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Youth’s attitudes towards extreme right-wing 
organisations-A study on social sustainability within 
the Swedish democracy 
 
ELENA A BLOMGREN 
 
A Blomgren, E, 2020: Youth’s attitudes towards extreme right-wing organisations, a study on social
sustainability within the Swedish Democracy. Master thesis in Sustainable Development at Uppsala
University, No. 2020/33, 67 pp, 30 ECTS/hp
 
Abstract: This case study aims to explore the social sustainability in a middle-sized city with extreme-right wing 
presence. The chosen middle-sized city had the Nordic Resistance Movement, an extreme and violent organisation 
with Nazi-ideology, in the local government election period 2014-2018. Even though the Nordic Resistance 
Movement is not in the local government, currently they still have social influence in the city. Schools in the 
middle-sized city have been under extra pressure due to propaganda on school areas and recruitment efforts. The 
Swedish government specifically target youth in relation to extremism because youth and children are considered 
a risk group for all forms of extremism. A selected group of youth, forty in total, in the middle-sized city answered 
an attitude survey, and four of them answered semi-structured interviews to give a deeper understanding of the 
survey answers. The results from the survey and interviews show that the youth had strong opinions on the 
presence of the Nordic Resistance Movement in their hometown. A majority of the youth perceived that Nordic 
Resistance Movement was present and made contact attempts in town, on social media and with graffiti and 
pamphlets. Furthermore, the youth responded that they wanted harder actions towards extreme-right wing 
organisations from the school, media, police and the justice system. Finally, the youth answered that adults around 
them could be both with and against the Nordic Resistance Movement, the same with the respondents themselves, 
indicating a polarised civil society. As for the future, the youth answered that they believe that the Nordic 
Resistance Movement will increase in the future, and they wanted harder regulations from the government to 
hinder an increase of the Nordic Resistance Movement. The social sustainability in the middle-sized city is not 
lost according to the youths, it can be sustainable with the help of governmental support. 
 
Keywords: Extreme right-wing extremism, Social sustainability, Nordic Resistance Movement, Attitudes, 
Youth. 
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ELENA A BLOMGREN 
 
A Blomgren, E, 2020: Youth’s attitudes towards extreme right-wing organisations, a study on social
sustainability within the Swedish Democracy. Master thesis in Sustainable Development at Uppsala
University, No. 2020/33, 67 pp, 30 ECTS/hp
 
Summary: Extreme right-wing extremism has increased the last decades, in Europe and Sweden as well. Several 
middle-sized cities in Sweden had the extreme right-wing organisation Nordic Resistance Movement in the local 
government election period 2014-2018. Nordic Resistance Movement is an organisation with Nazi-ideology and 
violent tendencies. According to the Swedish Security Service extreme right-wing organisations such as the 
Nordic Resistance Movement, is the second biggest threat after Islamist terrorism in Sweden. According to the 
Swedish Government youth is a risk group in relation to all forms of extremism. Young white males dominate 
members of extreme-right wing organisations. This study aims to investigate the social sustainability in a middle-
sized city in Sweden where the Nordic Resistance Movement is present. A group of forty upper secondary school 
students were asked to participate in the study by answering a survey and participating in interviews regarding 
their attitudes towards the extreme-right wing organisation in their hometown. The youth’s answers from the 
survey and interviews showed that they had strong opinions on the presence of the Nordic Resistance Movement 
in their hometown. A majority perceived that Nordic Resistance Movement is a present actor and that contact 
attempts are made in town, on social media, with graffiti and pamphlets. The youth responded that they wanted 
harder actions towards extreme-right wing organisations from the school, media, police and the justice system. 
When asked, the youth answered that adults around them could either support or oppose the Nordic Resistance 
Movement. The same with the respondents themselves, indicating a divided civil society with different camps for 
and against the Nordic Resistance Movement. The youth also believe that Nordic Resistance Movement will 
increase in the future and wants harder regulations from the government to hinder an increase of the Nordic 
Resistance Movement. The social sustainability in the middle-sized city is not lost according to the youths because 
actions from the government could make the situation better in their hometown. 
 
Keywords: Extreme right-wing extremism, Social sustainability, Nordic Resistance Movement, Attitudes, 
Youth. 
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Key concepts 
 
The Nordic Resistance movement 
NMR was founded in 2016, and it is an elite group with nazi ideology including racism, antisemitism, 
anti-immigration and anti-globalisation (Expo NMR, 2019).  
 
Nationalism  
Nationalism refers to the idea of a nation's wish to be independent, often in relation to politics 
(Cambridge Dictionary Nationalism, 2020).  
 
Racism 
According to the Cambridge Dictionary, racism is defined as "the belief that people's qualities are 
influenced by their race and that the members of other races are not as good as the members of your 
own, or the resulting unfair treatment of members of other races" (Cambridge Dictionary Racism, 
2020).  
 
Nazism  
Nazism refers to the beliefs and ideas of the National Socialist party led by Adolf Hitler in Germany 
1933-1945 (Cambridge Dictionary Nazism, 2020).  
 
Neo-Nazism  
Neo-nazism is the used term to describe groups that use nazism ideology after 1945 (Urban 
Dictionary, 2020). 
 
White power 
The Swedish Security Service and The Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention use the term 
White power to describe different groups with islamophobia, antisemitism, anti-immigration, anti-
multicultural communities and anti-democratic societies. White power strives for an ethnic and 
culturally homogenous society with dictatorship. The traditional core family is important, and the 
LGBTQ community is not appreciated. Debates on how to separate extreme right-wing organisation 
from extreme left-wing led to the division of white power for the extreme right and autonomous groups 
for the extreme left in Sweden (Korsell et al., 2009). 
 
Extreme right-wing political parties 
Widtfeldt (2014) working definition of an extreme-right party is the following, a party that is in 
opposition to all other parties and the party politics is to the right. There are several ways to be on the 
right side of the political spectrum, xenophobia, nativism, antisemitism and anti-immigration are 
characteristics of extreme-right parties.  
 
Violent extremism  
Violent extremism is associated with groups that promote or are willing to use violence. Use of violence 
in the name of changing society is common since these groups often are dissatisfied with society. 
Violent extremism can be based on political, religious or ideological ideas (Sivenbring 2017 p. 16-17). 
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Terrorism  
There are several definitions of terrorism, one definition that is relativity neutral and recognised is the 
model of six different elements. Terrorism can be defined by six different elements, (1) use of violence 
and threats, (2) by an organised group, (3) for a political aim. The violence (4) is directed to a larger 
group, often innocent civilians. (5) It is only considered an act of terrorism if one or both actors is not 
government and lastly (6) terrorism is considered to be a weapon of the weak (Lutz and Lutz 2005, p 
8-11).  
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Chapter 1 
 
1.1 Introduction 
 
The re-emergence of radical right-wing ideas can be seen all over Europe during the last decades 
(Mudde, 2007 p. 1). Extreme right political parties such as Fidesz in Hungary, FPÖ in Austria, Golden 
Dawn in Greece and the Danish People’s Party in Denmark have, among other parties, received 
substantial electoral support (Ellinas 2013; Jenne & Mudde 2012; Rydgren, 2017). Ethnic nationalism 
is a common denominator for the extreme right political parties, one of their main goal is to safeguard 
the nation’s culture and keep the nation as ethnically homogenous as possible (Rydgren, 2007).  
 
Sweden is no exception, extreme right-wing organisations such as Nordic Resistance movement, 
(NMR) have not entered the national level of government, but they have entered several local 
governments in Sweden during the election period 2014-2018 (Skoglund 2017; Thomsen 2018). NMR 
is an elite organisation with nazi ideology, including racism, antisemitism, anti-immigration and anti-
globalisation with violent tendencies (Mattsson, 2018). According to the Swedish Security Service 
report of 2018, the extreme right-wing organisations, NMR included, are the second biggest threat after 
Islamist terrorism in Sweden (Swedish security service, 2018). 
 
The local governments with NMR presence were challenged on both the political and the social level 
of society during the period 2014-2018. Even though NMR is not in any local governments currently, 
the organisation still has a social influence in the municipalities where they had seats in the local 
government. NMR has, in addition to spreading their political agenda, used different kinds of violence, 
threats and harassment to hinder individuals from participating in political debates and meetings 
(Swedish security service, 2018). The schools in the municipalities have been under extra pressure since 
NMR established in the cities because NMR has distributed propaganda in the form of pamphlets, 
stickers and graffiti on school areas. NMR has also used schools as a platform for recruitment of new 
members (Olin Persson, 2018; Svenska Dagbladet 2019).  
 
Social sustainability can be directly linked to NMR influence on social life. The concept of social 
sustainability is fragmented in the literature, identified core aspects are social human capital and well-
being (Weingaertner & Moberg, 2014). United Nations Sustainability Goals Agenda 2030 goal number 
16 includes promoting peaceful and inclusive societies. It addresses parts of the issue of organisations 
challenging democracy and inclusive concepts such as human rights (SDG goal 16, 2020). 
 
Social sustainability, specifically institutional aspects of social development, have often been ignored 
according to Griessler & Litting (2005). The educational system is part of the institutional umbrella of 
democracy and needed for a democracy to thrive and survive (Gutmann & Ben-Porath, 2014). Youth 
have been pointed out as a risk group in relation to extremism by the Swedish government (Written 
communication from the Government 2011/12:44; National action plan for racism, 2016). At the same 
time, research on children and youth in contact with extreme-right organisations in Sweden is limited, 
according to Sivenbring (2018, p. 102). Since the schools in the middle-sized city have shown to be 
extra vulnerable to NMR’s influence and recruiting methods, this study will focus on youths’ attitudes 
towards extreme right-wing organisations. 
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Social coherence can be used as a core indicator of social sustainability and can be described as the 
shared beliefs of citizens in a nation given state that creates trust in society (Griessler & Litting 2005; 
Larsen, 2014). Tolerant attitudes towards different social groups can be identified by studying the social 
coherence in a society (Griessler & Litting,2005). This study will contribute and bridge the gap by 
investigating the social coherence in the social group of youths in a middle-sized city in Sweden with 
NMR presence. 
 

1.2 Aim 
 
This study aims to explore how an extreme right-wing organisation, in this case, the Nordic Resistance 
Movement, affects social sustainability in a middle-sized city in Sweden. By investigating youth’s 
attitudes towards the influence of Nordic Resistance Movement in their hometown, it is possible to 
identify key indicators of social coherence including attitudes in the city. 
 
1.3 Research questions  
 

1. What is youth’s perception of extreme right-wing organisations presence and contact 
attempts?  

2. What is the youth's perception of how the local society, including authority’s response 
towards extreme right-wing organisations?  

3.  What is youth’s perception of extreme right-wing organisations development in the future, 
and how do they perceive possibilities for a sustainable social future? 

 
The formulation of the research questions allows an investigation of the relationship between youth and 
extreme right-wing organisations. Social sustainability is the concept that is used to measure the 
relationship, while the youth’s attitudes are the chosen tool to investigate the relationship between youth 
and extreme right-wing organisations. 
 

1.4 Case selection and limitations 
 
Neither the name of the city nor the name of the youths participating will be disclosed due to ethical 
considerations, the argument is further developed in the method section under the headline 4.2.1 Ethical 
considerations. This study will not investigate NMR as an organisation or interview specific key actors 
within the movement since the aim of the study is to examine youth’s attitudes towards NMR’s 
influence in their hometown. The participating respondents will, therefore, only answer questions 
related to the context of NMR influence in their hometown.  
 

1.5 Disposition  
 
The study is structured as follows, the second chapter introduces the reader to the current situation in 
Sweden, including the judicial framework and historical background of extreme right-wing 
organisations in Sweden. Followed by chapter 3 were a literature review and the theoretical framework 
for the study is presented. The fourth chapter describes the design of the study, method choices and 
ethical considerations. In the fifth chapter, the results are presented thematically, the first theme is 
youth’s perception of extreme right-wing organisations presence and contact attempts. The second 
theme is youth’s perception of how the local society and authority’s response towards extreme right-
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wing organisations, including schools, police, the justice system and media. The third theme is youth's 
perception of extreme right-wing organisations in future and possibilities for a social sustainable future. 
Followed by an analysis of the material through the theoretical model and classification of youth’s 
attitudes towards NMR in their hometown. In the sixth chapter, a discussion of the result and suggestion 
for further research is presented. 
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Chapter 2  
 
 

2.1 Current situation in Sweden  
 

2.1.1 International judicial frameworks 
 
The United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights from 1948 is agreed upon in Sweden. 
Several conventions have been signed, and the International Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Racial Discrimination 1971 is relevant for this study (OHCHR, n.o.). In addition, Sweden has 
also signed the European Convention of Human rights, which similar to the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights includes a number of protected rights (Swedish government: A, 2018). The Committee 
on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) monitors the implementation of the Convention 
on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. All states report to CERD on how the rights 
are being implemented every two years. The Committee is a body of independent experts and examines 
each report and gives recommendation in the format of concluding observations (OHCHR CERD, n.o.). 
In 2018, Sweden received several concluding observations from CERD. One major critique was racist 
hate speech and violence, another one racist and extreme organisations, 

 
“The Committee is concerned about the presence of racist and extremist organisations in the 
State party, and their public demonstrations.“(Concluding observations 2018 
CERD/C/SWE/CO/22-23, p. 3) 

 
Amnesty Sweden agreed with CERD’s concluding observations and stated that they would follow the 
Swedish Government's actions on this matter closely (Westeson, 2018).  

 
2.1.2 Sweden's national action plan against violent extremism  
 
In 2011 the Swedish government launched the national action plan to protect democracy from violent 
extremism (Written communication from the Government 2011/12:44). Counteracting anti-democratic 
tendencies and prevent violent extremism are two important measures to ensure human rights according 
to the Swedish government. Youth is a specific target group in the action plan for two reasons. Firstly, 
the Swedish Government have a specific strategy for youth's politics implemented in 2009, which 
includes the youth's influence and well-being (2009/10:53). To target youth directly but also for youth's 
to be part of the process of their influence and well-being in society (Written communication from the 
Government 2011/12:44).  
 
