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Right wing terrorism or Neo-Nazi terrorism is a form of terrorism that is becoming more prominent in the western world. In the United Kingdom, National Action was the first far right terrorist group to be listed and banned in the UK (Home Office,2021). Far right terrorist groups such as National Action also hold ties with and are known to have ties with political groups, what makes these far-right groups even more dangerous is the fact that they also hold political power all ready. National Action is also known to have global connections with other far right terrorist organisations, such as the umbrella organisation known as The Base that hold links globally (Allen, 2019). 

The main goal and reason the far-right terrorist groups exist is to criticise immigration from the third world, multiculturalism, corruption among traditional political elites and their inability to solve the problems of regular citizens. The far-right terrorist organisations are also highly focused on nationalism and traditionalism, that link with a fascist methodology and principles they also completely oppose and reject policies to do with the democratic system (Kopeÿek, 2007). They do not agree with the way in which some argue that society is progressing, in terms of moving into a society with more acceptance for the LGBTQ+ community and those of ethnic minorities, they simply feel that it is unacceptable and that it should not be in existence (Ignazi, 2003, pp. 8-11). 

The far-right terror threat is becoming more of an issue for the western world, this can be seen as in 2019, 89 deaths out of 108 were due to far-right terrorist attacks in the west. There was only one far-right terrorist attack reported in 2010, whereas in 2019 there were a total of 49. There had been a clear increase in the far-right committing terrorist incidents however between 2002 and 2014 only 14% of terror attacks were attributed to the far right in 2015 it increased to 40% and then increased again in 2019 to 46% showing that they are increasing their presence (Institute for Economics and Peace,2020). The difference with far-right terrorist organisations in the west and other organisations is that they often work alone, and this means that 60% of their attacks were not attributed to a specific group, as the majority are carried out by loan wolf attackers (Institute for Economics and Peace, 2020). This means unlike major terrorist organisations like the Jihadists there is no affiliation with one group, so it is hard to link ideologies together or take down one group collective. 

There are two far-right terror attacks that have taken place in recent years, these are the Norway attack that happened on July 22nd, 2011 and the Christchurch attack that happened in 2019. These are two attacks carried out by members of the far right that are completely different but also help gain an understanding of how the far-right work regarding strategizing and attacking. The Norway attack was carried out by Anders Behring Berivik, who first parked a van filled with 950 kilos of fertiliser-based bomb outside a government building in Oslo that housed the Prime Minister’s office and the Ministry of Justice (Kristensen et al, 2016).  When the bomb when off it killed eight people and more than three hundred people received minor injuries as a result, this was not his main attack. He then made is way to UtØya where the Labour party’s youth movement was having its annual summer camp (Bjørgo and Jupskås, 2021). He was able to get on the island armed as a police officer with a semi-automatic rifle and was able to trick the ferry crew. Here he opened fire and committed a massacre where he took the lives of sixty-nine people and causing mass amount of harm to the rest on the island that day. The police investigation found out that he had spent the last two years prior to the attack planning for the attack and putting together a 1,500-page manifesto which he distributed online before and after the attack (Bromark, 2014).  

He started planning for his attack in 2006 and was radicalized online whilst playing a game called World of Warcraft, and claimed he was part of a group called the Knights Templar of Europe (Jupp, 2011).  The reason why he ultimately decided to operate as a one-man cell was because he did not want to be flagged by security services, he spent months on the internet playing shooting games as well as reading about terrorist attacks. It was later found that his attack was based off the Oklahoma City attack 1995, also that he thought that Facebook could be used as a revolutionary weapon for reaching more likeminded individuals and causing more terror.  His whole manifesto can now be accessed online throughout the world showing that the internet has become a tool for terrorists to use (Pidd, 2012). 

The Christchurch attacks that happened on the 15th of March 2019 were carried out by Brenton Tarrant, who opened fire on Muslim worshipers at two different Mosques. It has been described as a nineteen-minute killing spree and the deadliest mass shooting in New Zealand’s history by a lone gunman.  Tarrant’s attack was livestreamed on Facebook, he first went to Al Noor Mosque where he opened fire and killed forty-four people and then drove to Linwood Islamic centre where the death total reached a total of fifty-one.  He also released a seventy-four-page manifesto online, where he outlined that he had been planning the attack since September 2017 and that he was immersed and radicalized online like many others are by the far-right (Peucker and Smith, 2019, pp.42-44).  He posted his manifesto to 8chan and encouraged users to watch the attack, as he livestreamed it to Facebook, as previously mentioned Breivik thought that Facebook could be used for more.  It has also been mentioned that Tarrant drew on inspiration from Breivik’s attack and made connections to the ‘Great Replacement’ which is also what Breivik believed in within his plan.  Tarrant has been compared to the likes of Islamic State due to the live streaming of the event, as they often show beheadings and executions online and Tarrant’s livestream is still available to view and lives on in the online world showing how dangerous the internet is (Hartleb, 2020, pp.85-90).

