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Episode 3

[Programme starts with clip from, presumably, a TV sit-com, that ends with someone calling 
someone else a fascist. Followed by creepy 'music'.]

0:25 Presenter: Fascist. It's a word used so often and in such an offhand way that it's hard to 
disagree with George Orwell, who wrote as long ago as 1944, during a war against fascism, that it 
has become not much more than a word for anything we dislike.

[Clips of people using the word, 'fascist'.]

0:54 Presenter: My name's Camilla Schofield. I'm a political historian and I've been looking at the 
way threads of British fascism have been woven into the story. But does the word still have value, 
and would we recognise fascism today?

1:06 Joe Mulhall: There's people still active today that started engaging in fascist politics in the UK 
in the 1950s and they learned directly from the individuals that ran the movement in the 20s and 
30s.

1:17 Presenter: Joe Mulhall is a historian and researcher for the anti-extremism charity, 'Hope Not 
Hate', which gives him a close-up view on the threads of continuity in British fascism.

1:25 Mulhall: There's an organisational lineage that goes British Union of Fascists in the 1930s, you 
then that kind of moves through to the Union Movement in the post war period with Oswald 
Moseley still, then out the back of that, you know, you have the National Front, which is very much 
the heirs to classical fascism, then out of that you have the British National Par'y, a par'y that is still 
around today. So there is an organisational continuity, and then finally I think there is a ideological 
continuity, the politics of hatred, division, of anti-semitism at its very core, of racism, these 
individuals pushed that ideology and politics from the 1920s. In some ways it's identical to the 
policies we're seeing from the contemporary fascist movement, from groups, you know, within the 
so-called alt-right. Their ideology and their outlook on the world is not so different to that of 
Oswald Moseley in the twenties and thirties.

2:14 Unnamed interviewer: All black people will be repatriated (your words) even if they are born 
here. What is that if it is not racist?

Nick Griffin: That was the party line that I had no choice but to say at the time. [fades away].

2:23 Presenter: In the first decade of the twenty first century this ongoing thread was embodied by 
the figure of Nick Griffin. "There is a strong, direct link from Oswald Moseley to me," the former 
leader of the British National Party told an interviewer in 2006. This was a boom period for the 
BNP. After the riots in northern cities and jihardi terrorist attacks, they'd adopted Islam as a new 
target, along with the growing number of EU workers in Britain. Thirty years earlier Nick Griffin had 
been a young National Front activist. He was there in Lewisham in 1977 when the Battle of 
Lewisham took place, not as a disaffected and impressionable youth seduced by the National 
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Front, but as a committed white supremacist, a holocaust denier, and a proponent of a resolutely 
anti-democratic politics. 'Fascist' does feel like the right word.

Mulhall: The closest we've come to a definition is by a historian called Roger Griffin and he argues 
essentially that fascism should be understood as what he calls a palingenetic form of populist ultra-
nationalism.

Presenter: We asked almost every interviewee for their definition of fascism, and that one phrase 
was used more than any other. 'Palingenetic ultra nationalism'.

Mulhall (presumably): Palingenetic ultra nationalism.

3:36 Presenter: It refers to an extreme kind of nationalist politics, premised on a sense of 
revolutionary renewal.

Professor Paul Gilroy: Palingenetic. Palingenesis is rebirth.

Presenter: Professor Paul Gilroy is director of the Sarah Parker Remond Centre at University 
College, London.

Professor Paul Gilroy: We're talking really about a way of conducting oneself politically against 
politics, that thrives in the context of the rebirth of national political forces after periods of 
lattitude after periods of weakness. This idea of making a country great again by strengthening 
certain features of it is something that has been a hallmark of these political enterprises wherever 
they've been conducted across the twentieth century.

Mulhall(?): You couple that with a kind of a populist notion this idea of a pure people and a 
supposedly corrupt elite and this idea of ultra nationalism this kind of very extreme form of 
nationalism in some cases that is terms of the nation state in other cases often it's fascism it's of 
course in terms of race.

Gilroy(?): There are other things we can add to that - fraternal value, the role of kind of 
charasmatic men of destiny, these are tell-tale signs.

Mulhall(?): It also has a style that's really central to understanding what fascism is. This kind of 
romantic symbolism, this mass mobilisation, this positive view of violence and war, promotion of 
things like masculinity, youth, and central of course is this, this charasmatic, authoritarian 
leadership.

Gilroy(?): Yes, we find certain features in other political cultures, of other ways of conducting 
political movements, but where we see them all together we begin to get a kind of trial and error 
sense of the w-w-w-what we call the family resemblances that we need to focus on.