Secondly and most important, because youth and, in particular, young men joins violent extremist 
groups. The Swedish government classify extreme right-wing organisations as a male-dominated youth 
movement. The average age of individuals committing their first politically motivated crimes in extreme 
right-wing organisations is 21 years old. After upper secondary school, the general perceptions are that 
few stay in the organisation after they turned 25 years old. Extreme right-wing organisations are mainly 
considered a threat to individuals such as political opponents, individuals with foreign background and 
LGBTQ persons. Journalist and school personnel have also been known to get threats from extreme 
right-wing organisations. The most common crime is agitation against ethnic group other common 
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crimes are assault, aggravated assault, manslaughter and murder. In 2010 the extreme right-wing 
organisations were the only extremist group known for murdering in Sweden (Written communication 
from the Government 2011/12:44). 
 
In 2013 the governmental report 'When we care' recommended that a special coordinator in the 
government officials should be assigned to work with violent extremism (SOU 2013:81). Furthermore, 
the report concluded that preventive work against violent extremism has to be done through all levels 
of society. By increase trust in human rights and democratic values, it was considered possible to work 
with crime prevention on all societal levels. In 2013 it was mainly the Swedish Security Service that 
worked with extremism, the new report argued that the police and municipalities have essential roles to 
play as well. Most of the municipalities were working together on general crime prevention but not 
extremism specifically, meaning there was no national systematic preventive work at the time (SOU 
2013:81, p.74). The special coordinator's mission would be to coordinate the work on a national level 
by creating a national model including government institutions, municipalities and other relevant actors 
for preventive work against violent extremism. Education of both police and relevant actors in the 
municipalities is one practical example of actions taken (SOU 2013:82, p.79–80). One year later, in 
2014, the government implemented a national coordinator to protect democracy against violent 
extremism (Directive  2014:103). 
 
In 2015, a new strategy towards terrorism was introduced (Written communication from the 
Government 2014/15:146). The new strategy was combining the violent extremism and terrorism 
strategy through the mission of the special coordinator, continuing to work on the national model 
(Written communication from the Government 2014/15:146, p.9–11). The special coordinators work 
ended in 2017, and the final report was used to explain the national model and the work on the local 
level. Every municipality had its coordinator or contact person that works with violent extremism. The 
responsible person had to contribute with a status report once or twice a year, depending on the levels 
of extremism in the municipality. Finally, every municipality had to create their action plan in work 
against violent extremism, including deciding on the processes behind the preventive work. This 
structure aimed to develop routines and make it easier to cooperate with other institutions or authorities 
(SOU 2017:110, p.17). 
 
The Swedish Centre for Preventing Violent Extremism (CVE) opened under the supervision of the 
Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention and replaced the national coordinators' role in January 
2018. CVE's mission is to prevent violent extremism on a national, regional and local level by using 
knowledge-based and cross-sector work (CVE,2019). In other words, continuing the special 
coordinators work from a new institution. 
 

2.1.3 Sweden's national action plan against racism and similar 
forms of hostility and hate crimes  
 
In 2016 the Swedish government launched a national action plan for racism and similar forms of 
hostility and hate crimes (National action plan for racism, 2016). The national plan is based on attitude- 
and perception studies, statistics and status report from public and private sectors both national and 
international. Swedish youth is considered a special target group for the action plan with the goal that 
youth’s in Sweden should have good living conditions and power to shape their lives and influence the 
development of society (National action plan for racism, 2016 p.8). 
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Five countermeasures mentioned explicitly in the report are, (1) more knowledge and research, (2) 
efficient coordination and follow-up, (3) civil society, increased support and more in-depth dialogue. 
(4) preventive work online, and (5) an active justice system.  
 
Countermeasure (3) regarding civil society specifically mentions the importance of actors in civil 
society. Organisations and project on the matter of racism and hate crimes are many, and the Swedish 
government encourages actors in civil society to continue to uphold a dialogue on these matters. 
Through the Swedish Agency for Youth and Civil Society, it is, for example, possible to get government 
grants to work against racism and hate crimes (National action plan for racism, 2016). While 
countermeasure (5) stresses the importance of having an active justice system that does not accept hate 
crimes in a democratic society. Because hate crimes do not only concern the affected person in question 
but the whole society. Spreading fear and insecurity within groups in society is one of the main reasons 
why the Swedish government wants the justice system to work with these types of crimes (National 
action plan for racism, 2016). 
 

2.1.4 Sweden’s history of right-wing organisations  
 
Studies from 1920- and 1930s have shown that extreme right-wing organisations with political 
ambitions have existed in Sweden for almost a century (Lööw, 2004). The Furugård Brothers were the 
first Nazi party in Sweden founded the year 1924 (Lööw, 2004). After World War Two at the beginning 
of 1950s, a small group of extremists continued the ideology and organisations forward from the war 
into the modern racial ideology through political parties such as the Nordic state party (Nordiska 
Rikspartiet) (Lööw, 2015 p. 36-37). The Nordic state party was founded in 1956 and relied heavily on 
national-socialist ideas, with low levels of success post World War Two but still politically active. Lööw 
(2015, p. 37) describes the Nordic state party as the link between the post-war and the present because 
the party managed to stay active until the end of 1990s. 
 
At the end of 1980s and beginning of 1990s, the formation of the modern white-power movement in 
Sweden started. At this time extremist groups began to organise and take violent actions against other 
social groups that were considered ‘to rule the world order’, such as jews, homosexuals and communists 
(Lööw 2015, p. 45). Simultaneously, some of the organisations started to live in collective housing. 
Together they bought real estate in the form of houses, summer houses or ‘community centre’s’ and 
used them as a base of their organisations (Lööw 2015, p. 55). One of the most well-known 
organisations at the time was the White Aryan Resistance (VAM). VAM robbed several banks in 
Stockholm, and their goal was to recruit more members to their cause, and they succeed because several 
other organisations started growing at the same time (Lööw 2015, p. 48-49). The 90s were characterised 
by the debates on racism, refugees from Europe and attack refugee camps and on mosques being built 
in Sweden. A conclusion drawn by Lööw (2015 p, 50-51) is that a new generation born in the 60s and 
70s with less connection to World War Two now stepped forward.   
 
Extreme right-wing organisations support grew dramatically at the beginning of the 2000s. New 
organisations were created and dissolved. The organisations can be described as flowing with 
committed ideologically motivated supporters in the centre (Lööw 2015, p 52-53). In the aftermath of 
the 9/11 attacks on the US and increased presence of left-wing extremism in Sweden, the extreme right-
wing movements and Nazi movement, in particular, was less focused on (Mattson & Johansson, 2019). 
The extreme right-wing propaganda changed character, for example in 2009 the Swedish Resistance 
Movement (SMR) launched a campaign against paedophiles and rapists online and by that encouraging 
crimes in a way that had not been done before. Another example was after the terrorist attack in Paris 
when the online trend ‘Je Suis Charlie’ to support freedom of speech SMR launched ‘Je Suis Dan Park’ 
who was a criticised artist convicted for incitement to racial hatred (Lööw 2015, p 66). Internet and 
social media changed the movement radically because it was now possible to use other platforms and 
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suddenly new members, not known to the police or active beforehand started showing up in police 
investigations of these groups (Lööw 2015, p. 54) 
 
In 2010 the different right-wing organisations began to get political influence once again. The Swedes 
Party (SvP) gained a seat in the local government in Grästorp, even though they ended up not taking 
the position, it marks the new start of extreme right-wing organisations participating in local and 
national elections (Lööw 2015, p. 64-69). SvP tried to get mandates in 20 different local governments 
in the election 2014, but they failed massively. As a result, SvP dissolved and stopped existing 2015 
(Mattsson, 2018). SMR, on the other hand, got mandates in several middle-sized cities in Sweden (Expo 
NMR. 2019). According to Mattson (2018), the dissolution of SvP was the direct cause of SMR change 
in name to NMR and their transformation from a violent elitist national socialist organisation into a 
movement consisting of both a violent and a political party branch with the ambition to participate in 
democratic elections in Sweden. Since 2016 NMR have been the primary force of white power in 
Sweden (Mattsson, 2018). 
 
2.1.5 NMR 
 
Today’s NMR was founded in 1997 under the name Swedish Resistance Movement. An elite group 
from another organisation called National Youth in Stockholm started SMR with the aim of creating 
soldiers for the “nazi-revolution” (Expo NMR, 2019). In 2016 the organisation changed their name to 
NMR and declared together with associate organisations in Norway, Finland and Denmark that it is 
now a matter for all of Scandinavia. NMR is no longer a Swedish nationalist party only, the whole 
Scandinavia is seen as their interest both as a territory and protecting the Aryan race (Mattson, 2018). 
Each country has a separate organisation, but the organisations corporate and candidates in elections in 
their own country (Mattson, 2018).  
 
NMR’s organisation structure is strictly hierarchical and militant. They consist of Nordic departments 
with national geographical zones, called nests, in each country. Sweden is divided into seven nests, and 
they are controlled by operational chiefs directly handling the local activist groups, named fighting 
groups, with no more than ten members in each group. One nest can have several fighting groups (Expo 
NMR, 2019). The membership in NMR have different levels, the lowest level is economic support 
member, and it requires a certain amount of money. Member of the political party must be part of the 
activism and have the right racial background (not allowed to be from any country outside Europe). The 
highest level of membership is ‘activist’, and it demands high levels of participation and dedication to 
the organisations’ way of living. Members of the highest level of activism are the ones that create the 
so-called ‘fighting groups’’ Mattsson, 2018). NMR’s colours are green, white and black. Their main 
symbol is the ‘tyrruna’’ used by the nazi in Germany during World War 2 (Expo NMR, 2019). 
 
NMR’s primary goal is to overthrow the Scandinavian democracies and create a nazi state with NMR 
as leaders. NMR recruits educate and train activists in a hierarchical system, the idea is that violence 
and advocacy will create a spiritual and physical elite. The members are secular and do not engage in 
religion per se, the organisation is heavily dependent on the nazi ideology with Hitler and Danish nazi 
Povl Riis-Knudsen as sources of inspiration (Expo NMR, 2019). Three core themes in NMR’s ideology 
are the competition between the races and the importance of uniting the people with no regards of the 
individual’s right in the matter. The second theme is antisemitism, with Jewish conspiracy at the centre. 
The third theme is gender roles, for the battle to continue, men and women must have their strict gender 
roles. Men are supposed to be warriors and physical protection while the women are supposed to stay 
home and to continue the reproduction of children. Less strict gender roles have resulted in ‘mixed 
races’ and therefore, the ‘end of the race’. Feminist and LGBTQ movements are, therefore, not accepted 
and often threaten by NMR (Mattsson, 2018). 
 
In between the elections, 2014 and 2018 NMR showed high levels of violence in Scandinavia. In 
Finland, Helsinki, a young man, was beaten to death by NMR members (Floman, 2016). It created a 
debate in Finland that lead to the political discussion on banning NMR in Finland. As a result, Finland’s 
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court of appeal in Åbo ruled a ban on NMR in Finland in November 2018 (Vergara, 2018). The Swedish 
branch of NMR also showed violent tendencies during this period, some more known than others, in 
2013, approximately 30 NMR members attacked an anti-racist demonstration in Kärrtorp Stockholm 
(Vergara, 2013). During 2016-2017 several members of NMR were convicted for bombings in 
Gothenburg. In the north of Sweden, in Umeå, the Jewish association had to close down due to threats 
and harassment (Expo NMR, 2019). Sweden is currently following Finland’s footsteps and started a 
governmental investigation regarding a potential ban of racists organisation in Sweden as well. The 
report will be presented in February 2021 (Directive 2019:39). 
 
The success in the elections in 2014 leads to NMR participating in three local governments in 2018. 
Despite the investment in the election NMR gained no mandates in any local government and therefore, 
no political influence in the last election (Expo NMR, 2019). The failed election in 2018 described is 
one of several internal conflicts that lead to a split in NMR (Expo Annual Report, 2019). In 2019, 
several core members of NMR decided to leave and create a new organisation called Nordic Strength 
(NS) (Expo Annual Report, 2019). NS is led by the founder of NMR and is estimated to have 
approximately 50 members. The new organisation is considered to be more violent and ideological 
driven based on the core members backgrounds. Still, there has however been no evidence of an 
escalation of violence since the split rather the opposite, for the first time in years the extreme right -
wing organisations in Sweden showed lower levels of activities. In 2018 Expo noted 3936 activities in 
total and in 2019 only 2535 activities were observed. The activity is measured in five categories, 
propaganda, battle training, manifestations, indoctrination and others (Expo Annual Report, 2019). The 
lower numbers of activities could be explained by the split of the otherwise untied front of the extreme 
right-wing movement in Sweden (Expo Annual Report, 2019). 
 
2.1.6 Children and youth in extreme right-wing environment 
 
The Segerstedts institute is a national resource centre at the University of Gothenburg and specialises 
in violent organisations and racist organisations (The Segerstedts institute, 2017). In collaboration with 
The Ombudsman for Children in Sweden, a Swedish agency working for the rights according to UN 
convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) a report on children and youth subjected to violent 
extremism in 2018 was conducted (Sivenbring, 2018). 
 
Research on children within extreme right-wing organisations is limited (Sivenbring 2018, p 102). Due 
to several factors, firstly extreme right-wing organisations are often seen as a “teenage problem”, 
another problem is that it is hard to research the children’s views because of hindering parents. In 
literature and research, extreme right-wing organisations are presented as more attractive to men and 
boys (Sivenbring, 2018 p. 96). The ideological background is conservative and against equality, gender 
equality and liberalism, thereby making it harder for women and girls to identifying with the 
organisation. Masculine ideals within the extreme right-wing organisations are very similar to the 
hyper-masculine warrior ideal that exists within Islamic extremism (Kimmel 2007; Ekman 2014). 
 
