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Abstract

The elections to the European Parliament held nme 2009 marked a breakthrough for
the extreme right British National Party (BNP), \ehin other European states extreme
right parties (ERPs) similarly made gains. Howether attitudinal drivers of support for
the BNP and ERPs more generally remain under refse@r In this article, we draw on
unique data that allows unprecedented insighttimaoattitudinal profile of ERP voters in
Britain, an often neglected case in the wider ditere. We separate out a series of
possible motivational drivers of extreme right sogppracial prejudice, anti-immigrant
sentiment; protest against political elites, Euegdicism, homophobia and Islamophobia.
We find that BNP support in the 2009 European Baméint elections was motivationally
diverse, with racist hostility, xenophobia and psitvoting all contributing significantly
to BNP voting. Our analysis suggests that the BWRich has long been a party
stigmatized by associations with racism and viodtemism, made a key breakthrough
in 2009. While racist motivations remain the strestgdriver of support for the party, it

has also begun to win over a broader coalitiomtifienmigrant and anti-elite voters.



Introduction

The elections to the European Parliament in Ju®® 20arked a breakthrough moment
for the British National Party (BNP), the dominaxtreme right party (ERP) in Britain.
Almost one million citizens voted for the BNP arehstwo of the party’s representatives
into the European Parliament. This set of electials® saw ERPs in other European
states make gains, such as in Austria, Hungary,Netherlands and Slovakia. The
enduring electoral appeal of these parties is detiumented (e.g. Carter 2005; Eatwell
2003; Kitschelt 1995; Mudde 2007; Rydgren 2007halgh the drivers of support for
the extreme right in Britain are under researchethis paper, we contribute to the wider
pan-European literature by presenting the first enepirical analysis of the attitudes that
motivate extreme right voting in Britain. We utdizhe first British survey to contain a
wide range of data on the attitudes of a repretieatasample of British voters. This
unique data allows us to examine for the first tithe significance of different
motivations as drivers of electoral support for BléP? We find that racial prejudice is
the strongest driver of BNP support, while anti-igrant sentiment and populist
hostility to the political mainstream are also siigantly correlated with BNP voting.
Our evidence, therefore, suggests that recentteffy the BNP to replicate the more
successful formula of ethno-nationalist xenophoara anti-establishment populism
(Rydgren, 2005), which has proven so electoralliepbin other European states, has
started to bear fruit, enabling the party to moegdnd its traditional racist support base
and mobilize a broader constituency of anti-im@igrand anti-establishment voters.

However, it is not clear whether this motivationersity is partly the result of the



exceptional conditions under which the 2009 EurapBarliament elections in Britain
were conducted. All of the three mainstream pdlitjzarties were embroiled in a scandal
over the misuse of public funds by legislatorsdieg to a widespread populist backlash
against the political mainstream that also berefitbtther minor parties such as the UK
Independence Party (UKIP) and Green Party.

Although diverse motives contribute to BNP suppas, find that extreme racist
views, such as the belief that black Britons atelliectually inferior, still loom large as
the strongest motivation driving BNP support. Bgisahostility we are referring here to
the classical biological racism that is characteerisf the ‘old’ extreme right, and which
stresses the inequalities of races on the basitheif biological characteristics, as
opposed to the ‘new’ cultural racism based on gthmalism (see Carter 2005: 35-41).
The BNP’s continued association with ideas rootediological racism is likely to
handicap its future development. This old classicatism has become socially
unacceptable in mainstream British politics andrapidly losing popular support,
particularly among younger generations who havevgrop in a more ethnically diverse
society and exhibit lower levels of racial prejuig-ord, 2008). The ability of the BNP
to further expand its electoral support base inreitlomestic elections will depend on its
ability to expand its appeal to the much broaddi-iemmigrant and anti-establishment
constituency of voters that have provided a maablstand enduring support base for the

larger and more successful continental populistedight.



The Attitudinal Drivers of ERP Support: An Overview

Recent studies argue that socio-structural anegi-ditased models provide only a partial
sufficient explanation of what drives ERP suppénstead, stronger emphasis is placed
on the role of instrumental motives and ideologeféinity with ERP policies as crucial
predictors of support (Eatwell 1998a; Van der BA@93; Van der Brug & Fennema,
2003; Van der Brug et al. 2005). Following this@ahof thought, in this paper we focus
on five sets of attitudes that have to varying degrbeen linked in the wider literature
with ERP voting, namely: political dissatisfactidfyroscepticism; homophobia; hostility
to immigration, and; racism.

Earlier protest-based models interpreted ERP vam@ by-product of citizens’
dissatisfaction with mainstream parties and dismointvith the political system more
generally (Mayer & Perrineau 1992; Lubbers et @02). Implicit in the protest model is
the assumption that ‘voters have reasons to vat¢gheam [ERPs] that have more to do
with deficiencies of mainstream parties than whté attractions of anti-immigrant parties
per se’ (Van der Brug et al. 2005: 541). In varimasional contexts, ERP voters have
been shown to exhibit disproportionately high leved distrust and dissatisfaction toward
the political system (Kitschelt 1995; Lubbers et26102;Soderlund & Kestila-Kekkonen
2009; alsovan der Eijk, Franklin, & Marsh 1996). Moreover, wan reasonably expect
this protest sentiment to be especially likely tanslate into votes for an anti-
establishment challenger party like the BNP indbatext of a ‘second order’ European
election that is the focus of this study (Reif &8utt 1980; Van der Brug and Van der

Eijk 2007).



Other analyses, however, emphasize the role of wahees and ideology in
driving ERP support. Seen through this instrumeletas, ERP voting is an end in itself;
it is not so much an aegainst ‘the establishment’ as an dor policies offered by the
extreme right. Underneath this broad umbrella, h@wneare different aspects of the
extreme right formula that may appeal to voterse @ctor that is especially relevant in
the context of a European Parliament election iso&aepticism. Not all ERPs adopt
hostile positions toward the European Union (EUY) &uropean integration, though
parties like the French National Front (FN) and BhnPeople’s Party (DFP) have
campaigned strongly against Europe. This strategyrbaped some dividends among an
electorate that is generally more Eurosceptic tmamstream elites (e.g. Hobolt et al.
2009). In Britain, the BNP has adopted a stronglyosceptic line, calling for withdrawal
from the EU which it argues will ‘bring about theeatual liquidation of Britain as a
national and a people’ (BNP 2005: 5). As yet, neesgch has examined whether this
anti-European stance has helped the party win sugpoong one of Europe’s most
Eurosceptic electorates.

