermediary
institutions in favour of a direct relationship Wween the people and its lead&rand to some
extent, they reject politic¥.

Populism can equally be a right-wing or a left-wiglgenomenon. Lazar describes left-
wing populism as an idealised representation aé@pfe who are exploited but united, hard-
working and collectively productive, profoundly faand good, virtuous and invincibfg.
Berlet considers that populist movements may betfigng, left-wing or in the centre; they
can be egalitarian or authoritarian, and rely eitbe a decentralised network or on a
charismatic leader; they may demand new social @oitical relations or romanticise the
past™*

To promote such a vision of the world, the popufistvement needs a charismatic
leader, someone who will be able to benefit frosther personality to talk about unity and
hide the differences among the people he/she vianisify against the elifé

% pierre-André Taguieff (ed.Face au racismé2 tomes), Paris: La Découverte, 1991, 43.

%9 Quoted in Margaret Canovaopulism op. cit, 52 and 54.

“0 Jean-Pierre Rioux,es PopulismesParis: Seuil, 2007.

“! Hans-Georg Betz, “Conditions Favouring the Suceess Failure of Radical Right-Wing Populist Parties
Contemporary Democracies”, in Yves Meny & Yves $ubemocracies and the Populist Challengdew York:
Palgrave, 2002, 199.

“2 Ernesto Laclaudn Populist Reasgriondon: Verso, 2005.

43 Marc Lazar, “Populisme et communisme : le casdgisi, in Pierre-André Taguieff,e Retour du populisme :
Un défi pour les démocraties européenriaris: Encyclopaedia Universalis, 2004, 84.

4 Chip Berlet & Matthew LyonsRight-Wing Populism in Americ&lew York: Guilford Press, 2000, 4 and 5.
5 Jéréome Jamin, “Image du peuple, image de I'élitd”es nouveaux habits du populisme (dossier spécia
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The BNP as an extremeright party

Populism is not an ideology but a simplistic rh&tdhat positions the people against
the elite, a rhetoric that can fit with communissogcialism, conservatism or nationalism. In
contrast, ERP express a true ideology with a givember of tenets that influence the way
they see the people, the nation and its futurequakty, nationalism and radicalism/
extremism.With the evolution of the BNP in the poas years, we must now re-examine its
current position assessing whether the partylstilbngs to the ERP as they are defined in the
literature. To that purpose, we shall focus on Brgish National Party general election
manifesto of 2010Democracy, Freedom, Culture and Idenfity

In several ways, the BNP manifesto offers more gtasmof an ERP manifesto than a
populist one, even if some of the party’s main otiyes can be explained through the
populist dualism that positions the people agaihetelite. In several sections of the text,
nationalism appears as a tool to protect a sup@eople against an inferior one. In the
chapter on “Immigration”, the manifesto explaingttiturrent trends in immigration and
fertility “will result in the extinction of the Btish people, culture, heritage and identity”
(p. 16), concluding that “Britain’s existence isgrave peril”. Even if it is not explicit in the
text, it is easy to see that, in the BNP’s rhetdhe idea of blood and race are hidden behind
that of culture and heritage. Two examples illustréhis, both in the section called
“Abolishing Multiculturalism and Preserving Britdifp. 22):

We believe that the ability to create and sustatiad and political structures in which individual
freedom, equality before the law, private propertd popular participation in decision-making are
features, is an expression of blood. [...] To presehe continued existence of our traditional
democracy, we must therefore take the necessarguresato safeguard the existence of the native
peoples of these islands and ensure they are thandot ethnic, cultural and political group.

Knowing how open racism has been counterproduativath political and legal terms
for the BNP, it is not surprising to see the mastidetalking about “blood” in a paragraph
addressing democratic values such as “individusg¢dom, equality before the law, private
property and popular participation in decision-nmgKkj and to see the manifesto talking about

supporting the “dominant group” in another paragtaghis time in ethnic, cultural and

Politique Revue de débafd°75, 2012,
“% This manifesto is available online: <http://wwwgborg. uk/>.
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political terms. Brought together, these paragrapéarly establish links between blood and
culture (which is a possible definition of race)itagppears in another section called “Culture,
Traditions and Civil Society” (p. 44): “The peopdé England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland
are bound together by blood and this close comme&nsures an overlap of culture, heritage
and tradition.” Examined together, these paragragdtablish a clear hierarchy between
cultures, nations and races, between those who teebd dominant and the others (p. 23):
“British people may take pride from knowing thae thiood of an immense column of nation-
building, civilisation-creating heroes and heroinass through their veins.”