Right-wing ideologies have a core of nationalism and build on the idea of the trinity of people, family 
and the homeland. It is based on the heterosexual core family, and if the core family is threatened, so is 
the future of the motherland. Extreme right-wing attitudes can be inherited in families if the adults speak 
ill of a specific group, there is a high probability that the child will follow in the same patterns. The 
adults legitimise and normalise behaviour that children will adapt. For example, in mars 2018, Swedish 
public service radio P1 published a documentary on the children within NMR. The documentary 
addresses the issue of children living in nazi homes and what can be done for the children. Among other 
things, the documentary discusses the children’s participation in the NMR event ‘Nordic days’ where 
children have been seen doing Hitler greetings. Children participating also showed racism and 
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antisemitism from an early age (P1 Documentary, 2018). Extreme right-wing organisations are also 
heavily based on symbolism and mythology. Young individuals are often attracted to the music, the 
symbols, the myths and the lifestyle overall Braunthal (2010). It is often mentioned as one of the primary 
reasons young individuals join these types of organisations (Sivenbring, 2018, p. 100-102). 
 
Kimmel (2007) interviewed Swedish boys participating in extreme right-wing organisations. The study 
showed that just the notion of ‘knowing that being white and therefore, superior other ethnicities’ were 
enough to feel empowered and gave them some control over their life. Several of the interviewed boys 
had been bullied or felt like they did not fit in any friends group in school etc. Nazism became the 
method to express anger and fantasies of revenge. Another similarity was that almost all interviewed 
boys had the same background, coming from lower-middle-class (Kimmel, 2007). Bjørgo (2005) 
conducted a similar interview study with neo-Nazi groups, and his findings were that young participants 
joined for the community and the sense of belonging, rather than for the ideology behind it. The right-
wing extremism opinions still mattered, but the loyalty within the group was more important. 
 
In general, there are only a few persons that stay is right-wing organisations their whole life, some of 
them tend to be discreet about their engagement in a right-wing organisation. Some members prefer to 
be a passive bystander and support with economic measures, such as consuming extreme right-wing 
culture online, newspaper and music (Nilsson Lundmark & Nilsson 2013). Others prefer to be part of a 
more violent and criminal path. Research on participating members in Scandinavia has shown that 
individuals who join extreme right-wing organisations do not necessarily have extreme opinions but 
rather an extreme attitude because they have embraced an extreme environment (Sivenbring, 2018 p. 
109). 
 

2.2 Prior research 
 
The prior research is presented as a background but also to show prior studies have been focusing on 
different perspectives in relation to attitudes.  
 

2.2.1 SOU 2012:74 Xenophobia 
 
In 2012 the Swedish government requested an inquiry on how to work more effectively against 
xenophobia. Intolerance towards groups that are perceived as ‘strangers’ is known as xenophobia (SOU 
2012:74, p. 62). Initially, the report states the difficulty of measuring attitudes, due to several factors, 
one of them being a lack of correct statistical evidence of hate crimes due to low reporting rates. On the 
other hand, the authors of the report argue that it is essential to research xenophobia because there are 
problems with xenophobia in Sweden. (SOU 2012:74, p. 16). 
 
Xenophobic organisations exist in all levels of society, some of them on a national political level and 
others online on the internet. The internet is an important political arena for the right-wing extremism. 
Social climate matters and determines if xenophobia messages can be spread or not. Leading politicians 
have a responsibility for the social climate, and it includes identifying xenophobic tendencies (SOU 
2012:74, p. 207-208).  
 
The report stresses the importance of the school system and education. In Sweden, all schools must 
educate all students regarding democracy and fundamental human rights. The school system is the only 



                                                                            18 

governmental institutions in Sweden with a direct aim of fostering democratic values. A norm critical 
approach is important in the Swedish school system, and it does not mean that all norms should be 
changed, rather it is used to learn how to identify norms and see the consequences of them. As it is seen 
as an approach towards increased mutual respect between people. The students are not to be seen passive 
recipients of knowledge but developing humans, and therefore, it is not possible to control what ethical 
principles the students will possess. Experience from Swedish schools have shown that fundamental 
values and democracy against xenophobia and harassment must be consistent and long-term (SOU 
2012:74, p. 20-22).  
 
Everyday racism is widespread but not fully reflected in the crime statistics or reports (SOU 2012:74 p. 
16). Low numbers of reported discrimination crimes to the police and the equality ombudsman, a 
government agency working for equal rights and opportunities (DO 2018,) indicates low reporting 
levels of these crimes. (SOU 2012:74 p. 16). In 2012 several studies concluded that between 5-10 
percent of the Swedish population is xenophobic. The xenophobic ideological groups were estimated 
to be considerably lower. Concluding remarks of the study is the notion that attitude changes are needed 
and should be prioritised in the preventive work against xenophobia in schools and all levels of society 
(SOU 2012:74, p. 146). 
 

2.2.2 Time for tolerance 
 
The Living History Forum is another Swedish public authority with the mission to keep history alive in 
cases of crimes against humanity, issues of tolerance, democracy and human rights. The Holocaust is 
one especially targeted subject mission for The Living History Forum (The Living History Forum, 
2020). In 2014, the report Time for tolerance was conducted to identify tolerance, and mostly 
intolerance among Swedish schoolchildren. In total, 10 500 schoolchildren in selected elementary 
schools, secondary schools and upper secondary schools in Sweden were asked to answer a survey. The 
report is written from the viewpoint that tolerance is more than acceptance and respect, it is described 
as a stairway. The first step is to accept what is different from oneself, the second step is to include the 
differences. The third step is to be open and curious about new differences, and the fourth step is to hold 
a critical approach to their person. In the end, it is about seeing your own fault and flaws before 
demanding others to do the same (Severin 2014, p. 6). By researching tolerance, it is possible to get an 
increased understanding of why intolerance exists (Severin 2014, p. 84).  
  
The study focuses on tolerance towards different groups to identify specific attitudes, with the argument 
that attitudes are shaped in relation to groups and not the other way around. The students were asked to 
describe their attitude towards human rights, and almost all students had a positive attitude towards 
human rights. The study showed that support has increased over time. The right to free education had 
the strongest support, while the right to adequate housing had the lowest support. When asked about 
tolerance towards racism and nazism, every fourth Swedish student participating in the study considered 
nazism a problem at the time (Severin 2014, p 59). The students were asked about the Holocaust and 
the extinction of jews, and if immigrants from countries outside of Europe should stay, the Swedish 
schoolchildren showed to me bore tolerant in 2014 compared to ten years earlier when a similar study 
was conducted. There were no significant differences between girls and boys or between the ages and 
different grades. Except in one group, participating girls saw nazism and racism as a bigger problem 
than the boys (Severin 2014, p 60). Another important result is that Swedish schoolchildren were more 
worried about increasing levels of xenophobia rather than increased levels of immigration (Severin 
2014, p. 82). One of the most important conclusions that can be drawn from the study is that Swedish 
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schoolchildren have a high level of general tolerance (Severin 2014, p. 60). Factors considered having 
high explanatory value were gender, socioeconomic background, level of education of parents, and if 
they were a friend to immigrants or not (Severin 2014, p. 60). 
 

2.2.3 Democracy and violence 

Society, opinion and media institute (SOM-institute) is part of Gothenburg University and have since 
1968 conducted yearly studies on the Swedish population’s opinions in several different questions. The 
studies are based on a random selection of Swedes in the ages of 16-85. Gender, age, education, 
occupational, area of living, geographical point of where they were born and raised, assessment of trust 
of people, political interest, ideological orientation and political party associations are all indicators 
used when conducting the study (SOM-institute report violence and democracy, 2018). 

At the end of 2018, the SOM institute sent out a questionnaire regarding violence and democracy, and 
10 796 responded to seven statements on the subject. The survey starts with a summarising question 
‘do you think the following methods are right to use when influencing Swedish society’ the respondents 
answered as follows in pure percentage without the indicators included. 

Table 1. Overview in percentage % 

Option/ Answer  Yes, 
always 

Yes, under certain 
circumstances  

No, never 

Petition   40 % 53% 7% 

Demonstration 28% 62% 10% 

Civil disobedience 4% 40% 56% 

Destroying property 1% 5% 94% 

Threats to official/ politician 1% 3% 96% 

Use of violence 0% 4% 96% 

Support an organisation or 
movement that promotes the 
use of violence to influence 

Swedish society 

0% 5% 95% 

Source: Table 2 (SOM-institute report violence and democracy, 2018). 

On the statement ‘do you think it is right to use violence to influence Swedish society’? 5% of the group 
identifying themselves as very politically interested answered ‘yes under certain circumstances’, and 
95% of the same group answered ‘no, never”. The results did not differ much between the categories, 
moderately interested (3% yes under certain circumstances, 97 % no never), not particularly interested 
(5% yes under certain circumstances, 95 % no never) and not interested (5% yes under certain 
circumstances, 94 % no never). It differed between the genders, only 3% of the women participating 
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answered yes under certain circumstances and 97% no never. While, 6% of the men participating 
answered yes under certain circumstances and 94% no never (SOM-institute report violence and 
democracy, 2018 Table 14). 

Similarly, the answers to the statement of ‘do you think it is right to support an organisation or 
movement that promotes the use of violence to influence Swedish society’ is consistent and not agreeing 
with the statement. 5% of the group identifying themselves as very politically interested answered ‘yes 
under certain circumstances’, and 94% of the same group answered ‘no, never”. Moderately interested 
(4% yes under certain circumstances, 96 % no never), not particularly interested (4% yes under certain 
circumstances, 96 % no never) and not interested (8% yes under certain circumstances, 91 % no never). 
The gender statistics is precisely the same as on the previous question for women (3% yes, under certain 
circumstances and 97% no never) and for men (6% yes under certain circumstances and 94% no never) 
(SOM-institute report violence and democracy, 2018 Table 16). 

In conclusion, the Swedes participating in the study’s opinions were that petitions, and demonstrations 
are accepted methods of influencing Swedish society. In contrast, civil disobedience, destroying 
property, threats to official/ politician, use of violence and support an organisation or movement that 
promotes the use of violence to influence Swedish society was less desirable (SOM-institute report 
violence and democracy, 2018). 

The Swedish government have implemented two major national action plans on violent extremism and 
racism, both of them pointing out youth as a specific target group. Prior research on the matter, as the 
Time for tolerance report (Severin 2014), showed high-level tolerance but at the same time numbers 
that indicate that the Swedish youth had some concerns regarding nazism and increasing xenophobia. 
A majority of research on attitudes are on a national level, including more than one target group, for 
example, the yearly SOM studies (SOM-institute report violence and democracy, 2018). Studies on 
youth and children in extreme right-wing environments lack, according to Sivenbring (2018). This study 
will have a narrow focus and include the attitudes of youth directly affected by an extreme right-wing 
organisations presence in their hometown, contributing with another angle of the dynamics between 
youth and extreme right-wing organisations in Sweden. 
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Chapter 3  
 
3.1 Theoretical framework 
 
3.2 Democracies challenges with extremism 
 
Extremism has been one of the main challenges for democracies throughout history. Many democracies 
have coped with totalitarian parties and political radicalism with the aim to challenge the stability of 
democratic regimes (Capoccia 2004, p. 83). Poppers ( 1966, p. 265) third paradox of democracy, the 
paradox of tolerance- ‘unlimited tolerance leads to no tolerance’ have been debated by constitutional 
lawyers and political theorists for centuries. The general response has divided the field into two poles 
of “no freedom for the enemies of freedom, and real freedom is freedom to dissent” (Capoccia 2004, p. 
83).  

According to Capoccia (2004, p. 83-84), comparative politics have not yet achieved a systematic and 
cumulative knowledge of the problems of institutional and political response to extremism in a 
democratic system due to two major reasons. The first is the lack of a systematic typology of anti-
extremism reactions such as special legislations. Second, the analysis should be expanded and include 
more than the most well-known cases. Only a few comparative studies have researched the politics of 
institutional defence of democracy (Capoccia 2004, p. 84).  

These conclusions are similar to those reported by Abts & Rummen (2010) the rise of extreme right- 
wing parties have been a growing evolution in contemporary West European politics. The phenomena 
have been researched academically, but the obvious question of how other political actors should or 
could deal with extremist challengers have not been as studied (Abts & Rummen 2010). Once again, 
the dilemma of tolerance and intolerance is mentioned, and two main stances in a liberal democracy 
are, the procedural view that gives democracy a procedure of how to organise the struggle of power and 
determining legitimacy of political decisions (Dahl, 1989; Schumpeter, 1943). From this point of view, 
there should be minimal constraints and free political organisations, in other words, treat extremists as 
ordinary and legitimate opponents. This view is justified by the assumption that extremist can be part 
of a democratic process and even moderate their view of democracy. (Capoccia, 2007, pp. 63–7; 
Fennema and Maussen, 2000). 

The other main stance is the substantive view of liberal democracy, this view advocates a repressive 
stance towards extremism. Democratic processes are not an end in themselves, it is merely a means to 
protect substantive democratic values and rights. If extremist organisations advocate ideologies that do 
not correspond with the substantive values in the democracy, the organisation will be seen as a real 
threat to the democratic system (Loewenstein, 1937; Popper, 1966, p. 265). Repressive measures would 
be based on legal, judicial and administrative controls with the aim to criminalise or outlaw extremist 
parties. If the substantive view was to be strictly interpreted, it could lead to a militant democracy 
(Minkenberg, 2006, pp. 36–9; Pedahzur, 2004). Meaning a state could provide an explicit definition of 
democracy and in the name of democratic self-defence, outlaw extremist activities and start a conflict 
where the democrats and the extremism try to destroy each other in the name of democracy.  

When identifying actual practices of different legal authorities, the methods have been diverse. Italy, 
Austria and Denmark have an open approach, and the extreme right is treated as an ordinary political 
opponent and thereby enabled cooperation despite fundamentally different opinions. France and 
Belgium have chosen a repressive approach and threat extreme right parties as illegitimate opponents 
and enemies of the democratic system (Abts & Rummen, 2010).   

An intermediate position between the two above mentioned stances is defending democracy, another 
approach to better balance the procedural view and the substantive view. The defending democracy 
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approach is more comprehensive and focuses on the struggle on the political, sub-political and infra-
political levels. A wide range of supportive and precautionary measures is needed to foster democratic 
values through the political system and civil society. Otherwise, the militant democracy model only 
tackles the symptoms and not the underlying causes of extremism (Capoccia, 2001; 2007; Pedahzur, 
2003).  