The attitude most frequently associated with ERi®syever, is hostility toward
ethnic out-groups, though mainly xenophobic hagtibward newly-arrived immigrants.
Several studies stress the strong link betweerilipsd immigrants and a desire to halt
or reverse immigration and support for the extreigkt (Eatwell 1998; Kitschelt 1995;
Norris 2005; Van der Brug 2003). One weakness is literature, however, is that it
often fails to disentangle the source and naturthisf hostility, which is often branded
simply as ‘anti-immigrant’. In an attempt to shéght on the role of different kinds of

intolerance, Rydgren (2008) suggests three overigpput distinct constituencies,



namely; immigration sceptics, xenophobes, and t&ac&s Rydgren highlights; ‘These
categories overlap, but not systematically: raevisters are probably xenophobic and
immigration sceptics as well, but xenophobic votars not necessarily racists and
immigration sceptics are neither necessarily xenbph nor racists.” Rydgren finds that
it is immigration scepticism (i.e. the desire feduced or zero immigration) that most
strongly predicts ERP support in his six countmnpke, and subsequently warns against
explanations that lean too heavily on xenophobiaasism: ‘The fact that the radical
right-wing parties pursue xenophobic political pramgmes and discourses does not
automatically imply that xenophobic attitudes amalng voters are a major reason why
these parties get the support they do in electighil. p.760).

However, there are reasons to doubt whether thdirfg will generalize to the
British case. Unlike the new radical right partieRydgren’s sample, the extreme right
BNP holds its roots in a narrow right-wing extrem@ibculture that has stronger
associations with racism, extremism and violendieadqbd for peer review). In contrast to
new radical right parties that emerged from anti-taovements or more diverse
ideological currents, and so have been able to teared ‘reputational shields’
(Ivarsflaten 2006), the BNP is the direct descenhadrthe overtly biologically racist,
anti-Semitic and confrontational National Front |N&F the 1970s. As a result, many
leading BNP activists have been socialized in tid’ right-wing extremist ideology,
the core pillars of which are biological racism,tigdemitism and an overt if not
outwardly hostile critique of liberal parliamentadgmocracy (Carter 2005). While in
recent years the BNP has sought to modify its eiotdeology through a strategy of

‘modernization’, downplaying this ideological legam favour of xenophobia and anti-



establishment populism, it is not clear to whaeakthis effort has succeeded. The BNP
still has an extremely negative public image, ebgthe standards of ERPs that are often
reviled by large sections of the public. In onel ppR009 66 per cent of respondents said
they would ‘never consider’ voting BNP and only dr gent said they would ‘definitely
consider’ voting for the partyThe BNP also faces more competition for the imatign
sceptic vote than is true in other European stdties.fringe right-wing United Kingdom
Independence Party (UKIP) originally targeted tlmgle-issue of Euroscepticism but
now advocates restrictions on immigration and eggplanti-Muslim appeals, while the
centre-right Conservative Party have long beenrdegh as ‘tough’ on immigration
following the very restrictive immigration refornpassed by Margaret Thatcher in the
1980s. The result is that the BNP faces greatetaoles in winning over a broader
immigration sceptic electorate and so may be meliant on ‘core’ extreme right voters
who have stronger feelings of xenophobia and racism

To test this hypothesis, we construct latent messaf anti-immigrant sentiment
and racism to test the separate impact of theserf&aon BNP support. Voters who are
driven toward ERPs as a result of anti-immigrafitugtes dislike immigrants and desire
a more restrictive immigration policy but they aret necessarily motivated by racist
hostility. In contrast, voters who are driven tod/&RPs as a result of racist hostility are
driven primarily by ethnic nationalist beliefs acldims over biological racial superiority.
In existing studies, findings on the role of radisstility appear mixed; while some find
that racist attitudes influence individual policseferences over immigration (lvarsflaten
2005; Burns & Gimpel 2000), others find that ecoromompetition and economic

insecurity may be more important (Citrin et al. TR9



Out-groups defined by race and place of birth artetime only groups stigmatized
and targeted by ERPs. These parties also oftenlizehpstility to out-groups defined by
sexuality, for example attacking homosexuals aadenorally bankrupt and exerting a
negative influence. In the late 1970s, for examtile, BNP founder heavily criticized
fellow activists in the earlier National Front (NBp the basis of their homosexuality.
Although homophobia in modern Britain is in declifeeg. in the 2009 British Social
Attitudes survey the percentage of respondents twboght that homosexual acts were
‘always’ or ‘mostly’ fell from 62 per cent when tlseirvey was first carried out in 1983 to
36 per cent), homophobic rhetoric may still reseramong groups that are associated
with stronger opposition to gay rights, namely olded less well educated working class
voters who are also more likely than others to \BI&P (blinded for peer review). The
incumbent Labour government has pursued a lib@@icach to issues of gay rights: gay
couples have legal rights to adopt and form ciaittpership, and discrimination against
homosexuals has been made illegal. High profilgpudess have emerged over the
enforcement of this legislation, most notably a elydreported battle between the
government and the Catholic Church, with the latsisting providing opportunities for
homosexual couples to adopt through its adoptiogneigs. In such an environment,
arguments seeking to mobilize homophobia politycaly be a valuable resource for an
ERP.

