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FRIEDRICH-EBERT-STIFTUNG – MAINSTREAM AND FAR RIGHT ISLAMOPHOBIA

The far right is now a prominent part of the political scene 
in both Germany and the UK. Progressives in Germany and 
the UK are having to address how we push back against 
those that seek to undermine democracy and promote vio-
lence and hatred. 

Part of this effort needs to be directed to understanding 
the ways in which far-right language and tropes are be-
coming normalised and moving into mainstream public 
debates. Accordingly, this research report starts from the 
assumption that the far right may be rising ideologically 
even when it appears to be declining organisationally – 
especially during a process of convergence between the 
right and far right (Renton 2019; see also Cooper 2021; 
Faulkner et al 2017). 

This report analyses the extent to which far-right Islamopho-
bia is being normalised in Germany and the UK. Collecting 
data points from social media, print media, broadcast media, 
and parliamentary discourse, we identified common themes 
and patterns of anti-Muslim hatred. We show how Islamo-
phobia is used to mobilise a base of support in defence of a 
nationalistic ideology that defines »the West« as a predom-
inantly white, »Judeo-Christian« society. 

In both Germany and the UK, far-right parties latched on 
to the so-called »migrant crisis« of 2015 as a critical moment 
of »threat« to their ideal homogeneous, ethnically white 
society. As this report shows, specific targeting of Muslims 
commonly underpins far-right anti-migrant discourse. Both 
German and UK far-right figures subscribe to and propa-
gate the so-called »Great Replacement Theory«, which 
holds that the increasingly multicultural and ethnically diverse 
nature of European populations reflects an elite conspiracy 
aimed at deliberately minoritising the white majority.  

In the UK, anti-Muslim prejudice was used by Eurosceptic 
political figures to fuel the campaign to leave the European 
Union (EU). The data points studied demonstrate a strong 
link between Islamophobic discourse entering the main-
stream and pro-Brexit sentiment.  

Associating Muslim communities with criminality is also 
identified as a recurring theme. In the UK, attempts to 
stereotype Muslim men as sex offenders, paedophiles 
and »rape gangs« are common and in Germany the far 

right seek to normalise the concept of Muslim »clan crimi-
nality«.

Both countries have seen attacks on Muslim politicians and 
a backlash against Muslims being appointed to official 
positions in government and civil service. These attempts 
to curb Muslim visibility in the public sphere are a form of 
exclusion and systemic discrimination. 

This report seeks to provide a resource for the scrutiny and 
monitoring of these incidents. It underlines the ongoing 
challenges facing anti-racists and human rights activists in 
Germany and the UK. In the conclusion we also make a 
number of recommendations to policy-makers as to the 
way ahead. 

Research for this report involved collating instances of Islam-
ophobia from figures in the UK and German media over the 
last decade. In total we collected 82 data points, comprising 
48 from the UK and 34 from Germany. 

Introduction
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Islamophobia and the rise  
of the German radical right

This section focuses on the state of the far right in Germany, 
and its strategic use of anti-Muslim racism to penetrate 
mainstream discourse. It zooms in on common themes that 
transcend the far right, looking especially at the 2015 migrant 
»crisis«, »clan criminality«, and »cancel culture« discourses. 
While the Alternative für Deutschland (AfD) is the most 
important actor for the far right in Germany, this report 
also analyses the role of (»alternative«) media figures such 
as Julian Reichelt, Roland Tichy, and David Berger, who play 
a key role in mainstreaming Islamophobia and amplifying 
far-right campaigns. Additionally, communication from 
leading figures in the centre-right party, the Christian 
Democratic Union (CDU), helps to understand the overlap 
between far-right and conservative politics.

Islamophobia and anti-Muslim racism are not just markers 
of the German far right. Throughout German society a per-
ceived cultural distance between »Islamic« and »western« 
culture is commonly articulated. The fraught relationship of 
German institutions and Germany’s political and cultural 
establishment with Muslim citizens and migrants is not a 
recent development either. It builds on a decades-long 
struggle with the question of whether Germany considers 
itself an Einwanderungsgesellschaft (a country shaped by 
migration) or not. This is an odd »debate« to have, given 
that millions of immigrants have settled in Germany since 
the 1960s, thus inevitably shaping the country and its iden-
tity, but it also reflects an enduring tendency towards an 
ethnic definition of what Germany is. This provides an avenue 
for the radical right into mass cultural assumptions – and 
underlines the importance of promoting an inclusive con-
ception of Germany and its history, which recognises the 
lived experience of millions of modern German citizens. 
The ethnic definition of Germany lends itself to exclusionary 
impulses and the ongoing essentialisation and othering of 
Muslims by political actors across the political spectrum.

Overview of the German (new) far right

The contemporary German far right for the most part pur-
sues what it calls a »Mosaic-Right« strategy, which seeks to 
cohere different elements into a unifying, »patriotic« poli-
tics. The aim is to unite broad swathes of society, from 

conservatives to right-wing extremists. The most striking 
example of this strategy of expanding the electorate beyond 
traditional far-right voters is the so-called »migration crisis« 
of 2015 that transformed the AfD into a major political 
force in Germany.

Founded in 2013, as a movement opposed to the political 
project of the Euro currency and in particular to German 
underwriting of bailouts for EU economies during the Euro-
zone debt crisis, the AfD radicalised its approach significantly 
in 2015 and after. This saw the party adopt hardline positions 
on asylum and immigration policy. Today, the direction of 
the party is increasingly in the hands of its right-wing ex-
tremist fraction which is centred around Björn Höcke, head 
of the Thuringian AfD faction, and his allies. In the 2021 
federal elections the party garnered 10.3 per cent of the 
vote. While this was a loss compared to the 2017 result of 
12.7 per cent (Bundestagswahl 2021: Endgültiges Ergeb-
nis – Der Bundeswahlleiter, 2021) this does not mean the 
party is fading from relevance. It has continued to build on 
its core base in eastern states. In Saxony, the party is polling 
at 30 per cent and in Thuringia it is the largest party with 
26.8 per cent of voters behind it. 

This period has also witnessed a proliferation of far right 
»educational« and »cultural« initiatives in German society 
directly related to the money, influence, and attention 
garnered through the success of the AfD. There is now a 
large variety of NGOs, publishing houses, and think-tanks 
that attempt to influence society and achieve some form of 
»cultural hegemony« for the far right.

This radical right has also been trying to capitalise on the 
COVID-19 pandemic and the traumas, instability, and dis-
ruption it entailed for millions of people. In this and the 
other developing crises of the 21st century, they have identi-
fied an opportunity for authoritarian forces to undermine 
democratic and constitutional institutions and the protection 
of minorities, and to attack the left. 

States of emergency and apocalypse scenarios have always 
occupied a central place in the ideological cosmos of the 
far right. The aforementioned Great Replacement Theory 
has gained ground in German far-right circles, depicting a 
supposed global conspiracy of »Islamic expansion« by means 
of »land grabs« by migrants and the expulsion of »native« 

1

GERMANY 



4

FRIEDRICH-EBERT-STIFTUNG – MAINSTREAM AND FAR RIGHT ISLAMOPHOBIA

white Europeans. The popularity of this »theory« on the 
new radical right globally provides a consummate illustration 
of the importance of Islamophobia to these movements 
and actors.  

Terminology: Islamophobia &  
racism in Germany

The term Islamophobia is widely used in public German 
discourse and by academics to describe a general rejection 
of Islam and of actual or suspected Muslims. However, the 
debate on whether Islamophobia is the correct term to 
describe and analyse hostile attitudes towards Muslims is 
ongoing. Critics of the term Islamophobia point out that 
»phobia« refers to the irrational emotions of those who 
devalue Muslims and makes their reaction the object of 
analysis, rather than Muslims that experience prejudicial 
and discriminatory attitudes.  

Anti-Muslim racism has emerged as a favoured frame of 
analysis in this context. This starts from the assumption 
that discrimination towards Muslims involves depicting the 
community as a homogeneous group to which certain 
negative characteristics are assigned and which is subse-
quently seen as »foreign«. Using the term anti-Muslim racism 
allows for a more fundamental analysis of this essentialisa-
tion of Muslims and Muslim experiences. 

Structural racism, which pervades institutions, is under- 
reported and analysed – a situation that Germany has in 
common with many other countries. Racism is often por-
trayed as isolated or individualised incidents, rather than a 
general problem requiring public policy intervention. This 
runs contrary to the lived reality of many people in Germany. 

22 per cent of the total population reported having experi-
enced racism in their own lives. 49 per cent say they person-
ally know someone who was a victim of racism (DeZiM, 
2022). Studies indicate that Islamophobia is strongly corre-
lated with xenophobia and the rejection of immigration 
(Logvinov, 2017). Therefore, assessing how effectively far-
right actors utilise Islamophobia is a good shorthand for 
considering the overall impact of the far right in Germany.

Muslims in Germany are especially vulnerable to discrimina-
tion. A comparative analysis by the Expert Council of German 
Foundations for Integration and Migration (SVR) concluded 
that among immigrants, Muslims report feeling discriminated 
against significantly more often (55 per cent) than Christians 
(29 per cent) or people without religious affiliation (32 per 
cent) (SVR-Forschungsbereich, 2018). This pertains especially 
to hijab-wearing women who are the most likely to report 
having experienced discrimination in the past (Salikutluk et al., 
2022). 

In addition to this always existing undercurrent of racism 
and discrimination, German society today is faced with an 
anti-democratic populism which has a home in German 
parliament with the AfD. Almost 20 per cent of the popula-
tion think that too much consideration is given to minorities 

in public policy debates and around 16 per cent agree with 
the statement: »The ruling parties are deceiving the people« 
(Andreas Zick and Beate Küpper, 2021). While this right-
wing populist sentiment remains minoritarian in German 
society overall, it is accumulating a significant and increasingly 
radicalised base that has a clear outlet for political rep-
resentation in the AfD.  

Einwanderungsgesellschaft:  
the debate that shouldn’t be a debate?  

Germany historically struggles with a self-image as an Ein-
wanderungsgesellschaft (»a country shaped by migration«) 
and the role of Islam in society. In October 2010, the then 
German president Christian Wulff articulated a vision of 
German society that embraced immigration and multicultur-
alism. He said, »Christianity is undoubtedly part of Germany. 
Judaism is a part of Germany. That is our Christian-Jewish 
history. But Islam now also is a part of Germany« (Wulff, 
2010). In doing so, Wulff, a member of the CDU, posi-
tioned himself against large parts of his own party that had 
long rejected the Einwanderungsgesellschaft view of Ger-
many. In 2015, Angela Merkel doubled down on Wulff’s 
position, declaring herself »chancellor of all Germans«. 
Specifying what this meant she said, »Everyone who lived 
in Germany, regardless of their origin.« Her spokesperson 
later summarised her position as, »Islam belongs to Ger-
many« (Detjen, 2015).

In truth, of course, there should be no »discussion« of 
whether Germany is or is not an Einwanderungsgesellschaft. 
Millions of immigrants have settled in Germany since the 
1960s and have quite obviously shaped the country pro-
foundly. Germany’s post-war reconstruction was built on 
the back of extensive guest worker programmes, most fa-
mously with Turkey but also extending to a number of other 
states. The West German state had expected migrants to 
return to their »home« after their period of »guest« work, 
but of course many made new relationships, forged new 
communities and built new lives in the country. 

For several decades these workers and their descendants 
lacked a pathway to German citizenship. It was only in the 
1990s with the reunification of Germany that the country 
began to move away from a highly ethnic conception of na-
tional citizenship. Over time it has gradually become more 
inclusive and progressive. Today, the centre-left government 
of the SPD, Greens, and FDP propose to make it easier for 
migrants to attain citizenship by reducing the necessary num-
ber of years of residence and language requirements, and 
providing more opportunities for dual citizenship. This would 
mean former »guest workers« would be able to obtain 
German citizenship more easily. These plans were criticised 
by leading conservative politicians. Andrea Lindholz of the 
CDU sister party CSU argued, »Citizenship is the end of suc-
cessful integration«, a process that also includes adapting to 
Germany’s »Christian occidental values« (Lindholz, 2022).