Widfeldt (2015 p.151) divides extreme right challenges into two subcategories, the first one being the 
parliamentary challenges and the second, the extra-parliamentary challenges. The parliamentary 
challenge is the political parties in the democratic system, and the extra-parliamentary challenge is racist 
and neo-Nazi groups. The first is part of the democratic system by participating in politics through a 
political party, and the latter is an organisation that is anti-democratic, violent and tend to work outside 
the law. The subcategories present different challenges with extreme right-wing organisations 
(Widfeldt, 2015, p.152). 

 

3.3 Sustainable development and social sustainability 
 
Every society and therefore, also every democracy are dependent on sustainability in one way or 
another. Sustainability itself is an old idea, societies have recognised the importance of demanding no 
more than nature can supply over the long term for centuries (Matson et al., 2016 p. 2). The modern 
concept of sustainability was first presented in the Brundtland Report (WCED, 1987), and it includes 
social, economic and ecological dimensions of development in a society. The definition is “Humanity 
has the ability to make development sustainable- to ensure that it meets the needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs” (WCED, 1987). 
 
Sustainable development is linked to the term development, an economic modernisation model for the 
management of social transformation (Becker et al., 1999). Both ‘development’ and ‘modernisation’ 
have been criticised for being a generalised model of global north societies. Economic growth, 
technological progress and social development in the global north have affected the global south’s 
possibilities to do the same. In the early 70s, the discussion of limits of growth started to take off, and 
it became clear that the intensive path of development in the global north could not carry on or be 
expanded to a global scale. The discourse on sustainable development can be seen as a point of public 
debate, political strategies and knowledge-building practices to cope with transformation processes. 
New problems come from economic, technical and globalisation with social, political and cultural 
changes. For example, there has been a failure of development strategies in several less industrialised 
countries due to changes in societal structures but also due to environmental changes (Becker et al., 
1999). 
 
Resulting in social scientists responding to these changes in different ways, and it has created a debate 
over the meaning of sustainability. Some social scientists prioritise the decision-makers and attempt to 
find new environmental and sustainability policies, others work with international organisation such as 
the World Bank to develop indicator systems while a few others participate in community-building 
activities. Social sustainability is common in the context of development studies and relation to political 
ecology and feminist debate on women connected to environment and development (Becker et al., 
1999). Still, Becker et al (1999) argue that social sciences have not developed their full potential within 
sustainable development. One major factor is that environmental research and environmental policies 
have a strong bias towards natural science. Another one is the social science community themselves 
because sustainability has been disregarded in the field due to a broad disciplinary spectrum within 
social sciences (Becker et al., 1999). 
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Littig & Griessler (2005) argues that the Brundtland report (WCED 1987) and the Rio documents from 
1992 (UN 1992) demand ecological, economic and social aspects to be combined. In the sustainability 
discourse, it has come to be called different dimensions or pillars of sustainability. But there is one 
aspect that is often ignored, and it is institutional aspects of social development. Because social aspects 
are seen as relevant in combination with ecology and economy but not by itself, even though 
institutional aspects are important for decision making and implementation of measures and tasks (Littig 
& Griessler 2005). There is no clear theoretical concept for social sustainability, many of the social 
ideas are implicit and often concealed behind the more common socio-political indicators. It is also 
unclear how the relationship between social, economic and ecological sustainability should be used 
since there are different priorities within each field. Another difficulty with conceptualising social 
sustainability is the fact that there is no clear differentiation between analytical, normative and political 
aspects. It can be directly connected to the word ‘social’ which has both an analytical and normative 
meaning. One clear thing is that sustainability is a socio-scientific subject and not only a matter for 
natural sciences since it is social processes with interactions that creates the relationship to nature. An 
aspect that needs to be analysed as well according to Littig & Griessler (2005). 
 
The Brundtland Report called for global change, and the United Nations have over the years had 
different agreements on sustainability transitions goals and the current agreement adopted by all 
members of the United Nations in 2015 is the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (SDG). 
Agenda 2030 consists of 17 overall combined social and natural science goals, ending poverty, improve 
health and education, reduce inequality and tackling climate change are some of them (SDG, 2020). 
Goal number 16, “ Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development, provide access 
to justice for all and build effective, accountable and inclusive institutions at all levels “ (SDG goal 16, 
2020) is relevant for this study. Target 16.B is to “Promote and enforce non-discriminatory laws and 
policies for sustainable development” (SDG goal 16, 2020) and the indicator of this target is 16 B1 
“Portion of population reporting having personally felt discriminated against or harassed in the previous 
12 months on the basis of a ground of discrimination prohibited under international human rights law” 
(SDG goal 16, 2020). SDG goal number 16 includes several aspects of a peaceful and inclusive society 
for a reason. Extreme right-wing organisations, like NMR that use violence and discriminating methods 
towards specific groups are hindering the promotion of a peaceful and inclusive society for a sustainable 
future. 
 

3.4 Applied theory  
 

3.4.1 Social coherence 
 
This study aims to explore the social sustainability in a chosen middle-sized city with NMR presence 
by investigating youth’s attitudes towards an extreme right-wing organisation in their hometown. Since 
social sustainability is often overseen and not prioritised, there is no clear theoretical framework 
regarding the matter. Still, there is some core concept that can be used when assessing social 
sustainability.  
 
Littig & Griessler (2005) have suggested three core indicators to assess social sustainability that will be 
used in this study. The first core indicator is basic needs and quality of life. The indicators should 
include, individual income, poverty, education, housing, unemployment, health, security and 
environment. The remaining two indicators relate to social justice within social sustainability discourse. 



                                                                            24 

The second indicator is equal opportunities with a single indicator relating to gender, education, 
migrants etc. The third core indicator is the idea of social coherence and measurement of different social 
phenomenon’s, such as social networks, volunteers or solidary and tolerant attitudes towards specific 
groups (Littig & Griessler 2005). Social coherence is according to Littig & Griessler (2005) the 
indicator best suited for investigating attitudes, and it is in line with the study’s aim to use youths’ 
attitudes to assess social sustainability. Therefore, social coherence will be only the indicator used in 
this study. 
 
Society is built on a number of different functional systems and institutions. Economy, politics and 
culture play a specific role in the sustainability discourse (Becker et al. 1999). The interdependent 
functional systems and institutions can only be separated on an analytical level, and they are 
fundamental in shaping and controlling the relationship between nature and society. Social coherence 
in society is both a condition and an outcome vital for the creation and working of these systems. 
Parsons (1966) categorises the three systems for social coherence as follows, 

● The economy is service, institutions, infrastructure, agricultural and industrial service sectors 
that are used for material production. The economy is a functional system with formal, 
monetary and informal economic activities in the consumption of goods and services. 

● The functional system is politics, and it includes political attitudes and opinions. Decisions 
and implementation are a means of specific activities and institutions.  

● The cultural system is all cultural practices and patterns of society, expressions in lifestyle 
and social orders such as religion, gender, morals. It is within the cultural system the 
framework within the economic and political process are formed and legitimised. 

 
This study will touch upon both the functional system and the cultural system, in terms of how youth 
perceive the Swedish government’s work towards extreme right-wing organisations and how the youth 
see themselves and civil societies response to extreme right-wing organisations.  
 

3.4.2 Right-wing extremism and terrorism within democratic 
boundaries ideal model 
 
In order to classify the youth’s attitudes in relation an extreme right-wing organisation Pedahzur (2001) 
theory of the ideal model will be used. 
  
Pedahzur (2001) have used the Weberian tradition to develop a theoretical framework on three ideal 
types of democratic response to right-wing extremism. Militant democracy is characterised by 
uncompromising actions towards the challengers, at the cost of basic and liberal democratic rights. 
Defending democracies is characterised by bending the rules of law to take action towards the 
challengers. Lastly, immunised democracy and it is characterised by a system with working checks and 
balances. A democracy that can operate within the existing law, it can also be described as a healthy 
body with working antidotes. It is not a description of different types of regimes, it is concepts that can 
be applied by democracies in their struggle of survival. There is a difference between an authoritarian 
military regime and a democracy using militant concepts towards right-wing extremism. The 
interpretation of the concepts is characterised as ideal types.  
  
Two steps need to be followed before classification can be done. Firstly, the challenges for the regime 
must be identified. Pedahzur( 2001) use the iceberg metaphor to describe the identification of 
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challenges. At the top of the iceberg, the agents of extremism can be found in different levels of society, 
for example, with political parties, social movements and violent organisations. Under the waterline, 
the infrastructure of society, intolerance, ethnocentrism, racism and other views serve as a reservoir of 
resources for the agents of extremism.  
  
Secondly, the analytical dimensions that separate the classification of the model must be developed. 
Both theoretical and empirical material can be used to identify the scope and intensity of the challenges. 
To what extent is a democracy coping with the challenges? Is it only handling the agents of extremism, 
or is there a more comprehensive approach? For intensity, the modes of “war model” and “criminal 
justice model” developed by Crelinsten will be used. The war model sees the extreme right-wing as the 
enemy and thereby use all the powers held by the state, while the criminal justice model stays within 
the law and have a judicial criticism. If a regime chooses the criminal justice model, it does not mean 
that it is an immunised democracy with basic liberal rights.  
 
Analytical barriers need to be defined in order to identify the ideal types. Pedahzur (2001) have 
developed three analytical barriers, the first one is improvised and administrative barriers, for example, 
on a formal level, organisations can be excluded from political organisations or outlawed. On the 
individual level, the members of the extreme right-wing organisation can become targets of police and 
military surveillance, interrogations and in worst-case scenario violent attacks. The second barrier is 
legal and judicial barriers. On this level, the criminal justice model needs to be divided into extended 
and narrow. When discussing legal and judicial barriers, caution should be used. One example is 
western democracies responses to terrorism, it is within the criminal justice model because it is within 
the rule of law. However, it does not mean that the democracies may impair their liberal character. The 
extended model is used by democracies that do not want to adopt a war model, but they see extreme 
and violent that derive from political motivation as different and therefore create special legislation to 
handle these crimes. While the narrow model is used by democracies, who have the perception that the 
current criminal justice system is enough to cope with political violence. Lastly, social barriers, the 
social barriers are divided into barriers from above and barriers from below. The barriers from above 
are actions taken by the state to reduce the support and immunise society. One of the key roles the state 
have is to socialise democratic values and tolerance. The barriers from below are connected to the civil 
society concept, divided into interest groups, social movements and grassroots groups. Civil society can 
both support and hinder an extreme right-wing organisation.  
  
This study will only focus on the social barriers in relation to youths’ attitudes towards extreme right-
wing organisations. The social barriers are rarely mentioned, and there seems to be a lack of interest, 
according to Pedahzur (2001). As society provides the structures for extreme and violent organisations 
it is relevant to investigate the social barriers. Studies on extremism and counterterrorism have shown 
that the state can have an active role in reducing the support of extreme right-wing groups through the 
educational system and media. Yet there are fewer studies on how civil society can be used to reduce 
support (Pedahzur, 2001). The chosen barriers, in this case, the social barriers, are the cornerstones for 
building and assessing the response do the ideal types of answers, which are militant, defending and 
immunised. 
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Table 2. Classification of ideal types 

 
Source: Pedahzur (2001, p. 344) 
  
Militant 
Regimes that suffer from continuously violent attacks by extreme challengers or lack democratic liberal 
traditions tend to use this route. The response can be characterised by the uncompromising struggle 
against the violent challengers. Basic democratic liberal rights are at risk. A regime with this response 
will focus on the challengers and not the motivations behind the extremism and violent acts on a societal 
level.  
  
Defending  
When a democratic regime is under attack, they can choose to adopt the rule of law to enable a proper 
response to the challengers. This route is closer to the liberal tradition and will not exclude basic liberal 
rights in the same ways as the militant democracies. They can, however, exclude political parties from 
participating in elections as long as there is some legal support behind it. In the case of the criminal 
justice model, this response tends to use the extended version rather than the narrow version. In this 
ideal type, the state can have a positive role and may affect society, for example, by controlling the 
means of education.  
  
Immunised 
The immunised route is the ideal liberal type and close to Locke’s idea of minimal involvement of the 
state in the social sphere. By using checks and balances this route considers threats and the stability of 
the state. Agents of extremism and society would be treated accordingly. In this route, the civil society 
is strong and not afraid to confront the extremism. This helps the state to stay within the boundaries of 
the law and also lower the risk of violent attacks. The immunised route goes further than the defending 
route. In states where civil society is strong and can be seen as an actor, the risk of the state is higher 
when responding to extremism if society does not agree. It is also possible that a strong civil society 
can work as an antidote against extremism and hinder extremism. 
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3.5 Criticism of theory 
 
Pedahzur (2001) theory allows classifications of democracies response to extreme right-wing 
organisations. Another point of view is presented by Mouffe (1999), who advocates agonistic pluralism 
and critiques the idea of liberal democracy with consensus as a requirement for political action. Mouffe 
makes a difference between ‘the political’ and ‘politics’. ‘The political’ refers to the inherent 
antagonism in human society, it can take different forms and emerge in social relations. While, ‘politics 
refers to practices, institutions and discourses that create order and helps organise human coexistence. 
‘Politics’ is conflictual because they are affected by ‘the political’ dimension. 
 
According to Mouffe (1999), liberalism is doomed to fail because politics is driven by humans with 
different religion, morals, economics and ethical backgrounds. The mere idea of rational consensus is 
the problem itself. Every action taken have been done in a structure of power, meaning the order of 
power is always a part of politics, and if this is not acknowledged, there cannot be a pluralistic 
democracy. Furthermore, Mouffe argues that one of democracy’s most important functions is to 
transform antagonistic conflicts to agnostic conflicts. By changing the character of conflicts from 
violent opponents to acknowledged and legitimised opponents. Giving legitimacy to opponents is 
fundamental for handling disagreements in politics, which means that all opinions should be allowed to 
exist. It should be upheld by democratic institutions setting the rules for politics as well as protecting 
all participating political opponents. Mouffe (2005) also argues that the lack of pluralism can explain 
the new terrorist organisations, since their opinions are not accepted, and lack of acknowledgement 
makes them take other measures. Only by creating a model that allows fundamental contradictions and 
different options, it is possible to achieve true pluralistic democratic politics according to Mouffe 
(1999). 
  