The uniquely detailed survey data we analyze ia gfd@per allow us to test the
influence of a much wider range of motivations BXP voting than have ever been
examined before. We simultaneously test the infteenf anger with the political

establishment; Euroscepticism; homophobia; antidignamt sentiment; and racism, using



robust measures constructed utilizing multiple gathrs. We also test the impact of three
other motivations for BNP support, for which onlingle indicators are available:
Islamophobia (e.g. Bowyer 2008), anti-Semitism aodcern about the War on Terror.
We control for the socio-structural variables thave often been associated with
ERP or BNP support (i.e. age, social class, regoaonomic insecurity), and also test the
impact of three additional variables that have ikexk less attention. The first is anti-
immigrant newspaper readership. In Britain, certagwspapers run highly politicized
campaigns against immigrants, writing regular aady\hostile articles about the issue.
We test whether regular exposure to these argunseassociated with higher support for
the BNP. Second, we test whether the BNP appedisydarly to more socially isolated
voters, namely citizens who do not involve themseglin traditional forms of civic and
political activity. Third, we test the impact of lgacal socialization that has been shown,
for example, to be a strong driver of active suppor ERPs (Klandermans & Mayer
2006). In Britain, many commentators argue thatBN€ draws support from disaffected
‘traditional’ Labour voters — particularly workingass voters in regions that have strong
traditions of Labour voting. We test whether the#®o recall growing up in a Labour

supporting household have been particularly likelgupport the BNP.

Data and Methods

To test the impact of these attitudinal driversexamine a range of survey questions to

obtain an attitudinal profile of BNP voters. We sgavey data gathered in the YouGov

10



online panel carried out one week prior to the lpaem Parliament election. Recent
comparisons of opt-in internet panels with tradiéibstratified random sample interview
and random digit dial techniques conclude thatibses introduced by this methodology
are small, and in general are more than offsehbyntuch larger sample sizes the internet
based methodology permits (Hill et al. 2007). Theu®ov panel is nationally
representative and only contains adults who weigibéd to vote at the time of the
election? The data is weighted to the profile of eligibletars in the UK, including
people without internet access, on the basis of ggeder, social class, region, party
identity and newspaper readership. Targets forwbrghted data are derived from the
2001 census, a national readership sutvapd YouGov estimates of party identity.
Overall, the European Parliament election survey &eamine contains 32,268
respondents. After asking each respondent theingantention, the survey produced a
total of 985 self-identified supporters of the BRIPhis represents the largest sample of
BNP voters ever to be identified in a survey ofstkind and is therefore a unique
opportunity to examine the attitudinal profile dRE voters in early twenty-first century
Britain.

Our dependent variable is vote intention, with Bi&Rers coded 1 and all other
voters coded 0. In the YouGov survey, many of thitdudes and several variables were
categorical and therefore coded as a five-valuedhbi@, such as ‘strongly agree’;
‘agree’; ‘neither disagree or agree’; ‘disagreetrongly disagree’. Such scales are not
well suited to OLS regressions because of the falwes and arbitrary relative distance
between them. We therefore code our data into dumamables where either a

combination of ‘strongly agree’ and ‘agree’ or sigly disagree’ and ‘disagree’ are
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coded 1, while all other remaining categories a@ed 0. The survey includes multiple
guestions about the five factors of interest: Hiogtio the political establishment,
homophobia, Euroscepticism, anti-immigrant feekamgl racial prejudice. In order to use
as much information as possible about individuaitumtes toward these issues we
combine the relevant survey questions to produtimates of an underlying (or latent)
unobserved variable corresponding to each factwoe. five latent variables are then used
as predictors of BNP support. The final model carabi socio-economic variables,
political characteristics, additional attitudinahriables and the five latent factors to
determine the main drivers of the BNP vote. We @wpthe social structural
characteristics as controls.

The modelling approach we use in this paper falis ihe broad category of latent
variable modelling whereby it is assumed that ueol=l ‘latent’ variables can be
estimated from a number of observed ‘indicator’ialales. In this case and consistent
with our overview above we create five latent Valea. We adopt a multiple indicator,
multiple cause or MIMIC model that is derived frdtlem Response Theory (Joreskog
and Goldberger, 1975). MIMIC models are a varietystouctural equation modelling
where the latent variable that is considered tohieecause of the relationships among a
set of indicator variables, that is itself causgdolther, exogenous, variables (Zumbo,

2005). The general MIMIC model structure is preednh Figure 1.

Insert Figure 1
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In this simple example, the unobserved latent Wéeigs represented by a circlg)(and
the observed variables by boxes; the Ys are thedtats of the latent variable and the
Xs are its exogenous causes; the arrows reprdseistrength and direction of the causal
relationships between observed and latent variaplés the causes (X) andl for the
indicators (Y)’ Indicator variables are subject to measuremertr €mdicated bye).
Random or unmeasured effects on the latent varaf@ecaptured by. For simplicity,

where there is one latent variable, the model eawiitten as follows:

Yij = Aij nj + & 1)
where

n = 7iXij +§. (2)

Yjj is thei-th indicator of thg-th latent variabley;, with corresponding loading;; and
unique factors (i.e. unshared variance and error). In additioe, ltent variables
represent the effects of the regressign®n the exogenous causeg, Xs well as the
variance(; not accounted for by Here it is assumed that error terrgsgnd(;) have a
mean of zero. By including direct effects of coates on BNP vote, the model is an
extension of the MIMIC model outlined above. It ctrerefore be more generally
described as a structural equation model (Jore$R@g; Bollen 1989)in addition to the
model structure shown in equations (1) and (2)p\wgBance matrix was specified. The
latent variablesn; were allowed to correlate freely, reflecting thactf that latent
constructs such as racism and hostility to immigratre likely to be correlated. The

model also allowed all exogenous predictors to ppfraely.
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Who votes BNP?

Table 1 presents a comparison of the social badkgkr@and attitudes of BNP supporters
with those of the overall sample. We first providebrief overview of background
characteristics before presenting our more sophitstd models. The socio-economic
distribution of support in our sample corroborapesvious research findings on BNP
supporters: the BNP draws support particularly froen, older age cohorts, the working
classes, the financially insecure and the more st Northern regions of England.
BNP supporters are also less likely to work in pheblic sector, perhaps due to the
stricter application of rules sanctioning discriation in public sector bodies. There is
some evidence that BNP supporters are less likehetengaged in civic groups, but they
are by contrast more likely to be politically aetivWe find only weak evidence
supporting the hypothesis that the BNP draws sugpmon traditional Labour supporters
— while nearly half claim to have grown up in a bab household, this is only a few
percentage points above the sample average. BNbbodaps are, however, a lot more
likely to read anti-immigrant papers, though of is®utheir political views could be
driving their choice of newspaper rather than vieesa.