In effect, the reality of Germany as Einwanderungsgesell-
schaft is largely accepted. What remains contested, at least 
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within some conservative circles, is whether this is a desirable 
state of affairs or some kind of historical error. In the 2015 
»migration crisis« these fault lines reappeared and it became 
more acceptable within some circles to once again reopen 
the question of Germany’s identity and whether it was »at 
risk« in the face of the country’s high levels of migration.

»Clan Criminality«

Few things illustrate the systematic othering of Muslims in 
Germany more than the phenomenon of »clan criminality«. 
This is a label that is applied to offenders by police and 
prosecutors insofar as they fulfil often arbitrary and racist 
criteria such as shared surnames. For example, the parking 
offence of one person will be seen as a trivial matter, 
while the parking offence of a person whose surname is 
arbitrarily deemed to belong to a »clan« can quickly turn 
into a »clan crime«. The terminology is originally drawn 
from studies of kinship relations among organised crime 
groups but has increasingly tended towards racial generali-
sations of Muslim groups as »Arab clans« and »blood fam-
ilies« (von Lampe and Knickmeier, 2019), especially when 
translated into the political sphere. 

This framing has increasingly been used by conservative me-
dia and far-right actors to portray criminals as members of 
archaic family networks, supposedly in contrast to »Western 
values«. Criminal networks associated with Muslim or non-
white memberships receive disproportionate attention in 
these discussions. An impression is deliberately cultivated 
that clans dominate entire cities, that certain parts of cities 
are »lawless«, and that the state is helpless. The AfD draws 
a clear connection between »clans« and »Islamist terror« 
(AfD-Fraktion Bundestag 2019). Law enforcement have also 
utilised »anti-clan« narratives to justify problematic prac-
tices, such as violent police raids against shisha bars on 
unsubstantiated grounds (Schulz and Tajeri, 2022).

In February 2020, Friedrich Merz, the current leader of the 
CDU, was asked in a press conference about his stance on 
far-right extremism. The interview occurred six days after a 
racially motivated terrorist attack that had killed 10 people 
in Hanau. Merz stated that there is a »massive problem 
with right-wing radicalism« in Germany. However, he then 
quickly pivoted to talking about »lawless spaces in inner 
cities« and the importance of »border controls«. The re-
porter then asked if they were »correct in inferring that 
your answer to the problem of right-wing radicalism is to 
raise the issue of clan crime, border controls, etc.? And if 
not, what is it?« To which Merz simply answered »The answer 
is yes« (Phoenix 2020). 

Owing to how explicitly and emphatically Merz answered 
this question, the episode encapsulates a line of thinking 
that is often left implicit in much conservative thinking on 
how to combat the danger of violent extremism; namely, 
that the best way to »fight« right-wing radicalism is to be 
tougher against the »clans«, against people that are per-
ceived as »others«, at the border and in the community 
(Reichelt 2018).

2015: The far right’s successes  
have been significant 

The conjuncture of 2015 remains the »big accelerator« 
event that frames all discussion of migration in Germany. It 
provides a crucial point of comparison for today because 
the positions taken by the centre-right then and now have 
changed quite radically. A major victory for the AfD and 
the wider far-right bloc has been the shift of the CDU away 
from a relatively inclusive and liberal account of migration 
and its relationship to German identity.

In the years following the refugee »crisis« of 2015–2016 
the far right made the most out of running on the migra-
tion question. The AfD built its political brand around a 
rigorous rejection of Merkel’s migration policies, a position 
that is broadly shared by its voters (Hambauer and Mays, 
2018). 

Central to this message is the myth that Angela Merkel 
unilaterally opened Germany’s borders and let one million 
refugees enter the country. While in truth, her government 
simply maintained the historic support of Germany for the 
Schengen system, the far right have found the myth of an 
»open« Germany to be a potent weapon in their campaign 
against the political establishment. 

The AfD have been happy to stir up moral panics to prosecute 
this campaign. In 2018, 242 AfD press releases focused on 
criminal offences (Hestermann and Hoven, 2019). In 95 per 
cent of the cases in which the nationality of suspects was 
referenced, they were described as non-German or having 
a »migration background«. In their communication the 
AfD is demanding hardline policies against immigrants and 
foreigners living in Germany, especially those of Muslim 
faith, with communication on the topic of migration focusing 
on immigrants from Syria, Afghanistan, and Iraq.

Refugees from Ukraine  
today vs. refugees in 2015

Between February and September 24, 2022, 997,895 refu-
gees from Ukraine were registered in the Central Register 
of Foreigners (AZR), according to the Federal Ministry of 
the Interior (Integration, 2022). The difference in political 
reaction to this influx of refugees from Ukraine compared 
to the reactions to movement of people in 2015 at the height 
of the »European refugee crisis« has been quite astounding. 
In 2022, notions of defending European freedom, a new-
found kinship between Europeans, and the (mostly) white 
refugees from Ukraine dominated popular discourse. More 
importantly, there was no discussion on closing German 
borders by suspending Schengen. Overall, this led to re-
markable political results that would have been previously 
unthinkable. Most notably the broad support for the agree-
ment on a common asylum led to Directive 2001 / 55 / EC, 
which meant that Ukrainian citizens were accepted in all 
EU states without asylum procedures and were granted 
protection status for up to three years.

GERMANY 
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The difference in treatment also had a visible, practical impli-
cation at times. In early March, Syrian and Afghan residents 
had to vacate a state-owned shared accommodation for 
refugees overnight because Ukrainian refugees were being 
accommodated there instead (correctiv.org, 2022). At the 
outset of the war, the moderator of the flagship talk show 
of German public broadcaster ARD, Hart aber Fair (»Hard 
but Fair«), referenced the initial »welcoming culture« in 
2015 and the subsequent downturn of public sentiment 
with regard to newcomers. Their question, »Will it be differ-
ent this time?«, was answered by the conservative publicist 
Gabor Steingart who said »I could imagine it working this 
time!« because »they (the Ukrainians) are our cultural group, 
they are Christians« (bild.de, 2022). 

This is a stark contrast to how refugees from Muslim 
countries are portrayed as unable to integrate into German 
society, despite decades of evidence to the contrary. The 
far right often refer to themselves as the sole representa-
tives of das Volk (»the people«), presenting a view of Ger-
many that is, in essence, ethnically homogenous, white 
and Christian. In this context, the far right commonly warns 
against »Islamisation« when talking about the migration 
issue, a term they use to refer to the forced introduction of 
allegedly »foreign« norms and rules emanating from Muslim 
countries and the subsequent downfall of German society 
(Reichelt, J. 2022a; von Schuler and Solms-Laubach, 2018; 
Welt 2018). 

Since 2015 the far right’s position on migration has not 
only penetrated the public discourse but has, to some de-
gree, become an accepted position in respectable society. 
In the summer of 2021, as the war in Afghanistan escalat-
ed, Armin Laschet, then CDU candidate for chancellor, 
warned of new »movements of refugees towards Europe« 
and concluded that »2015 must not be repeated!« (FAZ 
2021). Seen in tandem with the relatively welcoming atmos-
phere that marked public debate on the Ukrainian refugee 
crisis a year later, it must be acknowledged that the far 
right achieved significant success in the public re-imagination 
of the »migration crisis« of 2015. The categories of »unde-
sirable migrant« and »Muslim« became used synonymously, 
albeit often only implicitly, in circles that go far beyond the 
traditional radical right (SWR 2021; Sueddeutsche.de 
2022).  

Freedom of speech discourses,  
»cancel culture« and »culture wars«

There are two key other phenomena present in the culture 
war discourse that prevails on the German radical right: 
first, a homogenised in-group is counterposed to a series 
of social groups that do not conform to the white patriar-
chal and Christian conception of the true Germany, e. g., 
non-white migrants, Muslims and other ethnic minorities, 
feminists, and the LGBTQ+ community; second, there is a 
subjective or self-proclaimed anti-elitism which defines the 
elite as an out of touch, liberal order of well-educated and 
progressive groups that have seized positions of power in 
society. These two strands of this culture war coalesce 

around the »Great Replacement« conspiracy which, in 
Germany, was popularly associated with the »Identitarian 
Movement«.1 

Public broadcasting institutions have been frequently target-
ed in this context. For the far right they sit at the apex of 
institutions that have normalised anti-racism, proactive leg-
islation to combat discrimination, and support for human 
rights. Muslim women working in public broadcasting 
have faced especially fierce attacks and campaigns from 
the far right. One case that encapsulates these issues is 
that of Ferda Ataman and the so-called Kartoffel-gate 
(»Potato-gate«). 

In June 2022 the federal cabinet, consisting of German 
chancellor and all federal ministers, proposed publicist Ferda 
Ataman to head the Federal Anti-Discrimination Agency. 
Normally, the confirmation of this proposal in the German 
parliament would have been a formality. In this case, how-
ever, there was a concerted effort, most prominently by 
ex-Bild Editor-in-Chief, Julian Reichelt, to stop her confir-
mation. This sentiment was shared by prominent figures in 
the CDU, the Bild newspaper, AfD, and the FDP. Reichelt 
condemned her as a »Muslim racist«: 

»Ferda Ataman is a Muslim racist. Yes, there is that too. 
Frequently, in fact. Political Islam is the biggest racist 
movement in the world. And no, someone like that does 
not belong in the office of the anti-racism commissioner. 
Especially not with votes from the FDP« (Reichelt 2022b).
 
Central to the criticism of Ataman was a column she wrote 
in 2020 for Spiegel Online (Ataman, 2020). In the column 
she reflected on the infamous term »Nafri«, an internal ac-
ronym used by German police to identify men of »North 
African« origin, which was widely communicated in the 
aftermath of the acts of sexual violence committed during 
the Cologne New Year’s Eve celebrations in 2015. Subse-
quently, the term Nafri became a derogatory shorthand 
and meme in far-right and conservative circles (Berger 
2018; Reichelt 2022b). Ataman settled on the term »pota-
toes« as an alternative to describe Germans without a mi-
gration background. She did not invent the term, which 
was already widely used in German youth and pop culture 
as an ironic, colloquial term based on the assumption that 
a particularly large number of potatoes are consumed in 
Germany. 

Ataman suffered incessant abuse as a result, even though 
the term has no historically charged history or violent 
meaning. Her work to increase diversity in journalism by 
supporting journalists of colour and media professionals 
with immigration heritage was denigrated by a wide array 

1	 While its most prominent supporters have suffered from deplat-
forming, and the movement is no longer as visible a force in Ger-
man politics, its cadres have moved to new places, working for AfD 
parliamentarians (Schindler, 2022), think tanks, or magazines that 
are all part of a growing network of far-right institutions aiming to 
influence the mainstream discourse.
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of actors from AfD, FDP and CDU. She was branded as an 
example of »Germany-hating identity politics« and a repre-
sentative of sinister networks that downplay the dangers 
of political Islam (Ploß 2022). Despite this concerted cam-
paign against her, Ataman was confirmed by the German 
parliament in July 2022 to be its Independent Federal Anti- 
Discrimination Commissioner.

Relationship to »anti-anti-Semitism« 
discourses 

In public, the German far right have developed an instru-
mental relationship to anti-Semitism. The AfD, for instance, 
portrays itself as pro-Israel and pro-Jewish. The AfD position 
themselves in this way because it brings clear strategic ben-
efits. It supports their aim to appeal to a broader constituency 
because anti-Semitism is seen as a core characteristic of 
right-wing extremism. Therefore, positioning themselves 
as supporting Jewish life in Germany and a pro-Israel foreign 
policy creates the appearance of respectability. Germany’s 
Erinnerungskultur, its »culture of remembrance« regarding 
the horrors of the Nazis and the Holocaust, is fundamentally 
central to the country’s political discourse and modern 
self-image. Often this culture of remembrance is credited 
with keeping the far right in check as it is enshrined legis-
lation that forbids the usage of certain symbols, phrases, 
and gestures that are linked to Nazi ideology. Prominent 
figures of the far right have claimed in the past that this 
Erinnerungskultur has become a »cult of guilt« (see Cooper 
and Molkenbur 2019) that is holding the country back, but 
their more astute (and therefore dangerous) elements rec-
ognise the importance of adapting to this wider sentiment.  

