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What can we oppose to right-wing radicalism?
In times of ongoing crises, ideologies of the extremist right seem to find spots in unstable sections of societies in which they can grow. 

Although in reality, the goals, the practices and the views of right extremists are contradictory in local, national and continental settings, they are in a first stage aiming at to overthrow democracy in Europe. A new form of fascism is in the making. Its hard core unfolds the old prejudice, that humanity, liberty and universality are existential enemies of the ´traditional´ authoritarian order, rooted inside the primordial dominance of races.
Anti-Semitism, anti-Ziganism and Xenophobia are therefore the commonly shared patterns of any right extremist. The new emerging extreme right in Europe is also working against the existing paradigm shift towards an era of multiple modernity´s and multifold modernities by reorganizing fascism on national and European levels through expressing its efforts to restitute an ideology of ´white supremacy´.
It is high time to analyze by all scientific methods available that dangerous rebellion against European values, to create preventive political tools to foster democracy and to strengthen civil societies in their fight against this evil before this enemy gains too much ground.

1.

A decade ago, Istvan Gyarmati stated in 2002, that the extreme right is on its way to reemerge. Studies, recently published, are giving insights into the dramatic increase of this development. Two of them I would like to hint to. (1)Andreas Zick, Beate Küpper and Andreas Hövermann, Bielefeld University, observed in their empirical findings that roughly every second respondent of a representative sample from eight European countries shares the view that too many immigrants are living in their countries, and they wish that locals should be preferred for an employment prerogative in times of crisis (Intolerance, Prejudice and Discrimination. A European Report, 2011 FES Forum Berlin). One of the most striking facts is, that “between 17 percent in the Netherlands and more than 70 percent in Poland believe that Jews seek to benefit from their forebear´s suffering during the Nazi era. About one third of respondents believe there is a natural hierarchy of ethnicity” (p. 13).
Alarming is the fact, that “the social centre is eroding in the surveyed Countries” and that “group-focused enmity is not just a problem of the margins; it extends far into the centre”(p. 160). Majority society in Europe “exhibits great distance and little recognition” towards immigrant minorities (p. 161). This attitude is correlated to racist behavior with regard to the observation that “citizens are exceptionally reticent about accepting other and supposedly “foreign” cultures (p. 163). 
How comes that these ressentiments are still rooted in the societies of the European countries? The authors are claiming that the triangular ideological formation of ´authoritarianism, Social Dominance Orientation and rejection of diversity´ cements the hard core of intolerance, prejudice and discrimination. Feelings of anomie are growing and are leading to the “extent of subjective lack of influence on politics … across all the countries” (p.164). This syndrome tends through the lack of participation to the estimation of being powerless on an individual and even on a collective basis. Herein is constituted one of the layers that populists use for their ideology to pretend a not surmountable distance between the classe politique and the people. This is fertile ground for right extremists in their existential fight against democracy and for the establishment of a nationalist dictatorship supported by the “desire of a strong national leader” (p. 164).  
(2)Manuela Caiani, Donatella della Porta and Claudius Wagemann published in 2012 their study with the title ´Mobilizing on the Extreme Right. Germany, Italy and the United States´ (Oxford University Press) based upon a series of eleven conferences starting in the year 2006. In this comprehensive book the authors invented a set of “triangulated various aspects” (p. 22), “with a frame analysis we look at the meaning of extremist right-wing communication strategies. With a social network analysis, we examine the inter-organizational structures within a net of comparatively densely connected actors … (and) finally within a protest event analysis, we collected information on the visible activities of right-wing activists” (p. 22).  The authors elaborated the tools produced by the sociologist Roberto Franzosi adapting “his ideas about subject-action-object-connections”. This relationship “corresponds to the right-wing way of dividing the world into ´us´ and ´them´” (p. 24). The dimensions of research varies from ´Issue fields´ such as politics, economy, society, history, internal life are addressed to the “main issue areas of Immigration, Globalization, Europeanization, Values/Identities, Politics in the narrow sense, Social/economic issues, and Internal life of right-wing groups (p. 25). 