The attitudinal profile of BNP supporters is langél line with our expectations.
BNP supporters’ exhibit higher than average supfwrall five of the attitude clusters
we put forward as possible motivations for ERP ngitithey are very much more anti-

immigrant, Eurosceptic, racially prejudiced, homolpic and hostile towards mainstream
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parties than the average respondent in the YouGowpke. The other attitudes we
hypothesized as possible drivers of BNP supportatse more strongly held by BNP
supporters than the wider electorate, in partictilardesire for a halt to immigration and
concerns about the threat of Islam: 95 per cenBMP voters desire a total halt to
immigration, compared to 55 per cent of the widecw®rate, and 81 per cent agree that
Islam is a danger to the West, compared to 42 gatraf the wider electorate. A range of
beliefs are thus more strongly held by BNP suppsrtiean the wider electorate, but it is
not clear which of these are truly significant vihg voters to the BNP. To separate out

their effects, we now move to a multivariate MIM&é@alysis.

Insert Table 1 here

Attitudinal predictors of BNP support: defining the latent factors

The general form of the MIMIC model was describbd\ee. For this model we introduce
five latent variables. The first is ‘political dessfaction’. We define this as hostility to
mainstream political elites, which voters may beiwated to put on record by voting for
ERPs such as the BNP. We operationalize this ntaiivaising three binary indicators:
that most MPs are personally corrupt; having nettat all that one’s local MP will tell

the truth; and agreeing that there is no differdmet@veen the main political parties. Only
a couple of measures of ‘homophobia’ are availablne YouGov survey. We define a
latent variable using two indicators: opposing Icpartnerships for homosexuals and

agreeing that gays and lesbians have an unfaimgalya in Britain today. Euroscepticism
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is measured with three variables that capture litgsto Europe and its political
significance: rating Europe as the one of the tap fmportant issues facing the country;
supporting withdrawal from the European Union; alghying that membership of the
EU has brought prosperity.

As Rydgren (2008) observes, a desire to halt imatigm is theoretically
separable from xenophobic hostility to immigrarfsr instance, voters may feel that
Britain is unable to economically support immigoatidespite these voters otherwise
accepting the benefits of immigration, a sentimehich is especially true in the midst of
an economic recession. A closer inspection of tita donfirms that the desire for a halt
to immigration is much more widespread than hagtib immigrants, as measured by the
three other items. As found by Rydgren (2008), éhare individuals who want
immigration into Britain stopped but who do not mhanti-immigration attitudes.
Moreover, the desire to halt immigration is ess#dlytia policy item while the other four
items represent sentiments towards to immigranes.tNérefore define our fourth latent
variable ‘anti-immigration’ using only sentimengéis: disagreeing that immigration has
helped Britain’'s economy grow faster than it wobla/e done; rating immigration as one
of the top four issues facing the country; disamgehat Britain has benefitted from
immigration-generated diversity; and supporting téeatriation of settled migrants. By
defining our variables in this way, we can adopsimilar approach to Rydgren,
examining the impact of a desire to halt furthemiigration as a motivation for BNP
support separate from hostile sentiments towandsa@y settled migrations. To measure
racial prejudice, we employ three items that captkey aspects of racism, namely:

agreeing that employers should favour whites ower-white job applicants; agreeing
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that ethnic minorities are not ‘really’ British; @nagreeing that black Britons are
intellectually inferior. Individual socio-economi@and political characteristics are
incorporated into the model as predictors of BNRewdirectly, along with additional

individual attitudes such as the threat of Islarhether Afghanistan/War on Terror is an
important issue facing the country and the polidgrdated variable Immigration should

be halted. The survey data also allows us to ptiedsignificance of anti-Semitism.

Measurement Model of Attitudinal Latent Variables

The models are properly identiffednd fitted using Mplus . The fit of the full model
was assessed against standard goodness of fit regasaluding the Comparative Fit
Index (=.93) and the Root Mean Square of Approxiomaestimate (.002)} Each of
these indicated a ‘good’ model fit (Hu and Bent&999)'* However, these are global
model fit indices that tell us little about how Wikle model explains particular outcomes.
We therefore also report the R-Square statistittferregression. All the latent factors are
derived from binary items so we use a strict waigheast square parameter estimation
method (WLSM) using a diagonal weight matrix witarelard errors and mean adjusted

chi-square test statistic that uses a full weigatrix.

Insert Table 2 here
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Table 2 provides the standardized and unstandardizgression estimates of
measurement indicators on the five latent variafftasthe full model), which we refer to
as ‘political protest’, ‘racism’, ‘xenophobia’, ‘mophobia’ and ‘Euroscepticism’. The
standardized estimates (the final column: StdY>€) eguivalent to factor loadings from a
common factor analysi€.The unstandardized estimate for one indicatomithenodéef

is constrained to equal one, with estimates foewithdicators providing relative valu&s.
All indicators on each of the five latent variablase significantly and positively
correlated with each latent variable. This is conéd by the r-squared statistics given in
the final column which denote the proportion ofigace in each indicator which is
explained by the model. Because the indicatorsesgeessed only on the latent variables,
the r-squared values are directly proportional ite. (the square of) the standardized
coefficients discussed above. Thus, using the ‘ghabia’ latent variable as an example,
it reproduces more than 65 per cent of the variandée immigrants should leave the
country indicator, and more than 70 per cent ofvilw@ance in the no economic benefits
indicator. For each latent variable, we test thgnifcance of the independent
contribution of each indicator by re-specifying timedel without each of the indicators
in turn. We found that the addition of each inditabn each latent variable made a

significant contribution in the reduction of logdlihood.

Explaining the BNP vote

Table 3 presents three probit regression modeRN#¥ voting™ The first model focuses

purely on the social and political base of BNP suppThe second model also includes
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the attitudinal latent constructs, except for tlaeism latent variable, along with
additional attitudinal covariates. Our final modelds the racism factor to illustrate its
independent effect on BNP support and the effeat its inclusion has on the other
coefficients within the modéf.