In the ERP ideology, the nation and the peopletlaneatened by internal and external
enemies and forces, nationalism in this conteatwsay to battle against these threats. Among
them, we should mention the one which is the laninoé the extreme right: the external
threat of immigration. On this topic, in a paradragntitied “The disastrous Effect of Mass

Immigration on British Society”, the BNP is clegx (L7 and 18):

There is no escaping the fact that the admissitithis country of large numbers of foreigners
has, inter alia, created a poorer, more violenteuain, disorientated, confused, politically cotre
ill-educated, dependant, fractured society. [...] thgoing arrival into the UK of between
300,000-500,000 Third World immigrants each yeamisssue that all three of the old gang parties
have refused to discuss.

Along with the external threat, there is the ingrtinreat which refers to the two main
dangers: the threat of Islam, which is incompatibi¢h democracy, and the changes in
mentalities because of “cultural Marxism”.

The threat of Islam is seen in the manifesto akistorical threat deeply rooted in the
past, in the chapter entitled “Islam: Incompatibléh Western Democracy” (p. 30), the

manifesto explains that:

[...] the historical record shows that Islam hasce its formation, been waging an almost constant
war against Europe, impelled by its Qur'anic vergesonvert all peoples of the earth to its belief
system. Created in conflict, every advance thanishas made in the Middle and Near East, in
Africa, and its attempts to invade Europe throughif, the Balkans, and Italy, has been under the
threat of the scimitar, the cannon, and murdertnasities. Today Europe faces a renewed Muslim
invasion. This time the weapons are no longer tbel lade or cannon: they are the passport, the
visa stamp, corrupt liberal Western regimes whaehalowed mass Third World immigration, and
the baby’s crib. These things are the new weapgnshich Islam now seeks to conquer Europe
and the West, having failed in earlier centuriesdnquer Europeans by force.

This “thesis” about a new tacit invasion of Eurapealso a landmark of the ideology of
the ERP. It comes from the book of Bat Ye®yrabia: The Euro-Arab Axjspublished in
2005; it appears in the manifesto of Anders BehrBrgivik, the Norwegian political

14



extremist who perpetrated the 2011 attacks in Ngrwas supported by ultra-conservative
leaders in the US such as Pat Buchanan; and moBtiEREurope used it in their own
justification of their fear of IslamMaams BelangFront national Partij voor de Vrijheid
etc.). The description of Islam by the BNP leavesdnubt about the deep lack of respect for
this population in the vision of the manifesto’siters, and this has also to be analysed in
connection with the hierarchy between races, cedtand peoples described above.

In a section called “The Five Characteristics darts in European Nations”, the
manifesto mentions “the appearance of Islamic exs® amongst many first, second or even
third generation Muslim immigrants” and concludkeatt “this extremism has as its primary
root the traditional Islamic call to spread itsigedus worldview to all people, by force if

necessary”. It notes also that the Muslim immiggoyiulations in European nations refuse:

[...] to take on the native culture, and insteacgdm their originating culture as part of a
colonisation process. In this way, the dress (kajriayer coats, etc.), social behaviour (ritual
animal sacrifice, religious practices which intrudeminate, and drive away indigenous cultural
practices—see mosque prayer calls in the tradifiprBritish Christian city of Oxford as a
primary example), arranged marriages, and manyr désfe@mic cultural attributes are maintained,
taught, and encouraged, while indigenous cultudeierately suppressed.

Later, the manifesto associates Muslim populatitmsviolent street riots, as have
happened almost everywhere in Europe, but mosteutily in Paris and other French cities
in recent years”. This example is important becauskows that the BNP does not consider
the socioeconomic roots of the riots and insteadeps to develop an ethnic and religious
explanation of the events in France. The BNP atdesithat “Muslim students perform less
well than non-Muslim students” and that when “ibves to university education the picture is
equally gloomy”. Finally, the manifesto makes aacleonnection between Islam and terror,
reducing any Muslim to Bin Laden (p. 31 and 32)hé&Tfifth characteristic of immigrant

Muslim populations in all nations has been thenlegpread support for terrorism.”