Tarrant and Breivik are two loan wolf far-right terrorists who were radicalised online, this shows how the far-right may be pushing people to commit more loan wolf attacks rather than associating with a specific group. As even though they are two very different attacks they are still both similar in the way of publishing manifestos and seeing the internet as a tool for pushing the agenda and propaganda of their white nationalism to vulnerable and impressionable youth who may then join the terrorist organisation as they sympathise with their ideals   (Baun, 2021). 

The way in which far-right terrorist organisations are enabling people to commit these types of loan wolf shooter terror offences, is due to the push in online radicalization. Online radicalization is described as the social and psychological process of incrementally experienced in order to commit someone to extremist political or religious ideology, as well as the group changing the individuals’ beliefs in order to adopt an extremist viewpoint and advocating violence to achieve their goals (Gaudette, Scrivens and Venkatesh, 2020). There are many ways in which the higher levels of radicalization can be reached, and once the individual has completed in the top-level act of violent behaviour it makes the act of leaving the group hard. There is a link between social media and radicalization, as radicalization did exist without social media and still does however social media is making it easier for people to become radicalized as the process can happen more quickly as the internet is hard to step away from (Vacca, 2019).  

Harwood (2019) talks about the digital right wing and how individuals can and are often radicalized by online right-wing subcultures and this was seen in the case of Tarrant as YouTube was able to push him to view more radical viewpoints. As YouTube gives everyone a voice through freedom of expression, information and opportunity this allows for extreme political identification to thrive in online spaces where a user’s generated content can be created. This allows for popular Conservative figures such as Ben Shapiro and Jordan Peterson who do not have online narratives that directly link to the extreme right wing, to enable people who view their content to potentially view more harmful content and be pushed further into the online right-wing subcultures that may be more extreme (Daniels, 2018). This can and has been linked to the early stages of radicalization, therefore social media even though it is moderated could be considered a gateway to radicalization. The content initially created by these content creators on YouTube are not intended to radicalize but they push the individual to learning more harmful views and leaning more into the subcultures that exist within the far right (Futrell and Simi, 2017).  

Brzuszkiewicz (2020) outlines that the far-right have taken both a revolutionary stance and a conservation stance to how they plan and commit terror offences, and this can be the same in Jihadism, revolutionising allows them to commit to a restructuring and transformation of society seen as moving with more modern technology in order to plan and recruit. The right-wing use the online world to also post propaganda and post manifestos, since the Christchurch attack every major attack has been posted on the internet and Earnest another far-right extremist made reference to the Christchurch attack showing that posting online provides the far-right with almost data and a back catalogue of history that they can then use to plan their next attack (Schuurman et al, 2018). On four occasions Christchurch, Poway, El Paso and Halle, there have been cases of loan wolf attackers who had been somewhat self-radicalised online. However, all these attackers were lured into radicalisation through various forms of online consumption of violent content and interactions with likeminded individuals. Showing that even though individuals rarely become radicalised in isolation it can happen and they often copy those who go before them making the internet a dangerous tool for the far right (Lindekilde, O’Connor and Schuurman, 2019). The majority are radicalised in an online subculture and an adverse social environment that means that they develop social ties with other radicals.   

The internet provides the far-right with the safest form of public communication channel that can be used as a lot of online chat rooms now offer anonymous places for individuals to talk and share their beliefs (Weimann, 2006 a).  This means that it allows the terrorist organisation to exist without endangering the members of its organisation, as well as the ability to access the internet anywhere, it has provided the far-right with a way to spread their message, plan attacks and even livestream attacks with little to no repercussion. The internet and the way in which the far-right use the internet can be used to the advantage of counterterrorism police, ass in recent years the governments infiltration of these online subcultures has created a genuine paranoia within the terrorist organisation (Torres Soriano, 2012). 

Counter terrorist organisations also can take down terrorist organisations websites, this has led to numerous more sights popping up in its place making it harder to police.   This has led to more terrorist organisations in the far-right using password protected and anonymous websites, meaning that only known members of the terrorist organisation can gain access to the information on that website (Ogun, 2012). This makes the terrorist organisation safer for its users and members but at the same time there is a loss of visibility and influence that comes when an organisation takes these steps to protect themselves (Weimann, 2006 b). They lose potential new recruits in a move for greater protection which if the far-right is as big as they say it is they have other means of gaining new members. The internet has given terrorists a valuable instrument in strengthening their most important activates which is radicalisation, this means that they have greater scope and are more dangerous as a result (Gill et al, 2017). 