Model 1 in Table 3 focuses on the social and malitdrivers of BNP support. In
order to determine the social and political basehef BNP vote and substantiate our
descriptive findings stated earlier, we conducta@bjt regression analysis. The results of
the null model in Table 3 suggest that BNP votdrars the distinct socio-economic
profile of ER voters identified in the wider Eur@pe literature: BNP voters were
significantly more likely to be male, working clasgork in the private sector and live in
Northern industrial regions of England. It is pesty in these Northern industrial regions
where the BNP has targeted most of its campaigeffgts, and where the party has
enjoyed much of its local electoral success (refdeld for peer review). BNP voters
also share other socio-political characteristiteytare more likely to be politically
active, more likely to be pessimistic about theoromic prospects, are more likely to
read anti-immigrant newspapers and to have panehts supported the Labour Party.
While this is not central to our main analysigsitnteresting to note that BNP voters are
less likely to be a member of two or more sociaugs, a finding that provides some
tentative evidence for the ‘social breakdown’ teegEatwell 2003). The social
background model supports the argument that ERPosufends to concentrate among
economically marginal or insecure groups: econompéassimism has the highest

standardized effect in this model, and seems tarbamportant driver of BNP support.
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However, only by taking account of the attitudipadfile of the BNP vote can we obtain

a more complete picture of what drives the BNP vote

Insert Table 3

Our second model examines the impact of all thentaattitudinal variables, except for
racism along with additional attitudinal measurésstamophobia, concern about the war
on terror, anti-Semitism and the policy item ‘immagion should be halted’ into Britain.
Many of these variables prove to be highly sigaific predictors of BNP support.
Hostility to immigration had the largest impact,daim the predicted direction. Those
citizens who have strongly anti-immigrant attituée=re much more likely to vote for the
BNP (indeed the standardized estimate is moretihiee that of the next most important
predictor in the model without racism). Howeverg tiiem asking whether further
immigration to Britain should be halted has a digant negative relationship with BNP
support, suggesting that those who are concernéd hailting further immigration but
who are not hostile to already-settled migrantsnatewilling to consider voting BNP.

We also find evidence of considerable ‘protest ngitifor the BNP, with those
expressing a high level of disillusionment with thainstream parties showing a greater
propensity to support the extreme right. The BNierafore, did profit from the general
climate of public hostility in Britain during theDR9 European Parliament election, when
a scandal over expenses paid to legislators doedrnthe headlines and tainted all three
of the main parties. While we might expect minontiga to prosper in such an

environment, it is notable that the BNP succeededldaing so despite its own very
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negative public image and considerable competifmnangry voters from other well

established minor parties such as the UKIP. Howewere is little evidence that the
BNP’s Eurosceptic stance won it much support framlarge pool of Eurosceptic voters
in modern Britain. In fact, our second model intksaa significant negative relationship
between Euroscepticism and BNP support. One pessiiplanation is that the BNP
faced stiff competition at the 2009 Euro electiforsthe Eurosceptic vote from the UKIP
which is a very high profile Eurosceptic party tiparformed strongly in both the 2009
and 2004 European elections. UKIP provided Eurdscepters with a ready and more
credible vehicle to express their negative viewsualthe EU, with none of the racist and
extremist associations of the BNP. Moreover, oudehaeveals that not all forms of
intolerance are associated with BNP support. Wd fio evidence that homophobic
attitudes encourage support for the BNP. Therelse ao correlation between anti-
Semitism or perceiving Islam as a threat to Westawilisation, and BNP support,

although those most concerned about the ‘War orofexere more likely to support the

party.

The final column of Table 3 presents the final mpdich adds the racism latent
factor. Racism is very strongly associated with BiNipport — its standardized effect is
larger than any of the other significant factorson®olling for racial prejudice
considerably reduces the impact of anti-immigraartisnent on BNP support, although
this remains a significant and powerful predictdr BNP support. The final model
suggests that around half of the anti-immigratiiaat in Model 2 is in fact the result of
racial prejudice. The BNP thus draws support mbshgly from the minority of voters

who hold strongly prejudiced views about ethnic onities. However, in 2009 the party
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also succeeded in attracting support from the wabgrstituency of voters who do not
harbor such prejudices but who are hostile to memigrants.

The other effects in the final model are broadlghanged; we continue to find
little evidence that the BNP has mobilized hostitid Jews, Muslims or homosexuals,
although concern about the ‘War on Terror is agged with BNP voting. While this
finding is surprising given that the BNP, like othlfeuropean ERPSs, has redirected its
programmatic focus toward anti-Muslim frames, itcansistent with studies elsewhere
that similarly do not find strong support for thdaimophobia thesis (Rydgren 2008).
However, this negative finding may also reflect theakness of the limited measures of
hostility to Islam that are available in our dafée are only able to test two items, neither
of which refers to Muslims as a group in Britainstead referring to the general threat
posed by Islam to the West and the importanceef\War on Terror’ as a political issue.
These items are not ideal indicators of anti-Musdenmtiment and so it may well be that
better measures yield a different pattern of result

Turning to the social background variables, we timak the coefficients of social
class and economic insecurity variables greatlyiced when attitude factors are added
into model. This finding suggests that the linkviltn economic background and BNP
support is mediated by attitudes: working class andnomically insecure voters are
more willing to vote BNP primarily because they anere hostile towards immigrants
and ethnic minorities. However, working class vetegmain somewhat more likely to
vote BNP even after controlling for their attitud&sis may be the result of the negative
public image of the BNP, which is heavily stigmatizparticularly among the affluent

middle classes. Middle class voters who hold viewssistent with BNP support may be
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less willing to vote for the party as a result bese negative associations. Other
demographic effects in the model remain signifiearen after controlling for attitudes in
particular age, gender and region. Voters overribv@omen are less likely to support
the BNP even when they hold attitudes that areistam with BNP voters. This may
once again reflect a greater reluctance among thesgps to consider supporting a
stigmatized party and in the case of older colsrtgyests the enduring influence of party
identification. BNP support remains concentratedhi@ Northern industrial regions of
England in the full model that may reflect the geeaoncentration of party activity and
local level support in these regions, which in ttaailitated the mobilization of voters in

the European elections.