If the English Defence League (E®). says it has no connection with the BNP and if
the later prohibit its members to participate toLlSDallies and demonstrations, it is clear that
the hostility towards Muslim populations makes hdsbridge between both organizations in

terms of ideas.

“" Created in 2009, the English Defence League él&al protest movement which opposes what it cemsito
be an ivasion of Islamism in the United Kingdome Sigeir website : <http://englishdefenceleaguezorg/
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The internal threat is Islam but also the changesnentalities because of “cultural
Marxism”—a doctrine well-known by ERP intellectuadsxd used by Anders Breivik to
organize its 2011 attack in Norway. Among othetgtutal Marxism refers to the tools used
by “leftists” and “globalists” to promote a “multitural society” and legally punish all
discourses that oppose such a project: “The BNPrepleal and abolish the following leftist
social engineering projects which lie at the heathe failed multicultural experiment which
has brought Britain to the edge of disaster.” Ay w&example, the BNP will “repeal the
Race Relations Act and all other artificial restdns on free speech or employment”, will
abolish “all targets and quotas for ethnic represemn in all areas of employment, public and
private”, will abolish “politically correct indodination of the police, teachers, and employees
in the public sector”, will abolish “government-smwred ethnicity-specific professional
bodies, housing associations and other organizitiovill abolish “all departments, agencies
or other agencies of government whose sole andfgpfmction is to attend to the interests
of ethnic minorities”, will abolish “ ‘positive d@gimination’ schemes that have made native
Britons second-class citizens”. The manifesto watatsrepeal those laws, norms and
requirements and put an end to the politically ectrrdiscourse that currently portrays
mainstream politics. Following from this, the BNRllwhen be able to dismantle the

European Union, an “Orwellian Super-State” andethgineer of a “multicultural society”

[The EU] is depriving our people of their inheriteight to determine their affairs in their own

traditional and democratically elected Parliamdnt.our Parliament’s stead is an unelected
Commission, which initiates new laws behind clogbabrs and whose long-term ambitions
embrace the extirpation of Britain as an identiftabation. To facilitate the destruction of the

nation states of Europe, including Britain, dem@gia change is being wrought, designed to strip
indigenous peoples of their culture, heritage dnisaind traditions.

The manifesto concludes its analysis with a cleaspiracy theory which is also at the heart
of “cultural Marxism” (p. 27): “Multiculturalism isdesigned to balkanize the population,
thereby undermining the integrity of the natiorntestand facilitating EU governance.”

ERP ideology holds on the inequality between pexpialtures and races, nationalism
as a project, and radicalism or extremism. Thedappears clearly behind recent efforts by
the BNP to abolish a long list of laws and decredsch support multiculturalism and
tolerance. In addition to these proposals, the fesia also seeks to “repeal the 1998 Human
Rights Act and withdraw from the European Convento Human Rights, both of which are
exploited to abuse Britain’s hospitality by the Wi scroungers” (p. 6). It also wants to
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reintroduce “capital punishment for child murderersultiple murderers, murderers of
policemen on duty and terrorists where guilt isdyed/all doubt” (p. 48).

In accordance with previous researches, our firdoanfirm the belonging of the BNP
to the ERP family. Studying the 2004 elections #&mel BNP, David Renton explains that
during the campaign, the party “was subject tories®f negative press stori¢€"Journalists
from News of the Worlattended BNP rallies in Scotland, and, on one $iooasaw the party
spokesman, Scott McLean, giving Nazi salutes, andanother occasion, gathering around a
KKK-style burning cross. The BNP has changed iscalirse over the years, but as many
authors have shown, it was less a change of vik@m a change of language. To some extent,
the BNP has followed the strategy of one of the tnfiasous ERPs in Europe: the French
Front national As Goodwin put it, during the 1990s, “the BNP tsasight to emulate the
French Front national’s intensive local campaign$, [as well as its ideological changes; in
particular, the incorporation of ‘differentialistacism”, which means stressing cultural
differences instead of genetic superiofity.