There is such thing as the “Tarrant effect”, this could be seen after the Christchurch attack on websites such as 8chan and 4chan who allow individuals to post with complete anonymity online. As there is a lack of moderation these websites have known to be a breeding ground for right-wing terrorists, as the websites are often xenophobic and misogynistic (Baele, Brace and Coan, 2020 a).  8chan and 4chan are where Tarrant posted his manifesto and livestream link making them a hot spot for this type of posting as they would not be taken down and are still available, his attack also boosted the popularity to these anonymous hateful websites where likeminded individuals then flocked to either see the livestream or post the same far-right viewpoints as him (Baele, Brace and Coan, 2019). Tarrant has been held to a saint like standard within the far-right community because of how many lives he took that day and because of what he shared online, others were then able to copy his attack and plan how to better carry out their terrorist attacks based off his failings. This shows that due to the far right sharing their online manifestoes it is their way of sharing tactics, planning methods, strategies, and reason behind their attacks (Thomas, McGarty and Louis, 2013). The growth of these online discussion boards is only creating a more dangerous eco system for the far-right, loan wolf terrorists to thrive and connect with likeminded individuals as they will go completely unpunished for their actions (Baele, Brace and Coan, 2020 b). 

Facebook is not anonymous, but it is used as a virial recruitment strategy, as it provides an all-in-one service for the terrorist organisations who know how to use it. The far-right can create groups on Facebook, and this is what is the most useful function for terrorists, as they can create a group that is completely innocent or for a political party like National Action and National Front in the UK and use that as a front to then promote more extreme views (Geoff and Peter, 2012). They can slowly introduce more extreme views to this group that do not directly condone or encourage the terrorists’ organisations actions, but this will then not violate Facebooks policy and get them in trouble. This means them members of the Facebook group can then be directed to the terrorist organisations website, meaning that they have been recruited and radicalised without knowing (Torok, 2010). The threat that this poses is significant as there is no boarders to be crossed and no effective measures of intervention as the group appears to be completely innocent. Terrorist organisations have the ability to recruit from all over the world using this method making it far more dangerous as they could also attack from anywhere at any time, they do not need to factor travel into their plans, meaning there is a lower security threat to the organisation (Conway, 2006). This also means that once people become members of the organisation the terrorist organisation itself can seamlessly transition into the next phase of their plan which is training (LaFree, 2017). 

After terrorist attacks happen like in the wake of Christchurch everyone is always quick to criticise social media platforms for not doing enough to protect its users from the dangers of online radicalization.  However, it is often hard especially in the case of the far-right to differentiate between the true political and religious content that is allowed to exist under the right everyone has to freedom of expression, and those who are using social media for extreme viewpoints to promote violent radicalization and promote loan wolf attacks (Lowe, 2020). The majority of social media servers like Facebook and Google are based in America meaning there are no laws against hate speech and very big views and protection against freedom of speech, this means that the social media companies are scared to act in the cases of smaller issues such as the groups who may or may not be a far-right terrorist organisation in fear of impeaching on people’s human rights (Taylor, 2019). The far-right have also been able to slip under the radar in the online world and in the world of terrorism as many do not think of them as a threat and the government have their main focus on ISIS and other anti-western terrorist organisations, and as a result the far-right have been able to plan and recruit many more people as they were not seen as a threat (Common, 2020). 

Loan wolf terrorists like Tarrant and Breivik often fit a set of characteristics that are common amongst those who carry out these attacks. They often identify with an extremist group this can be in the form of online sympathisers which can be seen in both cases mentioned, and they are exposed to an enabler or they broadcast the event, and in both cases, this happened in the form of online manifestoes and livestreams (Turner, Chermak and Freilich, 2021). This shows that loan attackers share online spaces with each other and share common ideals and goals, meaning they use each other for information and intelligence in the online world. They are able to learn, plan and strategize off of each other’s broadcasted attacks and manifestos, showing that they in themselves are creating an online safe haven within these online chat forms (Roy van Zuijdewijn and Bakker, 2016).  As a result, loan wolf far-right terrorists actively engage in and online community that egg them on and push them to commit the next best attack and push them to a saint like status to be imbedded in internet culture on chat rooms for years to come, as many will base their attacks off attackers who went before them (McCauley and Moskalenko, 2014). 

As a whole the far-right use very few attack methods, from what society sees it is simply individuals committing acts of lone wolf terror that are normally mass shootings to gain the highest body count. This is the cause of most danger as the government do not know when they will happen or who is planning them as they are simply on their own, and not part of a larger group. Breivik and Tarrant are two different examples of far-right terror attacks they are separate incidents, but what cannot be ignored is the fact that Tarrant got inspiration off Breivik’s manifesto online (Pitcavage, 2015). This shows that any form of online extremism propaganda can be used and weaponised as a tool for someone to then use to plot and plan their next attack, which is why moderation and early identification of these documents and livestreams is needed to stop people planning more attacks with the information found in them (Baun, 2021). 
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