Conclusions

The BNP’s recent electoral successes have led g@mynentators to claim that the party
has now moved beyond the racist fringe to attradir@ader constituency of anti-
immigrant or anti-establishment voters. Our analysovides some evidence in support
of this argument: BNP voters are not motivated Igots racism. Voters who do not
express racial intolerance but who are hostilemtmigrants or angry with the political
establishment were also willing to support the BNFe historically unsuccessful
extreme right in Britain, therefore may be taking first steps toward constructing a
broader ‘right-wing populist’ coalition of votersnslar to that assembled by the larger

and more establishment new radical right partiestiwer European states.
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The progress of the BNP, however, remains limifedspite its concerted attempt at
‘modernization’, the party’s support remains corncaied most heavily among the
smaller minority of voters who endorse open racend discrimination. The BNP’s
campaigning against the EU did not win over Eurp8cevoters, while other forms of
intolerance such as homophobia, Islamophobia artidSamitism did not add large
numbers of voters to its base. Moreover, despitexaeptionally favorable combination
of widespread public unease over high immigratioad a public backlash against the
existing parties (described by the BNP itself §seafect storm’), the party was only able
to win over an additional 140,000 voters to itssmalNearly three times as many voters
opted for UKIP, a party that combines Euroscepticiwith an anti-immigration and
populist programme similar to the BNP but whiclree of extremist baggage.

Despite its recent advance, the BNP is still stinggto break out of its
traditional core support among the dwindling poofsracially prejudiced voters that
remain in modern Britain (Ford, 2008). This is desbatic for the party given that race-
based arguments have lost legitimacy in the eyesno$t voters, and are heavily
stigmatized in postwar Western democracies morergéy (Rydgren 2005). The BNP’s
heavy reliance on, and its association with, tbie dase of ‘traditional racists’ is likely
to impose a much lower ceiling on its support ttieat which applies to new radical right
parties that have built a broader constituencyodéns.

Why has the BNP failed to make greater inroads gnbis larger ‘radical right’
electorate of voters who are anxious about immigmatostile to Europe and disaffected

with mainstream politics? Two complementary argutseppear especially valid. First,
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in path dependent fashion the ability of ERPs tostwict a broader coalition of voters is
strongly influenced by their own history, and pms waves of mobilization (Art 2008;
ref blinded for peer review). The most successRPE of the post-1980 ‘third wave’ are
those which hold their roots in anti-tax or mor#utie nationalist currents. In turn, these
parties have constructed ‘reputational shields’ hade been able to present a plausible
defense against accusations of crude racism amdi@nbcratic positions. Given that it
grew out of a narrow right-wing extremist subcuttithe BNP does not fall into this
category. The evidence above suggests that thgpaftort to broaden its appeal has, so
far, met with only limited success. The BNP’s ifipito effectively rebut accusations of
racism or dispel associations with fascism andevioé may well be a factor in this.
However, it also appears that the BNP is at a ooasis. Our findings suggest the
appeal of the BNP remains concentrated principathyng ‘traditional racists’, yet their
success in entering the European Parliament mapgeh#his. The BNP has since
received unprecedented media coverage, with itdelellick Griffin appearing on the
flagship political show ‘Question Time’ (the episoteaturing Griffin was watched by
over 8 million viewers). The oxygen of publicitygwides the party with an opportunity
to set out its stall to a wider electorate thanvimesly, and may enable it to improve its
image. The party is in the process of revisingvitsites-only’ membership policy, and
this may also facilitate its attempts to broadepeabs. The European victories also
released significant resources to the party, wiwdhenhance its ability to mobilize at
the local level where it has enjoyed the most ss&;cand where it may be better able to
make a case for its legitimacy in face to face essations with voters and by proving its

ability to deal with local issues. Indeed, throutghladder strategy’ the party views the
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construction of an image of legitimacy in local commities as a crucial prerequisite to a
wider national breakthrough.

Second, the BNP faces competition from the UK Imstelence Party (UKIP), a
party that more closely fits the model of a sucitégsew radical right organization.
UKIP holds its roots not in extremist ideologieseoen anti-immigration, but rather
opposition to EU membership. In turn, it is hardctedibly stigmatize UKIP as a vehicle
of intolerance and so the party has received mesh hegative media coverage than the
BNP. Given that UKIP holds its roots in the moregd@ageeptic right-wing fringe of the
Conservative Party, it is generally accepted a&g#itnate political player, in a way that
the BNP is not. Following a change of leadershiprarrecent months have seen UKIP
place much greater emphasis on radical right themelsiding opposition to
immigration, demands for greater integration of Musninorities and populist hostility
to mainstream political parties, revealing thatplaety recognizes the electoral value of
pursuing a broader radical right agenda. It is ibbsshat the BNP’s early successes
helped attract UKIP towards this agenda, and tiseegidence that the two parties are
now competing directly for the same pool of vot@chn and Margetts, 2009). A
competition for votes with a party that has momoreces, a larger base of support,
greater legitimacy and no extremist baggage willliffecult for the BNP to win. In the
long term, therefore, the likeliest candidate tougmy the radical right political niche in

Britain is a radicalized UKIP rather than a norrmati BNP.
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TABLES AND FIGURES

Figure 1. Basic Structure of Multiple Indicator Mul tiple Cause model (MIMIC)

X1 X2 X3
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Table 1. Socio-Economic and Attitudinal Characteriscs of the BNP vote in the 2009
European Elections