From Mouffe (1999;2005) point of view contradicting opinions such as NMR’s opinions should be 
invited to participate as a legitimised political and social actor. This is another approach to conflict 
management that promotes inclusive societies rather than defending societies. 
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Chapter 4 
 
4.1 Method 
 
4.2 Design of the study  
 
There is an ongoing discussion regarding the differences between ontological and epistemological 
traditions. The adaptation of positivism in qualitative researchers have shown that qualitative and 
quantitative methods should not be opposed but rather seen as a part of a social researcher’s toolkit. 
Qualitative and quantitative methods can be viewed as complementary strategies for investigating 
questions or issues, referred to as transdisciplinary or multi-method research (Snape & Spencer 2003, 
p. 17-23). This study will combine qualitative semi-structured interviews and a quantitative survey to 
use induction to find patterns and associations derived from observations of the world.  
 
A case study means that the researcher is studying one or several specific contexts. The design of the 
study is structured around the context rather than individual participants. Different types of processes 
are often research, it can be a legal process or an organisational context such as schools or politics. A 
case study can be described as an example among several numbers of examples, and therefore a part of 
the representation of the present context. One advantage of case studies is that a case study design can 
be used to build up a very detailed, in-depth understanding. No single perspective can explain the 
research issue, the understanding is holistic, comprehensive and contextualised (Bryman, 2011). 
 
Early understanding of the context of the case is fundamental for the decision about criteria and 
participants of the study. The number of cases and number of participants needs to be carefully 
considered, a compromise between depth and breadth is often required to focus the research. Another 
essential element is the organisation of the analysis, how can the results be presented so all contributions 
can be compared and analysed (Lewis 2003, p. 52). This study will research the specific context in a 
middle-sized city in Sweden with extreme right-wing organisation, NMR, present on both political and 
societal level. In this case the attitudes of youth towards extreme right-wing organisation NMR.  
 
Validity is ensured by the selection of participant and the process of data gathering, including informed 
consent and confidentiality. The selection of participants have been made through targeted selection 
with goal-oriented criteria, meaning the selection of participants of the study was based on the aim of 
the study: finding young students willing to answer both the survey and the questions in the semi-
structured interviews regarding extreme right-wing organisation NMR (Bryman 2011, p 434). A group 
of 40 upper secondary school students in the second year (three in total in the Swedish school system) 
was asked to participate in the survey and the interviews meaning only young adults over the age of 18 
were invited to participate. 
 
Informed consent and confidentiality were used in this study. Informed consent means that the 
respondent is informed about the (1) the purpose of the study, (2) how much of the given information 
will be used, and (3) when it will be used. It was also used to ensure the respondent that participation is 
voluntary and that it was possible to drop out of the study if they wanted to (Kvale 1997, p. 107). 
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Confidentiality was used to ensure the respondents that their personal information will not be reported 
in the study. The subject is sensitive in the chosen middle-sized city and NMR is classified as a violent 
organisation, therefore a decision to make the study anonymous was made—both for the researcher and 
the participants’ safety. There has been no indication of threat nor security issues with previous studies 
made on similar topics in the same middle-sized city it is merely an ethical precaution because the 
results of the study will contribute with knowledge in the field. Beneficence is an ethical principle with 
the purpose to minimise the risk of harm. Potential knowledge that can be drawn from the study can 
counterbalance and justify in this case, the anonymity of the study (Kvale 1997, p. 110). 
 

Confidentiality is ensured by taking specific measures: 
1. When gathering data, informed consent was used, informing the respondents of the study and 

the potential consequences of participating.   
2. The city is not to be mentioned by name, the school is not to be mentioned by name and 

class, nor the students will be mentioned with their names. 
3. The respondents of the interviews had the opportunity to choose time and place for the 

interview.  
4. The results are written with anonymous coding, meaning it will not entail the school, the 

particular class, name or gender of the student.  
5. All information that could identify a person has been taken out. 
(Kvale, 1997 p. 106-119)  
 

4.2.1 Ethical considerations 
 
The reliability of the study is addressed in the following section. A moral perspective on a research 
subject is more than ethical knowledge and cognitive choices. It also includes the researcher as a person, 
with personality, commitment and interest in the subject, because the researcher is crucial for the 
scientific knowledge and the ethical aspects of the project. By addressing three ethical aspects of the 
researcher’s role, it is possible to use them when ethical and scientific aspects oppose each other. The 
researcher has a scientific responsibility towards the profession and participants of the study to assure 
that the knowledge from the study is verified. By using established social science research methods and 
a theoretical framework the knowledge from the study have a solid foundation. The researcher has 
different roles in relation to the respondents of the study and be vary about the purpose of the study. If 
the study will be used to dismiss a person or an organisation the aim of the study needs to be revised. 
This study is not aimed to dismiss an organisation even though NMR ideology and behaviour is not 
described as desirable according to human rights etc, there is no hinder for a participant of the study to 
answer positive in relation to NMR. The fact that the study is anonymous and openly formulated can 
contribute to both positive and negative answers because the participants feel safe enough to answer 
sincerely.  
 
A study is vulnerable from ‘above’ and ‘below’, above from financiers and below from participants of 
the study. Since this study does not have funding, the vulnerabilities from below are more of a risk. An 
interview is an interactive type of research, there is a risk that the respondent ‘buys’ the interviewer. 
Another risk is that the interviewer associate with the respondent to the degree that it is not possible to 
maintain a professional distance and analyse the material from the respondent perspective instead. It is 
not a prominent risk in this study either since the primary material is from the survey and not from 
interviews. Another risk with the study, on the other hand, is the fear of answering sincerely, as a 
researcher it is nearly impossible to access the level of honesty in an interview. Since this study is 
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conducted in between two Swedish national elections NMR presence cloud increase during the next 
election period. Based on the assumption that NMR wants to get political power and was active last 
election in 2018, a new study could get different results of this study if done in relation to the next 
election (Kvale 1997, p.110-113).   
 
This study’s participants were selected through a goal-oriented criterion with the aim to find youth 
willing to answer the survey and interview questions. In addition, full anonymity and voluntary 
participation could attract respondents from one social group or one group of certain opinions. It is 
important to acknowledge the possible bias in the participant group. Since the study is goal-oriented 
and voluntary the researcher cannot control who participates and not. Two established criteria within 
social science to prevent bias is, the principle of proximity and the principle of distance. There is an 
advantage if the researcher has knowledge about the situation and have the correct contacts to conduct 
the research. The proximity is in favour of the researcher. Secondly, the principle of distance is used to 
ensure that the researcher is not biased (Repstad & Nilsson 2007, p. 83-111). By following the steps 
below it is possible to increase the distance.  

1. Established accepted social science methods: both surveys and semi-structured interviews 
are established methods. 
2. There will be transparency in the creation of survey and interview questions. The survey and 
the interview questions will be part of the thesis.  
3. The handling and the processing of the material will be conducted through a specific method 
with criterions social coherence and ideal response model. 
4. The analysis of the material will be coded according to set categories that create an analytical 
tool, in this case the ideal response model.  

  

4.3 Survey and semi-structured interviews 
 
Surveys are commonly used to investigate attitudes, opinions, perception and knowledge of a population 
or group of people. The survey is a questionnaire that the participants of the study answer. The survey 
questions are structured, and every participant answers the same questions. A survey can be open or 
closed, meaning there can be options only or for example, an extra line with the opportunity to comment 
further (Ejvegård 1996, p 50). 
 
Attitudes are often researched through scale-based questions to get one answer on each question. By 
using a scale instead of options, the respondent has to do an overall assessment before answering the 
question. There is a general tendency to answer the middle option, and it is therefore important to use 
odd numbers or options framed as ‘no opinion’ or ´do not know’. It is better to get ‘no opinion’ than no 
answer at all (Ejvegård 1996, p 54-56). Furthermore, it is essential to formulate each question in a way 
that the respondent can answer adequately. It is, however, not possible to exclude the possibility that 
one or several respondents do not understand what is asked (Ejvegård 1996, p. 56).  
 
Four semi-structured in-depth interviews of the upper secondary school students in the middle-sized 
city were conducted to get a deeper understanding of the survey answers. If a respondent was interested 
in being interviewed, they could leave their contacts at the end of the survey. Same targeted selection 
with goal-oriented criteria was applied. A random selection of the already chosen respondents for the 
survey was done, and four respondents participated voluntarily in the interviews. The respondents are 
not mentioned by name or gender, instead, the respondents will be addressed as respondent A, B, C and 
D in the result section.  



                                                                            31 

 
The survey and the interviews were conducted in Swedish. Based on the assumption that it is easier to 
communicate with the mother tongue of both the participants and the researcher. The participants were 
not specifically asked if Swedish was their mother tongue, but it was the chosen strategy since students 
in upper secondary school should know Swedish. Especially considering the sensitive subject of 
extreme right-wing organisations and the risk of misunderstanding if another language than Swedish 
was used. In this case, it is important to note that there can be implications when translating interviews 
from Swedish to English. For example, potential flaws can be untranslatable words, and there is a risk 
of subjectiveness when translating interviews and quotes. Interpretations from the translator and 
researcher, in this case, can affect the message both culturally but also linguistic errors (Van Nes et al., 
2010). Potential flaws were minimised by cross-checking each translation one by one. 
 
The survey questions are based on Pedahzur (2001) model and the chosen social barriers, school, police, 
justice system, media, adults, the respondents themselves and finally the future. The questions were 
formulated to capture both the barriers from above, representatives of the state and the barriers from 
below, civil society. The interview questions are similar to the survey question with the aim to get a 
better understanding of the survey answers. In particular, the questions regarding softer and harder 
actions, since the survey itself don’t specify actions further. The survey and interview questions are 
formulated to complete each other and give a deeper understanding of each question. In the result 
section both the survey and interview answers will be presented together, all answers are representative, 
and answers not mentioned are accounted for in the representative answers. The presented interview 
answers are the answers to the questions, some questions have the answer of two out of four interview 
respondents simply because the other two did not answer the question. Both the survey and the interview 
guide are attached in Swedish and English versions in Appendix A. 
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Chapter 5 
 
5.1 Results 
The results of the survey and the interviews will be presented thematically. The first theme is youth’s 
perception of extreme right-wing organisations presence and contact attempts. Summarising question 
one and two from the survey and interviews. The second theme is youth’s perception of how the local 
society and authority’s response towards extreme right-wing organisations, including schools, police, 
the justice system and media. Summarising question three, four, five and six. Lastly, the third theme is 
youth’s perception of extreme right-wing organisations and possibilities for a social sustainable future. 
Summarising question seven, eight, nine and ten. 
 
Results from the survey and interview will be presented together under each question. To give the reader 
all the results on the questions chronologically. Some of the questions have voluntary answers and they 
are categorised thematically and, they are representative of the voluntary answer on each specific 
question.  
 

5.2 Youth’s perception of extreme right-wing organisations 
presence and contact attempts 
 
The respondents answered the questions (1) Have you experienced the presence of an extreme right-
wing organisation and where? The respondents were asked to estimate number of times they had 
experienced presence and where in forms of listed locations, in the town where you live, in town in 
another city, during demonstrations, in school and their own suggestion. If they had experienced 
presence in town ten times, the answer would be ten times. If the same person also had experienced 
presence in school and during demonstrations, they would estimate a number of times there as well. 
Meaning one respondent, in most cases, answered several places and number of times. That is why the 
total number of answers is higher in some categories and lower in others. 
  
Diagram 1. Perception of extreme right-wing organisations presence 

 
 

2; 1%

257; 67%25; 6%

70; 18%

32; 8% 0; 0%

Never In town where you live
In town in another city During demostrations
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In total 40 out of 40 respondents answered the question. Since this question was formulated so the 
respondent could answer on each category there is no highest or lowest number. The diagram represents 
the respondents perceived presence at different locations. The options were: Never (2 answers; 1%), In 
the town where you live (257 times; 67%), In town in another city (25 times; 6%), During 
Demonstrations (70 times; 18%), In school (32 times; 8%) and Your own suggestion (0 times ;0%). 
 
In addition, two other answer referring to school was written in text instead of numbers by the 
respondents themselves. The comments were the following (i) four times a week and (ii) several days 
a week.  
 
The second question (2) Have you been contacted/been in contact with extreme right-wing 
organisations? With the same idea that the respondents had to estimate number of times and writing it 
down as an answer on the survey and orally in the interviews.  
 
Same as on question 1, if they had experienced presence in town ten times, the answer would be ten 
times. If the same person also had experienced presence in school, they would estimate a number of 
times there as well. Meaning one respondent could answer several places and decide estimated number 
of times. That is why the total number of answers is higher in some categories and lower in others.  
 
In total 40 out of 40 respondents answered the question. Since this question was formulated so the 
respondent could answer on each category there is no highest or lowest number. The diagram represents 
the respondents perceived contact attempts through different locations or tools such as social media. 
 
Diagram 2. Perception of extreme right-wing organisations contact attempts 

 
 
Never (15 answers;6%), In school (8 answers;4%), In town (85 answers;36%), Social media (42 
answers;18%) and Graffiti, stickers, pamphlets etc (85 answers;36%). In addition, two other answer 
referring to social media was written in text instead of numbers. The answers were the following (i) 
sometimes  and (ii) many times. There were also three answers written in text related to graffiti, stickers 
and pamphlets as well (i) many times, (ii) every day and (iii) every day.  
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The answers clearly show that both the presence and contact attempts happen in town, citations from 
the interviews confirms the result from the survey. Three out of four respondents’ answers from the 
interviews are presented below. There was no answer on the questions from respondent B and that is 
why it is not included. 
 

“They put up stickers and graffiti with their signs, on social media you can see them and 
sometimes articles they have written is shared online, if something special has happened for 
example”- Respondent D 

 
There is less contact in school only 4% answered that there had been contact attempts there while there 
are  higher numbers of attempts through graffiti, stickers, pamphlets and social media. The written 
answers also showed more contact on social media and with graffiti, stickers and pamphlets. 
 
As many as ,6% (15 of 40 respondents), answered that they never been contacted/ been in contact with 
an extreme right-wing organisation and the interview answers delivers different explanations.  
 

“Even if you distance yourself from them you will see them anyway. Because they are visible  
so it’s not like you need to be an extremist yourself to run in to them, they are trying to spread 
their word and gain more members and voters.” - respondent A.  