5:20 Presenter: It feels sometimes like we're living in a period of fascist resurgence, globally at 
least. The storming of the Capitol Building still looms over the United States, and anti-immigrant 
populism has found a foothold in Europe. It might be more necessary than ever to use the word. 
But we're also living through a time when fascism feels more diffuse and more difficult to name 
with confidence. Perhaps part of knowing what it is lies in knowing what it is not. For Paul Jackson, 
historian at the University of Northampton, a crucial part of its definition is the anti-democratic 



element, which excludes those conventional parties or groups which speak in a language of racial 
populism, white identity politics and grievance, but who promote that agenda through the 
democratic process.

6:03 Paul Jackson (presumably): I do think there's something quite fundamentally different about 
what you might call the populist radical right which sees society as unequal and it wants to 
promote patriotic agendas and defend the country against what it sees as external threats. But the 
populist radical right will operate within the rules of the political game, it will seek to achieve 
change through the democratic process, through engaging with parliamentary elections. [Unclear] 
you get some fascist parties who will also do that but what they'll also have in their programme 
that makes them different is they will have some sort of proposition for fundamentally changing 
the political constitution once they take power. You could find that, say, in the British Union of 
Fascists, which proposed that it would take power electorally er and then would change the British 
constitution thereafter. You could find that in the British National Party, which also proposed very 
radical restructuring of British politics.

Presenter: It's a powerful distinction, that the populist radical right is not the same as fascism. But 
should it stop us from seeing family resemblances? Seeing threads of connection between the anti-
democratic, violent extreme and the populist radical right which often harness the same fears of 
lost status among white communities, stokes the same feelings of resentment, relies on the same 
strategy of placing some groups or some beliefs such as Islam, Judaism or communism, as 
existential threats to the nation. A thread of connection between mainstream politics and 
extremes, whether from the Daily Mail in the 1930s or from Enoch Powell in the late 1960s, or the 
populism of today might be key to understanding Britain's fascist thread. 

7:38 Gilroy or Mulhall, or is it Jackson?: In 1997 Nick Griffin wrote a book about alleged Jewish 
control of the media called, 'Mindbenders'. In it, he lists Jewish television personalities who he 
believes are part of the Zionist plot.

Nick Griffin: They're promoting genocide, because under the United Nations Genocide Convention 
what is being done to the British people in their own homeland is genocide.

Interviewer: And the Jews who you list as partly responsible for this include people like Gaby 
Roslin, Danny Bere(?), Maureen Lipman, are these people really worthy of your...

Nick Griffin: People... for example, a very recent one, Vanessa Phelps, .....

Presenter: Nick Griffin's angry, pathological conspiracies didn't stand up to scrutiny in the late 
1990s. At that time, in the wake of the murder of Stephen Lawrence and the failure to convict his 
killers, New Labour opened up a public enquiry in order to learn lessons about the way racist 
crimes were investigated. The resulting report, the MacPherson Report, recommended a raft of 
measures aimed at eradicating racism in society and within the police. Against that backdrop, 
Labour seemed to stand for a new vision of Britain, a less racist, more equal, multicultural nation. 
We might see them, the 1930s the 1970s, the 1990s as connected by threads of fascism, but also 
as moments when British democracy was opened up to universal suffrage to the right of equal pay 
for women and minorities to a more inclusive vision of a multicultural nation.



Nick Griffin:  people have felt for years that they've got no political voice. By providing them with a 
political voice, we take the tension out and make them think, 'Well, perhaps there's something we 
can do politically instead of taking to the streets'.

Presenter: Ten years later Nick Griffin was Chairman of a party that was a shabby front, sucking its 
stomach in and straining to present itself as something it was not. The same people in the 
background with the same beliefs and obscured by more acceptable talk of populism, the white 
working class and anti-EU sentiment. They attempted to shift the centre of gravity in Conservative 
seats while exploiting the resentment of those who we might now call 'the left behind' in Labour 
seats. 

Gordon Brown, former PM: Can anybody here say that they don't want British workers to get jobs 
in our country?... 

Presenter: And I wonder what Nick Griffin, ex-National Front activist, thought as he heard Prime 
Minister Gordon Brown intervene in the series of strikes in protest at the employment of EU 
citizens by echoing an old National Front slogan, "British Jobs for British Workers".

Unnamed person (addressing crowd of supporters): He was pandering to peoples' fears and he 
knows it.

Presenter: Pandering to people's fears. There's a lot of it about.

Voice-over: Welcome to Question Time.