Positioning the party as critical of anti-Semitism also frames 
the way in which they understand German identity and its 
(for them) racial exclusion of Muslims and other non-white 
groups of immigrant heritage. When talking about Muslims, 
the far right frequently rely on a false dichotomy between 
Germany as the imagined »Christian-Jewish Occident« and 
»Islam«. Consequently, they claim that anti-Semitism occurs 
primarily among refugees and Muslims, while downplaying 
the role of anti-Semitism in German society and history 
(Pfahl-Traughber, 2017). The former AfD party leader 
Frauke Petry made headlines with her statement in 2017 
calling the AfD »one of the few political guarantors of 
Jewish life even in times of illegal anti-Semitic migration« 
(Kamann, 2017). In this way, cynical statements of public 
support for Jewish life in Germany are used to service their 
anti-migration positions. They deliberately and repeatedly 
confuse anti-Semitic policies or positions of specific actors 
and states with the global Muslim community as a whole. 

Conclusion

In Germany, the essentialisation and othering of Muslims is 
inseparable from racist migration policies and the »debate« 
over whether the country’s identity should be seen as reflec-
tive of, and shaped by, this history of migration or some-
thing called into question by it. These policies and 
discourses are deeply embedded in everyday culture, pro-

viding an opening for Islamophobia parties and move-
ments, especially the AfD. The instrumentalisation of the 
migration »crisis« of 2015 was the great accelerator for the 
far right, which effectively transformed the AfD overnight 
into a major force in national politics and the leading party 
in many of the states of the former East Germany.

Many of the contemporary mainstream discourses on mi-
gration in Germany centre around the infamous sentence 
that »2015 cannot be repeated«. Seen in the context of the 
relatively welcoming approach to Ukrainian refugees, this 
public discussion involves an implicit equivalence between 
the category of the »undesirable migrant« and »Muslim«. 
Islamophobic messaging ties in perfectly with the conspiracy 
theory at the heart of the far right and the Great Replacement 
Theory, and lends itself to continued attacks on democratic 
and public institutions under the guise of freedom of 
speech and anti-elitism. There is a danger that the shared 
ethnic conception of national identity (which was the tra-
ditional historic norm and has only really been called into 
question over the last fifteen years) between these far-right 
forces and more mainstream conservatives creates a philo-
sophical basis for convergence of these forces. This is especial-
ly a risk when the right is under pressure to »unite« against 
the centre and centre-left bloc now governing Germany.

While the focus of this report is on the manifestations of 
anti-Muslim racism and their relationship to the danger of 
both radicalisation and »convergence« with the centre- 
right, it is important to recognise that democracy, the rule 
of law, and anti-racism draw on increasingly deep societal 
reserves in Germany. Some 26 per cent of the German 
population come from a migrant background. The current 
German parliament has a historically high representation 
for the ethnic minorities, though at 11.3 per cent it is still 
well below the proportion of the population of migrant 
heritage.

While the current government is promoting cautious reform 
of German immigration law and campaigned on a plat-
form of diversity and openness, the notably Islamophobic 
rhetoric employed by some conservatives and the far right 
show that these gains may prove to be fragile, or at least 
cannot be taken for granted. Ongoing campaigning work 
against the dangers of the far right and for affirmative 
action on Islamophobia, anti-Muslim racism, and all forms 
of xenophobia and discrimination are vital in this context. 
Above all, measures to reform security governance and 
policing, recognising the role of structural racism, are vital 
to achieve substantive progress.

GERMANY 
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This section focuses on the mainstreaming of far-right Islam-
ophobic discourse and anti-Muslim hatred in the UK in recent 
decades, looking particularly at the 2015 migrant »crisis«, 
campaigning rhetoric around the 2016 EU referendum, 
and the situation post-Brexit. Figures like Tommy Robinson, 
Katie Hopkins, Nigel Farage, and Boris Johnson loom large 
in this context. However, anti-Muslim hatred is not a sudden 
or new problem introduced by the far right. Rather, it is a 
symbiosis of centuries-long state-led violence against Muslim 
majority populations and decades of mainstream political 
rhetoric demonising Muslims and racialised peoples. 

As highlighted in Kojo Koram’s recent book, Uncommon 
Wealth, Britain’s colonial history continues to structure its 
relationship with former colonies and clients, including 
global Muslim populations in the Indian subcontinent, 
Middle East and North Africa, in a manner that was extrac-
tive, dehumanising, and exploitative (Koram 2022). During 
the break-up of Britain’s formal imperial structures, the 
struggle to preserve economic interests with the loss of 
political control, encapsulated by the history of companies 
like BP (previously the Anglo-Persian Oil Company), had a 
particular impact on the Muslim world. This history provides 
an important contrast with Germany, owing to how the 
UK lacks a »culture of remembrance« (Erinnerungskultur) in 
relation to its history of imperialism. In the context of the 
Nazi’s particularly extreme genocidal crimes and total military 
defeat in the Second World War, Germany has undertaken 
some public discussion around racism, anti-Semitism, and 
»empire« (Reich). In comparison, the UK’s imperial history 
remains subject to peculiar combinations of amnesia and 
nostalgia, which until recently (e. g. the impact of the Black 
Lives Matter movement) had not seen significant public 
recognition of the underlying racism and white supremacy 
that underpinned the British Empire.

The story of Islamophobia and anti-Muslim racism in the 
UK should not therefore start primarily with the far right. 
It reflects a longer history of discrimination among the 
political mainstream, one which marks all areas of public 
life and has been well documented. As in a number of other 
countries, the reaction to 9 / 11 particularly targeted Muslim 
communities. The ›war on terror‹ was used to justify unlaw-
ful military intervention and bombing of Muslim-majority 
countries, resulting in high civilian death tolls, torture and 
war crimes committed against civilian populations. Particu-

larly in the case of the Iraq war, the intervention tied in 
with Britain’s historic relationship of oil extraction within 
the region. Domestically, UK Muslims were portrayed by 
elites as an enemy within, targeted by ›them‹ and ›us‹ dis-
course and securitised ›counter-terror‹ policies, creating a 
febrile political environment. The continued dehumanisa-
tion of Muslim communities undermined the rule of law 
and human rights system. In the 2010s, far-right radicalisa-
tion would build on the discourses and practices seen in 
this earlier public policy phase.

The underlying narrative is one of threat to the integrity of 
white British culture and fears of replacement of the white 
population by racialised migrants and »Islamisation«. Many 
(but not all) of these views, expressed on mainstream plat-
forms, went hand-in-hand with support for Brexit. 

Moral panics about migration and Islam were instrumen-
talised by leading figures of the Leave campaign. The most 
extreme attacks came from the far right of the political 
spectrum, but they succeeded in influencing the right and 
centre-right. Islamophobia-driven anti-migrant hatred be-
came a key component of how Conservative party politi-
cians, including those who voted Remain, sought political 
legitimacy. But it is important to also recognise that politi-
cians and commentators associated with the Labour Party 
have also promoted Islamophobic tropes. 

The Conservative party instrumentalised Islamophobic 
stereotypes in support of Tory candidate Zac Goldsmith’s 
London mayoral campaign against Labour’s Sadiq Khan. 
Attacks were made on Khan’s Muslim Pakistani heritage to 
correlate his candidacy with terrorism, Islamisation and 
destruction of white British identity in London. While the 
campaign ultimately failed, receiving much criticism for its 
racialisation of the mayoral election, it illustrates the wider 
global trend towards the demonisation of Muslims as a 
means of securing electoral support. 

Now, as the Brexit project is implemented, Muslims and 
migrants continue to be scapegoated by the media and 
politicians. The endless stream of dehumanising rhetoric 
has most recently culminated in the petrol-bombing of an 
asylum-seeker processing centre in Kent used to house ref-
ugees who are mostly from Syria, Afghanistan, and Iraq. 
The attacker’s final tweet before the violent assault on the 
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centre read, »Your children will feel the pain we will oblite-
rate them / Muslim children are now our target / And there 
[sic] disgusting women will be targeted mothers and sisters 
Is burn alive [sic]« (Hope not Hate – Right Response Team, 
2022). The Home Secretary Suella Braverman’s response to 
the incident was to fan the flames of racism further, describ-
ing the arrival of asylum seekers in the UK as an »invasion« 
(Sandford 2022).

Defining Islamophobia  
or anti-Muslim hatred

In the UK context, the use of the term Islamophobia remains 
the accepted lexicon with which to discuss anti-Muslim 
racism. However, there has been significant policy discussion 
over how it should be defined and understood. In 2018, 
the UK All Party Parliamentary Group (APPG) on British 
Muslims published a report titled Islamophobia Defined: 
the inquiry into a working definition of Islamophobia (APPG 
on British Muslims 2018). 

The report put forward the following definition of Islamo-
phobia: 
 
»Islamophobia is rooted in racism and is a type of racism 
that targets expressions of Muslimness or perceived Mus-
limness.«

The report argued that contemporary examples of Islamo-
phobia in public life, the media, schools, the workplace, 
and in encounters between religions and non-religions in 
the public sphere could, taking into account the overall 
context, include, but are not limited to:

	– Calling for, aiding, instigating or justifying the killing 
or harming of Muslims in the name of a racist / fascist 
ideology, or an extremist view of religion.

	– Making mendacious, dehumanising, demonising, or 
stereotypical allegations about Muslims as such, or of 
Muslims as a collective group, such as, especially but 
not exclusively, conspiracies about Muslim entryism in 
politics, government or other societal institutions; the 
myth of Muslim identity having a unique propensity 
for terrorism; and claims of a demographic »threat« 
posed by Muslims or of a »Muslim takeover«.

	– Accusing Muslims as a group of being responsible for 
real or imagined wrongdoing committed by a single 
Muslim person or group of Muslim individuals, or 
even for acts committed by non-Muslims.

	– Accusing Muslims as a group, or Muslim majority 
states, of inventing or exaggerating Islamophobia, 
ethnic cleansing, or genocide perpetrated against 
Muslims.

	– Accusing Muslim citizens of being more loyal to the 
»Ummah« (transnational Muslim community) or to 
their countries of origin, or to the alleged priorities  

of Muslims worldwide, than to the interests of  
the nations they live in.

	– Denying Muslim populations the right to self- 
determination, e. g. by claiming that the existence  
of an independent Palestine or Kashmir is a terrorist 
endeavour.

	– Applying double standards by requiring of Muslims 
behaviours that are not expected or demanded of  
any other groups in society, e.g. loyalty tests.

	– Using the symbols and images associated with classic 
Islamophobia (e.g. Muhammed being a paedophile, 
claims of Muslims spreading Islam by the sword or 
subjugating minority groups under their rule) to 
characterise Muslims as being ‘sex groomers’, 
inherently violent or incapable of living harmoniously 
in plural societies.

	– Holding Muslims collectively responsible for the 
actions of any Muslim majority state, whether secular 
or constitutionally Islamic.

The Conservative Party has not subscribed to this definition, 
but it has been adopted by most other UK political parties 
including Labour, all the Scottish parties, and the Mayor of 
London. 

Brexit and the 2015–2016  
migrant »crisis«

As in Germany, the UK’s experience of the 2015 to 2016 
migration »crisis« witnessed a close relationship and interplay 
between Islamophobia and anti-migrant hostility. However, 
this response had already been prepared over previous 
years. An important factor in the rise of this sentiment was 
the growing electoral success of UKIP, particularly in the 
2014 European Parliament election.

On numerous and thoroughly documented occasions (see 
Willits 2015) UKIP members and electoral candidates pub-
licly expressed vicious anti-Muslim views. For instance, in 
2014, a UKIP council candidate was suspended for a tweet 
stating that Pakistan should be »nuked«, that David Cam-
eron was a »gay-loving nutcase«, Muslims were »devil’s 
kids« and homosexuality was an »abomination before 
god«. The candidate also tweeted that »Islam is evil« (BBC 
News 2014). 