 
“It is big here in our city because it is small and more people joining NMR according to me. 
Furthermore, you could say that we have strong members here in the city from NMR. Resulting 
in more contact of course” - Respondent C 
 
“Yes, they are an actor, so we talk a little bit about it, but it differs. It differs on who you hang 
out with of course”- Respondent A 

 
Three out of four interview respondents clearly stated that NMR is a present actor and concludes that 
the perceived presence is big because NMR are an active actor, the youth know and recognise members 
when they are in town for example. But at the same time, it depends on their social network if they 
interact with NMR or just ‘happen to see’ them in town. 
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5.3 Youth’s perception on how the local society including 
authorities are responding towards extreme right-wing 
organisations. 
 
The third question asked how the respondent perceives the schools work regarding extreme right-wing 
organisations and if it should be, as it is now, softer or harder. In total 40 out of 40 respondents answered 
this question. The diagram show number of answers and percentage on each option.  
 
Diagram 3. Schools work regarding extreme right-wing organisations 

 
No opinion (2 answers ; 5%), As it is now (1 answer; 2%), Softer (6 answers; 15%) and Harder (31 
answers; 78%). Showing that the majority of the respondents wants the school to act harder. 
 
On this question 10 out of 40 answered the voluntary line and gave an explanation to their answer. The 
voluntary answers are categorised into four overall themes that are representative for all the answer and 
indicates what the respondents mean with harder actions.  
 
Diagram 4. Voluntary answers categorised regarding school 
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The four themes are (1) School is doing enough, (2) School is not doing enough, (3) Teachers should 
not share their opinions and (4) Teachers should do more for the students. So, by harder actions some 
respondents mean that the school and teachers should address this more often. While others, think the 
school and teachers should not interfere with the student’s political opinions. This was the question with 
the most voluntary answers, and it is natural since the respondents currently are in school. The 
interviews answers also showed diversity. Three out of four respondents’ answers from the interviews 
are presented below. There was no answer on the questions from respondent B and that is why it is not 
included. 
 

“I think it is a very complex issue precisely for teachers not to influence students. At the same 
time, I think this should be an exceptional case because it is such an undemocratic and hateful 
group. “- Respondent D  

 
Respondent D struggled more on the matter of how much teachers should be involved. While 
respondent C thought that the school needs to do more. 
 

“If I'm going to be completely honest, I don't think the school does that much. Okay if you take 
down a sticker, but what different does it make? When they are putting up new ones? Eh, yes 
they should talk more about it”- Respondent C 

 
Lastly, Respondent A see that the school is distancing but not much more. 
 

“The school has said that they distance themselves from them, but I still think that they don’t 
talk about it much.” - Respondent A 

The fourth question asked how the respondent perceives the police’s work regarding extreme right-
wing organisations and if it should be, as it is now, softer or harder. For example, are they perceived as 
doing their job and investigating groups like NMR? 
 
In total 40 out of 40 respondents answered this question. The diagram show number of answers and 
percentage on each option.  

 
Diagram 5. Perception of the  police’s work regarding extreme right-wing organisations 
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No opinion (4 answers ; 10%), As it is now (0 answers; 0%), Softer (12 answers; 30%) and Harder 
(24 answers; 60%). The majority of the respondents wanted the police to work harder against extreme 
right-wing organisations. 
 
In total 6 out of 40 respondents answered the voluntary line on this question. The voluntary answers are 
categorised into two main representative  themes, (1) Democratic values and (2) Harder consequences. 
 
Diagram 6. Voluntarily answers categorised regarding the police  
 

 
There seems to be two sides when asked this question, one side that believes in the democratic system 
with different opinions and another side that do not think it is enough with the current regulations.  
 
The interviewed corresponded with the survey, there seems to be no direct critique towards the police 
rather an understanding for the police’s difficult situation in relation to these groups. Two out of four 
respondents’ answers from the interviews are presented below. There was no answer on the questions 
from respondent C and D, that is why it is not included. 
 

 
“The police may not be able to do so much that they demonstrate because they are allowed, 
anyone can do it, so the police can't really do that much really. The police can help when they 
go after individual people and I think they already do, if it’s serious enough.”- Respondent A 

 
But at the same time a need for more action towards groups like NMR which also is present in the 
voluntary comment line on the question. 

 
“The whole community, the school and the police have to get harder, everyone has to work 
harder I think anyway”- Respondent B 
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The fifth question asked how the respondent perceives the justice systems work regarding extreme right 
-wing organisations and if it should be, as it is now, softer or harder. For example, should laws and 
penalties be stricter and longer? 
 
In total 40 out of 40 respondents answered this question. The diagram show number of answers and 
percentage on each option.  
 
Diagram 7. Perception of how the justice systems work regarding extreme right-wing 
organisations 

No opinion (3 answers; 7%), As it is now (5 answers; 13%), Softer (0 answers; 0%) and Harder (32 
answers; 80%). Once again, a majority of the respondents wants harder action. For example, harder 
laws and penalties. 
 
On this question only 4 out of 40 answered the voluntary line and the answers are categorised into two 
overall themes, (1) Should not exist at all and (2)  Harder laws and regulations. 
 
Diagram 8. Voluntarily answers categorised regarding the justice system 
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Compared to the other voluntary answers this is the first one that clearly is stricter and even indicates 
ideas of banning or making NMR illegal. The interviews are as the survey answers divided, there seems 
to be some ideas of the importance of freedom of speech on one hand, and on the other hand their strict 
opinions whether NMR should exist or not. Two out of four respondents’ answers from the interviews 
are presented below. There was no answer on the questions from respondent B and C, that is why it is 
not included. 
 

“So, it is difficult because we have freedom of speech and it weighs the most, but I think we 
should be able to do more to prevent them. Because they threat different groups of people, 
religious groups, LGBTQ who are offended by NMR  presence when they say what they want”.- 
Respondent A  

 
Respondent A thinks freedom of speech is important. But at the same time question if it is valid to 
change freedom of speech because NMR threat other social groups. Similarly, to the answers in the 
voluntary line presented above. 

 
“But they are a threat to the Constitution we have, and I do not think they should be, because 
you have  the right to express your opinion. It cannot be that certain opinions are expressed and 
others not just because my opinion which I think is right can be expressed over an opinion 
which I think is wrong, because that is not democratic either.”- Respondent D 

 
While respondent D see that freedom of speech protects all opinions and show a softer perception of 
action needed to be taken. 
 
The sixth question asked how the respondent perceives the media's reporting on extreme right-wing 
organisations and if it should be, as it is now, softer or harder. For example, should they report more 
or less? Or about what they should report. 
 
In total 39 out of 40 respondents answered this question. The diagram show number of answers and 
percentage on each option.  
 
Diagram 9. Perceived perception of the media's reporting on extreme right-wing organisations  

 

3; 8%

9; 23%

6; 15%

21; 54%

No opinion As it is now Softer Harder
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No opinion (3 answers; 8%), As it is now (9 answers; 23%), Softer (6 answers; 15%) and Harder (21 
answers; 54%). Harder actions are a majority again, but it is lower in numbers compared to the 
previous questions. 
 
In total 6 out of 40 answered the voluntary line and the answers for this question is categorised into 
two representative themes  (1) Report facts and  (2)  Do not give them media presence 
 
Diagram 10. Voluntarily answers categorised regarding media 

 
 
Media's role was mainly perceived as either against in form of information against NMR or profiting 
NMR by reporting on them. In comparison to question 3,4 and 5 the answers on this question differed 
the most. The other questions had higher numbers of the option harder and this question had the lowest 
with 21 (still more than 50%) that wanted the media to supervise groups like NMR harder. The interview 
answers highlight the same theme as the voluntary answers. Two out of four respondents’ answers from 
the interviews are presented below. There was no answer on the questions from respondent C and D, 
that is why it is not included. 
 

“But yes, I still think you should watch them, if they now consider themselves politicians, I 
think you should watch them as hard as the rest”.- A 

 
Facts should be reported and don’t give them media presence, write about society and immigrants 
instead for example. 
 

“I have not seen the media write about such things, they just put the lid on and do not write 
about other things. The media should write more about immigrants and society as a whole. 
Because it is, they who make it wrong, that we do not share more information”.- B 

 
 
 
 
 

Report facts

"Facts weigh heavier 
than opinions. It's easier 
to influence if you have 

facts behind"

"I think the media could 
report something more 

about the groups"

Do not give them 
media presence

"Don't think they 
should get attention 

because it is what they 
want"

"The more publicity 
they get, the more 
people will join"
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5.4 Youth’s perception on extreme right-wing organisations and 
possibilities for a sustainable social future 
 
Question 7 asked how the respondents perceived that adults around them take a stand against extreme 
right-wing organisations, or not. 
 
In total 40 out of 40 respondents answered this question. The diagram show number of answers and 
percentage on each option.  
 
Diagram 11. Do adults around you take a stand against extreme right-wing organisations?  

 
No opinion (5 answers; 12%), A little (15 answers; 37%), Some, (9 answers; 23%) and Much (11 
answers; 28%). Divided results with little differences between the answers. So did the interview 
answers, more or less agreeing that it is hard to do anything to take a stand and that it really differs in 
society. Three out of four respondents’ answers from the interviews are presented below. There was no 
answer on the questions from respondent B and that is why it is not included. 
 

“I have to say that most people are very opposed to them. Maybe not exactly against them but 
they do not agree with them. They are not so many who walk up to them or say it to them in 
that way because they are afraid of what NMR can do. Because NMR have threatened people 
before and so on”.- Respondent A 

 
Respondent A perceived that there are more adults taking a stand while respondent C has another 
opinion.  
 

“I have both, I have no one who sympathizes so much in my family but then I have other adults 
around me who actually, do not support and agree, but still think they should have increased 
rights. A friend I was close to joined NMR.”- Respondent C 

 
There also seems to be awareness of how adults speak about the matter, that sometimes not saying 
anything can be interpreted as they are being supportive of NMR. At the same time there seems to be 
adults around the youth clearly making their opinions heard. 
 

5; 12%

15; 37%

9; 23%

11; 28%
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“Not saying anything at all can be interpreted as being a little ‘with them’ instead of against 
them, in a way. Whether they sympathize and like certain parts is difficult to understand. But 
most people are against it here.”- Respondent C 
 
“In my living environment everyone is against them in one way or another. But there are those 
who do not think it is so strange.”- Respondent D 

 
Both the survey and interviews showed variation, there seems to be a fear of being against NMR but at 
the same time more than 50% answered that they perceived adults around them taking either much or 
some stand against NMR. 
 
Question 8 asked how the respondents perceived that they themselves take a stand against extreme 
right-wing organisations, or not. 
 
In total 39 out of 40 respondents answered this question. The diagram show number of answers and 
percentage on each option.  
 
Diagram 12. Do you take a stand against extreme right-wing organisations? 

No opinion (6 answers;  16%), A little (9 answers; 23%), Some, (11 answers; 28%) and Much (13 
answers; 33%).Similarly to the previous question the answers are divided. All four respondents of the 
interview answered and are presented below. The interview answers indicate that they struggle with 
what they can do to take a stand against it. 
 

“I've been to demonstrations and so but not otherwise, I haven't experienced much with those 
groups, so I don't really know what to do.”- Respondent B  

 
“Yeah, I don't do the shit either. But if someone started to say stuff close to me, I would say 
something of course.”- Respondent D 

 
Furthermore, the respondents highlighted that there are different opinions in society and not necessarily 
as extreme as NMR but still right oriented. 
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“ There is no one I know of who thinks NMR is explicitly good.  Everyone is against NMR but 
at the same time they can be supporters of other right-oriented parties. That are more accepted 
than NMR, as with the whole society.”- Respondent A 

 
Respondent C perceive different ‘camps’ of opinion.  
 

“I think there are several camps here, opposite, midway or for. They are a little mixed up as 
well.”- Respondent C 

 
Question 9 asked the question, do you think extreme right-wing organisations will increase, decrease, 
same as now or don’t know. 
 
In total 40 out of 40 respondents answered this question. The diagram show number of answers and 
percentage on each option.  
 
Diagram 13. Do you think extreme right-wing organisations will? 

 
 
Will increase (26 answers; 55%), Will decrease (5 answers; 12%), Same as now (2 answers; 5%) and 
Don’t know (7 answers; 18%). Over 50% of the participants believe that extreme-right wing 
organisations will increase in the future.  
 
The answers from the interviews showed uncertainty regarding the future. All four respondents of the 
interview answered and are presented below. 
 

“ I actually don't know, I feel like all of Europe, the world is more extreme. In Sweden, they 
are also increasing well. I think it is really sad”- Respondent A 

 
Respondent B predicts a darker future than Respondent C and D. 

 
“I think if it continues like it is now, with school, the media and the police, they will get worse. 
Then it will be chaos”- Respondent B 

 

26; 65%2; 5%

5; 12%

7; 18%

Will increase Same as now
Will decrease Don't know
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“Since there is so much propaganda and information about it, NMR both influence and increase. 
The more they establish themselves here in our city, the more people will be drawn into it. But 
it can also be a total turning point and people starting to go against it too”- Respondent C 
 
“As long as they spread and they are accepted among people to vote for their party, they will 
increase because they are becoming normalised. But I hope they will get less support .”- 
Respondent D 

 
There seems to be some optimism regarding the future but still awareness of the perceived growing 
interest in extreme right-wing organisation such as NMR but also right-oriented politics in general. 
 
Lastly, question 10 was an open question regarding how they believe extreme right-wing organisations 
will develop and how society should respond to it. In total 33 out of 40  respondents answered in written 
text and therefore the answers will be divided into general themes motivated with examples.  
 
The voluntary answers are categorised into four overall representative themes, 6 of the answers were 
regarding (1) Youth and children as a risk group , 8 of the answers was regarding (2) Increase in right-
oriented politics in general. 7 answers were regarding the (3) importance of a strong democracy and 11 
answers were regarding different kinds of (4) Resistance against extreme right -wing organisations. The 
last  answers were “ I don’t know” and it is not part of any of the categories.  Each category will have 
two representative quotations and a short reflection of the other answers from the same category.  
 

1. Youth and children as a risk group 
 

“I think that young people don’t understand the seriousness and mostly think it is a cool thing to 
support. I think teachers in school should educate children from a young age and show more what 
has happened before”. 