Especially the method of interpreting narrative stories deriving from the right-wing extremist propaganda is telling – the relation between is/will/should: “ ´is refers to actually occurring phenomena … (´there are too many immigrants in our country´); ´will´ to those statements that make  a forecast for the future (´in a couple of years, the number of immigrants will exceed the number of native borns´); and, finally, ´should´ to those statements that proposed that an action be taken (´no foreigner should be let in´)” (p. 25/26). Subject and object actors use these substantial elements as means for the end of actions. In Germany, Italy and the United States of America the context of the extreme right differs culturally, because of the variety of the respective legalities, the institutional allies, the discursive opportunities and the opportunity structures. 
In conclusion, the authors are defining the extreme right in their “criticism of modernity is rooted in its … reaction against the illuminist principle of equality” (p. 207). In this it reaffirms Franco Ferraresi´s statement: ´The enemy is the modernization of the society, the institutionalization of rational models, a universalist egalitarianism among peoples and groups´, in: La parabola della destra radicale, Democrazia e Diritto, 1: 135 – 52. The extreme right of today adopts  from the fascist tradition “racism as exclusion of the other”, bridging with nativism, as ´an ideology which holds that the state should be inhabited exclusively by members of the native groups (the nation) … ´, as Cas Mudde described in: Populist Radical Right Parties in Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007, p. 19.

Anti-Capitalism and anti-democratic conceptions are the additional criteria which rounds up the self constructed identity of the extreme right in Germany, Italy and the United States.
2.  
The ongoing crises reveal the weaknesses of the managerial capabilities of the present political institutions. They suffer from a general decline in trust worthiness. Movements of unrest are gaining ground, governments are falling, old balances of power-sharing systems are fading away, organizations, political parties alike, are in turbulences, sidelined by waves of indignation, flowing into apathy, sometimes in parallel. Rebellious marginal groups are on a course of colliding with conventional wisdom breaking minimal understandings of decency and the centre of society feels threatened. Angst, fear is the cultural code of societies in danger. 

This is the time, believes the extreme right, to win the hearts and minds of the oppressed people. The classe politique is the traitor and the true custodian of the nation´s will is the extreme right – that is their ´argument´. How strong is this ´argument´? And how can be found tools to mobilize the societal centers of democracies against this existential enemy? How to stop the extreme right attacking openness, liberty and plurality? 

Manuela Caiani, Donatella della Porta and Claudius Wagemann are summarizing the results of their cross-national study with regard to their frame analysis as follows:
“First, we can observe that identity frames present the extreme right as a (persecuted) elite that aims at protecting the (weak) people, which are racially defined.
Second, oppositional frames define the (powerful but corrupt) outsiders that range from the holders of modern values to ethnic minorities defined as barbarian.

Third, prognostic frames can be summarized as the cultural, social and political consequence of modernity, in the new version of a globalized society.

Fourth, the diagnostic frames aim at a return to the old and pure traditions, mixing revolutionary motivational appeals with more pragmatic pressures upon the moderate right.” (p. 208)
Although the extreme right struggles hardly against its inherited unbridgeable tensions through painting it in modernized shapes, such as adopting elements of rock music, mixing patches of native religions – all these efforts are hiding the bare fact that these attempts only reveal the brutality of their desire to destroy violently the European values liberty, justice, solidarity and to replace the constitutional frame of democracy through an elitist revolution establishing a dictatorial regime of white supremacy. 

The contradictions from within their closed groups are obvious – Führerkult/authoritarianism and/versus rebellion, anti-capitalism and/versus anti-class achievement, traditionalism and/versus futurism, this chain of exclusive oppositions can be prolonged. 
In the field of actions groups and parties of the extreme right are trying to unite crossing the cage of nations. And again their concepts of aggressive nationalism are falling into the self constructed trap of exclusiveness. Only one exit seems to be open to overcome the contingent despair – the cruelty of the lonesome hero, the fanatic signal as the last resort. To combine old discourses with new perceived threats is strictly limited by a strong resilience of old frames. In specification, the resilience of the traditional racial ideology is in real terms constraining its attractiveness. The consequence is near – a vicious circle appears: “the image of an heroic elite is used to justify the extremely small size of the movement, and this in turn contributes to its limited mobilization capacity” (p. 209).
What may the democratic centre learn from the rise of the extreme right? Their answer towards the neo-conservative globalization project is a naked ´no global´ slogan. In this, the extreme right brings to light some aspects of the ´dark side´ of the mobilization ´from below´. This should be seriously recognized: the present form of late capitalism – Helmut Schmidt calls it predator capitalism - needs a new political arrangement strictly oriented on universal norms striving for an alternative human approach. On a European level only we do have nowadays the chance to change the frame. A new understanding of liberty and equality, of justice and solidarity will help to mobilize the sources of individual creativity together with the collectively experienced responsibility of as much as Europeans to work for a good society and a better future in common.
Andreas Zick, Beate Küpper and Andreas Hövermann´ s conclusion hints to the similar finding when they appeal “to make equality a central topos in Europe” (p. 168). Their study holds up “a mirror to us Europeans, showing us as we really are with respect to prejudice and exclusion of groups” (p. 168). In other words, they stated “if citizens´ political orientations can no longer be integrated within the political system (or citizens no longer find a place in the established for their orientations) then not only is prejudice close at hand … but also openness to extremist political groups. That at least is our fear” (p. 165).