In 2014, Nigel Farage, then UKIP leader, stereotyped the 
Muslim population as inherently anti-Semitic, blaming 
»Muslims« for »a sharp rise in anti-Semitism« in Britain and 
across Europe (the JC 2014). As noted in the foregoing, a 
similar strategy has been used by the German far right to 
encourage a »divide and rule« logic and dynamic among 
minoritised communities. 

In a bid to stem UKIP’s electoral success and pacify Euros-
ceptics in his own party, David Cameron promised a referen-
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dum on EU membership if the Conservatives won the 2014 
general election. He delivered on this promise, after which 
UKIP joined the Leave.EU alliance, ramping up its campaigns 
against migrants and Muslims to create a climate of fear in 
the lead-up to the referendum.

In a 2015 speech to the European Parliament, Farage said 
Muslims were »a fifth column« that were »utterly opposed 
to our values«, urging MEPs »to be a lot braver and a lot 
more courageous in standing up for our Judeo-Christian 
culture« (Farage 2015a). A few months later, Farage was 
reported in the mainstream media as having said that a 
»rapid implementation of a common EU migration and 
asylum policy« would be »wholly unacceptable to a United 
Kingdom that already has levels of immigration that are 
too high, and as Isis have previously threatened, could lead 
to half a million Islamic extremists coming to our countries 
and posing a direct threat to our civilisation« (Mason 
2015a). In this extract, Farage does not attempt to disguise 
his equivalence between Muslims, migrants, terrorists and 
extremists; they are all grouped together in one sweeping 
racist generalisation.  

In a speech in Basingstoke at the end of 2015, Farage re-
peated the notion that Muslims were »conflicted in their 
loyalties«, and again linked EU membership to the threat of 
Islamic extremism. Using the language of war, he stated 
that the »conflict with the UK Muslim population suggests 
that there is all to play for and we can win the battle of 
hearts and minds«, that the European Union was »seriously 
imperilling our security« because of the risk of terrorists 
posing as migrants; and that the EU’s principle of free 
movement of workers had resulted in the »free movement 
of Kalashnikov rifles, the free movement of terrorists and the 
free movement of jihadists«, concluding that »we must not 
let our compassion imperil our civilisation« (Mason 2015b). 

Anti-Muslim hatred was therefore a clear and commonly 
expressed theme in Farage’s campaign to leave the European 
Union. His now infamous »Breaking Point« poster depicted 
thousands of people of colour, mainly men, as a threat on 
the borders of the country. Outside the party, commentators 
and outriders amplified Farage’s message in the mainstream 
media. Telegraph columnist Allison Pearson tweeted, 
»Brussels, de facto capital of the EU, is also the jihadist 
capital of Europe. And the Remainers dare to say we’re 
safer in the EU! #Brexit« (Pearson 2016). 

The official Brexit referendum campaign, Vote Leave, led 
by Dominic Cummings, and with various high-profile Con-
servative MPs among its supporters including Michael 
Gove and Boris Johnson, presented itself as the more re-
spectable outfit in explicit contrast to Farage’s Leave.EU. 
However, one of its central »warnings« throughout the 
referendum campaign was that Turkey and Albania, two 
majority Muslim countries, would soon be joining the EU’s 
freedom of movement area. 

Michael Gove, for example, wrote a piece for the Daily Mail 
at the end of April 2016 which equated Albanian immi-

grants with organised crime groups and said that »The EU 
is planning not just to give visa-free travel to 77 million 
Turks, but also to absorb this Muslim state into the EU« 
(Gove 2016). In short, Gove did not attempt to hide the 
fact that it was the Muslim character of the country he held 
to be a problem. Despite distancing himself from Farage’s 
»Breaking Point« poster the argument was effectively iden-
tical: a wave of Muslim immigrants represented a threat to 
Britain. 

Islamophobia in the UK 
media ecosystem 

UKIP supporter Katie Hopkins (who was nevertheless 
judged too extreme to be allowed to join the party at the 
time) pushed this messaging even further to the far right. 
Initially gaining celebrity on UK TV show The Apprentice, 
with her chauvinistic views on women’s rights, Islam, and 
migration, she was given a regular platform across Britain’s 
print and broadcast media in The Sun, Daily Mail and on 
LBC. These platforms were used to build her social media 
profile where she continued to post Islamophobic and ex-
treme views, gaining considerable international reach.

In April 2015, in an article for The Sun Hopkins called for 
»coffins«, »bodies floating on water« and »gunships« to 
send migrants, whom she described as »cockroaches«, 
back to their countries in »Libya« and »Africa« (Hopkins 
2015). She calls for »Kalashnikovs« to be used and holes to 
be drilled into boats carrying migrants. In the same article 
she references »sharia-stoning« and says British towns are 
»plagued by swarms of migrants and asylum seekers« (ibid). 

A few months later, Prime Minister David Cameron then 
used the same word as Katie Hopkins (»swarm«) to describe 
asylum seekers, saying »You’ve got a swarm of people 
coming across the Mediterranean« on a live TV broadcast 
on ITV News that was reported across the mainstream media 
(World News 2015). 

Prime Minister David Cameron then continued to specifi-
cally target the British Muslim community, portraying Mus-
lims as outsiders who had failed to integrate. In print and 
broadcast media, he specifically singled out Muslim women 
as having poor English, linking this to the rise of ISIS and 
extremism, and threatening Muslim women who did not 
improve their English fluency with deportation (Cameron 
2016a). 

It is clear from the above quotes that the migrants and refu-
gees specifically targeted by Hopkins, Farage, and Cameron 
were not white Europeans but refugees fleeing war-torn 
countries across the Mediterranean with Muslim-majority 
populations. The comments analysed from this period all 
contained a lexicon that explicitly or implicitly targeted 
Muslim migrants, associating them with terrorism and us-
ing dehumanising and often violent language to describe 
them. 
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Government policy

Going alongside this violent discourse has been a sustained 
shift in government policy, especially with regard to the 
securitisation of the migration issue. Katie Hopkins said in 
2015 that she wanted »gunships« threatening migrants 
»with violence until they bugger off« (Hopkins 2015). The 
Home Office has since attempted to implement more and 
more militarisation of the border force, including illegal push-
backs and even mooting use of LRADS (devices that create a 
sound so loud it induces vomiting in those who hear it). 

In February 2019, the Conservative government used a 
»removal of citizenship order« to strip Shamima Begum, a 
UK-born teenager, of UK citizenship, arguing she had the 
right to citizenship in Bangladesh, despite her never having 
been to Bangladesh and Bangladesh refusing to accept 
her. The power to strip citizenship of any UK-born citizen 
with eligibility for citizenship in another country, without 
notice or appeal, if the Home Secretary deems it is for the 
»public good«, was then written into the 2021 Nationality 
and Borders Act. These policies intentionally target Muslims 
and other minoritised communities as »extremist threats«, 
denying their basic human right to citizenship and statehood. 

An important contrast should be recognised, in this regard, 
between the UK and Germany. Not only did the latter pro-
vide sanctuary to some 800,000 refugees, vastly exceed-
ing the UK’s record, but the trend in German policy has 
been moving in broadly the opposite direction to the UK. 
The UK started the post-WW2 era with a relatively open 
conception of citizenship, with subjects of the British Em-
pire and dominions having a normal right to freedom of 
movement to the UK and over time added restrictions; for 
example, the British Nationality Act 1981 removed the right 
to national citizenship by birth registration, requiring chil-
dren of non-UK nationals to apply via the »naturalisation« 
route (Goodfellow 2019; Yeo 2017). In contrast, over time 
Germany has taken modest steps to move away from a more 
restrictive and ethnic conception of national citizenship. 

Attacks on Muslim politicians

The Islamophobic rhetoric mobilised around the migration 
»crisis« was replicated in far-right and mainstream cam-
paigning during the London mayoral election of 2016.

Conservative mayoral candidate Zac Goldsmith launched 
his campaign manifesto by alleging that Labour’s candidate 
Sadiq Khan, a Muslim, »provided cover for extremists« and 
had »given platforms, oxygen and even cover – over and 
over and over again – to those who seek to do our police 
and capital harm«. Goldsmith also stated that Khan was »a 
man who has tried to silence questions about his links by 
shamelessly accusing anyone who raises them of being Islam-
ophobic« (Ramesh 2016).

A few days later David Cameron repeated similar dog-whistle 
smears associating Sadiq Khan with Islamic extremism in 
Parliament (Cameron 2016b). In a concerted campaign, 

these statements were immediately followed by Zac Gold-
smith’s team releasing a »dossier« of Khan’s clients during 
his career as a human rights lawyer in order to allege links 
with convicted terrorists, homophobes, anti-Semites and 
hate preachers.

The smearing of Sadiq Khan as an extremist threat is an 
example of conscious and unrepentant Islamophobia. It is 
no surprise, therefore, that Zac Goldsmith doubled down 
on his position when Labour formally adopted the APPG 
definition, tweeting »If you ask supporters of Islamism to 
write up a definition of ›islamophobia‹, you can’t be surprised 
if they craft it to insulate themselves from scrutiny. Criticising 
MEND, CAGE etc. then becomes ›islamophobia‹. MPs should 
never have signed this off« (Goldsmith 2019). 

Goldsmith’s campaign against Khan also targeted Jewish 
and Hindu voters in London with customised flyers that 
intended to play off different minoritised communities 
against each other, implying that Khan’s Muslim back-
ground meant he was unable to represent the interests of 
Hindu and Jewish voters and was instead inimical to them. 
This »divide-and-rule« tactic is commonly used by far-right 
and mainstream Islamophobes.

Goldsmith’s Islamophobic campaign failed miserably and 
Khan was elected with an overwhelming mandate, sug-
gesting that this type of racialised campaign does not gain 
traction in more diverse, urban areas. However, Conserva-
tive MPs continue to launch identity-based attacks on Khan. 
For instance, on 13 March 2018, Conservative MP Nadine 
Dorries quote-tweeted a video on tackling Islamophobia 
released by Sadiq Khan, commenting »How about, ›it’s 
time to act on sex abusing grooming gangs,‹ instead? 
#TelfordGrooming #Rotherham #Priorities #leadership» 
(Dorries 2018). Not only does Rotherham fall outside of 
Sadiq Khan’s geographical remit, but smearing Muslims as 
paedophiles and rapists is a classic tactic of the far right. 

Sadiq Khan’s tenure at the London mayoralty has become 
a key reference point for this rising Islamophobic discourse. 
Katie Hopkins now often name drops Khan to expound her 
view that London has become »Londonistan«, is overpopu-
lated by Muslims and minorities, and that »white European« 
values and culture are under threat in a Europe-wide civili-
sational war. The comments section on Boris Johnson’s ap-
pearance on LBC as Prime Minister to discuss his own past 
Islamophobic comments was overflowing with Islamophobic 
references to Sadiq Khan. 

Labour Party Islamophobia

Islamophobic attacks on politicians have not been limited 
to Conservative Party campaigns. Labour MP Apsana Be-
gum, the first and only MP to wear a headscarf, faced 
criminal charges and a court trial initiated by her own Labour 
council (alleging housing benefit fraud) as well as a vicious 
deselection process from her own constituency Labour 
Party in the context of having suffered domestic violence 
and ongoing abuse from her ex-partner, a Labour councillor, 

UK



12

FRIEDRICH-EBERT-STIFTUNG – MAINSTREAM AND FAR RIGHT ISLAMOPHOBIA

who was directly involved in the attacks against her. The 
court found her not guilty (see Kale 2021). 

In 2017, Labour MP Sarah Champion (then Shadow Minister 
for Women and Equalities) repeated far-right discourse 
linking Muslims to sex abuse, paedophilia and grooming 
gangs in an inflammatory article published in The Sun 
(Champion 2017). She did at least face some consequences 
for this, as she was forced to resign her position from the 
Shadow Cabinet. 

