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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

Minor criteria: 

Overall evaluation: 

This is potentially a very interesting dissertation. It addresses the rise of far-right 

extremisms, an issue of clear relevance, using theoretical lenses developed to understand 

Islamist radicalization. The dissertation, however, fails to deliver on the promise.  

The dissertation promises: “to provide much‐needed analysis that help answer the ‘why’ 

and ‘how’ people are encouraged to support far‐right ideologies”. Whereas such analysis 

would be welcomed, the ambition is too broad to be satisfactorily answered in a 

dissertation. Narrower research question would help the dissertation to stay more focused. 

Instead, in its current form, the dissertation is a bit superficial, and readers learn relatively 

little as to how and why people support radical right.  

Perhaps, the problem is with inspiration in current literature. In its approach to 

radicalization, this dissertation draws inspiration from Mohammed Hafez & Creighton 

Mullins (2015) The Radicalization Puzzle: A Theoretical Synthesis of Empirical 

Approaches to Homegrown Extremism. Hafez and Mullins’ piece, however, is a concise 

research note which reviews and synthesize existing literature. As a research note, it does 

not provide independent analysis, it does not operationalize factors identified in the 

synthesis of the literature, and it does not work with empirical data in anything else than 

illustrative fashion. Four factors which Hafez and Mullins identified to be reoccurring 

factors considered in Islamist radicalization literature can certainly serve as a starting 

point for an analysis of right-wing extremism, but the factors should be operationalized 

and tested against empirical data. 

There is, however, relatively little systematic empirical analysis which would find out the 

role of grievances, networks, ideology, and enabling environments and support structures 

in right-wing radicalization. In its current form, the section on methodology tells very 

little about dissertation’s research strategy. What data are used to answer the research 

question? How are the data analyzed? That I cannot tell from methodological section is 

deeply problematic.  

Consequently, empirical sections introduce rather random ideas instead of systematic 

analysis. For instance, a section on grievances speaks about immigration and British 

culture. But how are immigration and British culture grievance? Why and how these 

alleged grievances encourage people to support far-right ideologies? Neither mechanisms 

of radicalization are described, nor are data presented to support the claim that  
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immigration or British culture is a grievance, which contributed to people becoming right-

wing radicals. Similarly, the section on ideology lists fascism, far right, British Nativism,  

 

Racism and Ethnicity, but again it neither describes mechanism nor outlines data to show, 

why and how people become right-wing radicals. Overall, empirical section mentions 

things which might be considered connected with right-wing extremism and list these 

things under one of the four factors from Hafez and Mullins’s research note.  

It is unfortunate since the topic of the dissertation is a good one. Furthermore, the author 

has certainly put a lot of effort into the writing and she clearly knows a lot about the far-

right in Britain.  
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