The authors delivered eight practical steps with regard to improve the tools of prevention and interventions.    
“We appeal emphatically for the European Union to commission continuous scientifically independent monitoring of right-wing extremist and populist opinions and intentions across Europe” (p. 165/166).

The “fears of European majority populations” should be taken seriously, that “means acknowledging the threat they pose to a democracy built on tolerance and pluralism. They must be tackled by reducing mutual fears and suspicions rather than demanding stricter laws against minorities” (p. 166). 

“Comparable data concerning crimes and acts of discrimination (for example from the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights)” are available already. “What is needed is clarity about the prejudiced opinions, emotions, intentions and norms that encourage such acts” (p. 166).
“Since the surveyed European countries share many identical causes for prejudiced attitudes it would be obvious to take joint European action to combat group-focused enmity.” A distinction can be made “between two groups of causes: individual causes which bind people to groups and describe an individual collective disposition, and contextual causes located in circumstances outside the individual” (p. 166).

There is a need “for joint efforts to establish attitudes that are positive about equality. In order to promote equality we need more acceptance of cultural difference (rather than rejection of multiculturalism), less authoritarian attitudes … more support for horizontal rather than vertical structures in society” (p.167).

“The main contextual conditions that make people susceptible to prejudiced opinions are a low level of education, low income in a low-income region and a culture where prejudices as a whole are more widespread” (p. 167).

“European identity alone is not enough to prevent hostile discriminatory intentions. Europeans´ great pessimism about the prospects for intercultural coexistence will hamper efforts to integrate all citizens in individual countries and across the European Union” (p. 167/168).

“Our results demonstrate the importance of intervention and prevention strategies for combating group-focused enmity directed against “the others”. Questions of democratic process in groups should be taken seriously, calls for political participation need to be acknowledged and considered in the political discourse” (p. 168).
3.

Reading these two studies I would like to point out three remarks.
(1) The rise of the extreme right is not limited to the support their parties find in elections. The ideology of the extreme right is creeping into parts of the centre of European society. Tracks can be found in certain mentalities, popular views, stereotypes and prejudice.

(2) Extreme right thinking is more pervasive than the weakness and fragmentation of their organizations suggests. Parties of the centre right are tempted to take over some of the prejudices produced by the extremes right in order to stop them tactically from spreading. In so doing the centre right is confirming their ideology.
(3) Liberal democracy in its reduced functional formation undergoes a metamorphosis towards post-democracy. The possible triumph of functionalism may turn into a technocratic efficient but empty shell democracy. If legitimacy erodes, then post-democracy may be too weak to fight against its existential enemy.
Where do we go from here?
Will nationalism as a twisted cultural strategy to purify values and to establish an artificially produced imagination of ´togetherness´ against a targeted ´otherness´ prevail? Will the illusionary aim of the Nazi ideology of ´ethnical closing´ have a renewal and ´ethnical cleansing´ its violent tool following suite?
As Jürgen Habermas convincingly pointed out in his essay “Zur Verfassung Europas”, Immanuel Kant´s idea on the eternal peace has been and is one of the underlining thoughts of the European Union and in this perception the EU is realizing a decisive step forward into a politically constituted World society (p. 40).  Jürgen Habermas´ thoughts on how to anchor the legitimacy foundations of democracies through reform deeper in the developing cosmopolitan era, are demanding for new cooperative arrangements aiming qualitatively at inclusion for all participants by opening arenas of deliberation characterized by fair and genuine debates. His concept of a transnational democracy contradicts to the thoughts being transpired out of the considerations of the heads of member states of the European Union. The present state of the globe urgently needs a new answer in order to develop effective norms and procedures globally aiming at controlling the emerging global conflicts and to produce far-reaching capacities to act effectively against these (p. 84). 

The peculiar historical experiences of the EU as a unique construct, tends to the proven possibility that the transformation of democracy could draft the contours of a political constituted society. The call for more ´global justice´ is the heart of this emerging global society (see Thomas Pogge, Ed. Global Justice and Amartia Sen, The Idea of Justice).
The best practice to prevent extreme right from gaining ground in the political landscape is to reform the institutions of democracy, to bring new life into our European values, to open up all accesses towards cultural, social and political participation and to encourage all citizens to work together with all other citizens for improving our society.
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