Labour member and public figure Trevor Phillips, former 
head of the Equalities and Human Rights Commission 
(EHRC), has published comments in the Times, Telegraph 
and the Sun attacking Muslims as being »a nation within a 
nation«, having »different values« from the rest of »us« 
and again linking Pakistanis and Muslims to grooming 
gangs and child abuse. His Labour Party membership was 
temporarily suspended, but no further disciplinary action 
was taken and he has since been reinstated. The recently 
published Forde Report also evidences many instances of 
Islamophobia and other forms of racism in the Labour Party, 
but no action has been taken on the report.

Attacks on Muslim women’s dress

Boris Johnson refused to apologise for comments published 
in the Telegraph in 2018 ridiculing Muslim women who 
chose to wear the burqa and niqaab while he was a back-
bench MP. His dehumanising comments compared Muslim 
women to »bank robbers« and »letterboxes« and described 
their choice of dress as »absolutely ridiculous« (Johnson 
2018). 

His comments were picked up by Tory MP Nadine Dorries, 
who stated in a broadcast media interview that Johnson’s 
article didn’t go far enough and she was disappointed that 
he hadn’t called for an »outright ban« on a »medieval 
dress code« designed to cover up »bruises« (Daily Sabah 
2021). She stereotyped all Muslim women who wear the 
burqa and niqaab as victims of domestic abuse and went 
on to say that these women were not allowed to »choose 
who they marry« or even »keep their genitals«, falsely con-
flating the practice of FGM with the Muslim community as 
a whole (ibid). 

She also put the criticism of Boris Johnson down to his 
support for Brexit. She said, »There are people in Westminster 
that are actually terrified that at some stage… Boris may 
make a challenge for the leadership and the position at 
no.10, and those people of course are all going to come 
out, particularly those on the remain side of the Brexit 
argument, and attack him in force« (ibid). 

Nadine Dorries has repeatedly called for a ban on the burqa 
and has also shared far-right articles attacking Muslims on 
social media. Once Johnson became Prime Minister, he 
promoted her to Secretary of State for Culture, Media and 
Sport. While the UK remains relatively liberal, compared to 
some other countries, on freedom of religion and freedom 

of dress, there has long been support for a »clamp down« 
and ban from this right-wing and authoritarian section of 
the Conservatives. 

Internationalisation  
of Islamophobic discourse

There has long been a concerted campaign to internationalise 
Islamophobia. Many far-right and authoritarian figures 
have been quick to realise they have a number of allies for 
their agenda globally, and have taken advantage of the 
internet as an organising resource to create common net-
works of propaganda and influence. American President 
Donald Trump not only retweeted Katie Hopkins on multi-
ple occasions, he also shared three videos of the fringe 
far-right party, Britain First. Even his close ally at the time, 
British Prime Minister Theresa May, condemned the tweets.

Ties with India’s far-right Prime Minister Narendra Modi 
and support for his violently Islamophobic party (the BJP) 
have long been forged with UK politicians; arguably this is 
more serious than Trump’s link to the British far right, be-
cause they extend into very mainstream parts of the political 
spectrum, including not only the Conservatives but also 
the Labour party. David Cameron welcomed Modi to huge 
crowds at Wembley Stadium during his premiership, and 
Labour MP Keith Vaz heralded the visit in entirely positive 
terms as »truly historic«. The BJP is a formal affiliate of 
Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS), a paramilitary organi-
sation that was originally inspired by Italian fascism. For 
decades, this paramilitary wing has been mobilising on the 
streets of India in assertion of the »Hindutva« ideology, 
which seeks to turn India, the country with one of the 
world’s largest Muslim populations, into a Hindu-dominated 
nation pursuing a form of apartheid. 

Katie Hopkins lost most of her mainstream media platforms 
in the UK after she tweeted that a »final solution« was 
needed for the Muslim problem (Topping 2017). She now 
has a platform with the Indian media that she has used to 
condemn the »Islamification of the UK« and praise Modi’s 
military shutdown in Kashmir, which included suspending 
its autonomous self-governing constitutional status, as 
»fantastic« (India Today 2019). There has now been an at-
tempt to export this movement to the UK, with clashes 
being engineered in the city of Leicester. UK far-right figure 
Tommy Robinson has used recent events in Leicester to 
seek »unity« between English and Hindu fascist movements 
in the UK. This alliance presents a real and dangerous step 
change in the dynamics of Islamophobia as it manifests in 
the UK, as the far right attempts to mount BJP-style street 
mobilisations against Muslims.

Conclusion

This research provides a monitoring resource for the evolu-
tion of Islamophobic rhetoric from politicians, demonstrat-
ing the trend towards convergence of radical right with 
mainstream discourses. It depicts a concerning landscape 
for Islamophobia in the UK. The stereotyping of Muslims as 
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terrorists and extremists has fed into dangerous government 
decisions and policy that have targeted and stripped Mus-
lims of basic rights, including in the case of Shamima Begum 
summarily stripping a British national of citizenship rights.
 
This rhetoric goes hand-in-hand with draconian government 
policy towards migrants, refugees, and asylum seekers. 
This policy is characterised by brutal state violence, the 
flouting of international law, and the denial of basic human 
rights. Policy and public discourse became more aggressive 
in the context of Brexit, and now, as the Brexit project un-
folds, its promises of harsher treatment and demonisation 
of migrants and Muslims continues to bear fruit in govern-
ment policy.

Many of these issues resonate with the evidence docu-
mented from Germany in the sense that the convergence 
between the far right and centre-right picks up on similar 
issues related to an (explicitly or implicitly) ethnic conception 
of national identity; a belief that »Islamization« is occurring 
in Europe that threatens its laws and traditions; and a close 
correlation between hostility to non-white immigration 
and Islamophobic tropes and attitudes. While both countries 
have seen the flowering of civil society and social movement 
contestation of these ideas and policies, in Germany the 
political environment has proven to be more favourable to 
anti-racist positions, not only in the formation of a govern-
ment supportive of human rights and inclusive policy but 
also the relative strength of anti-racist and anti-fascist sen-
timent within the centre right CDU. Despite these positives, 
policies to support the integration and representation of 
Muslims in public life and tackle structural racism need to 
be built up.

There is much more work to do, but concerted efforts from 
campaign groups, politicians and stakeholders across soci-
ety can challenge rampant Islamophobia. In documenting 
the problem across two European contexts, we hope that 
this report can be a small contribution towards internation-
alising that effort.
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How should we respond to the threat Islamophobia poses to 
human rights and democracy? 

Resources and support must be channelled towards Muslim 
communities to lead anti-racist community organising and 
campaigning. Grassroots organisations and political parties 
need to dedicate resources to increasing participation and 
representation from Muslim communities within their organ-
isations. Similarly, resources and training should be chan-
nelled towards increasing Muslim representation and 
visibility within the media and civil society.

Politicians and public figures need to push back against anti- 
migrant sentiment and articulate a vision of society that 
includes all communities. Research and monitoring of in-
stances of anti-Muslim racism needs to continue and be 
stepped up where possible.

Germany

	– All forms of hatred and discrimination must be 
countered. The 2022 coup attempt by the far-right 
Patriotic Union is the latest example of concern 
regarding links between the security services and  
the extreme right (recalling the National Socialist 
Underground campaign of atrocities in the 2000s). 
Reform of security sector governance, including 
strengthening civilian oversight and the monitoring 
function for civil society, needs to acknowledge and 
address these dangers.

	– Pressure must be mobilised and exerted on conservative 
politicians against any form of cooperation with the 
AfD, especially on state and local level where the 
cordon sanitaire looks weaker. 

	– Around 1 in 4 people in Germany now have some 
form of immigrant background or heritage. 
Progressive messaging scarcely addresses this 
growing demographic. This must change. 

	– The structural exclusion of migrants is a problem  
for Germany’s democracy. Almost 7 million people, 
about 10 per cent of the adult population, live and 
work in Germany but cannot vote. Campaigns for 
example for municipal voting rights as a first step 

towards more participation need to be at the heart  
of progressive politics going forward.

	– Migrant-led initiatives were central to recent pushes 
for unionisation in gig-economy start-ups and strikes 
in Amazon warehouses. These are vital and must be 
supported. 

	– The far right succeeded in pushing their framing  
of Muslims = »bad migrants« in the aftermath of 
2015–2016. Progressives must resist this framing. 
Progressive politics on migration must support 
universalism and human rights. 

	– Foreign policy is back on the agenda. But while there 
has been significant public solidarity with the Iranian 
democratic revolt, there’s little debate, let alone 
outrage for the atrocities committed by Germany’s 
partner Turkey in relation to Kurdish human rights 
and autonomy, or in its »demographic engineering« 
policy of resettling refugees in Turkish-occupied 
Northern Syria. A progressive foreign policy needs  
to start with supporting human rights as the basis  
for international solidarity across borders. 

UK

	– Political parties should adopt the APPG definition of 
Islamophobia and campaign for official government 
adoption of the definition. Education and awareness 
about anti-Muslim hatred and how it manifests 
should be prioritised. 

	– Progressive and left parties should call for equal 
treatment of refugees and asylum seekers from 
Muslim-majority countries.

	– All attacks on Muslim dress should be resisted with 
an emphasis on basic human rights and freedom of 
expression. 

	– Promote education and awareness about the UK’s 
history of colonialism and empire in Muslim majority 
countries. Understanding of the exploitative 
economic relationship should be in the national 
curriculum. 
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	– Any links and associations with the far-right BJP and 
Hindutva movement should be cut and those who 
continue and normalise such links should be vocally 
criticised.

	– Develop international campaigns of solidarity with the 
Muslim community against far-right attacks. 

The far right is organising internationally to build a globally 
connected movement of ethno-nationalists that share Mus-
lim communities as a common target. 

The left and progressive response must also be international. 
Building a broad movement where minoritised and racialised 
groups are fully represented from the grassroots to the 
leadership is the necessary response to the normalisation 
of anti-Muslim hate. 

Our response is not simply in solidarity with Muslim com-
munities; it must be enacted hand-in-hand and by Muslims 
themselves. In the fight against Islamophobia, which seeks 
to deny basic rights and citizenship to Muslims, the commu-
nity itself must take space, power and agency. 



16

FRIEDRICH-EBERT-STIFTUNG – MAINSTREAM AND FAR RIGHT ISLAMOPHOBIA

Ataman, F. (2020): Almanis – oder wie nennen wir Kartoffeln?, in: Der 
Spiegel (23.1.2020); available at: https://www.spiegel.de/kultur/alman-
is-oder-wie-nennen-wir-kartoffeln-a-5553fe6b-baa4-4cbe-993c-3daff-
61199bf (accessed on 3.10.2022).

AfD – Official Facebook Page (2022): Somalia ist ein… (20 Octo-
ber 2022) at: https://www.facebook.com/alternativefuerde/photo
s/a.542889462408064/5872321619464795/ (accessed on 19.12.2022).

AfD-Fraktion Bundestag (2019): Araber-Clans gegen Deutschland: 
Kampf der Kulturen! - Bernd Baumann - AfD-Fraktion im Bundes-
tag [YouTube video] (27 June 2019) at: https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=Y8_9Kct-RBM (accessed on 19.12.2022).

APPG on British Muslims (2018) Islamophobia Defined; Report of the 
Inquiry Into a Working Definition of Islamophobia / Anti-Muslim Hatred. 
APPG-BM: London.

Berger, D. (2018) »Ich sterbe, ich sterbe«: »Nafri« tötet 15jährige in 
Viersen am hellichten Tag bei Messerattacke, in: Philosophia-Perennis 
(12 June 2018); available at: on Internet Archive / WayBack Machine 
https://web.archive.org/web/20180612181344/https:/philosophia-per-
ennis.com/2018/06/12/ich-sterbe-ich-sterbe-nafri-toetet-15jaeh-
rige-in-viersen-am-hellichten-tag-bei-messerattacke/ (accessed on 
19.12.2022).

BBC News (2014): UKIP suspends »Islam is evil« tweet candidate,  
at: BBC News (3.5.2014); available at: https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/
uk-politics-27268747 (accessed on 19.12.2022).

bild.de (2022): Das kann für Russland ein Afghanistan 2.0 werden,  
at: bild.de (1.3.2022); available at: https://www.bild.de/politik/talk-kri-
tik/talk-kritk/plasbergs-kriegs-talk-das-kann-fuer-russland-ein-afghani-
stan-2-0-werden-79310224.bild.html (accessed on 5.10.2022).