Making the same observation, James Rhodes andlygethe “modernization project
undertaken by the BNP has involved the party datenitself from the ‘older fascist
tradition in which other far-right political movemis, such as the National Front (NF), have
remained firmly rooted”. At an ideological levelh&des adds, “this has meant the adoption

of a form of national-populism pioneered by therfnational in France™

From extremeright to populism: The BNP today

If the BNP has changed its speech through the yeramler to raise its legitimacy and
credibility, it remains, as its counterpart in Fzapna member of the ERP family. Nevertheless
as we will now see, it now belongs also to the pisptamily on some issues. A shift which
leads to an “anti-elite”-oriented rhetoricmore than purely racist, anti-Semitic and
xenophobic one. A shift that might explain the “mstreamisation” of the party and its partial
access to the media.

Historically, the traditional enemy in extreme ftighiscourse is personified by Jews,
communists, feminists or freemasons to which weatihthe external enemy personified by

“8 David Renton, “ ‘A Day to Make History’?: The 20@8ections and the British National Partg}. cit, 38.

49 Matthew Goodwin, “The Extreme Right in Britainilsan ‘Ugly Duckling’ but for How Long?” op. cit, 245.
* James Rhodes, “The Banal National Party: The Reutiature of LegitimacyPatterns of Prejudicevol. 43,
n° 2, 2009, 145.
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foreigners, immigrants, or “false” refugees who tioyenter the national territory. Over time,
Muslims appeared as a new enemy whom one was &dawnlike the Jews before them,
both as internal and external to the nation: inbigleause they settled in our countries, outside
because they are members of a vast conspiracy@eime “Islamisation of the West”.

Since the late 1980s, and in particular since idp@rsy of the Maastricht Treaty in 1992
and the various treaties establishing the Europfaon, another new enemy has appeared in
ERP discourse, an individual who is also at onsgdaand outside the nation: “the stateless,
vagrant bureaucrats who control Brussels and Wgtdnnand are seeking to make the world
into a vast market with no people and no soul, sitha nation and without a culturg”As
claimed in the BNP manifesto, these elites workiresjahe people by building an “Orwellian
Super-State” (p. 27), the European Union is thst fatep to a “worldwide government”.
According to the BNP, the EU is “an organisatiomlidated to usurping British sovereignty
and to destroying our nationhood and national itl¢nimanifesto, p. 5).

In twenty years, “the Brussels elite” have move isecond and sometimes first place
surpassing other enemies, which makes the Europeson a key issue for ERP today.
Portrayed as being both everywhere and nowhereslitieefrom Bruxelles have no cultural or
national connections and is seeking to establisiulicultural global society that is at the
mercy of the markets and finance. To some extéet,“stateless cosmopolitan bureaucrats”
are now a greater threat than foreigners in nunseERIP discourses. Again, this needs to be
put in connection with the attack from Anders Bileiin Norway, an attack that was not
aiming at killing foreigners but “the future pottl elite” responsible for mass migration and
“cultural Marxism”.

The shared rejection of Europe fosters confusidwden the populist discourses that
are traditionally opposed to the elite (such aspragnothers, the rhetoric of the United
Kingdom Independence Pattyand the extreme right discourses that have bpppsed to
Brussels since Maastricfit. With the erosion of national sovereignty, oppasitito the
European programme has become central for the BMF-ront national in France, the
Vlaams Belangn Flanders and many other parties. The Brusdiéésveho now personify the
new enemy in extreme right discourse also corregpoithe “traditional elite” in the populist

discourse.

*1 Jéréme Jamirl, Imaginaire du complot : Discours d’extréme droéa France et aux Etats-Unisp. cit, 234-
242.