% of BNP % of YouGov

voters sample
Socio-economic characteristics
Male 62 48
Aged under 35 17 22
Aged over 55 42 38
North West 14 10
Yorkshire & Humberside 12 8
West Midlands 11 8
London 13 15
South East 11 15
Skilled Manual 16 6
Semi/Unskilled 15 7
Public Sector Employment 24 35
Parental Socialisation (Labour) 47 41
Associational Membership 15 23
Political Activism 21 18
Anti-Immigrant Papers 44 28
Financial Expectations (a lot worse) 56 40
Attitudes (very strong and strong agreement)
Political Dissatisfaction
Distrust local MP 55 26
Most politicians corrupt 79 48
No difference between the main parties 71 45
Racism
Employers should favour whites 47 12
Non-whites not really British 45 11
Blacks intellectually inferior 31 13
Homophobia
Oppose civil partnership 48 26
Gays and Lesbians have an unfair advantage 42 24
Anti-immigration
No benefits from Immigration 82 35
Immigration mosimportant issue 88 46
No economic benefits of Immigration 85 44
Immigrants should leave the country 72 24
Euroscepticism
Britain should withdraw from EU 73 36
EU has not brought prosperity 66 36
Europe most important issue 31 17
Other attitudes
Immigration should be halted 95 55
Islam is a danger to Western civilisation 81 42
War on Terror/Afghanistan most important issue 26 17
Conspiracy by Jews and Communists to undermine West 33 15
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Table 2. Estimates of indicators on attitudinal laént variables (factor loadings, full

model)
Variables Estimatesp) SE  StdYX R
Political Dissatisfaction
Political corruption 1.00 0.00 0.81 0.65
Don't trust local MP’s 0.76 0.02 0.64 0.41
No difference between main parties 0.43 0.01 0.38 0.14
Racism
Ethnic Nationalism 1.00 0.00 0.80 0.63
Biological Racism 0.66 0.02 0.57 0.33
Employers should favour whites 0.97 0.02 0.78 0.60
Homophobia
Civil Partnership 1.00 0.00 0.86 0.73
Gays and Lesbians unfair advantage 0.81 0.02 0.73 0.53
Anti-Immigration
No benefits of immigration 1.00 0.00 0.88 0.77
Immigration most important issue 0.68 0.01 0.70 0.49
No economic benefits of Immigration 0.93 0.01 0.85 0.72
Immigrants should leave the country 0.86 0.01 0.81 0.65
Euroscepeticism
Withdraw from the EU 1.00 0.00 0.91 0.83
Europe most important issue 0.56 0.01 0.58 0.34
EU prosperity 0.98 0.01 0.90 0.82
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Table 3. Socio-structural and attitudinal explanatons of BNP support

Null Model Without Racism  With Racism
Predictor Variables B) (StdyX) B) (StdyX) (B) (StdYX)
Thresholds 1.85* 2.70% 2.71*
Significant Socio-Structural Variables
Gender -0.25* -0.12 -0.21* -0.09 -0.16* -D.0
Young Age -0.11* -0.04 0.10 0.03 0.020.01
Old Age -0.13* -0.06 -0.20* -0.08 -0.23* .09
North West 0.20* 0.06 0.19* 0.05 0.186.05
Yorkshire & Humberside 0.25* 0.06 0.19* .09 0.18* 0.04
West Midlands 0.18* 0.05 0.14* 0.03 (3.140.03
Petty Bourgeoise 0.20* 0.06 0.07 0.03 0.10* 0.04
Skilled Manual 0.47* 0.11 0.15* 0.03 71 0.04
Semi/Unskilled 0.45* 0.11 0.17* 0.04 @:2 0.04
Political Activism 0.18* 0.06 0.18* 0.06 0.15* 0.05
Anti-Immigrant Papers 0.24* 0.10 -0.12* 0b. -0.07 -0.03
Financial Expectations (a lot worse) 0.25* 120. -0.06 -0.02 -0.04 -0.02
Associational Membership -0.20* -0.08 -0.0060.00 0.01 0.00
Parental Socialisation (Labour) 0.06* 0.03 .00 -0.00 0.01 0.00
Latent Attitudinal Factors
Political Dissatisfaction - 0.40* 0.29 0.380.28
Racism - - 0.42* 0.33
Homophobia - 0.05 0.04 0.01 0.01
Anti-Immigration - 0.59* 0.61 0.28* 0.29
Euroscepticism - -0.10* -0.09 -0.04 -0.03
Additional Attitudes
Threat of Islam - 0.07 0.03 -0.02 -0.01
Islam/War on Terror/Afghanistan - 0.20* 0.06 0.20* 0.06
Jewish/Communist Conspiracy - 0.05 0.01 -0.05 -0.02
Immigration should be halted - -0.14* -0.06 0.04 -0.01
Model Fit Statistics
CFlI 1.00 0.94 0.93
RMSEA Estimate 0.00 0.02 0.02
R 0.10 0.53 0.55

*Significant at the 0.05 level
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APPENDIX
Attitudinal Latent variables
The ‘Political Protest’ latent variable is madeafghree indicators.

These are: 1. Most British Politicians are persignebrrupt (1 = Strongly Agree and
Agree; 0 = All others); 2. How much do you trustiydocal MP to tell the truth? (1 = Do
not trust at all; 0 = All others); 3. There is reak difference these days between Britain’s
three main parties — Labour, Conservatives andLtheral Democrats (1 = Strongly
Agree and Agree; 0 = All others).

The ‘Racism’ latent variable is made up of thredigators.

These are: 1. When employers recruit new workéesy should favour white applicants
over non-white applicants (1 = Strongly Agree argte®; 0 = All others); 2. Non-white
British citizens who were born in this country gust as ‘British’ as white citizens born
in this country (1 = Strongly Disagree and Disagi@e= All others); 3. There is no
difference in intelligence between the averagelbBiiton and the average white Briton
(1 = Strongly Disagree and Disagree; 0 = All others

The ‘Anti-Immigration’ latent variable is made uptbree indicators.

These are: 1. Britain has benefited from the arrninarecent decades of people from
many different countries and cultures (1 = StronDigagree and Disagree; 0 = All
others); 2. Immigration in recent years has helpathin’s economy grow faster than it
would have done (1 = Strongly Disagree and Disagfee= All others) 3. The
Government should encourage immigrants and theiiliess to leave Britain (including
family members who were born in the U.K. (1 = SgignAgree and Agree; 0 = All
others); 4. Which three or four of these issuegalothink are the most important facing
the country (1 = Immigration/Asylum; 0 = All othérs

The latent variable ‘Authoritarianism’ is made upwo indicators.