Bundestagswahl 2021: Endgültiges Ergebnis – Der Bundeswahl-
leiter (2021); available at: https://www.bundeswahlleiter.de/info/
presse/mitteilungen/bundestagswahl-2021/52_21_endgueltiges-ergeb-
nis.html (accessed on 27.10.2022).

Cameron, D. (2016a): We won’t let women be second-class citizens; 
Forcing all migrants to learn English and ending gender segrega-
tion will show we’re serious about creating One Nation, in: The Times 
(18.1.2016).

— (2016b) Engagements - Volume 608: debated on Wednesday 
20 April 2016, Hansard; available at: https://hansard.parliament.uk/
commons/2016-04-20/debates/16042034000018/Engagements  
(accessed on 19.12.2022).

Champion, S. (2017): British Pakistani men ARE raping and exploit-
ing white girls… and it’s time we faced up to it, in: the Sun (10.8.2017) 
https://www.thesun.co.uk/news/4218648/british-pakistani-men-rap-
ing-exploiting-white-girls/ (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Cooper, L. (2021): Authoritarian Contagion; the Global Threat to  
Democracy. Bristol University Press: Bristol.

Cooper, L., and Molkenbur, T. (2019): We the People? Dangers and 
Lessons for Europe on the Riseof the AfD in Germany, LSE Conflict 
and Civil Society Research Unit; available at: https://www.academia.
edu/40372697/We_the_People_Dangers_and_Lessons_for_Europe_
on_the_Rise_of_the_AfD_in_Germany (accessed on 19.12.2022).

correctiv.org (2022): Faktencheck: Ja, der Berliner Senat hat bere-
its bewohnte Unterkünfte für geflüchtete Menschen aus der Ukraine 
geräumt, at: correctiv.org (22.03.2022); available at: https://correc-
tiv.org/faktencheck/2022/03/22/ja-der-berliner-senat-hat-bereits-be-
wohnte-unterkuenfte-fuer-gefluechtete-menschen-aus-der-ukraine-
geraeumt/ (accessed on 28.10.2022).

Daily Sabah (2021): New British Culture Secretary Dorries accused of 
Islamophobia, at: Daily Sabah (17.9.2021); available at: https://www.
dailysabah.com/world/europe/new-british-culture-secretary-dorries-ac-
cused-of-islamophobia (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Der Spiegel (2021): Nemi El-Hassan: WDR-Moderatorin nennt Teil-
nahme an Al-Kuds-Demo einen »Fehler«, in: Der Spiegel (13.9.2022); 
available at: https://www.spiegel.de/wirtschaft/wdr-moderatorin-
nennt-teilnahme-an-al-kuds-demo-einen-fehler-a-e74c1382-f911-436d-
ad71-1518ca6b64df (accessed on 27.11.2022).

Detjen, S. (2015): »Der Islam gehört zu Deutschland« – Die Geschichte 
eines Satzes, in: Deutschlandfunk (13.1.2015); available at: https://
www.deutschlandfunk.de/der-islam-gehoert-zu-deutschland-die-
geschichte-eines-satzes-100.html (accessed on 27.10.2022).

Deutschland Kurier (2021): Islamismus-Skandal um WDR-Moderatorin 
Nemi El-Hassan! | Irfan Peci im Gespräch mit Oliver Flesch (13.9.2021); 
available at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hZnDca0MgHo  
(accessed on 3.10.2022).

DeZiM (2022): Rassistische Realitäten: Wie setzt sich Deutschland mit 
Rassismus auseinander?: 122.

Dorries, N. (2018) How about, »it’s time to act on sex abusing groom-
ing gangs« instead? #TelfordGrooming #Rotherham #Priorities #lead-
ership”, Tweet; available at: Twitter (13.3.2018) https://twitter.com/Na-
dineDorries/status/973488121701683200 (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Farage, Nigel (2015a): Je Suis Charlie: European Leaders Must Take 
Action (12.1.2015); available at: https://www.nigelfaragemep.co.uk/
je_suis_charlie_european_leaders_must_take_action (accessed on 
19.12.2022).

Faulkner, N. et al. (2017): Creeping Fascism: Brexit, Trump, and the 
Rise of the Far Right. London: Public Reading Rooms.

FAZ (2021): Laschet zu Afghanistan: »2015 darf sich nicht wieder-
holen«; YouTube video, available at: https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=cD78ScKFx0E (accessed on 5.10.2022).

Forschungsbereich beim Sachverständigenrat deutscher Stif-
tungen für Integration und Migration (SVR-Forschungsbereich) 
(2018): Wo kommen Sie eigentlich ursprünglich her?, in: Diskriminie-
rungserfahrungen und phänotypische Differenz in Deutschland. Berlin.

Goldsmith, Z. (2019). If you ask supporters of Islamism to write up a 
definition of ‘islamophobia’, you can’t be surprised if they craft it to in-
sulate themselves from scrutiny. Criticising MEND, CAGE etc then be-
comes ‘islamophobia’. MPs should never have signed this off. Tweet 
(20.3.2019); available at: https://twitter.com/ZacGoldsmith/status/110
8375849131298816?s=20&t=s-3bUPl4oAXFP1XqJBhhaw (accessed on 
19 December 2022).

Goodfellow, M. (2019): Hostile Environment: How Immigrants  
Become Scapegoats: How Immigrants Became Scapegoats. Verso 
Books: London and New York.

Gove, M. (2016): Think the EU’s bad now? Wait until Albania joins: 
With piercing logic and passionate eloquence, MICHAEL GOVE 
warns that EU expansion will open our borders to 88million from Eu-
rope’s poorest countries, in: Daily Mail (30.4.2016) https://www.dai-
lymail.co.uk/debate/article-3566620/Michael-Gove-warns-EU-ex-
pansion-open-borders-88-million-Europe-s-poorest-countries.
html?ito=social-facebook&fbclid=IwAR2qJ9rylQXcOLuLtAuUfYhx-
hA18f-TBQNgQ07yzEulxlxbkHAvhMcjuYP8 (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Hambauer, V. and Mays, A. (2018): Wer wählt die AfD? – Ein Ver-
gleich der Sozialstruktur, politischen Einstellungen und Einstellungen 
zu Flüchtlingen zwischen AfD-WählerInnen und der WählerInnen der 
anderen Parteien, in: Zeitschrift für Vergleichende Politikwissenschaft, 
12(1), 133–154; available at: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12286-017-0369-2.

Hestermann, T. and Hoven, E. (2019): Kriminalität in Deutschland im 
Spiegel von Pressemitteilungen der Alternative für Deutschland (AfD), 
in: Kriminalpolitische Zeitschrift, 3, 127–139; available at: https://kripoz.
de/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/hoven-hestermann-kriminalitaet-in-
deutschland-im-spiegel-von-pressemitteilungen-der-afd.pdf (accessed 
on 8.8.2019).

REFERENCES

https://www.spiegel.de/kultur/almanis-oder-wie-nennen-wir-kartoffeln-a-5553fe6b-baa4-4cbe-993c-3daff61199bf
https://www.spiegel.de/kultur/almanis-oder-wie-nennen-wir-kartoffeln-a-5553fe6b-baa4-4cbe-993c-3daff61199bf
https://www.spiegel.de/kultur/almanis-oder-wie-nennen-wir-kartoffeln-a-5553fe6b-baa4-4cbe-993c-3daff61199bf
https://www.facebook.com/alternativefuerde/photos/a.542889462408064/5872321619464795/
https://www.facebook.com/alternativefuerde/photos/a.542889462408064/5872321619464795/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Y8_9Kct-RBM
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Y8_9Kct-RBM
https://web.archive.org/web/20180612181344/https:/philosophia-perennis.com/2018/06/12/ich-sterbe-ich-sterbe-nafri-toetet-15jaehrige-in-viersen-am-hellichten-tag-bei-messerattacke/
https://web.archive.org/web/20180612181344/https:/philosophia-perennis.com/2018/06/12/ich-sterbe-ich-sterbe-nafri-toetet-15jaehrige-in-viersen-am-hellichten-tag-bei-messerattacke/
https://web.archive.org/web/20180612181344/https:/philosophia-perennis.com/2018/06/12/ich-sterbe-ich-sterbe-nafri-toetet-15jaehrige-in-viersen-am-hellichten-tag-bei-messerattacke/
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-27268747
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-27268747
https://www.bild.de/politik/talk-kritik/talk-kritk/plasbergs-kriegs-talk-das-kann-fuer-russland-ein-afghanistan-2-0-werden-79310224.bild.html
https://www.bild.de/politik/talk-kritik/talk-kritk/plasbergs-kriegs-talk-das-kann-fuer-russland-ein-afghanistan-2-0-werden-79310224.bild.html
https://www.bild.de/politik/talk-kritik/talk-kritk/plasbergs-kriegs-talk-das-kann-fuer-russland-ein-afghanistan-2-0-werden-79310224.bild.html
https://www.bundeswahlleiter.de/info/presse/mitteilungen/bundestagswahl-2021/52_21_endgueltiges-ergebnis.html
https://www.bundeswahlleiter.de/info/presse/mitteilungen/bundestagswahl-2021/52_21_endgueltiges-ergebnis.html
https://www.bundeswahlleiter.de/info/presse/mitteilungen/bundestagswahl-2021/52_21_endgueltiges-ergebnis.html
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-04-20/debates/16042034000018/Engagements
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-04-20/debates/16042034000018/Engagements
https://www.thesun.co.uk/news/4218648/british-pakistani-men-raping-exploiting-white-girls/
https://www.thesun.co.uk/news/4218648/british-pakistani-men-raping-exploiting-white-girls/
https://www.academia.edu/40372697/We_the_People_Dangers_and_Lessons_for_Europe_on_the_Rise_of_the_AfD_in_Germany
https://www.academia.edu/40372697/We_the_People_Dangers_and_Lessons_for_Europe_on_the_Rise_of_the_AfD_in_Germany
https://www.academia.edu/40372697/We_the_People_Dangers_and_Lessons_for_Europe_on_the_Rise_of_the_AfD_in_Germany
https://correctiv.org/faktencheck/2022/03/22/ja-der-berliner-senat-hat-bereits-bewohnte-unterkuenfte-fuer-gefluechtete-menschen-aus-der-ukraine-geraeumt/
https://correctiv.org/faktencheck/2022/03/22/ja-der-berliner-senat-hat-bereits-bewohnte-unterkuenfte-fuer-gefluechtete-menschen-aus-der-ukraine-geraeumt/
https://correctiv.org/faktencheck/2022/03/22/ja-der-berliner-senat-hat-bereits-bewohnte-unterkuenfte-fuer-gefluechtete-menschen-aus-der-ukraine-geraeumt/
https://correctiv.org/faktencheck/2022/03/22/ja-der-berliner-senat-hat-bereits-bewohnte-unterkuenfte-fuer-gefluechtete-menschen-aus-der-ukraine-geraeumt/
https://www.dailysabah.com/world/europe/new-british-culture-secretary-dorries-accused-of-islamophobia
https://www.dailysabah.com/world/europe/new-british-culture-secretary-dorries-accused-of-islamophobia
https://www.dailysabah.com/world/europe/new-british-culture-secretary-dorries-accused-of-islamophobia
https://www.spiegel.de/wirtschaft/wdr-moderatorin-nennt-teilnahme-an-al-kuds-demo-einen-fehler-a-e74c1382-f911-436d-ad71-1518ca6b64df
https://www.spiegel.de/wirtschaft/wdr-moderatorin-nennt-teilnahme-an-al-kuds-demo-einen-fehler-a-e74c1382-f911-436d-ad71-1518ca6b64df
https://www.spiegel.de/wirtschaft/wdr-moderatorin-nennt-teilnahme-an-al-kuds-demo-einen-fehler-a-e74c1382-f911-436d-ad71-1518ca6b64df
https://www.deutschlandfunk.de/der-islam-gehoert-zu-deutschland-die-geschichte-eines-satzes-100.html
https://www.deutschlandfunk.de/der-islam-gehoert-zu-deutschland-die-geschichte-eines-satzes-100.html
https://www.deutschlandfunk.de/der-islam-gehoert-zu-deutschland-die-geschichte-eines-satzes-100.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hZnDca0MgHo
https://twitter.com/NadineDorries/status/973488121701683200
https://twitter.com/NadineDorries/status/973488121701683200
https://www.nigelfaragemep.co.uk/je_suis_charlie_european_leaders_must_take_action
https://www.nigelfaragemep.co.uk/je_suis_charlie_european_leaders_must_take_action
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cD78ScKFx0E
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cD78ScKFx0E
https://twitter.com/ZacGoldsmith/status/1108375849131298816?s=20&t=s-3bUPl4oAXFP1XqJBhhaw
https://twitter.com/ZacGoldsmith/status/1108375849131298816?s=20&t=s-3bUPl4oAXFP1XqJBhhaw
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-3566620/Michael-Gove-warns-EU-expansion-open-borders-88-m
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-3566620/Michael-Gove-warns-EU-expansion-open-borders-88-m
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-3566620/Michael-Gove-warns-EU-expansion-open-borders-88-m
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-3566620/Michael-Gove-warns-EU-expansion-open-borders-88-m
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-3566620/Michael-Gove-warns-EU-expansion-open-borders-88-m
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12286-017-0369-2
https://kripoz.de/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/hoven-hestermann-kriminalitaet-in-deutschland-im-spiegel-von-pressemitteilungen-der-afd.pdf
https://kripoz.de/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/hoven-hestermann-kriminalitaet-in-deutschland-im-spiegel-von-pressemitteilungen-der-afd.pdf
https://kripoz.de/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/hoven-hestermann-kriminalitaet-in-deutschland-im-spiegel-von-pressemitteilungen-der-afd.pdf