 
Indicating the respondents see a need for help from the adult world from a young age. 
 

“Many young people will join such groups unless the adults, the school, the community stops / 
informs that they are wrong.” 

 
Once again stressing the need for adults to help. A majority of the answers in this category 
specifically mentioned the importance of adults helping children and youth. 
 

2. Increase in right-oriented politics in general  
The respondents have noticed increased right-oriented politics in general not only extreme 
organisation such as NMR. 
 

 “I think the movements will increase as, for example, a right-oriented party is today one of 
Sweden's largest parties. Because of that, I believe such views in society are increasing and if 
they gain power, I do not think that society will address the movements, thus no stricter laws 
or attempts to reduce the right-wing movements.” 

  



                                                                            45 

The respondents have throughout the study referred to increased right-oriented politics in general as 
an important factor to NMR’s success. In this case, the respondent is concerned that the Swedish 
Government won’t do enough to reduce the extreme right-wing movement because of it. 
 

“I think right-wing groups will increase, given the attention these groups receive both in 
reality and on social media. I find it  difficult to predict what the future will look like, but they 
should make a change about how the public and the police respond to these groups.” 

 
There is a fear that all the attention NMR and other extreme groups get will lead to an increase if not 
measures are taken. 
 

3. The importance of a strong democracy  
There is also a group of respondents that highlights the advantages of democracy and freedom of 
speech.  
 

“As long as society is stable, both economic and socially there will be no room for extremist 
opinions” 

 
Furthermore, stresses the fact that in a democracy you are allowed to say want you want. 

 
“We live in a democracy where you can say what you want. If that does not change, nothing 
will change.” 
 

The importance of the democratic values is highlighted and believed to be strong enough to withstand 
extremism. 
 

4. Resistance against extreme right-wing organisations 
The last theme represents the respondents that wanted strong actions towards NMR and similar 
groups.  
 

“Meet them with the police and the military and create laws that makes it illegal to 
demonstrate with  discriminating and  disparage values” 

 
In the same category softer answers like the following were the unprepared society is a problem can 
be found. 

 
“I believe that if no new laws / regulations are introduced, the right-wing groups will increase, 
they will involve more children and young people. I don't think society is prepared for that.” 
 
“The development will take place on the internet, like websites that are new to society / 
avpixlat1. The problem will be fake news and when opinions become facts. Hard to know how 
to face it. But a larger safety net that "catches people" is necessary “ 
 

This was one of the two larger themes of answers, showing both harder and softer measures that the 
respondents think is necessary when discussing extreme right-wing organisations such as NMR. The 
conclusion from the answers is that changes are needed according to the respondents. 

 
1 Avpixlat is an extreme right-wing Swedish online website. 
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5.5 Analysis 
 
In summary, the results from the study showed that the youth in the middle-sized city with NMR 
influence had strong opinions on the matter. School, police, the justice system and media should treat 
extreme right-wing organisations, such as NMR, harder. Some respondents clarified what they meant 
with the option harder on the voluntary line of the questions, and the four interviews also gave an insight 
into what harder could be. It could, for example, be more information about the organisation in school, 
less media attention and giving NMR the same treatment as other politicians or stricter laws hindering 
NMR from expressing their opinions. When it came to the respondent themselves and adults around 
them there was more diverse answers and answers like ‘I don’t know what to do’ and ‘there are several 
camps of opinion’. Lastly, the respondents answered that they thought that organisations like NMR 
would increase in the future.  
 
When answering the question if they and adults around them are taking a stand against NMR, there 
seemed to be some confusion of what they and adults can do to take a stand against a group like NMR. 
It is an interesting observation because the respondents seem to forget their own and the people around 
them social power in the question, even though they are explicitly asked about it. As Pedahzur (2001) 
clearly states the civil society can both support or hinder an extremist group itself by allowing or not 
allowing the structures in society that allows extremism. Likewise, the Swedish government also see 
civil society as an important factor in relation to extremism and racism. There seems to be a gap here, 
were youth in this middle-sized city and a broader sense, civil society as a whole, can be described as 
being somewhere in between the authority’s regulations and NMR activities. 
 
There is also an awareness among the respondents that youths are a risk group in relation to NMR. It 
shows awareness of how NMR and other extremist groups recruit. The results also show that the youth 
living near extreme environment fear that the notion of how organisations like NMR recruits is not 
enough to hinder youth from joining. Because both the school and adults around them are perceived as 
needed according to the respondents. 
 
Another interesting pattern is that the respondents answered that the society in the form of different 
authorities should act harder. At the same time, the respondents think that organisations like NMR will 
increase. One possible explanation could be found in the interview answers, where the respondents 
mentioned right-wing trends in Europe and that one of Sweden’s biggest political parties are right-
oriented, referring to higher acceptance of right-oriented opinions in general. 
 
Classification of the attitudes 
 
According to Pedahzur (2001), model two steps needs to be followed before classification can be done. 
The first step is to identify the challengers of the regime, in this case, NMR is the challenger in the 
middle-sized city. The second step is to develop separate analytical dimensions to identify scope and 
intensity. In this study, the scope and intensity will be answered by the youth responding to the survey 
and interview from their point of view. 
 
Question 1 and 2 was not limited with a specific time period which results in an inconclusive answer 
regarding the under what time period they have seen or been contacted by NMR. However, NMR 
presence in the middle-sized city started around 2014 until today so the spectra in time are between 
2014-2020. The survey together with the interviews concludes that NMR is an actor in the society, but 
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the contact can differ depending on who the youth’s surround themselves with. Attempts of contact on 
social media and graffiti are more common than direct contact in school. In total, the total assessment 
of the scope will be classified as medium. It is too much presence and contact for it to be narrow and 
not enough for a wide classification. 
 
The chosen barriers from above were, their school, the police, the legal system, the media. The barriers 
from below were, adults and their own perception of resistance towards NMR and lastly their perception 
of the future and what society can do in relation to groups like NMR to get a social sustainable future. 
The questions were formulated so the respondent could share their perception of the barriers. 
 
Question 3 to 6 covered school, police, legal system and media. The overall trend is that the youth’s 
perception is that the barriers need to work harder against these groups. The opinions are divided within 
the respondent group. Regarding question number 3 about school a majority,31 out of 40, of the 
respondents wanted the school to take harder action against extreme right-wing organisations. In 
contrast, a few respondents did not think school should intervene at all. Question number 4 and 5 
regarding the police,24 out of 40, and justice system,32 out of 40, continue to show that the perception 
of the youth is that both the police and the justice system needs to work harder towards extreme right-
wing organisations. When asked about the media, the trend is still strong for harder actions but lower 
with,21 out of 40, perceiving that the media needs to work harder against these groups. 
 
Results from questions 7 and 8 show that the perception of resistance from adults in their vicinity and 
their action towards extreme right-wing organisations showed varied results. These questions were 
asked to get the perception of how the youth experience the resistance against NMR. If there was any 
resistance or not, since civil society can both support and hinder an extreme right-wing organisations 
success according to Pedahzur (2001). Lastly, the results from question 9 and 10 to get a perception of 
how the youth saw the future showed that 26 out of 40, believed that extreme-right wing organisations 
would increase. When answering question 10, there were clear thematic themes in the answers one of 
them being the fear of other right-oriented parties gaining power in Sweden and another one of youth 
as a risk group in relation to extreme right-wing organisations. 
 
Barriers from above, in this case, school, police, justice system and media also showed that more than 
a majority of the respondents wanted all of them to act harder against extreme-right wing organisations. 
Indicating that the respondents do not perceive that the barriers are strong enough as it is today and 
therefore, weak. The same conclusion can be drawn from the respondents’ answer of adults and their 
position against extreme right-wing organisations, even though the answers are divided it shows that, 
as it often is, different opinions in a society and not necessarily a strong community against groups like 
NMR. Resulting in weak barriers from above and from below, which classifies the youth’s attitudes as 
militant. It corresponds with the parts of Pedahzur (2001) description of the militant ideal type, the 
struggle against the challenges characterises the response and basic democratic rights are at risk. The 
youth wanted stricter regulations, and some of the voluntary comments included answers like total bans 
of NMR and their opinions. However, in the context of this study the militant attitude does not mean 
that the youth wants more violence or eliminate opponents, rather they are willing to have harder 
restrictions on the behalf of basic democratic right such as freedom of speech.  
 
The results of this study follow similar patterns as prior studies on the subject, the time of tolerance 
study in 2014 showed that Swedish school children have high levels of tolerance but still had some 
concerns regarding xenophobia rather than immigrants. Youth living in the middle-sized city with NMR 
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presence have clearly shown that they have concerns regarding the growing xenophobia in their 
hometown. At the same time, the respondents also showed concerns about right-oriented politics 
increased popularity in general. The study from the SOM-institute showed that the participating swedes 
did not accept violent methods to influence Swedish society. Similar patterns can be found in this study 
where it is evident that there is fear associated with NMR approach and methods to influence Swedish 
society. One possible explanation for the youth’s attitude towards them could be that they are starting 
to get tired of NMR’s approach that includes violence and threats. The ‘militant attitude’ actually is in 
line with the Swedish Government’s current investigation if NMR should be banned or not, inspired by 
Finland. If Sweden were to put a ban on NMR, their members would lose their basic human right of 
freedom of speech. 
 
In the end, it goes back to Popper’s paradox of tolerance, which concludes that total tolerance leads to 
intolerance. The paradox is present in this study, the youth see how NMR use violence and threats, so 
in return, their tolerance towards NMR is lower, and even actions such as harder regulations and bans 
are suddenly motivated. Every democracy must choose how to respond to the extremism of all kinds. 
In one way or another because of several reasons and one major one being the social sustainability -
taking fundamental human rights, quality of life, social justice and social coherence into account. 
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Chapter 6  
 
6.1 Discussion  
 
The study aimed to explore how an extreme right-wing organisation, in this case, the Nordic Resistance 
Movement, affects social sustainability in a middle-sized city in Sweden. By investigating youth’s 
attitudes towards the influence of Nordic Resistance Movement in their hometown it was possible to 
assess the social coherence in the city. 
 
The subject of extreme right-wing organisations is sensitive and studying youth’s attitudes towards 
these groups is even more sensitive. It demands ethical considerations and transparency from the 
researcher as well as from the respondents of the study. Before conducting the survey and interviews, 
one risk was that the respondents would not want to answer. Instead, the study showed high answering 
rates and even comments on the voluntary line of motivation.  
 
One explanation is that when given a chance, they told it from their perspective. Another one could be 
that they did not want to answer honestly and therefore, answered what they thought was “right” to 
answer and or maybe they wanted to protect themselves or someone else by answering untruthfully. 
Question 2 regarding eventual contact attempts from extreme right-wing organisations is a question 
were answers differed the most, some respondents could see stickers and graffiti every day while others 
have never seen them. It indicates that there could be different explanations behind the answers. It is, 
however, impossible to know exactly what the respondents were thinking of when they were answering 
the questions. The amount of presence and contact differ from person to person. The respondents’ 
perceptions still indicate that NMR is a central actor in the city.   
 
In regard to the second theme, local society and authorities, this was the section with the most voluntary 
comments and therefore also more opinions. The respondents seem to want more action from society, 
especially in the school system. The police, justice system and media still had high numbers for harder 
action but not as many opinions as to the question regarding the school, which is natural since the 
respondents currently are in upper secondary school. The general trend in the answers is harder action 
towards extreme right-wing organisations such as NMR. 
 
 Lastly, the third theme represents the perception of the future. The questions regarding if adults around 
them and themselves take a stand against them are very sensitive questions. Some decided to by answer 
the option no opinion, but the majority answered with an option. The interviews helped getting a better 
understanding of the different answers in the survey because they highlighted an interesting point, 
namely- what can they do to take a stand? One interview respondent answered that they participated in 
demonstrations but did not know what else can be done. The social coherence in the middle-sized city 
can be described as divided with several different political camps according to the respondents of the 
interviews. The survey supports that conclusion since the answers on adults and themselves taking a 
stand against NMR differed the most among the respondents.  
 
The lack of social coherence is also seen in answer to the question if NMR would increase. When the 
respondents were asked to answer the question of whether organisations such as NMR would increase, 
decrease or stay the same, a majority (again) answered that it would increase. When asked in more 
detail what society needs to do in the future, the answers are clear, the youth’s in a middle-sized 
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influenced by NMR wants harder action towards extreme right-wing groups. A significant number of 
the respondents wanted, what can be interpreted as the Swedish Government, to take action with, for 
example, harder regulations, use of military, police and the school system. One interpretation of this 
could be that the social coherence is lacking to the extent that the respondents perceive that the national 
government must handle the issue, rather than the local government in the municipality. 
 
The youth does not see a sustainable social future, rather the opposite with a fear of the increasing 
presence of NMR and right-wing parties in general. At the same time, the youth does not exclude the 
possibility of a sustainable social situation in their hometown because there is hope for a sustainable 
future if the government act upon the concerns they have addressed.  
 
As previously mentioned, extremism has always been a threat to democracy, defending approaches, as 
well as inclusive approaches, exists in different forms today. International conventions and regulation 
frameworks monitor human rights. The UN criticised Sweden, more specifically CERD in 2018 for the 
lack of action towards hate speech, racism and extreme organisations. Agenda 2030 and goal number 
16 that includes peace, justice and strong institutions is another international framework stressing the 
importance of social sustainability and peaceful societies. It is up to every country and government to 
respond to critique as well as different international framework and extremism. It is not an easy task 
because the rules of what is right and wrong are all different shades of grey rather than black and white. 

 
6.2 Future research 
 
In this study, several interesting observations could be of relevance for further studies. One of them 
being the observation of confusion of what and how the social society can take a stand against a group 
like NMR. Even though governmental action plans have civil society as a core target group with 
dialogue and support as important actions, there seems to be a gap between the action plan and the 
perceived reality of the youth living with NMR presence. A continuation and follow-up on how the 
Swedish government’s action plan and cooperation with civil society with for example, NMR presence, 
would be interesting. One assumption could be that the national government and local municipality are 
doing more than civil society is aware of, in that case, how can civil society be more involved. 
 