2 Created in 1993, one year after the signaturbeMaastricht Treaty, UKIP is a populist eurosecptrty
claiming the withdrawal of the United Kingdom frahe European Union. See their website :
<http://www.ukip.org/>

%3 Jérdbme Jamin, “Two Different Realities: Notes mp#lism and the Extreme Rightp. cit.
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Matthew Goodwin located the beginning of this shitbng time ago. Showing that the
BNP and the French FN are far from being indepenflem each other, Goodwin argues that
“the development of these parties is, to a cernti@gree, interlinked”. It “was the successful
breakthrough of the French FN in 1984 that bothlipiged and made available to far-right
parties elsewhere a new ‘master frame’; an ideodgormula combining ethno-nationalist
xenophobia, ethnopluralism and anti-establishmeptfism”>*

The ERP discourse abandons biological racism a@chithy between peoples in order
to oppose the elite in the name of democracy—the léing accused of orchestrating mass
(international) migration. As James Rhodes expthifignder the leadership of Nick Griffin,
the BNP has made attempts to modernize and hasttrieonceal its more esoteric ideology,
such as holocaust denial and repatriation of noiteshin favour of a ‘respectable’ political
front.”>® The (discursive) shift of the BNP and its questdeedibility has led the media to
legitimise its main concerns by covering, from now, acceptable issues such as asylum,
migration, Islam, etc. The media inadvertently gegitimacy to the party by opening debates

and discussions on these isstfes.

Conclusion

The hybrid position of the BNP can be explainedtigh different phenomena which
lead us to the current relation between the pdhty, democratic values and mainstream
politics of the UK.

To many extents, the BNP has followed its countéspam Europe in their ability to
obtain more legitimacy in the eye of the media, public opinion and even mainstream
parties. As in France with tHeront nationalor in the French-speaking part of Belgium with
the BelgianFront national the evolution of the legislation helped the BNfjat its words
and offer the same old message but with a new nibhefthe BNP is condemning “cultural
Marxism” which prohibits all anti-immigrants or atslam political positions, but at the same
time, and as a consequence, it has adapted itsridhé&d avoid legal condemnations and to
obtain thereby some legitimacy. Strangely, the ated “censorship of cultural Marxism”

helped the BNP find its way to gain more credifilit

>4 Matthew Goodwin, “The Extreme Right in BritainilBan ‘Ugly Duckling’ but for How Long?” op. cit, 243.
°> James Rhodes, “White Backlash, ‘Unfairness’ ardlifications of British National Party (BNP) Supporop.
cit., 84.

*6 Matthew Goodwin, “The Extreme Right in BritainilBan ‘Ugly Duckling’ but for How Long?” op. cit, 248
and 249.
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As in Flanders (in northern Belgium) with thdaams Belangthe BNP has also
evolved in its permanent quest for power. Bothipartook a very long time to realise they
would not gain legitimacy and become more creditileey were not selecting their militants
and executives more strictly, leaving behind cordgrsial profiles linked with violent and
racist groups, and looking for new charismatic amafe qualified leaders. As the law has
pushed the BNP towards a new rhetoric, the wibbécone day in office has also changed the
the kind of individuals supporting and working tbe party.

Finally, as its counterpart in the Dutéhartij voor de Vrijheid (PVV) led by Geert
Wilders?’ but also many other ERP in Europe, the BNP hasrared a deep intellectual
change. It has put aside old discourses againgtnigjto champion either a “secular” or a
“Christian” position against Islam. On the one hathé manifesto reminds its electors of their
Judaeo-Christian roots and the new threat comingahagfrom the Arabs. The manifesto
uses a “democratic” rhetoric about what the thielm supposedly means for a Christian
Europe. On the other hand, as seen before, the Ipastmanaged to squeeze all its hatred of
Islam in paragraphs devoted to freedom of exprassiqual rights between men and women,
democracy and so on. As Geert Wilders is sometiooesidered in the Netherlands as a
democrat denouncing “totalitarian Islam”, the BNRght change its image in a similar
fashion in the future.

All in all, if the adoption of new targets suchlakam or the Elite does not represent a
fundamental change and to some extent illustratasea of continuity (“the hunt for enemies”
is still central) , the BNP has followed the sanahpas most ERP in Europe, changing its
rhetoric and making the line between democratic modemocratic parties even harder to

establish.

> Jérdme Jamin, “Vieilles pratiques et nouveauxgésa Geert Wilders et 'extréme droite en Europg’, cit,
43-45.
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