17

Hope not Hate – Right Response Team (2022): Dover attacker’s 
tweets reveal strong support for far-right migrant hunters (2.11.2022); 
available at: https://hopenothate.org.uk/2022/11/02/dover-attackers-
twitter-reveals-strong-support-for-far-right-migrant-hunters/ (accessed 
on 19.12.2022).

Hopkins, K. (2015): Rescue boats? I’d use gunships to stop migrants, 
in: the Sun (17.4.2015); available at: gc.soton.ac.uk/files/2015/01/hop-
kins-17april-2015.pdf (accessed on 19.12.2022).

India Today (2019): Katie Hopkins, a British broadcaster, talks to In-
dia Today’s @LoveenaTandon about #Diwali van which is being run to 
support the festival of lights and against the protesters. #ReporterDiary: 
Twitter video (27.10.2019); available at: https://twitter.com/indiatoday/
status/1188465620578385920?lang=en-GB (accessed on 19 Decem-
ber 2022).

Johnson, B. (2018) Denmark has got it wrong. Yes, the burka is op-
pressive and ridiculous – but that’s still no reason to ban it, in: the 
Telegraph (5.8.2018); available at: https://www.telegraph.co.uk/
news/2018/08/05/denmark-has-got-wrong-yes-burka-oppressive-ridic-
ulous-still/ (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Kale, S. (2021): »It felt like political persecution«: Labour’s Apsana  
Begum on the trauma of her criminal trial, in: the Guardian (23.8.2021); 
available at: https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2021/aug/23/
it-felt-like-political-persecution-labour-mp-apsana-begum-trauma-crim-
inal-trial (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Koram, K. (2022): Uncommon Wealth: Britain and the Aftermath of 
Empire. John Murray Publishers: London.

Lindholz, A. (2022): Erleichterte Einbürgerung: Union kritisiert  
Ampel-Pläne; available at: https://www.inforadio.de/rubriken/inter-
views/2022/11/26/andrea-lindholz-csu-einbuergerung-erleichtern.html 
(accessed on 28.11.2022).

Logvinov, M. (2017): Muslim- und Islamfeindlichkeit in Deutschland. 
Wiesbaden: Springer Fachmedien Wiesbaden (essentials); available at: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-16736-3.

Mason, R. (2015a): Nigel Farage: EU response to migrant boat crisis 
would bring jihadis to UK, in: the Guardian (28.4.2015); available at: 
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/apr/28/nigel-farage-eu-re-
sponse-to-migrant-boat-crisis-would-bring-jihadis-to-uk (accessed on 
19.12.2022).

— (2015b): Nigel Farage accuses Muslims in UK of »split loyalties«, 
in: the Guardian (16.11.2015); available at: https://www.theguardian.
com/politics/2015/nov/16/nigel-farage-accuse-british-muslims-conflict-
ing-loyalties (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Mediendienst Integration (2022): Ukrainische Flüchtlinge | Flucht 
& Asyl | Zahlen und Fakten | MDI, Mediendienst Integration; available 
at: https://mediendienst-integration.de/migration/flucht-asyl/ukrainis-
che-fluechtlinge.html (accessed on 5.10.2022).

Merker, H. (2021): Nemi El-Hassan: »So richtig in den Rachen 
gestopft«, at: Die Zeit (22.9.2022); available at: https://www.zeit.de/
kultur/film/2021-09/nemi-el-hassan-antisemitismus-vorwuerfe-bild-re-
chtsradikale-al-quds/komplettansicht (accessed on 3.10.2022).

Pearson, Allison (2016): Brussels, de facto capital of the EU, is also the 
jihadist capital of Europe. And the Remainers dare to say we’re safer in 
the EU! #Brexit” Tweet (22.03.2022); available at: https://twitter.com/
allisonpearson/status/712183431355047937?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw  
(accessed on 19.12.2022).

Phoenix (2020): Friedrich Merz zur Kandidatur um den Parteivor-
sitz [YouTube] (25.2.2020); available at: https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=xVIAkjSoRSk (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Pfahl-Traughber, A. (2017): Die AfD und der Antisemitismus, at bpb.
de; available at: https://www.bpb.de/themen/rechtsextremismus/dossi-
er-rechtsextremismus/257899/die-afd-und-der-antisemitismus/  
(accessed on 3.10.2022).

Salikutluk, Z. et al. (2022): Kopftuch und Arbeit? Erfahrungen von 
Musliminnen und Muslimen auf dem deutschen Arbeitsmarkt. Berlin: 
DeZiM.

Ploß, C. (2022): Unglaublich! Es ist eine herbe Enttäuschung, dass 
Ferda #Ataman ausgerechnet mit Hilfe der #FDP zur Antidiskriminie-
rungsbeauftragten gewählt wurde. Ihre linke, woke Ideologie wird 
Deutschland schaden. Die FDP entfernt sich immer weiter davon, eine 
bürgerliche Partei zu sein. Tweet (7.7.2022); available at: https://twitter.
com/christophploss/status/1545064721379758082?s=20&t=P0sJMfHl-
jobpmmajaHsA5g (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Ramesh, R. (2016): Zac Goldsmith accuses Sadiq Khan of »giving cover 
to extremists«, in: the Guardian (12.4.2016); available at: https://www.
theguardian.com/politics/2016/apr/12/zac-goldsmith-accuses-rival-
sadiq-khan-of-giving-cover-to-extremists (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Reichelt, J. (2018): Morgen in @BILD: Warum die Politik endlich NULL 
TOLERANZ gegenüber arabischer Clan-Kriminalität in Deutschland zeigen 
muss. Tweet (13.9.2018); available at: https://twitter.com/jreichelt/sta-
tus/1040317320143495168/ (accessed on 19.12.2022).

— (2022a): Merksatz für alle, die jetzt »fest an der Seite der Frauen  
im Iran und Afghanistan stehen«: Je mehr junge Männer aus diesen  
islamischen Diktaturen zu uns kommen, desto mehr wird unser Land 
wie Iran und Afghanistan. Eigentlich ganz leicht zu verstehen. Tweet 
(16.10.2022); available at: https://twitter.com/jreichelt/status/15816
04543779201025?s=20&t=nHrMa-OehcabtihmqfYdqg (accessed on 
19.12.2022).

— (2022b): Ferda Ataman ist eine muslimische Rassistin.Ja, auch das 
gibt es. Häufig sogar. Der politische Islam ist die größte rassistische 
Bewegung der Welt. Und nein, so jemand gehört nicht in das Amt 
der Anti-Rassismusbeauftragten. Schon gar nicht mit Stimmen der 
FDP. Tweet (23.6.2022); available at: https://twitter.com/jreichelt/sta-
tus/1539949268508839938 (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Renton, D. (2019): The New Authoritarians; Convergence on the Right. 
Pluto Press: London.

Sandford, A. (2022): »Inflammatory«: UK interior minister Suella 
Braverman slammed over migrant »invasion« remark, in: Euronews 
(1.11.2022); available at: euronews.com/2022/11/01/inflammato-
ry-uk-interior-minister-suella-braverman-slammed-over-migrant-inva-
sion-remark (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Schulz, J. and Tajeri, N. (2022): Neuköllner Null-Toleranz und sozial-
räumlicher Rassismus: Wie mit der Debatte um die »Clankriminalität« 
(Verdrängungs)-Politik gemacht wird. Rosa-Luxemburg-Stiftung; avail-
able at: https://www.rosalux.de/news/id/46645/neukoellner-null-toler-
anz-und-sozialraeumlicher-rassismus (accessed on 24.10.2022).

Süddeutsche Zeitung (2022): Giffey: Flüchtlinge als Chance für 
Deutschland betrachten, in: Süddeutsche Zeitung (17.3.2022); available 
at: https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluech-
tlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-betrachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-
com-20090101-220317-99-564470 (accessed on 5.10.2022).

Sueddeutsche.de (2022): Giffey: Flüchtlinge als Chance für Deutschland 
betrachten (17.3.2022); available at: https://www.sueddeutsche.de/poli-
tik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluechtlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-be-
trachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-220317-99-564470  
(accessed on 19.12.2022).

SWR (2022): Folge 1: Zeitenwende (S02/E01) Macht auf Zeit (14.7.2022) 
https://www.ardmediathek.de/video/macht-auf-zeit/folge-1-zeiten-
wende-s02-e01/swr/Y3JpZDovL3N3ci5kZS9hZXgvbzE2OTExNTY  
(accessed on 19.12.2022).

The Jewish Chronicle (2014): Nigel Farage: Muslims to blame for  
antisemitism, at: the Jewish Chronicle (5.12.2014) https://www.thejc.
com/news/uk-news/nigel-farage-muslims-to-blame-for-antisemi-
tism-1.62844 (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Topping, A. (2017): Katie Hopkins leaves LBC radio show af-
ter »final solution«. Tweet, at: the Guardian (26.5.2017); available 
at: https://www.theguardian.com/media/2017/may/26/katie-hop-
kins-leaves-lbc-radio-final-solution-tweet-manchester-attack  
(accessed on 19.12.2022).

von Lampe, K., and Knickmeier, S. (2019): How well established is re-
search on organized crime in Germany?, in: P. C. van Duyne, A. Serdyuk, 
G. A. Antonopoulos, & J. A. Harvey (eds): Constructing and organising 
crime in Europe. The Hague: Eleven International Publishing: 179–204).