Presenter: Perhaps it was a feeling that Nick Griffin's ideas wouldn't stand up to scrutiny that lay 
behind the invitation to appear on the television programme, Question Time.

Audience member: Given that the Second World War was fuelled by the need to disarm the 
oppressive and racist regime, is it fair that the BNP had hijacked Churchill as its own?

10:41 [Dimbleby repeats question and refers to Jack Straw].

Jack Straw: It's certainly not fair, and what is common about every other political party that I can 
think of, regardless of their differences, is that they have, each has a moral compass. And they 
show respect, a recognisable moral compass for them, based on long standing cultural and 
philosophical and religious values in western society. Nazism didn't, and neither, I'm afraid, does 
the constitution of the BNP. The other thing I just say is this. We only won the First World War, and 
we only won the Second World War because we were joined in those wars by millions of black and 
asian people from around the world. [Much loud applause from the hand picked audience].

11:31 Gilroy or Mulhall or Jackson: There was a very interesting episode but one of the things that 
it missed was the sense that Nick Griffin wanted to go on there to play the victim of the 
mainstream elite having a go at the ignored, marginalised, patriotic voice that was his kind of 
whole stichk. I don't think that he played that card perfectly, but I think he played it a lot better 
than he's given credit for. Shortly after that the BNP noted a small uptick in its membership 
numbers so the publicity that he gained seems to have attracted a bit of interest. It certainly gave 
the party itself a lot more publicity than it might otherwise have had and in the General Election 
(the) next year the party gained over half a million votes, which, again, is quite an incredible figure 



in comparison with our historical records [I don't believe they got] any MPs because it was far too 
defuse, but still, there was a very large number of people voting for what was essentially a fascist 
party in twenty first century Britain.

12:33 Presenter: "No-one has done more to damage the BNP than me," Nigel Farage wrote in 
2014. At the time of the Election in 2010, Twitter had 105 million registered users, Facebook over 
half a billion. In the years that followed, Social Media stats like this wouild be more meaningful for 
British fascism than any Council candidates or TV debates.

12:58 Gilroy or Mulhall or Jackson: If you wanted to get involved in the National Front you had to 
join the National Front, get a membership card, you had to go leafletting. People knew you were a 
fascist, and that had a social cost to it. Now you can sit in your bedroom without a picture on your 
Twitter and send anti-semitic hate to a Jewish person anywhere in the world and no-one's ever 
going to find you. So the social cost of getting involved in fascism has gone down and the ease with 
which you can find content has become much easier. You know, you can go on any major Social 
Media platform and increasingly...smaller bespoke social media platforms and find the most 
extreme fascist literature at the click of a button.

13:33 Dave Rich: The amount of violent incitement to kill Jews and other minorities that circulates 
on far right social media channels is completely off the scale. It's out of control.

13:51 Presenter: Dave Rich is head of policy at the Community Security Trust, an organisation that 
defends the Jewish community from anti-semitism. For thirty years they've physically protected 
synagogues, schools, and Jewish events in the real world. More recently expanding to research and 
monitor anti-semitism in the digital world.

14:12 Dave Rich: This is a violent anti-semitic threat coming at Jewish communities from extreme 
right wing actors who idolise Adolf Hitler and Oswald Moseley and other characters from the 
history of fascism and nazism. One of the biggest changes in the propaganda coming from this part 
of the far right that really sums up the change is that they don't bother trying to deny the 
holocaust any more. They just celebrate it and glorify it and wish there could be another one.

14:42 Chairman of a nationalist meeting introduces the guest speaker for the night - Jack Renshaw.

14:51 Presenter: An exemplar (sic) of one aspect of the more fragmented world of British fascism 
today is Jack Renshaw, whose violence and neolism (sic) epitomises another thread of British 
fascism.

15:04 Jack Renshaw: Yes, I am a National Socialist. I'm not scared of that label. You can call me nazi, 
you can call me fascist, that is what I am. [Shouts of support from audience.]

15:12 Presenter: If he'd been a young man in the late 1950s, perhaps Renshaw would have found a 
home with the gangs who beat up black people during the Notting Hill and Nottingham riots. Or 
perhaps he would have been at home as a far right skinhead at Lewisham in the 1970s. But in the 
2000s he had a different focus.