These are: 1. It is a good thing that gay and &sbbuples are able to enter into ‘civil
partnership’ and have rights similar to marriedpes (1 = Strongly Agree and Agree; 0
= All others); 2. Gay and Lesbian men and womerehav unfair advantage in Britain
these days (1 = True; 0 = False)

The latent variable ‘Euroscepticism’ is represeritgdhree indicators.

There are: 1.Which three or four of these issueyalo think are the most important

facing the country (1 = Europe/European Union; BlFothers); 2. The existence of the
E.U. promotes prosperity throughout Europe (1 =o18jty Disagree and Disagree; 0 =
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All others); 3. The U.K. should withdraw completétgm the European Union (Strongly
Agree and Agree; 0 = All others).

Other Attitudinal variables

Islamic Threat: Even in its milder forms, Islamaiserious danger to western civilisation
(1 = Strongly Agree and Agree; 0 = All others).

War on Terror: Which three or four of these issdesyou think are the most important
facing the country (1 = Afghanistan/War on Terrgldimic extremists; (1 = War on
Terror; O = All others).

Anti-Semitism: There is a major international canaspy, led by Jews and Communists,
to undermine traditional Christian values in Britaand other western countries (1 =
Completely and partially true; 0 = All others).

Immigration halted: All further immigration to tHd.K. should be halted (1 = Strongly
Agree and Agree; 0 = All others);
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! In adopting the term ‘extreme right’, we are imfiiced notably by Carter (2005) who identifies tiNPB

as right-wing extremist and also the work of Goau@@010).

2 Others examine the drivers of support for the B&lR| compared these to earlier voting for the 1970s
National Front (NF), but these studies look onljnaividual socio-structural and contextual effects
containing very few attitudinal measures. For exianfip Ford and M.J. Goodwin (2010) ‘Angry White
Men: Individual and Contextual Predictors of supgor the British National PartyRolitical Studies,

58(1), pp. 1-25

% This was a YouGov poll for the Daily Telegraph dunted in October 2009. The poll asked respondents:
“Are there any circumstances in which you mighimesly consider voting BNP in a future local, geader
or European election?” 4 per cent of respondentdavtefinitely consider voting BNP”, 3 per cent uld
“probably” consider voting BNP, 15 per cent woulpo$sibly” consider voting BNP while 66 per cent
would “under no circumstances” consider voting BNRd 12 per cent were not sure. Available online:
http://www.yougov.co.uk (accessed November 10 2009)

* YouGov draws a sub-sample of the panel that iseesmtative of the U.K. electorate by age, gender,
social class and type of newspaper. Only this subpte has access to the questionnaire. Respornchmts
only answer this questionnaire once.

® The national readership survey is a random prdibabiirvey made up from 34,000 random face to face
interviews conducted annually.

® This is the weighted figure. 985 respondents dtatey would vote BNP when the sample was
unweighted. To obtain voting intention all respomdewere asked:if you do vote, which party do you
intend to vote for in the election to the European Parliament?’ It is also important to note that while has at
various points sought to encourage supportersittoyjouGov panel in order to raise its profile iretpolls,

this does not affect the validity of the data as YouGov panel administrators have an extensiviesef
safeguards in place to prevent their panel froormdepolitically influenced in this fashion. Panel
recruitment is monitored continuously for unusuatterns, and new recruits to the panel are not sent
political surveys until they have been active oa planel for at least two years (CHECK DETAILS WITH
YOUGOV).

" The arrows can be used to represent linear régnsstor the Xs and continuous Ys, and non-linear
regressions (e.g. probit, logit) for binary or orali Ys.

8 As a minimum condition for model identificatiomet number of free model parameters must be equal or
fewer than the observed variances/covariances.eThexlels cannot be estimated if there are more free
parameters than there are observed variables. #llnoodels satisfy this criterion and are therefore
correctly identified.

® For more details see L Muthén and B. Muthén ‘MPUser Guide, ¥ Edition’ (Los Angeles, CA:
Muthén and Muthén, 2005)

9 The fit of the measurement model (without covasiialso met the criteria for a ‘good fit' on eadthe
tests.

™ For the Comparative Fit Index, anything above (€9fegarded as a ‘good fit'. According to Hu and
Bentler, (1999), the Root Mean Square of Approxiamaestimate (RMSEA) should have values below .06
to indicate a ‘good fit’ and the 90 per cent Clgldobe less than .08. Our models satisfy all thoegeria.

2 \When all the variables are not on the same sitatepreferable to use the StdYX standardisatwinich

is fully standardised.

13 political corruption (‘Political Dissatisfaction}hat ethnic minorities are not ‘really’ BritistR@acism’)
disagreeing that Britain has benefitted from imraigm generated diversity (‘Anti-Immigration’),
opposing civil partnership (‘Authoritarianism’) TRé.K. should withdraw completely from the European
Union (‘Euroscepticism’).

The unstandardized loading for the first item & tatent variable is fixed at one for ease of itetation
and model identification. This ensured that we sefariance for the latent variable because the clize
loadings is scaled from the size of the varianettir®) the variance of the latent variable at ovlges this
problem and allows Mplus to provide standardisedlings.

15 Because we are using the default weighted leastreg estimator to run our models in Mplus, it jies
probit as opposed the to logit models. In a prohitdel, the function used to transform the dependent
variable is the inverse of the standard normal dative distribution (z-score) as opposed to thetlog
function which is the natural log of odds in a togiodel.
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® The separation of racism and anti-immigratiom iseparate factors is statistically justified. éstgd
chi-squarey® difference tests between the restricted model itaths on one latent factor) and the
unrestricted model with two latent factors confithibat the latter is a better fit to the data ttrenformer.
Full details are available from the authors on esgu

" BNP party leader Nick Griffin stood as a candidatethe North West and was elected for the region.
The party also managed to get another candidat&edlé&n Yorkshire and Humberside, but narrowlyddil

to get anyone elected in the West Midlands region.
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