REFERENCES

https://hopenothate.org.uk/2022/11/02/dover-attackers-twitter-reveals-strong-support-for-far-right-m
https://hopenothate.org.uk/2022/11/02/dover-attackers-twitter-reveals-strong-support-for-far-right-m
http://gc.soton.ac.uk/files/2015/01/hopkins-17april-2015.pdf
http://gc.soton.ac.uk/files/2015/01/hopkins-17april-2015.pdf
https://twitter.com/indiatoday/status/1188465620578385920?lang=en-GB
https://twitter.com/indiatoday/status/1188465620578385920?lang=en-GB
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2018/08/05/denmark-has-got-wrong-yes-burka-oppressive-ridiculous-still
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2018/08/05/denmark-has-got-wrong-yes-burka-oppressive-ridiculous-still
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2018/08/05/denmark-has-got-wrong-yes-burka-oppressive-ridiculous-still
https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2021/aug/23/it-felt-like-political-persecution-labour-mp-apsana-begum-trauma-criminal-trial
https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2021/aug/23/it-felt-like-political-persecution-labour-mp-apsana-begum-trauma-criminal-trial
https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2021/aug/23/it-felt-like-political-persecution-labour-mp-apsana-begum-trauma-criminal-trial
https://www.inforadio.de/rubriken/interviews/2022/11/26/andrea-lindholz-csu-einbuergerung-erleichtern.html
https://www.inforadio.de/rubriken/interviews/2022/11/26/andrea-lindholz-csu-einbuergerung-erleichtern.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-658-16736-3
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/apr/28/nigel-farage-eu-response-to-migrant-boat-crisis-would-bring-jihadis-to-uk
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/apr/28/nigel-farage-eu-response-to-migrant-boat-crisis-would-bring-jihadis-to-uk
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/nov/16/nigel-farage-accuse-british-muslims-conflicting-loyalties
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/nov/16/nigel-farage-accuse-british-muslims-conflicting-loyalties
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/nov/16/nigel-farage-accuse-british-muslims-conflicting-loyalties
https://mediendienst-integration.de/migration/flucht-asyl/ukrainische-fluechtlinge.html
https://mediendienst-integration.de/migration/flucht-asyl/ukrainische-fluechtlinge.html
https://www.zeit.de/kultur/film/2021-09/nemi-el-hassan-antisemitismus-vorwuerfe-bild-rechtsradikale-al-quds/komplettansicht
https://www.zeit.de/kultur/film/2021-09/nemi-el-hassan-antisemitismus-vorwuerfe-bild-rechtsradikale-al-quds/komplettansicht
https://www.zeit.de/kultur/film/2021-09/nemi-el-hassan-antisemitismus-vorwuerfe-bild-rechtsradikale-al-quds/komplettansicht
https://twitter.com/allisonpearson/status/712183431355047937?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw
https://twitter.com/allisonpearson/status/712183431355047937?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xVIAkjSoRSk
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xVIAkjSoRSk
https://www.bpb.de/themen/rechtsextremismus/dossier-rechtsextremismus/257899/die-afd-und-der-antisem
https://www.bpb.de/themen/rechtsextremismus/dossier-rechtsextremismus/257899/die-afd-und-der-antisem
https://twitter.com/christophploss/status/1545064721379758082?s=20&t=P0sJMfHljobpmmajaHsA5g
https://twitter.com/christophploss/status/1545064721379758082?s=20&t=P0sJMfHljobpmmajaHsA5g
https://twitter.com/christophploss/status/1545064721379758082?s=20&t=P0sJMfHljobpmmajaHsA5g
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2016/apr/12/zac-goldsmith-accuses-rival-sadiq-khan-of-giving-cover-to-extremists
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2016/apr/12/zac-goldsmith-accuses-rival-sadiq-khan-of-giving-cover-to-extremists
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2016/apr/12/zac-goldsmith-accuses-rival-sadiq-khan-of-giving-cover-to-extremists
https://twitter.com/jreichelt/status/1040317320143495168/
https://twitter.com/jreichelt/status/1040317320143495168/
https://twitter.com/jreichelt/status/1581604543779201025?s=20&t=nHrMa-OehcabtihmqfYdqg
https://twitter.com/jreichelt/status/1581604543779201025?s=20&t=nHrMa-OehcabtihmqfYdqg
https://twitter.com/jreichelt/status/1539949268508839938
https://twitter.com/jreichelt/status/1539949268508839938
http://euronews.com/2022/11/01/inflammatory-uk-interior-minister-suella-braverman-slammed-over-migrant-invasion-remark
http://euronews.com/2022/11/01/inflammatory-uk-interior-minister-suella-braverman-slammed-over-migrant-invasion-remark
http://euronews.com/2022/11/01/inflammatory-uk-interior-minister-suella-braverman-slammed-over-migrant-invasion-remark
https://www.rosalux.de/news/id/46645/neukoellner-null-toleranz-und-sozialraeumlicher-rassismus
https://www.rosalux.de/news/id/46645/neukoellner-null-toleranz-und-sozialraeumlicher-rassismus
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluechtlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-betrachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-220317-99-564470
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluechtlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-betrachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-220317-99-564470
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluechtlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-betrachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-220317-99-564470
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluechtlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-betrachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-220317-99-564470
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluechtlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-betrachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-220317-99-564470
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/konflikte-berlin-giffey-fluechtlinge-als-chance-fuer-deutschland-betrachten-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-220317-99-564470
https://www.ardmediathek.de/video/macht-auf-zeit/folge-1-zeitenwende-s02-e01/swr/Y3JpZDovL3N3ci5kZS9hZXgvbzE2OTExNTY
https://www.ardmediathek.de/video/macht-auf-zeit/folge-1-zeitenwende-s02-e01/swr/Y3JpZDovL3N3ci5kZS9hZXgvbzE2OTExNTY
https://www.thejc.com/news/uk-news/nigel-farage-muslims-to-blame-for-antisemitism-1.62844
https://www.thejc.com/news/uk-news/nigel-farage-muslims-to-blame-for-antisemitism-1.62844
https://www.thejc.com/news/uk-news/nigel-farage-muslims-to-blame-for-antisemitism-1.62844
https://www.theguardian.com/media/2017/may/26/katie-hopkins-leaves-lbc-radio-final-solution-tweet-manchester-attack
https://www.theguardian.com/media/2017/may/26/katie-hopkins-leaves-lbc-radio-final-solution-tweet-manchester-attack


18

FRIEDRICH-EBERT-STIFTUNG – MAINSTREAM AND FAR RIGHT ISLAMOPHOBIA

von Schuler R., and Solms-Laubach, F. (2018): Der Islam gehört 
nicht zu Deutschland!, at: Bild (16.3.2018); available at: https://www.
bild.de/politik/inland/islam/heimat-minister-seehofer-islam-gehoert-nic
ht-zu-deutschland-55108896.bild.html (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Welt (2018): AFD-ANTRAG ZU ISLAM: Curio spricht im Bundestag von 
»gewaltaffiner Ideologie« [YouTube] (11.10.2018); available at: https://
www.youtube.com/watch?v=3_XCExbGMS8&t=8s (accessed on 
19.12.2022).

Willits, J. (2015): Does UKIP hate Islam? Blog by Joseph Willits,  
Council for Arab-British Understanding; available at: https://www.
caabu.org/news/blog/does-ukip-hate-islam-blog-joseph-willits  
(accessed on 19.12.2022).

World News (2015): David Cameron: »Swarm« of migrants crossing 
Mediterranean, YouTube; available at: https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=bx_f_oE6oFk (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Wulff, C. (2010): Rede zum 20. Jahrestag der Deutschen Einheit.  
Bremen (3.10.2010); available at: https://www.bundespraesident.de/
SharedDocs/Reden/DE/Christian-Wulff/Reden/2010/10/20101003_
Rede.html (accessed on 27.10.2022).

Yeo, C. (2017): Freedom of movement didn’t start with the EU – it’s 
the norm for Britain, in: New Statesman (25.5.2017) https://www.new-
statesman.com/politics/the-staggers/2017/05/freedom-movement-
didnt-start-eu-its-norm-britain (accessed on 19.12.2022).

Zick, Andreas and Beate Küpper (eds) (2021): Die geforderte Mitte: 
rechtsextreme und demokratiegefährdende Einstellungen in Deutsch-
land 2020 / 21. Bonn: Dietz.

https://www.bild.de/politik/inland/islam/heimat-minister-seehofer-islam-gehoert-nicht-zu-deutschland-55108896.bild.html
https://www.bild.de/politik/inland/islam/heimat-minister-seehofer-islam-gehoert-nicht-zu-deutschland-55108896.bild.html
https://www.bild.de/politik/inland/islam/heimat-minister-seehofer-islam-gehoert-nicht-zu-deutschland-55108896.bild.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3_XCExbGMS8&t=8s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3_XCExbGMS8&t=8s
https://www.caabu.org/news/blog/does-ukip-hate-islam-blog-joseph-willits
https://www.caabu.org/news/blog/does-ukip-hate-islam-blog-joseph-willits
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bx_f_oE6oFk
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bx_f_oE6oFk
https://www.bundespraesident.de/SharedDocs/Reden/DE/Christian-Wulff/Reden/2010/10/20101003_Rede.html
https://www.bundespraesident.de/SharedDocs/Reden/DE/Christian-Wulff/Reden/2010/10/20101003_Rede.html
https://www.bundespraesident.de/SharedDocs/Reden/DE/Christian-Wulff/Reden/2010/10/20101003_Rede.html
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/the-staggers/2017/05/freedom-movement-didnt-start-eu-its-norm-britain
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/the-staggers/2017/05/freedom-movement-didnt-start-eu-its-norm-britain
https://www.newstatesman.com/politics/the-staggers/2017/05/freedom-movement-didnt-start-eu-its-norm-britain


20



21

ABOUT THE AUTHORS

Seema Syeda is Communications and Campaigns Officer 
at Another Europe Is Possible, a UK-based campaign con-
fronting the politics of Brexit. She is co-author of the book 
Creeping Fascism: What It Is and How to Fight It and Re-
search Assistant at the Conflict and Civicness Research 
Group, London School of Economics. 

Titus Molkenbur is an activist and researcher working on 
migration justice, social movements and the far right in 
Germany. He is the co-author of the 2019 report We the 
People? Dangers and Lessons for Europe on the Rise of the 
AfD in Germany. 

IMPRINT

Published by:
Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung London Limited
London 44 Charlotte Street
London, W1T 2NR
United Kingdom

Responsible: 
Michèle Auga | Director Friedrich-Ebert- 
Stiftung London Limited
Phone: +44 207 612 1900 

To order publications: 
info.london@fes.de

Design: Stefanie Brendle

The views expressed in this publication are not necessarily 
those of the Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung. Commercial use of 
media published by the Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung (FES) is 
not permitted without the written consent of the FES. 
Publications by the Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung may not be 
used for electioneering purposes.

ISBN 978-1-7392572-2-4

© 2022

www.fes.de/bibliothek/fes-publikationen

IMPRINT

mailto:info.london%40fes.de?subject=
http://www.fes.de/bibliothek/fes-publikationen


TThe so-called »migration crisis« of 
2015 was a key accelerator for the far 
right in Germany and the UK. In Ger-
many, the AfD instrumentalised it to 
effectively transform itself into a major 
force in national politics overnight, 
becoming the leading party in many 
former East German states. Compared 
to the relatively welcoming approach 
to Ukrainian refugees, public discussion 
around migration involves an implicit 
equivalence between the category of 
the »undesirable migrant« and the 
»Muslim«. Similarly, the UK experience 
of the migration »crisis« witnessed a 
close interplay between Islamophobia 
and anti-migrant hostility. However, 
this response had already been pre-
pared over previous years. An impor-
tant factor in the rise of this sentiment 
was the growing electoral success of 
UKIP, particularly in the 2014 European 
Parliament election.

Further information on the topic can be found here: 
https://uk.fes.de

Anti-Muslim hatred was a clear and 
commonly expressed theme in Farage’s 
campaign to leave the European Union. 
The official Brexit referendum campaign, 
Vote Leave, led by Dominic Cummings, 
presented itself as the more respectable 
outfit in explicit contrast to Farage’s 
campaign. However, one of its central 
»warnings« throughout the referendum 
campaign was that Turkey and Albania, 
two majority Muslim countries, would 
soon be joining the EU’s freedom of 
movement area. Despite distancing 
himself from Farage’s »Breaking Point« 
poster the argument was effectively 
identical: a wave of Muslim immigrants 
represented a threat to Britain.

Resources and support must be chan-
nelled towards Muslim communities 
to lead anti-racist community organis-
ing and campaigning. Grassroots or-
ganisations and political parties need to 
dedicate resources to increasing partici-
pation and representation from Muslim 
communities within their organisations. 
Similarly, resources and training should 
be channelled towards increasing Mus-
lim representation and visibility within 
the media and civil society.
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