15:30 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: In 2014 when he was a student at Manchester Metropolitan 
University he was an activist in the youth wing of the British National Party, and he did all the kind 
of stuff a young BNP activist would do. He stood in a local by-election as a BNP candidate, he held 



meetings or gave speeches or [?] just a general student BNP activist. Five years later, in 2019, he 
was put in prison for planning to murder a Member of Parliament and a senior police officer. And 
along the way he had moved from the BNP to National Action, which was an openly neo-nazi, 
Hitlerite organisation, and Jack Renshaw really personified this journey and this shift in focus for 
really where the energy really sat on the British far right. Whereas in 2010 the centre of gravity and 
the energy and most of the focus of the British far right was still on elections, nowadays it has 
moved completely away from that into street movements and terrorism and violence that far 
surpasses the kind of racist violence of the past.

16:44 Presenter: The Community Security Trust is the inheritor of a long tradition of community 
defence, going back to defence against Oswald Moseley at Olympia and Cable Street in the 1930s. 
It's a tradition that Paul Gilroy also plays a part in.

16:57 Paul Gilroy: I was living in Brighton in the late seventies and Brighton was very much a centre 
of fascist organising - the printing press that produced a lot of the holocaust denial literature and 
the racist literature was located in Sussex at that time and there was a family that ran a guest 
house there that was very implicated in all of this, and I can tell you, when they put their rubbish 
out, that household who were the principal organisers in the area, their rubbish didn't go in the 
back of the rubbish van, it went directly to the anti-fascist community where a number of people 
who'd worked in British Intelligence in the war and were members of AJEX, that's the Association 
of Jewish Ex-Servicemen, and so on, would go through their rubbish every week and use all that 
information to fuel local organising against the kind of violence and the threats that they 
represented, so there were at that time political institutions at local level that conducted those 
struggles carefully.

17:55 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: We found there were posters plastered up in Birmingham in 
2019 in the name of a far right group called [unclear] Division, which has since been proscribed. 
Those posters we discovered were print-outs of an online image that has been created by a far 
right activist using the psudonym "The Underbarr" and posted on Telegram, and we then got to 
work trying to work out who the Underbarr was, and with a bit of open source intelligence work, 
we worked out that he was a 29 year old man called Michael Hanlan based in the United States, 
who produces a huge amount of far right propaganda. You could view him as the equivalent of the 
far right printer in Sussex, in decades gone by, who would print all the pamphlets and leaflets and 
books for the British National Party or the National Front or holocaust denial outlets in the past. So 
as much as this is a de-centralised network, you still get nodes, you still get individuals who are just 
more active, or more creative, or more influential than others and you can trace these things back, 
and because this material is all online, or most of it is online, those investigative pathways are 
there.

19:15 Female voice (foreign): We're talking about fascism there has been an increase in the level of 
organised [?] in terms of [indecipherable]... we've seen a lot of interconnectivity in what happens 
in the online world and the attacks that took place on communities and the street [? difficult to 
listen to].

19:31 Presenter: Immam Attar is the director of Tell Mama, which monitors and records anti-
Muslim hatred in the UK. She's deliberate in saying that there's a connection between more 
mainstream political rhetoric and the violent extremes. And also between the online world and the 
offline world.



19:49 Immam Attar: So sometimes it is organised groups that are behind these attacks, but also, 
let's not forget, it is really people who are consuming [?] online. Each person has got their own 
vulnerabilities and they consume this material day in and day out that is on their screen promoting 
hate [unclear] that is saying... communities are coming to take over your country, that is talking 
about the Islamisation of Europe and you see it day in and day out and that is the only thing that 
you're consuming then eventually you will take action into your hands and go onto the street and 
commit something, whether it's abusing a Muslim woman who's walking down the street or 
maybe in certain instances as we've seen as well and we've had three people who were killed on 
our streets [unclear] here in the UK.

20:31 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: There is a clear connection between the discourse and the 
propaganda that circulates in the broader far right and the violence and the terrorism that a small 
number of people at the extreme end of the far right direct against minorities and the connection 
is expressed nowadays in a conspiracy theory called the Great Replacement theory.

20:57 Presenter: The Great Replacement, an idea coined by the French author, Renault Cameaux in 
2011, is a white genocide conspiracy theory. It's an acopolytic idea that non-white immigration into 
Europe and North America is being deliberately orchestrated and will make white people into a 
minority later this century, destroying European civilization. It's a twist on Nick Griffin's earlier 
paranoia, and it's nothing new. A thread that goes back to the far right thinkers from the 1960s and 
1970s who looked at population growth in the developing world and the decline in European birth 
rates and the global shift towards human rights and decolonisation to the dismantling of the 
supposed moral authority of white domination, and panicked. The Great Replacement was also the 
stated motivation behind the killing of 56 Muslims by a fascist in Christchurch, New Zealand in 
2019. It's an idea that crosses boundaries, it creeps into mainstream political conversations and 
also into the manifesto of the terrorist.