Another interesting subject is the matter of youth as a risk group in relation to NMR. The respondents 
answered that both school and adults around them are needed to help support youth and children from 
a young age. More diverse studies on youth and children in extremist environment are necessary. 
Because it differs for children and youth who have family members in a radical organisation or join 
extremist organisations and other youth who ‘just happens’ to live with extremism in their hometown 
but not necessarily wanting to join for example. Gender differences needs to be investigated as well 
since extreme right-wing organisations have shown to be male dominated in prior research. General 
knowledge and information may not be enough, in the middle-sized city in this study, there seems to be 
a demand for more practical support and actions for the youth themselves as well for adults around 
them.  
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Chapter 7  
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Appendix A  
 
Swedish version: Survey 

Ungdomars attityder mot högerextrema rörelser 

  
Denna enkät är en del av en uppsats inom ramen för Uppsala Universitets master i Hållbar Utveckling 
som undersöker ungdomars attityder mot högerextrema rörelser. Enkäten är frivillig och anonym, 
varken forskarna eller din lärare kommer att veta vilka svar du har skrivit. Materialet kommer att 
användas i uppsatsen och vetenskapliga texter. I dessa texter kommer varken skolans namn eller några 
riktiga namn att nämnas. 

Enkäten består av 10 frågor och tar cirka 10-15 minuter att besvara. 

Om du inte vill att din text ska läsas av oss forskare har du full rätt att neka till att den lämnas vidare. 
Sätt i så fall ett X i boxen nedan, och markera att du inte önskar att texten lämnas vidare till oss. Om du 
väljer att inte kryssa i rutan godkänner du att vi forskare får läsa din anonyma text. 

    Nej, tack. Jag vill inte att forskare tittar på min text. 

Kontaktuppgifter 

Elena A Blomgren, student Uppsala Universitet  

Mikael Berg, Forskare och handledare vid Högskolan Dalarna. 

Maria Deldén Forskare och sakkunnig i ämnet från Högskolan Dalarna 

 

Enkät  

 

1.    Har du upplevt/sett någon närvaro av högerextrema rörelser? Ange uppskattat antal gånger med 
valfri siffra i rutorna med 1 som den lägsta siffran om aldrig på alla alternativ sätt ett X i den översta 
rutan. Exempel: Om du har upplevt närvaro på stan 1 gång så skriv 1 i rutan. 

  
                  Aldrig 
                  På stan där du bor 
                  På stan i en annan stad 
                  Demonstrationer 
                  I skolan  
                  Eget förslag __________________ 

  
  
  

2.    Har du kontaktats av/varit i kontakt med högerextrema rörelser, till exempel NMR?   
Ange uppskattat antal gånger med valfri siffra i rutorna med 1 som den lägsta siffran - om 

aldrig på alla alternativ sätt ett X i den översta rutan. Exempel: Om du har kontaktats 
på stan 1 gång så skriv 1 i rutan. 

                     Aldrig 
                     I skolan 
                     På stan (affär, café, restaurang och krog) 
                     Sociala medier (Facebook, Instagram, TikTok) 
                     Graffiti, affischer, flyers i brevlådan 
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                     Eget förslag _________________ 
  
  
  
3. Tycker du skolan och lärarnas arbete mot dessa grupper bör vara... 
Ringa in ett valfritt alternativ som du uppskattar passar påståendet. 
                            
                     1                         2                    3                   4                
             Ingen åsikt       Som det är nu    Mjukare       Hårdare  
 
 
  
Frivillig motivering: _________________________________________________________ 
  
  
4. Tycker du polisens hantering av dessa grupper bör vara…  
Ringa in ett valfritt alternativ som du uppskattar passar påståendet. 
  
                     1                         2                    3                   4                
             Ingen åsikt    Som det är nu    Mjukare       Hårdare  
  
  
 
Frivillig motivering: _________________________________________________________ 
 
 
5. Tycker du att rättssystemets påföljder av dessa grupper, till exempel lag och straff bör vara... 
Ringa in ett valfritt alternativ som du uppskattar passar påståendet. 
             
  
                     1                         2                    3                   4                
             Ingen åsikt    Som det är nu Mjukare       Hårdare  
 
 
  
Frivillig motivering: _________________________________________________________ 
  
  
6. Tycker du medias bevakning av dessa grupper bör vara... 
Ringa in ett valfritt alternativ som du uppskattar passar påståendet. 
  
                     1                         2                    3                   4                
             Ingen åsikt    Som det är nu Mjukare       Hårdare  
 
 
  
Frivillig motivering: _________________________________________________________ 
  
  
  
7. Tycker du att vuxna i din närhet tar ställning mot högerextrema grupper? 
Ringa in ett valfritt alternativ som du uppskattar passar påståendet. 

  
                     1                        2                     3                      4                
             Ingen åsikt             Lite               Mellan          Mycket  
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Frivillig motivering: _________________________________________________________ 
  
  
8.  Tycker du att du tar ställning mot högerextrema grupper?  
Ringa in ett valfritt alternativ som du uppskattar passar påståendet. 
  
                      1                        2                     3                      4                
              Ingen åsikt             Lite               Mellan          Mycket  
  
  
Frivillig motivering: _________________________________________________________ 
  

9. Hur ser du på högerextrema rörelsernas framtid?  
Markera ett valfritt alternativ med ett X i rutan. Endast en ruta ska markeras. 
  

    Kommer öka  
    Kommer minska 
    Lika som nu 
    Vet inte  

  
Frivillig motivering: _________________________________________________________ 
  

10. Frivillig fördjupade fråga 
Förklara hur du tror att de högerextrema rörelserna kommer att utvecklas i framtiden och hur du tror 
samhället ska möta det?  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  
  
 

 



                                                                            61 

Vill du delta i en kort intervju om ungdomars attityder mot högerextrema rörelser? Fika 
och kaffe erbjuds! 

Intervjun är en fördjupande del av undersökningen av ungdomars attityder mot högerextrema rörelser. 
Intervjun är frivillig och anonym, varken forskarna eller din lärare kommer att veta vilka svar du uppger. 
Materialet kommer att användas i uppsatsen och vetenskapliga texter. I dessa texter kommer varken 
skolans namn eller några riktiga namn att nämnas. 
 
Intervjun består av flertalet frågor och tar cirka 20-30 minuter att besvara. Vi kommer att sitta 
tillsammans och fika medan vi går igenom frågorna. Intervjun kommer ske närmsta dagarna denna 
vecka, det vill säga idag: onsdag, torsdag eller fredag på en tid som passar er. 

Vill ni delta och bidra till forskning?  

Skriv ert mobilnummer eller mailadress för kontakt samt förslag på tid om ni redan nu kan tänka något 
som passar: 

Mobil:                                                                          Email: 
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English version: Survey 

 

Youth’s  attitudes towards right-wing extremist movements 

 

This survey is part of a research project within the framework of Uppsala University's Master in 
Sustainable Development, which examines youths’ attitudes towards extreme right-wing organisations. 
The survey is voluntary and anonymous, neither the researchers nor your teacher will know what 
answers you have written. The material will be used in the essay and scientific texts. In these texts 
neither the school name nor any real names will be mentioned. 

The questionnaire consists of 10 questions and takes about 10-15 minutes to answer. 

If you do not want your text to be read by our researchers, you have the full right to refuse to submit it. 
If so, put an X in the box below, and mark that you do not want the text to be passed on to us. If you 
choose not to check the box, you authorize us researchers to read your anonymous text. 

 

No, thank you. I don't want scientists to look at my text. 

 

Contact details 

Elena A Blomgren, student Uppsala University 

Mikael Berg, Researcher and supervisor at Dalarna University. 

Maria Deldén, Researcher and expert on the subject from Dalarna University. 

  

Survey 

 

1. Have you experienced / seen any presence of extreme right movements? 

Enter the estimated number of times with any number in the boxes with 1 being the lowest number - if 
never in all alternative ways an X in the top box. Example: If you have experienced a presence on the 
town 1 time, type 1 in the box. 

 

Never 

In the city where you live 

On the town in another city 

demonstrations 

In school 

Own proposal __________________ 
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2. Have you been contacted by / been in contact with extreme right movements, such as NMR? 

Enter the estimated number of times with any number in the boxes with 1 being the lowest number - if 
never in all alternative ways an X in the top box. Example: If you have been contacted in town once, 
type 1 in the box. 

Never 

In school 

In town (shop, cafe, restaurant and tavern) 

Social media (Facebook, Instagram, TikTok) 

Graffiti, posters, flyers in the mailbox 

Own proposal _________________ 

 

 

 

3. Do you think the school and the teachers' work towards these groups should be ... 

Circle the option that you appreciate fits the claim. 

                            

                     1                    2                   3               4 

             No opinion     As it is now     Softer         Harder 

 

Voluntary motivation: _________________________________________________________ 

 

 

4. Do you think the police's handling of these groups should be… 

Circle the option that you appreciate fits the claim. 

 

                       1                    2                   3               4 

             No opinion     As it is now     Softer         Harder 

 

Voluntary motivation: _________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 

 

5. Do you think that the legal system's sanctions on these groups, such as law and punishment, should 
be … Circle the option that you appreciate fits the claim. 
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      1                    2                   3               4 

No opinion     As it is now     Softer         Harder 

Voluntary motivation: _________________________________________________________ 

 

 

6. Do you think media coverage of these groups should be ... 

Circle the option that you appreciate fits the claim. 

      1                    2                   3               4 

 No opinion     As it is now     Softer         Harder 

Voluntary motivation: _________________________________________________________ 

 

7. Do you think that adults in your area are taking a stand against right-wing extremist groups? 

Calling any option that you appreciate fits the claim. 

    1                    2                   3               4 

 No opinion     As it is now     Softer         Harder  

 

Voluntary motivation: _________________________________________________________ 

  

  

8. Do you think you are taking a stand against right-wing groups? 

Calling any option that you appreciate fits the claim. 

     1                    2                   3               4 

 No opinion     As it is now     Softer         Harder 

 Voluntary motivation: _________________________________________________________ 

  

9. How do you see the future of right-wing movements? 

Select an optional option with an X in the box. Only one box should be selected. 

  

Will increase 

Will decrease 

Like now 

Don't know 
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Voluntary motivation: _________________________________________________________ 

  

10. Voluntary in-depth question 

Explain how you think the right-wing movements will develop in the future and how you think society 
should handle it? 

 

  

  

  

  

  

 
 
 
Would you like to take part in a short interview about young people's attitudes towards 
right-wing movements? Coffee and coffee are offered! 
 
The interview is an in-depth part of the study of youth’s attitudes towards right-wing organisations. The 
interview is voluntary and anonymous, neither the researchers nor your teacher will know what answers 
you provide. The material will be used in the essay and scientific texts. In these texts neither the school 
name nor any real names will be mentioned. 
 
The interview consists of several questions and takes about 20-30 minutes to answer. We will sit 
together and have a fika as we go through the questions. The interview will take place the next few days 
this week, ie today: Wednesday, Thursday or Friday at a time that suits you. 
Do you want to participate and contribute to research? 
 
Write your mobile number or e-mail address for contact as well as suggestions of time if you can already 
think of something that fits: 
 
Mobile:                                                                                                         Email: 
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Swedish version: Interview guide 
 
1. Har du kontaktats av högerextrema rörelser, till exempel NMR? 

• vart? 
• på vilket sätt?  

 
2. Har du upplevt närvaron av högerextrema rörelser?  
: till exempel demonstrationer 
på stan, i skolan eller eget förslag  
 
3. Tycker du skolan och lärarnas hantering av dessa grupper ska bli.. som de är nu, mjukare eller 
hårdare?  
- Om till exempel hårdare nämns, fråga om exempel på vad som kan vara en hårdare handling? 
 
4. Tycker du polisens hantering av dessa grupper ska bli.. som de är nu, mjukare eller hårdare? 
- Om till exempel hårdare nämns, fråga om exempel på vad som kan vara en hårdare handling? 
 
5. Tycker du att rättssystemets hantering av dessa grupper, till exempel lag och straff ska bli.. som de 
är nu, mjukare eller hårdare? 
- Om till exempel hårdare nämns, fråga om exempel på vad som kan vara en hårdare handling? 
 
6. Tycker du medias rapportering av dessa grupper... som de är nu, mjukare eller hårdare? 
- Om till exempel hårdare nämns, fråga om exempel på vad som kan vara en hårdare handling? 
 
7. Tycker du att vuxna i din närhet tar ställning mot extrema grupper? 
- Be dem beskriva med i detalj hur deras miljö ser ut. 
 
8.  Tycker du att du tar ställning i frågan om extrema grupper? 
- Be dem problematisera denna fråga om möjligt. 
 
9. Hur ser du på högerextrema rörelsernas framtid? Kommer de till exempel öka eller minska? 
- Varför eller varför inte? 
 
10. Förklara hur du tror att de högerextrema rörelserna kommer att utvecklas i framtiden? Och hur du 
tycker att samhället ska möta det på bästa sätt? 
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English version: Interview guide 

1. Have you been contacted by extreme right movements, such as NMR? 

•where? 

•how? 

2. Have you experienced the presence of right extremity movements? 
: for example, demonstrations in town, at school or on your own proposal 

3. Do you think the school and the teachers' handling of these groups should be ... as they are now, 
softer or harder? 

- If, for example, harder is mentioned, ask for examples of what could be a harder action? 

4. Do you think the police's handling of these groups should be .. as they are now, softer or harder? 

- If, for example, harder is mentioned, ask for examples of what could be a harder action? 

5. Do you think that the judicial system's handling of these groups, such as law and punishment, 
should be .. as they are now, softer or harder? 

- If, for example, harder is mentioned, ask for examples of what could be a harder action? 

6. Do you think the media's reporting of these groups ... as they are now, softer or harder? 

- If, for example, harder is mentioned, ask for examples of what could be a harder action? 

7. Do you think that adults in your vicinity are taking a stand against extreme groups? 

- Ask them to describe in detail what their environment looks like. 

8. Do you think you are taking a stand on the issue of extreme groups? 

- Ask them to problematize this issue if possible. 

9. How do you see the future of right-wing movements? For example, will they increase or decrease? 

- Why or why not? 

10. Explain how you think the right-wing movements will develop in the future? And how do you 
think society should meet it in the best way? 

 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