21:57 Indecipherable rambling from the Muslim woman.

22:22 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: So this idea of a great replacement normally involves not just a 
general theory, but identifying the particular Jewish individuals, usually, who are blamed for this, 
and it's usually George Soros who is a Jewish Hungarian philanthropist, who gives a lot of money to 
liberal causes, and he's a hate figure on the far right, but also on the not-so-far right, and 
sometimes it is difficult for people to spot these ideas for what they are, firstly because the more 
they're seen in mainstream politics and media the more familiar they are, and secondly because 
they can easily pop up in places where you don't quite expect them, and where the option of 
saying, "Well, these people are extremists. Just shut them down," doesn't necessarily exist.

23:12 Presenter: There was a version of the Great Replacement theory, albeit lightly veiled, 
broadcast on national radio recently, when Sir Keir Starmer appeared on an LBC phone-in. There is 
no suggestion that the Leader of the Opposition agreed with the caller, but it did lead to criticism 
of his handling of it. Did he know what he was hearing?

[Recording of woman asking, "I just want to ask, should white people also start playing identity 
politics before they become a minority themselves by 2066 ?"]

Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: The fascists have a word for this. It's called 'groiping'. They do this 
sort of sytematically. I'm sure [sarcasm] it would *never* happen on the BBC. They begin to take a 
false line, and they begin to offer things that conform to the kind of white supremacist victim story 



which is so attractive and compelling to people these days as a vector of the neo-fascist 
movement.

24:05 Voice on radio phone-in: Because, if anything, the racial inequality is now [?] the indigenous 
people of Britain, because we are set to become a minority by 2066... [fades out]

24:11 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: And what was striking to me is not, is not so much that he was 
floundering, but that he had no idea of the predicament that he was in, he didn't recognise from 
what was being said what was going on, and how he was in a sense being used as a kind of extra.

24:29 Voice on radio phone-in: ... the white British female has that same right.

Voice of phone-in host: Final point to you on this, Saquir.

24:32 Saquir (who he?): But Gemma, we, we all have those rights, this is about recognising those 
injustices that have gone on for a very, very long time [fades out]

24:39 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: He's being recorded floundering about to the amusement of 
people who are actually trying to build a fascist movement and feel they can incorporate him into 
it without him realising it. That's the worry. [?] to reinvent the politics offline then people have to 
be educated in a way that they are, as it were, reacquainted with what a fascist argument sounds 
like, what a fascist argument looks like, that they, they are intimately familiar with the rhetorical, 
and poetic, and emotional and psychological motifs that mark out that political project from 
others.

25:17 Creepy 'music.'

25:24 Presenter: In 1944 George Orwell felt that the word, 'fascism' was being stripped of its 
meaning. It hasn't gone away, and nearly eighty years later it feels as if identifying and naming 
fascism accurately and confidently, even when it speaks in the language of liberalism and free 
speech and British values might be the challenge of our time.

25:45 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: It still remains a useful and accurate piece of terminology to 
describe a specific type of really angry, you know, palingenetic, populist, ultra nationalist, violent, 
pro-violent, racism, discriminatory type of politics. We have to continue to use the term 'fascism' 
because we continue to have fascists.

26:04 Presenter: Part of the power of the word is that it places extreme racism outside the 
traditions of liberal democracy and Britain's sense of itself. It animates a proud memory of wartime 
heroism against fascism. It insists that we remember the holocaust as central to remembering who 
we are. But it can also be an act of forgetting, making racist violence something essentially foreign, 
and in doing so making history of authoritarianism and white supremacy, both in the British Isles 
and in the Empire. There's been a thread of fascism woven into the British story for a century now. 
It's something we fought against in our finest hour, but it's also something more domestic and 
deep-rooted.

26:45 Gilroy or Mulhall or whoever: Before we judge where the danger is and what its 
technological apparatus might be, let's think a little bit about how neo-fascism today represents 
itself in forms that have to be named and identified and tracked and justified, because otherwise it 



just becomes an empty insult that you throw around that doesn't really mean anything to anybody. 
It becomes drained of its meaning, drained of its historical power and I think, I think it's very 
important not to let that happen, and to somehow tell the stories in ways that allow the 
accusation of fascism, if it's an accusation, or the evidence of it to be authoritative and to remain 
serious, not be trivialised, not be marginalised.

[Ends, against a background of suitably creepy 'music']

27:37
=================


